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	 A	generalising	definition	of	
infrastructures would be systems providing 
crucial services. One could start to see nature as 
the entity providing these services. The presence 
of public green spaces in the city as evolved 
through	the	years	but	their	benefices	have	
never	been	questioned.	As	the	first	industrial	
revolution transformed the western world in the 
early 1800’s people were desperately looking 
for a breath of fresh air in the city. Parks 
became a way of escaping the city life, trying 
to mimic nature. However the nature was of 
course controlled, not wild and unpredictable 
vegetation, so that people could have their dose 
of	greenery	without	having	to	actually	fight	their	
way through a bushy forest. In this essay we 
will see how the parks quickly became a support 
for physical activity as well as social gathering 
where communities from very different socio-
economical background crossed paths. We will 
also observe how our attitude to nature and 
our use of public parks can be moulded and 
influenced	by	personal	narratives	and	individual	
agency. Through the example of Hyde Park in 
London, we will explore how green spaces in 
an urban context are shaping our behaviours 
and how the question of access to green 
infrastructures in the city is primordial to the 
inhabitants’ quality of life. As access to nature 
has been known to make people more happy and 
allow for relaxation of the mind and the body, 
we will question what happens when green 
infrastructures	fail	and	do	not	fulfil	their	role	
as an escape from the urban fabric. Finally, we 
will explore the possibility for parks to provide a 
sense of place and a sense of belonging, allowing 
to create meaningful and inclusive spaces that 
are worth caring for.

Fabric of communities

 The history of parks in the Western world 
has	been	through	different	steps.	After	the	first	
industrial revolution, from the mid-1800’s, 
large parks on the edge of cities were created. 
Called “pleasure grounds” (Cranz 2008), they 
aimed to simulate nature or the countryside but 
weren’t supposed to be as wildly stimulating 
as nature, which was considered scary. The 
parks were active, the supports of sportive 
activities and appreciated for their contemplative 
landscapes. However because they were at the 
edge of cities they were not accessible to the 
working class. This lead at the end of the 19th 
century to the small park movement, which 
takes landscaping principles of the previous 
model and translates them into smaller parks. 
At the same time, cities are trying to develop 
safe places for children to play off the streets. 
Later, city planners are trying to use the park as 
a way to reform the city socially. From the 30’s 
to the 60’s an emphasis is put on recreational 
facilities. The point is no longer to have a lot of 
greenery but to provide a support for physical 
activity. In addition, parks are being recognised 
as	governmental	service	needing	no	justification	
for spending the state’s money. This leads to a 
multiplication and expansion of parks into the 
suburbs which results in a decrease in artistic 
visions, making parks less attractive. During 
the mid 60’s society develops a new attitude 
to recreation. The later is not limited to parks 
but can be experienced everywhere in the city, 
leading to more appropriation of the public space 
and the development of an open space system. A 
participatory sensibility is cultivated and more 
diverse programming is offered. (Cranz 2008)

Nowadays parks are used in an effort to live 
in a more sustainable way. Nature is used as a 
core element in the fabric of communities and 
an importance is given to social capital, which is 
depending on safety, community, civic identity 
and economic value. (Cranz 2008) In “Boundary 
line infrastructure” Ronald Rael is encouraging 
us to not see green spaces as a limit but as a 

“green corridor”. (2012) Green spaces are 
allowing us to increase our quality of life as well 
as increase property value and enable political 
and social gathering by providing a platform. 
Hyde park is a Royal Park located in the centre 
of London. Owned but the Queen and managed 
by the government, the park became public in 
1630, with its “fashionable promenades” the 
park was appreciated for its recreational and 
ornamental use. (Land use consultants 2006) 
Hyde park is one of the early examples of the 
‘english’ or naturalistic style of landscape design. 
It is not only composed of various natural species 
but also has a lot of historical features, buildings, 
artefacts, and monuments. The human hand is 
thus observable in the design of the park which 
is a mixture of “open grassland, traditional 
parkland and water settings”. (Land use 
consultants 2006) Thanks to its accessibility, 
openness and its various programming the park 
was quickly considered the ‘people’s park’. It was 
shaped over the years not only by planners and 
designers but also by the people as a response 
to their needs and desires. I believe that the 
city depends on social interactions that are not 
defined	and	controlled	by	architects	and	urban	
planners. Therefor the development of the public 
realm cannot really be controlled because it is 
depending on so many different actors.
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Is nature making people happy?

