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Semi-Captive Habitat of Wildlife Tourists with Different Demographic
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Abstract To understand the interaction mechanism between human and ecotourism in wildlife tourism, taking
Chengdu Giant Panda Breeding and Research Base in Chengdu, Sichuan Province as an example, the environ-
mental attitudes of wildlife tourists was analyzed based on demographic sociology and demography. Quantitative
analysis methods such as cluster analysis and one-way ANOVA were used to measure the environmental atti-
tudes of wild tourists who visited the semi-captive habitats on the basis of the new ecological paradigm scale.
According to their different degrees of performance, wildlife tourists are divided into three categories — near-
ecocenters, near-anthropocentrists and neutrals, and the main environmental attitude of the semi-captive visitors
are near-ecocentrism. In addition, the study analyzed the differences of the socio-demographic characteristics of the
population towards environmental attitudes using the one-way analysis of variance and the Scheffe post-hoc
comparison. The result showed that the respondents in the China Panda Base with different gender, age, income,
education level, and family background have significant differences in environmental attitudes. This result has
certain practical significance for the planning and management of wildlife tourism destinations.

Key words semi-captive habitat; wildlife tourism; ecosystem services; deep ecology; environmental attitudes;
Giant Panda Breeding and Research Base
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x1 HMMESEREAORITFE

Table 1 Demographic characteristics of three types of environmental attitude
PN NE e PAEA L E X SEGSL
s 75 (N=141, 5 21.7%) (N=388, 1 59.7%) (N=121, 5 18.6%) Pt
L7/ LEA1/% L7/4 LEA1/% /8 LEA1/%
Al: B(N=111) 72 51.1 190 49.0 62 512 3.47
P51
A2: Z(N=193) 69 482 198 51.0 59 48.8 3.46
 Br<eaetyy 3 2 4 o 3 25 33
B2: 16~19 (N=17) 28 19.9 96 247 30 24.8 3.51
B3: 20~29 (N=70) 57 40.4 157 40.5 51 421 3.46
AR B4: 30~39 (N=70) 25 17.7 77 19.8 24 19.8 3.48
B5: 40~49 (N=59) 13 9.2 35 9.0 7 5.8 3.54
B6: 50~59 (N=43) 10 7.1 15 3.9 5 4.1 3.41
B7: KT 60 (N=27) 5 35 4 1.0 1 0.8 2.96
R o s 106 14 e 356
C2: EH(N=110) 18 12.8 54 13.9 17 14.0 3.45
HEH C3: Wk (N=48) 11 7.8 66 17.0 13 10.7 3.65
GED C4: ARHN=95) 62 44.0 163 4.0 56 463 3.47
CS: Mt (N=30) 29 20.6 61 15.7 19 157 3.38
C6: T+ (N=19) 10 7.1 3 0.8 2 1.7 2.71
~ bL<w000vs3) 57 404 o B8 55 455 340
D2: 10000~19000 (N=21) 17 12.1 30 7.7 5 4.1 3.50
D3: 20000~49999 (N=37) 19 13.5 52 13.4 17 14.0 3.44
Tg D4: 50000~99000 (N=80) 27 19.1 95 245 21 17.4 3.53
D5: 100000~199999 (N=83) 20 142 31 8.0 19 157 3.35
D6: >200000 (N=8) 10 7.1 8 2.1 4 33 3.15
D7: %5 FI(N=32) 1 0.7 2 0.5 1 0.8 3.07
R e 9% 81 230 o6 80 661 344
P E2: BT T L (N=70) 10 7.1 18 4.6 10 8.3 3.36
GRS E3: MLfA —F 4 (V=29) 18 12.8 110 28.4 19 15.7 3.67
E4: BLA T LU (N=136) 16 11.3 21 5.4 12 9.9 3.25
s 255 38 325
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p<0.051F, A [F) WA JZ X 4 58 25 32 5% B X 3% 1k 22
5o mMEREFIRKRE LR, 1E10~20T7 WA JZ
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Table 2 Independent sample T test in gender differences toward environment attitudes
R HRYESE P51 FEAEL E brifi2E F Sig.

