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ABSTRACT

The study aimed at exploring the correlation among the recreational specialization of in-line skating fanciers and their risk

management. The participants of the study were fanciers of in-line skating activity. 300 questionnaires were issued, from which 268

valid ones were obtained, a validity returning rate of 83.9%. The findings of the study were as follows: 1. In recreational

specialization, the in-line skating fanciers’ involvement is most obvi-ous, secondly is life style, and then is their technique and

knowledge. The equip-ments and investment takes rather lower degree on recreational specialization. 2. Generally, the in-line

skating fanciers have the equal cognition of risk management. 3. The result showed significant differences on in-line skating fanciers

’ involvement of recreational specialization, life styles, techniques, knowledge, equipments and in-vestment under some

background variables, including gender, competition experi-ence, age, level of license, education level, years of participating in-line

skating ac-tivities and money amount and times of purchasing in-line skating products. 4. The result showed significant differences

on in-line skating fanciers’ risk manage-ment under some background variables, including gender, whether join an in-line skating

association, competition experience, level of license, years of participating in-line skating activities and the amount of money and

times of purchasing in-line skating products. 5. The in-line skating fanciers’ involvement of recreational specialization, life styles,

techniques, knowledge, equipments and monetary investment have significant- posi-tive correlation with their risk management. In

conclusion, joining an in-line skating association, competition experience and owning a license are key points to form recreational

specialization. Key Words: recreational specialization, involvement, life styles, risk management
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