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ABSTRACT

Since 1990, the elementary school architecture has begun to emphasize on the
concepts of integrated planning, opening space and sustainable campus, etc. Whether it
is @ new school construction or an old school rehabilitation, both of them have shown
that the aesthetic characteristics of the campus landscape is in the direction of
integrated planning. This designing trend reflects the influence of campus landscape
aesthetic design on learning and education. Not only the form presented in the campus
landscape aesthetics demonstrates its spirit and meaning of the educational architecture,
but also its social functions are gradually revealed in the context of this trend.

The study had induced 4 required assessment items and 13 minor items of the
elementary school campus landscape aesthetics by collecting and organizing domestic
and foreign literatures and twice Fuzzy Delphi questionnaire surveys. Then, we



analyzed and compared the weights of each assessment itemsthrough AHP
guestionnaires.

From our findings, the weight of the imagery of sustainable ecology is highest; it
means that this item is the most important. It is followed by exploratory function of
education, arts style and feature, and the figure of form dimension. Finally, we selected
two elementary schools as the assessment cases. By the field investigation for the two
schools’ gardening landscape constructions and use of experts questionnaire produced
from the score sheet, we evaluated, analyzed and identified the items needed for
improvement.

Keywords: Campus Aesthetics, Campus Landscape, Fuzzy Delphi method, AHP
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