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Abstract

This study focused on tourists’ satisfactions in the Tai-Pin-Shan National Forest
Recreation Area, recommendatory intentions to take the nearby tribal ecotourism, and the
degree of acceptance about ecotourism strategic alliances between public sector and tribal
community. After 2 years survey of questionnaire, the outcome of statistical analysis is shown
as follow:

1.Most of question items are in satisfactory through visitors interview survey, except for

natural disasters refurbishment and the charges.

2.There is a high degree about visitors' intentions to recommend other people to take

the tribal ecotourism nearby the Tai-Pin-Shan. It shows that most visitors seek diverse
recreation resources and experience.

3.All question items of Identification about ecotourism strategic alliances between

public sector and tribal community are between the consent and the extreme consent.

Overall, the visitors hold a positive view in relation to the management of Tai-Pin-Shan.
In the meanwhile, Tai-Pin-Shan also past the appraisal related to service and environmental
management, showed the ability to counseling neighboring tribe in developing ecotourism

together.
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Table 1 The demographic backgrounds of respondents (n=515)

Ll CFIE BA R F173E(%)
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20-29 7 51 10.2

e 30-39 i 129 25.8

40-49 7% 139 27.8

50-59 i 91 18.2
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15 i 15 29 6.0
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ESSEEINE S 25 5.1
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i 4 116 90 19.5
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8 gu-lo By 70 15.2
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a1 P e 65 13.1

el 32 6.4
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Table 2 Visiters’ satisfaction of each item in Tai-PIN-Shan (n=515)

i i) e
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E’IWFJ@E 4.49 0.62
X ik 4.44 0.65
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«wmm (s 3.88 0.88
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s g 3.91 0.87
bkl = 4.14 0.73

A3 PIRIRTS SFEH e T SRR VR
Table 3 Comparing the mean and standard deviation of satisfaction degrees in each item
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i@%mﬁ%ﬁ% 3.95+0.23 4.06+0.70 2
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R - : 3.88+0.88
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Table 4 Visitors’ satlsfactlon in different occupations (n=515)

g:g&i iR FvEs
o 4.43° 0.53
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qi g 428" 0.53
Pyt 425" 0.61
Fi E[ E 4207 0.53
e $e1y 4,184 0.45
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Table 5 The intention of recommendation to take the tribal ecotourism (n=515)

jilka Sl e

By Tl e 7 4.26 0.66
A g‘fﬁrugajr 4.11 0.74

I s R 3.99 0.82
ISESFUSE 4.13 0.69
BEEE T ESER R 4.05 0.82
AL T A S 4.39 0.60

F BB T | T P SRS 2 LR o B A2 ANOVA IR o2
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Table 6 The test of visitors’ demographlc and the intention of recommendation to take the
tribal ecotourism (n=515)

EH T i e iz
EYis TR 4.26° 0.64 ANOVA (F=3.023;
P A TTE 4.18% 0.56 p<0.05); Levene At
Jr EATE 4 4,082 0.67 (F=2.280; P>0.05)
AFCEEE 405 0.56
B[ 1T 3.83° 0.66
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qi g 4 07 0.62 (F=1.438; P>0.05)
FIE 4.20 0.65
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gf FIFf 3 4.04 0.66
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R ‘ﬁ‘fﬂ AR TR R 0.05 I o IS SR A B
== 2 REEE R Rl 7 % (n=515)

Table 7 he degree of acceptance about ecotourlsm strategic alliances between public sector
and tribal community (n=515)

[ilkd T 151 FRYE
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2P F IR ’%ﬁ%@ 4.33 0.64
s Jﬁ[* el 4.30 0.68
ot [E?%Wée%iﬁﬂ?ﬁm 432 0.67
-~ p[&l‘?ﬁﬁféﬂ”ﬁw ik 4.28 0.66
%ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁ‘ﬂ*j B AR FES E D SR PR 4.32 0.69
et Eﬁ-ﬁf*éﬁ%‘pﬁaa?%‘ﬁfﬁl 4.28 0.72
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