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Research Model and Hypothesis Development

A research model which incorporates hypothesis related to the relationship between the quality of public
space and place attachment in the context of shopping centre of public rental housing estates in Hong
Kong is established (Figure 1). Hence, the hypothesis of this study is as the following:

Hypothesis 1 (H1): The quality of public space positively affects the place attachment.

Quality of public space
[ Meaningful activities
u Comfort

—_—
A

Place attachment
Place identity
] Place dependence

] Visitation frequency
] Length of residence
u Visit group

Other predictors of place attachment

Figure 1: Research Model of Hypothesized
Relationship

Findings and Discussion
Research Methodology

A survey approach was employed to test the
hypothesis. Data was collected from two types of
shopping centres, i.e. shopping centre disposed
by the Link REIT and the shopping centres which
are currently managed by the Link REIT. Tsui Lam
Shopping Centre and Tin Ma Court Commercial
Centre are the neighborhood shopping centre
disposed by the Link REIT whereas Tak Tin
Plaza and Un Chau Shopping Centre are the
neighborhood shopping centre currently managed
by the Link REIT.

Sampling and Data Collection Procedures

This study used a convenience sample of 320
numbers of respondents with 80 numbers of
respondents from each shopping centre, i.e.
Tak Tin Plaza, Un Chau Shopping Centre, Tsui
Lam Shopping Centre Tin Ma Court Commercial
Centre. The visitor of the shopping centre served
as the unit of analysis. A total of 4 post-survey
interviews were conducted. The four interviewees
were recruited from the Tin Ma Court Commercial
Centre, Tsui Lam Shopping Centre, Tak Tin Plaza
and Un Chau Shopping Centre.

Hypothesis Testing
Data was analyzed using IBM SPSS statistics 24.0.

Multiple regression analysis was adopted to test
the hypothesis from the research model.

ANOVA®
Model Sum of Squares df Mean Square | F Sig.
1 Regression 3111.800 4 777.950 66.379 .000°
Residual 3691.752 315 11.720
Total 6803.552 319

a. Dependent Variable: Place Attachment

b.  Predictors: (Constant), Quality of Public Space, Length of Residence, Visitation Frequency, Visit Group

Table 1: ANOVA Table of Hypothesized Model
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As indicated in Table 1, the overall regression model is significant, F (4,315) = 66.38, p<.001, R®=.457.
In other words, the predictors in the model (i.e. quality of public space, length of residence, visitation
frequency and visit group) are capable to account for significant amount of variance in the level of place

attachment. The regression model is hence significant.

Coefficients®

A&

Standardized
Coefficients | Coefficients
Model Unstandardized B Std. Error | Beta t Sig.
1 (Constant) 9.852 1.429 6.895 .000
Length of Residence .367 .254 .061 1.446 149
Visitation Frequency -.024 144 -.008 -.169 .866
Visit Group -.308 .281 -.049 -1.095 274
Quality of Public Space .616 .041 674 15.060 .000

a. Dependent Variable: Place Attachment

Table 2: Coefficients of Hypothesized Model

Table 2 suggests that the quality of public space
has a positive influence on place attachment
(B=.67; p=.000). However, the findings
demonstrate that the length of residence, visitation
frequency and visit group do not have any
significant influence on place attachment (B=.61;
p=.15; B=-.008; p=.87; B=-.05; p=.27). Consistent
with the hypothesis, this study has found that the
quality of public space is statistically significant
at 95% confidence level to the place attachment.
Partial support of the research model is observed.

This study indicates that the quality of public
space is an antecedent variable for predicting
the place attachment in the context of shopping
centre of public rental housing estate. In this
vein, the hypothesis is supported. Clearly, some
findings in this study do not lend support to the
prior researches. The place attachment is not
significantly affected by length of residence,
visitation frequency and visit group is particularly
noteworthy. The divergent findings are possibly
due to the different spatial settings, different
measures and method of analysis applied.
Most previous researches have predominantly
focused on place attachment to the residential

settings. This tendency explicitly leads to
different expectations and preferences on the
place. Residential settings tend to enable the
length of residence, visitation frequency and
visit group (social relations) to deepen the
emotional connection to the place and form place
attachment. On the contrary, shopping centre is
typically perceived as a leisure or recreational
setting which is experience-based place. People
usually perceive their connection to shopping
centre based more on the salience of the physical
setting (i.e. quality of public space) since the
personal experience at the place is highly
associated with perception of place, influencing
place attachment. Contrary to the residential
settings, the intention to revisit is based on
whether the people can obtain desired benefits,
such as relaxation, social interactions and fun in
the shopping centre. Quality of public space in the
context shopping centre exerts greater influence
on place attachment than other factors. Therefore,
it is necessary to test the model further by
applying it in other leisure or recreational settings
to study whether there are logic explanations for
the differences in the model testing.
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Multi-Group Analysis
To verify the interaction effect between the place attachment and other predictors such as type of ownership
of shopping centre, length of residence, visit group and visitation frequency, the initial sample was split into

subsamples to make comparison of their level of place attachment by means of independent-sample t-test.

(i) Comparison of Visitor between Link REIT’s Shopping Centre and Non-Link REIT’s Shopping
Centre

Group Statistics+

Type Number Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Place Attachment  Link’s Shopping Centre 160 32.5525 2.35220 .18596
Non-Link Shopping Centre 160 25.1875 3.15668 .24956

Table 3: Group Statistics of Place Attachment for Link and Non-Link Shopping Centre
As indicated in Table 3, the visitors of shopping centres currently managed by the Link REIT (i.e. Tak Tin
Plaza and Un Chau Shopping Centre) rated a higher place attachment scores that that of shopping centres

disposed by the Link REIT (i.e. Tsui Lam Shopping Centre and Tin Ma Court Commercial Centre).

Independent Samples Test

Levene’s Test for Equality 95% Confidence Interval
of Variances t-test for Equality of Means of the Difference
Sig. Mean Std. Error

Model F Sig. t df (2-tailed) | Difference | Difference | Lower Upper
Place Equal variances 23.990 .000 23.665 318 .000 7.36500 31122 6.75269 7.97731
Attachment  assumed

Equal variances 23.665 293.960 .000 7.36500 31122 6.75249 7.97751

not assumed

Table 4: Independent Samples Test of Place Attachment for Link and Non-Link Shopping Centre

Referring to Table 4, statistically significant difference was found between visitors shopping centres
currently managed by the Link REIT and disposed by the Link REIT (t=23.665, p<.05).

Group Statistics

Type N Mean Std. Deviation | Std. Error Mean
Quality of Public Link’s Shopping Centre 160 32.3125 3.65181 .28870
Space

Non-Link Shopping Centre 160 26.9813 4.84797 .38327

Table 5: Group Statistics of Quality of Public Space for Link and Non-Link Shopping Centre
Shopping centres currently managed by the Link REIT (i.e. Tak Tin Plaza and Un Chau Shopping Centre)

had a higher score for the quality of public space than that of shopping centres disposed by the Link REIT
(i.e. Tsui Lam Shopping Centre and Tin Ma Court Commercial Centre) as shown in Table 5.
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Independent Samples Test

Levene’s Test for Equality 95% Confidence Interval
of Variances t-test for Equality of Means of the Difference
Sig. Mean Std. Error
F Sig. t df (2-tailed) | Difference | Difference | Lower Upper
Quality of  Equal variances 29.720 .000 111 318 .000 5.33125 47983 4.38720 6.27530
Public Space assumed
Equal variances 11111 295.492 .000 5.33125 47983 4.38693 6.27557
not assumed

*Significant at p<.05.
Table 6: Independent Samples Test of Quality of Public Space for Link and Non-Link Shopping Centre

Referring to Table 6, the p-value of Levene’s test is as “.000” so that it is concluded that the variance in
quality of public space of shopping centres currently managed by the Link REIT is significantly different
than that of shopping centres disposed by the Link REIT. With the significant difference found in both
place attachment and the quality of public space, this finding is consistent with the hypothesis of positive
relationship between the quality of public space and the level of place attachment. In comparison with
most landlords of the shopping centre disposed by the Link REIT, the Link REIT has made apparent effort
to improve the quality of public space by carrying out asset enhancement work for enhancing the physical
attributes of the shopping centre and broadening trade mix. There is no doubt that the better physical
attributes and more diverse trade mix in the shopping centre managed by the Link REIT can contribute
to the enhancement of shopping experiences and in turn influence the visitors’ place attachment to the
shopping centre. In this sense, statistically significant difference in the level of place attachment was found
between visitors of the shopping centre of Link REIT and that disposed by Link REIT.

(ii) Comparison of Visitors with and without Visit Group

Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for Equality 95% Confidence Interval of
of Variances t-test for Equality of Means the Difference
Sig. Mean Std. Error
F Sig. t df (2-tailed) | Difference | Difference | Lower Upper
Place Equal variances 5.598 019 -2.680 318 .008 -1.37362 | 51261 -2.38216 | -.36508
Attachment  assumed
Equal variances -2.703 317.957 .007 -1.37362 | 50818 -2.37345 | -.37379
not assumed

*Significant at p<.05.
Table 7: Independent Samples Test of Place Attachment for Visitor with and without Visit Group

T-test result (Table 7) indicates that there is statistically significant difference in level of place attachment
between visitors without visit group and that with visit group on place attachment (t=-2.703, p<.05). As
stated above, social interactions which evoked among the family, friends, classmates or colleagues can
contribute to hedonic experience (Stewart, Fujimoto, & Harada, 1999). The presence of visit group easily
leads to memory-nudged visit experience that can strengthen place attachment. In this regard, statistically
significant difference in the level of place attachment was found between visitors without and with visit
group.
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(iii) Comparison of Visitors with Different Visitation Frequency

Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for Equality

of Variances

t-test for Equality of Means

95% Confidence Interval
of the Difference

Sig. Mean Std. Error
F Sig. df (2-tailed) | Difference | Difference | Lower Upper
Place Equal variances  1.424 234 -.643 318 521 -.34449 53559 -1.39823 | .70925
Attachment  assumed
Equal variances -.643 244.910 521 -.34449 53562 -1.39950 | .71053
not assumed

*Significant at p<.05.

