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ABSTRACT (in Greek)

KaBnueptvoi Anpdotol Xwpol og Aotikég Mettoviég: H mepintwon tng Aspeocot

OL MOAeLg Kal n popdn mou oxnuotilouv amotelel Baotkd aviikeipevo pelétng oe Stddopoug
KAASouC. Av Kal oL TIOAELG o€ OAOKANPO TOV KOGUO SLadEPOouV WG TTPOC TNV KOWVWVLKA KAl XWPLKN
Toug dopn, eival yvwotd otL oL Snuoactot ywpot Stadpapatifouv onuovtiko polo otn dnuoota {wn
NG TMOANG Kal, KATQ OUVEMELN, €lval amopaitnto ocuotatikd otn {wr Twv KAToKwV TNng
(Madanipour, 2010). H ¢von kot n avtiAnPn Tou SNUOCLOU XWPOU Kal TG Snuoclag (wNng
ouoXeTI{oVTaV TTAVTA LE TN GUAAOYLKI) CUHHETOX KOL TNV KOLWWVLIKOTOLNGN - ue dAAa Adyla, Thv
LKOVOTNTA TWV OTOHWVY va {ouv padll.

JAuEpa autol oL cuoxetiopol apdLopfntolvral kat kabiotavral TPoBANUATIKOL, KOl APKETEC POPES
o6nyouUV 0TO €PWTNHA, KATA OG0 0 dNUOCLog Xwpog e€akolouBel va £xel onpaocia otn dnuoocta
{wn. OL ouyxpoveg TOAEL ouxvd ouvléovtol HE BOfpato amofEvwong, KATAKEPUATLOUOU,
Slaxwplopou, Wwwtikonoinong ktA. To vonua, n ¢uon kal 0 pOAOG TOU SNUOCLOU XWPOU EXEL
oAAAageL pLlikd, KABwE 0 SNUOCLOG XWPOG AVIAVOKAA TLG KOWWVLKEG TIPOAYHUATIKOTNTEG KoL TOUG
TPOTOUG LE TOUG N Kowvwvia Sopeital, kal oxnuatiletal omod Tov AVico KATOUEPLOUO SUVALEWY TNG
efouoiag Kal Twv opwv, oL oTtoloL 0 TTOAAEC TTEPLITTWOELG 08NYyOoUV O€ EVTAOELS KAl CUYKPOUOELG,
OMwG Kal o cuvepyaoieg kal cuuPiBacpous (Madanipour, 2010). Ta mo mavw Bépata Twv
OUYXPOVWY KOLWVWVLWYV, EMNPEATOUVV TLG TTOAELG TAYKOOUIWG, KOL KATA GUVETIELA KOL TOUG KATOLKOUG
TOUG.

OL kevtplkol Snuoactol xwpol oTLG MOAELS Sladpapdti{ov MAVIA CNUAVTIKO POAO OTNV QOTIKN
eumelpia kat e€akoAouBoUlv va €Xouv CNUOVTIKO pOAo, Kol CuXVa Teplypadovtol wg Xwpot
OUVAVTNONG TIOALTIOUWY, TIOALTIKAG, KOWWVLKWY KOl OTOULKWY TpoXlwv (Braunfels, 1988; Gehl,
1996; Worpole, 2000; Moughtin, 2003). Qotdco, onavia KatavéUetal n dta afloAoyn onuoacia
OTOUG SNUOCLOUG XWPOUC TWV YELTOVIWV KOl TWV TIPOAOCTIWY, OTOUG OTOIloUG EKTUAICOETAL N
KaOnuepvn {wr Twv MOALTWV.

AUTH N €pEUVNTIKH Epyacia Katavoel To SNUOGLo xwpo, OXL LOVOo WG TPoG Tt SOun-Hopdr Tou, aldd
KOl WG TIPOG TOUG KOLWWVLKOUG TOU CUCXETLOMOUG KOL TLG KOWVWVIKEG SPACELG TWV ATOUWY 1] TWV
KOWWVIKWY OUVOAwV. Katavoeital w¢ €va xwpo¢ 0 omoio¢ ouvexws audlopnteital,
enavanpoodlopiletal kat avakataokevaletat. Auti n dtatplPr) vmoypapuilel tnv mMoAumAoKOTNTA
TWV TIAPAYOVTIWVY TIOU E€UTAEKOVTIAL UE TNV TAPAYwWYH, TOV UETOOXNUATIOUO Kal Tn Xpron tou
Snuoolou xwpou. To gpeuvnNTIKO gpwTtnua Tou B€tel n mapoloa epyacia eival: Motot gival ot
ouvOeTikol pnyaviopoi, ol omolot Stapopdpwvouv toug SNUACLOUC XWPOUC OTLC YELTOVLEG; Mo
OUYKEKPLUEVA, TIOLOL €lVOL OL UNXOVLOMOL, OL OmoioL gUIMAEKOVTIAL UE TNV Tapaywyn Q| tnhv

avarmapaywyr Tou SnUOcLoU XWPOU, OE KOTOLKNUEVEC TIEPLOXEG, KOL ELOLKOTEPOL TNV TIOAN TNC



Aepeool, pa mapadtakn moAn tng Kompou, n omoia yvwpLoes plov nepiodo taxeiag aotikonoinong
Kal ovamrtuéng, kat Blwoe plav oslpd oMo KOLWWVLKEG, OLKOVOULKEG Kal TIOALTIKEG OCUVONKEG, oL
OTIOLEC EMNPENCAV TNV KOLWVWVLKA KOL XWPLKA QLOTIKA TNG Lopdn).

Yo 1o mpiopa evog Bewpntikol mAaloiou, To omoio Baociletal mavw otnv oxeclokn avtiAnyn,
yivetal mpoomndBela va mpoodloplotel N oxéon HETOED TWV MOPAYyOVIWY TOU EUTIAEKOVTOL OTNV
mapaywyr, Xprnon Kal HETOoXNUATIONO TwV SNUOCLWY XwpwvV, ot Tpla SLadOopPETIKA KOLVWVLIKO-
XWPLKA TepLBAAAOVTA OTLC YELTOVLEG TNG AEeTOU. H Katavonon Twv UNXavICUWVY TTou eNnPealouv
TNV MOpOywyn Kal XpRon autwy Twv Xwpwv, Ba dteukoAUvel evdexouévwe tn BeAtiwon Toug Kal,
evbexouEvwe, TN BeAtiwon Tng Snuodaotag {wnG OTLC AOTLKEC YELTOVLEC.

H peAétn autr elodyet ta Baoikd BEpata Tou oXeTI{oVTaL UE TIC XWPLKEC KL KOWVWVLKEG SLAOTACELG
TOU 8nNUOGLOU XWPoU PECW SUo alnAévdetwy afovwv (KABeTou Kal opl{OVTLOU), TOUG omoiloug
OUVOETOUV OL TTAYKOOHLEG KOLL TOTILKEG TAOELC, oL POPELG TTOU EUTTAEKOVTOL OTO SNULOGCLO XWPO UECW
SLaPOPETIKWY TPOTIWV KOl KAONUEPLVWV TIPOKTLKWV/AKTIBLOUOC KOWWVLKWY ORAdwWV i atOpwy, N
Sladikaaoia-xpovog, n oxéon Tou HEPOG UE TO OAoV, Kal TEAOC N Xwplkh Sltdotacn Tou SnUocLlou
XWwpou.

H avdaluon Seixvel otL n dadikacia mapaywyng, Xprong Kal avamtuéng tTou SnUoolou xwpou,
SlodpEpel avoAOywe TOU XWPLKOU Kal Tou KowwvikoU meplfdarlovtog. Ta Paclkd otolyeia
napouaotalovial wG aAANAévdeta Kal emnPeAlouv HE TOWKIAOUG TPOTMOUG TNV Mopaywyn TOo
LETAOXNUATIONO TOU SnUocLlou Xwpou avaAoyws Twv aAAnAemibpdoswv. KaBe alnAenidpaon
ennpedlel pe SLAPOPETIKO TPOMO TOUC SNUOCLOUG XWPOUC Kol avaAoya HE TO KOWWVIKO
nieplBaAlov tou kaBe xwpou, kaBe aAAnAenibpacn avtdpad pe SladopeTikoug TPOmouc. AVaAdyws
NG oUvBeong TwV oToElwY, KABe SNUOCLOC Xwpog SlapopdwveTal Kol avadlapopdwvetol Ue

SLapopEeTIKO TPOTIO, £XEL SladopeTIKO pOAo oe SladopeTikd eplPaAlovia.



