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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this study isto find out perceptions of residents about the
economic, Secio cultural and environmental impacts of adventure tourism devel opment,
to find out perceptions that are different between those residents who are work and those
who are not work in adventure tourism business. Finally, to find the difference in
perceptions of adventure tourism development impacts among demographic variables.

The research framework consists of two types of variables: independent variables
and dependent variables. Independent variables consists of socie-demographic which are
measured in terms of gender, age, education, household income, occupation and
respondent who isworking or not working in adventure tourism business. Dependent
variables consists of: economic impacts, social compacts and physical environment
impacts. Economic impacts (including investment in Pattaya, support for other businesses
in Pattaya, employment in Pattaya, resident'sincome, number of jobs in Patiaya and
rejuvenate Fattaya’s tourism industry). Social impacts (including Pattaya’s culture,
respondent’s family relation, number of crimesin Pattava, number of drug problemsin
Pattaya, resident’s standard of living and Pattaya local customs). Physical environment
impacts (including environment in Pattaya, infrastructure in Pattaya, pollution problems

Pattaya, the historical sitesin Pattaya, animal life in Pattaya and natural resourcesin
Pattaya).

The data were collected by 350 questionnaires in Pattaya area, this questionnaire
was distributed to some of the destination places, such as North Pattaya beach, Central
Pattaya beach, South Patiaya beach Jomiicn beach, and adventure tourism attraction
places in Pattaya. The points for data collection include Pattaya’s tourism authority,
police station, night entertainment places, adventure tourism places, department stores,
tourism  neyw, beaches, resident's houses and restaurants in Pattays area.

The perceived impacts are measured with 7 point semantic differential scale
(with 1 means strongly negative perception of respondents toward adventure tourism
development, 4 means neutral perception that refer to respondents have no positive or no
negative perception toward adventure tourism development and 7 means strongly positive
perception of respondents toward adventure tourism development) in the questionnaire.
The residents would give their opinion on the statements in the questionnaire.

For the first to fourth hypothesis, the study uses Descriptive Statistic to examine
the majority of resident's perception about economic impacts (investment, support other
businesses, increase employment, resident's income increase, create more jobs and
rejuvenates Pattaya’s tourism industry) toward adventure tourism development in Paitaya.
Moreover, one-sample t-test to identify the perception of Pattava’s respondents.
Furthermore, in order to test the fifth, tenth, eleventh, sixteenth, seventeenth and twenty-
second hypothesis of the study, Independent sample T-test was conducted. Next, the
sixth, seventh, eight, ninth, twelfth, thirteenth, fourteenth, fifteenth, eighteenth,
nineteenth, twentieth and twenty-first hypothesis of the research ANOV A was
undertaken

Theresults of hypotheses testing indicated that the residents in Fatiaya have
positive perception about economic, social, physical environmental impacts and overall
impacts of adventure tourism development in Pattava About the economic impacts, there
is no difference in perception of economic impacts among different genders, age,
edueationsl levels, resident’s household incomes and occupations, but in residents who
are working or not working in adventure tourism business variables, there are difference



in perception of economic impacts of adventure tourism development in Pattaya. In social
impacts, there is no difference in perception of social impacts among different genders,
ages, resident's household incomes, occupations and residents who are working or not
working in adventure tourism business variables, but in different educational levels, there
is difference in perception of social impacts of adventure tourism development in Pattaya.
In physical environmental impacts, there is no difference in perception of environmental
impacts among different genders, ages and residents who are working or not working in
adventure tourism business variables, but in different educational levels, resident's
household incomes and occupation variables, there are difference in perception of
environmental impacts of adventure tourism development in Patiava

To conclude, destination managers should develop policies and programs to help:
people earn more income, protect their social system and to protect their environment.
The residents should be educated to appreciate their cultural and environmental heritage
and to participate in recreationa activitiesin the area.

The community should be involved in any decision making process at an early
stage of development to ensure that they are the ones who benefit most from adventure
fourisny,

Plan approach system of adventure tourism devel opments should be adapted to
suit. the areaiin order to ensure sustainable future benefits.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Overview

As Thailand entersthe 21° century, the tourism industry continues to
play amajor role in the economic and social development of the kingdom.
Known round the world for the enduring hospitality of its people, its ancient
culture and Thai cuisine, record numbers of tourists continue to take advantage
of the myriad of tourist destinations and products the kingdom has to offer.

During the past two decades, adventure tourism has became popular in
Thailand, it plays increasing important role for the kingdom economic.
According to the important role of adventure tourism, it persuades researchers
to pay increasing attention to the impact of adventure tourism. The principle
reason for this attention is that the perception of residents toward the impact of
adventure tourism are likely* to be important planning and policy consideration
for the successful development, marketing and operation of existing and future

adventure tourism programs and projects.

1.1.1 Tourism in Thailand

Thailand is a Southeast Asian, predominantly Buddhist kingdom
almost equidistant between Indiaand China For centu  kno r- by outsiders
as Siam, Thailand has been something of a Southeast Asian migratory, cultural
and religious crossroads. With an area of some 514,000 square kilometers and
a population of some 57 million. Thailand is approximately the same size

Franc AT, 000). Thailand shares borders with Myanmar to the west and



north, Laos to the north-east, Cambodiato the east, and Malaysia to the south.
Geographically speaking, Thailand is divided into six mgjor regions:. the
mountai nous north; the sprawling north-east plateau; the central plain; the
eastern coastal plain; western mountains and valleys: and the peninsular south.

The Thai tourism industry has played an important role in the country's
economic development. The Tourism Promotion Organization Ordinance of
1959 established the Tourism Promotion Organization. The Tourism
Promotion Organization was upgraded to the Tourism Authority of Thailand in
1979, (TAT, 2001). As aresult of this government action, -eater attention
was placed on tourism as a means of generating foreign capital and, most
recently, on distribution of income as focus on domestic tourism becomes a
priority. The number of foreign tourists visiting Thailand has steadily
increased over the last 10 years, so much so that the period 1987-1996 can be
termed the " Golden Decade" of Thai tourism. In 1987. the country received
just fewer than 3.5 million visitors while in 1998 over 7.8 million international
tourists visited the co Visitor arrivals have doubled in the last 11 years,
(The National Identity Board Office of the Prime Minister 2000).

Despite the recent global decline in international tourism, the number
of visitors who travel to Thailand continues to increase; with Thailand tourism
chiefsreporting visitor arivals topping the ten million marks for 001, (TAT,
2001). There are many reasons why a Thailand holiday appeals over other
destinations, not least of which isthe friendly, peace-ievi: g nature of the Thai
people. However, a signific ant part of the Thailand’s tourism successliesin
the convenience and diversity f Thailand tour opportunities. < country

offersaw -alth of exotic and culturally distinctive destinations spread



throughout its 76 provinces, and those who travel to Thailand tour with the
knowledge that from the mountainous north to the sultry south. These are the

reasons why Thailand tourism industry still continues to increase.

1.1.2 Paitva: A Major Tourist Destination_hit Thailand

“Pattaya™ some call it the "Riviera of Thailand", Pattaya islocated 147
Kilometers south of Bangkok along the eastern rim of the Gulf of Thailand. By
the late 70's hotels, resorts, shopping centers, entertainment houses and the
like had shot up. Industry developed as did tourism and with the opening of
the motorway from Bangkok to Pattaya, it became atwo-hour drive from the
country's capital. Pattava’s popularity grew so rapidly that the local
government couldn't cope with its administration and in 1976 Pattaya and
nearby Nakiur became one administrative district then in 1978 Paitaya was
declared acity in its own right. Unfortunately one of the clown-sides to this
‘progresszion’ Or expansion caused Pattaya to have seawater pollution
problems and only recently hasthe city installed a water treatment plant,
which, hopefully, will in time, restore the beaches to their once pristine state.
Thankfully the beaches north and south of the city are pretty much as they
were before being invaded by the human populace, (TAT Central Region
Office: Region 3, 2000).

Patiaya catersto every class of customer, provides outlets for every
sort of pleasure, attracts every type of traveler, and does its best to please
everyone who ventures there. By day it's a bustling beach resort with facilities
for every conceivable type of aquatic sport, from para sailing over the Gulf to

scuba diving under it, from wind-surfing to water-skiing, and everything in



between. For landlubbers who shy away from the sea, there are golf courses,
riding ranches, an orchid farm, an elephant kraal, afolk arts viliage, and many
other diversions. For adventure lovers who like excitement, Pattaya also
known by tourists both Thai and foreigners where is the heaven for adventure
tourists. At Patfava, tourists can enjoy their activities from land base, water
base to aero-baze. The numbers of tourists who visit Pattava for the purpose of
adventure are ncrease, due to the variety and high standard of adventure
tourism facilitiesin Pasttava. According to adventure tourism in Pattaya
become popular, so it has potential that investment in Pattaya both related with
adventure tourism and non related with adventure tourism will be increase.
Pattaya has about 20,000 hotel rooms available in Pattaya® s 270 hotels
and inns, plus scores of high-rise condominiums for regular visitors, of which
there are many, (TAT Central Region Office : Region 3, 2000). Pricesin
Pattaya range from rite to back street budget, but everyone seems to have a
grand time, regardless of what they pay. Unlike other international resorts
throughout the world, facilitiesin Pattaya are not segregated between first-
class and economy, foreign and local, beachcomber and barfly. Instead,
everyone mixes and minglesin an ever-shifting flow of fun, without the worry
of offending others or embarrassing oneself Construction continues to
produce new high-risesinn Pattaya like mushrooms atter rain, and thereis no
end in sight to this rapid development. In the future, Patiaya is expected to
become Thailand's second largest city and amajor international seaport. This
will make the once sleepy little fishing village an important international
metropolisin its own right, as well as a convenient beach resort, (TAT Central

Region Office : Region 3, 2000).



1.1 3Fatigva’s Teuism Statistic

Table 1-1: Domestic Tourism in Fatfaya

Jan.-Dec.
Typeof Data 2662 20011 A (V)
Visitor 4,184,423 3,857,650 +8.47
| Thai 1,305,598 1,177,762 +10. 85
Foreigners 2878825 2679888 +7.4?
Tourist 3,890,509 3,595,764 +8.20
' Thai 1,075,964 976,526 +10.18
Foreigners 2,814,545 2619238 +7.46
Excursionist 293,914, 261,886 +12.23
{ Thai 229,634 201,236 | +14.11
| Foreigners 64. 60.650 | +5.99
Average Length of Stay (Day) 3.64 3.69
I Thai 2.15 215 |
Foreigners 4.2 4.27
| Average Expenditure
{Baht/Person/D ay)
\T/t;:tor 2,813.03 2,824.611 -0.41
. 935755  2,342.35' +0.65
ForeigiER 301959  3.036.56 -0.56 |
Tourist 2,906.45  2,914.69 -0.28 |
Thai 254395 2.5 853 +1.01
| Foreigners 304507  306240°  -057
Excursionist 1576.34  1,587.74! -0.72
Thai 1,484.11  1,487.45 -0.22
Foreigners 1,905.87 1,920.53'! -0.76
Revenue (Million Bakt) 1
Visitor 42,392.44  39,953.76 +6.10
{ Thai 6,218.78  5,587.03 +11.31 |
! Foreigners 36,173.66 34,366.73 | +5.26 II
1
* Accommodation Establishimenis [ !
Establishments 2421 2361 +2.54
| Rooms 246481 23930 | +2.871
I Occupancy Rate {24} 61.081 59.44 +1.64 |
| Average Length of Stay (Day) 3.001 3.14
| Number of Guest Arrivals 3,604,5421 3,331,771 +8.19
1 Thai 799.8621 720, 641  +1.04
Foreigners 2,804,680 2,611,407 +7.40 |

l

_— !
Seurce: Pattaya’s stetistics  eport 2002. (TAT, 2002)

|




From tare table, in year 2002 the visitors who visi Pattaya were
4,184,4"23 and visitors who visited Pattaya in year 2001 were ,857.630. Tice
numbers of visitors had increased by 8.47 25 from year 2001 to year 2002.
Touristswho visited Pattava  year 2002 were 3,890,509 and tourists who
visited Pattayva in year 2001 were 3,595,764. The numbers of tourizts had
increased by 8.20 4. In year 2002, the excursionists who visited Pattaya were
293,914 and it year 2001 the numbers of Pattaya’s excursionists were "261,386
person, it had increased by 12.23 5 from year 2001 to 200/.

The average length of stay of visitors, tourists and excursionists were
3.64 daysin year 2002 acrd in year 2001 the average length of stay of visitors,
tourists and excursionists were 3.69 days.

In year 2002, the average expenditure of one visitor in Pattaya was
2,813.03 Bahts per day and the average expenditure of one visitor in Paitava in
yei - 2001 was 2,824.61 Bahis per day. The average expenditure of one visitor
in Pattaya had decreased 0.41 N. The average :xpenditure of one tourist in
year 2002 was 2,906.45 Bahis per day and in year 2001, the average
expenditure of one tourists was 2,914.69 BEahiz per day, the percent changed
was decreased 0.28 0. In year 2002, the average expenditure of one
excursionist was 1,576.34 Bahts per day and the average expenditure of one
excursionist in Pattaya in year 2001 was 1,5 87.74 Bahis per day. The average
expenditure of one excursionist in Paitaya had decreased 0.72 24,

""{Z, therevenue from visitors who visited Patfaya was
4? 392 .44 million Bahts and there om visitors who visited Pattaya m

year 2001 were 39,953.76 million Bahtz. The revenue from visitors who

visited Pattaya had increased 6.10 %4.



The accommodation establishments in Patiava in year 2002 were 242 and
i year 2001, the accommodation establishments |11 Pattaya were 236. The

Pattaya’s accommodation establishments had increased by 2.54 %4.

1.1.4 Adventure Tourism

Adventure tourism is an alternative way of exploring the beauty of nature
for people who want something special, challenging, exciting, and different. Asit
involves several types of sports activities, adventure tourism is a combination of
adventure, risk and sportsmanship coupled with a sense of physical fithess
amongst natural surro at enable tourists to enjoy their trips.

Since the late 1970s, literature reviews regarding travel and tourism
marketing have faced new and increasing challenges arising from socio-
demographic changes, such as increased spending power per capita and greater
leisure ti A discerning public with greater travel experience has benefited

convenient and cheaper transportation and advanced technology (Chan
8: Singh, 1995; Jefferson, 1995; Edcell, 1996). This resulted in substantial
changesin travel and leisure demands, and in the patterns of international travels
market in the 1990s (Hail ~ Waeiler. 1992; ncCarville & Smale, 1993; Tourism
Canada, 1995). We have witnessed dramatic growth in specific tourism segments
such as “ecotourism’ (Cat 8: Lowman, 1994), u tourism' {Whela 1991),
and ‘spec  interest w 1997} to cater for today's
sophisticated travelerswith "the meansa ¥ ewill to travel" Jefferson, 1995).

While travel costs remain a significant determinant in making travel decisions,



tourist satisfaction isincreasing in importance {Krinppendorf, 1987), A true travel
product must provi de something extra besides value for money to attract the
tourist for' ome deeply satisfying purpose. This has led to a remarkable shift
towards new patterns in vacation choices to accommodate the expanding ange of
interests and leisure travel activities (Hall Sr Weiler, 19923 and ce-
ot ted’ vacations. Adventure travel has gained more popularity among today's
sophisticated travelerswho want to “e  rience” avacation rather than just spend
their vacations on sitting in atour bus (Black & Rutledge, 1995; Madrigal, 199s;
Tourism Canada, 1995; Vellas, 1995).

In adventure travel, travelers increased interest in experiencing “active™
holidays has been matched with the rapid growth in equipment manufacturing and
the extended capability of commercial operators including outfitters and retailers
to deliver more ersified "activity" travel products. Australia and North
America appear to have been leading such efforts (Hall, 1992). Adventure travel
has now become one of the fastest-growing travel market segments and has
broadened its scope and appeal in international travel and tourism. The variety
and availability of adventure travel products for awide range of interest and
abilities appear to be limitless.

In recent years, adventure tourism has played a significant role for Thai
economy, it generates alot of revenue for the country. The numbers of adventure
tourists both Thai and foreigners are growing day by day. While
tourism has a salutary effect on infrastructure, creates jobs, earns foreign

exchange, and promotes regional awareness, it also has its downside, industry



has been associated with increased congestion, crime, prostitution and socially
transmitted diseases, noise and air pollution, inflation, and a general degradation
in traditional Thai morals with the indiscriminate infirzion of sonic of the decadent
aspects of Western culture. Therefore, while adventure tourism has been growing
at animpressive rate in Thailand, and while it plays an increasingly- pivotal rolein
most of these economies, its deleterious social, congestive, and pollution effects

must be controlled.

1.1.5 Classification of Adventure Sports

Adventure tourism can be divided by using two main criteria: 1) dividing
by using level of risk and skill, and 2) dividing by geographical setting of
activities taken place (Gupta, 1995).

By using skills and level or risk, the first category of adventure tourism
can be classified into two types: 5oft Adventure and Hard Adventure. Generally
speaking, Hard Adventure includes activities that are riskier and require high
skills, such as Para-sailing, bungee jumping, motor raliying, while Soft Adventure
engages iN activities such as trekking, canoeing, kayaking, and the like.

By using geographical setting of activities taken place, the second type of
adventure tourism is divided into three types: 1) Land — hased (Ground Sports), 2)

Water — based (Water Sp and 3) Aero — based {Aero Sports) (Gupta, 1995).



Table 1-2:Classification of Adventure Sports

LAND BASED 'WATER BASED AERO BASED
Rock Climbing Kayaking arz Sailing
I Trekking Canoeing | Para Gliding
Hiking Skiing g Ballooning
Heli Skiing i Hang Gliding
: Motor Rallying Snorkeling : Sky Diving
SAFARY Scuba Diving Parachuting
Bicycling Railing 1Light ik

Gunle and Kasbekar, Tou P f a lt &z 1995 p 152

This table shows the adventure activities that depend on the geo graphical,

it can be classified in to three types: land based, water based and asro based.

L 1.6 Adventure Sports Facilities and Types of Adventure Sportsin Pattava

LAND BASED

@)

GO - KARTS: Go — Karts are available at the 400 and 700-metre track

Paltaya Kart Speedway, at Mini Siam, and the 1,100-metre track at

K.R. Go — Kart Grand Prix. In year 2002, the number of {curisis who

visited GO —KART was 63,833 person. ( AT, 2002)

SHOOTING: A handgun and rifle range with 19 fully equipped and

air-conditioned galleriesis open daily at Tiffany's on Pattya 2 road and

Pattaya shooting club.
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HORSE RIDING: Located in center of Paitaya 10 km. left from
sukhumvit Road. The Horseshoe Point, is a gathering place for people
from all over the world. A place where riders can simply relax with
family and friends or join the many activities offered at resort in the
peace and tranquillity of nature and th mat outdoor.
« PATNI| BALL WAR GAMES: Are available in an arena at Pattaya Cart
Speed way on Thep Prasit Road.
A¥FR0O BASED
e  PARASAILING Thissport is ubiquitous throughout the resort, is

featured at several hotels with their own private beaches, and is
perhaps best enjoyed at Koh | viler e floating take-off and landing
platforms mean flight occurs exclusively above the sea or one can
enjoy at Jo Beach.

TOWER JUMP: Is available at Pattaya Park Tower on Patiaya — Chong

Mien Road.

WATER BASED

WINDSURFING: Jomtien Beach is the major center for windsurfing.

Tuition iswidely available for beginners The Pattaya Windsurf Club

on Jomtien Beach regularly stages board competitions. October

tir ugh Juneisth  .st months for windsurfing, thanks to ideal water

and conditions.

SAILING: Themo popular rentals are Lasers, Prindles and Hobie

Cats. Sailingis ‘eafr round sport in Pattaya's  ,r. Visitors wishing



to avail themselves of knowledgeable information regardmng s=
rentals and seasonal co  +tons should contact their hotel travel desk,
or the Roya Varuna Yacht Club.

WATER SKING: The most popular venues are. the northern and

Freshwater water — skiing is available at Lakeland Cable Water Ski at
Kilometer 150.5 on Sukhiumvit Highway. Open daily from 10 a.nn
p.m. Admission fees: 300 baht per person (for around 2 hours)
Restaurant services available.
GAMEFISHING many operators organize Expeditions. Waters
surrounding Manwichai, Rin and Kram Islands are popular for the
pursuit of marlin, king 1 ack barracuda and other Gulf denizens.
SCUBA DIVING: Scuba diving and snorkeling are popular around
Pattaya’ offshore islands, particularly those furthest from Pattava Bay,
namely Koh Manwichai, Koh Luam And Koh Rim. Neophyte divers
can take open water certification courses organized by several local
dive shops.

Source: (TAT Central Region Office Re sr 3, 26443

1.1.7 tmn et of Adventure Tourism Particularly ss_En riremment, Economic

and Social

Adventure tourism can create impact on residents in the environment,
econo icali a ' socialy. It also creates both e ~~ negative impacts.

2 impacts that occur by adventure tourism activities.

12



(Positive impact)

ENVIRONDMENT ELCONOMIC SOCIAL
Improved Increase business a interaction with
interpretation of the opportunity with people
environment and ‘owing market
culture potential
Return to nature + Profitability ¢ Increased local pride

o Caefree, "blown e Satisfied, repeat s Educationa

away" setting customers opportunities
interaction with e Creation of new ¢ Extended experience
environment/people facilities

(Negative impact)

ENVIRONMENT ECONOMIC SOCIAL
Environmental = Leakage Social dislocation
damage

* Disturb wild life e Localized inflation e Potential a i
crime
A Destruction of + Real estate Chance
heritage speculation community
structure

Source: BEathiessn and Wall (1982)



1.2 State of Problem

Currently, one of top-tive industries that has come important role
in the economy of Thailand istourism dueto ra 7 increasing volumes of
abroad tourists.

Adventure tourism is one of the magjor tourist attractionsin Pattava. It is
another channel  pe of tourism to make more income in particular destinations
(Inour study, Pattaya isthe observation area). While the number of visitorsto
Pattaya increased, residents who at first were tremendously positive in the
perception to develop increasing reservations concerning long-term benefits of the

These may come from their original expectations of the adventure
tourism were unrealistic. For another reason, it may come from just only a small
group of people who perceive the benefits. Alternatively, although expectations of
the benefits are known, the local residents may doubt about the impact of
adventure tourism development.

On the purpose of getting reliable information, this study is for answering
the question, “What is the perception of Residents in Paitaya about the

impacts f ad tourism €le.felopment hi Patt

14



1.3 Research Objectives
study is made to find out and describe the perception of residents

toward adventure tourism development in Pattaya. The specific objectives are as
follows,

1. To find out what the residents think about the economic, sock) cultural
and environmenia np act of adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

2. Tofind out what different thoughts between the residents who work
and who do not work in adventure tourism business.

To find out what difference thoughts of adventure tourism devel opment

impact on several demographic variables.

1.4 Scope of the Research

Thisresearch will be conducted within Paitaya, in the living area of
residents near or close to the visiting area such as local people who livein the area
of adventure tourism in North. South, and Center of Pattava’s attractions and
includes general places such * restaurants, shops, strollers souvenir shops,

drugstores, etc.. with investigation into all types of occupations.

1.5 Limitation of the Simdy
» Difficult to estimate the numbers of adwenture touriztz due to lack of
data/informa ga - by business and tour operators.
The limited size and distribution of the :ample population {5 j, pecause

of time and money constraints.



Limited to Pattava’s residents. The findings cannot Yew
generalized for , 17 except for the residents of Pattayawho are Thai
and ho are 18 vears

* Limited to the period of study. The finding of this thesis cannot be
generalized for all time.
The thesis measures only the present perception of residents toward

adventure tourism devel opment.

1.6 Significance of the Study

Without proper planning and integraticn with local values and
environment. Adventure tourism development can bring environment, economic
and social damage to the host communities.

To assist sovernment planners, local decision-makers, _ism
promoters identify real concerns and issues, a systematic analysis of tourismisa
good way to help the appropriate policies and action to occur (Allen et al 1988;
Belisle and Hoy 1980; Doxey 1975; Murphy 1984 Helping government to
realize the tourism development impacts and in formulating plans to get residents
support for tourism ventures, the studies of local populations' perception of
tourism impacts are very useful in setting up programs to minimize friction
between tourists and res1 ients (Belisle and Hoy 1980).

Ti the study of adventure tourism, the problems and negative
consequences are found. To deal with such problems, it seeks to give tour

d tourism related busi nesses suggestions and recommendation on how



to operate adventure tourism in an environmentally friendly manner in order to
achieve sustainable adventure to 1ri 1 development. From thisstudy,  an be
applied to other tourist destinations in Thailand to find the appropriate managerial

methods of adventure tourism.

1.7 Definition of Terms
To clearly understand the study, the following terms are applied in the
research are defined as follows:

Tourism: WTO has taken the concept of tourism is " Tourism com rise the
activities of personstrav to and staying in places outside their su:al
environment for not more than one consecutive year for leisure, business and
other purpose.” % T0: 1991)

International tourism: can divide in 2 groups. 1. Inbound tourism: visitsto a
country by nonresidents. 2. Outbound tourism: visits by residents of a country to
another country. (Hawkins, Ritchie, Brent and Frechil g 1991)
¢ Adventure tourism: isdefined as all pursuits that provide an inherently
meaningful human exp cethat isrelated directly to a particular outdoor
environment — air, water, hills, mountain... {Darst and Armstrong, 1980).

Adventure tourism: is defined as a variety of self-initiated activities utilizing
an interaction with the natural environment, that contain elements of real or
apparent danger, in which the outcome, whiie uncertain, can be cPd by the

participant and circumstance (Ewert, 1



Attitude: is defined as “z state of mine of the individual toward a value"

r.  ort 1966) and as "an enduring predisposition o  r¢ a particular aspect of
one's environment" (McDougall, Munro 1987}

Value: has been defined as an “ ending belief that a specific node of conduct
or end state of existence is personally or social preferableto an oppo  or
converse mode of conduct or end state of existence" {Rakeach 1973:5; see also
Feather 1994:469).

Perception: is the process of selecting, organizing, and interpreting sensations
into a meaningful whole (Hanna, wozniak 2001)

s Resident: isdefined as a person who has been resident in Paitaya for at least
(six) consecutive months (Goldner, Ritchie and Mcintoch 2000). In this study

refersto people who are Thai and older than 18 years.



CHAPTER 2

LITERATURE REVIEW

Literature of the Residents Perception toward Adventure Tourism
Development

This section provides definitions, meanings, concepts, and empirical
findings of relevant issues in this research in order to allow areader to become

more familiar with what the researcher will be de=aling with for the rest of study.

2.1 Resident's demsgraphic characteristic

2.1.1 Resident: "L ocal people usually see tourism as a cultural and employment
factors. Of importance to this group, for example, is the effect of the interaction
between large numbers of international visitors and residents. This effect may be
beneficial or harmful, or both" {Goeldner, Ritchie, Mclntosh, 2000). Resident can

be mentioned aslocal peoplein ageneral term.

2.1.2 Gender: There are some variance in perceptions toward tourism and
tourists. Some blamed tourism for disrupting traditional relationships among
members the fa as it creates changes that affect inside their household. For
example, tourism industry opens an opportunity for working outside for females,
which increase financial independence and leads to iszs restrict_ lives (Ritchie,

1991).
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: Nicholas and Pizam (1996) explained o SO! ariability of attitudes
toward local community chair d development that, in general, the younger the
re dents, the more positive perceptions they had toward tourism industry. (fin the
other hand, the older the residents, the less positive perceptions toward tourism
industry. For example, the number of children under 18 in family, the positive
perceptions of the supportive level to the industry and the residents with more
children under 18 in their family were possibly afraid of the tourism-induced

sexual freedom at arelative younger age.

2.1.4 Education: It includes knowledge; skill or the things learned through formal
instruction or through life experience. In the tourism industry education also refers
to the understanding of cross-cultural Interference both hosts and guests that meet
at equal level. Thistype of education for hosts or service providersin fourism
industry will reduce the problem that. might occur during providing services as
employees will be able to work without any error with minimumt ne

consumption (Gartner, 1996).

2.1.5 Household Income: The higher' the household income of the residents, the
more positive were their attitudes toward tourism and the higher level of support
for the industry. The residents with higher household income had more positive
perceptions not only on the effects of tourism development on the economy but

also on its positive effects on certain social issues (Nicholas, Pizam, 1996).

20



2 Occupation: Nicholas and Piza (1996) indicated that the residents who
work part or full time would have positive perception toward tourism industry
than unemployed {e.g. housewives) or retired residents. In addition, the residents
who have one or more family members who work in tourism industry will have a
more optimistic attitude toward the industry than those who had no family

members working in the tourism field.

2.2 Perception: Mitchell and Larson {1987} indicated that the process by which
we. interpret this sensory information and come to an understanding of the people
around us is called person perception.

Three concepts are intimately related to perception: exposure, attention,

and sensation.

2.2.1 Exposure, Attention. and Sensation

The process of perception begins with exposure to a stimulus Exposure
occurs when individuals come into contact with environmental stimuli either
accidentally or through their own deliberate, goal-directed behavior. Not all
stimuli to which we care exposed, however, get noticed.

Attention refers to the allocation of mental capacity to a stimulus or task.
After choosing whether or not to expose themselves to a message, perceivers may
momentarily pay attention to a specific aspect of the stimulus that is within their

range of exposure.

21



Sensation refers to the responses of our sensory receptors (;eye}
mouth, nose, and touch) to environmental stimul the. h'angluissior fthis

information to the brain via th S system.

*_ . _Sensory_Systems

Environmental stimuli or sensory inputs are received through our five

senses including vision, smell, taste, sound and touch.

Eigure 2-1: The paradigm fore perceiving

To see

To hear Thing
To taste Relation
To smell

Source: Y oung, Motivation and Emotion, 1961 p. 99

Vision

Researcher estimates that as much as 80 percent of receive from
our environment is gained from vision. We tend to rely more on the other senses
mostly when vision is unavailable (for example, in tale dark).
bmell

Scents play an important rolein our lives. Odors can stir emotions, elicit

memories, produce hunger, induce relaxation, or even repel us.

bl



Most scientists consider the sense of taste to be inseparable from the sense
of smell. Receptors (taste buds) that reside on the tongue and palate combine with
smell to produce familiar taste sensations such as saltiness, sweetness, bitterness,
and sourness.

Soeund

Sound is an important sense in sensory system, it can produce both
positive and negative impact to perceivers. Sound can persuade, relax, and evoke
feeling of perceivers, on the other hand, noise is negative correlated with
perceivers.

Touch

There are two types of touch: active touch and passive touch. In the first
case, an individual touches to express afeeling or to initiate a reaction. In the
second case, the receiver feels the experience of being touched, such as how we

feel when we receive a message.

2.2.3 Input Variation: Effect on Sensation

Sensation depends on input variation A more variable environment
produce greater sensation than a constant environment, regardless of the strength
of sensory input. Humans accommodate themselves to varying levels of
environmental sensory input. When deprived of sensory stimulation for atime, we
exhibit greater sensitivity to its return; hence the expression "It's so quiet, you can
hear apin drop.” As sensory input decrease, our ability to detect change increase.

We attain maximum sensitivity under conditions of minimal stimulation.

23



2.2.4 Perceptual Selectivity

haeach <"

are faced up to thousands of stimuli in the environment
including people, events, and situations. On the other hand, it is beyond a person's
capability interest to see evervit g there isto see, o we hould screen out certain

it electivity i sof great concern to sender,who attempts to be in touch
with their target audiences and surmount such blocking of information.
Belectivr_. -p  rre and Selective Attention

Like aseries of filters or sieves, the selectivity process allows or rejects

environmental stimuli to reach our consciousness. -rive exposure isthe first
of thesefilters. When we 1ore messages that address unimportant things, we
exhibii selective exposure. Nobody pays attention to every sentence, nor can
anyone notice all the sentences in a book. Selective attention refersto our
tendency to heed information that interests us while at the same time we avoid
information that isirrelevant, threatening, or contrary to our beliefs. Figure 2-2
depicts the process of perceptual selectivity, indicating that perception occurs
after environmental stin uli have been filtered through the processes of selective
exposure and selective attention. Moreover, the tendency of individuals to block
threatening or contradictory =iz i from their conscious processing is known as
percepiuat defense which serves as a defense mechanism to defend an
individual's self-image and ego. We also perceive more readily information that is
consistent with our own nzeds, beliefs, values, or attitudes. For another name, the

tendency iz known as selective sensitization.
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.5 The Person Perceived
in an interpersonal situation, one's evaluation of and behavior toward

e

]

o

L

reeption

Fazniak, Consumer Behavior, 001 p. 110

another person are partly influenced by the characteristics of that person. These

characteristics fall under three headings: physical, social, and historical.
Some of the more important physical factors are gestures, posture, facial

expression, and pigmentation.

One's posture also is important. People often attribute laziness or lack of

motivation to someone who slouches. In the same way, in face-to-face

inferactions posfure influences our judgments of how interested the other people

areinlA

are and what we have to say (FT

example, aThai who isinteracting with another Thai of higher status will

& Rosenthal_ 983).For
not

<0



to have = or her head be higher than that of the other, even when the other is
physically shorter.

Facial expressions and features may similarly influence our feelings about
others. Smiling is related to positive attitudes { Mitchetl, Larson, 1987).

Finally, in some cultures darker skin pigmentation may associate with
negative attributes (Brighan 1971).

The social characteristics that to be most mporiant are voice qualities and
appearance. In many cases one's education, place of residence, and status can be
inferred from one's manner of speech. It isalso clear that one's clothes and
grooming are used by othersin their evaluation (Mauro, 1984).

In addition, the historical factors or attributes that have alarge effect
our evaluation of others include sex, age, occupation, religion, and race, For
example, research has shown that racial background is ofien more important than
occupation, religion, or national determining whether an individual will be

accepted into an American's social group {Triandis r Triandis, 19

116 The Perceiver

In general, there are two sets of variables related to the perceiver that are
important in understanding perceptions of others. First, the perceiver's own social
and personality characteristics make a difference. in one study mentioned
previously, people who were more secure, more independent, and had ahi h
tolerance for am ¥ were more accepting of others who were different from

them (Triandis &Triandis, 1965).



he second unportant set of variables involves the complexity with which
we characteristically describe others. Some individual s use rather physical
label s to describe people (¢. 2., tall, dark, and handsome), while others use
personality traits that are always consistent, and are dependent upon only one
central trait and untrustwortl riandis 8f Triandis,
People who characteristically use very complex modes of perceiving tend
to be more accurate in their perceptions than those who characteristically use very

simple modes{ c¢hneid  Hastorf and Ellsworth, 1979).

2.2.7 Perceiving the Causes of Behavior

Once we have the opportunity to interact wits,  ieone and to observe his
or her behavior', we begin to form aricher picture of what that individual is really
like. We make inferences about the person's motives, personality, feei |l gs, and
attitudes (Mitchell. Larson, 1987).

When we are not sure about what other people are thinking, we  to find
out by observing their behavior, which is usually more reliable than their dress.

The process, which we use to assess and eval uate people accurately, based
upon their behavior, which is called the attribution process. "An attribution is
simply an nference about the causes of someone's behavior. From our
observations we make inferences about internal states (like anxiety or joy),
inferences about enduring perzonality traits, and inferences about the environment
it which we observe the behavior busy, calm). The study of the attribution

process has been one most. active areas of research in social psychology
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over the last 20 years, and it has produced a number of findings that are important
for understanding peopl€'s behavior in organizational settings.

Theorizing about attributions began with the work of Fritz Heider (1958)
that was interested in how people make judgments about casual relationshipsin
their environment. Heider believed that people have a natural tendency to see
eventsin terms of casual relationships, and that this process is relevant on how we
treat other people. For events involving people, on the other hand, the situation is
abit more complex. People have personalities, intentions, motives, and goals.
These have to be factored into any casual attribution. The study of attribution
process has shown that people are remarkably consistent in how they evaluate
others. The first and perhaps the most important judgment that we make are one
of internal or external causation. Isthe person acting from free will, or is he or she

being forced by the situation to engage in the action? (Mitchell, Larson, 1987).

2.3 Recreation

The action and activities of people engaging in constructive and personally
pleasurable use of leisure time. Recreation may include passive or active
participation in individual or groups' sports, cultural functions, natural and human
history appreciation, conformal education, pleasure travel, sighiseeing, and
entertainment {Goeldner, Ritchie, Mclntosh, 2000).

In addition, adventure travel asitisaform or atype of travel in which

the perception (and often the reality) of heightened risk creates a special appeal to



certain we rments of the travel market. For example, ra ting, mountaineer

skiing and etc. Goeldiner, Ritchie and Mclntosh, 2000).

2.4 Tourism Development

For the Tourism Development, in this study, it is used to make reference to
Adventure Tourism Development. There are a number of models, and model
variants, which purport to describe and explain the way in which tourism develops
in agiven region or destination area. The research focuses on amodel of the
evolution of atourism destination area, which addresses the idea, inherent in the
concept f sustainable development, of an environmental limit, to tourist numbers.
beyond which development at the destination area becomes unsustainable and
declines. In other words, tourist destination areas and resources will inevitably
become over-used, mmatira v and eventually experience declining use if
specific steps are not taken (Butler 1991: 203). According to Martin and Uysal
(1990, for example, the decline of atourist destination may be attributed to
various causes when the actual cause isthat the carrying capacity of the area has
been exceeded.

Butler's model 19 O recognized several stages of evolutionary
development, namely, exploration, involvement, development, consolidation,
stagnation, decline and reiuvenation. He described that the first stage.

Exploration, Tssimilar to over inthe sense that TTiitia all numbers of
tourists who chose to visit a particular place. The stage of involvement starts when

big numbers of tourists have arrived. The appearance of small facilities or
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businesses catering to tourists  the first sign ihat the destinations beginning to
enter the involvement stag stage is development, referring to a condition of
extensive facility construction to either provide attractions to tourists or service
their needs. The development stage is one of the most critical when addressing the
impacts resulti from tourism development. That impact is most likely to
occur ng this stage when a destination evolves from a small — scale pro .e

of tourist services to one that dominated the tourism industry. Advertising and
promotion are now necessary to maintain the size of the created indusiry.

Finally, the early influx of tourists beginsto level off and the destination
enters the consolidation stage. If significant negative socio-culture and
environment impacts occurred during the development stage, is in the
consolidation stage that they begin to be recognized by large segments of the host
society. Astourists slowly flow to the points, there is no growth in new arrivals,
the destination enters the stagnation stage. One of two things has happened. Either
physical capacity has been reached or tourist interest has declined. The destination
now has two choices, that is, it can enter a stage of decline as "tourists moveto
newer or more appealing destinations, or it can begin a period f rejuvenation.
Rejuvenation can occur in two dissimilar ways. If the facilities constiucied to
accommodate tourist needs have reached capac ~ another round of development

egin, If touristsarenoion er Interested inatioll, the product line

may have to be changed. Asillustrated in Figure 2-3,
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Figare 2-3: Tourist life cycle
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Reime and Hawkin (1979 suggested that decline appears because of over-

development, which resulfs environmental degradation. The natural
environment cannot be reversed alone without eding or pardlel
environmental improvements and proper management  ategies.

A product will face a period of slow growth, followed — if marketed
properly — by atake - off period of rapid growth, and subsequently a period of
stability. Unless product improven Iv the appeal of the
product will thereafter d d saleswill fall, ande :ntually the product will

be taken off the market {Butler, 1991).



early, inappropriate tourism development -ay result in increasing stress
on destinations and in negative changes in the destinations' physical, economic
and socig-cultural ‘acteristics, which ate causes of decline. On the other hand,
if the destinations are developed n the sustainable way that maintain the
environmental, social and economic integrity, cemnainly, the well being natural
perpetuity will be the worth, Wealth eternally. Adventure tourism development is
base on the same principles as tourism devel opment, without appropriate planning

it may result in increasing many problems in the community.

2.5 The Nature af_Tourism lmpacts

Tourism impacts can arise through the construction and operation of
tourist facilities or services and from the activities themselves. Adventure tourism
development is based on the same nature as well. They may be short-term or long-
term, positive or negative, local, regional, national and even global, and direct,
indirect or induced. This diversity in the range and type of mpact partly reflects
the characteristics of the tourism industry, and makes the comprehensive appraisal
of the environmental consequences of tourism development problematical.
Impacts of tour nclude lack of resources sufficiency of assessment
methodologies, afailure to appreciate the processes of tourtzm development and
the lack of an inter-disciplinary research ethos (Pearc Tourism
facets and apparently generates as much criticism as praise: tourism as an
economic development agent, ajob generator, and awhite industry, but also

tourism as an evil industry and a destructive force {Oppermann and Chon. 1997).
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From the research of many authors, it. can be concluded that impacts of
tourism certainly have appeared on tourism devel opment. Without proper
planning and integration with local values and environment, it can bring forth
socio-culture, environment and economic damage to host communities.

There are a number of ways of categorizing the impacts of tourism. One of
the most common is the used by Mathieson and Wall (1982), they divided impacts

into economic, s cic — culture and physical environment.

2.5A Physical en firenme

In order to estimate its resiliency and suitability for development, the
environment must be observed in terms of its physical characteristics-soil,
vegetation, relief, aspect, fauna, climate-and the dynamics of the rel ationships
between these. For example, attention must be paid to slope or dune stability,
run-off characteristics and the resiliency of biotic communities. Aswell asa
general environmental assessment, micro-level studies must also be taken, for
example, determining the precise location of avalanche corridors. In the case of a
built environment, attention must be directed at the nature, scale, form and

location of existing buildings and sheet patterns as well as existing land uses.

2.5.2 Society

Characteristics of the host society to be taken into account include

population size, demogiaphic composition and witality: ethnic, social or religious



structure. For exa:  e. population increasing or decreasing, mposed
of more ethnic group, what social customs ar ie
Social/demographic characteristic can have a significant influence on the
‘ee of development and change: "a strong area can sustain the capitalization
and prowls  of labor fromwithin itself, while aweak areaisimmediately more
susceptible to outside economic influences in the dorm of external 1nvestment and
immigration, so that the local sacio-culiural structure is quickly changed”

(Westlake and White, 1992).

