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Abstract

The influences of coal terminal of Huilai power plant dock on marine ecology were taken as an
example in this paper. According to the analysis of monitoring results of marine ecology during
the pre-construction period, construction period and operation period, it is concluded that the
dock project has adverse environmental influences on the water quality and marine life during the
construction period. Based on that, the project construction units should carry out the tracking
monitoring of marine ecology and marine ecological restoration and implement conscientiously
environmental protection measures.
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Figure 1. Change curve of suspended matter before and after construction
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Table 1. Comparison and analysis of the average value of pollution factors project before and after the project
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1) JFi & SS (mg/L) coD VEMEEN
2009.8 41.0 0.37 1.07
2009.12 42.8 0.28 0.83
2010.6 17.7 0.32 0.44
20111 35.4 0.15 0.30
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Figure 2. Variation curve of COD and oil index before and after construction
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Table 2. Comparative analysis of marine ecology before and after engineering construction
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