Table 8: Independent Samples Test of Place Attachment for Visitor with Different Visitation Frequency

T-test (Table 8) indicated that statistically significant difference in level of place attachment was not found
between frequent visitors and non-frequent visitors (t=--.643, p >.05). Some plausible reasons exist to
explain this inconsistent result. First, the higher visitation frequency to the shopping centre is not necessarily
driven by place attachment. Instead, it is attributed to the fact that the shopping centre is the pathway
necessary for access to their residence location. For example, Tak Tin Shopping Centre is connected with
Tak Tin Estate, Lam Tin Estate and Hong Ying Cour while Un Chau Shopping Centre is connected with Un
Chau Estate. At the same time, Tsui Lam Shopping Centre is connected with Tsui Lam Estate and King
Ming Courtwhile Tin Ma Court Commercial Centre is connected with Tin Ma Court. In line with this, the result
of questionnaires shows that more than 38% of respondents visited shopping centre since they passed by.
In other words, the repeat visitation arising from the need to pass by is not necessarily a great source of
positive visitation experience that generates place attachment

(iv) Comparison of Visitors with Different Length of Residence

Independent Samples Test

Levene's Test for Equality

of Variances

t-test for Equality of Means

95% Confidence Interval
of the Difference

Sig. Mean Std. Error
F Sig. df (2-tailed) | Difference | Difference | Lower Upper
Place Equal variances  14.093 .000 -.979 318 329 -.59646 60948 -1.79559 | .60267
Attachment  assumed
Equal variances -.862 103.499 391 -.59646 69185 -1.96850 | .77557
not assumed

*Significant at p<.05.

Table 9: Independent Samples Test of Place Attachment for Visitor with Different Length of Residence
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According to Table 9, contrary to prediction, the
length of residence does not yield contribution
to any significant difference in place attachment
between visitors with longer length of residence
and that of shorter length of residence. A tenable
explanation is that longer length of residence does
not necessarily contribute to the longer length
of involvement in shopping centre. Although the
length of residence is pointed to influence the
place attachment through the accumulation of
social ties (Lewicka, 2010), it is worth noting that
the social ties can be built in other leisure settings
outside shopping centre such as park or the open
area of the estate. According to the researcher’s
observation, except Tak Tin Shopping Centre,
there is no free seating provided in the shopping
centre in another three shopping centres. The lack
of free seating place deprives the residents of
opportunities for spontaneous social interactions,
solidifying friend bonding. Therefore, no significant
difference in place attachment has been found
between visitors with longer length of residence
and that of shorter length of residence.

Conclusion and Research Implications

This study is the first attempt to identify the
significantly positive role of the quality of public
space plays in formulating people’s level of place
attachment to the shopping centre of public rental
housing estate. However, inconsistent with our
expectation, the study has found that length of
residence, visitation frequency and visit group
do not have any significant influence on place
attachment.

This study provides a number of practical
implications for owners and/or facility managers
of the shopping centre. To enhance visitors’ level
of attachment, the shopping centre management
practitioners could emphasize the trade-mix
and hence broaden retail choices by combing
anchor tenant with distinctiveness and other small
tenants with features. It represents a critical factor
in evaluating the functional aspect of a place.
Significant effort should be made to provide
customer-focused facilities to fulfill different needs

RERFEEEEEEDAD

of different groups of shoppers such as barrier
free access facilities, baby care room or family
toilet. This is particularly useful for ensuring that
that physical setting of the shopping centre is
compatible with a range of activities such as social
gathering.

Several weaknesses of this study should be
addressed in future research. First, cross sectional
design was used in this study, pointing to the risk
of reversed causality or reciprocal causation in the
relationship between the quality of public space
and place attachment. Future study can extend
the line of research using the longitudinal design
since it is proven to be useful in investigating
the timing of changes in the independent and
dependent variables. Longitudinal studies entailing
the investigation of visitor data over multiple
years can provide an elaborative evidence on the
relationship between the quality of public space
and place attachment. Second, the research model
in this study mainly focused on place identity and
place dependence. Other dimensions of place
attachment i.e. place affect and place social
bonding, therefore, should be incorporated in the
measurement of place attachment in future study
to capture potential dimensions of this construct,
thereby increasing the exploratory power of the
model. Finally, it will be interesting to examine
the model by using structural equation modelling
which enables the testing of several relationships
concurrently. Therefore, it can test the model’s
validity with another data analytical technique.
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Introduction

The Hong Kong Housing Authority (HKHA)
took an initiative to curb anti-social behaviour
(ASB) in public rental housing (PRH) through
the implementation of the Marking Scheme for
Tenancy Enforcement in Public Housing Estates
in 20083, shortly after the outbreak of the Severe
Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS). Later, the
scheme was renamed as the Marking Scheme for
Estate Management Enforcement in Public Housing
Estates (hereinafter “the marking scheme”) in
2016. The coverage of the scheme was extended
from misdeeds related to environmental cleanliness
and hygiene to other estate management
issues, noise nuisance and illegal gambling in
2006. Households who committed misdeeds
will be allotted 3 to 15 points depending on the
seriousness of the misdeeds. The tenancy will be
terminated under the Housing Ordinance when
16 valid points or above recorded within two

years (HKHA, 2016). However, there has been
no strong evidence of the effectiveness of the
marking scheme in dealing with the ASB problems
in PRH in long-term and no extensive support of
the implementation of marking scheme has been
received from the PRH tenants as it is considered
as an unfair punishment system (Yau, 2012a).

Moreover, the scheme undermines the
neighbourliness in PRH due to concentrated
reliance on tenants’ complaints and reports to
ascertain misdeeds (Yau, 2012b). Tackling ASB
from the root, i.e. design of the built environment,
should, therefore, be considered. Researchers
believed that building design could affect crime
or ASB. For instance, fewer crimes exist in a low-
rise building or dwellings facing each other as
effective management can be achieved more
easily and natural surveillance is more effective
(Newman, 1972; Stollard, 1991; Holzman et al.,
1996; Lab, 2010). Moreover, neighbourliness
can influence crime occurrence or prevention.
Neighbourhoods with close-knit and mutual trust
among residents tend to have a lower crime rate
due to greater social cohesion among residents
and communal atmosphere (Cherney et al., 2008;
Lab, 2010). Also, building design can influence
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neighbourliness. Like smaller building and greater
size of public spaces provide opportunities for
more social interactions and identification of
common interests between residents (Newman,
1972; Abu-Gazzeh, 1999; Foster et al., 2010).

Nonetheless, the literature tends to concentrate on
crime and seldom investigates how housing design
and neighbourliness can deal with the problem of
ASB proliferation. To straddle the current research
gap, this research aims to explore the relationships
between housing design, neighbourliness and ASB
in PRH estates in Hong Kong. It examines whether
different types of housing block design, e.g. “Twin
Tower”, “Slab”, “Single Aspect Building (Harmony)”
and “Harmony |” contribute to varying degrees of
neighbourliness and levels of ASB.

Literature Review and Conceptual
Framework

The relationships between housing design,
neighbourliness and ASB were widespread
neglected in the academic field. There is a
large volume of literature on ASB and its control,
concepts and measurement of neighbourliness
and the relationships between housing design,
neighbourliness and crime. All these previous
studies form the strong bases for hypothesis
development and methodological design of this
research.

Anti-social Behaviour: Concept, Control and
Measurement

ASB has been defined “an act which caused
or was likely to cause harassment, alarm or
distress to one or more persons not of the same
household as the perpetrator” (Crime and Disorder
Act, 1998). It is also known as “incivilities” and
“neighbourhood disorder”, comprising problems of
public order like fighting, street hassles, littering,
groups of rowdy teens, public drug use and so on
(Taylor, 1999; Skogan, 1986). The degree of ASB
problem varies across different neighbourhoods or
housing communities because of the differences
in resident characteristics and efficacy of housing
managers. Causes of ASB proliferation are multi-
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dimensional. For example, ASB among children
can be a result of poor parent-child relationship
(Bronstein et al., 2003). With more parental
support in the behavioural development of a child,
the child is less likely to be engaged in ASB
(Carlson & Sroufe,1995; Ordoéfiez, 2009). Besides,
the better is the image of a neighbourhood or the
more CCTVs installed within the neighbourhood,
the lower will be the level of neighbourhood
problems (Lynch, 1960; Poyner, 1988; Chatterton
et al., 1994).

Governments use different approaches like
tenancy control, penalties and incentives to curb
ASB. For instance, probationary or introductory
tenancy, which usually lasts for 12 months, is used
in social housing in the United Kingdom (UK). If a
tenant violates the terms in the tenancy agreement,
the social landlords could evict him or her before
or on the expiry of the probationary tenancy
without proof of any ground for possession and any
judges of the courts (Crawford, 2003; Yau, 2014).
The marking scheme implemented by the HKHA
in Hong Kong is another form of tenancy control
measure. In the marking scheme, 28 misdeeds
are prescribed. Households who committed those
prescribed misdeeds will be allotted 3 to 15 points
depending on the seriousness of the misdeeds.
The tenancy will be terminated when 16 valid
points or above are accumulated within two years
(HKHA, 2016).

Enforcement of legislation is another way to
strengthen the control of ASB in society. The UK
Government was empowered under the Crime
and Disorder Act 1998 and Anti-social Behaviour
etc. (Scotland) Act 2004 to issue Anti-social
Behaviour Orders against perpetrators. Pursuant
to the recently enacted Anti-Social Behaviour,
Crime and Policing Act 2014, the court can decide
the rules for the perpetrators to comply with at a
period of time. If the perpetrators violate the rules,
punishments (e.g. for instance, up to 2 years’
imprisonment or unlimited fine for those who break
the rules of civil injunction and aged over 18) will
be imposed.



To control ASB with incentives, several countries
such as Australia, the UK and Netherland
have adopted the tenant incentive schemes
which are essentially manifestations of welfare
contractualism. These schemes aim to encourage
public or social housing tenants to obey the house
rules and certain obligations by offering them
additional rewards such as rent subsidies for
their good behaviour (White, 2000; Jacobs, 2008).
Alternatively, some governments launched family
intervention projects like ASB family intervention
programmes to provide intensive support (e.g.
in forms of guided family planning) to the needy
family to address their ASB problems (Department
for Children, 2009).

Many researchers like Ross and Mirowsky (1999)
measured the ASB level directly by asking the
respondents how they perceive the level of ASB
proliferation in their living places. For instance,
the respondents may be asked to indicate their
agreement with the statement “my neighbourhood
is noisy” using a Likert scale. This approach was
adopted by Yau (2012b).

