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 Place attachment (PA) has been investigated at different scales through different methods 

across various disciplines. This review seeks a nuanced understanding of its components, 

methods of investigation and importance through content analysis. Different researches 

consider diverse sub-concepts as the components of PA and there is lack of coherence in 

methods of investigation used. Studies in the area commonly use questions from earlier studies, 

with modifications, to investigate PA. Most PA studies were done at neighborhood levels and 

within public spaces. PA is important in place making through memories, meanings, in 

conservation and place keeping. Currently, few PA studies are in African context. There is need 

for PA studies in underexplored areas of brownfields and other industrial legacies. Virtual 

places are also gaining ground in PA studies. Lack of clarity on what constitutes PA may affect 

policy formulations and implementations negatively. The review is important in identifying the 

importance, components, areas of study, common questions among selected authors used in 

PA investigations. For coherence and clarity, it is recommended to adapt place identity and 

place dependence as the sub-dimensions of PA, with inclusion of other factors under them, 

according to the proposed conceptual framework. The findings reiterate the need for built 

environment professionals, and policy makers to integrate PA aspects in place making during 

new developments and urban renewals that greatly impact the urban and rural landscapes. 
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1. Introduction 

Place, according to Scannell & Gifford (2010), is 

“repositories and contexts within which interpersonal, 

community and cultural relationships occur and to 

which people are attached. Place attachment (PA), as a 

place-person bond, affects the well-being of persons 

through experiences and perceptions (Li et al., 2023; 

Aguspriyanti, 2022; Wahyudie et al., 2021; Adewale et 

al., 2020). The dimensions of the influence include 

characteristics of the place and person, in addition to the 

psychological processes (Lewicka, 2011; Scannell & 

Gifford, 2010). Hashim et al. (2013) also discourse that 
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PA is influenced by physical, social and cultural factors. 

Time, experiences, memories, interactions, activities in 

a given place, in addition to place satisfaction (PS), are 

also its constituents. However, it is confusing as no 

standard way marks the study and analysis of PA across 

various disciplines that investigate place-people 

relationships. Moreover, there is lack of coherence from 

a built environment perspective (Wirth et al., 2016); a 

common understanding on PA concept is missing (Shao 

& Liu, 2017; Scannell & Gifford, 2010). This are 

however studies and definitions from environmental 

http://www.ejssd.astu.edu/
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psychology, human geography and sociology from the 

past years. Linfeng et al. (2024), in their bibliometric 

literature review of PA, stated that the field is gradually 

being associated with new words or phenomena and the 

future trend will be associated with additional 

disciplines and fields. 

PA, place identity (PI) and memory are three 

different concepts (Zahid & Misirlisoy, 2021). 

Continuity of PA is anchored in the memories with a 

given place (Wirth et al., 2016; Ujang and Zakariya, 

2015). The memories, however, continue to be under 

threat by transformations within cities today (K’oyoo & 

Breed, 2024). Development which is not fit for a given 

area affects the sense of place (SOP) and PA 

(Shamsuddin & Ujang, 2008); resulting in the 

disturbance of people’s feelings. The use of collective 

memories, to identify and retain urban landscape 

identity during renewal projects that transforms urban 

landscapes, however receives less attention in 

comparison to the functional and economic investment 

considerations that are more valued (K’oyoo & Breed, 

2024). Karsono et al. (2021), in their study of PA in the 

riverfront public spaces, showed that the level of 

attachment was reflected by the memories and 

knowledge about the place, as a result of being highly 

familiar and integrating within the place for a long time. 

PA has been discussed alongside PI in several 

studies. However, in regard to their definitions and 

connections, there is confusion in the fields of urban 

planning and environmental psychology (Casakin et al., 

2015; Hernandez et al., 2007; Hidalgo & Hernandez, 

2001). Some studies have discussed PI as a sub-concept 

in the formation of PA (Anton & Lawrence, 2016; 

Zhang & Lei, 2013; Brown & Raymond, 2007; Kyle et 

al., 2004; Williams & Vaske, 2003; Vaske & Kobri, 

2001), while others have described it as separate but 

related concept at the same level (Bazrafshan et al., 

2021; Purwanto & Harani, 2020; Casakin et al., 2015; 

Rollero & Piccoli, 2010a; Hernandez et al., 2007; 

Lewicka, 2008; Jorgensen & Stedman, 2001). Jorgensen 

and Stedman (2001) suggested that SOP is a broad 

construct that encompasses the other concepts of PA, 

place dependence (PD) and PI. They considered PI to be 

an independent concept from PA. 

