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Fig.1 Location of the 103# —104 # general berth reclamation project
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Fig.2 Index system for the post assessment of sea area use in reclamation project
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Table 1 Grading criteria for sub—indicator assessment of sea area use in reclamation projects
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2R A 2.7~3.0 2.4~2.7 1.2~2.4 0~1.2
AR T 2.4~3.0 1.8~2.4 0.9~1.8 0~0.9
T3 30 23 18] 8 VR T ke A A 2.4~3.0 2.1~2.4 1.2~2.1 0~1.2
R EE AR 2.4~3.0 1.8~2.4 0.9~1.8 0~0.9
B IEOR AT 5L 2.7~3.0 2.1~2.7 1.2~2.1 0~1.2
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Table 2 Criteria for evaluating the contributions to the employment and the profit
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Table 3 Criteria for evaluating the sub-indicators of the change of marine space resources
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Table 4 Scoring standard for the measures of environment protection and management
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Table 5 Criteria for evaluating the ecological environment benefits
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Table 6 Criteria for evaluating the sub-indicators of implementation of management requirements
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Table 7 Evaluation weights and values of the sub-indicators of the 103 # —104 # general berth

reclamation project in Panjin port
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Post Assessment of Sea Area Use in Typical Reclamation Project in
Panjin of Liaoning Province.
Take the Reclamation Project of 103# —104 # General Berths

in Panjin Port as an Example

ZHANG Yun, GONG Yan-jun, FU Jie, LI Yi-ping, ZHANG Xiao, YOU Guang-ran, LIU Ming

(Liaoning Ocean and Fisheries Science Research Institute , Dalian 116023, China)

Abstract: To learn the benefits of sea area use in the reclamation project in Panjin, the data related to the
typical reclamation project in Panjin, for instance, the 103 # —104 # general berth project, are obtained
through information collection and in-situ surveys and the post assessment of sea area use in the project is
carried out. The assessment results indicate that the 103 # —104 # general berth project is common in the
economic, social and ecological environment benefits, better in the implementation of management
requirements and good in the exploitation of marine space resources. The comprehensive assessment result
shows general. The low values of the assessments are mainly due to relatively higher amount of fixed asset
investment with low profits for the economic benefits and due to low contribution of the project to the
regional employment effect for the social benefits. For the low assessment value of ecological environment
benefits, the main reason is that no ecological space construction, ecological restoration and dynamic moni-
toring of sea area are carried out in the project. Based on the assessment results, some suggestions are put
forward for the future improvement of the 103 #—104 # general berth project. At the same tine, refer-
ences can be provided for the study of scientific allocation of marine resources and the increase investment
benefits in the other reclamation projects.
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