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TECHNOLOGY)
KEYWORD: HOMESTAY TOURISM/ TOURISM ACTIVITY
CHUNLAWADEE SUTTHIPRAPA: A COMPARISON BETWEEN KO CHANG
AND AMPHAWA HOME-STAY TOURISM MODEL. THESIS ADVISORS: SOMCHAI
DECHAPHROMPHUN, M.Ed., PAIPHUN INTANIN, M.Ed.‘, WUTHICHAT
SUNTHONSAMAI D.B.A., 162 P. 2006. ISBN 974-5029-40-8

The purposes of this research were to study and compare characteristics of home-stay
tourism models of Ko Chang Sub District, Trat Province and that of Amphawa District,

Samut Songkhram Province. This study investigated the uniqueness, the geographical areas, the
managements, the tourists, the strengths and the weaknesses, and the suggestions of persons
involved in tourism of both places. The researcher collected data with an adoption of both a
qualitative method using interviews and a quantitative method using questionnaires. The
interviews were conducted with personnel in the organizations related to home-stay tourism. The
questionnaires were administered to entrepreneurs and tourists during the period of May until
June 2006. The statistics used for the data analysis was percentage.

The research results indicated that the characteristics of home-stay tourism models of
Ko Chang Sub District, Trat Province and that of Amphawa District, Samut Songkhram Province
were different in five aspects: geographical areas, local cultures, careers, local wisdorhs, and
tourist activities. The similar social characteristic was friendliness of local people.

The geographical areas of both places were different in three dominant features:
geographical settings, cultures of main careers, and locations. The similaritics were climates,
decent cultures, traditions, and distributions and transportations.

The managements of both home-stay models were similar in terms of orientation and
activities arrangement for tourists. Both models encouraged local community’s participation in
environmental preservation. Many organizations offered tourism supports in several different

methods, and tourists had different utmost impressicns.



Most of the tourists were different in terms of background in gender, age, education,
career, but were similar in terms of an income level. Tourists® interests in selecting a destination
were different in the aspects of geographical areas, cultures, careers, local wisdoms, and tour
activities. However, they were similar in the interest in local wisdoms and friendliness of local
people.

Strengths of both models were similar in historical events, beautiful natural tourist
resources, and attractions that were correlated with the communities® lifestyles. Weaknesses of
Ko Chang were excessive numbers of untidy billboards, no good- scenic viewpoints, and
inadequate infrastructure. Weaknesses of Amphawa were unclear traffic signs and directions,
limited public relations, and dissimilar standards of services.

Approaches to developing and promoting home-stay tourism models in both places
were similar. Both of them need promotion and public relations, similar standards; clean lodging
and restrooms, beautiful geographical landscapes, a sense of love and care for natural resources,

and better explanation of the true concepts of home-stay tourism models.



