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Abstract: The basic conditions of more than 20 famous forestry ecological projects in the world are
introduced, and among them, the 11 important projects are analyzed on scale, scope, investment, period
and start-up time (means the period {rom initiation to now) in single factor and multi-factors using
Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP).

The results using AHP shows that the 10 largest forest ecological projects in the world are: Chinese
Three-north and Middle and Lower Reaches of the Yangtze River Shelter-belt Forest Development Project
(TNYR), Chinese Natural Forest Protection Project (NFP), Chinese Conversion Croplands into Forests
Project (CCF ), Chinese Wildlife Conservation and Nature Reserve Development Project (WCNR),
American Roosevelt Project (RS), former Soviet Stalin Rebuild Nature Plan(SRN), Canadian Green Plan
(GP), Japanese Combating Mountains Plan (CMP), the Green Dam Project of the Five Countries in
northern Africa(GDFC) and Chinese Fast-growing and High-yielding Timber Forest Development Project
(FHTF).

The result using single factor comparison indicate that the scale and scope of six Chinese projects are
larger and investment was higher than those of foreign five ones. The period and start-up time of foreign
great Projects are longer than those of Chinese ones except TNYR. The start-up time of Chinese great
projects (not including TNYR) is from 1 year to 4 years, and that of foreign ones at least 12 years,
generally more than 30 years, even up to 67 years. The result shows the strength and resolution that

Chinese government thoroughly improve ecology environment. At the same time, it indicates that Chinese
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forestry ecology construction is just starting, and has more work to do.

The development of Chinese and foreign forestry ecological projects is basically similar. This shows
that the desire of people thirsting for good nature and environment is accordant as well as the ways of
forestry ecological projects construction, in spite of the difference of countries and cultures.

Compared with foreign forestry ecological projects, Chinese ones have their own features. The NFP is
the important contribution of Chinese government to world ecology construction, and the model of
combining combat with protection, which won extensive praise in the world. There are 1. 3 billion people
in China, and about 0.8 billion people are farmer. In order to improve ecology and bring benefits to
offspring, Chinese government offers 300 billion RMB yuan to realize the CCF. which is unique in the
history of foreign important ecological projects. The FHTF will thoroughly solve the problem of Chinese
timber shortage, and is the only Project combining ecological projects with industry development. Those
are enough to indicate the strength and verve that our government combats environment.
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Fig. 1 Comparison on all projects construction scale
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Fig. 3 Comparison on all projects construction period
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Table 2 Start-up time and compositor of all great

forestry ecology projects

Name of projects Start-up time(a) Compositor
° ’ (RS) 67 1
’ . (SRN) 53 2
2 s (CMP) 48 3
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Fig. 4 The hierarchy architecture sketch on all forestry ecological projects multi-factors evaluation
3

Table 3 The fineral scores and their compositor on all forestry ecological projects in different factors

Name Construction Scope Investment Construction Start-up Summation Compositor of
of projects scale of projects  of projects period time total scores
TNRY 197.78 150. 00 49. 68 140. 00 75.22 612.7 1
NFP 310. 00 120. 69 53. 46 24.93 12.54 521.6 2
CCF 95. 81 149. 86 190. 00 23.01 9.40 468. 1 3
WCNR 143. 37 150. 00 71. 24 95. 89 3.13 463. 6 A
RS 1. 87 26.15 26.99 97.81 210. 00 362. 8 5
SRN 15.83 87.77 14. 60 70. 96 166.12 355.3 6
GP 141. 07 144. 44 8. 35 21.10 37.61 352. 6 7
CMP 18.71 5.96 34.49 78.63 150. 45 288. 2 8
GDFC 1.73 90. 38 2. 36 59. 45 100. 30 254.2 9
FHTF 38. 38 65. 99 37.71 32. 60 6.27 180. 9 10
SCAVB 60.57 23.98 30.67 21.10 6.27 142. 6 11
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