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Abstract: Based on the survey data of 1 454 households in 24 forestry bureaus of 3 provinces, this research
used both MEL and OLS methods to evaluate the impact of the reform on household’s per-capita income in the
key state-owned forest areas. The study found that the proportion of both non-forestry income and income from
non-state-owned sector in households’ income was on the rise, which indicated that the households’ depen-
dence on the forestry and state-owned sector was declining. In particular, the market-oriented reform, forest
management and protection reform had significantly increased households’ per-capita income. The reform of
both forest enterprise restructuring and permanent settlements of surplus employees had a significant effect on
households’ income structure. The findings of this paper implied that the performance of current reform would
help improve policy design and thus decrease the implementation costs of the further reform in the future.
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A A 1 B 2 A o K2R 1 R R R AE 5T Be S 85 2 B A o /AN AR BB . AR NS
BRI PEAT (0 B R A B o BRUE EALES T 1997 4E | 2004 4E 1 2008 4E 3 AN, B 12 a W,
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A AESL . A TR RN 0L . AT ANE L . B ARG B0 LA R AL 2 e R . AEXRTHR T R BE WA AT A
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Table 1~ Sample distribution
BRI sl R YA FEABRO S FUgU 815 f1/ 7
AT AR 8 KA ARk, Ak 180 141
i 7 PACLTIIIN - EANS ¥ 1) 180 167
FAEIL 8 JFIE . AR . W 180 142
B 16 LEwl o S, Mg W GIER ., 1E 371 270
TAR ML 8 IGVE . 5 FAVL 183 146
&N 10 . ANFET . R 180 109
S E S ) 17 B Rt PERRIR o ARy 180 109
N T 74 24 1 454 1084

1.2 EREAHREESECH
ML AR, H A A AR X 3R SZ AL SR B T Al A A AT A RO AR ol o K S R A R B
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A AE MO A AR S, RSN, RS ARMARS 550, RIS ERF,
B R T LR 2 S A MR R B A, AR AR — R MOl R — A A R R R s
TRNEEARSE R S &I, T C AR EA KX S RBIEERA, ATE4E T XAMEE
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AT, IR S AR T R AR VLIRS A, kR G e T I A RS O AT, R T
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KEBAE, W T AR IURME, 1998 4F 500 RARMARY TRS , B AL 7 R A8, ARB5 A
PR, XIEIN T RIME RS N TR E G R 55 B ) BRI R A, e R LT R R
B WIHCE XA R I R A, — 7 T B AL B T R E B N MRl A R A R T
A, T 07 T X 2 B i e B R TR EE i AN AR MOl e AR S8 A BB T TIOA x5 e A BT 1Y)
s, R DA B A IR L 2 5 A5 A, BE b AE R e 45 AR
1.3 ERAEEMREIREASHKRANTL

1997-2008 4 HA ], i B A AR KB TR BE NI A K 382 &, A 2 497.00 o6+ A" 3 K 3
8 602.62 G- N7, KT 244.52%; WA LHKBEW AL WAL TR 210, H ik W& R EIR LK
JocE X AR 0 A S 1T ) A4 R R T R
131 MIRZREAHABRAKRFEERS, ENKTLERMAERAYKARTE NE2HLUFEH:
1997-2008 4 5 i =4 AR X LK N34 Sl A & TR A i R 2l A, (Hiz iz % 5 T E R
BIa] RO, HOMY T s RN ] SR —2F o IO 38 K U R, 1997-2008 4,
o E A AR R BE AN B AT K e, A 11.90%, JUHJE 20042008 45, 7E4E 7 243
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Table 2 Change in per capita income and average growth rate of per captia income of household

T AT WA - 2 8 JEE /%
1997 2004 2008 1997-2004 2004-2008 1997-2008
R A AR U 5 BE A28 SOCA 2 497.00 4515.34 8 602.62 8.83 17.49 11.90
A [ B s RN 2 ] SEIE A 5 651.46 10 318.36 15 780.76 8.98 11.21 9.78
4 AR i RN 4l A 2 367.72 3193.76 4 760.62 4.37 10.49 6.56

