PHREEMBETE  BA - THAaLH

FRERRLIE - ES - RHARH
/377 & El\*
‘H"J‘-:-’l.‘

A # ¢4 (post-occupancy evaluation, POE) # e &# F &k & —
EEEENTE  @B530% £ R 0 B AR AMAHE APOER B4 % 4B
R EHEES BRI BRERENAEENESN AN EREL
g (Preiser, 2002) - Forbes (2004) #i » AL AZELFZEFERE
H (highly project-focused) ° 49 FTARRBBEHGEG IR E U
BN BELERRY SR B ARG HEE  BERTEF £
BA LTARERE - ux#%vﬁ%é‘ﬂfrm&%?ﬁvi%ﬁ% EYREDHE
PAER A M F R (Lackney > 2001) - S E L R4 {60 224 £+t
gﬁa&)ﬁ%’m’z)‘izmé’u‘&ﬁ% o iE4aWatson, (2003) A% :

WA —E T Ee-Busey B4 (a socio-political
process) MIERHFE > RATER UL X H R tey ik
F 2 (communication forum) RipIMABLIE L 2 B4 - ﬁ“ﬁ
RERAOEBEREIYN RFHBERHEFREEER
EAESR - ARBRE > R EPEE  YTHAKIE (POE
) PRREFR c EEEREVBEEERANFHELERR
AR B3PS ax#?g‘%ﬁlé FEREBEBANER LA
B T#=—2%Rl ) (the "second guessing" ) 4% 45 A &
RERS BEETATHEEREFGSE > HEIEIIRT G
PR BERANWER AATRRBE—E A48T X
TR B R BT ST 0 AR R 6D kR
BEH aii%ﬁ:%}%éﬁv&ﬁﬂ}%%m BRI E (design
quality of educational buildings) -
“evaluation” —3%) A F/TH Li@ES 3048 > AX " RAHE
, (post-occupancy evaluation, POE) & T #4& ; (evaluation) 3#3%F >
G BN ERERIRZ AR EN > SARA - ANEREERKRIFEHX
"’#ﬁ R T RE ) REERERAFT K2R A TR BRI (
BRATHABRELG) HHZMOHAR > AU TE2FHEF  RFESL

hﬂ*

A E L AMBRAAAM T EHAEE
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GRS

P

ng

RBARRLERE T X, (Jo PO BRIP4 T B sng, —E)-

FRL ZEREAFNUFTEEORALTFECE GLEHE L - 196045
KRR £ Z L E4HF K2 (the University of Strathclyde) #2534
#t % ¥4 (The Building Performance Research Unit, BPRU) 4 # 4% i
FHRERBOEREER  RE—EERELEPOEES > BB RN B EHMAR
MEBBEAMGEE - ZHER - 8F MEGEE w8 R34 (
Lackney, 2001) -

19754 » £ B #yRabinowitz 72 84 M # 34 (a diagnostic post-
occupancy evaluation) > $FE#H TAEp £ RAVYLPF 24 - BAH MY
WRE—FERGEMN - HREFITHRLY EBRE BP0 HLETE
HMRE > EHERAEZLEF L (Prieser, Rabinowitz, & White, 1988) -

EHFHRETIEAZEILGE AL 19805 R H FRERLEMEE
4 (the Council of Educational Facility Planners International,
CEFPI) A% B & — B3P AR 8 > .45 — AR U Ao 3 B @ niE - S BATH
ABFHEARAET LR ELRBERE - SR ERBELRAE LYY
12518138 B » A 648 @ & ¥ (the school site) ~ & Foikigas it (
structural and mechanical features ) ~ # % < 4% # M ( plant
maintainability) ~ #&#Z £ % 2F 4% 2 (school building safety and
security )~ # F i#+79% (educational adequacy ) #2 % ¥ 32 3% (environment
for learning) ' T H B3I IEMERAEXMHCI S FERFEERTE)
CERHFABMRBEEALE  EMRERZI ) LAETHRTL o BT
e B & eLiEPOESY 2 ~ R K Atk - SEMEHNSTFEER K
RIBENERIIEI NS TR BB #HE T A (Lackney, 2001)-

Sanoff (1994) b+ & &% (North Carolina ) #v H 4t &R
AABBETFOETHER  BE—L2IERELELX S FSBEERT
P AT AU SR YRS R T 2R T BT MR (
the National Clearinghouse for Educational Facilities, NCEF) %84
Sanoff( 2001 )&y £ 4% 3 8 3% 4% # 7& (school building assessment methods)
FH o REAFGERELRFEL > TAUTLEREBEL - FE KA
TR ARZEM  HERE  HEHRE - FRNSZEEH -

it POEC#R B FH A (a spectrum of practices) ¥ & — &
S0 BT ARERIARE > FARMRI A BT RGRI L RER
#%46 (building activation) fuk e E 32  ME B Z M@ B KM




FRELRMETE L - THAEY

 — TR R R EHE RN E R R WwREBRRRARETNR
#. % (Zimring, & Rosenheck, 2002) - Preiser (2001) 7732 APOE# %7
%1 T # % 2k (building performance) $#4& » A A B JE & Earig g
ﬁaiﬁé@ i@ B MR st s4E  (universal design evaluatlon) Z BB AR B
o ek Tkt ) (S gast) Tamag ) GERAMRIT) Bd RE%
HTPOESNE » A HBETEREROERE -
w105 F4& > BNERZELEPEAR  omB A0 ROBEHR S L E

BTYBEITF R AR HEREZENRIEH ﬁfﬁﬁkxiﬁﬁﬂauak?‘r -]
MENER - RAEZFERT AT T NERERTEIREITE 5K
PRI P AERE ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ%?ﬁ s ER - AKE > POE

PREFIFEAARNEEF L LERRBERI RS T Q4B E
ZiRiE o 4 (RI3) AERPOEM S RASEN > 2R ELRBTLES
ARER - RRE—FEIERFERALITLHESL IRERELAS
G R A B T NEA > M EREERABFHEERART
BB 2ZLHE > BFFTERZHH -

R ERELEA - APAEHES

POE&Y £ 35 R A NI EM T L > LBARBRELZRITIB AL LB BESL
4 B #8 (Preiser et al., 1988) > BA@#A "HAFXHEE (*
0 R88) BN APE—#EMHE > TANFwumF (R82) &9 TL
A&, (A Primer on Postoccupancy Evaluation) e

LHER > HFLLEETHLHPE— A LERKRALE TBAHTCL LR
W BERTHE— B - 19784 » Friedmann, Zimring #oZubezE#k ©
B %t | (environmental design evaluation) » EAGE R HF0 B i
EF G L 0 4o T3 E | (environmental audits) & T A
#7324 | (building-in-use assessment ) » L BI$2 T E 4 (
building evaluation ) #= " 2& % s 3k 3+ 46 4 (building performance
evaluation) - Hfbsp %k > WA E A H AR E (user-based
programming ) ~ it vkt 36 3| BB ERBE LI E T HAPOER E& >
e 4 E AT A AT (pre-occupancy evaluatlon) TR 22 (process
architecture) #v M3Z¥ & 3 | (placemaking) ; & > AN R4S EGA
# 34 (post-occupancy evaluation) 43 %& % & (Zimring, & Rosenheck,
2002) c ATHHERAELABRITLHELR - By - ELFE » 9 A ld

I A
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CEREEAZTENER
POEERERERAENEER T RRBEH R YR T A
EREXRAZER  — ol At kR P22 L (Preiser
etal., 1988) - #RZERBLIRUEL TR THEHERIoMIE
RLHPOEZ R ZE » 4o AR
(—)Zimring#=Reizenstein (1980): M4 34 (POE) 1418 Bl A Fr B
ESRGT BB ZARR c B ¥ T8 ) G F S E i mekey
B & 0 T A3l A Ak 2 kg (p.429) -

" (=)Preiser® A (1988): M6 (POE) AL HE it A — &%

K2k ARG REGEETAEEZER (p.3)-
(=)Mason (1999): R34 (POE) & —38IE X Ao LR A 69 AR H13F
A& o 4. Preiser (2001 ) : POER f& AAr s BE 15 A 45 ¥ 22 8 R0 BR3P

fEZ AL -

(w)Lackney (2001): A4 34 (POE) BE R Z 4 4 4o by37 /5 O i B s
% (occupied buildings) FRERAEE R haRBREZRERE -

(ﬁ)f—lﬁwiﬁﬁiﬂ %8R % B 4 (Federal Facilities Council, 2001
) A% 4E (POE) RARERELGA — KGN % > 24630

RERMZER (p.1)-
()FullerfeZimring (2001) 3R APOER A 4 09t R LR R F £
CREAEEFBERRE (settle in) RBEREBEF ; POER# R
Fl ey E M4 A (stakeholders) s 455 & 45 A %%U#M’E%éﬁ%%% ;
RBRBRA MM RRE

(£)Sanoff (2001 ): AZIE A B BB R LB RE BRI KAH B
B — 3 A BRI -

(A)Vischer (2001): A3 (POE) Jamg ey & % > 4"?‘%4{"{7?&5\%
WR—ARE A T ARIE B AL @ﬁ%}%f@f?/\ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁ » LR
BRBRBEERFENHEE (p.23)-

(M)t #F 3 (New Zealand Ministry of Education, 2004): A
%34 (POE) e T o —REMYELETEZHRA -

(+) A% 34548 (Post Occupancy Evaluation, 2004a): F 4 %4 (POE)
BAKRKERENMESTHRERER > CAERETEHEE
ﬁ%%%m* FAERBBEEZR  REF A BT K -
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(+F— 42 (R80) 45 : M#& T4 (POE) R—BHELHRELR
BOARIX > CREBEHOHBERGEESy (TRREE)
WMERE MRy et ($928)-

(+F=0m#4&E (R86):"A#TME ) ARAHHEED B LEREOE
AMUABBRIE ARG R T F AR — T EH A -
(F=2)%4=k (RI0) :POEMEMTH LT A—REAFLFRAXE
HHERBESTETA REARTEL T ENERBELAE
B E->RE >R T E R ERBEOEETE > BN
RRERERLN—F O RESRBES T > PFRAERBEESFA
A BBMAMERS LEASE  RERARSTET  RBF LAY
G EEFR R BER —EFASHER  REA T EHE