Neighbourliness: Concept, Measurement and
Impacts

Neighbourliness is defined as “the neighbour
together with neighbourhood efficacy”
(Dhattiwala & Biggs, 2013) and “the communal
institutionalization of the perception with
neighbours” (Schnell & Goldhaber, 2001). Good
neighbourliness is beneficial to the interactions
and relation among residents within a housing
community (Beaudoin, 2011). Neighbourliness is
believed to be institutionalized and embodied in
the social norms (Schnell & Goldhaber, 2001). To
measure neighbourliness in an objective approach,
scholars use different indicators. In Agrawal’s
(2008) study, neighbourliness was quantified in
terms of frequency, place and method of social
interactions among neighbours. Beaudoin (2011)
measured neighbourliness with the frequency of
visiting neighbours, exchanging things, providing
and receiving help with small tasks like repair work
or grocery shopping.
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Kasarda & Janowitz (1974), Tobey et al. (1990)
and Sampson & Laub (1993) found that longer
length of residence was conducive to the
creation of a strong, stable neighbourhood and
thus increase the strength of neighbourliness.
Compared with other factors such as community
size and social class, length of residence seems to
be a much stronger determinant of neighbourliness
in a community. Moreover, Knies (2007) argued
that residents from the lower-income groups
tended to interact with their neighbours more
frequently perhaps because people with a higher
socioeconomic status are more likely to go for
business trips and long-distance trips so their
larger social networks inhibit them from spending
time on interacting with their neighbours.

Besides, the study by Agrawal (2008) showed
that residents interacted more often and invited
each other to their homes because of their
children. Schnell & Goldhaber (2001) also
emphasized that the social interaction, social
ties and neighbourliness of families with children
were much higher than those no-child families.
Traditionally, people avoid social isolation through
neighbour contacts because neighbours are
people who are easily got in touch with. However,
advancements in telecommunication technology
and public transportation make distance less of
a constraint in maintaining contacts with like-
minded people who may not live next door
(Wellman, 2001). Therefore, neighbourliness starts
declining in the modern world. On the other hand,
Weening et al. (1990) argued that more efficacious
information technology can allow better information
sharing and exchange within a community,
facilitating social control in the neighbourhood and
harnessing neighbourliness.
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Housing Design, Neighbourliness and Crime

Abu-Gazzeh (1999) and Foster et al. (2010) stated
the nearby public spaces provide opportunities
for social interaction and identification of common
interests between residents. Also, greater building
size leads difficulty on recognition between
legitimate users and strangers (Newman, 1972),
and reduces the amount of social interaction
(Newman & Franck, 1982). Besides, Cheshire and
Buglar (2016) advocated that physical proximity
like high-density units, or the flats which shared
amenities causes residents deep involving in
their neighbourhood’s lives, mutual aid, and close
friendships. Nevertheless, it is liable to increase
prevalence of poor noise insulation, gossip,
bullying, intimidation, neighbour dispute and social
conflict (Cheshire & Buglar, 2016).

People commit a crime generally based on the
factors of ability, opportunity and motive. Kushmuk
and Whittemore (1981) argued that the effect
of physical design influence crime through the
intermediate goals, including access control like
the use of closed-circuit television cameras and
surveillance like dwellings facing each other or
more placement of window and installation of
lighting (Newman, 1972; Stollard, 1991; Lab,
2010). Newman (1972) and Newman and Franck
(1982) believed that high rise or larger building
is unmonitored and has multi-user entrances that
allow strangers easy to access the dwellings,
therefore has obliquely effects on the higher
personal crime and the fear of crime by the less
effective management.
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Inhabitant with more close-knit and trusting
tends to have lower crime rate, as residents are
more willing to intervene to control and correct
teenager’s behaviour and to preserve the common
community (Cherney et al., 2008). Kushmuk
and Whittemore (1981) believed that the ability
of residents to recognize their neighbourhoods
from strangers and identify the needs of the
community could enhance social cohesion among
residents and build the communal atmosphere
which facilitates to eliminate crime and other
neighbourhood problem. That recognition and
identification can be created by the interaction
between legitimate users and other social events
(Lab, 2010).In virtue of better neighbourliness,
neighbourhood watch groups are more liable to
be built for providing informal social control in
the community, for example, discussing common
problems in the neighbourhood and promoting
joint action to address the mutual problem (Lab,
2010).



Conceptual Framework

The literature seldom investigates how housing
design and neighbourliness shape ASB
proliferation in a housing community. To straddle
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the extant research gap, this study draws on
the conceptual framework in Figure 1 to explore
the relationships between housing design,
neighbourliness and ASB in PRH in Hong Kong.

Development Scale:
. Single-loaded/ Double-loaded Corridors
. Size of Common Area
. No. of Flats per Floor

HOUSING DESIGN

NEIGHBOURLINESS

ANTI-SOCIAL BEHAVIOUR

Types of Interaction:

. Conversation

. Visiting

. Receiving/ Providing help

. Having social activity together

Types of ASB:

Causing noise nuisance

Littering/ Disposing of refuse indiscriminately in
common area

Smoking/ Carrying a lighted cigarette in common area
Allowing their animal or livestock to foul common area
with faeces

Dying clothes in common area

Gambling in common area

Figure 1: Conceptual Framework

Research Design

To empirically test the relationships outlined in
Figure 1, desk study, structured questionnaire
surveys and in-depth interview were conducted.

Desk Study

The background information of the selected PRH
blocks, for instance, block design type, typical
floor plan, block age and the total number of
flats were collected through desk study. The
major sources of desk study are the government
published data such as the data from the official
webpage of the HKHA, as well as the internal
documents of the HKHA.

Structured Questionnaire Surveys

Convenience sampling and face-to-face method
were applied in the structured questionnaire
survey. Other sampling methods like random
sampling were infeasible because of the
unavailability of the contact methods of all
households in selected PRH estates and lack
of access to individual flats. Compared with
the postal and online survey, the face-to-face
approach could allow more effective screening by
avoiding the provision of false information by the
respondents and increase the response rates.
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As this research focuses on housing design, two
housing estates with different block configurations
were purposively chosen. These estates were Shun
Lee Estate and Fu Cheong Estate. Housing blocks
with different designs were picked in order to have
some varieties in housing design for meaningful
analyses in the later stage of the research. Table

1 summarizes the types of housing blocks in the
two housing estates to be covered in the research.
Altogether four types of housing blocks, namely
“Twin Tower”, “Slab”, “Single Aspect Building” and
“Harmony |” were studied.

Table 1: The Selected PRH Blocks

SINGLE-LOADED DOUBLE-LOADED COMPLETION
DESIGN DESIGN YEAR
SHUN LEE ESTATE Twin Tower Slab 1978-1979
FU CHEONG ESTATE | Single Aspect Building Harmony I 2001-2002
(Harmony)

Around 40 residents living in each type of selected
housing blocks were surveyed. In other words,
a total of 160 samples were collected from
four selected blocks of two estates. The target
respondents had to live in the selected PRH
blocks for at least five years and had to be aged
at or over 25. These delimitations aimed to ensure
that the respondents knew the situations of their
housing estates well and were mature enough to
evaluate ASB seriousness in their estates.

The questionnaire was divided into four major
aspects: (i) the screening questions such as
age, the PRH block the respondent is living in
and the length of residence in the PRH block;
(ii) the respondent's perceptions and feelings on
neighbourliness: the perception on neighbourliness
was operationalized by the frequency of social
interaction with neighbours in last three months;
(iii) the respondent’s perception to different ASBs
in his or her building: the perception of ASB was
also measured by the frequency of respondent’s
neighbours committing ASB in last three months;
and (iv) the socio-demographic profiles of the
respondents. The frequencies were measured on
a five-point scale (with 1= Never; 2= Once to third
times per month; 3= Once per week; 4= Twice to
four times per week; 5= (Almost) daily).

2018 YEAR BOOK

In-depth Interview

For acquirement of the relatively all-around
perspectives on the relationship between housing
design, neighbourliness and ASB seriousness
in PRH in Hong Kong, in-depth interviews were
carried out with a housing manager and two
housing officers of the Housing Department. The
interviews were conducted face-to-face such
that the interviewers could more easily probe
for explanations of responses as well as identify
and understand the body language and facial
expressions of the interviewees. The interviewees
were asked to respond to the interviewers’
questions based on their experience in the
management of PRH in Hong Kong. To supplement
the questionnaire survey, the interview questions
concerned the interviewees’ observations and
perceptions about the relationships between
housing design, neighbourliness and ASB in the
PRH estates they were managing.



Findings, Analyses and Discussion

Table 2 and Table 3 show the summary statistics
of the respondents’ responses to the questionnaire.
Bivariate analyses were conducted to test the
hypotheses of the research. The analysis results
suggested that only one out of seven hypotheses
was refuted empirically. The results of the one-
tailed t-test supported H1: “the ASB problem
is more serious in housing blocks with double-
loaded corridors than in those with single-loaded
corridors” (p<0.1). While open single-loaded
corridor can admit more natural sunlight and
allow better ventilation, double-loaded design of
corridor comparatively has poor air circulation and
illumination which amplify the influence of ASB like
odour nuisances.

H2: “the more sizeable is the common area in
a housing block, the less serious are the ASB
problems in the housing block” was supported
by the Pearson’s correlation test (p<0.1). The
Pearson’s correlation coefficient was -0.3622. One
of the possible explanations for the significant
negative relationships between the size of common
area and ASB seriousness is that the lift lobby
can act as acoustic buffers. A more sizable is the
lift lobby can diminish the adverse influence of
noise nuisances affecting the residents. Similarly,
H4: “the better the neighbourliness is, the less
serious the ASB problem is” was also supported
by the Pearson’s correlation test (p<0.1). The
Pearson’s correlation coefficient was -0.3175.
The analysis results demonstrate that a rise in
overall neighbourliness level was associated with a
decline in the overall ASB level. Perhaps, residents
with better neighbourliness were more willing to
participate the neighbourhood watch groups, take
a role of surveillance to ASB, discuss common
problems in the neighbourhood and promote joint
actions to address the mutual problem. These
activities helped reduce the proliferation of ASB
within a housing community.
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H5: “neighbourliness is better in housing blocks
with single-loaded corridors than those with
double-loaded corridors” was supported by the
results of the one-tailed t-test (p<0.1). The results
may be ascribed to the fact that environment
of common areas (e.g. communal corridors) in
housing blocks with a single-loaded design is
better in terms of natural lighting and ventilation.
Residents feel more comfort in using the common
areas as a space of social interactions, which is
conducive to the cultivation of neighbourliness
among of the residents. As for H6: “the
more public common area in PRH, the better
neighbourliness”, it was not refuted empirically.
The Pearson’s correlation coefficient was 0.5293
which was statistically significant at the 10% level.
Residents were more likely to walk away from
their home to the common space to interact with
their neighbours if the common areas are more
spacious.

