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( building activation) HI%FW s FEE E‘Eﬁ%‘%”@’?ﬁlf,@‘l‘i I Sk 3
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AR 9 1 W VKA PO (O - A RUiLE
(pre occupancy evaluation ) ~ " & # 5% | (process architecture ) #1 T 29 5 E
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ﬁﬁﬁiﬁj:yﬁ%@ o Hr s ri‘”srﬁ::J E[J}‘F"[u PR AIRE R S o T
E S AR E Y S (p.429)

2.Preiser £~ (11988) : M| 1& i (it (POE) kL7 S¥ 0 {7~ BERRLD i
J‘Jﬁﬁﬁléﬁ%ﬁ@m*[ﬁ,@ﬁyﬁﬁﬁ (p.3) -

3.Mason (1999) * IR fff (POE) kb AP Atk {7 o Sepam = = f, «

4.Preiser (2001) © POE RL7E * M2kl ) i Sf 5 ﬁ?’?‘riﬁ“ I
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5.Lackney( 2001 ): *® f‘%'ég—“ I'F‘]( POE )ﬂﬁlj pil B AR EIfJ];ﬂ ]’ﬁﬁﬁ%?ﬁﬁ ¥ (occupied
buildings ) "l "] ?ﬁjﬁiﬂ‘f& Ay | VA, I A
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8.Sanoff (2001) : H| vsﬁ Iﬁ[i_}ij%iﬁ’?‘fff?r’?ﬂ{ﬁ'Tﬁ*‘gfﬂ‘ﬁ'? - 7
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W S S pm‘fﬁ W 5 S TEHHRORE A, bﬁﬁﬁ*flﬁiﬁlﬁm
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(SR el Ul A Bl S CIERE R U 7

ll.E'Jf%'zﬁg—“]'F‘[i“:ﬁﬁ‘ (Post Occupancy Evaluation, 2004 ) : E'Jf’%’é?j[’fl (POE) {7 akpy
K?I'El HIH oA R SRR b R SEOE S R E'J??F[U%T
= EQJ:ISQH:@ %Jr o FF 1 J FTpupu .

12. @F‘i’ (1991) faeh 1 B lﬁ[ (POE) L PSR SEPIEY SR PR
TR ERHRE izplfﬂ“ [l ST ST (TS s ) s 7 e RS
E-lﬁffpﬁ’z}l‘a’ (BY92 1) -

13.[@1‘??%’ (1997) = FE'JF%'EI?FI'F‘U AR RLET B H SFPr s i SERUR A0 1]
’g’glﬂrﬁje?,%ﬁfﬁl@“ﬂiiﬁpl‘ LIRS %‘E‘FIEI +H= o

14.(% 4% (2001) : POE WREFERSFGUF » hl— FE 7 H 2 JEL 2 2 ST
EECITLINERS Sl s @H&%ﬁdmpﬁ R
e R O R L i
TJIE’,[L‘EIFIJFI » SRS 5 BB TR - 7 k) ||&7FEITJ S SE S A

HFRHEF §F{?:f"‘1_§ﬂapj ;[éiﬁ“epuﬁﬂfg‘“fﬁ g T G i
[l 5 g ;eﬁ:qﬁ Fio VIO HEHEBE S HE (91406 F1) -

15.?‘%{?{—'{ (2002) :*H] lﬁl (post occupancy evaluation * ##4 POE) kl— 7
gﬁlﬁfjéﬁ’ﬁ’ﬁﬁ@ > ?f‘jﬁ?ﬁ%ﬁuﬁﬁ HF AEERE - A %“f Ky lﬁl
LTEFE Y SR R 0 P Effﬁ s ﬁ GRS R R |
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16,48 (2004) : POE ALEF1Ji s [l S I B oAaice 7 2] 56 « e
SRRV RS R el g SR o R
ISR o

k(o> MIEE i (post-occupancy evaluation » POE ) Lt 5¥5 g2 it ] -
PRI e T o a7 T B 55 3500 52 d R PV Rl S e

