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Analysis on Driving Factors of Returning Farmland to Forest on
Development of Rural Economy in Wugqi County

SHEN Qiang' , JIAN G Zhi-de' , WAN G Ji-jun’
(1. College of Economy and Management , Northwest A & F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China;
2. Institute of Soil and Water Conservation, Northwest A & F University, Yangling, Shaanxi 712100, China)

Abstract :Based on the field survey in Wugi County in Shaanxi Province, ater the implement of returning
farmland to forest , it can be concluded that there exists three driving factors which are the proportion of
obtaining employment number in non-agricultural industry, the consumption of agriculture intermediate
substance , and the meat output as representative of continuousindustry by analyzing the changing of enr
ployment structure, basc farmland planting mode, as well as the pertinence analyss and gray conjunction
analys s between continuousindustrial development and household incoming, rural economy , the compara
tive contribution rate to elevate rural economy reached up to 33.64 % ,32.17 % ,34.19 % respectively. The
comparative contribution rate to elevate farmers annual incoming are 33.30 %, 33.24 %), 33. 46 % respec
tively. In concluson, the returning farmland to forest project had enormous driving function to promote
the development of rural economy.
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