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Abstract

With these test, this study tries to depict the
effect of visitors’ Eco-tourism Cognition and
visitors’ Environmental Attitude on visitors’
Environmental Impact Cognition. Both visitors in
Taiwan and in the US with different cultural
backgrounds will be selected as study subjects.
The National Forestry Trail in Taiwan and the
Appalachian Trail in the US will be selected as
the testing sites. Our analysis revealed that
visitors® Eco-tourism Cognition really effect on
visitors” Environmental Impact Cognition. But
there is no effect of visitors’ Environmental
Attitude on visitors’ Environmental Impact
Cognition. The effects of visitors’ Eco-tourism
Cognition on visitors’ Environmental Impact
Cognition are also having difference between
different cultural backgrounds. Eco-tourism is the
main theme in developing recreational activities,
which can reduce the impacts to the environment.
This research proposed suggestions by the study
results to benefit the development of eco-tourism
of Taiwan.
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