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Abstract : With the rapid development of the mining industry, the original ecosystem was destroyed in mining
area, the fragility of the ecological environment is evident. The land reclamation as an important part of land
consolidation, has been an important means for land use management, mining resources, ecological sustain-
able development in mining area. In the study of land reclamation, monitoring and evaluating the implemen-
tation of reclamation programs have an important significance. In this paper, we selected the ecological frag-
ile mining regions as the study area, established the five monitoring level suiting for the evaluation of mining
land reclamation program implementation, and divided five rule layers: the land quality monitoring, ecologi-
cal monitoring, economic monitoring, social surveillance and monitoring of funds. There are total 21 monito-
ring indices in this system. We adopted the fuzzy comprehensive evaluation method to monitor the implemen-
tation of land reclamation in Pingshuo mining area. It is found that the overall level of implementation of land
reclamation is better in Pingshuo mining area, the ecological, economic and social benefits can be improved
through the implementation of the land reclamation. However, the land quality is general, therefore, the
monitoring of land quality should be increased in the implementation of land reclamation in the future, using
various means to improve the quality of the current status of mining land, to ensure the development of reha-
bilitation remediation, and enhance rehabilitation benefits.
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1 f(x)=max(x) 3
p=) S TminCa) L < () < max(2) ,
max(x) —min(x) C, 0.3577 [1,2,4,2,1]
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=) SO TminlD) < ) <max(o) G 01585 [1,3,3,2,1]
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