To one of the strongest women in my life.
My grandmother, Suna...
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Figure 12. Landuse analysis of the park zones in Balgova
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As cited in Loukaitou Sideris (2010), many critiques derive attention to certain
physical characteristics and amenities of parks. Literature states that park size (Holman
et. al, 1996), the availability of active recreation facilities and programs at the park
(Gordon- Larsen, McMurray, & Popkin, 2000; Sister, Wolch, & Wilson, 2008),
aesthetic features like water and trees (Corti et al., 1996), and a park’s level of
maintenance, (Tinsley, Tinsley, & Croskeys, 2002) are important criteria to determine
park use. That is why | analyzed and photographed physical characteristics and
amenities of each park in 8 park zones (Table 8) (see appendix B for “Park’s Physical

Characteristics Analysis” and 25 item activity list).

Table 8 Parks' physical amenities (Out of 25 activities)

PARK NAME NUMBER OF
AMENITIES
Siileyman Ersever Parki 19

Y.B. Serafettin Parki 14
Duru Park 14
Erciiment Ozgiir Spor Tesisleri 12
Korsacilar Parki 11
Seyfettin Goz Parki 11
Seher Ersoy Parki

5. Bolge Muhtarhk Parki
Itfaiye Parki

Bora Park

Lider Parki

Sehit Ogretmenler Parki
2. Bolge Muhtarhk Parka
Poyraz Sok Parki

Onur Park

Bebek Parka

Haci1 Ahmet Parki
Muslu Celebi Parki

8. Bolge Muhtarhk Parki
Kazim Orbay Parki
Cevre Parki

Servet Parki

Sadullah Ersever Parki
Pinar Park

=
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(cont. on next page)

109



Table 8 (cont.)

Kel Mehmet Parka
Ibrahim Ozkilgik Parki
“fbrahim Tek Parki
Oguz Park

Mini Park

Carsi Pazar Onii
Fahrettin Sekman

Cevdet Bigici Park

R NW oo 01 O

Additionally, since thresholds may have important affect on the users’ access to
parks (Day, 2008; Kaczynski & Henderson, 2008; Parra et. al., 2010; Walker &
Crompton, 2012) | realized surrounding traffic, street connectivity and thresholds
analysis around all parks (Table 9).

Table 9 Surrounding thresholds

PARK NAME THRESHOLDS
2. Bolge Muhtarlik Parka  |Traffic, Busy environment, Railing
itfaiye Park Traffic, Busy environment, Railing

8. Bolge Muhtarhik Parki Traffic, Busy environment, Railing
Fahrettin Sekman Parka |1 raffic, Busy environment, Railing

Kazim Orbay Parki Traffic, Busy environment, Railing, Slope
Carsi Pazar Onii Park Traffic, Busy environment, No railings, Slope
Duru Park Traffic, Busy environment, No railings,
Sadullah Ersever Parki Traffic, Busy environment, No railings,
Muslu Celebi Parki Traffic, Busy environment, No railings,
Lider Parki Traffic, Busy environment, No railings,

Spor Tesisleri Parki Traffic, Calm environment, Railing,

Bora Park Parki Traffic, Calm environment, No railings, Slope

Siileyman Ersever Parki  |NO traffic, Calm environment, Railing, Slope

5. Bolge Muhtarlik Parki  |NO traffic, Calm environment, Railing,

ibrahim Tek Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,
Poyraz Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,
ibrahim Ozkilgik Park No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,
Oguz Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,
Onur Park: No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,

(cont. on next page)
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Table 9 (cont.)

Pimnar Parka No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,
Seher Ersoy Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,
Seyfettin Gz Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,

Haci Ahmet Parka No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,

Kel Mehmet Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing,
Cevre Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing, Slope
Korsacilar Parki No traffic, Calm environment, Railing, Slope
Servet Parki No traffic, Calm environment, No railings, Slop
Y.B. Serafettin Parki No traffic, Calm environment, No railings,
Cevdet Bicici Parki No traffic, Calm environment, No railings,
Bebek Parka No traffic, Calm environment, No railings,
Sehit (")gretmenler Parki No traffic, Calm environment, No railings,
Mini Parki No traffic, Calm environment, No railings,

| also determined estimated user numbers in each park with the categories

according to age and gender (see appendix C for “Users’ Behavior Analysis”). These

observations were realized for four days, two weekdays and two weekends at the same

time of the day between 12.00 and 14.00. Each observer’s count continued for half an

hour during each session. During this time, depending on the park’s physical

characteristics, the counts were done either by walking through the park to observe all

areas or by sitting in a spot that lets to see all parts of the park (Table 10). Following all

these analysis, all the information gathered digitalized.

Table 10 Estimated park user counts

Total
Number Of
Park Name Users Men |Women Men Age Women Age
30 Children 19 Children
9 Young 19 Young
10 Middle Age 32 Middle Age
Duru Park 191 96 95 47 Elderly 25 Elderly
3 Children 17 Children
10 Young 15 Young
10 Middle Age 35 Middle Age
Bora Park 120 30 90 7 Elderly 23 Elderly

(cont. on next page)
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Table 10 (cont.)

31 Children 16 Children
9 Young 6 Young
5. Bolge 2 Middle Age 17 Middle Age
Muhtarhk Parki 101 45 56 3 Elderly 17 Elderly
0 Children 0 Children
24 Young 15 Young
Y.B. Serafettin 16 Middle Age 13 Middle Age
Parki 100 65 35 25 Elderly 7 Elderly
18 Children 10 Children
11 Young 8 Young
Erciiment Ozgiir 16 Middle Age 12 Middle Age
Spor Tesisleri 84 48 36 2 Elderly 6 Elderly
18 Children 13 Children
6 Young 12 Young
Muslu Celebi 10 Middle Age 8 Middle Age
Parki 80 40 40 6 Elderly 7 Elderly
9 Children 4 Children
3 Young 8 Young
3 Middle Age 22 Middle Age
Lider Parki 69 23 46 8 Elderly 12 Elderly
14 Children 10 Children
8 Young 20 Young
Siileyman 8 Middle Age 24 Middle Age
Ersever Parki 94 32 62 2 Elderly 8 Elderly
2 Children 7 Children
5 Young 9 Young
9 Middle Age 10 Middle Age
itfaiye Parki 54 21 33 5 Elderly 7 Elderly
2 Children 1 Children
8 Young 2 Young
Sadullah Ersever 6 Middle Age 5 Middle Age
Parki 40 27 13 11 Elderly 5 Elderly
9 Children 11 Children
0 Young 2 Young
Kazim Orbay 3 Middle Age 5 Middle Age
Parki 38 15 23 3 Elderly 5 Elderly
4 Children 6 Children
1 Young 5 Young
Seyfettin Goz 1 Middle Age 10 Middle Age
Parki 33 6 27 0 Elderly 6 Elderly

According to all of analyzed criteria for each park that is observed, I overlapped

all result and compared the results regarding parks and finally | selected four parks:

Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri, Siileyman Ersever Parki, Duru Park and Muhtarlik

Parki. These parks represent different neighborhood, park and user characteristics.
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Park selection criteria are as followed:
e Total Number of Park Users
(Highest number of users with a balanced distribution of age and gender)
e Surrounding Landuse Diversity
(The least and the most diverse landuse around each park)
e Park’s physical characteristic and amenities
(The highest number of amenities)
e Thresholds - Surrounding traffic conditions, environment, physical
boundaries around the park

(One from different categories)

4. 2. 2. Park User Surveys (Step 3)

As the third step of my research, | realized user surveys at the four selected
parks to understand people’s personal park use habits, their thoughts regarding both
parks’ physical and social settings, and surrounding environment, their gendered
experiences and their socio-economic characteristics. This survey aims to gather an
initial data regarding the park use habits of people such as use frequency, use duration,
purpose and with whom they are using the parks and its relationship with users’ socio-
economic and demographic characteristics, physical and social characteristics of parks,
its surrounding environment and other park users. In each park, except for Muhtarlik
Parki, a total of 40 interviews were realized with equal numbers of women and men (20
women and 20 men). Only in Muhtarlik Parki, I could only realize 39 surveys with an
unbalanced gender distribution (26 women and 13 men) as a result of the hardship to
find male users. All interviewees were realized with respondents who are older than 15,
since children’s use of neighborhood park is another topic that needs different research
design. All 159 interviews were completed and results have been transferred to digital
platform.

The survey is formed in five sections (see appendix E for survey questions). The
first section aims to understand respondent’s park use habits such as use frequency, use
duration, purpose of use, whether people prefer to use the park alone or with someone,
and if there are certain time frames that people prefer or not prefer to use the park. I also

questioned people’s alternative transportation methods to come to park to understand
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people’s homes’ proximity to the park. The second section of the survey focuses on the
physical characteristics of the parks and respondents’ satisfaction levels from the
characteristics, provided amenities and programs. The third section of the survey aimed
to understand respondents’ preferences and complaints about the physical and social
characteristics of the surrounding environment of the neighborhood parks and their
opinions about other users of the park or its immediate surroundings. In the fourth part
of the survey I tried to focus on the gendered experiences of the respondents and tried to
have a basic understanding with the survey. | asked whether they had any negative
incident in neighborhood parks, their ideas about gendered differences in terms of park
use and their ideas about advantages or disadvantages of being close to home place and
be in their own neighborhood. The last part of the survey aimed to learn the socio-
economic characteristics of the respondents and their length of stay in izmir, and certain
characteristics of their houses such as having a garden as an alternative to parks.

User Survey Analysis

To analyze the results of the survey, | had descriptive analysis and additionally |
developed a regression model using the Ordinary Least Squares technique. The number
of observations or respondents (N) is 159. The data collected under section 1 and
section 4 were the dependent variables (YY), whereas sections 2, 3 and 5 constituted the

independent variables (X).

In order to understand the determinant of Y, we refer to the following regression
model: Yi=a+B1X1i+ B2X2i+B3X3i+ei

i: 1, 2....., 159 (the index notation for the individuals participated in the survey)
and e: error terms which are assumed to follow a normally, identically and
independently distributed residuals.

During both the application of survey and analyzing its results, I also found out
that there are some contradicting and unclear answers to certain questions, especially in
the gendered experiences section. This may be due to the survey design, clarity
problems of the questions or the technical problems with the survey method itself. So in

the interview stage, | tried to clarify all these issues.
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4. 2. 3. Face to Face User Interviews (Step 4, 5 & 6)

To understand experienced differences and urban inequalities by women while
using neighborhood parks, to find the details of varying levels of park use and the
reasons for it, | realized face to face user interviews only with women park users in two
selected parks as the fourth step of my study. The selected parks are Duru Park and
Siileyman Ersever Parki. To select these parks | benefited from the survey results and
defined four criteria. These criteria are based on the use frequency, use duration, users’
satisfaction levels from the parks and park’s surrounding characteristics.

Similar to Tinsley et. al (2002)’s methodology to understand the park use
patterns of different groups, I take ‘use frequency’ and ‘use duration’ and group user
survey respondents as “regular users” and “non-regular users” based on their park use
frequency and park use duration. | define regular park users as the users who use park at
least 3 to 5 times a month and stay in the park at least for 30 minutes. On the other
hand, | define non-regular users as the users who uses the park maximum 3 to 5 times a
year (regardless of the length of their stay) and/or stay in parks for less than 30 minutes
(regardless of the frequency of their visit).

