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ARTICLE INFO Extended ABSTRACT
Article History: . ACKGROUND AND OBJECTIVES: A place is any environmental setting where individual
Received 2023/05/23 or group actions, experiences, intentions, and meanings come together spatially. The
Revised 2023/08/16 i physical and social interactions that shape a place and define its character and values can
Accepted 2023/10/20 ibe understood through theories of place attachment. Educational environments, being
Available Online  2024/08/26 i key spaces for adolescent growth and development, are among the most important of
i these places. As these environments play a significant role in the lives of adolescents, who
Keywords: ﬁform emotional connections to them during their education, their design is especially
Educational Space i important. Place attachment influences individuals’ behaviors, often driving them toward
Secondary School i collective action aimed at improving the well-being of the community rather than personal
Place Attachment i gain, aligning with the spirit of community activism. Both tangible and intangible elements
Seamon'’s Theory iof a place evoke emotions in its users, fostering place attachment, strengthening social
Physical Factors %bonds, and encouraging protection of the space. Several theories on place attachment

Human Factors i have been proposed, including Seamon’s place attachment theory. This research seeks to

identify the components influencing place attachment in schools, specifically through the
‘ i lens of Seamon’s attachment theory. The study aims to explore how Seamon’s “processes
e e oo i of place attachment (2012, 2014, 2015, 2018)” can enhance our understanding of place

i attachment in educational settings and inform school management practices.

ETHODS: This research is a descriptive-analytical study. In order to achieve the
: research goals, the research began with an in-depth examination of Seamon’s
iplace attachment theory through surveys and bibliographic review. Accordingly, key
gcomponents influencing place attachment were identified and presented as a theoretical
iframework. These components were then prioritized and their relationships analyzed
i using confirmatory analysis. The statistical population comprised 7,404 7th-grade female
istudents attending public schools in Municipal District 2 of Urmia during the 2022-
52023 academic year, with a sample size of 365 determined by the Cochran formula. All
istudents had been in these schools for at least three years. Simple random sampling was
i used to select the participants, and data was collected through a researcher-developed
i questionnaire.

Number of References

56 :
{F™INDINGS: Results indicated that, among the endogenous variables of Seamon’s
attachment theory—such as place interaction, place identity, place release, place
irealization, place creation, and place intensification—the factors most influencing
Number of Figures istudents’ place attachment were place intensification, place realization, and place
8 i creation. These three components accounted for 5% of the changes in place attachment.

Place intensification and place creation explained 18% of the variance in place realization,
iand place intensification explained 3% of the variance in place creation. Additionally, the
{indirect effect of place creation on place attachment was positive and significant at the

Number of Tables £0.01 level, with a value of 0.06, mediated through the physical characteristics of the place.
11 i Therefore, the body of place plays a mediating role in the relationship between place
%intensiﬁcation and place attachment. This effect is introduced through place realization;
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?therefore, place realization played a mediating role between place intensification and
i place creation. The total effect of place intensification on the sense of place attachment is
£ 0.15 positive and significant at the 0.01 level.

ONCLUSION: This study provided deeper insights into place-based community groups

and their motivations to either preserve or promote changes in place development
i and management. Each place requires a tailored approach to place management in order
%to effectively mobilize resources and partnerships. According to Seamon’s theory, place
i attachment is influenced by six main factors, divided into two categories: “Becoming of
i Place,” which includes place realization, place creation, and place intensification, and
i “Being of Place,” which includes place interaction, place identity, and place release. In this
study, the effective factors in schools were identified, with place realization serving as a
i mediator between place intensification and place creation. Enhancing place intensification
i was found to boost place realization, which in turn enhanced place creation, ultimately
i improving place attachment. The indirect effect of place intensification on place realization
was positive, with a value of 0.07, and significant at the 0.01 level.

i HIGHLIGHTS:

i~ Extracting the components affecting place attachment according to the analytical-
%descriptive method in the girls’ schools of Urmia based on Seamon’s theory including
i place intensification, place creation, place realization, place release, place identity, place
! interaction and their relationship.

i - Prioritizing the factors influencing the sense of place attachment and identifying the
%factors with the greatest impact in educational places, including place intensification,
i place creation and place realization.

i - The mediating role of place realization in connection with place intensification and place
i creation.
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Table 1. The main factors of attachment to the environment

Place Physical Factors
component

Social Factors

Functional Factors

Symbolic Factors

The physical factors of the place can be directly effective in creating a sense of pleasure from the
environment and indirectly in creating a sense of place attachment (Stedman, 2003: 561).