POE fiL™| ') it SER I b p S AR + ST 07 B PO ae - 7
A AR > AR ALYV [plfs - POE B A ] i AU EJZJTEE@‘*
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I POE ] =t B 3¢ @050~ 8 - i i@t ints -~ SR Rl
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Preiser (2001) [?:t POE ffUsd 2 M A fiu f g L 487 2 F 1Py
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FiN 9t BRI 3: [ft;;iﬁs@:j[\tfgmk
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PO PR > D ¢ B R AL ) lftur;' 9 g [
IE:F" [Fr, ' Wf”ﬁ%@% [[pJ*”*ﬂ;‘.}——} l/ﬁ}@[i@%@
35&@;@ FIE g - g “”’I&H EEE EEIVE R - POE i
I?iér %J%U%['?%T?iﬁgﬁ@ﬁ% L - RS ;l@‘[‘%?ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁi puFsd o
APEFH STE M H U 5 (to research effects of buildings on  their
occupants> HSEI] ~ ORI B R R AR H ﬁ‘i"#‘%ﬂi
— P H Py B (building-occupant interaction) & | {3 Y 27 g h) o [P
%ﬁl‘ﬁl % BBIPYR] S Preiser (2001) iy POE P42 i = liufp;f Ve i
JE‘[JE' = R HE R PR AT B35 Y ) AT TP cross-sectional
studies) - I'JF[PAE é&%‘ﬂhﬁj““i%rﬁru (generallzablllty of findings) -
S.HIFE T SR (to test the application ): 4]/ % & [i@( innovation involves
risk) - ﬁg‘;ﬂ i (tried-and-true) fropfed ﬂl@l%’![‘ﬁ:g‘qﬁﬁuzﬁzlﬁlfJEfﬁ’i;, el



(390) 10 FpRREI & =5T- o ol

ﬁ%p@@%ﬁo POE & 2t T forfis g i | ¢ ,Q o Ry LI .
6.}?5.([‘ (= = EFAIYE | (tOJUStIfy actions and expendltures) DR 1?5‘32#1:???’3??]%{
FlijﬂT}l - POE"E SRS SRy |
E’}L-E’gfipjr[ s IF%%”‘FTJ Sﬁ (New Zealand Ministry of Education, 2004 ) F ,,,,, % POE
FVE TRV RLGERSS #lﬁ (1) SPAERA % oo Rl i®e « (2) f;7 R R AE U
FIAYZhfE 1% (functionality of purpose) 5 (3) # ﬁf[lﬁﬂﬁliﬁﬁ (4) i7 ﬁ'k“[[;ﬂj
[ fft (have received value for money ) & (5) 5f\ ?‘ii_g[ ' (B ({47 Watson ( 2003)
PP R AR ORI B S PR SE LR HRA BT
Fo AP i“"[fl'ﬁéif?\fj‘ff‘“ﬂ“ﬁ@?% I JE'VFISF? S IRTE
FEE D o LB (PO EIRLEIL] R T S L o P SRR R PR
?5 s I'E,[ﬂJEI’SFl}éZ]_iiHF % ’ ?E”:QU;Q?@A > ?ﬂ#[]ﬁiﬁlﬂ[ @Tﬂlﬁ*}j?’?a TITJéfFD a2 ﬂﬁfjf{ﬂ]:ﬁ
‘A” SRS R o BTSRRI [ o T (RELE #ﬁﬁlﬁg‘”%1#7ﬁ?ﬁﬂ
i N x%ﬁ

45 Forbes (2004) V42 » 7] f%;'z?j]'ﬁ[ﬁ‘ J3 BT FE IR
1RsHIpY (historical) PR SRR BRI TRV
TR f[ J
2.0k py (comparative) = SFE ARSI o PSR RORUCA AR o - =R
#ﬁﬁ@ﬁ[p’v%ﬁ* o
3kEfY (longitudinal ) ?ﬁ%@ﬁlwm o ALIENELYE [ o SR HORARRR
Eﬁ%&a&%@ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁo
4. 5= 98y (quasi-experimental ) = il = R ke DR RS A A U]
[RIErR
5;]&%’2@%;1 ( post mortems) : ;’“‘:’ﬁ??ﬁ%?%ﬂl@iﬁ@%@¢ SYROR A o R
F%I%ii:” TR PP [ 57 -