Regarding H7: “the more flats per floor of the
building, the worse neighbourliness”, the Pearson’s
correlation test returned a negative but significant
correlation coefficient (r=-0.4165; p<0.1). The
results imply that a reduction in the number of flats
per floor was associated with an enhancement
in overall neighbourliness level. It is probably
because in smaller groups, consensus and norms
are easier to develop so neighbour conflicts can
be reduced. On the other hand, H3: “The level
of ASB seriousness increases with the number of
flats per floor in a housing block” was refuted by
the empirical findings. The Pearson’s correlation
coefficient was found to be insignificant even at
the 10% level. Since gossip is easier to create in
those blocks, it has a positive impact on social
control function including control of behaviour
by excluding people who act anti-socially, and
effective management can also be created when
the quantity of staff allocation is based on the
number of flats.
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Based on the findings of the research, some policy
implications were drawn with a view to better
control of ASB in PRH. For instance, the HKHA
should construct PRH blocks with single-loaded
corridors rather than double-loaded corridors, with
more sizeable common areas including corridors
and lift lobbies and with fewer flats per storey

of neighbourliness. Also, the government
should launch more engagement activities like
organizing planting program in PRH regularly. It is
important to strengthen support for the mutual aid
committees for enhancing mutual care and support
and fostering senses of identity and belonging
within PRH. These would facilitate stronger

neighbourliness to be developed and thus inhibit
the proliferation of ASB in housing estates.

to directly reduce ASB problems and indirectly
reduce ASB problems through the enhancement

Table 2: Summary statistics of the respondents’ levels of interaction with their neighbours

Fu Cheong Estate Shun Lee Estate

1 2 8 4 5 1 2 3 4 5

How often do you have conversations with yOur | 5 0004 | 23 7506 | 30.009 | 21.25% | 10.00% | 25.00% | 42.50% | 15.00% | 12.50% | 45.00%
neighbour last three months?
izg;h;’qﬁe“ do you visit your neighbour last three | ¢ 550, | 26 2504  8.75% | 3.75% | 0.00% | 81.25% | 16.25% | 1.25% | 1.25% | 0.00%
i‘;;‘}'lb"oier“la‘z?tg;‘; ZSXS:OOT receive help from your | 355504 | 40,00 [ 17.50% | 6.25% | 0.00% | 50% |43.75% | 6.25% | 0.00% | 0.00%
ile‘i"‘:}'lbggf'l‘aS‘:‘:h::;“m::::sj"m' activities with your | 7 5504 | 23.75% | 5.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 86.25% | 13.75% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%

Table 3: Summary statistics of the respondents’ perceptions of ASB seriousness in
their housing communities

Fu Cheong Estate Shun Lee Estate

1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3 4 5)

How often do your neighbours cause noise nuisance
last three months?

How often do your neighbours litter or dispose
refuse in the common areas of the block last three [ 35.00% | 36.25% | 17.50% | 11.25% | 0.00% | 57.50% | 37.50% | 2.50% | 2.50% | 0.00%
months?

How often do your neighbours smoke or carry a
lighted cigarette in the common areas of the block | 63.75% [ 25.00% | 10.00% | 1.25% | 0.00% [ 90.00% | 8.75% | 0.00% | 1.25% | 0.00%
last three months?

How often do your neighbours allow their animals or
livestocks to foul the common areas with faces and | 92.50% | 7.50% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 86.25% | 27.50% | 0.00% [ 0.00% [ 0.00%
urine last three months?
How often do your neighbours dry cloths in the | o3 750/ | 65506 [ 0.0006 | 0.00% | 0.00% | 70.00% | 25.00% | 3.75% | 0.00% | 125%
common areas of the block last three months?

How often do your neighbours gamble in the
common areas of the block last three months?

48.75% | 21.25% | 12.50% | 15.00% | 2.50% [ 57.50% | 36.25% | 5.00% | 1.25% | 0.00%

86.25% | 13.75% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 88.75% | 11.25% | 0.00% | 0.00% | 0.00%

Remarks: 1-Never, 2-Once to third times per month; 3-Once per week; 4-Twice to Fourth times per week;
5-Almost daily
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Conclusion and Agenda for Further
Studies

There is a large volume of research exploring
the relationship between housing design and
crime or fear of crime. The link between housing
design and ASB has been largely neglected in the
literature. To straddle this gap, this research aims
to probe the relationships between housing design,
neighbourliness and ASB in selected PRH estates
in Hong Kong. It is interesting to know if we could
tackle ASB problems by means of altering the
built environment. This research could raise the
awareness of the importance of housing design
on promotion of neighbourliness and control of
ASB, and facilitate insightful policy implications for
future PRH development in Hong Kong to be drawn
based on the empirical evidence. This research
revealed that the ASB problems were considered
less severe in housing blocks with single-loaded
corridors, with more sizeable common areas or
with better neighbourliness among residents.
Besides, neighbourliness was found to be better in
housing blocks with single-loaded corridors, with
more sizeable common area or with fewer flats per
storey.

“Housing design” in the current study is specific to
the design of corridors (single-loaded vs. double-
loaded), number of flats per floor and size of the
common area. In fact, the scope of housing design
can be extended to include choices of building
materials and overall planning of a housing estate.
Therefore, future research is warranted to see
how housing design affects ASB proliferation
in a housing estate in a more holistic manner.
Furthermore, this research focuses mainly on
the factors contributing to ASB proliferation in
PRH. Further research can also pay attention to
the impacts of ASB like its effects on residents’
physical and mental health and their participation
on estate affairs. The research can be further
extended to cover private housing as well in the
future.

EERFEEEREETA

Acknowledgement

We would like to express our heartfelt thanks of
gratitude to Dr Yung Yau who provided us with
valuable guidance and comments throughout
the research project. This project will not be
successful without his support.

References

Abu-Gazzeh, T., 1999, Housing layout, social
interaction and the place of contact in Abu-nuseir,
Jordan. Journal of Environmental Psychology,
Vol.19, 59.

Agrawal, S. K., 2008, Faith-based Ethnic
Residential Communities and Neighbourliness in
Canada. Planning Practice & Research, Vol. 23,
41-56.

Anti-social Behaviour Act, 2003. The Parliament of
the United Kingdom. https://www.legislation.gov.
uk/ukpga/2003/38/contents

Anti-social Behaviour etc. (Scotland) Act, 2004.
The Parliament of the United Kingdom. http://www.
legislation.gov.uk/asp/2004/8/contents

Anti-Social Behaviour, Crime and Policing Act,
2014. The Parliament of the United Kingdom. http://
www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2014/12/contents/
enacted

Beaudoin, C. E., 2011, Neighbourliness with Ethnic
Groups in the United States: Modeling Its News
Antecedents and Health Outcomes. Journalism &
Mass Communication Quarterly, Vol. 88, 821-842.

Bronstein, P., Clauson., J., Frankel, S.M. and
Abrams, C.L., 20083, Parenting behaviour and
children’s social, psychological, and academic
adjustment in diverse family structures. Family
Relations, Vol. 42, 268-276.

2018 F R

/3



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

74

Carlson, E. A. and Sroufe, L. A., 1995,
Contribution of attachment theory to developmental
psychopathology. In D, Cicchetti And D. J., Cohen,
editors, Developmental psychopathology: Theory
and methods, New York: Wiley, 581-617.

Crawford, A, 2003, ‘Contractual Governance’ of
Deviant Behaviour. Journal of Law and Society,
Vol. 30, 479-505.

Chatterton, M.R. and Frenz, S.J., 1994, Closed
circuit television: its role in reducing burglaries
and the fear of crime in sheltered accommodation
for the elderly. Security Journal, Vol. 5, 133-139.

Cherney, A., Sutton, A. and White, R., 2008, Crime
Prevention: Principles, Perspectives and Practices.
Sydney: Agency Limited.

Cheshire, L. and Buglar, S., 2016, Anti-social
or Intensively Sociable? The Local Context of
Neighbour Disputes and Complaints Among Social
Housing Tenants. Housing Studies, Vol. 31, 729-
748.

Crime and Disorder Act, 1998. The Parliament of
the United Kingdom. https://www.legislation.gov.
uk/ukpga/1998/37/pdfs/ukpga_19980037_en.pdf

Department for Children, 2009. Think Family
Toolkit: Improving Support for Families at Risk-
Strategic Overview, Surrey: Crown Copyright.

Dhattiwala, R. and Biggs, M., 2013, The Political
Logic of Ethnic Violence: The Anti-Muslim Pogrom
in Gujarat, 2002. Politics & Society, Vol. 40, 483-
516.

Foster, S., Giles-Corti, B. and Knuiman, M., 2010,
Neighbourhood Design and Fear of Crime: A
Social-ecological Examination of the Correlates
of Residents’ Fear in New Suburban Housing
Developments. Health & Place, Vol. 16, 1156-1165.

2018 YEAR BOOK

Holzman, R. H., Kudrick, T. R. and Voytek, K. P.,
1996, Revisiting the Relationship Between Crime
and Architectural Design: An Analysis of Data from
HUD’s 1994 Survey of Public Housing Residents. A
Journal of Policy Development and Research, Vol.
2, 107-126.

HKHA, 2016. Chapter 20: Marking Scheme for
Estate Management Enforcement in Public Housing
Estates, Section B, Policies on Public Housing.
http://www.housingauthority.gov.hk/en/common/pdf/
about-us/policy-focus/policies-on-public-housing/
B20/B20.pdf

Jacobs, K., 2008. Contractual Welfare Ideology
and Housing Management Practice: The
Deployment of ‘Tenant Incentive Schemes’
in Australia. https://www.researchgate.net/
profile/Keith_Jacobs/publication/233441557 _
Contractual_Welfare_ldeology_and_Housing_
Management_Practice_The_Deployment_
of_'Tenant_Incentive_Schemes’_in_Australia/
links/00b7d52d732aa81ca7000000.pdf

Kasarda, J. D. and Janowitz, M., 1974, Community
Attachment in Mass Society, American Sociological
Review. Vol. 39, 328-339.

