2003 FEEERER T O Y 1 7 MR

- R¥EIE B

77 ZLERILMIE D E RABIE - YiF - RFHRE
—U FLY A RFE—BOMREN Ay HRZEMLELT-
WHE =l RBAEXZFERT VT - 77 V) hituigRRmEs)

F—U— R A, RS A, STED. B, R
AR - Y57 0 200347 H 16 H— 3 H 17 HY LY AR FE—H

Income Sources, Local Network and Economic Differences in Northern Mountainous Area in Laos: A Case
Study in Namor District, Oudomxay Province

Miki Matsuura (Graduate School of Asian and African Area Studies, Kyoto University)

Keywords: Livelihood, Economic difference, Labor force, Asset, Livestock
Research Period and Site: Jul/16/2004~Mar/17/2004. Namor District, Oudomxay Province, LaoP.D.R.

1. LTI

1] #FAEEMN

AFEDOHIERE LNV ORI A OBGRZYIORH, WS HURNOGER TSI L THB, T
DIEMTE BB R 1A (Ay A ICHUSRZEZ 1) NANOEERE & R ORFERZZIHS ML, 2)
BIE., COMTHEIEN TV SR, NTFP & £ Oftiifs & 2Oz s M Uy 3) T4 ALl
EBEDE MG L@ & D275, ThUC KD ML FERH TRIFS D C 2 K72 €/ Ol &
WS MY S0H U, SAEOHET OB HAE., MYERIOEEICE A TV A8z, Sk, s
DORENEMT 5 THAS VAT ZHEMIT 2, BIRLTIE 1), 2) OF—XPUEEMK T LILTATHD,
BET—2DATIKRG, i TH %, SENGTHER Ay A OB & RN O AR ORERAZICDN T, 42131
e, AJIDE T Uiz 66 D7 — ZICHE DT § %,

2] b

A AU DBEE IR L TR, FARTDAY > Z—8—FTH % NAFRI (EZABIGEHT) & SIDA( AW «
—7 VHIFHEY) ORFROT 0y 2 7 FEMBTH 5T R LY AR E—AZEEE LT, iAo EE HE
F 1) EEWS FEHHOEMTH S, 2) @HEOHENE < HEEMEMEANC X Z7eE L E X
STV ETHB, HENOIEEMER, 1) HNOREOHP TIIREFNICHETH D, FEOH.LHITH %,
2) HNITHEADNZ IHES D, TH S,

3] FAAIEHE

ZENE, AR a—y—F2HWVT, 1) MR, 2) REERE. 3) K&HH. 4) NTFPERHL 5)
MR L TA 131 A 2 a—2 Lz, 1) MR TS - TR - G - BE - RELL O
DWW, 2) BEAEFETIE., RIBE O MEAH i, 4R, Ikoei, e, IRGeeic DV TiA L.
EHIT, 3) REICML TEEAEREDMIE L ZOMRAE. &L 1 FICET Blke8. Ikoeki. IkFeHmICD
WT. 4) NTFP 3RV ORERE, PR, MotiE. Ioeiits, ARpe/eic DV TEWz, 5) MRAEICEL T,
FkRg, HHER O CoEEE L, FLE, Higfk EORINGEEOMRAR EESE, 7 U TREMEICOWVT
FE LU,

W ORI A2 R T B 7 DIC, 5 BEORFIC LTz A— RICE MR EOXmzHE, 1 (BEE
—5 (BEWE) ORBBICHKLTES ST, TORBIINOTOHEENT N WE. HoNE. BEE&. Ltk

137



2003 EEAERESR O« o iR

[ TR L) I EBIHIWICEED VT WS, DD EES 3 X TS OHIKHEEIC LS 72, BRI 1) 22
i, 2) 30145, 3) 40 4. 4) 29 iy, 5) 9 TH o7,

2. B O
1] M & A3

AL T A Z IR R LAY ARF T8 (K1 B0 1G8#E Lz, &Y KLY A IROFRILER
AL, V7 2 LR =R Koy —1 PEEEE EEL TV, Rt —i s 1325m — 1025m
DI DE L > TV B ILFEIKTH %,

