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1.0 Abstract

The target of this research was to speak with interested community groups around the use
and perception of Linwood Park as a public place. Literature has indicated that public place
holds importance in terms of social cohesion and community well-being, with good public
places engaging with community, increasing a sense of place and ownership. This is
particularly important for youth, who also develop a sense of autonomy and identity
through interactions in public place. Key elements that contribute to success and
conviviality of place are contextually specific which indicates that successful places should
be developed by those who have interest in the place through the community; the approach
in this way is through placemaking. Through engaging with several groups representing the
community, including key informants and young people, data was collected in the form of
opinion, and participants were also asked through semi-structured interviews about the
ways they used the park. Results from this indicated that many perspectives were shared
across all groups of society spoken to. Overwhelmingly, the youth were concerned with
poor relationships between age groups, bullying and anti-social behaviour occurring in the
park. They were also united in their wants and needs in regard to potential solutions, such
as an inclusive, community driven initiative. Further research should aim to expand the

points of focus, by considering the views of the wider community.
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Linwood was found to be much higher than the average of 5.1 percent for Christchurch,

with Linwood falling at 8.3 percent (ibid).
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Figure 1. Educational attainment in Linwood compared with Christchurch average as per 2013, New Zealand Census. Retrieved from:
http://www.stats.govt.nz/Census/2013-census/profile-and-summary-reports/quickstats-about-a-
place.aspx?request_value=14845&parent_id=14758&tabname=&sc_device=pdf
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Figure 2 Linwood and Christchurch Unemployment Rate. Statistics retrieved from http://www.stats.govt.nz/Census/2013-census/profile-
and-summary-reports/quickstats-about-a-place.aspx?request_value=14845&parent_id=14758&tabname=&sc_device=pdf

2.2 Linwood Park
In terms of the scope of the project it was important to have a focus point, in an

acknowledgment of time constraints, and allow a more focused quality of data gathered.
Linwood Park was chosen as this focus point, due to its usage of a public place by various
sections of the community and the positive events occurring in the area, such as rugby
league and events such as the Linwood Youth Festival Experience (LYFE). It was felt that it
was important to focus on the positive and constructive use of the park, as mainstream

perception is arguably negative.

After much discussion, the overall aim of this project was decided to be an aim to
provide a framework for the revitalization of Linwood Park, through a participatory
approach, with regards to enhancing social cohesion, specifically by addressing the needs of
the youth. Our objectives to meet this aim were to discover how Linwood Park is used by
the youth, and to explore various ways of furthering the promotion of constructive use of
Linwood Park. From these objectives we formulated two specific research questions; the
first being ‘what is the youth perception of park use?’ The second research question used
involved how youth could be engaged to further promote a more inclusive and attractive
use of the park in harmony with others. Framework of the research project was then

developed from the aim, objective and questions.
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3.0 Literature Review

3.1 Introduction

Successful public places are an essential component of the social life of communities,
facilitating social interaction and community bonding (Worpole & Knox, 2008). It is in these
places that interaction occurs and positive relationships within the community can be
formed. PPS (N.D) talks about public places fostering a sense of belonging within the
community, this belonging is essential for the wellbeing of residents, providing them
ownership and interest in their community. A background of place as a concept,
placemaking, and elements within successful public places and particularly successful public
parks must be considered in an effort to understand processes occurring and future

directions of Linwood Park.

3.2 Place and Placemaking

3.2.1 Place
Place has differing scales, ranging from expanses of countries, cities, parks and

rooms (Cresswell, 2009). As a result of this, it can be difficult to ascribe a definition to.
However, as a concept central to this current research, and Human Geography it is

important there is an understanding of what is meant.

Place as a concept is socially constructed through the usage of elements and how
they combine within a space (Cresswell, 2009; Massey, 1991; McEvoy-Levy, 2012; Vazquez,
2012). It is therefore defined, by the worldview of its users and the social interactions that
occur in the sphere. Friedmann (2010) defines place as “a small, three-dimensional urban

space that is cherished by the people who inhabit it (p154).” Along with-4(e)8(rish)-4(ea)-4(ei)84463B
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If place is understood as being shaped and defined by its users, then it follows that it

Is adaptable, and constantly changing
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they want from it in the foreseeable future. This current research aimed to do this on some

level.

3.3 Key Elements of Successful Public Place and Parks

3.3.1 Key Elements of Successful Public Place
When looking at public place it becomes clear that some public places have more

success than others. The concept of “conviviality”, in urban design can be defined as the
quality a space has to be lively and welcoming to all who may wish to use it (Shaftoe, 2008).
Several urbanists from varying backgrounds have studied elements of places which
contribute to conviviality and success of spaces. Francis Tibbalds (1992) sees convivial
spaces as needing to consist of a vibrant, mixed use environment which is used at all times
including night and during the weekends. It should be stimulating visually, and attractive to

all including tourists and residents.