2.5.3 Economy

The Size, diversify and vitality of the economy at various scales-national,
regional or local-are further factors which need to be. considered. The economy in
guestion may be well developed, developing, depressed or in decline. it may be
broadly based or izeavily reliant on a single sector, a strong economy or a
dependent one. Tourism may already be a significant sector or totally
unimportant. These factors will influence the extent of local participation and
desree Of external involvement as well as determine the costs and benefits to

different sectors of society and the ultimate impact of tourism,

2.6 Tmpzcis from adventure tourism devel opment

is sector is composed of impacts that occur from adventure tourism
development, the impacts can be fallen into physical environment impacts, social

impacts and economic  xracts.



2.6.1_The physical environment impacts

Adventure tourism development can have bad impacts on the physical
environment in many ways, for example the construction of facilities that are
aesthetically unsympathetic to the landscape in which they are situated. It
generates "architectural pollution”, th ough the release of air ad water — borne
pollutants. The environmental impacts can be divided in to two types. The first
typeis the impacts on the natural environment and the second type is the impacts

on the built environment (Pearce, 1989).

2.6.1.1 Impacts on the Natirai_ Environment

Tourism is seen as an enemy of the natural environment. At the same time,
tourism can be beneficial to the natural environment by providing a motivation for
environmental conservation. The ecological balance of an area, which takes
perhaps thousands of years to evolve to a mature, self-regulating, stable system,
can be disrupted and even destroyed by a variety of tourism-related activitiesin a
relatively short period of time. They range from the obvious impacts associated
with the wholesale removal of vegetation and related wildlife, to more subtle
effects on animal behavior. Any activity which changes floral and faunal species
composition s a potential threat to an area's ecological balance. It may also
threaten the local an culture which has evolved as part of this ecosystem and,
therefore, dependson it for contin vival d Green, 1995).

A well known example of the large-scale destruction of an ecosystem

through vegetation removal to accommodate tourist facilities is the case of the



European Alps. Here, hundreds of square kilometers of forest havebe ¢ o d
and replaced by pistes, cable cars, pylons, buildings and access roads making
the slopes less able to absorb and retain water, causing Increased susceptibility to
soil erosion, floods, landslides and avalanches (Tyler, 1989).

V egetation cover may also be lost or damaged through trail g by
walkers or crushing by tourist vehicles. Loss of vegetation cover inthisway is
frequently accompanied by soil compaction and aloss of soil structure, leading to
increased surface water run-off, soil erosion and a decline in species diversity
{(Hunter and Green, 1995). The bad impacts of tourists feet are not restricted to
terrestrial ecosystems (Hunter and Green, 1995).

The damage to coral reefsresulting fion the contact of divers' flippers and
the choking effect of disturbed sediment {Hamele, 1988). Tourism in the. Paciiic
island States, reported that a large proportion of the coral and small fish life
around the margins of boat jetties an:d hotel beaches has been killed due to
excessive walking on coral reef beds by tourists at low tide (Milne, 19,0). The
action of motor boats, surf boards and yachts may also damage aquatic
ecosystems, such as reed beds, while marinas built to house these craft can
compleiely destroy, or degrade beyond repair, important mangrove and other
lagoon habitats (I  son, 1984).

Tourism may also effect in the selective removal, ection or Killing of

plants albs animals, such as the collection and kiiling of marme animals for the

souvenir trade, for exaz anean and Pacific |slands (#4it
1990). With marl on local ecology, Tice increased disturbance of plant
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and animal life close to tourist trails, leading to fears that animals would
ultimately avoid certain areas {Sindivo and Pertet. 1984) Animalz may well
migrate out of an area used by touristsif harassed.

Pollution involves the anthropogenic introduction of substances of energy
into the environment. Pollution may cause hazards to human health , harm to
living resources and ecological systems, damage to structures or ame:  , and
interfere with the legitimate use of the environment. Since tourism relies partly on

amenity value. One might reasonabky assume that the tourism industry has a

history of concern over the potential threat posed by n to the success of
destination areas. Moreover, the tourist industry izetf hasbeen, and still  , a

major ontriburtor to environmental pollution in many parts of the world.

one of the best — known consequences of rapid tourism development is the
overload of local sewage treatment and disposal infrastructure. Water pollution
from untreated or partially treated sewage effluent can have profound implications
for local aguatic life and also for the health of tourists and locals who use
contaminated water for drinking, bathing and as a source of food Sewage
pollution can alter the ecological balance of an area, often resulting in a marked
decline in species diversity, by reducing dissolved oxygen in water and sediments,
by increasing water turbidity, by smothering sea, 1ake or river beds and by
promoting the accelerated eutrophication (nutrient enrichment) of water bodies

and Green, 1995).
Eizewher sewage-related tourism problems are also well known. For

example, localized marine pollution has been 11z p the degradatio Of



mangrove seagrass and coral reef ecosystemsin Fiji {Lal, 1984). Similar effects
have been observed in Jamaica, where sewage effluent has encouraged the growth
of seaweed damaging the attractiveness of beaches and killing the coral reefs
which protect the shorelines from erosion (Henry, 19883. Furthermore, the release,
dumping or spillage of oil, petrol, inorganic and organic wastes from tourist boats
may be the cause of water pollution occurrence (Hunter and Green, 1995).

Air pollution can accompany tourism developments in a number of ways,
for example during the construction of buildings and other tourist facilities and
associated infrastructure, from the burning of fossil fuels to provide heating and
power, from the exhausts of private tourist vehicles, and in the transport of
tourists to destinations by air, road, rail and others. Hunter and Green (1995)
stated that tourism — related demand for electricity will often result in the
increased burning of fossil fuels and the release of pollutants such as carbon
dioxide and oxides of sulfur and nitrogen in areas far removed from popular
destinations. Carbon dioxide is an important contributory gas to global warming
and the so — called "greenhouse effect"”, while oxides of sulfur and nitrogen are
the causative agents of dry and wet acid deposition. Acid deposition also causes
the degradation of fresh water quality, with arange of impacts on aguatic flora
and fauna, and on human health.

Noise pollution occurred in the form of air and road transport,
construction, "canned" music others, isa very common problem for residents,
touristsand wildlifea M - its Hunter and Green, 1995). Tourists to

the shark hay area of Western Australia have ranked noise pollution from



hovercrafi as a high adverse environmental impact, which also disturbs fish and
wildlife (Doweling, 1991).

Aswell as soil erosion resulting from trame g, vegetation removal,
vehicular compaction and others, described above, tourist activity can also result
in damage to natural geological features and river hanks. According to Holder
(1988), tourism makes an important contribution to water pollution, which has
caused a decline in the popul ations of emergent and submerged plant along most
of the Broads waterways. He also suggested that these have decreased the
resistance of river and canal banks to erosion from tourists motor cruisers
through boat-wash and inappropriate mooring. Increased erosion has led to aloss
of reed-bed flora, and so a cycle of ecological imbalance is complete.

Tourism development overload may result in natural resources depletion.
For example, the use of tropical hard wood tree speciesin building, water
overused in the peak season or animal species overused for food. These make the
residents in the destination area suffer 1 shortage of natural resources. In
Goad and other southern Indian beach resorts, tourism has aso taken valuable
water suppliesa av from local communities (Tyler, 1989), similarly, alack of
adequate supplies of high qualit iking water for both tourists and residents in
some Caribh can resorts (Holder, 1988). Shark Bay in Western Australia provides
an example of aremote and fragile area suffering from over-fishing problems
(Dowline 1991). over-exploitation of wildlife may upset the local ecological
balance =1 y for there to be serious repercussions for the local human

population.



However, tourism may not necessarily a wavs create or add to
environmental problems. For example, tourism may result in the creation, or
continued existence, of awildlife park or reserve (Hunter and Green, 1995). They
further described that the increase of infrastructure for the treatment and disposal
of waste is being built or s to accommodate tourism devel opment with net
benefits for local environmental gualit  Tourizsm provides the national
governments of the Sahel states with an economic rationale for the continued
protection of the natural areas {Green, Jenkins and Madams 1989).

From study of many researchers, it can be concluded that it does not
necessarily always create the problems, it can also improve the environmental
quality by offering preventive legislation to some areas. On the other hand,
tourism development overload would generate environmental degradation.
Tourism can aso be credited with extending environmental appreciation
{Mathieson and Wall, 1982). Tourism then has made people more knowledgeable
about the environment. Nevertheless, overall, it is not difficult to come to the
conclusion that tourism generally has a negative impact on the natural

environment.

2.6.1.2_1mpacts on the built Environment

Tourism induces profound changes in the character and form of built
areas, either through urban expansion of alterations within existing village, town
or <ity limits. New or upgraded urban fabric may follow tourism development,

with the provision of roads and pavements, Ii fabric may
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suffer increased damage and erosion through ased pedestrian and vehicular
traffic, leading to higher repair costs (Hunter and Green, 1995). However, less
desirable effects can also occur. Tourism may encourage changesin land use
within area; for example, the balance between residential and other land. uses.
Frequently, a move away from residential housing use towards hotels and
boarding houses can be detected, driven by rising land and building stock prices.
As Westlake and White (1992) debated that the tourism — induced rise in the cost
of houses to buy or rent is excluding much of the indigenous population due to
faulty development. Similarly, ism generate negative changes to the character
of vilia es which isamajor impact in the Caribbean (.older, 1988).

In many cases, the net outcome of tourism on the form of character of built
areas will depend upon the resulting pressures on existing infrastructure and
attitudes to the provision of new infrastructure. The overload of infrastruciure is a
well-known consequence of tourism development in many areas. For example,
overcrowding and traffic congestion are obvious manifestations of tourismin
resort centers (Romeril, 1989). Tourism — generated noise and vehicular traffic ¢
pedestrian congestion around major attractions like the Tower of London and St
Paul's Cathedral (Page, 1989). Similarly, reported some antagonism by the local
community in Canterbury, England, towards perceived investments in new
tourism infrastructure as a result of problems associated with the over — use of the
city center by tourists (P ag e, 1992). These problems include traffic congestion,

insufficient coach and car parking facilities, and the over-concentration of tourists
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at major heritage sites within the city. Oth frastructure can also be
adversely affected.

While historic sites, m numents and buildings are great tourist  acti ns,
and tourism itself frequently allows their restoration and preservation far the
benefit of the local commu and beyond. However. such benefits can belost or
reduced because built assets are allowed to suffer degradation erosion or pollution
by tourists' feet and vehicles. Vehicles can damage built structures (Smith and
Yenner, 1989).

Again on a more positive note, built environment. can improve
life within the regions. Provided alist of positive infrasiruciizi =~ Refitsfrom
to n the Caribbean, inciuding improved telephone, telex and other
communication sysiems; development and upgrading of human-made attractions,
recreational and health faciliti ~ improved air and sea ports, and improved and
increased air, sea and road transport (Holder, 1988). Similarly, Henry (1988)
provided a summary of tourism-related infrastructure improvements in Jamaica,
including the provision of basic infrastructure beyond the immediate future needs
of local communitiesin sewerage, water supply and garbage collection.

Clearly, environmental improvement, such as those outlined above, can
create a very favorable visual impact, and improve the quality of life of the
inhabitants because of the provision of utilities (water, electricity and telephone
system). However, inappropriate development. can bring about the potentially
negative impacts associated with overcrowding, fraffic conge ti on and

pollution, consequently.
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2.6.2_Social impact

Social and culture impacts of tourism are way inwhich tourismiis
contributing to changes in value system, individuals behavior, family
reatio h ,collective lifestyles, moral conduct, creative expressions, traditional
ceremonies and comi: t;' organization” {Milman and Pizam 1988 : 198).
Socia impact involvesthe  oreimmediate changes in the social structure of the
community and adjustments to the destination's economy and industry. While the
cultural impacts focus on the long term changes in a society's nouns and
standards, which will gradually emerge in a community's social relationship and
artifacts' (Murphy 1983 :

Since "there is no clear distinction between social and cultural
phenomena..." (Matheison and Wall 1982 : 37), many theorists have attempted to
classify the sociocultural impact of tourism in a board context, &fathi and
Wall (1982) defines there categories of impact: economic, social and environment
physical. hiilman arid Pizam’s (1988) have identified six categories of social
impact and provides example of their components. These impacts are
demographic (size of population, age, pyramid changes), occupational (change of
occupation, distribution of occupations), cultural (change in tradition, religion,
language), transformation of norms (values, morals, sex roles), modification of
consumption patterns (infrastructure, commodities), and impact on the
environment {poliution traffic congestion).

Furthermore. Hall (19, opuses alisting of socio-cuitural costs and

nefitz that may affect tourism destination. The benefits are cul Ural development

43



{mod ati 3 and exchange, social change and choice improved image of host
community, improved public health, social and amenity  srovements, education
and conservation, positive cultural interchange and political modifications. The
costs included host culture destruction and debasement, social instability,
consumerism, change in the law and traditional values and political
destabilization. These all need to be articulated for an enlarged socio-cultural

framework tourism.

2.6.3 Economic Impact

Many economic impacts focus on what is known as the "multiplier effect”.
This effect is concerned with “the way in which expenditure on tourism filters
throughout the economy, stimulating other sectors as it does so" (Pearce 1989:
205). However, the multiplier may best be regarded as "a coefficient which
expresses the amount of income generated in an area by an additional unit of
tourist spending” (Archer 1 36. It isthe ratio of direct and indirect initial
change itself. The economic impacts of tourism are usually classified as being
either primary or secondary in ature (Archer 1982), Primary or direct impacts are
those economic impacts, which are a direct consequence of visitor spending e.g.
the purchase of food and beverages by touristsin a hotel. Secondary impacts may
be described as being neither indirect nor induced. Indirect impacts are
arising from the responding of money in the form of local business transactions,
for example, the new investment of hotel owners in equipment and suppliers.

Induced impacts are those arising from the additional income generated by further



TAEASSUMPTION UNTVERSITY TTBRANY

consumer spending per unit of initial visitors expenditure akage will occu
the regional economy until little or no further re-Spending is possible.

Tracing the flow o _hist dollars through aregional economy helps
elucidate the importance of industrial classification. Sales made to tourist result in
basic income for aregion termed "direct economic impart”. However, direct
economic impact calculations do not accurately measure the overall importance of
tourism te aregion. It is possible for one region to receive n o  directly
from tourists than another, yet t encfit less from those expenditures. For example,
mega-festivals and — events of short. duration may have less overall economic
impact on than numerous small events occurring throughout ihe year,
even the direct economic impa  'oin the mega-event islarger than the combined
direct economic impact from all the smaller events (Gartner, 1996). The reason
for thisliesin the nature of indirect economic impacts and a region’'s economic
base. Sustained levels of tourism in a region provide a greater opportunity to
capture and retain tourist revenue due to the supporting business, which develop
in response to predictable and steady flows of tourists. Large in flows of revenue
for a short time do not provide the base needed for business growth; hence, alarge
share of expenditures may |leave the region with the transient business that appear
only in response to the mega-event

Tourism development produces higher prices for consumer goods more
often than does other types of strial developm .« | Il easonsfo
amount of discretionary incomein ands of visitors. Travel, especi

pleasure travel, is still a iuxury good. The majority of people who travel only after



the necessities of life{¢.g. relit, food, and transportation) are paid. People pay
higher prices for products while traveling than they would at home, Businesses
that cater to tourist aswell aslocal price their products to receive the highest
return. Whenever product demand increases, prices rise. Locals are often forced to
pay increased prices simple because they innan at periencing higher
product demand due to increased tourist flows Tin, 1992).

Tourism—related business can offset |abor shortage problem and resulting
wage inflation by importing labor, by increazing the size of the labor pool.
This scenario is more likely in areas subject to seasonal tourism. Workers can be
hired only for the duration of the season, keeping labor costs low. On the other
hand, business may not have to import labor if high levels of unemployment exist
throughouit the region or count . Tourism development can alter established
employment patterns, with alabor shift from high employment rural areas to more
densely populated tourism centers (Hudson and Town; 992). This migration
of labor increases supply and tends to keep labor costslo . Unfortunately,
keeping labor costs lor does not necessarily mean that other goods and services

in the area remain moderately priced.

2.7 Empirical Studies (Past Studies)

This section comprises of past studies that are used as guideline in this
thesis. This section is focused on variables studied, research method used and

findings of past studies.
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Table 2-1: varia

Research Methods and ¥Findings of Past Studies

Authors ‘I Title of the articles | Name of Variables | Research methods | Findings
‘. I journals
1. Attipoe il Developing Ecs Bachelor of i Independent ar ahiles welizare irple descriptive  Restdenis have strong perception I
; Tourism as a Source Sciences of ‘ gender, age, Level of education. statistical method, ifor tourism related jobs and also
of Employment for | University of | marital status of residents and Percentage ! helgwe that tourism
j the People of ! o C CUp=tinn. Dependent variables | distribution development in the area conaled
| Bskumonon hhens onugrise Of esotmmiz social I create jobs for them.
| {Ghang) ! and sviroranerdt.
|
S. Haratrva i The Regidents” Master of Independent variables include sascr pirvs Resident who work related to the |
Attitude Teow and Business | year of residence, age, Sexy, statistics of tourism industry have more

T

Development

h : I - ) .
Administration  educetion, birth place, household  frequency positive attitude than resident

of Assumption income, knowledge of tourism, distribution, one who do not s vV _

0 CUPaici and e conanus way AHOVA - a

hated with the industry

Thesis depend on tourist Dependent test and Pearson
variahies ompr _relation
social srrvwonment and overall
impacts.
Iietta | Residents' perception Master of itz independert wariablez include | Diesr o © I'Intor m LT/evel4 : itimpacts
of Impact: of I in Tourism %age‘ gender, gos pation, " statistics, t-test and I‘ o natural snvircroment, there is

i
Trowsism

: Development on
i
I Natural ssxi Built

Enivirarmerzt ON Koh

g Chang

i I

dsmmzeme O education and fength of ANOVA no difference in residents’

ticez OF tourism

+ Assumption esidensey. Dependant variables | percep
1 i |
Triversity | comprise Of natural 8 crumesit [ | development i acts among
i Thesis { and builh eneirorment. | demographic characteristics

|
|

From the bachelor of social sciences of University of Cape Cost thesis

(June, 2002), title of the article is "Developing Eco Tourism as a Source of

- for the People of Sakumo

status o

onon Villa

ariables including gend e, level of education, marital

ide ~and current occupation status of respondents as independent



variables. Depende it variables of this study include economic, social and
environment impacts.

The data collected was analyzed using simple descriptive statistical
method, percentage distribution arid tables.

Sinding of the tuts have strong perception for tourism related
jobs and also believe that tourism development in the area could create jobs for
them. Residents belief that it Feo- Tourism is developed under street adherence to
the well adapted traditional beliefs of the people and proper planning, several jobs
opportunities would be created for the residents and also ensure that the jobs are

sustained in the area.

From the master of business adminisiration of Assumption University
thesis (December, 2080}, title of the article  "The Residents Toward
Tourism Development". (Saranva, 2000).

The thesis variables including year of residence, age, sex, education,
birthplace, household income, knowledge of tourism, occupation and economic
depend on tourism as independent variables. Dependent variables of this study
include economic, social, environment and overall impacts.

Descriptive statistic of frequency disiribution, one-way ANOVA, t-test
and Pearson comrelation was conducted in this thesis research method.

of the study, Residents who received - lets' from tourism

areless| ttribute rieaative Social and environment cons toit and

held more positive attitude toward its expanded devel opment. Awareness
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tourism's social cost does not necessarily to opposition towards further
development of the industry. The analyses of the finding suggest that direct
economic dependency on theindustry Ysthe osts: ificant determinant of
residents' attitude toward tourism. Those resident who work related to the tourism
industry have more positive attitude than those who do not involved in or
associated with the industry. Socio-demographic characteristics play an important
role in understanding =ignificant perceptual differences between groups of
respondents, it is apparent that the socio-demographic have attempted to profile
host community reaction to tourism devel opment are based on much too

simplistic an understanding of resident reactions.

From the master of arts in tourism management of Assumption University
thesis (Octaber, 2002), title of the article is Residents Perception of impacts of
Tourism Development on Natural And Built Environment on Koh Charig”,
{Metta, 2002)

The thesis studied variables including age, gender, occupation, education
and length of residency as independent variables. Dependent variables of this
study comprise of natural environment and built environment.

Descriptive stetistics, t-test and ANOV A were conducted in this study
research method.

Finding o iS, in tourism d@yelopment tmpacts  naturai
environment, there is no differenceiii + exidents’ perception of tourism

development impacts among demographic characteristics. ¢ ithou ir careers
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mostly relate with tourism, they perceive negative impacts of tourism
development on natural environment in Koh Chang. hi tourism development
impacts on built environment, there is difference in residents

tourism devel opment impacts among demographic characteristics. From the point
of view of residents with different age level, those with age below and equal to 40
years, ook at tourism development in a positive way. In contrast, the residents
with age eveis higher than 40 years, have a negative perception about tourism
development. Residents who work 111 tourism sectors have a positiv tion
toward tourism development on the built environment. However, the residents
who do not work in the tourism sectors have different views. In gender,
educational levels, and length of residency, the results indicate that residents have
asimilar perception of tourism development impacts. They see development of

tourism as causing both positive and negative impacts.
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CHAPTER 3

RESEARCH FRAMEWORK

This chapter focuses on the diagram of research framework, definition of
the variables both independent and dependent variables, determines the research

hypotheses, and the operationalization of variables are defined.

3.1 Tresretical framework
Socia exchange theory was briefly mentioned by Perdue, Long and Allen
(1990 as being an appropriate framework that explains resident's perceptions of
tourism impacts. Pardue et al 0) recognized exchange as a socid
characteristic that defines the touring encounter {that is the social interactions of
travel) bet - een hosts and guezt. He suggests the encounter "may provide either an
opportunity for rewarding and exploitation on the part of the host and, to
suspicion and resentment on the part of the visitor:" {Perdue, Long and Allen
1990; 588). The notion of asymmetry supported by Pearce: *... that marked
asymunefry of frequently, tranSitory contact with the opportunity for exploitation
and action difficulties due to large cultural differences are the important
elements shaping a negative host reaction to tourist" (1989 : 3. In addition,
Matheson and Wall {128~ *36) also describe the tendency for tourist host
relationship to be unequal and unbalanced in character. However, not all

asymmetric resident-tourist may he exchanges that favor the ourist. There are

occasions when tourists may be taken advantage of due tc their  adequate
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knowledge. Farrell {1982}, for example, commented on the commercial: rip-off:
mainlanders" by Hawaiian localsiii real estate transaction.

In developing and attracting tourism to a community, thegoal o achieve
cutcom that obtain the best balance of benefits and costs for both residents and
touri _ actors. Theu di ussion suggests that residents evaluate tourism
in terms of social exchange, that is evaluate in terms of expected benefits of costs
obtained it in return for the services they supply. Hence, it is assumed resident
seek tourism development for then ity in order to satisfy their economic,
social and psychological needs and to improve the community's well being. Even
for those in a communi here others force tourism upon them against their

fishes, thereis still an opportunity for them to evaluate the exchanges sinceit can -
be viewed as a dynamic process. In st ancesit is likely that the exchange
will be perceived negatively because there is an imbalance of benefits and costs
shared between residents and tourist stability in the relationship, in terms of
motivation and loyalty, is not maintained. However, benefits outweigh costs.
Thus, perceptions may change perceived by residents as outweighing costs. Thus
perceptions may change to a more positive disposition, despite initial opposition
stemming from having tourism forced upon the community.

Following socia exchange theory, they concluded that the literature
supportsthe contention  t people who benefit from tourism perceived greater
economic and fewer social and environmental impact: from tourism than those
who do not benefit. When controlling for personal benefitsin their Colorado

research, Perdue et al observed that "perceived positive impacts of tourism are



much more ciosely related to personal benefits than are the perceived negative
impacts™ 0).594 and support for additional development was positively' related to
personal benefits and to perceived positive acts.

Other research such as Husband's reported that age and education were
important variables in his Zambia study. In Nicholas and Pizam’s study,
occupation and household income were important variablesin th e
From Ritchie's research, gender is one variable that researcher must concern.

Mathieson and Wall said in tourism development, it has crated three
impacts to the host community and those impacts comprise of economic, so
culture and physical environment. These eimportant  iables

resident's perception.

3.2. Diagram of framework

A conceptual framework is ahighly formalized representation of a
theoretical network by using symbols or other physical analogues. Models are
used to represent the theoretical systems so that they can be tasted, examined and
analyzed. In order to clarify the research problem of this research, Independent
samplet- test and ANOV A analysis are conducted, to find out the relationship
between socio-demographic of residents characteristics such as gender, age,
education, househeld income, occupation, working in adventure tourism alto not
Noll g in adventure tourism, as independent variables and the perception of

residents towards impact of adventure tourism 1ch as economic, social/culiure

and physical environment, as dependent variables. In addition, Desk. ptive



Statistic of Frequency Distribution and One samplet.-test- are conducted to
investigate the residents’ perception toward impacts ol adventure tourism in
economic, social, and environmenta dimensions. Conceptua framework

employed in this study is depicted in figure 3-1.

EFigure 3-1

Conceptual Framework

Independent Variables Dependent Variables

Secip-deme chic

1. Gender Residents' perception towards
2. Age impact of adventure tourism
3. Education development

4. Household income :

5. Occupation E 1. Economic

6. Working in adventure tourism 2. Social/Culture

and not working in adventure 3. Physical environment

tourism




3.2 Definition of the variables

Independent Variables
Gender: the condition of being either male or female
Age: aperiod of time a person haslived. In the research, age groups of
residents are from 18 to over 50 years old.
Education: the knowledge or skill level one obtained or developed by a
learning process through formal instruction at a school or college. The
educational levelsthat will be considered consist of high school or lower,
bachelor degree and master degree or higher, (Hawking, 19911
Household income: is the money that they earn or receive, as opposed to
the money that they have to spend or xav out.

yecupation: refer to  our job or professionin  iporary or regular

employment.
Working in adventure tourism: refers to respondent who isworking in
adventure tourizm.
Not working in adventure tourism: refers to respondent who is not

working in adventure tourism.

Dependent Variables
Economic: concerned with the organization of the money, industry, and
trade of a country, region, or society, {Hommby and Parnwell, 1968)
Social: relating to society or to the way society is organized, relating to
leisure activities that involve meeting other people, raby and Parnweil,

1969.



Culture: learned and transferred attitude, value and behavior from
generation to generation. Culture consists of activities such as the arts and
philosophy, which are considered to be important for the development of
civilization and of people's minds, {(Hornby and Parnwell, 1968).

Physical environment: is all the circumstances and of the particular

natural surroundings, in which you live or exist, (Hawkins, 1991).

%.4 Hypothesis Statements

There are 22 hypotheses devel oped from the research objectives of this

Hypothesis |

Ho 1: Theresidents in Pattaya have no positive perception about
economic impacts (investment, support other business, employment in Pattaya,
Respondents income, jobs in Pattaya and rejuvenates Patiaya’s tourism
industry) of adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

Hal: The residentsin Pattaya are not have no positive perception
about economic impacts (investment, support other business, employment in
Pattaya, Respondents' income, jobsin Pattaya and rejuvenates Pattaya’s

tourism industry) of adventure tourism development n Pattaya.

Hypothesis 2
02: Theresidentsin¥ aya haveno csitive perception about social
impacts {Pattaya’s culture, family relations, number of crimes problems,
number of drugs problems, respondents' standard level of living and Pattaya’s

local customs) of adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

56



Ha?2: Theresidents i Pattayz are not have no positive perception
about socia impacts (Pattaya’s culture, family relations, number of crimes
probler S num er of drugs problems, respondents' standard level of living and

Pattaya’s local customs) of adventure tourism development in Pattava.

Hypothesis 3

Ho 3: The residents in Fattaya have no positive perception about
physical environment impacts (_environment in Pattaya, infrastructurein
Pattaya pollution in Pall ava, the historical sitesin Paitaya, animalslifein
Pattaya and natural resources in Pattaya} of adventure tourism development in
Paifaya.

Ha3: The residentsin Pattaya e not have no positive perception
about physical environment impacts (environment in Pattaya, infrastructure in
Paitaya, pollution in Patiaya, the historical sitesin Pattaya, animalslifein
Pattaya and natural resources in Pattaya) of adventure tourism development in

Pattaya.

Hypothesis 4

Ho 4: Theresidents in Pattaya have no positive perception toward the
overall impacts of adventure tourism development in Pattaya, it comprises of
economic, social and environmental impacts.

Ha4: Theresidentsin Pattaya are not have no pos On
toward the overall impacts o tune tourismde"v'elopment

com; rses of economic, social and environmental impacts.



Hypothesis 5

Ho 5: Thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among
different gender.

Hab5: Thereis difference in perception of economic impacts among

different gender.

Hypothesis 6

Ho 6: Thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among
different age.

Ha6: Thereis difference in perception of economic impacts among

different age.

Hypothesis 7

Ho 7: There is no difference in perception of economic impacts among
different educational level.

Ha7: Thereisdifference in perception of economic impacts among

different educational level.

Hypothesis 8

Ho 8: Thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among
different household income.

Ha8: Thereisdifference in perception of economic impacts among

different household income.
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Hypothesis 9

Ho 9: Thereisno difference in perception of economic impacts among
different careers.

Ha9: Thereis difference in perception of economic impacts among

different careers.

Hypothesis 10

Ho 10: There. is no difference in perception of economic impacts
among different resident who is working in adventure tourism and resident
who is not working in adventure tourism.

Ha10: There isdifference in perception of economic impacts among
different resident who is working in adventure tourism and resident who is not

working in adventure tourism.

Hypothesis 11

Ho 11: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among
different gender.

Ha1l: Thereisdifference in perception of social impacts among

different gender.

Hypo thesis
Ho 12: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among
different age.

Ha 12: Thereisdifferencein perception of social impacts among

different age.
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Hypothesis 13

Ho 13: ereisno differencein perception of social impacts among
different educational level.

Ha 13: Thereis difference in perception of social impacts among

different educational level.

Hypothesis 14

Ho 14: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among
different household inc

Ha 14: Thereis difference in perception of social impacts among

different ocusehaid income.

Hypothesis 15

Ho 15: There is no difference in perception of social impacts among
different careers.

Ha 15: Thereisdi erence in perception of social imp acts among

different careers.

Hypothesis 16

Ho 16: Thereis no difference in perception o social impacts among
dif er t resident who is working in adventure tourizm and resident who is not
working in adventure tourism.

Ha 16: Thereisdifferencein o eption of social impacts among
different resident who is working in adventure tourism and resident rho is not

working in adventure tourism.
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Hypothesis 17

Ho 1. Thereisno differencein perception of physical environment
impacts among different gender

Ha17: Thereisdifference in perception of physical environment

impacts among different gender.

Hypothesis 18

Ho 18: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment
impacts among different age.

Ha 18: There is difference in perception of physical environment

impacts among different age.

Hypothesis

Ho 19: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment
impacts among different educational level.

Ha 19: There is difference in perception of physical environment

impacts among different educational tevel.

Hypothesis 20

Ho 20: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment
impacts among different household income.

Ha 20: Thereis difference in perception of physical environment

impacts  ong differ Tit household income.
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is21
Ho 21: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment
imp acts among different careers.
Ha21: Thereisdifference in perception of physical environment

impacts among different careers.

Hypothesis 22

Ho 22: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment
impacts among different resident who is working in adventure tourism and
resident who isSnot working in adventure ourism.

Ha22: Thereis difference in perception of physical environment
impacts among different resident who is working in adventure tourism and

resident who is not working in adventure tourism.



3.5 Operationafizatien of Variables

towards adventure tourism, and one independent variable (x},

In this st

there is one depend

variable (y), the residents attitude

B0cin-

emographic. The following tables are shown to clarify the operational

definitions of each variable.

Table 3-1: Operationatization of Dependent Variahd

Variables

] Defination

Operationalization

%Level of lQu&stion
1

| measure 1 number 1

merit E

Reraident's

ards

Impact of adventure

tourism
devel opment
{ 1.Economic " Enough to give & good
| return for money
‘ . ettort out-laid,
1.1 Investment i Amount of inan ¢ that | Level of respondent's Perception Tuterwal 1
~ invest in businesses E impacts of adventure tourism development an-d
L f mvestment
1.2 Supports other Help other busineszes Level Of respondent's perception toward Interwal 2
buzinesses in Pattaya I impacts of adventure to in St devziop ment and
E supports other businesses
1.3 Employment I Number of rzSidents Lrwet o respondentsperception toward interval 2
that employed in EI impacts of adventure tourism devel opment an
Pattava * employment
1.4 Residents Money received during | Level of respondent'spercep 1 toward Interval 4
| income aperiod as wages E impacts of adventure tourism development and |
| rezident's oo A
1.5 Jobs I Number of jobs : Level of respondent's perception toward ' Interval 1 ]
Position | impacts of adventure tourism development and |
_1»‘::?
1.6 Rejuvenate | Restore Pattawa's ~ of respondent's perception toward Iaterval 2
| Fattaya's tourism ltourismin..us y impacts of adventure tourism development and
li Todnetry rejuvenates Faitaya's tourism in

=
[N



Variables Definition Upe rationalization Level of Question |
| measure | ﬂmﬁber!
ment
| 2. Soctat/Culture Living in an organized
community Develeped
understanding of
literature, art, music,
etc
: 2.1 Culture 1|| Deweloped | Level of respondent's perception toward [ Interval
| ' understanding of wnpacts of adventure tourism development and |
| ‘ literature, art, music, culture
| efo
2.2 Family relation Respondent's family | Level of respondent's perception toward j Interval
| relation ] mnpacts of adventure tourism devel opment and
| éfamily relation i
2.5 Crimne Illegal acts ‘ Level of respondent's perception toward I Internal 9
§ impacts of adventure tourism development and |
| crime ‘
‘z 2.4 Drugs problems | Problems of drugsin | Level of respondent's perception toward 5 Interval 10
|’ | Pattaya ‘ impacts Of adventure tourism development and :
% ; ! #rugs problems i
i 2.5 Standard level | Respondent's standard ‘ Level of respondents perception toward Interval 11
I of living lI level of living !I impacts of adventure tourism development and ]
‘ | | standard level living fl
2.6 Local custom I Usual way of behaving ‘} Level of respondent's perception toward i Interval 12
]I or actinz i 1 pacts of adventure tourism development and L
i local custom ll
3 Environmerntal I Surrounding ; natural
| I world
3.1 Physical Natural and built Level of respondent's perception toward Interval 13
environment environment impacts of adventure teurizm development and |
, ] physical envirenment
: 3.2 Infrastructure | Subordinate parts VI Level of respondent's perception toward I Interval 14
; | torming the basis of an Il\impacts of adventure tourism development and l;
IE ; enterpriz e : infrastructure |
‘ 3.Z Pollution ‘ Make dirty or impure | Level of respondent's perception toward | Interwal 15

|
! impacts of adventure tourism development and |

moliubion




Variables

Definition Operationalization

Level of | Question

measure number

raent
3.4 Historical sites | Impactsto historical % Level of respondent's perception toward | Interval i4
i sitesin Fattaya i impacts of adventure tourism development and
‘ | historical sites |
3.5 Animal life l impacts to animal life ‘ Level of respondent's perception toward Interval | 17
i1 Pattava | unpact: of adventure tourism development and
I animal life
{ 3.6 Natural i Impacts to natural [ Level of respondent's perception toward 1I Interval , 18
| resources | resourcesin Fattaya [I impacts of adventure tourism development and 1 !

1

| \
‘I | natural resources
i

Table3-2: Operationalization of Independent Variables

Variables | Definition {Operationalizatio Level of Questien!
3 ! measure number’
| :| merit
i Resident's
(characteristic s)
I 1. Gender | Gender-identification ' Male or female 19
=t ONne person
2. Age | Number of years EI Duration of life specified to one person Ordinal 20
{calculating thelifeof
‘EL one person \5
3. Educational | Level of a persons l Persons highest educational level | Nominal 21
levels | EDrmal education
4. House holds ! Tnrzorne of respondent's ! Net monthly income of respondent's family l'Ordinal
average net family (month!y" \
1I monthly income i
| 5.-Occupation I"Empioyment of one | Caresroccupied by one person ;| Nominal 23
1I person ‘I
& Fesident's caress Re p ndent's raresr relate with adventure Teaninal 24

relate with
adwenturs tourism

or not

ﬁ Respondent's career
| relate or relate with towrisin or not

adwenture tourism |




CHAPTER 4

RESEARCH METHOD

This chapter explains about research meth:  ogy,including the
number of responses, sampling techniques, research instruments, research

questionnaire, data collection procedure and an analysis of the data.

Research Kiethnii;

4.1 Sample Survey

This study sample survey was conducted on residents of Pattaya in
several siteslocation. site locations were broadly scattered to cover
various types of residents. The sites included North Pattaya beach, Central
Pattaya beach, South Pattaya beach, Jomtien beach, restaurants, night
entertainment places, residents accommodation and adventure tourism
attractions places in Pattaya, in order to provide a wide spectrum of residents.
In addition, the residents were approached at differeni tunes of the day in order

to cover awide range of people.

4.2 Sampling Plan

4.2.1 Population Definition

Population is defined as the totality of cases that conform to some
designated specifications (Churchill, 1991). Target population is the specific,

complete group relevant to the research project {(Zikmund, 19973. The target
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population n thisresearch is the local residents of Patiava, those who are

above old.

4.2.2 Sampling Element

Sampling element in this study refersto local Thai residents of Pattaya,

who are aged 18 years old or more, in several siteslocation of Faitaya.

4.2.3 'at piing Unit
Sampling it a single element or group of elements subject to
selection in the sample { Zikmund, 1997). In this research, the sampling units

are the adventure tourism centers and other tourism centers.

4.2A Non-Probability Sampling

For research, the sample design is sici-preba sampling. Non-
Probability Sampling is a sampling technique in which units of the sample are
selected on the basis of personal judgment or convenience. The samplesin
which population does not have any probabilities attached to their being
chosen as sampl e subjects. Every element of the population does not have a
known, non-zero probability. Under non-probability sampling, the researcher
does not wed to closely adine to precise sel ection proceduresto av
arbitrary or biased selection elements 1997)

In this research, the selection of element is carried out by the use of

convenience sampling. Conven icesat ampling procedure used
to obtain those units or people conveniently available (Zikmund, 1997).

Convenience sampling is appealing because it seems simple and meets all



necessary requirements of non-probability samples. Thep Il ‘v reason for
using this approach is that it isless time consuming, and is possible to

accomplish with alimited budget.

4.2.5 Sampling Size

This research was structured on a survey based from it scope and
respondent characteristics. This questionnaire was distributed to some of the
destination places, such as North Pattaya beach, Central Pattaya beach, South
Pattayva beach, Jomtien beach, and adventure tourism attraction placesin
Pattaya. The target population had a sampling frame of Pattaysa (85,533
persons, Nation Statistical office, 1999). Sample size used in this study is
problem solving research that required 200 respondents' minimum size
{¥alhotra 1999), but for more accuracy result and FPattaya have alot of

respondents, so the sample size in this study is 350 respondents.

Table4.1: Samplesizes

SAMPLE SIZESUSED IN MARKETING RESEARCH STUDIES

Type of Study Minimum Size Typical Range
Problem identification research (e.g., market potential) 500 1,000-2,500
Problem solving research (e.g., pricing) 200 300-500
Product tests 200 300-500
Test marketing studies 200 300-300

T ¥/radio/print advertising (per commercial or ad tested) 150 200 -300
Test market audits 10 stores 10-20 stores
Focus groups 6 groups 10-15 groups

{MNaresh Mafhotrai9ss)



4.3 Research_|nstruments Structured Questionnaires

In this research, primary data was collected via structured questions
with closed from questionnaires (Self-Administered Questionnaire). Structured
gquestion is a question that imposes a limit on the number of allowable
responses (Zikmund, 1997). The questionnaire is divided into four sections.
Section 1 included 6 statements asking for the residents' perceptions toward
economic impact from adventure tourism. Respondents are asked to circle
their choices on a Sementic Diffential scale ranging from " 7", "strongly
positive perception of respondents toward adventur . tourism development in
Paitaya” to "1", "strongly negative perception™ in section 2, six other
statements deal with residents' perception toward social impact from
adventure tourism. Respondents are asked to select their choice on a Sementic
Diffenital scale ranging from " 7", "strongly positive perception” to "1",
"strongly negative perception”. in section 3 includes 6 statements asking for
the residents' perceptions toward environmental impact from adventure
tourism. Respondents are asked to select their choiceson asimilar Sementic
Diffential scale. Finally, in section 4, demographic data is collected, including
gender, age, educational attainment, households average net monthly income,

residents career and residents jobs related to adventure tourism or not.

4.4 Questionnaire

This research questionnaire comprises four sections. The first section is

residents' perceptions toward economic impact from adventure tourism in the
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second section. Residents stions toward at impact from
adventure tourism in the third section, and residents' personal datais the
fourth section. The variables question numbers are explored in the

follov _g table.

Table 4-2: Variables 87 Question Numbers in the Questionnaire

Variables _ Cmestion Numbers

1. Residents perception toward economic 1-6
imp acts from adventure tourism development. 1 - onl)
2. Residents' perception toward social impacts ! 7-12
from adventure tourism devel opment. 1' (Section 2)

Residents' perception toward environmnenia 13-18

~ ~ from adventure tourism devel opment. (Section 3,

4. Residents demographic variables. 19-24 (Seciic 4,

4.4.1 Refiability Test/

Before distributing questionnaires to the residents, the researcher will
conduct the pi etest puipose of determining problemsin the
Questionnaire by dis 12 30 copy questionnaires to randomly selected
respondents. Therest of reliab  ty test is alpha 0.636, this study's
guestionnaires can distribute to the respondents, because th result

IS mot - aphaO0.6, It refersto this questi maireisreliable.
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4.5 Data Collection | Gathering and Procedures

Primary datais collected via questionnaire (self-administrated
questionnaires). Secondary datais collected from several sources, including
electronic document, journals, as well as academic textbooks from libraries
and private books stores. Articles under the esidents® perceptions are from
various textbooks on adventure tourism.

This research is a descriptive research, which seeks to determine the
answer to who, what, when, where and how questions (Zikmund, 1997). The
main purpose of descriptive research is to describe characteristics of a
population or phenomenon {Zikmurd, 1997). In order to gather the data of the
residents' perception, the survey research, which is on of subtype of export
factor design, is the very appropriate research technique because it isa method
of primary data collection based on communication with arepresentative
sample of individuals. The principal advantage of survey method isthat it
allows the researchers to study and describe large populations fairly quickly at
relatively low cost (Davis and Cosenza, 1993).

