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Table 1 The annual rapidity of pre income increase of farmer (herdsman) in Tibet

EG 2K 212300 IR B ) Y] HE
1979 33.14 7.40 n.a -6.61 n.a 3.83 n.a
1980 17.60 14.79 n.a 9.70 n.a 29.26 n.a
1981 8.03 12.01 9.48 36.62 -15.57 -1.71 n.a
1982 9.46 35.59 16.29 7.58 -45.75 ~2.48 n.a
1983 -1.85 -2.08 0.43 33.21 n.a 24.76 n.a
1984 40.25 40.09 56.54 40.97 20.08 37.30 n.a
1985 19.96 12.99 23.02 18.76 58.95 21.85 n.a
1986 -8.04 -4.75 -2.12 -26.48 0.77 ~-7.11 n.a
1987 5.49 5.0 1.45 24.07 6.96 7.60 4,95
1988 10.40 12.43 17.53 33.77 n.a 17.14 20.97
1989 -3.14 6.27 -7.77 0.86 n.a ~5.79 5.81
1990 4.86 6.98 -10.47 5.87 n.a 56.61 1.23
1991 6.01 70.46 -14.71 13.58 n.a 5.26 51.61
1992 5.83 -31.86 82.79 31.64 13.27 12.26 8.18
1993 8.12 4.49 10.89 8.47 -7.84 8.09 8.40
1994 15.72 7.10 19.68 38.01 12.26 6.21 7.08
1995 7.47 68.59 11.85 7.51 33.08 8.06 4.83
1996 11.05 10.12 8.18 21.10 10.00 12.74 28.00
1997 11.28 4.84 9.99 9.37 -3.26 5.82 7.26
1998 6.73 6.92 9.24" 7.90 4.96 9.28 5.69
1999 8.64 n.a 21.95 6.46 - 15,18 8.25 7.48
2000 5.80 n.a 3.24 5.43 9.89 10.09 7.43
2001 5.48 11.50 5.85 7.66 9.14 2.90 8.79
FHRKEE 9.48 - 11.78 11.32 13.44 8.63 10.93 11.25

BORLRAR PO B R XS R, VR R (4E) .

R2 FHRERERAGGAEREETHR(1978~2001)

Table 2 The annual rapidity of pre income increase of farmer {herdsman) in different Region in Tibet (1978~2001)

e B 2K B Rl B e if=] HE
1978 ~1985 14.99 14.25 16.20 16.35 14.95 13.14 Na.
1986~1990 3.42 6.07 -0.31 12.13 0.27 13.21 6.34
1991 ~2001 7.76 6.74 15.11 12.52 8.31 7.55 8.28
1978~2001 9.48 11.78 11.32 13.44 8.63 10.93 15.64
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Table 3 The variation of pre income structure of farmer (herdsman) (1990~2001, grouped by source, %)

i . e o TLEFH R ZREE

i B FHMA gl Al ok REE&H Tl BN EEl . MRl FHAh W
1990 0.23 52,18 2.40 20.79 75.37  4.43 1.51  3.55 1.70 0.20 6.32  6.70  3.05
1995 6.60  39.17 2.91 19.92  62.01 2.15  1.33  5.50 3.75 0.83 9.58 8.25 4.56
1998 7.57  41.69 2.97 17.38  62.04  2.47 4.06 1.81 3.17  0.68 10.68 7.52  4.32
1999 7.50  33.61 5.57 19.79 58.97  1.40  6.59  3.64 4.49 0.8 11.44 5.08 5.42
2000 17.43  23.59 0.68 16.38  40.65  2.33 10.74 8.41 3.46 1.05 7.66 8.26 6.85
2001 9.54  17.66 2.71 26.35 46.72  2.85 11.54 4.77 0.85 1.50 8.62 13.60 6.53
SEHBLEE  36.38  -8.63 1.02  1.99 —-3.91 -3.61 18.47 2.50 6.11  18.33 2.62 6.08  6.56