A selection of built elements within Hyde Park

 As Sara Ahmed states in The Promise 
of Happiness, “happiness involves affect (to 
be happy is to be affected by something), 
intentionality (to be happy is to be happy about 
something), and evaluation or judgement (to be 
happy about something makes something good).” 
(2010) One could start seeing nature as being 
the object causing happiness for people. The 
authors of the essay “Green space, urbanity, 
and health: how strong is the relation?” state 
that psychological researches have shown that 
exposure to green spaces has a “positive effect 
on stress reduction and attention restoration” 
and that “green space is positively correlated 
with self perceived health, number of symptoms 
experienced and mortality risk”. (Maas, Verheij, 
Groenewegen, de Vries, Spreeuwenberg 2006) 
In other words, exposure to vegetation improves 
mental and physical health, resulting in a better 
quality of life. Thus we could argue that nature 
is	affecting	people	positively	and	could	influence	
their happiness. Parks could then make city 
dwellers more happy by providing more exposure 
to nature.

As we previously observed, Hyde park is not 
only composed of vegetation but also presents a 
lot of built elements, yet people still enjoy using 
the park despite an important architectural 
presence. One can question if the urbanisation 
of	a	park	influences	people’s	enjoyment	of	it.	We	
could argue that the facilities in the park provide 
a various program to the visitors. Restaurants, 
a souvenir shop, a museum, boat renting, 
the park offers restorations and recreational 
activities in addition to bridges, benches, and 
designed fountains that make the promenades 
more	picturesque.	The	built	design	fixtures	are	
then participating in the enjoyable multi-layered 
experience provided by the park.
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Green infrastructure & individual agency

 In “Becoming Infrastructural” Ross 
Exo	Adams	affirms	that	today	there	is	no	
more separation between nature and the built 
environment. Infrastructure should act as the 
link between society and nature. (2017) I believe 
that green spaces in the urban context can 
help	us	redefine	our	relation	with	nature	in	the	
city, and the connections established between 
natural spaces in cities and our society. Public 
green spaces in cities have been demonstrated 
to help improve inhabitants’ well-being by not 
only improving environmental qualities, such as 
reducing the air pollution, but also providing a 
support for physical activity, social interactions, 
and participating to the reduction of stress or 
fatigue and more rarely enabling emotional or 
spiritual experiences.

However the experience that individuals get 
from green infrastructures can vary depending 
on various parameters. In the essay “Green 
space, health and wellbeing: making space for 
individual	agency”	the	authors	affirm	that	“it	
is	likely	that	complex	personal	factors	define	
and drive our choices regarding the use of 
different green spaces.” (2014) I believe that 
people’s capacity and inclination to engage with 
natural infrastructure is linked with individual 
agency. Indeed people’s association of well-
being with green spaces can vary depending 
on their development of personal orientation to 
nature, that is to say their life circumstances 
and past connection with nature, if they were 
brought up to often engage with nature when 
they were a child for example. People’s everyday 
lives	can	also	influence	use	patterns	of	natural	
infrastructures such as priorities or personal 
routines. Some people may also use public green 
spaces differently depending on the person 
they’re with. Finally, the cultural background 
can also dictate one’s behaviour towards green 
spaces.

