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Study on the Implementation Evaluation of Marine Functional Zoning Based on Land and Sea Overall Planning—Taking Ningbo as

an Example
WANG Jian-qing, LIU Kui, REN Hai-bo et al (Ningbo Institute of Oceanography, Ningho,Zhejiang 315211)
Abstract Taking Ningbo City as the research area,based on the land and sea overall planning perspective ,from three levels of marine func-

tional zoning target completion, marine functional zoning implementation benefits and marine functional zoning safeguard measures implementa-
tion, 18 evaluation indicators were selected to evaluate the implementation status of marine functional zoning in Ningbo City. The evaluation re-
sults showed that the total efficiency coefficient of the implementation of the marine functional zoning in Ningbo City is F'=0. 65, the implemen-
tation effect of the functional zoning was Class II,and the use of sea areas was relatively coordinated. Based on the results of the assessment and
the problems in the current implementation and management process, feasibility suggestions for the implementation of the follow-up land and

space planning were put forward.
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