In addition to park use frequencies and durations, | considered whether users are
satisfied with the parks or not and the physical characteristics of park surrounding such
as landuse, traffic density and so on. Considering all these issues, | selected two of the

four parks for the face to face user interviews (Table 11).

Table 11. Characteristics to select parks to realize interviews

Duru Park Siileyman Ersever Parki

Highest # of Non-Regular Users (amongst 4 | Lowest # of Non-Regular Users (amongst 4

parks) parks)

Lowest Level of Satisfaction among Regular | Highest Level of Satisfaction among Regular

Users Users

Commercial activities & dense traffic Residential & education buildings & low
traffic

Smaller park area Larger park area

Amenities: Amenities:

* Playground, * Playground,

* Café (Doner & Kokoreg Kiosks) * Café (Tea, coffee etc.)

* Toilets * Toilets

* Seating units * Seating units & tables

* Water elements * Water elements
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| had three different interview groups (Steps 4, 5 & 6): Park user interviews
(Step 4, see appendix F for questions), focus group interviews (Step 5, see appendix G
for questions), workplace interviews (Step 6, see appendix H for questions). All three
different types of interviews fulfilled each other’s gaps and created a comprehensive
picture to answer research questions of this thesis.

As the fourth step of my study, | realized park user interviews (structured) with
female park users at the selected two parks (15 interviews in each park) to understand
their personal reasons of park use based on their individual limitations, park perceptions
and their thoughts regarding the social and physical environment of park and its users.
All interviews in both parks were realized on one week day and two weekend days,
between 10.00 and 17.00, and on one weekday and one weekend day between 16.00 and
20.00. | specifically chose days with similar weather conditions for both parks.
However, at certain times | had difficulties to get detailed answers to my questions as
interviewees are in rush to their daily routines or distracted as they have to keep an eye
on their children.

As the fifth step of my study, | realized five focus group interviews (semi-
structured) with women groups in community houses® (semt evi) that are in close
proximity to the parks that | realize interviews. | selected community houses as they
provide a single gender profile and ease to talk with a large number of women at the
same time. Different than structured interviews, respondents of focus groups were much
more concentrated on the discussion and they were much more comfortable and
talkative. | realized focus group interviews during the lunch break in jewelry making
classes which take all day. In this interview | asked questions about their daily
responsibilities, safety concerns about public spaces, their ideas about their
neighborhood and neighborhood parks. Although I did not ask any specific questions
regarding Duru Park or Siileyman Ersever Parki, most of the examples that they gave
related to their park use were from these two parks. In this environment where women
feel very relaxed and spend time just for their own benefit, | both had a chance to spend
longer time with groups of women and get detailed answers to my questions and also
being in a group opened up new discussions where they brought up details related to
park use that I did not include to my interviews.

! These community houses are administered by Balgova Municipality and provide certain social services
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As the sixth step of my study, | realized (unstructured) interviews with eight
people who use the park as workplace such as toilet keeper, taxi drivers, kokoreg
salesman and kiosk employees and/or with people who comes to park every day, sits
there all day and know almost all the people who are from that neighborhood. As these
people spend almost all their days and sometimes evenings (taxi drivers or kokoreg
seller) in these parks, they witness all the social events, gatherings or disagreements and
fights in these parks during the day and night. Additionally, these people are familiar
with the changes happened in these parks throughout the time. In these interviews |
asked those people their ideas and perceptions about park users, how people use parks
during different times of the day and different times of the week, old days of the park

and their perceptions on the gendered differences in the use of these parks.

4. 2. 4. Detailed Observations (Step 7)

As the seventh and last step of my study, | realized detailed observations in the
two parks that are selected for face to face user interviews. For detailed observation |
selected one weekday and one weekend day in each season (fall, winter, spring and
summer) to see the seasonal changes in the park use and important dates when parks
may be crowded such as Hidirellez? or Ramadan® Days (See appendix D for the dates
and times of observation).

On these selected dates, | performed 30 minutes observations in the noon and in
the evening on each day in both of the parks consequently. | observed all users
according to age, gender and use patterns and took notes regarding their activities. | also
photographed the parks and then digitalized the information on maps. These
observations gave me the chance to compare the use of two parks at the same times of
the day and the year and also at the same weather conditions. | not only compared the

2 Hidrellez is a Turkish seasonal holiday that celebrates the end of cold winter days and start of hot
summer days. On the 5th of May, people go outside in the evening and gather on streets, parks,
waterfronts and perform several routines such as jumping over the fire, collecting soil from ant nests or
writing wishes on a paper and tying those papers to the branches of a rose plant.

¥ Ramadan, is the month when Muslim people realize certain religious routines and fast during the day
hours. Since people fast during the day, they mostly perform leisure activities in the evening. As a custom,
certain institutions, municipalities or people organize public dinners or entertainment activities after sun
set where people come together and enjoy those activities. These activities are mostly organized in public
open spaces such as parks and squares.
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number of people using both parks but I also compared the gender, age and use patterns
of these people as well. | also had a chance to make comparison between the differing
uses of same parks in different days based on the environmental and physical
characteristics of the parks.

| gathered all the obtained information from seven steps of my study and
analyzed the results. To answer research questions of the thesis, all of the gathered data
is used correspondingly and explained in chapter 6, 7 and 8. Each chapter, firstly,
focuses on the user survey results that descriptively and statistically explain differences
of park use in four selected parks. Following the differences between four parks, with
the help of the interview results, chapters concentrate on the details of park use
behaviors of users in two selected parks and try to capture daily experiences of women

in more detail.
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CHAPTER 5

PARK USERS’ SOCIO-ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS
IN BALCOVA

Different groups of people with different socio-economic characteristics may use
neighborhood parks in different ways for different purposes and needs. Most of the
studies that research park use habits miss to consider individual characteristics of
different users and they mainly focus on a certain user profile (Croskeys et. al., 2002).
Socio-economic characteristics of users such as age, gender, education status or
economic status may alter people’s decisions on the park use habits such as park use
purposes, frequencies and durations, the time periods that people prefer or not prefer to
use parks, and the preferences on using the parks alone or together with someone.
Users’ length of stay in the neighborhood and familiarity to the surrounding
environment may also have impacts on park perceptions of people and their park use
habits in relation with the park users’ socio-economic characteristics. Thus, this chapter
analyses park use habits of users in relation with their socio-economic characteristics.

First section of this chapter starts with an explanation of the basic characteristics
of the four parks where user surveys are realized and then focuses on the profiles of
survey respondents, distribution of these respondents to four parks according to these
parks characteristics and how social and physical park characteristics affect park use
habits. The second section of this chapter explores park use purposes of respondents
based on the findings of both user surveys and user interviews according to four main
focuses which are responsibilities of women and use of parks as a socialization
opportunity, changing park use needs with aging, effects of satisfaction levels and
familiarity to the environment on the park use, and finally reflection of the physical
characteristics of respondents’ homes to their park use habits. Finally, the last section of
this chapter summarizes and presents a general discussion of the findings on the
relationship between users’ socio-economic characteristics with park use habits under

the light of previous literature.
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5. 1. Characteristics of Selected Parks

There is a typical design for most of the neighborhood parks in Balgova. The
details of the design or total square meter may change depending on the site conditions,
however, the materials, furniture, main amenities and general layouts are very similar in
most of the parks. Selected four parks for the user surveys are also good examples of
typical park designs (Table 12). Before going into the details of the characteristics of the
four selected parks, | explain the properties of a typical municipality park.

In Balgova, these typical municipality neighborhood parks include walking
paths, seating units, water features, children playground, sports areas and small
cafes/kiosks. Parks are dominated by hard surface materials and mostly with
cobblestone. The play equipments include slides, swings and seesaws made of colored
plastic or metal. In some of the more contemporary parks, wood or recycled plastic
based materials are being used as well. These equipments used to be placed in sand
however, due to hygienic problems; most of playgrounds are paved with colored rubber
mats. Usually this material is being used in sports areas as well. In most of the typical
municipality neighborhood parks there are basic equipments for individual exercise.

Usually planting design includes small trees and lawn with plant hedges on the
borders of the park. In most of the municipality parks, it is forbidden to step, sit or play
on lawn surfaces and those areas are mostly surrounded with a metal railing. In most of
the municipality parks, due to maintenance problems, the soft surfaces such as lawn or
flower beds are wearing out very quickly and not replaced instantly.

Usually there is no appropriate planting and shade elements. In some of the
parks, certain seating units are covered with shading elements but since the used
materials are not selected carefully they do not block the sun and the rain.

Maintenance and littering by users are other common problems for typical
neighborhood parks. Due to heavy use and staff related problems these areas are not
usually maintained well. Street animals are also causing hygiene problems as well
(Figure 14):
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Considering the characteristics of the typical municipality parks in Balgova, the
coming section explains certain characteristics of the selected four parks in order to give
a brief understanding of the context that the user surveys are realized(See Figure 15 for
park locations). Understanding the context is crucial to be able to relate the park use

habits of different user groups in different parks with different characteristics.

Figure 15. Parks where user surveys realized

Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri (Park Zone 1):

Figure 16. View 1 from Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri
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Figure 17. View 2 from Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri

This park is surrounded by mostly residential blocks, non-governmental
organization buildings and roads. The population density is very high on the north and
east sides of the park with the existence of 7 or 8 storey high residential buildings
whereas on the south and west the density is very low due to the surrounding roads and
hotel buildings that are located in large fields. There is very low traffic around the park
and the slope of the surrounding streets are not steep. Park is surrounded by railing and
provides a single controlled entrance to the park. Pedestrian connection is very easy and

not interrupted by any thresholds other than the railing around the park.
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Siileyman Ersever Park (Park Zone 4)*:

Figure 19. View 2 from Siileyman Ersever Parki

4 Used for face to face user interviews as well.
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Siileyman Ersever Parki is mostly surrounded by residential buildings, education
facilities (one elementary and one high school) and neighborhood community house.
There is also a soccer field next to the park. There are usually 4 or 5 storey high
residential buildings on the three sides of the park. Park surrounding is not dominated
by active traffic except than the school dismiss hours and it is very easy to reach by
walking as it is not in a steep location. However, since the park is surrounded by a wall
which provides two entrances on the west and east sides of the park, entrances to the

park is limited to these gates.

Duru Park (Park Zone 5)°:

-
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Figure 20. View 1 from Duru Park

5 Used for face to face user interviews as well.
125



Figure 21. View 2 from Duru Park

Duru Park is located by Ata Street which is one of the busiest streets and a
shopping district in Balgova. As it is one of the spines of the traffic web of Balgova and
there are major bus and dolmus lines passing through, the traffic is very dense. Park is
surrounded by commercial activities dominantly, and residential facilities. Population
density is high in this area and buildings are densely located without any openings or
private gardens. Park is easy to reach, both by walking and public transportation. Park is
not surrounded by any kind of railings, and access to park is possible from all sides,
however heavy traffic around the park creates a boundary which causes some

difficulties in the access to the park
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Muhtarhik Parki (Zone 5):

Figure 23. View 2 from Mubhtarlik Parki
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Muhtarlik Parki is surrounded by residential buildings at the immediate

surrounding and commercial activities at a very close distance. Park is at an intersection

spot of streets that connects different commercial and residential activities. The

surrounding environment is very calm and free from traffic. There is muhtarlik building

located in the park.