As	space	is	continuously	generated,	confirmed	
and changed by cultural, social and individual View of the Hyde Park’s lake and people relaxing on the grass, chatting or having a walk

actions and designs, the construction and 
appropriation	of	space	can	be	influenced	by	
power and dominance relations in society. 
Because society is strongly shaped by a 2 
gender system, one can wonder if gender binary 
has	influenced	our	use	of	public	spaces	and	
more particularly green public spaces. We can 
also question whether different genders have 
different appropriation and assessments of 
space? Whether they have different demands, 
appropriation opportunities, options for action? 
In her article “Open Space and Gender - Gender-
Sensitive Open-Space Planning” Anette Harth 
regroups diverse researches, from 2002 to 
2005, showing that women tend to spend more 
time in parks and consider them to be more 
important. Harth writes that it might be due to 
the “child minding role” or a “greater desire for 
social contacts”, or even a “pronounced interest 
in nature”. (n.d.) As she considers that women 
are more frequently accompanied by children, 
importance is given to children’s play areas 
and accessibility. Her research also shows that 
there is no difference between men and women 
regarding landscape design, maintenance, but 
women appreciate places with atmospheric 
qualities (variety of vegetation, choice of sunny, 
shady areas, attractive park furnitures). It is also 
observable that men move “more extensively in 
public spaces, green areas and parks, tending to 
linger in central areas exposed to view” whereas 
women, who are more careful about safety, 
prefer “less extensive activities and quieter, more 
protected positions from which they can keep 
events under observation” (Harth, n.d.)

A possible critic to Harth’s compilation of 
research material could be the lack comparative 
studies over time and on different ways of life. 
Indeed I think that different life situations should 
be taken into account in addition to the gender 
factor, for example age, race, socio-economical 
background, etc. When looking at the statistic 
for Hyde park, there are veritably more women 
visiting the park, and the main users are young 

adults, either alone or in groups of two without 
children. (Ipsos MORI 2015) Showing that in 
this case, having children isn’t a driver that could 
explain why women go to the park more often 
then men. 

I believe that the population of a park varies 
immensely depending on its location and the 
neighbouring communities. Also a population 
cannot	be	defined	as	a	unified	group.	People	
are driven by different personal narratives. As 
Judith Butler states there is no “version of the 
human that is absolutely true for all humans”. 
(2015) City planners and policy makers should 
stop seeing the public as a monolith but start 
taking into account individual agency and all 
the variations that characterise the richness of 
a city’s inhabitants when designing the public 
space.
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Accessibility & publicness of green infrastructure

Main pedestrian access
Road - motorised vehicules
Tube stations
Bus stops
Bike hire stations
Bike lanes

Hyde	Park’s	accesses	and	flux	of	passage

 Observing the users coming to city parks 
can inform us on the spatial quality of the park 
and allows us to understand the functionality 
of the space. Having a diversity of people 
using the park is important as it is a witness 
of its publicness, showing how truly open and 
accessible the city parks are.

The degree of accessibility depends on the mode 
of travel used by people, how they get to the 
park, either by car, public transports, bike, by 
foot… In this regard, proximity is an important 
factor as the main users are probably coming 
from the neighbourhood or from the city. 
The income level of people is also to be 
considered	as	it	will	influence	the	mode	of	
transport used, for example a raise of the price 
of public transport could prevent people who live 
further away to access the park. Most people 
that come to public parks are of middle to high 
income. (Patel 2016) Meaning that the park 
culture	is	highly	influenced	and	dominated	by	
these people. This raises the question, what kind 
of people can afford to come to public parks? 

Patel has observed that the main activities in 
parks are walking, jogging and spending time 
with others (family, friends…). Then come 
activities based on relaxation, yoga, alone time, 
resting, refreshment. (2016) We can observe 
that the uses of parks are mainly related to 
physical, metal and emotional well-being, which 
are all affecting the quality of life. Of course 
people can use the park for different activities at 
the same time, for example jogging with friends 
as a way to relax. The uses cross and overlap 
between users. One can observe that public space 
is collectively formed by people. Public space 
allows	for	the	flexibility	to	express	ourselves	
freely and practice various ideologies. Steven 
Johnson writes “Our thoughts shape our spaces 
and our spaces return the favour” (2011) It is an 
infinite	feedback	loop,	we	design	the	space	and	
the space shapes us back. That is why users and 
public space are interdependent. 

