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A Study on the Historic Preservation Related to Japanese Americans in California, USA

—Focusing on the Evaluation Method of Historical Value—

OfaEFHRE", FHFEGL?

*Shuma Ishigami', Takahiro Abe?

Abstract : This study aims to clarify evaluation methods for the historical value of Japanese American-related historic preservation in

California, USA. The results of this research contribute to the promotion of historical environmental preservation related to ethnic

groups.
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Figure2. Percentage of analysis subjects evaluated from

each evaluation perspective
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Figure3. Percentage of analysis subjects evaluated by each

assessment axis.
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