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Analysis of and suggestions for water environmental status of Fenhe Reservoir and
upstream water

WANG Xiao-yu
Shanxi Hydrology and Water Resources Survey Bureau Taiyuan 030001  China

Abstract Using data from water quality investigation monitoring and evaluation in recent years and taking into account
the general situation of natural conditions economic and social conditions reservoir water supply and the river system of
the Fenhe Reservoir and its upstream watershed the environmental situation and pollution from point and non-point
sources of the water of the Fenhe Reservoir and its upstream drinking water functional zone were analyzed and the main
problems for water pollution control drinking water source protection and water environment supervision throughout
whole watershed were pointed out. A water pollution carrying capacity limit = strict control of the total amount of pollutants
entering the river and enforcement of the most stringent management system of water resources are proposed as the keys
to realizing the goal of regional water resources protection. Water saving and sewage reduction supervision enforcement

the prevention and control of pollution sources water quality monitoring and implementation of multiple water protection
measures are proposed for future management of the strict water pollution carrying capacity limit in the drinking water

functional zone.
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