In regard to Hyde park, the park is very easily 
accessible. Most people come either by foot or 
by public transports to the park. (Ipsos MORI 
2015) Meaning that most users are locals, 
either from the area or from London, whether 
Londoners or visiting tourists. With numerous 
pedestrian entrances along its border, and a 
great number of tube stations, bus stops, bike 
renting	stations	surrounding	it,	one	can	affirm	
that the publicness of Hyde park is enabled 
by its excellent accessibility. The Royal Parks 
stakeholder research program shows that the 
main activities are quiet and relaxation, then 
walk and fresh air. (Ipsos MORI 2015) This 
shows us that the park is used by many as a way 
to escape the city for a while, the vegetation 
and the big open spaces allowing them to have 
a breath of fresh air and silence within the busy 
city centre.
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Letter to Hyde Park

Dear Hyde Park,

I know, it’s been awhile. 

It has been a few months now since we haven’t 
seen each other. I’ve been missing you. Seeing 
you every week was for me a formidable 
escape, a way to get away from all my worries. 
You allowed me to relax, to think and let my 
imagination run free during these long walks. 

Over time I’ve started to learn your ways by 
heart, all your twists and turns. The frozen lake 
in	winter,	the	flowering	bushes	in	spring,	I’ve	
had the chance to observe you grow, evolve and 
change over time. I’ve watched the workings of 
your ecosystems, linked elements, dependent 
on each other. I’ve seen how you are not a 
homogeneous monolith but a complex being made 
of many wonderful things.

You were there when I needed to get away from 
daily life, when I needed a breath of fresh air or 
a moment of silence. You were also there when I 
simply needed to pass the time because I didn’t 
want to go home just yet. You were there when I 
first	laid	eyes	on	the	city	from	the	plane	window,	
a pocket of greenery unapologetically spreading 
through the city. You were also there when I 
said goodbye to my friends before leaving.

I	haven’t	been	able	to	find	anything	quite	like	you	
in Stockholm. I’ll keep looking but I’m not sure 
I’ll	ever	find	the	same	connection	I	had	with	you.	

I hope I’ll be seeing you again soon.

Yours,

Marie
Promenade through Hyde park
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Creation of marginalised spaces

Homeless people sleeping rough in the park

Migrants using the public fountain to wash up

 In order to theorise what happens when 
green infrastructure fails, one can wonder 
what makes a successful park. I believe that a 
park that works presents a certain degree of 
coherence with its context. The park has to 
present a link with its neighbourhood and its 
city,	as	well	as	be	influenced	by	the	layers	of	
history	defining	the	context.	Also,	a	particular	
importance must be given to diversity and safety. 

So what happens when a park is disconnected 
from its context, whether on a geographical, 
historical or social level? The environmental 
quality of the park starts decreasing. It becomes 
unsafe and less accessible. It will start to exclude 
certain groups of people. As the park will become 
less public, it will leave space for other categories 
of people, in particular marginalised people (i.e. 
homeless people, immigrants…) and may become 
the support to illegal activities (i.e. squatting, 
drug use…). Indeed, one category of people 
leaving allows for another to come in as the 
park provides a space for other layers of life in 
the city. The park then becomes a marginalised 
space and does things that it wasn’t supposed to 
do, it allows for something else. 

One can observe that city planners or politicians 
are always trying to push the ‘bad’ away, they 
don’t want to see it as they want to promote 
a positive image of the city, rid of crime, rid 
of poverty and rip of ugliness. However we 
can argue that even good cities have a part 
of ugliness in them because cities include 
everything as they are dependent on the many 
social interactions that cannot possibly be 
planned or controlled. I believe that the problem 
with trying to make public space safer, with 
the use of closed fences or more police presence 
for example, is that it is increasing the divide 
between communities, it creates more distance, 
more division between people and spaces. 