It is important to understand the role of PA in urban 

design, otherwise, neglecting it can have negative 

impacts on the results of planning and design of urban 

realms (Liu et al., 2020). Existing researches in urban 

design mainly focused on appearances and image ability 

of the physical aspects (Ujang & Zakariya, 2015). 

However, they failed in describing PA and place 

memories (PM) as the indicators for distinction of a 

given place. The identification of physical 

characteristics and attributes of places that contributes 

to PA has not been addressed adequately. Planners and 

designers have paid little, sometimes no attention and 

less consideration to the meanings and attachments in 

decision making during planning and design.  

The aim of this review is to illuminate place 

attachment concept in terms of the components/sub-

dimensions, methods used in its investigation, areas of 

study and the common questions used to investigate it. 

The review recommends the adoption of PI and PD as 

the main sub-dimensions of PA, together with other 

factors under them, for coherence and clarity. 

2. Research Methods 

The study employed content analysis in the 

investigation of the concept of PA. For this, secondary 

sources from peer reviewed journal articles in the urban 

planning profession were considered. Sources with 

cognate concepts of PI, PD and SOP were also included. 

The sources were mainly from open access platforms, 

such as Google Scholar and Google. The main term for 

the search was “Place attachment”. Other sources that 

yielded allied concepts of “place identity”, “sense of 

place”, “place dependence”, “place meanings” and 

“place satisfaction” were also analyzed for their 

contents on PA. Each source was analyzed according to 

its contents for any inclusion of the PA concept within 

the title, abstract and key words before finally including 

it to the study. The relevant sources, which were 

applicable to the study topic, were included from all 

disciplines and regions. The review included the latest 

studies (2015 to 2024) on PA in addition to the old ones 

(1989 to 2014) that have shaped the discourse in terms 

of components and methods of study from various 

disciplines. The review provides a discourse on PA as a 

common and important aspect in place-people-process 

studies. It offers a nuanced understanding of the sub-

concepts that constitute it and finally it proposes the 

author’s conceptual framework for its investigation, 

based on the reviews done.  
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3. Place Attachment in Place Making 

3.1 Importance of place attachment 

Despite mutual criticisms among researchers in place 

attachment, studies support the importance of 

considering PA in the environments, city and landscapes 

and its importance in forming local meanings (Linfeng 

et al., 2024). PA has been investigated by several 

researchers (Chen & Liu, 2024; Xie & Wang, 2024; 

Song & Soopramanein, 2019) in terms of its 

contribution to responsible environmental behaviors. 

PA, through its various sub-constructs of place 

dependence, place identity, place social bonding and 

place affect, has a significant effect on pro-

environmental behaviors among the community in 

various settings. 

Bazrafshan et al., (2021) through their study of ‘how 

long residents and bi-cultural migrants form bonds with 

urban parks’ contributed to knowledge that is crucial to 

support decision making. The study addressed a 

research gap by evaluating the influence of historic and 

contemporary urban parks on the PA of users from 

different cultural backgrounds. Liu et al. (2020) filled a 

knowledge gap by exploring the relationship between 

local, familiar landscape elements and PA. The study 

concluded that planners and designers can build stronger 

PA by integrating landscape elements that are familiar 

to people. Meanings attached to places relate to the 

perceptual and psychological aspects, in terms of 

environmental experiences that form PA. PA is an 

element that can contribute to sustaining of PI and the 

SOP; thus, promoting emotional wellbeing, fulfillments 

and happiness to the residents (Ujang & Zakariya, 

2015). Developing a landscape management in 

collaboration requires understanding of an individual’s 

degree of attachment to the physical environments and 

the community contexts; thus, acts to influence intensity 

of associations and participation (Storie et al., 2019).  

Wirth et al., (2016) investigated the interaction of 

place characteristics (place dimension) with the 

personal characteristics. They tested empirically the 

place changes over time in relation with PA and then 

concluded that significant transformations of the urban 

realms, even when occurring within a shorter time frame 

can strengthen the residents’ relationships to places. 