ABSTRACT (in English)

Everyday Public Spaces in Urban Neighborhoods: the case of Limassol

Cities and the form that settlements take, are a main object of study within many disciplines (Le
Gales, 2002). Although cities across the world differ in terms of their social and spatial structures,
it is acknowledged that their public spaces play a significant role in the public life of the city and,
therefore are a necessary part in the life of its residents (Madanipour, 2010). The nature and
conceptualization of public space and public life have always been associated with collective
participation and socialization — in other words, the capacity to live together among strangers.
Today, these associations seem to be challenged and problematic, and often end in questioning
whether public space still matters in our public life. Modern cities are often associated with issues
of alienation, fragmentation, segregation, privatization among others. The meaning, nature and
role of public space has radically changed as public space reflects social realities and the ways in
which a society is structured, shaped by unequal distribution of power and resources, that in many
cases lead to tensions and conflicts as well as collaboration and compromise (Madanipour, 2010).
The above issues faced by contemporary societies, currently affect cities globally and in turn their
urbanites.

Central public spaces in cities have always played an important role in urban experience, and
continue to have a city-wide significance, and are often described as the meeting spaces of cultures,
politics, social and individual trajectories (Braunfels, 1988; Gehl, 1996; Worpole, 2000; Moughtin,
2003). However, peripheral and/or neighborhood public spaces where the everyday life of citizens
unfolds, rarely enjoy any of this significance.

This study sets out to explore public space not only by its form-structure, but in relation to social
relations and the social actions of individuals or social groups; as a place that it is constantly
contested, redefined and reformulated. The thesis highlights the complexity of the factors involved
in the production, transformation and use of public space and informs the search of the theoretical
framework of this thesis.

The research question that underpins this thesis is therefore: what are the synthesizing
mechanisms, which shape public spaces in cities’ neighborhoods? Most particularly, what are the
mechanisms, which are involved in the production and transformation of a public space in
residential areas, and most specifically in the case of Limassol, a port-city in Cyprus, which has
experienced a period of rapid urbanization and transformation. Limassol is a particularly suitable
case study for this thesis because it has experienced a range of social, economic and political
conditions that have affected its social and spatial urban form.

In the light of a theoretical framework, which builds on a relational perspective an attempt is made

to identify the relation between the number of factors underpinning the production, use and

\"



transformation of public spaces in three different socio-spatial environments in Limassol’s
neighborhoods. Understanding the mechanisms influencing the production and use of such spaces,
will potentially facilitate their improvement and thus, the improvement of the public life in the
urban neighborhoods.

This study proposes key factors related with the spatial and social dimensions of public space,
through two interrelated axes (vertical and horizontal) which, include the global and local socio-
spatial realities, the actors/stakeholders (power relations) involved with public space in a variety of
ways and the everyday practices of social groups or individuals, the temporal dimension, the part-
whole relationship, and the spatial dimension of public space.

The analysis shows that the production, use and development of public spaces in different spatial
and social environments differ. The key factors introduced in the thesis are interrelated and affect,
in a diversity of ways, the production and transformation of the public space according to temporal
interactions. Depending on the synthesis of these factors, each public space is formed and is

reformed in various ways, playing a different role in different contexts.
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Note to the reader

For the purposes of clarity and conciseness all key terminology used in this thesis is listed and

defined in Appendix 1. The first use of each term is highlighted in italics.
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Introduction

Cities and the form that settlements take, are a main object of study within many disciplines (Le
Gales, 2002). Although the cities across the world differ in terms of social and spatial structure, an
important fact is undeniable for them to work; that public spaces play a significant role in the public
life of the city and, therefore is a necessary part in the life of its residents (Madanipour, 2010). The
nature and conceptualization of public space and public life have always been associated with
collective participation and socialization — in other words, the capacity to live together among
strangers. It is a space for the people, a space of encounter and social engagement, a space that
encompasses and forms the historical, cultural and social processes depending on the surrounding
context and the given reality. It provides opportunities for meeting, enabling one to be among, to
see, and to hear others in connection with daily comings and goings (Gehl, 2011). These daily
meetings in public spaces make cities lively environments and are therefore involved in the
improvement of public life.
The spatial and social character of these spaces reflect the way a society is shape and developed,
although the format of the city always represents a particular time of the city (Rossi, 1984). These
social meanings of public space were developed throughout history in various ways, reflecting each
time different social, political and historical realities. Public space has been produced in different
forms, cultural contexts and historical periods, but it has always been associated with social and
political issues. From the birth of cities, public space has been an integral part in the social and
public sphere encouraging a multiplicity of encounters that are essential for everyday life. Today
these associations seem to have become challenged and problematic, and often end in questioning
whether public space still matters in our public life; contemporary cities and urban places have
often been associated with issues of alienation, fragmentation, segregation, privatization and so
forth.
Diverse dynamics (economic, technological, cultural and political) have gradually started to unfold
in the 1980s, accelerated in the 1990s and continue up to today, affecting the social form of the
state (Sassen, 2008). New factors have been embedded in cities and public spaces as a by-product
of public - private partnerships. According to Margaret Kohn, “Private ownership comes to
predominate as commercial spaces such as shopping malls and theme parks gradually replace public
places such as town squares” (2004:4). In a similar sense, Saskia Sassen claims that, “We are living
through a kind of crisis in public space resulting from its growing commercialization, theme-parking
and privatization” (2008:34). Public space was cut off and separated in order to be easily controlled
and ‘protected’ (Carmona, 2010a). This fact often led according to relevant studies, to the
phenomenon of segregation that in the urban context is about separation, a separation of people,
activities and functions (Legeby, 2010). As Legeby put it, “Segregation defines borders between
1



groups, placing the groups (poor and rich, ethnic groups, young and old and so forth) in a hierarchy
of power, influencing collaboration and interaction” (ibid:11).

These social processes are often related to an “architecture of fear” and to a landscape of gated
communities (Kohn, 2004), as well to ‘new sociologies and geographies of exclusion’ (MacLeod &
Ward, 2002). In this light, the meaning, nature and role, of public space has been transformed as
public space reflects social realities: the way a society is structured, shaped by unequal distribution
of power and resources that in many cases lead to tensions and conflicts as well as collaboration
and compromise (Madanipour, 2010). Privatization, exclusion of social milieus and segregation,
fragmentation of the urban fabric and so forth, caused by a variety of universal and contextual
differences, currently affect cities globally and in turn their urbanites.

These issues faced by contemporary societies, led to the decline of public space, in cities, according
to a number of authors (see, for example, Sassen, 2008; Kohn, 2004; Madanipour, 2010; Carmona,
2010). The new nature of public space often undermines any democratic aspirations of liberty and
equality (Madanipour, 2010). In these contemporary urban realities, and further as a result of the
urban sprawl, different types of public spaces have developed at different scales and locations in
the cities, often described as central on one hand, and peripheral/or neighborhood public spaces,
on the other hand.

Central public spaces have always been characterized by an essential role in the urban structure of
the cities, and continue to have a city-wide significance, as they are regarded as a vehicle for
facilitating social interactions, exchanges of thoughts, public discourses and political expressions.
In contemporary cities, the plazas, parks, sidewalks and so forth, are spaces of large investments,
in order to serve purposes of marketing, making cities attractive for firms to relocate to and for
tourists to visit. Thus, the historic cores of cities gather a diversity of public uses, and often act as
the main arenas of public life, whereas newly developed residential areas are experiencing a
generalized “absence” of lively public spaces at the scale of the neighborhood, as a result of the
commodification and privatization of public space or as a consequence of the great pressure for
expansion as the immense flows of immigration led to chaotic and unplanned pattern (Madanipour,
2010). In this sense, peripheral and/or neighborhood public spaces, that are also an important part
of the city where the everyday life of its citizens unfolds, rarely enjoy any of this significance. In
many occasions, the local authorities are not giving much attention to the management of public
spaces in the urban neighborhoods, and especially in the disadvantaged neighbourhoods.

The neighborhoods however, are as important to the city as the historic cores. Public spaces are
contributing to the production of public life and are essential ingredients in the urban structure and
human life and thus, are needed in all types and sizes, from the small-scale residential street to the
city square (Gehl, 2011). Good provision, management and maintenance of public spaces are

important for the neighbors in order to engage with their environment and developed a sense of
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ownership, belonging and consequently well-being. The good-quality and well-managed public
spaces provide places for meetings and interactions and foster a sense of emotional attachment to
the neighbourhood and the city, especially for the disadvantaged residents. People in deprived
neighbourhoods need spaces beyond their dwelling to meet others and spaces that can be used to
bring people together, to improve the quality of life, and to project a positive image for a deprived
neighbourhood for its residents and for others (Madanipour, 2004).

