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Fig.2 Zoning map of Fugendo area.
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Fig.8 Popularization percentage of the project
in Fugendo area.
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Fig.12 Profile curves of the differences between
Fugendo area and Sumiyoshi pond in
Aira, Kagoshima Prefecture.
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Fig.13 Profile curves of each digital image fixed
by using the computer graphics.
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Summary

From of old, some rural areas of the southern Kyushu have been endowed with a lot of comfortable water
amenity spaces, the pure flowing water and the natural geographical environment have been utilized wholly
and actively. And improvements of these have been executed, taking the landscape, which is beautiful as it is ,
and the environmental preservation into our considerations.

However, to our not a small regrets, it has been left uncharted how the local people felt about the contents
of the improvement project after the completion of the project, which seems to be due to the fact that the engi-
neers’ subjective ideas have chiefly been apt to be adopted, one sidedly.

In this paper, the term of ”"landscape” in an agricultural infrastructure improvement and the rural develop-
ment was put under investigations. Subjective and unique evaluation factors based on visibilities have been con-
tained in this term. And this is one of the reasons why an approach evaluating the landscape problems objec-
tively and universally was tried out. Moreover, aiming to contribute to an improvement plan and to a design man-
ual, another sort of study was carried out, which the application of the computer graphics and by feeding the
questionnaire-results obtained after the completion of a work back to the planners and the investigators.

Consequently, from the questionnaire, it was confirmed that only half of the local persons were informed
of the contents of the project. And by making use of the statistical analyses that carried out by Semantic
Differential Method, the following four items were selected as the landscape evaluation factors, namely,
"Comfortableness ”,” Visible sensibility ”,” Localism ” and "Emotionality ”. Concerning another analysis car-
ried out by making use of the four digital image data, it was clarified that some interpretations of a visible
evaluation with respect to landscape elements were to be brought about by putting each image figure on "popular-

ity” axis and putting it on "natural or artificial " axis, in coordination.



