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Discussion on Evaluation and Classification of Rural Residential Land
Consolidation Potential in Baoding City

YUE Kun, ZHANG Peng-hui, REN Qian
(School of Business s Agricultural University of Hebei s Baoding, Hebei 071001, China)

Abstract: The purpose of this paper is to establish the evaluation classification indicator system of rural resi-
dential land consolidation potential in Baoding City in order to provide certain references to promote rational
division and arrangement of rural residential land consolidation projects in Baoding City. The employed meth-
od is that 22 counties in Baoding City were selected as the study area to build rural residential land consolida-
tion potentiality evaluation index system of grading including natural factors, social and economic 3 factors 9
indicators. Paired comparison method is employed to determine the index weight, and statistical analysis
method is employed to calculate the comprehensive scores. The results indicated rural residential land consol-
idation potential was divided into three levels, according to the composite score of Baoding City. It is conclu-
ded that rural residential land area and consolidation potential are larger in Baoding City and the rural residen-
tial land consolidation showed different characteristics of the region. The grade | area (the scores between 0.
6 and 1) economy is developed and population is large, whose consolidation potential is the largest; The
grade ]| area (the scores between 0.3 and 0. 6) in the plain area has less difficulty in and larger potential;
The grade [ (the scores between 0 and 0. 3) area in the northwestern mountains due to natural factor, econ-
omy is relatively backward, and consolidation has more difficulty and potential is the smallest. The establish-
ment of rural residential land consolidation potential evaluation index system is conducive to rational division
compiled collation district and arrangements; And different strategies should be adapted in different counties.
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. . ., 982 m*/ , 431
. m’/ 1,
1 2008
D) /
/hm? /hm? /% / (m*/ (m*/ )
65722.97 6919. 09 10.53 35.00 88660 198 780
95262.07 11764. 60 12. 35 57. 80 144233 204 816
166595. 81 6746.76 4.05 30. 60 83953 220 804
249592. 63 3462. 81 1. 39 18. 80 53264 184 650
72308. 89 9138. 30 12. 64 52.90 131504 173 695
71369.41 10164. 97 14. 24 52. 40 126825 194 801
141670. 39 7791. 81 5.50 51.50 129865 151 600
49661. 19 4720. 46 9.51 28. 40 72527 166 651
31074. 16 4555. 81 14. 66 21. 80 52719 209 864
243003. 77 4177. 68 1.72 22.80 67254 183 621
35674.03 4740. 11 13.29 22. 80 58757 208 807
72413.21 4724. 35 6.52 40. 20 109566 118 431
253679. 63 9562. 89 3.77 50. 80 137307 188 696
106405. 03 10158. 82 9.55 51.70 126323 196 804
65218. 05 10165, 57 15.59 45.10 103536 225 982
71374.62 5503. 82 7.71 27.20 72816 202 756
33091.52 4199. 66 12.69 26. 40 68006 159 618
51296. 21 5901. 05 11.50 31. 20 76965 189 767
75152, 81 10526. 68 14.01 42. 30 107880 249 976
129029. 28 16566. 39 12. 84 103. 80 256064 160 647
48486. 27 6422.59 13. 25 35.10 89078 183 721
67566. 48 9295. 27 13.76 41. 40 95699 225 971
{ 2008 ) « 2009 )
5 22 (G , R
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{ 2008 ) ;
4 2009 ), . ,
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’ ] ) 30 4
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(G
/% (hm?/ (m*/ ) (kg/ / GDP/ / /
0. 24 1 0.06 198 252.11 0.03 14441 4843 1274. 55
0. 26 2 0.11 204 647.92 0.02 9745 5055 1084. 99
0.32 1 0.06 220 357.79 0.04 6672 3253 537. 04
0.19 1 0. 04 184 252. 39 0.06 7757 2399 805. 12
0.13 2 0.08 173 656. 51 0.03 12585 5418 853.18
0.23 2 0.08 194 729.52 0.03 8656 1960 896. 30
0.01 1 0.05 151 312. 24 0. 04 5443 2711 464. 50
0.10 2 0.10 166 441, 48 0. 04 17376 5668 1391. 42
0.28 2 0.06 209 554. 45 0.03 9826 5415 1098. 98
0.18 1 0.07 183 210. 78 0.07 8293 1924 327.63
0.28 2 0.07 208 649.93 0.03 6869 3618 492. 44
0. 00 2 0.08 118 483.57 0. 04 9826 4929 934. 04
0. 20 1 0.07 188 360. 48 0. 05 8722 3233 557.70
0.24 1 0. 06 196 299. 80 0. 04 6871 2364 374.72
0. 33 2 0.09 225 400. 17 0.02 10394 5520 683. 96
0. 26 1 0.07 202 383. 17 0. 04 8656 2729 675. 86
0.06 2 0.09 159 606. 13 0.03 8794 4217 934. 11
0.21 2 0.09 189 632. 00 0. 04 11964 1868 1049. 43
0. 40 2 0.07 249 494, 50 0. 04 20284 5970 1746. 54
0. 06 2 0. 06 160 565. 57 0.03 11334 4612 1290. 31
0.18 2 0.08 183 647.70 0.03 12960 5497 1970. 10
0. 33 2 0.07 225 493. 15 0. 04 16313 5030 318. 95
( 2008 ) 2009 )
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4
)
GDP
0. 60 0. 00 0.32 0.61 0.08 0.19 0.61 0.72 0.58 0.41
0. 66 1. 00 0.94 0. 65 0. 84 0.05 0. 29 0.77 0. 46 0. 60
0. 80 0. 00 0. 34 0.78 0. 28 0. 44 0.08 0.33 0.13 0.29
0.46 0. 00 0.04 0.51 0.08 0. 81 0.16 0.12 0.29 0. 26
0.33 1. 00 0. 56 0.42 0. 86 0. 27 0.48 0. 86 0.32 0.57
0.57 1. 00 0. 60 0.58 1. 00 0.14 0.22 0.75 0. 35 0.55
0.02 0. 00 0.15 0.25 0. 20 0.49 0. 00 0.19 0.09 0.12
0. 24 1. 00 0. 89 0.37 0. 44 0.32 0. 80 0.93 0. 65 0.67
0.71 1. 00 0. 25 0. 69 0. 66 0.16 0. 30 0. 86 0. 47 0.58
0.45 0. 00 0. 40 0. 50 0. 00 0.96 0.19 0. 00 0.01 0.25
0.70 1. 00 0.41 0. 69 0. 85 0.22 0.10 0.42 0.11 0.48
0. 00 1. 00 0.51 0. 00 0.53 0.48 0. 30 0.74 0. 37 0. 46
0.51 0. 00 0. 44 0. 54 0. 29 0.58 0.22 0.32 0.14 0.28
0.59 0. 00 0. 25 0. 60 0.17 0.32 0.10 0.11 0.03 0. 20
0. 84 1. 00 0.70 0. 82 0. 37 0.06 0.33 0. 89 0.22 0.58
0.65 0. 00 0. 40 0. 64 0.33 0. 46 0.22 0. 20 0.22 0. 30
0. 14 1. 00 0.69 0.31 0.76 0.23 0.23 0.57 0. 37 0.47
0.52 1. 00 0.67 0.54 0. 81 0. 36 0. 44 0.73 0. 44 0.61
0.99 1. 00 0. 46 1. 00 0.55 0. 37 1. 00 1.00 0. 86 0. 87
0.15 1. 00 0. 35 0.32 0. 68 0.19 0. 40 0. 66 0.59 0.52
0.45 1. 00 0.58 0. 50 0. 84 0.22 0.51 0. 88 1. 00 0.68
0. 83 1. 00 0.49 0. 81 0. 54 0.48 0.73 0.77 0. 00 0. 66
3.2 .
II ,
. 52.33%,
’ 1 ° N ~ ~ ~
, [0.6,1] 1 , . . . 11
[0.3,0.6], I ,[0.0,0.3] I | ). ) ,
4 | 11 | 7
. 5. 2 . ’
1.0¢ |
0.8
4 ¢
1% 0.4
0.2
B e e e e e P e e e ’ : ;
HEEE R SRR EX S S NERS . o
IRy KEENERHENE BE HEKR
I Il ’
1 27.92%,
I ,
18.24%, ' ) ' |
4, )




