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Table 32. Improvement Construction for Coastal Environment

£ R W 2 B Ak (2%) E=OA (7)) T (R)
Fiscal Year & County Sea-dike (M) Revetment (M) Spur Dike (Set)
XF 70 &R 1981 15,567 - 8
RE 71 BER 1982 8,954 800 -
RE 72 #ER 1983 12,884 - -
2K 73 #& FY 1984 16,757 42 -
RF 74 #m& FY 1985 27,223 - -
2XF 75 #m& FY 1986 10,299 467 3
AF 76 #&x FY 1987 9,414 635 -
SR 77 #& FY 1988 7,286 273 -
AF 78 #& FY 1989 12,810 199 3
RF 79 #R FY 1990 12,354 55 -
XK 80 #m& FY 1991 6,092 741 -
XK 81 #A FY 1992 7,880 487 -
XK 82 #& FY 1993 6,633 372 -
i@ 83 £A& FY 1994 15,637 170 -
“® 84 £a& FY 1995 6,789 956 -
“® 8 #£a& FY 199 3,349 749 -
B A R AR R His
B R A H (o R kO (&
2R W 2 BB u 4Se§tfjike ) (> 2) (> 2) }‘Gatil) ()
Fiscal Year & County (M) Offshore Jetty Coast Protection (Set) Others
(M) Works (M) (Set)
%K 86 #&R FY 1997 8,903 2,260 2,810 6 2
XK 87 #& FY 1998 7,151 1,036 1,696 - 11
XK 88 #& FY 1999 4,835 3,940 424 1 10
X

AR 88 ETEER B9 2R 4,817 1,140 4,422 5 39
Under half of 1999 & FY 2000

XK 90 #m FY 2001 10,067 520 6,421 3 30
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Table 32. Improvement Construction for Coastal Environment (Cont.)

. %EF;%—L i’)%‘ ” )?i \Ii;%l kP A Environnli:;; Irtl;;rovement

; By Y : : ~ y
Ccivers Comy | senaite | OO | Comt | e BRSNS

Jetty Protection g ot
(M) M) Works (M) (Set) (Set) | Length Area | Others

M) (Ha) | (Set)
a® 91 £#4& FY 2002 2,267 640 3,816 - 19 590 2.0 -
a® 92 £#4& FY 2003 1,383 61 2,952 2 7 7,866 13.0 6
SR 93 #/& FY 2004 317 - 1,236 - 18 5,380 7.0 4
RF 94 #& FY 2005 1,362 881 868 2 - 3,738 7.5 -
SF® 9 #& FY 2006 610 - 676 - 6 6,793 29.0 1
SF® 9% #& FY 2007 1,360 490 1,360 3 2 2,000 13.8 2
SR 97 #& FY 2008 2,915 510 716 - 12 2,725 194 -
SF 98 #A& FY 2009 3,153 - 1,101 - 2 6,167 15.8 -
AW 99 #& FY 2010 6,754 650 3,360 - 15 487 91.7 -
AR 100 #& FY 2011 3,730 500 9,258 1 9 2,731 14.8 4
SR 101 #& FY 2012 4,685 425 3,223 - 11 4,841 5.7 2
%@ 102 #3& FY 2013 3,224 360 3,844 - ® 10 ® 5676 ® 99 2
2 F 103 #® FY 2014 1,514 375 569 - 7 6,968 249 -
#7 # % New Taipei City - - 219 - - 419 - -
4 # # Taipei City - - - - - - - -
+¢ F # Taoyuan City - - - - - - - -
4 ¢ @ Taichung City - - - - - - - -
4 & # Tainan City 1,403 - - - 3 1,999 4.2 -
% z& % Kaohsiung City - 360 - - - 1,900 6.0 -
+ f% &k Yilan County - - 220 - - - - -
#7 7k Hsinchu County - - - - - - - -
w & & Miaoli County - - - - - - - -
§5 v %% Changhua County - - - - - - - -
% 1% %t Nantou County - - - - - - - -
Z 4k &% Yunlin County - - - - - 200 - -
£, & %% Chiayi County - - - - - - - -
B % B% Pingtung County - - - - - - - -
4% 4 %% Taitung County - - - - 2 750 2.5 -
¥ i 2% Hualien County 61 15 _ . 1 ) 3 3
& @ Kk Penghu County - - - - - - - -
& K& # Keelung City - - - - - - - -
#7 7 @ Hsinchu City - - - - - - - -
% % # Chiayi City - } _ ) ) 3 ) )
4 F* &% Kinmen County - - - - - 1,500 2.2 -
i@ ;1 Bk Lienchiang County 50 - 130 - 1 200 10.0 -
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Data Source:Statistical Reports, WRA, MOEA.



