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2.1.1
23.68 k¥ 520
2.6% 1999 1 GDP
280
GDP 52% 80%
1986 NEM
2
v
1990 1994 5 GDP
6.3% 1 GDP 3.2% 1994
1996
% 8%
1997 ASEAN  ASEAN AFTA
1997
21
6
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GDP 2 1996 1997
7% 1998
0 2.1
4% %
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
GDP 69 | 69 | 40 | 73 | 59
8.0 45 -13.7 0.5 3.0
6.8 50 -5.8 10.2 6.0
8.6 75 -7.5 4.9 4.8
58 52 -0.4 29 35
55 -1.3 -10.0 4.0 7.0
9.6 8.8 7.8 7.1 7.0
2.1 9.3 8.2 58 4.7 4.6
1996 1998 7
18%
National Pump
Installation Management Project
GDP 1996 1997
1998 60%
1998 18%
1999
7 RTM7 20000 11 21 23
3 1997
1998 1992
2.2
RTM7
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2.2 1992-2000

1992-93 | 1993-94 | 1994-95 | 1995-96 |1996-97 | 1997-98 | 1998-99 | 1999-00
1. GDP (%) 59 8.1 7.1 6.9 6.9 4 7.3 59
- ( / ) 2.7/56 8.3/56 3.4 2.3%4 7.0/53 3.1/53 8.2/52 4.4/51
- ( / ) 103/17| 10.7/18| 13.1/19| 17.3/21 8.1/21 9.2/22 7.9/122 7.3/123
- ( / ) 7.7124 55/24| 103/25 8.5/25 7.5/25 5.5/25 6.9/25 6.4/26
2 GDP ( ) 951 1,109 1,419 1,726 2,201 3,745 8,700 13,780
3. GDP ( ) 722 781 836 893 955 983 1,035 1,157
4. (GDP ) 0.87 0.76 1.00 2.60 2.40 3.60 3.90 4.00
5. (10 ) 113 136 159 217 238 367 961 1,680
10 171 259 294 364 421 847 1,651 2,705
6. /GDP 11.9 122 11.2 126 108 146 158 159
7. /GDP 179 233 20.7 211 191 226 186 196
8. (GDP ) 6 11 9.5 8.5 8.3 12.8 9.97 8.53
9 644 32 164 26.7 65.8 113.3 136.7 61.14
10. ( ) 6.3 6 194 13 264 142 108.3 11.9
11. ( ) 248 305 346 321 317 341 311 323
12. ( ) 432 564 589 690 648 553 525 540
13. ( )
GDP - 146 - 264 - 200 - 306 -282 -129 -145 na
( 11.1 171 11.4 165 16.3 11.53 1258 11.81
14. 1,538 2,597 804 1,292 154 141 155 33
- 146 112 55 63 66 69 68 43
15 ( ) 60 60 95 160 378 253 56 26
16. ( ) 181 189 197 212 324 296 347 na
- 104 125 100 71 186 196 245 na
17. ( ) na 4.5 6.2 5.9 371 519 65.1 na
7
2.1.2
2.3 1996-99
10
4 1998-99 1995-96 | 1996-97 | 1997-98 | 1998-99
9 2749 | 2982 | 5570 | 14615
23 b) 57.6 69.9 | 2000 | 5323
0) 3644 | 4122 | 8646 | 17190
d
) 1471 | -1840 | -4796 | -7825
c)—&) —b)
(19.6) 05| 566 | (143.1)
1094 | 1135| 2232 | 3933
7
2 6 2.4
5
(PIP) PP GDP  12%
1998/99 1999/2000
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25

2.4
PIP
8 1997 1998 1999 (%)
4.5 0.2 9.2 13.9 20
1.8 4.4 2.0 8.2 12
4.5 5.8 6.4 16.7 24
26.8 0.7 - 275 39
13 0.7 2.0 3
0.5 12 0.4 2.1 3
394 13.0 18.0 70.4 100
7
2.5 1996-2000 PIP
10
1995-96 1996-97 1997-98 1998-99 1999-2000
205.47 264.35 589.61 908.17 1701.00
47.71 78.94 154.00 204.91 506.00
157.76 185.41 435.60 703.26 1,195.00
23.35 34.02 128.90 120.10 212.61
6.91 21.46 91.90 67.58 177.28
16.44 12.56 37.00 52.52 35.33
7
2003 PIP 3 7 3,050 2001
2 50 2002 2 5,000 2003 2 30
PIP 2 8
2003 PIP 1 4610
5 8440 3,000
213
3
2020
1 GDP 885
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2000 10

