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An Analysis on Residents Tourism Perceptions D ifferences and
Influential Factors in W ethnd E cotourism D estination

—Taking LittoralW etland Nature Reserve in Yancheng as an Example

W ang Yuanl, Huang Zh enfang2

(1 Deparment of Toursm Management N anjing Instiute of Toursn & Hospitality N anjing 211100, China)
(2 School of G eography Science Nanjing NomalU niversit; N anjing 210046, China)

Abstract The devebpm entof tourisn destnation must rely on canmunity and itm ay not have new breakthmwoughs unlkss
ham on izes the rehtionsh ps betw een canmunity and tourism devebpment On the basis of data and nm aton study
feldwoik and questionnaires analysis ths paper analyzes the different tourisn perceptbns of different categories of
Yancheng Rare Bids Nawure Reservew ith Natonal Rank and Dakng E k Nature Reserwe w ith NationalRank under the
pran e of sustanab k devebpment W e Hund that the residents have a mtonal supporting attitude tov ard tourisn deveb
omment there are no obvus cautious supporters and neuirak yet but bvers supporters as the m ain strean. Then on his
basis ths paper analyzes he nfluential facors fran the angle of endogenous variable such as tourisn rekvancg phce
of resdence and age etc
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Tablk 1 The background of investigated residents
o Mo
4.76 4. 65
11.9 23.95
11.9 16. 62
59. 52 21. 86
4.78 23. 6
7. 14 9. 30
1 6. 98 0. 00
1~3 55. 81 11. 62
4~5 30. 23 ( ) 69. 77
6~ 8 2.32 18. 60
9~ 10 0. 00 16~ 24 13. 95
10 4. 65 25~ 44 55. 81
58. 14 45~ 64 27.9
41. 86 64 2.33
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Table2 M ean responses for each cluster against tourism in pacts stateam ent
() n (1 (V)
M ean M ean M ean M ean
! 4. 00 4. 36 4.25 3.40
2 4. 00 4.32 4.25 3.20
3 4. 00 4.32 4. 00 3.00
4 4. 00 4.32 3.83 3.00
3 3.75 4. 50 4. 00 3.00
6 3.75 4. 18 4. 00 3.00
7 3.00 3.32 3.83 3.00
8 3.00 2. 40 3.16 3.00
9 4. 00 2.32 3.00 3.20
10 5. 00 4. 68 4. 16 3.20
1L 4. 00 4.77 4. 08 3.40
12 5. 00 4.77 4. 08 3.40
13 5. 00 4.77 4. 00 3.20
14 5. 00 4. 09 3. 67 3.00
15 5. 00 1.95 3.08 3.00
16 3.00 1. 86 3.08 3.00
17 2. 00 1. 86 2. 83 3.20
18 3.00 2. 05 2.75 3.20
19 5. 00 4. 36 4. 08 2.80
20 4.75 4. 50 4. 00 2.80
21 4. 50 2. 14 3.25 3.40
22 5. 00 2. 18 3.25 2.80
23 4.75 3.50 2.75 3.00
24 4. 00 4. 18 3.75 3.00
25 5. 00 2.41 3.58 3.00
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Table3 M ean responses for each cluster of different residence
A 4.31 A 4.58
L 10
B 3.35 B 3.47
A 4.28 A 4.50
2 11
B 381 B 3.52
1 A 4.19 || 12 A 3.60
B 303 B 3.55
4 A 4.14 || 13 A 4.58
B 3. 40 B 381
A 4.28 A 4.06
3 14
B 360 B 3.49
A 4. 08 A 2.58
6 15
B 3. 46 B 3.28
A 3. 41 A 2.31
7 16
B 3.25 B 3.26
A 2.67 || 17 A 2.17
8
B 3.21 B 2.87
A 2. 67 A 2.36
9 18
B 3.21 B 2.82
A 4. 36 A 3.39
19 23
B 3. 49 B 3.20
A 4.39 A 4.06
20 24
B 3. 49 B 3.27
A 2.75 || 25 s A 3.03
21
B 358 B 3.24
A 2.78
22
B 3.25
A ;B
2 2
(Chi- square= 6.25Q p< 0. 01). ,
(Chi- square= 0.104 2 p < 0. 01).
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p:

2. 85 2. 81
, (Chi- square= 46. 472 p< 0.01),
(Chi- square= 38.80Q p = 0. 000) (Chi- square= 30. 066
Q 000) ( Chi- square= 75.702 p= Q 000)
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