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ABSTRACT

The objective of study was to find the relationship in hilly pasture landscape expectancy and tourist’s satisfaction on grassland
facility. It was followed by literature reviews and visitors’ survey in Daegwallyeong Yangtte Farm on 31, July, 2014. 367 respondents
were analyzed by F-test, t-test, Chi-square and Fisher’s Exact Test at 0.05 level after data screening process. Computing factors were
sex, marital status, age, academic career and occupation. The results was as followed; First, major respondents group of survey were
in oder of woman, forty years old group, married office worker, and university graduate. Second, the expectancy for grassland was
significant difference in age, but pasture color expectancy was not significant difference in gender, age, educational background,
marital status, and there was significant difference in favorite grassland type with age, marital status. Third, favorite fence type was
not significant difference along with all group of participants. However, color and material of fence was significant difference in
marital status. Fourth, preferred ranch road was significant difference with occupation and marital status. There was significant
difference in favorite grassland type near ranch road along with age and occupation type. Fifth, the mean satisfaction was 3.6 point
in 5.0. Therefore, all respondents were generally satisfaction in visited. Tourists were more interested in ranch landscape than
experience or contacts to animal.

(Key words : Landscape expectancy of ranch tourist, Satisfaction of ranch tourist, Characteristics of ranch tourist, Hilly pasture)
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Table 1. The summary of the samples (N=383)

Item Frequency % Item Frequency %

Sex Male 170 46.3 Under secondary 22 6.0
Female 197 53.7 High school 94 25.6

Unmarried 101 27.5 Academic career Univ. 197 53.7

Marital stafus Married 255 69.5 Over Univ. 52 14.2
Divorce/separated 9 2.5 No answer 2 0.5

No answer 2 .5 Student 51 13.9

Under twenties 24 6.5 Official 89 243

20-29 67 18.3 Technical 35 9.5

30-39 98 26.7 Agriculture 2 .5

Age 40-49 107 29.2 Occupation Self employed 37 10.1
50-59 50 13.6 Professional 75 20.4

Over 60 20 5.4 Other 76 20.7

No answer 1 3 No answer 2 .5
Total 367 100.0 Total 367 100.0
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Table 2. Grassland landscape expectancy by tourist's characteristics

Grazing animal . Large Grassland
Large hilly . .
on large grassland like with shrub Others Total Test
grassland
grassland golf course and tree
Male 97(57.7) 44(26.2) 9(5.4) 17(10.1) 1(0.6) 163(100.0)
Sex Female 122(63.5) 47(24.5) 6(3.1) 17(8.9) 0(0.0) 192(100.0)  7°=2.966, p>.05,
Total 219(60.8) 91(25.3) 15(4.2) 34(9.4) 1(0.3) 360(100.0)
Under twenties 14(58.3) 7(29.2) 1(4.2) 2(8.3) 0(0.0) 24(100.0)
20 37(55.2) 22(32.8) 4(6.0) 4(6.0) 0(0.0) 67(100.0)
30 71(74.0) 15(15.6) 6(6.3) 4(4.2) 0(0.0) 96(100.0) Fisher's exact fost
Age 40 62(58.5) 30(28.3) 2(1.9) 11(10.4) 1(0.9) 106(100.0) 30397, *p<.05
50 24(49.0) 14(28.6) 1(2.0) 10(20.4) 0(0.0) 49(100.0) e T
Over 60 10(58.8) 3(17.6) 1(5.9) 3(17.6) 0(0.0) 17(100.0)
Total 218(60.7) 91(25.3) 15(4.2) 34(9.5) 1(0.3) 359(100.0)
Under secondary 13(59.1) 6(27.3) 1(4.5) 2(9.1) 0(0.0) 22(100.0)
Academic Higl.l sch.ool 63(69.2) 20(22.0) 2(2.2) 6(6.6) 0(0.0) 91(100.0) Fisher's exact test
. University 119(61.7) 46(23.8) 8(4.1) 19(9.8) 1(0.5) 193(100.0)
AT Over University. 22(42.3) 19(36.5) 47.7) 7(13.5) 000)  52100.0) 4101 p=03
Total 217(60.6) 91(25.4) 15(4.2) 34(9.5) 1(0.3) 358(100.0)
Student 27(52.9) 18(35.3) 4(7.8) 2(3.9) 0(0.0) 51(100.0)
Official 55(62.5) 22(25.0) 2(2.3) 8(9.1) 1(1.1) 88(100.0)
Technical 23(65.7) 5(14.3) 3(8.6) 4(11.4) 0(0.0) 35(100.0) Fisher’s exact test
Occupation Self-employed) 25(64.1) 6(15.4) 2(5.1) 6(15.4) 0(0.0) 39(100.0)
Professional 43(58.9) 22(30.1) 3(4.1) 5(6.8) 0(0.0) 73(100.0) =21.468, p=.05
Others 44(61.1) 18(25.0) 1(1.4) 9(12.5) 0(0.0) 72(100.0)
Total 217(60.6) 91(25.4) 15(4.2) 34(9.5) 1(0.3) 358(100.0)
Marital Unmarr.ied 62(61.4) 28(27.7) 5(5.0) 6(5.9) 0(0.0) 101(100.0) Fisher’s exac test
Marred, divorce 156(60.7) 62(24.1) 10(3.9) 28(10.9) 1(0.4) 257(100.0)
status Total 218(60.9) 90(25.1) 15(4.2) 34(9.5) 1(0.3) 358(100.0) =2.938, p=.05.