MmE  UE=ZZHEEEMETRME (F4068)-

(+wm)xrzd (RIY1): A4 34 (post-occupancy evaluation > f§4%

POE) & —#8383WF A 4t ~ HAEMAE S X > A8 E -~ AE
CEE R EREREROBETEE R BRE FE
5k RpMERFHERGEEY (ZR&E) &7
M Ak BYRMBAFEMREFERRREN R ZEF (
%2048 ) - V
(+2)#EWE (RI3) ' POERAHCERGELERMAR Ji%‘y’tﬁﬁiﬁﬁjé % %
R B ARG S R BB R FE Y 0 EAF AR R A AT
o BREREZEGRESE - :

A bl 2RAEER K ITE (school bulldmgs post-occupancy
evaluation) &4 - KRB - EEFhHBREAEZLBERZIEA — &K
BRI 1% 0 LA S ﬁzﬁ%’“*ﬁ%ﬁﬁ&)«i&ﬁiﬁkﬂéﬁEQE;PZ%& o

CEREEREEB Y
- POEZ A L/\Biﬁﬁfﬁéﬁiﬁuzﬁk&muﬁvﬁﬁ BoMEFERAENGE
S APiEAe R 0 B A B F el POETT M A H R ERE T Ti@:’é

JEHLE % (contributes and detracts)fw ¥R R 2 T > AFH

=g ol e O EE e &K%%‘ﬁ%fﬁ—é’]i*frfﬁ%\ﬂ"\?’iﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁf}i(Mason

1999 ) - E]xkt POEM?’&E&%%‘Z\ BEHe—# 5 TARES

Bl E BT C AR R HFREEL - eEE 11%’%&}%

%‘&F@ﬁ%%mﬁ&ﬁié&‘iééﬂé@ederal Facilities Counc:11, 2001) -

Preiser (2001) R APOEAERIFR A BB BIRA REF S B
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(—)R &Rt ey sh et il 4 & (functionality and appropriateness)
I EA RN T BRI R E K2 — %M (conformance)
PEREREABR CATHNER > BE B o £ PO 22
BF 0 sb4E A Rete 7 R ey S BaAn R B M AR E R B it o

(=)#43% % (to fine-tune a facility): Hebzkses Tl | (

adaptability) &9 AL RIB 3 > Bldo @ PR RS L& E M
ey Bib BEOBERITRE AN EREEPHas TR
HENERE -

(Z)VRETEUA ERM TS ALEABREBRBEEREYELEL
° POEFER AR B Fo k2 By s B8 8 > LR EA MR hm
TEHIRE o

()R RIEEHERA H 9% % (to research effects of buildings on

their occupants) : Z R ~ W6 ~ BB ATAF R HFo B4
0 R HE L5 A e A% (building-occupant interaction)
ABRENTHMES WERE S FRESHS I % Preiser(2001)
WPOEFRREF S R 2 mfo i BRI &> HEFABR B BT S¥H 0 &
1% B E oA foss 3 PIHE % (cross-sectional studies) s ##F 7%
BB E A EIES (generalizability of findings) e

(B)BRMBAGEA (to test the application) : £ 5 & A& (
innovation involves risk) > ¥ L4 (tried-and-true) &4
FOREEAE S A RAFOE S > P R E He9REE - POEA Bh# ik 2 74
BWIE R BRI R -

(XN)EEITEHIER (to justify actions and expenditures): %
BHERAETRNER > BPOEFSA AL R AR BAZG TN -
WEEMET > @2 F 3 (New Zealand Ministry of Education,

2004) 2 APOEeY B ey REEETE - (DERMEF EWHFRER S (2)

AEHECARRTEZBH M (functionality of purpose); (3)

fFilif i Bz (OHRTHECAE Z/E (have received value for

money ) ; (5) kR & F T V442 % - Watson (2003) R BEHKF 2518

REFRGHEEY > BEARBBYU  HEURIAEEEINGETE R

BhmZERN > BEENFRENRT AR ERRSHEFTE -
Brz ZRELABTFEHOBHEARTHEES KA - EHg

Aol BRIE RS TH GBS > FAREERAEFHLE > A BRI
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BIRA MRS RITBEfoRd > M@ AFNBHEE - FBfo K%
HpHEFTREOER > AEARARER A AR AR BRIT 24
# o
I E2RELABRTLHES

Z1 3% (school buildings) #AERHMF B2 MR LYK LT
B 357 0 4544 (buildings)~ & B (campus)~ &35 (play grounds
) B AWM B % (facilities) £ > R4 EHER NG EHEER > &
e Ea g  BEA  BRHARL ) REZERREILE
By3g A b A ARG Sh X B R B BER R EAK S~ REFEG
EENREE AHZ LB LEREG (FER - R89)-

PREBERDE LA AHFEE Tk B 3FAT R (a sence
of place) HFB A » LERBHEE R PARBRAARALL Y X
REBE - EERBEERBIHFLANEHINER AR EEHME4E
B E R BATHREEIE AL R A0A] o B TPE A BEERA AR E B4R
FERBBEY AR W EER  REBAH - ¥ SR
1 A& EREL —#F & (Sanoff, 2001) -

2EZREFE L€ (National School Boards Foundation, 2004
) BHAEEHFTENARIFORE > BEEZFTRILB M £
REM B F T H AL E R - wRAMAEE T HKBREHE | (form
follows function) > MELETRBENHALERBRTRAME Y EE
WK o B> 2RLRETAL RN TR ER (Facility
planning sequence) #& - G4F B & ~ BAZ ~ AT FIE - s £

CREBREFER - FERAEE R RERRTE - FERF-FE

FEFfA %4 (POE) - B AZ T I A RERIBEREZ — B ABLEIR
B MARGTARERELRBZHMGREESN - A RERIE
2 Eii4oF o AR (National School Boards Foundation, 2004) :
(—)B# (goals): HERMPZENE IS BE A RFRTHERA

QIEHEF E -~ ATE S LERF -
(=) B 4% (objectives) : HHUF F EB R EFTRAORRK  UTHE

WEFRORE -
(=) ###r % 32 (technology management ) : 3F4& AR —#& it $8  Ax A 75

BR2ERBEHEE  BHEORCERAZMHOBEYUPEE 2

Fi& & | (the "big picture" ) » #F 87 22 F v 4 48 8 — Al
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Pt ag

O BASRER c AMN A MBS  BEXEAA —MBE
HERATHE RBR > L T AL E T I8 5, (work out the "bugs”
inadvance) - 2BMRAHF XL E LR EA G EH) > BHEHFHH
TATME A RS B kit ey o

(m)4x it 4E3t & (technology schematic plan): 2B — {845 & 694
BB B TRATE WA ER BN ETZN S HFZR
REZM - RE2Z M AR GES T RZE M -

()R x#%mER (define facility needs) : MELZF R B &Y -~ EH
Ao BERAAEEAH  REZ2ERE > ERHEFHERAL (
educational specifications) &9 @ & - '

(N3P ERAEE (evaluate existing buildings) : BB 3H A & H
B3 AR AR FANTRLEHFT BB HAR B 3
REEME—HRLEALOENL  RESBER AR LGB ER

(future life-cycle costs) e o

()R %kt E (develop facility master plans): # R 2 &
Ao R BRGEHEHE B FEMAL S FE MRS
B Aofpsz o ‘ : :

(A7 %3t (project design) @ MHAER B Ak MK > 28142 -

(Ju)F £ 832 (project construction): F EEBEBEEEEAR o

(+) M4 (post-occupancy evaluations) : AR EARE S
BRI EREMBE > SRERFLEERHUEERR T RS
# o '

C BRI ER BTSSR
FMwPOEA S48~ F - RIS QLR IITH  HFRNE

FEAFNHI-DFFARFMES SN RERE - FBE e xgstErm

Fe10-20F KRR 4% BB HRTPOEA — B 5 R4 /APOE

HERBTHMAEREH - POEME - P~ REIME > FilikeF (

Preiser, 2001):

(—)safasi s > a4 @ (DB AR IR (2)F EHIENE
%32 (proactive facility management) ] fE 22 55 45 A 1814 (3) 2L
wERERHRERZGEE (DEGHEET P ERR RS
EEEREGEE S (O AR TEEMRYE 2 28 % &K (the
performance implications of changes dictated by budget cuts)



EREERMBRE 2L - FHAEH

P (6)3F Ao foskat R RAUBRARRT S R -
()P #AcsE > 38 1 (DR I%RAEE B oL B JE 20 2555 0 R %38 v %
%’ QI BEBEEMER  (DEREREREGHEI T e E
g EEE QBRI ERMEEIHELERLAY AR EE -
(Z)ER#AxE > a8 (DAZERLO RS ()% EHE 28
CHERE S RIS R L (DB BB B EERANRE
Preiseri#t — #3187 > PORIR 4t — B Es defo 43 T B - {F 2% 56 Fo 20 4%
ﬁﬁ%’ RIFEHHZS > ULHEM AR ES - POERE —EE LHRHH X
A —BEREEMBRELTETE T AT RBGH N > F okt
%&@ﬂ BAEMRT > A FBAARAMYEBER - Bk POERE
ZHBER Q“‘Ebi%”‘i HERRBGEE ﬁf/\"ié}]’@kffﬂ B NG
WA AFIRNGY
BB E R .l: Zimring #wRosenheck (2002) #4 POEAL# F %
IEHLEOBELEZR (DB F EH 4 A (stakeholders) iznaxﬁr:%
R RS REREAZER ) (DB ST B
%‘fﬁaiéﬁiﬁléﬁiuﬂfiiéﬁifi%ﬁ (under-performing schools) - ”‘é"}%
EAREEZROBER > BEHERREF  QXBAFHEYMA (
flne—tumng) "E (settlmg-in) FoE M (DRBARBTHRRY
Tk Q)X HEE BB EERLG R (6) 0%kt fo R 2453
REBBERER S (DRARERDOBEZ IR TR G Uik ask ey
28  HAERKREZHEM S > RAEHE (R80) RARZLFIEHEHALE
T AR ARt T L A (DETHeEE ~ £ RE
HEme A ARG "R (issues) > e TR, RAEAZE L
oy U BT T e B TR ) (Vhat) BREE Z4# 0 (DETH
BiAAMABRBRBETHERY r%\%"éu #LUBE QD ETHEEF
REETHRHEZBZEY "2 (TR F Rt TH
4+F*;c§%é’3”‘*ﬂ’5c’éﬂé’3f€%ti (S)Eﬁéﬁk»’%%ﬁ,i' FFo 3T H A MOR
R(E) R4l F 5 vt B grmaa sk -

