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Performance Evaluation for Deteriorated Masonry in Military Facilities
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Abstract

Military facilities with masonry construction have a great portion in the whole military facilities. But lots of
them have been used for more than 20 years, the degree of deterioration of the facilities are very serious.
Futhermore, as small budget for the facilities maintenance and poor maintenance, the performance of the aged
masonry facilities have continually decreased.

We suggest a structural performance assesment criteria for the military facility through literature review,
interview with experts and questionnaire. The assesment of structural performance includes the inclining and
sinking degree of the facilities, durability of materials and resisting force of the structural members.

Key word: Military facility, Aged facility, Masonry Construction, Performance Assesment, Remodeling.
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