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Performance Evaluation of Mine Geological Environment

of Recovery and Management
— A Case Study in Hebei Province

WANG Honglei, ZHANG Xiae-xia, WANG Xiwru, CAO Yorming, CHEN Qian, WANG Xi, KANG Xuan
(Key Laboratory of Soil and Water Conservation & Desertif ication Combating, Ministry of E ducation,
College of Soil and Water Conservation, Beijing Forestry University, Beijing 100083, China)

Abstract: With the increasing investment of recovery and management of mining environmental projects by
state and local governments, governance of the project results after the implementation of quantitative per-
formance evaluation is imperative. Through the analysis of performance evaluation and the research of project
content and content characteristics, using the methods of AHP and mult+level fuzzy comprehensive evalua-
tion principles and models, from business performance, financial performance and effectiveness of perform-
ance in three areas, the performance evaluation index system of mining recovery and management of ecologi+
cal environment was constructed and the technology roadmap and evaluation of mining recovery and manage-
ment of ecological environment project were proposed. T aking 104 projects in Hebei province as the research
object, quantitative performance evaluation of the project was useful exploration.
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