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Table 1.

Bk BdcoBsini IBRIS6E T~ H) v
T2 30, 1/2,500 FLIRATRIER (FEF152 FEIE) 2%
F2M5ihk L, St OB IE LT ERST
W, R AR 2,176 P oo LRI A FRA L
BB L N oA & Bk A E
BEPtH Lickoy v 7 AL 655 F L is o T B,

RACERIIEAR, B, 24, BREFOWMRERTH
DRI T %, E e, BOBEBTHMRRLEANE
FEAEZELD I AFRE - b 0T, BoaEE
CETAERAE S L, 2EM LT 2888 oM
RHIAE & LCROMBEEKRD & sy Lic (Fig. 2),
a. 7L, b. AR, c. WEER, d. KEH, e. QIEE
A, f. EEE (AT - BER), g WHER, h. gHuE
B, 1% fER, J. 0 - WRER, k- SR
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Table 1 3B EBNC IO D LR EYRLELD
T, Bt A < B B R CIEAVCRIINA LR

Composition of uses in housing lots by housing lot size

Ratio of bare

Houslrzrgn%ot size ?gl\;i(:;rége Rat;gvgiaggzeen andcoliae";f;;:m Total N
51 ~100 52.8% 7.9% 39.3% 100.0% 51
101~150 470 12.0 410 100.0 94
151 ~200 41.4 21.2 374 100.0 156
201 ~250 34.5 26.7 38.8 100.0 179
251 ~300 32.9 31.3 35.8 100.0 74
301 ~350 317 324 359 100.0 39
351 ~400 30.1 24.8 451 100.0 21
401 ~450 33.0 36.3 30.7 100.0 17
451 ~500 27.4 32,7 39.9 100.0 6
501 ~ 22.6 471 30.3 100.0 18
Total 385 235 38.0 100.0 655
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EREThTWB L LRI, 24, ERBLENSWE
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KSR b OREM S e b D LB %,
BERRY » OBASIC oW T Table 3 R0
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Table 2. Number of trees and shrubs per
unit of green space by the respec-
tive survey areas

Number of small Number of large

Survey trees and shrubs trees per green
area per green space space
(m?) {m?)
A. 0.2688 0.0517
B. 0.4934 0.1135
C. 0.2197 0.0622
D. 0.3289 0.0498
E. 0.3017 0.0890
F. 0,2025 0.0741
G. 0.2511 0.0892
H. 0.3687 0.1383
I. 0.4621 0,1540
J. 0.3099 0.1302
L. 0.6327 0.1551
M. 0.3967 0.0768
Total 0.3339 0.0867

Table 3. Number of trees and shrubs
per unit of green space by
housing lot size

Number of small Number of large

%otussii;leg trees and shrubs trees per green
per green space space
(m? (m?) (m?)
51~100 0.5748 0.0756
101~150 0.5892 0.1150
151~200 0.4240 0.0786
201~250 0.2948 0.0630
251~300 0.2780 0.0715
301~350 0.2300 0.0682
351~400 0.2689 0.0575
401 ~450 0.2044 0.0619
451~500 0.1945 0.0411
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Relation of housing lot without trees or
shrubs and the housing lot size.

Fig. 1.
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Table 4. Composition of green types in housing lots by
the respective survey areas

Sg;zgy a) b) c) d) e f) g h i) j) k¥ 1) m) n) Total N
A, 1.7% 1.3% 105% 11.3% 9.7% 4.6% 0.4% 47.1% 8.8% 29% 08% 0.0% 0.4% 04% 100% 238
B. 261 47 167 98 167 43 09 137 43 00 17 00 13 0.0 100 234
C. 24 18 194 133 55 133 00 200 115 06 91 00 12 18 100 165
D. 129 4.0 21.8 93 102 31 13 200 89 04 31 18 31 0.0 100 225
E. 248 161 175 44 153 51 07 102 29 00 15 00 15 0.0 100 137
F. 17.0 143 132 7.7 159 38 16 93 93 05 38 11 11 11 100 182
G. 142 60 113 157 211 44 16 182 36 08 28 00 04 00 100 248
H. 231 116 169 54 98 125 00 63 18 38 80 00 09 0.0 100 112
I. 253 133 171 70 25 114 13 127 51 06 25 06 06 0.0 100 158
J. 322 237 110 6.8 11.0 1.7 00 85 08 00 17 00 25 00 100 118
L. 293 160 177 50 61 39 00 171 22 06 11 00 06 06 100 181
M. 208 79 185 101 135 101 17 101 51 00 06 06 00 11 100 178
Total 180 89 159 94 119 62 09 176 57 08 28 04 11 04 100 2176

Note. a) to n) are corresponding to those in Fig. 2.

The total of percentage in each area does not necessarily amount to 100.0 because of rounding.
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Fig. 2. Composition of green space arrangement
types in housing lots.

Note. a) Housing lot without green space
b) Point greenery type
¢) Front greenery type
d) Back greenery type
e) One side greenery type
f) Front and back greenery type
g) Both sides greenery type
h) Front and one side greenery type
i) Back and one side greenery type
j} Front and both sides greenery type
k) Front, back and one side greenery type
) Back and both sides greenery type
m) Narrow around greenery type
) Wide around greenery type
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030 ./
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.\

./ Y=17.8+14.1logX
(r?=0.857)

L s . " " L "
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Space between house to street
Fig. 3. Relation of ratio of green coverage in

housing lot and the space between house
to street.
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Fig. 4. Relation of the percentage of housing

lot without trees or shrubs and the space
between house to street.
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Summary

The present study was carried out to obtain such
pertinent factors as plantings in housing lots in
urban Hokkaido.

In order to know the true state of plantings in
housing lots, many individual houses in 12 typical
residential areas in Sapporp city were studied.

The results showed the size of housing lots was
closely related to the plantings. For example,
according to the increase in size of housing lots,
we found a sharp decrease in percentage of hous-
ing lots without any plantings in small housing
lots and an increase of number of trees and shrubs
in le;rger housing lots. Furthermore we showed
the relation of number Qf. trees and shrubs and
the space between house to street, and the rela-
tion of arrangement of the type of plantings and
the housing lot size.

Judging from the results, approximately 101~150
m? housing lot is required to have some shrub
plantings and approximately 201~250 m? housing
lot size to have large tree plantings.

The result were not so different from the results
of studies in Tokyo reported by Urata, and other
workers. Thus, we can point out that the results
show the general condition for plantings in hous-
ing lot, and a more detailed studies are necessary
to clarify the characteristics of housing lots in
urban Hokkaido.



