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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this paper is to examine the differences of user’s satisfaction of development
elements of natural recreation forest{NFR) developed by public and private bodies in order to answer the
research question: What is the differences of user’s satisfaction of development elements of NFR?

After reviewing the literature, mechanism of outdoor recreation, and development elements in NRF,
we constructed the conceptual framework and have formulated the hypothesis of this research. We had
obtained data through a questionnaire, which surveyed 584 visitors at 10 of the 72 natural recreation
forests in Korea in 1999. We have analyzed the data using the descriptive statistical method, the mean
difference test, and logistic regression method.

We have found that 1) all the development elements have turned out to be significantly different
from the mean difference test, 2) the two elements of atmosphere and activity have turned out to be
statistically significant in determining the difference of NFR developed by public and private body in
logistic regression analysis while user’s satisfaction in recreational resources, facilities and service make
no differences between public and private NFR, 3) the higher the degree of user’s satisfaction in
atmosphere and activity at NFR, the more the NFR developed by private body, and 4) their relative
contribution of atmosphere and activities on whether the NFR is developed by public or private body
have been turned out to have 0.258 and 0.242 respectively, which have a similar importance.

The research results suggest that a guideline for the creation of marketable NFR by public and
private developer, and development of use-programs and recreational atmosphere be recommended in the
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planning and development process of NRF.

The approach and analysis method adopted by this research is highly useful for an evaluation of NRF

developed by the two bodies and development of devices for increasing user’s satisfaction and marketing
positioning of NRF by the two developers. It is recommended that more empirical study on individual
development elements affecting user’s satisfaction be performed in the future.

Key Words ! Developer of Natural Recreation Forest, User’s Satisfaction of Development Elements,

Mechanism of Outdoor Recreation, Motivation of Developer
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Varable | Mean | Std. Dev Min. Max,
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N
584
583
SEDS 4450 2253 1.00 10.00 582
584
583
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ATVS 6077 2066 1.00 1000
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Table 4. Results of logistic regression model

a. Statistics for model test

L Intercept | Intercept and Chi-Square for
Criterion Only Covariates Covariates
100421 with 5 DF
-ZLOG L | 786,109 685,688 (p=0.0001)
§3.045 with 5 DF
Score - - (p=0.0001)

b: Results of logistic regression analysis
Dep. var.: DEV (0: public developer: 1: private
developer)

Ind. var. B SE. | Wald |df| Sig R |Exp(B}

Constant |-2.715 | 0,370 | 54,380 0000 | - -
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ATMS | 0219|0,085]11.478
ATVS [ 0212006610344
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0.001 | 0.242 | 1.236
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