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Abstract

In recent years, with the progress of urbanization in China and the increasing of the work-related
stress, the urban population continues to increase and more and more urban residents choose to
have vacations in rural areas to release their job stress. The development of rural tourism not only
meets the needs of urban residents, but is also an effective way to resolve the problem of rural la-
bor surplus and increase farmer's income. However, due to the late start of rural tourism in China,
most of the current rural tourism development is a top-down behavior which is led by the gov-
ernment or the tourism business, without taking community residents' needs into consideration.
Therefore, a lot of problems between tourism development and the rural community have ap-
peared. This study takes Wanxichong Village in Chenggong District as the study area. The situation
of community participation in local tourism development has been analyzed by questionnaire
method and statistical analysis methods. And according to the actuality and characteristics, sever-
al suggestions were put forward in this paper. It is concluded that economic participation is the
main way for residents of Wanxichong to participate in the local tourism, which means the level of
participation is a little low and the community participation of tourism development is in orga-
nized involvement stage.
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1. 5|8

FEBUR RS R FIRIE 2 MR R e is, 2 MRl & oy ERIDILM E 02—, Rk
[ H A Bt o 3 SO RN I EZR 2 — R Z IR T S, 2 MRl %A 808 AR L 77
X 2 Ml E Rk UL, 2 R v LA SO IR . BGEARE K. 28 R RAE N £ MiRE R 2
ME 2 —, HALIX S5 H BRI X 5 a3 0 = 11 DA AR e 5 M A R AP 3R, o 2 IR RE A5 T Rk
ThUL e & A i e g 75 S B AT R A5 55 R RE A 1], (HIRE £ Akl Kk 2 RAABURF ML S F IR K
JEI, VAR R RINTRIFE R, R I8 JE RAE IR I K & T IR 28 2350 e /L, - DR] AP A iR U0 e 5 4k
X LA R b 75 R Z AAEE R R JE, P TR Z 2] X ERBATAAE X JE RS 5 A ERN 2
TR R FE I, DASEIR 2 W iis il Frs R J

B A3 el AR X 2 5 ) R ST R B, AN 1985 4F P. E. Murphy $2 1 T+ X S 51 & 2
JG, MEARZ R A MR A R, RHEEET T B IR R SR 5T . B4 R4 X S 5Tk
FHEIEW K, HRnEasE e R M. RV, G4 XS5 13 BE P EA X 2
T4 I 2 5k iR 5 v e AR IX — ) (3] [4]. BEE BRI R R, U2 %E TR X ER
FE 2 SR s AR vh 52 B & 75 I L RIER (5] [6] [7]. SRR, BEAE BT FUMRBRN , iR & e
FEIX 225 B 1) 3 B OR8] 9]

