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Abstract: The term social forestry can be understood broadly as a proliferation of social interests influencing the practices of
forestry without losing any sustainability. Social forestry is frequently used as an interchangeable term with community
forestry. As we know, Social forestry project has been rapidly accepted by many developing countries since 1980s mostly as
an effective approach of rural development to deal with the issues such as firewood crisis, rural poverty and degraded
environment. However, recent researches and empirical evidences show us that there is a clear tendency in part of the
advanced countries that the social forestry has been emerged, which might be called as multi-purpose forestry or
post-productivism forestry. Hence, in this paper, first, I will make an explanation of the different usages of the term social
forestry and survey briefly the situation of social forestry projects executed in developing countries in 1980s. Then, the
experiences of community forests in the UK will be drawn, by which, the background and characteristics of these newly
emerged social forestry in advanced countries could be cleared. In conclusion, the characteristics of social forestry in
advanced countries will then be discussed.
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Table.1 The different terms of community forestry
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Table.2 The characteristics between productivism forestry and
post-productivism forestry
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Table.3 the characteristics of social forestry in advanced
countries
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