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Table 39. Regional Drainage Improvement Works

1 i P 3
¥-2 B &) Item of the Work
Fiscal Year ok i s PR %ﬁ‘}‘i e fﬁ%;ﬁ
(2%) (=) (= %) (=%) () (1)
Drainage | Gate Side Channel Bridges Other
(Set) |Protection (set)
Channel ™) Improvement Structures
M) (Set)
aD

% F65E B FY 1974 232, 333 7 11, 295 2,000 3 170
2 K 66E B FY 1971 79, 985 17 10,071 1,150 3 39
2 R67E R FY 1978 90, 985 5 2,191 3, 067 2 7
2 F68E A FY 1974 93, 800 8,130 _ 11 468
2 R69E B FY 1980 176, 000 4 930 _ 8 108
2 RT70E B FY 1981 141,904 1 _ _ _ 303
A RT1IER FY 1982 131,023 _ _ _ 4 206
ARER FY 1983 118,312 _ 20,419 _ _ 368
A RT3ER FY 1984 100,478 2 31,719 _ _ 149
A RT4ER FY 1985 86,070 2 58, 628 _ _ 341
A RTSER FY 1986 72,172 1 59, 836 _ _ 394
% F76# B FY 1981 57, 669 1 53, 764 _ _ 239
A RTTE B FY 1988 61, 156 2 10,018 _ _ 173
% F78# B FY 1984 84,937 1,463 _ _ 288
A F79E B FY 199( 83, 197 2,240 _ _ 265
% F80# B FY 1991 81,111 6 218
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Table 39. Regional Drainage Improvement Works (Cont.1)

a i p #
¥ B &) Item of the Work
Wb (%)
HokR(2 ) Structure (Set)
Drainage H
i e @
Fiscal Year Channel "
™) Gate Others
2 R8lER FY 1992 81, 959 13 147
% R82E R FY 1993 86,116 1 184
% R83E R FY 1994 120, 425 2 294
% R84ER FY 1995 186, 912 4 487
% R8HE R FY 1996 170, 560 3 427
% RI86E B FY 1997 158, 643 2 321
% R8TE R FY 1998 441,185 201 2
% RI88E R FY 1999 102, 936 88 -
2 F88# T X & 2 89 A Under _
half of 1999 & FY 2000 227, 111 503
% R90E R FY 2001 13, 841 - 10
a1 i p V3
Item of the Work
W ¢ gt
. Regional Drainage Small & Medium-scale Drainage
# v
BoREC OMEP B #80) BkE(E O] JURPOR) | 28 ()
Drainage Gate Drainage Gate
Channel (Set) Others Channel (Set) Others
(D aD
3 RW9l# R FY 2002 52, 905 14 63 18,474 - 21
X H92# & FY 2003 121, 471 27 311 17, 540 3 44
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Tabled9. Regional Drainage Improvement Works (Cont’d)

a1 i F\ 7
) . e [tem of the Work
5]~ 5 S T
Ifisil \J(ear%Eiicu‘iing gnits éx kB2 ) ok (R ##Uk)
County Drainage Gate
Channel (Set) Others
ap
S R93E R FY 2004 132, 093 13 155
SHEMER FY 2005 82, 366 8 102
A R95E R FY 2006 12, 463 - 52
% F96% & FY 2007 116, 333 25 190
ARITER FY 2008 150, 755 68 191
EN LY, FY 2009 149, 436 136 155
|FE99E B FY 2010 146, 800 186 167
- ~J#{aPHBHEAS By Executing Units
k1 ¥ #% WRA MOEA 33,771 40 31
113,029 146 136
= ~ ¥4 4 By County & City
% # %t Taipei County 5,206 -
¥ @ % Yilan County 534 7
¥ B % Taoyuan County 7,006 - -
# 7 Bt Hsinchu County 3,713 25 1
v & E% Miaoli County 1, 989 - 4
% ¢ Bt Taichung County 9, 927 16 22
§5 i &% Changhua County 13, 898 - 2
2 i 2% Nantou County 5, 763 3 1
Z +k %% Yunlin County 25, 308 34 20
% # %t Chiayi County 22,187 75 26
% % % Tainan County 12, 531 13 4
% 2 2% Kaohsiung County 13, 353 3 5
B L &% Pingtung County 11, 747 - 16
% & 2% Taitung County - - -
& i 2% Hualien County 7,537 6 51
# @ Bt Penghu County 2,875 - -
A B % Keelung City - - -
#7 % ® Hsinchu City - - 1
% ¢ % Taichung City 1, 443 - 1
% % # Chiayi City 259 - 1
% % # Tainan City 1,524 - 2
% a @ Taipei City - - -
% =z ® Kaohsiung City - - -
£ ™ £t Kinmen County - 1 3
# Jr % Lienchiang County - - -
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Data Source : Statistical Reports, WRA, MOEA.
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