19 3 243~247

Vol. 19, No. 3 pp2d3 ~ 247

001 6 JOURNAL OF MOUNTAIN SCIENCE Jun., 2001

: 1008—2786(200D 03— 00243— 05

TR,

H H H

: C915; C95; I3 : A

o

1997—07 ~1997— 11
80 .

: 2000—06—20; :2001— 02— 20.
(1965—), ( )s .
s , 1992

(025)33610604.  E-mail: sqwang @issas. ac. cn.

i

s 210008)
9 ’
’ 9
1 s
1996 ,
550. 45 ,
403. 52 146. 93 ,
73.31 % 2669 %. :
. . (
1 1988~ 1996 ( )
( )
Table 1 Composition of direct investment
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Table 2 Complsition of investment in family business
in Dagze County( ¥10 000 yuan)
1988 1989 1993 19% 196
1811 1692 1624 3431 6832
1375 10060 3016 32 12 5269 (
Q20 — 28 00 34 12 —
1746 3268 3643 39.46 4846 N
5239 2693 3377 3107 1061
0.6350 2 & 2.80 3N 5.70
1716 25.58 3410 30.93 3198 5 1996 C /7 = H
Table 5 Investment in education of investigated
3 1988~ 1994 2 farm household( ¥ yuan lyearhousehold ")

Table 2 Investment in fixed assets in Dagze County (%)

1988 190 192 1994 199
26 219 244 28 264
5.6 6.4 60 72 67
30 1.2 0.9 14 12 Q8
429 438 364 407 359
5.2 6.8 67 70 67
74 7.6 82 69 8 4
10.5 114 123 122 145
5.6 1.2 46 20 Q6
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° Table 7 Sources of investment fund of investigated farm
. s s household in Dagze County( ¥10 000yuan, %)
° 1988 1989 1993 19% 1996
( ) 7710 7283 71. 61 101. 56 245 45
, . 67 2 521 4.2 56.3 58 6
20 05 34 4 67. 83 41. 13 114 04
° ’ 175 2.6 386 22.8 272
’ 7.08 732 6 81 7. 91 13. 20
() . 62 61 39 44 32
171 374 424 362 1.52
6 199 ) 15 48 24 20 0.4
0. 84 Q 47 207 1. 81 808
Table 6 Investment in religious belief of investigated
Q7 04 1.2 1.0 1.9
fam household( ¥yuan) L16 1 66 6 97 6 5 53
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Table 8 Sources of besonal fund of fam
’ household in Dagze County( %)
’ ’ ( ) ’ 190 191 1992 199 1995 196
2 87. 8 8.6 0.0 87.3 88 6 8.9
o 2.4 3.6 2.8 35 35 2.7
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100. 0 100.0 100.0 100. 0 1000 100.0
b
b b
b b 3
. 1989 ,

70,850 -, 6.2 %. 196



246 19
° b
Py o
Pr="X10% |
P[ (%)9 Py 3 .
T C . o
9 b b b
. 1988 o ,
1032 04 s 833. 0 s ,
80 % 1996 4115.45 . (o« y «
2 667. 60 ) 64 %. , .
8 a 16 %, 16 . . )
’ ’
° ’ °
9 1988~ 1996 C % ’
Table 9 Fluctuation in investment profit of facm household ’
in Dagze County( ¥ 10, 000 yuan, %) ’
1988 1989 1991 1993 1994 1996 °
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Farm Household’ s Investment Behaviors in Tibet Plateau
—Take Dagze County as Example

WANG Shen-qiang and LIU Wei
(LMCP, Institute of Soil Scineces, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Nanjing 210008 China)

Abstract: Eighty farm households are nvestigated in Dagze County Tibet from July to November 1997 and their investment
behaviors were researched. Statistics indicated that Tibetan farm household tends to invest in family business and fixed
assets which accounts for 73. 31% of the total investment fund, that compared with the investment in religious
activities, Tibetan famers’ investment in education is astonishingly low, explaining the low educational level of Tibetan
famers that investment fund of Tibetan farmer household mainly comes from personal fund, which principally comes
from primary industry and accounts for 55.68 %} of the total investment fund, i.e. crop planting and animal husbhandry,
that investment profit of Tibetan fam household continuously decrease during the investigated period (from 1988 to
1996). Affected by the low profit of primary industty and the high profit of secondary and tertiary industry, most
investigated farm household tends to invest in the secondary industry and tertiary indusiry and some even leaves their
hometown to work in other rich regions such as Sichuan Province, Gansu Pwovince etc. » which reduces the investment

fund in primary industry and labor forces of agricultural practices.
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