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ABSTRACT

Project Code: TRI/UTLGM — 52001

Project Title: A Study on Perception and Responses toward Regulations and
Recreational User Management Measures of Visitors to Doi Suthep-Pui
National Park

Investigators: Jantowat H.
Kasetsart University

E-Mail address: j_hathairat@hotmail.com

Project Duration: 1 August 2009 — 31 July 2010

The objectives of this research were to study the perception and responses
toward regulations and recreational user management measures of visitors to Doi
Suthep-Pui national park and to determine factors influencing those responses. Visitor
survey by questionnaire was conducted and 400 visitors participated in the survey.
Observation method was also employed in order to obtain detailed information on
visitors’ behavior. The survey data was analyzed using descriptive statistics, factor
analysis, correlation analysis and multiple regression analysis. The study results
revealed that the majority of visitors have good knowledge on park regulations and
recreational user management measures. Their average score of perception toward
the regulations and recreational user management measures was moderate and most
visitors responded positively to the regulations and management measures. Correlation
analysis found 7 independent variables from 17 variables significantly correlated to
visitors’ responses toward regulations and recreational management measures. These
included knowledge toward the regulations and management measures (r=0.268; p-
Value=0.01), knowledge toward environmental impacts from recreational uses of natural
areas (r=0.212; p-Value=0.01), users’ residence (r=-0.184; p-Value=0.01), motivation for
independence, escape from routine and to experience nature (r=0.147; p-Value=0.01),

motivation for physical development, challenges and adventure (r=-0.084; p-value=0.02),
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time period engaging in recreational activities (r=0.156; p-Value=0.01), and park
regulation enforcement (r=0.240; p-Value=0.01). However, multiple regression analysis
found only 5 independent variables significantly influenced the responses of visitors
toward regulations and recreational management measures and accounted for 20% of
variances in the responses (F=5.459; p-Value=0.000; R2=O.2OO). The five influencing
variables were knowledge toward the regulations and management measures
(Beta=0.227; p-Value=0.000), motivation for physical development, challenges and
adventure (Beta=-0.385; p-value=0.044), time period engaging in recreational activities
(Beta=0.332; p-Value=0.007), park regulation enforcement (Beta=0.649; p-Value=0.000)
and regulation conforming value (Beta=-0.412; p-Value=0.022). The most influencing

variable was park regulation enforcement.

Keywords: perception; park regulation and recreational user management measure;

visitors’ responses; Doi Suthep-Pui national park



