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Abstract

In the report of the 19th National Congress of the Communist Party of China, the rural revitaliza-
tion strategy was clearly put forward. During the 13th Five-Year Plan period, the central govern-
ment allocated a total of 530.5 billion yuan of special poverty alleviation funds. Paying attention to
the performance of special funds and improving the use effect of special funds are of great signi-
ficance to rural revitalization. Based on the importance of performance evaluation of rural revita-
lization funds, this paper introduces the current performance evaluation index system of rural re-
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vitalization funds, analyzes the limitations of the performance evaluation index system of rural re-
vitalization funds, analyzes the limitations of the performance evaluation system of rural revitali-
zation funds currently issued by the Central Committee of the Communist Party of China and cur-
rently used in Zhejiang Province, and puts forward the idea of improving the performance evalua-
tion index of rural revitalization funds, aiming at implementing performance evaluation more ac-
curately and giving full play to the role of performance evaluation of funds.
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Figure 1. During the “13th Five-Year Plan” period, local special poverty alleviation
funds were invested
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Table 1. The performance evaluation system of rural revitalization funds issued by the Central Committee of the Communist
Party of China
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Table 2. The current performance evaluation system of rural revitalization funds used in Zhejiang Province
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Table 3. The concept of improving the performance evaluation dimension indicators of rural revitalization funds
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Table 4. The idea of improving three-level indicators for the performance evaluation of rural revitalization funds
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