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Analysis of Workers” Investment Behavior in Yichun State-Owned Forest Areas

FU Cun4un GENG Yu-de
('School of Economics and Management of Northeast Forestry University Harbin 150040 China)

Abstract: By analyzing the forest workers investment behavior the paper explores the deeper institu—
tional factors affecting forestry investment. It Integrates a number of scholars survey results of the re—
form of state-owned forest in Yichun finds that the workers” forestry investment rate are low invest—
ment willingness decline faster and they incline to chose short-benefit project so ecological efficiency
is not obvious. General view the shortage of funds high forestry taxation and forest higher risk fac—
tors are the major reasons affecting the forest investment behavior but further analysis shows that the
forestry investment behavior of workers are rational choices under the constraint of limit cutting manage—
ment system and ecological compensation system. Only the two forestry systems are to adjust appropri—
ately then the forestry workers will adjust their forestry investment behavior to pay attention to the ec—
ological benefits thus pushes forward modern forestry construction in our country.
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