According to Marris, place attachment is caused by attachment to other people (Marris, 1996)

The functions performed in the place induce meaning and as a result place attachment (Altman & Low,

1992:1-2)

Riley believes that childhood memories and experiences that happen in a place are influential in creating

place attachment. In fact, place can be a part of our experience and a symbol of experience (Riley,

1992:13)
Human The degree of place attachment is different in other people (Tuan, 1977). According to Bonaiuto, people prefer to choose places based
component on their preferences and become attached to it. Various personal factors such as age, income, marital status, education, social class, a
person's definition of life, backgrounds, beliefs, etc. are among the factors that influence people on place attachment (Bonaiuto,
1999:33)
Time Among other factors that play a role in increasing sense of place attachment is time or duration of presence (Bonaiuto, 1999).
component The time factor can be an important factor in the degree of place attachment, which sometimes causes place attachment without

considering other dimensions (Relph, 1976).
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Table 2. Factors of place attachment based on Seamon’s theory

Factors Description Functional Factors
Being of Place interaction Routine actions and behaviours between people in a place that support strong social Socialization in place
place bonds
Place identity Taking up the dominant culture and values of a place to reflect personal identity and Belonging to the place
self-worth
Place realisation Place character that reflects its history and cultural context. Nostalgia based on past Sense of Place
experiences that support “situatedness”
Becoming Place release Deep feelings or a surprise from place encounters that trigger a decision for change Nostalgia

of place

Place creation

Physical determinism by human action to design or shape place to improve its

Physical changes in place

performance and prosperity

Place intensification

Independent power to use policy or projects to revive, reconfigure and strengthen
place prosperity place

Spatial intensification of
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Seamon’s theory
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Fig. 1. The six factors of Simon’s theory

Table 3. Goodness-of-fit characteristics

Characteristic Estimate

(x2/df) 2.76
(RMSEA) 0.07
(GFI) 0.93
(AGFI) 0.91
(CFI) 0.94
(NFI) 0.93
(RMR) 0.03
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Table 4. Factor loadings of questions related to the questionnaire and their explained variance

Place intensification Item Factor loading R?
1 0.64 0.41
2 0.30 0.09
3 0.27 0.07
4 0.21 0.04
5 0.20 0.04
6 0.12 0.02
7 0.64 0.41
Place creation Item Factor loading R?
8 0.63 0.40
9 0.27 0.07
10 0.43 0.19
11 0.30 0.09
12 0.34 0.12
13 0.12 0.02
14 0.12 0.02
Place realization Item Factor loading R?
15 0.79 0.62
16 0.48 0.23
17 0.74 0.55
18 0.56 0.31
20 0.22 0.05
21 0.42 0.18
Place release Item Factor loading R?
22 0.30 0.09
23 0.64 0.41
24 0.30 0.09
25 0.27 0.07
26 0.74 0.55
27 0.56 0.31
28 0.22 0.05
29 0.15 0.02
31 0.22 0/05
Place identity Item Factor loading R?
32 0.23 0.05
33 0.15 0.02
34 0.41 0.17
35 0.23 0.05
36 0.64 0.41
38 0.72 0.52
Place interaction Item Factor loading R?
39 0.65 0.42
40 0.58 0.34
41 0.64 0.41
42 0.55 0.30
44 0.85 0.73
45 0.65 0.42
46 0.47 0.22
47 0.30 0.09
48 0.51 0.26
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Fig. 2. The tested model of the confirmatory factor
analysis of the questionnaire
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Table 5. Descriptive indices of research variables

Variable Min. Max. Ave. S.d.
Place intensification 17 35 32.58 3.72
Place creation 13 35 30.76 5.58
Place realization 7 35 24.61 9.88
Place release 18 50 43.89 8.02
Place identity 7 35 22.45 10.17
Place interaction 22 50 39.72 5.69