I believe that we, as designers, architectural 
thinkers and urban planners, need to recognise 

the problem and instead of distancing ourselves 
from it, we should create human spaces to 
facilitate these ‘bad’ activities in order to improve 
situations instead of trying to make them go 
away because we feel threaten by them. In his 
text “The Garage: Maintenance and Gender”, 
Janek Ozmin writes that “maintenance and 
repair constitute a vital source of variation, 
improvisation and innovation”. (2018) Indeed, 
maintenance is an essential component of the 
improvement and evolution of a space. One can 
wonder if the maintenance of public green spaces 
should focus on how to deal with ‘difference’, 
with ‘the other’ in public spaces. The usual 
response of city planners is to generalise and 
provide the same space, the same facilities for 
everyone, resulting in an erasure of all diversity. 
Instead,	specific	facilities	should	be	created	
to	respond	to	the	specific	needs	of	particular	
communities.

Hyde Park has been considered very safe by 
its visitors. The quality of the environment is 
excellent, the park is clean and of high overall 
quality. (Ipsos MORI 2015) However, the users 
of the park change from day to night. During 
the night, the park is fenced and its accesses are 
closed off, meaning that often homeless people 
sneak in and sleep in the park. One can imagine 
that because the park is closed, rough sleepers 
find	it	safer	to	sleep	in	the	park	rather	than	in	
the street. So while the general public is out of 
the park, another layer of users takes place in 
the park. Furthermore, the rise of number of 
migrants in the UK has caused public spaces 
to be utilised for different purposes. The public 
infrastructures are being transformed by these 
communities who for example have been using 
the public fountains to wash. (Dunne 2018) 

An important upkeep for the park could be to 
accommodate spaces for these marginalised 
communities. Instead of trying to throw them 
out and putting more surveillance and police, 
we could wonder if there is a way of facilitating 

these ‘hidden’ activities. However the problem 
with building new facilities is funding. As 
maintenance is expensive, who will be paying 
for it? Should the government put a fee at the 
park’s entrance? Would people agree to pay if it 
means getting better, cleaner, safer spaces? The 
park would then become less accessible for low-
income communities which is also problematic. A 
survey shows that Hyde park’s users would like 
to know more about how the Royal Parks are 
funded and would be happy or a limited number 
of paid ticketed events to be held in the park if 
the money used to help maintain the park. (Ipsos 
MORI 2015)
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Spaces worth caring for

Developing the Royal Parks’ online presence

 Public green spaces can be the driver of a 
sense of place for a neighbourhood’s community. 
I believe that parks can increase a feeling of 
belonging, an attachment to an area or even a 
city because they are improving people’s quality 
of life. And strong sense of place leads to care for 
one’s city and a certain resistance to change and 
to globalised design which would for example 
cause every park to be designed based on the 
same model all over the world with no regards 
to context. Indeed I think that parks designed 
without	care	for	a	specific	context	are	not	
embedded in the urban fabric and don’t perform 
well environmentally and socially. With care for 
a city comes a sense of rootedness and emotional 
attachment. 

One might argue that care for a place begins 
with knowledge. That by knowing more about a 
place, its history, its different facets, could elicit 
a certain attachment. Hyde park’s visitors have 
been protesting against the lack of information 
about the Royal Parks. As the majority of 
people know very little to nothing at all about 
the park they are wishing for more signs, maps, 
information boards in the park, as well as access 
to more online information via the Royal Parks’ 
website or social medias. (Ipsos MORI 2015) 
But even though people don’t know much about 
Hyde park, they still very much enjoy it. Visitors 
particularly like its spatial qualities: quite shady 
corners, wide open spaces et formal avenues 
creating a grand spaciousness, as well as its 
freedom	of	access,	and	the	significant	public	
and popular events occurring occasionally in 
the park. All of this participates to the national 
perception as being a “people’s park”. (Ipsos 
MORI 2015) Marcia Mueller Eaton argues 
that knowledge is not enough. She writes that 
knowledge will only affect people’s preferences if 
they have “appropriate values and care”. (2006) 
I agree that personal moral values shape our 
opinion of a place and drive us to act, to improve 
it, to maintain it. I believe that knowledge, moral 
value and sensitive experience of a place are 