YL . T A AR SR 8 SO R A 1) R, A OB AR e R B (R E GRS s A A B R
R 2 ] i BT B4 3 s 45 000 B 1) 2008 4R K-
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132 BRI FREAFZKATH L GRBAEFLE TE NARMIL R ERRE, T LR S E A X
PR T 5 e NSCATN 3 Mol A SRRl A o i, Mol e A EZAFEE R L SREEIOA L B3I
AN 7 S/ WV $ =3 10 ZNINIE =7 N i Nl A& N = W Y NP | 7 Y & N s R
AL BRSO . TR L B LIRSS A B AR AR . M 3 RTLLE H, 1997-2008 4
W), E A AR X T S RE AR W A B, DA 1997 4 Y 674.68 JT - AT 4R R B 2008 4E 1)
1423.03 o N7, AR 7.02%0 L5 [RAAEMROL AR B PL, D 1997 4E19 1 822.32 J6- N 45
| 2008 4E[Y 7 179.59 J6- A', SERBA KBk 13.28% ., MURAZEHISR B, Mol A 5B T 5 B2 A 3K
A B LI SR, 1997 42958 27.02%, 2004 4£ R FE3) 18.73%, 2008 4 i — 4 T %3 16.54% ., 1Ltk
WL, AR MO A S IR T EE N LB W R B TE, 1997 41 72.98% | Tt & 2008 4 (1)
83.46% . XTE— R LR, JEMOL AT ZEBE SO ) BT kORI B, A AR D HR T 58 X Ml 1
WAL E T B MO AT N ERZE R G, R LE BT [, 1997 487 4.32%31) 2008 4F
TREE 1.61%; Holk Tl s s A el B B, M 12.61% F R E] 1.50%, 4539 50l 45 B 4
e 2K R e, X SR A MR DCRARE Zh K B D, 2 A I A B 5B TR, X
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Table 3 Change in per capita income of household (divided by industry)

SR WL R EE NBUCAI (OG- A7) PR C K B NI ARG 1%
1997 2004 2008 1997 2004 2008
N T TON 674.68 845.56 1 423.03 27.02 18.73 16.54
Horpr: BEMRA 82.67 85.64 137.83 3.31 1.90 1.60
F AR 107.81 79.41 138.64 432 1.76 1.61
A 34.63 82.32 163.43 1.39 1.82 1.90
ok Toll B sz g e A 314.98 296.35 129.36 12.61 6.56 1.50
ROl A8 B A A A 131.11 208.87 764.15 5.25 4.63 8.88
E 2 NV AT N 3.48 92.97 89.62 0.14 2.06 1.04
EF AN 1822.32 3 669.78 7 179.59 72.98 81.27 83.46
Horprs gl oA 177.21 714.70 769.53 7.10 15.83 8.95
ELQION 19.65 212.55 131.96 0.79 4.71 1.53
Tk i A 261.11 247.88 345.21 10.46 5.49 4.01
[ERAON 47.40 131.71 538.24 1.90 2.92 6.26
Hi 45 i e A 440.14 795.26 1 547.86 17.63 17.61 17.99
HoAthlie A 876.81 1 567.68 3 846.79 35.11 3472 44.72
Mt 2 497.00 4515.34 8 602.62 100.00 100.00 100.00
VEHT AR R 2 o) 5 R B
133 BRIEEAHKANEFIFRITHIRBEE TR 100 g 5 g A Lt 0 4F LA A L
1997-2008 4 ], T A4 [ 4 Ak X 0 T 5 B ok 1 A9 1) 0T
B BB T I T 212 AT 4. T, Sk kAT S 60T
(A LB 17.9% ETHE 39.1% (& 1), X —25fLFIE 2 40 |
ST PR X A gl R T AN T G A G, AR 2 AR IR T 20 F
E WMl R, TFREARS . SAEERESN TR, DFEAKX 0
PR BE P 209 AR b ], 1997 4ELEMOl R TAERY L 1997 2004 2008
{135 5) 95.0%, 2008 4 F &% 77.5%, FHET IE 18 N E 4 0
Fo AEAH BN TAE W IR, 2008 4 eyt B 1 EAASFRAIA & SleALH
PELL IR 3 14.6%, EAME 5 7.8%. 45— 540 T T4k s LAH

