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Abstract: Hong Kong is often attacked by typhoons and rainstorms, but they only lead to slight
losses. This is due to its construction of flood control and drainage engineering system in advance. This
paper first analyzes the problems faced by the flood control in Hong Kong, and then briefly reviews the
history of the systematic stormwater drainage plan in Hong Kong. The characteristic experiences are
summarized from upstream river closure, flood storage in the middle reaches and channel expansion in the
lower reaches. The main construction contents of flood control projects at each stage are described in

detail. Finally, the enlightenment for works in Chinese other cities is put forward.

Key words: Hong Kong; tunnel; flood storage tank; channel expansion

AL TIRE LRI RIL O AR A TR X SRR Bk g R F . TEHIE RO A
PRI, AR R RO, AR TR e ke AR IERIE AR, A v DO FR I P A U A
Wty , B ROK R s . HBENRRRH AR BimS K.
AT, S BRI AR A R . s i 1989 45, s 08 55 38 WAL ) , BT 0 3 5
M, R Z M X PR ICE ER AW — BEFRCHE R BUR, JT R T MK HEEGH ", K
56 A TR BCRY ST N ACE, TR B AR YR BT R B A A PR R E R A B

EE&UH: BXAAMZESRBIE (51978329, 51778364)
BiEIEE: AEF E-mail: aipinggou@hotmail.com

« 48 -



www. cnww 1985. com

Forgk,F ABRT RS RE BT

%384 # o

ATy I TR A AT, B e i XK
TR SCRA B AR o e e b U T R R T
KK FIF 2% K HE R RE A , EA 8 P K HE =
e, TR0 1 T KO i R B Y
JEJ7 o TR, 76 e i g SRS R Y 5 K v, i et
PR B ZR GE IR T R A R K B

BRI 938 47 | B s RO DXL R B
1, 2 7 1 S 0 M DX SR T 1 e R HIL IS, (A5
WS X B o — D B BCR AR R,
UTLEAR, “RAS7 G KA & KA WS R, 25K
B DI I TR o IR, WP A s B b 22 3, X
TARTERIE AR BT BERE ST , BARSR A B SEH (B
1 FBTHG s3F 55 @ ls 6 19 A
1.1 IEMEEATE

20 22 60 AEAR, it —LEIH X W M BK IR K
F L R R TR AT B [ E AL E AR AR
KA, 1A T 2 B B Kt (R 1)

b. RIS K AR

a. PG
1 BRI MENE
Fig.1 Early flood control facilities in Hong Kong
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Tab.1 Major flood control projects in Hong Kong over the years
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Fig.2 Schematic diagram of interception and storage
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Tab.2 Situation of drainage tunnel in Hong Kong
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Fig.3 Drainage facilities distribution in Hong Kong
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Fig.4 Schematic diagram of the Tsuen Wan rainwater

drainage tunnel
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Fig.5 Schematic diagram of Lai Chi Kok rainwater

drainage tunnel
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Fig.6 Schematic diagram of Hong Kong Island West

rainwater drainage tunnel
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Tab.3 Information of three large underground flood

storage tanks in Hong Kong
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Fig.7 Schematic diagram of Happy Valley underground

flood storage tank
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Fig.8 Schematic diagram of Tai Hang East underground
flood storage tank
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Fig.9 Schematic diagram of Sheung Wan underground

flood storage tank
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Fig.10 Shenzhen River treatment project
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