BN L EE LTz Ay MO TEEUE 131 I TH 5, MR ARODTFIIIE 56 AN TH S, RIEEY VKO
HTHO ., AT H I END, FERIIH 250 FFIHSEELTED . TOMBTIEERNOUEDTH %S,
Ay F& 250 FRGICT « T b F LS 2 HEABHEOHICE R L TE Tz, 20D 100 F1&ICY R LY A=A VED
KB LIeY, ZOBUFRICBIEORICR D . ZThLORIGEEL T3, 1975 FOHEMLLATIABDOITBINIC
DR BRI LTI TH > 7z,

Ay FOHLLIC I NamPak )15 5 A EHN TS, CD)IdE NamOu IO TH O IKIFIGHEICH %o
AR O 3T 860m, JLAE 21 [ 1 5, HRR 101 % 47 /i L, ENSE <. E5E Muuten O#7 60km
HOUEHC 5%, Ay 5 FIEE TId 2000 41 EEAHHEL T %,

K oO2HRE 2312ha TH %, 1998 FIC LK TBERMNEfMEE N, A O THIAKIEEKZER 681ha, FAEM
102.4ha, fHF#k 247.5ha, F5ZFEHK 10ha, I 2.5ha, (R 249ha, /K 283.67ha, Z Dftt 35.73ha I
KirEnic,

NOAZBKBIHENETH D, ZofucxF, = =7, bvEnay, Y hUFE, AL HOEPERGE,
NTFP DFEEIRGE, K&EEHEZIT> TWVD, FmlEY) & E-EE U7 NTFP I35 U 7k 24t | U CHEANRGEE
Nz,

Ay R OIEEBICIZAEI Z A (XA )V—T#) TLERA, #REFIICE 7 Kouang Af. Namgum Af, Namoko £f 7
HB, i, PR A (LK) © Mainatao ¥, @HiZ 4 (EVk. 7—Y V%) © Mixay A, Pouli #f,
Pousang Fhd %, THEICiZEtZ 4 (£ %) O Nammoung K, KiewLarn K% 0 B IZrhmth= 4 (4
L) @ Vangween £}, Houaylak FIAMIET %, C OH—#HE & £ T ERRBEOMIEICK > TR > TV
B, ZOEMNTE, AEND Ay NZIZUDH E T RS 4 DOf 41k, Mo &EHZ 4, &S 4 ORNE XD
LRFNCENTH D, — /T THEMT A D, @S+ ORNEIFE L, AfRAH i S £ I RREDS S
ERIFRFIC F&TE T ORFAE AR E SIHAET 2O TH %,

[
[ [CFTTrpes e
[ SRR T
a1
T v e — i
e L
119 - T
[ R R R
[ [ T—
[ EEE R RN TR

e e

1 WFIExt S ik

138



2003 FEEERER T O Y 1 7 MR

2] BRI
(1) FKFBHHE

131 7D 5 B2 MHEAKFERHEICIERE L TV 5, BHEIWNFEORATH D (HF 217> TV 5 IR AW,
IKH DAL 283.67ha TH D 1 4 O OFHIHREE 2.17ha TH D, IR 1ha Y 1.56t TH 5,
1 45724 O OFEREERGER 327kg TH D, 1 FH4D 1000kip THRIET %, ZWIHITTIE 4t DR ZRFEL T
W5, FROGFEIZTIC Khaw Takiat Khaw (H5E) & Khaw hok (HRG) OIEEEEAZ T35, FICiZHERES
A TWBHEH %,

1979 D5 1985 £ E TD 6 FFMICHzo T, TONTIR A RABUMIC KD, Yoy GLAEE) HEi
INTze URHIKRNRICE BN Z L. 2zt leodlc, Bz UTHRmZEE L Tz, INEIFRHTH
BN, FFEEIE 10 — 20kg ETH O, MR TH 57z, TERICHEREFEZ LD T=DIE Y NT R TR
1986 £ CH %, HOKHICIE 3 MO 1155 %, FEO FHIZHRE 10kg IS4 L 700kg, FHEIE 400kg,
HHEIE 200kg DIERTH %,

(2) raEPRE:

BmEmE LT, xF-2v=r, vUATY, B hUFE, buEnay, AL AOEERTEI T TV,
AA FDANOVEYNE LU S BAGAICIEHIE L T0ieh, JRBiE L TWiah >z, IRFEZmdiDld ¥ - =
. FUATY, Y RUFEIE 2000 F, bUEOOVIE 2002 . AA H1X 2004 FETH B, BoemBHAL
feZohlFExF - ==y, FUHISVEYRLYANS, Y hUFE, bUyEOaY, XA AEHEN S
BHANEMFITk 22 kic kB,

