294 H 10
2010410 H

Moo HORL g opEORE
PROGRESS IN GEOGRAPHY

Vol.29, No.10
Oct., 2010

RixBEEIRELX REESZG TN
— B REE AR EAM 164 RS
£ % Bk

(1. BTG o I R BE 2225, 55 P 550001 5 2. BLHL 2 B i 5 20 0% R 2055 , WL 556000
3. SEMNIITE A4 [ B i SC Ak 24 B , 57 FH 550001)

O AR AT S P RO A o LK, R HB DR i A SIS T Ay KEBR . T A RIS Sk B, R
s DX U 42 8 L BA Pl A 8BRS SRIE S A — AR T 1] o SR S BRI - T DX IOV RUBE ) BRI B Sl i
JRAIE 5 A bk R M DX U P R 2 A ) B AR R — , DRI BRI B sl i 4 SR EA T R 04, A BEAT T R
Ay R T DX TR0 T 45 A e A PSR o A SR A R R B Sl e 4 e ) R R — 2 BF— IR S A TP 9
PRIRZR 32 I 5 M A1 2 58 SR IS 50 ik %) 38 2 ol BRI LI M 16 0 R EL sl e 2 e EA T 17 R b E 9
WEFEAE AR - P S e B BL ()25 5 PR S 20 e o 1,510, 88 1 HLA R D RS AR g N B R iy 2 Joe S HL 2%
M2 K R LR 5 RIS 5 A% A Ji BT 1y BRI SR \B-F YT R T Uiy Jo il BE R D, 28 i D 5 7R
T M R0 A FR A A% o R IR L Bl 5 14687 4 Je DL A 5 L (5 U BN B BRI 8 R R 0 5 s i i & e B a4
PU = RERRAE R BN 208 . FIRE R E 7R 1 RS Saii le A JR A DL A0 22 S P e R, S R EL iR

i AT A RAT TSR T 254K

X R R IR AT s B R M

1 515

FI 1999 45 3 [ 4 I 552 il P4 38 AT A A s A
K, B DR Lk E A i Sl HoAt - 2 B 4 &
J& B SCAE 77 b 22— o i ) ) 4 SR
(CIFDYE R AH AT FESTHR e B« R M DX i i 4 J
CL A [ AR 9 BV A 5 — A T 1) 5 ok
ZHRWIE ST SCRRLUE PTG O 3, DFTE N 8 R4k v
TE 7l e JR R SR A R A 3 B M - S
GEIRTT S S ORAP > AT T 5 T S RS STk =
BIFTE R A A SR R Ty 98 5 AN | IR
TS 2 RS ARG P VAT T . AR ST, T SRy
FOBE ORI D BRGHAEN D8 RS
NV 10% LA F i) Bl B SCRY B B el 45 /0
R AR T B BRI A A B
PRo ROPRHB DX A S et e W], RO B4l [
3 DX A A A R 5 i T B G 1 OG A8 1) B S
AL ZAA o PRI R T DI O RO RE ) B e B Sl 1

WimEH:2010-01; &iTHHE: 2010-07.

R eI 47 2 A ek B e by DX i ] 57 5 R ) i 2
PR Z — o AN B X — A B BIF5E SCHR
AR SCE A A R B R U K R LR S R FE A A
FA s Rk R 18 3 M 7 1 0 i R e EL i i
K EREATSEUEIMT , o R EL iR i I 52 K 4
WS HE

2 GRVE L

2.1 M X IEE B

AR S35 B 7R e B IGAR I LA N 16 4> R B
BT SRS o IZMAL T BN AR R, AT
107°17'20"~109°35'24"E F125°19'20"~27°31'40"N
Z ], T AR 3.03 7 km?; 4 M 3 1A B (i
I T AT 1S A RIGEL GO B it s B L =R
BOEE APLE KRR SR SR AR
BB VLR MR IR ORI R AP ZEL
B B AR A BCRE N S 2N N S8

