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Abstract

The objectives of this research were to study (1) the agro-tourism attractions context, (2) the
evaluation of the agro-tourism attraction management, (3) agro-tourism extension, (4) the level of problems
of agro-tourism attractions, and (5) comparative analysis of agro-tourism attractions between Thailand and
Socialist Republic of Vietnam. This research population comprised of 134 agro-tourism attractions in
Thailand and Vietnam. 268 samples were determined by using purposive and snowball random sampling
methods from 3 groups: 1) 96 farmers or owners of agro-tourism attractions 2) 79 tourists and 3) 93 key
informants related to agro-tourism. This research was a survey research by conducting interview for data
collection. Data were analyzed by using computer package. Statistics used in data analysis included
descriptive statistics, comparative statistics, and content analysis.

The results of the research revealed that 1) most of the agro-tourism attractions of Thailand were
a mixed of natural-made and man-made. The prominent point was that it was the agricultural learmning
resource with the size of 19.67 Rai and in the form of one owner. The agro-tourism activity was organized
in the form of agricultural area visitation, opened all year round, and received support from government
agencies. For most of the agro-tourism attractions condition in Vietnam, they are mainly nature-made
attractions. The prominent point was that it was the agricultural learning center with the average size of
24.85 Rai and in the form of one owner. The agro-tourism activity was organized in the form of agricultural
area visitation, opened all year round, and mostly did not receive any support from government agencies;
2) regarding to tourism management, Thai farmers thought that the lecture and demonstration gave
sufficient knowledge at the high level. Regarding the organization, it revealed that leader or leader quality
and potential of carrying capacity were essential. For Vietnamese farmers, they thought that the distribution
of products and product processing were sufficient at the highest level. In regards to the organization, they
thought that the leader and quality of the leader were important and the prominent point was on the
aspect of attracting tourists; 3) thai farmers wanted to receive the knowledge regarding the promotion and
publication of agro-tourism attraction through electronic media and personal media in the form of lecturing
and field trip while Vietnamese farmers wanted to receive knowledge on every aspect through all channels
and method; 4) Thailand problem was about the development of tourist attractions while the problem of
Vietnam was about accommodation service; 5) comparison of the differences, showed that the differences
lied in the accommodation sufficiency, customer focus, knowledge management, personnel focus, tourist
service, and tourism sustainability, management agencies, along with the needs of knowledge in promotion,
marketing, and electronic channel extension.
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