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Abstract: A national park is a new type of protected area and plays a dominant role in the protected area system in China.
In order to ensure the sustainable development of national parks, it is vital to conduct a scientific, objective, and
comprehensive assessment of the effectiveness of their management. The concept of a national park is to primarily offer
ecological protection, and provide national representation and public welfare to the people. The function of ecological
protection includes scientific research, education, and recreation. In accordance with the idea of " basis-action-
effectiveness" , this paper presents the national park management evaluation system that includes three first-level indicators
of management basis, management action, and management effectiveness, nine second-level indicators, and 22 third-level
indicators. Following a fast scoring evaluation method based on expert evaluation, the paper used the expert consultation and

analytic hierarchy process (AHP) to calculate weight and determine graded assignment, and carried out a comprehensive
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assessment. Based on the described method, this paper tries to evaluate the management of the Qianjiang Yuan national park
system pilot area. The results show that the evaluation system scientifically reflects the status of the pilot construction and
management of Qianjiang Yuan national park system. This knowledge can be used to effectively guide the management of the
pilot project of the Qianjiang national park system, and provide a reference for the establishment of the standard national

park management evaluation system.

Key Words: national park; management evaluation; index system; Qianjiang Yuan
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Table 1 Comparison of effective evaluation index system for natural reserves at home and abroad
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Fig.1 Management assessment framework of national park
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Table 2 Marks and their demonstration of judging matrix
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Table 3 Management evaluation index weight and scoring standard of national park
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Table 4 Management evaluation score of Qianjiang Yuan national park system pilot area
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Management basis oty 4 75 82 3.5325 3.8622
LR SO HHHLY 66 70 2.6202 2.779
PR 68 73 2.6996 2.8981
HHASR 55 68 1.0945 1.3532
B4 78 78 2.067 2.067
Nt - - 14.3344 15.3367
EHATHh B K 7 [ EHE 70 75 3.416 3.66
Management basis B 65 68 1.9045 1.9924
SUCTAETIRZS 68 72 2.652 2.808
BHF I g ) i RHIF A1 75 82 1.8375 2.009
AW 72 82 2.2032 2.5092
fans A fichafiiara FEX ALAE 66 73 3.9798 4.4019
ARSH 65 70 1.3065 1.407
liF B E RE S X Vi E 55 60 1.6555 1.806
WEHH 65 72 3.263 3.6144
/N - - 22.218 24.2079
B AL S ABE R A EERG 80 85 7.312 7.769
Management basis W 2R 80 86 7.312 7.8604
b 82 84 5.002 5.124
H AR SCE EpIS=oU) 70 7 5.558 5.7168
AWM 65 68 3.4385 3.5972
ZTH AR R LT R 68 73 3.6652 3.9347
MR 70 72 2.513 2.5848
/N - - 34.8007 36.5869
At - - 71.5091 76.0926
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