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The Livelihood Effects of Workers in State—owned Forest Areas Under
Forestry Subsidy Policy

TIAN Guo—shuang’ QI Ying—nan® ZOU Yu-you""
(‘a.College of Economics and Management; b.College of Wildlife and Nature Reserve

Northeast Foresiry University Harbin 150040 China)
Abstract: Based on a sustainable livelihood framework by using 320 research data from Northeast state—owned forest
workers adopting the Multivariate Logistic Model and utilizing the Propensity Score Matching method ( PSM)  this pa—
per explores the effect of forestry subsidy policy on the livelihood of forest workers. Research shows that forestry subsidy
policy has a substantial effect on the livelihood strategies and income of forest workers. The more natural capital that
workers have the more they choose pure forestry livelihood strategies. Besides physical capital has no significant influ—
ence on part—time forestry livelihood strategies but has a positive and significant influence on non—forest livelihood strat—
egies; Human capital social capital and financial capital are abundant the part—time forestry and non—forestry liveli—
hood strategies are more inclined to choose. Further inspection found that the forestry subsidy policy has a positive but not
significant effect on the income of forest workers. The participation of forestry workers who choose a pure forestry liveli—
hood strategy in the forestry subsidy policy has a positive and significant impact on wages transfer income and property
income And forest workers who choose non—forestry livelihood strategies to participate in forestry subsidy policies have a
positive and significant impact on transfer income.

Key words: subsidy policy; forest workers; household income; livelihood effects; livelihood strategies
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