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This paper aims to verify possibility of public fund for earthquake-poof of Kyo-Machiya by tourists’ donation to keep 
historical landscape at Kyoto. Through earthquake risk analysis, it is verify that Kyo-Machiya area’s residents tend to 
allow earthquake-poof of Kyo-Machiya when they recognize of earthquake risk, and most of residents recognized 
earthquake risk.Through CVM analysis, it is estimated that tourists were willing to pay 3,995 yen for donation to 
protect machiya houses against disaster, and also 20-180 billion yen per year can be collect as a public fund. As a 
conclusion, this paper shows that public fund based on tourists’ donation have a possibility of adaption. 
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