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A Study on the In� uence of the View of Stone Wall on the Impression Evaluation of Marugame 
Castle Landscape

1 2
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In this study, we conducted an impression evaluation experiment on the landscape of Marugame Castle, and examined 
the relationship between the experimental results and the physical quantity of the appearance of the stone wall, which 
is a landscape feature of Marugame Castle. As a result of the analysis, it was found that not only the castle tower but 
also the appearance of the stone wall in� uences the evaluation of the Marugame Castle landscape.  In addition, it was 
pointed out that not only the size of appearance of the stone wall but also the morphological characteristics such as the 
outline length and the number of corners of the stone wall may in� uence the impression evaluation.

Keywords: Visibility analysis, Historical landscape, Castle town, Landmark
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An Analysis of the Identifiable Victim Effect on Contingent Valuation Method
for Cultural Heritage Disaster Mitigation
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It is necessary to make clear the necessity of cultural heritage disaster mitigation in disaster mitigation planning in 
historical cities, to make social consensus to protect urban cultural heritage from natural disasters. For this purpose, it is 
necessary to show the necessity of cultural heritage disaster mitigation in historical cities objectively  and quantitatively. 
In this paper, willingness to pay for cultural heritage disaster mitigation in Kyoto City is surveyed by using contingent 
valuation method. Furthermore, the identifiable victim effect for willingness to pay on contingent valuation method for 
cultural heritage disaster mitigation is analyzed.

Key Words: willingness to pay, identifiable victim effect, contingent valuation method
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