7 325 2.469 1.483

Q10-1 FHEY Z T LAEALE, BRI B AT 12.112 0.001
i 325 2.148 1.386
L 325 3.577 1.364

Q10-2 NFEERUE [ SR LA R A C R 24.171 0.000
z 325 3.874 1.162
7 325 4.096 1.102

Q10-3 NN T AT DS A SKAAE Ak 0.031 0.861
ks 325 4213 1.096
7 325 4.188 1.129

Q10-4 MNEWIR RIS, G 2 RRCRMEER R AR 0.361 0.548
ks 325 4331 1.071
7 325 2355 1.379

Ql10-5 H AR P BRMESS, 5 R 4538 0.034
& 325 2.120 1.296
5 325 1.978 1.391

Q10-6 SN AR AEAFAUR] 0.415 0.520
i 325 1.852 1.339
W 325 3.110 1.308

SRR
i 325 3.089 1.225
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x3 BERAESHARERITBESENERNE
Table 3 ANOVA analysis of different ages toward environment attitudes

R RIS Z 2R H (V=650) Scheffe
] HitlE Bl B2 B3 B4 B5 B6 B7 r » HF e
(N=10)  (N=154) (N=265) (N=126) (N=55) (N=30) (N=8)
SR 2.700 1.929 2.321 2333 2.564 3.500 2222
Q10-1 . 5.868 0.000 B2,B3,B4<B6
FrifE 2 1.567 1.289 1.417 1.481 1.512 1.358 1.641
EEEL 3.800 3.922 3713 3.802 3473 2.767 4222
Q10-2 4241 0.000 B2,B3,B4<B6
FrifE 2 1.476 1.218 1.234 1.233 1.260 1.633 1.093
TH%L 3.300 4.422 4.155 4111 4.091 3.467 3.778
Q10-3 4.898 0.000 B2<B6
FrifE % 1.703 0.906 1.064 1.154 1.076 1.358 1.394
THI%L 3.800 4.195 4.296 4.357 4.309 3.900 4333
Q10-4 B 1.151 0.331
Frife 1.549 1.132 1.091 1.023 0.940 1.348 1.323
TH%L 2.700 2.046 2.249 2.206 2.146 3.067 2.889
Q10-5 3.107 0.005 B2<B3,B6
Frife 1.418 1.201 1.342 1.410 1.239 1.530 1.537
EEEC 2,500 1.461 2.023 1.913 2.073 2.567 2.778
Q10-6 5.506 0.000
Frife 24 1.581 0.971 1.446 1.386 1.386 1.478 1.641
EEEC 3133 2.996 3.126 3.120 3.109 3211 3.370
JERVNY
FrifE 2 1.549 1.120 1.266 1.281 1.236 1.451 1.438

P BIA16% LI N4, B2 16~19% 41, B3°H20~29% 41, B4-30~39% 4, B5 40~49 % 4, B6 8 50~59% 241, BT 603 M L) 40 .

R4 BARFESMARZHENHPRSENE RN

Table 4 ANOVA analysis of different educational level groups toward environment attitudes

TR ) ANFIAEHS 252183 (N=650)
255 s
e GiiHE 1 & 3 ca o e F p Scheffe # )5 Hb#4
(N=65) (N=88) (N=90) (N=281) (N=109) (N=15)
SEXEL 1.831 2303 2.044 2327 2.606 3.533
Q10-1 5.294 0.000 C1<C5,C6; C3<C6
brifi2E 1.232 1.417 1.365 1.442 1.497 1.506
TH%L 3.923 3.809 4.011 3715 3.440 2.867
Q10-2 3.835 0.002
Frife 2 1.254 1.364 1.176 1.212 1.343 1.407
SFEIE 4.462 4.180 4.444 4.157 3.908 2.667 }
Q10-3 9.449 0.000 g§>cc45Cc56> Co6;
Frife 2 0.792 1.192 0.836 1.068 1.244 1.047 ’
SRR 4.200 4.112 4.489 4311 4229 3.267
Q10-4 . 3.794 0.002 C3,C4>C6
FrifE 2 1.175 1.201 0.890 0.995 1.252 1.486
FEEL 1.846 2371 1.633 2.263 2.560 3.933 C1<C5,C6;
Q10-5 . 11.941 0.000 (C3<C2,C4,C5;
FrifE % 0.988 1.274 1.043 1.379 1.391 1.280 C2,05<C6
THI%L 1.323 1.674 1.389 1.964 2.459 4.200 C1<C4,C5,C6;
Q10-6 20.245 0.000 (2,C3,C4<C5,C6;
FrifE % 0.709 1.042 0.870 1.414 1.573 1.207 (C3<C4;C5<C6
SEEEL 2.931 3.075 3.002 3.123 3.200 3.411
ISUINTES B
Frife 1.025 1.248 1.030 1.252 1.383 1.322

