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Fig 1 Themodel of tenporal evaluation on karst tourisn destination development
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1 ( 1)
Tah 1 Thepower of factors in themodel of tamporal evaluation on karst tourisn destination development
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Tab 2 The sooring criterion of factors in the model of temporal evaluation on karst tourisn destination developm ent
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STUDY OF TEM PORAL EVALUATION ON KARST
TOURISM DESTINATION DEVELOPM ENT

TAO Yu-guo®, ZHAN G Chun-1i*, Y N Hongmei’, X ION G Kang-ning®
(1 Deparment d Tourisn M anagement, X uzhou N omal U niversity, X uzhou, J iangsu 221116, Ching;
2 Department o Tourisn Planning, Zheiang Tourisn Prdf essional College, H angzhou, Zhejiang 311231, China;
3 Institute d Geography and B iology Science, Guizhou N omal U niversity, Guiyang, Guizhou 550001, China)

Abstract: At present, there is investment choosing of first development or second development or multi-
development in many karst tourign destinations The am of the article is that little investm ent makesmuch
virtue In accordancew ith AHP method, besides the evaluation factors for exanple resources, market and
superiority, the pow er of different development phases is considered in the model of temporal evaluation

The pow er of evaluation factors isfixed by Delphi Total and branch modelsof tenporal evaluation on karst
tourign destination development are given Then the qualitative and quantitative socoring criterion of
evaluating factors is discussed Finally a case study of tenporal evaluation on development is applied, and
then its strategy is offered
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( 299 )

EVALUATION TO THE EFFECT OFLAND-USE IN
KARST VALLEY OF GUIZHOU PROV INCE
—A Case Study in Huajiang Valley

L | Kai-zhong', PEN Xianwei’, X ION G Kang-ning’
(1 Land & ResourcesCollege d ChinaW est N omal U niversity, N anchong, Sichuan 637002, China;
2 School o Geography & B iology Sciences d Guizhou N ormal U niversity, Guiyang, Guizhou 550001, China)

Abstract: In order to test if the current land-usemodel isfit for local conditionsor not, the land-use effect in
Huajiang valley is evaluated by meansof analytic hierarchy processon the basisof 23 affecting factors, such
as land productivity, index of land-type diversity fam land area per capita and GD P per capita It is showed
that the land-use effect is best in Cha'eryan village, second in Yundongw an, Bashan and M ugong villages,
and not 0 good in other villages It isalso proved that the current model of planting econom ic forest or grass
is suitable for the local environrments But anyhow, the overall effects of land-use are not even, and the
effects of land-use are lower in lot of areaw here still need to be helped by policy, science and technology,
fund and qualified personnel
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