Table 6. Skewness and Kurtosis of research variables

Variable Skewness Kurtosis
Place intensification -0.20 -0.60
Place creation 1.08 0.91
Place realization -0.04 -0.69
Place release -0.94 0.20
Place identity 2.2 0.50
Place interaction 1.3 -0.87
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Table 7. Correlation matrix of research variables

Variable 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 Place intensification 1
2 Place creation 0.19%%* 1
3 Place realization 0.21%** 0.40%** 1
4 Place release 0.16%* 0.17** 0.18** 1
5 Place identity 0.21%* 0.27%%* 0.35%%* 0.14%%* 1
6 Place interaction 0.11%** 0.28** 0.37** 0.41%** 0.39%* 1
Place .
: 0.97
1.00 Realization 0.19 Place Creation
040 Place
Intensification 0.84
0.85 Place Release
0.11 0.10
012 0.12
100 —p| Place Identity ’
0.17
o7a —| Place
Interaction 0.29 Sence of Place  [¢— 0.95
- Attachment
Chi=Square=5.88, Df=1, p=Value=0.01531, RMSEA=0.114
Fig. 3. Tested research model (standardized direct effects)
16.52 Place 3.06 Place Creation 12.27
Realization
11.90 Place
Intensification 17.02
1203 | Place Release
217 1.86
2.01
- 1.79
1933 —p| Place Identity
3.45
1767 | Place
’ Interaction 1.02 Sence of Place — 13.46
_ Attachment

Chi=Square=5.88, Df=1 , p=Value=0.01531, RMSEA=0.114
Fig. 4. Tested model (t-statistic of direct effects)
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Table 8. Acceptable limits of indicators

x2 df x/df GF1 AGFI RMSEA
Current 5.88 1 5.88 0.98 0.89 0.11
study (p=0.015)
Acceptable  Not be meaningful Lessthan3 ~ More than 0.90 ~ More than 0.90 ~ More than 0.80 Less than 0.08
limit
Plac Place 1227
/ In?;:siﬁcatiun 0 / Intensification A
0.38 10.44
0.19 3.06
Sence of Place
.00 —» xzz;mez? V' 0.14 —p| PlaceCreation |q¢— 0.82 1625 —p Sznt(t:e (;lfPlatce V235 —p| PlaceCreation [g— 1625
achmen

012 016
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Realization

— 095

Chi=Square=2.45, Df=1, P=Value=0.06319, RMSEA=0.071

Fig. 5. Final tested model of the research
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Chi=Square=2.45, D=1, P=Value=0.06319, RMSEA=0.071

Fig. 6. Final tested second model of the research
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Table 9. Fit indices of the final model

X2 df x/daf CFI GFI AGFI RMSEA
Current 245 1 2.45 0.98 1 0.96 0.07
study (p=0.063)
Acceptable  Not be meaningful Less than 3 More than More than 0.90 More than Less than 0.08
limit 0.90 0.80
Table 10. Path analysis results
Unstandardized parameter Path coefficient (Standardized) Standard error T sig.
0.02 0.12 0.01 222 0.03
0.01 0.24 0.001 3.19 0.001
0.001 0.03 0.001 1.97 0.05
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Table 11. Direct, indirect, total and explained variance effects of the variables

Path
On the sense of attachment through

Place intensification

Place creation

Place realization
On the place realization through

Place intensification

Place creation

On the place creation through

Place intensification

Direct effect Indirect effect Total effect R?
0.05

0.12* 0.03* 0.15%*

0.06** 0.06**

0.16%* 0.16%*
0.18

0.14%* 0.07** 0.21%*
0.03

0.19%* 0.19%*

0"

LI BRaN |

c

];. 3

(S -

[y

[ 1]
b

I’

23

I

\p
(73




a9
ay
< j
3
4 9
. ay
- l
) J
q
N
4 9
| 1
» >

O-Y7 Slmio /1 0 lows . 18 0590 AP+ ¥ liwsls g 5le

abro SIU 01 juud 4ndl y ¢ yo3 Aol ) o E9

*

ent®® . Yuy,
““‘ Qec()mlng Ofplace '....