S 2REBEBABLTEHTH
POE~T 42 {5 & 4 (the life of a building) #AE &% ’ F Rk
S B Fr S BUA AT =8 A 1345 > AT HPOEMR AR E LA £ R TH6-128 (
Watson, 2003) - Forbes (2004) :RAZLEFA — ~ —FHRFHRIEHR
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c WBERMER S M E > Herman (1995) R A f 20K B fo 4 5 {F A 38
AW BpeTifT " A R & (post-occupancy product evaluation)
AR ERTEEM@IAET RS URBEREE R - B HLRE
FERELEATAEAEMELHE B FITERABALBERLTMS (
post-occupancy process evaluation) > HHR LS BEHBLEIRIFAE S
MO AME—EEFH 0 AT HBRRRTHLE > BT T2 TR
MERTFTHEEWABR - F—BERBZTE BERSCELERER —5%
TR AERBMRSEREY  ERGF LAFNEHER - sboh > ERE
—REGHRFRETEES AL EMA (longitudinal post-occupancy
evaluation) > sbfEFMFAEH T > REREL LGB BIE—K - U
THABRELRABITILAHEE - AE ~ HENRE > 53wl -
—2RALABRIEHE L
GG ERENAEE B (D TA, HERELEROBE
C(DEBREEMEMANEE S BREMY S AHSRZLNERA LR
FEHPEEFR BLRAE RN EAZASLY - HEF42 - BE
IAEFfTHANBAGHRITRSE  HELAREROBAREELY (
Herman, 1995)- Sanoff (2001) fe3F4& ¥ &9 B4 » B kE
BRSO FE G ABYE LB R EFHER LR TELERLY o 4
HHIBBHAERBE ) ZF (experts) #AMFEAREMPEREHA
—BpfE A # (the user) - WAL AL > wl99T40strof fArdRey T
FRE/ER (user/expert) » Preiser (2001) 302 BBk IF tm b o H7
PR A EN NGB RBEHES X ERGEA MR 2R
% i o
Ryland (2003) BRI H L5454 > RARERRE ~ Rt BE N4
B BEB-LAEAENBSRE 0 G353 (ABNEER) -
& (4 ﬁ;}k‘:‘},:g‘gfa‘j )~ ’Jg"?% (REmEr )~ BR GRERERM) - #4x
(FARGEM)BEEER GRERER ) &P — ¥ iEiidn
M E o BAERBHTER m#%%é%%’uﬁgﬂ%&%(me
community of learners)- Bt » POESI T % - SF AR R EH %
1 A% (facility users) #ozkst/#+4% B i (a design/technical team)
v 35 24 F (Ryland, 2003):
(—)&34E A& (facility users)
RIEAE R A& 045
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1 & &k 4 mAK &
2.8 E (REEZ)
.fEEE (REER)
4. #pnE 2 B
5. BB R B B
6. fRE B A
(=) #/#4 B % (a design/technical team)
BA/ AR E R R AIESIRFTIE
1. %ok s
boxed
CRE - RERAEE
B
RE
. B BY BB IR
AR B Ao R
9. 42 % B (custodial services)
10 %1 X2 EEMAELE (The Uniform Building Code Inspector,
UBCI)
S EZREEABRTILEHRE
AR 3 $POEAT8) > ATk B 693888 145 BT A ~ RE IR Fu IR BE AR 2L
BEBAE > UREZEAFER % EE (Jaunzens , Cohen, Watson,
Maunsell, & Picton, 2003) —#&#yPOE&3E (ESD, 2002): (i
BAEE ARG EAERE ) (DR LERTENEHGTLE DFEE
ERABBENEERA ) (DRAEHETEUAFFERAENHEE - BLE
A RBIREARNEECRERMTHE  CEENEEERAE (
building occupants) 89 F K » &35 1 BE - &~ L~ i fosk F
S IE4TE ~ ARG S EE (Federal Facilities Council, 2001) -
R Ee N A » kPreiser £ A (1988) = R#g - LB F ~ 34
BAp ARG eER M ZBEE
(— ) % &ty FH £ £ ( technical elements of building
performance) ! ¥ & PG BB R RAE T HMEHRYE > B EED
(fire safety)~ &#% (structure)~ #74 #vi@ B3 # (sanitation



46

and ventilation)~ &4 (electrical) - $Mi& (exterior walls)
B T8 (roofs)~ MR # 14 (interior finishes) - & % (acoustics)
~ 888 (illumination) #o3%3gir 4] 4 %4 (environmental control
systems) % o

(=)@ FE Ry &% (functional elements of building
performance) : £ B3P MRERMAE ~ HAE £ AN - AHH R AL
% > 6 AR (human factors) ~ #%# (storage) - i#if fv
T 4% & (communications and workflow ) - 3 # Fu 4 16 (
flexibility and change) ~ £ #8% £ 45 2 M (specialization
within building types) % -

(=) & F &yt B £ % (behavioral elements of building
performance) : £ B AMRALBIEZ MO O > 58BEAH
SR @ EE o 63 AL IE B2 48 B (proxemics and
territoriality) ~ # & MHw Z $(privacy and interaction) - 3
404 (environment perception) -~ F{%4v & £ (image and meaning)
~ B Wefe 8 (environmental cognition and orientation)
MEREEM T PEHETEL BB BB EHFTRBE FLEH

AEFo 2 b9 B & > Forbes (2004) A F HEPOEH N B L — &% &

E~ARCME S ZASE - AEME - BEAAME - RBeRE - R

Foz % o Ryland (2003) AMREFRAAAMHERDE » BAREN S

HEM EEAEMEBR LY " YEMHLEE  (a technology-rich

environment ) > A LA - KM~ N HE  —H—F @R GRS

FERBRAE N £ B~ 2RFu T EY > UREEH - EaEA 2T ik

T ERLBRBEBAZERRNELZE  EAME ~ 8% > b it

REEFE - BREHR ZNCHEE > AASE I SRR H SR

£ 8 o b RIE HPOEX M A > JE F FHAT A 5 R ey Bl ~ e fe st
FE AR R W4E 7 & > Lackney (2001) 35 H AL 2R 4 45 L&y

HEFRL 0 BTHE R REERGE TRAH AT ) (the building

condition assessment) MAAT L ERETHRS - REEEF ARG L

BxEgeyEs (expert-driven processes) > R it ik

ERG REFNFEPHFTEEAE —BEEOMG > PTBRAERE
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Bz 4 E 335 (a poor physical environment) B ¥ & H ALV EA o
REFAFREACABORALRAELGHFT B (educational
adequacy of the school building) —EBPLA&&ME H A4 N4 N
FEHE BTS2 ARM - 4 F @ (educational adequacy)
GHEERBRBMYG XEHT B AR BHNEE o b—FEH KRB
ARG GPOEF % > BAERE TR - 8% BME - #HF B HPFLH
% EEAF A fo 152 ¥ %6 (aging facilities) B R AMEF
##2(new educational programs ))#« & A4k (information technology)
HETEE - RIFLREHE PEAHFRITH LEARRY {224
B4 > B H E 5T EFIHAEE— F1%5P0Esy & 2 Mg 14 - CEFPI &
HEBRREFHF > A ERTEHZRPOE (Pitillo 199348 T
+ £ @ 1% #7745 ) (Middle school post occupancy evaluation) Bp & —
Bl) - REEFWA  AANPEERKFT A AN LE > R EHE
&% F B 42 (the on-going educational process) #/E#F X T
ZHEMBAE AERAELFEHEETH L  Herman (1995) 282 - H— A%
W BMEHLEINAEE  BHEFANBERTREERELNHF:
EHRA TR RGEE EREERPABLTERERGFH T (1)
BRERTBTRAEXUERERYHEZHG? (DRALATRME TS EE
HZERHERR? ORLWAEREARTRELAEBEU R 48
BHRAE? DGEEITRT AL BRI ERELASEHLENA &
?OIRSHEAFARLAALTHEE M ? ORSL, OB S RE
REAAMBARZEH?(DAETHELTEAANEHTMARER? ()
BEENENNIROHM A BRHEAT AL ENHBET? (DEELE
BATRIFEFRDHHEH?
2 B E AR Sk

Forbes (2004) 3 38POE#) 4242 0% — B & BLA % hth F ik > 438
(LT EPLY  PEaE Rl RAE BB EXFEXHH
Fo RER/ A Z Bt - Bt POEE R — B A KGR T &
o AU EE (the client/owner) 1% LR #HE M & Pf & £
FEAE— 4 E eytbi -

POE# M &4 7 7% » #Bechtel#oSrivastavats tH 4= % » 835 ¢
()25 3k > B & (interviews,open ended) ; (2)3 3 » &4 & (
interviews, structured): (3)# 4% (cognitive maps); (4)47 4 B
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S CT LY

(behavioral maps): ()83 ; (B)EBEBE ; (DEHEBRE; (8
A8 R (time-lapse photography); (9)i&4 8 B (motion-picture
photography)' (IOF & AR (1) EEeZ L 5 (13)4
ZFH8; (14) AosirEr (3] AZinring, 1987) -

Mason (1999) 8 HPOEGY ik > LB R F st ~ Bl ~ B
BHRE iR URREME RN T E (wRRRE) -

Jaunzens % A (2003) #HPOEeS Fik» L EBAMNERGZE —MEI12
18 A ey E > .45 ¢ B4 (questionnaires )~ & 25 B 42 (focus groups)

3k (interviews) (4o 36 M B T » & £ 4838 ) 4 3% ¢4 Z 4 (physical
momtormg) (hodk o KEE ~ R RE -~ ZRFEE ~CO2EE - TAK
B %) K (observations) (dn ZME R F 3t > SERIRIT) % T3
B AR ERBEFo X & F B Ao ALE R 547 o

BAL RBEFERDRKMGMEEN AR L EERERETHE
#£65% % (Sanoff, 2001) > BarrettfeBaldry (2003) BrigBAA %+ %
HARERE A BEE = (DER S A% h— BTk FEE
e R o Bl BSEMBEERENEAGE > mEFME - ()FNAE
EXRRERAERAEHNL BB AKZEAY (organizations are forever
changing) » Btk R E R& ZA R - BarrettfuBaldry (2003) i#Emi
HPOERA A BEEZ LG EMNKEF & LHEBZ B A (standardized
questionnaires ) ~ & E 353 (focused interviews) -~ &gt i 28 (
structured observation) ~ i %¢ (tracing) ~ X gk £ (literature
search) ~ £ B (study visit) > # %34k (archival records) »
##t (simulation) é b A7 b B SePOE B ML & ik e s S fo B 6
(dok&l) > 24iliie T

