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Evaluation of forestry sustainable development in Fujian province

TAO Shao-jun's CHEN Chang-xiong’s WU Lai-cheng's LIU Wenrfei’
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3. Research Irstitute of Ecology & Environmental Sciences, Nanchang Institute of Techrology,
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Abstract; Taking the sustainable development as the instruction, this paper analyses the forestry situation in
Fujian Povince, and constructs an appraisal system of forestry sustainable development, which proves feasible
in practice. Through analyzing the previous research of the forestiy sustainable development in Fujian
Province, we comnstructed an appraisal system of forestry sustainable development in Fujian Province, which
comprises 5 levels, and 32 indices. The results show that the foresiry sustainable development synthetical in-
dex in the studied area is 0. 8710, which is in the swpe of “sustainable development”.
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