ASEAN

2.2 2010 2020

2001 3

2010

1997 ASEAN
ASEAN
CEPT
2008
5 5
2001 2005
2020
5
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80

25

AFTA

1999



221 2010 2020
2010 2020
2010 2020
670 830
1 US$ 700-750 US$ 1,200-1,500
15 84% 90%
67 70
GDP 25 30% GDP
% GDP 12 14%
13 16%
2020 GDP  15%
ASEAN WTO
222 5 2001 2005
@)
5 2001 2005
2005
- GDP 7 7.5%
- GDP 4 5%, 10 11%
8 %
- GDP 47% 26% 2%
- 2004 2005 GDP 18% GDP 5%
- GDP 6%
- GDP 12 14% GDP 12% 2005
- 2005 1 US$500 550 5900
2 5 (Appendix 2)
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2

2005 300 62 ha

15 ha 77 ha 270
4 5% 2005
20
2005
44,000 45,000 150,000 5,000
3,000
2005 10,000 ha
2005
2005 400,000 ha 300,000 ha
5
2005 GDP  18% GDP 5%
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2005 11 7 8

19 5 15 20
5 450 3,500
7,500
5 5 5 325 40
14.4 18.1
5
- 85-90 (60 - 65%)
- 35-40 (25 - 30%)
- 1.44 (10%)
- 6.8 (47%)
- 7.6 (53%)
@
1996 99 4
3.68 1996 2.14 1999
1999 85%
1999
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8.8% 5.1% 1996 1997
35%
3%
12% 15%
()
2.6
(%)
5
5
5-40
8.6% 5-40
5
2.6 NTBs =
10-30
(3 ASEAN (AFTA)
1997 ASEAN CEPT
1998 1 AFTA 10
2008 0 5%
AFTA CEPT AFTA
CEPT
4
2003 0 5%
1 5
(Inclusion List) 2 3)
2001 2006
(Temporary Exclusion List 2006 2 5%
1998 17

(Sensitive List

(General Exemption List

29




AFTA

ASEAN
2001 CEPT 1,673 47%
2003
0 5%
2001 08
3,551 1,716
8
88 74
AFTA
ASEAN
ASEAN

2.7
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2.7

714.10 60 25 35
714.20 60 25 35
714.90 60 25 35
710.10 60 20 40
710.90 60 20 40
702.00 60 25 35
707.00 60 25 35
704.90 60 25 35
703.10 60 25 35
708.20 60 25 35
802.00 60 25 35
901.00 60 25 35

AFTA ASEAN

€)] 5%

AFTA

(b)

(©)

(d) AFTA

(€)

2.4
)
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2)

CPC

1999 11
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5
4
(©)
20000 3 1 1
2000 11 24 1823/FM
- 4
- 6
- 10
- 15
- 50
80%
85% 90%

2000 12
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25

251

252

83% 66%
668,000 492,000
1995
2.8
2%

2.8 1997/1998

() (%) (%)

51

16

13

18

SR8
Nlw|ow |8 B

18

Lao Expenditure and Consumption Survey 1997/98 (LECS 2)
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1997 98 LECS 2

60% 12% 12% 10%
44%
LECS2 -
2.9
2.9
&Y ) )

35 9 6

33 12 6

21 52 52

6 19 28

5 8 8

100 100 100

Lao Expenditure and Consumption Survey 1997/98 (LECS 2)
2.5.3
50% 2%
50%
89% 64%
49% 82%
5%
8%
¥ 2.10

3/ FAO (1999), Promoting Sustainable Rural Development, Vol. V, Working Paper 5
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2.10

|
52
50
125 (1,000 )
* 7% 45%
* 25% 80%
** 95% 86%
- 36%
** 60% 42%
** 67% 83%
5.5 3.0
82% 49%
96% 79%

* * %

Lao Expenditure and Consumption Survey 1997/98 (LECS 2)

2.6

26.1

ethnic minorities

4 1960 70

4/ ILO (2000) Policy Study on Ethnic Minority Issuesin Rural Development, Project to Promote I1LO Policy on Indigenous and Triba Peoples, p.3
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Box 1

Box 1

ADB
a)
b)
c)
d)

ADB/MAF(1998) Agriculture Strategy Study Working Paper No.6, Some Key Issues Related to the Agriculture
Strategy  Study:  Upland/Highland ~ Agriculture  Systems, Ethnic  Minorities and  Resettlement, p.14
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54%

NTFP

Strategic Vision

1991
1992
LWuU
4 1
LWU
2001
2.6.3
1994

5 FAO (1999) Promoting Sustainable Rural Development, A Review of the Rural Sector Volume 1V-Working Paper 4
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26.4