Table 12. Analysis of selected parks according to provided amenities

TYPICAL PARK AMENITIES

Erciiment
Ozgiir
Sosyal

Tesisleri

(1742 m?

Siileyman
Ersever
Parki
(2271 m?

Duru Park
(1103 m?

Muhtarhk
Parki
(840 mz)

Walking paths / With cobblestone
surface

\/

Seating units (Not flexible)

\(+ Movable
café chairs)

Shading elements

<] 21 <2

Water features

Children playground

Rubber playground surface

22121

<Ll |2 (<2 | < | < |

(2 (2]

Sports areas

Small cafes / kiosks

Weak Planting

Periodical Maintenances

< <Lz =2 1

< |2 L1

<2 =2

IDEAL PARK AMENITIES °

Connection to Green Space
Network

Dense Planting

2]

Soft surface with plants

Well Considered Lighting for
Night Time Use

2|

Flexible Site Furnitures

Informal Park Maintenance

Field Games

Walking Trails

Semi open spaces for education
and art activities

1 (2 |2 ]

® |deal park amenities deriving from the findings of “Yerel Yonetimler i¢in Kadin Dostu Kent Planlamasi
ve Tasarim Ilkeleri Rehberi” (Altay Baykan, 2015)
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5. 2. Characteristics of the Participants of Study

For my study firstly | surveyed 159 people and based on the results of the survey
| determined a target group according to their park use frequencies, durations and
satisfaction levels from the parks | selected a certain target group and interviewed those
people. Before going into the details of the selection of the interview participants, firstly
this section explains the characteristics of survey participants.

For the survey, 159 respondents participated to survey in equal numbers in four
selected parks of Bal¢ova. | aimed to realize surveys with equal numbers of men and
women, but since I could not find equal numbers of female and male users in Muhtarlik
Parki general overview of the respondents indicates that more than half of the

respondents (88 out of 159) are women and the rest is men (Figure 24).

60% % of Respondents

50%

40% -

30% - B Men

Women
20% -

10% -

0% - T , Gender

Men Women

Figure 24. Gender distributions across four selected parks

Age distribution of respondents across four parks indicates that majority of the
respondents are younger than age of 45 and while female respondents who are younger
than 45 years old is more than male respondents, number of male respondents who are
older than 45 is more than female respondents. Almost one fourth of the respondents are
between ages 15 — 25 years old, half of the respondents are between ages 26 — 45 and
the rest of the respondents are almost equally distributed among the older age groups
(Figure 25).
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Figure 25. Age distribution of respondents based on gender across four parks

Median age of the respondents in Duru Park is more than the other parks while
respondents who are younger than 45 years old are almost equally distributed in the

three parks according to the age distribution across four selected parks (Figure 26).
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Figure 26. Age distribution of respondents according to their gender in each park

Education levels of user survey respondents indicate that majority of

respondents hold either high school or university degree. The education level is slightly
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higher for female respondents than that of male respondents. One third of the
respondents (48 out of 159) (slightly more than the average in Izmir with 26%) hold
university degrees or above and slightly more than one third of respondents (35%) are
high school graduates. (Figure 27 & 28).
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Figure 27. Education level of respondents based ongender across four parks
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Figure 28. Education level of respondents according to their gender in each park

Almost one fourth (37 out of 159) of respondents are holding a paid-job.

Assuming 2000 — 3000 Turkish Lira as the “medium household income level”, more
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than half of respondents (96 out of 159) have an income that is lower than medium
household income level (Figure 29). Although results indicate similarities across four
parks, median income of the respondents in Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri is closer
to the general average and number of users from different income groups are close to

each other.
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Figure 29. Income level of respondents in each park

Less than one fourth (20 out of 88) of women are working at a paid-job and have
an income while half of male respondents are working at a paid job and have an income.
Almost half of the university and graduate school graduates are not working with almost
the same levels for males and females.

More than half of respondents (98 out of 159) are married and live in a
household of three or four people. The rate of marriage is slightly higher for female
respondents (58 out of 88) than of male respondents (40 out of 71).

According to the years of their stay in 1zmir, more than half of respondents (100
out of 159) have been living in izmir for more than 21 years while around one fourth of
respondents (28 out of 159) have been living in Izmir less than 10 years. Results
indicate that all parks are dominantly used by respondents who have been living in
Izmir for more than 21 years and the highest percentage of those users is using

Siileyman Ersever Parki (Figure 30).
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Figure 30. Respondents’ length of stay in Izmir in each park

Almost majority (134 out of 159) of the respondents are living in apartment
blocks. 13 of those are living in a residential complex and 11 of them are living in a
single house. Slightly more than half (90 out of 159) of the total respondents has an
access to private gardens either in their permanent or summer houses. Majority of these
respondents is actively using their private gardens for leisure activities such as resting
and reading or for gardening purposes. Slightly less than majority of the total
respondents (112 out of 159) state that if they have one, they would prefer private home
gardens over public parks.

In order to select interview participants, | grouped survey participants according
to their use frequency of the visits as “frequent”, “average” and “non-frequent” users.
Frequent users are the ones who use the parks everyday or at least 3-5 times a week
(56%, 89 out of 159). Average users are the ones who use the parks 3-5 times a month
(28%, 44 out of 159). Finally, non-frequent users are the ones who are using the parks
3-5 times a year or never (16%, 26 out of 159). When | analyze user survey respondents
according to their use durations respondents can be grouped as “long”, “medium” or
“short stay”. Long stay means respondents who stay in parks more than 60 minutes
(45%, 71 out of 159). Medium stay means respondents who stay in parks more than 30
minutes and less than 60 minutes (31%, 50 out of 159) and finally short stay means

respondents who stay in parks less than 30minutes (24%, 38 out of 159).
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Deriving from the user groups based on their park use frequency and duration, |
define two main user profiles which are “regular” and “non regular” park users.
Regular park users are the frequent and average park users who stay in the park for long
and medium durations and non-regular park users are the non-frequent park users
(regardless of the length of their stay) who stay in parks for short durations (regardless
of the frequency of their visit). Based on these user profile definitions, 68% of the
survey respondents (108 out of 159) are regular park users and the rest is non-regular
users of parks. When | looked at the socio-economic characteristics of the non-regular
users in four parks, I found out that most of the non-users are women who are between
ages of 25 and 55, married with child/s and non-working. So I interviewed people with
such characteristics. Coming sections explain findings of both user surveys and

interviews in more detail.

5. 3 User Profiles and their Park Use Purposes

There are certain park use purposes that changes according to the socio-
economic characteristics of the users and related daily responsibilities such as childcare,
socializing, fulfilling ecological needs, using parks as shortcuts or spaces to rest for
short periods of time. At certain times these purpose may come together and create a
need to use the park or certain daily responsibilities may be used as an opportunity to
use a park. Survey with users of four parks indicates that childcare is the mostly
mentioned park use purpose (46%, 70 out of 164 responses). Following childcare,
leisure (24%, 40 out of 164 responses) and socialization (18%, 30 out of 164 responses)
are also important purposes for park use (Figure 29).

The need to benefit from nature is another cause to use parks in Balgova. As
mentioned, Balgova is a very densely built settlement with very small amount of open
green spaces to breath. So when people find access to such open green spaces they want
to benefit from this opportunity to fulfill their ecological needs. As stated parks have
very important ecological and climatic benefits as they reduce the heat island effect,
increase oxygen, reduce air pollution, control humidity and temperature, and cool down
the air and these benefits are great reasons to use the parks (Burgess et al., 1988;
Mcintyre et al., 1991; Bolund and Hunhammar, 1999; Swanwick et al., 2003; Heynen,

2006 cited in Byrne and Wolch, 2009). User survey and interview results indicate that
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one of the most important use purposes of parks is to escape the hot summer days of

Izmir.

“What can people do in this hot weather of Izmir, they come to Duru Park out of
necessity.” (Woman, 56, married)

“I come here a lot especially in summer afternoons to have a cup of tea and cool
off”’ (Focus group interview)

“We come to Duru Park a lot. We came here throughout Ramadan as it was
much cooler.” (Woman, 43, married with one child)

“I wish there were more trees and flowers. I like the pool. The sound of the

water is very calming” (Woman, 51, widow, no child)

Use purposes change significantly across four parks that the user surveys are
realized due to the physical and social characteristics of the parks, their surrounding
environment and user’s park perceptions and socio-economic characteristics. For
instance childcare is the mostly mentioned use purpose of Siileyman Ersever Parki
(62%, average is 44%) in user surveys and user interviews indicate that this is a result of
being next to a school. According to user surveys spending leisure time (38%, average
is 25%) is almost as equally mentioned as childcare in Duru Park and interviews
clarified that this is due to being close to commercial activities and including a
playground. Socialization and sports is the mostly mentioned use purposes of Erciiment
Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri in the user surveys and it is seen that this results from the
provided amenities in the park. Sports as a park use purpose is only mentioned in
Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri as it is the only park that provides several sports
activity options. Childcare is again the mostly preferred use purpose for Muhtarlik Parki
as it is the only activity option that Muhtarlik Parki provides and interviews indicate

that users are not satisfied with the physical condition of the park (Figure 31).
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Figure 31. Respondents’ use purposes in each park

“Since our children are at the school we are here in this park everyday”
(Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 38, married with two children, high school).

“Usually I call my friend before coming to this park. While our children play at
the playground, we sit here, chat and spend time together” (Duru Park, woman, 26,
married with one child, high school).

“I wish there were sports equipments in here, (Stileyman Ersever Parki) I go to
Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri to exercise” (woman, 40, married with two children,
middle school).

“For instance there is Muhtarlik Parki. When my daughter was younger, we
were going there a lot to play since our home is closer to that park” (Duru Park,

woman, 26, married with one child, high school).