The undermining of public space in such neighborhoods, many times, induces people to search for
other forms of social life. Thus, citizens stimulate bottom up initiatives and unofficial processes such
as temporal structures, activities, and events, within underused formal public spaces or urban
voids. The pivotal role of public space, in the structure of social relationships and political
expressions unfolds through bottom up actions in the neighborhoods. Mitchell points out that
struggle “is the only way that the right to public space can be maintained and only way that social
justice can be advanced” (2003:5).

During recent years, many such actions are observed, aiming at the reappropriation of public space
throughout the world. For instance, in Athens, a group of activists with the name Atenistas, gets
involved with the improvement of the city, through volunteer-led activities and transforms vacant
lands to lively public spaces. In Rome, in Pigneto neighborhood, locals (through a twenty-year
struggle) succeeded in gaining a private land and transforming it into a self-managed lake of 10000
square meters, enlivened by community-led activities. In addition, almost 150 community gardens
have been created by many citizens and local associations, with the help of Guerrilla Gardening
organizations, in the city of Rome. These small-scale tactical actions are for the citizens’ interest
and tend to improve both the economic and social health of communities (Passmore, 2010). Public
spaces emerge where there is a need for them, “shaped by the residents of the city in a direct city-
building process” (Gehl, 2011:39).

In the past decade, research on public spaces has revealed interesting and significant changes in
terms of space use, stakeholders, contextual adaptations, and innovative supply mechanisms that
address the collective needs (Mady, 2014). Yet little is known about the supply of public spaces,
and innovative mechanisms in such situations. In the light of a theoretical framework, which builds
on a relational perspective an attempt is made to identify the relation between the number of
factors underpinning the production, use and transformation of public spaces. Understanding the
mechanisms influencing the production and use of such spaces, will potentially facilitate their
improvement and thus, the improvement of the public life in the urban neighborhoods.

As many theoreticians’ claim, an interrelated relationship exists between the physical form of the
city and society; society and space are inextricably related and are mutually dependent (see, for
example, Hillier & Vaughan, 2007; Lefebvre, 1991; Legeby, 2010; Tornaghi & Knierbein, 2015).

Hillier and Vaughan refer to the city with two terms, physical (urban structure — collection of
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buildings) and social (a system of relations among people through interaction) (2007). In a similar
sense, Legeby claims that the urban structure of the city puts people in various relations to each
other (2010). In this light, the thesis attempts to understand public space in relational terms, as a
structure that is affected but also affects social/economic/political relations. This new ontology and
understanding of the nature of public space itself, through a relational thinking view, challenges
and contests the static ontologies of space, introducing a dynamic idea about public space, which
is not an empty container but a space that is produced through social processes, according to the
public sphere and the urban context. In general, this study looks at space not only by its form-
structure, but further by social relations (in general the public sphere) and the social actions of
individuals or social groups, as a place that it is constantly contested, redefined and reformulated.
An extensive literature review relevant to the above discussion, reveals that public space
materializes through complex social processes where a wide variety of forces and actors interact
at different scales and at different times. The relationship between the physical, material form of
public space and social processes through time may thus, be key to understanding contemporary
patterns of socio-spatial phenomena. This thesis is interested in developing a theoretical and
methodological framework that can link these two components: the physical and the human, with
the respective factors within each, taking into consideration different scales, within a temporal
framework. Within such a theoretical framework important features that are relevant to the
understanding of public space production, use and development, and which can help us link
analytical tools to the theoretical requirements, are included.

In the light of the theoretical and methodological framework developed, the thesis sets out to
explore the synthesizing mechanisms, which shape public spaces in cities’ neighborhoods. Most
particularly, it attempts to unveil the mechanisms, which are involved in the production, use and
development of public spaces in residential areas, and most specifically in the city of Limassol, a
port-city in Cyprus, which has experienced a period of rapid urbanization and transformation.
Limassol is considered a particularly suitable case study for this thesis because it has experienced a
range of social, economic and political transformations that had an impact on its social and spatial
urban form.

Key factors related with the spatial and social dimensions of public space are proposed, through
two interrelated axes (transformation — process/production — product) which include the global
and local socio-spatial realities, the actors/stakeholders (power relations) involved with public
space in a variety of ways and the everyday practices of social groups or individuals, the temporal
dimension, the part-whole relationship, and the spatial dimension of public space.

The analysis reveals that the production, use and development of public spaces in different spatial
and social environments differ. The key factors introduced in the thesis are interrelated and affect,

in a diversity of ways, the production and transformation of the public space according to temporal
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interactions. Depending on the synthesis of these factors, each public space is formed and is

reformed in various ways, playing a different role in different urban contexts.

Thesis Structure

The thesis is organized in five chapters and initially focuses on an extensive literature review of
relational perspectives of public space. It introduces the current state of knowledge on public space
theory focusing on the society-space relation, introducing a new ontology and understanding of the
nature of public space itself through a relational thinking. This chapter draws on an initial survey,
that discusses a historical context of the evolution of public space and it reviews the ways in which
a) public spaces in cities around Europe were developed and b) their role and characteristics have
been associated with social and political aspects. The review of key transformations of public spaces
cities through time and relevant literature on the transformed nature of contemporary public space
discussed above, highlights the complexity of the factors involved in the production, transformation
and use of public space and informs the search of the theoretical framework of this thesis. Key
factors related to this complexity are identified through these reviews and are discussed. Then a
theoretical analysis of public space is addressed based in the theories of Space Syntax, Assemblage
theory and Actor-Network theory (ANT) in order to identify key issues related to the complexity of
public space. The theoretical conceptualization of the city and its public spaces as social
assemblages that are dynamic and exist at different scales, can inform the methods selected for
analysis. Finally, this chapter ends with a non-systematic review of empirical studies, using diverse
methodologies in an attempt to explore the production, development and the role of public spaces
in residential neighbourhoods, and thus to identify tools — tactics and assess the strengths and
weaknesses of various analytical approaches. The model which presenting in the next chapter
developed based on the three theories/strategies and the methodologies-tactics of the empirical
studies. Through this analysis the study suggested the combination of traditional and experimental
methodologies, in order to analysed public space through the prism of time and space in a holistic
approach, taking into consideration the scale of the city in terms of its historical background — social
process, the scale of the neighbourhood and finally to the scale of the urban public space, both
socially and spatially.

In chapter 2, the methodological framework for analysis is formed. This chapter identifies possible
methodological approaches that can address the theoretical framework and analytical
requirements identified in the previous chapter. The methodological framework which aims at
linking the physical and social factors of the public spaces understudy, is presented and the specific
analytical tools proposed to analyse each aspect and explore the relations between them, are

discussed. The methodology proposed has a twofold aim: on one hand, it attempts to describe how



the public spaces of the city have been produced, grown and changed and how they are currently
used, through a social account. On the other hand, the whole city as well as three illustrative case
studies of neighbourhoods and then public spaces within these neighbourhoods, will be spatially
analysed. This description aims at addressing the complexity of public spaces, at providing a means
of representing the variety of actors and agents, while also at analytically linking the social and
physical elements.

The third chapter introduces the case study strategy to address the theoretical and analytical
requirements presented in the previous chapter. The empirical study of the city of Limassol, in
Cyprus, is introduced through a brief historical and social background. A diachronic analysis of the
city, which is divided into five periods according to the social and economic changes, is first
presented; this analysis explores the evolution of the public spaces of the city through time, in terms
of social and spatial factors. The city-wide study facilitates the selection of three smaller scale
illustrative case studies (neighborhoods) which present different social and spatial characteristics
in order to help us to understand the mechanisms, involved in the production of public life in
different urban environments.

In the following chapter, the analysis focuses on the selected urban neighborhoods; the
neighborhood scale study facilitates the selection of the public spaces to be studied, selected to
reflect the multiplicity of socio-economic and physical features of contemporary public spaces in
Limassol. Utilizing the qualitative, experimental tool of “walking”, smaller scale public spaces to be
studied within the three neighborhoods are selected and analyzed through a multidisciplinary
methodology.

The final chapter discusses the results and presents the conclusions, bringing together the findings
of the previous chapters. It returns to the research questions and the main objectives set at the
beginning of the research and presents the way in which these were addressed, while pointing out
the innovative aspects of this study and how it is relevant to the field of planning and urban design
practice. In addition, it discusses the thesis’s contribution to knowledge and how the findings of
this research can be taken forward in real life settings. Most particularly it demonstrates how the
issues raised (global — local socio-spatial realities, actors/stakeholders, everyday practices,
temporal dimension, part-whole relationship, physical characteristics) can be useful to
management policies of public space.

Key factors related with the spatial and social dimensions of public space are proposed, through
two interrelated axes (transformation — process/production — product) which include the global
and local socio-spatial realities, the actors/stakeholders (power relations) involved with public
space in a variety of ways and the everyday practices of social groups or individuals, the temporal

dimension, the part-whole relationship, and the spatial dimension of public space.



