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Abstract

After more than 50 years operation and development, the land and
gpace uses are dready saturated in most big societies. The government
begins the new town development to fit the needs of people and
industries.

However, the progress of new town development in Taiwan is redly
tardy and lacks mature experiences. Therefore, investigating and
analyzing the elements of a successful new town development demands
Immediate attention. This research attempts to explore the issues of new

town development in Taiwan by using Analytic Hierarchy Process (AHP).
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