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( Read and listen to the news reports

Monthly reading series 2

Some exam questions will be based on the reading series. [2017/05/31] °
[2017/05/29] s

Highway construction, operations & safety [2017/05/16]

Major highway construction projects in Taiwan

Freewa'\' oPeration management [ 201 7,-’05/08]

Highway safety and maintenance

[2017/02/14])

[2016/10/31] ©
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- Suhua highway resumes intermittent one-lane traffic, with interval m
BEZ= service sarting June (2017/08731)
Taiwan's most boautiful bridge set to open to traffic at the end of LOBEETR "R AR"T BN
October (2017/08/19)

Suhua highway resumes intermittent one-lane traffic. with interval STMGTRRS5Y £ FAGRIN A
service starting June (2017/08:31)
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Dashboard » 10588=512288 1st Semester of the 105th Academic Year » BEE% Business and Management » E8EEEE » 105 1 3798/329%:E5TE »

Reports » Logs

Administration =

« Course administration

/' Turn editing on

% Edit settings

» Users

« Reports
Logs
Live logs
Activity report
I Overview statistics
Course participation
Statistics

£} Event monitoring
rules

B Grades

% Gradebook setup

1051 3298/3299 &8 TR v

All activities

Affected

user Event context

All participants v

All days

Page:12345678591011121314151617 18 _ 405 (Mext)

Component

9lan, EHEWH - Course: System Course

1238 =M 105_1 3298/3299 viewed
EHTE

9lan, #EEF - Course: System Course

12:35 =& 105_1_3298/3299 wviewed
EETE

9lan, EHEWH - Course: System Course

1234 =& 105_1 3298/3299 viewed

EEIE

¥ Allactions ¥

Description Origin  IP address

The user with  web 163.13.163.140
id 175
viewed the
course with
id 769"

The user with  web 163.13.163.140
id 175"
viewed the
course with
id 769"

The user with  web 163.13.163.140
id 175

viewed the

course with

id 769"
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