Chapter 1: Literature Review — Empirical Studies

1.1 Cities, Public Space and Public Life

Cities are complex entities which are constantly changing in terms of demography, social and spatial
structures. Over the past few decades, cities around the world have become radically altered in the
sense of scale and complexity as a result of globalization, increased mobility at all levels, massive
internal movements of labour, climate change, technological developments, economic fluctuations
and terrorism. Migration flows as well as internal displacements and the movement of refugees
have also had profound consequences on life in the city and have created an increasingly diverse
urban population. In addition, intense and continuous conflicts in cities, such as in the
Mediterranean cities, have a visible impact on people everyday patterns of life (Pullan & Baillie,
2013). Discussions on social inequalities, urban segregation, social and spatial justice and the right
to the city as well as a strong critique of unfair development patterns have become prominent,
fueling debates over power relations in citizens’ everyday lives, in times of rapid urban and societal
transformations, instability and crisis (Charalambous & Kyriazis, 2018). Contemporary large-scale
cities have now become a global phenomenon and are often associated with issues of alienation,
fragmentation, segregation, among others. The transition from integrative small communities to
fragmented large societies, which was associated with the experiences of modernity in nineteenth-
century Europe, has now been extended to most parts of the globe through a process of
colonization, modernization and globalization (Madanipour, 2010).

These changes entail a respective transformation of public space, where the public life of a number
of different groups inhabiting the cities unfolds (Charalambous et al.,2011). As cities grow
everywhere and services form a major part of urban economies around the world, the condition of
urban public spaces has become ever more significant. An understanding of the role public space is
expected to play in the continuous and fast transformation of cities and the urgent issues that need
to be addressed, as well as the impact of these transformations on the nature of public space itself,
is therefore, vital.

In an attempt to better understand these developments and transformations as well as the ways in
which public space has been used and produced in different contexts (social, economic, political
etc.) and different periods, this part of the study aimed at critically reviewing key transformations
of public spaces in Mediterranean cities through time. This short review facilitated a better
understanding of a) the ways in which historical formations may have influenced contemporary
public space formations and public life and b) unveiled the complexity of the factors involved in the
production, transformation and use of public space which informs the discussion in this chapter. It
is evident that although public space has been produced, developed and used in different forms

and combinations in many different circumstances, with different degrees of accessibility and
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control, it has nevertheless been, in some form or another, a primary part of urban structure
everywhere and at all times.

History, whether in terms of the evolution of architectural forms or the socio-economic and political
context of a place, can be used as a background to understand analyses on public space.
Researchers have analysed the evolution of urban form from various viewpoints: by bringing social
context to the forefront, by focusing on settlement forms or by linking the built form with ideologies
and historical events (Charalambous & Geddes, 2015). This thesis is built on the argument that to
understand the patterns of socio-spatial phenomena observable in contemporary public spaces and
the mechanisms through which such phenomena unfold is important to study the relationship
between the physical and material form of public space and social and/or other processes through

time.

1.1.1 Evolution of public space in Mediterranean Cities and implications for
public life

According to previous studies, public spaces were formed and developed through ancient times in
response to the different human needs and aspirations (Varna, 2011). They were used as places of
spiritual expression, as well as the exchange of ideas among citizens, as places of demonstrations
and revolutions but, also as places of interactions and meetings. The most prominent ancient public
places in the Western world were the Greek agora and the Roman forum (ibid). These are
considered to be the first type of public spaces that were developed in ancient times, characterized
by social organization and diversity of uses. During the years, it was developed a different type of
public space in Mediterranean cities, the square (piazza), that was firstly appeared in front of
religious places (ibid). This type of public space reflects the potential of a public space to become
symbolic and an arena of different power relations. The boulevard is considered one of the most
influential additions of the Middle Ages in the evolution of public space and has fueled discussions
on the notion of the flaneur, as an informal activity in space on the relationship among public space
and the urban form (part-whole relationship), and on the potential of public space to be
transformed into a place of resistance. Finally, the suburbanization and cities’ fast growing led to
new types of public spaces in the neighborhoods and gave rise to new social issues (privatization,
fragmentation, exclusion of social milieus and urban segregation). Citizens’ reaction to such social
phenomena and the claiming of public space in contemporary cities is demonstrated through
bottom up initiatives and informal everyday practices. A discussion about each type of public space
is following in the next paragraphs.

The Agora. Greek “Agora”, in the ancient Athens, is the most frequent starting point for discussion
on open public spaces. The Greeks created their cities based on the values of democracy and equal
participation. These values had directly an impact on the social organization of the city and on the
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development of the first public spaces in Athens (fig.1.1). The main agora of the city was located
near the main street, which was easily accessible, coming from the center of Athens, the main
farmlands, and the port. In the meantime, public buildings and temples surrounded it. Particularly,
it consisted by three “stoas”, many markets, two theaters, a gymnasium, a courthouse, a prison,
five temples and several statues of gods and goddesses (fig.1.2). The exact meaning of the word
‘agora’ in Greek is “open place for assembly”, and it was designated as the space where freeborn
citizens (except women, foreigners and slaves) had the right to gather and participate in the social
life of Athens. It was an arena for political and social debates civil announcements, discussions
about political concerns and military campaigns. In general, the agora was an open space with a

large square serving the main social activities of the Athenians: religious, political, judicial, social

and commercial.

Fig. 1.1 — Plan of central Piraeus with the main Public Sgoaces (emporion and agora)
Source: Berkeley, U. C. (2015).
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Fig. 1.2 — Location of Agora / Arrangement of the buildings

Source: http://www.skyscrapercity.com/showthread.php?t=672156 /
http://www.nathanwolfson.com/trips/greece2002/index_3.htm

The Roman forum. The cities of Italy were inspired by the Greek agora and developed a new type
of public space in their region, the Roman forum. This public space was divided into two parts: the
commercial area (shops and markets) and the Comitium (the area for political and judicial activity).
In general, it hosted a variety of mixed uses such as commercial, cultural, political and religious
(Mumford, 1961), similar to the Greek agora. It was located in the central area of the city and it was
an open space with many temples and other public premises.

During that period, the cities were small, usually within walls, so they led to the creation of a
9
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common central shared space, various activities of social life. The role of public space was not just
a matter of societal conception but a matter of necessity (Chidister, 1989). Social obligations
empowered the political and public life in which each citizen was required to participate (ibid). The
closely tied society of ancient cities, necessitated in a way a controlled social life where withdrawal
was leading to immediate suspicion (ibid). As Juan Carlos Pergolis mentioned, while the Greek agora
established a formal typology and contributed to giving the citizen self-consciousness, the Roman
Forum defines the symbolism of the square as a center of architecture and a society essentially
urban, and made citizens aware of the state (2002).

The Square. During the medieval period another type of public space emerged, the public
square/piazza. With the expansion of cities, the functions found in the agoras and forums started
to scatter throughout the cities. The main public spaces during that period were usually developed
in the front of churches (Varna, 2011). The medieval public square was consisted by three parts: a
religious space for congregation under the control of the church, the marketplace under the control
of the guilds and the street (ibid).

In the first years of their appearance, the public squares (piazzas?') “were generally the only places
where all the citizens could gather at once; in the absence of mass media, they were vital” (Chidister,
1989:34). These places were the political arenas where the speeches were delivered, laws and
edicts announced, elections held, and battle plans made. Therefore, the development of public
space during that period revealed its potential to be a symbolic space, as well as a space of power
struggles, demonstrations and riots. For example, Pope Sixtus V created public squares in front of
important buildings in Rome and set up obelisks as focal points to catch the eye at the end of axes,
to become signposts of navigation for the pilgrims, during religious celebrations and visiting the
holy places (Dubini, 2002) (fig. 1.3). After the reign of Pope Sixtus, several popes began to remodel

Rome and created broad streets and squares with fountains, columns, obelisks, and views of grand

buildings (fig.1.4).
=

Fi%‘. 1.3 - Piazza del Campidoglio / St. Peters Square
Source: ttp://www.italian-architecture.info/ROME/RO-014.htm
http://obeliskseven.com/OfObelisks/TheObeliskPope.aspx

! The word piazza comes from the Greek platea (the ground floor of the auditorium) from platys (wide space
or opening). With time, this developed to mean more specifically the piazza in the city (“agora in polis”): the
political, commercial and religious hub of the ancient city.
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orthogonal trapezoidal irregular oval oval
Fig. 1.4 — The different kinds of the successful piazzas in Rome
Source: Author
The physical characteristics of these public squares such as their central position in the city, their

connectivity with the rest of the urban fabric, their visibility (e.g. obelisks — Rome), their
surrounding uses (main public buildings, churches, restaurants etc.) and their diversity of informal
and formal uses, transformed them to main spaces of public life for all users. As Madanipour
highlights, “The nature of public space has changed alongside the historic changes in the nature of
cities. For most of urban history, the primary public spaces of the city were the core of the urban
society, integrating the political, economic, social and cultural activities of small and relatively
coherent urban populations... the agora in Greek cities, the forum in Roman cities, and market
squares in medieval cities... In modern cities... the nature of public spaces... play residual roles”
(2010:5).