Forbes(2004)qfﬁ B ™ SR rﬁ&lpi H .& rFf, L I E E'JE[51€¥§4 (1)
Mgy, (economy) fLHE '%Friﬁ[ﬁﬁ[ ¢¥F£ FIASENE o B E Eijf
FEFR Y 2352 ﬁﬂf"(}:? AEEAIER S E*ij‘ ﬁ*ﬁl?ﬁ'ﬁl M ﬁﬁ[ﬂlﬁ#l*ﬂﬁrf?
ﬁ[féﬁﬁﬁﬂ@iiﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁo (2) "Zhge s (function) i RS RL TR —
SEALISEUPALISER BFR CE FIA ISR i %EWWiWﬁi
EIH R~ > [ AR b 2 AL R AR
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TR = 2 6] » (3) A3, (performance ) 5{?1%}&%%?[[@ S 13 A
ST A 1?1—gﬂlﬂ For S A O R S BE R FTR O A
P B R ﬂﬂl?%rﬁ]&uﬂ\ F%FFIJTMP J%J?‘I[ﬂ:ﬁ;f‘ Tl 2] 8 R A
r%f Il ’[U%ﬁfﬁf{\i .

r?haﬁ%ﬁ‘fu SE) &_ = {7 r AHEJJ BUALELE ] EORERO L - $ 7 POE YR
RS S § ) f AOfi=Y s 191> 1982 & Marans #1 Sprechelmeyer Uizt
fﬁ?@guf?r%flﬁl B 2 RO ORI UL - U BSAIT (EEUY 5 1989 # Van
Wagenberg A[I Wimes 3% rﬁfﬁ?ﬁﬁ,ﬂ PR AR (U ER) R
FpgaE > I E'J?ﬁw’éjfﬁl B BB E PRy 35 (performance criteria) » HY ¥
& - Jﬂgélj?ﬁ ©(1) #[HEr (the spatial aspect ) fH’F‘E‘f [15EH 1 [ PP = g5 (2)
r+%’* [#1 (the social aspect) : I%U?L]EIJT—{*%A TR 5 (3) qba 1 (the service aspect) —
P E I RSPV (Forbes, 2004) -

POE {1 = 7] = ’%f*ﬁ P ERT R E ) — T R [ - IFIZ 359

Jaunzens, Cohen, Watson, Maunsell, & P|cton(2003)3?’ﬁH', POE [yl ™
(1) 7 AR(E P[50 % PORGRIAE TS 2~ Al 5T - =] B
.ﬂi%‘; ;E=°kﬁrﬁ;rg||w ﬁ»uyggkﬁ%¢ NG F‘ﬁﬁ;poE Hl;f%’ggi, %E[g;k’sr

it EE UT et ) fi’?v* DRSO - (2) HRBIFFEELE T I
#05 POE » 4 FIH 25 7=~ AL A ROl R > E'QZN?FEFUL
S B nmmf, (3) ff"] WE&_?;@? |11 3 [ 2 TS POE Y
:T‘?'é”j&ﬁ D ESEEEE P E'E%S'E fi-Hfe1 - Doidge (2001) Hf
ik POE’F?‘“EJE*M%%_%J@R gl}ﬁfgﬁqwﬁ'ﬁw@-@ﬂliﬁ_ﬁjm?o

Vlscher (2001) :&~ #ifT > S FFihL POE iﬁéﬁg’l@ﬁ@?y~ ) :Lj_%] POE
HORVZRI IS POE. [ R EEEGHITEING © % Vischer Fél FETRy POE Rl
0 RLFHREE 20T S I R 2 LA R TR 5

O R B R o T SRR SR & IRV S bl AL

FATR SIS ] F|| (o e s, ﬁﬁﬁlﬁ; U {;p%ﬁﬁbﬁﬁ@ﬁﬁ[?ﬁg
(EEREES U I@Ew@ H S SRR A - P9 SR
Y O RRE ) GRS - S BIEEE S ) - POE PR
EARInl: e R R ;L@ TS 3 FREGEAV AR [0 kL
52 POE 16377300 IR (i > Vischer (2001) 755 PO fORg e b7
ALY @@Efﬁ?ﬁiﬁ& : Eﬁﬁﬂ”ﬁ fams ZREPg

U}
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RER D A " RS fly > L vk (el 2
4 ERI S POE 132 [ﬂ POE 5 5| * HHF (ERRES L ﬂﬁﬁiﬁ’*ﬁ"ﬁ
SO TEIY 1

