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A Study for Sustainable Development of Rural Tourism through
Comparisn between Visitors and Potential Visitors
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to provide basic materials for working out differentiated marketing strategies
appropriate to the visitors and potential visitors of rural tourism for the sustainable development of rural
tourism.

The study was conducted through a questionnaire survey for 500 adults aged 18-year-old or older residing
in downtown Seoul, and the characteristics of the visitors and potential visitors of the rural tour were
analyzed through frequency analysis and logistic analysis. The analysis results are summarized as follow.

In many cases, they obtained information on the rural tourism chiefly through mass media and decided
their participation after listening to the stories of nearby people or visitors.

The survey showed that the estimated necessary expenses of the potential visitors were more than actual
ones of the visitors. It was analyzed that the reception attitude of residents was a factor to have the most
significant effect on the participation of rural tourism, while necessary budget for potential visitors.

Keywords : Rural tourism, Sustainable development, Logistic regression modeling

HE & Wt 2 5% 19 1F A4S

A% A9 g A9 79 Al 2 FEO]

+  AFysh A7 8018 Post Doc. 4 E&3 UeR wEF] OF HL itk

T S A Rl B $UF 5 FURAT WET PP
=%  Auburn University Post Doc. = - o

wanr DRI AR BTN} hohel Aoty Fo] FA} Ho] ARAoR FERFE AT A

s oy | er AT 97H] Alglo] Ys) olFolA T Yk,
E-mail address: sunjoo@konkuk.ac.kr v w2a3e oA oyt 2 AFFHolg

49



FTEUF TEZEAS AALEAY HREHE T ALed FEABNE A 37 A7

2% S o, ¥4 4B IFRAS Iola
= R0 & A9 29 Aol ALANT ol
S 34 EAe dANE Delslor Bk

8 ek $E4 349 AL T2

=
A4 sidE ded AR HAUSH I &9
o02F FEHFY ASHE ¥PEE F Y &
g ofz HFE Fo9 FEHY ANl FEEA
%2 AhE AL o ARHA AL A 5&
B39 AEE Foln A&7 5EBHE 9
g Ago] 7 o= wrr} e g A7jejth
Ae7MA &R 8 N FAFe 22
2 FEHA u]9 FAAZIS AFAAR A g
d7E0l AFHY Y, hHEe dTEe] =AY
9 /N4 B4 $ERF FPRge AR
AE T8 T295, AHEIAY9EY 4 HEA 54
TE B8 AT7UEe) FE oJFL Yo 1Y
FEOF A B39 F FROIER AEHY ¥

EWEE M AZE HEACIE FARE

A} A& AYERS) Gust BFFo)d, o)
AL ZAE B2 AR FHPA)F W
EARANE P ojo] B T A
g S solokiy.

B dTE WA APEES ol1 24
HER $uE 3 WosA FEHPY AT

M S BH3e] ASHA FEBY| FsoEs
H}

T2 A e wE ApEstd &2
P A% 39 712A8E A Aol &

50

o EA @golt HFAE o) gk gkl &

29wl AGAER QAHT Uk £F ¥
E0RT A Fo2AE ‘HAAY, ‘A&
T Y, UdAY, Qe BF Fo) AUk

Robinson(1990) & “s&#%e w3348 ¥
AAFY de EPe FHE YuizA &7
Ao AdF £3} SollA B ZE FeY #
& FRE T A3t 9o, OECD(1994)
M sERG0] U8 39 A3F & o
2 T A44E 53 vk Bramwell &
Lane(1994) v 314 F2& Bule 8% of
Yzt Zdehd, Aeag, AgEsaAE &
ago= PR AYsti itk Keane(1992)
T AR gulg B4 Ay dake vt
o2 #HRAF B FPAF 257A e
43, A7NH07 SR BB &Aoo A%
He A% /s #49 forE, Adedy =
BFYAE F FEAYGNA o|FAAE BHE
E@Polztn 1AL Qo oMY FEdH=
gt yetel wet detEE J|E 478 AR
31 FEAFES UTAAGoY iR Ao
Ae BFAE AYF AHoM Frlo] AMu|ig
FA7} o BEAsd 1HE 5 A, €3
AEAY 5 AY - 737U ALE o83
o]Fojx= #F'Y deE Bt