1

1992-93
45% 1997 1998 38.6%

1992 1993

58.4% 1997 19998 52.5%
1992 1993 24.4% 1997
1998 12.2%
74.6% 211
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211

1992-93 1997-98
244 122 -139
584 525 2.1
68.7 64.2 -1.3
603 575 -1.0
51.1 732 7.2
635 374 -106
62.7 494 -4.8
784 746 -1.0
30.1 212 -7.0
395 349 -2.5
573 349 -9.9
28.1 243 -2.9
106 2538 178
437 416 -1.0
457 371 -4.2
55.0
459 384 -3.6
36.7 396 15
659 457 -7.3
436 356 -4.1
722 453 -9.3
450 386 -3.1
18 1997 1998 50%
4
3
1997 1998 4
26.9% 41.0%
2.12
2.12
199293 | 1997-98 1992-93 1997-98
25 16.7 -5.9 30.1 45 -38.2
48.9 433 -25 60.4 53.5 2.4
37.4 27.6 -6.1 39.9 35.9 21
27.6 35.8 5.2 49.6 38.7 -5.0
33.1 26.8 -4.2 48.6 41.0 -34
1997
8

2-20




1.4ha

1997 ADB

(1995 )
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3.1

3.1.1

1999 GDP
53%

GDP  20%
GDP 39%
GDP

14%

1990
NEM
NPIMP

GDP

10

1996

3.1 1999 (GDP)
GDP
5,541,551 53.4% |  (100%)
2,132,727 205% | (38.5%)
120,625 12% |  (2.29%)
796,502 7.7% | (14.4%)
1,889,621 18.2% | (34.1%)
78,098 0.8% |  (1.4%)
523,888 500 |  (9.4%)
2,333,009 22.5% -
2,421,964 23.4%
74,989 0.7%
1999 10,371,513 100 %
7
34% 1999 GDP
31
1996
GDP
GDP
1997
GDP



3.1.2

1994-1999 1999

3.2
1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 Average

0.1 0.3 16.2 13 15.1 6.4

6.0 10.1 9.8 17.9 15.8 95

3.7 2.8 24 25 17 15

3.0 53 5.0 5.0 5.0 55

31 2.8 7.0 31 8.2 4.8
1990-96

5 10%
2020
LLDC
DAC 1 GDP885 2000
4 1996 2000 4 5
8
2001 3 5 5
1998 Vison
2020
6 Vision 2020

Lao Agricultural Strategy Study

32



Strategic Vision 1999 11

12
Strategic Vision
1994 2
Strategic Vision 3.3
7
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3.3

Q) €]
2
) €)
4
©) 6)
- (6)
)
4 8
©)
6)
(10
(6)
(11)
(7)
1999 12
3.2
3.2.1
1
1,300mm 3,300mm
2,400mm
1,300mm 35
135
4
24 2
89
3
9
0.2 0.8 0.55
2299 md 2,145 m?

34




10

15%

8 5
10%
2
1982 20 &%
150 ha 50
90 ha
1992
1982 1989
3.4 1982 1989
11,000 ha
1982 1989
708.7 849.5
597.4 625.6
1,306.1 1,475.1
2000 1982 1989
113 ha 68 ha 181 ha
68 ha
15 ha 4 5 2000
200
0.45 ha
1.28 ha
1 2 1
NTFP

35

ha

34



FAO/UNESCO
38 Ferric acrisols (28%  Humic acrisols (20%
Ferricalisols (11%  Humic alisols (7%  Ferric lixisols (8% 5
74 pH 4.0
(CEC
Luvisols (10%  Dystric cambisols (5.0%  Eutric cambisols (4.2%  Leptosols(1.9%
Fluvisols (1.3%  Gleysols (0.5% 480
ha 20%
» PH CEC
4
(Ca)
Ca (CalMg) K P Ca
pH
P K N
5
45% 1,000 ha 1,000 ha
20
NBCA 330 ha 2
1990 2000 10 335,000ha 37,000ha
33,000ha
405,000ha
NBCA

36



3.2.2

(1)

CPC

3.5

)

PAFS

PAFS
6 PAFS

CLRDC
MAF
3.1 12
MOF
(MCT)
(MIH)
Lwu

37

PAFS



8-€

31




3.5

PAFS DAFO

NGO

MAF

MAF

(NAFRI)

