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Abstract: This paper addresses a gap in research concerning local communities’ perceptions of emerg-
ing tourism destinations through the lens of risk perception theory. Despite extensive exploration of
perceived risk across disciplines, little attention has been paid to how local communities perceive the
risks associated with tourism development. This article aims to propose a framework to explore the
multifaceted aspects of residents’ risk perception, encompassing various types of risks, emotions,
personal factors, and the role of the media. By formulating research questions that probe into these
dimensions, the paper also aims to provide a background for empirical studies that validate and
refine the proposed model. Ultimately, this research contributes to a deeper understanding of local
community perceptions, offering insights for policymakers and practitioners to foster sustainable
tourism practices and community engagement.
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1. Introduction

Extensive research on perceived risk has been disseminated across diverse academic
disciplines [1,2], including economics and psychology, among others. In the academic liter-
ature on tourism, studies on perceived risk have mostly concentrated on different aspects of
travel-related experiences. Many studies examine the risks that tourists perceive [1], as well
as different facets of travel, including organizing-related concerns [1,3], potential risks that
travelers may face in specific locations [4,5], health [6], and physical safety [7,8]. Concern
over the COVID-19 pandemic has drawn attention to both health and personal/physical
safety themes that center on risk perception [9].

Nevertheless, the perspective of risk perception from the residents of developing
tourism areas remains largely unexplored, despite the longstanding tradition of studying
residents’ perceptions [10] and the certitude that tourism development involves a multitude
of changes and impacts that may not be immediately apparent. Individuals may react
differently to the new circumstances. Considering this context, there are some incipient
studies that apply the risk perception theory to the local community when receiving
tourists [11,12]. For example, Joo et al. [11] focus on explaining the risks associated with
receiving tourists during the pandemic period, and Camprubi and Garau-Vadell [12]
address the growth of Airbnb apartments.

This paper, thus, advocates for the utilization of risk perception theory to explore how
residents perceive developing tourism destinations. As a conceptual paper, it aims to lay the
groundwork for future empirical research in this area by means of a conceptual framework
and related research questions. By exploring risk perception dynamics in the context of
developing tourism destinations, this paper seeks to provide theoretical insights into the
complexities of residents’ perceptions, enlightening the factors influencing their attitudes
and behaviors towards tourism development. This conceptual framework is expected to not
only fill a gap in the existing literature but also offer practical implications for policymakers
and stakeholders involved in destination planning and community engagement. Ultimately,
this research attempts to significantly enhance the understanding of the local community’s
perceptions and enhance the sustainability of tourism development initiatives.
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2. Theoretical Background
2.1. Exploring the Concept of Risk Perception

Research yields a range of definitions regarding the concepts of risk and risk perception
across different fields, each reflecting the specific focus and context of the study. Short [13]
defines risk as the likelihood that an individual will face the effects of a hazard, while
Vlek and Keren [14] succinctly describe risk as the likelihood of undesired consequences.
Rosa [15] further elaborates, describing risk as a situation where something valuable to
humans, including human life itself, is endangered with an uncertain outcome. Similarly,
Sjöberg, Moen, and Rundmo [16] emphasize the association of risk with the probability
of adverse events or negative outcomes. Additionally, Slovic and Weber [17] underscore
the complexity of defining risk, noting its multifaceted nature encompassing hazards,
probabilities, consequences, and potential threats. In tourism academic literature, risk is
frequently associated with the possibility of bad things happening while traveling or at the
destination [18].

In several fields of study, risk perception is defined as an individual’s subjective
evaluation of the likelihood of coming into contact with a certain danger [16]. This entails
assessing the possibility of events happening as well as the effects of unfavorable or adverse
results [1,16], as well as the degree of uncertainty [1] accompanied by apprehension, anxiety,
and fear-related emotions [19,20]. According to Slovic [21], “risk does not exist ‘out there’,
independent of our minds and cultures, waiting to be measured. Human beings have
invented the concept of risk to help them understand and cope with the dangers and
uncertainties of life”, highlighting the inherently subjective nature of risk perception.
According to a sociological perspective on risk, the understanding of uncertainty and
unwanted events originates from the conception of the social construction of reality [22–24],
where reality is both individually and collectively subjective.