*Except for missing value, Frequency (%)
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Table 3. Grassland type and color expectancy by tourist's characteristics

Dark greenness Greenness like Various color with High weed Others Total Test
like golf course park lawn weed & wild flower like reed
Male 23(13.7) 61(36.3) 76(45.2) 7(4.2) 1(0.6) 163(100.0) 4428,
Sex Female 22(11.5) 88(45.8) 74(38.5) 8(4.2) 0(0.0) 192(100.0)
Total 45(12.5) 149(41.4) 150(41.7) 15(4.2) 1(0.3)  360(100.0) p>05
Under twenties  5(20.8) 11(45.8) 7(29.2) 1(4.2) 0(0.0) 24(100.0)
20 7(10.4) 30(44.8) 25(37.3) 5(7.5) 0(0.0) 67(100.0)
30 6(6.3) 42(43.8) 44(45.8) 33.1) 1(1.0) 96(100.0)  Fisher's exact
Age 40 12(11.3) 44(41.5) 46(43.4) 4(3.8) 0(0.0) 106(100.0)  test=23.510,
50 13(26.5) 17(34.7) 18(36.7) 1(2.0) 0(0.0) 49(100.0) p>.05
Over 60 2(11.8) 5(29.4) 9(52.9) 1(5.9) 0(0.0) 17(100.0)
Total 45(12.5) 149(41.5) 149(41.5) 15(4.2) 1003)  359(100.0)
Under secondary  3(13.6) 12(54.5) 6(27.3) 1(4.5) 0(0.0) 22(100.0)
Academic __High school 15(16.5) 41(45.1) 30(33.0) 5(5.5) 0(0.0) 91(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
. University 22(11.4) 76(39.4) 87(45.1) 7(3.6) 1(0.5) 193(100.0)  test=10.401,
G Over University.  5(9.6) 20(38.5) 25(48.1) 2(3.8) 0(0.0) 52(100.0) p>.05
Total 45(12.6) 149(41.6) 148(41.3) 15(4.2) 1(0.3)  358(100.0)
Student 9(17.6) 24(47.1) 15(29.4) 3(5.9) 0(0.0) 51(100.0)
Official 11(12.5) 35(39.8) 40(45.5) 2(2.3) 0(0.0) 88(100.0)
Technical 5(14.3) 16(45.7) 14(40.0) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 35(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
Occupation  Self-employed)  5(12.8) 14(35.9) 17(43.6) 2(5.1) 1(2.6) 39(100.0)  test=16.619,
Professional 10(13.7) 28(38.4) 31(42.5) 4(5.5) 0(0.0) 73(100.0) p>.05.
Others 5(6.9) 32(44.4) 31(43.1) 4(5.6) 0(0.0) 72(100.0)
Total 45(12.6) 149(41.6) 148(41.3) 15(4.2) 1003)  358(100.0)
_ Unmarried 12(11.9) 45(44.6) 37(36.6) 7(6.9) 0(0.0) 101(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
Marital - “0p red. divorce 32(12.5) 104(40.5) 112(43.6) 8(3.1) 1004)  257(100.0)  test=4.082,
status Total 44(12.3) 149(41.6) 149(41.6) 15(4.2) 100.3)  358(100.0) 1>.05