- ,t;;&,;,\[ggl GHFS * F T S b RO B AL A E b
ﬁ%% »JT @f ;efﬁ:ﬁ TIRY TG P ﬁiflﬁ POE ji £, jc[]%;}' n ]glj
" (aposterlorl P EIRPFAET ORI - 2 LR Y B Fﬁ ’

e O R AR ) S
EJ

'_ﬂ

3.
R I R kL~ Ry TR TR o P& g T AT s 2 SR [
IR & - Iﬁﬂmfﬁi;?[ﬂ'?ﬂ‘ﬁﬂii‘“—ﬂﬁﬁl (afollow-up look) =7 rﬁi TE|H ]
UAS ‘H\]"‘E"r 2RI F g,igAlﬁxjﬁy_j;HﬂjiF]w " POE HAHfY i+ f PF' o

'LFI e ﬁ;ﬁ'T’[& s A = 5 % "EJ’#] O Y T S
POE ﬁrbﬁl%ﬁf, POE ?&%,mu L HE 7 I F{Uiﬁgﬁ  HRIC R+ 6 Ffa;
]Ff[ ( cost-accounting evaluations ) Z[| g ZF 5y ¥ & 5] £l ( technical
measurements of building performance) - #l P&;‘:J:F[ (EFEA Ol @r{u@%ﬁ =,
b EL kL POE - POE & fifis il < @ﬁ?%ﬁ/ V2 BRI I T I R o
~ BRI 55 £ POE U foIf 6

U5 POE |7 2% ~ fl1 ~ S35 - Eﬂ?ﬁ‘%ﬁﬁlﬁf@’ AEE > ERFE LS
FTY 3-5 5 FAR G R A - P PR B S T g R Y 10-25
TR 75% lﬁﬁf%rTF f' POE £i- {ff=a » 5% POE Fr - il
[ s %I_rmglm‘ POE [0 ~ [l ~ R#IF5E » Rty (Preiser, 2001 ) :

LA 354 EH?F, (D) ?FF}FJ IEJFE?&T‘FFR (2) ?j%ﬁﬁ@Flfj%fﬁ'
(proactive facility management) [piVEsd SE( =¥ i (3) & A A1
SRH ST ISPURIES ; (4) Fal TREA *[ﬁ,g@#c%‘éﬁﬁ@” fupsg
(5) fEr e BTy A RV sgi s #5 ( the performance implications of changes
dictated by budget cuts) 5 (6) i\” f,iﬂ%ﬁ W*['E?EF%EJF“EF%\

2. plHHHES 2% Eu;f, (1) gk F%ﬂuﬁ% Jo I PR %&Mﬂj AR B A Y =
WA RROPTL R s (2) R SPRTE Y S i E R R B AR AT
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B (3) RPEAE S BSOSO
BRI Wi (1) R SPSBPORMEE 5 (2) FRART R
fF’Ii/f:“ ) JJE}JF’[EJ[?I/ RAvEE 5 (3) FiEE ci;u | H SRS SR B
Preiser %~ W73 » POE fiffl - EAEARERET & A AR Al [Ef] E | AL
Z 0 P RS * . POE AL ﬁéﬁﬁﬁ'ﬁupfjw:& i (- @jﬁ:;ﬁ@
?FE‘?EEJFE', HIT it AT o 2R H LRV R B R o T A
aﬂz'%&tﬁﬁ‘lﬁfﬁ%%ﬁ?« (= POE ﬁ;[%l u;f“srﬁicmplﬁﬁﬁgf;%pt;_l F[J:lsmrl ,
Bf SRR EREAEGT PO R P -
7i3?'?f?f§$§?f » Zimring {1 Rosenheck (2002) #i# POE 7t %ﬁ\%ﬁ%’(ﬂ? F]El@if?-;‘i
St (1) ﬁé,’bﬂJ 7;J|Tk ('stakeholders ) v[l%;ﬁ{ F R A
g ?% p(2) ﬁhﬂlﬂ EVRAE OB - &R ﬂ:TE’g SRR N NS S e =¥ v
(under-performing schools ) » F#,#;FSF E R lJ?FﬁﬁfE\ﬂj IF‘JF':‘E'[ e Ni‘?{ s (3) LHESLE
‘I“F“ ?lﬁl@f%?’% (fine-tuning ) ° F%’JL (settling-in) FIP1#r: (4) HLH F Tﬁ %quﬁfjfﬁk[ 1 (5)
AP 5 (6) LIFRATHII IR () 8
HUE Ry RS S T;[””%ﬁ@‘r PIIpnE R oS . BW*‘%' (1997) ]?iﬁ“ 1/54 7 e
IS R SR gt T (BRI U)Wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ\ uﬂw
AT HIRIEY R FEJEEU (1ssues) e U IR L RLE T R S S T A l’ﬁ I W['l’ﬁj
TRHBERL L (What) S I %<D¢Hmeﬁ*ﬂw RS T
= THR 5 (3) VR I hEE FYAIE] Efil‘fﬁ;i_ﬁf‘aﬂj' iy rg:%u (4) R RERH
FIRAIRETH e BERL g Rl YR PRIV ET i1 5 (5) W= ’?Wru U?{ﬂ'%“ﬁ?d:
Y (&) FpuRFRE 2 (6) + TW%‘H%FJ 5 IR T = e