As each public place sits within its own context, the differences between these
places mean that the elements which facilitate and lead to success vary in weightings from
place to place. However there are several key themes that remain consistent when
analysing the elements identified. These include the access and movement between and
within the place (CABE, 2011; Jacobs, 1961; MFE, 2002; PPS, N.D; Shaftoe 2008; Tibbalds
1992), how connected a place is to the street to draw in more users (CABE, 2011; Jacobs,
1961; MFE, 2002; Whyte, 1988), a people centred approach and feel including community
collaboration and involvement with the park such as Linwood LYFE festival, (Jacobs, 1961;
MFE, 2002; PPS, N.D; Tibbalds, 1992.) the physical aspects within the park such as natural
features, water, and exposure to and shelter from weather (PPS, N.D; Shaftoe, 2008; Whyte,
1988), varied and diverse activities (CABE, 2011; Jacobs, 1961; MFE, 2002; PPS, N.D; Shaftoe,
2008; Tibbalds, 1992.) and lastly the perception of safety and actual safety (Jacobs, 1961;
PPS, N.D; Shaftoe, 2008; Tibbalds, 1992; Whyte, 1988).

3.3.2 Successful Parks
In “The Death a
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and should be designed to have intricacy, but hold a clear centre (Jacobs, 1961; Kaplan,
Kaplan & Wendt, 1972). Additionally there should be both good exposure to sunlight, and
shelter from adverse weather conditions (Jacobs, 1961). For parks that are ill-fitted to their
surroundings and unsuccessful, Jacobs provides the answer in provision of demand goods to

encourage activity in the park
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3.5 Youth and Public Place Usage
Often the design of public places does not cater for youth. For example, it is common

for youth to use parks to meet and socialise with groups of their friends, however the
perception of youths lingering in large groups in areas such as parks and playgrounds which

typically cater to younger children, can be seen as intimidatory (Clark, Holland, Katz &
Peace, 2007; Owens, 2002; Carter, Martin & Wood, 2014). This is partially because there is

widespread perception that youth in a public place are a problem. The subsequent exclusion
of the age group from public place occurs through design (Clark et al, 2007; Owens, 2002)
and public policy specifically aimed to restrict teenage usage including curfews,
skateboarding bans and loitering ordinances (Owens, 2002). This exclusionary approach is

dangerous for any desired community cohesion.

Teenagers have just as much right to use the park in a constructive way as other age
groups; in fact it is important for their development. Adolescents need to be able to develop
their autonomy and independence in settings outside their homes and without direct
supervision of adults (Clark et al, 2007; Owens, 2002; McEvoy-Levy, 2012; Carter et al,
2014). Owens (2002) suggests integrating youth with other age groups that use the public
place as a recommendation, through either designing places that appeal to multiple age
groups, in effect encouraging teenagers to use public place where others are also present,
or locating specific centres such as skateparks into the design of larger parks to facilitate

passive interaction between groups.

As youth have been identified as a dominant user group of Linwood Park, it was seen
as important to involve them in this research, to gain an understanding of their usage and
perception of the park. Initiatives that have engaged youths in re-design of areas which they
commonly use such as parks have had success in enlivening the areas and reducing issues
such as tagging and vandalism (CABE, 2005). CABE (2005) here, discuss the need for
coordinated, and holistic approach to finding solutions to anti-social behaviour, including
commitment to the improvement process from the wider community, but specifically

amongst young people.

9|Page



4.0 Methodology

4.1 Introduction
When giving thought to placemaking in public parks, it is important to consider
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of Linwood Park as different individuals have different perceptions and attach different
values to the park.

The qualitative method aims to gather in-depth understanding of events,
occurrences and behaviours in society and the reasons that govern such behaviours
(Mugenda & Mugenda, 2012). The purpose of the qualitative method for this study was to
deliver an extensive interpretation of perceptions, experiences, and activities occurring in
Linwood Park. The study will therefore seek to establish an understanding of the underlying
occurrences affecting the use of Linwood Park, essentially answering the question of how
and why Linwood Park is the way it is. Data collection techniques used in this project
included observations, focus group discussions and in-depth, unstructured interviews,

allowing for a much more in-depth discussion of key themes between social groups.

4.3 Stratified sampling Method
A sample from groups representing Linwood Community, including interest groups,

and school children were selected to ensure that data collected was representative of the

potential Linwood community park users. When identifying our key informants, a snowball
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ensure that every child’s view is heard, due to individual child to child differences. In order
to do this effectively, this study divided youth into two discrete categories — children and
teenagers — and collected data from each. The study used different methods for each group
in order to gain as much information as possible in an informal, focus group style

environment. These methods will be talked about individually in the following sections.