BT SUNELFRHEE AA B RS H (A L 572006126 5); TeM & ASCHE SR A S 525 H (087D018); 5t

ISR A A L TR AL B (WH[2010]12 %),

EZE R FH0(1984-), F, W) sE N, S EAIF5EAE , B2, RN RO IX e i A JREVEANY | PR ZE RO 5

E-mail: liruigznu2008@163.com

BIER  BRZIM(1966-), 2, DU SR EL Al A S, 200 , B I, 2 B DX Sl e L3 5 0 & 5 TR 20 S5 E 5

E-mail: yinhm 2004@126.com

1263-1272 5L



1264 oo R

o

o e 29 %

81.87% ; M4 30 AbHH A 2 ROk e ) 28 \ 2 Ak
FE R BE RN REIX A SREEY X Al i i
ANTE X () LA SO R B S A AT 5 5 Bk
WTO FIH A & - SO AR 5L 4 2 0 0T Ry T A
KIRBEVE E [ 2RIz H 0 b 1 b A 4k
18 AN A A5 SR AR X 22— 2009 44 M il JiF7 A
AR F] 61.2427C, 43 5l 4= M GDP Sl Fl 44
e T AL AR Y 22% A1 129%2 5 [a) 45, M BT 42 H K
7R T N T s D A 2 R R S Akt L Ui E
Mg SRR o PRI, AR SO 4 16 4 B B skt
FIRFAPEAN, HAF 7T 45 5ot R Bt it Vi T R
T HAT BRSNS B WU S 0 [
2.2 EMIEIRE R MR
2.2.1 EbnAR A

1 R B i & it fe v, ANMUEL % T
T 5 TR A R 2, B R AN 4 B
PEERBE 5 25 3 5 R EL sl e I 2 JRe AR EUIE 22 ] A
TGS —RFN M, K ITEA EE FE bR iR R
I EAE AR TN - QORI & i Be 5 B Bk i
SEBRAHZE A RN o PP FE bR A 2R A e R
i A FEFREFE T, B R R L e S e U
JR S BRAR AL, K BEIS 5 S BRAH 2 A A A B
L5 TN T bR IR R . QFF2E R BN, PP
T bR A B 1R 06 A L S S It A ) ke
PR 5977 5 IR PR HREAS AN B A 8
FE . @RS AT AT L ER
R bR R A A, 2 PR AR R R Ak nT
FRAEPE N R 8 AR 2 DA BLSE G500 A SRl T
Sy PR AHITE . QAR SHRIEFL R HS
SIEN, AEPF FR bR IR F D BE AR DL e
Al ORI | 24 M R Ui & KA T )45
P S UTIRAA A o
2.2.2 TR R A A

ARSCAE 1R 4 T5 008 5 £ S TR ] DX i
Ui i JRE VT 1) R e b DX e 907 2 JEB DR () R 56
F5E R FE At P 4 R L Selite e & e S i
FIHE 1) BRI DX IR i 2 e ek 5 R B IR i
KA HLGE— 1 B B AR (3 R AN [R] R
JE T BRI X Sl i 2 e S5 R IR A R R AR B R
Z[RI AEIDR 3R RO 5 Ji5 3 R BAE RO B R
T I A R I BB A ) SE R L, F s R L
WU R R A TEMIRIRA R (A) . ZIBIRE R T
ARGEEIL3K LRI T REB) &% F RS

(B2) FIA ST R 4t (B3) . v, BE U2 RO HL 45k
T 5 R A BB LA, 16 TFEFR(C, ~ Cio) X R R EL
SRR GRS BT TR E VA, i R B
(Y BRI 9 25 1 RN 3R B 5 5 280 R I BL B viie
JR A S, 24 TR FR(C 17 ~ Cao) X RGBT
T2 R IRAT-HEATRE PN, et R B3
RIS 57K IR 5 B Al N 1 32
PO BN JRh 01 4 IR R RO BBl i & e 1)
B, 25 TFEHR(Ca ~ Cos) X BT B3 A i U7 52
FRORBEIAES & A A TR, B e iy RO B
S8 P R Ui R Al 1R it R A 2 PR R A B e i AR A
Fabr 2L 65 WHEIR(E 1),
2.3 EMAEEH
231 MY A

