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Fig. 1 Integrated model of human attachment and place attachment
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A Implicit-explicit Place Attachment Model in a Tourism Context:
A Psychological Perspective

LUO Zeshun, LIN Bishu
(School of Management, Xiamen University, Xiamen 361005, China)

Abstract: Place attachment—the bond between people and place—has been investigated from a range
of disciplinary perspectives in the last 40 years including human geography, environmental psychology,
sociology, leisure science and tourism, architecture and planning. Place attachment theory is now an
important conceptual tool for destination management and destination marketing in the field of leisure
science and tourism. The available research on place attachment in the tourism context is mainly
empirical. A number of place attachment self-reporting scales have been developed that are used to
measure the predictors and the behavioral intent of place attachment for both community residents and
of tourists.

Despite the plethora of studies on the correlates and predictors of place attachment, little is known
about the processes through which people become attached to places. The existing empirical research
generally assumes that place attachment has already been formed and largely ignores the psychological
mechanism behind the formation of attachment. Moreover, such studies offer no explanation of the
formative process of place attachment. Thus, the existing studies have not clarified how the two
attachment groups—community residents and tourists—have formed their attachments from a tourism
perspective. Further, there is no explanation for the differences between the groups or for how they
guide their attachment behavior.

The purpose of this paper is to explore the formative psychological mechanism of place
attachment in a tourism context. Based on attachment theory and on a dual attitude theory model, this
study constructs an implicit-explicit place attachment model to both illustrate the formation of and the
working model of community residents’ and tourists’ attachment. The study reaches the following
conclusions. First, the internal working model (attachment representation) is the main formative
mechanism of place attachment. Second, the internal working model is considered to be a hierarchical
model with the generalized representation of attachment being at the top of the hierarchy and the
specific representation of attachment being lower. The residents’ attachment is guided by the
generalized representation of attachment; the tourists’ attachment is guided by the specific
representation of attachment. Lastly, there are dual states of place attachment: implicit attachment and
explicit attachment. The working principle of residents’ attachment is that the explicit state is excited
by the implicit state to guide the attachment behavior. Correspondingly, the explicit state of tourists’
attachment is internalized into the implicit state to guide the attachment behavior.

This study discusses the formation mechanism of place attachment of both community residents
and tourists in the tourism context. However, it does not fully investigate the psychological mechanism
of place attachment. Place attachment is a complicated process. The typical insider attachment is
community attachment. However, there are some specific instances of outsider attachment for particular
places, such as place attachment among second- home owners, second- home place attachment and
religious place attachment. The formation of such specific instances of place attachment should be
investigated. The development structure of the internal working models in attachment theory can
explain the relationships that may develop in a person’ s life, such as the parent-child relationship,
fellowship between people and marriage. Future research should explore the formation of different
instances of place attachment following the principle of the internal working models of attachment
theory.

Keywords: place attachment; internal working model; implicit attachment; explicit attachment; tourism

context
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