The study was conducted in April, 2004 at North Pattaya beach,
Central Pattaya beach, South Pattaya beach, Tomtien beach, restaurants, night
entertainment places, resident's accommodation and adventure tourism
attractions places in Pattaya. Pattaya was chosen as the study site to administer
survey questionnaires. This study was set within a confined, specific location
arid given time period. This provided access to large numbers of people who
are actively involved in the adventure tourism iadustry and who are not. Each

ticipant was contacted by the researcher through a brief introductory
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interview explaining the purpose of the study and was provided with atwo-
page, self-administered questionnaire. The survey was conducted on-site over

aseven days period in April, 2004.

4.6 Data Analysis Methods

The research, by mean of a questionnaire arid the impact items, was
analyzed individually according to percent agreeing with each statement. To
test the correlation between respondents  socio-demographic characteristics
and their perception on the adventure tourism development, a series of one-
way sample t-test, descriptive statistics. ANO Y A and Independent t-test were
conducted.

Asfor the first to fourth hypothesis, the study uses Descriptive Statistic
to examine the majority of resident's perception about economic impacts
(investment, support other businesses, increase employment, resident's income
increase, create more jobs and rejuvenates Patiava’s tourism industry) toward
adventure tourism development in Pattaya. M oreover, one-sampl e t-test to
identify the perception of Pattaya®s respondents.

Furthermore, in order to test the fifth, tenth, eleventh, sixteenth,
seventeenth and twenty-second hypothesis of the study, Independent sample
T-test was conduc ted. Next, the sixth, seventh, eight, ninth, twelfth, thirteenth,
fourteenth, fifteenth, eighteenth, nineteenth, twentieth and twenty-first
hypothesis of the research. ANOV A was undertaken. The followings are

details and concepts of each statistical method used:



Descr_tive Analysis

In order to interpret the data gathered, descriptive analysisis applied to
transform the raw data into a form that will make them easy to understand and
interpret; rearranging, ordering and manipulating data to provide descriptive

information {Zikmund, 199).

Independent T-t est

Independent T-test is used to test the hypothesis stating that the mean
scores on some interval or ratio scaled variable will be significantly different
for two independent samples or groups. To use T-test for difference of means,
it is assumed that two samples are drawn from normal istributfions (Saivod
Saivod, 1995).

Thefollowing isthe formulafor T-test analysis. If the sample sizeis

morethan 30 and @,

Where: = Mean of group 1



= Mean of group 2

o
3
1

Variance of group 1

I

Variance of group 2
= Sample size of group 1

", = Sample size of group 2

= Degree of freedom

Analysis of Variance { ANOVA]
Kumar €l al. (1999) defined ANOV A as a conventional way to present
a hypothesis test regarding the difference between several means. ANOVA in
thisresearch is applied to investigate the significant differences between the
dimension and the e °graphic variables (Zikri und. 2000).
The formulafor ANOVA is shown below.

MSD

r

M=o 1

Where:
xSb = Mean squares of between-group variances
M3w =Mean sguaresof ithin-group variances
= number of groups
n = number of observationsin group

cif = degree of freedom
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Thisisthe table summarized the statistics used with the hypotheses.

Table 4-3: Hypotheses and Statistics

Hypotheses Statistic Treatment
Theresidentsin Pattaya have no Descriptive statistic and one sample
positive perception about economic T-test

impacts (investment, support other
business, employment in Pattava,
Respondents income, jobs in Pattaya and
rejuvenates Pattayza’s tourism industry) of
adventure tourism development in

Pattaya.

| 112: The residentsin Patiaya have no Descriptive statistic and one sample
positive perception about social impacts T-test
{Pattaya’z culture, family relations,
number of crimes problems, number of
drugs problems, respondents' standard
level of living and Pattaya’z local
customs) of adventure tourism |

development in Pattaya.

H3: The residents in Patiaya have no Descriptive statistic and one sample
positive perception about physical T-test

environment impacts (environment in

Pattava, infrastructure in Pattava,

pollution in Pattaya, the historical sitesin :

Pattaya, animals lifein Pattaya and

natural resourcesin Pattaya) of adventure

tourism development in Pattaya.

-
o



Hypotheses Statistic Treatm--

B4 Theresidentsin Patiaya have no Descriptive statistic and one sample 1

| positive perception toward the overall 1 T-test

E iMmpacts of adventure tourism E

jldevel opment in Pattava, it comprises of i

| |
|

! economic. social and environmental |

| imp acts. i

'115: Thereis no differencein perception 1 Independent sample T- test

' of economic impacts among different

i
|
E

gender.

b

116: Thereis no difference in perception | ANOV A

of economic impacts among different

cEL,

-]

H7: Thereis no differencein perception 1 ANOVA
of economic imp acts among different |

educational levels. 1

118: There is no difference in perception 1 ANOVA

of economic impacts among different 1

| household income. |

119: Thereis no differencein perception 1 ANOVA

1[ of economic impacts among different 1
[

i Careers.
1
1

1110: Thereis no difference in perception 1 Independent sample T-test

of economic impacts among different

|

1 resident who is working in adventure :!_

“tourism and resident who is not worki ng 1
!
% in adventure tourism.

H11: Thereis no differencein perception Independent sample T-test

: of social impacts among different gender. 1

1112: Thereis no difference in perception ANOV A

rof social impacts among different age
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Hypotheses [ Statistic Treatment
( 1113: Thereis no difference in perception | ANOVA
? of social impacts among different ||
| educational levels. }

1114: Thereis no differencein perception | ANOYA
1 of social impacts among different

| household income.

| H15: Thereis no difference in perception EANOVA

of social impacts among different careers.

1116: Thereis no difference in perception independent sample T-{est
of social impacts among different |
resident who is working in adventure

E tourism and resident who is not working I:

i .
' in adventure tourism.

‘ 1117: Thereis no difference in perception | Independent sample T-test

of physical environment impacts among |
1
| different gender.

| 1118: There is no difference in perception | ANOVA
, of physical environment impacts among

different age.

1 1119: Thereisno difference in perception ANOVA
of physical environment impacts among

different educational levels.

i 1120: Thereis no difference in perception | ANOVA
of physical environment impacts among

different household income.

| H21: Thereis no difference in perception | ANOVA
of pmysical environment impacts among |

| different careers. 1I
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CHAPTERS

DATA ANATLYSIS

This chapter contains three sections. The first section is concerned with the
descrip statistics of the respondents, the second is the inferential testing of the
research hypotheses and the last section imary Of hypotheses testing. The
questionnaires were gathered during April, 2004. The result of data analysis was
based on ik:¢ perceptions of resident in the area of Patiaya, including the
perception of eszidentz who do or do not economical Jelcl « adventure
tourism industry and the socio-demographic factor showed the relationship with
the impacts of adventure tourism development.

The first section explains the descriptions of respondents including
gender, age, education, household's income, occupation and resident's career
related or not related with adventure tourism. The second section consists of
twenty two hypotheses. In the first to the fourth hypothesis, descriptive frequency
statistic and one sample T-test were used. For testing the hypotheses number five,
ten, eleven, sixteen, seventeen and {wenty two, independent sample T-ies swere
analyzed in these hypotheses. In the sixth, seventh, eighth, ninth, twelfth,
thirteenth, fourteenih, fiffeonth,  hteenth,

first hypothesis, AN ¥.A were used for testing these hypotheses.
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1 Descrintive . nalvsis of Respondenis

Table 5-1: The gender of respondents

Frequency | Percent !'valid fCunmiative
1 ! 1 Percent 1 Percent
vand Male 1115 P sy 32.9 3.9
Female 1235 : 67.1 167.1 100.0
i Total 350 100.0 j 100.0

According to table

mal es are represented by 32.9% while female are

shown by 67.1%. It therefore can be conclude that the majority of respondents of

thisresearch are  mnale.

Table 5-2: The age range of respondents

Frequency | Percent |Valid Cumulative
/ i 1 Percent | Percent
| Valid | <30 245 76.0 70.0 0.0
30-50 1 97 27 77 977
| >50 's [ 23 P { 100.0
! | Total 1350 1 100.0 100.0 |

Data shown in table 5-2 reveal s that most of the respondents are in age

zroup below thirty vears old (70 - thirty vears old to fifty years old are 7.7%)

and abovefilly years old are{2.3%4a}. Therefore, it can be concluded that the

majority," of the respondents in this study belong to young generation.

a0



Table 5-3: The educatignal level of r - ondenis

Frequency | Percent | Valid | Cumulative
| Percent }I Percent
Valid | High school or lower | 228 65.1 65.1 65.1
Bachelor degree '118 33.7 j 33.7 98.9
Master degree or higher 4 1.1 1.1 100.0
_Total 350 100.0 100.0

As shown in the table 5-3, the majority of educational level of spondents
is high school or lower by 55.1%, bachel or degree by 33.7% and master degree or
higher by 1.1%. The results indicate that more than half of the respondents have a

low level of educational attainment.

Table 5-4: The household average net monthly income of respondents

Frequency Percent i Valid Cumulative
Percent o Percent
valid <10.000 210 60.0 60.0 1 60.0
10,000-30,000 113 32.3 32.3 93
| >30,000 7.7 7.7 1100.0
| Total o 100.0  f100.0

Regarding the results of table 5-4, it can be seen that the majority of the
resident's household average net monthly income is lower than ten thousand Bahi
(60%), between ten thousand Baht to thirty thousand Baht are (32.3%) and more

than thirty thousand Baht are (7.7  respectively.
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Table 5-5: The occupation of respondents

: | Frequency | Percent 'Valid [ Cumulative
| | Percent | Percent
Vaid  {Housewife 112 34 3.4 | 34
| Government employee ! & .3 12.3 1¢
| Eirm employee 1254 | 2.6 | 78.3
! Business owner 132 19.1 o1 87.4
Student 41 B 1.7 00.1
Unemployed = 9 100.0
Total | 350 | 100.0 100.0

For the occupation of respondents, table 5-5 illustrates that the respondents
who are firm employees ar 6%), student (11.7°' L business owners (9.1%),
housewives (3.4%), government employees (2.3%) and unemployed 0%). It can

be analyzed that most of the respondents are working in firms.

Table 5-6: The relationship of respondent's occupation with adventure

tourism
| Frequency |Percent |Valid Percent 1 Cumulative Percent |
vaid Yes 121 ™ 34.6 134.6
| No 1229 65.4 65.4 | 160.0
Totd 350 11000 L1000 |

According to table 5-6, it shows that respondents whose occupation are not
related to adventure tourism are 65.4%. There are only 34.6% of respondents
whose occupations are related with adventure tourism. Therefore, majority of

respondents are not working In adventure tourism.



5.2 Hypetheses Tesling

This section focuses on analyzing the hypotheses. Accarding o asemantic
differential scale of questionnaire, they were defined the positi € and negative
perception of impacts of adventure tourism development by mean level which
included 7 levels as follows: 7 = the most positive perception, 6 = the more
positive  cepti = positive perception, 4 = neutral  ¢eg it means
respondents have no positive or no negative perception toward adventure tourism
development in Pattaya 3= negative perception, 2 = the more negative
perception and 1 = the most negative perception.

ccording to the statement of problems and research hypotheses the
question can be answered by testing the one-sample T-test. The hypotheses will
be rgjected or accepted depending on significance level, If itslevel islower than
0.05, Ho (null hypothes will be regjected. Conversely, if its significance level is

more than 0.05, Ho (null hypothesis) will be accepted.

Hypothesis 1

Ho 1: The residents in Paitaya have no positive perception about economic
impacts (investment, support other business, employment it Pattaya,
Respondents' incomie, jobs in Pattaya and rejuvenates Pattaya’s tourism indusiry}
of adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

Hal: Theresi Paitaya are not have no positive perception about

economic impacts (investment, support other | usinesz, employment in Pattaya,



Respondents' income, jobs in Pattaya and rejuvenates Pattaya’s tourism industry

of adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

Table 5-7: Level of resident's perception toward economic impacts of

adventure tourism development in Patiaya

| Xmmum Ma + nl Mean 1 Std.
| Deviation
conomic |mpacts 17 700 1 5.1576 1.95550

From table 5-7, it shows the mean of the level of resident's perception
toward economic impacts of adventure tourism development in Patiaya is 5.1576,
1% residents in Paitava have positive perception toward economic acts of

adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

Table 5-8: The resident's perception toward adventure tourism devel opment

in economic impacts

| Test Value

- " Df g (2- j Mean 25%
tailed) Difference Confidence
Interval of
[ the
; | |Difference

| Lower Upper

1. Econormac .002 15762 0561 2531
Impacts

Rejected He if Sig. < 0.43
Theleve of signific ¢e150.002, it'slower than 0.05, there fore, Ho (null

hypothesis} is regjected. This means the residents in Patizy are not have no



positive perception about economic impacts of adventure tourism development
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Hypothesis 2

Ho 2: The residents in Pattaya have no positive perception about social impacts
{(Pattaya’s culture, family relations_ number of crimes problems, number of drugs
problems, respondents' standard level of living and Pattava’s local customs) of
adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

Ha 2: fieresidents in Patiaya are not have no positive perception about social
impacts {Pattaya’s culture, family relations, number of crimes problems, number
of drugs problems, respondents’ standard level of living and Paitaya’s local

customs) of adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

Table 5-9: Level of resident's perception toward social impacts of adventure

tourism development in Patiava

i) 1 Minimum Maximum |Mean
! ! 1 Deviation
2. Social Imp acts 0 1 1.00 7.00 14.4238 .9935%

As presented in table 5-9, the mean levels of resident's perception toward
socia impactsis 4.4238, it ¢ liesthat their perception t :rad adventure tourism

development in Pattaya in social impacts are neutral .

on



Table 5-18: The resident's perception toward adventure tourism

development in social impacts

Test Vaue

i T i (& Mean 95%

[tailed) Difference Confidence
Interval of

i the

i Difference

Lower Upper

2 Eorial R & 1 349 .000 -57619 - AT - 4717
Impacts |

Rejected s if Mg.

According to table 5-10, significance value is .04, it shows that the level
of significance islower than 0.05, then thistest rejects Ho (null hypothesis), it
means the residents in Patiaya are not have no positive perception about social

impacts of adventure tourism development in Patiava.

Hypothesis 3

Ho 3: Theresidents in Pattaya have no positive perception about physical
environment impacts (environment in Pattaya, infrastructure in Patiaya, pollution
in Pattaya, the historical sitesin Pattaya, animalslife in Pattaya and natural
resources in Pattaya} of adventure tourism development in Patiaya.

Ha 3: Theresidents in Pattaya are not have no positive perception about physical
environment impacts (environment n Pattaya, infrastructure in Pattaya, pollution
in Pattava, the historical sitesin Pattaya, animals life in Pattaya and natural

resources in Pattaya} of adventure tourism development in Patiaya.
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Table 5-11: Level of resident's perception toward environmental impacts of

adventure tourism development in Patiava

! Minimum  Wammum 1 Mean | Sed
E | Dewiation
3. Envy snraental Impacts 1.00 583 43495 T1.043 07

Based on table 5-11, the mean levels of resident's perception toward
environment impacts is 4.2495, it refers that their perception toward adventure

tourism development in Patiaya in environmental impacts are neutral.

Table 5-12: The resident's perception toward adventure tourism

development in environmental impacts

Test W alue

!

t ar (= i Mean }
 tailed) tterence Confidence
| Interval of
: i the
. Difference
‘% Lower Upper
1w .000 1 -.75042 | - REOZ - A408

Enwironmen I

tal Impacts | !

Rejected Ho if Sig. - 0.05

As shown on the table 5-12, significance value is 0.20.it shows that the
level of significance is lower than 0.05, that means this test rejects Ho (null
hypothesis), it implies that the residents in Pattaya are not have no positive
perception about physical environment impact Of adventure tourism development

IN Patfaya

ot



Hypothesis 4

Ho 4: The residents in Pattaya have no positive perception  ward the overall
impacts of adventure tourism development in Pattaya, it comprises of economic,
social and environmental impacts.

Ha4: Theresidents in Pattaya are not have no positive perception toward the
overall impacts of adventure tourism development in Pattaya, it comprises of

economic, social and environmental impacts.

Table 5-13: Level of resident's perception toward overall impacts of

adventure tourism development in Paitaya

Iimimurm Tl ammum |1 Tiean | Std.
T
Overall Impacts——— 350 [ 2.00 6'71 | 4.6103 | 74438

These table's mean level of resident's perception toward overall impactsis
4.6103, it indicates that their perception toward adventure tourism development in

Pattava in overall impacts are neutral to rather positive.

Table 5-14: The resident's perception toward adventure tourism

development in overall impacts

| Test Value |

s

3

Lt | df b sig (2 | Mean 1 95%
! ! 1 tailed) j Difference T nfidence
11'?

It wal of

1the
I Difference

Locwret Unper
Owerall [-9794 1349 | .000 -.38968 | -.4679 [ -3114
- Impacts 1 | ‘;




Rejected Ho if Sig. = 0.05

The table 544 strates the signiticance value by 0.00, which is lower
than 0.05, it means the residents in Pattaya are not have no positive perception
toward the overall impacts of adventure tourism development. Ho (null
hypothesis) is rejected.

Hypothesis 5

Ho 5: There is no difference iii perception of economic impacts among different
genders.
Ha 5: There is difference in perception of economic impacts among different

genders.

Table 5-15: The level of resident's perception toward economic impact

among different genders due to adventure tourism development in ®atiaya

Gender N Mnar | Std. I Std. Error
| 1 Deviation 3 Mean
1 Economic Male Poo< £330 T 31332 I 08577
Impacts
1 Female | 235 5.1177 , -98A54 | .Ua i35
Average mean | | 33784

Based on table 5-15, ievel of male's perception is 5.2391, it refers to
residents who are male have positive perceptions toward conomic impacts due to
adventure tourism development in Pattaya. Level of female's per :eption is
5.1177, it refers to resident-: who are female have positive perceptions toward

economic imp-acts due to adventure tourism development in Pattaya.
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Table 5-16: The resident's perception toward economic impact anto

different genders due to adventure tourism development in Pattaya

I'Leven& | ttesif <
| 5 Test ; Eljluah
for ' oof
| Equality Means
1 of
Variatin
| 23
‘[F iz | df ISig.r: | Meal Std.. ! 839G
' | taileds Differers | Enror | Confide
Dhiffers nce
e Interval |
of the
ThfFeren |
| | cE
! Lower | pper
1 1Equa | I'seg | L 270 17140 -94c4 33744
Etono/ | watanca g i
it [ - x
impariz_ | assumed | ]
Equal 241 331 2 12140 1.10723 - E0R3E 33263
Farance
snot
assumed
Rejected Hoif Sig. .05

From table 5-16,the significance value iz 0.270, it indicates that Ho (null

hypothesis) failsto reject, because significance value is more than 8.05. s

means that thereis no f erence in perception of economic impacts among

different genders. Both male and femal e have positive perceptions about

economic impacts of adventure tourism development. The average mean is

5.1784.

Hypothesis 6

Ho 6: Thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among different

ages.

Ha 6: Thereis difference in perception of economic impacts among different

ages.
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Table 5-17: Level of resident’s perception toward economic impact among

different ages due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

N ‘ Mean 1 Std std. 195% | | Mmrnn Measormm 1
| Desmatic | Error | Confide | | m .m |
| n 1rice | ' ! !

linterval | 1[ i
I for 1 !
IMean |
i Lower Upper
| Bound Bound
L b =30 245 £3667 — 100726 = .06435 | 5.0399 52954 217 708
Econom 3 | | i .
= i ! 1
Impacts | 1
30-50 97 5.1134 | _87980 | .08933 4.9361 5.290; | 3.00 V7o
=50 % 54167 | 62361 1 .2204% | 48953 | 52350 1 4.50 | 6.17
1 Toial 350 =157 1 98550 | 0sial 1 50581 52521 1 2147 1 7011
e | 2373 | ! | | g
‘ ! ) 1

From the table 5-17, the level of resident's perception is between 5.00 to
5.50, it means all respondent in different ages have positive perception toward

economic impacts of adventure tourism development in Patizya.

Table 5-18: The resident's perception toward economic impacts among

different ages due to adventure tourism development in Pattava

| Sum of df 1 Mean F [ Sin.
uares ! square !
1 Economic I mpacts Between Groups 1.747 ; .373 1 .399 1.671
Within Groups 524 586 | 2L 95
Total, | { 349 1 |

Rejected Ho if Sig. <= 0.05
Table 5-18 showed that the significance value is 0.671, it is more than
.05, which means the Ho (null hypothesis) fails to reject, therefore, it implies that

thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among different ages. All
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resident in different ages have positive perception about economic impacts of

adventure tourism developr  nt. The average mean is 5.2323.

Hypothesis 7

Ho 7: Thew is no difference in perception of economic impacts among different
educational levels.
Ha7: Thereisdifference in perception of economic impacts among different

educational levels.

Table5-1 9: Level of resident's perception toward economic imparts among

different educational levels due to adventure tourism development in Pattaya

I'N |Mean 1 Std. Std. Bingnu |
| Dematis | Error I Confide M [
I n Irice
Interval
oy
{ Mean
Upper
| IBound  Bound
I8 ! | 228 169 05539 : 23 5ad2d4 | 250 7.00
Ec nom 1 0
i i or lower 1
impacts | ;
Bacheln 1 118 'sg 97 1111103 |.10228  4.8271 2 V217 , 7nn |
r degree % !
| Mlaster 1 4 e 64370 Z1E3 39341 59826 433 i I
higher ! ’
Tota) 1770 | 51575 1 .96550 05161 17 7.00
Average | 511718
mean |

As presented on the table 549, Level of resident's perception toward

economic impacts among different educational levelsisreally close 5.00, it



lies that residents who have different educational levels have positive

perceptions about economic impacts.

Table 5-20: The resident's perception toward economic impacts among

different. educational levels due to adventure tourism development in Patiays

I Sum of df | Mean
. .pares Square
1. Economicimpacts , Between Groups | -19 [ 1.500 1723 .
" Within Groups {322.133 347 i
Total 325332 »

Regected Ho if Sig. < 0.05

According to the table 5-20, significance value is 0.180, it's more than
0.05 so, Ho (null hypothesis) failsto reject. It implies that there is no differencein
perception of economic impacts among residents with different educational levels.
Residents who have different educational levels have positive perceptions about
economic impacts of adventure tourism development, The average mean is

5.0718.

Hypothesis 8

Ho 8: Thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among different
household incomes.

Ha8: Thereis difference in perception of economic impacts among, different

household incomes.

)
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Table 5-21: Level of resident's perception toward economic impacts among
different resident's household incomes due to adventure tourism

development in Pattaya

N | Mean sd. Std. R Minimn  Ba nu
Dewnatin Error | Confide m m
In
Interyal
for
Mean
| Lower upper
! i Bound Bound
<i0,000 210 | 51032 1.01422 ; 06935 | 43552 5.2411 2.17 7.00
} Econom | ‘ i ! “ I
1N 1 ,
i [mpacts | } ‘ |
[ woon- 113 ' 714 . 07420 | 51244 54184  3.00 7.00
' ' ' i !
I = 1 27 { 51049 11.21700 | .23421 46235 | 55664 | Z33 §7_oo
| Total I 3sn ‘53157 |.96550 .05161 50541 5.2501 2.17 [7.00
| &wverage | | | 53508 | { | i |
Lmem | | l | | | !

Based on the table 5-21. Level of residents perception toward economic
impacts among different resident's household income is close to 5.00, it refers to
residents who have different household incomes have positive perception about

economic impacts

Table 5-22: The resident's perception toward economic impacts among
different resident's household incomes due to adventure tourism

development in Paitaya

11T F
Squares
| 1. Economic impacts  Between Groups 2140 [ 1.160
Within Groups ERERTY F347
otal | 349

Regjected Ho if Sig. = 0.05

o



THE ASSUMPTION UNTVERSITY Ur 47V

As present in the table 5-22, the significance value is 0.

0.05,

efers to Ho Mull hypothesis) failsto rej C; SO,

ans thereisno

difference in perception of economic impacts among different resident's

household incomes. Residents who have different household incomes have

wre than

ceptions about economic impacts of adventure tourism de  lopment.

Average mean is 5.1598.

Hypothesis 9

Ho 9: Thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among different

careers.

Ha9: Thereis

careers.

ein perception of economic impactsa 11

ifferent

Table 5-23: Level of resident's perception toward economic impacts among

different resident's careers due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

N T ear I ad. 3td. Error | 95% ! itk ez
Die riation Confiden 1 m in
(M3
Inter=al ’
forNlean ;
Lower Upper
: Brusyd B
i Housewif 15.2917 Z1%M  124M 147591 158243 333 523 !
| EConomit e [ i | I ! f
Impacts | | 1 i i
; Crovwerfin | 14.7 65314 | 23092 14.1623 1 5.2544 ! 5.67
1 ent | | ‘ i [
|_Et1’£‘q‘:11|:z"wﬁ_1 % i
| Firm 1254 15.1N6 11.00475 1 (8204 | 50045 5353 217 1 7.00
| eteminyee | | | | | .
Business 151771 197912 1700 1 4.8241 1 5.5301 17.00 !
owner 1 JR—
| Student 41 A 53374 .79363 .12394 | 5.0869 3 1 6.67
[T i 56111 138490 | 13122 4350 5.17
Tcgal I t50 : 5.1576 96 5511 05161. S50 52591 1217 7.00
=8 15




According tables-23  vel Of residen e ception toward economic
Impacts among different resident's care realty close to 5.00 that means

residents who have different careers have positive perceptions about economy.

Table 5-24: The resident's perception toward economic impacts among

different resident's careers due to adventure tourism development in Pattaya

| Sum of L df | Mean | F
| Squares
1. Economic Impacts | Between 5 «uins 5998 “ Nl | 511
| Within Groups 32135 344 |
{ Total 349 | | —

Rejected Ho if Sig. = 0.05

The significance value of the table 5-24 is 0.511, it's more than 0.05 that
refers to Ho(null hypothesis| failsto reject so, it indicates that thereis no
difference in perception of economic impacts different careers.
Respondents who have different careers have positive perception about economic

impacts of adventure tourism development. Mean average is 5.2090.

Hypothesis 10

Ho 10: Thereis no difference in perception of economic impacts among different
residents who are working in adventure tourism and residents who are not
working in adventure tourism.

Ha 10: Thereis difference in perception f economic impacts among different
residents who areworking  adventure sm and residents who are not

working in adventure tourism.



Table 5-25: Level of resident’s perception toward economic impacts among
residents who are working and who are not working in adventure tout

due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

| Job related to Adventure I N Me Std. Error
Tourism | Deviation Mean
1. Econonue Impacts | tes 121 53416 ET556 .07960
| By 279 = pend agTgs .06595

Asshowson thetable 5 -25, Level of resident's perception toward
economic impacts among residents who are working and who are not working in
adventure tourism is close to 5.00, it indicates that residents who are working and
who are not working in ad reature tourism have positive perceptions about

economic impacts of adventure tourism devel opment.

Table 5-26: The resident’s perception toward economic impacts among
residents who are working and who are not working in adventure tourism

due to adventure tourisim development in Pattaya

Levens  t-test for
Test | Equality

for
Equality M eans
of
V arians
t Of , Mean Std. 1 95%
tatledl Dwiferen  Error Confide
ce Tifferens | noe
cc Interval
of the
Drifferen
Lower Upper
1 Equal 656 |4z .28119 .10762 .4921:5
Econom  variance
i
Impacts . ssmume
170 373478 1.007 24119 .10337 .07769 Azds9
i variance
i snot
| assumed
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Rejected Ho if Sig. < 0.05

Based on tab the significance value'. is 0.009 that is lower than 0.05
which means the Ho (null hypothesis) is rejected therefore, thereis difference in
perception of economic impacts among different residents who are working in
adv nture tourism and residents who are not working in adventure tourism.
Residents who are working in adventure tourism have more positive perceptions
about economic impacts of adventure tourism devel opment than residents who are
not working in adventure touriz:  Mean of residents who are working in
adventure tourism is 5.3416 and mean of resident who are not working adventure

tourism is 5.0604.

Hyvpothesiz 11

Ho 11: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among different
genders.

Ha11: Thereis difference in perception of social impacts among different

fiel=ders.

Table 5-27: Level of resident's perception toward socia impacts among

different genders due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

Gender Mean | Std. Error
. Deviation Meanﬁ
[ Sodia_fmpacts | hale (44174 95344 TEEES
| Female. 335 L4427 1.91472
!"A’Jﬁra;gr:_mﬁ;m 44222
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From table 5-27, Level of resident's

among different genders is between 4.00 to 4.50, which means their perception

about social impacts are neutral.

ception toward social impacts

Table 5-28: The resident's perception toward social impacts among different

genders due to adventure tourism development in Paitays

Levene t-test

Test |for
for Equalit
Egualt - of
y of i Means
Varian
s
F T cif 1Si?(2 Mean 1 Itd. 5%
) 1 tailed) Differs 1 Error Confic
nee Differe ence
| nce Intel-Jo
1 of the
Differe
e
Lower  Tipper
I 2 Equal 666 415 084 I 48 -.00956 | 11324 - 13228 21316
Socid | vananc
Impact |es
1 assume
I d ! |
Equal 086 385 G851 { - 00256 ! .11084 l -.22791 .20879 |
varianc !
es not \ .
assume ! |
{d |

Rejected Ho if Sig. = 0.05

Ontable5
valueis 0.933, which is more
perception of social imp ac alit'ig different genders. Both males and females

have neutral perceptions about social

The average mean

Ho (null hypothesis) fails to reject, because the significance

1 0.05 so, It implies that there is no differencein

wpactz Of adventure tourism development.
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Hypothesis 1Z
Ho 12: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among different
ages.

Ha 12: There is difference in perception of social impacts among different ages.

Table 5-29: Level of resident's perception toward social impacts among

different ages due to adventure tourism development in Batiava

Mean Std. Sl 1 95% | Mmsnu Bz |
! Diewmatin Error Confide in I
IL neE
| Interval
for
1 Mean
" Loveer Upper
Bound Bound
2. Social | <30 245 144014 |1.98827 .06314 |[4.2770 14.5257 1.00 6.83
Impacts i | 5 | |
BT a7 | 44931 BRZ0S 09981 [4.2950 | 44917 1 130 1 700
=50 5 42708 1.34795 47657 131439 53977 | 133 5.50
Total 350 4.4238 |.99365 .05311 43153 | 4°22% |1 1.00 7.00
Average | | 43884 | |
mean ! i

Based on the table 5-29. Level of resident's perception toward social
impacts among different ages is between 4.00 to 4.50 that means their perception

about social impacts are neutral.

Table 5-30: The resident's perception toward social impacts among different

ages due to adventure tourism development in Patiava

| % of fit I Mean I E Sig.
Squares Square
I 2. Social Impacts Between Groups L7 boa .676
I Within Groups 03— 347 1.991
Total | 2aare 349

Rejected i Sig. < 0.95
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From table 5-30, the significance value is 0.676, it is more than
which means Hofnul! hypothesiz) failsto rgject. It mean that there is no difference
in perception of social impacts among different ages. Residents who have
different ages have neutral perceptions about social impacts of adventure tourism

development. Average mean is 4.3884.

H _othesis 13

Ho 13: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among different
educational levels

Ha 13: Thereis difference in perception of social impacts among different

educational levels.

Table 5-31: Level of resident's perception toward social impacts among

different educational levels due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

N [Mean | Sud. | Std. | Binmu | WMazimo
g 1 Dewatn | Error i m
| o | -
| | Interva
for
Mean
Lower Upper
Eound _ Bound
2. Social | High 228 45310 1.00562 [aaa0 4.3907 §4.6532 0o 7.00
Impacts }school I
or lower 1
{ Bachelo 118 42000 | 3503 08617 i 4 0584 4 3797 L { 6.83
" r degree B . | |
I Master | 4 5.1667 ]1.94281 47140 58604 | 6.6669 4.50 | 6.50
| |
i !
_ higher ; f i ‘ | |
i Total 1350 9345 05311 14.3193 11.00 7.00
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According Level of resident's perception toward social
impacts among different educational levelsis between 4.00 to 5.50. For residents
who study in high school or lower and bachelor degre heir perceptions about
social impacts of adventure tourism development are neutral. On the other hand
residents who study u taster degree or higher have positive perceptions about

so ampacts of adventure tourism devel opment.

Table 5-32: The resident's perception toward socia impacts among different

educational |evels due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

| sum of | A | BMear F
i Squares | | Square
Social Impacts Between Cirau s I 5845 12 | 4925 5.103
| Within Groups 1334.734 347 | 965
| Total 1 344.579 43 ! |

Rejected Ho if Sig. < 0.07

Based on table 5-32, the significance value is 0.007 and it is lower than
0.05 that means there is difference in perception of social impacts among
residents with different educational levels, because Ho (null hypothesis) is
rejected. For respondents who study in high school or lower have neutral
perceptions about social impacts of adventure tourism development, their mean is
4.5219. inthe case of =idents who study in bachelor degree, they also have
neutral perception, their mean is 4.2090, but the residents who study in master
degree or have positive p ¢ ption about social impacts of adventure

tourism development, their mean is 5.1667.
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Hypothesis 14

Ho 14: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among different
household incomes.

Ha 14: There is difference in perception of social impacts among different

household incomes.

Table 5-33:Level of resident's perception toward social impacts among
different resident household incomes due to adventure tourism

development in Pattaya

i kizan Std. std. 95 T
Dewnatic Error 1 Conde | |1 111
I | nes |
Interval
for
Me an

Lower Upper
Bound Bound

2. Social  <10,000 210 | 44950 97742 | 06745 43631 146290 ' 100 | 7.00
Imp acts
10,000- 1'3 j 43291 1.04037 09792 4.12'60 45141 1.50 6.50
30,000
>30,000 4 2065 ‘ 89435 17212 3.9425 4.6501 3.00 j 6.00
Total | 350 4 4238 393R5 05311 43193 4 5283 1.00 7.00
AvErage 4 37R

meait

On table 5-33, Level of resident's perception toward social impacts among
different resident's household income s between 4.00 to 4.5:x, that means
residents who have different household incomes have neutral perceptions about

social impacts.

103



Table 5-34: The resident's perception toward social impacts ameng different

resident's household incomes due to adventure tourism development in

Pattava
| SUM of df | Mean F | Sig..
1[ | Squares i Square
| 2. Bocial Impacts |\ Between Groups 1 2.751 : 1137 1.396 | 245
| Within Groups | 341.829 347 i BES !
| Total 1344579 1 349 | |

Rejected Ho if Sig. == 0.05

According to table 5-34, the significance value is 0.249, it is more than
0.05 therefore Ho (null hypothesis) fails to reject. From the significance value, it
implies that there is no difference in perception of social impacts among different
household incomes. The resident who have different household incomes have
neutral perceptions about social impacts of adventure tourism development, the

average mean is 4.3708.

Hypothesis 15

Ho 15: There is no difference in perception of social imp acts among different
careers.
Ha 15: There is difference in perception of social impacts among different

careers.



Table 5-35: Level of resident's perception toward social impacts aneng

different resident's careers due to adventure tourism development in Pattaya

N Mean Std Std. Mmnmnu  Maxiinu
Dewaiin Error Confide i
n | rice
Interyal
[ for
Mean
| Lower upper
| Bound Bound
! ? - ouzewife 12 1 42611 .78120 5.22551 4.3648 5.3575 ; 3.33 1i 6.00
i : : i
! covernment |8  3.8125 13363 |.471836 ° 2.6967 14.9283 | 1.67 5.67
employee | i L
Firm 4.4501 1.06202 4.3280 145723 = 1.00 7.00
~ employee ’ 1
| Business 4.4948 1.16204 |.20542 4.0758 | % ... 133 I #.33
owner , |
| Student 42175 52895 |.12946 13 9660 if4.4893 2.50 6.17
1 Unemployed | = 4iENELl . 76376 ( 44096 }2.1027 5.8973 3.17 4.67
Total : 4.4238 1.99365 |.05311 14.5283 1.00 7.00
|

14.3193
!

Average |
lmean

43077

Based on the table 5-35, Level of resident's perception toward social

impacts among different resident's career is between 3.80 to 4.50, that means their

perception about social impacts are neutral.

Table 5-36: The resident's perception toward social impacts among different

resident's careers due to adventure tourism development in Pattaya

2. Soal Impacts

8

1 Sum of i df | Mean F 1 Sig.
1 Squares ! | Square |
| Between Groups 17.738 I8 £1.548 1581 1.165
1 Within Groups ! 336.841 {344 1.979 ) i
| Total | 344 579 1349 | ’

Rejected Ho if Sig. < 0.05

Table 5-36, Ho (null hypothesis) fails to reject, because the significance

valueis.165, it'smore than 0.05. it indicates that thereis no differencein
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perception of social impacts among different careers. Resident who have different
careers have neutral perception about social impacts of adventure tourism

development. The average mean is 4.3077.

Hypothesis 16

Ho 16: Thereis no difference in perception of social impacts among different
residents who are working in adventure tourism and residents who are not
working in adventure tourism.

Ha 16: There isdifference in perception of social impacts among different
resident who are working in adventure tourism and residents who are not working

in adventure tourism.

Table 5-37: Level of resident's perception toward social impacts among
residents who are working and who are not working in adventure tourism

due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

Job related to Adventure i N Mean St Std. Error
Tourism Deviation Mean
2. Social Impacts Yes 121 44435 .93233 02474

Nn i 229 L 44134 En] 783
Average mean 44285

From the table 5-37, Level of resident s perception toward social impacts
among residents who are working and who are not working in adventure tourism

is close to 4.50, it means respondent have neutral perceptions.
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Table 5-38: The resident's perception toward social impacts among residents

who are working and who are not working in adventure tourism due to

adventure tourism development in Patiaya

Levene | t-test

| 'z Test | for -
for 1 Eguald |
| Equalit | yof |
y of | Means |
| Varian | E
Ces
L F | 2o of Mean S, 195%
Differe | Error Confid
| nce Differs
‘ noe
Dnffers
| nce
| | ' Lower Upper
% 2 | Equal 524 | 470 | 269 i 348 | .01013 11182 -.13980 .25007
“oriat § Vari 10 ! f
Impact % es | ¢
i B i aSIuNE |
s |
_Equal | 272 | 4855 li GA0LE 10856 - 18360 | .24337
| waranc | G i
| esriot 1 ! ; i
[ assurms | E i i ‘
] d I " i ] L
Rejected Ho if Sig. < &.85

The significance value of the table 5-38 is 0.788, it's more than 0.05

which refers Ho (null hypothesis) failsto reject. It implies that there is no

difference in perception of social impacts among different residents who are

working in adventure tourism and residents who are not working in adventure

tourism. Both of residents who are working and who are not working in adventure

tourism have neutral perceptions about social impacts of adventure tourism

development. The average mean is 4.4285.
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Hypothesis 17

Ho 17: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment impacts
among different genders.

Ha17: Thereisdifference in perception of physical environment impacts among

different genders.

Table 5-39: Level of resident's perception toward physical environment

impacts among different genders dus to adventure tourism development in

Patiaya
Gender I N | Mean | Std. [Std. Error,
! ! | Deviation 1 Mean
3. Ermntonmental Tiale 115 | 42775 11.14076 | .10638
Impacts ! i ! i
Fernale ¢ 235 [4.26G3 39464 06488
Average mean | 2= | )

According to table 5-39, Level of resident's perception toward physical
environment impacts among different gendersis close to 4.00, which implies
resident who have different genders have neutral perceptions about physical

environment impacts

Table 5-40: The resident's perception toward physical environment impacts

among different genders due to adventure tourism development in Baitaya

| Lewene t-test

; s Test  for
| for | Ecpaitt
i Foualt | »of .
| i Means !
Vartan !
i°es i | I
tF 1 Sig t jcif g (2- 1 Mean Std.

sledi A Differs_ | Error | Confid
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me | Differe  ence
nce Interva
1 of the
Inffere

nce

Lower Upper

Equal £ 105 1 348 -.032751.1182 -.2669 .20110
Enwwo  warian ! i
menta ‘
1 assume
Impact A

i
|
i
H
|

Equal | 201.04 .79 -.03275 .12460 -.27844 21295
wariarns:
es not

ASSLHTIE

Rejected Ho if Sig. = .85
From table 5-40, the significance value iz 0.785, it shows that Hoffull
hypothes  fails to reject, because the si  ificance value is more than 0.05 so, it
indicates that there is no difference in perception of physical environment impacts
among different :nder=. Both males and females have neutral perception about
sical environment impacts of adventure tourism development and the average

mean is 4.2-4309.

Hypothesis 18

Ho 18: There is no difference in perception o physical environment impacts
among different ages.
H 18: There is difference in perception of physical environment impacts among

different ages.
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Table 5-41: Level of resident's perception toward physical environment

impacts among different ages due to adventure tourism development in

Pattaya
N Mean | Std. Std. 95% Maxumg
Dewatto Error Confide m in
li floe
¢ Interwal
i for
* Mean
Lower Upper
Bound Bound
3. <3 1 245 42418 1.03813 1 .[a63z 4 1108 I 43741 1810 A.a3
| rawron
|rapracts
| 30-50 97 42474 1.07667 10932 |4.0304 |4.4644 1.33 { 6.50
Fau b 45208 .85188 1.30118 1.8086 (5.2330 13.17 | %3
, Total 350 4 2405 1.04337 1 .05577 41393 43382  1.00 6.83
Average | 4 3366
mean__ 1 |

According to table 5-41. Level of resident's perception toward physical
environment impacts among different ages is between 4.00 to 4.50 , it means
residents who have different ages have neutral perception about physical

environment impacts of adventure tourism development in Patiaya.

Table 5-42: The resident's perception toward physical environment impacts

among different ages due to adventure tourism development in Pattaya

' Sum of df I Mean -
SYUBFES Square
3. Environmental Between Groups Pls 2 .303
Impacts
1 Within Groups PORT0OES 347 1.093
Total 379.930 LS

Rejected Ho if Sig. 0.05
Based on the table 5-42, the significance value is 0.758 and it's more than

0.05, which means there is no difference in perception of physical environment



THE ASSUMPTION UNTVERSITY LTRRATY

impacts among differ it ages, because Ho (null hypothesis) failsto reject

Residents who have different ages have neutral perceptions about physical

environment impacts of adventure tourism development. The average mean is

4.3366.

