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HYPOTHESIS

There exists a dichotomy between what the tourists are shown by the 
operators and the relevant authorities involved in tourism and the actual 
picture the visitors get at viewing the given destinations. (Nilsson, 2002) 

RESEARCH QUESTIONS

- How does Nilsson’s dichotomy relate to formerly agricultural buildings used 
in RT? 

- Do, maybe, tourist operators and visitors look at agricultural buildings 
differently as well?

- What are those factors tourists like the most concerning buildings of 
tourism and what are those features they do not find important, or even 
dislike?

Hypothesis & Research Questions
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- BUILDINGS IN TOURISM

• As attraction & in image formation (conscious & unconscious 
processes)

• Housing for the tourism enterprise (accommodation, restaurant, 
exhibition, etc.)  

• Place of support function (office, storage, personnel, etc.) 

• Key cost centre (Characteristics of tourism service production – low 
levels of capital investment, heavy investment in buildings (Hall et.al., 
2009))

- BUILDINGS AS HERITAGE

- BUILDINGS & SUSTAINABILITY

- BUILDINGS & LACK OF DATA

No detailed analyses exists of reused agricultural buildings as

• colour, shape, size, function, age, material, etc.
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- Questionnaire Total Design Method (Dillman, 1978)
21 pieces 0-4 grade Likert scale (Likert, 1977) type, 

simple choice questions complemented with a 
semantic differential scale (McDougal and Munro, 
1994)
• Visitor (N=254)

• internet based N=154, 18% resp. rate
• printed self administered N= 104, - resp. rate

• Operator (N=104, resp. rate 35%)
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- Questionnaire Total Design Method (Dillman, 1978)
21 pieces 0-4 grade Likert scale (Likert, 1977) type, 

simple choice questions complemented with a 
semantic differential scale (McDougal and Munro, 
1994)
• Visitor (N=254)

• internet based N=154, 18% resp. rate
• printed self administered N= 104, - resp. rate

• Operator (N=104, resp. rate 35%)
- Excell/SPSS statistical module (Independent t-test, 

One Way ANOVA) 
- 9 interviews with key informants

Methods
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Conclusions

1. Nilsson’s dichotomy is valid for former agricultural buildings used in RT: 
operators and visitors conception of constructions/tourism related factors 
significantly differ in several areas. 
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OPERATORS

2. Agricultural buildings in RT can be renovated/reused in e.g high-energy 
effective way (super-insulation, computer controlled ventilation) as long as 
the construction’s character/style does not change.  

Conclusions 
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Building related 

factors 

for visitors

Importance of 
Tourism related 

factors

for visitors

3. More attention has to be paid to buildings of rural tourism
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