*Except for missing value, Frequency(%)
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2], AFoIE W2 2ol 7k qUSITKTabled). A% FE U OH(Table 5), 3ok Wi T4 4 24, T 5
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o, sothola, Abgle] Eelgt TEA] A% 30tH, 60T o, W WE(16.5%)9] Aotk 7 VIEH SR} e ke
WH7E A9 22405 30009k 200) mE, A ALolo]l E=EA W 60t oA R Rk 1, 40t sotlE o, Ha, A
F7F EAE A= 30the} 200 wiRkellv op¥S) Fx, &, 20TH, 30tii 9, A, @ EEo] 7P weker, 20t
Ex7F EAS 2A 123% YRR Het o)) JES 40 wwS o, A, W E5Y ok, fAkF B8] M &
th, 50th, 60tl] ol/dolglom, op sl fhx, B EAXZE ok Stk 1 glef A, sk, A]PE R Aot Qigith AE
= AeEn go] AeE i glvh webM el w8 o EEE Fiehs WiEEEClA 5% el felAt
ks A FE el Aol 7t itk AT A& el AEAF A Qs A g g
AnpH o2 A Fakel] tigh A 4o] Qi dRRIES  SAY 9, 94, A EES 2o 9 detal 3IgiaL, vl
e 2AE AP o2 ISt 7S] Badt A AW ) B 5 4 A, @ E5 29 Ve g
Agolghs AMdE FAIskE Aol 9o (Barkmann and  BIE B 3SR IR ol Aikz whep 7SRk
Zschiegner, 2010), ¥ ZAMS] A3 fARE A vehd $o44S 41 Sl AU o AES AAskd bE
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Table 4. Preferable grassland type by tourist’s characteristics

Great large

Hilly grassland Grassland with

Grassland with

enclosed by shade tree for  wild flower & Others Total Test
grassland .
forest animals weed
Male 46(27.4) 53(31.5) 51(30.4) 18(10.7) 0((0.0)  168(100.0)
Sex Female 56(29.2) 57(29.7) 51(26.6) 26(13.5) 2(1.0)  192(100.0) 7°=2.994, p>.05,
Total 102(28.3) 110(30.6) 102(28.3) 44(12.2) 2(0.6) 360(100.0)
Under twenties 11(45.8) 4(16.7) 8(33.3) 1(4.2) 0(0.0) 24(100.0)
20 20(29.9) 20(29.9) 19(28.4) 7(10.4) 1(1.5) 67(100.0)
30 24(25.0) 33(34.4) 33(34.4) 6(6.3) 0(0.0)  96(100.0)  Fisher's exact
Age 40 30(28.3) 32(30.2) 29(27.4) 15(14.2) 0(0.0)  106(100.0)  test=30.053,
50 16(32.7) 14(28.6) 9(18.4) 10(20.4) 0(0.0)  49(100.0) #p<.05
Over 60 1(5.9) 6(35.3) 4(23.5) 5(29.4) 1(5.9) 17(100.0)
Total 102(28.4) 109(30.4) 102(28.4) 44(12.3) 2(0.6) 359(100.0)
Under secondary  10(45.5) 3(13.6) 7(31.8) 1(4.5) 1(4.5) 22(100.0)
Academic High school 25(27.5) 34(37.4) 19(20.9) 12(13.2) 1(1.1) 91(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
, University 53(27.5) 54(8.0) 61(31.6) 25(13.0) 0(0.0)  193(100.0)  test=16.248,
G “Over University.  13(25.0) 18(34.6) 15(28.8) 6(11.5) 00.0)  52(100.0) p>05
Total 101(28.2) 109(30.4) 102(28.5) 44(12.3) 2(0.6) 358(100.0)
Student 21(41.2) 11(21.6) 17(33.3) 2(3.9) 0(0.0) 51(100.0)
Official 22(25.0) 30(34.1) 24(27.3) 12(13.6) 0(0.0) 88(100.0)
Technical 12(34.3) 12(34.3) 7(20.0) 4(11.4) 0(0.0)  35(100.0) Fisher’s exact
Occupation ~ Self-employed)  9(23.1) 10(25.6) 14(35.9) 4(10.3) 2(5.1)  39(100.0)  test=21.828,
Professional 17(23.3) 26(35.6) 22(30.1) 8(11.0) 0(0.0)  73(100.0) p>.05
Others 21(29.2) 21(29.2) 18(25.0) 12(16.7) 0(0.0) 72(100.0)
Total 102(28.5) 110(30.7) 102(28.5) 42(11.7) 2(0.6) 358(100.0)
Marital Unmarried 34(33.7) 28(27.7) 29(28.7) 9(8.9) 1(1.0) 101(100.0) .
Marred, divorce  68(26.5) 81(31.5) 72(28.0) 35(13.6) 1004)  257(100.0) x>=3.452, p>.05
status Total 102(28.5) 109(30.4) 101(28.2) 44(12.3) 200.6)  358(100.0)