SABTERO R . (AR ZEEAG ] T (3 4), 1997 4 Figure 1 The Proportion of household income from state-

owned sector and non-state-owned sector
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FEL A P DX T R A S WA BEOR PR AR AT 23 TR . B . @B TR L W PRI A
FHABUA (£ 5) o THMEBA HFKEE SR B2 T REER, M 66.1%F% % 43.5%, KW [EAMIX
WUT SR BEAN P 2 2REE T B/ o BB A KRB R, I 22.3% 55 Tt 2 26.1% 1 37.6%, X5
FIRMARY TR L R BYA G, W U SO IR AR A 35, & 5, TR PEBAR T A
ZE RNy Lk, 220 U B R A RR X T g X A AR T R MO AR T R RO LA
TG LS, A EAMRXIRCIF G IR Z M A E, LR . 3Bl Sk, 72 A A 1 K E
SEFEFHMEE Rana amurensis MEUE , B N REE 5 RE AR TS 5 ORF- Auricularia auricula-judae , 4
Agricus campestris 28 )1 AN T W zs .
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Table 4 Change in employment location of householder Table 5 Change in per capita income of household (divided
e FE AR S H 5 /% by nature)
1997 2004 2008 KR NI WA 1%
ol 5 950 915 775 1997 2004 2008
Horpre FEREA AT AR 89.4 79.3 87.8 LB A 66.1 48.1 43.5
FEAREA ML/ 106 207 122 LiZ 2T ON 223 26.1 37.6
Ml SRy 4b 5.0 8.5 22,5 iRk 4 17.3 19.2 25.3
Hep: fEARH 4.1 6.1 146 2B A 10.0 23.1 15.6
1ESME 0.8 2.1 7.8 T 7 A A 0.9 0.7 14
1 [ S 0.1 0.3 0.1 FAb A 0.7 2.0 1.9
e i L R EE o S LA AR O 2 ) A R B

2 SRR E RO R

21 #HEREE

T 25 5% T AT A PR IX A TR R TR E AR, A5 5% MINCER™, & &6 5 58
M7, BN U PR g A

YirBotBixitBaDytEiio (1)

L) Fhr i RFEMWE, jREBEFERA, R B y, RS R R E A (KE A
Pk E AT 5 R BE AP A B, ZEE AN AEMRL A 5 R EE A LB, B R [T R4,
Dy FRU AR i, RN MR, ) MIRZET, «p HHABE LS, QLT 42
B, FRERHEAE S, AR FERARES G REND RG], 5=, NG, AR5
F97 8 J1o B4R 95 3 P 20E A IR DL SR T34 T o e BRI R P A8, AR SR A 57 8h 0o
Y2 BE RN N DI AR R i de bR s 1R P38 T AR A e T A i A 00 1 AR bR . TR AR
A, SPEN BB REL/NERPITR O, SiFEBEARR 67.9%, 5=, thaRARE R, SRR
TRBER O RS A RSO IR T, AR, BOR S0 th ST I A S —
M, FEEA AKX, RS TEEE SRR, THATIEREEZ, 1HEH&RG 2 MU M §E
1, X EAE RS RO R T . S, PR UR BTN L R GRRE R 5 R A AR i R A A b
o A MK TSR S m i R BEAN R, Al 5 e AR AR R, T DR R, R
MR, FEANBEIR R A, AR SIIRE, NRWMRAA KRR T, RIFFRM TS5, TR
PR . FRAEE . FRARES, REER S I TR EE NS, LA D22 R A | bR R R AR
o RO T AT A I L ARG AR
2.2 HIEIRFE

2009 AEHEAF A A R, TR . SN L W2 ki, 4 vin) . Ege . RS A 370
NFEARBFE, R T RS0 —2tk, T ER R AT A . F 0 D AR SRR 1 A 2 Rl
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Table 6 Statistics for variables

