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Ecological Security Evaluation of Tourism Destination
—A Case of Kaifeng City

CAO Xin=xiang, CHEN Tai—<heng, WANG Wei-hong
(College of History and Culture, H enan University, K aif eng 475001, China)

Abstract: Based on the theory of ecological security, according to the model of Pressure— State— Response, the evaluation
indictor system was put forward from the pressure on resources and environment, their states and response of humanities in
tourism destination. And then the method of ecological security was applied to the case of Kaifeng city and some suggestions
on ecological security construction were put forward.
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