mEmﬁ@%ﬁ%%%%%@%ﬂﬁﬁ$wﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%wﬂﬁﬁ%%FW%
S (10 1960 % 1970 & 4 T sl P G A1 R POE 0] AR D

R [Jh|| 2 [%“;f R IR ERY IR TH E}?—L?Vfgo%;[%d\]q ?liyggﬂgwég@ﬁfﬁ
LR u%jaf_@fémfk F'JFI@E'F” v VA %pg;:gggjg&;;@?m ]'Fr[]gmg s g
SR R BRI S U S - 1980 18 AR 2 LT (EITAAR Y
] » K POE 3 * 7 H H SFHAVR - POE oy $2 2t LR 1% D -
i;t’pfji%?rﬁ@;@ Fbg > = SOOI B P A AT ER (Vischer v 2001 )

93— [ £1fY POE R HFAT 1960 5 1 3> S50 B ot e A B B 2 [T



(394) 14 ?’f:ﬁj\g}ﬁ]’g‘[ BT HTT A e

éjfﬁl ‘[gglg’h‘i@ﬁ%j—h[ YR 32 2 AL RIPRYE ] | 1960 F [ EHSH
zfy.jt'r%’ﬁ%?;fr T’“' AT - Al o ST R P I\Jig’rqﬁfﬁfd ”JW/FW%? IEJ;JJ
if} RS s g 1968 F EJ%U??L%#W%?EQ ( Environment Design Research
Assomann) ﬁ“F =H?ﬁﬁ SEH AR B %FETEE' e ?{PJF%?FEEFJ NRE e S
Tir%“?fj; < R REEREIPYRIEE S, mpjgﬁz A R R O SEPEA (human
behavior-based building research ) F%@#E%U (facility programming ) » & F1feI VAL POE »
Il ST 2 A i][‘ﬁﬂ fi 3% FW?} WA I ELRS POE el gL
I 1L (Environment and Behavior ) » r UL~ 2RI 28101 (The Journal of Environmental
Psychology ) 1= fol iU S¥¥EGE > U1 T g S¥AE" Prgt 5% | (Architecture and Progressive
Architecture ) » %EYQH Ay ST |¢ lﬁ, (Preiser et al. > 1988) °
CEF e T R pi’ﬂ‘?{‘iﬁéﬂﬁﬁ ?f’?@ﬁ%ﬁ?’f 790" POE $%: 5PV E ol
’[‘%ﬂlﬂ ['Ff,’m[“’EIUH 5 > Christopher Alexander flfi! # 7 Lﬁ]ﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ C B R
RYE TR [ 1964 & pY r%’“iﬁy'j‘rﬁt' 1 (Notes on the Synthesis of Form ) » 1969
{9 T 258y (Houses Generated by Patterns) A1 1977 & iV TEGYEIF | (A Pattern
Language ) ° lﬁﬁ F[ ri%“fF%EH' et ?ﬁgﬂ‘ PSRRI AR > 2 T %Ejr ?ﬁﬁ”g‘i
?*]ﬁ[t'g (SRR A zﬁ"ﬁ’&*ﬁf%% g s YIS [Eﬁ"'“?f’*‘ﬂﬂifi,lqﬁ/?u WP’”{
( General Services Administration, GSA ) » 1975 & F'Eﬁlpt VPR B BED S pURy IR,
POE Y ﬁlz ”EWET@ » RO EE 1960 F P~ 1970 F FUAT 1980 F = [J“?wﬁﬁﬁfj » 2855