2.2. Residents and Risk Perception

Numerous academic fields, including health studies, sociology, economics, psychol-
ogy, and political science, have conducted research on how local populations perceive
risk [22]. Predominantly, a collective viewpoint is embraced in such research, focusing
on the societal implications of risk perception over individual perspectives. The empha-
sis lies on how communities perceive potential hazards or unfavorable events such as
natural catastrophes [25], health issues [26], illnesses [27], economic downturns [28], or
criminal activities [29]. This research primarily analyzes risk perceptions from a collective
standpoint, prioritizing the perceptions about the overall health and physical integrity of
the community residing in a specific area. Traditionally, the psychometric paradigm is
employed to assess risk perceptions through quantitative measures [30,31], often utilizing
surveys or structured interviews to gather data on individuals’ subjective evaluations of
hazards. This approach allows researchers to quantify and analyze various risk perception
dimensions, such as controllability, perceived severity, and familiarity, providing valuable
insights into the factors influencing how risks are perceived within communities.

According to Slovic, Fischhoff, and Lichtenstein [32], examining how risk is perceived
in a society is important for a number of reasons. Firstly, it provides valuable insights into
residents’ behaviors and attitudes towards potential risks. By understanding how indi-
viduals within a community perceive and interpret various hazards, policymakers, urban
planners, and emergency management officials can tailor interventions and strategies to
address specific concerns and mitigate risks effectively. Secondly, studying risk perception
allows for the anticipation of public responses to hazards. By identifying how different
segments of the population perceive risks and the factors that influence their reactions,
authorities can better prepare for and manage crises, facilitating more timely and effective
responses. Thirdly, examining risk perception helps determine what information needs
to be communicated to the public and how best to convey it. Understanding the specific
knowledge gaps, misconceptions, and communication preferences within a community
enables the development of targeted risk communication strategies. By employing appro-
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priate channels, messaging frameworks, and trusted sources, authorities can enhance public
understanding, engagement, and compliance with safety measures, ultimately fostering
greater resilience and preparedness in the face of potential hazards.

2.3. Residents Perception of Tourism

Research on the perceptions of residents in the tourism industry spans more than
three decades, and this “has undoubtedly contributed to a wider understanding and
knowledge of the phenomenon” [10]. Specifically, prior research has mostly concentrated
on two perspectives.

Firstly, there is an analysis of the consequences of tourism development, examining
its impacts, whether positive or negative, on the economy, culture, and environment of
the destination [33,34]. In the last several years, studies addressing the adverse effects of
tourism have proliferated, including issues like overtourism [35,36], tourism phobia [37],
and gentrification [38]. These emerging concerns underscore the complexities and chal-
lenges associated with the development of tourism in local communities.

Secondly, former research attempted to examine the way local communities perceive
and endorse tourism through an analysis of residents’ viewpoints [39–41]. These investiga-
tions traditionally draw upon the principles of the Social Exchange Theory [40]. Based on
this theory, the local community supports tourism when they feel that the benefits outweigh
the costs. However, Sharpley (2014) [10] notes that many studies remain ‘atheoretical’ and
even those that employ a theoretical framework may not fully clarify residents’ percep-
tions. Hence, there persists a lack of robust theoretical grounding in some inquiries. This
highlights the need for further development and application of theoretical frameworks to
enhance residents’ perceptions of tourism destinations effectively.

3. Residents’ Risk Perception in Developing Destinations: A Conceptual Model

One of the most important predictors of how local populations view the effects of
tourism in their region is risk perception. Risk, which encompasses hazards, probabilities,
consequences, and potential threats [17], is often perceived and identified before tangible
tourism impacts materialize. As seen above, the study of residents’ perceptions has been
fundamentally based on identifying the impacts produced by tourist activity but not the
likelihood of their occurrence and/or the possible consequences of negative outcomes.

Despite the prevailing notion of tourism development as a positive force bringing
new opportunities [42], not all the individuals in a local community perceive tourism
positively. Novel tourism ventures may generate uncertainty, fear, and anxiety among
residents. Not everyone is prepared for the change that a new tourism venture entails [12].
Consequently, like other domains, tourism can evoke a sense of risk among locals, re-
quiring comprehensive analysis and understanding for effective management [30]. For
instance, recent research by Joo et al. [11] examining residents’ perceptions of the risks asso-
ciated with tourist arrivals during the COVID-19 pandemic underscores the significance of
this approach.

Therefore, taking into account the absence of a theoretical foundation in the examina-
tion of local communities’ perceptions, research in this area should prioritize the use of risk
perception theory to delve deeper into and better comprehend residents’ perceptions. Par-
ticularly, this study aims to develop a conceptual framework that serves as a starting point
to examine and analyze how the local community perceives risk in tourism destinations,
and more specifically in emerging tourist destinations. Research should focus on the four
main aspects depicted in Figure 1 that influence the overall evaluation of risk perception.
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Figure 1. Model of local community risk perception.