When respondents are asked about the time frames that they prefer to use parks
in the survey, slightly less than majority, 63% of the respondents (100 out of 159) stated
that they prefer to use parks between 16.00-20.00 and same number of the total
respondents (100 out of 159) stated that they do not prefer to be in the parks before
16.00. Also more than one fourth of the respondents do not prefer to use the parks after
20.00 in the evening. Preferred times to use or not to use parks are related with the use
purposes as well. On the contrary to the overall park results, there are certain parks that

signify differences. For instance while Muhtarlik Parki is almost used (82%) only
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between 16.00 and 20.00, Duru Park can be used (99%) between 12.00 and 20.00. On
the other hand results indicate that the use period for Siilleyman Ersever Parki and
Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri is much wider. These differences can be mainly due to
the physical and social characteristics of the specific park that the survey has been
realized, their surrounding environment and individual factors of the respondents such
as gender age and personal responsibilities For instance since Siileyman Ersever Parki is
mostly used for childcare purposes, the school hours directly affect park use times and
being located in a residential district where people feel comfortable and safe also affect
the use time. Also in Duru Park, since surrounding shopping related activities are in
close relation with park use purposes, again the working hours of the surrounding

commercial facilities affect park use times (Figure 32).
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Figure 32. Respondents’ park use times in each park

5. 3. 1. Parks as a Socialization Opportunity for Women with

Traditional Daily Responsibilities

Survey results in four parks indicate that gender is one of the most important
determinants of park use purposes. Men’s use purposes are almost equally distributed

among three major purposes: socialization (21%), leisure (31%) and childcare (33%).
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Although women also mentioned similar purposes, childcare (45%) is more dominant

than other use purposes such as socialization (17%) and leisure (22%) (Figure 33).
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Figure 33. Respondents’ use purposes according to gender across four parks

Individual park use purposes according to gender indicate that women and men
uses the same parks for different purposes, so this indicates that not only the park
related characteristics but also individual characteristics affect the park use purposes.
For instance, while Duru Park is being used for childcare purposes by women mostly
(57%), it is used for leisure purposes by men (61%). Interestingly only in Erciiment
Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri the rate of men who use the park for childcare is higher than the
rate of women. (Respectively: 25%, 16%). On the other hand the rate of use Erciiment
Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri for leisure purposes is higher for women (26%) then men (15%)

whereas it is the opposite for all other parks (Figure 34 & 35).
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Figure 35. Respondents’ use purposes of men in each park




Interview results also prove the differences between the use purposes of parks
due to their layouts and provided amenities. This situation directly affects the use
purposes of women and men. For instance the most visible example of this situation is
Duru Park. There is a vertical division in Duru Park based on the design of the park and
the location of amenities (Figure 36). This division clearly affects the use of the park.

The part where the play equipments are located is being dominantly used by
women around their 30s with their children. These women mostly use the park for half
an hour or an hour for their children’s play activities. Most of them sit right next to the
playground or run after their playing children. Some women prefer to come together
with their friends to watch their children play and chat in the meanwhile which also
helps to fulfill their needs for socialization. On the other hand young male users also use
those benches for very short periods to sit and wait for internet café or women personnel
of the surrounding stores use the park to smoke.

When | ask the respondents who are using the playground part of Duru Park,
whether they have ever used this park without their children, the reply is always the
same. “No!” They cannot think of any other reason to come to Duru Park (or any other

park) other than their children’s play activity.

“I am coming to the park for my daughter so that she can play and have friends.
I am coming only for her. I never came for myself. | would never” (Duru Park, women,

42, married with two children, high school).

The other side of the park (pool side) which is almost two times larger than the
playground part, is mostly used by elderly people from both genders however, majority
of this group is men. On the contrary to what Bedimo-Rung et. al. (2005) suggests, my
study indicates that there is a high number of older adults present in the park and they
are regular users of Duru Park. Users of this part are sitting together with their friends of
the same sex or alone and they spend very long time in the park. All of the respondents
that are using the pool side are using the park for spending leisure time or resting. Most
of the elderly people who use the park for such purposes state that they intentionally
choose this part of the park as they are disturbed by the children’s noise and indicate
that they prefer to sit far from the playground.
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“Areas for resting should be separate from children playgrounds. When these
two are together, children make too much noise and disturb elderly people. Elderly
people want to have some quite time and they do not feel comfortable in an area where

there are too many children.” (Woman, 51, widow, no child)

Since the larger portion of Duru Park is mostly used by elderly men, this leaves
a limited space for women who want to use the park. This fact is also stated by women

as well.

“I am very comfortable here but for instance when I go to Duru Park I do not
feel this way. There are too many men in and around the park in the tea houses
especially. It is the most improper place to be a park. There is not enough space for
mothers who come to park with their children. The park looks like as if it is reserved to
old men. All the sitting units are used by them and those sitting units are far from the
playground anyway. So if | want to take my kid to a park, Duru Park is not my selection.
I'd go to Siileyman Ersever” (Woman, 38, married with two children, high school

graduate).

There is no such spatial separation in Siileyman Ersever Parki but the majority of
users are women and they are mostly using the café part mostly or playground parts for
waiting their children in the park.

The main reason of the differences between use purpose of the park and gender
is due to women’s park use as a part of their daily responsibilities. On the contrary to
what Kaplan (1997) states, case study indicates that women do not give up their right to
use a neighborhood park because of their roles. Just like Kaplan himself states they
develop certain strategies and use their daily responsibilities as an opportunity to use
neighborhood parks. Daily responsibilities of women vary from going to work to
shopping or from childcare to elderly care. These daily responsibilities reflect on
women’s use of public open green spaces. The mostly mentioned daily responsibility
for most of the women that affect their use purpose is childcare The park not only
creates opportunities for children’s recreation needs but also at the same time creates an
opportunity as a meeting place for women from the surrounding neighborhood to get

together to talk with friends and relatives (Hutchinson, 2009). One of the important
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findings of this study is the use of parks as an opportunity for women. Results indicate
that women justify their park use through their children. Since children wants to be in
the park they state that (not only to me but to their husbands, family members or curious
neighbor sitting on the window) they have to come to park. These strategies open them
the doors of socialization opportunity with their friends and turn public realm of
neighborhood parks into a form of parochial realm.

“Usually when I decide to go to park with my daughter I call my friend who has
a son as the same age as my daughter. While our children play at the park, we sit, chat
and share our daily problems” (Duru Park, woman, 27, married with two children).

“Before I come to park I call my friend and invite her to the park to spend
sometime together. She also has two children and | tell her that I can take care of one of
them and she can take care of the other. However, she does not prefer to come to park
as she thinks that it is easier to take care of them at home since she needs to run after
them all the time” (Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 26, married with one child).

“We come here everyday. What can you do at home with three children? It is
really hard to take care of them at home. Also while they play I can sit together with my
friends and chat for a while. I would go crazy at home alone with these 3 children”

(Duru Park, Unstructured Interview — Woman, 28, married with three children)

Another major park use purpose of women is using them as a cut through while
finishing up traditional daily responsibilities or resting in the middle of these daily
chores. Interview results also indicate that especially for women users their daily
routines and routes that are connecting their homes to workplaces, childcare facilities to
shopping activities are important for the park selection and use frequencies. Here this
result also indicate the importance and roles of neighborhood parks as parochial realms
that creates intersection areas, gray zones in between the private lives of homes and
public lives of cities. Qualities such as being located in very close proximity to both
residential areas and commercial activities, the design with opportunities to spend time
in between these activitities and provided amenities in the park such as seating units that
are located closer towards the main street that enable both watching the passer bys and

sit for a short period in between shopping, directly affect the use purpose of Duru Park.
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“I come here for shopping almost every week and everytime [ sit here for some
time, drink tea and read my newspaper” (Duru Park, woman, 50, married with four
children, elementary school).

“We are coming together with my daughter to spend time together. Generally,
she is getting out of school and | am getting out of office and then we come here. | bring
her here so that she can get rid of her extra energy and get tired before we go home so
that she does not create too much problem at home” (Duru Park, woman, 26, married
with one child).

Proximity of parks to work place or the places that they need to go everyday as a
part of their daily routine works has an effect on the use frequency of parks. For
instance, since Siileyman Ersever Parki is located right next to a school and provides a
large area where people can sit and wait their children or drink tea and spend time, it
affects the use purposes of the park.

“I come here so that my child can play after school. My friends also bring their
children and this creates an opportunity for us mothers to be together and chat for a
while” (Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 38, married with two children, high school).

Since my son is at the school, | have to come and sit here everyday twice, one for
dropping him to the school and one for taking him back. Since he wants to play with his
friends after the school we sit here at least for an hour or two (Siileyman Ersever Parki,
woman, 38, married with a child, high school).

Since | am a teacher in this school, | come here very often. Sometimes | come
before the classes start, read a book and drink tea before going to the hustle of the

school (Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 26, single, university).

User survey results indicate that while women use certain parks (Erciiment
Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri & Muhtarlik Parki) only during a limited time of the day, men
use all of the parks during a larger time frame during the day. Women prefer to use
Duru Park and Siileyman Ersever Parki between 12.00 and 20.00 and other parks only
between 16.00 and 20.00. Interview results also indicate that the reason for women’s
time preference to use or not use parks are mostly based on the daily routines and

responsibilities of women and the security concerns. Surrounding activities such as the
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existence of tea houses next to Duru Park and resulting male dominance in the park,
being located in a more isolated park of the neighborhood and attracting unwanted uses
to Muhtarlik Park1 such as drinking in the park, weather conditions and Erciiment Ozgiir
Sosyal Tesisleri’s provided climate control decisions, and daily responsibilities of
women and provided activities and location of Siileyman Ersever Parki affect women’s

decisions on park use times (Figure 37 & 38).
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Figure 37. Women's park use time preferences in each park

Figure 38. Men's park use time preferences in each park




“Since there are tea houses right next to the park where mostly male users are
present, | do not want to use the park after 20.00 as it is not safe”. (Duru Park, female,
age between 26 and 35).

“I do not prefer to use this park after 20.00 as there are lots of men who are
drinking”. (Muhtarlik Parki, female, age between 36 and 45).

“Since it is very hot between 12.00 and 16.00, I do not use this park around that
time” (Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri, female, age between 26 and 35).

“I have responsibilities and duties at home, so I cannot use the park until noon

time” (Stileyman Ersever Parki, female, older than 66).

Childcare responsibility among all other responsibilities is significantly
important for decision for the preferred park use time (Independent variable: Q25vii,
negative, 5%). Respondents who have childcare responsibility are more likely to prefer
to use parks in late afternoon or evening hours. On the other hand respondents who do
not have childcare responsibility are more likely to use parks in early morning or noon
hours. According to interview results, this situation is mostly based on the school
schedule of children. Women are either responsible of taking their children to school

and back home or helping them to study at home.

“My son has to finish his homework after school so we directly go to home and |
help him finish his homework. He finishes around 7pm or 8pm and after that time it
becomes too late to go to park” (Woman, 32, married with one child, high school).

“I do not come very often to this park. |1 only come here to bring my daughter to
school in the morning and to pick her up in the afternoon. Sometimes | also come
during their lunch break if she needs anything” (Silleyman Ersever Parki, Woman, 42,

married with two children, high school).

As the second major use purpose, neighborhood parks specifically play an
important role for developing and maintaining social relationships as Bediomo — Rung
et. al. (2005) also mentions. Chance of routine or serendipitous encounters with people
that they know from the neighborhood or the chance of meeting strangers and building
social ties is a very important quality of neighborhood parks. Regular encounters in
parks help to build closer ties between residents (Dines et. al, 2006). Interview results

also indicate that especially for women who are homebound due to their daily
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responsibilities and not working outside of home, neighborhood parks becomes an
important opportunity to get out of home, socialize and build social ties. Especially
since Duru Park is located at a very central location, women who live nearby use the
park to get together with their friends. Or since Siileyman Ersever Parki is creating a
common gathering area for the mothers of the students becomes a very good
opportunity to socialize.

