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ABSTRACT

The Purposes of this research were to 1) study factors affecting tourist's
decision on touring Khao Yai. 2) compare factors affecting tourist's decision on touring
Khao Yai classified by sex, age, status, education level, income, occupation and
residence. The samples of this research was 400 tourists touring Khao Yai National
Park. A questionnaire was constructed by the researcher and approved by 5 experts
with 0.83 reliability. The data was analyzed by statistical package for social sciences
program by percentage, mean (X ), standard deviation (S.D.), t-test, one-way ANOVA
and Scheffe's Method,

The finding in the study indicates that:

1. most tourists touring Khae Yai National Park were males, aged beiween
15 — 29 years, single status with a bachelor's degree, a monthly average income of less
then 10,000 bath and were students living in Bangkok. They toured Khao Yai National
Park because of the persuasion of friends or family, most traveled at weekends, cn their
first time of traveling, chose to camp in the park, use their own car, stayed for 1 night
only, groups were family groups.

2. factors most affecting tourist's decisions on touring Khao Yai National Park
were places of interest, their beauty, serenity, and naturalness.

3. when comparing the factors affecting the decisions mentioned above with
independent variable in general, there was found to be no statistical significant
difference at the level of 0.05 in sex, age, income, occupation, and residence; For
status, it was different with statistical significance at the level of 0.05; for educationai

level it was difference with statistical significance at the level of 0.001. When compared



by each aspect, sex had a difference in the factor of tourist behavior at 0.05 level of
statistical significance; age had a difference in the factor of tourist behavior at 0.001
level of statistical significance and the safety facter was at 0.05 level of statistical
significance, status had a difference in the factor of tourist behavior at 0.001 level of
statistical significance but was at 0.01 level of statistical significance in the factor of
residence; educational level had a difference in the factor of tourist behavior at 0.001
level of statistical significance; the factor of places of interest, residence, and
information data were at 0.01 level of statistical significance and the factor of safety was
at 0.05 level of statistical significance; income had a difference in tourist behavior at
0.05 level of statistical significance and the safety factor was at 0.01 level of statistical
significance; the factor of data information was at 0.001 level of statistical significance;
the factor of tourist behavior had a difference at 0.001 level of statistical significance;
the factor of communication, safety and data information were at 0.05 level of statistical
significance; residence had a difference in the factor of loading for staying overnight at

0.05 level of statistical significance.