Firstly, it is critical to comprehend the kinds and patterns of tourist development
hazards that residents perceive before the effects of tourism become apparent. Taking
into account previous studies (Table 1) on residents’ perceptions, this could involve risks
related to economics, social dynamics, cultural factors, and the environment [12,33,43].
Regarding economic risks, residents may express concerns about the poor quality of
employment opportunities resulting from tourism, as well as a substantial increase in
the cost of living due to inflation and real estate speculation. They may also worry about
capital outflows and the inadequate estimation of the costs associated with tourism, which
could lead to undesirable opportunity costs such as the transfer of funds from essential
services like health and education to support tourism initiatives. Focusing on social
dynamics, residents may fear the deterioration of coexistence among citizens, the expulsion
of traditional residents from their neighborhoods, and a decrease in their overall quality of
life. Furthermore, they may feel alienated from their own communities as tourism alters
the nature of events and activities to cater to tourists, potentially leading to an increase
in crime, prostitution, and social dislocation. Considering cultural factors, residents may
express concerns about the loss of authenticity and tradition as tourism modifies cultural
practices and heritage sites to appeal to visitors. Additionally, they may perceive tourism
as bringing nothing of interest to residents while saturating spaces traditionally available
to them. Focusing on environmental risk, residents may worry about the increase in
pollution, including water and noise pollution, caused by tourism activities. They may also
be concerned about the strain on local infrastructure, such as traffic congestion and the
deterioration of neighborhood facilities, as well as environmental damage, architectural
pollution, and the destruction of natural habitats and heritage sites. These hazards can lead
to overcrowding, changes in wildlife behavior, the loss of vegetation, and a reduction in
local biodiversity.
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Table 1. Types of residents’ risk perceptions for developing tourism destinations.
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Economic

Poor quality of employment x

Localised inflation x

Real estate speculation and the incerase in housing prices x x

Capital outflows x

Inadequate estimation of the cost of tourism x

Undesirable opportunity cost, including transfer of funds from health and education x

Fear of job security x

Increasing cost of living x x x x

Economic disparity x

Higher maintenance-related expenditure in public areas and services x

Socio-cultural

Deterioration of coexistence among citizens, social conflicts. x

The expulsion of traditional residents from the neighborhood x x

Declining resident hospitality x

Decrease in the quality of life x

Social dislocation x x

Change in community structure x

Changes in lifestyle x

Potential increase in crime rates x x

Potential increase in prostitution x x x

Potential increase in drugs and alcohol x

Potential increase in gambling, betting, fraud, or theft x x

Health-related threats x x

Severity of health threats x x

Crowding of local infrastructure (healthcare, leisure, transportation, etc.) x x x

Modification of the nature of the event or activity to accommodate tourists x

Degradation of the local culture and traditions x x

Loss of resident identity x x

Cultural diffusion x

Effects on traditional family values x

Degradation of morality x

Cultural commercialization x

Environmental

Increase of pollution (including waste, water, air, and noise) x x x

Traffic problems x x x

More rapid deterioration of neighborhood infrastructure x

Overcrowding of public places traditionally available to residents x x x x

Environmental and ecological damage x x x

Changes and damages in natural processes x x



Sustainability 2024, 16, 3186 6 of 11

Table 1. Cont.
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Destruction of heritage x

Architectural pollution (large buildings that destroy views, clashing and unfitting
architectural styles, etc.) x x x

Changed feeding and breeding habits of wild life cause problems related to the
preservation of wildlife x x

Deforestation and the loss of vegetation x x x

Reduction in local biodiversity and wildlife destruction x x

Sanitation problems x

In this sense, residents of a destination that is developing can anticipate potential
negative consequences that may amplify their levels of risk perception. As they become
increasingly aware of the potential hazards associated with tourism development, their
overall evaluation of risk perception in relation to tourism is directly influenced. This
may result in an increasingly hesitant or lack of support for further tourism development
in its place of residence. As a response to this situation, residents may feel the desire
to safeguard their community’s well-being and preserve its unique identity and way
of life. Additionally, residents may fear the loss of control over their environment and
livelihoods, particularly if they perceive tourism development as being driven primarily by
external interests or neglectful of local needs and concerns. Moreover, residents’ experiences
with past tourism initiatives or observed impacts in other destinations can shape their
attitudes and perceptions towards future development efforts. Negative experiences,
such as overcrowding, environmental degradation, or social tensions, may lead residents
to adopt a more skeptical stance towards tourism expansion, further amplifying their
risk perception.

