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Cultural significance survey
Part 1
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Research question

How could the values and attributes 
affect residents’ (the elderly and adults’ 
)place attachment to the Estação 
neighborhood, Faro?
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Place attachment: a bond between 
people and place. 

Place: a spatial or psychological scope 
including three factors: 
1) physical settings
2) activities with people
3) meanings

Theoretical framework

Fig 1-1. diagram for four space models
(b) Leila Scannell, Robert Gifford. (2009), Defining place attachment: 
A tripartite organizing framework, Department of Psychology, 
University of Victoria, Victoria, British Columbia, V8W 3P5 Canada
(c) Canter, D. (1977). The Psychology of Place. London: The Architectural 
Press Ltd. 
(d) Stedman, R. (2003). Is it really just a social construction? The 
contribution of the physical environment to sense of place. Society 
and Natural Resources, 16, 671–685.
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1. The place brings convenience to my life.
2. I feel the place is part of my life.
3. I like to get involved in this place’s 
activities.
4. I love this place. 
5. I don’t want to leave this place. 

Theoretical framework
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Methods and tools

Step 1 mapping what participants like or 
dislike in Estação (attributes)

Step 2 measure participants’ level of place 
attachment
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I like Estação because I could
meet different people here, the
train station provides this ……

I like the little square between
two pink buildings because ……

This is very few public spaces in
Estação to support activities ….

There is no activity in Estação so I
cannot participate ……

I don’t like the poor condition of
the factory because ……

Methods and tools

Step 3 point out relevant attributes and 
explain reasons (values)

Step 4  Coding values and attributes, 
overlapping attribute cards.
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Fieldwork 
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Result 1

Sub-question : What is the level of place 
attachment of locals to the Estação 
neighborhood? Which areas do they feel 
more attached to?

People love Estação, they feel more 
attached to the edge areas of the 
neighborhood.
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I like to participate
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I love the Estação
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Site selection

Fig 1-2. New project rendering from internet 13
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Result 2

Sub-question :  Which values are more relevant to residents’ place attachment? 
Value type hierarchy:  Social > Economic >> Ecological > Aesthetical >> Others

14
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Result 2

Sub-question: What are the differences between the elderly and adults’ place attachment?
There is a translation from (I) social attributes to (I) relation attributes between adults and the elderly.
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Design proposal
Attribute
(direct)

Urban level attributes 
(indirect)

Building level attributes 
(indirect) adults elderly

Social Friend & family Outdoor space
Interior leisure space

(Green corridor)

(Playground and square)
(View to the sea)

(Park and courtyard)

+
+

+

Calm atmosphere The street Continuous façade
Entrance

+
-

++

Emotion Sense of ownership
Sense of safety

(Accessibility)
Lights +

+

Memory Flour factory: buying bread
Former concert hall

Childhood: playing football

Window
(interior open space)

Courtyard (playground)
+

+

Economic (Use) Poor condition 
Homeless people

Using drugs

Poor facades
Shadow spaces

Narrow alley

-
-
-

-

-

Leisure activity (Nightclub)
(Concert hall)

(Bar)
(Stage)

+
++
+ +

Exercise The street
(Outdoor space)

Pedestrian
(Park and square)

+
+ +

Ecological The sea (Green corridor)
Visual corridor

(Park and courtyard)
(Rooftop)

+
+

+
+

Animals The street: walking dogs
Vacant factory: cats

Pedestrian
Ventilation windows 

+
-

+
+

Aesthetical Design The tower
The facade

Building volume
Façade decoration

+
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Target: improve place attachment

1. (ADD) Make use of the outdoor space with nature and potential indoor activity 
spaces to support people’s interaction with family and friends, relaxation, and 
exercise.

2. (KEEP) Activate the abandoned areas without affecting the calm atmosphere 
of the neighborhood. Introduce new leisure use for the young generation without 
affecting the elderly’s memory and sense of ownership.

Design proposal
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Research to design

Value - social and ecological

Attribute - milling factory

Research - cultural mapping

Desgin - design proposal

18
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Value-based redesign
Part 2
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Block analysis
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Block analysis
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Block analysis
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Value-based scenarios
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Value-based scenarios
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Value-based scenarios
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Research results

The keywords for preferences： 

The typical arch form (entrance a); 
openness of the ground floor and lively 
building outline (entrance c). 

Keeping the original roof (space 1); the 
well-organized order from the former 
division of space (space 3); more furniture 
to support activities happening (space 4).
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Research results

The application of preferences： 
“Fruit salad problem” & further decoding
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Research to design

Value - social and ecological

Attribute - 7 core spaces

Research - value-based scenario

Desgin - controversial enclosure

28
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Heritage impact assessment
Part 3
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HIA approach

The general value-metioned frequency 
from heritage impact assessment:

Historic value: from 15 to 10
Economic value: from 7 to 25
Social value: from 8 to 44
Ecological value: from 4 to 19
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HIA results

This project has caused a “moderate 
change” to the original site, around 40% 
of the attributes have been changed. 

It greatly improves the ecological value 
and social value of the site at the cost of 
reducing part of the historical value. 

Fig 3-1.  5-scales for assessment of magnitude of impact (Yavari, P. 2015)
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Research to design

Value - social and ecological

Attribute - redesign project

Research - heritage impact 
                   assessment

Design - material & detail

32
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Design results
Part 4
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Ground floor plan (a-c) 

a  entrance from neighborhood center 
    (outdoor playground)
b  entrance from street corner 
    (semi-outdoor relaxing)
c  entrance for dwelling building
    (service, dwelling)

34
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Entrance a-north elevation



36

Entrance a-north elevation
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Entrance b-west elevation
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Entrance b-west elevation
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Entrance c-south elevation
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Entrance c-south elevation
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Entrance c-south elevation
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Ground floor plan (1-4)  

1   west entrance & café 
2  public living room
3  multifunctional theater
     (nightclub/ indoor playground)
4  outdoor playground
     (sports/ children playground)
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Space 1  West corridor 
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Space 1  West corridor 
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Space 2  public living-room 
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Space 2  public living-room 
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Space 2  public living-room 
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Space 3 multifunctional theater 
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Space 3 multifunctional theater 
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Space 3 multifunctional theater 
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Space 4 playground



52

Space 4 playground
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Reflection 
Part 5
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Reflection

Place attachment: a bond between 
people and place through three types of 
attributes: 

1) physical settings
2) activities with people
3) meanings
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Reflection

p h y s i c a l 
setting

a c t i v i t i e -
people

meanings

col lect ive 
life in Faro

I n d i r e c t 
effects

before

a table at
the faculty

compromise 
in team work

p o t e n t i a l 
“sad place“

after

any bar in 
city center

talk and 
drink

part of “my 
regular life”
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Thank you


