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This case study of Sai Thong National Park in Changwat Chailyaphum was to
assess its potential for ecotourism in two aspects: space and tourists’ satisfaction. In
assessing the spatial potential, 2 steps were involved, the weighting score method and
an on-site evaluation. In the former, the population consisting of 399 tourists, 357 local
people, and 84 park officers were asked to answer a questionnaire assessing three
levels of potential--high, medium, and low--subsequently translated into numeric
levels 5, 3, and 1, respectively. The results of all three groups were averaged and then
weighted using the method of weighting score in determining the potential level of the
park as an ecotourism destination site: 3.55-5.00, 1.68-3.34, and 0-1.67 being high,
medium, and low, respectively. The on-site evaluation had been carried out by the
researcher, the chief park officer, a representative from the local people and from

tourists, each of whom assessed the potential on the 1-5 scale, which, in turn, was
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multiplied by a weighting score. The results so obtained were then averaged for
the potential value, classified as very high potential (over 169), high potential
(145-169), medium potential (125-144), low potential (95-124), and very low poteniiai
{below 95). Data concerning tourists’ satisfaction were collected through questionnaire
responses of 399 tourists. Their satisfaction levels--high, medium, and low or the
numeric scores of 5, 3, and 1, respectively--were then analyzed using simple statistics.
The results of the study indicated that Sai Thong National Park in Changwat
Chaiyaphum had high spatial potential (3.52) for ecotourism development. It attracted
tourists for its wildlife, vegetation, perfect ecosystem, physical and cultural uniqueness
and close-to-nature livelihood, indicating possibilities of building environmental
conscience and knowledge. The on-site evaluation also showed that the park had high
spatial potential {166.25) for ecotourism development for its. natural and cultural
aspects, almost perfect ecosystem, high biodiversity, intrigue and uniqueness, and
beauty. The tourists’ satisfaction appeared to be of medium level (61.05%). In
developing Sai Thong National Park as an ecotourism destination, the following
should be done: clear planning and policy, appropriate public relations, information
dissemination on ecotourism to tourists, local people and park officers, cooperation
among both public and private sectors and local people, support for ecotourism

activities, and continuous monitoring.
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