Knies, G., 2007. Neighbourhood Effects in
Germany. https://www.researchgate.net/
profile/Gundi_Knies/publication/311964914 _
Neighbourhood_Effects_in_Germany/
links/5865457808ae329d620457b0/Neighbourhood-
Effects-in-Germany.pd

Kushmuk, J. and Whittemore, S. L., 1981, A
Reevaluation of Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design Program in Portland,
Oregon. Washington, DC: National Institute of
Justice.

Lab, S. P., 2010, Crime Prevention: Approaches,
Practices and Evaluations. New York: LexisNexis.

Lynch, K., 1960, The Image of the City.
Cambridge: MIT Press.



Newman, O., 1972, Defensible Space, Crime
Prevention Through Urban Design. New York:
Macmillan.

Ordoénez, J., 2009, The Influence of Parental
Support on Antisocial Behaviour among Sixth
through Eleventh Graders. Dissertation Abstracts
International, Vol. 71, Section A.

Poyner, B., 1988, Video cameras and bus
vandalism. Journal of Security Administration, Vol.
11, 44-51.

Ross, C.E. and Mirowsky, J., 1999, Disorder
and Decay: The Concept and Measurement of
Perceived Neighbourhood Disorder. Urban Affairs
Review, Vol. 34, 412-432.

Sampson, R.J., & Laub, J.H., 1993, Crime in the
Making: Pathways and Turning Points Through Life.
Cambridge: Harvard University Press.

Schnell, |. and Goldhaber, R., 2001, The Social
Structure of Tel-Aviv-Jaffa neighbourhoods.
Environment and Behaviour, Vol. 33, 765-795.

Skogan, W.G., 1986, Fear of Crime and
Neighbourhood Change. In A.J. Resis and M.
Tonry, editors, Communities and Crime. Chicago:
University of Chicago Press, 203-230.

Stollard, P., 1991, Crime Prevention Through
Housing Design. London: Taylor & Francis.

Taylor, R. B., 1999, The Incivilities Thesis: Theory,
Measurement, and Policy. In J. Travis and J. E.
Brann, Research Report: Measuring What Matters:
Proceedings From the Policing Research Institute
Meeting. U.S. Department of Justice.

Tobey, R., Wetherell, C.and Brigham, J., 1990,
Moving Out and Settling In: Residential Mobility,
Home Owning, and the Public Enframing of
Citizenship, 1921-1950. American Historical
Review, Vol. 95, 1395-1423.

EERFEEEREETA

Vols, M., 2014, Neighbors from Hell: Problem-
Solving and Housing Laws in the Netherlands. The
Arizona Summit Law Review, Comprehensive Law
Issue, Vol. 7, 507-526.

Weening, M.\W.H., Schmidt, T. and Midden, C.J.H.,
1990, Social dimensions of neighbourhoods
and the effectiveness of information programs.
Environment & Behaviour, Vol. 22, 27-54.

Wellman, B., 2001, Physical place and Cyberplace:
The rise of personalized networking. International
Journal of Urban and Reginal Research, Vol. 25,
227-252.

White, S., 2000, Social Rights and the Social
Contract — Political Theory and the New Welfare
Politics. British Journal of Political Science, Vol.
30, 507-532.

Yau, Y., 2012a, Ruling out trouble: Unacceptable
behaviour and its control in Hong Kong’s public
housing. Habitat International, Vol. 36, 11-19.

Yau, Y., 2012b, Social Impacts of the Marking
Scheme in Public Housing in Hong Kong. Social
Indicators Research, Vol. 107, 281-303.

Yau, Y., 2014, Anti-social Behaviour Management:

A Communitarian Approach. Habitat International,
Vol. 42, 245-252.

2018 F R

75



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

76

B ) 5 B IR AR A5 ER AR 5T B T 2R

o b
 MREERL
ERRREHEEEHRARK

m=

BEE B KFARBHEK PR RER - HBHX
REMEXHARREAMEEAEEARRES  AMTH
mER—EAORME T HEBE - EWH R ZFXE
7R RREEXNEERREEKAR/AMYEMEE
MEFR - MPEXEERBEEE TR EAMBEREFE
EEVHRE - TR T RENRMEEENEZMAE - AX
ARBRES  BRES - BEEH  EENEFAME
AHE OMYEREETFENER  RHELDRYE
ERNHRES BT BRVEEERBEE £/
MEEELE  FXTKRE  BUFEKAE T - ARMEN
HERE -

51

BEEWEFMOTERIE - MHEEN HBEE - ¥
BENBETHEM VEEESHLELAERT —T
IKFRVRREY - BERFHTEARA  BREZHQ
BEFZEHEZKEAMNE - BURER - RENDE
ERATREESEENMARA  RRNAEEERESE
HEPHEMNEEEREERE wEEHRERMEE
BEXEFEMARANRSEFREEE  WENE
BUIREEME - AEFHIERERURTCERERDN
BIET R TZTEMBEREXREENEEREENER
- BEREHMEXERENMLEL  PELEXABBRIUN
HermtE - BRNEEEESEFNYEEREG
HEERHARE DETECAEY  EEMNE
RPFTMERETES - WEEERFEATHELEE
A R TARENER > KAEERER  HHEEM
BREHEERAIRDOEZAKT D - MEEETE
WHRBZOARRL - B2 T=MERE EET R
WM  EBERRMRENE - (EEERHIRE
HITHODEEERAZEHERRELENAR -
BEVMEREETIFEAWENIREER  EFEERE
AR TEE EUIARBEFEZHAE LHEERE

m

2018 YEAR BOOK

BEEF——RBELR DEEENERERZB/ESR
B BEERESE - BBREEENNE  MEETEN
BB RMERK - E28EH - BRRNA - FRITME
AT REEDEEERAERR LMBEREEET
RAFH)ELRE

— DREMRETEHER
(—) MIEBBE

(% | —@E20H L 80FRATEEAR
Bas At EEZERAT R E
NEEVTAFTENIBE - WERELME
MEE - Al BT E - Al fEE
TLHEREEY - MEREEXNZH BN
RERSEREEESE  BEEZE RSP
MRXEEEMIER—WE BRBF B
ERE BE  BEREHRAKESME -

(Z) REEHEE

VEREEERFEHEDSAERERE - B
tREMERENEENTE  REFME
MFABEMEEPTEMISHEE  BSETR
RENEERRS DXEERFHEEEMN
—EEZEXED - BRRAHHEER L
FAbw - ERER ERRITEERS TEDN
BR HEA/SARBHOARIEX - —
BUWEEEN RERLRRE  BEENNEE
BREMABMERR  HE  HEREERR
% ORENMEEE  HIBEHREEN
miENEE REEBNEERERBNAK
i - BREALRE - BREKL - BITHH
| REELES

(Z) WREEHEERS
1. IRMEERAIAENEEETE
MEMEERTETUNEMERE
B MAERIANE - —FHH R

MYEEE A AEMEEN TR IE
BET AIRERERS GO



mAERBBERRE BT R
FEeXBERE  EeWENERD
B REWERR EthREMER
-

2. REENYMEXEERMEARREM

%

A—hH - YWEEENLE KBS
MEMEREZEFPNEE RRWE
MERZE REFHERENS -
MEEENBENAETAE @S
BEEkE - RE ERNTE
ERRE BELEGWNEN  BFE
RAGRT - BEEAMEEKRKFNES
e ZEANTEEMAE  Ewilt
WMEERES LI EATERT R
EHEEMELEESOTAFAN - 5mE
MMEEETMER — AR EME
B WHEER EAXTAE AR
MEREH TMEAARKEDHE
& XEABEEREN TIEREER
B AR —ERDERT OO
gl ERDIREX TR G AR EF
BHER G BEESSH - BEYHAE
EE - MHEAENEERE- B
= an E W) K E R RS 2 BE BB
MRS - ERET AP TEMER
BRI MEEAARS ANEE EIF
MXHBRAR T EH - BT
R TEBMRET BN EE
A o

= REWEREESRFENRERFES W

(—) FHERES

BEMXEERTOER - &6 Wl
R - T BN EERM D T AEM
R HEERRTRENED  SREHE
TENER TEERMEERTENME
BEYTRIFNEETR - Wl TARER
ENBEHEL REFMHELEAETS L
MBEFN  EERTNEESGE  MEEN
[FE - WIMTIRE  BERRRENGRE @ &
2 TSR AR — A - R AL
MIRE e o A - AL BATHREYMEE
ERGEHEFEHZZMRRE -

REBHEERESETANE

MEEEMAMHRER  EHRERA

%7‘5% -

S

HERMR - REKLES B8 &
AT 45 BB Y HEEERBEEN D
FEREABE KMERLER/D
EMENEERE MEEER L
EBEESIEMER  RHBEHRL A
THEEEKRIDHOELELEERE
FRERER > MBBEBOAHIE - 1€
BMRARARZEFSFARRER AN
MEERERITCR  BRHETH
ERBEREM T REMEE AR
EWMz=g VILRETHREYEREE
BEORAMRMMR - AT - BYEERE
ERYIDENERKMEL - DANEEE
BB BRERZ T AR = R EAE
BRE EBEEBRVKRENT
BRI L WEREENUHENHHE
BEZHREYMEEEDERARBEBR
RYRERITENER -

MOMEERCERBEETS ¥
XERPXRRZEE °

HRBEBEMNDERBITEEREER
MY RMEETS - TTEAEAN
FIERE REABEZOHERE
AB ABREERT BWNLELHBH»®
ENAERIXER SR TYEE
ERGEERT ARMERBLEE
BFHR BOEEREEKAE - B
BARKFNRBEERERR ABE
EMPERNEEE  MERBLEE
ZENBEHWE ERERERD
ENHAMBEE MEARNELALAL
RFEM BRI ER - AR OBUIRH
EHYMERFRBCREHE RZRE
N BEREMERAFHEEBERIBR
—ERH ERNYMERBTHLE
BEXRINE -

2018 F R

77



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

/8

3 N

GEIN-ATES

(1)

