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Fig.1 The location of Shilin landscape and the adjacent small towns
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Tab. 2 The comparison of the Shilin tourism development and the industry structure in Shilin County
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000

GDP( ) 43524 45587 56716 67776 76588 78043 91469 100067 62346. 25
I ( ) 19000 19823 26091 30890 33876 31727 32193 34323 28490. 38

9% — 4. 33 31.62 18. 40 9.67 —6.34 1.47 6. 33 9.35

%) 43. 65 43. 49 46. 00 45.58 44.23 40. 65 35.20 34. 30 41. 64
I ( ) 10959 11125 13351 15985 18895 20581 26022 31539 18557. 13

9% — 1.01 20. 00 19.73 18. 20 8.92 26. 44 21. 20 16.58

%) 25.18 24. 40 23.54 23.59 24. 67 26. 37 28. 45 31.32 25.97
I} ( ) 13565 14639 17274 20905 23817 25735 33254 34205 22924. 25

% — 7.92 18. 00 21.02 13.93 8. 05 29.22 2. 86 14.43

%) 31.17 32.11 30. 46 30. 83 31.10 32.98 36. 35 34.18 32.40

( ) 164.5 136.5 144.5 135.0 145.0 141.5 206. 34 129. 0 150. 27

%) 10.77 —17.02 5. 86 —6.57 7.41 —2.55 46. 03 —37.48 0. 81
( ) 3000 4500 7500 11260 15000 18000 33600 28000 15107.5
% — 50.0 66.7 50. 1 33.2 200 86. 7 —16. 67 41.43
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Tab. 3 The relation of Shilin tourism and industry structure in Shilin County
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Tab. 4 Relation between the Shilin tourism development and the total agricultural production value and farmers’ income

1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
( ) 164.5 136.5 135.0 144.5 145. 0 141.3 206. 34 129.0 150. 27
(CZP) 10.77 —17.02 5. 86 —6.57 7.41 —2.55 46. 03 —37.48 0. 81
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(CZP) 50 66.7 50. 1 33.2 20 86. 7 —16.67 41.43
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(G 1426. 15 1968 2254 2849 2867 2647 2830 3106 2493. 43
il C / = 22.64 7 16 10 1 83 54 3 24.58
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Fig. 2 The Comparison of the Shilin tourism development and the increase of agricultural production in different village
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Tab. 6 The proportion of village’s employment of three industries in Shilin from 1993 to 2000
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
( 108748 112107 115073 115246 116926 118295 116651 117159 115026
I ( 100201 101618 105182 103768 103531 102945 102938 101927 102962
%) — 1.41 3.51 —1.34 0.73 —0.95 —0.57 —0.99 0. 26
9% 92.1 90. 6 91.4 90. 0 89. 4 87.5 88.3 87.0 89.5
I ( 3068 3789 3429 4206 4438 5575 4790 4934 4297
CZD) - 23.50 —9.50 22.67 5.52 25.62 —14.08 3. 01 8. 11
CZD) 2.82 3. 38 2.98 3.65 3. 80 4.71 4.11 4.21 3.72
il ( 5479 6700 6962 7272 7969 9189 8916 10298 7848
%) — 22.29 3.91 4. 45 9.58 15. 31 —2.97 15.5 9.72
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Fig. 3 The proportion of the structure of employment population in the three industries in Shilin County
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A PRELIMINARY STUDY ON TOURISM IMPACT ON THE
RURAL DEVELOPMENT IN STONE FOREST AREA

L1 Zhao-lin
(The Third Middle School of Xiaguan in the Dali City of Yunnan Province,Dali Yunnan 671000, China)

Abstract: Through comparative analysis on the relationship between the development of tourism and the
following items, GDP, finance and tax revenue, the income and structure of the families, rural employment
structure, and local social culture and so on, the tourism impact on village development are studied in this
paper. The results show that there are certain but little impacts on the rural development by Shilin tourism.
And the effect gets weaker spatially with the distance. The role of the Shilin tourism in increasing farmers’
revenue is not obvious at all. The causes of the above-mentioned phenomena are discussed and some
proposals are put forth in the paper.
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