“We met here in Duru Park. I do not have mother, she does not have a sister,
and we became each other’s mothers and sisters. We became like a family here. We
come to Duru Park everyday to chat and share our problems. There are no good
neighbor relations in apartment blocks nowadays. That is why we organize Gold Days
here in the Park. We order tea from the tea house, bring pastry from our home and
collect money to fulfill our friends’ needs. We will collect money soon for charity work”
(Woman, 28, married with three children).

“We came to Duru Park very often during Ramadan. After iftar we are coming
to the park. It gets very crowded. So there are no enough sitting. Everybody lays down
their kilims on the ground or brings their chairs and snacks from home. It is a great
way to sit together with friends and spend summer evenings in the park.” (Woman, 48,

married with one child)

Study indicates that both daily responsibilities and need for socialization affect
park users’ preferences on the use of parks alone or together with a company. Survey
results in four parks indicate that slightly less than the majority of the respondents
(82%) prefer coming to parks with a company and most probably with their children,
spouse or friends of same sex. Individual park results indicate similar averages with
each other, however, it is interesting that, among all other parks, Duru Park is mostly
preferred park to be used alone with a higher level than the average of all four parks
(Duru Park: 30%, average is 18%;). This may be due to the existing crowd and security
feeling that this crowd provides or the provided seating units which do not let people to
sit and spend time in groups. On the other hand, Siileyman Ersever Parki is mostly
preferred to be used together with children more than the average of all four parks
(Siileyman Ersever Parki: 43%, .Average: 33%) and with female friends (Siileyman

Ersever Parki: 26%, .Average: 21%) which is caused by the existence of school, a
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considerably better designed playground and common purpose of mothers to use park

for waiting their children to get out of school (Figure 39).
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Figure 39. Using parks with a company in each park

87% of the women respondents state that they prefer not to use parks alone and
results indicate that they mostly prefer coming to parks with their children (38%) or
women friends (32%). On the other hand, 24% of men respondents prefer coming to
parks alone. Men respondents state that when come to parks with someone they prefer
to be together with male friends (25%) or with their children (27%) (Figure 40) Results

indicate similarities for four parks regardless of their physical and social characteristics.
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Figure 40. Using parks with a company according to gender across four parks
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5. 3. 2. Changing Needs by Age

Survey results in four parks indicate that age is another important determinant of
park use purposes. As Scraton and Watson (1998) state especially for younger mothers
the use of public spaces for leisure purposes is directly associated with childcare
responsibilities (Scraton, S. & Watson, B., 1998). Findings of this study also indicate
that childcare is the major park use purpose of the people who are between 26 — 45
years old as this age group is mostly have childcare responsibility as their primary role
and parks serve many opportunities to fulfill this role. The older the respondents are, the
more they prefer to use cafe, sitting units or green areas more for spending leisure time
or socialization purposes (Independent variable: Q25i, negative, 5%) in the parks. On
the other hand leisure is also a major park use purpose mostly for people who are
between 15 and 25 (Figure 41).
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Figure 41. Respondents’ use purposes according to age across four parks

Individual park results also indicate similarities. 17% of Duru Park users, which
is the highest ratio among four parks, are elderly users who are older than 66 and using
Duru Park for leisure. 20% of the respondents who are 26 — 35 years old prefer using
Siileyman Ersever Parki for childcare purposes and 15% of the respondents who are 15
-25 years old prefers to use Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri (the only park that for

sports activities.
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In relation with the use purpose, preference of coming to park alone or with a
company also changes. 44% of the respondents who are between ages 15 and 25 prefer
coming to park with a male friend. The rate of coming to park with a child (15%) or
spouse (13%) in this age group is lower when compared to other age groups.
Respondents who are between ages 36-45 mostly prefer coming to park either with their
children (35%) or with their relatives (34). The rate of coming to park with a relative is
the highest for this age group among other ages. Coming to park with children is very
low for people who are older than 45 since most of the children of these users are

already grown up and they do not have childcare responsibilities. (Figure 42).
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Figure 42. Using parks with a company according to age across four parks

Since most of the people who are older than 66 is not working and assumed as
starting to recede from an active life this situation may start to cause alienation from the
society and increase their need to be a part of the everyday life. Especially due to the
increasing vulnerability with aging, elderly people are more dependent on localized
resources and services (Glass & Balfour, 2003) so neighborhood parks become one of
the few opportunities for socialization especially for the people with low income level.
As Glass and Balfour (2003) suggests, services that are close to residential areas
increase elderly people’s participation to social life in their everyday life routines.

Interview results prove this situation as well.
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“I come here very often. | live right around the corner. | am used to this park, |
like here. It is harder to go to other parks. My friends also come. | am here all the time
and sit together with my friends. We drink tea and chat all together” (Woman, 53,

married with one child, elementary school).

On the other hand not holding a paid-job, being a student or being retired can
lead to have more spare time. Survey results in four parks indicate that having spare
time affects park use frequency and people who do not have a paid-job are using parks
more frequently as well. For instance while majority of the respondents (14 out of 16)
who are older than age of 65 are frequent users, half of the other age groups are frequent
park users (Figure 43). Interviews with people who are working in Duru Park also

reveal this situation.

“There are usually noone but the elderly people here in Duru Park. When you
look around you can also see that almost all users are elderly. They come in the
morning and all benches fill up with those old men. Until evening there are mostly
elderly users. Usually there are not that many people left in the park in the evening. In
the summer it gets very crowded but again with dominant elderly users. Families also
come but usually after school around 17.30. Mothers bring their children for play for
an hour or so, of course if the weather is warm. What can | say. This is an elderly park”

(Man, 32, waiter in the doner kiosk)
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Figure 43. Respondents’ use frequencies according to age across four parks
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However when use frequency differences are analyzed according to gender of
respondents, results indicate that number of frequent uses are almost the same for men
and women (Men: 59%, Women 53%) (Figure 44).
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Figure 44. Respondents’ use frequencies according to gender across four parks

5. 3. 3. Affects of Satisfaction and Familiarity with the Park Space

As Chaudhury et. al. (2016) also states neighborhoods with certain positive
aspects that answer the needs of the users enable them to be more socially engaged to
all other activities in the neighborhood space. Thus satisfaction level of users becomes
an issue that persuades them to participate in all other public services and they start to
carry their positive perceptions to all other public services that are in the neighborhood.

Survey results in four parks state that respondents’ satisfaction with the quality
of parks is likely to affect park use frequencies slightly (Independent variable: Q17,
positive, 10%) (Figure 45). The number of non-frequent and normal users who are not
satisfied with the overall conditions of parks is slightly higher than the ones who are

satisfied with the overall quality of parks in Balgova.
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“My daughter was going to this school but she is graduated now. However, |
still come to this park everyday. | am so happy with this park that is why | keep coming
here. Otherwise | would not come. | can go other parks but I got used to here and like
this park so | come here ” (Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 53, married with one child,

elementary school graduate).

As Gedikli and Ozbilen (2004) mentions personal limitations affect park use
habits of parks. User survey results in four parks also indicate that respondents’
personal experiences and limitations affect the decision of coming to parks alone or
with a company (Independent variable: Q21, negative, 5%). This means that
respondents who did not have a negative experience while using neighborhood parks
are more likely to come to parks with a company. Also respondents’ preferences for not
using certain areas in their neighborhoods alone have certain reflections on the decision
of using parks alone or with a company (Independent variable: Q22, negative, 10%).
Respondents who do not prefer to use empty open fields alone are most likely to use
parks with a company.

5. 3. 4. Home Space Characteristics and Neighborhood Park Use

Results of the study indicate that there is a direct relationship between the
overall characteristics of the homes and neighborhoods where respondents live and their

park use patterns. First of all, the total park space in neighborhood has reflections on
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park space preferences. The total park acreage in the neighborhood directly affects
proximity of park land to the place of residence which is an important determinant of
park visitation (Bedino-Rung et al., 2005; D. A. Cohen et al., 2007; Giles-Corti &
Donovan, 2002; Grow et al., 2008). During the interviews respondents mentioned that
they are using certain parks as they are living right at the corner of the park, very close
to the park, two streets down from the park. One mentioned that although she is
working full time, she can bring her child to play in the weekdays or in the evenings to
the park as her home is very close. Some other respondents stated that they are not using
certain parks as they are living far from there or closer to another park so they use the
parks around their homes. Some other respondents also mentioned that if park was

closer to their home they would use the park more frequently.

“For instance there is a park close to last bus stops but it is very far from home.
How can | go there all the time with the kids? My home is closer to here so we come

here everyday” (Woman, 55, married with three children, elementary school).

However, a certain group of respondents also think that even if the park is not
close to where they live, if another park which is further away provides good quality

amenities they could go to those parks.

“I do not use Duru Park, although it is right in front of my home due to its
existing conditions. However, if there is a beautiful park, even if it is far, | would walk
there and go anyways. Maybe it is about the quality of the park, although it is in my
neighborhood I do not want to use it” (Woman, 29, single, PhD student, landscape

architect).

Characteristics of the respondents’ dwellings such as having a private garden or
directly opening to a street, having open space alternatives in close distance also affect
the frequency of their visits. One of the respondents mention that since they are living in
an apartment building with a large garden, her child can play and ride her bicycle there
safely so she does not have to come to park in her busy daily routine. Another
respondent mentions that they are living across a school and her child can use the
garden of the school for playing with her friends or for skating so she prefers that large,

open and secure space instead of neighborhood parks. On the contrary, couple of other
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respondents complained about building layouts and the street designs of Balgova. As
apartments directly open to a heavy traffic street, although children want to play outside
with friends, parents hesitate to let them play on the street so they have to come to Duru
Park to fulfill children’s needs.

Users’ dwelling type, living in an apartment block, private home or gated
community (Independent variable: Q28, negative, 5%) also affect park use habits and
frequency. People who live in apartment blocks are more likely to use parks frequently
as they do not have an immediate access to an open space or even if they have one it is
still seen as a part of the home environment and not a part of social life. Interview
results also suggest the same issue. All of the interview respondents are living in
apartment blocks and most of them do not have gardens in their apartments. The ones
who are living in apartments with backyards also prefer parks as areas to meet with

friends and socialize far from the daily responsibilities and worries of homes.

“We have a backyard but I do not let my son to play there. If he plays there, I
have to there as well but we have neighbors whose doors are opening to that backyard
and | do not want to disturb them. Children make lots of noise and harm the plants in
the garden. So | get very nervous there. That is why; | prefer to go to park instead. It is
much freer to be there in the park, at least children do not harm anything and | do not
get to deal with angry neighbors” (Woman, 40, married with two children, secondary

school graduate).

Even if respondents prefer to use their private gardens, they still need to use
parks for the provided amenities and programs such as playgrounds or sports fields.
Survey results in four parks indicate that people who prefer using their own private
gardens over public open green spaces are the ones who use playgrounds or sports fields
more often when they go to parks. People who do not prefer using their own private
gardens over public open green spaces are most likely the ones who uses cafe when they

go to parks (Independent variable: Q30, positive, 10%).