VL C1 M0, C2 e, C3 MERE4H, C4 My, C5 MM +4H, Co it .
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x5 BRERAESNAIRBUNANKBESENESRE

Table 5 ANOVA analysis of different income groups toward environment attitudes

e AR JZEZ K E (N=650)
. 423 &
e GeiE B D2 o3 B3 D3 D F P Scheffe 2 )5 L%
(N=324) (N=88) (N=142) (N=70) (N=22) (N=3)
TEHIEL 2.111 2.580 2.252 2.743 3273 1.000
Q10-1 5.816 0.000 D1<D4,D5
bRz 1.363 1.476 1.407 1.548 1.638 0.000
PR 3.818 3.784 3.671 3.386 3.409 5.000
Q10-2 2321 0.042
bRz 1.252 1.189 1.299 1.365 1.333 0.000
THEL 4306 4.023 4203 3.671 3.591 4.000
Q10-3 5571 0.000 D1,D3>D4
bRz 1.009 1.203 1.045 1.224 1.297 1.732
THEL 4245 4386 4.294 4.157 4.000 4.000
Q10-4 0.665 0.650
FrifE2E 1.094 0.988 1.162 1.112 1.234 1.732
TEL 2.154 2.261 2.049 2671 3.318 2333
Q10-5 5.288 0.000 D1,D2,D3<D5
brifi2z 1.303 1.343 1.269 1.391 1.524 2.309
T
TEHIEL 1.676 2250 1.832 2.386 3.227 2.000 D1<D2.D4.D5:
Q10-6 9.454 0.000 D3<Ds
bR 1.189 1.511 1.358 1.544 1.378 1.732
TEHIEL 3.052 3214 3.050 3.169 3.470 3.056
ISYUN T
bRz 1.204 1.240 1.236 1.328 1.405 1.155
10 D14 1 HICVA R4, D2 2N 1~2 T4, D3 N 2~5 Ji 4, D4 N 5~10 Ji 4, D5 i 10~20 J741, D6 9 20 J7 LA 4.
F6 BREAZAENTARRESSNRESENERY
Table 6 ANOVA analysis of different family background group toward environment attitudes
e IR GRBETS 52 2 (N=650)
4 . o
e GeiHiE = 5 T 7 F P Scheffe Z )5 [b#
(N=415) (N=38) (N=147) (N=48)
TR 2.268 2.658 2.095 3.041
Q10-1 6.284 0.000 El1,E3<E4
bR 1.429 1.564 1.357 1.485
TR 3.790 3.605 3.701 3.327
Q10-2 2.102 0.099
P2 1.213 1.285 1.362 1.449
R 4.183 3.868 4320 3.633
Q10-3 5.872 0.001 E1,E3>E4
P2 1.061 1.277 1.073 1.185
R 4232 4.053 4.463 4.041
Q10-4 2.870 0.036 E1<E3; E1>E4; E2<E3
P2 1.133 1.293 0.901 1.154
FH%E 2311 2421 1.728 3.000 E1,E2>E3
Q10-5 13.776 0.000
FRifE 2% 1.352 1.445 1.070 1.399 E1,E3<E4
%L 1.940 2395 1.456 2714
Q10-6 13.506 0.000 E1,E2>E3; E1,E3<E4
bRtz 1.397 1.653 0.931 1.443
TR 3.121 3.167 2.961 3.293 3.135
Bk
bR 1.264 1.420 1.116 1.353 1.288
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