.
* L2
5 S
K
- . .
o Place Intensification
0..
2 . an mEENyg I .
Q PR el .
D ** e\\\g of Pla(,
R) ©

Place
release

Seamon’
s theory

¥
Ld
&
L4
L4
L] .’
» -
L a-
L L
L] L
L] L
L] 5 [] -
L] : L] N
] 5 [l s
L} -
- -
L] L
- .
- .
- .
.
“ B “
. .
» = Place creation *,
L * Place
L4 .,
Tayy

"'»._ identity

Place
' Interaction

Place

Fig. 7. Final model of components with the most impact on place attachment based on Seamon’s theory

O ay (Sian s e bzl o oyl5e—l iils jo

)

N\

Place Attachment

-

Seamon's theory

Y

Being of place

" Becoming of place .

Place Interaction Place Realization

Place Creation
Place identity

Place Release

Place Intensification

I

Factors affecting the design of educational places

Place Creation i | Place Realization

Place Intensification

Process Place Person

Fig. 8. Final model of the influencing factors of place
attachment in educational spaces

Ao d_wjde Ja_.m sr»li‘o d_m )3_.5l$ L)
A oo ot aS ol qasile alils o e g ol

ol s ol 0,5 e )8 eolawls jge e
asgy 2 a8 Ligy g onislw anlp SO lseas poaly
9% 0y)y (&5 W) )2 45 gr.’.l'“’d&‘; L ol)lS asn
S 30 sle eS8 0 )0 o ;b 0 S o an o
251 i gen a5l e (Siids
D9 o8 (Gt i 90 40 4 S el Lol
Being of place - Be-) ;5o & 950 - S0 0, 29>
(e (oo, Julis S o, 24> (coming of place
Jolds plSe Sy ppe 10 Jolai 5 (S0 Cygn
il e IS 3o o T IS s S
Gt Gl SeeS a0 5 (e gl ol 50
e dlse 9 poslame 53 S 36 sls Sl ailse

W bl Laadge ooyl jo

ot Joae (sl0950 slpeitie igly ol 5o

=) (e G (o Bl e (e gl
e $9) = (e Jolsi g (e cmgr (S
45 CBS 8 e e (Simds e iy
e (B3l 5 Lo piite (aled ol adsl Jos
RMSEA (sl ozl a5 55k am 995 )093 5
IS io ol S (sl 05og sais 0,90, X2 g XH/d.f
PR GOV -y I\ - B SUL SR W EFR WP Sy KW
oS o boleidn s le Jo Ly g (3>
=l Joms e 09 0505 clie (551
(= G gl 00l g 0ud O il i
3979 (S > (e i g (3 e
5 Csio 5 Sl iyl by e o 0 bl 45 4l
A2 go laid 4 S wib oo ) e /0D maw o
ol o (Kwds e o AT 5L slaaddse
3 A IS e C Sl a5 e a2
e 5 sl 3516 IS el s e 3
NS sl ygiS e o (e sl 5 Bl S



vee 30 33 Bk &1 (T JS o Sl 1 1S il slaald 3o LS4l 5551y

O-YF Olmio /1 o jlowi . 18 0590 1Pt il g yle

o sl slsel g i Slaslin g bl Lags)l
o am Oy oo Ladled ool a5k oS
Ctlanly (ylas, ols 55 (5 Lbdl (6,155 eiage VY
S5 g g5l 5 GlalS g )lnl asile e
e sl o g0l il 45 L e Laall
Sl C8F leS oo Ea—orme ;0 .0, S o Lbl ajle
el slalad jo IS 4 (Sids (> il
OB 151 ey 5 005 (S s Ly ol sl
Dol B saa slmes, yo (Sl B g o 8l

Selas e ST slo s 10 00,5 oo slpiioy
Simndd 1 1200 O p908 e 4 a5 Lo S

=Ll 5 s oyl 5o ligmel il (e 4y

D=5 8
Clgis

. Hidalgo and Hernandez (2001)