g™ (Preiser et al. » 1988) ¢
1960 institutional settings
RIS POE [R5 (A » 2 BIAI SO H |2 2
B8] F"ifﬁ‘ (=< Van der Ryn I Silverstein1967 & %f4f 1 *%’ﬁf IR
'Ff' 3] Hsia#! 1969 + Preiser plt%ui " (o g R E |4 " e
@‘tﬂhﬁ%' ’ Wﬂﬁ'%’ﬂk F o~ ] ?ﬁﬂ'ﬁ%ﬁﬂ A F" o 1) S S A
T‘“,, T, 5% R ) F fr e
= /Pm“ = »;w;f 1060 & (4 » 7 1970 4 [ FIUS » i e SEA
in 57— T IJF[ ]‘ﬁ*ﬂyrlﬂj L Tlf\_@[ﬁ;k%ﬂ{-guﬁp‘@‘c Fp- 1971 = Field
ﬁiﬁiﬁi*?*ﬁl = (the Tufts University Medical Center ) #ih5— [i5% F'
e O SR G B LRI U LY AR ] R L g 1
(prOX|m|ty of hospital functions) - Iiff’sf L [ EJEa*JF ) f' BE I
Eﬁ]ﬂ‘ﬂ'ff} » 1970 & Trites =& * = i~ 31 1] pO i o [R[R) - ip i gy &
efIf1 i (Pilkington Research Unit) F17 flilil&E" 37 f'*ﬁk]&“ﬁ i
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1970 systematic, multimethod POEs
1970 & {& POE [ M| ¢ &k 1 gy JD ’ D*”E:Lj i JSREIA
BRI ST l[ﬁ‘vﬁﬁﬁF[\Jﬁ%ﬁI lﬁl %V%Ejﬁllﬁjﬁ SR 5 (the
University of Strathclyde, Scotland ) # 355 #F-% ff & (the Building
Performance Research Unit) py Markus #1£! {ﬁJEJME? 1960 & (454 MR Ay
H ZTRY I 0 Markus HLTASYY 4 fﬂ"@ﬁ’?}}k’@ ]’F‘[)Fﬂ:“ (a cost-based building
evaluation model ) » FPFH ¥ 7K %Li?‘i 4 ﬁ%liﬁgﬁ AR I *J[ﬂ:;fﬁ » IR
H 2 EFIPTAUAIE VU Sy R F“ HAgH] .

Newman 1973 & iy [ [ #4594 [ | ( Defensible Space) — ?; P
[T fEu [\J;cjggﬁgﬁ; ) ﬁ’g,[ Eﬁ“fé g[ IV EE - (9] ’rfflﬁ’z}l‘a’ﬁgﬁj% E%‘?ﬂigi@s E3
iz ff"%ﬁiﬁiﬁjtﬁﬁl RU Tl I A f] ﬂﬁ“UF ik ‘/FL%I’ o P T
[Er el T S = FU?EJFFTW ’ “@FJFT? POE H i 'Jﬁl&%& JHIIS2E

HpapyiE :féj (i F B AR (7 F1 Cooper A §F}F§ﬁ POE &vf[ fupu & &

gﬁﬁ Sfak*ﬂg‘“ﬁ 05 RGPS (TP E R R (St Francis
Square ) 7“[' rggif,ém [+7 (Easter Hill Village) ﬂJ“r ]Ff[ - %*{*i Y POE >
ﬁl?F'JﬁﬂFj%ﬁHlJ“%ﬁﬁ” ’ FJ@FUIFD” ?Elﬁ O
(vehicular-free pedestrian zone) ~ {% ¢ #1721 plf[}p puzlfe A «ﬂjfﬁ
T~ SRl AR A R RS E E‘jﬂﬁ?‘ﬁj ]Ffl = BRI RS e o