Except for missing value, Frequency(%)
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Table 5. Grazing expectancy by tourist’'s characteristics

Landscape Expectancy of Hilly Pasture

Mixed with

Mixed with sheep, Mixed Sheep, goat

h i th Total Test
Sheep grazing sheep and rabbit dairy cattle & horse & milking goat Others o es
Male 24(14.3) 38(22.6) 57(33.9) 47(28.0) 2012) 1681000) .,
Sex Female 35(18.3) 34(17.8) 60(31.4) 60(31.4) 21.0)  191(100.0) * v
Total 59(16.4) 72(20.1) 117(32.6) 107(29.8) A1) 35910000 P
Under twenties  2(8.3) 5(20.8) 8(333) 8(33.3) 142)  24(100.0)
20 9(13.6) 11(16.7) 24(36.4) 20(30.3) 23.0)  66(100.0)
30 12(12.5) 29(30.2) 32(33.3) 23(24.0) 0(0.0)  96(100.0) Fisher's exact
Age 40 19(17.9) 12(11.3) 36(34.0) 38(35.8) 109)  106(100.0)  test=30.044,
50 9(18.4) 13(26.5) 13(26.5) 14(28.6) 000.0)  49(100.0)  *p<05
Over 60 8(47.1) 2(11.8) 3(17.6) 4(23.5) 0(0.0) 17(100.0)
Total 59(16.5) 72(20.1) 116(32.4) 107(29.9) 4(1.1)  358(100.0)
Under secondary  3(13.6) 4(182) 7(31.8) 731.8) 145)  22(100.0)
Acaderic _High school 18(20.0) 18(20.0) 26(28.9) 26(28.9) 222)  90(100.0) Fisher’s exact
, University 30(15.5) 38(19.7) 66(34.2) 58(30.1) 100.5)  193(100.0)  test=6.200,
CATCT "Over University.  8(15.4) 12(23.1) 17(32.7) 15(28.8) 000.0)  52(100.0) =05
Total 59(16.5) 72(202) 116(32.5) 106(29.7) A11)  357(100.0)
Student 5(10.0) 12(24.0) 15(30.0) 16(32.0) 24.0)  50(100.0)
Official 16(18.2) 20(22.7) 34(38.6) 18(20.5) 0(0.0)  88(100.0)
Technical 4(11.4) 9(25.7) 11(31.4) 11(31.4) 000) 3501000 .0
Occupation _ Self-employed _ 9(23.1) 5(12.8) 1435.9) 10(25.6) 126)  39(100.0) ~ o
Professional 11(15.1) 7(9.6) 26(35.6) 29(39.7) 00.0) 7310000 P~
Others 13(18.1) 18(25.0) 17(23.6) 23(31.9) 1(14)  72(100.0)
Total 58(16.2) 71(19.9) 117(32.8) 107(30.0) 4(1.1)  357(100.0)

Varil __ Unmartied 13(13.0) 21(21.0) 33(33.0) 29(29.0) 440 10001000) oo
o Marred, divorce  45(17.5) 51(19.8) 84(32.7) 77(30.0) 000) 2571000 “
status Total 58(16.2) 72(20.2) 117(32.8) 106(29.7) 411)  357(100.0) P

*Except for missing value, Frequency(%)

o] 1 2 IS BTkl SrH(Barkmann and Zschiegner, ReAFe] S/del whet §-oA7) Qe A A AR
2010). U0 A9 TEARIES AR ddste] ARl EE 5% oA 2kl 7h QU TtHTable 6). RS Wb
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2131 (Maruyama and Uchida, 2004) & A-9] A¥}i= o]  #H]EHT} %2 -5 2o|7) QT = 30, 40, 50U= <
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Table 6. Preferences on livestock type by tourist's characteristics

