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Ece-environmental Impacts Analysis of Flood Control
Projects on Lower Reaches of Yellow River

LIU Xian chun, XU Xian-li
(Schodl  Geography and Remote Sensing Science, Key Laboratory ¢ Emwironmental Change and Natural Disaster,
Minisiry  Education ¢ China, Bejing Normal University, Beyjing 100875, China)

Abstract: The flood control projects of the lower reaches of the Yellow River are important to the safety of the zone, but
they also have some negative impacts on the environment. The flood control system is extensive and cvers different sites,
primarily characterized by soil and stone. Single projects have limited environmental impact, but as the impact of the system
as a whole cannot be ignored. The system of projects disturbs natural processes within and out of the river. The flood control
reservoirs reduce the flow to the estuary, which affects the estuary ecosystem. Construction of projeds induces soil and water
loss. This paper proposes ece- environmental friendly measures for flood- control projects based on the principles of sustain-
able development.
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