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Abstract

In order to rationally develop and utilize coal resources in Changping coal mine area and mine
geological environment protection work, the article takes Changping Coal Mine as the research
object, and discusses the geological environment and recovery method of Changping Coal Mine by
field investigation and engineering analogy method. This paper studies the current mine
geological environment problems and their impact degree, and then predicts and evaluates the
mine geological environment problems which may be suffered by or aggravated by the mine
engineering construction. On this basis, the zoning of geological environment and protection and
restoration is studied, and the monitoring and prevention measures, such as engineering
treatment, backfill cracks, land and ecological restoration, and the establishment of mine
geological environment monitoring system, are put forward. In this way, coal mining and mine
geological environment problems recovery and control work synchronized, for Changping Coal
Mine in the protection of geological environment development and utilization of mineral
resources to provide a reference.
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Figure 1. Geological disaster impact status assessment map
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Figure 2. Ground crack photo
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Figure 3. Landslide hidden point slope photo collapse point feature
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Figure 4. Geological disaster impact prediction assessment map
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