Secondly, former research has extensively recognized the role of feelings and their
effect on risk perception [19,20,47]. Specifically, fear-related emotions have been found to
amplify risk estimates [24]. According to Loewenstein et al. [19], while individuals cogni-
tively evaluate risk, they also respond emotionally to it. Therefore, imagining the negative
consequences of risk evokes negative emotions and feelings, thereby reducing individuals’
willingness to participate in risky behavior [47]. Hence, it is crucial to understand the
sentiments of anxiety, fear, and apprehension felt by the community within their place of
residence, since attitudes supporting tourism activity may depend on this [10,11,48]. In
this sense, understanding the interplay between affective responses and risk perception is
essential for designing effective strategies to mitigate negative sentiments and gain support
for tourism initiatives. By acknowledging and addressing the emotional dimensions of risk
perception, destination stakeholders can promote a more empathetic and comprehensive
approach to sustainable tourism planning and management, fostering greater community
engagement and cooperation in the process.

Thirdly, taking into consideration personal factors (age, gender, income, etc.) is im-
perative, as academic literature has recognized the significant role that these factors play
in shaping residents’ perceptions [43] and, more particularly, individuals’ perceptions of
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risk [49]. Studies have found that both gender and age directly influence individuals’ per-
ceptions of risk and their enjoyment of risky behaviors [50–52]. Furthermore, cross-cultural
studies have also demonstrated differences in risk perception and attitudes depending on
individuals’ country of origin [53,54]. In the tourism field, Camprubi and Garau-Vadell [12]
found that different demographic groups exhibit varying levels of risk perception regarding
the novelty of P2P tourism development in Mallorca. González et al. [43] also highlight that
attachment to the community, including the number of years as a resident, being native
or not, owning a dwelling or not, etc., can influence perceptions about tourism. Other
intrinsic aspects that can also influence residents’ perceptions are related to the level of
involvement in the tourism sector and the cultural gap between locals and tourists (values,
customs, language, etc.) [43]. Therefore, understanding how personal factors influence
risk perception facilitates comprehension of how individuals evaluate and respond to
potential risks when new tourism ventures are emerging in their place of residence, with
the possibility of designing specific strategies that help to mitigate risk perceptions.

Finally, mass media and other types of information sources play a significant role in
shaping the “social amplification of risk” [24]. It has been proven that frequent exposure
to various information sources, including television, radio, newspapers, social networks,
activists, and opinion leaders, among others, significantly influences individuals’ percep-
tions of risk and their subsequent behavior [24,55]. Therefore, affective judgments may be
both positively and adversely influenced by information provided by the media on the
destination where tourism is experiencing growth. The information provided by these
information sources has the power to evoke feelings associated with fear and anxiety
among residents as they anticipate the changes that may occur within their community.
In this sense, Wang [48] affirms that incorporating the perspectives of residents regarding
tourism and its future evolution within their community is crucial for effective tourism
planning, being beneficial to increasing positive perceptions and engaging the commu-
nity. Through proactive participation in the planning process and awareness of locals’
concerns, destination stakeholders may promote a more favorable tourist narrative and
increase community involvement. When destination stakeholders actively address and
mitigate residents’ concerns, they not only reduce perceived risks associated with tourism
growth but also shape the narrative in mass media. By implementing effective risk man-
agement strategies and fostering open communication channels with the local community,
stakeholders can mitigate potential negative impacts and promote positive stories and
experiences related to tourism development. This proactive approach helps to counteract
sensationalized or negative narratives in the media, contributing to a more balanced and
favorable portrayal of tourism growth. As residents witness tangible efforts to address
their concerns and enhance their well-being, they are more likely to participate positively
in tourism planning processes and contribute to a constructive discourse in mass media.
In this way, reducing risk perception through proactive engagement and addressing com-
munity concerns not only benefits the local community but also enhances both the overall
reputation and sustainability of the destination.

Based on the previously established framework, the following research questions are
formulated to guide the inquiry into this area:

RQ1: What types of risks do residents perceive in relation to tourism development in their
place of residence?
RQ2: How do feelings of fear, anxiety, and uncertainty among the local community impact
their willingness to engage in tourism development in their place of residence?
RQ3: What role do personal influencing factors play in shaping residents’ perceptions of
risk in emerging tourism destinations?
RQ4: How do information sources and mass media shape residents’ affective evaluations
of risk regarding tourism development?
RQ5: To what extent does overall risk perception influence community engagement and
support for tourism development initiatives?
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4. Discussion and Conclusions

This study has addressed the need to explore local community perceptions in emerg-
ing tourism destinations from the viewpoint of risk perception theory. This study adds a
conceptual basis to the body of academic literature by offering a comprehensive approach
to the factors that can influence the risk perception of residents regarding tourism develop-
ment, including the types and patterns of risks perceived, the role of emotions and affective
responses, personal influencing factors, and the impact of information sources and mass
media, as well as the consequences on support for tourism when risk perception levels are
high. Throughout this article, the benefit of understanding the concerns and interests of
the local community is argued. Ultimately, there is a need to recognize the high levels of
risk perception as a warning sign that should be taken into consideration when planning
tourism development.