linked and one needs all three to make a space 
better.	Maria	Penig	de	la	Bellacage	affirms	that	
“thinking the world involves acknowledging 
our own involvement in perpetuating dominant 
values, rather than retracting into the secure 
position of an enlightened outsider who knows 
better.” (2012) The association of knowledge 
and moral values as lead to the protection of 
the	park.	Indeed	historical	significance	and	
environmental worth have enabled Hyde park 
to become a “site of metropolitan importance” 
as it is the support for a number of protected 
buildings and structures and particular attention 
is given to its wild life and biodiversity. (Land 
use consultants 2006) 

One can say that Hyde park has become a pocket 
of protected nature within the city. It is part of 
people’s every day life and, because of its easy 
access, it is welcoming diverse communities. 
Londoners as well as travellers from all other the 
world have developed an attachment to the park 
as it allows for a free open space at the heart of 
the city. The park is large, long established and 
anchored in the city. As it has evolved through 
the layers of history, it is multi-faceted in terms 
of what it offers to its visitors. People appreciate 
it for its historic landscapes, aesthetics, natural 
values, recreational and social opportunities 
as well as its support for spirituality and well-
being. Hyde park is in my opinion a green 
infrastructure who succeeded in being an 
inclusive and meaningful support for public life.



20 21

B I B L I O G R A P H Y

Adams, R. (2017). Becoming-Infrastructural. 
[online]	E-flux	Architecture.	Available	at:	http://
www.e-flux.com/architecture/positions/149606/
becoming-infrastructural/	[Accessed	11	Dec.	2018].

Ahmed, S. (2010). The Promise of Happiness. 
Durham and London: Duke University Press, pp.21-
49.

Butler, J. and De Boever, A. (2015). Demonstrating 
Precarity: Vulnerability, Embodiment, and 
Resistance. [online] Los Angeles Review of Books. 
Available	at:	https://lareviewofbooks.org/av/
demonstrating-precarity-vulnerability-embodiment-
resistance/#!	[Accessed	11	Dec.	2018].

Frykolm, H., Tengvall, O. Infrastructural Love in 
Frichot, H., Gabrielsson, C. and Runting, H. (2018). 
Architecture and Feminisms: Ecologies, Economies, 
Technologies. Routledge, pp.212-217.

Ozmin, J. The Garage: Maintenance and Gender in 
Frichot, H., Gabrielsson, C. and Runting, H. (2018). 
Architecture and Feminisms: Ecologies, Economies, 
Technologies. Routledge, pp.256-264.

Puig de la Bellacasa, M. (2012). Nothing comes 
without its world: thinking with care. The 
Sociological Review, 60, pp.197–216.

Rael, R. (2012). Boundary Line Infrastructure. 
Thresholds 40, MIT School of Architecture and 
Planning, pp.75-82.

Seminar readings

Bell, S., Phoenix, C., Lovell, R. and Wheeler, B. 
(2014). Green space, health and wellbeing: making 
space for individual agency. European Centre for 
Environment and Human Health, University of 
Exeter Medical School.

Cranz, G. (2008). Urban Parks of the Past and 
Future. [online] Project for Public Spaces. Available 
at:	https://www.pps.org/article/futureparks	
[Accessed 11 Dec. 2018].

Dunne, J. (2018). Hyde Park fountain is switched off 
after rough sleepers use it to bathe and wash clothes. 
[online]	Evening	Standard.	Available	at:	https://
www.standard.co.uk/news/london/hyde-park-
fountain-switched-off-after-rough-sleepers-use-it-to-
bathe-a3895651.html [Accessed 11 Dec. 2018].

Grahn, P. and Stigsdotter, U. (2009). The relation 
between perceived sensory dimensions of urban green 
space and stress restoration. The Swedish University 
of Agricultural Sciences, University of Copenhagen.