39




DAFO

5 DAFO
3
WUA
@
V1978
1979

2,500
1979 7

2

NEM
1/ TA No0.2883-LAO Agriculture Strategy Study / 1998 12

310

PAFS

60

1980



(b) WUA

WUA
WUA
WUA WUA 2001
1,706 453  WUA
WUA
WUA APB)
SOCB WUA
10
WUA
WUA
WUA
PAFS DAFO
APB  WUA
WUA
APB
(©) (WUG)
WUG DOI PAFS
WUG DOI
WUG
WUG
WUG WUG
PAFS WUG WUA
WUG WUG
WUG
WUG

31



WUG PAFS

WUG
WUG
APB
(d) APB
APB 5 10
APB APB
APB
(e
5 15 1
1 5 50
(f) DAFO
DAFO
APB

312

WUG
DAFO



(9

3 5 APB
APB
(4)

3

@

(b)

(©)

24 1
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10 15

100

(d)

3.2.3

(1)

)

22 ha

2/1 15

1
1980
1991
1996
1994
1 1ha
1 3ha
3 ha
1 2/

10

314

1997

15 ha

50

17

DAA)



©)

1ha 3,000
20,000
1 ha 15kg
14kg 2000 12

(4)

1996

1 22 ha
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3/

4/

3.24

(1)

oJr

)

1995 60
73 48
32

3/ ADB/MAF(1998) Agriculture Strategy Study Working Paper No.6, Some Key Issues Related to the Agriculture Strategy Study: Upland/Highland
Agriculture Systems, Ethnic Minorities and Resettlement
4/ Peter Bloch(undated), Report on Planning-Land Allocation
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92

©)
36,37 38
3.6
% % %
NAFRI %
6 8 14 1 1 0 0 0 15 0
35 17 52 5 5 0 1 0 58 1
193 58 251 26 183 9 68 2 502 9
148 64 212 22 529 26 301 11 1,042 18
164 100 264 28 999 49 || 1,691 60 2,954 51
105 59 164 17 326 16 742 26 1,232 21
651 306 957 2,043 [ 100 |[ 2,803 100 5,803 100
11.2% 53% | 16.5% 35.2% 48.3% 100%
6,492
3.7
%

93 97 77 153 102 30 552 27.0%
148 121 111 437 158 35 1,010 49.4%
101 68 70 149 68 25 481 23.5%
342 286 258 739 328 90 2,043 100.0%

16.7% 14.0% 12.6% 36.2% 16.1% 4.4% 100.0%
3.8
%
185 115 119 232 71 4 726 25.9%
276 284 279 505 117 20 1481 52.8%
139 95 101 209 31 21 596 21.3%
600 494 499 946 219 45 2,803 100.0%
21.4% 17.6% 17.8% 33.7% 7.8% 1.6% 100.0%

317




(4)

227

PAFS

()

(6)

AFTS

DAFO

2000

29
NAFRI

AFTS

318

1993

1998

10

1996

713

PAFS

3.9



1998

(7)
1995 6

®

5/

5/ FORCAP, EU

319

2010
68%

PAFS

2005



3.9

()
1 NAFRI Thadokkham Vientiane Mun. 60 30
2. _NAFRI NAFRI Dongdok, Vientiane Mun. 50
3. NAFRI Sikhotabong, Vientiane Mun. 50
4. NAFRI Haddockeo, Vientiane Mun. 30 30
5. NAFRI Nam Souang, Vientiane Mun. 30 30
6. NAFRI Nam Souang, Vientiane Mun. 30
7. NAFRI Km 35, Paksong, Champassak 50 30
8. NAFRI Houay Khot, Louangprabang 30 30
9. NAFRI Thonkhang, Nan District 30 30
L ouangprabang
10. NAFRI Kengben, Pakxueng 30
L ouangprabang
11. NAFRI Namtha, L ouangnamtha 30
12. NAFRI Namtan, Phiang District 20
Sayaboury
13. NAFRI Thasano, Khanthaboury 20
Savannakhet
14. NAFRI Phongnam, Champassak 20
15. DOA Naphok, Vientiane Mun. 60 30
16. DOA Salakham, Vientiane Mun. 50 20
17. DOF Houaygnang, Vientiane Mun. 60 30
18. DOF Xiang-Gneun L ouangprabang 60 60
19. DOF Xepon, Savannakhet 60 60
20. DOI Chanthaboury 60
Vientiane Municipality
21. DOMH Sikhotabong 30
22. PAFS Savannakhet | Nakae, Khanthaboury 60 60
Savannakhet
23. PAFS Sayaboury Namtan, Phiang Didtrict, 30 30
Sayaboury
24, PAFS Hinheup, Vientiane Province 30 30
Vientiane Province
25. FORCAP PAFS Vientiane Sivilay, Hinheup 30 30
Province Vientiane Province
26. PAFS Vientiane Naxaythong, Vientiane 25 2
Municipality Municipality
27. DOLF, PAFS Namtha, 25 2
L ouangnamtha L ouangnamtha
28. DOLF, PAFS L ouangprabang 25 2
L ouangprabang
29. PAFS Khammouane | Thakhek 60 30
Province Khammouane Province