Sheep farm  Cattle farm  Goat farm  Milk goat farm Others Total Test
Male 133(79.2) 16(9.5) 6(3.6) 9(5.4) 4(2.4) 168(100.0) Fisher's exact fest
Sex Female 165(86.4) 4(2.1) 4(2.1) 16(8.4) 2(1.0) 191(100.0) 12285, *p<05
Total 298(83.0) 20(5.6) 10(2.8) 25(7.0) 6(1.7) 359(100.0) T )
Under twenties 19(79.2) 0(0.0) 3(12.5) 1(4.2) 1(4.2) 24(100.0)
20 48(71.6) 6(9.0) 3(4.5) 7(10.4) 3(4.5) 67(100.0)
30 85(88.5) 5(5.2) 2(2.1) 4(4.2) 0(0.0) 96(100.0) Fisher's exact fest
Age 40 89(84.0) 6(5.7) 1(0.9) 10(9.4) 0(0.0) 106(100.0) 28,673, *p<05
50 43(89.6) 2(4.2) 0(0.0) 1(2.1) 2(4.2) 48(100.0) e )
Over 60 14(82.4) 0(0.0) 1(5.9) 2(11.8) 0(0.0) 17(100.0)
Total 298(83.2) 19(5.3) 10(2.8) 25(7.0) 6(1.7) 358(100.0)
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Sheep farm  Cattle farm Goat farm  Milk goat farm Others Total Test
Under secondary 17(77.3) 0(0.0) 3(13.6) 1(4.5) 1(4.5) 22(100.0)
Academic H1gI.1 schgol 78(85.7) 3(3.3) 3(3.3) 6(6.6) 1(1.1) 91(100.0) Fisher’s exact
. University 161(83.9) 9(4.7) 4(2.1) 15(7.8) 3(1.6) 192(100.0) 16255, .05
CATCT " Over University.  41(78.8) 7(13.5) 0(0.0) 3(5.8) 1(1.9) 52(100.0) 'eST10-259, P>
Total 297(83.2) 19(5.3) 10(2.8) 25(7.0) 6(1.7) 357(100.0)
Student 37(72.5) 2(3.9) 4(7.8) 5(9.8) 3(5.9) 51(100.0)
Official 74(84.1) 5(5.7) 2(2.3) 6(6.8) 1(1.1) 88(100.0)
. Technical 32(91.4) 2(5.7) 0(0.0) 1(2.9) 0(0.0) 35(100.0) Fisher’s exact
Occupation  Self-employed 29(76.3) 5(13.2) 0(0.0) 4(10.5) 0(0.0) 38(100.0) 21808, 105
Professional 62(84.9) 4(5.5) 202.7) 4(5.5) 1(1.4) 73(100.0) eSF21:828, P>
Others 62(86.1) 2(2.8) 22.8) 5(6.9) 1(1.4) 72(100.0)
Total 296(82.9) 20(5.6) 10(2.8) 25(7.0) 6(1.7) 357(100.0)
Marital Unmarr.led 79(78.2) 6(5.9) 5(5.0) 7(6.9) 4(4.0) 101(100.0) Fisher’s exact
atus Marred, divorce  219(85.5) 14(5.5) 4(1.6) 17(6.6) 2(0.8) 256(100.0) test=7.735. .05
s Total 298(83.5) 20(5.6) 9(2.5) 24(6.7) 6(1.7) 357(100.0) /22, P
**Except for missing value, Frequency(%)
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Table 7. Preferences on fence type by tourist’'s characteristics

