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Assessment of Eco-Tours in Japan Based on Australian Criteria
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Abstract: It is not clear whether eco-tours in Japan are in compliance with the concept of eco-tourism in the world. Therefore,

the purpose of this study is to clarify the problems of eco-tours in Japan by using evaluation items of ECO program, which

is an eco-tour certification system satisfying the global standard. As the result, it was concluded that certified-type eco-tours

are not sufficient in staff training, while non-certified type eco-tours do not pay adequate consideration to environmental

conservation.
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Tablel. Classification of assessment items
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Table2. Outline of questionnaire survey
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Figurel. Results of assessment
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