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Factors Influential to Tourist's Choice ofPursuing Ecological Tour
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Abstract

The objectives of this research on factors influential to tourist's choice of pursuing

ecological tour were to study l) personal factors of tourists, motivating factors and other factors

influencing their choice 2) their choice of ecological tour based upon different personal factors 3)

relationship between their choice and their knowledge about ecological tour 4) problems and

suggestions on ecological tour. Samples included 364 tourists from Bangkok Metropolis

Questionnaire was used as a tool to collect the data. Statistics used in this study included

frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test, F-test or one-way analysis of variance,

multiple comparison tests using Scheffe', Pearson's correlation coefficient. Level of significance

used was 0.05.

Outcome of the study revealed that 1) their choice of ecological tour scored high in every

aspect. Motivating factors, learning, attitude, activities and motivation all scored high on a given

rating scale. 2) tourists with differenl sex did differ in their choice ofecological tour. On the other

hand, tourists with different age, marital status, education, occupation and monthly income did

not differ in their choice of ecological tour at 0.05 level of significance. 3) their choice of

ecological tour was poorly correlated to their knowledge of ecological tour (r.186), moderately

correlated to their attitude on ecological tour (r.586) and was correlated to the activities of the

tour, although the relationship was low (r-.475) based on 0.01 level of signihcance 4) problems

called for concem included the lack of knowledge on the practice of ecological tour, diverse

cultures , lack of knowledge on local or community culture, lack of knowledge about the law

related, existing law did not support community's activity, Iack of certified local guide, expensive

goods and services and lack of good management on the part of tourist firms and tourist

destination.