“Garden is very different than parks. I mostly bring my children here for the
playground to help him socialize and have friends. You know the neighborliness
relations are not like the old times so parks are our only opportunities to meet with new

friends for us” (Duru Park, woman, 38 , married with two children, high school).
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Survey results in four parks also indicate that respondents’ residents’ proximity
to parks has an effect on the preferred park use times as well (Independent variable: Q4,
negative, 10%). Respondents who live close to parks are more likely to prefer to use
parks in late afternoon hours, while respondents who live far from parks are more likely

to prefer to use parks in early morning and noon hours.

5. 4. Summary of the Chapter Findings

In Balgova park use habits and park use purposes change significantly according
to users’ age, gender, levels of satisfaction from parks and characteristics of living
environment. Women’s traditional daily responsibilities especially childcare and need
for socialization; changing needs and abilities with age such as elderly having more
spare time for leisure; satisfaction from previous park use experiences, and
characteristics of the living environments of park users such as having a garden or being
located close to a park cause the different uses of same parks by different users.

Being a male or female significantly affect their park use habits, purposes and
use frequencies based on the defined traditional daily roles. While women can mostly
use parks for the sake of fulfilling their traditional daily responsibilities such as taking
child to school or giving a break while shopping, men’s park use purposes are
determined by the availability of leisure time and they mostly use parks for getting
together with friends. Especially, for women, the location of the park in relation to the
location of the home is very important for the frequency of their park use. When women
live close to parks, they use those more frequently and as a reason for not using
waterfront urban parks they state lack of comfortable transportation opportunities and
leisure time. So they prefer neighborhood parks in walking distance.

Age of the respondents also affect park use habits and purposes. Older
respondents have relatively limited daily responsibilities and have leisure time that can
be spent in the parks. Since elderly people have limited mobility they prefer parks that
are easily accessible, lively and close to commercial facilities that they use during the
day such as Duru Park which they use frequently for long durations. On the other hand,
younger age group (25-45) who has childcare responsibilities use the parks that are

close to children’s school and in calmer residential areas.
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There is a direct relationship between the daily responsibilities of users in
relation to their park use times. Parks are used mostly between 16.00 and 20.00 by the
majority of users. This situation is directly related with the daily routines of women and
men. The hours of the paid job for both working men and women, the school hours,
household chores and other traditional daily responsibilities of non-working women are
important determinants of park use times. So parks that are close to workplace or
childcare activities are used more frequently.

The seating layout in neighborhood parks in Balgova does not let people to sit in
groups, and there is no movable seating in parks that create flexibility for different
activities this cause people to prefer to use parks either alone or in small groups for
shorter time frames such as in Duru Park. Majority of users complain for not having
sitting alternatives and they state that a woman may not prefer to sit next to someone
that she does not know, or an elderly man may not prefer to sit next to a playground. On
the other hand, since there are movable tables and chairs, and picnic tables in Siileyman
Ersever Parki, users can easily come in groups and realize various group activities such
as picnics, birthday celebrations and so on.

People are mostly happy and satisfied with the public open spaces in Balgova.
This satisfaction reflects to their behaviours in the use of neighborhood parks so they
comfortably bring their children or friends to the park. However, when people are not
satisfied with certain issues they do not want to bring anyone to the park as they do not

want to be criticisized by the people that they are with.
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CHAPTER 6

PHYSICAL AND SOCIAL CHARACTERISTICS OF
PARKS AND THEIR SURROUNDING NEIGHBORHOODS
IN BALCOVA

Empirical researches (eg. Croskeys et. al., 2002; Machabee et. al., 2004; Bedimo
et. al., 2005; Byrne & Wolch, 2009; Hutchison, 2009) state the effects of socio-
economic characteristics of users on the park use experiences and habits. However,
these studies do not explore interrelated effects of socio-economic characteristics
together with other determinants such as physical characteristics of parks, social
characteristics of surrounding environment and so on. Results of my study indicate that
it is not possible to explain park use habits only with the socio-economic characteristics.
Findings show that people with similar individual characteristics such as gender, age,
education level and so on may use different parks for different purposes. This situation
proves the importance of the park’s, its surrounding environment’s and other users’
characteristics on the determination of park use purposes.

This chapter is composed of four sections and focuses on the effects of these
different characteristics on shaping women’s park habits and perceptions. The first
section of this chapter analyzes the physical and social characteristics of parks such as
their overall design and size, provided amenities and programming, climate control
decisions and maintenance of these parks. The second section explores the effects of
physical and social characteristics of the surrounding environment such as the
surrounding landuses and surrounding thresholds such as traffic conditions. The third
section analyze the effects of other users of the parks, the characteristics of the
neighborhoods that the parks are located in and the other residents of the neighborhood
on the park use of women. Finally the fourth section gives a brief overview of the
findings and related discussion with the light of previous literature.

Findings of the case study indicate that parks with different designs and that are
surrounded with different landuses such as commercial or residential are being used
differently by the same users. This is mostly based on the parks’ design and provided
opportunities in the parks. On the other hand since most of the time women relate park
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use with their daily responsibilities surrounding landuses define park use times, the
frequency and durations of park visits. Additionally, people’s perceptions regarding
their neighborhoods, neighbors and other users of the park and its surrounding also

impact park use behaviors as well.

6. 1.Park’s Physical Characteristics and Park Use Preferences

Physical characteristics of parks have important effects on the satisfaction and
comfort of park users. Satisfaction level of users significantly affects their park
preferences, their park use frequencies, durations and park use purposes of people. Park
size (Holman, Donovan, & Corti, 1996), the availability of active recreation facilities
and programs at the park (Gordon-Larsen, et. al., 2000; Sister, Wilson, & Wolch, 2008),
climate controlling features like water and trees (Corti et al., 1996) and park’s level of
maintenance, and its perceived safety (Tinsley & Croskeys, 2002) are among those
important physical characteristics of parks that seriously affect park use preferences.

As Byrne and Wolch (2009) state park design significantly affect how people
perceive and use them (Byrne & Wolch, 2009). Study results also prove the importance
of physical characteristics of parks’ effects on people’s satisfaction levels and their
decisions to use a park or not. More than half of the survey respondents are quite
satisfied with the general conditions of public open spaces in Balgova in terms of
comfort and quality levels and this satisfaction reflect to the use of neighborhood parks.
However, this satisfaction does not mean that respondents are thinking that all the
physical characteristics of parks, amount and the quality of the parks and provided
amenities there are enough and fulfilling for them. Majority of the respondents think
that there should be more neighborhood parks in Balgova (100 out of 159); which are in
better conditions in terms of use quality (109 out of 159) to fulfill their needs.

When users are asked what they would want to improve in these parks mostly
mentioned issues are mostly about the climate control in parks (42%), more active uses

(27%) and improvement of physical characteristics of parks (24%) (Figure. 46).
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Figure 46. Improvements that respondents want in each park

People’s desires regarding the improvements in parks significantly change
according to genders. For instance while climate control is the mostly mentioned issue
by men (50%) in Duru Park, it is increasing active uses for women (48%). On the other
hand, while it is more active uses for men (46%) in Muhtarlik Parki, women want
improvement of physical characteristics of parks (38%) and solutions for climate
control issues (42%) (Figure 47). Coming sections discuss these issues and how parks’
physical and social characteristics affect users’ satisfaction from parks based on their

gender and age.
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Figure 47. Improvements that respondents want in each park according to gender
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6. 1. 1. Limited Park Size Provides Limited Amenities

Due to Balgova’s plan layout and population density, neighborhood parks in
Balgova have very limited space. Limited park size cause parks to provide limited
amenities and programs to users. These limitations play a great importance in residents’
satisfaction levels from public open green spaces.

Balcova has the second densest population in izmir after Buca. The population is
78.121 and population density in Balgova is 37 people/ha according to 2015 population
count, however, the total amount of open green spaces in Balgova is less than 60.000
m2 and total amount of open green space is 0,77 m? per person. In addition to the
limited park space opportunities, residents of Balcova also have limited access to
private gardens. Except than certain private houses or gated communities with gardens
most of the apartment blocks, especially in the older parts of Balgova are located very
close to each other, opening to narrow slopped streets or dead ends with no pull back

distance and most of these apartment blocks do not have private gardens (Figure 48).

Figure 48. Buildings opening directly to steep sloped streets
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This situation makes neighborhood parks are almost only opportunities for
residents of Balgova. The problems related lack of enough park space and satisfying
activities in those spaces are mentioned over and over by the respondents. They
complain that they do not have any space to breath in their living space and most of the
park spaces in Balgova are very small and they do not provide enough amenities. That is
why, although they complain about certain conditions of parks, respondents keep

repeating such phrases:

“Nowadays urban renovation projects are very popular, I wish all Bal¢cova
would be renewed and all apartments could have a small open green space in front of
our homes.”

“Streets are very narrow; there is no place to breath. | wish there were more
open green spaces to breathe.”

“Balgova is very crowded and tightly settled already. So there is too much need
for parks in here”.

“This small park is a breathing chance for us that is stuck in this densely built
neighborhood (For Siileyman Ersever Parki)”

“We do not have much chance to select among open green spaces. What can we
do, we come here.”

“I wish this park was larger. They build parks in Balgova but they are all very
small in size. There is not much to do there. So why should I go?”

“What else can be done here? Enough facilities for such a small space (for
Duru Park)”

“If this park was larger | could have come here together with my husband and
children and spend longer times (for Duru Park).”

“I have no place to take my child out to breath fresh air. So we come here”

“There are not many large parks fo go in Bal¢ova, there is only the waterfront

and Kent Ormani but how can we go there everyday”

According to user survey results in four parks gender is also an important factor
that affects satisfaction levels and reasons in parks. 62% of men and 59% of women are
satisfied from the overall conditions of neighborhood parks. Individual results for parks
indicate significant differences from each other. For instance, while all of the men and

85% of women in Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri are satisfied with this park, 69% of
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men and 73% of women in Muhtarlik Parki are not satisfied with those parks. One of
the reasons for the satisfaction with the Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri is the large
park space (the largest among four parks) that enables different activities for different
user groups. On the other hand Muhtarlik Park1 which is the least satisfying park has the

smallest park space and the least amount of activities (Figure 49).
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Figure 49. Respondents’ satisfaction from parks according to gender in each park

Analysis of age distribution in relation with the park satisfaction indicates that
50% of the respondents who are older than 55 in Duru Park are satisfied with Duru Park
and 60% of the respondents are satisfied with Stileyman Ersever Parki. The main reason
of the satisfaction of Duru Park can be based on the high numbers of elderly users in the
park which create socialization opportunity among acquaintances for those elderly
people. On the other hand the satisfaction of elderly in Siileyman Ersever Parki can be
based on the existence of café where elderly people can comfortably sit and get together

with friends.
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6. 1. 2. Amenities and Programs for Different User Groups: A Catalyst
for Park Use

The availability of amenities such as seating units, tables, pergolas, lighting
elements, different play and sports equipments, cafes, and programming such as
periodical activities like courses, concerts and celebrations at the park play a crucial role
on the promotion of use of parks by different user groups and their satisfaction levels.
People prefer such parks that provide those amenities and programs that answer the
needs of different user groups. User survey and interview results clearly indicate that
respondents have significant level of satisfaction and dissatisfaction from certain
aspects of parks depending on their gender and age.