WER T X S 50 AT G T E 90 4EAR. (B Py 2738 6t o E — e gl 28 22451 [X [ 411X 22 5 i K
JRBE I SHE TR 2 . VF 2 F 380 X S 5k R & IR GHAT T AT, ASFF AR AR AU A
], AN 22 10 B 25 [X 1 2 SR AT LU AT [10] [11] [12] [13] [14]. 7RV SHIERF AL [F
I, PR R T AN FAL A BEAG AL X 2 5ikliE R R IR 34T TR, BT R e 5 e 7
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FAGS & BT FEAT15] [16] [17] [18] (4% 1). (HS5EAMFFCsE AL, B AR T4 X 2 5l & R 7T
R ZAFRAEERI Ty, FE I T FENa R REAT K 3R AT T, S 23 B K 701 DA — R 8 M X Dy f
FIAT BARWTTL, SRZBONRG 70
T R AL X 5 R 5 2 AR T K TR 98 S I R R AT TS R 2 — o SRERIEWI#E X 2 5k
Ui R 5 AT U RAL IX 5 T e R R Z TEAFAE T JE IR A 2 — o ANSCRA B W T 318 ph Ak X RO SR 4
I A R AL TR, RAEA ST SR ER 0T LR G870, At B A i R
Z5 2 NiRiFRRE =, BIERR RN 2 MR H BT RN E 2R, 23R o 5
2. WRXBER K ieE T
2.1. FARXHEER
JIBEMAL XA T BT R X R EHEFL, MARFEHERMET, H—BEANHR. &
22012 R, HXIEAER 500 7, SAH 1756 N, #EXERFZEDRERERL, HEEER T MFE N E
[19]. JIEMAHEIX E 2000 4 7 HIF D “REE” LK, 22001 FACEERTEHOESHILT 117, AR
B2 112 A, FfFiE 5000 A2 AIK[20]. JTEMHE X EFTIRIER oy A A, B 2013 287058 —fm “34
657 W LR, s ORI, BUSRIRE 0 RI, JCHRAERIETT 5 R AL AR 2= .
Table 1. Comparison of community participation patterns in tourism development
# 1. FPRFHELETHXSESHELZRIZA LR
W2t W5 X 45 X 2 ikl K i
Lo“pm + /P77 B, BEE AR + RPN “amE + I+ R
2. “BUF + ] + AR + RATH B
B BPAR[10] 4 [ 3 AR A
4. R+ R
SAMAAR AR
1 EZHHAG GALX S 5ER— N R X L R 2 3 e
WL 2.4GR X)X S 5 R e AR D b
3K ERE XS 5 ——F i R MAERE R AR
LER AR, L DT AL E ) 25 71
BELE12] i 2.0, AREEUG ) AR ) R
3EHAAER, Wt XALN, XA SERAEX EES. T TEER
LAMAAR FERL
2. 4RP + R
3. “RF + GER)R T B
4. “BUR + HX + e B
5. “BURF + AR + X + JiRiEel 7 0
6.5t 50
LERIE, ants B35 0L e e e i e A =X
MRL[14] A 2T H AR X 25, ottt AR IE S A PR B R IR A R 5 R R I H
3RKE RSN TR S 5EA, Wi BARY XX 2 51
VE: TS ICR10] [11] [12] [13] [14] 1083,

SRIAF PR
RS E P11]

FEIEE[13] R
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2.2. EERIT

N TG TTE PR RS 5 i b i BE St e 7 A B S M RS L, ASCZ B E T [21]

K221, 455
oy, R RO EE SN, B A AR X E R R
RZ SRR RN AE .

23, FENREHEAER

W EY
it 52

JIB A X SEBRE O, Wit 1A TR e X s R . SN A=
Wi RS DL, o = AR AR X

ARSCLAJT R X R RO X &, TE RIS 2 /T, B aRELRBCT 15 4 35T T
IR A R, RS S R EE . AR UE S RIEE T T iEsE . ARIEEE
RS 100 43, [FIY 100 4, FHHE RS 81 4, ARUAEREICER 81%. 1) 4518 £ K FH AL A TS
DA EE MBI JNERAT, T HERBORA R T IA RIFT YTV R Didsk. N T ORIEGE AT
RO B AT A, B T oIS R AR, RIPLLEE 5 0 MR LA 2 Ok

KRR 4, RABITHIRES .

MEIEARFOE 2 s,

30} ) B HEAT G AL RSO E IR R, B L BB TT 5 TR R R 2008 RN DA
B B el SRR B R BRI 41~60 B 2 (8], FANMERZEHAPOREE, RBFEEEZ EEESD

Table 2. Basic situation of residents surveyed in Wanxichong

F2. FEARWEAERERIOELRRFER

EAFER T AN# B o LAl
5 39 48.1%
531
4 42 51.9%
20 & KULF 2 2.5%
21~40 % 28 34.6%
S
41~60 % 42 51.9%
60 %L I 9 11.1%
INZZ T PR 35 43.2%
B FIkE 24 29.6%
ZHETEE o
i E 19 23.5%
KEFARLL 3 3.7%
10,000 JtLA T 18 22.2%
10,000~30,000 7t 40 49.4%
PN )
30,000~50,000 7 11 13.6%
50,000 Jtbh I 9 11.1%
= 58 71.6%
S AN
% 23 28.4%
B & 45 55.6%
T MR H 52 5
R 36 44.4%
= 39 48.1%
PreE )il
& 42 51.9%
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R, Wb

R R AR, FFE RN X SLPR S ERERRRT, 71.6%MERIEAM, 554 28.4%H15h
N WL, SR A BERRIBENUE AR, ORIE 15 2200 47 45 R T SE .

