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ABSTRACT

Since 2001, the Soil and Water Conservation Bureau (SWCB) has promoted the plans of
ecological engineering methods for protection against natural disasters. However, these individual

plans did not provided intergrated planning point of view. In other words,an integral planning and

design using ecological engineering methods are neguirel. One needs to use the entire watershed as a

unit for ecological engineering methods planning, while setting up a model at the same time to

achieve the objectives of taking precautions against disasters and protecting the natural resources and

human lives and properties. It is hoped that the integrated watershed planning using ecological

engineering methods as proposed in this study can be served as a reference for watersheds in Taiwan.

(KeyWords: ecological engineering methods, soil calamities, watersheds regulation.)
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Figure 1. Integrated watershed-level planning and design model of ecological engineering methods.
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Figure 5. Soil disaster management zones on
Bei-Keng stream watershed.
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