%1 POEE i & F ik

A B 54 = & Z5
L & A ELEH 1. R ERE
AL 2. fiRR G BAR EIRPI B 2. ¥ OLT ARAR SR IR St B4R
3. AEE R B AR & S 3t i S.ENBRETALSZTARC
LR ERE 1 gD R SR E M
Eowsk RQRRAEAAER 2. $ELARAR IR AR B AR A
3. AE T AR 1A . EHADE
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BE&1
] B 14 % 3 2k
AR B R BT EHE N LERTHREFFAGRE
g [ (BREASI) RELTRTARR RHELEE Bk Ly
TR AR AR UG ENEE
4. EFRBHUATEREGNA
& . AR #ETA LR TREFEALAGER
2. EMREMMERS
kB 30 1. % E e 09 RE L3 TRERARERIFHRE
- 2. R AR N 2. & o
o 1. THRRAREGRIE 1. F Zat & od
2. Rk AEAR A 2. $E DL T ARAE B A B A2
1. REiaaT A .8 TREHAELEHRR
WRE R EHAREMERS 2. FELASE f 6 B2 AR
3. e B HAF WMy RIR 3. Hr 2 Bxg o) B AL A
L IEREFET R L #LEF T TRORE
2. Bl BT ey Rt Rt E A
B ﬁ'&%%%%%$%%%%i%%ﬁ
4. & 5 5 F e 4R
b. Rl AE1%
6. & A& #EFEE

FHARR - 38 B Facilities Management © Towards Best Practice (2“ed. ) , P.

Barrett and D. Baldry, 2003, p.132.

(—)#2 £/ % (standardized questionnaires)

AL - BRAAGNEHERFI B FEaHE -8y
Bz i RERBME FAMGRIME > @d A BERET#H
Tk ETEMAELR BE -

P L%EN  ARFRZAETUIORE > BB (
focused interviews)  BAFE E 4T ¥4 T PR RELARERHETL -
RARERELABHAGME  BEHRTZRBFELME - — 2R
A& B ERFERAM AT RIE > TR BAETELRE > FIAR
LB BMAE E - BRI B TRICH > PIEE T AR A
GAE A ML EBMERARMNEANEY  wREAZAEYH
WA E ST RE E A BN AR L

- FEAAMER  FAHNEIMEE > EREEARR
EESARE - Bt BECMAEBHRABRRZ I EIH - &




AN HAR R EIRE LR EEYE L -
(=) &= (focused interviews)
REDSAEANRETHAASBREE T B EYRE -
BATHHRA ARE SRR AR I TREISEEY
B - o R A RBEZAMIOEL R AEETHER T
453 4 (an “interview guide” ) UABE 7353k 64 A7 K 8 - A7
RELETHRGHGYE) TR ZRANGMA > BEF ERRIFASE
EBAR o Aol 0 B Y %ﬁ%ﬁ%u&ﬂﬁf\/‘%%ﬁtﬂx A
IHERBFEDRGRG ARG EE
(Z)&#HBE (structured observation)
B R RO ABZAERERA > TRE T A%
Fo T g4 > R—484 %4 " 47 A48 , (behavioural mapping)
Bt - MEAHBERBEBEFOB AL w4 L B A0SR o
CHBHETAE—R > —HR—EA R Eay iR o Babp s TR
HTREZLGHN > AR— MO ABR > ATES XFo T8 o ]
o W RAERERGKRER CHZ P RBEHKREE  BEEOE A
3R IR JE 3 BT X R AE R A AR ARAT A 3R -
(m)ie ¢ (tracing) |
B T RF AT AMRE ) (unobtrusive observation) - #3,
BHEOMT NP AROBEMEHBERSE  WBERANTEHY
W& R RAF B E
mM(U%%)Tu&%%%%%%?ﬁ%%?%(wﬁgﬁ
B3R ) AR - RS BREBRNITA (Bl iAo £ F
BPIR ) BBt AARETUESHAAMELIERAEFT LR 4o
T A E R E A SR o BB BT AILEUR A T8 T ER
HEMT 5D &% DAL ABINER -
BEFEAREBRFTELARE B&F LERE > Hlhok A %k
%%‘ W}u%”yﬁ‘%@ﬁi.ﬂé’éiﬁé’ﬂﬁiﬁ B St BT 50 e S H Ak OF Ok B
oo nARRBM R A3 BREE 48  HBiE -
BT - Avada (hokd) 845 A & E & (by-products of
use) ~ @it A (adaptations for use)-~ & #& /&= (displays of
self) #ax 43 & (public me‘ssakges) o



PRELZRETH EL

51

&4 W H S HIF

15 8l & &b

REABNREEEA T RANMER % M SR 4% 3kt
B B &

(3 S

Ll

K HEH

BB EHINER  BTHEBAMER LR ALZITER
R R EMA TG BRRE RS EAE ZIAE
FTEEN—ARELD D —BEE -

B G R TR BT A e AT B B il Gk
FRIER  THRETELAZE—ELEARET - 5%
B E h TR E T HE AT E T ES > ARy
BEARFEFTHEE - ,

R ARAR R 0 T PHRAE MR LA o 4o
edb/ kB & A BT EAR R E M S TR E R
EEERYFEEEMIFE L E0ER -

F AL R

EAMBREMEBERBAIEEMRG TS b8
FAREEE » SRR o J MM WS E g
BB EFREE > B L TR SHCGH AN G o EE R
B LA :

Je— 1B b ¥ N E R o M > b
REANGTEMGE  RELBRBRTTEESR
EBRBEHE  AFROHTFREL > eI MOEF
WFEXEH AL EAEMEXYERE -

R — A B BRI E R FRER 0 flhe — R KA
M EMAT > EERMRE A ENR -

BT ABRA RN E Lo s 28 ot RkE
o flhe BB ERIGPT > B EE 0 MR E A b —
1B B % — A2 TAF o

8 &R

AP BABTT BRI - BRG PT A e A 45 5] & Bt -
— BB F AT AN THREERIEHBRR®
£ LR EAMNHESARE -

(EREX ]!

VN

fe TARBZIE T > APEFA B T ERIKEE A S
P REABRA CBETE o R FEE LS B IR
v B AN o v

AAPIAEAE A IR o B A G A A o o R IR B
ThASTRR LR BRI LS - BpR e Btk
JERALBE B hE -




22 e E T ES

B kA4

B E  MERBEANEEHAREYAENE -

ER & —EEBmHNELEF LT HANELE YA ? Haskms
MM R HERE L EL R EREREE B
BREEANFEZER?

JEIiE X 8y %@%#y%%ﬁ%#iﬂ%ﬁw’%%&%%%wﬁ

PEA  REEXNHTIAREEY -

B RIR: Facilities Management : Towards Best Practice{ 2" ed. ), P. Barrett
and D. Baldry, 2003, pp.135-136.
(R)XBkE#H (literature search)
BET EREAFRIE > ERBAMNEE Al > AAD
ERZBLGEAL > TREFRGEN - R F TR % £ B
WA Z AT ERRCAHAEELBHHRE -
SO R E (study visit)
BT ERBERE - RHAREBH R ECERBR T LT - 5
R BT RAHEANPOE, RN asfEE  THEATH
ﬁmA%ﬁﬂ%ﬁ%Kﬂa#ﬁﬂ o HF R BT A R A A
é‘JF? LR ey R ux#é‘ﬁﬂéaﬁfxﬁ%iﬂi%féw PH
~@%%%&#&%H¢%AW%¢% {BAE A # 6982
*»‘A‘E»f% REIFETNAE - ARG > RRTRIE TR SWESR » B
S A E R P — e R T ek ey i 8 o
(£)# £ 224k (archival records)
BEFTELEFRE AR BEATE R AmME - £HE
WERT AR AME MRS AhakmAE AL AR
SR c BENHBE - BB LOAFEEH (turnover) #u
g3 % (rates of absenteeism) > $ER UGB HE R GG EE - 4]
oo W RE —HEAMBE T HOAFTEHLS —BESE > AT EEY
ERAH (WVAC) A E2MANTET > sb— F ik TIEHEERK
» BZADMERBITREBEZER -
(ANO#E# (simulation)
BRAZ-HELERLEN T E BECHRESHAEGED
e)y— AR TR - eyl > &8 A - #ﬁ* ~dgE - RRT
H#E & (full-scale mock ups) > RSB ~ A HE - AMeE
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(video animation) % < f2& > BEFERAH L THUFH £ S4iR

WEFAMN > Hlho— BTG RRTHERFRE  EEL

2N ERIF & ®E4E (negative feedback) » #48tb2% B 74048

Iz FeEEARAFAEREER -

HwRERZELEMm T 0 Sanoff (2001) RARLIFHAE—BEEFFRIER
FExBRUEY B2 (a short-term process) BEABRESERE

BMORBEERE R REETHMIEEE BAE - FTHED (
walk-throughs) fes53k > F?ﬁ%k”ﬁ?fﬁ’ﬁ%‘ﬁiﬁbﬁt % Fd 3@ fi—ﬁﬁ%’f %%
MMHA B AD TR EELRREEF BN AERE  BFLATE

ERAMERAHRAE DRALRATLRBAEK - AREE ﬁﬁﬂ # %
LA B A Y fo il ® 4% 0 Herman (1995) 4032 i & A A &9POEF &
' BBl T ;

(—) M % (questionnaires) #u/ % & Z 3£ (printed attitude surveys
) RS EAME R H AR ARR MR AMMNMER FHoh N
AR ZREMG AR EFE  HBEARPHBREREE -

(=)E=E4 (focus groups) %%?T#fr/&éﬂi%\ﬂ)‘u"\ D he SLAE PR B
B HAHMFTHENZ T AR TN EIM - B E -

(Z)A B (personal interview) if%%:%%ﬁfﬁ‘%ﬁ%ﬁi@ﬁi&
Moy HET ~ 24 BB I RITHAR  — S RFSES W  (DE
HABELRFE R RGER IR B AR R ABHE 2 R
R BERBFEGE (DAFREBE R T TU TS E R A
B