Barwire Wire Barwire Wire fence Barwire fence
. Others Total Test
fence fence electric fence  on tree on wood
Male 10(6.0)  18(10.8) 8(4.8) 77(46.1) 45(26.9) 9(5.4)  167(100.0)
Sex Female 7(3.7) 19(9.9) 5(2.6) 101(52.9) 55(28.8) 4(2.1)  191(100.0) 17=5.825, p>.05
Total 17(4.7)  37(10.3) 13(3.6) 178(49.7) 100(27.9) 13(3.6)  358(100.0)
Under twenties 1(4.2) 5(20.8) 0(0.0) 13(54.2) 5(20.8) 0(0.0) 24(100.0)
20 23.0)  9(13.6) 4(6.1) 33(50.0) 14(21.2) 46.1)  66(100.0)
30 5(52) 9(9.4) 22.1) 53(55.2) 23(24.0) 4(42)  96(100.0) Fisher's exact
Age 40 32.8)  7(6.6) 6(5.7) 47(44.3) 42(39.6) 1(0.9)  106(100.0) test
50 4(8.3) 5(10.4) 1(2.1) 25(52.1) 12(25.0) 1(2.1) 48(100.0) =31.241, p>.05,
Over 60 2(11.8)  2(11.8) 0(0.0) 7(41.2) 3(17.6) 3(17.6)  17(100.0)
Total 17(4.8) 37(10.4) 13(3.6) 178(49.9) 99(27.7) 13(3.6)  357(100.0)
Under secondary  2(9.1)  4(18.2) 0(0.0) 11(50.0) 5(22.7) 0(0.0)  22(100.0)
Academic High school 777 12(13.2) 3(3.3) 40(44.0) 24(26.4) 5(5.5)  91(100.0) Fisher’s exact
, University 73.6)  15(1.8) 7(3.6) 105(54.7) 51(26.6) 7(3.6)  192(100.0) test
CAMCT T Over University.  1(2.0)  6(11.8) 3(5.9) 22(43.1) 18(35.3) 12.0)  51(100.0) =13.269, p>.05
Total 17(4.8)  37(10.4) 13(3.7) 178(50.0) 98(27.5) 13(3.7)  356(100.0)
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Barwire Wire Barwire Wire fence Barwire fence
. Others Total Test
fence fence  electric fence  on tree on wood
Student 2(4.0) 7(14.0) 2(4.0) 27(54.0) 9(18.0) 3(6.0) 50(100.0)
Official 4(4.5)  4(4.5) 1(1.1) 46(52.3) 29(33.0) 4(4.5)  88(100.0)
Technical 257 4(14) 2(5.7) 18(51.4) 8(22.9) 129)  35(100.0) Fisher’s exact
Occupation  Self-employed 3(7.9) 6(5.8) 2(5.3) 15(39.5) 11(28.9) 1(2.6) 38(100.0) test
Professional 0(0.0)  9(12.3) 6(8.2) 37(50.7) 19(26.0) 2(2.7) 73(100.0) =28.914, p>.05
Others 6(8.3) 7(9.7) 0(0.0) 33(45.8) 24(33.3) 2(2.8) 72(100.0)
Total 174.8) 37(104)  13(3.7) 176(49.4)  100(28.1) 133.7)  356(100.0)
Marital Unmarried 33.0)  13(13.0) 4(4.0) 52(52.0) 24(24.0) 4(4.0)  100(100.0) Fisher’s exac
Marred, divorce  14(5.5)  24(9.4) 9(3.5) 125(48.8) 75(29.3) 9(3.5)  256(100.0) test
status Total 17(4.8)  37(104)  133.7) 17749.7)  99(27.8) 133.7)  356(100.0) =2.865, p>.05
**Except for missing value, Frequency(%)
Table 8. Preferences on fence post and it's color by tourist's characteristics
Metal post with Wood post with Preservative treat
white color white color  post with black Cement post Wood post Total Test
Male 12(7.2) 34(20.5) 9(5.4) 5(3.0) 106(63.9)  166(100.0) > ¢ oo
Sex Female 15(7.8) 25(13.0) 5(2.6) 6(3.1) 141(73.4)  192(100.0) ’
Total 27(7.5) 59(16.5) 14(3.9) 11(3.1) 247(69.0)  358(100.0) p>05
Under twenties 0(0.0) 4(16.7) 3(12.5) 1(4.2) 16(66.7) 24(100.0)
20 6(9.1) 11(16.7) 4(6.1) 4(6.1) 41(62.1)  66(100.0)
30 6(6.3) 12(12.5) 4(4.2) 4(4.2) 70(72.9)  96(100.0)  Fisher's exact
Age 40 9(8.5) 16(15.1) 1(0.9) 2(1.9) 78(73.6)  106(100.0)  test=19.465,
50 4(8.3) 10(20.8) 2(4.2) 0(0.0) 32(66.7) 48(100.0) p>.05
Over 60 2(11.8) 5(29.4) 0(0.0) 0(0.0) 10(58.8) 17(100.0)
Total 27(7.6) 58(16.2) 14(3.9) 11(3.1) 247(69.2)  357(100.0)
Under secondary 1(4.5) 4(18.2) 209.1) 1(4.5) 14(63.6)  22(100.0)
Academic High school 8(8.8) 19(20.9) 5(5.5) 1(1.1) 58(63.7) 91(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
, University 14(7.3) 24(12.5) 5(2.6) 9(4.7) 140(72.9)  192(100.0) test
CATIET " Over University. 4(7.8) 11(21.6) 2(3.9) 0(0.0) 34(66.7)  51(100.0) =12.909, p>.05
Total 27(7.6) 58(16.3) 14(3.9) 11(3.1) 246(69.1)  356(100.0)
Student 2(4.0) 11(22.0) 6(12.0) 2(4.0) 29(58.0) 50(100.0)
Official 4(4.5) 11(12.5) 2(2.3) 2(2.3) 69(78.4)  88(100.0)
Technical 3(8.8) 7(20.6) 1(2.9) 3(8.8) 20(58.8) 34(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
Occupation  Self-employed 6(15.4) 7(17.9) 3(7.7) 0(0.0) 23(59.0)  39(100.0)  test=26.814,
Professional 5(6.8) 11(15.1) 0(0.0) 2(2.7) 55(75.3) 73(100.0) p>.05
Others 7(9.7) 12(16.7) 2(2.8) 2(2.8) 49(68.1) 72(100.0)
Total 27(7.6) 59(16.6) 14(3.9) 11(3.1) 245(68.8)  356(100.0)
Marital Unmarried 5(5.0) 13(13.0) 3(8.0) 6(6.0) 68(680)  100(100.0) 2\ eq0
Marred, divorce 22(8.6) 45(17.6) 6(2.3) 5(2.0) 178(69.5)  256(100.0) .
status Total 27(7.6) 58(16.3) 14(3.9) 113.1)  246(69.1)  356(100.0) p=05
***Except for missing value, Frequency(%)
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FE] Aol wa7h His Ao® AP THNagy and 913 AEoR-el= 2kol7E Qlolth APERE 0.1%F oA
Wiwczaroski, 2008) T2 A=, vE AHEE S F4, BalmAE
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Table 9. Preferences on farm road pavement by tourist's characteristics