The role of the public squares as the centers of social life of the ancient years has changed
dramatically through time. Nowadays, the need or obligation of citizen’s participation in the
political and social issues is not mandatory but rather a matter of choice. These spaces are used by
people who choose to do so. Furthermore, public squares in historic cores are mainly spots of
tourist attractions, where, very often, tourists outnumber locals. The use of central public spaces
as retail hubs have scattered throughout the cities, in many entertainment, business and cultural
centers (Chidister, 1989). In line with Mark Chidister’s suggestions: social life does not only exist
exclusively in public squares anymore; these spaces are one of the many options for public life in
the cities, in a vast inter-connected network of public spaces; the role of a public square to unify a
city or foster a sense of community is a myth and, these spaces are very local specific spaces that
must be designed with an understanding of the context of the people who use them (1989).

The Boulevard. The next type of public space that was met in the cities was the boulevard. The
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character of this public space highlighted three important issues: the notion of the flaneur as an
informal activity, the part — whole relationship and the power relations (e.g. demonstrations). It
was developed by Baron Georges, between 1852 and 1870, in order to modernize Paris and by
Cerda in 1859, in Barcelona. Large boulevards evolved as main commercial arteries in an attempt
to connect different parts of the cities (e.g. the historic core with the outskirts). The boulevards
have also been described as spaces of militarization, surveillance and control aimed at facilitating
the state's protection of bourgeois private property and blocking those who might challenge the
bourgeois social order (e.g. poor must be excluded from it) (Harvey, 2005). These spaces often
supported public investments designed to prime the pump of private profit in the wake of the
serious economic recession of 1847- 1849 and thus, boulevards were depending a lot on the private
interests they supported (department stores, café, cabarets and theaters) (ibid). According to
Harvey, “The boulevards became public spaces where the fetish of the commodity reigned supreme
in every sense” (ibid:27).

In addition, the development of covered iron and glass arcades, in Paris, facilitated the rise of a new
kind of social activity in public space: flanerie? (Orum & Neal, 2009; Ben). As Walter Benjamin
highlighted, prior to this development it had been “impossible to stroll about everywhere in the city.
Before Haussmann, wide pavements were rare; the narrow ones afforded little protection from
vehicles. Flanerie could hardly have assumed the importance it did without the arcades...It is in this
world that the flaneur is at home; he provides the arcade...with its chronicler and philosopher. The
notion of the flaneur has encompassed a new type of public space; the street culture” (2003:68). Via
the act of strolling, the flaneur did not just observe urban life but was involved in the experience of
civil life, “which ranged from passive observation and reflection of the public scenes to self-
awareness and compassion for the life experiences of others” (Apostol, Antoniadis, & Banerjee,
2012:23).

Another important point regarding the boulevards, is the connectivity of the new parts of the city
with the old ones (e.g. historic core). For example, La Rambla, a large-scale linear piazza - park in
the historic core of Barcelona, is physically well connected with the main areas of the expanded city
(fig.1.5). The master plan of Cerda in 1859, was aiming to connect the historic city and its
surroundings. Cerda defined cities, territory and infrastructures as ‘systems’ and ‘networks’ of
interconnected phenomena with spatial and temporal dimensions (Neuman, 2011). A famous
motto of Cerda is “Rurizad lo urbano, urbanized lo rural,” which means “ruralize the urban, urbanize
therural”, and in this sense, he connected the historical center of Barcelona with the adjacent cities.

Gran Via is another example of a boulevard that was constructed in the 19th century as the main

2 Flaneur. A flaneur, or person who is engaged in flanerie, strolls the streets of the city in order to experience it, taking
in the sights and sound as a sort of distanced observer (Orum & Neal, 2009:9).
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commercial street of Madrid, until today, connecting the Calle de Alcald with the Plaza de Espaiia.
Also, this boulevard has been used repeatedly through time as a space of demonstrations, marches
and protests. Via del Corso, in Rome, is another well-known boulevard that links the main squares

of the city, and functions as a commercial district and as a place for demonstrations.

e

F NN e S < oS | 1) ) -
Fig. 1.5 — The Connection of Las Ramblas with the city through the years
Source: M. Galera, F. Roca, S. Tarrago, Atlas de Barcelona, Segles XVI-XX, Publicacions del Collegi Oficial de
Arquitectes de Catalunya, Barcelona, 1971

To conclude, the boulevards can be seen on the one hand as places for informal encounters through
the movement of people in their daily life (like flaneur), and on the other, as arenas of urban
conflicts, where citizens acquire power and collective voice through demonstrations and so forth.
Their central position, their shape and size, and their connection with the city center, encourage
the emergence of such social activities.

Diachronic model of city growth. The evolution of public spaces leads to the understanding of the
diachronic model of city growth in connection with its public spaces and the rules, which govern
their emergence in the different phases of city’s expansion. The current spatial structure of many
cities is a result of the intertwining between the old city, the emergent suburban growth and the
pre-planned uniform grid with the social and political factors and stakeholders. During the gradual
evolution of the European cities, different models of public spaces emerged with different
approaches and uses by the people in each case (fig.1.6) from the Greek agora and its central role
in citizen’s everyday life, to the central squares in cities’ historic cores with their symbolic role and
profit-oriented development, to the privatized public spaces and the small scale underused public
spaces in contemporary neighborhoods. As a reaction to these facts multiple bottom — up actions

by residents, local municipalities or nonprofit organizations emerged.
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Fig. 1.6 — Diagrams of the stages of the evolution of public space
Source: Author

The changes identified are reflected in the nature of contemporary public spaces, which in some
case have kept some of their historic functions but now primarily play residual roles. The transition
from an integrative community to the anonymity and alienation of large modern urban societies
has been a key concern in urban studies and urban design (Madanipour, 2010; Sennet, 2001). One
of the key criticisms of the urban development process in modern cities has been the transition
from “place” to “space”, through a loss of meaning and personal association3.

Public open spaces of cities in the past, were essential for everyday sociability and trade
(Madanipour, 2010). The role of public space in the more closely-knit communities of the past was
clear and mainly facilitated a multiplicity of encounters that were essential for everyday life. As
Madanipour points out, the large number of anonymous individuals inhabiting contemporary cities,
are engaged in non-converging networks, in different shapes and locations, nowadays also
including virtual/digital locations (ibid). As discussed above, cities have rapidly grown, hosting so
large and heterogeneous populations, that they can no more rely on proximity and close
encounters to engage in the everyday complex range of activities. Physical space has also grown
and spread to such an extent that co-presence is no longer possible, or many times even desirable.
As a result, different types of public spaces have developed at different scales and locations in the

cities, often described as central on one hand, and peripheral/or neighborhood public spaces, on

3 The change in the nature of urban space can be traced in the relationship between ‘space’ and “place” in the literature,
whereby space is considered to be more abstract and impersonal, while place is interpreted as having meaning and value.
This discussion was fueled in response to the urban redevelopment programmes of the mid-twentieth century against
the modernization of cities with wide boulevards and soulless public spaces (Sitte, 1986). However, as Massey points out,
this criticism tends to misjudge the complexity of places and identities in cities, hence promoting place as a particular
enclosed space with fixed identities, which is not what the spaces of modern cities can or should be (1994).
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the other hand.

Central public spaces in cities have always played an important role in urban experience, and
continue to have a city-wide significance, and are often described as the meeting spaces of cultures,
politics, social and individual trajectories (Braunfels, 1988; Gehl, 1996; Worpole, 2000; Moughtin,
2003). There has been a recent rush of attention to public spaces in Europe; large investments are
being made to reinvigorate dilapidated public spaces that lie at the heart of cities. Public space
creation has been used as a counterpoint to privatization that has characterized neoliberal
economic restructuring (Sorkin, 1992). Investment in public spaces has also been connected to city
marketing, aiming to make cities a more desirable destination for firms to relocate to and for
tourists to visit. Central public spaces are also sometimes used to support the legitimacy of the local
administration: they can show it has been effective in managing the city. Furthermore, these places
are many times seen as nodes for social cohesion, bringing different and diverse people together
in the public sphere. The public spaces at the core of European cities are considered as their major
nodes, and as such have always received much attention and investment.