320




3.25

@
6 AEZ
AEZ 3.10
3.10
AEZ 1 100-200 m
AEZ 2 200-500 m
AEZ 3 500-1,000 m
AEZ 4 500-1,500 m
AEZ5 500-1,500 m
AEZ 6 1,500-2,500 m
: Promotion of Sustainable Development, FAO, 1999
3.11
( 11000 ha)
205.3 40.7 50.4 11.9 0.8 15.0 324.4
308.6 341 394 14.8 15.0 433 455.2
165.7 10.6 224 545 15 133 268.2
679.6 85.4 112.3 81.3 17.6 71.6 1,047.7
1975-2000,
100 ha
180
ha 68%
9% 8%
2 200
2
AEZ1
AEZ2 AEZ3 AEZ5 AEZ6
AEZ4

321




58,000 ha

12,000 ha) 49,000 ha) 83,800 ha)
42500ha 5
2
(€©)
1996 2000 3.12
3.12 1996 2000
(‘000 ha) (%) ( /ha) (%) (‘000 ) (%)
641.9 5.1 2.8 3.8 1,810.5 9.2
- 433.4 5.3 31 2.3 1,335.8 77
- 55.3 46.5 4.1 2.8 228.2 50.6
- 153.1 -3.2 1.6 0.6 246.4 -2.7
42.3 11.0 2.3 6.7 95.8 18.4
17.7 6.7 57 -3.0 98.5 34
1.8 -17.1 0.8 4.1 1.4 -13.7
51 2.0 0.8 0.3 4.2 2.2
12.8 9.2 1.0 0.2 13.0 9.4
6.5 -2.0 4.3 6.8 27.3 4.6
6.5 -134 0.9 1.4 6.0 -12.2
5.1 25.6 31.0 8.8 164.6 36.7
26.8 7.8 0.6 134 16.1 22.3
0.6 -0.5 0.3 -23.1 0.2 -235
43.5 61.7 5.1 -1.4 235.6 59.4
2000
1996 2000 180
9.2%

322



2.7%

59.4% 36.7%
22.3% 18.4% 9.4%
AFD
(4)
1998/99
3.13
3.13
69.6 304 100.0
89.4 10.6 100.0
57.0 14.8 9.9 18.3 100.0
394 20.6 40.0 100.0
,1998/99
30%
500
80 kg/ha 6,300ha
5 500 32,500 ha
7%
28% 11%
21% 39% ( 40%

323




()

NAFRI 1999 6 NAFRI
NAFRI
NAFRI
NAFRI
3.2 NAFRI 3 9 1
NAFRI Lao-IRRI
|| |
[ I ]
| ]
NAFRI I m
356 ,ﬁ
8 —— HITHI |
33 43
205 | m J| _lﬁ
3.2
Strategic Vision
AEA 2000
AEA
AEA
SMS
FSEW AEA
AEA
AEA
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NAFES 2001 8

FSEW SMS

FSEW  SMS

GDP

(6)

@
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©

- Lao-IRRI

6/

100

ha

326

6/



(7)

2010 2020
3.14
3.15

a)

b)
1

c)

d)

®
Strategic Vision
5

3.14
1 000
2000 2010 2020
2,202 2793 3,032
(*1) 1,846 2,345 2,894
356 448 138

*1):

7/

7/ Promoting Sustainable Rural Development - A Review of the Rural Sector FAO 1999

327

12




50
SIDA, 1998

JCA
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3.15 2010 /2020
2000 o 2010 2020
(ha) 475,504 475,504 475,50( 20
() 3.27 4.3( 4.5( 2.28% 1990-2000
2000-2020
45 /ha
() 1,552,809 2.046.655 2,139,750
(ha) 152,100 110,004 110,00d 3.21% 1996-2000
2010
() 1.70 1.7d 2.04
() 258.750 187,004 220,004
(ha) 91,800 101,800 111,987 2000-2010  2011-2020 10%
() 4.25 5.49 6.0( 2.26% 1990-2000
6.0 /ha
() 390,150 559,25 671,880
(ha) 719,400 687,304 697,480
()
() 2,201,700 279291 3,031,630
(1990-00) (2000-10) (2010-20)
() 241%pa 0.62%
2.201.700 279291 3.031.63d
,16% b/ 352,27, 446 .86 485,06
() 1,849,428 2,346,049 2.546.569
(62% recovery) b/ 1,146,649 1,454,549 1,578,873
2% b/ 22933 29,001 31.577
() 1,123,712 1.425.457] 1,547,295
(kg )b/ 18 180 180 1999
2020
d 5.234.00 6.650.0 8.207.001
() 942.120 1.197.000 1,477,260
181,592 228451 70,035
al; .25, 1995-2000,
b/, 2020
c/; 1995
@
- 475,500ha 20
- ; 1990-2000 2.28% 2010 2011 2010
- ; 10%
2
- ; 2.28% 1990-2000 4.5 /ha
- ; 2010 1.7 /ha 2020 2.0 /ha
- ; 2.26% 1990 -2000 6.0 /ha
(3
- 2010 2020 180kg
2000
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3.2.6