1974 # Becker FlI7i 7 v‘?ﬁ é}ﬁfkﬁ (= (the New York Urban Development
Corporation ) &2 » {4~ WEF]#’%EZE'F%%?FW?EI O E'Jf%éﬁéjfﬁlElfl
PR BT RS~ 30 R TR 2 IR RS = R
FURTER = FEIED (triangulation) FY YR FUE HEEpORIA] i/[‘%ﬂ‘[ . ?5?5*['
AR S ﬂ?f«{l@' ( behavior mapping ) * ’rﬁ"fi?ﬁﬂl (archival data) #I
fsY A 88 ( photographic records ) « == POE fLT— ffi*] ]F‘[ 2 26 35 AP
B

1970 & FEHE > ph= I ETRII POE T REH POy = E I
08 ’%Hlﬁ‘}f‘ (the U. S. Department of Housing and Urban Development ) FY* 7 IR aﬁ
~ ORI Hi*xﬂ]u'iﬁpjj fi TRENS ﬁﬂ[ﬁlﬁ%[%l M I EHJZE;’E L —

A %ﬁéﬁfjl’%:ﬁ'iﬁﬁ]ﬁl A EEI A Tl B P H IfpEH) e == POE ¢

FOE TR PP E 5{?’5"?% P PP I'“'?f?’?fHI R RRLEE

T EUR Y O R

B PIpuf RS o I [ES«‘@;[I T SRS (U.S. Army Corps of Engineers ) &1
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16 ORI R FHY A I

o BHA = [JFUQr lﬁl TR BB B (ULS Army service schools ) »
i+ H‘HI i I/@fé?;;m“rw HsE R Ry E%ﬁj\ﬁj[ PUBLRE e =g ] 5k :“fﬁl
W“ﬁﬂg?ﬁﬁ#ﬁ‘fdw (o =1l _L[,”%J\ A LTS

1976 &+ Goodrich 815 rr%*f = [Ffu (post-design evaluation) > 600 £} f}
o SR B A lﬁl‘ﬁ%’?ﬂ' B2 SR O e AL SIS
%’?ﬁﬁ’éﬁlf’?]'&ﬂl POE > -~ AR E > 3 Goodrich fihF £17 SfHE" 7
B IO L -

1975 & Rabinowitz fiY " ffl ™|l e gt [/7317“ ¢ ; (Building in Use Study ) ° ]?I
(i 1] T AHIBT HpY 4 Brgesd xﬂﬁff‘ﬁﬁﬂ@ B ﬁp@@é—ﬁ,‘\?ﬁﬂﬂ?r,@
S LpdpoEﬁﬁ[@:pfjﬁﬁ;Jéw FrERAR VR B ~ PR AT R

1970 & (*5 # > 57— 4 POE %Jlj' A - POE EJ'fI*ﬁf«i_ amf%*{‘
RIS * g AR A > T‘Eﬂlﬁ?‘ii}?ﬁ‘%@@gu~ Ff”gh

El%‘r’l‘ﬁ‘ﬁl@i: » POE & * R0 2 RV p) o E B - R BRI A 2
A= - f:l]_%' “%ﬁ[ﬂﬁ‘ o -0l Fridman 7 F’:ram ﬁ)ﬁﬂ?lyf = kAT
(R i 1 211 ol F b 1 %ﬁgﬁ lﬁlghafjﬁ[ﬁﬁ#pjﬁm F"T"‘ [l B
“i =|J? it A= l'ﬁk'“ BT A f{ - gzﬁ}ﬁ“ﬁf? I

%@@ﬁ@“ Ho ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ‘q AR O T < 1970 & £~ g POE
B fl = Rl R EHE :ﬁ]ﬂiﬁrj 8B U TRPEIRUA Y B YD e [

I'l POE i 5 ! it £538) 2] Ii#ﬁw g 102 ZIED -

1978 # Fridman =~ * Ti”*F 1R 2 o Y [ﬂ] ( The social-science-based approach )
F"U?Sfmg ]?“I"Fﬁ CHER %%ﬁﬁg'gﬂ? IF=- POE 45 Elj?ﬁ'[‘?ﬁ : }“’EJE S = SUiN
BT - ?ﬁ?ﬁﬁfﬁ'ﬁ*?/?ﬂ“ﬁﬁ " 5 I ‘IJ?F[ FRTEVE A ~ HiRpu#
B Al F Iﬁ[gl%ﬁ“ﬁrj T bﬂrlﬁ T AL SRRV