Concrete cover Soil cover Asphalt Sand/granite Others Total Test
paved(color) cover
Male 15(9.0) 98(58.7) 6(3.6) 45(26.9) 3(1.8) 167(100.0)
Sex Female 10(5.2) 113(58.9) 10(5.2) 56(29.2) 3(1.6) 192(100.0)  %°=2.536, p>.05
Total 25(7.0) 211(58.8) 16(4.5) 101(28.1) 6(1.7) 359(100.0)
Under twenties  3(12.5) 12(50.0) 4(16.7) 5(20.8) 0(0.0) 24(100.0)
20 5(7.6) 32(48.5) 4(6.1) 24(36.4) 1(1.5) 66(100.0)
30 10(10.4) 54(56.3) 4(42) 25(26.0) 3(3.1) 96(100.0)  Fisher's exact
Age 40 4(3.8) 66(62.3) 2(1.9) 33(31.1) 1(0.9) 106(100.0) test
50 2(4.1) 37(75.5) 1(2.0) 9(18.4) 0(0.0) 49(100.0)  =25.720, p>.05
Over 60 1(5.9) 9(52.9) 1(5.9) 5(29.4) 1(5.9) 17(100.0)
Total 25(7.0) 210(58.7) 16(4.5) 101(28.2) 6(1.7) 358(100.0)
Under secondary  3(13.6) 13(59.1) 3(13.6) 3(13.6) 0(0.0) 22(100.0)
Academic _High school 7(1.7) 53(58.2) 5(5.5) 24(26.4) 2(2.2) 91(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
, University 11(5.7) 107(55.4) 8(4.1) 63(32.6) 42.1) 193(100.0) test
CATCT “Over University.  4(7.8) 36(70.6) 0(0.0) 1121.6) 0(0.0) 51(100.0)  =14.535, p>.05
Total 25(7.0) 209(58.5) 16(4.5) 101(28.3) 6(1.7) 357(100.0)
Student 5(10.0) 27(54.0) 6(12.0) 12(24.0) 0(0.0) 50(100.0)
Official 4(4.5) 63(71.6) 4(4.5) 17(19.3) 0(0.0) 88(100.0) g
Technical 5(14.3) 18(51.4) 0(0.0) 11(31.4) 1(2.9) 35(100.0) ot
Occupation  Self-employed)  5(12.8) 21(53.8) 3(7.7) 9(23.1) 1(2.6) 39(100.0) 40140
Professional 1(1.4) 38(52.1) 1(1.4) 33(45.2) 0(0.0) 73(100.0) e 001
Others 5(6.9) 43(59.7) 2(2.8) 18(25.0) 4(5.6) 72(100.0) P
Total 25(7.0) 210(58.8) 16(4.5) 100(28.0) 6(1.7) 357(100.0)
Marital Unmarried 10(10.0) 51(51.0) 9(9.0) 28(28.0) 2(2.0) 100(100.0)  Fisher’s exac
Marred, divorce  15(5.8) 160(62.3) 7(2.7) 71(27.6) 4(1.6) 257(100.0) test
status Total 25(7.0) 211(59.1) 16(4.5) 99(27.7) 6(1.7) 357(100.0)  =9.452, *p<.05
*Except for missing value, Frequency(%)
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Table 10. Preferences on farm roadside plants by tourist’'s characteristics

