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2.1 1 #MEEH (CD
1992 P/ = [ (1747 587+
891 148)/7 034 029] X 100%=37.5%, P = [ (33221114 478) /199 886] <
100%=23.8%. 2, 25135,
12, T'=2.5/3 5<100%=171.4%, Ci'= P,/ T\ = 0.53, )" = 1/2X 100% = 50 %,

¢"= P71 = 23.8/50.0X 100 % = 48%.
2.1.2 MALEH (C)

= /' + P 1")/2= 0 505.
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, . 1 1992
s 1 1992
Table 1 Area comparison of forest category in present and in forecas
2000 /% 60.7 15 1 38 02 16.7 35
/% 55.4 128 44 17 20 1 46
, /% —5.3 —23 +06 +15 +4.4 +11
6 6
G=1—2>, la l/100. a4 199 i . O la
i=1 i=1
17100 = 15.2%, C:=1—152% = 0. 8.
2.1.3 A¥HERE (C) .
, . 1992 , P3= /
=7 460 000 m*>/ 48 V0 =16.6m’* ',
« 2010 2000 . T3=8 500 000m”/
485000 =17.5m’° 's  Ci3= Py T»= 0. 948.

2.1.4 A¥fHEME AR (Co) =

P, =250 667 hm>/448 000 =0.58 hm>® ',

, T4 =318 667 hm*/485 000 =0. 66hm™>°
2.1.5 ZHFGE (Cs) .
57.7%. . ( )
. Ts=1, Cs= Ps/ Ts = 0.731.
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22
221 HAMHEEE (Co) (%) =1 (

)/ 1. < 100%.
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1992 Po =64.4%.
, 70. 2%, s Te=T0.2%, Cs= Pe/ Ts
= 64.4/70. 2= 0.917.
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Table 2 Multiple forestry management in Chun an County
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1992 P =2.5 ‘hm 2°a s 2000
T =3 14 ‘hm **a 'y Cp= P/ Tp = 2.5/3 14 = 0.79.
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s 90
3.
3
Table 3 Comparison of industrial sructure between Chun 'an County and Zhe jang Province
/% /%
1990 53.7 245 21. 8 1990 26 9 48 8 4.3
1991 53.5 24 6 21. 9 1991 24 9 503 4.8
1992 51.0 26 0 3.0 1992 215 535 25.0
3 ’ b o
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>< 100%0 P t s Mti t i s Moi i
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. Tu=6.87 m°hm 2
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Tis= (494 8 hm>/7277.0
2,43 A0 EJE (Ce)

C14: P14/ T14 = 0.786.
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C1i5=27/6.8=0.391.
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X 12 C 12 ) 12 . N; i
( ) O 715
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Pr7=2295000 /230666 7hm*=6.15 “hm >
Ti7 =255 87 420 /250 666.7 hm*=68. 1  *hm >, Crn=6.15/68. 1=0. 090,
3 TiH e EIE L A E
(Ci )7 ( 4)7
1= rdte) c=e"0"4 i F 130516 17 W
o i= 13,15, 16, 17.
4 (C) )

Table 4  Value and mrrection value of each indicator

P; T; Ci
/% 0.505 019
/% 0.848 0 630
/ 3 h 16 600 17. 500 0.948 0 680
/ (e H 0 380 0. 60 0.887 0 630
0 731 1. 000 0.731 0 540
/% 64 400 70. 200 0.917 0 670
/% 3 520 5. 860 0. 940 0 700
/% 0 012 0.988 0710
/% 0 600 0.940 0 680
/ (kg*hm™2) 0.599 0 360
/(o= D 0 052 0. 072 0.722 0 530
/ C *hm® 2 300 3. 140 0.796 0 600
/% 53 640 12. 500 0. 450 0 450
/ (m°hm %) 5 400 6. 870 0.786 0 5%
/% 2 700 6. 800 0.391 0 3%
/a 4 000 9. 000 0. 444 0 440
/ C *hm ® 6 150 68. 100 0. 090 0 0%

4 kH HEAAESNITE

4 1 (DRr)
Dr=1/5SX (1 + L+ L+ L+ I5)=1/5X .19+ 0. 63+0.68+ 0. 651+0.54) = 0. 4.
4 2 (Dsg)
Ds= 1/4X (Ug+ I+ Ig+ Io) = 1/4 X (0.67+ 0. 70+0. 71+ 0. 68) = 0. 69.
4 3 (Dg)
De= 1/4X (JuX InX In+ I3) = 1/4X (0.36 +0. 53+ 0.60 +0. 45) = 0. 49,
44 (Dm)

Dy = 1/4X Uy X LisX LieX I1i1) = 1/4 X (0.59+0.39+0.44+0.09) = 0.38.
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Evaluation and analysis of capacity of forestry sustainable
development in Chun an County

GUO Ren-jian, CHEN Fa-rong, ZHU Quan
(Department of Resources and Envionment Zhejiang Foresiry College, Linan 311300, Zhejiang China)

Abstract: Administration area of county is thought as study area in the paper. The capacity of forestry sustainable
development of Chunan County is measured quantificationally, with fundamental principles and index system
suggested in academic studies od nature and social and forestty system in last several years. Dr (degree of resourse)
is 0. 54, Dss (degree of sysiem stabilization) is 0. 69, Dk (degree of economic) is 0.49 and Dm (degree of
management ) is 0. 38 Dsp (degree of sustainable develoment) is 0.53 when data are dealt with the equal weight.
Sustainability is thought that Dsp is greater than 0. 70. The paper ®nsiders that Chun an country does not each the

criterion. Specific measures lead to sustainable development are put forward as a whole.

Key words: degree of sustainable development; evaluation; analysis; strategic goal; Chunan Country