(1)
1998 GDP 20
94
3.16 5
3.16 1996 2000
1,000
1996 1997 1998 1999 2000
1,212 1,224 1,093 1,008 1,028 -2.91%
1,186 1,228 1,127 1,000 1,100 -0.81%
1,772 1,813 1,464 1,320 1,425 -3.73%
/ 159 165 122 112 121 -4.51%
11,656 11,946 12,111 12,353 13,094 2.92%
/
1996/97 1998 1999
48 3.1
31 4.8 49 4.0
DOLF
VVW VVW
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EU

@

(b)

@

(b)

(c)

(d)

@
(b)
(c)

(d)

VVW

VVW
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28,000 60
46,000 8
46,000
3
90
22
1996 5,200
30 1,600
15
30
90
2020 360
JCA
8/ ,JICA 2000
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14

1998
18,000

40

2001
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3.2.7

(1)

20

1)

2)

3)

333

15

20

68

ha



250 ha

320 ha 13
2000 34 206
39 48
3.17 1
10
NBCA
1995 198,868ha
2000 118,999%ha 4
ha
(NTFP)
1
NTFP
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56



3.17

1982 (000 ha))
8,095 6,298 5,846 21,139
353 144 101 598
51 234 423 708
404 378 524 1,306
368 311 125 804
54 242 135 431
9,821 7,229 6,630 23,680
(000) 1,113 1,570 663 3,346
(ha) 0.36 0.24 0.79 0.39

1989 (000 ha)
8,980 6,189 5,767 20,936
365 155 106 626
57 296 496 849
422 451 602 1,475
365 332 126 823
54 257 135 446
9,821 7,229 6,630 23,680
(000) 1,296 1,899 782 3,977
(ha) 0.33 0.24 0.77 0.37

2000 (000 ha.)

8,871 6,054 5,605 20,530
380 185 115 680
125 370 635 1,130
505 555 750 1,810
380 350 130 860
65 270 145 480
9,821 7,229 6,630 23,680
(000) 1,708 2,486 1,040 5,234
(ha) 0.30 0.22 0.72 0.35

)

@

1
1.
2. 2000

1989

335

2000

Forest Cover and Land Usein Lao P.D.R., DoF Report No. 5, 1992 for 1982 & 1989.
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(c)

(3) NTFP

80

4 1 2 1 500 1,000 ha
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3.2.8

(4)

(1)

2020

5,000

337

50

ha



SFC

3
15,000
10
SFC
SFC
1999 13,000 500
10 20
33
3.3 3 Q [>
JCA
444 110
73 261
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3.18

)

3.19

339

3.18 1999
1,005 Kip/kg 605 Kip/kg 1-17
15,185 Kip/kg 2,683 Kip/kg 1:56

2000

n 7

3.19
1997 1998 1999 2000

135 137 155 150

3,620 3,730 4,500 4,400

461 478 500 500

505 440 510 550

335 946 346 350

205 208 350 300

MIH
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(1)

1996

UNDP/UNCDF

NGO

3-40

1%
11%

SOCB

10%



)

91% 92%

1%

1% 11%
14% 4% 1996 5,500
15%
42 73%
11%
9.5% 8%
13%
VRFE
VRF
15% 10
1640 VRF
VRF
VRF NGO
1,000
WFP NGO
LWu NGO
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VRFE

VRF
VRF
VRF
UNDP/CDF
3)
SOCB
APB
(4)
3 1998 7
APB

342

VRF

VRF

5%

APB



1993
ADB
3
() (APB)
1993 6  APB
3
20%
1999 9.1
NGO
15% 3,000 14%
APB 1994
1999  APB 920
6 29%
APB
APB 400

APB

343

10

70,000

5%

1988
1988

80%

APB

80%



12,000

40% APB
2% APB 4.3%
APB
9 APB
APB
APB 7% 8% 10%
16 20%
APB 30%
40%
APB
APB 92%
APB 3 18
3.20 APB
a b APB b
14 4 g b
56 139 117 84%
11,047 4,885 44%
13,861 -
775,755 130,077 17%
500 (ha) 743,000 108,096 15%
1998
APB
3.20 3.21
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(6)