However, peripheral and/or neighborhood public spaces where the everyday life of citizens unfolds,
rarely enjoy any of this significance. They are not on the list of priorities of local authorities to deal
with, whether in terms of political legitimacy, economic competitiveness and social cohesion of the

|”

city or its image and marketability; public spaces in neighborhoods or “marginal” public spaces,
have many times been described as places of neglect and decline (Madanipour, 2004). Compared
to major urban sites, the public spaces of many residential neighborhoods may not receive the
attention needed from the main parties involved: by local authorities and by local residents, by
investors/ private companies/ retailers; and this, for a number of different reasons®. The inevitable
result of such lack of attention by residents, public authorities and the private sector is many times
decline in the conditions of the urban environment and consequently life in the neighborhood. This
lack of care is not necessarily intrinsic to low-income households, as some forms of care do not cost
money. It is sometimes related to the length of residence in an area, which shows a degree of
attachment and territoriality, but not necessarily so in all areas.

Such neglect may often result in the degradation of the quality of life in the neighborhood,

contributing to a negative image of the area and undermining the chances of social and economic

improvement. It is essential, therefore, to search for an understanding of these public spaces, which

4 According to Madanipour (2004) the unwillingness or inability of public authorities to address these problems is a sign
of the changing structural parameters of European urban societies and the changing relationship between public
authorities and urban populations. Furthermore, there are neighborhoods where there is a majority of transient
populations who seem to pay less attention to public spaces around it. At other times it is neglect by one party that
triggers neglect by others.
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are often excluded from the city marketing and public space improvement drives. An understanding
of the role these spaces play in the everyday life and the well-being of the citizens, is vital.
Understanding the underpinning dynamics and mechanisms influencing the production and use of
such spaces will potentially facilitate their improvement and thus the improvement of the actual
conditions of life in the cities’ neighborhoods, while injecting a better image in the eyes of residents
and the outside world.

A study of public spaces at the neighborhood scale, where a largely diverse population may be
confined within a limited space, needs to acknowledge that such spaces have both similar but also
different characteristics, issues, tensions and dynamics than central public spaces in cities
(Madanipour, 2004). In line with Madanipour’s observations, both types of public spaces play many
different but significant roles in urban societies; the nature of this role, and therefore the nature of
public space, in contemporary cities has radically changed and there is a need of understanding this
change; for cities to work, there is an undeniable need for both types of public space; the
development and use of these spaces mirror the way a society is organized, shaped by unequal
distribution of power and resources, which creates tension and conflict as well as collaboration and
compromise.

In the limited space of a neighborhood, with more stable and repeated patterns of everyday
routines, more specific issues can be identified which reflect the social fragments that live together
in close proximity. The pattern of streets and shared public spaces in neighborhoods may indeed
create opportunities for chance encounters and co-existence across diverse social and ethnic
divides whilst patterns of daily encounters may foster familiarity between individuals and the
different groups inhabiting a neighborhood (Hillier & Hanson, 1984). Many researchers have
pointed out that the pattern of everyday life —whether it is the chance encounters in the city market
or conversations in the local square— are the essential material of society and may well have
integrative social functions, of an individual or collective initiative. Activities in public spaces can
encourage strangers to construct temporary identifications with others despite their own
seemingly fixed identities and through these processes acquire a greater openness towards people
that are perceived as different (Wiesmann, 2012). The role of local micro-publics (Amin, 2002) of
social contact and encounter is a way of overcoming ethnic cultural differences, fear, hatred of
others and prejudices. People from diverse backgrounds engage as a unity with shared interests in
a common ground. In this way, residents may become committed to each other because they are
all in their own different ways committed to the community and bound by the ties of common
interest and affection (Parekh, 2000).

Neighborhoods provide the necessary group association as a basis for security and social
interaction. However, open spaces of the neighborhood may many times become a display of

incompatibility between these groups, who, in the absence of some supporting mechanisms, may
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find it hard to live together within the means that are available and the conditions that prevail.

To conclude, a variety of public spaces have been discussed: the main public squares in the city
(central public spaces) that are used for symbolic events and celebrations and are sometimes
transformed to spaces of resistance; public squares that are mainly used by marginalized groups,
private ‘public’ spaces (mall, thematic parks) which, correspond to specific social classes; peripheral
and/or neighborhood public spaces; and finally urban voids or underused public spaces that host
bottom-up initiatives organized by the locals or marginalized social groups (fig.1.7). The above
examples revealed how the public space and the structure of the city are contested, redefined, and

reformulated in order to keep the balance of the intensities of social changes.
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Fig. 1.7 — Diagrams with the Different Characters of public spaces in the cities
Source: Author

The characteristics and values of public places change over time and are largely influenced by the
broader paradigm that governs a society’s way of life, in a certain time-period (Varna, 2011). The

historical review of public spaces addresses their importance to the formation of the city and their
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essential role to everyday life practices, given the involvement of social groups and people to the
production of these spaces. The historical transformation of public spaces and other relevant
literature on the nature of contemporary public spaces, as previously discussed, highlights the
complexity of the factors involved in the production, transformation and use of public space, and
their influence on public life. Furthermore, this information is used to inform the theoretical
framework of this thesis. The following section reviews theoretical approaches on public space,
focused on the inextricable relation between space and society in order to address its complex
and multidimensional nature. Key issues related to this complexity are identified through these

reviews and are discussed below.

Public spaces as a result of tensions between global and local forces. The need to
understand the general themes in global urban processes but also the specificities of local contexts,
arises. Discussions on the global dimension of public spaces focusses on common driving forces and
issues such as gentrification, segregation and/or social inclusion, mobility, economic and social
restructuring and sustainability. Interestingly enough though, without denying the existence and
the importance of global driving forces, researchers have illustrated that in cities around the world
there are often alternative local contingencies which contrast with the globalized, abstract
theoretical approaches (Maloutas & Fujita, 2012). Such studies argue that one-sided reasoning—
leaning towards either global or local—fails to capture the inherent complexity of local socio-spatial
realities.

Furthermore, in the local scale of the neighborhoods, where a largely diverse population may be
enclosed within a limited space, communication between the different groups that live there, and
between them and the outside world, becomes a major concern. It can act as a barrier to the
residents’ ability to live together peacefully and to solve their shared problems, and a barrier to
their integration into the larger society. Different groups in these neighborhoods may enjoy
similarity but may also be further distanced from the rest of society. The reciprocal relationship
between the locality and the city both socially and spatially, needs to be understood and studied.
As Saskia Sassen points out, “As cities and urban regions are increasingly traversed by non-local,
including global circuits, much of what we experience as the local because locally-sited is not
necessarily local in the traditional sense of the term” (2008:35). Diversity, multiculturalism and
coexistence of a variety of social groups have a substantial impact on the way in which spatial

patterns are formed with direct implications on everyday life.

Public space as a result of power relations between different stakeholders. In spatial terms,
public spaces are by definition public, and as such expected to be accessible to all. However, public

is not a single entity, as it is composed of different social strata, each with a different set of
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characteristics, interests and powers. Furthermore, within those strata there are a large number of
individual differences. A major challenge to the notion of public sphere and public space comes
from social diversity.

Moreover, as the range of actors and interests in urban development varies widely, and places have
different dimensions and functions, creating public spaces becomes a complex and
multidimensional process. The need to identify the network of actors with the power and
responsibility for the production, development and use of public space, is also highlighted. To
understand neighbourhood public places, therefore, it is essential to understand the concept of
‘the local’ by examining the actors responsible for the physical and social organisation of public
space. In this context, power is the ability to determine spatial organisation, both formally, such as
a government planning office that controls space through legally defined planning processes, and
informally, such as a citizen who sets up a temporary and informal structure adjacent to
undeveloped land.

Public spaces can be spaces of encounter and interaction but can also be contested by and under
pressure from the different stakeholders involved. Apart from spaces of cooperation they can also
be spaces of competition depending on where and between whom interaction takes place.
Whereas tolerance and everyday interaction may smooth out differences, some conflict may also
take place creating both tensions as well as opportunities® (Collins, 2004). Some of these tensions
are generated by different patterns of use. While some tend to dominate the public spaces, others
are intimidated, leading to a lack of safety and withdrawal from public areas and from engagement
with others. These create clashes in the way they use public space and generate difficulty and
confusion in the minds of the professionals dealing with them. Public spaces are limited resources
and are subject to severe competition between some of the stakeholders in the neighbourhood, as
each group may dominate and appropriate the space. A very serious challenge in the use of public
spaces is by those who use it most, and thus tend to exclude others from it, as they are seen by
others as bidding to dominate the place.