. Altman and Low (1992)

. Ujang and Zakariya (2015),

. Scannell and Gifford (2010)

. Loureiro (2014)

. Tumanan and Lansangan (2012)

. Confirmatory Factor Analysis

. Mardia’s normalized multivariate kurtosis value

9. Maximum likelihood

10. Gefen et al.,

11. Comparative Fit Index

12. Goodness of Fit Index

13. Adjusted Goodness of Fit Index

14. Root Mean Square Error of Approximation

15. Modification Indices

0NN AW~

GSL),A."S 9 M"  §

2 &l Cuz il mils 5 o Gl e |
ol Sl g% ! el

&L Pl

g5 ) plal o d S as s co el B sgd
ol ai3lad 0929 ol (gl m8le o lss aigS e

W glad il
cole,COPE MW Jgo! bl |,y ol 51l
3l 0le 51 S e 1ol Gyge jo 5 asles S
Bio> 3o adlie Lol 5l sy o IS Jgal
BB o ddxe dn | 0 )50 (6K 5 adlis

Begles [ Jlo gl

RGO PR uu)I)f ulfwy .]a_wy 8390

OB s g8 Cod g g o5 jLie

3O s Hebdy als o el oy
JLed a8 liw adlae 5,55 5 Liwgh plosl J=lpe
Al 5 Sl gizme plod Cdgins 2l job an g ails
Wopdy oo |y adlie o o danes

slmatily a5l o i 3] 5 gans oSl
S5 IS8 Il ol s oo Ll 3o
39— il HAS 50 e (Sids o
J=3 5l St g e jo (o5 I s o
Sl g Lol (65—l oo glodd bl
s Gty ol 5o OSe 0 S o e 052 4y
by 68 ez o Sy5ed A IS s o
=259 SLIw (yd Gla NS el plets L
S slalas (a8 iyl § 4 alne o)l
s sz sl e sloaly g bl load Jols
Obelee 5 OlalS I pel Lalad lales 5 7 y5 S5
A e gl g gl (> g e
a2 OleSee 8 yo su Il ole 36 0
o)Ll Ldd (39— e 5 o g Laglele plsns
> 0991 092y 4 (6l BlsTise eylae 40 09
Slmlan (a5 jmolie SeaS 4 (e 4 (Ko
P aS Cly S g A oe jo plaaslis g ool
S8 4 Jlio gl 09 Basile oyljeol jiils ad
5 i Sz 1) mlacdld pls s sl il
Sl s ) o ldogs Lo ols plosl L (WoMS 55
ailgs oo Laoled g boaslcs ol o b adls o
silacily Lad ol ol anly o)l 90,8 las ;o o
5 omlye Lo g oS e i a0, 8
woled Byt S ool 5l i blas

Gtz g9y 45 Sl (e Sy gl g 09
sbogdyl 6555 ks (holge am ;5 o
=l DL g slog 5 (6155 2 gla 0
P LGN | R NP J S | IIV-SE VS ) DNV EO
S 59t o DI o lncalled o S e s
bome jo (=2l J—lse L gl iils g
DS (o8 Dy9—e

Giosy 5 ealendl sla e (gauuglyl sl

= AS el oo ool _ul u...._ul.v)b U_"‘*’ u‘)_..a )‘
oo lis adl iy el g e Jlaae juax
o..\_o—| Cwd 4 CL;L..» R )—M UT )_.YL u_u}lj‘
el 4 81 S > Ly il i LU
i 6L L e e i ol i 31 S
O3 sl sl 5o (5 yaali e Bk 5l Glsi e
05)_? J_..A HB; 6Lbu...ll.ﬂ$ LS)‘)j)" a U‘FLSA

0"

LI BRaN |

R

];. 3

[ S

[y

[ 1]
B

i

[0

I

\p
(73




99

1

9

ay
) J
q

N
2 9

&)

s

O-Y7 Slmio /1 0 lows . 18 0590 AP+ ¥ liwsls g 5le

10.

I1.

12.

