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The Ecological Water Dispatching
in the Heihe River from 2000 to 2004

CHEN Xue—Ilin

(Bureau of Hydrology and Water Resource of the Zhangye Gansu Province, Zhangye 734000, China)
Abstract

The Heihe River is the famous grain— productive place and oasis in the Hexi corridor and the west
of Mongolia altiplano. With the influence of the climate and mankind activities , especially the allocation
of water resource is badly overbalance in the middle and downstream of the Heihe River, which lead the
downstream to desertification more and more seriously, and the ecological environment is deterioration
rapidly, Ejina county, which locates in the downstream of the river, now has been one of the source area
of dust storm in North China, which endanger the North— West, the North China and more areas. Now
the Party central committee and the State Department of China attach much importance to it, command
involved department to strength management and father Heihe. From 2000 , enclosed the rational allo-
cation of water resource, the united water dispatching in the trunk of the Heihe River and the compre-
hensive treatment is all—sided startup. The article expatiates the water dispatching from 2000 to 2004.
by contrastive analysis the hydrology and the climate data before and after the water dispatching in the
middle and downstream of the river, which expect the society to understand and put a high value of the
water dispatching, so as to promote the water dispatching and the supervision and monitoring of hydrol-
ogy project.

Key Words: united water management and dispatching; survey results of hydrology; hydrology sta-

tion net; ecological dispatching water; countermeasure