4.6 Ethics
When speaking to anyone, but particularly children, it is important to keep ethical

considerations at the forefront of the planning process. In this case with many of the
intended participants being under the age of eighteen this was crucial to the scope of the
project. All activities that included the children, and the questions used were pre-approved.
Additionally, teachers or social workers were present at all stages when children were
involved. Furthermore, our key informants, the children and the youth were not identified

by name in any way in this report.

4.7 Linwood Avenue Primary School
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something, it also allowed them the opportunity to suggest things, whether physical or

community based activities, they would like to see in the future in Linwood Park.

4.8 Linwood College
When speaking with pupils at Linwood College, a slightly more formalised focus

group setting was used. This turned out to be more of a drop in, drop out session for the 25
total students, where instead of having a set number of participants for the duration of the
meeting; people came and went as they felt comfortable. This meeting was once again
valuable, as data collected form Linwood Avenue Primary was presented to the students at
Linwood College, who subsequently reflected on this, and provided their own insights into
what they thought about what Linwood Park was like, and what they would like to see in

any future attempts to promote an increased sense of community.

4.9 Data Analysis
The qualitative method aims to gather in-depth understanding of events,

occurrences and behaviours in society and the reasons that govern such behaviours
(Mugenda & Mugenda, 2012). The purpose of the qualitative method for this study was to
deliver an extensive interpretation of perceptions, experiences, and activities occurring in
Linwood Park. The nature of the data collected made it easier to gain appropriate insights
into the feelings of the community. This made it easy to analyse in terms of the research
question. For primary data analysis, all comments made by groups in interviews and focus
groups were collated into tables, which allowed common themes to be identified and
explored. As a result of this, it was easy to see linkages between groups, and make
recommendations based on whole community answers, rather than trying to find solutions
which best served different groups who saw different potentials for the promotion of place

in Linwood Park.
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5.0 Results

5.1 Issues
The results from talking to our groups were analysed by common issues (Table 1)

and common suggestions (Table 2) that consistently occurred. Commonalities between the
groups included concern around the provision of services, especially lack of effective lighting
in the park at night, and inaccessible toilets. In terms of the physical park environment,
participants brought up graffiti, litter, and broken bottles as areas that need to be
addressed. The participants were further concerned about behavioural issues, especially
concerning inappropriate public behaviour such as drinking and drug use. Overwhelmingly,
the children were concerned with bullying occurring in the park, which was mirrored by the
youth. Several children also expressed concern about the necessity of having to cross the
main road to reach amenities providing toilets, food, water and even the library. Youth also
brought up previous fights in the park. Importantly, the relationship between teenagers and

younger children was brought up.

Table 1: Issues Raised by Participants by Group

Issue Raised Key Linwood Avenue | Linwood
Informants. | Primary School. | College.
Graffiti Raised Raised Raised
Toilet access Raised Raised Raised
Alcohol or other illegal substances, | Raised Raised Raised

and suspicious people associated
with these activities

Litter, broken bottle and lack of Raised Raised Raised
rubbish facilities

Bullying, and poor relationship Raised Raised
between children and teenagers

Lack of lighting Raised Raised
Seat behind skatepark Raised

Fights held in the area Raised

15|Page



16 |



6.0 Discussion

6.1 Limitations

6.1.1 Time Management
Throughout the research process, time management was an area of concern.

Particularly though the early stages, progress was slow. This left a lot more than would have
been desirable to do later on, which arguably impacted the amount of data that was able to
be collected. If this project was able to be done again, it would be imperative that time was

managed better, allowing for a greater breadth of data collection, with more community
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6.2 Physical Environment
Through talking to key informants and the students at the two schools, it became

clear that there were three main issues with the physical environment in Linwood Park
which may act as a barrier to effective placemaking. As mentioned in the results, lighting,
toilet facilities and rubbish were of the greatest concern to the users of Linwood Park. These

will be discussed further individually.

6.2.1 Lighting
The lack of lighting in Linwood Park was mentioned on several occasions by all the

groups spoken to throughout the research process. This creates a perception that Linwood
Park is unsafe at night time, and as a result perpetuates the stereotype that Linwood Park is
not a safe place. This is supported by Crime Prevention through Environmental Design

(CPTED). Speaking to the council however, they suggested their reluctance to further light
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implementation of ideas such as basketball hoops on top, promoting fun ways of disposing
of rubbish.
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6.4 Community Centre
Through speaking to the children and youth of the Linwood community, it was clear

that they wanted a place where they could go in the Linwood park area, where they did not
feel at risk from people outside of their social group, but also to be inclusive of the wider
community at the same time. It was identified through the results that they wanted
somewhere they could be creative, with toilet and sanitation facilities, and engage with
other users in activities which may not be available to them in other places. They also

mentioned ae ¢
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9.0 Appendix

Link to Female pictures from Linwood Avenue Primary School
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