Hypothesis 19

Ho 19: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment impacts

among different educational levels.

Ha 19: There isdifference in perception of physical environment impacts among

different educational levels.

Table 5-43: Level of resident's perception toward physical environment

it pacts among difierent educational levels due to adventure tourism

development in Paitaya

Mean |Std. Std, 95%% Wlrdmn | Mssmom
Desnaiin Error Confide 1 m
nce
Interval
for
Mean
Lower | Upper
Bound [Bound
3 Hish 228 43047 | 105821 | 07003 4.2566 45328 100 685
Erwiror: | school
mental or lower
|mpacts
§ Bachele 118 Z: JER 97010 DBEIRA | 3.300% 41568 1.33 6.50
r degree
Mater 4 3058 19691 13317 4.5850 3.67 4.50
degree
or
. oher
Tatal 350 4 405 109337 | 05577 | 41393 [ 4 1532 1a .23




From the table 5-43 residents who iz in high school or lower have
neutral perceptions about physical environment impacts of adventure tourism
development, their level of perception is 4.3947. On the other hand, Level of
resident's perception of residents who study in bachelor degree and master degree
or higher is close to 3.96, it means their perception about physical environment

impacts is negative.

Table 5-44: The resident's perception toward physical environment impacts

among different educational levels due to adventure tourism development in

Patiaya
i Sum or. 1 | Mean 1
! ! | Siuares | ' oacmare
ES. Environmental | Between Groups | 13.794 i 6.397 n 7 | .02
Ipacts ! I I
| Within Grou F | dfilsn . T ~ 1.055
| Total 379.930 J

Rejected Ho if Sig. < £.45

according to table 5-44, the significance value is 0.002, it's lower than
0.05 that means Ho { .null hypothesis) is rejected therefore, there s difference in
perception of physical environment # ixacts among residents with different
educational levels. Residents who study in high school or ower have neutral
perc s about physical environment impacts of adventure tourism
developm nt, their f perceptionsis 4.3947. es1 ent who study |11 bachelor
degree have negative perceptions about piryzi a environment impacts of
adventur @ 1SM development, their level of perception is 3.9798. Resident who

study in master degree or higher have negative perceptions aboutf physical
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environment impacts of adventure tourism development, their level of perception

is3.9583.

Hypothesis 20

Ho 20: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment impacts
among different household incomes.
Ha 20: There is difference in perception of physical environment impacts among

different household incomes.

Table 5-45: Level of resident's perception toward physical environment
impacts among different resident's household incomes due to adventure

tourism development in Patiaya

Mean Std. Std. Tt M
Diesnatioc Error Confide | an 111
HCE
Interval
for
| Mean
! | Lower | Upper
1 | Bound | Bound
| <10,000 | Zifi 43517 98239 | .06779 424351 34.5154 1.00 1 6.63
Environ i
mental ! ‘
impacts ) I !
: 10,000- 113 47 W 110431 10329 | 3.9195 { 4.3312 1.50 ‘ 6.33
3113110 f | .
>30,000 27 | 3.7407 1.06049 | .20409 3.3212 §4.1603 ’ 1.33 I 253
| Total | 350 42495 | 104337 .05577 | 41338  4.3502 1.00 | 6.23

As shown on the table 5-45. Level of resident.’ s perception toward physical
environment impacts among residents who have household income lower than
ten thousand and residents who have household income between ten thousand to

thirty thousand is close 4.00, therefore their perception about physic&
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environment impacts is neutral but residents who have household income more
than thirty thousand have negative perceptions about physical environment

impacts, their level of perception is 3.7407.

Table 5-46 The resident's o mrd physical environment mpacts
among different resident’'s household incomes due to adventure tourism

development in Pattaya

Sum of fri | Mean F
Squares \ [ Square
3. Enwircsumental 1 Between Groups 12.402 6.201 i .855
Impacts
within Groups 3 2 .059
Total =219 930 349

Rejected Ho if Sig. = 0.05

On the table 5-46, Ho (null hypothesis) is rejected, because the
significance value is 0.003, it's lower than 0.05, in this case, it meansthereis
difference in perception of physical environment impacts among different
household incomes. Resin;nts who have household income lower than ten
thousand and residents who have household income between ten thousand to
thirty thousand is close to 4.00, therefore their perception about physical
environment 111 acts of adventure to development is neutral but residents
who have household incomes more than thirty thousand have negative perceptions
about physical environment impacts of adventure. rism develop level

perception is 3.7407.
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Hypothey 71
* Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment impacts
among different careers.

Ha 21: Thereisdifference in perception of physical environment impacts among

different careers.

Table 5-47: Level of resident's perception toward physical environment
mpacts ameong different resident’s careers due to adventure tourism

development in Patiava

] M | Mean | &td Std. 2 min nu | Iammn
Dewate  Error | Confide, ! w M
1 e
Interval |
for
Mean
| Lower | Trwer
pone H i
J Housewife 722 g 1792 144926 | 54519 B pe3
| Enwwon : ; E
mental 1 | !
| Impacts | i !
| Government 1 2 S833 | 1.144341 .40459 E2.6266 p4.5400 1 1.33 5.17
! emplovee | | | i
[ Firm 42705 1.01966 ,.06398 ;+ﬁ42—’(4396%; 1.09 | 663
| employee | ! R |
Business 41458 1 109357 | 10338 1 7514 14°40 1200 ;633
ovner | | g ;
| Student 1a1 1418 11059461 .16546 |3.8526 TZA5ZIZ& 1T : T6. 17
| Unemployed | 3 | 3333 120278 1.04083 | -1.1450 | 7.8117 1.83 1 5.33
| Total | 42495 1| 1.04337 | .05577 [4.1398 | 43562 | 1.00 |6.63

From the table 5-47, resident who is housewife, firm employee, business
owner and student have neutral petceptien about physical environment impacts
and their level of perception is close to 4.00 but resident who is overnment
employee and unemploved people have negative perception about physical

environment impacts level of perception is closeto 3.00.
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Table 5-48: The resident's perception toward physical environment impacts

among different resident's careers due to adventure tourism development in

Patiaya
f || ; Sur of Ugr Mean F ! Sig.
' Squares | | Bguare
| 3. Environmerntal | Between Groups 12.951 i 5 2.590 o A 35

344 1087

i
i
i
1
| | Within Groups ‘

7

! Total

1
Irnpacts |
!
i
I

349 ) i

Rejected Ho if &ig. = 0.05

Based on the table 5-48, the significance valueis 0.035 and it's lower than
0.05 that means there is difference in perception of physical environment impacts
among {ifferent careers, because Ho (null hypothesis) is rejected. resident who is
housewife, firm employee, business owner and student have neutral perception
about physical environment impacts of adventure tourism development and their
level of perception is close to 4.00 but resident who is government employee and
unemployed people, they have negative perceptions about physical environment
impacts of adventure tourism development and their level of perception is close to

3.00.

Hypothesis 22

Ho 22: Thereis no difference in perception of physical environment impacts
among different residents who are working in adventure tourism and resident who

are not working in adventure tourism.



5,3 The Summary of Hypotheses T

Summary of hypotheses testing, hypothesis 1, 2, 3, 4, 10, 13, 19, 20 and 21

reject Ho (null hypothesis). his is because significance values are lower than

0.05. In contrast, hypothesis 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18 and 22 fail to

reject Ho (pull hypothesis), because &

illustrated in table 5.3.

Table 5-51: Summary of hypotheses

¢ ance values are more than 0.05, as

Hypotheses Statement Statistic Test

cance Value

Results

Hi: Theresidentsin Pattaya Deseriptive statistic

leave no positive perception and one sample T-
about economic impacts j test

(investment, support other

business, employment in

Pattava, Respondents' income,

jobsin Pattaya and rejuvenates

Pattaya’s tourism industry) of

adventure tourism

development in Pattaya.

0.002

H2: Theresidentsin Pattaya Descriptive statistic

have no positive perception and one sample T-
about socia impacts {Pattaya’s test

culture, family relations,

number of crimes problems,

number of thugs problems,

respondents' standard level of

living and Pattaya’s local

customs) of adventure towsn

development lii Pattaya.

0.000

Rec Ho1l

Reject Ho 2

1
i
i
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H3: Theresidentsin Pattaya Descriptive statistic
have no positive perception and one sample T-
about physical environment test

impacts (environment in

Pattaya, infrastructure in

Pattaya, pollution in Patiava,

the historical sitesin Pattaya,

anim alslifein Pattaya and

natural resources in Pattaya}l of

adventure tourism

development in Pattava.

0.000

Reject Ho 3

114: Theresidentsin Pattava Descriptive statistic
have no positive perception and one sample
toward the overall impacts of test

adventure tourism

development in Pattava, it

comprises of economic, social

and environmental impacts.

0.000

Reject Ho 4

115: Thereisno differencein I ndependent sample
perception of economic T-test
impacts among different

genders.

0.770

Fail to regject
5

116; Thereisno differencein ANOVA
perception of economic

impacts among different ages.

0.671

Fail to reject Ho
6

117: Thereisno differencein ANOVA
perception of economic
impacts among different

educational levels.

0.180

Fail toreject Ho




11$: There 1o differencein ANOVA
perception of economic
impacts among different

household incomes.

0.315

Fail to reject Ho
8

H9: Thereis no differencein ANOVA
perception of economic
impacts among different

careers.

0.511

Fail to rgject Ho
9

1110: Thereis no differencein | Independent sample

perception of economic T-test
impacts among different

resident who are working in

adventure tourism and resident

who are not working in

adventure tourism.

0.009

Reject Ho 10

H11: Thereisno differencein  Independent sample l
perception of social impacts T-test

among different genders.

0.933

Fail to reject Ho
11

1112: Thereisno differencein | ANOVA
perception of social impacts

among different ages.

0.676

I Fail to rgject Ho
12

1113: Thereis no differencein || ANOV A
perception of social impacts
among different educational

levels.

0.007

Reject Ho 13 |

H14: Thereisno differencein  ANOVA
perception of social impacts ¢ |
among different household

incomes.

0.249

| Fail to rgject Ho |

| 14
\

1115: Thereisno differencein ~ ANOVA |
perception of social impacts | ]

among different careers.

0.165

y Fail to reject Ho
] 15 |
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1116: Thereisno differencein
perception of social impacts
among different resident who
are working in adventure
tourism and resident who are
not working in adventure

tourism.

Independent sample

T-test

0.788

Fail to rgject Ho
J 16

17: Thereisno differencein

perception of physical

environment impacts among

different genders.

Independent sample
T-test

0.783

Fail to rgject Ho
17

1118: Thereis no differencein
perception of physical \
environment zmpasts among

different ages.

ANOVA

0.758

| Fail to reject Ho
18

1119: Thereis no differencein

perception of physical
environment impacts among

different educational levels.

ANOVA

Reject Ho 19

1120: Thereisno differencein |
perception of physical

environment impacts among

different household incomes.

ANOVA

0.003

Reject Ho 20

1121: Thereis no differencein
perception of physical
. .

different careers.

OVA !

0.035

Reject Ho 21




Thereisno differencein  Independent sample 0.362 Fail to reject Ho
perception of physical test 22
environment impacts among
different resident who are
working in adventure tourism
and resident who are not

working in adventure tourism.

The next chapter will present the conclusion of research results along with

recommendations and solution for the further study.
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CHAPTER 6

CONCLUTION ANT) BECOMMENDATIONS

This chapter provides the conclusion of research results along with
recommendations and suggestions for future research. This chapter contains four
sections. The section is asummary of findings, the second section isthe
conclusion of the research, the third is recommendation and the final is the

suggestion for further study.

6.1 Summary of finding

The objective of this study was to find out the perception of residents
about the economic, gocie culture and environmental impacts of adventure
tourism development. To find out any perceptual difference between those
residents who work and who do not work in adventure tourism business. The last
objective sto find out the difference in perception of adventure tourism
development impacts among demographic variables.

The datawere collected in Paitaya area, by interviewing the residents who
are or are not direct economically dependant on adventure tourism industry. The
research outcomes are represented in 4 parts including demographic profile,
perceptions its about the economic, Socio culture and environment
impacts of adventure tourism development, perceptions different between those

residents who work and wac do not work in adventure tourism business. Finally,



the difference in perception of adventure tourizm development Impacts among

demo hic variables.

6.1.1 Bemographie profile

Most of the study's respondent are female (67.1%0), and it concentrated on
the age lower than 30 years (70%). Most of them have alow level of education
attainment (65.1%). The mgjority of the residents have a household income lower
than ten thousand B aht. In occupation sector, (3.4%) of residents in this study are
housawives {2.3%51 employed in government, (72.5%) employed in companies,
(9.1%) are business owners, (11.7%), are students and only (0.9%) are
unemployed. The majority of residents in this research are not working in

adventure tourism {65.4 3

6.1.2 Perception of residents toward adventure tourism development.

This stage was conducted by using descriptive statistic and one sample T-
test. The purpose of thistest isto find out the resident's perception about the
economic, socio culture and physical environment impacts of adventure tourism

development in Pattava.

6.1.2.1 The resident's perception toward adventure tourism development in

economic impacts.
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Table 6-1: Level of resident's perception toward economic impacts of

adventure tourism development in Patiaya

I'N Minimum Maximum | Mean | Std.
[ i | | Deviation
1. Economic Impact: 1 350 2.17 17.00 15.1576 96550
1.1 Investment in Pafiaya 350 1.80 | 7an 51486 1.35234
1.2 Support for other 350 1.00 §7.00 |5:2486 1.23160
businesses in Pattaya ; ] :
1.3 Employment in Faitaya 1 350 1 1.00 17.00 | 53057 11.38171
1.4 Your income I 350 | 1.00 17.00 1 4.7000 11.391°3
1.5 Jobs in Pattayz | 350 1 1.00 |7.00 { 52000 11.28469
1.6 In Faitaya's tourism 1 350 I 100 17.00 153429 | 153362

industry

The level of resident's perception toward economic impacts, investment
in Pattaya, support for others businesses in Pattaya, employment in Pattaya, jobs
in Pattava and rejuvenates Pattaya’s tourism industry are between 5.00 and 5.50, it
means residents in Pattaya have positive perceptions to somewhat high positive
perception but in resident's income factor, mean of the resident's perception is

4.70, that means resident's perceptions are neutral to rather positive.

6.1.2.2 The resident's perception toward adventure tourism development in

social impacts.

Table 6-2.: Level of resident's perception toward social impacts of adventure

tourism development in Pattaya

I N Mmuman | Maximum | bean Sl
. Deviation
" 2. Social Impacts 1350 1.00 700 44238 - 1 .99365
2.1 FPattaya's culture [ 350 100 7.00 43286 1.40732
2.2 Family relations 1350 .40 1 7.00 145743 1.47915
2.3 Number of crimes in §35o 1 1.00 7.0 1 4.1657 TEGZ19
Paitaya i
2.4 Number of drug 1350 1 1.00 7.00 1 4260D | 1.2a%17
problems in Pattaya i i
| Z.5Your standard of living | 350 1 1.00 1 7.00 14.6743 1 1.32733
| 2.6 Pattaya's local customs 1 350 1.00 7.00 4 =406 1 1453270
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The mean levels of resident's perception toward social impact Pattay"s
culture, espondentz® family relations, numbers of crimes problems, number of
drugs problems, respondents’ standard level of living and Pattayas® local custom
are between 4.00 and 5.00, it. implies that their perception toward adventure

tourism development in Pattaya  social impacts are neutral to rather positive.

6.1.2.3 The resident's perception toward adventure tourism development in

Physical environment impacts.

Table 6-3: Level of resident's perception toward environmental impacts of

adventure tourism development in Patiaya

‘N Minimum Wamromm Mean Std
Drewiation

3. Environmental Impacts 350 j 100 3 41495 1.04337

3.1 Environment in Fatiaya | 350 | 1.00 { 7.00 42429 | 1.50915

3.2 Infrastructure in Pattava 1 350 | 1.00 7.00 4. 7857 | 1.43126

3.3 Pollution in Fattaya 350 1.00 7.00 4.0143 1.71537

3.4 The historical sites 354 1GO 1 7.00 4 26000 1.37345
Pattays

3.5 Animallife . Fattawa 340 1.00 7.00 40314 1.65390

3.6 Natural resources it 350 [ 1.00 i 7.00 4 6529 1.58124
Fattava , ' \

The mean levels of resident's perception toward environment acts,
environmental in Pattaya, infrastructure in Pattaya, pollution in Patizya, the
historical sitesin Pattaya, animal life in Pattaya and natural resources in Pattaya
are between 4.00 and 5.00, it means that their perception toward adventure
tourism development in Pattaya in environmental impacts are neutral to

somewhat positive
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6.1.3 Perception of resident who working mid who do not  erkingin
adventure tourism business

This Stage was conduct by using independent sample T-test. The purpose
of thistest isto find out the perception of residents who are working and who are
not working |11 adventure tourism business about the economic, socio culture and

physical environment impacts of adventure tourism development 111 P attaya.

6.1.3.1 The perception of residents who are working and who are not
working in adventure tourism business toward adventure tourism
development in economic impacts.

Table 6-4: Level of perception toward economic impacts among residents
who are working and who are not working in adventure tourism due to

adventure tourism development in Paitaya

Job related to Adwentare | N i Mean | std | std. Error
i Tourism | | Deviation | Mean
Erconorms_ | mpacts |l Yes LI i | 534738 L8755 +.07950
| No | 229 | 5-Wo04 | 99793 | .05595
1.1 Investment 171 53471 | 1.16598 .10609
Pattaya | |
I No 229 | 5.0437 | 143203 .09463
| 1.2 Support for other Yes 121 e | 1.18118 1.10738
| businessesin Fattaya, '
1.3 Ermployme Yes 121 i __3%0 1.14800 .10435
Pattaya ] ] . [
No | 229 L 81878 , 14799 | .09775
| 1.4 Your income | Yes 121 48595 | 1.33108 | 12101
No | 229 4.6'57 [ 1.41760 | 09368
1.5jobsin Pattaya 'Yes 1121 542 » 18902 10809
I No | 229 50786 31887 0E715 |
1.6 InFattayd's ourism | Y es -1 55372 39069 12543
Jindustry
| Mo | 229 159741 .10556
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Residents who are working in adventure tourism have more positive
perceptions about economic impacts of ad re tourism development than
residents who are not working in adventure tourism. Mean of resident who &
working in adventure tourism is 5.3416 and mean of resident who is not working
adventure tourism is 5.0604.

Both residents who are working and who are not working in adventure
tourism business have positive perceptions about investment in Patiaya, support
for other businesses |11 Pattaya, employment in Pattaya, jobs |l Pattava and
rejuvenate Pattaya’s tourism industry from the impacts of adventure tourism
development in Pattava, the mean level is between 5.00 to 5.50. On the other
both residents who are working and who are not working in adventure tourism
business have neutral perceptions about their income impact from the impacts of
adventure tourism development in Pattaya, their mean level is between 4.62 to

4.86.

6.1.3.2 The perception of residents who are working and who are not

werking in adventuret busi ness toward adventure tourism

development in social impacts.
Table 6-5: Level of resident's pereeptisn teward social impacts among
residents who are working i who are nst working in adventure tourism

due to adventure tourism development in Paiiaya

Jul: related to Adventare ' N ean_ Stdl. 1 Std. Error
3 Tourism Deviation Mean
4.4435 DE47s

1

140 144134 1.02640 .06783
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I Paitayasculture 1 Yes 1121 43388 1.33263 1.12115

7

_ Lilo | g | 43231 [ 1.44806 1.09569
22 _Farealy_=latims, Yes 121 l 48347 11.29323 1.11757
» Mo 1.299 _14.4367 1155362 1.10267
23 Number of rrimes [ Yes 1121 i 3042 11.71414 Ioissas
M Fattava !
| 1 No 1229 | 4838 11.89939 12552
| 24 Numberofdrug 1 Yes 1171 | 41570 b igian4 |.16473
problems 1 Pattays ! ! |
1 No 229 143144 1 1.90033 I 1558
“ Your standard of 1 Yes 121 14,7521 | 1.38613 12601
Ting |
I No | 33 [ 4.6332 | 1.29640 .08567
2.6 Pattaya's local 7(es 191 14.6364 { 1.36626 12421
customs |
_ Mo 229 1 4.48°1 | 154923 .10238

Both of residents who are working and who are not working in adventure
tourism have neutral perceptions about social impacts of adventure tourism
development. The average meait is 4.4285.

Both residents who are working and who are not working in adventure
tourism business have neutral perceptions about Pattaya’s culture, respondents’
family relation, number of drugs problems in Pattaya, resident's standard of living
and Pattaya’= local customs, but in number of crimes in Pattaya, residents who are
working and who are not working in adventure tourism business have different
perceptions. Residents who are working in adventure tourism business have
negative perceptions about number of crimes in Patiaya from the impacts of
adventure tourism development, their mean level is 3.94. Residents who are not
working in adventure tourism business have neutral perceptions about number of
crimes in Pattaya from the impacts of adventure tourism development, their mean

level is 4.28.
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6.1.3.3 The perception of residents who are working and who are not

working in adventure tourism business toward adventure tourism

development in physical environment impacts.
Table 6-6: Level of resident's perception toward physical environment
impacts among residents who are working and who are not working in

adventure tourism due to adventure tourism development in Patiaya

1 Job related to Adventure | N Mean | std. Std. Error
| Tourism 1 Deviation | Mean
¢ 3, Enwwronmental Impacts | Yes 1121 433180 | .95563 | .08688
I | 1o | 42 | 42135 | 1.05702 | 07184
3.1 Environment m Yes 121 4.4959 157519 | .12483
| Pattava
i s | 329 426211, 157318 {10396
I 32 Infrastactors o Yes 121 | 49008 138066 11642
i Fatiaya |
! | Mo | 228 4.7240 .09938
| 3.3Pollution in Pattaya | tes | 121 38099 1.60371 14579
: | No I 229 T41223 [ 176538 [ 11666
| 3.4 The historical sites | Yes 121 | 44732 1 125611 11419
in Pattava i
! Ho I 229 | 43790 | 1.43524 1 .09484
| 3.5 snmal life in | ¥es | 121 5:1433 [ 1.58987 | 14453
| Pattaya | |
N I 929 ERT [ 1.68688 | .11147
| 3.6 Natural resources Yes 024" 14.1488 Loisnean | .13720
| in Pattava i | |
| lami7s [ 161941 T

Both residents wheo ar Vorking in adventure tourism and residents who

are not working in adventure tourism have neutral perceptions about physical

environment impacts of adventure tourism development, their average mean is

4.2661.

Both residents who are working and who are not working in adventure

tourism business have neutral perceptions toward the impacts of adventure

tourism development about environment in Patiaya, infrastructure in Pattaya, the

historical sites in Pattaya and natural resources in Pattaya, the mean level is
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between 4.26 to 4.90, but in pollution in Pattaya sector and animal lifein Pattaya
sector, their perception are different. In pollution in Pattaya sector the perception
of residents who are working in adventure tourism business have negative
perceptions, their mean level is 3.1 and residents who are not working in
adventure tourism business have neutral perceptions, their mean level is4.12. In
animal life in Pattaya sector the perceptions of residents who are working in
adventure tourism business have neutral perceptions, their mean level is4.15 and
residents who are not working in adventure tourism business have negat

perceptions, their meant el is 397.

6.1.4 The resident perception of adventure tourism development impacts
among demographic variables in economic, social and physical environment

impacts

This stage was conducted by using independent sample T-test in gender
variable, but in age, education, resident's household income and resident's careers
variables using ANOVA to test. Tice purpose of thistestisto find out the
perception of residents of adventure tourism development impacts among

demographic variables in economic, social and physical environment impacts.
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Gender

Table 6-7: Level of perception of residents who are different genders of

adventure tourism devel opment about economic, social and environment

impacts
i | Gender [N Tean | | Std. Error
“ i | |_Dewaton | Mean
11 Economic 1Mae 1115 152391 & Y1987 1 AR577
| Trapacts !
| - T Femde 235 151177 ~Ug652 06435
! 1linvestment |Male 1115 | 52087 1122471 {11421~
|in Pataya { | i :
f | Female 1235 | 5.1191 141219 1 .09212
12 Suppart for | Male 115 | 2261 11.26395 1.11786
other businessesin | i | l |
| Pattaya ! ] ! |
I | Female 1 235 | 5.2596 |1.21804 |.07946
[ 1.3Employment 1Male 1 115 1 5.4087 [ 1.30381 1.12158
: Patitava i | ; L
Fetnale 235 5.2553 1.41626 1.09252
1.4Your come | Mae | EE5 14.9217 1.42747 {.13311
. Female | 235 45915 1.36310 I 2892
‘ 1.5Jobsin Male 1 115 2870 1.29618 1.12067
| Pattava ) 1
I Female | 235 51574 1 27965 | 08347
16InPattayas | Male 1115 53826 1.45447 |.13563
|_tourism industry | ! |
{Female S oo {53234 | 157358 1.10265
12. Socialmpacts 1Male {115 14.4174 1.95344
7 [ Female 1235 | 4427 11.01472
Z1Patava:  |[Mae 1115 142522 1 133186
, culture | ! 1 1
! Female 1235 14.3660 142104
2.2 Family Male 1115 | 45087 1.39985
: relations 1 }
| Female [ 235 145574 1.51907
[ 23Numberof |Male 115 | 42696 11.62395
| crimesin Pattaya | | 1
| ! Female 233 {4.1149 1194134 12564
2.4Number of | Male | 115 142174 11.74609 16282
! diug problemsin 1 1 |
Mattaya ! | |
! | Female 1 235 | 42800 11.92962
| 25Your IMale 1115 [ 47478 1123311
1_standard_of living !
| Female 235 | 44383 11.34967
| 26Pata Male 115 44087 148617
I_lneal_custams
| Eemale 235 | 44045 139512 1.09707
3 Environmental | Male 115 { 47227 11.14076 | .10638
{impacts i '
! LFemae 1235 | 42603 19940 L 06458
i 3.1 Environment | Male | 42087 1153111 | .14744
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inPa ava

Female A085 1 1.47165
3.2 | Male 115 | 4.7826 1 1.45563
I Infrastructure in \ |
Pattaya |
\ 1 Female | 235 | 47872 11.42229 | 08375
33 Pollutionin | Male 115 | 4.0261 1.73943 1.16220
Pattays ! )
Female 235 | 40085 1 170718 1.11136
i 34 The 1 Male | 115 G e i 1.56467 i.14591
ti stortcal sites in i |
| Pattaya i ] | |
: | Femnale | 255 142511 1123134 i
| 35 amimal life | Male | 115 40348  |1.60553 |1
{in Paftava § |
' | Female Lo [ 4mos  11.68044 |.10962
| 36 Natural | Male i11's | 40348 1 50920 14858
| resources in ! \ ‘
" Pattaya ) | ! !
| ) | Female 1235 |4.0766 11.61304 5

In economic impacts, both male and female have positive perceptions
about economic impact of adventure tourism development. The average mean is
5.1784.

Both male and female have positive perceptions toward the impacts of
adventure tourism development about investment in Paitava, support for other
businesses in Pattaya, employment in Paitaya, jobs in Pattaya and rejuvenate
Pattaya’s tourism industiv. the mean level is between 5.12 to 5.41, but in resident
income sector, both male and female have neutral perceptions, their mean level is
between 4.59 to 4.92=

In social impacts, both male and female have neutral perceptions about
social impacts of adventure tourism development. The average mean is 4.42.

Both male and female have neutral perceptions toward the impacts of
adventure tourism development about Pattaya’s culture, Pattaya®s family relation,

number of crimes in Pattaya, number of drugs problems in Pattaya, resident's


http://t.-Irir.al
http://t.-Irir.al
http://t.-Irir.al

standard of living and Pattaya’s local customs, the mean level is between 4.11 to
4.75.

In environmental_ impacts, both male and femal e have neutral perceptions
about environmental impacts of adventure tourism development. The average
mean is 4.24.

Both male and female have neutral perceptions toward the impacts of
adventure tourism devel opment about environment in Patiaya, infrastructurein
Pattaya, pollution in Pattaya, the  torical Sites in Pattaya, animal lifein Pattay

and natural resources in Pattaya. The mean level is between 4.01 to 4.79.

Age
Table 6-8: Level of perception of residents who are different ages of

adventure tourism development about economic, social and environment

impacts
| Mean  1Std. Std. [ a5 I pimmmu 1 Wasmu
Drewnatio | Error | Confide jail i
n rice
1 1Interval |
5 5 i ‘ I for ‘ a
| ! | j i I
i | | ! Mean g
; ! i | racer U pper ‘ |
i 5 ‘ ! 1Round 1 Bound | '
[ 1 <30 245 5.1667 | 16078 06435 50199 15.2934 217 7.00
" Eoonom 1
is .
impacts :
97 | 53134 | .87980 | .08933 [4.9361 152907 300 700
>50 i5.4167 | 62361 | 2°048 148953 [59380 450 6.17
Total | 350 151575 | .96550 | .05161 15.0561 {5.2501 7.00
11 <30 | 245 | 5.19 | 137060 |.08756 [4.9092 152541 1 1.00 7.00
nvestn ! ! ! ! !
entin !
Paftava ‘
agg7 133821 | 1587 5524 | ton N
»50) 3 230 75593 26776 6.1320 4.0 1 6.00
Total 5.1486 | 135236 | .07Z.. 50064 |5.9907  100. 7.00

[Su}
x|



12 1<30 245 152653 11.17654 | 07517 15.1172 15.4134 j1.00 17.00
Support 1 ! | I i
for other | |
business | ! ;
esin I | E
Pattaya 1 ! 1
97 51649  1.332031 .14032  4.3864 154435 [1.00 [7.00
=50 57500 88641 |.31339 50089 | £.491 4.00 17.00
Total 350 52486 123160 1_06533 | 51191 [5.3780 1.00 17.00
L3 <su | 245 53469 1.40186 .089%6 51705 |5.5234 11.00 1 7.00
ment m ! ; | 1 |
Pattaya ' | | ! 1
30-50 | ez 51753  1.35400 I3749 — 4.9023 [5.4489 {1.00 7.00
=50 ' 56250 11.06066 |.37500 165117 14.00 7.00
Total 350 53057 14.38171 Q7354 15 15.4510 1.00 7.00
1.4 <30 1245 1{ 46400 11.45677 =}—.09307 4.4657 |4,8323 | 160 7.00
Your k ] I l 1
income e | i
30-50 14 35 ;_1.24354 {12626 145329  5.0341 1.00 [7.00
=501 5 3 | S2500 | 23641 1.31339 145089 [5.9911  4.00  16.00
Total ;350 | 47000 | 17321271 .07436 14.5537 | 42463  LLy | 7.00
I 15 <30 |245 | 52682 1120055 |08245 |5.0458 15.3706 1.00 1'7.00
|Jobsin 1 ' l I
Pattaya_ |l !
| 1 3050 |97 |5.1856 127745 12971 4.9 15.4430 ]9.00 .00
1>50 18 = 51250 1.35620 f 47949 6.2588 i j 700
D Total 340 1 52000 5.0 {53351 11.00 7.00
I 16In {<30 | 245 | 54490 52 15.6356 |1.00 7.00
I Pattaya's I | |
{ tourism | | {
mdustry i
130-50 197 15 25 165624 |.16817 | 47427 =5 4163 11.00 __ Jom
, >50 53500 '1.28174 |.45316 14.1724 | 63216  4.00 7.00
i Total 3500 53429  1.533631.08198 [5.1816 15.5041 1.00 7.00
2. Social | <30 745 4.4014 98327  .06314  4.2770 | 4.5257 1.00 % a—
impacts 1
' JO-50 97 14,4931 98305 1.09981 14.2950 [4.6913 : L.50 7.00
=50 | 42708  1.347551.4765713.1439 53977 @ 1.33 155.0
Total 350 {4.4238 99%A5 | 05311 | 43193 45283  1.00 1.7.00
21 <30 245 Y4808 141772 1.09057 = [4.1114  4.4682 1.00 '7.00
Pattaya's . !
culture l | ] '
3040 97 LA 4327 36205113800 141470 46984 | 1.00 i7.00
>50 7 43750 «1 58502 | .59574 29667 | 57371 100 A
Total 350 1413086 11.407321.07522 | 41206 [4.4765 11.00 fu
2.2 <30 245 14 71 11.486551_09497 [4.4701 14.8442 j1.00 7
Famdy 1 i 1 | |
relations : I ! : o
s En 97 14A021 11.440921.14630 14.1117 146925 | 1.0l 7T
§' il | 8 [ 43za0  |1542 08 sR05A 12,7822 154978 1.00 1 8,00
| Total 1350 145743 |1, 47915 |.07906 5 47998 |1 00 17.00
23  1<30 2245 41143 1 1565171 .11915 ,4.3490 | 108 {'7.00
- Number f 1 ] i | L f |
| of : I . f | ! 1 |
i . | t !
crirmes ' | ! | i !
n | | | !
Pattara ! i
30-50 436 1.79806 |.18257 147232 {1.00 | zooa




! | & 337=0 ! 1505941 53243 121160  4.6340 11.00 15.00
! Total | 350 1657  1.842191.09847 13.9720  4.3594 11.00 17.00
34 <30 1245 42082 f 187562 11983 13.9721  4.4442 [1.00 | 208
Number ! }
of drug | |
problem | ;
Sin 1 |
Pattava f
30-50 97 1442271 1.89756 | .19267 [4.0402  4.8051 1.00 [ Z.00
=50 2 | 3875111  1.246421 44063 128330  4.9170 | 2.00 ' 5.00
Total 350 | 42600 11.860171.09991 14.0635 14.4565 11.00 1700
I <30 1245 46245 .1.31737 |.08416 144537 | 47903 1100  17.00
Your | { ! E
| standard | ! i
of living ! |
050 |97 | 47935 11.208541.13185 14.5321 150555 [1.00 7.00
250 ! 4.7500  {1.98206 1 .70076 3.0930 16.4070 {1.00 7.00
1 Total 350 146743 11.327331.07095 145347  4.8138 1.00 7.00
. 26 1<30 t245 145143 1 1.44461 1 09229 43325 |4 A%1  {1.00 7.00
| Pa yds i l l !
1 local ! l ! !
Lcustoms 1 : ! |
30-50 o 45567 1 157433 '.15°8° 42394 14.8740 11.00 7.00
| =50 8 53150 11.807721 .63913 3.6137 16.6363 12.00 7.00
1Total | 3l | 45400 | 148820 | .07955 43835 14.6965 11.00 71110
3 i <0 | 245 €. & | 103813 | .06632 41109 '4.3721 1.00 6.83
Erearon |1 I !
mental 1
Inpacts !
13050 197 142474 11.07667 1.10932 T 4.4644
1>50 3 145208 | &5133 30118 2nza i
| Total 350 142495 | 1.043371 05577  4,13; 14.3502 ] | 6.
I 31 <30 245 143714 11.475481.09427 | 41855 45571 ' | 7.00
Enwiron i
| mentin . ! | l
Pattavas 1 ‘ f.
130-50 |97 42784 11599101 .16236 |3.9561  4.6006 1.00 7.00
e 3 | 42500 1158114 | 55807 55719 1 1.00 6.00
Total 350 4347% 1 1.509151.081367 14.1842 45015 | 100 17.00
32 <30 245 4.7265 1.397711.08930 '4.5506  4.9024 11.00 17.00
Infastru i
chire in ’
Pattaya | |
1 70-50 |97 {48763 |1.52928 1 A5528 | 4.5621 51845  L0O 700
L=50 Ly [ 5000 11.06904 |.37796 14.6063 16.3937 ! 4.00 £.00
1Total 1350 147857 11.43126] 07650 146352 149362 11.00 17.00
33 <3D 245 | 30420 1.687951 10784 137304 |4.1553 11.00 7.00
Fallutio 1 { I
n i 1 i
Fattava | . i
130-50 | 97 Yo 1t I L — 1700
| >50 | o = 11.00 15.00
1Total 1350 0143 | 41 - 1 7.00
1 1 <38 1 245 142816 11.40436 1.08975 41046 1 44584 1 1.00 1 700
i i I i i | | I
| historica 1 i ) I ! 1
1 isites m 1 I | ! I l
Patbaya_ 1 ! i : E
13050 197 14.1443 1132279 1.13431 | 3&777_ 144109 ;1.00 17.00

[N
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| | >50 I5.00W 106004 37796 1 41053 | 58937  4.00 | 7.00
1 | Total  |350 " 42600 0 137865 .07369 | 41151 | 44049 100 L 7.00
35 1 =30 t 245 40204 1620691 .10354 | 35165 4.2244 1.00 | 708
. Animal | i f
ilifein i -
| Patlava |
| {agsp L 97 4mos 177353 { 1B007 36632 143781 |1.00 1700
I s 45000 1110523 | 42258  >7°8 | 54892 |3.00 fut
| | Total | 350 | 40314 11653901 02340  3.3576 142053 11.00 1 7.00
i 16 | <30 245 | 4.1563 1;161098 I 10202 | 2.9us4 | 4.3089 51-00 %7.00
Natural | | ; { | \ I
' resource | ; [ i \
i 5 l f l ! !
Fattaya_ | ' x
| [30-50 97 | 30485 | 149563 15185 3.6470_ 142499 | 1.00 i oo
i L FAl K 417250 11.80772 63913 26157 '5.6363 11.00 T
{ Total =50 | 40676 1158124108452 | 3.8966 42291 11.00 700

In economic impacts, all residents in different ages have positive

perceptions about economic impacts of adventure tourism devel opment

average mean is 5.2323.

Residents in different ages have positive perceptions toward the impacts of

adventure tourism devel opment about investment in Pattaya, support for other

businesses in Pattaya. employment in Patiaya, jobs in Pattaya and rejuvenate

Pattaya®s tourism industry, the mean level is between 5.08 to 5.75, but in

resident's income sector, their perceptions are different, residents whose ages are

lower than thirty years and between thirty years to fifty years have neutral

perceptions about their income impacts of adventure tourism development, their

mean level of perceptions are 4.65 and 4.83. For residents whose age is more than

fifty years, they have positive perceptions about their income impacts, their mean

level of perception are 5.25.

N
L
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In socia impacts, residents who have different ages have neutral
perceptions about soci pacts of adventure tourism development. Average
mean is 4 -884.

Pattaya’s culture, resident's family relation and resident standard level
of living issues, residents different ages have neutral perceptions toward the
Impacts of adventure tourism development and their mean level of perception is
between 4.13 to 4.79. In number of crimesin Pattaya issue, residents in different
ages have different perceptions, residents whose ages are lower th as
and between thirty to fitly years have neutral perceptions, their  ean levels are
between 4.11 to 4.36, and residents whose ages are more than fif years have
negative peiceptio s, their mean levels of perception are 3.38. For the number of
drugs problems in Pattaya issue, residents whose have different ages have
different perceptions about the number of drugs problemsin Pattaya impacts of
adventure tourism development. Residents whose ages are lower than thirty years
and between thirty to fitly years have neutral perceptions, their mean levels are
between 4.20 and 4.42, and residents whose age are more than fifiy years have
negative perceptions, their mean levels of perception are 3.88. About the Pattaya’s
local customs issue, residents whose have different ages have different
perceptions about the Pattava’s local customs impacts of adventure tourism
development. Residents whose ages are lower than thir  ears :td between thirty
to t i, years have neutral perceptions, their  an leveis a e between 4.5 and
4.56, and residents whose ages are more than fifty - have positive

perceptions mean level of perception are 5.13.
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In physical environment pacts residents who have different ages have
neutral perceptions about physical environment impacts of adventure tourism
development. The average mean is 4.3366.

In environment in Pattaya and animal life in Pattaya issues, residentsin
different ages have neutral perceptions toward the impacts of adventure tourism
development, their mean levelsof  rception are between 4.02 to 4.50. About
infrastructure in Pattaya issue, residents whose ages are lower than thirty years
and between thirty to fifty years have neutral perceptions, the mean level are 4.73
and 4.88, but residents whose ages are more than fifty years, have positive
perceptions, their mean level is 5.50. For pollution in Patiaya issue, residents
whose ages are lower than ‘hirty years and more than fifty years have negative
perceptions, the mean levels are 3.94 and 3.75, but residents whose ages are
between thirty and fifty years, have neutral perceptions, their mean levels are
4.22. Based on the historical sitesin Pattaya issue, resident whose ages are lower
than thirty years and between “thirty to fifty years have neutral perception the
mean levels are 4.28 and 4.14, but residents whose ages are more than fifty years,
have positive perceptions, heir mean level is 00. In Natural resources in Pattaya
issue, resident whose ages are lower than thirty years and more than fifty years
have neutral perceptions, the mean levelsare 4.11 and 4.13, but resident whose
ages are between thirty and fifty vea have negative perceptions, their ean

level is 3.95.
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Education
Table 6-9: Level of perception of residents who have different of educational
levels of adventure tourism devel opment about economic, social and

environment impacts

{ N ’ Mean | Std. | Std. | 95% E Minmmu  Blawmo
i Dennatig : Error | Confide |m en
! | nce
li 4 li E I}ltem?j
i I Mlean |
[ | Lower Upper |
| ! | I ', | Bound Bound
1. E High | 228 ; sa237% | 88169 | .05839 5,1123 5.3424 2.50 | 7.00
" Econom | school | ; : I
it . o lower | 1’ ‘ |
| Inpacts | \ \ | i
| Bachelo 113 ! 50297 |1.111031 {228 | 4827 5.2322 217 7.00
| r degree | . .
| Master 4 ¢ 0583 i.643 75 JGEIBS | 39341 | 59826 1433 5.67
degree || ! ! | | [
| ! i ‘ !
higher ) i | : ’
‘ Total ‘I 357 151576 | 26550 1 615161 15.0501 52591 [2.17 7.00
i1 | High I 228 52719 11.29577 | BsE1 5.1028 54410 |11.00 !7. 0
| f
1 i
1
495761 1.43458 13208 4 5961 52192 1.00 17.00
375  1.50000 25000 | 29544 {45450  3.00 2.00

5.2907 1.00 7.00
= High | 223 | 54911 100 7.00
1 Support | school [ i
for other  or lower “ li | |
business { ' |
| ezin \ I |
| Paftya | | | !
| Bachele | - | £3817 | 121522111127 143801 153232 1.00 7.00
| r degree _ | ‘ ! i
Master | TS0 | 81650 ' .40825 f?7008 1 6.2992 4.00 6.00
degree , ‘I :
or |' \ f 1 \
higher '. 1 | ‘ _
Total |, 0 HERY] 1 1.231601 .06583 | 1191 | 5.37% A" 700
I High | 22 sazoe | 137593 | 09111 151406 5A997 | 1.00 7.00
| Employ  school 1 ! |
raent or lower | .
| Patbava f { 1
Rarhein 1 118 7712 114116101 12.944 50148 55275 1200 700
r degree
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| Master
degree
or
I higher
| Total
14  |High
Y our | school
mcome | or lower
’ Bachelo
r degree

I
i

]

550M 1 1.29099

.64550

7.00

Bed sl

3057 | 136171

.07386

| 5.1605

4.7763 1.30670 |

.08654

| 4.6053

1 5.4510
| 4.54588

7.00
7.00

118

| Master
| degree
| o
| higher
| Total
15 1 High
Jobsin éschool
Patiaya | or lower
Bacheln
r degree
I Master
deares
or
higher
| Total
| 1.61n | High
Pattaya's | school
| tourism | or lower
industry |

350
228

118

350

| 228

| 45503

t
]

I

P A4BM

1.53335

|1 1.73205

14116

.36603

1 4.2738
\
'I 1.7439
{

4.8389

7.00

7.00

i
470051 1.391231 I

i

5.2281 {1.20231 | 17
|

! |

533585 11.449521 .
1 .

|

| i
55000 1 57735 |.

|
i
| I
i

52000 [1234691

116

5.1525 1.56690

|_higher

551100 1.29059

| Total
]2. Zocial | High
| Impacts | schoal
" or lower

350

52429 1.53363 |

228

1.00562 |
1

45219

| Bachelo

r degree

118

|
Bl

42090 .53603 |

543S6 E1.51663I "
!