174

19

[4]

(5]

[6]

[7]

(8]

[9]

[10]

2
4
o . 3
9
[0691] I ’ H
[0.3.0.6] 10 .[0.0,0.3] I
(G o
:l b b

169 )
[Jl. ,2007(1) :88-92.
[yl ,2005,16(9):1693-1698.
’ . RS
(1. ,2009,24(5) :665-669.

[1].
+2002,10(1) ;126-134.

,2004,24(11) :2635-2640.

(.

[yl ,2006,17(11):2196-
2202,

[Jl. ,2006,14(4)
12-15.

[1]

[2]

[3]

[4]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

; I ,
.’ . o
’
’ o
N ’
[6]
. o
’ B ’
22 « s
[JJ. ,2010,26(8) ;
296-300.

bl

[EB/OL]. [2011-06-28]. http://wenku. baidu.
com/view/58ad74ec5ef7ba0d4a733b44. html.

[J]. ,2006,4(3) ;
95-98.
. [M]. : .
2006.77-78.
[yl ,2009,25(11):318-323.
[Jl. ,2006,4(9) :

(Il ,2004,27(4) ;471-476.
[Jl. ,2006,27(6) :41-46.
(1. ,2010,19(3):
712-717.
(1.
, 2010,19(8):953-958.
[Jl. ,2010,49(2) :334-337.
/ [Jl. ,2009,16
(5):31-39.
[M].
,1998.
, A« »
[rl. ,2007,22(6) :994-1003.