(@)aaﬁ%ﬁﬂl\*ﬁ# Fo IR ER - MR E BTSSR e (1)

ERLENTIRERALLERS ) QOREER - oA IRES
ShFBT  cFEL B-2RAEL AMHEREFBLNREN
BREHER G PN ESFZAEREHE RS T ML F RAT
o CERRRIEETEG B -

(&) & #R48 (periodic walk-through inspections) 4% 4-Fo4k ey 4
BITHABITZ - A RBYE > BRAAERGEHKT - b
AR UARIE THAREGBEAE BT LAEROEHT
% THBRELAEREFEUFRAZENEE - KRAB RS
EAESE C BTWTA MAAERAEZMGBERESE S B
LRAMBEHGRETE B EREATRESEM - ERA8
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A ARG - AT EEAN > TR ERBWGH - 34
R E A T R M~ 4T e R o

Herman (1995) #E— 5 3R8H » SARE L oK My AL R 2 438

WA T R AR 7R MERAERNE SRS (DE

B§1t# & (computerized measurement) R F)Z & B fu R B A4 22 i ¢

BEAEFEW o (2)45F %2 X (special metering) BB ER AT

N ARBA G RERIBFE o ()4 ~ 53840 #4324k (maintence, repair,

- . and replacement records) A LAREEARIFEEASE RIKGIE R 0L E

- (4)%% (videotaping) RE MM EEMNE P AN » UAR L

BRI - (5)#% (photographing) & 4 sh3F Aol Kb B 2 4L

- o (6)4p3E | & (taking physical measurements) K B% 4T LA#E & AEAT

BMERZIBH -
o~ 2R BRI

G E -G RRE > TRAMNMEMBAR BRGNS RE

AR GEEE B R R B IR BRIEA S 3 (Sanof f, 2001)

o A& 3E A48 B &1 % (Post Occupancy Evaluation, 2004b; Watson, 2003)

 BREZRBITRNABRT S AZEARE > Lol

()M (2-38) RRERAEEE A 2 EFHEE - BH

% o Sanoff (2001) 5 B AR TIH2A FEFEEHTHLE

BEHRG—LEARTEH - SFAUNBEATHRA AT RAHFEDY

PES DI FEEHLBALEREFEANLER - ART EFASHE

WERLEBMEPEERT Hbz FEEHR > 4o ER G X

s B2REABERE - BANHEEZEIRABRIPL T ESLB%H

o BN E LA BRRERHRERG IR ARk - BAg

CHLBAE R T EMESEES M BREHRPHEEHRE

BAEENE BHEFARLTHENUERHE BTRAATEARE

RHIHRZRERSWHER > B THRASZR T ESE LM HER

Mo EERYAC Bt AFAEEEMARTESE

M i A ER i URFEFEFMENELTHEN -

Sanoffi& — 33080 - ERE A BT > L/BERAR - HE - H

T RERE A (1) LALERBREH IR ERLY

A RBFRIFEATREBE . L ERRHLE > BRI SHEME

BEXAEMRERRGPE > BPARERMAETH  FHOEE
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CREAARBELRGAR S (DIUTIEE - R E Bk
%ﬁ@a%%aﬂ%L%%M&%ﬁm%ﬁ%&%’Wu&ﬁﬁ%
Mg - BERBZITERBAERG TR > LERERTY -
RS HEE LB TS AR B R RITPET E2AT
JAdeda th SR AR A BEARE S B2 tafh o
LJ%&%(ME-ﬁ&ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%i%%%ﬂ%@ﬁﬁ%’W%E
PR BREREATOEE D RMRNCRTELRRGTH 2
BRIEF R RAE c MEARBABERELTUA—HER -
Watson (2003) 45 » IR ELEREZ NS HARE LB EHA
S E BT O EE  HE - EREEL S BT ER %A
GAo R ERENE BT BAEBGAL-T > £ BH100 42
N e % e AT B & (a touring walkthrough interview)
é’]«’?‘-f’% AU BRRESHEBE o 28 FHFEHFI0~9044
PR AVRGHRIA HLAAENTHRERT R EEEF AR
#éﬁkﬁ‘e’\}% C BHKRREE A ERBERE TATHER - s
FikBE MBI (structured discussion forums) -~ #3255
% (B E R Efod AR ) MAFERER (expert scans) >
T eBHER o ' ‘ ‘
(=) \#fr‘w‘ﬂi&ﬁ@ 6i8) | 2 HEEHRGM ~ FTHEER -~ B IRE 0
‘ o Sanof f(200D)FE L EMWAREA S THBLERRHMETA é’J%X*
% ARIHERGREAZIA  HEFARRLERBLERN
)ﬁ&‘ﬂéé‘}%ﬁ‘% k%‘ﬁé‘i FRFEZ R R By Rk Jﬁ%]‘%’f‘fﬁé‘]}i
W2 UHRRARITEHOES - ARERYER  FOEH
&(New Zealand Ministry of Education, -2004; Watson, 2003) :
1. "84, (now) =18 A NehsTEHEM -
2. T#H1% , (later) ZF RN ITHEE -
. Tk (future) $9iTE8 R T HERGHRRELE -
4_\ T & zar ke (focus study) 4’?%&4#‘1%%&%@%% °

B %&Eﬁm&&%m%m - |
éﬂ@%%“%lﬁﬂ‘*l‘ﬁﬁ?%@)ﬁi # =% ﬁgiéﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ' 4%
31 (Zlmrlng & Rosenheck, 2002): %% » é&&?ﬁ’ﬁ”@?ﬂ%@ 24 R
——IE riaﬁﬁ 4, (a "touring interview" methodolOgY> MAA LD
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FEAEREY

IR B R R A RE o AR BT o ko B — 4B 4E AL o
ZEAGBEBILL Watson » 4 ABB80M % AR A HABIRAE F E - BARE S 4p
m%ﬂﬁﬁﬁ’imM%KKM%’%rﬁ@ﬁﬁ@i%?yu&ﬁw%
WRBIRE TR Ao A sty hae - POEBSIRE R % BB R 9% 23k > it
Bo A HE e TH AR EFTE | (action for this building) & "% #
AREE 53], (change in guidelines for future buildings) - #b—
ik R ARE > BT AKMA-K (several person-days) ¥k 0 £
BEGERE S > RASRTARLLIITN - /b3 £ 8534348 B 045
RAEME - BT A E—EATE R S BRE SIS LB
CERRBRGEHE - b— 2 BXIPETEANEAL B2 REIFREE
E] £

R LBl B Tiugr (Santa Clara County) 48 fl 2 78 3 A
RRZG o IR FREGEREARS > SRRBPIBIEYA - 42
JedFo A A o 75 Z3FullerfoZinring %3t — 18 T BPe @8 & |, (Quick
Response Survey, QRS) > B &4 § R M4 =18 B 945 A £ % K fo L a4k
Aok o PR A IESEAE A 3 — B e P& 0 £ %38 A(project managers)
o f ey 2 A (the facility manager) ok B T/ % » #i%E &
A H R &% (a half-day walkthrough interview) & s o € % 1 A
ERYF > BORAGQEE G 0 oM B — &R A (The State of
California Department of General Services) #— ¥R Bpet fi2H
L (RS B3R EEERAT BHR2 ¥ EHE (alessons-learned
database) »

sboh > T 2B 2B 5 % | (a lessons-learned program ) B45#:1997
Faramh o AURBINZR T B R 0 BAERNAEM G 28 o« S @g
%2 #A% (The School Construction Authority, SCA) &9 B & AT -
T RAia T HEF £ F & (the NY City Board of Education) 3% » &
faFRalph Steinglass RAR S - 4 A — B B ey kL > L AL/ TA2ET
B sk REWPOE - AREd 2 o b @ RE BRI H ERBEAFNH R
X RE > URLHIERET "@%RE2EE | (a lessons-learned loop)
HE - YWHMPOER AR » A THEE  SREZZEMHME (SCA) £
TPOEZ AT A fT4mst - A — L £ ER LR TGN — BB LK TR
B > FEHWHATE whMBEIERATTHELES > AEERES -

LHEETER BAFTERFENEELGTE > BT T EAKXPHE
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AFENENTREREFBEMGLYE BBy EhEr34E L5
hoMe) TEREREEIB S K | fola TERAZLCIMBFE > LE BE
BT REEEHEROEN - UTHRE— 5B ® 32K ERPOEY £ 6|
To A B ERALPOEFE RG] - AT AL B FLREHEPOE > it T4 -
— ~ a3 R F R HPOE £
B F A EEa (the Ministry of Education Property
Management Group) #KEA P RRAER S EH 25 2 % (New
Zealand Ministry of Education, 2004) @ s F#3] /-804 K 2 K 4T 8%
RE - ZRABFORALZPEALEBBREL A B2 A A% RE
LAT AR fa 0 B S A2 SRPOE ey 48, o
(— )R B RATECE L A 18 3046
SR 2R (Kaikorai School) Mshsbixstth 24 3 A28 £
RO ER > BZEZMRITER  RAHTELYE  HERE -
BEAMN REREG - FREFH EHIE - TERE Gy
° 81 3, 3R #4247 B & (Kaikorai School Administration Building)
MEBENRHANBRAEREF LS WS H s 0 SR E BT
MR Tk BB T AT E OB AR - BREL M
B ENTAEAALCEATEL > 19995 FwEHE TR BELE
Ta&%234,000T c AT 23 B FPEE R L H 3% (New
Zealand Ministry of Education , 2004):
1. 364 R
RIBRIBIPE 43 H B 2 T EBrian Mitchell &4 >
WEMAET AMERTHEEE M S AL EE T T2
B FL4% Ak ] 8] 245 A(Director of Watson Consultancy Ltd)
Chris Watson &R 7% k&Mt -
200099 AT FHEERERATHRBH D HE (a
touring walkthrough interview method) 3 E pshzsik{E A
HZWE - BERAENERSR XM WM A Rk ity
ME AT RG > FFEEFAHRNH > BT RETE
MM R TR A - e TEABRTEDNRE
bR A B3GR B 43 Ef T ARG AR F 5810
SEARFEMAETE A AT REE  I0ETIHETHE &7
FARBE - FEFIFITHEEERLALO T IHAT. I TRK
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36 84 -3 \giiES 2
2. B E T ‘
3%@]F%%@‘%ﬁt‘i&%ﬁ"l&«fﬁﬁkﬁériéﬁé"“%l EEZR
TR RILBIFHERM 2R EHEEEEEETEY
TAHE > ERBENRERT AR S4B ERI AT EY LS
BRE— M ERA T FofTHHRE » TR A ERE R RBERA (
the value of architectural serv1ces) mkEREE R
{&14 (good value for money) °
S PR H e e AR 0 AR IR AL T SUSK A B A AR AR P
F—BeH/ CET  BERBRETFMYIE R FREBIESE
BRI SRR GO FREN > RIFHARE c SHmL RS
TRTIEAESHGE > BHMELRHREEE  URARY
HE o RAER LGB KRG M (life cycle costing
techniques) » £ W RIMEE R RGEH T E o
(Z)ERF T AL TS
48 & %k (Marlborough) ## F & (technology center ) #2000
CRRIL O CARBTRENORAER L BEEOR N E —EER LY
A A ARBI00 A EZAFERANRS  RIE S A4~ SR
AR BMEMNRESTE c AR E S BERGEATHEMCR AT X F
"[‘é BB TEUER ARSI o AT 5 3] Bl E 5 R A0k
# (Post Occupancy Evaluation, 2004c; Watson, 2003) :
1 *Hé%*‘f/%

