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Abstract: This paper establishes the post—evaluation criteria of each participant in geological hazard control
project exploration, design, construction, supervision and construction units. After evaluating each participant, the
weights are assigned according to the importance of each participant, and the comprehensive score and evaluation
grade are finally determined. The post—evaluation method is binding on all participating units. It is beneficial to
improve the quality management of geological disaster control projects. The post—evaluation method has strong
operability and the evaluation results are consistent with the actual situation. It can provide reference for the
government and decision—making management departments in geological hazard exploration, design, construction
and supervision.
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Table 1 Post— exploration evaluation— indicators and score apportionment tables
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Table 2 Post—design evaluation indicators and score apportionment tables
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Table 3 Post—construction evaluation indicators and score apportionment tables
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Table 4 Post—supervision evaluation indicators and score apportionment tables
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Table 5 Post— construction evaluation indicators and score apportionment tables
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Table 6 Weight table of evaluation factor for expert

scoring method
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Table 7 Comprehensive rating scale

LRSS =85 85~70 70~60 <60
RN B Rt Gk Ny

4 JErFMAR AR EEG

4.1 IIEHER

AKTRAT KEEMNTENE, RHEXA
WSR2 1500 m, 7R FE X9 B 5 A T R |
NS,

MR FEEEENRE ., OWHITER 300
7LD 1200 N, QFEERE, ESARNK
WAL 110 N; Q@EEEMFEEZE—N, ‘i
AOZ520 N; @FBEREESTO, AOZ 15
NMRREERY 224, @%h)LE 3R], A2y 180 A,

Wik E R F2E . OWHFER
N 29 600 2%, B2 4000 N ; QFEEUM
VAL, T, BRI 125 AMSEEURALE R
i, QRETLKSCHS M EL . IR TE
AT, @REREXHRANL S I, ©&1E $334
T8, @ LR Tk 4,

R R B B AR S T ERZT 600 R 4L
bl 3 8], B A2y 5650 A, EMEF Y E
FRZ) 7 7496 nf | 0] RE IS BR 1 B 248 FR R4
8302.5 JI7C,

5y 8 MMATEE:, FEIRTRHE RGN 1
TIZ 5B AT (), TREERX RS LG,
EARE PR | AHEAS N R



152 £ oM = 39 %
ZRHE TR, 5 4EiE

ZIRH TG RAESH0Y 849.3 TG, &R T
79520 K, SLPREE T HIED 2012 5 11 H29 HE
2014 -4 A 10 H, IR 493 K, 2014 8 H 5
H, BdERAE, RIBGRZENNENLT
R EDK, it T I S E K 2R ESS, 18
FG RPN MESRER, KATENEE®E, BT
TRV ST AR, Wbl T BTN
e TR0 T 55, e TR,
i TSR MBI Rk
WEHERESFEER, W, KiE, B
et | Na R E RS ER Ak, TR
73 13, EFF(Z) ST B R, ke
105 AR, H PR e AT 35 2, SEAT S
5.3%; FolEhER 70 13, HEEERCENN 5.3%; ol
GER NIRRT EDK

4.2 MR ERE RN

RIERT TR T, SWARTHE S 510 & 758k
Y, BIERTFMED A 82 4, WITETHNME
34 76.5 51, HELGPEME A 88 77, WA
WS4 74 57, BSREHEFTFENEDS N 77 5,
MR & AL A E R BN R 42 6155 A
81.35 4y, IR TRSEA TN S A RIF,

T RDIEH, REHE THRAIMKAORE, B
15 88 ML RS, (HRAZEARTHE Kb
fEE— LR, RAARTHEIFNSEE T RE
81.35 %), IERISHEFHELS, W NIHAHE
MR, HEEMEXZ25 RS, FaelusE
TR,

*8 ERISREERITME

Table 8 Comprehensive evaluation table after expert

scoring
WEE ELE &G WG g
PEAAT . : . ,
L
jSCay 82 88 76.5 74 77
=57 X
s 1t RIF RIF iF
ety R 7 R
WEZAREL  0.05 04 0.3 0.05 0.2
by E 41 35.2 22.95 37 154
ZEATHYY

e 81.35( RIF)

KSR R FIE T TR E S 53
AT RPN, RIEEREGEIE %25
T EEMETIERE, FEREESS
B ML,

ZIEN T, MR FE S5 T7 T
o, M AESERASAEYRT], AANT RS
JRR AT TR

ZJaTEN T, TP AR R T, R TE
briERT, PROTEESR—H TR, BRI, PEOTES
RESLERARRF, A BN Mok S A T T
ORI i T RIS TR IS

SE L.

[1] *paers, VB BT ¢ 6 TR H 5 FENM& &
[J]. hEHER R E S5, 2010,21(02) : 106-109.

[2] FRE, KA, JEREIR, &, HZEHITUR A TRz
TR DI 1EEXCSER BB RO B (1], B
HiJTi,2014,28(02) : 419-428.

[3] ZENRME. S TIE MR L EA T TR IR
hEEFHAR R, 2010,17(34) : 195-196.

[4] TEiED,MROBER LN M. = PEIX B AR BRI K IR
TREAFRSCETEOI]. BUAHITT,2016,30(03) : 695-704.



