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Compulsory REVISION comments 
 

 
The most common remedial measures perceived by the barangay residents are construct a drainage canal, drainage 
canal maintenance, construct river control, and repair of the existing drainage canal. 
Many of the barangays still need a considerable length of drainage canals to eliminate in the area. 
Most of the barangay respondents claimed that the problem is that the drainage canals are not sufficient and some 
existing drainage canals need repair and so there is a need to construct additional drainage canals and repair existing 
ones. 
A significant number of barangay residents asserted there is a need to construct a river control structure to avoid river 
water coming into their barangay. 
This is a technical survey with the questionnaire to the respondent, it will be most exiting if adding with some 
statistical method to described the finding of that survey.   
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Less references, it must be to adding the references from 5 years before. The 2 books are used for references are too 
old, maybe if it possible adding with some journal or book chapter. 
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Could be accepted. 
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