FF V=T IGKHDOENETHETT %, N RIKDOIENHEEE Sha TH D, 400kg/ha OFEREERICK LTI
i It/ha TH %, mfEZE D5 L EEMHETH S, WRFEAHKIE 3R F A 5-7000kip/kg TH O, == I M
4-5000kip/kg TH %, 10 Akl 7z L., 3 HICIH L, #EE 5, 2WIHHTTIEH 100kg k7L T\ 5,

YU FEIE 2000 Fh S ARGEAICAEMN U 2B LTz, fEIEHEREITH O . BREMWR OHEE 22 TorhEA
DR 2 AT & T LIc k72, 2000 £ 5 2002 O 2IRDER G 12ha TH B, IWFHELY b+
EDfif&ld 100 ¢ /1t TH B, &TAH, Y IF DO CICE LT, MEADMHMEANED T TIVHAFEEL
Flzdh, 2003 FICIFEEEZKIEL TW0D, BIEDFEKE UTiE, I5e Lzt b C oM Y467 2 - T
W, EEINNETY P FEERESONKEENS EDTH S,

kB0 OIS RTR I S 2 LU 5355 LTz, 2002 fFIC i E AL EROFREZ Y o+
U L [ARRICIE LI E T2, 1ERNFIE 2003 D S RIMG LAY, #&fEE 15kg/ha it LT, IEIE 500kg & {KINE
Tdh->lz, WEMitsld 500Kip/kg TH O, MPENEGHERZIE LICRTZMEATH S, Hoficy « T L
ZHA TOVAMAITEV, MY EO IV TR 5, FMICIEARF v, YU . FryoPN, +bo
HI Vg ERIENET %,

FOAT UG N EOIMTRIET %, EAEAEE 1 2 0 O T 0.06ha &/NMNIKETH S, WIS

FRETH D, 2004 F1& 13,000kip/kg OAfifs THZEL TV 5%,
AA F11& 2004 FED SEMF ZBIME Uz 2RI 1ha TH O 4 HHDRZ TV, WMEHEETHD .
HHE ADEEHEE 21T 5> T2, fE LRI I XTHERIDEH L TV 5, HiFe T iEMifsld 700kip/kg TH D .
IR dbnt, L2 TEL TWS, RENSIFEAMTEZHEP LT, (FYHEZIKRT 2 TETH S, BAD
ToHE, BELENAZEONZEMEYEZRE LTch o727z Th %,

3] EHRAT Y a—)b

AER OSBRI EZ ENTFC NS, K 2 FHER O 1 EMOEEAT Y a— V2R LIcbDTH 5. B
M AT 2EE b ERaY . Ml T hUFETH S, FEAEOMHEN MY ET I LR CHEAMHICHR
ZRIELTOS, B THENTDROTVS 2 HRED 5, Sik2ER L, 4 I ANZ L, 5 HORE
BICBREL, 8 HICRINEZT 5, ¥ bV FEId 2002 TR IESD T, ETE M VEDI L #ilc
AT SBORHIICHRMEER. AANZTT> T, HEllilE by Em s #i & IERIOR MR I 3% L

139



2003 #EEAERER T O Y r 7 FiREE

TWiz,

NI EIKFERHEICHER T 5. MEDIRE 2 LIRIRHCHHEZ ZBRMA L. W TR 10 FICI3IEZ S %,
IR D 2RI 1 Puak Bong *® Puak Muak 7& & Dt NTFP OFEEICHERER L TV 5, T 50D NTFP OFFEER
Tl OREEIRINAIR L 755 72, M T & DHE VSN AZIF L8 E 755,

WG L ERDOFZED S, Ty T NA7 B LLEHHEEZ A LTS ImIEFETHREL, K
XTH|T B ENTZED, A L TOROWITIIEPINCEZTICED R TRES RV, TNE T/ 1VE

HIRERE 5%,

1RO ERE

%z

Agriculture 4 | 5

| 7

10

Paddy Field

i, T, BiEZ

iniE

Garlic/Spring Onion

HEft

Maize KAN miE

&

Cotton | KA miE

g

Sugar Cane | iR JkAN]

a8 |

Pepper | HEfH

Commercialized NTFPs 4

Cardamon

gems | |

Yaabailai

RERF

Puak Bong RERT

Puak Muak RERT

RERTHT)