-

of rin

2. ATFAL

FERG] dde A7 AL A ¥
Zgo oigt FelM AjFEHo| FEBFE T
ZAH, 87334, ABEE o)de
FEUFE 5% FEALRA av #g
olofx| 1 Qtk. AT EoME wERF T &
moA A7 ARHT A, FEERA UEE
FUE Y5t FEFFY Aulx 4 9Pt of
FolA 1 Yt} ols} HEo FEFFY AFAE
AAGRE AT A&7 w283 J8td &

ey
=)
g

#5 5T =84 A48d A3%, 2006



- dYY - g2

FeH - AHF

939 FA¢l gy d7E50] o]FojX 1 Ytk
(0], 2004).

FERY el 4L A= &
e 7IQE 479 AedA ok
(&7, 2002 ; -9, 20044 ‘FEH
9 ﬂdsﬂf%%ﬁ%@lo%&%-%ﬂ~ﬂ%
Z 9% 71X oz gok

vH(2003) L 2AY 23 MIAM, B 9
S gt AejzAt AHE Filo] FERY
o NAFE AR WEAEAY BAE
AS TE Qo] B3l Ao mE EAielo]
FM it & %(2003) 7MQ1E EX] w2
4 Aoy vas ¥F Wt 9 u@
3o NI wE2RG AT, W
AL pERY YAV wEUY UF
T8 9907 FAsGt = @mmd
MRIA EAo] mE FETF A4
FTELY At g vxE 2914
A8z AAFEALY Ao|E v @RS
o, ¥F 393 A} Pl 5EDY 3

w7k b 2 2dow ﬂ%ou s Hg%
A7t ZAER ] i 3 o] ¥
yi=g

ﬂ(zoos)

re

" Mr w2
i

-

2 o

A

=

Al 3]

_>c, i

H

rim

1 oMo & ool
ol 41X i
% o r.t:l.

>
X mlm

rlo
.l
o.\:-_‘,
o
>
oi"_,
‘_r
% & _9.
j_ L
% o
o ook
E TST o 2 |o #d —101-

>

(oo ok L
2

B ooz 2 YT e N

¢
o
N
rU
lo
X
>,
g::
o
i

ry >E e
ot
off
i

N ool 3o

|, ZAICHAL 3 AR

MEEEA Y 2577 AFsHE 204 oA

i 50042 tos FARIYOoH A9z o
g A8t 14 73 2082 7IEeR stk
ZAP|1EE 20059 8€%E 9¥71A] 270€7 10
ARE 194747 23t AEA (structured
questionnaire) & ©]-43 WPZAH(face to face
interview) & A3t}
FERE AYAN-5 T A Ve dA
Y8, FEFANY3], 5T FTAL Ve 4F
E2AGTE UHY A|EAM FHET Qe ¥
=RFEE T2 &g Fd 28 Al
I ]3}04 YRS Bk

dTE SEH AFshs ATl it ¥
FA% °ﬂ 3 £4o] oz} FEHBF] WE
Ak BAFEAL Ae]e] ApolE sk Aol
olBg MEZAMAA WEAFAS ZAL
A “l%‘°‘ —7?4 st ZALSRIT
}J‘Vé"ﬂ"i ZA} Ez—‘i o A%

e o}r o}r

X,
:d,

|

2 ook e

r-{u Jjg o rhw

_,HJ

2. TR

207 Y A7 ABE ZAREE 23

Journal of the Korean Society of Agricultural Engineers, 48 (3), 2006. 5 51



FEEF BEZYAS AALEAY NEEHE T A&/ sEWPNE A B A7

Table 1 Item and content of survey

Classification ' Item

| Content

Personal feature

sex, age, occupation, income (one vear), work of five days a week,
educational background, marriage, children, native place, experience of rural life, opinion

participation of rural tourism

reason, number of participation period,
time of movement, partner, participated type,
cost(one day)

