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Agricultural Water User$ Affordability of Water Feesand
Their Attitude toward Irrigation Water Pricing Reform
—-An On-the-spot Investigatin of Irrigation Digtricts in Xinjiang and Y unan
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Abgtract : Irrigation water pricing policy is the key policy instrument to adjust farmers irrigation decison and promote the populariza-
tion of water-saving agriculture. It is necessary to analyze agricultural water user$ (AWU) afordability of water fees and their atti-
tude to theirrigation water pricing reform. Based on 144 AWU s questionary from Yuannan Province and Xinjiang Province, this pa
per analyzes AWUS attitude to the irrigation water pricing reform and their corregponding measures. The analyss indicates that
AWU s corresponding attitude to agricultural water pricing reform is rational and the new reform should consder AWU's reaction
carefully.
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