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Abstract

The changes in the worldwide paradigm of the sustainable development have started to be applied in the entire in-
dustry fields, and they come out as the sustainable tourism in the field of tourism. And the ecotourism has emerged
as a practical method to meet the needs of the actual practice and the intellectual system for the sustainable tourism.
In the type of tourists based on tourist attitude, 82.3% has the environment-friendly tourist attitude as a potential
ecological tourist or an ecological tourist. In addition, there are the potentials of increase in ecological tourists
as well as the revitalization of ecological tourism. First, the ecological tourists are mostly the well-educated
and married professional workers at 40, housewives, and people earning a high income. Next, the potential
ecological tourists are mainly the well-educated and married professionai workers at 30, workers in the service
industry, and middle-class citizens. Lastly, the general tourists are the students at 20 who are single, earn
a low income, and has low level of eduction. This study presents useful data to the tourist business in terms
of the development, operation and management of sustainable ecological tourism.

Key Words : Sustainable development, Sustainable tour, Ecotourism tour attitude, Ecotourists, Potential ecotou-
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Table 1. Components of questionnaire
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Category Contents Nur.nber of Item No.| Scale
item
Socio-economy | Gender, age, marital status, academic background, job, income 6 No.~ | Nominal
No.6 scale
Degree of faithfulness to norms
Degree of previous learning
Degree of validity of expense
Degree of obedience to regulations
Degree of respect for culture
Degree of availability of facilities
Degree of protection of species
Degree of tolerance toward inconvenience
Degree of participation in education
Tourism Degree of consifleration of resideths' economic benefits No7~ | Tnterval
attitude Degree of leax.'mng of natural'envxronment 21 No.27 scale
Degree of resistance to spending
Degree of consideration of residents' welfare
Degree of consideration of residents
Degree of cultural learning
Degree of consideration toward pollution
Degree of participation in culture
Degree of protection toward nature
Degree of validity of control
Degree of follow-up learning
Degree of follow-up reconsideration
Total .number 27
of items
Table 2. Components of subjects
20's (244) 30's (263) 40's (249) 50's (244)
Dacgu (1000) M F M F M F M F
Junggu (33) 4 4 5 4 4 4 4 4
Donggu (134) 17 16 18 17 17 16 17 16
Seogu (105) 13 13 14 13 13 13 13 13
Namgu (73) 9 9 10 9 9 9 9 9
Bukgu (176) 22 21 23 23 22 22 22 21
Suseonggu(177) 22 21 24 23 22 22 22 21
Dalseogu(239) 29 29 32 31 30 30 29 29
Dalsunggun(63) 8 7 9 8 8 8 8 7
Total 24 4 35 4 44 4 54 4

PEZE= AEA 249%, ABlAY 22.6%, F3
22.1%, 34 21.7%%} 71} 8.7% S0 8 FAH A}
SHREE TE0]|5}7} 37.9%0) 3 62.1%%= ) 3}HA)
& e gEgEsdoldez FAHAD. BF &S

M=Male, F=Female

EXE 9245 1009w gho] 8.7%, 100~3005+H o]
61.8%2 &2 HZ2 & AR5 gen, 3009y o4
T 29.6% o]tk
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Table 3. Socio-economy background of subjects

