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Construction and Application on the Evaluation Index of Forestry

Ecological Civilization
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Abstract In recent years, the country and society have paid more and more attention to ecological
civilization. Realizing forestry ecological civilization is the goal of forestry sustainable development. The
construction of evaluation index system of forestry ecological civilization is an important content to realize the
construction of forestry ecological civilization theory and practice system. Based on the scientific, systematic
and operational principles, this paper constructed the evaluation index system of forestry ecological civilization.
It includes 4 first-level indicators and 22 second-level indicators, as well as forestry ecological civilization level
measurement standards. Using the Delphi method, AHP and satisfaction may establish a method for quantitative

measurement evaluation method of forestry ecological civilization construction level and applied to the evaluation
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index system in Guangdong Qingyuan City Qingcheng district Forestry Ecological Civilization evaluation
practice. The results show that: (1) The evaluation index system can systematically evaluate the level of forestry
ecological civilization construction and has certain guiding significance for the sustainable management of forest
resources. (2) The evaluation method system can be used to supplement and improve the quantitative evaluation
of various forestry ecological construction projects, which has certain guiding significance for the quantitative
management of forestry construction level. (3) In 2011, 2013 and 2015, Qingyuan City, Qingcheng district in
Guangdong Province, forestry ecological civilization construction level continuously improve, a comprehensive
evaluation to measure values were 27.52, 28.64, 29.04, and compared to guangdong forestry ecological
civilization construction level comprehensive evaluation measure value of 41.17 in 2013, at present, Qingcheng
district is still in the early stage of forestry ecological civilization construction, gradually moving towards the
forestry ecological civilization city with unlimited potential for development.

Key words forestry ecological civilization; evaluation index; Delphi method; analytic hierarchy

process; possible-satisfying method
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Table 1 Measure standard on comprehensive evaluation of forestry ecological civilization
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Table 2 Forestry ecological civilization evaluation index system and its index weight
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