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1. Please name (in order of importance) in your opinion factors that  determine quality public space
- free expanse of space+ light to all public functions (can be defined as a ‘free field’) = safety of the built public environment

-  well designed space (aesthetics of the space) = public art, Urban Planning & Architecture

- maintenance = cleanliness

- ease of access = transportation

- sustainable space (components) = green

- public spaces = dynamic informal space

- public spaces that retains the essence of it context = community

- variety of interests enticed

- social activity, provide an attraction or a mental/physical space

- democratic; i.e. that all feel free to access (physical or visual) and share in the beauty and resources of such space

- should provide a sense of personal security and provide an ease of mobility for the pedestrian

- provide places for people to “be”; to pause, rest, converse, and gather

- diverse, providing access to and relief from the natural elements

- public spaces can be large or small as long as they are scaled to the human body
- politics. A quality public space must first be public. Many spaces are regarded as public – legally, politically, etc. – but are in fact not public at all because of the politics of their use. Rules and regulations can easily undermine the public-ness of a space. There are many examples in the U.S. and China

- contrast. Typically, successful or highly used public spaces seem to offer some kind of contrasting condition that draws people to them. This can be a forest in a predominantly 'urban' area (i.e. Central Park in New York. Or it could be a town square or downtown condition (i.e. an urban condition) at the center of a less dense settlement – the traditional / historical city. It could be a condition of shade or water in a hot desert (i.e. oasis) or a warm, sunny patch of grass in a place that is normally cold (c.f. Chiasma lawn in Helsinki in the summer or almost any open lawn on a sunny summer day in northern Europe or the UK)
- density. In order for a place to be public, there must be people. Lack of people seems to be one obvious reason why it is so difficult to make 'successful' (or at least popular) public spaces in suburban or rural conditions
- opportunity. It has been noted that the number one reason for people to linger in public is voyeurism. People like to watch other people and often like to be watched themselves: The greater the opportunities for voyeurism, the greater the chances of a successful public space. This begins to imply design: there must be places to watch and be watched; perhaps some places to sit and perhaps some places to walk... perhaps the places for walking can be seen from the places for sitting and so on... 

- understanding the psychosomatics and dynamics of place. Understanding human psychology and being able to tap into the human psyche through design may be the most important factor in determining quality public space
- creating quality public space is perhaps about creating the physical preconditions for people to share – to share a view, to share a bench, to share a path, to share a space – sometimes as individuals, one after another, and other times in groups. It therefore becomes important to understand how people interact both psychologically – social distance, etc. – and physically – how do people sit, stand, lie down, etc. and what kinds of materials are appropriate for those behaviors. Often times regional / cultural nuances will change how people use space and react to materials. These must be taken in to consideration whenever possible

- understanding human psychology and behavior in general is one thing, but that knowledge must then be combined with an understanding of the dynamics of a particular place (i.e. the site). In order to design a public space that will be of high quality (i.e. used and enjoyed) in a particular circumstance, it seems necessary to map as many of the conditions of site as possible in order to propose a thoughtful intervention
2. Please name factors that in your opinion positively influence creation of quality public space
- need – desire. If allowed, public spaces often virtually create themselves, when the necessity arises – for example, the lawn in front of Chiasma in Helsinki, which becomes an incredibly popular place for people to gather and sunbathe in the summer. In such a northern climate, people are starved for sunshine and warmth; they have a need to 'get some sun'. If given the choice, most people will choose to do this in the company of other people – 'in public'
- politics. Just as politics (rules, laws, ideology...) can kill a public space, it can also support a public space. Going back to the same example of Chiasma in Helsinki, the city allows the people to gather on public property, it allows the museum to set up a temporary swimming pool and hold concerts on the lawn, to create more and more events that magnetize the place and support the continual presence of people
- stewardship helps greatly in the making of a great public space. The vision to build something for the community and in turn boost the morale of the people influences greatly in the making of a permanent successful public space. This can come from an Architect/ Urban Planner/ Politician/ Institutions etc.
- overall comfort and feeling of being safe influences the all public space, both in terms of use and interaction between people
- areas for congregation for large in a public environment laced with pockets of opportunities for smaller groups helps to attract people for better use of spaces. Therefore it is just not important to have a public space but more private spaces around it eg. Public park surrounded by coffee shops, ice cream parlor
- opportunities for transformation of spaces. Public spaces should be made up of both defined and Undefined space, space that are meant for specific activities and spaces that ‘are’
- green building blocks or components that will not contribute to the ‘Urban heat island effect’. And the elements that build this space should not be a resource to tax sustainability. Provide bike routes, shaded trees, recycled materials, use of Landfills and other green resources and innovative use of available materials. Public spaces nor the intention to build it should create a burden on the environment
- promote employment and revenue to the local community and the city
- addition to access to relatively nearby to goods and infrastructure
- access to clean secure restroom facilities
- general identity of the public space
- willingness for diverse uses