Hence, this conceptual framework fills a gap in existing literature by providing a
better understanding of how the local community perceives and responds to the risks.
Previous research focused mainly on certain adversities such as natural disasters [25], poor
health [26], diseases [11,27], financial crises [28], or crime [29]. Residents’ risk perception
associated with tourism is an incipient development. Therefore, this paper contributes to
adding new insights and perspectives to this topic by associating risk perception with an
emerging tourism context.

Furthermore, it provides practical implications for policymakers and practitioners by
offering a theoretical model to understand the relevance of considering risk perception
as an influencing factor in local community engagement and support for new tourism
ventures. Tourism development embraces sustainability across economic, socio-cultural,
and environmental dimensions. The fact that the local community perceives risk in one
or more areas of the three dimensions of sustainability represents a brake on tourism
development and an alarm sign that practitioners must understand and consider. In other
words, it is vital to understand that a lack of local community involvement may come
from seeing tourism development as a risk for their overall well-being. Thus, it is essential
to acknowledge and mitigate these associated risks proactively by means of appropriate
risk management strategies. Hence, this paper has highlighted the idea of making the
local community part of the tourism development in order to find out their complicity and
support [32]. This approach requires a shift towards collaborative governance models where
local voices are heard and valued in the tourism planning process. By actively involving
residents in decision-making forums, such as community workshops, stakeholder meetings,
and participatory planning sessions, policymakers and practitioners can ensure that tourism
development aligns with the needs and aspirations of the community. Moreover, fostering
meaningful engagement with local stakeholders can lead to greater ownership and support
for tourism initiatives, ultimately contributing to the long-term success and sustainability of
destination development efforts. Additionally, by promoting sustainable tourism practices
that prioritize environmental conservation, cultural preservation, and social inclusivity,
destination stakeholders can mitigate residents’ risk perception and later negative impacts
on the local community while maximizing the benefits of tourism for all involved.

Future research should prioritize empirical studies that apply the conceptual frame-
work to diverse tourism contexts, allowing for the validation and refinement of the pro-
posed model. By examining residents’ perceptions in specific destination settings and
exploring the relationships between different factors influencing risk perceptions of tourism
development, researchers can generate insights for decision-makers and stakeholders in-
volved in tourism management and planning. Furthermore, the study of this topic may
include both deductive and inductive methods. Using an inductive method will provide
a thorough and comprehensive understanding of the phenomena. In order to gather
pertinent data, a sort of qualitative technique such as participant observation [56], focus
groups [57], in-depth interviews [58], or a combination of them may be effective. Thematic
analysis, as a method useful for “identifying, analyzing, and reporting patterns (themes)
within data” [59], may be suitable in order to identify the key components of residents’ risk
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perceptions and determine whether or not they coincide with the categories established
in the residents’ risk perception taxonomy (Table 1). During this process, new relevant
categories might emerge, resulting in an expansion of the model presented in this paper.
Also, a deductive research approach can be conducted, taking into account the traditional
psychometric paradigm employed to assess risk perception [30,31], using as a starting point
the hazard taxonomy proposed. The knowledge gained from these empirical studies can
significantly advance the understanding of residents’ perceptions and, more specifically,
residents’ risk perceptions in tourism development.

For policymakers and practitioners, it is important to understand that by addressing
the concerns of the local community and engaging community members as active par-
ticipants in decision-making, destination stakeholders can foster positive perceptions of
tourism development, enhance community resilience, and promote sustainable tourism
practices for the benefit of all stakeholders involved.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Conflicts of Interest: The author declares no conflicts of interest.

References
1. Stone, R.N.; Grønhaug, K. Perceived risk: Further considerations for the marketing discipline. Eur. J. Mark. 1993, 27, 39–50.

[CrossRef]
2. Wolff, K.; Larsen, S.; Øgaard, T. How to define and measure risk perceptions. Ann. Tour. Res. 2019, 79, 102759. [CrossRef]
3. Maser, B.; Weiermair, K. Travel decision-making: From the vantage point of perceived risk and information preferences. J. Travel

Tour. Mark. 1998, 7, 107–121. [CrossRef]
4. Fuchs, G. Low versus High Sensation-seeking Tourists: A Study of Backpackers’ Experience Risk Perception. Int. J. Tour. Res.

