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Impact of Government—led Poverty Alleviation Model
on Rural Tourism Development:

A Case of Three Ethnic Villages in Yunnan Province

ZHOU Changchun HE Yueyue CAO Ting
( School of Management and Economics Kunming University of Science and Technology Kunming 650093 China)

Abstract: Taking three ethnic villages in Yunnan as examples this paper empirically analyses the impact of government—
led poverty alleviation in tourism on rural tourism development. A factor dimension reduction analysis of data is carried out by
SPSS  four dimension factors are extracted and the hypothesis model is further validated by AMOS analysis. Results show that
the impact of government participation in poverty alleviation in tourism on rural tourism development is mainly reflected in the
four dimensions of economic development social exchange community environment and quality skills. At the same time these
four dimensions correspondingly affect regional infrastructure economic income industry development employment of resi—
dents noise interference ethnic culture traffic congestion visibility community exchanges unity of residents life skills
environmental awareness and cultural protection. Combining with research results four suggestions are put forward to provides
new ideas and theoretical basis for the research of scholars in the same industry: to increase investment in tourism infrastructure
and develop high—quality tourism products to strengthen propaganda and strengthen humanistic tourism resources to protect
core competitiveness and inherit national culture and to protect ecological environment and tourism resources and raise environ—
mental awareness.

Key words: countryside tourism; tourism-based poverty alleviation; government-oriented poverty alleviation model; factor

analysis