EREBOITRERNTE

EE/ N EERS T EER D R
HEMAR HEERMEBR
B ARREFEETRE B
MEEERIIANERE - 1
AABFRBINEENRE - &
AR EERE B HER
ETEREIRORILMAER
ITARNTHILL - AR ERER
& ZERRBEHHRTHMBEE
MRS - ERRXEEKE
FERTEEEERRLEMAL
B R  REMREEKE
B ANEIREBECHE  #
HAMAERREEE 25
FOBMETORERE HRRTE
EREMAETE  METDEREE
KRR - EMEH—LEEH
MEMERYEE -

ERRETRERNT B

FENMEN-LHERETEE
Mz BESIRONEEES
Bl A - HBEXENDNEAL
i BEMKEAREHRE - W
AR AREBARBOFLFE
EEARBEREHELEARR
KES  #)REEMEGMLAM
EET BEALHERERMIFE
TREFERES  EHEIE
RMEE -

ERARERHENFEERERE
PER - AR B &K
BT fE - R R EIERE
HRAZERTETEEAH &
HEXTAEEBEDNSE - MATHE
TR -REREHTFERRE
Rk EAREEMEFRZEH
XX zEdlE  AMEENE
RRBTREBAEE - A-HK
BEEZEI WEXFEKRT
B BEETEINEE -

2018 YEAR BOOK

(4) BHKAE

ETHYEEEMBMBFOER
R R EXTHEEERY
HEBSTEE  BZa-R
HRREBEE  RRRAEM—1F
AERRETRERBZRTEK
EMRR MEL - MEEERK
- REFIE - BRZFETE
WMAERTER BHETET
REREET ©

MERERERERTER

HERENMEEELETEMS#
BAELRN  EREXZHITHREE
MEW - Hh —LZ2RENEEM
DREBME  BEREFEHERER
RRERRGMELR  ALERK
WEXRHERETEHED L SRS
MENEE  HBRNTREXNEY
XEENAA - At - HEXHBOH
MEERLETRAELESE LWARK
CEHETERNBILN  BREEE -
BHREE BRERNEXKER - B
HESREEEEGVNKIRERS
EBFARNNT ISR EEEER

AR E KB R

ROELEERE  EZREIRNE - R
ZHERTRMAEEHNEE T
RERENEASRME REKFE
T REETEHBERNTEREL
BAR EXREIEEE REET
& BRIMREE - TEREMERER -

MELCFEXTIZHRBRIFEFERZ
ROWZRERFERBE  BaREE
NEWTEFENBESEFBERE
TREENZ—E  RZTHE &M
RBER TERBREEE R
REEZ L HEERBROEE - 47
%2 HESTHE -KHHEZ -
HE - WYIHVABZWE  BLKE
UHE  SIRFTEEFRBHIRT
MUERE  E-EUEHREXNDE
BERAUMEENEREE -



(=) FEREHRE

1.

MEBEECREEHE

HENYEEEANESERR - L
HEEHE R T KB RAKFHR
BARSYEEENRBE T EMEE
MESRRA  EXTREBMYEE
BEREmERD  HE8E - gR&H
WA DA Ko JE A /N AR 1 0 1 49 - IR
TEESHNMEER K THRER
LI TEEHMBORE - MEEER
Al AREHEE Frek B AR 2 AR
BHAMK  —EEHEATERERZ
FERE)  REBREABLARLR
ZERR BEER - ERBHEE
o ERRRERELZ BER - #EMN
HEARY  BRZRABEBDED
RBE@E - XFELERBINMEEE
EEHEFEREREEN —RBERET
R LR ARBEMEEER —EH
EOR HBMRBEREZELHA
Bl fEwmacivEl -

EIZ2ENKEBNEIRE

XEAFHYZEENRBATFER
Be—FH ZERETEBER &
ERBTYEREENHSE RHMBE
FEmlt TEREEFERNTEM®
b HEBESHAEEMEEE RS
MER  HYXEERBENZED -
BEFEIRHNXETZEQEBERE
PRI MEANBRE ERZINETZER
B LERAES BIYMEER
RBHOEE TESHFAREAD
mAgE - YOEXEELETETSE
%o EARRXRENTRRILAZHEE
MAEE TERBBLEERTEMTR
R MERRIRYEERENH
BN EHEERYMEEETRE
EMNERRR - m—TE BEXRZE
EEREESTREIBHEEEBER
BAE - BTBRMEEEREREN
MEBEBRNIYREELCE L R
RERUMEEEEME X T A
HRMCENEERBERZIENUS
WIMEERDERE - AL BERY)

REBHEERESETANE

XEECEXBARARAELEIMEEE
g RERZERTERTR -

= REREVREENHEER

(—) EEYREZIRER

HEEERBEERRIIDFER  EE
PR JHO U B M B S AT R IR 1 © B E IR
WEKS - ZWEE RN RS E 8 MR K
FoMaR  RBEZIHENREKE A
BEESHENEREEE XX HAIRER
ZREBRGEE  UAERARNDEERE
A @emEEEEIAIFE2HNREIER M
MERE - R WEARKRBETT NIRE
RiG - MEERERURBEEHEWER
Mo ZRAARGIEMEHEENREE
HERE > EEBIATHERE -

£ FipE b - WAKFERYEEEM
LEBERAZERRNTE - THEMBEHHE
BESNMAZENAMZR  HYEREEN
BEWRRBAMETRARAR - Bt - SHEDH
MEBERGEERTAER 5 —Hm

N
af ©

£ TRBROMETEERE  WEXE
ERENREMEZDERTR - REOIE
EHEAMTR °

F= DEEEQARNRGHEEMET - B
KEFRRERGNEREEMNKFERR - 9
2 ARGETE B fRAG K SERN B 1R A B R
BEMALAZERZEZN - CEEEBRD
ENREME S - REMEDRE T RBH
RAEE o

(Z) mMRREFLFEEER

BYEINNEERMTNAEREERR
AR  RICMEEECEEMS LB
SOREFEENEE ) RYMEEELES2HR
TG F ARG o BERTIURBN D
RAI REARE  IOREELE - H—
LEREN - EREEE  KEXRENHD
NEE - BEEFRG  AHNBEEHR A
AINREBINE  EVEEETLEBEBRS
e

2018 F R

79



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

80

REMENHERE B RAEEHE -
BIHABRAMEESESE - EYXEELE
HERANEFI A ORE - ERBAR
FEH B RRE - BB QBT IRBAEEE
EAEMBERE - EMRTHRE BETT
XERE  NRBELEELEUAMSNE -
BHEAERFHNBRREMTERAE LR
B REORER L IR TAF o B ARBUTHERBFT
BEAFREBNEEMRFEEATIFE R
B XBEUYERARKERRZMEAIF - &
YREEBHIREOTEEE RN -

(Z) HEEEEBRERE

B —EARECHERE  BEMBRNRE
ARRGERSEIEENER - WEERE
NRAREINZERERESE  IER
R EARICEERRS ] EERERERA
HEGAIARREREAE - HEIHARE
23X BERBROMR - HIE RS AR
RFIEE  BEHREEAEHAE FEEAEM
RBLEER  ERETK - BERKIEREAE
g ¥XTER KRFABRYPEE BEREM
MER  EREIERMN EMALEEE
B NEESEIE  BEHNEEARRRRE
B ReNEEECENBNXARRK
FoRBRETREAXH  RE - EAX
RABNARE  BRIRIMEABNLRER -

C MIRTERRES

—ENUR MEEBTERERBRREE  TF
SRER BEAMSHEBE /) BFNKFR
Ko Tl TFEAR - MEERITRERTEE
MBEZREHNESERETRENERZEHE
XETHEMEATSNEZET - FRBE
ME—FPEE EEBRNEY  TEMSINE
B HEBRORE  $SATEERRITEE R
FEE)SNEDIRIR » MG B F VMG - 5 15 A 3 e 5
TEEHEXRL - M5t - R ERRBAC B

B o

2018 YEAR BOOK

(—) BEERXGIQIFEE

BEWMXEETERFOTEME - WEE
BrXAXAFRIREHSEZNTS - &
EEAMBMHNENETREFRNE
EREZE  -BAHRERVERBEET
EreEsK > mE TSRS REFNEHRYET
X EARRERBES SAERBEME
MYEEENFEMAF - SRV ERBE
R RiE - REMNETEERERR
B BEBEENLERFER RREEMA
RERE AREMEEFPAEERBER
B - 55 L AR A AR T W0 3 ARHS P ER (A
ZOMIEE - BEEANE LB TEILM
BERGREHRENRMN  AERERERNER
T~ MEE BB - KEUE - BREELE
EETANEBE  EaRBEATENISHE
SKEVEACIZE » DAt R B E A ) 5
ARAGEEBA o

(=) RBEHSTIERE

TTRBRMKTENLE - KE RH - 5
RENEL  MEEBERRTSHTRNZE
LS E2RREARNZ TCERRE
g BBRARRINZERS  RESXEA
REIER - MEREEEFR M %FaE
& RERBEEFEARBOEREL - B
MM ESMEREAHNRE - R
R EERBERSEERER  BRAREHR
BEEREZ FERY FEHEE EF
BHESREMELEHER  TEHZREOYMER
BEMWOMIMEMNESERENE - BRAVESE
ELENREXEE TENREETEDSK
A BB RATRAOITE ©

2016 F ' BRI EBEEEBEREIES4.501E
FEHKEEEYEBTIERBMERN29.44% -
2015 F A 1.02EE DS - MBEEX
B =K o FH > TOP10EMISHA RR
HIEFAE10.18% ' R EFIRE2.54EF 5
o TENBREERLE - SERMHES -
REMETECEREBNEREBSH LR
ERT » EMYERBERFEEER -



i3

RERHEREESETAS S

AARH - TERNCEEBRMTERYE
RENRE - TOMNBEBKMME RN
B ANREHRRE  HEZT(EHRE
R o BEE 1T 2 83N 55 60 T 058 A1E
BE AN RS AEESFRES M
EE -