A group e , facilities, cost, farm product,
satisfaction degree to rural tourism articivated program. manner of recention
(likert scale 5 level) parlicip Program, Mma P
intention degree to revisit
perception of rural tourism method, path
C . reason, number of participation period,
participation of rural tourism in fufure time of movement, partner, type, cost(one day)
B group facilities, cost, farm product,

intention degree to rural tourism
(likert scale 5 level)

participated program, manner of reception
intention degree to visit

3o AAE AEoZ 13} ofu]FAH2005d 74,
259) & 3 AFE £A8 dEUES FA5n
FEG F71 TE A4 39,

AEL ANUEEAD HEAERH )3 AFD) 9
AAHEAL (013 BAW Y ZARES w2 A
3ok ZAREI Y82 A BRY 3% 5o
ZA AAHJA SN, vol, Y, #4 F 11
N FE)E, AFLES w23% FIFHIEGE)
olf, 3, 717H olFAIRE Fukat Fe, AN
FERD FR AT 594 HAE(Likert)
HAEE o]43ld WP FEHF gt B
(A, 2874, FYFEY 714, Wtz s,
FUEY AAHE, AYE 9P E ARG 1
Y1 BRGS F&ERF Fuey A2 ¥ 52
#% WIBAFE @AY ol g, VI3 o
FAIZY B g, o) 3 ko ® FERY
of A7te A9 mHshe AFAIAY, 487, F
AAEY 714, Arlmg g FusY FAHE,
HE e 59 HAE HAER ARG
(Table 1).
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Table 2 Dependent and independent variable of A, B group

Dependent variable

Independent variable

satisfaction degree to facilities (X1)

satisfaction degree to cost (X2)

group A intention degree to revisit

satisfaction degree to program (X3)

satisfaction degree to farm price (X4)

satisfaction degree to manner of reception (X5)

intention degree to facilities (X1)

intention degree to cost (X2)

group B intention degree to visit

intention degree to program (X3)

intention degree to farm price (X4)

intention degree to manner of reception (X5)

A, BRG] F&HH5E AT HTEA ZAR)
Aed, ‘uj¢ a¥, ‘T, ‘o= &% op
oF, ‘28x] 4o¥, ‘vig 23R gk el 5eAel.
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T(X5) 59 5/ FEoR HEAEAY B¢ F

EHF 3 =7 UEEE By, FANEAE
FEDG A1 o 13k ARE Yt

(Table 2).
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ZAARARY] 9 &S A, BAY BF Hs
gor, Yot Hlwd vEA IS AP
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getgh 7)1ERE dide g § A f5-9 ZAL
A= AFo] 60.8%, BATO| 75.4%%2 YERL
I, 2AAE ARSL 66.1%, BAHS 61.4%2
FolE A $HAE B AR A HRlh
A E2AE PR § FolEAF HE 6L
o el daide AF Agel de At AFE
0] 60.5%, BAGO] 774%E Fol& AT AY &
o] ¢ HL AoZ Yephgri(Table 3).
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Table 3 Personal feature of respondents

A group

B group

Classification - po— % ample % Note
male 121 50.6 127 525
Sex female 118 494 115 475
sum 239 100.0 242 100.0
20-30 45 18.8 43 178
30-40 56 234 58 240
Age 40-50 64 26.8 62 250 over twenty
50-60 46 19.2 58 24.0
60 over 28 11.7 21 8.7
office workers 89 372 96 39.7
self-employed 53 22.2 50 20.7
public service 18 75 13 54
Occupation housewife 34 142 21 8.7
unemployed person 7 29 9 3.7
student 23 96 32 132
etc. 15 6.3 21 87
20 below 43 18.0 59 244
20-30 68 285 84 4.7
30-40 49 205 47 19.7 it
Income(year) 40-50 28 11.7 9 37 million \;von
50 over 6 2.5 4 17
none 24 10.0 26 10.7
etc. 21 8.8 13 54
operation 85 58.6 84 61.3
Work of five not Operation 46 31.7 35 255 incumbent
days a week prearrangement 14 9.7 18 131 only
sum 145 100.0 137 100.0
. high school graduate 139 58.2 143 59.1
g:c‘if:rt;ﬁ college student 12 50 % 10.7
over college student 88 368 73 30.2
Marriage marrieq 189 79.1 191 789
unmarried 50 209 51 21.1
have 132 60.8 144 754 married
Children no children 57 30.2 47 24.6 only
sum 189 100.0 191 100.0
Native place city 81 339 93 384
rural area 158 66.1 149 61.6
. ves 32 395 21 226 .