BRIFGEEAMBRF CRDXIFLELLE > IRE=ZMEE
BEERME R R AMPNREE S AERGEAE AFgE
IEH o BRI A AR EE S R B[ ES BRI R T UM RS
FlRR =& MR EEEEZEHE UETRA
eF LR ATEE %”1@?%%%‘%7& G E R ERE
BZMNESFERMIAAGER - o

BADBEEREREPEZ — B F ZHENAOHUFTEL Y Eee
BALIFRENTE  wRFEFTLURIPBAY TE2E (
packages) RFET > SRTUEMIFEHHLFE -

2. BB :
HEEMET  RABEFIERE-FAGIT X > AR RE
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HEALELNPE - FHBB ARG T ReYFH DT H B bmn
’&&%Eﬁ%$TM%gi%ﬂ&éiﬁ*k%@£
HF AL E L% John MacDuff3R - T A K e ¥ 5
BPEREEL TR T AR TR EMGMBE TR LR
LRER - BEFFITFRARPATE > REEA Y
T EEZRENARHKZA ﬁﬂ%%%%a#T B PR
HAEZMABE -
345 A R — m&%*“%rﬂ&a(%mmmgdw>ﬁi%
B o o i BRI PO T R ST
(Z)E 418 /\)u‘ﬁ)ﬁ 1% 3 AE
B %, # X% (The University of Auckland) R E (The
Railway Campus) 19994 3% 3 > 44y B P o K &35 4% £ 53 M &
» B& 4 124 KM (student accommodation building) # 230F]
BETAEMBPIOIEEZL - BN AL REN—RRERF LN
(Uni-Accommodation Limited) > & BEHE 4% &/ R Ayt
FEH) - 20014 0 BHEMALARBITABRTFHRAEBNNELE
B MBI ARG EELRE o AT 43 BHFAERFBEEITHR (
Post Occupancy Evaluation, 2004d; Watson, 2003) :
1. B4R
REFERAEOIEEEE EEAME T ~ EHEFoF £ H KR
B ATHFERLELE AN AE EZHGELELE > 2
BHLEZE BM%EMH - BB (bird-proofing) ~ & fo 4%
URBEAGNE TG NMAEEFRAESFN®T  BEBRFEHE
BB EBhpE - AR IR EREBELABETENHBRAEATE
AREABEASE » OBNEF 0 H A O FodF 9 RIEIRIE - JL3F
f& 2 1% A R AE B Ha AR B 480018 AR 6 % A X 5 MBI B 24k -
2&53%
£ 2 pe ik in EStewart McElwaink =R A A =B X &
ﬁ%fﬁf’ BR AT ETRETLEATRELE —F
EEfo ik o T R AATE B B AT H AR BT o A
&?%&%%%@ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁa S —mAEE2 et -
BiE o BRMTURERELZROESGE  BERANNELES
REARZ P o ‘



SRALREY

EEAEEEREHNILELYELERTREE S LR
A HIZ AT PR (the grand entrance foyer): B bR
TR AENAERGEE . | (B

HEMANT PIRBEG ARG AEN L — B 58
Bl AAMALEBRRELEES
FAH R R : Post Occupancy Evaluation (2004d) . Case studies © Student

accommodation building. Retrieved August 23, 2004, from http:
//www. postoccupancyevaluation. com/case_studies/university. shtml

=~ ABE R EPOET £ £

LFEEEMN "T20005 2 RREBEH M A%t o £ 8 | (School
Construction News & Design Share Awards 2000) > #£33% %%+ (F
6K AFRIRE G EEE ) A8E ¥ HPOEME > R AL MIFPOELE - 12
FHF RN FHRPOE CBf M EH M ARG E A H S P HE
BB R R R G R B R HAb P £ LB amE R - #POE
B3R A  bFBRSMN RIEARE R A8 (Davidson Elementary
School in Davidson, North Carolina)~ BRiigE3%ZE M & 4586y F b+
2 (Central Tree Middle School in Rutland, Massachusetts) #Fv4&
ZARN KB AP AT 45 e Ep 5 e 35/ % (Indian Trail Elementary
School in Canal Winchester, Ohio); /&% B 2 4 sb=k 4 23 £ eyPOET
BRBMPHER AL FTEFREFERPELARERGE L POER
RELYRY  AFE R ATEN RGP TERZERM
URHEAFBRE TG EUETEMIEEH R % (the design—not in
theory, but in reality) (Design Share, 2003; Lackney, 2001) -

GRBMTREREEANEREARE F ORI ER > RANE
B# F 2F (the US Department of Education) Fri$ /& &9 7<3E3% 3R B
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» WbR B B2 B £ B2 651 € the American Institute of Architects
(ATA)  (ATA) - BB F B REABREMEZE & (CEFPI) s —+—
LA T 3 F %4 (Urban Educational Facilities for the Twenty-first
Century, UEF21) SR &2 £:B4k A B W& (the American Association
of Retired Persons, AARP) ¥ <AE A £ EHF L - Rt EQFER =
HEN - FEREFOER A RAGES T RIF R - Bk
LUFHMENEL  (DHBERERPENALELNER: A 4H
LERMEPHAE  BLEAHFUMIER R RE 4 LA B RARF
Blid » RBAMAMAR > 6F TEAMPEEHMGEE » BEEME
SLNZERE - FARERERER ERELEXLEHEZLIH
WRMEBREHEERKBEOATESE . (DEARE T &3
B3R EUARRBESFHOLERER FALEFZE I G T o
REMAERMN - BREURGEREGE K > A KART B G812 L
RERERAA G LM IFBMETNEERLA REMNLERNF
4% (the noble character) %758 ; (DRI BEREEAAF EH ‘A
ASE T OIEHFTAE T %24 - e HEWMAA (community
stakeholder) > B E&EARE & F# ~ it - REERL S H L HFR]
MERECE (DORBER - REFRLD T EGEIIANLB R GH
RAFeHie > BENERFMHUETAR > A REHABIEM - 173F
BEMENEE > RUVBBRUARBER LG > TRt @ F X
%618 ODABFAMATRER OEEHERREZENAERARY
B ERAEZBEESE T ZE MM E ) (three dimensional
textbooks) > BB RMTAER  EHMEE/ T EHIELS > EHER
BAEBREARESRAR LR EXLEEARARGEY  HERE
BARAGER  REEZOMALER  HF R &3% 3 (Design within
limits) /AT 4 HZEE ; (O RBEBERSBHAFEM
a3EHmELEyFEE (Allow for what we do not yet know) > 3E P2k
HATERNBEBENASL 2V ERIFIL IR G EPHFTHERA
T EARRRERM £ %5458 (Lackney, 2001)-
TEREEHMARFSELE B EPHE A ERATH4E
M 228 MERGANTHR  (DEE (DFER QHFAR  (D#
BRhEk BEFHESEZOETIRANHF AR RAGFAE
(DAF BhofTzast AR A ERLE 2 AR AEFTHRET Y
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FREE G

Sg)

Ao AP B A 7 R EH LR LB LB OMELTHN T L
E (2)%"7?%&04’1%479‘%%1/0»#LAM?&“*M’F%&Cé’J Foo? (A
BPw); (DBARE/RABRREFLEALE? (RHBROLFE
MEMBA) (D) RF Fho 33t AIREAFE 5 ~ B2 Foins ? (
RPAER ~ ZoFR2) ) ORI AR TR UMM G TH 5B
FR? (AHARAMATRAER) (6T Fuk T A oA RS 05 e o i
BYUHFER? (FREBBERYBHRABEM) (Lackney, 2001
Do Tt B B BPOEAE 93 % © KHTANSE « & i F L 50 Ep 2 52 4
HeFh N EGPOE » R FE N8B 0 LB 4R o
(—) A 4% 374 5 2 45 (POE Honor Award) © 3b-F 28 3k &9 M KA 448 A4 A
s#(Davidson Elementary School in Davidson, North Carolina)
1. R A7 # /N 3POE 4 2 ff 42

SARPOES frehs@iz F > B4 C HWE 2B - RERNLR
Bray sk Ae TAEY) 0 BB RPN R TR X igAT 0 £
AT BERMEIGHBEMHA—EELLERGE R KT
CERFAMGHRZEEN BB FHRERFLTERIHTY
RNERREEA > A BRBERT MR A ER
P ABAEGHRE > 3B R L EAARE A R A S R s AR
GERREMATA A —REAG N ELIHERARBAREN L
B HREEFmETHRAEES (a sense of community) & —

TAERGRA - :

THROF Ny hEBas - %%4%%1@%%%%% TR
EERHTARBMAYE R UMTREY X X HFEMHHL X @
HERBREEEBMERAERY R eyt  BEREREY
EMFR MR/ TEEMA LS 5%y E N 488 (integrated
indoor-outdoor environment) & K 2 Bk o

ETHEINIZRNGEEEL  E— PR AN ETHEMfE
Yo TRAEARENETHAE W BXAMNGEETEH - B%
B ARPERE c OB RbAANEER T U—EE B
WAMEGEMEE  FREGPIRf S HERBI G REIRER -
‘ BT —RpuANBABENwT > BBEANEY > FEA
UM FROER > BIEPwEBTE  FEURLMELRES
PRIMKRER CZRAESLEGEST > HARAIHEY » L4 R
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FRAGARERMOGELED T -