- easy connection for pedestrians and cars alike

3. Please name the factors that work against the creation of great public space

- politics. Prohibitive rules – no skateboarding, no drinking, no loitering, no pan-handling, no looking poor or undesirable, no sleeping, no protesting, no mass assembly, no ___________ – seek to sterilize and ensure the “safety” or ideological order of public places; and often in doing so, they kill the life force of a place
- privatization / capitalism. It would seem obvious enough that public and private are antonyms. The benefits of public space can be financial, however, it is difficult, if not impossible, to control the flows of those benefits in such a way that makes individual private investors willing to invest in it. Often times the yields of investment in public space are non-monetary: cultural, social, etc. Such yields may be appreciated by even the stingiest investors, however, even the most generous of them are rarely willing to foot the bill for public 'amenities' that don't offer them direct financial compensation for their investments.  Los Angeles is a poignant example of a capitalist city fraught with pseudo-public spaces

- fear. Fear of density, fear of interaction, fear of spontaneity, fear of change, fear of the unknown, and fear of etc. often lead to conservative attitudes that inhibit the creation of great public space (and great architecture). It is a strange paradox perhaps that we often find character and charm in intimately scaled and old things – things that are crooked, wrinkled, and cracked; things with patina; an old town, an old church, a well, a cobblestone street… And yet, it seems to be so incredibly difficult to create new things that will age with grace and develop charm over time  

- automobile dominance.  The propensity to place the automobile and its infrastructural needs ahead of the density of pedestrian based urban living 

- societies inability to properly address the issues of urban homelessness, through public funding

- lack of civic monitoring, whether it be engaged neighbors, or police patrols

- great public spaces need people to occupy and sustain them

- privatization of traditionally public space is also problematic

- finance/ funding

- politicians/ representatives

- communities/ neighbourhoods

- infrastructure

- commercial activities

- commercial activities

- hard to get to by pedestrians

- no activity to keep you there or draw you in

- caters to only one type of user

4. Do you think that in the U.S. is enough effort spent to provide quality public space to people?

- no. But, this could be argued from many perspectives. The primary issue I believe is the quantity of “public space” in the U.S. that is created by private interests. Perhaps this is a reflection on the weakness of urban planning; or at least a questioning of the role and quality of urban planning in the U.S. Of course, the role of urban planning in the U.S. varies widely from city to city, which means that it is difficult to generalize and may be more useful to look at a number of case studies
- the US focues on a new kind of private-public space.  i.e. starbucks, shopping malls.  This privatization makes me uneasy because people of all income levels help to create a good public space.  US need to focus more energy on public-public space 

 

- compared to the only other country that I know of (India) I look up to the US as being supportive to quality Public spaces
- I think people in the United States often take public space for granted and are not always aware of the spaces available to them, but in general I would say that the public supports the use and up-keep of urban parks and civic institutions. Many cities have followed the lead of cities like Chicago and have begun to invest in streetscapes to attract new businesses, foot traffic and pedestrian life, as well as greenways that link natural resources on foot, bicycle or by boat 
5. How do you compare quality of public space you’ve experienced in Europe to public space in the U.S.? 

- In general, I would say that public space in Europe tends to be of higher quality than that in the U.S. But, this generalization needs a lot of qualification. First, it would be necessary to establish criteria for evaluating public space (this has of course been done by many before). For me, the primary criteria is basically just a personal impression of the use and activity of public space in Europe as compared to the U.S. However, I have also noticed that new public space in Europe is often rather similar to new public space in the U.S. Many of the characteristic features of public space in Europe have likely been heavily influenced by urban and architectural fabrics that are medieval in origin. In the U.S. such fabrics do not exist. In addition, in Europe, people and cultures have evolved along with these urban and architectural fabrics. These cultures are somewhat older than “American” culture and generally exhibit different patterns and customs of public space usage. That said, it should also be noted that within the U.S. people in New York inhabit their city very differently from people in L.A.

- Riga offers interesting comparisons on a very intimate scale. Public space in Vecriga is very different from public space in Pardaugava, which is also very different from public space in Plavnieki. As the medieval city has sprawled out in different ways during different periods of development, we can see spatial patterns that very much resemble patterns from other comparable circumstances around the world. Soviet era development areas bear striking resemblances to communist era Chinese developments. While more recent, post-independence developments, featuring greater dependence on cars and big-box retail, tend to resemble more typically U.S. patterns of development. I would even go so far as to find parallels between Latvia, the U.S. and China in this regard
- Europe is much older and generally denser and less dependent on the automobile, so there is a tendency to think public space in Europe is superior, however, this does not mean the United States does not offer many wonderful public spaces.  Given the vastness and diversity of landscapes in the US and the culture of self reliance that dates to the country’s founding it is hard to simply compare the US to Europe without making several caveats  

- In Holland there is a trend in semi-public spaces/gardens/squares. They work  very good. Often part of a urban area, you can walk in and enjoy the space, but you are a guest in these places of the people who live there. It is secure and bases on social interaction instead of rules or commercial benefits