13.

abro SIU 01 juud 4ndl y ¢ yo3 Aol ) o E9

References

Ansari, M., Jamshidi, S. & Almasifar, N. (2010).
To Investigate Feeling of Territory and in Terri-
tory Traveling in Urban Parks, Case study: Saee
Park. Armanshahr Architecture & Urban Devel-
opment, 3(4), 33-48. [In Persian]

Azemati, H., Pourbagher, S., Mohammadi,M..
(2017)Main Factors Affecting Personal Spaces’
Desirability in the Educational Environments
(Case study: Faculty of Architecture and Urban
Design). Journal of Environmental Science and
Technology, 19(4):209-218 . [In Persian]
Bonaiuto, M. Aiello, A. Perugini, M. Bonnes,
M., & Ercolani, A. P. (1999). Multidimension-
al perception of residential environment quality
and neighbourhood attachment in the urban envi-
ronment. Journal of environmental psychology,
19(4), 331-352.

Casey, E. S. (1993). Getting back into place:
Toward a renewed understanding of the place-
world. Indiana University Press.

Cevik, H. (2020). The relationship between park
satisfaction, place attachment and revisit inten-
tion in neighborhood parks with physical activity
facilities. Journal of Education and Learning,
9(2), 178-190.

Chang, J., Lin, Z., Vojnovic, 1., Qi, J., Wu, R., &
Xie, D. (2023). Social environments still matter:
The role of physical and social environments in
place attachment in a transitional city, Guang-
zhou, China. Landscape and Urban Planning,
232, 104680.

Chaudhary, A. H., Polonsky, M. J., & McClaren,
N. (2023). Social norms and littering—The role of
personal responsibility and place attachment at a
Pakistani beach. Global Environmental Change,
82, 102725.

Devine-Wright, P. (2013). Think global, act lo-
cal? The relevance of place attachments and
place identities in a climate changed world.
Global Environmental Change, 23(1), 61-69.
Dixon, J., & Durrheim, K. (2000). Displacing
place-identity: a discursive approach to locating
self and other. British journal of social psychol-
ogy, 39(1), 27-44.

Fornara, F. Scopelliti, M. Carrus, G. Bonnes, M.,
& Bonaiuto, M. (2020). Place attachment and
environment-related behavio”, in Manzo, L.C.,
& Devine-Wright, P. (Eds), Place Attachment:
Advances in Theory, Methods and Applications,
Routledge, London, 193-207.

Grocke, C. L., Eversole, R., & Hawkins, C. J.
(2021). The influence of place attachment on
community leadership and place management.
Journal of Place Management and Development,
15(3), 298-315.

Gross, M. J., & Brown, G. (2008). An empirical
structural model of tourists and places: Progress-
ing involvement and place attachment into tour-
ism. Tourism management, 29(6), 1141-1151.
Habibpour, K. and Safari, R. (2008). A compre-
hensive guide to the use of spss in survey re-
search, Tehran, Levy Publications, Mutafekaran.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

(2008). [In Persian]

Hamzei, E., Winter, S., & Tomko, M. (2020).
Place facets: a systematic literature review. Spa-
tial Cognition & Computation, 20(1), 33-81.
Han, J., Kim, J., Lee, C., & Kim, J. (2019). Role
of place attachment dimensions in tourists’ de-
cision making process in Cittaslow. Destination
Marketing and Management, 11, 108-119.

Hay, R. (1998). Sense of place in developmental
context. Journal of environmental psychology,
18(1), 5-29.

Homan, H.A. Statistical inference in behavioral
research. Tehran: Samit Publications.(2013). [In
Persian]

Hosany, S., Prayag, G., Van Der Veen, R., Huang,
S., & Deesilatham, S. (2017). Mediating effects
of place attachment and satisfaction on the rela-
tionship between tourists’ emotions and inten-
tion to recommend. Journal of Travel Research,
56(8), 1079-1093.