This is when the changes are perceived as attractive 

upgrading. On the contrary, but related to this, Anton & 

Lawrence (2016) studied the relationship of PA to 

residents’ response to place changes. They concluded 

that people’s attachment to place, in particular their PD, 

may affect the interpretation and evaluation of proposed 

place changes. People who viewed the proposed 

changes as negative had stronger PDs. Similarly, 

K’oyoo (2023b) was concerned by urban renewal 

changes. This may necessitate the need to overlook the 

heritage values that the residents in a given city attach 

to urban spaces and existing urbans form elements 

within them. Alrobaee & Al-Kinani (2019) in their study 

of PD as a constituent component of PA opine that 

improving the quality of the physical environments of 

places increases PA where people feel that their wishes 

are met and ambitions fulfilled. On the other hand, PA 

to the traditional urban built environments is higher than 

in new urban environments, as a result of satisfaction 

with the liveliness, neighborliness and diversity within 

such environments (Muhammad et al., 2021). 

Landscape perceptions significantly influence the 

perceived restorations which contained the indirect 

effect pathway through PD and PI (Li et al., 2023). 

People find it easier to spend time and gain relaxing 

experiences in places with high attachment levels. When 

the physical characteristics of a place or landscape 

changes, individual’s attachment to that place can be 

disrupted (Liu et al., 2020; Wirth et al., 2016). A city’s 

individual and collective memory is important in 

maintaining its uniqueness in terms of urban landscape 

identity (K’oyoo & Breed 2024; Ujang & Zakariya, 

2015). Thus, urban renewal must consider and respond 

to citizens’ memory in designing the built environment; 

this has an important contribution, especially to the 

urbanizing of African cities, which are affected by 

redevelopments that often fail to maintain originality 

(K’oyoo & Breed, 2023). 

PA brings environmental consciousness, as people 

who feel they belong to a place want to conserve and 

sustain the components of that place. Well-designed 

built environments in the neighborhoods facilitate 

cultural interaction that provided PA and sustainability. 

Thus, it is important to define and consider the 

components of PA during construction processes of the 

cities that are fast changing; the physical environment 

offers an effective dimension in terms of PA. This is 

essential in the process of conservation or cultural 
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heritage which leads to sustainability (Ujang & 

Zakariya, 2015; K’oyoo & Breed, 2024). PA has a clear 

influence on the social wellbeing; a place is not only a 

physical area but that people ground representations of 

the place in their social experiences (Rollero & Piccoli, 

2010b; Stedman, 2003). This leads to attribution of 

different values to the same place. PA has a significant 

contribution to the SOP; thus, it should be considered in 

the design of urban places when redevelopments 

undertaken (Sattarzadeh 2018; Shamsuddin & Ujang 

2008).  

Overall, PA is important in forming meanings that 

are attached to various places by people; it influences 

associations of people within various spaces; it 

influences participation in various aspects, like 

conservation that lead to sustainability and therefore 

important in place making and keeping at various scales. 

PA has also been investigated in terms of pro-

environmental behaviors as it has an influence through 

various sub-constructs of place dependence, place 

identity, place social bonding.  

3.2 Levels of place attachment  

PA can occur at different scales of places, such as 

homes, neighborhoods, cities, or countries. PA can also 

occur in places such as residences, public spaces (say 

shopping centers) and to attractions for tourists. PA has 

been studied over the years at city level (Muhammad et 

al. 2021; Adewale et al., 2020; Lestari & Sumbrata, 

2018), at neighborhood level (Abu-Bakar et al., 2016), 

at both neighborhood and city level (Casakin et al., 

2015; Rollero & Piccoli, 2010a; Hernandez et al. 2007), 

at three levels of home, neighborhood and city (Ayoola 

et al., 2019), and at five levels of apartments, 

house/buildings, neighborhoods, districts and city 

(Lewicka, 2008). 

Moreover, in the recent years, there have been 

emerging studies on PA within virtual environment. 

