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A Survey on the Visitor's Cognition of
Admission Fee in National Park®
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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to survey and analyze of the visitor s cognition of admission fee
collection system in National Park. To accomplish the purposes, a questionnaire survey was
employed in Songnisan National Park. The contents of questionnaire consist of the socioeco-
nomic characteristics and the types of visiting, the activity, the cognition of admission fee col-
lection system. 339 samples of total 345 respondents were used for final analysis. As a result of
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the analysis, the socioeconomic characteristics and the types of visiting, the visiting purpose
were showed similar trends with results from other National Park visitors survey. Most of
respondents didn’ t recognize the raise of admission fee and how to use the admission fee. And
they recognized that it is too expensive. Most of respondents recognized the joint collection of
admission fee but they were strong against it. About the range of cultural assets in National
Park, the cognition of ‘Only Buddhism' s assets in temple’ was almost equal with the cogni-
tion of Tt includes not only cultural assets of inside and outside temple but also thick forest in
National Park’ . But most of respondents were strong against the collection of admission fee of
cultural assets.

KEY WORDS : ADMISSION FEE COLLECTION SYSTEM, ADMISSION FEE OF CULTURAL ASSETS,

JOINT COLLECTION
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Figure 4. Cognition of how to use of admission fee

Table 1. Crosstabulation between gender, visiting experience, visiting purpose and cognition of raising

in admission fee in National Park

* %k

Cognition of raising in admission fee

Variables ;

Know Don t know
Man 13.5 86.5
Gender Woman 4.0 96.0
s . Yes 12.1 87.9
Visiting experience No 16 98 4
Nature 3.3 96.7
Visiting purpose Temple 7.9 92.1
Health 14.8 85.2

*** Chi-square P € .05
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Figure 5. Cognition of level of admission fee
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Table 2. The difference of cognition of level of admission fee between high and low income

Income Mean S.D. t 2-Tail Prob.
Under 2,000,000 won 1.52 .68
Over 2,000,000 won 1.27 95 2.438 016
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Figure 7. Cognition of joint collection of admis-
sion fee

AAEY AAH o] Fte disja Mutdozn
FA3AQ A4 & . UFE vell & AFolt}

(3) gtsaso| oIX|0f 8l stEa0l| et oA
A ZTEFY o] &AE0] A Est= YA T
gARRE/ EFHAUE AE €2 UA=A
e SERe) 46.3%7F & g3 Aok & &%
&, 23.0%7F & Aol gtk 1 ¢@Y whd,
29.5%7F 'AE nad 1 $Ead o (Figure 7).

{%) 60

50

40

304

Strongly Agree Neutral Object Entirely
agree object

Figure 8. Opinion of joint collection of admis-
sion fee



268 e 2%

@ e

8B atE A 16(8) 2002

Table 3. The difference of opinion of joint collection of admission fee between young and old group

Age Mean S.D. t 2-Tail Prob.
Young(under 40) -1.44 .79 I
Old(over 40) -1.25 .93 1.968 050
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Table 4. Crosstabulation between age and opinion of collection of admission fee of cultural assets in

National Park

Opinion of collection of admission fee of cultural assets

%k %k

Variables .
Right Neutral Unreasonable
10~19 - 33.3 66.7
20~29 5.5 12.3 82.2
Age 30~39 3.3 8.8 87.9
40~49 9.5 124 78.1
50~59 10.9 10.9 78.2
Over 60 40.0 20.0 40.0

*** Chi-square P < .05
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