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evaluation of traffic science and technology project
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evaluation of traffic science and technology project
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Table 1 The index system of western traffic science

and technology projects post — evaluation
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Fig.3 The function structure of performance evalua —
tion support system of western traffic science

and technology project
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Fig.4 Basic information input and updating of the project
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Fig.5 The input of project evaluation index system
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Fig.6 The weight determination of project

evaluation index system
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Research on performance evaluation system of the western traffic

science and technology project and preliminary system design

. 1 2
Zhao Jiehua ,Kang Hourong
(1. Guizhou Communication Planing Survey & Design Academe, Guiyang 550001, China;

2. Guizhou Communications Department, Guiyang 550003, China)

[ Abstract |

It is a key link to realize development plan of western traffic construction of China’s “The Elev—

enth Five — year Plan” by accurately and objectively post — evaluating the social and economic benefits of research

results of traffic science and technology projects and strengthening the management of project achievements and the

transformation of them to productivity. Based on the determination of the performance evaluation implementation

flow of the traffic science and technology projects, and standing at the post — evaluation perspectives analyzing the

social and economic benefits , this paper builds relatively perfect project evaluation criteria and establishes the sys—

tematic framework using Microsoft Visual Basic 6.0 and Access 2003. It fully realizes the scientificalness, effec—

tiveness and rationality of the traffic science and technology projects evaluation, promoting the decision process

much more programmed and scientific.
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