P 1 T. ild fl ith
as'tu re plant Top grass .op grass  Wild flower wi Others Total Test
with weed with clover pasture plant

Male 34(20.5) 21(12.7) 31(18.7) 79(47.6) 1(0.6) 166(100.0) 221970
Sex Female 31(16.1) 14(7.3) 53(27.6) 90(46.9) 42.1) 192(100.0) o
Total 65(18.2) 35(9.8) 84(23.5) 169(47.2) 5(1.4) 358(100.0) p>05
Under twenties  7(29.2) 2(8.3) 8(33.3) 6(25.0) 1(4.2) 24(100.0)
20 11(16.7) 6(9.1) 21(31.8) 27(40.9) 1(1.5) 66(100.0)
30 17(17.7) 10(10.4) 30(31.3) 38(39.6) 1(1.0) 96(100.0)  Fisher's exact
Age 40 15(14.2) 10(9.4) 14(13.2) 66(62.3) 1(0.9) 106(100.0) test
50 11(22.9) 4(8.3) 10(20.8) 22(45.8) 12.1) 48(1000)  =30.542, *p<.05
Over 60 3(17.6) 3(17.6) 1(5.9) 10(58.8) 0(0.0) 17(100.0)
Total 64(17.9) 35(9.8) 84(23.5) 169(47.3) 5(1.4) 357(100.0)
Under secondary  7(31.8) 209.1) 5(22.7) 7(31.8) 1(4.5) 22(100.0)

Academic __High school  18(19.8) 9(9.9) 24(26.4) 40(44.0) 0(0.0) 91(100.0)  Fisher’s exact
, University 32(16.7) 18(9.4) 45(23.4) 93(48.4) 42.1) 192(100.0) fest
CATCT “Over University.  7(13.7) 6(11.8) 10(19.6) 28(54.9) 0(0.0) 51(100.0)  =9.734, p>.05
Total 64(18.0) 35(9.8) 84(23.6) 168(47.2) 5(1.4) 356(100.0)

Student 13(26.0) 3(6.0) 17(34.0) 16(32.0) 1(2.0) 50(100.0)
Official 14(15.9) 9(10.2) 21(23.9) 43(48.9) 1(1.1) 88(100.0)
Technical 5(14.7) 2(5.9) 6(17.6) 20(58.8) 1(2.9) 34(100.0) Fisher’s exact

Occupation  Self-employed)  7(17.9) 4(10.3) 7(17.9) 21(53.8) 0(0.0) 39(100.0)  test=14.745

Professional 13(17.8) 6(8.2) 17(23.3) 36(49.3) 1(1.4) 73(100.0) , ***p<.001
Others 12(16.7) 11(15.3) 15(20.8) 33(45.8) 1(1.4) 72(100.0)
Total 64(18.0) 35(9.8) 83(23.3) 169(47.5) 5(1.4) 356(100.0)

Marital _Unmarried 19(19.0) 10(10.0) 30(30.0) 40(40.0) 1(1.0) 1001000) 5, o
o Marred, divorce  46(18.0) 25(9.8) 53(20.7) 129(50.4) 3(12) 256(100.0) o8
status Total 65(18.3) 35(9.8) 83(23.3) 169(47.5) 4(1.1) 356(100.0) P>

*Except for missing value, Frequency(%)
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Fig. 1. Satisfaction of farm visitors.
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