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Diagram 1. Environmental needs priority evaluation in stu-
dio. Source: Author, 2012.
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Source: Author, 2012.
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Pic2: Example of setting
with view of green space
and varying presence of
building, Source: Felsten,
2009

A: view of a field and a
nearby, largebuilding.

B: view of fields and distant
building.
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with no view to nature,
Source: Felsten, 2009

A: view to the wall
B: windows
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Pic3: View of nature morals
without water, Source: Fel-
sten, 2009

A: moral of bright foliage.
B: moral of hills and forests.
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Pic4: View of nature morals
with water, Source: Felsten,
2009

A: moral of coastline.

B: moral of vegetation and
waterfall.
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Interaction of Architectural Education Space with Nature
in Meeting students’ Psychological Needs at Two Universi-

ties of Isfahan

Samane Emami, Ph.D. Candidate in Architecture, Islamic Azad University, Central Tehran Branch, Iran. samaneh.ek@gmail.com

Abstract:Regarding the natural and es-
sential tendency of human toward interaction
with Nature, and the significant effects of rela-
tion with nature in man spirit and body, human
have always wanted to create a logical, favor-
able and proper relation among internal spaces
and external nature. They also try to get a kind
of proximity with natural environments.

It is clear that the wellbeing and integrity of
natural ecosystems and the biophysical en-
vironments are integral to human health and
wellbeing. The implications for humans are not
limited to physical health and comfort, and the
available and uncontaminated air, water, food,
but includes psychological need and benefit
considerations relating to a spectrum of devel-
opmental, competence fostering and care-elic-
iting experiences in natural environments, such
as identity formation, restoration, recreation,
connection, and inspiration.

According to extensive studies of research-
ers in association with natural effects on edu-
cational process improvement, it is necessary
to survey the quality of interaction with nature
in educational settings. Since architecture stu-
dents spend much of their educational time on
studio space, and they have a close contact
with this space, so architectural studios have
major roles in educational process of architec-
ture students and undoubtedly physical envi-
ronment of studio and mental-psychological
effects of its parameters have direct effect on
educational process and mind orientation of
architecture students. Different achievements
of researchers in relationship with positive and
essential effects of interaction with nature have
been represented in this article. So the present
study based on this supposition can have use-
ful effect on educational process and stress re-
duction of students. For this purpose, students
needs in Isfahan art and Khorasgan Azad
University related to interaction quality with na-
ture has been evaluated with use of empirical
research. Research methodology type of this
study is descriptive survey.

Results show that natural views have major
importance in compared with painted nature
for students. Reviver and valuable role of wa-
ter has been approved too. It is very significant
that analyses show among students needs,
proper perspective and good view is second
priority, Although relaxation and comfortably
needs is forth priority.
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The analyses also indicate that climatic
background has influences on what students
expect as their desired studio.

Keywords: interaction with nature, studio,
architecture students, natural environments,
Psychological needs.
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