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ABSTRACT : The purpose of this study is to provide an objective insight for factors that affect people's visiting behavior to

educational farms. Second, this study aims to identify the underlying dimensions representing motivations and constraints for visiting

educational farms. Third, this study explores differences among the classified groups with respect to structural relationships of each

construct. Finally, identifying strategies of educational farm-related organizations could develop to reinforce visit motivations, offset

visit constraints and ultimately increase behavioral intention for potential possible visitors to revisit and recommend educational farms.

Empirical results of the study suggest implications for promoting the current farm villages and markets with many stakeholders in

agricultural industries. Nevertheless, there are some limitations as followed: first, despite the possibility of their effects, the study did

not consider other factors, which could affect revisiting behavior such as destination image, experiencing attributes etc. Second, the

study needs improvements through longitudinal research because the cross-sectional research could not rule out the alternative

explanations. The directions for the future study are as follows: first, future study requires time series approach instead of cross

sectional approach. Secondly, future study might utilize comparative study regarding regional characteristics of educational farms or a

nation-wide approach. Thirdly, future study can suggest a combined educational farms considering practical educational farm cases.

Lastly, it is considered that developing evaluation measures such as quality authentication system will contribute to educational farms'

stabilization.

Key words : Attitude and Behavioral Intention to Revisit Educational Farms, Visitors’ Motivations and Constraints
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Table 1. The present state of educational farms in South
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Figure 1. Research model
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Table 2. Measurement development

Construct Source Item
Recreational Driver(1987) 5
Motivation(RM) Pine and Gilmore(1998)
o Educational Driver(1987) 6
Visit Motivation(EM) Pine and Gilmore(1998)
Motivation
(VM) Esthetic Driver(1987) p
Motivation(EstM) Pine and Gilmore(1998)
Escape Driver(1987) 4
Motivation(EscM) Pine and Gilmore(1998)
ExV
Intrapersonal Crawford & Godbey(1991) 6
Constraints(IntC) Huang & Hsu(2009)
Information Huang & Hsu(2009) 5
Visit Constraints(InfC) Meehee et al.(2014)
Constraints
(VO) Environmental Huang & Hsu(2009) 4
Constraints(EC) Meehee et al.(2014)
Time-Cost Huang & Hsu(2009) 4
Constraints(TC) Meehee et al.(2014)
Mediating Visit
Variable Attitude(VA) Huang & Hsu(2009) 5
EnV
Dependent Behavioral Conner and Sparks(1996) 3
Variable Intention(BI) Huang & Hsu(2009)
Total 52 items including 4 items for Demographics

Note : ExV: exogenous variable, EnV: endogenous variable.
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Figure 2. The results of moderated regression
analysis on students group
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Table 6. The results of hypothesis test

Path Standardized Standard .
o Coefficients Error
HI-E®) | . . «— RM 0.062 0.142 0.435
Visit Attitude
H1-2(S) to «— EM 0.627 0.211 2.973%*
HI-3(R) Educational «—— EstM -0.138 0.172 -0.804
HI-4(S) Farm «—— EseM 0.306 0.12 2.549*
H2-1(S) «— EM 0.635 0.098 6.514%%*
H3-1R) | Behavioral | <— IntC 0.124 0.11 1.132
H3-2(R) Intention «—— InfC 0.385 0.099 3.869%**
t
H3-3(S) Educaotiona] «— EC -0.208 0.096 -2.159*
H3-4(S) Farm « TC -0.155 0.067 -2.313*
H4(S) “—— VA 0.359 0.071 5.035% %%
Visit Attitude
& Types of
H: —
56) Behavioral Visitors
Intention

Note: * p>0.05 ** p>0.01 *** p>0.001, S: A{&l, R: 712+
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