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Research Question:
How do large bodies of water affect the quality of
window views in Auckland?

Results
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Evolutionary-based
Theories

I

Why are Water Views Important?
Why is the Content of the View Important?

Physiological Value ‘/ \’ Economic Value



Psycho-evolutionary Theory: Ulrich (1983)
Biophilia hypothesis: Wilson (1984)
Information Processing Theory: Kaplan & Kaplan (1989)

Evolutionary-based
Theories



Physiological Value

Hospital Workplace Home

- Recover faster - Productivity - Satisfaction with their
« Less pain medications - Job satisfaction neighborhood
- Less report of 'fatigue' and « The sense of well-being
'headache' and 'difficulty to
concentrate’
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~» Economic Value

A pleasant view can lead
to a considerable increase in house price ;
while an unpleasant view could lead to a decrease
in the house price.
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How can window-view preferences be assessed?




Method

"The Image of the City": Lynch (1960) 'The Evaluative Image of the City": Nasar (1990)

+
Likeability

To be likeable, a feature must 'evoke feeling’ (like or dislike)
and must 'stands out as memorable'

Active Perception Technique

- Capture the memorable features of urban window-views
- Determine preferences for those features and their influence
on overall preferences of the views
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Results

essment of Visual Quality of Landscape Features
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Feelings attached to the most common features of the view
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Disliked & Strongly disliked Views Indifferent to the views Liked views Strongly liked views
Blocking building 9  Road networks 14 | Distant buildings 17 | Large bodies of water 23
Road Networks 8 | Blocking building 13 | Borrowed trees 13 | Own (Garden)trees 19
Parking facilities 4 | Distant buildings 5  Landmarks 11 | Domain Park 18
Borrowed trees 1 Parking facilities 4 = Own Shrubs 11 | Sky 16
Borrowed trees 4 | Road networks 10 | Borrowed trees 16
Landmarks 2 University Owned trees 10 | Own Shrubs 16
Garden trees 1 | Blocking building 7 | Islands/Mountains 11
University own trees 1  Islands/Mountains 6  University own trees 11
Domain Park 5 | Landmarks 9
Garden trees 5 | Own lawns 8
Own lawns 5 | Distant buildings 5
Sky 2 | Road networks 2
Large bodies of water 1 | Blocking Building 1
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Conclusion

- Providing a view to large bodies of water can provide the same, or
superior, benefits as the provision of green spaces.

« Current legislation does not recognize the value of views from private
domains (RMA).
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