3.21 APB

| 1994 | 1995 1996 1997
1 1
82 60 1,372 1,770
1,099 3,846 5,412 5,460
/ 3271 4,475 7,068 7,807
4,452 8,381 13,852 15,037
2.
2 350 46 226
347 810 756 646
/ 496 1,625 1,672 3,156
845 2,785 2,474 4,024
3. 5,297 11,166 16,326 19,061
84 410 1,418 1,996
63 - - -
1,446 4,656 6,168 6,102
/ 3,815 6,216 8,792 11,003
5,345 11,282 16,378 19,059
101% 101% 100% 100%
1998
UNDP UNCDF 1998
APB
- oJr
- APB
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(7)

APB

3.2.10

(1)

1994
PLCRD

@

(b)

ADB

16 (TIA)
1988  T/A 1990 1
1998
1996 2000 1994
CLCRD

CPC
CLCRD PLCRD
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(c)

- UXO

59

CLCRD

87

1,540

NGO

347

2001

2

308

3.22
321,800

59



3.22

No (No) (No.) (No.) (No.) (persons)
1 [Phongsdy 2 2 12 481 2,460
2 [Louangnamtha 3 3 11 833 4,154
3 [Oudomxai 3 3 35 2,303 12,940
4 |Bokeo 3 3 53 3,330 17,897
5 |Louangphrabang 3 3 79 4,600 27,742
6 |Houaphan 3 2 62 1,773 13,745
7 | Xaignabouri 3 3 44 2,377 17,590
8 |VientianeMun. 3 3 28 3,101 18,511
9 | Xiangkhouang 3 3 57 3,995 26,692
10 |Vientiane 3 3 39 3,302 20,705
11 |Borikhamxai 4 3 114 5,233 33,678
12 | Khammouan 4 3 88 4,289 21,127
13 | Savannakhet 4 4 65 2,959 15,934
14 | Xaisomboun 4 4 38 5,404 13,917
15 [Saravan 5 5 107 7,127 33,978
16 | Xekong 3 4 42 1,789 11,928
17 | Champasak 3 4 54 4,623 21,767
18 |Attapu 3 3 20 1,325 6,992

Total 59 58 948 58,844 321,757
: CLCRD, Monitoring of Focal Sites, up-dated in July 2000
2

(b)

(c)

@

(b)

(c)

(d)
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C)

©)
@

20,320 km
km 6,850 km
MCTPC
3.4

(b)

1990
LECS

(c)

21%

6,190
7,230 km
1998

77 %

3-49

34

258 1949

G =

D Asphalt Paved (km)
B Gravel (km)
O Earth (km)

- MCTPC

1997/98
62 %



4% 10%

1999 MIH RED

EDL
(d)
PCTPC DCTPC
3.2.11
1
1960
3
1lha 300ha
1990 ADB

SRIDP SIRAP

SRIDP SIRAP

IMT IMT
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1997 NPIMP

2000 7,000
1996 140 2000
3.23
2000 : 1,000 ha
@ 1991 | 136 6 | 152
1992 138 18 156
1999/2000 19,170 1993 140 20 160
295,000 ha 1994 145 22 167
1995 150 26 176
197,000 ha 3.23 1996 156 29 185
1997 164 44 208
1998 217 75 292
1999 255 128 383
3.24 35 2000 295 197 492
3.24
(ha) (ha)
11,397| 66,059 6.0l 3.5% 0.4% 7.1% 0.1% 88.5% | 0.4%
5,947 176,953 30.0] 3.0% 1.6% 13.1% | 0.7% 80.9% | 0.7%
1,826] 52,523 29.0] 3.5% 0.9% 945% | 0.2% 0.9% 0.1%
19,170 295,535 15.4 - - - - - -
. Stetistics of Irrigation 2000, DOI, MAF
ADB OPEC
CMISP CMISP 40
WUA CMISP
2001 2
ADB
DIDMP WB ADP
DIDMP 6
IMT 4
ADP VIF
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e Weir
e Reseroir
s Pump
»  Gate
Gabion
River

/./ The Mekong
7/ Major River
7./ Sub Major River
Small River
[ ] Province Boundary
",/ District Boundary