m in
i’;;erl‘;;m f [ 19 605 7 714 thebgi?y oy
sum 81 100.0 93 100.0
AHHUE F3H(39.1%), AAE F54(19.8%) 5 =B A7) g B2 9L 7AE &
o2 AR J1EdAT AR(F - 3, 2002 dozA FEHF AXNT'E #Rol A Wi
49, 2006 5, 200NHE YRR R FERF AAE A5 AT DFAE o
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Table 4 Comparative table of A, B group

Others .1 141,
Perseos experieced 177 : i : ]57'_0 Item A group B group
Acquaintance ’ Jesls one time 536 40.0
Advertising media Number of two times 17.9 38.1
News paper ‘ 12027 particjpation three times 14.3 75
et 510 (%, for a | four times 71 94
53.1
WH - N year) five times 36 2.3
0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0 40.0 50.0 60.0  70.0(%)
O Group A WGroup B others 36 27
Fig. 1 Method of perception and decision about rural experience program 452 319
tourism local event 36.8 241
i i ) . Type of .
$8 MAYE =3 AR B} 5T partcipation S hen forest za)
AGERE FANAE B9 AASD e A () o hm BT 2
700] JFseheg e Ao Basity wed o oy e
o 9 sE2 B4AY B Ao} BE other el B
y ] e ° N one day 476 223
AP ARATO] FLIALE AMEZE LAZHR Period of [ "o w1l 537
£ A48 AdoRd PEARA o ASAA  patcpation - Y
§ 0 . .
Be7l Be# Aow BAHY == TIERT
AR FEHFe] A AR 3% BA alone 0wl 12
@] Azt Wk gFhrE HHEFSTHT A wife or husband 304 141
# A BAE BT 132 —%‘;’}1’_ %?X]'ﬂ' 7V Partner family 307 571
ggroy, B A9 28& Yske A4E (%) friend 24| 227
38.1%2 =4Th Afdo] I7HYPd $EHF I company 217 26
E Iy TE S8 48 2 Ao olHE, others 130 24
AAdFdd, FFEd, R £o7 Uete hotel bill (one 1195001 18,000
. BAwol d%a gl geE B3sd, ) person/one day) B
el — food cost (one
L oglas)l DR A3 )8 al 20 (
ey A 35 8 AY T2 FO0F L} Cost time/one person) 8,700 9,200
1)
EFtT. (won) farm price 7020 | 10420
2 JEia Qi w, BATY A%E 191299 progtam il B
SUFEHE FPes SHA 53797 3Y sum 5220] 920

(22.8%)°l wlsled =A yepta Atk iR}
9] A$E A FE JIEog AT, FESY A g3 S E 7 sbed T2 o] A
3 A7t slen, BARS 75T @4 dA0E 23

.
el $HA BULGLI%, heoR AT 20738 @A BIE ARDe 199
S Wl W RS NPT Y 202 UB %7 of 4usAAL AHGF Rz ZAHIU, B
Goh TEBE 8% £V HE AES 9SO sUsHAS dAET s AOR v
g9 FEWF WIS dhlskel ZERAY S9A gow ygEz BY SuE SHEGEADT
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<Reason>
etc.

To participate in a
regional event or program

To feel a country—like (countryside)
atm osphere

For the education of children

To recall rem in iscence
of the early days

To do make a new—style tour

T I
0.0 50 10.0 150 20.0 25.0 30.0 35.0 40.0 45.0
(%)

OA group W8 group
Fig. 2 Reason of participation and intention to rural
tourism

g7t BARY] AirQ
(Table 4).