2013, 15, 81–92. [CrossRef]
5. Qi, C.X.; Gibson, H.J.; Zhang, J.J. Perceptions of risk and travel intentions: The case of China and the Beijing Olympic Games. J.

Sport Tour. 2009, 14, 43–67. [CrossRef]
6. Jonas, A.; Mansfeld, Y.; Paz, S.; Potasman, I. Determinants of health risk perception among low-risk-taking tourists traveling to

developing countries. J. Travel Res. 2011, 50, 87–99. [CrossRef]
7. Floyd, M.F.; Pennington-Gray, L. Profiling risk perceptions of tourists. Ann. Tour. Res. 2004, 31, 1051–1054. [CrossRef]
8. George, R.; Swart, K. International tourists’ perceptions of crime–risk and their future travel intentions during the 2010 FIFA

World Cup™ in South Africa. J. Sport Tour. 2012, 17, 201–223. [CrossRef]
9. Neuburger, L.; Egger, R. Travel risk perception and travel behaviour during the COVID-19 pandemic 2020: A case study of the

DACH region. Curr. Issues Tour. 2021, 24, 1003–1016. [CrossRef]
10. Sharpley, R. Host perceptions of tourism: A review of the research. Tour. Manag. 2014, 42, 37–49. [CrossRef]
11. Joo, D.; Xu, W.; Lee, J.; Lee, C.K.; Woosnam, K.M. Residents’ perceived risk, emotional solidarity, and support for tourism amidst

the COVID-19 pandemic. J. Destin. Mark. Manag. 2021, 19, 100553. [CrossRef]
12. Camprubí, R.; Garau-Vadell, J.B. Residents risk perception of P2P vacation accommodation. J. Place Manag. Dev. 2022, 15, 167–181.

[CrossRef]
13. Short, J.F. The social fabric at risk: Toward the social transformation of risk analysis. Am. Sociol. Rev. 1984, 49, 711–725. [CrossRef]
14. Vlek, C.; Keren, G. Behavioral decision theory and environmental risk management: Assessment and resolution of four ‘survival’

dilemmas. Acta Psychol. 1992, 80, 249–278. [CrossRef]
15. Rosa, E.A. Metatheoretical foundations for post-normal risk. J. Risk Res. 1998, 1, 15–44. [CrossRef]
16. Sjöberg, L.; Moen, B.E.; Rundmo, T. Explaining risk perception. Eval. Psychom. Paradig. Risk Percept. Res. 2004, 10, 612–665.
17. Slovic, P.; Weber, E.U. Perception of ripetersk posed by extreme events. In Regulation of Toxic Substances and Hazardous Waste,

2nd ed.; Foundation Press: Goleta, CA, USA, 2002.
18. Tsaur, S.-H.; Tzend, G.-H.; Wang, K.-C. Evaluating tourist risks from fuzzy perspectives. Ann. Tour. Res. 1997, 24, 796–812.
19. Loewenstein, G.F.; Weber, E.U.; Hsee, C.K.; Welch, N. Risk as feelings. Psychol. Bull. 2001, 127, 267. [CrossRef]
20. Slovic, P.; Peters, E. Risk perception and affect. Curr. Dir. Psychol. Sci. 2006, 15, 322–325. [CrossRef]
21. Slovic, P. Perception of risk: Reflections on the psychometric paradigm. In Theories of Risk; Golding, D., Krimsky, S., Eds.; Praeger:

New York, NY, USA, 1992.
22. Martínez, J. “Percepción y aceptabilidad del riesgo”. In En Torno al Riesgo. Contribuciones de Diferentes Disciplinas y Perspectivas de

Análisis; Colección Pasos Edita, 19; Martínez, J., La Rocca, G., Eds.; Pasos: Tenerife, Spain, 2017.
23. Eyles, J.; Taylor, S.M.; Baxter, J.; Sider, D.; Willms, D. The social construction of risk in a rural community: Responses of local

residents to the 1990 Hagersville (Ontario) tire fire. Risk Anal. 1993, 13, 281–290. [CrossRef]
24. Kasperson, R.E.; Renn, O.; Slovic, P.; Brown, H.S.; Emel, J.; Goble, R.; Ratick, S. The social amplification of risk: A conceptual

framework. Risk Anal. 1988, 8, 177–187. [CrossRef]

https://doi.org/10.1108/03090569310026637
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2019.102759
https://doi.org/10.1300/J073v07n04_06
https://doi.org/10.1002/jtr.878
https://doi.org/10.1080/14775080902847439
https://doi.org/10.1177/0047287509355323
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2004.03.011
https://doi.org/10.1080/14775085.2012.734060
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2020.1803807
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tourman.2013.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdmm.2021.100553
https://doi.org/10.1108/JPMD-06-2020-0051
https://doi.org/10.2307/2095526
https://doi.org/10.1016/0001-6918(92)90050-N
https://doi.org/10.1080/136698798377303
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.127.2.267
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-8721.2006.00461.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.1993.tb01080.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.1988.tb01168.x