T R EL Uik i & R 25 S T FR AR R
W& A A S U= R A AL N N R A e
EFIIREE 3 287 R G0 A9 ) 1 45 b ik SPSS17.0 48
TR AR R T2 BT i (FA) R T A 4 b 38, 1
AT AT Al D5 DR B R AR Z B WL
Ve iy O R PN e o S e S W SR T U
i o O O R A 1 = Y 2 NI = v
For B, — 7 T AT DA 20 AR SRS RS 0 R EEH
AT AT DA 53 BT VAN P A 20 328 B ) L 5 )
—J7 A T LA FH 15 43 2 3006 4 (Component
Score Coefficient Matrix)ffi & PE-U A £ H 1T 948 Fr
MR , {5 Bl 5 22 DTSR 8 TRAR PRI AL,
18 BhbrR 22 B 2 RG)ZAGE . Kk, 38
Rl F o3 A e T A R DA X P B B B3k 3
FKINF RGE T LR G135, 856 Ll s brife
25 FE B 8E H BPAf DX 8 P RS R B 3l e i ¢ e
LRGN R 0 (A (1D)-(5)); Al iz F ik ge it

BTN R R

Fig.1 The diagram of evaluated areas
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Fig.2 The scores of development evaluation of attractions for the minority counties in the APSG
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Fig.3 The scores of development evaluation of tourism economics for the minority counties in the APSG
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Fig.4 The scores from the development evaluation of tourism environment for the minority counties in the APSG
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Fig.5 The scores from the comprehensive development evaluation of tourism for the minority counties in the APSG
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The Quantitatively Comprehensive Evaluation of

Tourism Development in Minority Counties:
Taking 16 Minority Counties of the Miao and Dong minorities' Autonomous
Prefecture of Southeast Guizhou as an Example

LI Rui"’, YIN Hongmei’
(1. School of Geographical & Environmental Science, Guizhou Normal University, Guiyang 550001, China;
2. School of Tourism & Economic Development, Kaili College, Kaili 556000, China;
3. School of International Tourism & Culture, Guizhou Normal University, Guiyang 550001, China)

Abstract: Tourism development in minority areas has achieved a qualitative leap in west China since
comprehensively implementing development strategies of west China. The authors also discovered that the
research literatures about tourism development in minority areas had became a stable research direction in the
field of tourism theories in China. However, the practices of tourism development in minority areas in China
indicated that tourism development level was one of the important roles for weighing the tourism sustainable
development in minority areas of western China. Therefore, evaluation should be conducted scientifically of the
tourism development in various minority counties, and the strategies for sustainable tourism development in
various minority areas should be formulated with clear goals. This article established a comprehensive
evaluation index system for the county tourism development in minority regions of western China. At the same
time, it used factor analysis (FA) and hierarchical clustering analysis (HCA) to analyze quantitatively and
evaluate comprehensively the tourism development of 16 minority counties in the Miao and Dong minorities'
Autonomous Prefecture of southeast Guizhou. The results indicated that the overall evaluation score for the
county with a developed tourism (Kaili) was 1.510. Counties with better tourism (Leishan, Zhenyuan, Shibing,
Liping, Congjiang and Rongjiang) developed comparatively quickly and gradually grew up as the core tourism
counties. Counties with moderately developed tourism (Jinping, Taijiang, Jianhe, Huangping, Majiang and
Danzhai) had a large development potential. Counties with undeveloped tourism (Cengong, Sansui and Tianzhu)
developed comparatively slowly. Above conclusions revealed the characteristic and regular pattern of tourism
development of minority counties in order to provide the conference foundations on tourism sustainable
development of minority counties..

Key words: minority county; tourism development; comprehensive evaluation; quantitatively; Autonomous

Prefecture of Southeast Guizhou
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