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UNANEBAIWIDINE

This study aims to provide a guideline to develop cultural river tourism in
Ayudhaya, Pratumthani, and Nonthaburi. Attitudes and needs of community people
as well as stakeholders were surveyed and tourism resources in the three provinces
were assessed. The study used mixed combining qualitative and quantitative
approaches. Data were collected using a question list, a standard assessment form
of cultural resources and questionnaires. Quantitative data were then analyzed using
a statistical package while qualitative data were processed through thematic analysis
approach. It was found that local community and stakeholders had various stances
on tourism in their community. However, they all agreed that tourism was financially
beneficial to the community. Each province has its own strengths to accommodate
tourists with Ayudhaya being the strongest of the group because of its rich and
unique touristic resources. Informants were worried that their culture and tradition
might be affected when a large amount of tourist came to the area. Most of them
agreed that people in charge of tourism in each province had put much effort in
laying down policies though not yet carried out. Moreover, income from tourism still
came from main tourist destinations in the city area.

Based on tourism-related stakeholders in the three provinces, tourism
experts, and surveys of tourist destinations along the river in the areas, thirteen
potential destinations were identified. Ayudhaya had 5 potential destinations, which
were Wat Phanancherng, Wat Bhudthaisawan, Wat Thakarong, Koh Gerd Community
and Wat Niwet Thammaprawat. Pratumthani had 4 destinations, namely, Wat
Saladaengnua, Wat Bot, Wat Hongpathummawas, and Wat Sarnchao. Nonthaburi
also had 4 destinations, which were Wat Chalermprakiatworawihan, Wat
Chompuwake, Koh Kret and Wat Goo.

Based on the scores on the Assessment Form for Cultural Tourist Destinations
developed by the Department of Tourism, the Ministry of Tourism and Sports, three
destinations were considered excellent. They were Koh Gerd and Wat Phanancherng
in Ayudhaya and Koh Kret in Nonthaburi. The proposed tour program by a panel of
tourism-related experts and stakeholders included Koh Kret, Wat Sarn Chao, Wat Bot,
Wat Niwet Thammaprawat, and Koh Gerd. The one-day trip was scheduled to stop
for lunch at Wat Sarnchao and for dinner at Koh Gerd Community.

Later a trip testing was organized taking 40 tourists cruising along Chaophraya
River. This was to confirm whether the itinerary was practical. The results of the
questionnaire showed that these tourists were highly satisfied with the overall trip
(4.58 out of 5.00). The trip was run according to the pre-scheduled program making

five stops enroute and providing all stated activities in the program. However, there



was a sligsht change of plan. The trip back to Bangkok was organizaed by a coach
instead of a boat. It was too dark cruising down the river at night as it might not be

safe.