Hossein Anhari, H. Statistical Analysis. Tehran:
Aria Nagsh Publications. (2017). [In Persian]
Kamali, F. (2020). The relationships between
cultural values and product emotional attach-
ment .Doctoral dissertation, Doctoral disser-
tation, Queensland University of Technology.
https://doi. org/10.5204/thesis. Eprints. 204203).
Khalil, M. B., & Jacobs, B. C. (2021). Under-
standing place-based adaptation of women in a
post-cyclone context through place attachment.
Environmental Development, 39, 100644, 1-15.
Lalli, M. (1992). Urban-related identity: Theory,
measurement, and empirical findings. Journal of
Environmental Psychology, 12(4), 285-303.
Lang, J. (2009), Creating Architectural Theory:
The Role of Behavioral Sciences in Environmen-
tal Design. Translated by Alireza Einifar (1388).
Tehran: University of Tehran. [In Persian]

Lee, J., Kyle, G., & Scott, D. (2012). The medi-
ating effect of place attachment on the relation-
ship between festival satisfaction and loyalty to
the festival hosting destination. Journal of travel
research, 51(6), 754-767.

Low, S. M., & Altman, 1. (1992). Place attach-
ment: A conceptual inquiry. Springer US. 1-12
Manzo, L., & Perkins, D. (2006). Finding com-
mon ground: the importance of place attachment
to community participation and planning. Jour-
nal of Planning Literature, 20(4),335-350
Marris, C., Langford, I. H., & Riordan, T. O.
(1996). Integrating sociological and psycholog-
ical approaches to public perceptions of environ-
mental risks: Detailed results from a question-
naire survey.

Morgan, P. (2010). Towards a developmental
theory of place attachment. Journal of environ-
mental psychology, 30(1), 11-22.

Motalebi, Gh. (2002). Environmental psychol-
ogy: the new knowledge-based discipline at
architecture and urban design’s service. Eon-
ar-ha-ye-Ziba, -(10), 52-67. ). [in persian]
Nyamekye, M. B., Adam, D. R., Boateng, H., &



vee 0 30 B &1 (S S > Swl 1 105 Wl sloaid 3o L3 o 59151

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

Kosiba, J. P. (2023). Place attachment and brand
loyalty: the moderating role of customer experi-
ence in the restaurant setting. International Hos-
pitality Review, 37(1), 48-70.

Patwardhan, V., Ribeiro, M. A., Payini, V. Woos-
nam, K., M. Mallya, J., & Gopalakrishnan, P.
(2020). Visitors’ place attachment and destina-
tion loyalty: Examining the roles of emotional
solidarity and perceived safety. Journal of Travel
Research, 59(1), 3-21.

Pourjafar, M.R., Izadi, M.S., & Khabiri, S.
(2016). Place attachment; conceptualization,
principals and criteria. Hoviateshahr, 9(24), 43-
64. [In Persian]

Rahimi, R., Ansari, M., Bemanian, M., & Mah-
davinejad, M. (2020). Evaluation of the Effect
of Physical Components on Place Attachment in
Communal Spaces of Selected Residential Com-
plexes in Tehran. The Monthly Scientific Journal
of Bagh-e Nazar, 17(83), 15-30. doi: 10.22034/
bagh.2020.185425.4107. [In Persian]

Ram, Y. Bjork, P., & Weidenfeld, A. (2016). Au-
thenticity and place attachment of major visitor
attractions. Tourism management, 52, 110-122.
Relph, E. C. (1976). The phenomenological
Sfoundations of geography. Dept. of Geography,
University of Toronto.

Riahi Dehkordi, A., Montazerolhoja, M., & Sha-
rifnejad, M. (2021). Determining the effective
factors on promoting the “place attachment” for
the residents of contemporary neighborhoods
centers (Case study: Kooy-e-Asatid neigborhood
in Yazd city). Journal of Iranian Architecture &
Urbanism(JIAU), 12(1), 93-110. doi: 10.30475/
1sau.2021.185974.1217. [In Persian]

Riley, R. B. (1992). Attachment to the ordinary
landscape. Place attachment, 13-35.

Romolini, M., Ryan, R. L., Simso, E. R, &
Strauss, E. G. (2019). Visitors’ attachment to ur-
ban parks in Los Angeles, CA. Urban Forestry &
Urban Greening, 41, 118-126.