3. SCAESTHR
3.1. HEHIESHT

3.1.1. REREESH

B RN ERMN— SR E . FEA SR U, 2 A B R 5 FE A TR & £ 152 Cronbach a
FEL XA —EUE R EERRN H TR A IR S 2R 0SB RECR,
N ST B 5 S R S B R Rk, MIAESEAT T H 2 M i m 28 R R bR . — MR, %
I B R B AR P — S5 FE R AUEEAE 0.70 DAL, FAFRERT 0.80. KEAHEFTIN & BRI 5 B
x M “ERSHRERIBER” BIEF N SPSS 21.0 ¥fF, HHATAIEMESYT, BRI IS
FEZRE a [EFTLEATHGR T

MABEE T R GE 3) T LAE H,  “ & BRI B A1 53R ” ) Cronbach a {H% T 0.778, FIiniAH|
i AT (0.70) I K SF H B2 H(0.80) AR, B R IRIFRE MR AN S 387 N — SO vl 308 B Al —
Lokt “JRRZSHikEEEER” 1 Cronbach a {H% T 0.878, KT 0.8, RIZRRMINH— I MELE,
EEHAT 20,

MISTH G EGE )l LA H, B RRIERZIEBRARER” I “w R Lk X — R F7E bR
JE R ERIEE R0 0.778 48 0.781, HoAth 18 ANFEFMIER 5 S R IEE REYFEE, BtknT DL
B R ARG BT X — s S L Ad e < [R) [E BT AN v, DR T DA SR AR EAT R — 2B A AT 2 A
Br: 11 “BRZSHSREEBER” I ORI BTG ZE” X — &R 7EMIBR G 8BRS R 40H
0.878 4874 0.881, HAth 9 SR EMIBR G S ER REIIAR G T 0.878, K, fEHAT N — L0t % &
W 1K S5 A I B o

3.1.2. #XieHERMEF2Hh

54T KMO F Bartlett (OGS . #HE Kaiser (1974) IR, HEATIRF M, KMO FRFRE 5] Witk
WIy: # KMO EAKT 0.500, WIFRRAR R RAEEHATE T8 3:47 R0 S s 0 22078 0.60 L
E[21]. 5 RTLAE B KMO H5F T 0.697, T8 ik U 4200 71(0.700), 3R AIAL & (A B A 3 [F K 2=
FPAE, MATHEHTE 087 RIS Bartlett (3R %EEAT G (01 AL 77 (6 (1 123 A% Sig. = 0.000 < 0.01, 1A%
BEAKE, Fom “JERIRIEIBARER” 18 AN F A ILFRF R, BIUEHE S HE S M 74T

LR, 53 BT e BA 6 B o SR V2R 3 )y, e % T 0 B Kaiser AR 1) IEAE e i
R 6 AT LLRIL, 18 NMEFHARPCN HAF T o Ho 2 =AHF. HEUAFETHEAANHEFHRaE
TEAETL, B R DA R AN S — AN R R A I S IR A G, E AT EE
HAH Y SEGRE G . Fal G A I, MBI R mH8 “37, EHTHEF O