The management of a public space is thus influenced by a variety of actors (individuals, groups or
institutions) with multiple driving dynamics and histories, with diverse concerns about and
attachments to the same place (Calderon & Chelleri, 2013). Institutions, corporations, investors,
politicians, policy makers, developers, planners, designers, everyday users engage with the
production of space in multiple ways, for different reasons. Each actor is characterized by different
powers, influence capacity, aims, desired activities and thus affects a space in a different way

(Bentley, 1999; McGlynn and Murrain, 1994). The interactions among different actors and forces

> Classic urban theorists in Heidelberg and Berlin (known as the German school), at the University of Chicago (known as
the Chicago school) and later political theorists, geographers and sociologists (such as Hannah Arendt, Ash Amin and
Richard Sennett) have written about the cosmopolitan city, questioning whether living together with strangers is possible.
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“affect the goals, priorities and solutions implemented by an urban project, conditioning the use,
function and appearance of public spaces, as well as determining the people who benefit or are
excluded from them” (Calderon & Chelleri, 2013:425).

Public space is considered and as political space (Massey, 2005; Harvey, 2011; Arendt ,2002; Varna
& Tiesdell, 2010). It “offers a political stage/forum—for political representation, display and action.
Offering universal access (being ‘open-to all’), it is neutral territory (free from coercive forces), which
is inclusive and pluralist (accepting and accommodating difference)” (2010:579). In the urban public
spaces, the social groups and the individuals represent themselves and become public. Harvey
speaks about the ‘collective power of bodies in public space’, which transformed it ‘into a political
common — a place for open discussion and debate’, a reclaiming of public space as political space
(2011). According to Hanna Arendt, the term ‘public’ signifies the world itself, a common place for
all that is distinguished from the privately-owned place (Arendt in d’Entréves, 2002). In a similar
vein, Massey refers that not just spatial has been political, but also affects the way in which political
questions are formulated and contributes to political arguments (2005). Architecture, politics and
social relations are three terms, which are inevitably associated. Awan, Shneide and Till, describe
architecture as political because it is part of spatial production, and it clearly affects social relations
(2011). Every action or operation is affecting the social dynamics. In this regard, political space is a
social space as “is charged with the dynamics of power/empowerment, interaction/isolation,
control/freedom and so one” (ibid:30).

As Foucault famously said, space is ‘fundamental in any form of communal life’, and thus is
‘fundamental in any exercise of power’ (1980:252). The way social relations manifest themselves in
space allow the efficient expansion of power, or alternatively, of resistance (Hays, 2000:437). In this
light, diverse forms of powers interact in space and allow alterations in the dynamic urban structure
of a city. De Baan and Declerck point out that the “city can be nothing else that a battlefield of
different powers” (2007:275). A spectrum of “powers” can be detected: the power of a variety of
social groups, the power of the individual, the power of the state, etc. Local populations are
empowered through space, depending on the reflexive capacity of the immediate, and the
inventive power of them to manipulate and negotiate with existing conditions (ibid). The diversity
and conflicts of interests and the power relations that are represented in public space may also
result in the creation of spatial boundaries, locales where people, activities and ideas come into
contact with each other and where the contrast maintains the distinction (Noussia & Lyons 2009).

Researchers argue that contemporary public spaces are many times dominated by the most
powerful, thus blocking informal encounters between individuals from different social groups. In
this sense, “a wide gap between social classes emerges, keeping people apart and turning public
spaces of avoidance rather than encounter” (Madanipour, 2010:6). Madanipour further argues that,

“The values of the democracy and the equality have been undermined. This would be a fragment
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city, in which some people would be free to go almost everywhere, whereas others would be trapped
inside their ghettos or prevented from entering the exclusive spaces of the elite, facilitated through
a process of gentrification”. The sense of closure and exclusion often change the social meanings of
public space which according to a number of studies, is characterized by increasing social,
economic, and political fragmentation (Wacquant, 2008).

In addition, criminalization has enhanced the need of control over spaces evoking at the same time
the notion of exclusion. For the sake of safety, society often shows undesired feelings about the
presence of marginal people in public spaces. “This fear results in the spatial segregation of
activities in terms of class, ethnicity, race, age, type of occupation and the designation of certain
locales that are only appropriate for certain persons and uses” (Carmona, 2010a:129). The
“technologies of control”, as named by Pickering and Weber (2006), foster the exclusion of groups
such as immigrants from public spaces and reinforce the “culture of fear”.

Taking into consideration the above, issues on identity, inclusion, access and opportunity directly
relate to power relations among a variety of actors. The need or an in-depth understanding of the
diversity and conflicts of interests that are ever-present in the development of public spaces and

the underpinning power relations is apparent.

Public spaces as a ‘ground of investigation of place making practices’. Despite the
observations above, public spaces in neighborhoods can create places of interaction and
cooperation with the public sphere and the different social and/or ethnic groups inhabiting the
neighborhood; a sphere for mutual tolerance and understanding; a place for acculturation, places
for groups to penetrate and get acquainted with “other” cultures. Public space has repeatedly been
suggested to be an important and necessary platform for the (diverse ethnic and cultural) groups’
socialization, building of group identity and negotiations of relations among different groups
themselves as well as between them (Madanipour, 2003).

Neighborhood spaces are potentially places of interpersonal contacts. Their significance is local,
and so they stand in contrast to central spaces, which are impersonal showcases for the city.
Neighborhood public spaces are less public than those at the heart of cities, by virtue of being
located within areas that are mainly accessible to, and serving, a local population, which could have
a neighborhood and community effect. Such public spaces, offer a greater possibility of close
contact with the social and physical environment.

The political spheres of modern society, the undermining of public space and the increasing
privatization, commercialization, globalization, and digitalization induces people to search for new
forms of social life. As a reaction to these changes, a spectrum of everyday actions represents
persistent challenges against the status quo of the modern era. A number of everyday practices

stand in opposition to such neo-colonial practices, calling on urban publics and emerging cultures
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to challenge and rethink the prevailing political and institutional ethics. Thus, citizens many times
stimulate bottom up initiatives and unofficial processes such as temporal structures, activities, and
events, within underused formal public spaces or urban voids®.

Some related case studies are presented in the following paragraphs. They aim to explore the
everyday social life of citizens in neighborhoods and public spaces that are underused or
abandoned, but, yet, they might include bottom-up initiatives by the residents of an area, events
organized by local municipalities, and urban games or other similar actions organized by nonprofit
organizations. These actions and mechanisms are developed in public spaces of a neighborhood by
different groups/actors in order to activate these seemingly underused and abandoned spaces.
Bottom up initiatives by the residents. Madrid is an interesting case study having undergone a
recent financial crisis. As a consequence of its economic and political development, Madrid became
industrialized and, subsequently, immense flows of immigrants arrived in the city. The immediate
need for housing led to the construction of high-rise buildings and block apartment complexes and
thus to the Plan de Extraradio, in which a series of radial transit lines guided the growth of the city
outside its historic core until the green spaces gradually disappeared. Automobiles had a negative
effect on the core of the city, with most spaces being devoted to the use of the automobile, such
as the conversion of public squares to traffic circles and parking lots. The city’s periphery was
divided into dormitory suburbs for immigrants in the south and for the wealthy in the north creating
three zones: the traditional core, the ensanche (a gridded late-nineteenth-century growth zone
around the historic center), and the “extraradio”, or peripheral outskirt which was characterized by
a chaotic and unplanned pattern (Herzog, 2010:61). These transformations had a negative impact
on public spaces for the sake of planning, profit, and automobiles. The high-rise buildings did not
devote space for patios and the public spaces in the neighborhoods were virtually neglected or
poorly designed (ibid). Although, in Madrid, “many attractive plazas, parks, and promenades still
exist, they are not used to the extent that one might imagine, given the surrounding densities of
people and their need for open spaces” (ibid:65). As a result, the citizens felt the need to take
initiatives to improve their public life.

An example was Madrid Urban Stewardship project which formed a common platform between
the citizens and the public administration for the collective management of social spaces. The main

idea was based on the involvement of individuals or social groups in the design process to improve

”ou ” ou

6 The activist actions have many labels and often refers as “guerrilla urbanism”, “participatory urbanism”, “open — source
urbanism”, “pop-up urbanism”, “city repair”, “DIY urbanism”, “minor urbanism”, “user-generated urbanism”,
“emancipatory practices” and “tactical urbanism”. These terms are not exact synonyms but depending on the character
of the action each time, it is named accordingly. In general, it is the ability of the individual to act independently of the
constraining structures of society. All these actions act in a critical manner, not a negative one, but an evaluative one that
is aware of the opportunities and challenges, freedoms and restrictions, of the given context (Awan, Shneide and Till,
2011:33).
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city life. The project included two components: the spaces of the interventions (vacant urban
spaces, abandoned heritage, and inhospitable venues) and the activities that would have taken
place in these spaces, regarding the needs and demands of the residents. The process started by a
correlation between available underused spaces and main demanded activities. Each space was
analyzed in order to host the most suitable activity. The proposals were simple, yet important for
the development of the public life: urban gardens, parks, temporary events, bike use services,

routes, heritage and degraded spaces recovery (fig.1.8).

g. 1.8 — Mapping the district. Los Rosales Villaverde
Source: Soto, I. O. Amblentales C., & Universidad, D. (2014). Madrid Urban Stewardship ( MUS ). A
platform between citizens and public administration for the collective management of public space, 1

9.

