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Socie-economic Benefits of Returning Farmland to

Forest Project in Northern Shaanxi Province
—Taking Ansai County and Zizhou County as Examples

MENG Qingxiang"?, WU Bin’, HE Peng-fei', ZHU Huatwen', GUO Lan’
(1. Collegeof Resources and Environment, Hé nan Agricultural University,
Zhengzhou, H enan 450002, China; 2. Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, CAS & M WR, Yangling, Shaanxi,
712100, China; 3. School of Contemporary Chinese Studies, University of Nottingham, N ottingham, English NG1 4]JB)

Abstract: The Returning Farmland to Forest Project is the biggest ecological engineering in China, which brings up
great economic and social performance to the afforested area. This paper analyzes the socioeconomic performance of
Zhidan County and Zizhou County in Northern Shaanxi Province before and after retumning the farm land to forest,
and studies the impacts of the project on grain output, agriculture output value, forestry output value, grassland
farming output value and constituent ratio, and per capita income. At the same time, it analyzes the social perform-
ance from labor force transferring and peasant consumption expenditure, compares the above changes in the two
counties, and provides suggestions on how to maintain the achievements of the project and regional development in
the two counties, and assures healthy development of the project.
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