PRI T HCEAER Dy “37 25, MR U AEREGE TYFTEAE H, 18 NN = K 7.
MEFTTCURIL,  “HAIEME RIS Y” R 4TI H S BIANE KT, FE R4 X GEA Sy
(RUZ I, AELRE K P I 35 — Rl PR IR 36 B el &30 0.407 AT 0.444, Tk WX P IR0 A ER AR AL J T 5 — Bk
B, ERSE =M REVIRE R %R = R Y A8 2 H AR, R Al 3 7 35 -
NEBEZ R RAERAEE DAL S, SR = KR R ES AT 1 AR MR T 2k
8)RIN, X= R T 51.830%MME 5. —MIM S, A MU 10 R R T A & & 50% L EiT)
JiZE, NSRSty vl LA 2 (23] BRI DI 3 AN R 7 BEAE il R R 40 A
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SR, R AR T TR RO R IR R AR BT R T M, R R 2 A IR A X
PAAERD 18 SRR U = Rty , B Rn s 4 MR, Al Ay X BRIREm T, B TR
7T AT, AR C/FAR R, B s 7 AT, WOy CEAMETRET o M=
JZ T RIS AT DR 7 P TSR A, = K B A 7 P AR — SO AS R B4 4E 0.70 BULE, SR = KiY
M J22 T T 9 8 — B R o Horr, AR XBRURREMA R I . 2R 504 S R0 J2 6 25 O S M 1 2R AR

Table 3. Cronbach’s a for reliability analysis
< 3. (EE 2 4AY Cronbach a &

HERAK Cronbach a {i iy
JeB BRI e 2 M e B 0.778 19
ERZ LR EERER 0.878 10

Table 4. Total statistics for all items

4. MBS

i TR i B e e MERIE R Rz ki Rk JE 25
i A mIAEDA 0.769 Yo TR S 75 R 0.867
ISR R 0.762 il R ST S 2R K 0.881
i B B 0.764 B2 SRl 0.856
’m KT 0.772 T X % AT 0.870
B2 R JE 0.769 FrL U 1A SRANS 0.878
T STE R 0.764 2 5 EUK ) E 0.852

i H SRk 0.772 25 R R 44 0.851
¥ RAAE 0.763 Z 5 iRIE R 0.854
i 2 A S 0.764 R 0.876
i e IR 0.761 CiE = UE - Q3T 0.876
PETHIARER 0.770
T H F A 0.765
Jugk# BTt 0.766
RIEP S 0.764
e b i A%k 0.781
TE R 0.776
ARSI 0.777
I G G 0.759
P 0.778

Table 5. Testing by KMO and Bartlett for factor analysis
# 5. EF 5 KMO # Bartlett I8

Bartlett f{BERTEZ LR IG:

KMO 8
AR5 Df Sig.

0.697 597.914 153 0.000
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Table 6. Rotation component matrix for the first factor analysis

= 6. FE—RETF S hERE B FERE

A 1 Bt 2 Bt 3 by 4 B 5
O B A 0.902 0.149 0.018 0.052 0.102
M3 2 R o 0.843 0.245 -0.092 0.030 0.116
et SR e 0.831 0.073 0.134 0.118 0.012
AR 0.666 0.113 0217 0.149 0.113
IO S 0.029 0.857 0.227 0.014 0.041
e A TE KT 0.070 0.838 -0.035 -0.189 0.132
CIE2 A DA 0.202 0.725 0.041 -0.027 —0.084
T E SR 0.104 0.574 -0.206 0.051 0.355
R TKfE 0.455 0.511 -0.059 0.063 -0.156
CEIPF S 0213 -0.002 0.837 0.027 0.038
JOHEZE BT —0.094 0.144 0.702 0215 0.333
AT 7 ) gL 0.482 —0.082 0.522 0.354 —0.143
SRR 0.019 -0.084 0.114 0.785 0.134
T H A 0.379 —0.157 0.121 0.687 0.077
PN IR 0.170 0.479 -0.008 0.561 -0.069
TE A 0.134 -0.019 0.291 -0.095 0.721
RN TS B3R -0.128 —0.022 0.201 0.395 0.625
PRFR R 0.331 0.197 -0.302 0.103 0.614
Table 7. Rotation component matrix for the second factor analysis
= 7. EREF e AR FERE