People are increasingly spending time in virtual places; 

however, research on how bonds with real world places 

modify our attitudes towards virtual mobility and 

environments are scarce (Oleksy et al., 2023; Oleksy et 

al., 2024). Lewicka (2011) questions whether the virtual 

locations should be defined as places as they lack 

physicality. However, there is growing evidence that 

virtual places can be analyzed in the same terms as real 

places because they can evoke feelings of place identity, 

place dependence and social bonding just like the 

physical places (Oleksy et al., 2023). 

PA and PI, whether at the same level or one being a 

sub-concept of the other, are related. PA is a major 

contributor of PI (Hernandez et al., 2007); the two terms 

are also described to share common concepts (Rollero 

& Piccoli, 2010a). The common aspects for PA and PI 

are physical appearances, social interactions, sensory 

experiences and historical characters (Shao and Liu 

(2017). However, there is lack of clarity regarding the 

relationships between the concepts of PA and PI 

(Jaskiewicz, 2015). On the other hand, Lewicka (2008) 

considered PA and PI as two different phenomena. It is 

interesting and, at the same time, confusing that PA has 

been considered as a separate concept alongside PI and 

PD in the formation of SOP (Jorgensen and Stedman, 

2001).  

3.3 Components of place attachment 

PI and PD are integral components of PA (Anton & 

Lawrence, 2016; Brown & Raymond, 2007). This is 

supported by Aguspriyanti (2022) who also studied PA 

along the two sub-concepts. The study considered PA as 

a connection between people and places that is 

influenced by functions and psychological aspects. The 

functional aspect is in terms of qualities of the features 

of the environment and the place activities, whereas the 

psychological aspect is in terms of people’s feelings and 

emotions. Alrobaee and Al-Kinani (2019) analyzed the 

important factors in PA creation, in terms of qualities of 

the place and expectations within the place that 

contributes to PD as a constituent of PA. However, there 

is lack of clarity in distinguishing PA and PI, as they 

seem like overlapping (Hernandez et al., 2007).  

On the contrary, other researchers considered PA as 

distinct place dimension to be examined alongside PI 

and PD (Bazrafshan et al., 2021; Jorgensen & Stedman, 

2001; Stedman, 2003). PD refers to physical 

appearances, practical uses and perceived visual 

appearances, while PA is about feelings and emotions in 

addition to safety, social bonding and gathering and PI 

refers to memories, meanings, history and identity. 

Overall, PI as a concept contributes to PA. The three 

prominent drivers of PI, namely shared histories, 

meanings and memories, offer means to establish bonds 
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with a given place. This was more so for the residents 

who had long term engagement within a given area 

(Bazrafshan et al., 2021). The emerging reasons for the 

meanings attached to the selected features of the natural 

and built environment are their importance in the 

historical development over the years (K’oyoo, 2023a). 

These features present aesthetic appeal either for good 

scenery as natural aspects or for good architectural 

designs. 

PA is influenced by three main factors, namely place 

characteristics, personal characteristics and 

psychological processes (Lewicka, 2011); Scannell & 

Gifford, 2010). The psychological processes are to 

perceive and experience a given place. Identity within 

the urban landscape is the residents’ opinion and 

perception of the special features that help them 

differentiate and develop attachment to a place (K’oyoo 

& Breed, 2024). It encompasses the forms/physical, 

functions and activities/social-cultural, and meaning 

aspects, which combine to create memories for the 

residents. Individual and collective memories of city 

residents link their identity with place identity. Special 

features in the landscape and urban fabric help residents 

differentiate between, and connect with the city’s 

identity. 

The physical and functional qualities of a given place 

influence the degree of dependency and attachment, 

which are platforms for various activities and social 

interactions. The identity of the place is established 

through the user’s positive identifications with the 

places, in addition to the feelings of satisfaction, 

enjoyment and security. PA develops before PI and the 

attachment is seen to influence PI. This then provides 

personal and group identities (Hernandez et al., 2007; 

Twigger-Ross & Uzzell, 1996). The functional and the 

emotional attachments contribute to a stronger SOP and 

continuity of PI. Within urban squares, the social 

environment was found to have a higher impact on the 

functional attachments of the users when compared to 

the physical attributes (Ozkan & Yilmaz, 2019). 

A recent study on PA, under the two dimensions of 

PI and PD, revealed the possibility of precedence from 

PD to PI in visiting historical districts (Li et al., 2023). 