Sustainability 2024, 16, 3186 10 of 11

25. Peacock, W.G.; Brody, S.D.; Highfield, W. Hurricane risk perceptions among Florida’s single family homeowners. Landsc. Urban
Plan. 2005, 73, 120–135. [CrossRef]

26. Parkhill, K.A.; Pidgeon, N.F.; Henwood, K.L.; Simmons, P.; Venables, D. From the familiar to the extraordinary: Local residents’
perceptions of risk when living with nuclear power in the UK. Trans. Inst. Br. Geogr. 2010, 35, 39–58. [CrossRef]

27. Armstrong, P.M.; Brunet, L.R.; Spielman, A.; Telford, S.R., III. Risk of Lyme disease: Perceptions of residents of a Lone Star
tick-infested community. Bull. World Health Organ. 2001, 79, 916–925.

28. Roszkowski, M.J.; Davey, G. Risk perception and risk tolerance changes attributable to the 2008 economic crisis: A subtle but
critical difference. J. Financ. Serv. Prof. 2010, 64, 42–53.

29. Wyant, B.R. Multilevel impacts of perceived incivilities and perceptions of crime risk on fear of crime: Isolating endogenous
impacts. J. Res. Crime Delinq. 2008, 45, 39–64. [CrossRef]

30. Slovic, P. Perception of Risk. Science 1987, 236, 280–285. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
31. Siegrist, M.; Keller, C.; Kiers, H.A. A new look at the psychometric paradigm of perception of hazards. Risk Anal. Int. J. 2005, 25,

211–222. [CrossRef]
32. Slovic, P.; Fischhoff, B.; Lichtenstein, S. Why study risk perception? Risk Anal. 1982, 2, 83–93. [CrossRef]
33. Andereck, K.L.; Valentine, K.M.; Knopf, R.C.; Vogt, C.A. Residents’ perceptions of community tourism impacts. Ann. Tour. Res.

2005, 32, 1056–1076. [CrossRef]
34. Pizam, A. Tourism’s impacts: The social costs to the destination community as perceived by its residents. J. Travel Res. 1978, 16,

8–12. [CrossRef]
35. Muler, V.; Coromina, L.; Gali, N. Overtourism: Residents’ perceptions of tourism impact as an indicator of resident social carrying

capacity-case study of a Spanish heritage town. Tour. Rev. 2018, 73, 277–296. [CrossRef]
36. Seraphin, H.; Sheeran, P.; Pilato, M. Over-tourism and the fall of Venice as a destination. J. Destin. Mark. Manag. 2018, 9, 374–376.

[CrossRef]
37. Zerva, K.; Palou, S.; Blasco, D.; Donaire, J.A. Tourism-philia versus tourism-phobia: Residents and destination management

organization’s publicly expressed tourism perceptions in Barcelona. Tour. Geogr. 2019, 21, 306–329. [CrossRef]
38. Cocola-Gant, A. Tourism gentrification. In Handbook of Gentrification Studies; Edward Elgar Publishing: Cheltenham, UK, 2018.
39. Nunkoo, R.; Ramkissoon, H. Developing a community support model for tourism. Ann. Tour. Res. 2011, 38, 964–988. [CrossRef]
40. Rasoolimanesh, S.M.; Ali, F.; Jaafar, M. Modeling residents’ perceptions of tourism development: Linear versus non-linear models.

J. Destin. Mark. Manag. 2018, 10, 1–9. [CrossRef]
41. Bimonte, S.; Punzo, L.F. Tourist development and host–guest interaction: An economic exchange theory. Ann. Tour. Res. 2016, 58,

128–139. [CrossRef]
42. Maitland, R.; Newman, P. (Eds.) World Tourism Cities: Developing Tourism Off the Beaten Track; Routledge: London, UK, 2014.
43. González, R.; Gascó, J.; Llopis, J. Local residents’ perception about tourism and foreign residents: A Spanish case study. Psychol.

Mark. 2019, 36, 1098–1108. [CrossRef]
44. Mariam, K.; Singh, M.; Yaja, M.; Kumar, A. Negative perception of the local community towards tourism development. Tour.