1980 POE practice in the public
and private sectors
1980 &+ > POE W B~ ffISEE] » AR [2py £ 'ﬁ%i‘?ﬁ FH A

RO ARLH £ 5Y ) POE -

1980 & % » POE Elfli'?rﬁ L HEE s QESARE R ST - B R 1981 &
Marans #[I Spreckelmeyer 7 réjl’ﬁmﬁi F‘v%i*?'i RV | 5 (Evaluating Built
Environments: A Behavioral Approach) — :F‘} Flvs FRE T (B AP BRI AR 8
(HEARIUGS7Z S LR A 2R (e /F';IF?JEL:“ 1 Mpufsa e
| F—fﬁﬁ??‘(@ﬁiﬁ%‘ﬂ B = W R R ST I e T RIS PR S R AR
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P (R ]Elflﬁ‘ﬁfﬁz“ ffi e éﬂfﬁ“ S R P 5 ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁlﬁ' (B SEPIEIRE SR
T4 28 ’QIH?%E I SR - 1) b (A PR AR AR IR 1 £
&= ?F§L+ - %ﬁFlazf?J@’T%ﬁ?iéﬁ R £ ]E'J—g'gj‘ i *F]:ﬁ:fﬁ R S
3@?’5 F pJ =S F%ﬁ#pfu}ﬁ% @%ﬁg&g:ﬁgo
1982 & » Parshall I Pefia rirjlﬁ,%ff ] & [Ff,ﬁlﬁ'mj?V[HJ( Evaluating
Facilities: A Practical Approach to Post-Occupancy Evaluatlon) - 3" o RS
|[ﬁ [l POE P » 2= A BUpy T HIREHET | (problem seekmg) HETv
JFTJ‘T%’ = RIRRE RS IF‘M/ ASSFIG ] - B POE o 7E
5' Jmiﬂ[ul,g[ﬂi BT U RR R s o PR  SERIAGTATRL [ Y
EAG ETIERYT 0 T s |Frl et o
1983 & Preiser %’FVJ%% lﬁ POE HV[ é‘f;% [ A i S F—
RS - Pl TR AT S SR ”TE'T;J
1984 % Brill ¥ * F1 4l POE [ofig » ikl 20 & W]~ 22D
PRGN > B3 0 BTEEN FRE S BB (B o FLA PURRRIEE Hi

fIer
[ ] “WHH@“F,@E EY %ﬁﬁi%%?ﬁﬂs ’:f’m“ Fﬁ!ﬁﬂfﬁ ERIPIEN R
(e R A I ] FHTJ[. I l‘ﬁﬁﬁrﬁ%ﬂ%

1970 F F4 WIEIE] 1980 & I* > BRI POE B P o
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School Buildings Evaluation : The Development

and Model of Post-Occupancy Evaluation

Chih-Min Tang
ABSTRACT

Post-occupancy evaluation, POE, is the process using systematic method to analyze
the relation between the building effectiveness and the objective after the building has
been occupied for a period of time. POE provides a systematic method to learn from
successes and mistakes of previous buildings. It then offersinformation in atimely and
appropriate way to improve future buildings and to account for design quality of
educational buildings.

POE of school buildings and educational environments has nearly a forty-year
history. However, POE wasn't introduced in Taiwan until 2 decades ago. In the recent
10 years, the POE research on the nation’s school buildings has been booming and has
accumulated plentiful of research results. These research results have made great
contribution to the design and planning of school buildings, building effectiveness, and
quality improvement. In the recent 10 years, the evaluation of elementary and junior
high schools has included “environment and equipment” as an important part of
evaluation, which hence places greater importance on the evaluation of the building
effectiveness. In essence, POE is an important method of evaluation and research for
school buildings as well as an important basis for school building design. The article
will introduce the POE development history briefly and discuss the POE process model
by the authority of POE research, Professor W. F. E. Preiser at the University of
Cincinnati, which could be made as research development foundation for the evaluation
of school buildings and post-occupancy evaluation.

Key Words: school buildings, school buildings evaluation, post-occupancy evaluation,

process model