(=) BB BRILFE A

MEERRHEXNEERLRE ——WEER
REABEREMENR—EE  RTYEER
NEIREEEZRBI  IERF - RERQ
A BRAE BRAAEEECAFRM
EXRBEEIKNAS—EBE - WEEER
FEEE—EEERE M- LEXERE
AEBEARNT AR THENEREE RS
A8 EAMNRESEHEENERML
SRR © WhEE— THERTERFAANR
LERETTAEH -

a
2

MEEERPTELBHNERANE - bEFMEFRE
RE—ERENVARAEY - EFRBAMBSHESR -
BTBEEmEE S ENRBHBERIR - JAREA
PO b - B ERAREE S - BEEY R EIRA T E %
B MEEEMEHOHELE  ER2EIAMLED
BEEEE  ERMARMNEENE - SEHEDFER
5B 5 Bk B UREMMEERE
- HFREX LB E TUERRNGFE  WEAFILE
FEHXBMARREM AR BBIEEFT - AR -
S BRIENRRER  ENTERIRBTE -
B EGHRBER - MERRMRES THE - FET
A - RIEE T RIEEE ~ TR T AFIRER - BFH
RBB|TERMEETEIHNEUMERRS - B
EREEKFHARRT - REEF  SEHREYMEE
E2HE REEFRVDESHNL - BE: BEMEEER
BRENTERE - ETANGEE - —EAEAFENY
XEEEABELBENYRERTEDBELE -

2018-9-28

2018 F# 81



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

82

BERSNEERRGH KEBEREZZHAT — AMRE B

R~ WEIRS S

=i
Wei-Chuan,Lien
Bt
EEHEXD
HEEYEEER

wE -

AEZEIMBMAMTHZREBERS  MERHK - K
B ERERW MO=H BE aFKEE A
R EESHEES LB LES  RREEAL
BR2FFR - WHERERE BB BERBEIERE
ERRE - FESRE  REXEER - WAlEZF
FEA RIFIRIR - A ZREFENHRFRFNEER
BENYXERE ARAHREBRIBEERNSMEER
ERAREE  CAARIENEEERSYEEER
BEXEREEZARE2EE  BREE WMETES=
AEE SEEERSAEL,»ERAREER #5465 TES
BRAREE - AN EHEBAHPEBR DA - £EEE S
BERSYEEEREFEREREZN=ABE+AS
B EHEE  WRAHAHP B%  BERABESN
s%(Analytic Hierarchy Process, AHP) - D RIFHEH
SAREERTASBEZEE  BREAERSN - BT H
B EEmSEEEREHRERAE -

MEREHRBR BEBSGWEETERSH KBREEAET
EREEN=-AER REURERFEEBREARKEE
(#E0.594)  ET AP BRFEIEZH - XUHREX
GEB(EOHE BZ2EETRE<SEBE  BFH -
UPS>)(0.400) A& = ' BBME  EAPRZEEY
BABIBEENRE  HEAREERTURBRN—
R-ERAEARARGEREEEEEABRAZAR
PUEBIEZEMHE  BANMEIRRERE N NAE
REMEESEHE SRARGEEERBENEARARZAR
EWBZERERE  REMMATHZEREBRS B2
HE FoMEBTRLERREGE -

RMELTEZRAERSYEREREIRIEREBRINEE
B BERAFEXRESN  REXNREATRDOMEHE
o ABERAANRERERSRESHSZGRNT - 2R
EBEWOBE EERIMHERRER IRBERSY
XEERRKEMEN IR BHREEEMRMTEHOR

2018 YEAR BOOK

AEERE  RIBZI NAKBEEERRIRERE
BEREANENTR  fINEItREAEREERE R
B B-ANEFEE SAENERERERN TEXE
ARRRH EREFLEE  MEAERSAGENERR
REBFEE - EFE(MBUSWAY 2B HE R B -
ERmeE  BEXE2E) EREREARMEEE
B UHEEeX MEFZXESENBEXTINE
BEEEREEEL -

BT AERS  RERK - FRRE - BERS
1. W
1.1 HAAEREE#

BB AR ERRIRER S - 1 E BB
B HEBFERBYOTRABAREE  H
HEERSEEALBXEFHENMRIRER
T EHHEEHRBRKEBEERNBERE
TREBERRE  SERBERAEBDF L
HEAELERN  SIEER  RE KR
mEERBIEE - HBERSRE  RE
FTEFTENYMEEE  UREEELZ2 -
SEMBYIRE  WRESEREEXF

Sz
fm °

AMEEETHEERSENEEETLKAR
AEZHE Rl A ERSMEEERRES
KERARZREER  BREE  HEEF
B, W=BRGRKZEBE -

1.2 HEEH

AMEBAREERBXBMEERD RN
A BHEEERENEERERERMER
MEAER SELRRETERERFERE
VHEAEEHEMEETRETEIRE - A
BEEANERAZERYE  KEGHRER
e BHUYEBRTHELZRE  RBEERE
RALEBSE -



1.3 HREFHZE

AR BEHERITEEERBLEANBTER
B ZUMEETERER BHAEER - U
BEHBANBERSEEERE FOBKR
K ZERBBEEMEZEMIER - BRtid
HEREEENAMEDT LUBEREDS
D BERBEHEBEYHLO - O =F Outlet »
ERLMMOutlet KEFEFGEBYH
Do AR 101 BYWFLERSOGOEE « #
KEEYEEEERME SR Y B
EHERBH - 2 MHERERES -

SCRR BB

R SEEETHRM
(1) BEAEZEM

BEMNBEATNBEI1949FEHRE
SA S RNEREE(IEXR21) 55l
ANEIBH(ERAKSEHAR]) KEH
(BlEEMNEE M) BEH(KZ
AEHZE/)E)  TABCEABLRR
BEREES) #HAHB(RIINEE) -
hEH(ESEAEERR) R
(ERRER) EHBHERER) -
ERHA(EBARR) - HLERET
UnB=F H3lk: eHEELE
(R EX¥60%) 8B ALK E(h
HE28%) & B A E(UL 4
E¥10%) HugERE(hBEE
¥2%) HU A EERER 1
BB AENEERAREENEINE
GERETERLEEN - HpXPLEA
KEEABRR BERRIRUNBSGE
FmiEEI000F A LR — KA E
EEFRE  HAS—WERE - 51—
VZAERRATAMNEE  fi—MH
—EEEZNKEEEEBERNER
e REMFIFEMAUENERBZHEE
WEEEREIHERMN20% A L 9 F
FIREZEEm BHnER K £
M FIEEERBEL O 10% A EF
70% Z i °

2.2

REBHEERESETANE

(2) BYHhozitd

BohOREFENRER 1999F fH &
ERIEGEF—EATEGEAREYS
Do WHEBELFRE2ESIEES
BOPLKY  SENREAERE
T o2 EERE - B E A E B B 2 AR
EtreRmAE KBBYHLAE—F
SHAESE A% CEEEERE
FMREENESE WARBEHR—T
B EREERZIEES - EihFH
BERE - RE FAEHEERER
BB —ETENEEBE  LUIRE
HEBE—@Z il BREBRIE -
AR AR Y BYIS A B IZ -

KB A994 FEEBM 7T TERA
ERMAEER EAARREERE
WHEESTRERE  LEEE -
Meel&ER - EEN A TAAERE
B AR F ALt REEBHZ
AAEYHRLEENTIREARNS
ERHBAF - FE(EBE - 2001)

1999F 7 A4H @R EAXEE " &
ERF-EEIBFEAEMERLNE
YA L 0 2000 FARLIE A L~ 2001
FEXTIBYHRL 2HRER - HAE
B Hi— B2 EEERE BEF
TR R ERRESHEERZE
ITHiRaREEDMERTAES -

EREGM#EEEIRX B

EEFCI) RN mERBBETEZ 2T
75 WEEZRESE 2009F £ 2011 £/ 2
FIGEERETE  BIRGENE  KAE
Bofh BEGHEERBESEEEHES
HERA (RS - EHEIINDEEE QR
RBREEETEHEREREE - REL
BISRERBEETES  BEAREBEGES
MEMAFREKABREGES - #a]—
EREMRHRERDBIEEASZERS
W AEZREE A E0F 2 REHEBE

e

2018 F R

83



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

2.3 AHPEB# S #H EHEREXE

[E #% 9 #7 % (analytic hierarchy process,
AHP) A 1980 F i Thomas Saaty Frigd -
RB=TZF2%R BERABRSAKRES
RPERZARIAR  HEBHNEYH /R=1E
B F—BR(EIELLEBEEHEMRD
ARERE - BRAOWERKBSBHRA - &

“EETFE-ERFETER)  F_K
BB HEERE  AE—EBRE—ZEXAR
AHEEE . HH T -ERZEAKEER  FE
EEMBRNEE) FER(EEEME
ENTE  SEREZXHENEEFER B
ETERERNEENE) -

EMTRARREBEZ RRER  BETR

F21 ABEERRRRER

W5 HA B (fET) REEH BEAE
118 &5 1970 LART BLEE BETEXEE -
FEEE BIATHEEF FXEERA-[HTEE] REREENKRE  BINA
MAERE W—hERARREORE - [FEAE IREENERE—RKNINE
AFEE EW5 ARUKBHE AT -
(e EIREESF RERAMAEHFHEBNEEAR - [KFEE]
EABE —REMARNREEER ZHEEE RN ARGEEERA °
jpE=3:ti 1971~1978 FIHEE BERARIUNREEEROKY  EEGHELHAREEZ GBINSHELE
REAE Filg - i EEHRLE TN - ARIBACEE REHEASE - EEFRES
KEBEE AR TZEISRAERAR BEARKRBRNRERERRA  HRAEKBE
R 2 BETHRIAOITHIHES -
A H 1979~1983 REBHE A= ENEEF L AREAMTENBERNR AT SERNESE
FHEE B IR B EMSH— BBl - BARNIE1980F7 A1H - R
HEEE REZHEERRIALEERE/A  TZEENERBAXER ZHD
NHBEEE TEITIIERAERL ©
ROAE
AR 1984~1986 KRS EEBEAILEARBEELE  EHAGEENKLESNETEERAERL
SOGOEE |#EABAMSL2ELENMG mHEAEKNFEARE  KREEANF
EEBEEHERER  FRERMBEEER L EBARE -
2 AU 5 1987~1990 SOGOEE |HIEGENBERREAMBER TEANER  FEEFEALERR
FHR=ZBEE | AMEEEENLEERLMA L I ARBERSERNZEZEMEME
PREK R 1991~2000 AESEE |(192FFXEFEMNBEERARBRIIR  £EAsFREAERIFTHE
BE RZBREAEERAT  NAMBRLZAEE  AEAESEERE -  hEEEE
EZEE A A KEEERTEIEMN AL SR BRENE -
KERE
IR HA 2000~2003 KKBE (2001 FHSABYHROLBERY  IX=TFE  BYHEEEZR
XBAE - |k HEHNE . EFEEEHERA  BERK kF - EZE5E
EEAE HEREIE - 2003F 4 AT H BEGEXNESARSEIEHEGEZ W
ERZ=R -
EPEER 2004~2010 SOGOEE |2004FMEREH  SOGOBEEH101EYWH L - 2006FF9 A& A
FHZBEE | ZHITEMFT N B ALERS - 2006 F 12 A SOGOEHEEEME » &
B CHLERERE=/A - 2008 FSEZEHEERE -
R 5 2011~2016 RERE 2011 % Top City A P REAEFHE  @XMHEESA4EN - AAE
HHEER  BEQARNEMEYH O UMEETEARSENER
BLIRTS - METREE  ETRBEHEBYNE K -