Hosp. Manag. 2024, 30, 15–25. [CrossRef]
45. Azizan Marzuki, A.M. Resident attitudes towards impacts from tourism development in Langkawi Islands, Malaysia. World Appl.

Sci. J. 2011, 12, 25–34.
46. Ryu, K.; Promsivapallop, P.; Kannaovakun, P.; Kim, M.; Insuwanno, P. Residents’ risk perceptions, willingness to accept

international tourists, and self-protective behaviour during destination re-opening amidst the COVID-19 pandemic. Curr. Issues
Tour. 2023, 26, 1367–1383. [CrossRef]

47. Sobkow, A.; Traczyk, J.; Zaleskiewicz, T. The affective bases of risk perception: Negative feelings and stress mediate the
relationship between mental imagery and risk perception. Front. Psychol. 2016, 7, 932. [CrossRef]

48. Wang, S. Predicting effects of demographics and moderating power of engagement on residents’ perceptions of tourism
development. Eur. J. Tour. Res. 2013, 6, 170–182. [CrossRef]

49. Savage, I. Demographic influences on risk perceptions. Risk Anal. 1993, 13, 413–420. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
50. Rhodes, N.; Pivik, K. Age and gender differences in risky driving: The roles of positive affect and risk perception. Accid. Anal.

Prev. 2011, 43, 923–931. [CrossRef]
51. Gardner, M.; Steinberg, L. Peer influence on risk taking, risk preference, and risky decision making in adolescence and adulthood:

An experimental study. Dev. Psychol. 2005, 41, 625. [CrossRef]
52. Otani, H.; Leonard, S.D.; Ashford, V.L.; Bushroe, M.; Reeder, G. Age differences in perception of risk. Percept. Mot. Ski. 1992, 74,

587–594. [CrossRef]
53. Weber, E.U.; Hsee, C. Cross-cultural differences in risk perception, but cross-cultural similarities in attitudes towards perceived

risk. Manag. Sci. 1998, 44, 1205–1217. [CrossRef]
54. Choi, J.; Lee, K.H. Risk perception and e-shopping: A cross-cultural study. J. Fash. Mark. Manag. Int. J. 2003, 7, 49–64. [CrossRef]
55. Coleman, C.L. The influence of mass media and interpersonal communication on societal and personal risk judgments. Commun.

Res. 1993, 20, 611–628. [CrossRef]
56. Wise, N. Using ethnographic and participatory approaches in tourism and hospitality research. In Handbook of Research Methods

for Tourism and Hospitality Management; Nunkoo, R., Ed.; Edward Elgar Publishing: Cheltenham, UK, 2018; pp. 115–122.
57. Rabiee, F. Focus-group interview and data analysis. Proc. Nutr. Soc. 2004, 63, 655–660. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.landurbplan.2004.11.004
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1475-5661.2009.00364.x
https://doi.org/10.1177/0022427807309440
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.3563507
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3563507
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.0272-4332.2005.00580.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.1982.tb01369.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2005.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1177/004728757801600402
https://doi.org/10.1108/TR-08-2017-0138
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdmm.2018.01.011
https://doi.org/10.1080/14616688.2018.1522510
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2011.01.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jdmm.2018.05.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.annals.2016.03.004
https://doi.org/10.1002/mar.21259
https://doi.org/10.20867/thm.30.1.2
https://doi.org/10.1080/13683500.2022.2054782
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2016.00932
https://doi.org/10.54055/ejtr.v6i2.130
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.1993.tb00741.x
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8234949
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aap.2010.11.015
https://doi.org/10.1037/0012-1649.41.4.625
https://doi.org/10.2466/pms.1992.74.2.587
https://doi.org/10.1287/mnsc.44.9.1205
https://doi.org/10.1108/13612020310464368
https://doi.org/10.1177/009365093020004006
https://doi.org/10.1079/PNS2004399
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15831139


Sustainability 2024, 16, 3186 11 of 11

58. Rubin, H.J.; Rubin, I.S. Qualitative interviewing: The art of hearing data. In Chapter 7: Assembling the Parts; Sage: New York, NY,
USA, 2011; pp. 145–167.

59. Braun, V.; Clarke, V. Using thematic analysis in psychology. Qual. Res. Psychol. 2006, 3, 77–101. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.

https://doi.org/10.1191/1478088706qp063oa

	Introduction 
	Theoretical Background 
	Exploring the Concept of Risk Perception 
	Residents and Risk Perception 
	Residents Perception of Tourism 

	Residents’ Risk Perception in Developing Destinations: A Conceptual Model 
	Discussion and Conclusions 
	References