B 1 Bedr 2 B 3

U B A 0.870 0.232 -0.007

et SR e 0.834 0.119 0.066

B 2SO0 0.798 0.331 ~0.081

I STER 0.674 0.160 0.208

PR 7 G 0.590 -0.141 0.407

R H A 0.529 —0.183 0.444

P AR TE KT -0.013 0.865 -0.080

SIS 0.017 0.821 0.156

CIE 2 A=A 0.181 0.694 -0.069

Wi H 5k 0.052 0.649 0.052

TR & 0.454 0.487 —0.149

EPN R 0.289 0.398 0.224

P ORER 0.261 0.365 0.135

JBHEE BT -0.043 0.148 0.759

A E S 3 —0.084 0.063 0.682

RSP i 0.250 —0.025 0.566

P e 0.195 —0.138 0.557

T 0.049 0.156 0.507
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Figure 1. Screen plot for the second factor analysis
L EREFSREAE
Table 8. Total variance explained for the second factor analysis
=8 EREFANBBENESE
e HIUHFFIEE PRI T AEAN 2 R E N
itk T5 £ 1% 2% a1tk Ti £ 1% FH% Hit Ti Z 1% 2%
1 4.738 26.321 26.321 4.738 26.321 26.321 3.676 20.424 20.424
2 2.683 14.903 41.224 2.683 14.903 41.224 3.180 17.664 38.088
3 1.909 10.605 51.830 1.909 10.605 51.830 2474 13.742 51.830
4 1.374 7.633 59.462
5 1.183 6.573 66.035
6 0.886 4.923 70.958
7 0.781 4.339 75.297
8 0.715 3.972 79.269
9 0.664 3.690 82.959
10 0.640 3.556 86.516
11 0.494 2.746 89.262
12 0.429 2.381 91.643
13 0.375 2.081 93.724
14 0.315 1.751 95.475
15 0.280 1.558 97.033
16 0.248 1.379 98.412
17 0.172 0.957 99.370
18 0.113 0.630 100.000
PEWOTVE: ERUR T
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TS ek X B2 A7 A5 PO 0 DU 8 F Y A2 o K3 TR 3 20 A 45 25 S0 J= i 9 78— BV A 6 4 R AT 45
RV T B e 22 45 R (K 9).

i B R R A X ROIAMR ROR R T . A TR R AR TS T . AL TR R AR T BENE Jutt:
DX 5| B2 B 7, BRI AT UK R TH AL TR RIA AL X SR X — 2 . SO 8 T AL XA 2 R i
—HBay,  ZRIREE AR A R R EOIAMRE R, XA RRAT YO R — MR X i, R DU
IHARM AL X 2 BFAL ISR 0 BEAE 2 A ki o Jin 44 FEANTE G 3RTH mT RERY o & R H B, T2
e e B AL DA AR, o Tk XA R R RE S B4R A, PR DR L A AR X 22 A 22 S T
BHRRRTEA . ZAEEGE BT CLCR W P BN A S A X R A s il B K5
i, RLHCRE X = 26 RE MR 28 RN ZE AP R B i 2 1

3.1.3. #XHeHFRNE FHEX T

FEFIFI 7 23 A 2 2 AT e (R 81520 R = KB 93 I 9 g8 % 81X i 24 ik e 2 M SRR ) o ik
i BN R 2 A TR PR DR 3R 44 B R P HEAT HEFP o 187 B0 0, A R PR3 5 Tl 2 T SR A DR e v
WA Z R Tl 2L, R SPSS BAFXHAE X BN, L3t k2 e DL AR A7 A RS X = KR i [A]
TR R BEAT AR E T, AR 10 P

Table 9. Factor analysis results and internal consistency check at each impact level

F9. AFAHMEREEEWEARIB—H K

T KT ZR IR Je A 3R A

Hfir 44 2R AR R R R BEZRH a
HEIX IR SR RISk A

S e R B 0.870 0.232 -0.007
e A it 0.834 0.119 0.066

X B8 0.873
B 2 RSO0 0.798 0.331 -0.081
IR 0.674 0.160 0.208
P AR K -0.013 0.865 —0.080
IO ST 0.017 0.821 0.156
FEZ AL 0.181 0.694 -0.069

Lt o E SR 0.052 0.649 0.052 0.776
R AT R R 0.454 0.487 —0.149
i 0.289 0.398 0.224
IR R 0.261 0.365 0.135
e, -0.043 0.148 0.759
bz Ak 2 —0.084 0.063 0.682
RIEPS S 0.250 -0.025 0.566