Russell, J. A., & Snodgrass, J. (1987). Emotion
and the environment. In D. Stokols & 1. Altman
(Eds.), Handbook of environmental psychology,
1, 245-280, New York, NY: John Wiley.
Scannell, L., & Gifford, R. (2010). Defining
place attachment: a tripartite organising frame-
work. Journal of Environmental Psychology,
30(1), 1-10

Seamon, D. (2012a). Place, place identity, and
phenomenology: a triadic interpretation based
on JG Bennetts systematics. The Role of Place
Identity in the Perception, Understanding, and
Design of the Built Environment, Bentham Sci-
ence Publishers, London, 3-21.

Seamon, D. (2012b). Place, place identity, and
phenomenology. In Caskin, H. and Bernardo, F.
(Eds), the Role of Place Identity and Perception,
Understanding and Design of the Built Envi-
ronment, Bentham Science Publishers, London,
3-21.

Seamon, D. (2014). Place attachment and phe-
nomenology: the synergistic dynamism of place.

44,

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

O-YF Olmio /1 o jlowi . 18 0590 1Pt il g yle

in Manzo, L. and Devine-Wright, P. (Eds), Place
Attachment: Advances in Theory, Methods and
Applications, Routledge, London, 11-22.
Seamon, D. (2015). Understanding place holisti-
cally: cities, synergistic relationality, and space
syntax. The Journal of Space Syntax, 6(1), 19-33.
Seamon, D. (2018). Life Takes Place: Phenom-
enology, Lifeworlds, and Place Making. Rout-
ledge, New York, NY.

Soleimanpour Omran, M.(2022).The relation2
ship between the educational system decora-
tion system and the sense of belonging to the
school with the mediating role of spatial attach-
ment among students. Educational research-
es.17(71):1-18. [In Persian]

Song, H. M., Kim, K. S., & Yim, B. H. (2017).
The mediating effect of place attachment on the
relationship between golf tourism destination
image and revisit intention. 4sia Pacific Journal
of Tourism Research, 22(11), 1182-1193
Stedman, R. (2002). Towards a social psychol-
ogy of place: predicting behaviour from place-
based cognitions, attitude, and identity. Environ-
ment and Behaviour, 34(5), 561-581.

Tanner, C. K. (2009). Effects of school design on
student outcomes. Journal of Educational Ad-
ministration, 47(3), 381-399.

Taqavi H., Javidpour M., Ahmadi S., ( 2021).
Developing a Structural Equation Model for Pre-
dicting the Sense of Belonging to School Based
on Family Cohesion with the Mediating Role of
Spiritual Intelligence in Secondary School Male
Students in Ardabil in the Academic Year 2020-
2021: A Descriptive Study. JRUMS 2021; 20 (8)
:865-878. [In Persian]

Teo, T., & Noyes, J. (2012). Explaining the in-
tention to use technology among pre-service
teachers: a multi-group analysis of the Unified
Theory of Acceptance and Use of Technolo-
gy. Interactive Learning Environments, DOI:
10.1080/10494820.2011.641674.

Torkaman, S., & Soheili, J. (2021). Analysis of
the Impact of In-Between Meaning on Promoting
the Sense of Place in the Qajar Mosque-Schools
(Case Study: Salehiye Mosque-School in Qaz-
vin City). Journal of Environmental Science and
Technology, 23(2), 219-231. [In Persian]

Tuan, Y. (1977). Space and Place: The Per-
spective of Experience. Minneapolis: University
Press.

Ujang, N. (2012). Place Attachment and Conti-
nuity of Urban Place Identity. Procedia - Social
and Behavioral Sciences, 49, 156—167. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.sbspro.2012.07.014

Williams, D. R. (2014). Beyond the commodity
metaphor, revisited. Place Attachment Advances
in Theory, Methods and Applications, 89-99.
Woosnam, K. M., Aleshinloye, K. D., Strzelec-
ka, M., & Erul, E. (2018). The role of place at-
tachment in developing emotional solidarity with
residents. Journal of Hospitality & Tourism Re-
search, 42(7), 1058-1066.

0"

LI BRaN |

C
];.>
G =
[y

D
[>
I’
G
I

\o
(73



https://sanad.iau.ir/en/Authors/531360