On the contrary, Purwanto and Harani (2020) 

investigated PA and PI as two separate concepts that are 

discrete and at the same level. The study illustrated that 

the PA of places by users depended on their experiences 

and the characteristics of the PI when visiting the public 

spaces. An earlier study by Hernandez et al. (2007) 

considered PA as a related concept to PI and that PA 

precedes the formation of PI. This means that an 

individual may feel attached to a place but it takes more 

than liking or attachment to incorporate the place as part 

of one’s self in terms of PI. Physical features and 

symbolic meanings of a place exert influence on PA 

(Stedman, 2003; Lewicka (2008). In agreement to this 

Sattarzadeh (2018) suggested that PA is closely related 

to satisfaction of place, physical characteristics, 

experiences, emotional characteristics and beliefs in a 

given place. It is important to consider personal context 

to PA, in addition to the physical and social 

characteristics of the place, emotions in settings for 

various places are highly personal (Raymond et al., 

2010).  

3.4 Methods of study and sub-concepts 

PA has been studied within various contexts, scales 

and using various sub-dimensions (Table 1). The 

adoption of quantitative approach, through surveys, is 

common due to the need to investigate perceptions of 

people on the various aspects that constitute PA. 

Surveys can be successful within a short period of time 

through questionnaires as compared to interviews that 

are time consuming. Most of the studies (Table 1) 

involved more than 100 respondents through the 

quantitative method. The various constructs in PA 

studies were tested through Likert scales that are 

commonly used to rate perceptions on various aspects 

among respondents. 

Verbrugge and Born (2018) included PSB and 

narrative bonding, in addition to the common sub-

dimensions, in studying the role of PA in public 

perceptions of a re-landscaping intervention. The 

dimension of narrative bonding was used to account for 

cultural and historical meanings in their study of river 

landscapes. Wahyudie et al. (2021) and Ramkissoon et 

al. (2012) also used four sub-dimensions, with three of 

them similar to those of Verbrugge and Born (2018) 

except for place affect. Wahyudie et al. (2021) carried 

out study under four sub-concepts rather than separately 

(Table 2). Generally, there is lack of clarity on what 

aspects to include in the study of PA as a concept. 
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In the African context, as part of the Global South, 

there are few studies that have been done on PA at 

homes, neighborhoods and city levels. Adewale et al. 

(2020) investigated PA in the urban slums within 

Nigeria, by using two dimensions of PD and PA, and 

concluded that attachment to home environment was 

more due to PD than PI. The top predictors of PA 

included satisfaction with the housing units’ features, 

support services, security and tenure. Ayoola et al. 

(2019) also investigated PA in Nigeria within the poor 

neighborhoods at three levels and they found out that 

attachment rate varied in decreasing order of city, social 

and physical attachments.

Table 1: Areas and methods of place attachment studies 

Primary issue of research Aspect of PA studied Method of study Reference 

Perceived restorations, landscape 

perceptions and PA 
PI and PD Survey: 620 respondents Li et al. (2023) 

PA in temporary public spaces PI and PD 
semi structured interviews 

and direct observation 

Aguspriyanti 

(2022) 

PA in supporting preservation of 

religious and historical built 

environments 

PI, PD, Place affect, 

PSB 
Survey: 856 respondents 

Wahyudie et al. 

(2021) 

PA in Nigerian urban slums PD and PI Survey: 856 respondents 
Adewale et al. 

(2020) 

Linking local landscape 

characteristics & PA to restorative 

perceptions in urban parks 

PI and PD Survey: 382 respondents Liu et al. (2020) 

PA in poor residential 

neighborhoods 

Social  and physical 

attachments 

Survey: 522 respondents 

within 4 neighborhoods 

Ayoola et al. 