.14424

=)

o
Lk
L

b

08193
06660

.08617

1 4.8713
\

7.00

4.5813

E
|

| 5.2407

1

5.0a49

1

1 Ril

S

:

7.00

) 700

6.00

700

7.00

| 4 3669

1.00

7.00

13.4457

[7.5543

4.00

700

5.1816,
| 4.3907

7.00

7.00

14.0384

6.83

Master
‘ degree
I or

higher

N

5.1667 .94261

47140

| 3.6664

6.50

| Total

| 4.423s

95365 |

.05311

4.3193

1:00

[7.00

R High
Pattaya's | school

culture jor lower_|

43947 1.41183 1

I B

AK495

1.397831

| degree
or
| hagher
| Total
22 1 High
| Farily | school
shios

or lowrer,

i

2508 |‘
i 1

55743 1.

09350

1 4.2105

1 4 5790

1.00

[ 7.00

1.00

7.00

400

I 6.00

1.00

1.00

,00
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Eachely E 118
r degree |

14584? 1 141613 .13037 {4.3266

|4.8429

[1.00

[7.00

Master
degree
or

~ higher

Total

4

14.75C0O 1221736 i 1.10868
| i |

\ ! |
|

| |

|
Number
of
crimes
In
Pait:

3

[t

=

A

High
school
or lower

Bacheln

118

Biaster
degree
or

higher

Total

350

1457431 1.479151 .07906
143377 l 2372 ! 12078

i
]
\_
1

2.00

7.00

1.00 7.00

1.00

7.00

L

811 1.83439 16887 13.4537
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In economic impacts residents who have different educational levels have
positive perceptions about economic imjpact of adventure tourism development.
The average mean is 5.0718.

In support of other businesses in Pattay a, employment in Pattaya, jobsin
Pattaya and rejuvenate Pattaya’s tourism industry issues, residents who have
different educational levels have positi e perceptions toward the impacts of
adventure tourism development, their mean level of perceptions are between 5.00
to 5.50. According to investment in Pattaya iSssue, residents whose levels of
education are high school or lower have positive perceptions, their mean level of
perception is 5.27, residents whose level of education are bachelor degree have
neutral perception, their mean level of perception s 4.96 and residents se
level of education are master degree or higher have negative perceptions, their
mean level of perception is 3.75. about resident's income izzuze, ali residents who
have different levels of education have neutral perceptions, the mean levels are

between 4.50 to 4.78.
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In social impacts, for respondents who are study in high school or lower
have neutral perceptions about social impacts of adventure tourism devel opment,
their mean is 4.5219, in the case of residents who study in bachelor degree, also
have neutral perception, their mean is 4.2090, but the resident who study in master
degree or higher, have positive perceptions about social impacts of adventure
tourism development, their mean is 5.1667.

In family relation and resident's standard of living issues, all residents who
have different levels of education have neutral perceptions toward the impacts of
adventure tourism development, their mean levels of perceptions are between 4.38
to 4.83. For Pattaya®s culture issue, resident whose level of education are
school or lower and bachelor degree have neutral perceptions, their mean levels of
perception are 4.40 and 4.17, but residents whose level of education are master
desree OF higher have positive perception, their mean level of perception is5.25.
According to number of crimesin Paitaya issue, resident whose level of education
are high school or lower have neutral perception, the mean level is 4.34, residents
whose level of education are bachelor degree have negative perception, the mean
level is 3.79 and residents whose level of education are master degree or higher
have po five perceptions, their mean level of perception 5.50. Based on
number of drugs problemsin Pattaya issue, residents whose level of education are
high school or lower have neutral perception, the mean level is 4.40, resident
whose level of education is bachelor degree have negative perception, the mean
level is 3.97 and residents whose level of education are master degree or higher

have positive perceptions, their mean level of perception is 5.00. About Paftaya’s
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local customsissue, resident whose levels of education are high school or lower
and bachelor degree have neutral perceptions, their mean level of perception are
4.61 and 4.37, but residents whose level of education are master degree or higher
have more positive perception, their mean level of perception is 6.00.

hi physical environmental impacts, residents who have study in high
school or lower have neutral perceptions about physical environment of adventure
tourism development, their level of perception is 4.3947. Residents who study in
bachelor degree have negetive perceptions about physical environment of
adventure tourism devel opment, their level of perception is 3.9798. Residents who
study in master degree or higher have negative perceptions about physical
environment of adventure tourism development, their level of perceptionis
3.9583.

In environmental in Pattaya and the historical sites. in Pattaya issues, all
residents in different level of education have neutral perceptions, their mean levels
of perception are between 4.01 to 4.75. For infrastructure in Pattaya issue, resident
whose educational level are high school or lower and bachelor degree have neutra
perceptions, the mean levels are 4.88 and 4.65, but residents whose educational
levels are master degree or higher have negative perceptions, their mean level is
3.25. About pollution in Pattaya issue, residents whose educational levels are high
school or lower and master degree or higher have neutral perceptions mean
levels of perception are 4.23 and 4.75, but residents whose educational level are
bachelor degree have negative imp the mean level is 3 57. Accordin

animal's life in Pattava issue, sidents whose educational are high school or
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lower have neutral perceptions, the mean level is 4.20. but residents whose

educational level are bachelor degree and master degree or higher have negative

perceptions, their mean levels are 3.71 and 3.75. Based on the natural resources in

Pattaya issue, residents whose educational level are high school or lower have

neutral  -ceptions, the mean level is 4.25, residents whose educational level are

bachelor degree have negative perceptions, their mean level is 2.75 and resident

whose educational level are master degree or higher have miore negative

perceptions, their mean level iz 2.7=.

Resident's household income
Table 6-10: Level of perception of residents who have different household
incomes of adventure tourism devel opment about economic, social and

environment impacts

M ]Mean | sta. | &= 95% 1 Minim u 1 Mazinu
i Dewatin | Error ﬂConfidel an
] i | rice \
| 5 Interval
l E for
i an L

1 Lower pper
{Bound Bound

. <0000 1 240 5. 1.01422 .06999 i4.9652 | 52411 17 | 7.00
| Econom | 1
is t
Impacts i L ! _
| } 10,000~ 1 113 2714 TRETA i .07420 1244 41154 300 § 7.00
1 30,000 1
! >30,000 ' 27 5.1049 | 1.21700 | 3421 4623 233 7.00
{Total wen 5.1 | 96550 | 05161 i _.0561 2.2591 2.17 7.00
| 11 E <10, 000 210 53143 | 1.3470 .09296 483140 5.2975 1.00 7.00
| Investm |
erdin
| Paaya
10,000- | 113 | 52472 25022 11761  15.0143 15.4303 00 { 7.00
| 30,000 E |
[ >30,000 |27 | 506000 | 177591 | 34177 3975 100 | 7.00
1Total | 35U {53486 | 135236 07229 | 100 17.00
| <10.000 1210 5200 | 1.30439 | .09001 4 101 [ 7.00
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34 | <10,00131 210 4.4476 131230 | 09056 42691 | 4.6261 1.00 | 7.00
| The ;
|
|
! 10,000- | 113 41504 137075 17495 | 3.8949  4.4059 1.00 700
30,0130 N
| s3u000 27 32503 1483135 28541 | 26726 38459 100 | 600 |
| Total | 350 42600 137865  073FY | 41151  4.4049 100 | 700
35 1<uinnn | 210 41333 8284 10971 | 39171 43496 100 7.00
lifein
Pattaya |
10.000- 113 3.9381 174578 | 16404 | 3,6130 | 4.2631 1.00 L '7.00
30,000 | | o
>311,1300 | 27 3.629 17334 | 33397 | 29432 43161 100
B jTotal [350  4p314 165390 | 08840 | 38576 42053 | 100 _ 7166
36 1 <ipmonn | 210 47286 145594 | 113047 | 40305  4.4266 1.00 7.00
Matural i
TEamyce I
smn I
v 1.00u- | 113 39027 170590 16045 35547  4.2206 1.00 '7.00
130,000
[ =3p000 27 3.4444  1.80455 [ 27306 41583 100 7.00
[ Total | 350 40629 | 158124 .08452 | 38%a6 | 42291 | 1.00 7.00

In economic impacts, residents who have different household income have

positive perception about economic impacts of adventure tourism development.

Average mean is 5.1598.

Residents in Pattava who have different average household income have

positive perceptions toward the impacts of adventure tourism devel opment about

investment in Pattaya, support for other businesses in P attaya, employment in
Pattaya, jobs in Pattaya and rejuvenate Pattaya s tourism industry, their mean

level of perceptions are between 5.00 to 5.63, but in resident's income issue,
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resident whose average household income are lower than ten thousand and more
than thirty thousand have neutral perceptions, the mean levels are 4.59 and 4.33
and residents whose average household income are between ten thousand to thisty
thousand have positive perception, their mean level is 5.00.

In social impacts, the residents who have different househol d_incomes
have neutral perceptions about social impact of adventure tourism devel opment,
the average mean is 4.3708.

Residents in Pattaya who have different average household incomes have
neutral perception toward the impacts of adventure tourism devel opment about
Pattaya’s culture, family relation, number of drugs problemsin Patfaya, resident's
standard of living and Patiaya’s local customs, their mean levels of perception are
between 4.11 to 4.75, but in number of crimes problems issue, residents whose
average household incomes are lower than ten thousand and between ten thousand
to thirty thousand have neutral perception, the mean levelsare 4.29 and 4.14 and
residents whose average household income are more than thirty thousand have
negative perceptions, their mean level is 3.30.

In physical environment impacts, residents who have household income
lower than ten thousand and residents who have household income between ten
thousand to thirty thousand is close to 4.00, therefore their perception about
physical environment impacts of adventure tourism development is neutral but
residents who have household income more than thirty thousand have negative
perceptions about physical environment impacts of adventure tourism

development, their level of perception is 3.7407.
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In environment in Pattaya izsn sid itswhose average household
income are lower than ten thousand and between ten thousand to thirty thousand
have neutral perceptions toward the impacts of adventure tourism development,
the mean levels are 4.50 and 4.16, but residents whose average household income
are more than thirty thousand have negative perceptions, the mean level is 3.85.
About the infrastructure in Pattaya issue, residents whose average household
income are lower than ten thousand and between ten thousand to thirty thousand
have neutral perceptions, th mco evelsare 4.84 and 4.58,but residents whose
average household income are more than thirty thousand have positive
perceptions, the mean level is5.22. According to pollution  Pattaya, residents
whose average household incomes are lower than ten thousand and between ten
thousand to thirty thousand have neutral perceptions, the mean levels are 4.14 and
4.02, but residents whose average household incomes are more than thirty
thousand have negative perceptions, the mean level is 3.04. From the historical
sites in Patiaya iSsue, residents whose average household incomes are lower than
ten thousand and between ten thousand to thirty thousand have neutral
perceptions, the mean levels are 4.45 and 4.15, but residents whose average
household incomes are. more than thirty thousand have negative perceptions, the
mean level is 3.26. Based on animal's life in Pattaya issue, residents whose
average household incomes are lower than ten thousand have neutral perceptions,
their mean level of perception is 4.13, but residents whose average household
incomes are between ten thousand to th #t¥ thousand and more tha

thousand have negative perceptions, their mean levels of perception are 3.94 and
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3.63. From natural resources in Pattaya issue, residents whose average household

income are lower than ten thousand have neutral perceptions, their mean levels of

perception is 4.23, but residents whose average household incomes are between

ten thousand to thirty thousand and more than thirty thousand have negative

perceptions, their mean levels of perception are 3.90 and 3.44.

Occupations

Table&-31: L

of perception of residents who have different occupations

of adventure tourism development about economic, social and environment
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In economic impacts, respondents who have different careers have positive
perceptions about economic impacts of adventure tourism development. Mean
average is 5.2090.

From investment in Pattaya issue, housewife, firm employee, business
owners, student, and unemployed have positive perceptions toward the impacts of
adventure tourism development, their levels of perception are between 5.13 to

5.67, but government employees have neutral perceptions, the mean level is4.75.
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In support for other business in Pattaya issue, housewife, government emplo ee,
employee, business owner, 1id student have positive perceptions, their levels
of perception are between 5.20 to 5.59, but unemployed have more positive
perceptions, their level of perception is 6.00. From employment in Pattaya issue,
housewife, firm employee, business owner and student have positive perceptions
their levels of perception are between 5.00 to 5.56, but government employees
have neutral perceptions, the mean level is4.50 and unemployed have more
pos Fe e options, themean level is6.67. Based on resident's income issue,
housewife have positive perception, their level of perception is5.25, but
government employee, firm employee, business owner, student and unemployed
have neutral perception, their levels of perception are between 4.00 to 4.81. About
jobsin Paitaya issue, housewife, firm employee, business owner, student and
unemployed have positive perception, the mean levels are between 5.16 to 5.67,
but government employee have neutral perceptions, their mean level is 4.88. From
rejuvenate Patiaya’s tourism industry issue, housewife, firm employee, bisiness
owner, students and unemployed have positive perceptions, their mean levels are
between 5.13 to 5.67, but government employee have neutral perception, the
mean level is4.88.

In social impacts, residents who have different careers have neutral
perception about social impacts of adventure tourism development. The average
mean is4.3

Pattaya’s cultureissue, house . firm employee, business owner and

student have neutral perceptions, their mean levels are between 4.16 to 4.91, but
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governmeni  ployee and unemployed have negative perceptions, the mean
levels are 3.63 and 3.67. from family relation issue, all residentsin different
careers have neutral perceptions, their mean levels are between 4.00 to 4.71.
About number of crimesin Pattaya impacts, housewife have positive perception,
the mean level is5.00, but government employee, students and unemployed have
negative perception, their mean levels are between 3.63 to 3.68, firm employee
and business owner have neutral perceptions, the mean levels are 4.24 and 4.09.
According to number of drugs problems in Patiaya issue, housewife have positive
perception, the mean level is5.42, but government employee, students and
unemployed have negative perceptions, their mean levels of perception are
between 3.67 to 3.95, firm employee and business owner have neutral
perceptions, the mean levels are 4.26 and 4.34. For resident's standard of living
issue, housewife, business owner and unemployed have positive perceptions, their
mean levels of perception are between 5.00 to 5.75, but government employee
have negative perceptions, the mean level is 3.75, firm employee and students
have neutral perceptions, the mean levels are 4.63 and 4.37. In Pattaya’s local
customs impacts, housewife, firm employee, business owner, students and
unemployed have neutral perceptions, their mean levels of perception we between
4.00 to 4.63, but government employee have negative perceptions, the mean level
is1.75.

In physical environment impacts, resident who is housewife, firm
cl business owner and student have neutral perception about physical

environment impacts of adventure tourism development and Their level of
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perception is close to 4.00 but resident who is government employee and
unemployed peopl have negative perceptions about physical environment
impacts of adventure tourism development and their levels of perceptions
to 3.00.

From environment in Pattaya issue, wusewife havepos i 1 ceptions,
the mean level 5.17, but governm nployee, firm employee and students
have neutral perceptions, their mean levels of perception are between 4.25 to
business owner have negativ perception, the mean level is 3.97 and unemployed
have more negative perceptions, the mean level is2.67. According to
infrastructure in Patiaya issue, housewife, business owner and unemployed have
p it re perceptions, their mean levels of perception are between 5.03 to 5.41, but
government employee, firm employee and students have neutral perceptions, the
mean levels are between 4.13 to 4.78. About pollution in Pattaya issue, housewife
have positive perception, the mean level is5.42, but government employee,
business owner, students a: 1 unemployed have negative perc - tions, their mean
levels of perception are between 3.13 to 3.88 and firm employee have neutral
perceptions, the mean level is4.11. From the historical sitesin Pattaya issue,
houses €, firm employ e, business owners and students have neutral p ceptions,
their mean levels of percep e between 4.16 to 4.75, bu government
employee have negative percepti the mean level is 3.38 and unemployed have
more negative perceptions, the mean level s2.67. In animal'slifein Pattaya
issue housewife, firm employee, business own nd students have neutral

per eptions, their mean levels of perception are between 4,02 to 4.41, but
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government employee and tine

levels ar

" d have negative perceptions, t re mean

15 and 3.00. Based on natural resources in Pattayaissue, housewife,

firm employee and students have neutral perceptions, their” mean levels of

perception are between 4.08 to 4.67, but government employee, business owners

and unemployed have negative perceptions, their

between 3.00 to 3.81.

6.2 Conclusion of research

an levels of perception are

This section comprise of hypotheses statement, hypotheses finding and

hypotheses conclusion, the details are shows as follows:

Table 6-12: Summary finding of hypotheses testing

Hypotheses Statement Finding Conclusion

Hi The residentsin Patiaya BejectHO 1 The residents in Paitaya are not have no
have no positive perception positive perception about economic impacts
about economic impacts (investment, support other business,
(investment support other employment in Pattaya, Respondents
business, employment in income, jobsin Paitaya and rejuvenates
Pattaya, Respondents income, Pattavz’s tourism industry) of adventure
jobs in Pattaya and rejuvenates tourism development in Pattaya
Pattaya’s tourism industry) of
adventure tourism

development in Pattaya.

' 112; Theresidentsin Pastaysa Ferect HO 2 j The residents in Pattaya are not have no

have no positive perception
about social impacts {Pattava’s

positive perception about social impacts
{Pattaya’s CUlture, family relations, number
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culture S,
number of crimes problems,
number of drugs problems,
respondents standard level of
living and Pattaya’s local
customs) of adventure tourism

development in Pattaya.

of ¢rimes problems, number of drugs
problems, respondents' standard level of
living and Pattaya’s local customs) of

adventure tourism development in Pattaya.

H3: Theresidentsin Pattaya Reject Ho 3 The residents in Pattava are not have no
have no positive perception positive perception about physical

about physical environment environment impacts (environment in
impacts (environment in Pattaya, infrastructure in Pattaya, pollution in
Patiaya, infrastructure in Patiaya, the historical sitesin Pattaya,
Pattaya, pollution in Pattays, animals life in Patiaya and natural resources
the historical sitesin Pattaya, in Pattaya) of adventure tourism
animalslife in Pattaya and development in Pattaya.

natural resources in Pattaya) of

adventure tourism

development in Pattaya.

14: Theresidentsin Pattaya EeiectHo 4 The residents in Pattaya are not have no

have no positive perception
toward the overall impacts of
adventure tourism
development in Pattaya, it
comprises of economic, soeial

and environmental impacts.

positive perception toward the overall
impacts of adventure tourism development in
Pattaya, it comprises of economic, social and

environmental impacts.

H5: Thereis no differencein Fail torgect HO 5
perception of economic impacts

among different genders.

There is no difference in perception or econom
impacts among differsnt Fenders. Both males and
females have pozt == perception about economic

impact of adventure tourism development. The

average 1ieanis 51724
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' H6. Thereis no differencein

perception «t & 11 Cimpacts

among different ages.

Fail to rgject Ho 6

" Thereis no differencein perception of economic

impacts among different ages. All of resident in
different aces have positive perception about
economic impacts of adventure tourism

development. The average mean is 5.2323.

H7: Thereis no differencein
perception of economic impacts
among different educational

levels.

Fail torgject Ho 7

Thereisno difference in perception of economic
impacts among residents with different
educational levels. Resident who have different
educational levels have positive perception about
economic impacts o f adventure tourism

development. The average mean is 5.0712.

HE- Thereisno differencein
perception of economic impacts
among different household

incomes.

Fail toregject Ho 8

There is no difference in perception of economic
impacts among different resident's household
incomes. Resident who have different household
incomes have positive perception about economic
impacts of adventure tourism devel opment.

Average mean is & 1553

H9: Thereisno differznce in
perception of economic impacts

among different careers.

Fail to reject HO 9

There is no difference in perception of economic
impacts among different careers. Respondents
who have different careers have positive
perception about economic impacts of adventure

tourism development. Mean average is 5.2090.
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THE ASSUMPTION UNTVERSITY TTRY

H10: Thereis no differencein
perception of economic impacts
among different r idents who are
working in adventure tourism and
resident who are not working in

adventure tourism.

Reject Ho 10

There is difference in perception of economic
impacts among different residents who are
working in adventure tourism and residents who
are not working in adventure tourism. Residents
who are working in adventure tourism have more
positive perception about economic impacts of
adventure tourism development than residents
who ate not working in adventure tourism. Mean
perception about economic impacts of residents
who are working in adventure tourism is 5.3416
and mean of residents who are not working

adventure tourism is 5.0604.

H11. Thereisno differencein
perception of social impacts

among different genders.

Fail to reject Ho 11

. There is no difference in perception of social

impacts among different Fenders Both males and
females have neutral perception about social
impacts of adventure tourism development. The

average mean is 4.4222.

H12: Thereisno differencein
perception of social impacts

among different ages.

Fail to reject Ho 12

Thereis no difference in perception of social
impacts among different ages. Resident who have
different ages have neutral perception about
social impacts of adventure tourism development.

Lverage mean is4.38
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H1Thereisno differencein
perception of social impacts

‘ arnc rig different educational

Reject Ho 13

Thereis difference in perception of soc @
mpacts among different educational levels,
because Ho (null hypothesis) is rejected. For
respondent who study in high school or lower
have neutral perception about social impacts of
adventure tourism development, their mean is
45219. in the case of resident who study in
bachelor d=gree, they also have neutral
perception, their mean is 4.2090, but the resident
who study in master degree or higher, they have
positive perception about social impacts of

adventure tourism development, their meanis

H14: Thereisno differencein
perception of social impacts
among different household

incomes.

Fail to rgject Ho 14

Thereis no difference in perception of social
impacts among different household incomes. The
residents who have different household incomes
have neutral perception about social impacts of
adventure tourism devel opment, the average

mean is 4.3708.

HIS: Thereisno differencein
perception of social impacts

among different careers.

Fail to rgject Ho 15

| There is no difference in perception of social

i impacts among different careers. Residents who

| have different careers have neutral perception

E
j @bout social imp acts of adventure tourism

| development. The average mean is 4.3077.




H14: Thereis no differencein Fail to reject Ho 16
perceptio n of social impacts

among different residents who are

working in adventure tourism and

residents who are not working in

adventure tourism.

There is no difference in perception of social
impacts among different residents who are
working in adventure tourism and residents who
are not working in adventure tourism. Both of
residents who are working and who are not
working in adventure tourism have neutral
perception about social impacts of adventure
tourism development. The average mean iz

85,

L

4
5.

Iy

R17: Thereisno differencein Fail to reject Ho 17
perception of physical
environment impacts among

different genders,

There is no difference in perception of physical
environment it acts among different genders.
Both males and females have neutral perception
about physical environment impacts of adventure
tourism development and the average mean is

4.2439.

H18: Thereisno differencein Fail to reject Ho 18
perception «f physical
environment impacts among

different ages.

Thereis no difference ir: perception of physical
environment imp acts among different ages,
because Ho (null hypothesis) failsto reject.
Residents who have different ages have neutral
perception about physical environment impacts of
adventureto st development The average

mean is 4. 3386,

16D




| H1% Thereisno differencein
| perception «f physical
environment impacts among

| different educational levels.

Reject Ho 19

There is difference in perception of physical
environment impacts among different education
levels. Residents who have study in high school
or lower have neutral perception about physical
environment impacts of adventure tourism
development, their levels of perception are

4 3247 Residents who have study in bachelor
degree have negative perceptions about physical
environment impacts of adventure tourism
development, their level ot perceptionis 3 ¥7%%.
Resident who have study in master degree or
higher have negative perception about physical

environment impacts of adventure tourism

| . .
| development, their levels of perception are

e et s v
! 4 9584

A, ZHLE) i




H20: Thereisno differencein
percept hye cd
environment impacts among

different household incomes.

Reject Ho 20

There is difference in perception of physical
environment impacts among different household
incomes. Residents who have household incomes
lower than ten thousand and residents who have
household incomes between ten thousand to thirty
thousand is close 4.00. therefore their perception
about physical environment impacts of adventure

tourism development is neutral but resident who

have household incomes more than thirty
1 thousand have negative perception a b out physical
environment impacts of adventure tourism

| development, their level of perceptionis = 7407,

H21: Thereisno difference ir:
perception =f phyzical
environment impacts among

different careers.

Reject Ho 21

There is difference in perception of physical
environment impacts among different careers,
because Ho (null hypothesis) is rejected. resident
who is housewife, firm employee, business owner
and student have neutral perception about
physical environment impacts of adventure
tourism development and their level of perception
is close 4.00 but resident who is government
employee and uremployed people, they have
negative perception about physical environment
impacts of adventure tourism development and

their level of perceptionis close 3.00.
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Hz2: Thereisno differencein

ditierent residents who arzs

working in adventure tourism and
residents who are not worling in

adventure tourism.

Fail to reject Ho 22

Thereis no difference iz perception of physical

enwironment impacts among different residents

| who are working in adventure tour sm and

residents who are not working in adventure
tourism. Both of residents who are working in

adventurs touristn and residents who are not

ng in adventure tourism have neutral
perception about physical environment impacts of
adventure tourism development, their average

mean is 4.2661.
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6.3 Recommendation

This section provides policy recommendations for the adventure tourism

development in Pattaya. In so doing, the research seeks to address three

significant dimensions of the issue, namely, economic, socio-cultural, and

physical environmental dimensions.

Conclusion

Recommendation

There is difference in perception of economic
impact among different residents who are
working in adventure tourism and residents who
are not working in adventure toutizm Residents
who are working in adventure tourism have more
positive perception about economic impacts of
adventure tourism devel opment than residents
who are not working in adventure tourism. Mean
perception about economic impacts of residents
who are working in adventure tourism is 5.3415
and mean of residents who are not working

adventure tourism is 5.0604d.

| Destination manager should ensure the proper

distribution of income generated through
adventure tourism activitiesto the sf'Vice
providers. Taxes should be low on adventure
tourism income, it can persuade people who want
to be adventure tourism entrepreneursto invest in
this industry. Destination managers should create
awareness about the economic benefit of
adventure tourism among people those who are
not working in adventure tourism induziry and
create public awareness about economic benefits

of adventure tourism development.




There is no difference in perception of social
impact among different genders. Both males and
females have neutral perception about social
impacts of adventure tourism development. The

average mean is 4.4222.

| Destination managers should create adventure

i tourism activities that residents in different
genders can have participation together. In

; addition, such programs should aim at increasing
peopl€'s awareness about cultures, social values
and create awareness about drugs criminal
problems. Destination manager should dezign
education programs to promote adventure

tourism.

There is no difference in perception of social
mypact among different ages. Resident who have
! different ages have neutral perception about

| social impacts of adventure tourism development.

Average mean is 4.3884.

Destination managers should educate peopl e that
adventure tourism promote good social, social
I bonding and educate people to the danger of
drugs and criminal activities as well as provide
f fundamental education for children and the poor.
| Inaddition, such programs should aim at
E increasing people's awareness about cultures.
|

i social values and create awareness about drugs

 srimnal problems.

Thereis difference in perception of social impact

1 among different education, because Ho (null
hypothesisy isreiected For respondent whois
study in high school or lower have neutral

| perception about social impacts of adventure

| tourism development, their mean is 4.5219, in the
case of resident who is study in bachelor degres,
they also have neutral perception, their meanis
4.2090, but the resident who is stud in roaster
degree or higher, they have positive perception
about social impacts of adventure tourism

development, their mean is 5.1661

Destination managers should design education

| programs to promote adventure tourism, err the

1 other hand residents should have well education.
According to the conclusion, resident who is

| study in roaster degree or higher, they have
positive perception about social impacts of

1 adwenture tourism development. In addition, such
programsshould aim at wncreasing people’ s

‘ awareness about cultures, social values and create

awareness about drizzs criminal problems.
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There is no difference in perception of social { Destination managers should design education

| impact among different household incomes. The :I.1 programs to promote culture, sorial bonding and

| resident who have different household incomes educate people to the danger of drugs and !

1 have neutral perception about social impact of criminal activities aswell as provide fundamental
adventureto = development, the average _ education for children and the puo:. Destination ;
mean is 4.3702. manager should provide the information of 1!

benefit from adventure tourism development to

I theresidents.
1 Thereis no difference in perception of social Programs should be designed in such a wav that it 1
él impact among different careers. Resident who encourages all stakeholders both those inside and |
1 |
% have different careers have neutral perception 15 outside the adventure tourism sectors to 1}
‘ I: about social impacts =I adventure tourism | cooperatively promote enhance social bonding
} development The average mean is 4.307. l and alleviate zzcial problems and give them the ‘
information of benefit from adventure tourism
development
| There is no difference in perception of social ' Programs should be designed in such away that it

|
|
1 impact among different residents who are encourages all stakeholders both those inside and

!

working in adventure tourism and residents who 1 outside the adventure tourism sectors to

! , ; . ,

ﬁ are not working, in adventure tourism. Both of ! cooperatively pi nmate enhance social bonding

1‘ | |
residents who are working and who are not I and alleviate social problems. Such activities '

| |

1 worki ng in adventure tourism have neutral lincludes creati ng networks among adventure

|

| perception about social 1mip acts of adventure tourism o

perators, tourism providers, ,

e e o

|
" tourism devel opment. The average mean is ' accommodation operators, and taxi driversto
[

4.4285 I monitor illegal activities such as drug trafficking,

i crimes, and the ke

| 1
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Thereis no difference in perception of physical
environment impact among different genders.
Both males and femal es have neutral perception
about physical environment impacts of adventure
tourism development and the average mean is

4.2439.

=y

manager prograim
educate peopie ror nvwironmental protection and
mprovement Destination manager should create
awareness about the important and improving
physical environmental. Proper program should
be developed for tourist and adventure tourism

service provider so that environment can be

protected

Therz is no difference in perception of physical
environment impact among different ages,
because Ho (null hypothesis) fails to reject.
Resident who have different ages have neutral
perception about physical environment impacts of
adventure tourism development. The average

mean is 43365.

The residents should be educated to keep their
surrounding and the resources clean. Modern and
adeguate toilet fac lities, good drains, streetlights
and clinic should be provided in the community
but =zcez sive development and overcrowding
should be avoid in order to preserve the natural

landscape.
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‘ There is difference in perception of physical

| environment impact among different edncation
Resident who have study in high schaal or lowsr

g hae neutral perception about physical

I environment of adwenture tourism development.

| their level of perception are 4.3947. Resident who
have study in bachelor degree have negative
perception about physical environment of

! adventure tourism development, their level of

perception are 3.9798. Resident who have study

\
|
1 in master degree or higher have negative

Destination manager should describe program to
zonc ate people, for environmental protection and
improvement. Destination manager should create
awareness about the important and improving
physical environmental. Proper program should

be developed for tourist and adventure tourism

| service provider so that environment can be

protected. For instance, Fattaya Tourism

Authority should introduce the zoning approach,
thisis, to divide tourism destinations into several

categories.

\
|
i perception about physical environment of
|
|

" adventure tourism development, their level of
i

| perception are 3.9583.

|

|

|

| There is difference in perception of physical

\
environment impact among different household

Moreover, to ensure environmentally friendly

practices in the industry, the Pattava Tourism

incomes. Resident who have household incomes | Authority may grant

lower than ten thousand and resident who have | adventure tourism operators to promote such

|
|
!
5. household incomes between ten thousand to thirty good practices among entrepreneurs.

thousand is close 4.0, therefore then- perception | The residents should be educated to keep

‘] about physical environment impacts of adventure ; their surrounding and the resources clean. II
|

| tourism development is neutral but residents who 1 Modern and adequate toilet facilities, good |

|

‘I have household incomes more than thirty

|
i theusand have negative perception about physical

draing, streetlights and chinic should be provided [
i

n the community but excessive development and ‘p
i

| overcrowding should be avoid in order to I

| environment impacts «f adventure tourism

|
development, their level of perception is 3.740.

|
!
i
i
|
i
i
i
g ‘
1

preserve the natural landscape.
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because Rd (null hypot 1is rejected resident

who is housswafe, firm employee, business owner
arid student have neutral perception about

physical env r ninent Imparts of adventure

spment and their level of perception
s close 4.00 but resident who is government
employee and unemployed people, they Lzve
negative perception about physical environment
impacts of adventure tourism development and

their level of perception is close

In s0 doing, authoribies together with tour

operators should create measures, responsible
entity and proper funding m=chaniz msto ensure
that enwironmental protections and utilization of
resources are conducted in a sustainable fashion.
Moreover, to ensure environmentally friendly

practices in the industry, the Pattaya Tourism

Authority may grant certificates to good

adventure tourism operators to promote such

good practices among entrepreneurs. Destination

manager should pravide theinform

benefit and how adventure tourism can protect

the physical environment to the residentsin

| different carsers.

l

There is no difference in perception of physical
environment impact among different residents
who are working in adventure tourism and
residents who are not working in adwasntire
tourism. Both of residents who are working in
adventure tourism and residents who are riot

working in adventure touri ra have neutral

i Destination manager should describe program to
\

educate people both related with adventure

H
i
\
| tourism arid not related with adventure tourism
1}
\‘

far environmental protection and improvement.

|

|

1 Destination manager should create awareness
|

| about the important and improving physical

|
| environmental. Prayper program should be

perception about physical environment impacts of 5. developed for tourist and adventure tourism

adventure tourism development, their average

mean is 4.2661.

I
| service provider s that environment can be

\
\
| protecis
!

1

1
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Overall recommendation related to economic, social and physical

environment dimension

6.3.1 Economic dimension

stination manager should ensure the proper distribution of income
generated through adventure tourism activities to the service providers. Taxes
should be low on adventure tourism income, it can pursue people who want to be
adventure tourism entrepreneurs to Invest in this indus y. Moreover, local
authorities should ensure that entrepreneurs be protected from police harassment
or extralegal groups. For example, complain boxes should be provided at major
tourist spots or accommodations for both tourists and entrepreneurs to receive
those feedback or complains regarding unfair practices from authorities or service
providers, qualities of adventure tourism activities, and the like. Moreover,
destination manager should develop policies and programs to help people earn
more income. They may seek to promote new kinds of activities or new tourism
attractions that areproper  adventure activities such as hiking or mountain-
biking.

In addition to that, destination managers should create awareness about the
economic benefit of adventure tourism among people who are not working in
adventure tourism indusis y and create public awareness about economic benefits
of adventureto ievelopme dimensional industry that

creates wealth not only to tour enterprises but also to other businessesin the



industry, namely, r pubs SIT bars, car rentals and so forth.
Therefore, promoting adventure teurizin i Patiaya would also yield economic
benefits to other people who are not in such sectors.

The unemployed residents should be given training in adventure tourism
industs - o that they will be able to take advantage of the job opportunities that
would be gensrated the area

Adventure tourism notentials area should be advertised in
appropriate tourism magazines and on interiet to attract tourists and visitors to the

area.

6.3.2 Social gimension

Destination managers should design educational programs to promote
culture, social bonding and educate people to the danger of drugs and criminal
activities as well as provide fundamental education for children and the poor. In
addition, such pregrams should aim at increasing people’s awareness about
cultures. social values and create. awareness about drugs and criminal problems.
Such programs should be designed in such away that it encourages all
stakeholders both those inside and outside the adventure tourism sectors to
cooperatively promote enhanced social bonding and alleviate social problems.
Such activities include creating networks among tourism providers,
accommodation operators, and taxi drivers to monitor illegal activities such: as
drug trafficking, crimes and the like. Other activities that help promoting social

bonding include bicyclerallies,  ades, forming an entity among entrepreneurs



for donations or charity purposes, and organizing special music or food festivals
occasionally.

The religious ceremonies and rituals ied at the area could be an
important attraction for tourists however, preservation of their integrity by the
religious authority or local lie of the site must be respected and given priority

over tourist use.

6.3.3 Physical_environmental dimension
Destination manager should describe program to educate people for
environmental protection and improvement. Destination manager should create
awareness about the important and improving physical environment. Proper
programs should be developed for tourist and adventure tourism service provider
so that environment can be protected. For instance, Patiaya Tourism Authority
should introduce the zoning approach. That is, to divide wism destinationsinto
several categoriesincluding 1) zones that are free from human activities, 2) zones
that allows certain activities of limited tourists per day, Jzones that opensfor
tourists with fair amount of entrance fees, and 4) zones that are open to public
without charges. In so doing, authorities together with tour operators should
create measures, responsible entity and proper funding mechanisms to ensure that
environmental protections and utilization of resources are conducted in a
sustainable fashion. Moreover, to ensure environmentally dly practicesin the
industry, the Pattaya Tourism Authority may grant cestificates tr good adventure

tourism operators to promote such good practices among entrepreneurs.
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The esidents should be educated to keep their surrounding and the
resources clean, Modern and adequate toilet facilities. good drains, streetlights
and clinics should be provided in the community but excessive development and

overcrowding should be avoided in order to preserve the natural landscape.

Ir: short, destination manager should develop policies and programs to
help people earn more income, protect their social system and to protect their
environment. The residents should be educated to appreciate their cultural and
environmental heritage and o participate in recreational activitiesin the area.

The :ommunity should be involved in any decision making process at an
early stage of development to ensure that they are the ones who benefit most from
adventure tourism.

Plan approach system of adventure tourism developments should be

adapted to suit the areain order to ensure sustainable future benefits.

6.4 Future research

Future research should be conducted to test the generality of this research
finding for other adventure tourism attraction places in different provinces such as
Phmket, Trat, Chiang Mai, Peichab and the like. The demographic of
respondents and variables of adventure tourism development of further s (i
should be different. Future study should identify the socio- demographic will have
any correlation to the respondents perception toward the impacts of adventure

tourism development. Future research should be conducted to find out the tourist's

B
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perception or attitudes toward the impacts of adventure tourism development.
Further thesis should find out different |11 perceptions or attitudes of to

other factors such as tourist's motivation, tourist's satisfaction and the like.
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uestionnaire

This questionnaire is conducted as a part of a research by a graduate student
(WLA- TR of Assumption University, Bangkok, Thailand. It is to study about
the residents' perception toward adventure tourism development

Please circle only one e er for each question.

Part 1.
1. Do you live in Pattaya ? For at least for past 6 months.
A. Yes B. No (please discontinue)

7. Are you older than eighteen years?

A. Yes B. No (please discontinu~
3. Are you Thai?
A. Yes B. No (please discontinue)

Please give your opinion by circling any one number between 7-1 about Impacts

of adventure tourism on following factors.

Part 2. Economic mpacis : Adventure Tourism in Patiaya

i.Increases 7654321 Decreases investment in Patisva.

2.Increases 7654321 Decreases support for others businesses in
Paftava.

3.Increases 7654321 Decreases employment in Patiavya.

4.Increases 7654321 Decreases your incomes,

3. Increases 7654321 Decreases Jobs in Pattaya.

6. Rejuvenates £ 4 3> ' _Declines iim Patigva’s toursniedesay
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Part 3. Social impacts : Adventure Tourism in Patiaya

T.Prom Ps
&Promotes

9.Degreases

N NN N

10.Decreazes

[
Jores
rw 1

LACTEas es

12.Promotes

6
6
6
6

6

5
5
5

PO N NN
W oW ow W
N N NN
S =

5

5

5

i
w
N
[y

Part 4. Environment impacts

13 Preserves 7
14.Develops

! 7
15.Deacreases
16.Preserves 7
17 Protecis 7
18. Preserves 7

o O o o o O

543

543

N NN N NN
P P R R R R

kS

destroys Paiftava's culture.

destroys family relations.

increases number of crimes in Fataya.
increases number of drug problems in
Pattaya.

decreases your standard of living.

destroys Paitava's_local customs.

: Adventure Tourism in Patiaya 13-18

destroys environment in Pattava,
destroys infrastructure i Paifava.
increases pollution in Patiaya
dizfieures the historical sites in Patiava
disturbs animal life in Patigva.

destroys natural resources in Patiaya.



Please circle only one letter for each guestion.

