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The Contribution of Foreign Trade to Economy Growth in Xinjiang

Xiao Fengying
(Xinjiang Institute of Finance and Economics, Urumqi 830012, China)

Abstract: With the intensification of the opening expansion in Xinjiang, the foreign trade becomes an important component of eco-
nomic growth in Xinjiang. With statistical data from the year 1980 to 2002 that Xinjiang Statistics Bureau has announced the paper
proves that there are cowelations among foreign export, import and GDP in Xinjiang. The contnbution rates of foreign export and import
calculated also indicate kinds of contribution made by foreign trade to economy growth in Xinjiang.

Key Words: Foreign Trade of Xinjiang; the Growth of Economy in Xinjiang; Contribution
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The Economical Analysis of the Effect Weakening about
the Form of the “Company plus Farmers” Under the Traditional Agriculture

Li Jigang Chen Tong
(Xinjiang Agricultural University, Urumqi 830052, China)

Abstract: The fom of the “company plus famers” is efficient in pushing forward agricultural modernization and decreasng the op-
erating risk of famers. However, in the traditional agrculture districts the phenomena of serious breach of contract weakened the effect.
From the aspects of the incomplete contract the asymmetric information, the rent— seeking behavior and the connecting mechanism
about benefit and risk, the paper analyzes the reasons about the effect weakening about the form of the “ company plus famers” under the
traditional agriculture, and provides suggestions for how to increase the opemation efficiency of the form.

Key Words: Traditional Agriculture; Contract Famming; Agricultural Industialization
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