A SRR 0.195 -0.138 0.557 0.707
TEEEA 0.049 0.156 0.507
PRI 7T 0.590 ~0.141 0.407
I H A 0.529 -0.183 0.444

FUHERAE R % 51.830
MEREE 0.781
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Table 10. Correlation analysis of impact factors on rural tourism

= 10. 2RI IEEFHEX TS

L IX B IR0 g A A IREE R JHE i R M

FEIX BE SN 1 0.412%* 0.120 0.722%*

G 0.412%* 1 0.354%* 0.668**

A I 0.120 0.354%* 1 0.746%*

I S e R N 0.722%* 0.668** 0.746%* 1
LE01 KPR BB E ARG

MAE 10 AT A Y, A X BRI R R A A PSR S e 9 A B 1) 5 R B Ak e S MR L TR AE S 35 AH R
AL A X BT 5 M R AR A7 PRI 5 T 2 TR A DG VEAS Ko 2B A7 A S5 52 T 5 Ui e e i 22 1) R0 A Sk Ao

%, HUGRHX RIS, a4 R airtbanm. XU, @R, R RO IR ST
SRS IR, FUGRAE X BHR, 25t axt T 2 MR IR el . 25 S0 N R8T
B E R, R AA AR Ty, X b fE RS, AP 5 X SR IR AR 15y 2% 0 i
T, PRIHCAE A YRR 2 v S I A A7 A R X B U 7 T AR 80 PR 3R 0T 2 AR U FD S0 B K

3.2. ARARERREGS S 2 HiRiEHELSH

3.2.1. #HXER S5 2 HikiENERE

ERY, LIRS T, 20 50.6%HAVNEH CRAS 5 EREL A ERIEE TR T #
B, AEASSKIDEMAT, =02 ~PERZLEBX R, WAREESS ViRl AR, AT
R, iz X E RS SRV G R ER S, 2 5FKEREESS, BEEZENERAZUR
FE AL . A DR gy i 2R bl (8] 4 5 5 SRl

322. XERS5HARFER

BRI, TR ERZ 5RIEEE T AL ERZOR. HEREmALR™ . TR
BIEBUNEAE, EHES SRIEES I REE DR 2 NAENFRX =MEsd. #XERSS
MRS SN BB —, REHR UK ENRABT MAZRE . HIXERS S SR AR S
bl an i 2 s

3.2.3. XERS5HR

R TEMAN RZ 5 LRl R RERIBCR 3 R IEL P b A IR IR A R ARk ht it
“HUETT” SEEBIRENS EAR e MRS SRR A, TR PAS LT ET . T Tt 202 i)
BORWASKI &, EEFREFE TR RS H5URTAFZmNZS, LTS K BREHIR A A A

3.3. ABAF 2 HiRiFL XS5 R

33.1. XS54 THRASSHE

FERRIE A R AR B, #EXZ H R WA TRRSEEPIAR, RIEXEARZ L, WK
HXZ 500 A0 B, B2 5B HAS 5B KRS 5B LEmS 5B 24]. U4
Bt o b L 11

MR EEASE RS, RN 2 ikl KRR AT HRS 56 B, EEERWT: 55—, £
HERERT, A 65.4% 00 )5 RIEE A7 XS5 8 2k 2 MR K ZH, A4 55.6% K80 & & A
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Figure 2. Content and proportion of community residents participating in local tourism

2. HXERSSYMIRIFNAE SELA]

Table 11. Stage division standard for community participation in tourism development

& 11. XS5k RN XIS HRE

X2 5HrE Z 5H Z 5N h2x Je A 1A it
M5 Ao R Wz 5, AU ER B B
HRZH RN A HPHTT IR IR 5w 2 TR, ARGHEEEM
Kixz5 ZHER 2 543G ANITIGZ 5B A RECPN PR TR G OE
EiIE ] Zad b ZH5TTAES), EARANT. e, MRS R RGE, 4. H g

e BT 2R 24] (K BB

NIRRT R 2 55—, X T ARG AR R &Rz S SR IR R RE, EEH 18 %R
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