(2019) 

PA and its consequences for 

landscapes management and 

readiness to participate 

Tripartite framework; 

place, process & 

personal characteristics 

face to face interviews with 

40 inhabitants 

Storie et al., 

(2019) 

Perception of PA between cultural 

heritages  
Place belongingness, PI 

Field observation; interview -

327 respondents 
Sari et al. (2018) 

PA and continuity of urban PI 
PD (emotional and 

functional attachments) 
Survey: 330 respondents Ujang (2017) 

Effects of physical and social 

attributes of PA 

Physical and social 

attributes 
Face to face interview: 36  

Ozkan & Yilmaz 

(2019) 

Role of PA in public perceptions 

of re-landscaping interventions 
PI, PD, PSB & PNB 

Postal survey: 1102 

respondents 

Verbrugge & 

Born (2018) 

Influences of perceived urban 

changes on residents’ PA 

Tripartite framework; 

place, process & 

personal characteristics  

Mail survey: 746 respondents 
Wirth et al., 

(2016) 

PA towards waterfront 
PD, PI and sense of 

Belonging 

Field observation; interview; 

survey (100 respondents). 

Abu-Bakar et al. 

(2016) 

PA on residents’ participation 

intentions in tourism developments 
PD and PI 

Interview (photo based); 

survey 

Zhang & Lei 

(2013) 

Role of PA in creating SOP for 

traditional streets 
PD and PI 

Interview (street users); 

survey (220 respondents) 

Shamsuddin & 

Ujang (2008) 

Relationship between PA and 

landscape values 
PI and PD Survey 

Brown & 

Raymond (2007) 

Note: PI, PD, PSB and PNB stand for place identity, place dependence, place social bonding and place narrative bonding, 

respectively. 
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Table 2: Sub-concepts in formation of place attachment (Source: Wahyudie et al., 2021). 

Place attachment sub-dimension 

Place Identity  Place Dependence  Place Affect  Place Social Bonding  

Memory, ideas, feelings, 

attitudes, values, 

preferences, meanings and 

concept of behavior,  and 

experiences related to the 

physical setting 

Association 

between humans 

and objects; the 

space’s ability to 

fulfill the needs 

Emotional aspect; 

affective relationships 

between human and 

places (cognition, 

preferences and 

judgment) 

Strength of social 

relations between 

individuals and places; 

feeling of individuals 

having a place including 

culture. 

Although most studies emphasis on a two 

dimensional model, that comprises PI and PD, it is 

comprehensive to consider the 4-dimensional model in 

studying PA (Raymond et al., 2010). PI and PD 

represent personal connections to place, which are either 

symbolic (identity) or functional (dependence) in 

nature, while Place Narrative Bonding (PNB) and Place 

Social Bonding (PSB) represent connections to the 

natural environments and to the community in a given 

place, respectively (Raymond et al., 2010). PI and PD 

may form through memories, experiences or events 

which are unrelated to the wider community or to the 

natural environment. 

According to the tripartite model of Scannell and 

Gifford (2010), which Storie et al. (2019) and Zaidin et 

al. (2016) adopted, PA is constituted by three 

dimensions, namely person, place and process. 

Experiences and meanings of places through cognition 

processes are important in influencing the degree of 

attachments through process dimensions (Scannell & 

Gifford, 2010). According to a study of urban landscape 

identity, based on residents’ perceptions, the proximity 

to Lake Victoria and views of the hills (natural features) 

were the most outstanding features of the city, while the 

lake was the highest ranked element with symbolic 

meaning that evoked individual and collective 

memories (K’oyoo & Breed, 2023). Thus, the inclusion 

of physical (built and natural), memories and meanings 

(cognition) as part of the place in formation of PA 

through PI is vital. The study on PA across highly 

visited neighborhood places revealed that social 

experiences at places caused higher PA and that they 

mediate the association between place type and PA 

(Zahnow, 2023). 

PD as a sub-concept of PA implies functional 

attachments (Zhang & Lei 2013; Shamsuddin & Ujang, 

2008) whereas PI implies emotional attachments 

(Brown & Raymond, 2007; Williams & Vaske, 2003). 

The effect of residents’ PA is reflected in the functional 

and emotional bonding that influences how people 

perceive their identity (Zhang & Lei, 2013; Shamsuddin 

& Ujang, 2008; Smaldone et al., 2005). 

3.5 Questions place attachment studies seek 

answer for 

Studies on PA, PD and PI have been investigated 

through the common questions with some modifications 

from each other (Table 3). Recent works depended on 

these questions, as they already have demonstrated good 

internal consistency (Brown & Raymond, 2007; 

Williams & Vaske, 2003; Jorgensen & Stedman, 2001). 

