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JIRANAN PIMDEE : EVALUATION OF TOURISM CARRYING CAPABILITY OF
ENVIRONMENT, PSYCHOLOGICAL AND SOCIAL-CULTURAL FOR CULTURAL
TOURIST SITES. THESIS ADVISOR : ASST. PROF. PAPHAKORN PITAYACHAVAL,
Ph.D., 139 PP.

Keywords : The impact level, Environmental carrying capacity, Psychological carrying

capacity, Socio-cultural carrying capacity

Tourism is considered the main industry that plays an important role in
generating income for the country. which has a large number of tourists traveling in
Thailand resulting in an increase in the impact of the waste problem, tourists feel
crowded, less satisfied and not interested in returning to travel again. Therefore, this
research aims to study the current impact level and study the data analysis on the
impact of environmental, psychological and socio-cultural factors in each cultural
tourism site, and recommend guidelines and measures for the management of cultural
tourism sites. The areas of cultural tourism sites were divided into 4 regions: the North,
the Central, the Northeast and the South.

The results of the environmental aspects in Kiriwong Village showed that it had
the water quality check showed that the number of Heterotrophs microorganisms
exceeded the standard. In Chang Arena, it had a high impact on the sound noise level,
and had a high impact on the weather quality. In Wat Phra Si Sanphet, it had a high
impact on sound quality. In Doi Tung Palace, it had a little impact on air quality. And
solid waste had a moderate impact in all 4 provinces. In psychological aspects showed
that there was different management of cultural tourism sites in each type of tourism,
significantly in all 5 aspects: 1 Congestion level regarding the number of tourists (Cl),
2 Cultural environment and landscape characteristics (Cu), 3 Area management (Sa),
4 Number of tourists found in the community (Nu), and 5 Behavior of other tourists
traveling (Be). The Scheffe statistical is comparing the differences between 4 groups,
namely group 1: rural cultural tourism, group 2: modern cultural tourism, group
3: heritage tourism and group 4: local wisdom cultural tourism. And The results showed

that, based on Group 1: Rural Cultural Tourism, tourists had the lowest satisfaction



compared to Group 2, 3 and 4 because the rural cultural tourism was managed without
the help of government agency directly. In socio-cultural aspects showed that there
was different management of cultural tourism sites in each type of tourism, significantly
in all 9 aspects: 1 Drug (Dr), 2 Crime (Cr), 3 Population/external investors (Hp),
4 Family/social relations (Fs), 5 Access to education (Ae), 6 Medical treatment (Mt),
7 Congested feeling that tourism affects people in the community (Fc), 8 Culture (Ct)
and 9 Pride (Pr). The Scheffe statistical results showed that Group 1: Rural Cultural
Tourism had factors negatively affecting people in the community compared to Group
2,3 and 4 because the rural cultural tourism was a collaboration of people in the

community in the lack of knowledge in managing the area.
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