PEALAR e p R 2012, 27(4) . 258~262
Journal of Northwest Forestry University

doi:10. 3969/j. issn. 1001-7461. 2012. 04. 53

Bk 4 & 5 0 PR AN i 2 B A A U R

BT B, A XA

(PHIERAMBHL R 50 B2 B BRPE # B 7121000

W E:2007T FUEAH—HERKRRFERE AEZIA " FTRER REBK . ESRHF HKE
WAHARKROAR AAER BFFRAAALREN S B Ak, EAFX R B E G B R R AT
Mo ABER T BRI KGR AR LZFAEPETHERXABRKRR AT BEERX AT @, 5
FEXBAR RN IEAFERARLAETHIE SR AR RZAATEETFEN. EREAA £
HAREERERAANTHERTROFEY AR F ARE T ARLZET AL FAF R 8T E03E M,
¥ T AR BFRN T R RATAE A Ao,

KAIA « 4 AR AR AR O ST AR

FESHES F326. 20 XERFRERD A XEHE:1001-7461(2012)03-0258-05

Short-term Performance Evaluation for Collective Forest Tenure Reform in Shaanxi
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Abstract: The general objectives of the new round collective forest tenure reform (CFTR) which was imple-
mented from 2007 in China were “to increase forest resource and the income of forest farmers, improve ec-
ological environment, and realize harmonious development in forest areas”. The objective involves ecolo-
gy, economy, and social development in rural area. Considering the objectives, the achievement evaluation
for the reform should be examined from the aspects of the protection and increase of forest resources, for-
estry economy and investment benefits, and the level of harmony in forest areas, and related indices should
be established. Based on these principles, short-term performance evaluation for collective forest tenure re-
form in Shaanxi was carried out quantitatively. The results showed that that CFTR in Shaanxi was benefi-
cial to the development of the forest management, protection and cultivation of forests. It also promoted
forestry investment, forestry production value and the output of forest products. In addition, it increased
the economic income of the forest farmers and improved the social harmony in forest areas.
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Table 1 Performance evaluation index system of CFTR
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Table 2 Forest fire before and after the implementation

of CFTR in Shaanxi
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Table 3 Forest culture and management before and after the implementation of CFTR in Shaanxi
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Table 4 Change of forest resources before and after the implementation of CFTR in Shaanxi
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Table 5 Change of forestry output value during the implementation of CFTR in Shaanxi

Akl B i Bl 3 i

P T =TT

O wremr % FafE /T /% Faff /77 70 /% Faff /77 70 A L
2006 1323 724 — 1211 552 — 90 099 — 22 073 — 91:7:2
2007 1675 694 26.59 1528 378 26.15 106 640 18. 36 40 676 84. 28 91:6:3
2008 1737 556 31. 26 1575 833 30.07 114 357 26.92 47 366 114.59 91 :6:3
2009 1977 672 49. 40 1711 147 41. 24 152 064 68.77 114 461 418. 56 86 :8:6

T R O R T O [ MO A ) (20062009 4F) 5 8K I BE (19315 L 2006 4F R 34 .
K6 BAEHNUIEAMEETERI RNEFR~"RT=2

Table 6 Output of wood, forest products and economic forest products before and after the implementation of CFTR in Shaanxi
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Table 7 Investment in fixed assets and capital source before and after the implementation of CFTR in Shaanxis forestry
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