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Objectives of the study were to investigate visitors’ opinion toward interpretive program, to survcy
types of the interpretive program and need of using visitor’s interpretive program, and to determine factor
affecting visitors® opinion toward interpretive programs in 3 types of recreation areas namely: natural, semi-
natural, and historical recreation areas. Data collection was conducted by using questionnairc with 600
visitors, 200 individuals in each area. The visitors were Thai with age of 15 years or more. Data analysis
included descriptive statistics and analytical statistics including factor analysis technique and multiple

regression analysis.

Results revealed that visitor mostly agreed in positive direction about signs and labels used in
interpretive program were universal in natural and historical recreation areas. For semi-natural recreation
arcas, language used in audio visual was clear, accurate and easily to understand. There were two type of
interpretive program used in the three recreation areas, the first type was personal interpretation namely
interpreter and the second type was non-personal interpretation including visitor center, audio visuals, indoor
exhibition, outdoor exhibition, sign board, nature education and historical booklets, interpretive publication,
nature eduéalion and historical trails, symbols and signs and it was found that the interpretive program which
the visitors’ need used mostly in the three recreation areas were symbols and signs. For hypothesis testing, it
was revealed that factors effecting visitors’ opinion toward interpretive program in natural recreation area
were duration of being in the recreation area, objective for being private, experiencing peacefulness,
experiencing adventure, and need of using interpretive program. Regarding to semi-natural recreation area,
the effecting factors were visiting experience, objective for physical development, objective for relaxing,
objective for social interaction, objective for nature education and culture, need of using interpretive program.
and interpretive knowledge. For the historical recreation area, the affecting factors were objective for relaxing

and need of using interpretive program.

‘N(xm\)(\mu&c\ Prowchiun § o ;6”7/, ]Lﬁ /7 4 Z_WA

Student’s signature Thesis Advisor’s signature