T4 RURAHAUNGHRTL

(1990~2001, =B NER, % )

Table 4 The variation of pre income structure of farmer

(herdsman) (1990~2001, grouped by type, %)

I B R AN et sl A N o4 JeAEr=
1990 79.42 1.79 12.08 6.71
1995 73.07 3.63 15.05 8.24
1998 64.41 6.89 21.18 7.52
1999 62.49 7.95 24.47 5.08
2000 56.50 13.07 22.16 8.26
2001 70.01 14.32 2.07 13.60
EWAHEE —1.04 18.92 5.19 6.06
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Fig.1 The variation of pre income structure of farmer (herdsman)
(1990~2001)

2.2.1 RARAFEABBA G EIZELL

Wit E AR 4 M3 5 TLE BRIV ATE
FHREABAA SR E B 23R8, Rk,
Mol ol 256 B i 1990 4R 19 69.35% FREE
2001 4E/) 46.72% , B F 3 TR 3.24 M E R, B
FIRIERG /MR T X —BEERAR, 5N
4ol e E B 1990 4E Y 46.09% FREE 2001 &/
17.66% ,5E ¥ T 7.68 1N H 20, X S BURHEHR
BRI AR A SRR BOR A 56 (B 2), Mokt AT
WA ERA K, T HERATHEFTZE
R IR AL A L EE MK EER
0.80% , BRI KRR (BX F R EAESKES
i X SR BB, A K KR Hp I — 25 AR AR
Ve AFA G R B L, R AR TR BERT IR
THEART FEH,

R
AN
 Lia|ZVON

1990 1995 1998 1999 2000 2001
4y

B2 Rl g E(1990~2001)
Fig.2 The variation of farming, forestry, animal husbandry
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Fig.3 The variation of non-agricultural industries
(1990~2001)
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An Analysis of Per Capita Income Development of Farmer
and Herdsman of the Tibet Autonomous Region

LI Xiang-mei, LIU Jian
( Institute of Mountain Hazards and Environment Chinese Academy of Sciences and Ministry of
Water Conservancy, Chengdu 610041 China)

Abstract: Based on the sampling data this paper analyses the pre income development from 1978 to 2001 of
farmer (herdsman) of the Tibet Autonomous Region, including rate of increase, characteristicsistics and their
changes. Situation of income structures and income sources of the farmers in different prefecture (Lhasa, Cham-
do, Lhoka, Shigatse, Nakchu, Ngari, Nyingtri etc.) was approached. The following features were found
through an analysis of data: DIn Tibet the rapidity of pre income increase is periodic, and the rapidity is slow-
ing down the pace. @ The seven prefectures differ greatly in increase period, . Nakchu Prefecture has high pre-
quence. @ The income ways have been diversify from 90’s, and the proportion of non-agriculture industry has

been more predominant. @ Industrial structure should be adjusted specially in forestry and livestock farming.

Key words: the Tibet Autonomous Region;per Capita income development;income structure
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Spatial Difference of Economical Development Level among Counties
in the Middle Region of “One River and Two Streams”in Tibet

LI Xiang-mei, GAO Pan, LIU Jian
(Institute of Mountain Hazards and Environment , CAS, Chengdu, 610041, China)

Abstract: The spatial difference of economical development level among county regions is very evident there are
trends of decrease from big city to rural in the middle region of Tibet “one river and two streams”. In order to
study quantificationally, the paper selects 6 indexes such as per capita GDP, Urbanization level, population nat-
ural growth rate, the precent of non-agricultural trades and so on. Through analyse of quantity fig, we can di-
vide the all 18 counties into three types, i.e. advanced counties, including 2 counties such as Region of Lhasa.
City, shzgatse City; middle counties, including 11 counties as Tolung Dechen, Medro Gongkar, Nedong,
Danang; and depressed counties, including 5 counties as Thongmon, Namling. Sangri. At last according to the

difference the author find some develop way for these counties.

Key words: the middle region;One river and two streams in Tibet; regional economics on counties; quantity-fig;

economical development