3.5 AERLE B iR
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3 Irrigation Management Transfer; IMT

SIRAP 1998 12 18
- WUA
IMT IMT
WUA
VDF
ISF
WUA
20
VDF
VDF
VDF 3.25
1999
3.25
(Kg /hal )
(VDF)

200 100 80% 20%

150 80 85% 15%

100 50 90% 10%

0 500 50% 50%

70kg 70kg 100% 0%

No.26
12
WUA
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(4)

ISF

ISF
700 kg/hal

IMT

- VDF

- IMT

DIDMP
25
JCA
IMT
IMT

3.6

WUA
65 270 kg/hal
VDF 1,000 kg/hal
IMT
IMT
3.26
2000
(ha)
(ha)
37,500 300 150
48,500 1,000 300
25,282 3,546 1,500
48,112 22,080 20,840
105,000 18,920 15,000
84,530 22,730 17,270
47,716 4,462 1,000
12,500 1,200 500
409,140 74,238 56,560
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Kilometers

River
N/ The Mekong
./ Major River
/. / Sub Major River
Small River
[ Mood in Bolikhamxay Province
| Flood In Champasack Province
[0 Flood in Khammuane Province
[ Flood in Savanmakhel Province
[ Flocd in Yientaine Mun. and Vientiane Provinee
(| Provincial Boundary

|| District Boundary

Dot Source: Department of lieigation (DO, Ministry of Agriculture and Forestry )

B3.6 HEKHLTR Hhisk
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2000 3.26
1996 FAO
7 150km
150km 300km
1995 1997 EU
Kaolieo Chinaimo 46 km
3.3
3.3.1
@
CPC 1997 2000
11.06 6.97
4.09 2.77
3.67 3.53
1.20 EU 047 ) 0.43
0.41 0.41 UNDP 0.56
UNDP Development Cooperation Report 1999 1998
0.29
10
24%) 11%) 1998
9.1 ADB 3.3
) EU(3.1 ) FAO 15 ) UNCDF 1.5 )
3.8 ) 20
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1991

ADB

ADB

EU

Strategic Vigon
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ADB

NGO

ADB



UNCDF
1999 2003
2
2000 11 22
2001
1.67
6
2004

UNDP

3.85

1997

1997

2000
70
2.7
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6

3.27

3.85

UNDP
UNDP
1
(1990
RTM 7 23

2.18

4

2.84
2001

X 70%)



©)

3.27
( )
10,416 - 10,416
7,000 - 7,000
7,400 - 7,400
2,000 - 2,000
12,900 - 12,900
6,600 - 6,600
“one-stop-shop” 90,000 40,000 130,000
4,300 - 4,300
5,000 70,000 75,000
1 - 1
CPC 10,000 - 10,000
1,500 - 1,500
2000 8 CPC ADB 5,500 - 5,500
EU 8,600 - 8,600
WB - 52,000 52,000
WHO 1,100 - 1,100
CPC 5,000 - 5,000
- 5,000 5,000
UNDCP 6,000 - 6,000
IFAD 10,000 - 10,000
UNFPA 2,300 - 2,300
FAO 2,600 - 2,600
UNDP 20,000 - 20,000
218,217 167,000 385,217
- CPC
CPC
CPC 2000 5 ADB
RTM
1997 6 6 2000
1 7 RTM EU
NGO 250
RTM
CPC
FAO
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4

1977
KR
KR
2000
2000 10
141.65
99.69
41.96
3.3.2
2000
3.29
NGO

2KR
( 3.28

NGO

3%

40%

9/ UNDP (1999), Development Cooperation in the Lao PDR

KR
LLDC 2KR
FOB 3
APB APB
3.28 2000
; 3,000
- NPK (15-15-15) 2,000
-~ NPK (16-20-0) 4,000
6
6
6
2
2
25
25
NGO 60
UNDP 1998 NGO
9o NGO
NGO
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NGO 3.29 NGO

1997
(%)
1,108,000 9.0
3,941,000 32.0
99,000 0.8
1,282,000 104
1,741,000 14.1
2,898,000 235
1,024,000 8.3
233,000 19
12,326,000 100.0

Directory of NGOsin the Lao PDR 2000
NGO
NGO NGO
NGO
NGO
NGO
NGO
NGO
1998 NGO NGO
NGO
1 50
NGO
3.4
3.4.1
1998/99
3
1) 2001

2)
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3)

4)

3.30

3.30

90%
60%

3.4.2

2000
3.30
(‘000 US$)

4 1 1 865

37 10 20 69,246

13 2 4 9,337

10 10 8 7,081

10 0 6 66,878

7 0 3 2,456

NAFRI 1 0 0 150
82 23 42 156,013

2% 13%
NAFRI
NAFRI
2
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