Harth, A. (n.d.). Open Space and Gender - Gender-
Sensitive Open-Space Planni2012ng. [online] 
Deutsches Institut für Urbanistik. Available at: 
https://difu.de/publikationen/open-space-and-
gender-gender-sensitive-open-space.html#kgst2004	
[Accessed 11 Dec. 2018]. 

Ho, C., Sasidharan, V., Elmendorf, W., Willits, 
F., Graefe, A. and Godbey, G. (2005). Gender 
and Ethnic Variations in Urban Park Preferences, 
Visitation,	and	Perceived	Benefi.	Journal of Leisure 
Research, 37(3), pp.281-306.

Ipsos MORI - Social Research Institute (2015). 
Royal Parks Stakeholder Research Programme 2014 
- Park profile: Hyde Park. London.

Johnson, S. (2011). Where good ideas come from: 
The natural history of innovation. Riverhead Books.

Kaplan, R. (1983). Behavior and the Natural 
Environment. New York: Plenum Press, pp.127-161.

Land Use Consultants (2006). Hyde Park 
Management Plan. London.

Maas, J., Verheij, R., Groenewegen, P., de Vries, 
S. and Spreeuwenberg, P. (2006). Green space, 
urbanity, and health: how strong is the relation?. 
Journal of Epidemiology and Community Health, 
60(7), pp.587-592.

Muelder Eaton, M. (2006). Contemporary Debates 
in Aesthetics and the Philosophy of Art. Blackwell 
Publishing Ltd., pp.39-50.

Nutsford, D., Pearson, A. and Kingham, S. (2013). 
An ecological study investigating the association 
between access to urban green space and mental 
health. University of Canterbury, University of 
Otago.

Patel, S. (2016). Public Spaces for All: How “Public” 
are Public Spaces ? Case of Ahmedabad city’s 
Riverfront Park. Undergraduate. CEPT University - 
Faculty of Planning.

Payne, L., Mowen, A. and Orsega-Smith, E. (2002). 
An Examination of Park Preferences and Behaviors 
Among Urban Residents: The Role of Residential 
Location, Race, and Age.

Saleem, A. and Kamboh, K. (2013). Why 
people visit parks? The role of gender, age and 
education among urban park visitors in Faisalabad. 
International Journal of Asian Social Science, 3(10), 

Additional research

Regroups and translates researches from: 

Tessin, W. (2005): Stadtteilplätze im Urteil 
von Nutzern und Nicht-Nutzern, KGSt 
(2004): Bundesweite Internetbefragung zur 
Messung der Bürgerzufriedenheit mit den 
kommunalen Grünflächen. 
Kleindienst-Cachey, C. (2006): Förderung 
des Sportengagements von Migrantinnen 
– Maßnahmen zur Verbesserung der 
Integration durch Sport. Expertise im 
Auftrag des Deutschen Olympischen 
Sportbundes. 
Paravicini, U., Claus, S., Münkel, A., 
von Oertzen, S. (2002): Neukonzeption 
öffentlicher Räume. 
Herlyn, U., von Seggern, H., Heinzelmann, 
C., Karow, D. (2003): Jugendliche in 
öffentlichen Räumen der Stadt. Chancen und 
Restriktionen der Raumaneignung.

pp.2196-2203.

Turton, J. (2010). A little bit about bikes. [online] 
West	Hampstead	life.	Available	at:	http://
westhampsteadlife.com/2010/07/31/a-little-bit-
about-bikes/3341	[Accessed	11	Dec.	2018].

Van Herzele, A. and Wiedemann, T. (2002). A 
monitoring tool for the provision of accessible and 
attractive urban green spaces. Department of Human 
Ecology, Free University Brussels.



M a r i e  L e  R o u z i c

M a st e r  1  -  A r ch i t e c t u r e

S E M I NA R  COU RS E

2 0 1 8

KT H  Roya l  I n st i t u t e  o f  Te ch n o l o g y