Part 5. Demogranhic data

19. Gender?

A.Made B. Female
20. Age 7

A.18-29 £.30-50

C. Higher or Equal 51

Education sttainment?
A. High school or lower B. Bachelor degree

C. Master degree or higher
22. Household average net monthly income ?
A. Lower than 10,000 Bkhi. B. 10,000-30,000 Bhi.

C. Higher than 30,000 Mt

23. Occupation?

A.Hsef B. Government employee
C. Firm employee D. Business owner
E. Student F. unemployed

24. Isyour job related to adventure tourism ?
A.Yes B. No

THANK YOU VERY MUCH
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APPENDIX B:

Reliability Test



Reliability

Case Processing Summary

N g
| Cases | Valid | 30 ¢ 100.0
\! " Fzeluded 1 0 1.0
i @ ‘ i
! Total R | 100.0

a Listwise deletion based on all variablesin the procedurs

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's N of items
1 Alpha
.903 6
Item Statistics
I mean ‘] i I'N
‘ | Deviation )
Investment i1 Pattaya 54333 | .93526 I 30
v1.2 Support for other " 52333 j 113512 I 30
businesses in Fattaya
vl.3 FEmployment Pattaya 1 5.5667 | 1.30472 | 30
714 Vour moone 1 50667 | 111211 1 30
1v1.5 Jobsin Pattaya 15.5667 1 1.10433 ' 30
-1 & InPattaya toursm S TART 1.04000 30
industry
Item-Total Statistics
ScaleMean | Scale L nrrecie Crombach's
if Item Vaanceif | item-Total 1 Alphaif
i Deleted I Item Deleted | Correlation | Item
Deleted
vLl.1 Investmentin Fatiaya | 27.2000 | 22.3073 760 1.884
| w1.2 Support for other b 27 4000 121.766 B4f
businesses in Patiay: \
. _
v1.3 Employmentin Pattaya  27.0667 751
lvl.4 Yourincome { 57 ! Z a7t
1 v1.5 Jobs in Fattava, | 47066 L2057 {.812
EV1.6 In Pattaya's tourism § 26.8667 P 1.825
iyt | ! 1 \
Scale Statistics
Mean i V atiance | S I N of Items
' Deviation
25 885 15.46767 6
Reliability
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Case Processing Suranary

I'N |
Cases | Valid 3D 1 100.0
| Excluded 0 I o
' (al
Total 30 100.0

a Listwise deletion based on all variablesin the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Crothach's N of Items
|_&lpha
1.694 i}

Item Statistics

Mean | Std. I'N
\ Deviation “
w21 Pattaya's culture | 4.2000 1.42393 | 3U
v2.2 Family relations | 4.9333 { 1.43679 i 3D
+2 5 Number. sfminesin | 14000 | 1.73404 [ 3D
Pattaya I [ i
v2.4 Number of drug | 3.2667 | 1.59597 =0
problemsin Fatizra i
w2 5 Your standard of hving | 430600 | 141787 L 30
w2 6 Pattaya's local customs | 4.2333 167504 3D
{tar-Total Statistics
P'gralemean ! ZSeale | Corrected | Cranbach's 1
| Iif Item Variance if {ltem-Total | slgha if
\{ | Deleted Item Deleted 1 Correlation | Item
! i | Deleted
| w2 |_Pattaya's culture | | 23471 -1 | 588 |
v2.2 Farmily relations | 19,600 | 25,559 [ 461 | .644
| - Number of crimesin | 939333 122.961 |.126 | .756
| Fattava | ; |
{v2.4 Number of drug 71266 25.857 I .365 674 ‘
problemsin Pattava | '1 ]
Lv2.5Your standard of living _20.23% Iz [ .572 e —
v2,6 Pattaya'slocal customs| 202040 13597 1.487 .633
Scale Statistics
Mean I, Variance Std. N of Tr.pme
24.5333 | 34326 16

Reliability



Case Processing Summary

1 1 %
, Cases | Valid 130 IERHET
: 1 Excluded . o .0
| 12 | i
| Total 1 30 1100.0

a Lastwize deletion based on al variables in the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

| Croghach's N of Items|
| Alpha
| .742
Item Statistics
Mean | &std Y
Deviation '
v3.1 Environment. i1 Patfava 40(137 1.20153 1 30
v3.2 Infrastructurein Faitaya  4.8333 B2 30
w1.3 Pollution in Paitays 3.5001 | 154659 | 30
v3.4 The lustorical sitesin 3.9000 1.24152 |30
| Pattaya
| v35 Animal lifein Fattaya | 37847 ! | 30
v3.6 Natural resourcesin 3 nog \ | 30
|_Fattaya
Item-Total Statistics
| ScaleMean | Scale Corrected | 1 ranbach's
tif Item { Variance if Item-Total i ddplia if
Deleted | Item Deleted Correlation - | Item
| | Deleted
| v31 Emwronmentin Pattava | 19.7333 99,754 587 | Bl
| v3.2 Infrastructure m Pattaya | 18.3667 23.826 418 | 722
| v3.3 Pollution in Fattaya | 20.2.333 21.495 491 I g3
| v3 4 The lustorical sites i | 19.90RI 75 41B 418 ZE
Pattava ' :
I v3.5 Anwmnallifec Pattaya | | 20102 554 T
w3 6 MNamral resourne m { | 21.91:3 334 , 685
| Fattaya ' ! 1
Scale Statistics
Men Varance | Std. -N of Iwems I
' | Dreviation
8nan 130.924 | 5.56095

Reliability



Case Processing Sumanary

I ar

_ases Valid 30 1 106.0
Excluded il 1.0
{al
| Total 130 1 100.0

Liztwnze deletion based on all variablesin the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's N of Items
Alpha
.836 { 18

Item Statistics

I¥iEar | Std. N
| Deviation
»1.1 Investment i Fattawa 5.4333 i 93526 130
wi.Z Support for other 5.2333 1.13512 ; 30
| businessesin Pattava
| v1.3 Employment in Fattaya 55607 | 1.31472 30
1 v1.4 Y our income 5_0667 | 1.11211 30
v1.5 Jobsin FPattaya 5.5667 1 1.10433 130
v1.6 In Pattawa's tour mm 37667 | 1.04000 ch!
industry
v2.1 Paftava's culture 1 4.2000 1.42393 ‘30
v2.2 Family relations 14.9333 1.43679 30
v2.3 Number of crimesin 36000 1.73404
Pafttaya
v2.4 Number of drug 3.2667 I 159597 9
| problemsin Pattava 1
v2.5 Your standard of livitiz 4.3000 | 1.41787 30
| v2.6 Pattaya's local customs 4.2333 | 1.67504 130
| %3.1 Environment in Fattaya 4.0667 | 1.20153 , 30
| v3.2 Infrastructure in Pattava 4 83%3 1.31525 [-30
1v3.3 Pollution in Fattava 35067 1.54659 1 30
| v3.4 The historical sitesin 3.9000 ! 1.24152 130
Pattaya ! '}
v3.5 Animal lifein Pattaya 3.7667 1.67504 ' 30
v3.6 Natural resourcesin ,  finAd 1.37297 130
| Pattays i i
Item-Total Statistics
{ScaleMean | Scale 1 Corrected Cronhach's
if item 1 Varianceit I Item-Total Alphaif
| Deleted | ltem Deleted i Carrelattion Item
k ! ; | Deleted
w11 Investment in Pattaya | 150.809 | .372 .831
| v1.2 Support for other | 148.064 | 304 330
businessesin Fatiays
Employment in Fattaya 75.4000 {46 662 RCsi .831
'vl.4 Yourincome 1 75.9000 149.403 353 832
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| 145972 | 489

148 164 | 434 I B2g

| 76.7667 137.013 A3 | &1
FA.0533 135171
I v2.3 Number of crimesin | 77.3667 153 964 .076
| Patiaya
v2.4 Number of drig VTRIn00 148.907 226 840
| problems in Pattaya : l
I v2.5 Your siandard of livine | & &7 134.151 | .733 | 312
[ w2d x'zlocal customs | 75.7333 135.9%7 | 570 { .820
i Ay 76.9000 145 836 445 | azs
firein Pattava  76.1333 142.257 c1e | .824
I v3.3 Pollution in Pattaya , 77.4000 146369 293 | 836
| w34 Thehistorical sitesin -~ | 77.0667 142.961 ST | B4
i dlidys i ; i
| v3.5 Armnallifein Pattaya | 77.2000 139.200 1 481 | .827
\i 3.6 Matural resourcesin | 77.3000 145.803 | .5379 ! .831
| Pattays } ; i
Scale Statistics
ean | Variance | =t I N nf Herns
Deviation
20 2867 {160,240 | 12 45860 it
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reliability

Case Pracessing Summary

Cases Vahid 350 :100.0
_ Excluded | 1.0
(al |
Total [350 100.0

a Lisitwize deletion based on all variablesin the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cromhach's 11of Items |
Alpha
EOD 16.
Item Htatistics
| Mean Std. N
. | Deviation
" willnvestment in Pattava 5. 1484 135238 350
v1.2 Support for other |1 5.2486 1.23160 | 350
businesses in Pattava
w1.3 Employment in Fattaya 3057 1.38171 350
vi 4 Your income 4.7000 1.39123 | 350
v1 5 Jobsin Fatta,a i 1.28469 1350
iv1.6 In Patiaya's touram 5.3429 1.53363 350
sy ifu: ey
Item-Total Statistics
Scale Mean 1 Scale | Corrected | Cranbach's |
if Item I'Variance if Item-Total | Alphaif '
Deleted |ltem Deleted  Correlation | Item
i | Deleted |
| v11Investmentin Fattava | 25.7971 | 23.709 .609 .756 |
v1.2 Support for other | 25,6071 25.536 523 T !
| businessesin Pattasa e |
v1.3 Employment in P'attava | 25.6400 23.509 i .756 |
" w14 Your income "1 26.9457 94 948 480 TEb
v1.5 Jobsin Fatiaya 25.7457 24511 .582 | .763
RN 123214 I 541 [ 774
industry i i | | !
Scale Statistizs
Mean | Vanance Std. I N of Items |
1 Deviation
|30 R45T 33.559 5.79258: 16
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Reliability

Case Processing Summary

14 %
1 Cases Wald 350 150.0
v Excladed 0
i
| Total — 1350 1100.0

a Lastwnze deletion based on all variables in the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronhach'zs | N of Items

Alpha
Item Statistics
Mean ] Sto N
| | Deviation ‘i
72,1 Pattava's culbure | ¥.3286 1.40732 | 350 ]
v2.2 Family relations 14.5743 147215 350
v2.3 Number of crunesin | 4.1657 | 1.84219 350 !
Fattaya i ! !
v2.4 Number of drug | 42606 188317 I 350 ‘
problemsin Pattaya ! | 1
v2.5 Your standard of living | 4 6743 " 132733 [ 350 !
v2.6 Fattaya's local customs | 4.5400 | 1.48820 [ 350 I
Item-Total Statistics
Scale Ifzat Srale Corrected Cromback's
if Item Varianee if |Iltem-Total :Alphaif
. Deleted Item Deleted “orvelatton Item
i | : Deleted
[v2.1 Pattaye's culture 122.2143 78192 .359 671
|v2.2 Family relations 121.9686 127.704 363 .670
{v2.3 Number of crimesin | 22.3771 | 23.485 485 531
| Pattava o
'VZ.4 Number of drug, |1 22.2829 23115 497 [
problemsin Pattaya | ! o
2.5 Yourstndard v bving 1 2156 1 98.017 410 R
i_Pattaya's local customs 1 2 | 26694 1.431 |_.650

Scale Statistics

Eiskitesd Std 1N of Items
Deviation
126 5429 1 35544 'R 9ATES J
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Reliability

Case Frocessing Summnary

H

Cases valid 350 | 100.0
} Excluded | 1.0
1 (a)
[Total 1350 [100.0

a Listwise deletion based on =il variablesin the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronhach’s N of items
| Alpha
|.759 6

Item Statistics
Mean
1v3.1 Environment in Fattava, ~ 4.3429 350
| %32 Infrastructurein Fattava | 4.7857 I 350
| v3.3 Pollution in Fattava, {4 0147 1 1350
v3.4 The historical sitesin 4 2600 I | 350
Pattava
1v3.5 Ammal lifein Pattaya 4.0114 1.0390 I 350
54.n Natural resourcesin 4.0629 158124 1 350
Fattaya
Htews-Total Statistics
Scale Mean Scale Corrected Crovhach's
i if Iltem Variance if Item-Total Alphaif
Deleted Itern Deleted Correlation Item
‘ Deleted
v3.1 Environment in Pattava | 21.1543 28.200 544 712
|v3.2infrastructurein Patiaya | 20.7114 31.020 734 57
v3.3 Pollution in Fattaya | 21.4829 <9. 316 761
| v3.4 The historical sitesin : 91.2371 99.362 531
| Pattaya )
w4 5 Animal Litein Mattava 21 4657 598 | .696
| ¥5.6 Natural resourcesin 21.4343 R | 593 | .698
Pattava
Scale Statistics
IMean | Variance Std. B gt ltems |
‘ Deviation !
25.4971 39.191 t 25023 |6
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Reliability

Case Processing Suxmary

| N %%
Cases valid 350 1100.0
| Excluded 10 0
{a) 1
Tota 350 1100.0

a Listwize deletion based on all variablesin the procedure.

Reliability Statistics

Cronbach's N of Items|
Alpha
.819 {18

Item Statistics
Mean | Std N
| Deviation :
v1.1 Investment in Fattava 51436 11.35735 350
1.2 Support for other 5.2486 1.23160 350
businessesin Fattazya ]
713 Emgploymentin Pattava__| 5.3057 l1.38171 1350
v1.4 Your income 1 4.7000 11.39123 350
w1 5 Jobsin Pattava 152000 1 1.26469 350
1.6 In Fatfaya's tourism | 5.3429 | 1.53353 | 350
industry
Pafiaya's culture 4.3285 11.40732 | 350
v2.2 Family relations [4.5743 11.47915 iﬂj
v2.3 Number of crimesin 4.1557 ! 1.84219 ‘I 350
Pattaya i |
v2.4 Number of drug 4 269y I 136917 350
problemsin Pattaya, | .
v2.5 Your standard of living 1 4.6743 132733 1350
v2.5 Fattaya's Inial customs 4.5400 1 48520 | 350
v3.1 Environmentin Pattaya 4.3499 1.50915 1 350
v3.2 infrastructurein Pattava !4.7857 . | =0
v3.3 Pollution in Fattaya 4.0143 | 1.350
v3.4 The historical sitesin 4.2600 1.37865 1 350
Pattaya | |
v3.5 Arm-nal lifein Fattaya 4.0314 165330 1350
v3.6 Natural resourcesin 4.0529 1.58124 1350
Patiavs ! !
Item-Total Statistics
| Scale Mean 1 Scale | Corrected | Cronbach's 1

if item II Variance if Item-Total 1 Alphaif \
| Dieleted | Ttem Deleted 1 Crorrelation | ltem
I ! | Deleted
vl.lInvestment in Pattaya 153.787 L4z [.811
w1.2_ Support for other 7t 157.805 3211 .815
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lbusinessesin Patta

| v1.3 Employment i inp attaya | 776500 |1 153.932
71.4.Y our income 173.2857 (165.941 [ 325 815
Iv15JobsinS ; t 167,258 1.320 | 515
77.5429 150 152 497 .807
|ndustry
w21 Pa e 71 1 160.551 1.473 .307
| v2.2 Family t 113 | 78.4114 1 152.059 1.405 .810
v2.3 Number of crimesin | 78.3200 ! 160,039 345 |.315
U:-{rr-ava
v24 t o 158.223 boa7s ala
| Droblemsm Path
| v2.5 Your standard of living 78.3114 | 159.971 | .437 | .809
TR 4457 1 160.838 435 .809
1 157.737 515 | 504
L |1 150.550 1.807
V3.3 Pollution in katt:ﬁ-'a‘ E'78.97l4 1 161.844 ¥ | .815
1 04 The historical sitesin j 73.7257 1 159 128 | 8 1.804
Pattays,
| 73.5 Animal lifein Pattaya X 160.290 .394 811
w3 6 Natural resourcesin 1 1 150.530 | .412 810
Pattayz
Scale Statistics
Mean Vanance Std ; N of ferns
Lrewviation '
§2.9857 7 11S
Frequencies
Gender
I Frequency |Percent {valid | Cumulative |
| | | Percent | Percent |
1Vvalid | Male 115 373 1329 DN32 4
| | Female 335 7.1 1671 fann
| | Total 350 100.0 | 1000 |
Age
rrequency | Percent Vol 4 Cumulative |
: Percent Percent
| wakid | s {70.0 70.0 {70.0
30-50 i o7 2 97.7
123 | 2.3 100.0
| Total 350 |.100.0 1100.0
Education
| Frequency | Fercent Valid | Cumulative
| Percent | Percent
rah, | High P | 55.1 65.1 05.1

schoal cr,
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lower
1 Bachelor 1118 133.7 | 929
! i
L |
;i 11 111 1100.0
! 5 |
| ! !
1350 1100.0 .100.0
Household average net monthly income
| Frequency | Percent alid | Cumulative
| Percent
[\valid I <innon 1 210 1 60.0 Bl
10,000- ' 113
30,000
>30,000 | 27 77 Wnl.7 100.0
Total 1350 1100.0 1100.0
Occupation
Fregquency  Percent i Wahd Cumilative !
i ! Percent, _Percent,
Housewife 1.2 34 | 34 34 i
i Governmen 38 23 .23 | 5.7 i
|t employee ! I |
| Firm 254 | 72.6 72.6 1733 I
| employee I |
| Business 32 9.1 9.1 187.4 [
| owner | | |
|_student { 4] 11.7 11.7 99.1 |
| P E; 3 | o l |
' T nemploye o a | 100.0, !
L g =iy | |
! | | !
Total 350 ; 100.0 100,
Job related to Adventure Tourism
’I Frequency II Percent , valid | Cumulative |
"' Percent | Percent
I Valid Tes 1221 | 346 | 34.6 134.6
| no | 229 65.4 | 65.4 100.0
| Total 1350 100.0 1100.0
Descriptives
Deseriptive Statistics
IN | Minimum | Maximum I Mean I Std..
Dreviation
1. Feoncenic Irapacts ER IRy {700 | 5.1576 i .96550
| 1.1 Investment in Pattaya | 350 1. 00 | 7.00 i 5.1486 | 1.35236
1.2 Support for other | 350 1 1.00 | 7.00 | 5.2486 1.23160
businessesin Fsitava i
1.3 Employment in Fauitiiya | 350 Ton 7.00 E 5.3057 1.38171
1.4 Y our income | 350 I 1.00 1 7.00 | 4.7000 | 1.39123
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1.5 Jobsin Pattava 1.00 | 7.00 5 2000 11.28409
L 3 350 1.00 | 7.00 I 5.3420 153363
sou | 1.00 | 7.00 .99365
1 21 Pataya's culture 1 1.00 1 7.00 . 1.40732
| 2.2Fandly relations | 350 1 1.00 | 700 T A 57A [1.47915
| 2.3 Number of crimesin 1 350 10w {700 | 4.1557 {1.84219
Patiava | I , | i
1 2.4 Number of drug 330 1.00 ! 7.00 {4.2600 1 1.86917
problemsin Pataya i
2.5 Your standard of living 350 1.00 7.00 4.674 11.32733
| 26 Fattaya'slocal customs 350 1.00 . 7.00 |1.48870
| 3. Environmental Impacts | 350 | 1.00 | 583 415498 11.04337
3.1 Environment in Pattaya ' 350 . 1.00 1 7.00 | 43427 ' 1.50915
3.2 Infrastructure in Faitays | 150 f 1.00 | 7.00 4.7857 143125
33 Pollution in Fattava 350 | 100 7.00 14.0143 171537
74 The historical sitesin 350 | 1.00 R 14.2500 1 1.37855
: Pattava
| 35Animd lifein Pattaya 350 1.00 7.00 14.0314 | 1.65390
3.5 Natural resourcesin | 350 | 1.00 ERLY E 4 0A22 [ 1.538124
| Pattava :
| Overall Impacts 3513 2.00 6.78 1 4 /103 1.74438
“ahd N {(istwize) 350
T-Test
One-Sample Statistics
N Wlean | Std. | Std. Error
‘ 1 Deviation
| 1. Economic Impacts 350 | 51576 .95550
I 1.1 Investment in Faftaya 350 | 5.1486 1 1.35236 -
[ 1.2 Support for other j 350 ! 5.7486 | 1.23160 F
| businesses in Pattaya \ 1 [ i
| 1.3 Exwdoymment in Poltava | 350 | 5.3057 | 1A8IT [ .07385
| 1.4 Y our income 1 350 1 4.7000 | 1.39123 | .07436
! 1.5 Jobs in Pattays 1 350 | 5.2000 1.28469 | .06867
1.6 In Pattaya's tourism | 350 5.3429 1.53353 | .08198
industry !
2. Socia impacts | 350 | 4.4238 Y3A5 1 .05311
2.1 Patfaya's culture 350 4 3256 1.40732 .07522
2.2 Farr* relations i 350 14.5743 1.47915 .07905
2.3 Number of crimesin 350 4.1557 1.84219 | 08547
Pattaya
2.4 Number of drug 1 350 4,2500 1 1.85917 .09991
problemsin Pattaya
| 2.5 Your standard of living 1 350 14.5743 I 132773 .07095
\ 2.5 Paitaya’s local customs | 350 | 4.5400 | 1.48220 1 .07955
13. Environmental Impacts | 350 4.2495 | 1.04337 | 05577
| 3.1 Environment in Pattaya | 350 1 4.3429 1.50915 | .08057
17 Infrastructure m Pattaya | 350 14.7857 I 14313n I .07650
3.3 Pollution in Fattaya | 350 ! 4.0143 o 1.71537 I .09159
5.4 The hustorical sitezin 1 350 i 4.2600 i 1.37865 | 07343
Dattaya \ ] {
3.5Animal lifein Pattava 1 350 | 4.0314 | j.65390 1 08340
3.6 Natural resmurces m N | 4.0529 | 1.58124 | .08452
Pattaya i , !
| Overall Impacts | 350 E 45101 | 74438 | .03979
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One-Sample Test

t df S'ié.w(mzr-'iailea)ﬂ’ Mean a
| Difference | Confidence
Interval of
the
Difference
Lower Upper
| 1 Economuc 3054 349 111)2 BEYLYA I 0541 .2591
| Impacts
N TN 349 041 14857 0064 2807
!Investment in : '
I | 349 onn | 24857 1191 3780
i
other
4.139 349 1 .000 .30571 .1605 4510
1.4 Tour -4.034 349 1 .000 -.30000 -.4463 | -.1537
HICOITE
| 1.5 Jobs In 2.912 { 349 004 1 .20000 .0649 ’ .3351 i
Pattaya | i |
1.6 1In 4.182 349 1 .ond .1816 | 5041 }
Paltaya's | i {
touram, ; I i
industry | |
12. Social A0 E45 349 g -57619 I -.680 | -4717
, mpacts ! 1 |
| 2.1 1 -8.926 349 .000 | -.67143 1 -.8194 | -.5235
| Pattavas | ! f
I LAY i
culture | | 1
I 2.2Family | 349 1 .000 Logas7 -5812 -.2702
relations i
23 ! -5.473 349 i ‘I -.83429 -1.0280 -.6406
| Number of | i ;
I crimes in I | I
| Pattaya ! | |
2.4 | -7.407 349 1 .000 ! - FANN | -.9365 I -.5435
Number of | | I '
I drug I ! I .
| problems i ‘ i |
| Pattaya 1: | !
I 25 our  -4501 | 349 | .000 o rsT | -4653 1 -.1862
§tandard of | i i
fnring : !
26 RSN { .000 -.46000 P ootg°
Fattava . : | ’
i | |
| " 10.456 - T | 75048 [ |I -6406
Environment . ;
al lrnpacts i ! P
| 3.1 -8.140 et it -.65714 - i - 4985
g Environment
in Pattava
2 2,301 349 Gos -.21429 -.3648 - Q638




nfrastructure |

{
[ 3 - }-111750 | 49 .000 -.98571 { -1.1660 1 -.8054
[ Polotionin | |
| Fattava i l
3.4The -10.042. 349 i -.74000 -.8849 -5951
| historical
sites In I
Pattaya |
25 Animal | -10.954 1 348 .000 I -.96857 | -1.1424 1-.7947
life in Pattaya 1 1
1 36 Natural | -11_088 { 349 .000 | -.93714 1 -1.1034 i - Fa
Pattaya
| Overall 9,734 | 349 000 | -.38966 R 1 -3114
mpacts i i i i
T-Test
Group Statistics
Gender 2 Mean : e | Std. Error
i
1. Econgrmc Male 115 i
Inpacts
Female T 238 5.1177 " _9G654 06435
11 investment Male 115 5,2087 1.22471 11421
1 Fattaya
Female 235 5 LI 1.41219 09212
1.2 Support for Male 115 5.2261 1.26395 11786
other businesses in
Pattaya
| Female 239 1 52585 1.21804 1944
1.3 Employment | Idale 115 5.4087 1.39351 12153
1 Pattaya
. Eemale 235 5.2553 1.41326 09232
1.4 Your income 1 Male 115 4.9217 | 1.43747 13311
Eemale 235 4.5915 1.36310
1.5 Jobs 1 | Male 115 5.2870 1.29618
Pattaya
Female 235 15.1574 1.27965 [
| 1.6 InPattays's 1 Male 115 15.3826 1.45447 1.13563
| tourism industry
! | Female 1235 , 1.57358 10265
2. Soctal 4z Male 1115 4.4174 .95344
! Female . 135 1.01472
Z1P ftaya's Male E 133186
culture ! i
Eemale 1335 4.3660 142104 [ 0527
{ 2.2 Farruly Male 115 4 (OET 1.39935 13054
i relations
i 1 Female 235 4.5574 1151807 0as0s
I 23 Numberof !male 1115 4 2596 1.62395 15143
crimesin Fattava__ | -
! | Female 235 4.1149 1.94134 12664
i 2.4 Number of Male 115 42174 1.74609 16282
drug problems 1ix !
Pattays |
| | Female 235 49809 ! 1.92982 (12589

212




25 'your 1 Male bits 4.7478 b 1 .11965
| standard of living | |, | I
; | Female I 235 | 4.6383 i 1.34967 | .08804
! 21 Pattaya's I Male I 115 14.4087 1‘ 1 48617 I 13859
loral customs | 1 1 | |
! 1 Female L 235 . 4.6043 | 148512 |.09707
I 3. Enwironirnental | Male , 115 14.2275 | 1.14076 .10638
Impacts | | i
\ 1 Female 235 | 4.2603 1 .99464 .06483
1 3.1 Environment | Male 115 E4.2087 t 158111 14744
1 in Paltava [ 1 |
| Female 1 235 1 4.4085 ‘ 1.47165 1 -09600
3.2 | Male I 115 14.7826 ' 1.45568 1 .13574
Infrastracture in | 1
Pattaya 1 j
1 Female I 235 14.7272 i 1 .09278
: 3.3 Pollution 12 1 Male 1 115 4.0261 1 | 1a2zn
| Pattaya 1
! Female I 235 4.0085 1.70718 i 11136
‘ 3.4 The Male 1 115 4.2763 1.56467 | .14591
! historical sites in ; ; :
! Pattaya ! ! !
| | Female 235 4.2511 | 1.26134 | 08358
45 Amman& }Mate I 115 4 113438 1 1.60553 14972
,inPattara , ! | i
' | Female L 235 | 4.02% | 1.66044 110962
3.6 Natural | Male 115 [ 4.0348 | 1.50980 114079
| resources al : ! t I
Pattaya | ! 1
| | Female 235 | 4.0785 | 1.61804 1 .10555
Overall Impacts Male 1115 | 4.6280 .76430 G
| Female 1 235 | 4.6017 .73593 1 .04801
Independent Samples Test
! Lewene t-test
'z Test 1 for
1 for Equalit
Equalit iy of
, yof | Means
T
F Rl | Sig. (2- | Mean St
1 tailed) A Inffer=  Bror
! nee Differe
% nee
1 1 Upper
Equal 151 . .698 11105 1348 | 270 | .12140 i A0964 | -.09464 |.33744
Econo Varianc | i !
featls i i
Inpact assume
i
Equal {1.132 {241.23 e { 12140 | .10723 - 18953 .33263
varant ( 11 i | |
es not , i i i
assume ; | i i
! 1 ; L
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! 11 ! 348 561 03555  .15405  -21343 3923
invest
mentm 1l es

Pl . lassume

L45.3 1.229

] 123
Equal

| wanane
es not
assume

1 d 1

{Equal .516 A73 {-239 348 ' .812 -.03349 1 .14035

gr 1 warianc

.610 257.50 1 .542 .03955 .14573 1 -.19939 }|.37849

i
i
1
;

-.30953 [.24255

Pattaya

3 1.24666

B

1
!
1 - 238 219.11 .814 -03349 .14214
| Tarac ] 4 i
es not
1 assume
| d
1.3 | Equal Rijild
Emplo  wananc
yinent es

!
|
| azzwme '
|
|

— P - —
— e P

.975 5 550 IRREE

o

!

|

|

-157251-.15591 1 .46266 |
i i !
i

|

{

!

LW W

Pattay: o
Equal
Varans
1 es not
assume

1 1.004 24433 | .315 15338 1.15278 1 -.147551.45431

]

[
e

|
P
i

14  Equal 234 529 12095 | .037
Your | wariane
income | es |

assume

4
%3

[ Equal 12053 1217.351.040 |
yaranc | ‘g

|es not
assume

g

15 | Equal

Jobs in | waanc
| Pattaya | es

513 AT74 .886 .376 112951 1.145251-.15813 1 .41715

!
| |
|

i AZEIITIE

i
1d !
|
s
1

882 22385 L 379 12551

tEqual
| wrartanc

15 1.949 .164 . 359 345 s 1

|

c o : i |
% 1 !
I M

N
Fattavs

assume |

1
A

i .
tourism
| mdustr

1

)

1 .348 243.131 .728 05220 1 170101 -.27584 | 33425 )

; | vanane | § _ 17 | E i

| lesnot | : : I i !
jassume 1 i ! 1




d

i Equal
| Social | wvartanc
I Impact | ==

1 assume

1 Equal
Waranc
esnot 1
assurne |

d

.666

1.415

1-.034

1
1

1-.086

1

1

348

—

239.54 | 23

-.00956 § .11084
]

-00956 1.

{
i

1

|
11324 | ~Z:Z:Z: 21316

j-.22791 1 .20879
1

21 ‘'Equal |
Pattaya | varanc |

1 § {

|
| culturel assumeJT
I ' d
LR EY
Foual A
van:Inc

|

es

d
Equal
TaAranc
I esnot
| assume
e
2.3 1Equa ?
1
I

Numhs variant
I rof | es

crimes | assume 1
i i FREY |

t P atra'.,?aJ !

543

A

1.462

-.710

478

348

.315

.304

1.313

.009

737

Equal '
| varianc |
| es not
| assume
fd

i n

—

-.11378

113721

8027

-.42900 | U144

1
1574 |-.42653

1
1

[

o
E
N I
X
Q)
[y

R T

| .461

755

i

15467 20

.05125

.05125 |
|

15467

16855 1

- 780261 .38%75

1

L
163891 -.27157 1,.37407

54335

Humbe  vartanoc |
r of Cs |
driaz assume I'l
profile d

msin

Pattaya

|
Equal |
i
!

Equal
variant
2g not

assume
d

; 3.901

ki

.049

Rislsl

]
i
|
!

[ e

b

i
I
i
|
!
|
06346 1
{

;
| Equdl
wartans
I standar  es

I dof | assume
Lliving i,

421

517

45

348

Equal
VETIANT
&3 not
assume

231.01 1 .469

109531 .14855 ° -.

212931 -.48233 1 .35546

1 1

[ ——

20581 ;-.468831 .34191

H
i
i
{
i
i
!
!

RO

.15116 1 -.18777 1 .40682




26 Egual .002 .964 -1.155 }348 -.19556 |15928 5ZB50 1 .13738
Pattava  vartanc i E
slocal  es i |
custom  assume
d
Equal 1-1.156 1 226.72 1 .249 -.19556 |.15920
KETeETy
es not | 1
assume | 1‘ ll
i i
H i
3. ] Equal 12636 1.105 -.275 343 1.783 1-.032751.11850 ! - 26659 20110
Emvre A wananc 1 ! ! | :
mnenta 1 g5 1 1 ! ; g !
l asaume | ! | ' !
D oppa o ' ' : ! |
E | ! ‘
Equal 201 04 | o ! -.03275 i .12460 21295
VaATIANG |3
|
| I |
31 346 ; 557 -1.164 348 t.245 -.19981 17166 -.53743 13730
Envito i é
fetvates s i i
in i |
Pattaya ! : !
Equal -1.136 [212.53 2517, 1-.19931 |.17594 1 -.54662 | -14699
VATans e
es not 5 5 |
assume I 1 |
d i ! |1
32 Equal 013 ‘l 303 - B3 EF AT 16310 - 32544 i .31619
Infrastr  waranc i
uciure £s i I
in SUNE J :
Pattaya o | ; i
Equal e ————28 ] 220P31 78 -.00463.16442 | -.32865 31940
VArIano hi i
es not
assume
i ! | ! !
33 1 Equal 1.079 1.779 1.090 347 .928 1.01753 19545 1 - 34852 f 40207 1
Foliutt  § vananc | | i 1 I
} a1 i : es | %
[ Pattayal assume 1 . |
[ d | ] [
Equal [ 039 22289 929  1.01753 .19675 [-.370161 .40531
VArAnNeC | | |
jes not | i
1 assume 1 ! f
l's ' i |
34 i qual 006 173 343 .863 | 027201 .15711 i -.23131 § sawnsid
The | waranc i f
fustaric % es
in sites §a$ume
in td
Pattava
162 191.07 872 02720
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35 | Equa | 38 425 1 [z | 343 1.979 nadn 17249 A - 34572
| Angmal | venanc | || | ; | ;
llifein les f : : !
| Pattaya | assume | I | | \
| d i ' ‘ i
Equa I 027 | 979 | 00500 18556 |-.36057 |.37056
| wanane ' ! i f |
I esnot 5 ! |
| assume | ! ; ‘[ j
36  Equa | 810 1366 1-232 | 48 817  1-04181 180191 - 7337131259
{Natural | variant | | ‘ | " |
1 resourc | oes | , \ |
:»esin | assumel ' ! | 5 ‘
| Pattaya 1 | |
} Equal - 338 5 241.06 .812 ;— 04181 175961 -.3354 3.30480
Fananc ; b i | |
" esnot | % ‘ i % |
assume | | | | 5
: |
| Overall  Egual | .308 580 1 311 1342 756 02636 |.08482 1;-.14046 1.19319
llmpact  warianc ! ‘ i |
assume ‘ |
Equal .307 | 213.95 759 .02636 08593 -.14299 1 .19572
WANAte i3
esnot 1
assume |
8
T-Test
Group Statistics
Job related to & dwenture iN ! Mean | Std. [ Sl Ertur
Tourism ; | | Deviation | Mean
1. Economic Impacts | Yes 121 { 5.3416 T | .07960
‘ | No | 22% 1 5.0604 1.99798 | -06595
| L1lnvestmentin | Yes 21 5.3471 1.16698 | .10609
| Pattaya i . ! |
| No 229 | 5.0437 1.43203 [.09463
| 1.2 Support for other | Yes 191 | 5.3471 118118 1 .10733
| businessesin Pattaya ! !
No | 223 | | 1.25684 08305
| 1.3 Employment i I Yes 1121 ! ! 1.14800 '.10436
| Pattaya : v i !
! | No | 228 | 51878 i 1.47928 1
i 1.4 Y our income Y {121 | 4.8595 [ 1.33108
i , No 229 4.61.57 1.41760
| 15Juhbs lves I 121 15.4298 1.18902 !
| Mo 13.0786 1.31887 !
1.6inPatta tourism| Yes 121 5.5372 1.39069
| midustry
1No I 229 | 5.2402 | 159741 1 .10556
2. Social Impacts lYes 121 [.93233 L 08476
No 205 i 1.0°640 06 783
| 21 Pattaya's culture 1Yes 1121 1.33263 1 .12115
g!N’o 229 14.3231 1.44806 | .09569

2:17



2.2 Family relations | Yes 1121 4 5347 | 1.29323 [ 11757
1 No 239 14.436 1 1.55362 [ .10267
| 23 Humber of cmes | Y es 1121 | 39491 1.71414 | .15583
Pattava
I No | 4.2838 1 I 12552
| 24Numberofdrug | Yes 121 14.1570 1.81204 | .16473
problems m Pattava
I No 1 229 . 4.3144 | 1.90033 Y3558
25 Your standard of | Yes {121 |4.7521 | 1.38613 12601
 living ! | i |
f I No | 229 14.6332 1.99640 " pase7
| 26 Pattaya's local 1Yes | =t |a.6364 1.36626 | 12421
i customs | : 1( 1
| No | 229 | 44891 i | .10238
3. Enwwonmental npactz | Yes 121 | 4.3196 L. R
I No | 229 {4.7125 | 07184
3.1 Environment in I Yes 121 | 44258 i.19433
| Pattaya
To | 229 | 4.2620 1.57318 .10396
| 3.2 Infrastructure in Yes | 121 1 4.9008 1 1.28066 1 .11642
Pattaya !
No S ' 4.7249 150 | .09938
3.3 Pollutionin Fattaya | Yes 1121 3 En9s | 1.60371 14579
No 274 1.76538 | .11666
3.4 Thehistorical sitz. ' Yes I 121 | 1.35611 11419
Pattava
I No I 279 4.1790 1143524 {15484
3.5 Animal lifein {Yes 121 14.1488 | 1.58987 1 14453
| Pattava , :
INo 1229 1 3.9694 | 1.68688 | 11147
3.6 Natural resources | Yes 1121 | 4.1488 | 1.50020 | .13720
in Pattava [ [ \ \
No 14.0175 | 1.61941 | .10701
Overall Impacts Ves 121 [4.7016 67788 .06163
No 229 ' 4. 5621 | 77430 | 05117

Independent Samples Test

Lewvene | t-test
'sTest 1 for !
for | Equalit
Equalt 1y of |
7 of I Means
Wanan | |
ces ’

F It Af

Fae?
i onfid
| BnCE

Interva

=
o
B
=
3
L)
[

41& 2.613 | 348 1.009 I

)
ke

115 10762 1 .06953 | .492.65

Pi.