The adoption of the research questions is recommended 

in the investigation of PA under dimensions of PI and 

PD because recent studies that have used them are 

successful in doing comparisons in terms of differences 

and concurrences to findings from earlier studies. 

3.6 Proposed conceptual framework for place 

attachment studies 

There is no standard way to clearly and coherently 

investigate the PA concept.  As an output of the 

literature review, a conceptual framework developed 

(Figure 1), can be used to guide future research works. 

It is suggested to adopt PA as a super aching concept 

that incorporates PI and PD with all other sub concepts 

of nature bonding, social bonding within the PD sub-

dimension. Place belongingness and place satisfaction 

act between PI and PD to constitute PA. Place social 

bonding is the feeling of belonging or membership to a 

group of people within a given place (Kyle et al., 2005; 

Scannell & Gifford, 2010; Ramkissoon et al., 2012).  
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Table 3: Commonly employed questions in investigation of place attachment sub-dimensions 

Place attachment 

sub-dimension 
Ideas reflected in the common questions Reference Inspiring authors 

Place dependence 

(PD) 

- Q is the best place for what I do. 

- No other places can compare to Q. 

- I get more satisfaction out of living in the 

Q than any other places. 

- Doing what I do in Q is more important 

to me than doing it in other places. 

- I would not substitute any other area for 

doing the things that I do in Q. 

Brown & 

Raymond (2007); 

Li et al. (2023); 

Kyle et al. (2004) 

Jorgensen & 

Stedman (2001); 

Williams & Vaske 

(2003); Williams & 

Roggenbuck (1989) 

Place Identity 

(PI) 

- I feel the Q is part of me. 

- Q is very special to me. 

- I identify strongly with the Q. 

- I am very attached to the Q. 

- Living in Q says a lot about who I am. 

- Q means a lot to me. 

Note: Q represents the specific case of place attachment related study. 

 

Figure 1: Relationship between place dependence, place identity and place attachment 

This group can be family members or friends, in 

addition to the emotional connection that is based on 

shared histories, interests or common concerns. Place 

belongingness evolves when individuals develop 

communal bonds with other people through the people-

place interactions (Scannell & Giffod, 2010; 

Ramkissoon et al., 2012).  

4. Conclusions 

The key takeaways on the importance of PA is that it 

is useful in forming meanings that are attached to 

various places by people, it influences associations of 

people within various spaces, it influences participation 

in various aspects, like conservation within the 

community and therefore important in place making and 

keeping at various scales. However, there is lack of 

coherence in PA research works, especially on the use 

of different sub-dimensions as PA components and 

methods of investigation. To contribute a solution to 

this, a conceptual framework, that can guide further 

research in terms of what to include as sub constructs of 

PA, is proposed. On the other hand, most of the PA 

studies have been done at neighborhood levels and 

within public spaces. There is need for more studies on 

importance of PA to improve quality of life and well-
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being through place making. This can be used by built 

environment professionals and policy makers in place 

making, especially during new developments and urban 

renewals that greatly impact the urban and rural 

landscapes. 

It is recommended to adopt PI and PD as the sub 

dimensions of PA, with inclusion of other factors under 

them for coherence and clarity among different studies. 

Moreover, the commonly used questions from previous 

studies that have been adopted and used by some recent 

studies are recommended for use across different scales 

of PA investigations albeit with relevant modifications. 

As far as this research work is concerned, there is no 

literature review conducted on the PA related topics; 

thus, this one provides a fertile ground for future 

research on PA. However, the study depended on 

Google scholar and Google sources for the review, 

despite the fact that all articles considered were peer 

reviewed. Other studies, that are Bibliometric in nature, 

could be undertaken to improve reviews on PA studies. 

Additionally, more detailed empirical studies on PA and 

other place-people-process relationships are expected in 

urban spaces at various levels in order to investigate the 

meanings, memories attached to spaces that are often 

impacted by new developments and urban renewals thus 

affecting urban landscape identities. African context 

should have more studies on PA from academia to cover 

for the scanty sources that are currently available.  Due 

to the changes that occur in the fast transforming urban 

environments that affect place dependence and place 

identity and thus impact on place attachments, it is also 

important to consider aspects of PA in place making.  
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