Bo—BFHCASTHT - RRAS A TREI P L
B BEH 9B BRARE > FHAELAEER TRFER
BB RGO BRFHTHEMAMEE —RRGRBEE A
(a wish list)- - e ‘

B — R TAES 14 BRI MRE] - 4 F L8R SR
ERAXREEREBEZHOERELE L (scaled building
components) > FHE B K E LR L E UM AR F AL (
the ideal location) €& % > &— BB 28 T 1254
BEhEIEA o S

EHRAMNGRER - REMANET N RO REBERS
Bt E o B A A6 & R E R Ee R 0
o R B R ZERB D SRR RIEBET W RIS -
HENBAEAEEMER  BHAEZLEFTINILZETE ; o %
HOHEEHTEAMBYBARAERLE THIG NEEER - #
FERAA BRERZTI - ZRAARBBIZALERT A UHLY
BB B RFTREGH > FIRERN T SERME T P INERIG AL
PohEENRES - :

BHFELBRAORRANGMES > AFERMEHIAE (a light
shelf) HAEHETEZBEHANKEAERARSEHETE > sb—
B ATk 4 % (the artificial lighting system)
BEANLRRIEN > bR TRRGEE (oB2a); £F A PR
18 # (The translucent porch canopy) 4.iEMg CAc BN T
(&wB2b) BEHEREETILEEL E6 BB (Davidson

Elementary School - Post occupancy evaluation, 2000)-

A MAFNEIRZBENANKAARALRAEHER -
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b FBRGPIRLBIG AN EAKTE
B2 REHDNEHFHRAE PR
E 4 & % Davidson Elementary School - Post occupancy evaluation (2000). Design

Share. Retrieved August 25, 2004, from http:
//www, designshare com/Awards/2000/10017/10017_Prog. htm

2. 3 FANE R RABIA
(DAF BhofTHE2E (P2 LXFMALEEHER?
AT EHBFUAABEFTARIBHF LT Hb—sdoT 1
ENMGRABREAZE TS XEAHRETRHLH —EYERE
-&@?ﬁi?‘ﬁ%%#?ﬂ%xﬁk HERUEALZLE TH A
BSARORE > HERLEOM BEHEPOHE &
%%i@k%%%%ﬁ?% TP EAE o B @R D
BRI ETHBTEEY BRSO T RAES—HEHTERE Y
# & (the shared areas) ’ &4 & BA A V50 8 K AW A&
MBEE  MmALANEZTFEHAEREHORFERS
(D) ARBIT W fTH B ERRAREH T ?
HEORSEERNR  EF LS THFTEME > 117
BB FHEREE B EMEATEEZRFL AL f0 S
HEEXBREAGHT LN —FRK  BEHREHMB/ALR
9%t TR A LA o Bl R — ARkt By kA HE
e RBRMEEHRLETRE -
oo ARETIESE® TRE G, (the PTA) A7 EE—18
TEHPEFTE TRABKENZOEAFRE  BEERLE
BB R BAB A B LR BB - BHFEYEH R
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BRI —ELEFE T O B LR BERGSGAT » 338
B ER ©472 A F (throughout the day and year. )-
(MBS BRI EBAR

SRR TR FITELZLANER L P05 T2
REFTAAE - 2RITBEABRE - REk - FREHG TR
B~ K #4483 & (Town of Davidson Council) A& £ 3%
B4 (Historic Appearance Commission) #94& 8 > & —IA 4
ey XM ES—EEHH -

HEF Ao BARATHA B S8t B8 B8R B $@ et
MESF B EEE - SAME B 6T AR Mllenry Sanof {20 & 4%
ERAEMZER -

2k SR Y (a wish poem)» A— & 784 T #H
EHGER ARG AR > BA N BREL ST
RERTARMERAOT L -BRGRAL Y AN 2EAHLZRY
RALFAE -

A #sa3 4 (Town of Davidson Council) M A& 2 #%&
Be2MmERASMRY % (computer generated images) #94%
B hBERGAEERTEONERY B @ ERGF S
S ZHBEHSTRENREREY - £ - ER FRP AL
BEE Kool EE o

(D)% FhofTARAMIR BRE4AFE - RE - B PFRE?

UFERRFUNERBARAABLAEGE  BREANEELR

A SRV SRR EEE RS e R REEGEE
(the sick building syndrome) -
(B)F EhofTX TR B ROFAA?

F203ax (8. 1M ) 94 HR G113tk (4. 4558 ) 15
BASRERM b—EE AT FOER > ZRTHEAAR
HRUR B4 &3 (animal habitats. ) &S RIE - 429
#93 e (3,645,008 ) E R P - 2R3 T8 B350 £ IR
B AoAAaaGARMETIEEETE  BHUEHA —
BENEECARERGHR2YTE > LHBIHEEE -

C)FTEAF I R R B S BERGBIPL BN ?
HOE BRI BMAE AW EI 2% (team teaching) Fvi



#RA (multi-grade curriculum) > #dAaH —FHH % g
K-1F8# % 2RI EZREREGABFRPEGRERG (
alternative curriculum approaches ) iZ 3845 M S22 ¥ 2% 3
82 F ¥ wHE (the learning center approach) % # & %)
£/ #9584 (Davidson Elementary School - Post occupancy
evaluation, 2000)-
3. ¥ % #H R A2 POy 37 3%
PR A KA A% (Davidson Elementary School) #9POE25,
AT AR NEME 0 EEGFHA T ¥4 E % (Adans Group)
BE AR MARERESEER > BFFELEREE S 4 5 Hy
ZRGe I AE &R © oo LT - S 45 AEREBAYE
B —EEAARBEMMITREFYE > AR EEAFE AR
THER > FROAZLCHELEERA LB A RRE WS
o Bk EBMAA TR EA G - WA RIS A AR
B SRS 2 48 0 U 0 — 389 o Kl A1 SPOBBER T4 H 3%
BESEEZ Eob-E & LLb &k i
FEBRFEAMIANERE I RS L BN REER
AR RAHGPOEYE » LA THFIEHTTEHALLEREHY
POE# Bz st BAZ PR R T #8184 (Lackney, 2001)-
(Z)R#BERE 8 (POE Merit Award) @ FRpg s B & 4% 35 64 F Ju b
¢ £ (Central Tree Middle School in Rutland, Massachusetts)
BERTFR FBBNKRFTARCERT LA B
CHRBEEAORTERRHUEEINER - AP FHF L EHRE
Wk BARETREHNEEWRELENRFN  EREF L4
RENRGBEHRET -  TEOBIAMBENFT I FHORE  BBF V44
RN RREEH L EFH GG R TR RLRENHEEREL E4EH
HFHOER > URBGEHZ A S 2T R -
it 7 ZPOESY B X OB R B kol B b AR AN R R E
ey £ %L (the architecture of the school building) e +
#tF £ (Central Tree Middle School ) fr#tpiig s E M &45 8 (
Rutland, Massachusetts)  EEM R P R4t P2 AR EL %A A X
I HR AP LERE (a state-of-the-art middle school
curriculum)  H PR AR AT MBRIFH P RELE G P
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Z2# Xz —#F A (Central Tree Middle School - Post occupancy
evaluation, 2000) -
1. ekt b £POEL g1 R 42
Pt £POES B & 0 4B BB Forat 43
T A E B ACHAT T R R B AR R AT Z M o B 14
C LUEALE R AN T RER  -POERERE Y > RMELES AL
Py 2AL By » A EF Sy RHEF ~ RAFITHAE - PRATL
‘ 3%%?%%%’**)"5&%%?5 R REBRERTAAARE ? LR
RALE P AP R T AR l%iéﬁﬂmiﬂl’“ﬁmm)fu\/\v?
BEEE > Bt - RFEFTEBM T LU B AL ZKEM
FR-AE RS TR ) MO EREBEMAEARNGRE > o
(Central Tree Middle School - Post occupancy evaluation,
2000) :
I"/\:ér_zgr*—fx 4&7}: ;}i ...... miﬁz‘%ﬁ*‘ﬁ ...... BAFeeees ;&/E_
ERBHRIRSERGTE  (HEBAM)
TAR B Z BRI EERLR BN O EBR100%E 57! (
C8FERAE)
THRBREAFMEL LR EBRE ) (THERHEG)
EREREEZS  AREBROGRE > ERSEE RS
RHEE LB LR T RIFHEAS (a “good fit”)  #ipfEP
HEMFREENTFRTIRSELE LB CNE - ROHUENEE
o2 BEFAAMNIL  REEERMTER > BHETHFA
FEHEETURAFTAME - Bk THEBERBRIAHEEL
Wi - EAERENMEEH WG - AIRRSELELRAGFA &
FARUREZGRET > AFER - ER - REFEGIMNR - LT
HHERERAEHERMN M 4LBFTHA UEAHPEMAM
HWERB L2 5% - SHARBEAL "W T bty T
B E% | (amood setter) BB X EHATMRARL L T EEH
TRBEES T RIA - BE O REBRBIOERBE
PR MM A T TR T T 2R GRS
o M TEERRMEMEEEHEE c FROWTMEMEE
SEBAREZIMARAEEHINHIRE > oM m AR T
A 84T B do Bli6M R 2R G ER > LHF ke - ¥ o



B4 & B E4F 0 #l4 (Central Tree Middle School - Post

occupancy evaluation, 2000) :

(DHGHAEREROZERHE 1) &8 A A (colorful
atmosphere) » % 7L &% il o KBE &Y% & 453 A4S 3] B8
ERERZEEA TR, TR TS B s Re
£ —ENE > BREERGI BRI -2) REKASE
# 98 (overall appearance of building) » # 4% % 448
BaE TEe cTRABTFE T EE TR e
h T ERY CARRELBERERFTAETEN LY T
AFIEyME - 3) £ B F R+~ (learning resource center
) BREBRERGFET > LBHG ATHABFRLEE RS
ERHER - ERE—ESERARE  RAEHEHNREEFNE
MosMREAZA -