1

1 Econo i wan
11 Toie

12,720 127347 007 | .
| 16 | ! | | |




|
Lt 1 Equa 3530 . .051 1 2.005 348 | .046 .30344 | .15134 | .00579 1 .60109
Irwest 1 wananc i i { I
mentinl es | I ! |
Pattava | assume [ i |'
Id I | i ‘l |
Egual 12134 1290.22 1.034 30344 | .14216 .02354 | .58324
wananc
es not : , : 1§ ‘!
assume ! [ i | i
5 | : ‘
12 Equal | .445 .505 1 1.088 ! 348 1.277 .15060 | .13REE -.12157 |.42277
Sti ppor Yariano | | !
t for es
other assume
buzmes A
sesm
Fattava |
! Equal 257.931.252  .15060 .13575 -.11572 }.41792 |
Farane o ‘
es not

i assume

34115  .154431 .03741

| .64489 |
! |
|
|

5 Equd u. 003 {2209 | 34z
reople | vananc |
yment | es

lin i assume

i

l
Pattan: 8 f ‘ | 1
{
\
\
|

[N
ot

_H_._,Nu
o
)
o

|
: | _
Equal 2338 30891 .018 |.34115 14253 [.05976 '.52255 |

vartme !
|

1
es not

| assume

ld

14 TEqua 446 1562 | 1s62 |

Your 1 wanahc i

11

)
i
co

i
[
|
|
11
|

1.219 24378 15604 i -.(a311  .55063 1

meotme | es
assume

24378  .153031 -.05756 1 .54%13 1

|l f——

Equal 1593 1258.131.112
VAT !
es not ;
assume !
d

15 {Equal | .591 1 .405 1 2.449 348
| Jobsin ' vananc

| Patiava les i

| assumel
| d

[ Equal |
| varianc :'l-
% esnot |

e

"

|
] |
1 |
| |
| I
|

_35115  .14336 06912 REEINN ]

267.22 .012 15115 13285 N77771 .62453 |

1 d :

16 {Equal [ZB525 © 034 1728
1IN WATIANG
| Patlaya 1l es

's | assume
" tourism
in dust {

LWy

T Es | 29702 47187, TALDS

Eaud 1 1 1803  275p1 [O72 70702 10470 127321.621251
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!
| o
2. 470 {.269 782 AL 11182 -189801 25007 1
1Socid 1 w ] ' [
1limpact | es ! { :
|'s )I assume | 1 i [
| id | ! |
] I Equal AL 265.58 782 301 |1 .10856 -.18360 1 .243Vv Ii
1‘ | wananc | f ; '
| gznot i i |
i assume |, I i ‘
? 3 ' I a |
| 21 1Equa 1.472 | 2734 1 095 1348 % 921 417015239 - 20583 Lseses A
Patiava | vanane ! ! t !
1S i i ! |
| culture | assume | ‘f ;
| | ! b
| .102 I 919 1.01570 .15438 .31968
| warianc | [ |
iesnot | : . |
| assume | ‘
_3117\ | | “ ‘
22 IEqua | 4382 057 2411 | 45  1.016 | 39803 16511  07/ii0 72276
Family | wartanc | i 5
| relation es | |
I s | assume g
|
2.550 [t R .15608 09081 TH525
) |
; | x
2] : ! J
Equal 5337 1.021 " -1.6541 343 | 0o } -.34169 .206531 -.74789 1 .06451 |
Mumbe ‘ | ! i : i |
. rof es ‘ i i ‘ ]
4 crimes : assume ! ! ‘ f ! |
in : ! | | ! ’
i Paftaya ; L ‘7 I
Equal -1.708 : ELERI ‘ Rg || -.34169 .20009 1 73566 |.05227 ||
warians il | | | | |
2z not | | | I
assume | | | ’ ;
X i !
] 24 | Egual 1.814 ; 368 -. 749 1 348 1 455 i - 15739 21021 g—.57082 .25605 |
\{ Mambe | warans |, g | i :i
r of | es { | ‘ !
‘drug | assume ! |
| proble  d ! |
% mzin i ! |
Paftaya : = 5
¢ -.760 II 25053
E i |
! 1
' | !
: , — 14‘! |
15 | Rt 231 796 {11888 1 .14926 | - 174A% 1 . 412431
I Your | w2 -, i i | j ! !
| standar |es [ I ! | ’l 1 !
I3of | assumel i | | | i
bwing 1 d | I i '
[EEEL 1 230.63 1 .436 | (1188 ,__}W-.18135 1.41910 |

290



VEIANC | 1
es not g 1
assume i i
d l \ [
zu Equal | 2222 137 343 73 14728 16731 -.18179 | 47435 1
Pattaya wananc | " E
‘ loca es ! ! |
custom  assume [
q | \ |
Equal 915 97?29 .361 | .14738 .16096 -.16960 | 46416 |
FEEIC , } I |
‘ es not ! 1 X |
3 sume ) ! |
! |
| . Equal .784 913 348 382 {‘ 157704 11729 1 - 12385 ‘.33773 |
" Emwro | warnanc | ] | i !
| nmenta | es ! |, 3 ; [
2 | assume j i f
lmpact | 4 ' 1 i
L= é | E
| Equal 1‘, .950 E 273.01 3 | .10704 .11273 -.114891 .32837
| varianc ,’ | 9 ! | ! |
assume | i ! ! |
d | l | ; |
31 1Equa 1.508 i 2211 1381 1 34% .168 | .23386 16939  -.09930 I‘ .36702
Enmto VAranc | 1 |
fraent ; ‘, § '
assume ' i
Patava  d . ‘ ! ! i
Equal 1.440 ! 274 65 151 | .23386 15245 | -.02594 | .55366
| wanane . . | |
es not ! |
' assume ! i
f - i
id H I |
57 FEqual 8685 : .056 ' 1094 |348 275 17594 | 15081 = -.14035 .49227 :lj_
Infrastr  wananc i |
ucthre ! es i ! [
in assume \
Pattaya ‘ ;
| Equal 1.149 | 230.27 351 | 17594 153117 - 12538 .47725
| waranc ll n I : !
" esnot | i i i
assume \ ! | ! f
| d ‘! ' i i |
J3 | Equa |1.964 327 -1.624 1343 i .105 1 -.312351.19234 | -.59054 | .06594
Polluti 1 vanane | | | | | |
onin es { 5 | | |
Pattava assume | i ! ] [
i ‘ |
I -1.573 | /554 ; [iETS : 31235 T .1%672 1-.68000 .05529 I‘
| 3 | t ,
o | |
| | ‘! | | |’
34 Equal 1381 .241 l1514 1348 | .131 23416 15466 |-.117000 .53637 |
1 The WANTATL g ‘ i ‘ } ;
historic | es 1 | | i ! !
- ‘ i
al sites| assume i | | \
in i d | ) : \ ‘ |
Pattaya f | i { !
| Equal 11.578 | 27/.03 116 23418 .14844 | -.05805 | .52542 |
FAMIATIE ) [ " f l i
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es not

assume
1.042 | ol .955 1348 1.335 1.179331.18590 !-.18630 E.54496
I i
f ' : ! ;
| ! i ‘
| | | g i
| | L |
I 5R2 1257.30 i.327 | .17933 [1I82531 - 130111 53676
[ L3 i ' | !
| | | | !
! I (I [ i !
5 1 I ] !
f | | | ! , [ |
104 FC T A 438 461  }.13129 1.17733 é-.21846 48105
| i 1 |
! ! .% : | !
| = i | i
! |
i H
; ! 755  |259.81 1 451 _ 1.13129 1.174001-.21134 |.47392 |
: ! i | - ! 1 ! }
| ! | %
E 1
1 i 1 !
a0 471 1671|348 006 | 13944 08345 |-.02467 .30358
Inpact 1 Varian IS 1 : | | i
e les & | ! |
I assume | I I| [
5 i i
[ | 083 113848 .38[11331—.01823: 29714
| i 1
i I | ! 1 |
| ¢ ] | I
assume 1 ‘ I | i
d | | I | ! :
Oneww ay
Descriptives
Mean | 5td [ Std. [95% | Minimu e
Drewnatin | Error | Confide I'm 151
| nee !
! b intersal !
1
i for ‘
| Iian
Upper
Bound
| 245 51667 | 1.007 6 | .06435 5.2934 2.17 I 7.00
| oo
Impacts :
| 30-50 | o7 51134 | {.08933 | 49361  5.2907 : 3.00 7.00
5.4157 | .2°043 | 59380  4.50 i6.17
Total | 51575 | | 05151 | 152501 1217 1 7.00
11 | <30 245 {5036 | 05756 152541 [1.00  |7.00
Inwestm ; ) ! i
i i !
| ntm I ; ‘ I
‘attaya | ! i |
| 38-50 57 | 52887 | 1.33821 | 13587 | 50190 55534 1.00 17.00
| >50 8 | 55000 1 .75593 .96726 4.8680 6.1320 4.00 o
| Total | 350 | 51485 1 1735236 | .07229 sou064  15.2907  11.00 F o0




12 <30 1245 52653 1| 117654 07517 1 5117°2 1 54134 | 100 7.0
| Support i ;
far other 1 ! |
. business | L i
| esin } I |
Fatiaya | ;
! 13050 | 97 51649 | 1.38203 14032 | %t.ees | 54435 | 1.00 7.00
| 1550 |8 57500 | 28641 31339 | 50089 1 64911 |4.00 7.00
| Total 1 350 53434 | 123160 .06583 1 51191 1 53780 1 1.00 7.00
I 13 <30 | 245 53469 | 140126 08956 ' 51705 | 55234 | 1.00 7.00
! Employ i i ! !
toent m f 1 ;
Pattaya | ! i
13050 | 97 | 51753  1.35409 | 13749 | 49023 154482  1.00 | 7.00
1 >50 Iz 1 5.6250 106066 | 37500 [47383 165117 | 4.0 t 7.00
Tota 1 350 41 1138171 | 07386 | 51605 | 54510 | 1.00 !l 7.00
14 <30 1245 4.6490 1.45677 | 44657 1458323 ' 100 1 7.00
Your i i i
Wil OITe I
| 30-50 | 97 1 4.7235 124354 1 12626 | 45329 150341 | 1.00 1 7.00
1 >50 541 1 31339 4.508% | 59811 | 4.00 1 6.00
Total ! 350 1 1.39123 | .07436 | 45537 | 4.8463 | 1.0l I 7.00
15 <30 I 245 5.21182 129055 | .02245 | 50458 | 53706 | 100 1 760
ks i ! ' ! |
P‘ ’C“A% ! :
3050 | 97 151856 | 127745 | 12971 1200 | 700
| =30 | 5.1250 135620 | 47949 [ 3.00 1700
1 Total {350 152008 125469 | | 53351 | 1.00 17.00
1.61In1 <30 1245 134490 148298 I 156356 | 1.00 17.00
| Pattayas 1 | ! : { |
1 tourism 1 | ! ’ |
lindustry | 1 ! |
3050 |97 150325 165624 |.16817  474E7 | 54163  1.00 i 7om
1>50 * 152500 128174 |45316 41784 | 63216  4.00 7.00
| Total 1350 15.3429 T 7 1 02192 1 54816 155041  1.00 0
2. Social | <30 | 245 14.4014 1‘ | 06314 | 42770  4.5257 1.00 6.63
Impacts I | 11 1 ./
13050 ! 3, | 44931 | ws305 | 09981 (42950 46913 | 150 7.0
1>50 18 . 42708 11.34795 47657 | 31439 53977 | 133 3.50
1Total 1350 | 4.4238 99365 1.135311 1 4.3193 1 45223  1.00 7.00
21 1<30 1245 142298 [1.417721.09057 | 41114 = 4.4682 1.00 7.00
| Pattayds| | | 1 ! ;
culture 1 ! 1 { 1, !
1.30-50 14.4227 11.366051.13890 | 41470 1 4.6984  1.00 7.00
>50 ; 143750 11.685021.59574 1 29663 | 57237 100 7.00
Total -0 43086 1 140732 1 .07522 1 4.1306 [ 44765  1.00 7.00
Z 4] 1245 14.6571 11.486551.09497 | 4.4701 | 4.8442 1.0u 700
1 Family 1 ! i 1
1 relations 1
1 13050 {97 14.4021 11.440921 .14630 | 41117 1 4.6925 I 7.00
| =50 = | 41250 11.642081.58056 | 27522 | 54978  1.00 6.00
! 1Tota 1350 145743 1147913 | 07906 | 44188 | 47298  1.00 7.00
23 =3 | 245 141143 | 186512 | 11916 | 3879 43490 1. 7.00
Number ! i : ' !
Lof : | ! :
; CIHREs i i ] i !
1 e} 1 i 1
[ Pattaya | 1 I
3050 197 i 179506 | 39984 47232 | 1.00 1 7.00
1>50 { 33750 | 1.50504 1.53243 21160  4.6340 [ 1.00 1500
Tatal 1350 141657 11.84219 |.09847 [ & 1 43594 1 1.00 1700
24 1<30 | 245 142082 . 1.87562 |.11933 39721 144442 1 1.00 7.00

Pt

Lad



Number

224

[ |
of drag | | }
aromerm : 1‘
3in |
Fattaya |

130-50 97 144927 1.697561 .19267 | 4.0402 14.8051 1.00 17.00
1>5 38750 11.246421 44063 | 28330 | 45170 1200 5.00
. Total 350 142600 | 136217 |.09991 | 40635 14.4565 |1.00 17
25 1<30 245 46245 [1.31737 08416 | 4)4587 14.7903 | 1.00 7.00
Y our . ' [
standard | \ . ]
of living | [ J g
f3os0 |97 47952 7 129354 | 7.00
1 >50 % 47500 1.98906 | 700
|_Total, 350 4.6743—1.32713 700
i 2445 45143 | 1.44461 ; Fu
H E li ‘
] i |
% |
57 4.5567 157433 15985 42394 148740 11.00 | 7.00
51250 130772 03913 36137 166363 12.00 1 7.00
Total 4.5400 148820 _07955  4.3835 ! { 700
3. I <30 4.2415 1.03813 .06632  4.1109 5.83
F:
{.10932
n B 1.30118 1
4.2485  1.043371 .05577 |
| 43714 [1.475431 .09427 i
Eaviron ] | ‘ ﬁ
mert } | | L
Pattava | | 1 . i
130-50 a7 142764 11599101 16336 | 3.9561 14.6006  1.00 7.00
| >50 ) 142500 11.531141 .55902 29281 155719 1.00 l6.00
| Total 350 | 43429 1509151 .08067  4.1842 14.5015  1.00 17.00
3.2 <911 245 4.7265 139771 | .08°30 45506 | 4.9024 1.00 {7.00
Infrazstri
cture in ’
Pattaya f 1
130-50 |27 [4.6763 |1.520928 15528 | 45681 51845 11.00 | 7.00
[ >50 = 55000 |1.06904 1 .37796 | . | 6.3937 14.00 = o
| Total | 350 | 47757 143126 |.07650 | 4.6352 | 4.9362 1 1.00 7.00
{245 13.9429 | 143755 |.10784 37304 41553 | 1.00 7.00
Polio : ?
11 L
Pattaya 1
13050 197 4.3165 180925 18376 33517 45613 [|1.00 7.00
| >50 I8 : 3.75011 128174 | 45316 26784 46216  1.00 5.00
Tatal 1350 i 4.0143 171537 1.09169 | 3834i 141946 11 00 {7.00
34 1<30 | 245 | 42316 1.404361.08975 141048 |44584 |1.00 1 7.00
The H
| J !
i
1sitesin H
Pattaya i
30-50 o7 1.392791 13431 3.8777 (44109 11.00 AL
! >50 P ® 1.06904 | 37794 1 4.00 17.00
Total | 351 4.g600 1 37EAS 07369 1100  17.00
95 <90 245 | 40304 11.62069 10354 11.00 7.00
| Animal '
I life. in J



[ 3050 1097 1 40205  1.77353 34632 43781 11.00 I 700
I =59 g 1 45000 | 1.19523 135003 154992 13.00 [ 7.00
Total 350 {40314 167390 357 | 42053 1 1.00 17.00
35 <3 1245 1 4.1061 1.51098 | L 1 1.08 '7.00
g ral ! : i
TEEGICE E !
sn | | | |
Pattava . !
30-50 97 ¢ 3.9485 1.49563 | .15186 ‘ 36470 4.2499 1.00 17.00
1 >50 1 41250 1 1.80772 | .63%13 1 26137 1 56363 11.00 7.00
1 Total | 350 1 40429 1 158124 | .08452 | 58945 142291 1LH R
Overal <30 245 "460%2 | 74710 1.04773 | 45092 144972 |2.00 6.78
| Impacts ! ! §
1 30-50 J g7 4.4180 : 74377 | 07552 | 44681 | 4779 2.50 16.72
| =50 [z 47361 | 74993 | .24514 | 41092 153431 | 322 578
\l Total 1 350 4.6103 | .74438 ; 03979 | 45321 14.4326 240 5.78
ANOVA
| 1 Sum of | af " Mean ' F Sig
! 1 Squares Square !
1. Ecanom ¢ Impacts Between Groups 2 | 573 1.399 671
} Within Groups 324.585 1347
1Tota | 325.332 1 349
| 1.1Investment i 1 Between Groups a N2 1.995 .091 |
Pattaya 1
I within Groups 1.828
1 Tota 1349
1.2 Support for other | Between Groups 1 7 11373 1 .909 1 .404
1 businesses in Paitava : A !
Within Groups 1 526.616 347 | 1.518
Total | 529.374 349
1.3 Employmentin Between Groups | 2.823 1.441 754 147
Pattaya i 1
I Within Groups 1 663.406 1347 1912
| Total | 666.289 !
1.4 Y our income 1 Between Groups 3.734 12 1.857 . .964 1 .382
Within Groups 671766 1347 ] 1.936 [
. Tota 675.500 | 349
1.5 Jobs m Pattaya | Between Groups .082 j e 1 .041 .025 | .976
1 Within Groups <35.91% | 347
1 Total 575.000 | 349 |
1.6 Ini Pattaya's | Between Groups 9.405 1 14.702 1 2,011 i 135
tourism indusiry | ! | ! 1
| Within Groups 1811.452 1347 i 2.338 | i
| Total 820.857 | 349 |
12. Socia Impacts DelweEe |1 Ol N Lz | .388 I 397 .675
Within Groups 1 343.803 347 b 901
1Tota 1 344.579 349 1
s culture | Between Groups 1 1.245 Z 1 .622 1 .313 1.731
Within Groups | 689.970 1347 | 1.988
! Tora ' 201214 1349 !
| 22 Family relations | Between Groups 1 6.174 i2 3.087 1.414 | 244
| | Within Groups | 757.395 1 37 1
1 1 Total 1 763.569 1349 1
1 23 Humber of crunes | eetwesn Grogs 9.342 12 | 4.671 1.379 Rk
i Pat 1 | ! |
| [ Witk n Groups | 1175.044 1347 | 3.386
1Tota | 1184.389 1349 § i i




THE ASSUMPTION UNTVERSITY T.TRRRADY

\ 2.4 Number of dmz | Between Groups | 4411 2 2.206 B30
| problems it Fattaya
1 Within Groups 1214.929 347 3.501
Total 1219.340 1 349
2.5 Your standard of Between Groups 2.039 2 | 1.020 1 .577 | .562
| living
| "Within Groups 612.829 347 | 1.766
| Taial 514 368 | 348
2.6 Pattava's local i Bebwesn Groups | 2327 2 1463 | .659 518
| cusiom . !
Within Groups 770.013 | 347 218
| Total 1 772.940 345
3. Environmental Between Groups | .605 | 2 .303 277 mEeR
impacts
| Within Groups 379.325 1147 i 1.093
| Total | 379 930 i 349
3.1Environmentin | Between Groups | .677 2 .336 .147 | 853
| Pattaya \ \ | ‘ i
Within Groups 794 184 | 347 | 2.289
Trtal |794.857 344
32 Infras | Between Crouns | 5.736 2.863 [ 1.40 [ 247
Pattara
Within Groups 1 709 193 47 2.044
Tatal [ 714.929 | 349
3.3 pollutionin Between Groups RN 2 2.887 931 376
Faftaya ' !
Withir Groups | 1021.154 1 147 | 2.943
Total | 1026.929 3 ’
‘i 3.4 The historical | Between Groups 5.793 1¥2 2.897 1.52% .218
sitesin Pattaya
1 Within Groups 657.547 347 | 1.895
| Total 663.340 | 349
3.5 Ammal ke m | Between Groups 1763 2 L 1.327 | 721
‘attavs :
1 Within Groups 952.857 | 347 \ 2,746
~ Totd 954. 54 340
3.6 Matural resources  Between Groups I 1.759 .880 I 350 705
m Fattaya ‘
Within Groups 1 8711858 347 | 2510
| Total | 872.617 I 349 1 ]
Overall Impacts | Between Groups. | 145 | 2 072 | .130 i 578
| Within Groups | 193.235 134 557
| Total 197.379 749
Post Hoc Tests
Multiple Comparisons
Ryl
| Dependent | (1) Age
| <30
| Mean | Sig. Mean Sis 1 Mean
Difference | Difference | Difference
| (1-3) (113 {11}
|
i <30 ] 5324 | 645 &7

i 1
| 1




f | .646 | -.30326 I
| 472 .30326 1
P 11 -.20703 [ 203 1 -.41037 .390
; Livestiem ! l
' !
! 30-50 1 ] .203 1-.21134 1.671
| >50 g 390 21134 71 | !

12 L= | / -10036 | 498 | -43469 1 274
Support for 1 1 § } 1l
other % 1 ! | ) !
businesses I i ! i
in Pattaya 1, { . ; 1

1 30-50 | .493 ‘ I 58505 ' 108
‘ | 274 58505 I 108 i ]

13 | <30 [ 17168 1361 | -.27806 1 576
Ermployme . 1 . 1‘ ]

i in 1 | E
Pattava 1 \ | )
30-50 | -.17168 1 .301 | - 44574 {

1 >50 | . T 1445974 | .377 i

14 Your <30 1 1 | -13453 | 421 60102 | .230
income ! ! ’ ; 1 i !

1 30-50 113453 1 421 ! 1 -.46649 1.363
| >5n BITZ (230 46649
1.5Jobs 1 <Tin | .834 \
m Pattaya 1
1 30-50 - 12260 | 384 [ 06057 .898
1 >50 1 -.08316 | E5R 1 -.06057 295
1.61In =30 E ! | 3 .047 19898
! I
bt i 1 |
wmdustry |
30-50 1 1.047 | -.16753 | 766
>50 1 N7 | 16753 .766 | 1
2. Social <44 ; 1 -.09177 443 © 13053 | 745
impacts 1 1 .
1 30-50 | .09177 | .443 1 .22229 1 544
{o-en | -.11053 | 715 | 22229 544
i 21 <30 -.13288 433 -.08520 867
Pattaya's
| culture
1.13283 | .433 1 1 .04763 1.927
| >50 .03590 T | -.04768 1 .927 1 ]
1 22 | =30 1 .25508 151 | 53214 | 317
1 Family ! %
l relations 1 1
1 | -.25508 113l 1.2 1
| 53214 1 706 1 611
5 ! g | -.24654 1 .265 KR [ ==
l Number of | ! i 1' | !
{crimesin 1 I 1 l !
Pafiava ! ' ; !
1 30-50 | .24654 1 .265 1 | 146
73924 1 264 1 -.98589 1.146
11 24 <30 21452 | .340 j .621
Number of 1
1 drug
| problems
Yin I'attaya
30-50 | .21452 1.340 ) ; 1 54768 1 .427
>50 ; -.33316 1.621 | -54768 1427 1 ;
25 Vour_1 <30 1 1 -.16932 1.289 1 -.19551 1.793




standard of

I living :
30-50 16932 i 1.04381 i 929
1 >50 .12551 I | -.04381 ! 1
b <30] -54242 1 813 | - 61071 1.255 [
I Pattya's |
| toral ! i | I! i
I customs | I | i |
| 130-50 1.04242 813 I -.56830 300 i
; 1 >55 LAY | .255 | 56830 | .300 |
{3 <30 -O0593 ETE {27 3 458
Ty orime |
ntal | 1
| Impacts
[730-50 1.00593 962 -.27341 478
| =5 1.27934 458 1 27341
31 .09308 12143 823
Emvironme .
| 1k in |
1 Pattava
30-5U - U9308 03 1959
=50 - 12143 823 - 02835 959
I 32 <30 -.14976 .383 | - 77347 133
Infrastructs ! ] ;
rein 1 ! | |
| Pattaya . | 3 i
1' ! g3 14976 | - 42571 1.236 [
j >50 1.77347 _ | 188 | 62571 . .43m !
{33 [ <30 -.27364 l.124 1.19385 1.755
| Pollution 1 % 1
Pattaya
| 3050 27364 | .184 | .46649 |_.460
! >50 1-.19286 ik -45549 1460 |
[ 3.4Thei<30 ’ .13730 406 -.71837 147
historical ;
sites i1 ;
| Pattaya | '
3050 |- 13730 406 | - 85567 1.092
>50 71837 147 .85567 1.092 i
K <30 “ 1 -o00021 ! 99m 1-.47959 421
| Arumal life
m Patftava
1 30-50 TR 933 - 47935 432
| >50 47659 421 432
6 <30 1.4117 n1223 974
Natural
resources
in Pattava
1 30-50 1578 407 -.17655 762
>50 01888 974 17555
1 Overall <30 -.01481 1-13294 620
I Impacts
30-50 .01481 - 11313 667
| 1.13294 .520 1.11813 .667
* The mean differenceis significant at the .15 level.
Oneway

Descriptives



|FA ean Stdl. I 5ed 1 Rlingmy Maxica
Desnatin | Error Confide g m
Miean
1 Lower J Upper
| | Bound | Bound
1 | High 1228 E 75588169 |.05839 |5.1123 {53424 1250 7.00
Econom | school
I LWeL ) I
Impacts | | L i i
118 I'5.0297 1 1.11103 .10228 Ft827li‘l 5.7322 217
; ! i
4 | 48553 64370 | aziss | 39341 (¥l 438 17|
i ! |
v g b i i i
| ‘: \ % | |
1350 151575 | As%%0 1 .05161 15.0561 52591 1217 17 n
, 11 ; i28 |5.2719 |1.295771.08581 | 51028 |5.4410 11.00 | 7.00
| Investm | | ! | 1 | !
| entin , ‘i g i
| Pattava ] | | ! \ |
Bachele 118 49575 | 145458 1 13206 [4.6961 \’ 52192 1.00 1 7.00
r degree i § i i \
| Master 4 | 57533 1.50000 1.25000 129544 145456 | 3.00 14.00
| degree i | ! | l; |
1 or i | ! | |
A I | ; | 1
1_higher | . | | !
| Total 1350 151486 {1.35236 L07229 15.0064 5.2907  1.00 '7.00 i
12 [High | 228 | <3239 11.24230 | o227 ! 51667 154911 ;1.00  17.00
Support 1 school ‘ ! I | ! | |
 for other 1 or lower I } | 5
" business| I d |
esin { l i |
Fattaya_ | ; : ! |
1 Bacheln 1118 15.1017 121522 1.11187 {4.8801 5,3232 Tl I7.00
, Ldearee | i 1 ‘ | [
T gsier 4 F AT 1 A1AS0 2251 3.7008 4 00 1 6.00
1 degres | { | } | : l
1 ar : i |
| higher | i : . , | '
Total | 350 1.23160 1 .06583 51191 | 5.3780 Loy 17.00 |
! 13 High 228 1.37573 1 .09111 5 i4f6  |5.4997 | 1.0 ! - |i
| Employ 1 school ) ! E i
| mentm or lower { !
HPattaya, I ! l
Bacheln 112 52712 11.40610 1.12944 511142 | 55> 5 | 2.00 | '7.00
r degree———— I | !
| Master 4 | 55000 129099 |.64550 | 34457 q.7ss43 1400 700 |
| degree ! . | ]
I or | !
nigher : \I i i
Total 1 350 153057 | 1.3%1711.07386 | 5.1605 5.4510 '_1_00—, 7.00
14 High ¢ zzo 477647 |1.306701 NgG54  4.6058 14.9468 11.00  |7.00
Y our achinnl , ! I
income  or lower i - ‘
: Backeln 113 ;:—?![m'.mue 42798 |4.8389 100 | 470
r degree i | i
| Master 4 i 4 5080 1 1.732051 BA63 177433 72501 13.00 7.00
| dearee

W

]
i



1.39123

230

350 4.7000 | .07436 14.5537 14.8463 | 1100 f7.00
L5 | 228 | 5.3281 120231 | .07963 |5.0712 |5.3850 i 2.00 173700
| Jobs in ! “ ‘ i
| Patiava ' or imwer | ! | \ | |
Bacheln | 118 5.1355 1.44952 .13344 i 871 153999 |1.00 1 7.00 !
r degree ! !
Plaster |4 5.51100 .23858 4.5813 % 6.4187 l 5.00 | 6.00 |
degree i ! I )
ar I ‘ | 1
higher y’ | A 1
Total | av 53000 128469 .06857  5.0f4% I 100 | 7.00 i
1.6In High | 228 5.4385 151563 | .10044 15.2407 1 553551 1.00 I 7.00 .
Pattaya's  school ' ' | !
tourism ot lower ! \ | i
mdustry | i ! , 5 |
Barckelo 1118 { 5.1525 1.56590 ]{ 14424 4.8559 |5.4382 1.00 i 7.00 L
r degree | . ]g ! |
Master 4 5.5000 1.230%% | 04550 3.4457 ;7.5543 f 4.00 |7.00 i
degree ! | |
higher | | | F i
Total 1350 53429 153363 | .08198  415l1§ 55041 11.00  {7.00
2. Bocial - High | 225 } 5219 1.00552 | .05560 4.3907 14.6532 11.00 17.00
Impacts  school 1 I | !
or lower | ‘,
Bacheln 118 4.3090 93503  .08617  4.0284  4.3797 157 5.83
r degree 1
Master 1 4 ; 5 1667 54251 47140 | 3.6554 5.5559 4.50 1 6.50
| degree
lor
higher
{ Total 1350 1 19365 1531 Ll PRS0 7.00
2.1 [ High I 228 | 43847 141183 .09350 14.2105 7.00
Fattava's | schonl !
culture or lower 0 2
| Bacheln 1 112 {4.1595 .12868 3.9146 4.4243 1.00 7.00
§ r degree |
Master 4 5.2500 95743 | 47871 37265 15.7735 4.00 6.00
degree 1 |
or | \ |
| higher i [ |
| Total 43285 140732 | m7577 141805 [44755  1.00 .00
22 1High 45658 150478 |.0995 §4.3694 147622 | 1.00 7.00
1 Family %school i |
| relations w1 lowet i | L
) | Bachelo 1 118 4 5847 1.41518 1 .13037 43256 | 4.3429 1.00 7.00
r degree Lo
1Master 4 [ 47500 | 22173611.10858 11.2217  8.2783 2.00 | 7.00
| degree
1 or
| higher
I Total | 35 4. 147915 | 07906 }4.4188 14.7298 1.00 ! 7.00
23 IHigh | 4 1827721.12078 | 40%%7 145757 100 [7.00
Number 1 school | |
| of for lower | ‘
i crimes 3 |
jin ! | |
| Pattaya ! i | ! |
! _mr_-»ac:il_.l’iii 118 37881 1 E3438 f .15887 34537 1 41224 1.00 T700 .
! + deores | 1 i ‘



2.4
Number
of drug
problem
51n
Patfava

| Master |
|degree |
f or 5
higher
Total
IHigh 1227
% schanl

or lower

i 1.20099 | .64550

| 3.4457

7 5543

74219 | 09347

14.3594

B |

.86633 | .19360

4.6427

4.00

j 1.00
1.00

17.011

17.00
7.00

25
Sour
standard

of living

ol T

EBachela
r degree

118

| 3.9661

1.86251 17146

3.6265

i 4.3057
|

5.0000

4.2500

141421 70

.09991

27497

{4.0635

I 7.2503

1.00

4.00

7.UU

7.00

IR
L&D

High 1
I school 1
| orlower |

N PR T i n ]
D4 BRRG

Bachelo
r dearee

118

{43814

I
1
|
|
t
I
!
|
1

132134 .08751

|
i

4.6565

1130691 .12031

|

|
1]
i

Master 4
degree

or

higher

14.5000

11.00000  .50000

]

Pattaya's

local

| custoraz |

350
228

1 Total

! Ak .

| High

i school

1 Or lower

11.327331.07095
11.53731 | 10181
|

1
i

,4.5347

1 44045

1.00

1.00

,_A
—
nn

Bachelo
r degree
Master
degree
or
higher

P B

36917 12604

4.1148

3.
Ermran
mental

Inpacts

Total 1350

14.5400

High 1228
school
or lower

4.3947

Bachelo 118
r degree
Master | 4
degree

or

higher

—  ———

2 o

1.15470

| 1.48820 }.07955
1.05221 .07006

.97610

i .06986

.39382 1 .19691

4.1626

14.3835
1L 4.2556

| 46565

{4.5328

i an

i

5.00

| 7.00

1.110

7.00

1.00

0.83

Tatal I

4.2495

1.04337 |.05577

| 4.1396

4.1568

4.5850

1 1.00

i oar

© Enron
met i
Pattaya

IHigh | 2z
| school 1

| or lower |

1 .

| Bachelo 1 118
ir degree |

14.4211

1.56444 1 _10361

!

i

14.2169
{
{
I

il.OO

1.40592 .12943

13.9215

1.00

[Master |4
degree L
Loor ]

L . | -
i_higher

L

95743 | .47871
|

1 Total 1350

14.3479

{1.50915 1.08057

| 3.2265

H

14.1342

[4.5015

14.00

11.00




- ;4.3316 1. l 09847 1 46276 | 1.00 | 7.00
| _ | I .
chure | i I
Pattava | I i | 1
I 118 | 4 1.296791.11938 144161 4 33530 1.00 |1 7.00
i ! ' %
I a 13.2500 1.55743 1.47871 |1.7265 [4.7735 j 2.00 1 4.00
i 1 !
I |
| I I
14.7857 [1.431261.07650 4.6352 14.9362 1.00 17.00
1.741791.11535 4.0052 4.4598 11.00 17.00
f ]
| I
3.5673 157154  .14467 3.2813 11.00 17.00
|
M i 4.7500 2.06155  1.03078  1.4656 8.0304 ! 3.00 L‘.'-ee
degres | |
or ] .
higher |
Total {350 4nia 1.715%7 1 .09169 {3.8340 4.1946  11.00 7,00
3.4 I High I 43816  1.37921  .09134 4.2016 45614 {1.00 7.00
! The ) , school 1 J
historica | or lower
| 1 sites in E |
Fattava J } :
I | Bacheln 1 118 {40169 ,1.36490 12565 13.7681 14.9658 11.00 17.00
r deqgree | [ | ! 2
| Master a4 4.5000 } 1.00000 1 .50000 29088 16.0912 |4.00 6.00
| fdegree | ; i : |
Total 42600 11.378651 07365 |[4.1151 |4.4049 1.00 7.00
35 | High 228 {4.2018 E1.50759 1.10647 |3.9920 [4.4116 1.00 17.00
Arimal  school ] }
life 1n or lower : | |
Patiaya [ ! :
Bacheln 118 | 37118 1.69010 15559 j 4.0200 | 1.00 7.00
r degree i
Master 4 3.7500 2221736 | 110265 ' 2217 7.2783 1.00 6.00
degree | | i
or p f 1
higher
Total 350 4.0314 | _1.65350_1.03840 3.8576 4.2053 LH
3.6 High 228 ! 4 2500 §1.56890 1.10390 }4.0453 14.4547 ;1.00
i Natural  school 1 ' j ! !
i resource or lower ! ? i I i
Sin ! ’ i I | !
Paftaya | i ; ] i?
Bachels 118 13.7458 11.55353 1.14301 | 34625 [4.0290 11.00 7.00
r degree ! } ! i i
I Wiaster 4 2.7500 | 1.25%&41 | ‘ TR E 4042 ERHIL 1404
[ deores { . I !
1 i f
% ; li 1 : | i
) (I 14.0629 11_58124 |.08452 }3.8966__|4_2291 1700
| Cwerall  High ! 47147 se45 04983 46165 48179 6.79
| Mmpacts  schaol : | : ! i |
! or lower ; ! 1 !
| Rachelo | 69732 j.06419 142 7 4 8330 TS 6.78
I r degree ] ' i




14 | 46844 1201 1.20601 (4.0328 | 3 4733 528
! 1 ,
\ E I
! ! - I {
| 350 | 46103 | 433 | 03979 6.7%
ANOVA
Sum of | df | Mean F | Sip
1 Squares | | Square
11. Economic Impacts | Petween Groups 13195 11600 11.723 1180
1 Within Groups 1322133 347 T.928 T
I Total 325.332 1349 ] ! o
1 ~ 1.1investment in ; Between Groups 15.596 12 | 7798 1 4.346 1 .014
aftava 1 1 !
| { Within Groups 1622.678 347 T 1704
i | Total 638.774 349
| 1.2 Support for other | Between Groups 4.266 2 2133 11.409 1 .246
i businessesin Fattaya ! ;
] Within Groups , 525.109 | 347 1.513 |
\ Total 529.374 1349
| 1.3 Employment in Between Groups 319 | 170 IEES 813
Pattava | i i
TWithin Groups | 665.949 1347 1.919 | !
| Total | 666.289 1-349 | :
1.4 Y our income. 1 Between Groups | A823 | 2 11.912 | .988 374
| Within Groups 1 671.677 1347 1.936 |
" Total 1575.500 | 4y
1.5 Jobsin Fattaya 1 Between Groups 1 1823 x4 1 .515 311 133
I Within Groups 1347 1 1.657 ! }
Total i 4 . ! |
1.5InPattays's Between Groups | 2 1; 3.231 ! 1.377 ;! .254
tourism industry i i i
1 Within Groups 347 12.347 '
| Total 1349 |
2. Social Impacts Between Groups |2 14923 15103 .007
Within Groups 1347 1 .965
Total | 349
2.1 Paitaya's culture 1 Between Groups 12 1 3.690 1R 1.155
1 Within Groups ! 683.834 1347 11971
1 Total 1691.214 1349
2.2 Family relations | Between Oroups | 1.2 i .075 .035 1.966
[ Within Groups 1763.416 1347 12.200 1
. Total ! 763.569 | 348 | {
2.3. Number of crimes | Between Grougs [ 30690 | 2 15.345 |4.615 011
Lin Faftaya | f |
Withm (rouns 11153699 347 13.325
| Total 1184.389 349 | )
2.4 Number of driz | Between Groups 16.794 2z ‘ 552§ | 2423 .090
I !
LWithin Groups 11202 544 1347 1 3.456
1 Total 11719 340 1349
2.5 Your standard of Between Groups 15701 12 © 7.850 14.546 .011
Lliving ; !
Within Groups 1599.168 47 1737 f
1Total 1514.869 1349 |
2.6 Fattza's local [ Between Groups iz 16.568 | 3.000 151
| customs | i !
1 Within Groups 1341 12150




! | Total | 772.940 1349 | i
" 3. Erwrontnestal Between Groups 13T 5 897 5537 i ooz
1 Impacts | | 1
Within Groups 1 366.136 1347 11.055 1
Total 1 37 344
3.1 Environment in Betwesn Groups [5.265 12 12.633 | 1.157 .316
Pattaya ! [ i
| Within Groups 1 73%.39% 1347 12.275
/ | Total | 794.857 | 349
2 Infrastructurein | Between Groups by gey 3"2 6.811 3.370 .036
|_Pattava | i :
Within Groupg | 701307 1 347 12.021 L
| Total 1714.929 1349 ! )
;33 Follution in Between Crirtins “ 36 '41 2, 118.271 i 6.401 | .002
Fattaya 1 1 ’
Within Groups 1990.387 23854
Total 11026.929 1 349
3.4 The historical 1 Between Groups 110571 12 | 5226 12.810 no
sitesin Pattaya____ } ' i f
#ithin Groups 5. PG | 347 1.881
| Total 349
| 35Animal lifein Between Groups 2 19.491 3.529 1.031
| Fattaya !
] 1 Within Groups 1 935.673 A7 | 2.696
Tatal 954 f54 349
3.6 Natural resources 1 Between Groups | 26.744 13.372 5.486 .005
_Pattays
i 1 Within_ Groups | B45 &7 1347 | #4758
| | Total | 872.617 | 349
[ Owerall impacts | Between Groups | z44s 12 I 3722 h 947 1.001
1 Within Groups 1185.935 1347 _ 536
| Tota 1193.379 349 |

Post Hoc Tests

Multiple Comparisons

LSD
Dependent | {1} 4! I | i
i_Varishle 1 Education 1 Education__| | _
i { High | ! {
; 1 school or | |
| lower {
Mean (= | hiean f Gig 1 Mean EE
| Difference ! , Difference | | Difference 1
e | 103) | | D)
1 ! 1 !
1 1 High ; l 1.19768 071 | 26901 1.58U
{ Economic  schoolor E : |
| Impacts | lower | ) 1
Bachelor ' b oa7iEs 1.884
degree ! '
borlaster 1 - 26901 1; 58D - 133 azd
degreeor | |
1 higher ! | 1
11 1 High ! 314500%) 039 1.52193() 1.025
Investment | school or 1
Pattaya__| lower
Bachelor 314307%)_1 .039 1.2070 077

234




| Master I-1 oo -1.20763 | .077 %
| degree or ! i
" higher ! |
12 Hizh ! {104 .596
Support for | school or | i
other lower ;
husnesse I
in Pattaya i
Bachelor - 104 ' .10169 871
degree
| Master L 3zas A3 | -.10169 127 |
E degreeor | 1| i | i
1 higher \ ! ; i i

| 13 [ High | | .04899 ]-.17982 1.797

! Emplnjymr: I school or | ) ! | f

" ntm 1 lower 1 | I :

! FaEya ! I i | I
Bachelor ! -.04899 I 22881 745
degree
Master | 17982 797 | .22881 Iz

i degrezor '
higher i
1.4 Your | High | 21699 | .170 27632 .694
Henme zchaal or
| lower |
{ Bachelor | -.21699 170 115932 435
- degree
| Wlaszter 27632 .694 -.05932
degree nt
higher
1.5Jobs {High .09248 L .52 1-.27193 .676
in Paitava %school or ' ll
| OwEr ] |
i Bachelor -.09248 .527 H. 36441 L
1 degree |
Master .27193 .676 .36441 : 578 1
decree or | i
higher |
1.61In High .23605 1.101 1 -.06140 1.937
Pattayd's school or
tourism | lower
industry
| Bachelor | -.26605 101 1 -.34746 .656
§degree
[ Master | .06140 ' .937 I 34746 L 656
II degree or § | ;
1 higher ! ‘ i
2.Social | High | 31335(*3 | 005 -.64474 1 104
Impacts school or ‘ ) i !
1 lower | |
{ Bachelor 1 .005 | 1-.95763 f .056
| degree '
{ Master 64474 1 .194 1 .95763 .056
I degres or
_higher
2.1 1 High -.25526 1.228
Patiaya's school or
culture lower

r Bachelor | -.22525 1 .158 -1.08051 B3

degree
: Master .85536 243 1 1.08051 131




906

122 | Hig -01896  1_910 1-18421
1 Family school or
| relations imwer |
| Bache 01896 1.827
Bare ! | I |
| Master |.18421 16575 827 | | %
degree or | |
I higher ; '
EE 1 High i 54953(% | 006 1-1.16228 1.207 |
I Number of 1 school or | ] |
crimesin 1 lower ‘ i
Pattava 1
1Bachelor | .008 | -1.71186 066
1 degree { ! | *],
: [ 116228 207 1.71186  |.066 | |
| ‘ i | 1
| 1 higher ; ! !
(24 i Hizh ‘ . | .41 [ -60038 | .523
Number of 1 school or | 1 | i
L | lower | | '; ]
U problems | X | J
lin Fatiaya__| i | { !
1 Bachelor 1 : 1-1.0%390  1.275
{degree l | |
Master 50588 1.03390 .275 ! !
1 degree or , i
higher | ! | )
25Your High [ 447590y 003 | 32895 E 1|
jstandard of  school or ‘ '
T lower ! l
Bachelor 003 f 1-.11854 859
degree i ; i
Master -.32895 .520 .11864 Y
degtee or
higher
2.6 1 High .24086 152 -1.39474 .062 )
Pattays's | school or | !
, local lower
| customs
Bachelor -.24085_ 152 -1.53559 B3I
degres ! %
! i Master 1.39474 052 1 63559(%) | 030 -
degree or 3 i
I higher | [
High [~ 41592{* 7000 43620 400
Envirofime  school or , g
ntal 1 lower i ;
|mpacts ; |
Bachelor 1 | [ 1.02048 969
degree I 1' \
1 Master 1-.43540 400 Do f2pdE 1.969
1degreecor | |
higher
31 iHigh 1.24309 | .156 1 - 32855 .666
Ermrontas 1 school or :
i i lower
Patlaya
Bachelor -.24309 155 -.57203 |.456
1 dearee
| Master 32895 1.57203 1.456




1 degree or

i Er

5" [High 1.22904  1.156 11.53158(")
1 Infrastructn school or
rE lower
| Pattaya

Bachelor 1 -.22904 | .156

degree I !

Master 1 -1.63152 .o23 -1.40254 1.053 !

degree or ¥ * 1I

higher 1 i
33 [ High L gad466(*)  1.001 1-51754 | .544
Pollutionin I1 school or '
Pattaya lower |
I Aa466(*) 001 !

= e

: i

kt RE ; | !
.51754 544 :11.18220 1.170 |

degrezor | ‘ 1 ! 1|

1 higher i

4The  High 25463 1020 11842 1.364
historical school or 1 1
1sitesin. f lower
Pattaya

1 Bachelor .020
degree

| Master

j degree or i

1 hizher

35 "High ABREI
1Amtnastlife  zchnnl Of §

1

|
364 [1 148305 1.489

i

4517° 1.580

=
s

&

1 Bachelor -4E93%( 3 .009 | { -.03814 .964
1 degree |

1 Master 1-.45175 | .585 {.03814 1.954
1 degree or |

. i
13 in FPattaya lower 2 ] %_ |

1

1

| hicher :

[ 36 High s0424(%) .005 T.50000 T.053
t Natural ischool or : 1 1
resources | lower 1 !

in Paftaya | :

i

{ Bachelor - 5042408 | .005 99576 211
degree

Master 1-1.50000 } .058 ! ..00576 21t
degreeor !

| higher |

1 Overadl 1 High !

I Impacts 1school or |

! i lower

IR
'

(s

Bachelor _000 1 1-.28861 XS

degree

Master - AN .956 28341 439
degreeor 1

higher

* The mean difference is significant at the .05 level.