Mai Jon Horm

RERTHET)

Uncommercialized NTFPs 1 | 2 3 | 4

1

10

R&E &)

Firewood (non—vehicle)

Firewood (vehicle)

|Pakgep & OkA)

R&E &)
I N I O

Bracken (Pakkuut) |

R& kD)

X 2

3. BN OREFHEA

PEHDAERA T V2 —r

ROHRICEHEDORBEET %, BhAIHFELHNUL. 25 TEVWIHEH S, T OMHEROEAEDN LD X
SBENTROSNTVBDON %, Fif#i/, BEEEEKMORAE, FKEREHD 3 ERITOWVT, LINCER

T 5
1] J518h

UMY 72 D DR AR L 7B A 172 5 B
DRFE LNV T EITnT, ZNZTNOMEHE A
IKBF2HMANODEEGZRLIzEDTH S, Very
Rich, Rich, Middle, Poor @ Jig o fHi ks N EkiE 5.27
—6.38 A, FBALDE 24 — 28 LHEEEFHF O K
x {7\, —J T, Very Poor & O H7 %k A\ £
3.63ANTHO . ZTIEDHZHEAE 2.1 NTH %,
Very Poor JE{3fthd 4 Jg§ & L9 % & R
B Dix . HALE DR, —J5 T, Very Rich,
Rich, Middle, Poor JED 4 J&ix% < DMK AN Z 2
SOHMAOTHATVD, TD4EIEAEMBARLL
NOIAREZITH L THE 1 27T 5T EMTES
M. Very Poor JEIZZDRMMNITNEEF A S,
2] ERE R ORE

HEANEETE S
(A (%)
7 60%
6 50%
i 40%
3 30%
5 20%
1 10%
) \ \ \ \ \ 0%
Total Very Rich Middle Poor Very
Ave. Rich Poor
BHEY
[ 1 E B Y DAL I RS YDFE S 18 71 (%) |

3 MERERL AL & T8

4 BEBE ERMORAERZIHFEC LITRLIZLDTH 5, FKHIE 66 T 17 DA REL TV S,

140



2003 FEEERER T O Y 1 7 MR

ZD 5B 12 HHEH 1998 4ELIRICHEA L T3, FICIEHPEEZHA LT3, Very Rich O HICIEZ X 1
AL TWAIHEN 2 1Hidh 5, flifgid 3 — 5,500,000Kip ($290 —531) THH, /KIF 1HERHL T
AFLMHEH S, FET LIC, Very Rich JEAY 76%., Rich JEhY 36%. Middle JEHY 24%. Poor JEAY 15%.
Very Poor JED 0% £ 755> T\ %, BHEHIIRKE L 0 A EMENE DD, [FFIC Very Rich JEAY 50% & &
<. Rich @M 14%. Middle J§A' 10%. Poor & Very Poor I —HEMHE L TWVEV, TTHh5E. HHLNL
DEWVEIIRERIEOD, BFELNVMEL KB ICDN, FEREMLEZTENDN DB, HBEICBO T,
Very Rich Jg & Z Dfth 4 J& & DREROEN 4 FHRIOAXL D ERKEV, BEEZEE L TWiRbHHIEERE LT
WA B D THEH S %, (EHRHIBHSHAY 8000kip/ha, FKHEAY 200kip/kg TH %,

FWEA T, BROWAE O HDZOMORKUEEILEETDLHTEH L, BREEZ, Y—h—LHENsHE
MHEERAY FANDRFADT L 2EKT %, AR ORZEMN 5 FLINICIEALTWS, BEAICBIL TR
BaTcidiad, aX el (1K= 250kg) LTWAHHNZ L, Very Rich & Rich JETlE 100% IC# L,
Middle J§ T 90%. Poor JETE 70% ICi#EL TW5, —/C. Very Poor JETIE 25% LWEAL TH 5, it
BV, & 2T, Very Rich, Rich, Middle, Poor D Tld T EMAEEZ T VA, TD 4 Jg L Very Poor J&
DN ZENKE VTN D,