WA AR A 2 i fiff 1997 4 2004 4 2008 4
TG FBEMI A T TBRALUEMK ., R, BEL CEtEE)  3.23(5.19)  651(7.85)  8.85(9.34)
TR R AL TR R A4S 5 34T /% 0.28(1.35)  10.20(9.13)  10.25(8.10)
i A ol % T T Al % ) L 4511 /% 5.83(11.51) 39.12(33.48) 65.87(32.47)
—WPERERT. R E R /% 0.00(0.00)  7.15(2.57)  16.38(16.66)
FIERHIE
55871 i ke 958 1 5 FHE T LLBI/% 0.66(0.31)  0.64(0.38)  0.66(0.39)
S 35 81 11 - B4 a 31.04(13.54) 29.89(16.98) 30.10(17.71)
N1 5e4
W R 55 8 JI - E 4 R a 6.95(2.61)  7.77(2.88)  8.19(2.89)
T [ A T OF- 3 T a 9.85(6.25) 12.78(7.56)  14.28(8.35)
S TEA
AR Y N2 FUER G A e LB . Aol 0.32(0.46)  0.36(0.48)  0.35(047)
I T8 JATE /A, 08)
U BT
IR Hi KRB R AN (1 A, 0 8T0) 0.17(0.37)  0.17(0.38)  0.18(0.39)
L FHERA R (1 A, 0 FT8) 0.06(0.25)  0.07(025)  0.07(0.26)
FEAS i 1454 1 454 1084

YLl 3mSRz .
— PP AEAS (SRS IR T AN T I A2 R, JB T CREA BT, AR BRTT I AT OR 2 T I 4 DR AR
YT 5 — Tl A S A B ARG S U T AT UL 10 2 0 A o) 5 4 8 AR g o AR R A0 Ml R

ABIEFE B B0 A R A 4 3 0], BRI U LR AR SR 3 ), ANAE AR SR RE A A BRI i Al R dh
AL, 2 Wooldridge Ab B — M 2k 1 I MU RIS REAS AR A9 T ¥R I BB 26 AF o UL, mTSRATES 2 i 2
FEASRE I D7 ik, AR INAGE (IPW) . RGBS 1 W epe A, Z )RR — Ml e A HEA £k,
HERWHEARZ G A HEER, BEHERRLR s 28— DEHREAR MRS, 2 sl B RRBEA S 1]
WL, 5i=0 FAREHEARTE ¢t IER, s Z E— IR 288 w, B2 o 25 B 5 H 0 A AR IXHR T 5 RE AT
B SN R R S EOR, BAROMNH LA B A S FEE R EA KX TR ETE, HERIL, N5
AR E AR X 2RO B I X, G BT, AR S A A M I, AT RS S 2 Bl L2
A A5 R, I ELIRX S Y 1 i PGR R BE T s D IE RS BAS o PG, B4 B — R ARt bl AR
APl AR R 5 1 A, I Probit BERUX A — I BT B IEATAG T, IR A B 2 45, Xl
B FREA AT VAL AL, TR e /Iy Z e b R LR A T A6 20 (1), 75 30 4% 0038 0 — S0l
i, FEARBIFE IR IR R SR 4 R LR T,
23 fEITER

PRI LRIV 8 Fron. Horf, 55 1525 1 BBy Probit flidt45 254, ZERE I 63 &b i A olk Ak
Z, EUTEIREARIPLAGBU N 5 2 SRS 4 SRS 2 Br Bo R R A TH45 28, 55 2 1000 AR R BO 2K
AR TR BE NN, 2 3 B R A iR MR T R A8k AT 3R T T 5 REE NS A R L], 25 4 51
f% PR A R R T 5 NS AR MOl A i RBE N A BT LE ] o SRSk, Al 48 2R 5 i SOy B o0 A i
R—H

T A T BEA GUMOl A 7= S 38 8 1 BT 5 NSO o A8 Ho A 25 PF AN S IR SR T, 3 R Al gk
1.4%; X TR BENCAGAE 7 2 B2, AR EAT AR T i S NS WA B He Bl s s, R T

R7 BEAGRRRERBER

Table 7 Test result of sample attrition bias

TEPR AR AL i W FCAd R AE iR FEA R?
945.600%#* (4.00) il 3 4l 589.318 (1.34) 2908 0.138

B S5 NG R, M RORTE 1%k LR 3
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Table 8 Regression result of maximum likelihood estimation
55 1 B Bt Probit f 1145 5% 552 By B Mle fili 145 %
i H SR A e I A Ai@fﬁfz’ﬁmﬁ(/\ﬁ YNCE I N2 I NEF Y
FIENFIA ANFEA

