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Monitoring and Evaluation of Collective-owned Forest Tenure Reform

Based on “ 3S” Technologies and Econometric Model
——Case Study of Shaowu County, Fujian Province

CHEN Xing-liang', SHAO Yong-tong”, CHEN Yong-fu'
(1. Chirese Acadery of Forestry, Beijing 100091, China; 2. Chinese Agricultural University, Beijing 100090, China)

Abstract: A comprehensive evaluation and feedback system on forest tenure reform in Chinas collective-owned forestry re-
giors are developed. The forest resource change in Shaowu County of Fujian Province before and after forest tenure reform
Is analyzed based on GPS, RS and GIS techniques. And also, the social-economic developrment change, forest tenure re-
form evaluation and policy desire from forestry farmers in the county are surveyed using a large-scale inquiry and sinple
random sanpling. A principal component analysis nodel is developed and the effects of forest tenure reform on forestry
famer s family income are investigated.
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2002 / hm? 2008 /hm? 2008 1% I hm? 1%
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(3), (4)
11
1% 1% 1% 1% 1% 1%
1 4.171 34.915 34.915 4.171 34.915 34.915 3.767 32.873 32.873
2 1.523 15.611 50.525 1.523 15.611 50.525 2.090 18.231 51.104
3 1.383 11.434 61.959 1.383 11.434 61.959 1.387 11.528 62.632
4 1.167 10. 953 72.912 1.167 10. 953 72.912 1.126 10.175 72.807
5 0.279 8.324 81.236 — — — — — —
6 0.193 5.751 86.988 — — — — — —
7 0.178 5.303 92.291 — — — — — —
8 0.158 4.702 96.993 — — — — — —
9 0.078 2.338 99.331 — — — — — —
10 0.022 0. 669 100.000 — — — — — —
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