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ABSTRACT: The purpose of this research was to study the opinions of local people on agritourism: a case study in
Bua Thoeng village, Tha Change sub-district, Sawang Weeravong district, Ubon Ratchathani Province in order to use
it as a guideline for promoting and further strengthen the agritourism community. The samples are 128 households
who live in the village, representative of each household. Structure interview schedules was used to collect data.
Data were analyzed by using descriptive statistic as frequency, percentage, average and standard deviation. Opinions
were divided into 5 levels; strongly agree, agree, Neutral, disagree and strongly disagree which were interpreted by
using mean score. The t-test analysis was used to compare local people’s opinion between groups of the differences
on main occupation, time living in the community and membership of agritourism group. The results show that
most of them express their opinions at strongly agree level on the issue of having an agritourism helps people in
the community earn income, create an extra jobs and improve natural resources and environment of the community
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as well as transportation system. However, groups of people who lived in the community from less than 30 years
and those who were not members of the agritourism group have an uncertain opinion on the issue of additional
income and reducing migration via having agritourism. To strengthening the community and building cooperation in
agritourism activities, therefore, more communication and participation to find out the reasonable sharing in the
benefits received from agritourism activities for both groups of people are necessary.

Keywords: rural tourism; community-based tourism; community development; local people’s opinion;
participation
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Figure 1 Map of Bua Thoeng village and location of agritourism activities
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Table 1 Opinions of local people in Bua Thoeng village toward agritourism

Issues Mean S.D. Interpretation
1. Agritourism helps you to earn secondary income. 3.41 1.35 Agree
2. Agritourism helps other local people to earn secondary income. 4.60 0.57 Strong agree
3. Agritourism helps the community to be developed. 4.66 0.47 Strong agree
4. Agritourism contribute to enhance solidarity in community 4.48 0.73 Strong agree
5. Agritourism helps to create diversity of occupations for local people. 4.39 0.70 Strongly agree
6. Agritourism helps to improve landscape, natural resources and 4.43 0.57 Strongly agree
environment of the community
7. Agritourism helps to remind local people to recognize value of 4.40 0.59 Strongly agree

landscape, natural resources and environment of the community
8. Agritourism helps to pull local people to stay in the community and 3.43 1.14 Agree

decrease migration

9. Agritourism helps to improve and develop transportation. a.67 0.60 Strongly agree
10. The community derives benefit form agritourism 4.33 0.59 Agree
11. Agritourism helps to create new occupation which can help local 4.53 0.60 Strongly agree

people to earn more income

12. Agritourism helps local people to contact to government agencies 4.16 0.82 Agree
easier

13. Agritourism should be disseminated to publicity 4.63 0.57 Strongly agree
14. Government agencies should give more budget to develop 4.38 0.73 Strongly agree
agritourism

15. Local people should be main actor to manage the agritourism 4.45 0.59 Strongly agree
activities

16. Agritourism activities should be improved and developed to have 4.41 0.68 Strongly agree

more diverse
17. Outside people will get main benefit form agritourism whereas 1.60 0.81 Strongly disagree

local people will get just small benefit.

18. Only some local people will get benefit from agritourism 3.90 1.27 Agree
19. It’s a duty of government agencies to manage agritourism 1.84 0.80 Disagree
20. Local people are the owners of natural resources in the 4.16 1.06 Agree

community, so they have right to manage the agritourism

Remark: 4.21 — 5.00 means Strongly agree; 3.41 — 4.20 means Agree; 2.61 — 3.40 means Neutral; 1.81 — 2.60 means Disagree; 1.00 —

1.80 means Strongly disagree
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Table 2 Comparison of local people’s attitudes toward agritourism between people who are farmers and others

Main occupation

Farmers Others
Issues t-value
(n=74) (n=54)

Mean S.D. Mean S.D.

17. Outside people will get main benefit form agritourism 1.47 071 1.78 0.90 2.140%

whereas local people will get just small benefit.

* Statistically significant difference at .05
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Table 3 Comparison of local people’s attitudes toward agritourism between people who live in the community

30 years or less than and who live more than 30 years

Period of time living in the

community
Issues < 30 Years > 30 Years t-value
(n=41) (n=87)
Mean S.D. Mean S.D.
1. Agritourism helps you to earn secondary income. 293 1.40 3.63 1.28  2.824**
4 Agritourism contribute to enhance solidarity in community 4.29 0.87 4.57 0.64  2.061*
15. Local people should be main actor to manage the 4.29 0.68 4.53 052  2.154*

agritourism activities

* Statistically significant difference at .05, ** Statistically significant difference at .01
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Table 4 Comparison of local people’s attitudes toward agritourism between people who are members of the

agritourism group and who are not

Membership of agritourism
group
Issues No Yes t-value

(n=99) (n=29)

Mean S.D. Mean S.D.

1. Agritourism helps you to earn secondary income. 3.12 1.31 4.38 1.01 5.471%%*
6. Agritourism helps to improve landscape, natural 437 058 462 0.49 2.076*
resources and environment of the community

7. Agritourism helps to remind local people to recognize 433 061 4.62 0.49 2.334%
value of landscape, natural resources and environment of

the community

8. Agritourism helps to pull local people to stay in the 3.29 1.15 390 1.01 2.559*%
community and decrease migration

18. Only some local people get benefit from agritourism 4.16 1.09 3.00 1.44 4.019%**

* Statistically significant difference at .05, ***Statistically significant difference at .001
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