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ABSTRACT

The disposition of ecotourism was surveyed form October 5 to 22 in 1996. 600 persons were
participated from 5 big cities including Seoul in Korea. Of those individuals, 48% were males,
52% were females, 50% of respondents reported that they had gone as far as college, and 38%
were 20 years of age. Most percentage of respondents (72%) were not satisfied from their
leisure behavior in their daily life, 66% of respondents had a chance to visit outdoor recreation
areas per month. The most respondents(75%) didn't hear the concept of ecotourism, but they
recognized necessity of the ecotourism development. There was a tendency in the sample for
high disposition of ecotourism subjects to be more likely to intend to interest in environmental
problems, and participate to environment movement. They were very interested in ecotourism.
The differences existed in ecotourists’ dispositions of ecotourism, according to their scio-eco-
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nomic characteristics. The potentional ecotourist’s intentions of visiting eco-park had strong

relationships with the disposition of ecotourism.

KEY WORDS : DISPOSITION OF ECOTOURISM, ECOTOURISM DEVELOPMENT
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Figure 1. Histogram analysis of subject disposi-
tion of ecoturism (D.E.)
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Table 1. Crosstabulation between education, age, gender between disposition of ecotourism

(low) Disposition of ecotourism™*** (high)
Variables
-36~-22 -21~-17 -6~8 9~22 23~36
Education  High school 0.4 23.1 59.1 16.7 0.8
College 0.0 10.7 64.8 22.8 1.7
Age Less 29 0.0 12.2 64.0 21.2 2.7
Over 40 05 20.6 60.8 18.2 0.0
Gender Man 0.0 13.5 57.9 26.3 2.3
Woman 0.3 19.1 66.3 13.5 0.7
*** Chi-square P¢.05
Strongly Strongly
Interest 1% Uninterest Etc. Yes

14%

20%

Interest
62%

Figure 2. Interest in environmental problems

Al BREXZ & A9 FAEle 9t
23%2 7V} mkon ogorm FX 22%, g4
19%, 3AMY 17% <o 2 Jehygrth $gate] d&
8BTS 2 20-2947) AH 9 38%F 2AF
3, 30-39417} 22%, 40-49M17F 22%, 504 o4
o] 16%°o% Yeh}, dF 7 vy 1E PEE
Btk $9AE 3L 48%, AL 52% 2 FA
s

25559 AL 95 997 7HFAEA
AME 150-20059H Fxtn S59E 9o v &
o] 30%% 7V E®em, 100-1507+¢0] 28%,
2005+ o]4to]l 26% = uEldkm, A <wAie]
16%7F €3 1009y ojsle] AnEZ0 Aoz
vebgtl daef 2 9y, A A @A ol
HArote] wAEEEA Ay $grle gEsE 9
Aol utebA] M HFATFL {23 2ol & Hole
Aoz et Table 1).

(2) Mezio] ooin, MEiH2! TR0 ofat o14]
32 A% A8 LEAT A SR LA e
WA guAte) 62%7F Aol drtn S@ARn

72%

Figure 3. Participation to environment movement
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Table 2. The difference of interest in environ-
mental problems between high and low
disposition of ecotourism

x=53 S au 3R] 12(2) 1998

Table 3. The difference of participation to envi-
ronment movement between high and
low disposition of ecotourism

Mean S.D. t 2-tail Prob.

Mean S.D. t 2-tail Prob.

Low D.E.
High D.E.

.6625 878 -3.25 .002
1.1875 .644

Low D.E.
High D.E.

.2188 .832 -4.86 .000
1.0938 .588

Table 4. Crosstabulation between disposition of ecotourism and visiting times to natural areas

Visiting times to natural areas***

None Once Twice 3 times Over 4 times
Low D.E. 59.4 28.1 6.3 0.0 6.3
High D.E. 94 31.3 28.1 21.9 9.4
***Chi-square P{.05
Yes

72%

Figure 4. Satisfaction to leisure activities
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Figure 6. Understanding about ecotourism

Table 5. The difference of cognition of ectourism
development between high and low dis-
position of ecotourism

Mean S.D. t  2-tail Prob.
Low D.E. 4375 8780 -2.07 .042
High D.E. 9375 1.0450
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Figure 7. Ecotourism development
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