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Table 4 Econometric model regression results
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Table 5 Model replacement and sub — sample regression results
Std. Error P> 1Z1 Std. Error P> 1Z1 Std. Error P> 1Z1
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Pseudo R* = 0. 140 Pseudo R* = 0. 101
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Impacts of herdsmen’ s livelihood capital on their concurrent business of
livestock raising

12 12
JIANG Zhen ~ JIN Leshan
(1. College of Humanities and Development Studies China Agricultural University Beijing 100193; 2. China Eco — compensation Policy Research
Center Beijing 100193 China)

Abstract: From the perspective of herdsmen’ s livelihood the key for grassland ecological protection is to im—
prove herdsmen’ s ability on concurrent business reduce herdsmen’ s dependence on grassland livestock hus—
bandry income and reduce the consumption of natural grassland resources. Based on 651 field survey data in
Hongyuan and Ruoergai counties Sichuan Province we studied the impact of herdsmen’ livelihood capital on
their concurrent business of grassland livestock husbandry. The results show that the per capital housing area
grassland eco — compensation income and total family income have positive impacts on herdsmen’ s concurrent
business. The number of household’ s labors the number of yak stocks the number of relatives and the degree
of difficulty in borrowing money from relatives and friends have negative impacts on herdsmen’ s concurrent busi—
ness. It is suggested that grassland resources census and right confirmation should be carried out as soon as possi—
ble the management of linking herdsmen’ s grassland area with the amount of their livestock should be strength—
ened the grassland eco — compensation standard be improved the construction of herdsmen’ s village settlements
be strengthened green industry be developed to provide more local employment opportunities and absorb labor
force from pastoral areas to work and live in cities so as to effectively improve herdsmen’ s multiple livelihood
ability and reduce the consumption of natural grassland resources.

Key words: grassland ecological compensation; herdsman; livelihood capital; concurrent business of grassland

livestock husbandry; grassland in northwestern Sichuan