According to user survey results that focus on the satisfaction and dissatisfaction
reasons of respondents, provided activities are among the mostly mentioned issues. 29%
of all users stated that they are not satisfied with provided activities. However,
individual park results indicate major differences among each other. While in Ercliment
Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri, 43% of the respondents are satisfied with the provided
activities, 53% of the respondents in Siileyman Ersever Parki are not satisfied with the
activities that are provided. The reason for satisfaction in Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal
Tesisleri may be due to the provided variety of sports activities, seating alternatives,
existence of café and a playground which provide options for different activities for
different user groups. However, 58% of the respondents are dissatisfied with the climate
control in this park as there are almost no solutions for the climate control problems
such as pergolas, tents or planting (Figure 50 & 51).

On the other hand dissatisfaction in Siileyman Ersever Parki may be caused as a
result of lack of any activity on the contrary to the considerably larger space of the park.
There is only a café and a playground on one corner of the park and the rest do not
provide any activity opportunity and no variety for the furniture.

In Duru Park 30% of the respondents and in Muhtarlik Parki 29% of the
respondents are not satisfied with the provided activities and 25% of the respondents in
Duru Park are not satisfied with the overall design. The main reason for dissatisfaction
in these parks is mostly based on the limited park spaces.
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When respondents are asked what they would want to be improved in parks,
26% of the all respondents stated that they would want more active uses in parks such

as sports areas, cafes and periodical events.
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Figure 50. Respondents’ satisfaction reasons of users in each park
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Figure 51. Respondents’ dissatisfaction reasons of users in each park

The coming sections will focus on the details of the results that focus on the
importance of provided amenities and programming in shaping park use preferences of
different user groups such as men, women and different age groups.

166



Flexible Sitable Space: Promoting Interaction in Parks:

Site furniture, especially flexible siting elements, in parks carry a great
importance as they may define the activities that people can be realize there. As Whyte
(1980) suggests sitable spaces, having various types of different sitting units for
different activities, the dimensions that let various sitting combinations, and being
movable to change the layout according to the needs of the users are crucial catalysts for
the use of a public space (Whyte, 1980). Both user survey and interview results indicate
that the main problem in parks is the lack of flexible sitable spaces that can fulfill the
needs and desires of different user groups. Seating units are problematic in many
aspects like, quantity, placement layout, the design and finally the protection of seating
units from the weather conditions for all different user groups. Although user survey
results do not give detailed information regarding the user profiles of people who use
seating units, interviews and detailed observation results indicate that there are certain
conflicting uses among different genders and age groups.

In terms of gender, although almost all of the women respondents of the face to
face interviews complain about the insufficient number of seating units in Duru Park,
observations and interviews with men indicate that men do not have such a complaint as
the park is mostly used by elderly men. Especially on the days when the weather is
warm and dry the user population of the park increases and people cannot find a place
to sit. So they may end up not staying in the park. Interviews with people who work in
the park indicate the reason for this situation. The elderly men are the primary user
group of this park and since they have a good amount of time for leisure, most of the
time they come to park in the early hours of the morning and stay there until it gets
dark.

“You know what, the most important need of this park is that there is no enough
place to sit. Space is narrow and there is no place for extra seating elements” (Duru
Park, woman, 43, married with one child, high school graduate).

“These benches are not enough. If you come around 6 or 7 in summer evenings
you cannot find a place to sit. Benches are short in number. Additionally, most of the
people, especially elderly users, sit for very long periods and do not leave. So people
fight over benches. Space is limited. It is not enough” (Duru Park, woman, 58, widow

with 6 children, elementary school graduate, toilet keeper).
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“Users are all elderly, retired people. When they come to park they forget their
way back home. They talk about politics and they overthrow many political parties and
build them again starting from morning until evening. There are only a few women here
in this park and they are all after their children. There is not that many coming to park
to chat like elderlies. Most of the time women stay on the playground side” (Men, 52,
Taxi Driver)

Especially women users who use parks with their children have hard times to

accompany their children while they are playing in the playground in parks (Figure 52).

“The seating area for moms is very limited. The park looks like as if it is
reserved for old people. The area where the most of the benches are located is far from
the playground. And it is very dirty. So | cannot stay in Duru Park” (Duru Park,
woman, 38, married with two children, high school graduate).

:7 Rl :

Figure 52. Only two benches for mothers waiting for their children in Duru Park

Number and the quality of the sitting units are also problematic in Siileyman
Ersever Parki. The café in the park provides many tables and chairs not only in their

own territory but also around the playground and almost at all parts of the park. Since
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there are no other sitting elements in the playground part, most of the mothers sit on the
café’s chairs. This cause problem when they are forced to buy beverages from the café
at everytime that they occupy café’s tables and chairs. Other than the chairs that are
provided by the café, there are also limited number of stone benches and picnic tables
with their benches. However, since the locations are not close to the main activities of
the park such as playground and the stone materials are not suitable for different
weather conditions they are not satisfying for especially for mothers who use the park

for childcare purposes.

“I am especially not happy with these stone benches. When it is cold in winter,
we cannot sit on them and there is no shade in the summer. When we sit on the café’s
chairs they instantly come and start asking if we want to drink anything. But I come
here everyday, | cannot spend that much money everyday. Sitting space is not enough”

(Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 32, married with one child, high school graduate).

Figure 53. Seating unit alternatives in Siileyman Ersever Parki

“I do not feel comfortable sitting here (café’s chairs in the playground). All the
tables and chairs here belong to café. When I sit here they make me buy something. If
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you sit on their table you have to buy something. But I do not want to. When | say this
they tell me that | am occupying their tables. | have to sit here to look after my child.
There is no alternative sitting. All other benches are far from the playground and they
are not protected from the sun. I am not happy with this issue (Siileyman Ersever Parki,

woman, 42, married with two children, high school graduate).

Figure 54. Café’s chairs as seating opportunity, Siileyman Ersever Parki

One of the mostly discussed issues in the interviews was the fulfilling varying
needs of different groups of users. Both for women and men respondents, the layout and
the design of the seating units carry a great importance. In terms of gender, the main
consideration is the privacy. Respondents mostly mention that seating layout should
give them the opportunity to sit in groups of single genders and chat without being
heard by others.

In terms of age, there are also certain different needs for different seating
alternatives in the parks. Group activities are also an important concern for younger
users. Most of the young respondents mentioned that they need spaces that they sit
together with their friends and chat, study, do music rehearsals or such activities. In
relation to their needs they also mentioned the importance of having a table together
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with seating so that they can do certain activities instead of just sitting and watching the
passer bys.

“I do not like these seating units. They put them in a military order that is very
close to each other. Two rows of benches are looking face to face. Everytime | walk in
between these benches, this layout gives me the feeling that all eyes are on me. Since
these seating units are fixed, it does not give the chance of moving according to what |
like. So if 1 come here in a group of 3 or 4 we cannot chat properly” (Duru Park,
woman, 26, single, PhD student).

“First of all, the seating layout here is wrong. There should not be such a
layout. Let’s say we came here together with friends to sit and chat. Suddenly a woman
comes and sits right to the next bench. She would feel disturbed and we would also feel
disturbed and watch out our language next to a woman” (Duru Park, man, 62, widow

with one child, university graduate, sitting at the same bench all day and everyday).

Provision of different seating alternatives creates opportunities for different uses
of parks. For instance existence of tables in Siileyman Ersever Parki give chance to
people to get together, bring their food and sit there to eat, celebrate birthdays of
children. One of the respondents state that until they bring those tables to the park, she
was not using the park very often but after the tables she started to prepare food and
take it to the park and eat there with her friends. Or one of the respondents state that she
never used Duru Park because she cannot think of any activity that she can do there but
if there were tables, she and her friends could bring food and eat there all together. Also
existence of a café¢ in Siilleyman Ersever Parki that provides opportunity for group

sitting fulfills certain needs of women users.

“The benches are too close to each other. The only thing that you can do there is
to watch people sitting across you or walking by. It looks like a bus stop more than a
park. First of all the sitting layout should be different. There can be tables so that we
could use for studying. If I want to meet with my friends, there is no activity there.
Tables can also work for eating together with friends” (Duru Park, woman, 29, single,
PhD student, landscape architect).

“I come here everyday to drop my kid to the school and to pick him up.

Everytime I sit in the café for a while with my friends. We drink tea and chat while
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waiting our children. It creates a chance for us to socialize” (Siilleyman Ersever Parki,

woman, 40, married with two children, middle school graduate).

Carrying the Activities of the Private Life to the Parochial Realm of
Neighborhood Parks

As much as the physical design of the park, the programming and the social
activities in it are very crucial in terms of the use of neighborhood parks. As Kara et. al.
(2011) also state parks should aim to improve the safisfaction residents by providing
quality recreational facilities and programs for all different user groups (Kara et. al
(2011). In terms of programming, different activities that will promote interaction and
socialization between park users should be considered. According to Whyte (2001),
even just a small food cart can enliven a place. Careful consideration of different
activities, their times, potential participants and locations can attract lots of users with
different needs such as women, elderly or children to neighborhood parks.

Gender based differences may alter park satisfaction and use preferences. User
survey results across four parks indicate that while 65% of men users are satisfied with
parks, 58% of women are satisfied with parks. From gender perspective, satisfaction
from the provided activities do not indicate significant differences among men and
women according to user survey results in four parks except Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal
Tesisleri. Among women who are satisfied with parks, the mostly mentioned
satisfaction reason is the activities in the parks (29%). Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri
is the most satisfying park for women (57%) in terms of provided activities, where none
of the women respondents in Muhtarlik Parki are satisfied with the activities. Also for
men respondents the activities in parks are the most satisfying park characteristics
(29%). Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri is also the most satisfying park for men (39%
of the ones who are satisfied with activities) in terms of provided activities. It is
possible to say that the variety of activities in Erciiment Ozgiir Sosyal Tesisleri such as
different sports activities, walking trails, café and playground area are major satisfaction

reasons for both men and women (Figure 55).
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Figure 55. Respondents’ satisfaction from activities in each park based on gender

Interview results indicate that there are significant differences among men and
women in terms of desired activities in parks. While men mostly want places where
they can sit and have coffee in crowded groups in an area with no borders around
without the need of other familiar users; women are asking for places to rest in between
shopping or places that they can sell their homemade products and contribute to family
economy. It is important for women to be in places that are used by people who are
familiar, who have similar park use objectives and park use behaviors like them For
instance, one of the mostly mentioned issues in the focus group interviews is the chance
of carrying community house activities to open air to parks. Women suggest that they
can realize those courses that are given in community houses in the parks when the
weather is nice. Additionally they suggested certain additional courses and lectures that
are organized in neighborhood parks for women that can improve their general culture.

