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Abstract: The study expatiated on the contents of the post—evaluation on agricultural construction which

are processing evaluation effecting evaluation and continuing evaluation.Popular evaluation methods including

investigation comparative analysis comprehensive evaluation and logical framework were employed to analyze

the post—evaluation on agricultural construction.According to the systematical analysis the method and index—

system of post—evaluation on agricultural construction projects were designed and propounded and the project

of tea—tree seeding base in Yunnan Province was taken for a case study. What is more suggestions were pro—

posed on how to improve the efficiency of post evaluation on agricultural projects.
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