BRAR : £23810(2008) » ANHFFLEIE

84 2018 YEAR BOOK



REBFTEERESETANE

3. WIRFEHRER

3.1 BRDHFZEAHP)EXHE

TREHEERSEERBRAZS AR
2R - BERRBRMERS = KEREA K
THOEREHFNTIERI  RAERIT
VA (AHP) #EIT20 L ERES -

R31 BEBSMERERARAZZ=ZABHENN T AN BER

RE

=ZKi#Rm| +AHESRER

RERE |1 ELRE2EH  BEELER - %uu%&ﬁ*%ﬂ FESEE(FEME EWEHRIEE) -

EEEE |2 BHNERE THODWE  EERESREHNEENME  FEERR)  REEH
B RERRRZEE -
3. BESETE: NREETH  BHARRS PIMLBEH  BRIEREIEE
4. KEPHAER - AEHBRE  CHBBER  NRBREE -
5 BREMER REFEBRAN REFHEARNE  EETHTHREE -
= | BREB 1 OBRER: EXNESER ABAR AMAR FEHER BENERZMER(E

EEEE BE BRE - RER)  BRRIMRA -

2. HEEE  WREBMESE  WRBRIEE  ZAGEEHRERE  MRSBEEER R
PIERMR (BERFHEERR  EWHR - HRABZR - fﬁ@i’ﬁ ) BERMET - R
BRBRRRE  REXAEEZREE  REHEESEE

3. ERHEER  WOE)W  BKARS/HEIE - 55‘665@%%%1%%@ CBEERESRELY -

4. BMER  EXm((EXRE((  RIBE  FAHRNER) REHURE - RiBk#
RERRBER)

5 BHTIHER : PINGRBR  KEHHBR  FTHMHERE - EARBBR(FE - 3
alhE - B fﬁzF‘ﬁIIﬁ(Eﬁé & WETE  REE  OHSEX  REEER) 2R
BRIEE(ER BERREN) o

BRE |1 T BEAGER eajﬂ g - ESHERB(SEE - HEHK - UPS) »
BEERHE |2 THREEE  =RAREEE BREIPREER  REVEHSL  BRAEEZANEE

Bl o

3. RIEE %UEE BHOKBBNBRFE - 5EKER  BHRKAEEH » /K& B HEKE
H5E) RiEE SRR TFHREREEE -

4. ﬁﬁﬁ?%’f%uﬁ& BE(Z2BERTEMRT KRB - AXBRANZEHEK) - BB
R o

5. PEEFNFER - BFMWE - 20 - WRER -

2018 F R

Iul>

85



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

3.2 ZXBETIERFAHFEERHEZHRE B. BRRBEEBE DA

A\ AHP Online @& AER KFH =K
EHEEAR  BfEE=-KABET MWK
L FTEAERNBEER —BUERBRER - Category Priority Rank

BEEH 30.1% S

Resulting Priorities

—

(1) BERSYEEEFR=ZARKER

BESETEEEZREEANT 2 EEEE 22.6%
o 3 EAMEE 256% 2
z P 4 FEH 81% 5
Resulting Priorities FHME 2
5 BHTHER 13.6% 4
Category Priority Rank
1 RERBEEEE 249% 2
i BE HIBRIAS
2 ERRBEREE 157% 3 S R ERRE S RER

3 WRERFEHEER 59.4%
C. BERMKEERE DA
B31 =ARBEEBESHETER

REE Resulting Priorities
(2) ThHYBEFEREAELEEEOT Category Priority Rank
[E3.2-3.4 - 1 HE LS 40.0% 1
A RERBESEEADE S e T
3 BEERIET 7.5% 5
Resulting Priorities 4 SHBRGEERENE 27.7% | 2
5 ISR 93% 4

Category Priority Rank
1 EhZeEH 17.3% 3
SN EYEE 89% 4
SEEEE 88% 5
piasE 29.9% 20

B34 HERBEEBEHIBEZEN
BEGHEE

N

T
W

~

<«

X

2
3
4
5

|

ESSI[EN |

S

 35.1% .

by

32 RERBEEBHEOEBEZIEN
BEGHEE

86 2018 YEAR BOOK



HiE&ke

REZHE S A

K18 IEMEEEMENESE
R HE KR ERTE2HE - HABGMSG AHP
on line system& B EH=ABELTHADIE
TEREZREBERNTEA41-42F7R ° KB
TN EEEEMEEEERGEER &6

AHP D47
H A&
EHEEZERABEEMARE - ok A FIRG 7B E A
BEEW IEZRENBELSRLE
B LR EES =P

Project: HEBGYIREH RS REBHEAR

Level 0

Decision Hierarchy

RERAFEER

if2)3

BEETASD

BETRSBERAALBYHLES
R ERGCENHRER/EE -

HEAE

EREBVREERERRMERR

Level 1 Level 2 PGrlg
e s [ | 43%
e 22%
REBEEEER — g- e
SENLEE (0899 | 7.
o
EREE 080 | 4.7%
Srm [0029 [ 3.6%
EERLEIEE prye———
FEb e (081 | 1.3%
SR TR 8 | 2.1%
e 2 [
ZeEa e [ | 9.2%
HE RS T 059 TS (0075 | 4.4%
SEP R R R o
:
S5 £ 5 (01098 | 5.5%

El41 BEMEE

=18 RIS

KRR AR

Consolidated Global Priorities

o
re
iy
]

.

iy

N

~

iy

N

Consolidated Result

AFESMEREE

16.4%

F N B B B
o @ g W
¢ B H U o M
H ¥ B & @ @&
H o & W O %
4 E m X % x&

HEEE

ERiTER
T R
HERREE

HpER

&

L]

=
M OB W 8
o om W
' ®F O£ ¥
i SO T - |
R B2 & @
H ¥ T R

B42 AEMEEEREFRERAZIFEDNEELE

2018 F# 87



Chartered Institute of Housing Asian Pacific Branch

88

5. RiREEE
5.1 HIRBwWER

AT XERT - BROIE - Rad B
ERSNEEERGFTRKARRZFERZ
MitE#E  URKREZERGIATES

(1) ZAREEZMN  KEEAsMEKFS :
BERSEIEBME (0.594) REREEE
B (0.249) - /BERRBEIEMEM (0.157) °
REBRERBEREEENEETEWES
BEREHELEREXTIEEE  EARKRE
AR MOB R IRES -

(2) THNAEFEREHALT:

A REBRBEEED: EEKRKF AE
B2 EH(0173) WK E 4 #
(0.089) - B & &1 FF & 1(0.088) + X
E 54 E 1 (0.299) « B =15 5F 1E
(0.351) * AERZEHERIE (0.351) Ak

CHETNERAREEBINEEEMH

W BRATAO 2 A 9l 4R & B # Bk h W78

BREMNEBESE  EXBAWMENE

= BRIERENER— -

i

B. EE2MRBEEHEE: BEKFTAEZR
E12(0.301) - #EEIE(0.226) - £R
& 12 (0.256) « M & (0.081)
EH TEEE0.136) LWEZ2ER
(0301 AEm BrREREEERS
ZERER  REAMATEREZRME
R% - B28% FOMNEBERERESR
ERERREE -

C HMERBETEWEH: BEKF AH
EEHEE0.400) =HREEE
(0.155) « IRIFIEHEIE (0.075) ~ JHHH
R EHENENE0.277) [EEHE
£(0.093) © LA E R 4 & 12 (0.400)
AEue BrERRTEENSECE

EXREATAIKBRy — R HXIE
BEENEE -

2018 YEAR BOOK

5.2 HRAZH

BERSNEEEZREARBENHRE B
SHERBERERE - FERBEEZE?
MESBR  BEFRERMER 855
B EABRERBR  EMOBREE -
ML EZERSHTAERMEH - %
EHEARLE - SBERBEEINTARE
ERAEw MATEERSRE  REEST
ENMEEE  URHEELRZZ  FENE
YRE > WIRIEEEMAHEENE - AR
RHTIIZSE  HEASE

(1) BEESDEERYNSERE &
VEBEHE RERETZERD
AR ERBRAE - WEERARR
R B R m BT o

(2) BERSYEEEZIREREBRING
BE - AEEHEIEXEN  REXND
MREBRDHMEHER - AIBEREA
NERBERSRESHSGHMS -

B) BAEESENERARREELNIIE
LERE BEXEMHENGRED
KR DE R - BBINE R a

(4) BEBSEHHEBERR BEXS
BESEBAE  —R2SEBEHER
gy A~ B KRR S

(6) AEmSBHMRERDHASIFAL
R EIA - BIER360EERR
mESERARNE  WHRE2EE R
BESZEM -

(6) FRABERFRER RIKSER

ENE DEITERRFEGHEREER
CEHMHEIR BEAERDY
REERERE -

7



Ih HEEHEREEEEDTANS

1. ZBEE(2001) AMME TEGE ERERE!
MR LEBEEBETTR IR B KEEH
METBIERB\LRX °

2. EEW(2008) ARAEBEEARA S IR
Ry 48K - BYEE BEEREHO®E
BYZHR AEASBEBOEEBEEBEIHRT -

3. EEF(2102) BHRPEEFEZAET — A
BELREAD  EFERBABEEAYEETER

FATRE TR X
ES'€i
1.  Saaty, T.L., 1980. [The Analytic Hierarchy

Process.| McGraw-Hill, New York.

WEIS

1. {TERBTEFTE hitps://www.dgbas.gov.tw/

2. NEEEREEZHEAMhttp://www.cpami.gov.
tw/chinese/

3. HERBBEYHLHE https://www.scdc.org.tw/

4, EBYEEEEE (IREM) - www.irem.org

5. BEKLEMIELEFE https:/tie tier.org.tw/

2018 i 89