Although the majority of women complain about certain physical and social
aspects of Duru Park during the face to face interviews, they still state that if there were
social activities that appeals to their needs, they would use the park to socialize. Also in
almost all focus group interviews women mention that activities such as Ramadan
events are great opportunities for women to use parks so they ask for such activities all
year long. Women state that they like to go to Siileyman Ersever Parki during Ramadan

evenings and especially when there are Ramadan entertainments. Since people fest
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during the day and it is very hot to go out while hungry, women stated that after iftar
they eat (evening eating time in Ramadan) they go to park both to enjoy the cooler
temperatures of the evening, to let their children play while they are sitting together
with their husbands and friends and drink tea. Some women stated that the parks get so
crowded that they need to bring their own chairs to the park. Another important factor
that attracts women to Siileyman Ersever Parki is the café. The owner of the café said
that since the number of users decrease during the Ramadan days, they prefer to stay
open until 2 a.m. in the morning and serve people who come after iftar. Detailed
observation results, at 10.00 p.m. on a Ramadan evening when there is no Ramadan
entertainments also show people using the park (Figure 61). However, on the contrary
to what respondents said the park was not that crowded in a way that requires people to
bring their own chairs. This may be due to the lack of Ramadan entertainments on the
time of the observation. Since this year the Ramadan entertainments have been

canceled, I could not observe the use during those evenings.

“Why not use Duru Park if there are social activities there. There can be small
concerts, Ramadan entertainment activities, public dinners, celebrations or there can be
places for young people to sit together to study and do music rehearsals. If there were
such activities I would not miss them”. (Woman, 50, married with two children, high

school graduate)
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Figure 56. Use of Siileyman Ersever Parki during Ramadan evening
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Figure 57. Use of Siileyman Ersever Parki during a regular evening
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According to interview results, the selection of the activities, the location of it,
quality and price are also important for the satisfaction of park users. Interview
respondents mostly state that for more quality use, having a small café inside the park
that is cheap, clean and suitable for group activities is desired. Instead of the existing
male dominated tea houses or doner kiosks in Duru Park, respondents suggests a place

that is run by municipality that will welcome all different groups of users.

“If there were affordable places that women can go together with their friends
and sit for a while and drink tea, I would call my friends and say let’s go to park but
now | cannot as it is so expensive and not that clean. Even if | want to sit there my
friends cannot afford to sit there and have tea everyday. So if | go there | would lose my
friendship” (Duru Park, Unstructured Interview — Woman, 56)

“It is a very expensive café. I come here everyday and sometimes sit all day
long. | cannot spend that much money. A tea is 1,25 TL. Once | brought Nescafe from
home and asked only for hot water. They charged 2 TL for only water. How can | spend
such money? That is why | bring water and juice from home for my son. | wish there
was a more affordable place here” (Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 42, married with
two children, elementary school graduate).

“This is a municipality park, a public space but right now doner kiosk is
blocking a large part of it with their tables and umbrellas. It is my transition route but it
is blocked. It is a place that is covering my park where | should be able to sit and have
drinks at an affordable price (in Duru Park)” (Unstructured Interview — Woman, 61)

While existing doner or kokoreg¢ kiosks are being complained constantly due to
their hygiene, smell and prices in Duru Park mostly by women, men do not stated any
discomfort regarding those areas and observations indicate that they are frequent users
of doner kiosk. On the other hand the café in Siileyman Ersever Parki is being
appreciated and used often especially by the mothers who are waiting their children
getting out of the school. Such a different use of two food related activities by women
and men indicates the importance of the quality, hygiene, location, served food, service
quality and the management of those places in relation with user needs.

“Since my daughter is in the school, | am here everyday. When the weather is

nice, I sit in here in the café together with my friends. While waiting them we chat, drink
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tea, and eat tost. After the school my daughter wants to play in the playground and we
continue to sit in the café. At least we have a clean and pleasant place to get together
and spend time while waiting them” (Sileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 37, married with
one child, high school graduate).

“I come here very often. I come here everyday and sit together with my friends,
drink tea and chat. | started exercising. So I go for a walk in the neighborhood and after
than I come here again drink tea and continue sitting with friends. This café is like a
resting place for me. | like it SO much. We know the owner Murat Agabey as well. So
when we need something he helps us. We can live our bags here and he keeps an eye on
it. So it is so nice to have such an opportunity in the park” (Silleyman Ersever Parki,

woman, 53, married with one child, elementary school graduate).

Among the women the desires for park improvements also change according to
their age. For example younger women with children define their needs related to their
children’s play activities so they ask for safety barriers around the park or prohibition of
motorcycles to pass through the park. They want certain play equipments like slides,
swings and ask for the replacement of water pool with sand pools since they think that
water pool is dangerous as several kids fell into it for many times. On the other hand,
elderly women mostly mention their needs for calm and quite space with water features,
private spaces to chat with friends or hygienic food and drink services that are
affordable.

Age is another criterion that affects respondents’ satisfaction of the provided
amenities and programs. Different socio-economic groups’ needs, their desires and
complaints change. Overall design, provided amenities and the layout of different
functions in parks may create conflicting views depending on age.

Satisfaction from activities in terms of age indicates differences amongst four
parks. While Duru Park (40%) and Siilleyman Ersever Parki (49%) are the most
satisfying parks in terms of provided activities for respondents who are between 26 and
35 years old and all of those respondents are women who use parks for childcare
responsibilities. So it is possible to say that those women are satisfied with the activities
(playground) that are provided for children. On the other hand majority of the
respondents (40%) who are older than 66 years old are satisfied with the provided

activities in Siileyman Ersever Parki. According to user survey results 100% of the
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respondents who are between 36 and 45 years old are satisfied with the provided
activities in Muhtarlik Parki. However, this result is misleading as there is only one

respondent in Muhtarlik Parki who is satisfied with park activities (Figure 58).
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Figure 58. Satisfaction from provided activities in each park according to age

Interview results indicate that while existence of restrooms is one of the most
important and appreciated facilities for elderly people and children, locating it right next
to the playground is problematic in terms of hygiene and cause complaints by mothers
of the children playing in Duru Park. Another conflicting programming issue is again
related with playground. A certain group of women with children indicate that the only
reason of using certain parks is the existence of playground. However, a group of
elderly people especially in Duru Park complain about the noise of children running
around the park as playground and seating areas that elderly people prefer are in close
distances. This indicates the importance of the location selection of activities that appeal
to different user groups. The tastes, likes and dislikes also changes according to age. For
instance, one of the younger respondents complains about the classical design of
municipality parks with one fountain, two benches and dominant hard surface materials.
She states that such designs may be liked by older generation who grew up with it,
however younger generations look for something designed with more contemporary
approaches.

Also based on socio-economic characteristics such as income level, while

existence of a café and opportunity to sit there for long hours and drink tea in the park is

179



very much liked by a group of respondents, the prices and the hygiene of the café is one
of the mostly complained issues for another group.

6. 1. 3. Lack of Climate Control in a Hot Region

Microclimatic conditions are important factors that affect the use of open spaces,
due to their influence on levels of thermal and mechanical comfort (Nikolopoulou et al.,
2001; Givoni et al., 2003 cited in Oliveira, S. & Andrade, H., 2007). In order to benefit
from the parks and use them comfortably, climate control is very important. With
climate control I mean protection from weather conditions through the use of physical
elements such as pergolas, tents; water elements such as pools and running water; and
planting that can provide shade. Especially in a city like Izmir, where the summers are
very hot and winters are rainy, protection from these weather conditions carry a great
importance in public open green spaces through climate control.

According to user survey results in four parks, one of the mostly complained
problems in neighborhood parks in Balgova is the climate control (28%). When
respondents asked about what they would want to change/add to this park, slightly less
than half of the respondents, 43%, state that they want solutions for climate control
problems (54%of this group is women). In terms of gender differences, results indicate
that among those dissatisfied group in all parks except Muhtarlik Parki and Duru Park,
the rate of men and women who want solutions for climate problems are almost the
same. However, in Muhtarlik Parki 79% of women want solutions for the issue. This is
mostly based on the women’s use of parks for the playground area for considerably
longer periods, which is the only activity option there and men do not spend long hours
there so they do not realize the problem much. On the other hand the rate of men (57%)
is higher than women (43%) as men are using the part where the pergola is located and
they have so many complaints about the pergola. So they want those problems to be

resolved in Duru Park (Figure 59).
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Figure 59. Respondents want solution for climate control problems in each park

According to user survey results one of the important reasons to come to parks is
to escape the hot weather of Izmir and it is known that green areas provide major
ecological and climatic benefits to its users. However, the results of the user interviews
indicate that people mostly complain the lack of planting and elements that can cool
down the air in the parks. Especially in Duru Park (increasing complaints after
renovation), the ratio of green to hard surface is very low. Planting is very limited and
insufficient for climate control. On the contrary, Siileyman Ersever Parki is much richer
in terms of planting; however, it is still not enough to create protection for the seating
areas from the weather conditions due to the selection of inappropriate plants and
insufficient consideration of the location of planting in relation with the seating units

and provided activities and amenities in the park .

“All we see is concrete here, nothing else” (Duru Park, woman, 30, married,
pregnant, graduate level)

“There should be more trees and flowers around here. If this park was greener |
would use it more often” (Duru Park, woman, 50, married with two children,
elementary school).

“They can use planting to block unwanted views such as tea houses or traffic”
(Duru Park, woman, 26, married with one child, high school).

“My daughter goes to the school next to Siileyman Ersever Parki. I pick her up
from the school and walk home together. Every time we walk through the park she loves

to pick berries from the trees just like my childhood. We used to have lots of fruit trees
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around our homes. Unfortunately, my children cannot have the same experience. So |
wish there were lots of fruit trees in the parks so that children could connect with
nature” (Siileyman Ersever Parki, Focus Group Interviews)

“I wish there was more shade in here. Especially, we, mothers, need to sit by the
playground but it is impossible to sit here in the summer. There is no shade. This dark
colored pavement also reflects the sun and makes it warmer. There should be something
to block the sun” (Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 38, married with two children, high
school).

“It is very nice to sit among plants however this plastic roof structure of the café
Is very inappropriate for such a natural environment. Under of it becomes like hell in
the summer and there is no other shaded area in the park so all people get stuck
underneath this small area. In the winter it protects from the rain but in summer it is
torture to sit there” (Siileyman Ersever Parki, woman, 55, married with one child,

university).

According to detailed observations that I realized in Duru Park at the same times
of the days during a spring day when the weather is 28°C and during a summer day
when the weather is 38°C to understand the effects of increased weather temperatures
on the park use. Results indicate that the user number significantly decreases during
summer time observation. Especially there is a significant change in terms of gender of
users. During the summer times there are almost no children and women around the
playground. The number of the users on the pool side is also much lower when
compared to a spring day. Almost all users are elderly users except from a couple of
people who eat in the doner kiosk. Even the number of the tea house users is
significantly lower. The main reason for such a decrease is the hot weather and lack of
shade elements and enough planting and running water elements that can cool down the
air temperature. Especially on the playground side there are neither planting nor
pergolas but there is only concrete surface that reflects the heat directly to users and
increase the effects of hot weather (Figure 65 & 66). Additionally dense settlement
around the park and lack of air circulation also affect the dissatisfaction of users of the
hot weather in Duru Park.
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Figure 60. Duru Park on a spring day
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Date: 01.07.2016, Time: 13.30-14.00, Weather: 38 °C

Figure 61. Duru Park on a summer day
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