£

T

Oneway

Descriptives

I Mean Std, 1 Std. | 95%% Iy N

[
[90%]



I Error 1T
<10.000 ¢ 210 51032 101422 (5994 2.17 Fan
Econom
i
Impacts
110.000- {113 5.2714 07420 '51244 5.4184 3.00 7.00
[ oo | '
=_§_2’7 5.1049 121700 23421 4.6F35 | 55854 | 233 .
Total 1350 5.1576  |.96550 05161 1 50561 152591 2.1/ 17.00
Li ] =ianon | 210 51140 1 LT Pagztg 52975 | 100 | 700
! 1 1
| ! |
i ) ' |
1 Pattaya i ? ! | i
Pafluma | e 11761 | 5.01°A 15.4802 E 1.60 7.00
130,000 | I | |
| =30,000_1 27 34177 14.2975 !5.7025 i.1.00 {7.00
1Total | 07729 | 50064 1.00 1 7.00
12 |<10,000 210 100001 150726 15.3774 gl.oo |7.00
uppor . | 1
for other | | ] : II
huzmess J ] !
! ! | | i
Pattays } ‘ %
110,000- 113 5.3805 | | Ef 1
130,000 ! | i I
1>30,000 27 15.0741 4. )
| Total 350 52486 | 15. .
1.3 <10,000 210 1 bPs’
Employ ' I : }I
| ment 1
| Pattaya | i :
10.000- 113 1.27698 12013 51425 1
30,000
| >30,000 1 27 %5185 [1.39698 1 .26885 |4.9659 6.0711 2.00
| Tatal 1 53057 11.38171 | f |5.1605 54510 | 100 788
14 <10,000  2Ic, ; 14459 1 .09909 43904 47811 11.00 7.00
Your i
micome I ,
113 15.0000 1 1.23201 {.11590 704 5.2296 1.00 i 7.00
' 1
I 4,3233 1.49356 {.28744 375 | 49242 .00 | 7.00
14.7000 1391291 .07436 4.5537 4.8463 1.00 7.00
15 1<10,000 |210 ;f5.1286 1.29321 1 .08924 4.9526 5.3045 1.00 7.00
Jobs in i
Pattaya i
10000 |113 1237021 .11590 15.0004 5.4597 12.00 7.00
Panong A
1>30,000 |27 11.39065 .26767 |5.0794 6.1798 3.00 17.00
Total 1 350 128469 | 06867 150649 {53351 11.00 L 7.0
1.6 in 1 <10,000 1 210 15.3524 11.561991.10779 15.1399 1 5.5649 7.00
| Pattaya's | ' ’ |
| tourism | 1
industry g 1 I { !
1 10,000-1 113 i 5.6415 11.00 ~7.00
130,000 i ; | ,
| >30,000 1 27 150741 | 1% [5.8647 100 ¢ 7.00




T

350 53429 153353 |.118198 151815 55041 | 1.00 " 7.00
210 4.4950 97748 05745 43631 | 46280 |1.00 j 7.00
X i
i ! i i
10,000- 1 113 14.3201 1.04087 1.09792 41250 |4.5141 [1.50 6.50
| 30000 | ! | i ; ,
| >30,000 |27 {42963 1.89435 1.17212 4.6501__1 3.00 5.00
| Total | 350 4.4238 39305 | #5311 45383 | LOO L 700
21 1<10,000 1210 43714 ]1.48522 '.10249 145 11.00 7100
Pattava's ‘
culture 1 ! | ! ;
10000- 1113 [ 4 11.31719 .12391 4.4491 {1.00 7.00
30.000 1 i 1
>311000 7 45185 1147217 91505 {4.0745 [4.9524 300 7.00
\ 1 Total 1 350 143285 [1.40732 = 07522 . 4.1806 44765 | 100 17.00
[z Petonen 1o "25810 145592 10115 143815 14.7804 |1.00 [7.00
| Farr& ‘ !
|_relations |
| 10,000- | 11.45735 13710 | 42859 |4.8092
| 30000 | 5 i i
| =30,0001 27 1.71552 (52712 |
[Total {350 1.47915 l4.7798 |
23 | <10uuy | 215 121853 | 45515 |
Number ! i '
uL | |
crimes | i ' ‘
Pattaya | i ‘ i
| 10,000- 1 113 4.1415 1.53591 | .15389 3.8357  4.4455 1.00 7.00
; 30,000 1 {
1 >30,000 (77 3.2953 1a77d7_1 35128 2.5537 ' .00 7.00
Total 1350 41557 | 1.842190| 09847 | 3.9720 | 4.359 1.00 7.00
24 1<10,000 | 910 4.3095 187515 = 12940 | 4.0544 [ 45545 1.00 7.00
I Number ’
of drug ! |
1 problem
* iln | | {
Fattaya | i § ]
© 110000 113 4.2035 17551 145515 1.00 17.00
|30.000 | : , , !
| =30.000 27 41111 | 1 33543 48572 [1.00 7.00
| Total 350 42500 |1.859171.09991  4.0535 44565 | 1.00 7.00
] <10,000 210 | 47476 | 1249341 D85 7 145783 49159 |1.00 17.00
Y our | g i i | é
standard ! { |
of living | : ! b
10,060- 1 113 14.5310 1.382741 13008 | 42732 47887 | ~.°0 [7.00
30,000
=30,000_{ 27 147037 | 1.582831.32385 1 4.0380 1.00 7,00
Total 1350 | 45743 | 132733 |.07095 {4.5347 1.00 7.00
25 1 <1680 |210 Ca.oind | 142007 | .1078° 14.4735 1.00 700
| Pattaya's | 1 ! i
| local ] i }
| customs | i ! ! |
(113 14.2832 i 1448331 .13525 | 40132 ; 1.00 730
|
, 27 4 5556 1.552501.29378 39414 151597 [1.00 7.00
| Total  |_*=" | 45400 , 1437200 07955 | 473835 [46955 | 1.00 [ 7.00
) i <10,000 ‘210 la3817 1 9 105779 14.2481 145154 1.00 , 523
| Erwiran | i
! mental | : l ‘. 1}
| impacts | i ' '
| 100001 113 141254 ,1.10431 | 1063%% 139195 14.3312 1.50 | 633

239



30,000
0,000 27 1 3.7407 | 1.06049 .20409 |3.3212 4.1003 1.83
I Total T 4.2495 1.04337 | 135577 (41398 | 4.3599 | 1.00 6.83
3.1 210 4 5000 1.47467 1 .10176 | - 7224 | 47006 | 1.00 71
Ervraron
frent in | !
| Pattaya i I
4.1681 151128 | 14217 13.8865 1 44495 1.00 7.00
i L
3.8519 1.63387 | .31444 13.2055 @ 4.4982 1.00 1'7.00
B 43429 150915 | 08057 |4.1842 | 45015 [ 1100 7.00
3.2 4.8429 1.45723 | 10056 | 46446 | 5.0411 1.00 7.00
Infrasts {
chuein I
Fattaya |'
45752 | 140665 13233 100  17.00
_ 1 5 1
27 i 1.21950  .23469 13.00 17.00
| Total $50 ; 143126 1 07650 11.00 | 700
{ 33 <10,000 |210 4.1381 1.72374  .11895 11.00 17.00
Pallutio
o | i
Partaya 1|
10,000- 113 140177 | 170599 .16049 3 /947 4.3357 100 Ty
i ; ! |
1>30,000 27 | 3.0370 140004 25944 134332 135909 11.00 15.00
1 Tatal 530 1 40143 1 171537 .09169 ,3.8340 4.1946__11.00 17.0111
3.4 910 s 1 312300 09056 f4.2691 44361 1 1.00 17.00
The £
hstorica i
| sites in ! |
Pattava
0000- 4.1504 075 12295 13.8949 [4.4059 ! 10 | 7.013
| 30000 % ,i , ! ! |
30,000 13.2593 11.48305 26726 138459 | 1.00 1 5,00
Total ' 42600 | 1.37855 3 14.1151 |4.4049 10g I 700
EE <10,000 |4.1333 11.58984 1.10971 [3.9171 14.3496 11.00 7.00
Aranal
hfein 1
1 Fattaya -
10,000- 1 113 13.9381 11.74378  .16404 4.2631 | 1.00 7.00
30,000 1§ ) |
>30,000 |27 1:16296 173534  .33397 12,9432 14.3151 1.00 {7.00
lTotal  [350 14.0314 11.55390 |.08840 | 33576 142053 | 1.00 1 7.00
36 | <i0,000 1 210 1 47z86 | 143594 10047 T 40305 44266 1.00 17.130
Natural : | : !
resource | X I ! | |
fin ) | 1 1 | ! |
Pattyya | | 1 1 L i L 1
1113 | 3 ' E 1604 o 42206 00— T.od |
! [ i ‘ s 1 ! [
I 1150 7200 1 27306 1 41583 | L00 17.00 1
§ I 1521241 08452 |3.8066 1.4.2201 | 1.G0 ['7.00
| I 73354 1.05095 14.5598 14.7608 12.00 16.73 |
i l ! 1 I ! :
14.5723 72275 | 06795 44376 47070 250 6.17
! 1
30, 43107 |.84952 1.10349 14.0446 14.7167 750 1 6.11
1Total 1350 46103 | 74438  1.03979 [4.5321 14.6886 208 | a7s




P m nf I T mar i I Sip.
; i Bupare F !
|. Economicimpacts | Between roups P4 1,080 i 11611 (I
Within Groups LY 931 [ !
Total | 349 '
1.1 Investment in | Between Groups | 2 T8 | 533 587
Fattaya | | ! |
| Within Groups ! 347 e l
| Total 1 1349 I I
1.2 Support for other 1 Between Groups 5 |7 j 1.643 | 1.083 340
businesses m Paitava | ' f i
#ithm Groups |1 347 1.516
| Total | 1349 o
1.3 Employmentin | Between Groups 1 2815 2 I 1408 I 730 480
Pattava ' | ! i
Within Groups | 1347 | 1912 | !
Tot:il ! 1349 | I ! |
1.4 ¥our moorne | Between Groups { 16.543 1 s | (4 { 014 i
| Within Groups | 658.557 347 [ ' |
I Tatal | 075500 349 | l
1.5 Johs it Pattaya | Between Groups 6.157 ) | 3.079 [ 1875 [ 155
| Within Groups SA5.247 Y ' 1642 ' i
Total 576.000 | 349 )
1.6 In Pattaya's 1 Between Croups 2214 L2 I 1107 469 626
tourism industry ‘ ! !
[ Within Groups 818.643 1347 | 3.359 !
| Total 220.357 i 349 ! , ; %
2. Social Impacts | Between Groups 2.751 b2 17 11598 17249
Within Grougs | 341.829 347 i .985 ; 1
Total 1344.579 1349 1 '
2.1 Pattava's culture | Between Groups | 3126 ol 1 1563 | 7R3 |
within Groups | B35.088 L 34/ IFEEE 1 |
Total | 691214 | 349 \ | |
2.2 Family relations | Between Croups 1 .050 x 25 1.011 '
| Within Groups I 763 518 | 347 [ 2200 t :
| Total 1763.569 [ 349 ! 1 i
2.3 Number of crimes 1 Between Groups | va 743 b [11.872 13549 T30
M. Pattara | | | [
Within Groups | 11611645 [ 247 ; i
i Total | 1154339 | 345 | |
2.4 Number of druz | Between Groups | 1474 by : TF57 rZ10 HIEA D!
problemsin Fatfzya | i ; ' | |
_Within Groups | 1217 866 F 547 I 5510 ] |
| Total ! 1219.340 | 349 | i \
2.5 Your standard of | Between Groups 3.474 | 2 1737 | .986 eI
living ‘ | ] | f 1
| Within Groups | 611.385 | 347 | 1.762 \ i
1Tota | 614.869 | 349 | I |
2.6 Pattava’s local | Between Groups 11354 | 2 | 5.677 T ET U7
customs i ! ' | '
| Within Groups 761,586 | 347 2195
| Total 1772.940 | 349 | ,
J. Eermrormental | Between Groups 12402 iz [ A 201 1 5855 1033
|mpacts | | | i I ,
| Within Groups | 367.538 | 1.059 i I
Total [379.930 = ! \
3.1 Emviromment m | Eetween Groups 115144 N 3370 [ 058
Pattaya | | ‘. |
1 Within. Groups TG [ 2247 ‘ 1




1 Tota 7 1349 .
1 3.2Infrastructurein Between Groups . 15412 2.670 —on
| Pattava !
| Within Groups [ 704.092 1347 ing
Total 714 929 e
I 3.3Pollutionin Between Groups L Tong 12 114.503 1 5043 .007
Fattava : : !
1 Within Groups 997923 [347 | 2.876 | '
Total | 1026928 1349 1
3.4 The historical Between Groups 35783 | | 17.294 19.895 I .000
sitesin Pattaya 1 1
Within Groups 1627.551 =347 1.209
Tatal 661.340 T o I | g
\ 3.2 Animal life in Between Groups f 7558 L= 3782 1378 LD
| Paltaya ‘ )
Tithin_Groups 947.129 1347 2.729 | 1
1 1Total 1 934:@ 1349 | 1
! 3.6 Natural resources | Between Groups 118.993 1 7 19.496 ’ 3.860 1.022
| m Pattaya i | I i ;
{Within Groups | 253624 1347 [ 2.460 )
| Total 1872.617 1349 ! {
Crrersll_Impacts 1 Between Groups 12111 I'1.056 .916 1.149
|_ithin, Croups, 191.267 1347 551
1 | Total 1193379 349
Post Hoe Tests
Multiple Comparisons
LSD
Dependent | co
Variahle Household 1 Household
average net | average net
monthly i manthly
iincome jincome
<10,000 I
Mean Sig, 1 Mean Sig, 1 Mean S,
1 Difference | Difference E | Difference
‘ 1 (1-3) By E D) |
| | | 1
1 <10,000 | i-16821  |_136 | -.00176 993
Economic ! i |
Impacts ;i ,! E
10.000- 1A521 136 ; I’L .16645 421
| 30,000 E | |
=30, 000 0at7e .993 1-.16645 1 421
! i <19000 - 13357 } 433 11429 .680
Irvestraent ! | 1
| in Pattaya ! ' ; L
T +0,000- I 13%50 |_399 24779
30,000 ! | f
30,000 [ -.11429 680 P -.24779 ! 3094 ! i
12 <10,000 ' {-16053 | .210 PL1zsm [.617 |
. , ! 1
I Support for : / | ! 1 |
b oather : ! i ! ) |
P | ! i i
bmgtne 1 ! [ i
1 i ! |
n 2053 210 Y ' .246 1
| 30,000 * 1 1
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| -.12503 1.617 1-.30646 1.245 I
13 | 1 | 1424 |.378 | -.22042 322
Emplovme | , ' !
wtll ! | i
Pattzora ! | !
Uinonn- | 372: -.13799 B4
| 30,000
>30,000 1.28042 .322 {.13799 1.642
L4Your <10,000 | [ | 4142907 |.010 1.25238 En! i
income | ! | | |l |
10,0011- A41429(%) | .01 ! 1025
130,000 i |
000  1_-3523%__ 1371 s |
15 Johs 1 =1 i 498 50106 1057 i
Lin Pattas ‘ 5
[ 10152 498 -.39954 1.146
30,000 | } |
=30, 000 1.50106 057 1.39954 e Iil
| I<113,000 | I'-.03700 - 2783 {375
E | |
I ! |
I Industry I i !
| 10,000- ! .03700 j B37 31531 .339
30,000 i
‘ I 30,000 - 1.376 - 31531339
i 1 <10,000 1.17597 1.130 19974 1.326
L Impacts
10,000-  §.17597  1.130 ‘ { | 02376 911
{ 30,000 ! | l 1
{>30,000 ! 19974 1 376 | -.02376 I 911 [ :
2.1 EL <10,000 ’ 1.16789 | 30A E -.14709 .610
Pattaya's ! { |
culture ! |
1 10,000- 1 -.31498 297
30000
1 >30,000 .14709 .610 .31498 297
1 <10,000 1.02343 1.892 -.01164 96°
Farraly i
[ relations
10,000- -.02343 L -.03507 1.912
1 30,000 |
1 >30,000 1.01164 1 .969 .0350 912 |
23 10,000 ! | -lages 486 1.99418() 1.008
Fhmber of | :
, crimes in 1
Pattava I|
1 10,000- I - 148338 ! 436 i 84530{ 1 1.032
1 30,000 i i | i
230,000 |-_8%413(*L_1 008 |_-.34530(*_1 1032 |
24 1<10,000 1.10598 1.023 i 1384 .605
Number of | ! : !
drug _ | I
problems | i i i
inPattavs ' i I
1-.10598 | eat 1.09243 218
I =30 000 984 (I AT ;| -.09243 1.818 i |
25Your <10,000 | 21an% I 1643 E .04392 |.672
~ standard of i i 1
U hwring [ i 1
1. 163 17273 =57=

BRI
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| -.84392 i P54
; i 024 1 12063 | 691
Patfays's 1 ‘
local ' I
customs |‘ l
10,000~ T i1 .024 ! ! P I a5y
30,0011 ; ! | i i i
| >30, HU | -.12063 1 .691 EEEET | .391 i
3 | <10,000 .25638(*) | .033 .64101(*) | .002
7 ' orime
ntal
Impacts
10,f111431- 033 | .38463 082
30,000
I 1,01111 -64101{*) .002 | -.32463 , |
3.1 <10,000 | .33136 i A | .035
Favirome
13.000- i -.33186 | .059 | .325 ]
- G4B15(Y | -.31629 325
I 3.2 | <10,000 26764 .108 - 37937 .194
Infrastructu |
rein
| Pattava
! 10,000- -.26764 [ 1118 -. 64700(*) .03-5
30,000 !
>30,000 | .37937 104 BTN 1 035
P oz | <10,000 .12040 | 543 L101uas*y 002
I Pollution in
! FPattaye
10,000- I -.12040 .007
313,0130
>30,000 | -1.10106 | .002 A = .007
]
3.4 The <10,000 ; 29718 .059 | L1ER3a(%)
historical
sites in
| Pattaya
1 10,000- - 29718 | .059 B E ] .002
30,000
| >30,1300 I I .000 -8 .002
3.5 " <10 TR ! | .19528 312 .50370 | .137
1 Animal life i | ‘}
-.19528 1 .312 | .30242 |34
| | |
., --50370 i .137 -.30842 | .384
38 ; : L, 076 78413(w) .015
I Natural ‘ ‘
resources 1
l m Fatfaya 1
I 10,000- i -.32599 | .076 74
| >30,000 I - | .015 ; -.45821 | .174
| Owerall | <10,1100 5 i 08205 310 | .066
| Impacts i | , |
! | 10,000- | -.08805 1! i 19161 I .229
| i 30,000 ) i
f >30,000 | -.27966 I .066 I -.19161 17 ] :‘-
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Oneway

Diescriptives
N 'Mean !Std. Std. G554 Mmu 1 Wasran I
Dematin Error | Confide in jin i
'n fce | f
‘ Interval |
for f !
Mean | !
Lower Upper i 1
Bound Bound ! |
1 Housew 1.2 | 5.2917 .83824 { .24198 | 4 7591 5.2:243 E 3.83 | 6.33
| ECMOM  ife | |
i ! 1 ! |
| lmpacts : | 2
Govern = 47033 |.55314 | 23092 141623 52544 1383 | 567
et ' ' !
%
| Fam _ 5.1286 1.00475 1.06304 15.0045 R 217 7.00
I employe g ; i ; |
| | !
wanes | 32 51771 197919 | 17309 148241 155301 {317 7.00
sowner | i f | ' | i
| Student 41 L5337 79363 12394 6.67
mpl 13 I5.6111 | 33490 1.22222 | 15.73
oyed | ! !
| Total 1 350 '51576 1.96550 |.05161 150561 [5.2591 | 247 | 7.00
11 | Houeew 12 3337 | 143%4% | 41439 14.4213 |6.2454  12.00 | 7.00
Investm  ife i i ‘ i’ |
entin i | ‘ 1
Pattaya ! ‘ \ | | 1
! | Govern | & 47500 ) 138%¥3 40099 | 3.38%0 1i5.9110 |2.00 | 6.00
| % ment | ' z : | '
1 I employe 1 i | ’ i i
! | e L | - ey i ! 1
| Firmn JZ 51250 142531 08943 49499 53021 {1.00 17.00
employe ! L
e |
| Busines | 32 52813 1119770 21172 143494 157131  3.00 71111
| aowner_L ! ! !
[ Student [41 | 51707 {09756 ]1.15%79 14.3559 15.4855 LRI 7.00
| Unerapl |3 . 5.6667 1 57T35 1.33333 24.2324 %7.1009 5.00 6.00
| ayed ] i | | !
| Total {358 1486 | 1.352361.07229 | ° 7.00
12 | opusew Jf 12 [1.03362 1 :31262 | 7.00
Support | de | 1
for otherl ! ! '
business !
esin ;
Pattaya ‘
I | & 2500 1.16496 41137 4.2761 §,2239 4.00 700
Firm | 254 272311 {7983 5.0357 | %3541 1.00 | LOU
1 emplovel
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; z ! 1
| 32 Dszas 11 2T 15.6833 | 2.00 17.00
i i
Student 1 41 5.4634 ERE 15261 157719 {3.00 17.00
6.0000 1.00000 | 57735 | 5.00 1700
1 . i
Total 1.23160 | ,06533 [5.1191 L L.00 17.00
13 Housew  12° 5.01[00 1.41421 | 40825 14.1015 780 7.00
1 Employ ife |
1 merit in !
' attaya ,
g 45000 |1.41421 | 50000 | 33177 1% 2.00. € oo
|
| ‘ 1'
| ;
254 5.2795 W 142605 08953 151032  5.4559 i.0n {7.00
J
le » .
Buzsnsz 32 523750 f1.12880 19955 4.9680 3.00 7.00
Ls owner | ' y
1 Student |41 155610 11.225741.19143 51741 159479 3.0 it
| 3 I I ' ''57324  8.1009 6.00 7.00
oyed
| Total 1350 5.3057 A 1 L1605 54510 1o
I 14 Housewe | 12 15.2500 1 1. §4.5268 59732 |4.00
| Vour it ! !
' ! !
[ 1
Govern | & 4.0000 [1.30931 I.46291 12.9054 15.0946 | 1.00 5.00
ment ! .
ernploye ; |
€ ! i
Firm 254 1.41025 | .06649 ,4.5068 |4.8554 100 7.00
employe 1
1
Pusines 132 L 43125 33047 | 23520 | 4.3373 | 52922 | 1.00 7.00
s owner | |
Student 1|41 4.7561 1.42794 | 22301 I 1.00 7.00
Unernpd | 3 4.0000 RIEGY .00000 1 4.00 4.00
oved | I
Total 1350 1 47000 | 1.39123 | .07436 100 7.0
15 Housew |12 5.1667 | 1.11464 | 32177  4.4%% ]5.8749 1 400 7.00
Jobs in ife E ; i
Paftaya !
Govern | # 4.3750 33452 | 29505  4.1773 55727  4.00 6.00
ment !
employe
Firm 254 5.1614 127979 |.08030 | 50033 53196 1.00 1 700
employe | i I ' |
] 1 | i 1
Busines ] 32 | 5 500 11.48106 |.26132 | 47160  5.7840 2.00 | 7.00
s owner b2 I ! I )
| student 141 1 54330 11.373801.20674 | 50212 158569 | 200 1 7.00
1. rodl 3 15.6667 | 57735 |.33333 | i 71002 | 5.00 I 6.00
I ayed 1 1 | I !
15,2000 11.28469 | (8847 150649 1} 53351 | 1.00 I 7.00
54167 | 1.24011 1I 35799  4.6287 %6.2046 ! 4.00 | 7.00
| | | |
| | % | ‘
! s % ! ! |
! 1Govern & 4 270 1.24642 |44068 | {59170 1 3.00
| | 1

merit 1

|
i
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TORIaYe

e i H | | J
~ Firm T 'BV107 11 10012 151335 155279 11.00 17.00
| emnfove 1 , ; 1 | I )
z! = ! ' i | | ! ! !
| Busines 1 32 151250 11.47561 26085 {4.5930 |5.6570 12.00 |'7.00 I
s owner | : . 1 1 1 1 |
| Student 1 41 15.6341 1.31826 1 20588 15.2131 16.0502 19.00 | 7.00 !
1 Unernpl 1 3 [5.6667  1.527531 83197 11.8721 {9.4612 14.00 1700
| o ed 1 | ! | | E !
{Total 1350 153429 1153363 | 0E19% | 5181 155041 _ 100 an !
2. Social { Hougew %12 i 48611 78120 | 33551 43648 153575 1333 LA '
Impacts | ife | i | i ; ! i 1
Gowern '8 1 38125 1 1334431 .47186 | ff
! tment ; | f { i
employe 1 j E 1' 1 |
i Z : ! g |
1 Firm | 254 14.4501 ! 106202 17.00
é emplore | | !
s f | i i
Busines 1 32 4494% 1 1.16204 20542 P
| aowner| i | |
LStudent |41 42776 | 53895 1204 5.17
Unermpl =3 4.0000 | 75376 467
1 oyed
[Total 1 350 4.4236  1.99365 4.3193 45283 700
2.1 Huou j12 11.67643 | 15.9819 700
Pattaya's | ife : :
culture 1 g
| Govern18 36250 | 2.05582 | . 7 1.00 R
merit !
\ 1
l i
254 4.3465  |1.38529 i4.1753 4.5176 1 1.00 1 7.00
| | |
Le 1 1 f
Businee 1 32 4.1563 132249 23379 1 36794 {26331 1100 17.00
| a owner 1 i 1 1
j Student 41 14.3559 11.40990 | .Z2011% | 38205 ' 421091 1.00 7.00
Unempl | 3 13.6667 B 57735 33333 122324 51003 1 3.00' 4.00
oyed | ‘ 1 ) !
Total 350 14.3285 ! 141806 144765  11.00 71111
! Housew 112 4.0833 9807 53.2072 4.3595 12.00 7.0U
1 Family ire ! | l i 1
relations . | { |
Govern 3 147500 122174 ,.45315 1 31784 |5.3216 |2.00 6.00
1 merit | 1 ; ! ‘
I employe | i :
1 Firm 1254 4.5945 1.48674 |.09329 4.4108 4.7782 1.00 7.1)0
! emplove 1 | i !
%{
Buatnes |32 1.6445% 1 29078  3.9695 5.1555 1.00 17.00 '
sowner 1 ! ll | q
1 Student 1 41 47073 11.43603 |.22427 14.2540 51605 11.00 17.00 ‘
{ Unempl1 3 14.0000 100000 |.00000 4.0000 {4.0000 1 4.00 14.00 ;
| oved I {
Total 350 4.5743 1.479151.07905 | 4418% | 47298 11.00 1 7.00 :
i 23 1 50000 | 1.12815 1.39567 | 42232 | 5.7168 ;:3.00 1708 1‘
1 Mumber e 1 i i
| of | '
l_crimes i




| in | : |
Faftays ’
| 1Govern | o | 36250 11.846811.65295 20810 | 5.1620  1.00 | 6.00 !
~ ment | ; E ! (
| emplove ! | [ !
1 e ! I i i : :
} Firmm 254 | 4.2362 1 585001 .11833 14.0032 14.4693 | 1.00 7.00
| employe ! i
? - i | | g ?
Vo nER e 14.0933 [11.80250 | 34439 | 474 [ 100 FRLT !
|s owner | 1 I - | ‘ !
Student 1 41 13.6829 |1.72393 13.183 42271 11.00 7.00
| Unempl 1 3 | 36667 11.52753 1279 | 74612 1200 5.00
Looyed 1 I ) ! !
| 141657 11.84219 .09847 [3.9720 14.3594 |1.00 7.00
24 17 154167 | 157649 | 483%F 143515 16.4819 |2.00 7.00
| Number | ife | ] |
I of drug 1 ! i
; 1 i
I problesn | i |
1 zin ‘ |
|_Fattaya ! L .
T1Govern |8 | 28750 11.54208 58056 IZ502Z —T5.2478 1.00 16.00
mernt ) i |
| emplove | | ! }
. | e ! ' ! i
Firm 1 254 142638 | 1.329571.11856 14.0303 44973 '1.00 7.00
. mranlove ; ; ﬁ
|
| Busimes |32 |4.3438 1196106 34667 136367 [50508 | ;.- | .00
S TWIET_| r ! ‘ .
Student 141 139512 11.73135 | 27039 | 34047 144977 11.00 7.00
! Unempl 13 136667 | 152753 192 1-1279 17.4612 iZ.OO | 5.00
| oved | i " ! | ;
1l Total 1 350 } 1.86917 ]I 00991 140635 :4.4565 1.00 7.00
25 | Houzew | 12 |.96531 T27866 |5.1367 |6.3633 .00 7.00
Your 1de ! t | i
standard | 1 [ | 1‘ ‘
of living | | |
}Govern | 8 13.7500 12817 45316 754 |4.8216 2.00 | 5.00
| merit ! I |
\| employe 1 ; 1 ! ‘
1 1
e 1 ! 1
Firmm | 254 |4.6319 126514 07938 | 44775 1 47902 1.00 7.00
employe ; i
£ —— i | S R—
Busmnes | 32 5.1875 57475 .27833 l4.6197 15.7553 1.00 7.00
sowner i | ‘ {
Student | 41 1.373971.21458 139322 47995 | 100 L7.00
fi 1.00000 I‘ sRs 1 2.5159 i7.4841 ‘ 4.00 1 6.00
{ 1 [ : I :
Total  |350 4.6743 132733007095 145347 | 4.8138 1.00 7.00
=z Housew | 12 40000 | 175810| ‘50752 | 28830 | 51176 100  |7.00
Pattaya's 3 g
local | ) 1
| customs : 1 |
| Govern 1 & 3.7500 1.66905 A3 12.3546 E5.1454 11.00 i66.100
c ' 1 H
1
| I
Firm  |254 4.6250 145209 | 09111 | 44465 14.8054 |1.00 {7.00
employe | | | L | i I
\ ! I

| ;
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| | 4.6250W | | &1 —Wi— ®» —B 152096 |2.00 7.00
S OWIIEY i . ;
| Student [41 142927 11.487341.23228 |38232 147621 11.00 1 7.00
| Unempl |3 | 40000 {1.00000 |.57735 | 15159 [6.4841  3.00 15.00
3 A i
{_OYEL , 4! |
{45400 11.488201.07955 {4.3835 [4.6965 [1.00 I nn
149722 |.75439 1.21792 |4.4926 (54519 | 383 0.33
! ! | I i
i H
| 5 ';
: | |
| Govern 135833 11.14434 [.40459 126266 | 45400 1.33 1517
! ment | !
‘ | ] ! ' |
| employe 1 ; ! | |
| £ ‘ ; | ‘ |
. | Firm 1254 | 42703 [ 1019661 .06398 |4.1443 { 43967 1.00 6.83
| employe | ! ll ! |
| le | | | | | |
| Busmes |32 141453 | 105393 |19338 13.7514 145402 | 2.00 6.3
jsowner 1 { | | |
i Student |41 41870 | 10534% ,.16546 |13.8526 |4.5214 1183 6.17
| Unerapl 13 3333 1_1.802783( 1.04083 |-1.1450 |7.8117 |1.83
\ | oyed_ ' ) , \ | |
| 1Total 350 142495 11.043371 05577 | 41395 143502 ]_1,[”:: [6.83
i 31 | Housew 12 51667 1 1.5275% 1440%) | 41931 161379 | 300 ' 7.00
| Erpron de | ‘ ! i |
1 meritin | ' ‘ | | |
| Pattsya | | \ |
Govern | 8 | 42500 1183225 | 64780 27182 57818 |100 {5.00
ment | | \' \ i | |
employe : “ :
e | | i | i |
. Firm 254 43780 [1468671.09715 :4.1965 45594 41.00  17.00
! employe | ; ! i ‘ 1
1 [
! Busine: - 32 3.9688 1 1 50605 214 33933  4.54432 1.00 | 7.00
sowner 1 !
Student 1 41 143171 11.55626 1 24305 3.8259  4.80&3 1.00 7.00
Unernpi , 3 2.6667 1.15470 1 .56667 -.2018 5.5351 2.00 4.00
1 Total 350, 434291 1.50915 08067 41842 | 45015  1.00 7.00
32 Housew 12 541671 1.77986 | 49937 43176 65158 1.00 7.00
Infraziru | ife
chute 1
Pattava
4.1950 1.35620 |.47949 2.9912 2.00 6.00
I |
47402 |1.46210f .09174 4.9208 1 1.00 7.0
50313 11.23090 |.21759 145875 54750 | 1.00 " 700
s vwner_| | i
| Student 1 41 11.20445 {20216 | 473719 {51891 11.00 7.00
Uneml 13 1.154701.666.67 [24649 |8.2018 |4.00 6.00
ovEd d A —
Total 1 350 47557 | 143126 {.07650 14n352 149362 |1.00 [7.00
e Housew |12 54167 156428 .45157  4.4228 |6.4106 | 3.00 7.00
1 Pollutin e ! !
| nin ! §
. Pattays
| Govern, | 3 3.1250 1.00 16.00
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1 i
i 4 1047 1.68946 1.10601 138975 '4.3151 {1.00 17.00 1
f ‘ ] ! i
| | } j | |
! ! | 1550601 27388 |3.3123 |4.4377 |1.00 % 7.00 !
e i i ! i ! | I
! '1.72853 1.26995 ;2.8203 13.9114 11.00 17.00
| ;230040 1 0 F3YTN 4035 | 90702 200 1600 |
i i
! i | | i |
140143  1.715371.09169 | 38340 [ 41944 11.00 17,00
3.4 : 147500 11.05529 1.30464 14.0795 15.4205 3.00 £ 0
| The
historica | 1 !
i sites w1 1 i I |
' Paftaya_1 1 ! i : |
l Govern 133750 1150594 1.53243 121160 14.6340 11.00 16.00
1 merit 1 ll J ! 1: i
| employe i 1 ! . | i
le i 1 i |
| Fiern 1254 4.2992 11.36480 1 1.00 1 7.00 !
[ empinye 1 | | !
= %
Busmes 1 32 14,1563 [1.27278 1 .22500 13.6974 14.6151 2.00 17.00
|'s owner 1 ! 1 1
1 Student (41 42435 11512051 23628 13.7664 14.7214 11.00 1 7.00
| Unerepl '3 12i6557 1S SEE a2 !-1.1279 16.4612 } iaa 14.00
: 350 14.2600 07369 141151 44049 [T.00 —T700
35 14.4167 G13EZ 1 ; Z 151055 1 3.00 16 {0
Animal ife y g
life in 1
Fattaya ¢ 1
Govern 32500 11.48805 57610 12.0060 1 4.4940 1.00
meriE. | 1
EMplovE |
1
Firm 254 40197 | 142357 10137 | 33191 1 1.00 700
employe | { :
1 g A iz , U3 1EMET 33143 ! 12.00 ERL]
s owner | ! 3 1
! student 1 41 43195 1176794 27511 | b 1.00 ===
§ Unerapl 1 3 130000 1 264575 152753  3..4% 2 95724 , me° “nn
Loyed : |
Total " 350 3.8576 14.2053 11.00 i7.00
36 Honzew 1 12 41770 15.1513 }4.00 16.00
Natural 1ig 1 i
resource | i ! { , :
sin . | ;
Pattava ' | | | ' !
Govern 1 8 I 33750 ! | 2.a0z0 14.3680 1.110 | 5.00
merit . | ; |
employe 1 i 'I !
| t |
754 1 155554 as76s M3.27I0 1.00 1 700
} | 1i |
1 { i i 1
Businez 1 32 1 {1.7121.5 0267 1 31852 I14.4298 11.00 17.00 !
Ls owner | | ! i | 1’ :
1 Student1 41 1410951 11.75330 11.00 1700 !
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| 1 \ -3.5724 19.5724 1.00 6.00
740
1 Overall 6.06
| lmnacis
3 40347 TEDZ 27012 B 4 6735 511
2
Ferm 254 4 6154 4575 R 45242 4. 7085 2.00 5.78
emnploye
Busmes | 32 4 6058 8. 4.912% 294 628
41 ahids 4.7739 £.00
3 Tias0 0847 5.1
VA0 4.6103 438 AT 45321 4 6836 200 675
ANDOVA
I Sum of df I Mean [ E Sig
| Squares [ Square
1. Economic Impacts | Between Groups 13.998 5 800 i.511
Within Groups 13°91.334 [344 .934 |
| Total ! 325 Tz [ 349 |
I 1.1 Investment in Between Groups 3.199 i 6411 .347 1.884
Pattaya | | | | |
| Within Groups 1635075 1344 1,346 -
| Total 1638.274 Ve
| 1.2 Bupport for other Betwrean Croups " 5.747 = |y AR 583
1 businesses in Pattaya ! ! A
W ithin Groups 1523.628 | 344 11.522
| Total 1529.374 1349
I 1.3 Employment in Between Groups 71 1 2.974 1.571 1.108
Pattaya,
1 Within Groups , B51.415 344 1.694
_ Total 1 666.289 349
1.4 Your income | Between Groups 9.645 1 8 11.929 G897 1.420
| Within Groups 1 665.855 | 344 11.936 i -
L " Total 1675.500 1349 | { 1
1.5 Jobs in Pattaya 1 Between Groups §4.312 1.262 ] 1 519 _ 1.762
Within Groups 1 571.668 1344 1 1.662
) Total 1576.000 7:273219 7 S 1 E
1 1.6 InPattaya's Between Groups 17.166 i 1.433 1.606 1.695
1 tourism industry , 1
| within Groups |_513.691 1344 1 2.365
| Total 18211.857 1349 | i
2. Social Impacts | Between Groups it HE 11.543 1581 1.165
1 Within Groups 336.841 RS e
- 1 Total 1344.579 49
1 Between Groups 10.513 : 2103 1.063 .381
| Within Groups A0 701 1 11.979
{ Total 691.214 1
2.2, Fapruly velations 1 Between Groups Pa5T | & I i1l .504 1.773
[ Within Groups 758.1112 344 2.204
Total TH3.569 349
2.3 Mumber of crimes | Between 5 4425 252
1 Pattaya
Within Gro {161,265 44 3378

&




“HE ASSUMPTION UNTVERSITY LTBR&TM

Total 1 1184.389 404
1 2.4 Number of druz Between Groups | 22.434 ” 1.280 6%
| problems in Pattava 1
| Within Groups 11346 904 344 | 3.479
| Total | 1219.340 1349
| 2.5 Your standard of | Between Groups 33.783 4.000 .002
I living 1 |
| Within Groups 1 581.086 344 1.689
1 [Total 614869 | 349
2.6 Pattaya’s local Between Groups P 13984 5 1 2797 1 1268 277
customs ! ‘
| WithnGroups | 758.956 1344 1 2.206
| Total 1772.940 | 349 ‘
" 3. Environmental Between Groups i 12,951 i 1 2590 1 2.428 03y
Impacts )
Within Groups | 366980 1344 1 1.067
Total | 379.930 | 349 |
3.1 Enwvirpnment In | Between Groups P21.4a80 4 ! 4.292 1 1.909 .092
| Pattava 1
Within Groups | FER AT i 344 1 2.248
Thal 1794.857 | 349
3.2 Infrastructure in | Between Groups 11.427 - 2575 | 1.137 340
Paitava i 1
| Within Groups | 703.302 344 | 2.044
, total 4. 349
3.3 Pollution in | Between Groups \ | 10.266 | 3.620 .003
i Fattava 1 1 {
| Within Groups 1 975 6t 344 . 2R !
i 1 Total { 1026.929 {349
3.4 The historical lBetween Groups I 17.509 B 3.502 1 1.865 .100
| sitesin Pattaya \ |
| Within Groups | 645.831 | 344 1.877 1 |
Total 663.340 | 349 !
3.5 Animd lifein | Between Groups 11.343 I's5 o 205 827 531 ‘;
Pattays i | | i |
| Within Groups | 943,311 344 2.742
| Total | 954,654 4
| 3.6 Natural resources EBe’(ween Groups | 14.336 5 | 2.867 { 1.149 334
{in Pattaya ! | :
Within Groups | 858.281 | 344 1 2.495
Total | 872.617 {349
Owerall Impacts | Between Groups | 5.123 |5 | 1.037 1.895 .095
| Within Groups | 188.196 | 34e, |
Total | 193.379 1349
Post Hac Tests
Multiple Corng
D
L Depe 1 (1) 1 (D |
Coden | Ucon | oon
| patio
! I‘ ot | i
' | € ! 1
L | Bleal Sis. Men | Sz, Meal Sig. Men ™ Mea_|Sig. | Mea,




- I'n . | f1
i Ditto Latre | | Dife | Liffe
rence | I | Isense 1 | sense |
: 5 | a3 | 1(1.3)
| ! ! |
1 Hous 583 187 1163L568 114 | 7 1A - 1.885 - 609
Econ | ewiz 33 106 | %0 { [ E N 1.319
omic | @ [ 1 [ 'E | 24
hmpa I ) [
cts 1 ' | l z
Gowe 187 e 227 t221 |- 10931 - 1.169:
ime 1.4701 468 | 1.6291 1.902
| 28 l B o7 | |78
] ! ' i
o L
420 227 : 50| |
28 | | 048 | 1208 | 482
| 1 S IE 50
o ) o [ S "
| 726 4sz 221 ' o4z I ax EEY:
K> ¥ |47 .160 | 434 ‘
e | f f 1 32 § 03
{ 1 1
| Stud1.045 851 629 0931.208 U .160 ;.482 736
E ent 1 73 | 1 5 74 $2 273 ‘
j i | = 71
! Une | 319 699 | 902 .169 ! ... 3t 1 434 458
! mpia laa [ !50 1 03 71
ved | ; %
! Hous E 348 | 271 606 G52 910 .162 .716 704
11 ! evif | ; ! r B 60 323
hives | e
tren !
tin |
Pattz |
v | |
Dove | R 1 441 323 424 -
{mine | .583 1 1.375 420 | . .916
jtit 33 | | o8 |25 73 167
i empl | : 1
{ o i ;
Loyee_| E i 1
r | eos ]-375 1441 543 845 494
A i Ga i [#) .04a | i .540
v | 75 1 68
| Busi | 1.9101 .531 | 323 1.155 2 .1101 .730 639
3 | 2 | 27 i 52 .
| 12
‘ ! } 14
| d01.424 1.044 245 | 730 . 547
i [ 75 | 110 | 495
| 1 | < 1 93
016 .i7nl 54014.4132 639 | 495
67 68 142 93
|
; 554 390 i3 [.364 1.383 119 77 A - .601
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Lifference is sigmncant at the .05 level.
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