HHEAEAY AN A o)+ AR
AR A dAdE Fadtd SARE(EANE) I F
7 229 FHIE Tt Xtk 7o)
olx AEAte] Hlste] AEdqo] HGH o
g, weby o ggd AE ¢ Wt ==
qJae 7“ulzs}r:}td Ho} 2 2550 a3EF 7]

7R Rt A vepstth

N

EU E3F A} olfg g st
& AP fiste] HEZAIA N EE
FAY Hog IHHEE F3ch AR
9 FELEE 7] M (34.2%), MEE
Fepe W3S YaM(28.9%), AATEA(23.7%)
07 Yepton, BREE FEGESE w77 9
AN (41.7%), FE(FE, d)oly 7]e} 273
o lelr) Y8 (26.0%), AHATSEA(21.4%)
Z Yertth(Fig. 2).
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SHRFEY AoAFTE Y8t FAF (F-test)
£ ANt 1 A% BARCE {oule o]
(Ade: F=7.34, p=0.001, B F=6.27,
p=0.017)7} veroH, FHZ A%E wgo=

N

ol&i {
2 el W2 o

Table 5 Result of F-test (A, B group)

Growp Indepfandent F-test Scheffe’s
variabe | M | SD| F |p-value| test
X1 3981053
X2 3121058
A X3 |388]052|7.34| 0001 Xl;§3>
X4 3.2910.49
X5 3431051
X1 4321052
X2 4031053
B X3 426/063)6.27| 0.017 XIZ;CK
X4 398|054
X5 3.8210.55
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HE 7h vl iAE Y8iM AREES (Scheffe's
test) & AAJGH A QY Aol7t Y Aoz
UeldthH(Table 5).

7t AZICle| EMzR

570 E389 JAAST] e FAY A4
< AR @ WaldEAZS AGES e
s #e A4 Fd4E 0.059 vy
W, X1(0.037), X3(0.004), X5(0.001)7} %4
Hog {3 Aoz vehgeh

74 Adudo] £ wiqle ‘FuEd AAHE
of thet HFL(X5)'BA & MJAEY 248 ¢
AIA 1, X568 1 @9 F7MA7E ARdo] A
HHES ggo] AP A 4F gEdY 2.24)
F7kle Zloz Ut e ‘vt TR
A(X3)'0) 2.14), ‘AH(X1)'0} 1.74)Q Ro7
et 28w ‘AN (X2), ‘FUAEY 7HA

Lt BEIT| 2AME

Wald5 A% /88 @ AR fdsE
0.059} wlmaiE™, X1(0.038), X2(0.019), X3
0.045)7} FARCRE fo Ao Vet
7Hg Aedo] ¥ WML ‘AQAH o diF 1
AREX)ZA T8 HAEY z4E YA
¥1, X258 1 99 37719 BYdo| &%
of A7t #go] kA &g FEHT 17
ZoleRe Zo& UeRdth o ‘ArpEaE 7
(X3)’0] 1.6, ‘A4 (X1)'0] 1.6¥Wi1 RLZ YE}
Wk aEan FYAES AKX, FHEY A
AYE(X5)'E BIWo] 5&BF AR E 45
el 9FYE MR e AR AFHAG
(Table 6).
oll’dﬂ EMAGo)N FUL SEAH A4

& P4 A3 v FEuF FHE 99
aAs FEizke] AzZbAQl wHFI FEIAESH

% o r—\n

(X4)'& Aol AWER o7 E E3fed ML 7HAE Zo| a8, AR (5AHE)
FEE nAR] g Ao AFTHI A7h 22 aRe] st PEAIAEY AABE
2] A2% A AAL d AAIEAE
#5384 9 R0z wadn,
Table 6 Analysis result of logistic regression model
Group | Independent B SE Wald d pvalie | Exp (B)
X1 0572 0.272 4331 1 0.037 1.744
X2 0.315 0.295 1.378 1 0241 1.357
A X3 0.735 0.256 8112 1 0.004 2.108
X4 -0.026 0.255 0.006 1 0.849 0.984
X5 0.773 0.271 8521 1 0,001 217
constant -0.248 0.239 0.879 1 0.327 0.783
X1 0.486 0.242 4182 1 0038 1.637
X2 0.527 0.251 4741 1 0.019 1.699
B X3 0.495 0.248 3878 1 0.025 1641
X4 0431 0.254 2.986 1 0.087 1.536
X5 0.081 0.243 0.113 1 0.788 1.183
constant 0479 0.236 4165 1 0,041 1.716
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