HELHZ 66 D 5 B 48 [0 73% DMRA LT %, i AT D 75% (36 1H47) 1d 7 FELINICEA L TV 5,
REHRIZ Rich J8H 86% & —F & <. ZDXIC Middle JED 81% T&H V. Very Rich Jgid 3FEHD 75% ThH %,
Z i Very Rich JEOMHNH, A — bAoA BHeZBA LI EICE > T &0 BOBEIFEMHIRE N
172 TH%ETHTE%, Very Poor JETIE 38% &MD 4 J&g & HERTEKL H> T3,

7 L Ei& Very Rich JEOMRAHEDN 50% & @m0h, £ O Middle JED 29% , Rich J§D 21% T&H %, Poor
J& & Very Poor JEIZ—HB &AL TRV, 7z, Very Rich HIZ7 L€ X0 & EEEREICHEAT SR
ZETH S DITH LT, Middle, Rich BlXEEEZ

AT BLGMC, T L RGICAT B A ZL, REREEOREE
RO Z UG E TR0, 120

Y VEREEA 1980 ERLECMALTY |
%, FEEEHEPEA SN BLNICIBA L EDTH oo
%18, BEORFE LNV EEBIRL 55, Very -
Rich f& A% 100 %. Rich J&§ A% 79 %. Middle J& 2% 86 o fRINE B II
%. Poor & Very Poor JE/% 38% T %, Very Rich, Very Rieh - Rieh ﬁ;:iid:» Poor  Very Poor
Rich, Middle BRIZTIZ EELDLRWVMN, TD3E _ . E—
¥ Poor, Very Poor JEORIC Lk 2 i 3718 2 [EKiE MR DBES O7LE B OER |

4 FREER L M ORAER

3] K&EMRAE

MTEKE, 4 74, =78V, 7T, LEEZEEL TV, ThHOREDHE I ANDEEHCE
WTHEREEZRIEL TS, #FETEORAE (X5, 6) ZEBMEICEZMA TERLTHAS, K&
BRZEEADYEAfE KA 3,000,000kip/ 81, 4+ 1,500,000kip/ 8, 7' % 5,000,000kip/ P&, =7 1 18,000kip/ PE,
7 L 20,000kip/ Pt LififS 70,000kip/ I5) TEET 2% 1 DX5IC%%, Very Rich @3 Aat 1645 Kb
DOz 74 L T2 DICK LT, Very Poor &l 477 FIVOAIifE LA LTV RV, IitEfE & ok
[ & DREFRE A2 E LT B T2®IC, Very Rich BORAifEZ 1| BT, fHE L%, 9% &, Very Rich i
XU T, Rich J&l& 1.37 5. Middle J&i& 1.41 £%. Poor J&iZ 1.64 5. —/5C. Very Poor @& 3.45 & DM
H%, TTHhH, Rich, Middle, Poor O 3 D7 Z 41U EKE 72V, Very Poor E i 4 J&§ & DRI K
THRRREEED DB LVA S,

141



2003 #EEAERER T O Y r 7 FiREE

— ABREDREK s BEORE Y
40 50.0
35 1 45.0

40.0

350
25 1 —

— 30.0
20 250
15 200 _i
1.0 150 [

10.0
o 5 i B=E
0.0
er {1 icl i e oor

3.0

0.0
total ave.  Very Rich Rich Middle Poor Very Poor total ave.

EHFSLY

O Baffalo M Cattle O Pig

X5 KAFEEDORAHK X6 FHEDFEEDHRAK

# 1 FEWRAORFME S &L

Level Kip (K) Dollar ($) |Differentials
Very Rich| 17,030,400 1645 1
Rich 12,420,800 1200 1.37
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5. HXHE

This research was conducted at one of the wealthy village, Ay village, at Namor District, Oudomxay Province
to investigate the economic differences among households. Firstly, the village’ s geography, livelihood was
described. Secondly, village' s agricultural productions are mentioned. Thirdly, economic situation and
differences within Ay village, which is the main focus of this report, is discussed. Grouping of 5 differentials
are conducted by village people; Very Rich, Rich, Middle, Poor, and Very Poor. To analyze the economic
differentials, 3 factors are considered; labor force, possession of equipment, and possession of livestock. As
a result, it is indicated that the high economic groups possess all three factors in high rate where as the low
groups have less. Furthermore, significant economic gap between Very Poor group and other economic groups

exist. Further analysis will be conducted in near future.
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