QHEFRAEBRERG BT 1. HEXRD (K FAEK
FEEHE)  MEEMAD  BREMEHRZIMRE - 2 F R
BRI 9% E » RAExE RAZAFLEM - 0. BB ERT
B (RE HAEERSE) SXERERERGLY - £
BRARGEIE - L B B k88 - 3) bk (apnds
B So R ) T AR Ao HE MG R W ik R A BB A R ok A o Bk
cBH YRR AR BT -

QELEZHRNYHEH - &FRA (the colorful atmosphere) ~
BRI - &4 - 20 - HE LA EMIE -

2. K AR NERIT R AP AR
(DAF Fhof 2 E (L) LXHMAELEEHER?

SHABRRERAMAFH e FLERaM8KR D)

RE (Scale): EEMREL— LI EMERBEERY &
HAHTENRE  BRANENEH P 2R BB -
Beoh o ATHEA B R R LR E T ERBEREEF (ABEn
AT Z AT 2R ) S B BB - 2)4E e (physical
organization) ' EHE YT E B R EZ WY F A > ANE BB
HERBEUEIIHHL LB e BB L2 L RMEIR AN
(a homebase) » BB E ey £MK > L ARAHHE ZH a4 v
PEGEMNE > WL E Xk EX AT - 1 F B
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Mey R HENEL KL -3) 44 58 (physical
appearance ) : EE G E B HELERAFHLREHERA
BENEE HOENELBREYHRAEATHRZ  vHEHAE
(the colorful atmosphere) &4y o fedd 2 4 &
BHRERATRMMBRG  mALREEERLRR r%ﬁdv
&y ; (kid-friendly) - R $xts5 ok T A& -
RBRRREARE "EZ ﬁg%%ﬂ%%‘]%%é@@_}ﬁ&ﬂﬁ%

BEGHEEFLE HERED THEARARE THE AT

P AR R E I -

Q)R F 3T TR ERRARLEN T 0 ?

VRERRHRRFHENGMARE £ FRBFE
RERE—MLHG ZREFBEGEUATE & B ERE L
MARBAEZALK B #a28 (REACH for
Excellence) - A4 B EH ZHRIAER E MR - EARSE
CBPME R E AR ARG EAE  RARMET TN
M BRER LR o RIABNEREART K - Hhfe
gi%ﬁﬁﬁ BB RRTRRXAFROLATERTENES
o Ao Bl — LN F R RN TARSELENEATR
BEFHEM (v151tor—frlend1y)

(DA MBI R SHAE

R BB ERGESL - THABHMRE — A
IAE s R AP ERRFRR D BERAIELE R
ANEWHBIARE — B FTERREFEHEURZEANH LI
PG B IEAE

—EdEE ﬁnA%%ﬁCAfﬁmﬁ%%ﬁéa@(
a Building Committee) NEMm - ZEETETF— A% @

# %, (alternative approaches) pAiE#|ZE £ 2 ﬁé@#ﬂ@ea’@ ’
RAEBCRALA TR AALEF FEELAT
o7 % B B ks R A -

(A)mF RhofTAB ARG R RAEATE - 2 ~ e FREY

ARG E—BBAE R THOOREHEE EFENHE
AR RN HNA LA BERERETEER
(complete visibility) » 47 B &) sh e £ /AT ELA B Fo & 8 4T
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CIETITY

#.o

FEF BB E LA o

BEAFRE SHRIAER "4 2 | (neighborhood ) » 2 &7
EHEPHF T ETEH B GIMETHBEGHFELE - MN
WEP OB EFRYEOEE > $BRIET RN ER -

D) F BhofT3TH B RGFA?

HE TR UAR AT RN T AR ENE
Koo BRAREIPAELE » B IRAHRE 8 T o B M o B — Y
B FEEARM 0 B MubiE IR L FIELAE - FiBp
Ml RARBIE B LR F B EE RRMES I - BHA 4
PR BRI > LB E F A KB R BY o

(B)AFTIEH e o & 2| 9B T R ey 58 M 9138 JEME ?

BT RORFOE XA EL A0 A0 M oifbis
BEME (the academic wing) # % EHHN kR E
AR -

BREBEAFFTHEDFTBEUE BB IERE A - E2E%
EHELARAREWE LB F L0 A RIEAH TEN Y
EHoHEMAR S AN NER > TRARABA "28, wi
£ E 4 (“break-out” project groups) > H4fEBEEE
B CHENEFAEAERIHENH Bey8 (Lackney,
2001) -

3 H ¥ A EPOEM %

& Edward Kirkbridefe 373 & st 4 + £POEe% 24 : T POE&) i
DA RHBAT T EA T —EAERFEYEEERAREE
1B A2 6GPOE LA B K 487 Ak /N3 POE % JEAF & 4% R 3R B b od o B RS

HELRA TR T EPOERABE EAM L HBEE T —1E
EEIPLGBREBMAL T > BHANIFRITAE > EEEER
BRI AR~ BRERIHLHEIE THERE(LRLED)
CDECAFBRERBEIZHE (DR ER 32 (nini-tean
teaching); () AH%KF RN @ g LK %% (Self—contained
instruction); (A)fE A4 B~ B TEESL A MRt ey 22 (&

HE) (5t~ /\i‘?&ﬁ%\%%ﬂ%éﬁi%&—%é‘%éﬂ(multl—age

grouping) ; (6) & F 49 4E 3% 5% (looping) o
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oo FFERAT BT EMNEHREUMBE RS > FEFTA
Am—ABERFY Bk HNEFREBRBRGEL > LRHET M
LUENEE - HR o PRBPEPOER R RN REERRZF
BREBRHB G BHETHMEFEZEET > wBEHTELHE
Eohy el ARBASZERZERBENER - BF > FRET
ZPOER LB RMERBARENP) MIFRHELFRER T H
——R& 4k B%3 N (Lackney, 2001)-

First Floor Plan

- B3t R P YRR R Rk
% #H 4R : Central Tree Middle School - Post occupancy evaluation (2000). Design

Share. Retrieved August 25, 2004, from
http://www. designshare. com/Awards/2000/10031/10031_POE_Preface. ht

m .

(Z)A# 3% 454 (POE Citation Award) TN B A AT AR 84
Ep % o SR HEHR N 2 (Indian Trail Elementary School in Canal
Winchester, Ohio)

1. B % S nspe a2 POES B 22
Ep % s e % (Indian Trail Elementary School) (w
F4), K-3) > Rk Z #o0 - # E 47 #74% (Canal Winchester,
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Ohio) > RA#ER39% » £ 48024 (B 442648 » £4 3764 ) &
Al 200 REBMALGFT B TAEI0008 24 Sx2
ABERE—HELIMARATHE - sboh > 2RAEASTH A A
K BMEABRERASHNALETE  2REFTHEELFELE (
soundproof partitions) e & % &h4% B2k 3HEP 6 S MBI &
ER 2R %EE K4 (schoolhouse of quality) B#2 » 3%
@ d TEAE Y e B (Total Quality Management and
Quality Function Deployment) &/ Blfe T B » if 4% % ub 8835 4y
A E R % (Paul, 2001) - 2 @R f Rt BROMBE
/FEMAAT LT Z 94200 M A - 48314238400 A > POEzr 3%
% A& & R4 F (Indian Trail Elementary School - Post
occupancy evaluation, 2000):
(DMA2ERR RN RABANDEZERL: 1. REREANE
RTHREBRFET  REBAHET  (RE1I-B8) "3
EHRRBAARANE P MEHREITH FIBBRLAEGTE LM
R (RR2—BHR) "TREREBRERSHRESF R -
BRMRBRIMEZBSNE  REAREFE (FRI-XHR)-
IHEREGER "TRERERZ—ERP P RowE
R BLERABERBROBBR  (ZF&EEH) T L4
HERF AR RS E A B L ARHE 4 M BRI A
BB FEMATHRRBRE ) (RHEH) T REBAMHGL
B RERBOEE  URAAE BB EAAEBIE - 5 TH
FRW > AMHE TEUT  HEEEZTHELEMRLT (
—FB2E) M ABREANSERL T RELBEMOERHL
I (HREREA]I—4H) TREBEREBRAER  BALH
EEANTF@IEUAER | (HEREK2—LMH)-

(DAL BRI A E2ERL . FERENER T &
EHREMBARYETE (REI—FR) "H/HFEHEAKTOH
FEA— M BRBA-EBROFE  (RR2-F8) "#xE
FRGHARSEEABRET S (RR3— M) - . #EFK %
MER THASBHEFIBUATP®EL2E> (R E
B ) Tl LR 2R FH Bon A eES s B2 ARE RS
P BMEBCRAR TRz (ARG ) T RAEKE LR




PRBERBHE  EE - RHALH

TEAENESL ERELHME > BRMEEE SN, (—
FoEem) M HEEREANER  "HETZBRAMHER IS
BEF (RERE]—2H) TREBEMIER B LA RE
MARBETEL  SBRAEFEM ) (HEREZ2Z— %) -
2. BF AR TEBRAT R AP
(DAT Rl &2 8 (FH2) LIHMAELEEHER?
BRHEEHRE — M T/ EF (a teacher
workspace/tutoring room) > & A F &85 o AR AE 38 4k T 4E B
HTFTEALEYEMNETRAEE B H (snall-group
learning sessions) » E4kug45 &P AR T4 ) AW
e BARBEERER ORI NL TR £
LM bE EITRE (parent volunteers) #| A #% T4k
EREELA ZAPEIRRESAERZGRET > EHd
RE N BY 2 A AR AP 8 TAE o
(D) ARFF LT BERRARLEL T8 7
ERGBERARNERFTE »HERE 8RB SRR
VL LR E AR B EAT o T RRE 4 (soundproof
partitions) &Ry A= > RWRABSZEL EME
HEFHNFE - RAEK RN EGHE S TART
BRET EF R ELE LT AR S ERAM -
ey S AR BB AR BN AT HA R -
(D MB /st BRAEHAR
% #@1E & A4 (the Schoolhouse of Quality) A& <
oy R B Aok st B A2 0 T3 @S 4745 (Canal Winchester) #9488
B/ FEMBAURRECET RGBT 28400 A48
) AEEAE mI R LTI E AR N EWE > &
LMNEEANBERSGLENRRZER > IEMESS &8
AR Y RAEH ~ BB R PIT OB R E AR
A AEE &% (customer driven) : £HI KB F — B P >
INREE S BRAERRPABER S —ARFEFHE RS
REZBEE (focus group) #93tHh BB EARHEE
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