35 F Bobfolk A = -0.021%#*(-2.97) 0.014##%(7.76) -0.136%*(-2.10) -0.060(-0.80)
FRAR U AR A 45 B -0.009%#**(-4.80) 0.0027##%#(3.25) 0.037*(1.70) -0.026(-1.06)
Al e 0.002(0.65) 0.004#**(9.96) 0.080%**(5.93) 0.066(1.63)
WP IR 0.036%**(2.96) 0.007#**(6.65) 0.019(0.53) 0.091%*(2.24)
BRI P -0.001(-0.40) -0.000(-0.23) 0.067#**(4.75) -0.006(-0.38)
A -0.007(-1.61) 0.000(0.44) -0.013(-0.47) 0.229%#*(7.55)
HERE -0.012(0.69) 0.029%#%*(6.93) 0.686%**(4.59) —-0.551#%%(-3.24)
T -0.008(-1.02) 0.021#**(12.79) -0.364%#%(-6.11) 0.088(1.31)
A% A R 0.115(1.40) 0.152%*%*%(6.13) -3.445%%%(-3.92) -1.581(-1.58)
A 0.264%*%*%(2.59) 0.211#%*%(7.29) -3.473%%%(-3.38) —2.720%*(-2.31)
ML 0.296*(1.88) 0.301%#*(7.01) —-4.062%%%(-2.65) -8.853##%(-5.03)
NN DN ¢ -0.237*%(-1.87) — — —
fig el 0.440%#*(3.98) 7.126%%*(190.87) 9.979%#%(7.52) 67.060%**(44.80)
d, — 0.393*%%(24.42) 13.831%%%(24.63) 16.683***(26.37)
d. — 0.630%**(69.00) 22.498***%(69.71) 25.058***(69.20)
FEAS 1 454 4362 4362 4362
h R*(pseudo R?) 0.029 0.172 0.006 0.007

VI RS ORI fE, e, R R IRIRTE 1%, 5%, 10%KF B3

13.6%

ARPRGT IR TR A A8 3P SR 0 UL R N A T A S A B, B e v T I T R
JE NETWCA IS IN o FEHAD A A AT T, S0t AR AR TR G4 37 ST il LA ZEE A ST UCA S
0.2%; AEEAFRITHCA di K AW LEBIsE N 1 3.7 A~ 73

I A PR DX T Al e s 4 1R, AR AR A AR AR T, i U SRBE N UG i ik
0.4%; XHER TR EENCA LAY 5 M, AR AT RR T o 5 AU B EE Bl i

— UM E W AR LI TR E A, LR EA SR BF 0 78 H A& A
ARHIETHE S, — PR B T AR MO A 7 RBEE AR E ] BT T 9.1 A R

FPE I K BEN B RAE T 3 v B2, B O7 B ey, AR EAER T TISOA T ET AE NEY
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Table 9  Regression result of OLS

I H HIE NI NIAEEA BT & 5 A AR RO IOA & 5 BE A A
% F Bkl A= = 0.012%%%(7.82) —0.213*#%(-3.82) -0.143(-1.65)
TR PR AL 0.002%%#(2.77) 0.047(1.01) -0.002(-0.07)
TN Al 7 31 0.003%#(7.27) 0.059%%%(4.31) 0.045(1.21)
— B IR L 0.008%#%(7.75) 0.020(0.52) 0.098*%(2.18)
558 J3 15 1 -0.001(-0.55) 0.088%#%(6.21) -0.027%(-1.68)
R -0.001(~1.14) 0.013(0.52) 0.303*%%(10.20)
YERE 0.035%#%(8.61) 0.6947%% (4.84) —0.457%#%(~2.80)
[ 0.024%%%(14.63) ~0.453%%%(-7.81) 0.059(0.90)
B BT T T B 0.178%%%(7.92) -3.776%%%(-4.70) -1.760%(-1.93)
K 0.248%%(9.40) ~4.056%%%(~4.32) —3.705%%%(~3.47)
bS] 0.323%%%(7.97) ~5.308%%%(-3.67) —12.793%#%(=7.77)
KT 7.190%%% (185.46) 9.700%#% (7.02) 66.675%%%(42.39)
FEAS 4362 4362 4362
R? 0.346 0.073 0.099
PR R? 0.344 0.071 0.097
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