Socio-economy No. % Socio-economy No. %
M 506 51.1 University graduates 404 40.8
Gender :
F 485 48.9 Professional 247 249
21~30 266 26.8 Students 215 21.7
Age 31~40 266 26.8 Job Housewives 219 22.1
41~50 249 25.1 Services 224 22.6
Over 50 210 21.2 Others 86 8.7
Marital Single 357 36.0 Under 1 million 86 8.7
status Married 634 64.0 Income 1~3 million 612 61.8
Academic High school 376 37.9 Over 3 million 293 29.6
background Undergraduates 211 21.3 Total 991 100.0
4.2. MENBEE = O M=o} EtEE AW AFHE AR AHET AP B
B ATl ANBRHE AT AL 20 B 2R A5l THHYEES Wrkshe o
2o NHEE AZs] gt YA YD B AQEAS @Mfﬂ 75}, Table 49} o] gk
2438l 9 ¢l Cronbach's a Al4-5 223 A3 (eigen value)d B4 AHE S 7|F0 2 5749 F8
a A7) 0898 vEh AEEr) 3L 2T Y olo] &Hglon, 8218 ‘@AAHEA, a2e
= A9 F Yok ‘AR A - Bt 2R, 82138 AAR
Table 4. Results of factor analysis about tourism attitude
Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 |Factor 5
Item/Factor Environmental %acr;{l??a{u?ef Conservation Cog??gg;llon Prtgtve\:/(;?((l)n
ethics & culture of nature residents species
Item 4. Degree of obedience to regulations .007 .089 199 183
Item 1. Degree of faithfulness to norms .009 159 128 228
Item 5. Degree of respect for culture 178 121 171 077
Jtem 6. Degree of availability of facilities 225 .069 .108 .052
Item 3. Degree of validity of expense 230 147 .100 127
Item 2. Degree of previous learning 374 .043 019 .010
Item13.Degree of consideration of residents’ welfare | : 357 305 .066 297
Item14.Degree of consideration of residents .053 763 .008 .044 .052
Item17.Degree of participation in culture .099 ; .083 .059 011
Item21.Degree of follow-up reconsideration 157 240 202 -.158
Item15.Degree of cultural learning 237 202 105 120
Item16. Degree of consideration toward pollution 177 -.130 -013 462
Item 9. Degree of participation in education 174 -.058 527 -.073
Item20. Degree of follow-up learning 222 409 231 -.251
Item19.Degree of validity of control 102 136 .163
Item18.Degree of protection toward nature 241 .096 .185
Item10. Degree of consideration of residents' economic benefits 142 078 170
Item 8. Degree of tolerance toward inconvenience 338 147 324
Item11.Degree of learning about natural environment .379 425 . 446 .001
Item 7. Degree of protection of species 236 -.128 132 268 6l
Item12.Degree of resistance to spending .183 .055 271 .070 049 |
Eigen value 3.467 3.460 1.789 1.660 1.576
Degree of explanation (%) 16.509 16.478 8.517 7.904 7.504
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Table 5. Categories of tourist
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ol Holx ¢y, - o 25 AFAZ AFH
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MeAdS BojFEn ol Mg |, o vl g
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Tourists Frequency (person) Ratio (%0) Average of tourism attitude
Seneral tourists 176 17.7 57.47
Type Potential ecotourists 730 73.7 71.21
Ecotourists 85 8.6 88.62
Total 991 100
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Table 6. Score comparison of environmental ethics based on tourists' type
Factor Item o) cootoummts®) | F e
Degree of obedience to regulations 2.94 3.65 444 1177.1307| C<B<A
Degree of faithfulness to norms 2.80 3.54 426 [147.1887 C<B<A
Environ- |Degree of respect for culture 2.89 3.60 4.45 178.080: C<B<A
mental Degree of availability of facilities 2.86 3.54 433 [148.190 |C<B<A
ethics  [pegree of validity of expense 2.50 345 422 (1958267 C<B<A
Degree of previous learning 2.57 3.29 401 |108.625  |C<B<A
Degree of consideration of residents' welfare 2.65 3.38 427 |166.776 | C<B<A
Degree of consideration of residents 2.39 2.95 3.96 117.018 | C<B<A
Degree of participation in culture 2.50 3.04 396 11122727 |C<B<A
Harmony of |Degree of follow-up reconsideration 2.45 3.11 4.02 126.321:: C<B<A
local nature |Degree of cultural learning 2.60 3.26 414 1147326 |C<B<A
& culture peoree of consideration toward pollution 258 334 411 1182537 C<B<A
Degree of participation in education 2.31 297 406 [143.974 | C<B<A
Degree of follow-up leaming 2.51 3.18 4.09 [148.843"|C<B<A
Conservation | Degree of validity of control 2.99 3.51 433 |87.538 |C<B<A
of nature | Degree of protection toward nature 2.99 3.59 433 |108.939"|C<B<A
Consideration |Degree of consideration of residents' economic benefits | 2.94 3.48 426  |101.101 |C<B<A
of local | Degree of tolerance toward inconvenience 2.84 3.53 431 143.784"7| C<B<A
residents  [Degree of learning about natural environment 2.61 3.39 431 [186.7427|C<B<A
Protection |Degree of protection of species 345 3.86 4.45 50.286 | C<B<A
toward species| Degree of resistance to spending 3.10 3.58 432 [66.5107 [C<B<A
*¥* o p<0.01.
Table 7. Socio-economical features based on tourists' type N=991, Unit : Persn(%)
Socio-economy gi‘;?;?sl eIc) g:(e){ll?ieslls Ecotourists X
M 89(50.6) 375(51.4) 42(49.4)
Gender F 87(49.4) 355(48.6) 43(50.6) 0.13
21-30 70(39.8) 179(24.5) 17(20.0)
31-40 34(19.3) 211(28.9) 21(24.7) "
Age 41-30 35(19.9) 186(25.5) 28(32.9) 2301
over 50 37(21.0) 154(21.1) 19(22.4)
Marital Single 83(47.2) 249(34.1) 25(29.4) 124"
status Married 93(52.8) 481(65.9) 60(70.6) )
. High school graduates 64(36.4) 281(38.5) 31(36.5)
b’;gl‘jgf;‘l‘lfd University undergraduates 59(33.5) 139(19.0) 13(15.3) 234"
University graduates 53(30.1) 310(42.5) 41(48.2)
Professional 41(23.3) 183(25.1) 23(27.1)
Students 58(33.0) 143(19.6) 14(16.5)
Job Housewives 32(18.2) 163(22.3) 24(28.2) 20.64"
Services 29(16.5) 179(24.5) 16(18.8)
Others 16(9.1) 62(8.5) 8(9.4)
Under 1 million 21(11.9) 60(8.2) 5(5.9)
Income 1-3 million 106(60.3) 463(63.4) 43(50.6) 11.34"
Over 3 million 49(27.8) 207(28.4) 37(43.5)
Total 176(100) 730(100) 85(100)
* 1 p<0.05, ** @ p<0.01
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