Another example of residents’ initiatives in public spaces is the community gardens developed in
many cities such as Rome and Barcelona. In order to confront the lack of efficient formal planning
and the hegemony of building lobbies, Rome’s inhabitants transformed urban voids and interstitial
spaces into collective recreational places. Since 2006, similar initiatives became popular in the city
of Rome as a form of reaction to the unequal distribution of available green spaces in large and
densely populated areas and to the negligence of the few existing ones, turned into unpleasant and
desolated spaces. Almost 150 community gardens were created all over Rome by Guerrilla
Urbanism tactics, including the collective garden of Parco del Forte Prenestino and Hortus Urbis,
organized by the Zappata Romana association.

Community gardens were also implemented in Barcelona, such as the case in the historic Ciutal
Vella district as a residents’ reaction to urban renewal projects. This area houses working class
Catalan and foreign-born families who have been neglected by governmental care. The renewal
projects, for the sake of the Olympic Games, had generally upgraded the area with a remaining
block, called as the “Hole of Shame” by its neighbors, who requested it to become a green park.
However, these requests were ignored by the government, which decided to convert it into a
private parking lot instead. As a reaction to this decision the residents planted a tree amongst the
rubble, which was soon turned into an everyday gathering spot. Elderly women used to meet for
chitchat, the children for football games, the residents for cooking paella and altogether launched

the establishment of a community garden. When the city officials and speculators visited the area
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to survey it for the construction of private parking, they were unsympathetically welcomed. In
response, the police officers uprooted the tree and built a cement wall around its spot. After
residents’ insistence that eventually demolished the wall, the city cancelled its original plan. Today
the vacant land is a self-managed park with amenities including benches, basketball goals, a football
field, and a garden.

Events. Madrid offers an interesting account on the involvement of local municipalities to integrate
immigrant groups to the host city. Immigrants in Madrid have been increased to a significant degree
during the last ten years: more than 17% of the population is foreign born. For this reason, the city
council, in 2009, had started endeavors to integrate the new comers by a public space revitalization
program. The objective was to encourage positive interactions between old and new residents
despite racial and cultural differences in public spaces. The whole idea was part of a larger initiative,
namely the Madrid Plan for Social and Intercultural Coexistence. The project’s aim was
“universality, by which we undertake to properly tend to all of the inhabitants of Madrid, regardless
of their origin or legal status. Then we have the principles of active integration and intercultural
coexistence, which highlight the need for the municipal services to absorb the phenomenon of
immigration in its entire complexity” (Direccidon General de Inmigracién y Cooperacion al Desarrollo
& Area de Gobierno de Familia y Servicios Sociales: 4). The city of Madrid had tried to develop the
idea of common actions in public spaces, as an encouragement for immigrants to participate in the
urban sphere and to interact with local citizens instead of feeling excluded. The cultivation of
intercultural knowledge among people is further enhanced through the organization of traditional
cultural events and social meetings in public spaces such as schools, parks, sporting fields and so
on. Still in operation today, the city of Madrid includes communities in 21 districts that have
adopted this approach of social interaction.

Similarly, in Barcelona the communal garden projects followed the negative effects of urban
renewal projects for the Olympic Games (IUCN, 2015). In particular, the municipality of Barcelona
initiated the project ‘Pla Buits’ (empty spaces) in 2013 for the provision of vacant plots to
communities for urban gardening. This resulted to the generation of several new urban informal
gardening movements by citizens, local associations and activists who started growing their own
food to confront poverty and to develop community bonding. Research by URBES partners have
shown that the people positively influenced by these projects are lower income class citizens (ibid).
Specifically, for the elderly people and the migrants from rural areas of the country, the urban
gardens constitute of non-commercial spaces for recreation and give them the opportunity to be

involved in processes of food production with access to high quality food (ibid).
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URBAN games and actions. Several non-profit organizations have initiated a number of actions
as a response to the economic crisis. The Polypolis Game for example, organized by a nonprofit
association, namely the Sarcha Architectureal, has been implemented in various areas. This
mindset-shifting board game focused on addressing complex issues in city blocks: different groups
of players get in touch with local and communal human, physical, and natural problems in order to
resolve them. Particularly, a city block was transformed into a board game and each citizen as a
player had the opportunity to negotiate issues in his respective environment. Thus, the inhabitants
through certain roles became critical and undertook initiatives regarding issues in their

neighborhoods (fig.1.9). In Polypolis social game, economic immigrants were also involved in

reshaping their role in the community.
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Fig. 1.9 — Game Section / Installation Plan
Source: http://www.urban3.gr/?arc_project=polypolis-a-social-game

Another project on the regeneration of public spaces is the Atenistas in Athens. This group identifies
vacant or misused spaces and, subsequently, attempts to regenerate their use (fig.1.10). It is an
open community of volunteers that aims to improve the city of Athens through engagement with
real actions that creatively transform the environment. The group has implemented a series of
strategies to regenerate and maintain not only spaces in the city center but also in more neglected
neighborhoods through the development of a social network responsible for each area. These
interventions are low-cost including social meetings and seminars in parks, the cleaning and
refurbishment of public spaces and buildings, pop-up parks, artistic installations, urban walks,
dancing and other cultural events, guided tours in historic areas and unpopular neighborhoods,
parties on a night bus, and charity events. After the completion of each intervention, the neighbors
adopt the place in the form of a small park or playground, for a long-term use. Therefore, it becomes

a place for socialization where future generations learn to similarly embrace and protect.
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Fig. 1.10 — Social Actions of Atenistas Group
Source: http://greece.greekreporter.com/tag/atenistas/ /
http://dchondrokouki.blogspot.com/2014/01/how-atenistas-promote-their-work.html

Everyday practices in small scale public spaces and main public squares (central public
spaces). All of these community projects highlight small-scale practices in the urban sphere, which
reclaim urban spaces for the improvement of the social health of the city through sharing and
participation. The community acquires a pivotal role in city design and program in order to
incorporate new ideas about social life. These initiatives constitute the ground for change in periods
of crisis (political, economic, social etc.) proposing opportunities for interaction and common action
and for the improvement of urban conditions.

Through the development of self-made urban spaces, citizens claim a social role in the city’s
improvement. To do that, they collaborate with professionals to develop suitable interventions into
the urban sphere. As de Baan and Declerck, claim, these initiatives form “..a method of
unconventional combat which operates from within informal culture, empowering local populations
without the need for any uniform style. It is based on the reflexive capacity of the immediate, the
inventive power of people, manipulating and negotiating existing conditions” (2007:275). This
phenomenon of “informal planning” occurs when society takes the role of the government and
attempts to resolve urban issues and develop accessible and collective public spaces through
informal activities (Hou, 2010). These social practices reflect the power of ordinary people to go
against top-down large-scale interventions by the state that in many cases undermine their social
life and the citizens’ right to participate in political or other decisions that may affect their daily life.
These activities are in contrast to the usual top down strategies that are controlled by strict rules
and governmental regulations. Guerrilla urbanism is not organized by professionals but by various
actors that informally develop small-scale design solutions.

Additionally, local municipalities, in many cases, take the responsibility to resolve social problems
through organized events. Even though these events are, in a sense, top down decisions they take

into consideration bottom-up initiatives by the locals. These actions, also called as civic activism’,

Civic activism refers to the social norms, organizations, and practices which facilitate greater citizen involvement in
public policies and decisions. These include access to civic associations, participation in the media, and the means to
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include individuals or social groups in community initiatives for the reclamation of urban spaces
and they encourage their participation in collective social life. Finally, non-profit organizations and
volunteer-led activities provide the opportunity to the locals to engage themselves with social
issues and to participate in the transformation of the public environment.

Furthermore, public spaces can be used as the physical terrain for individual or community groups
to protest and raise their demands. In this light, urban spaces are transformed to symbols of
resistance and pronunciations of ordinary people’s power. The need for people to express their
feelings and beliefs find place in main public spaces of cities around the world such as
Alexanderplatz in Berlin, Times Square in New York, Tahrir Square in Cairo and so on.

Struggles, demonstrations, protests, conflicts, bottom — up initiatives and activist activities alter
often the image of the city, in a positive or a negative way. Margit Mayer argues that these
initiatives fight against the “commercialization of public space, the intensification of surveillance
and policing of urban space, the entrepreneurial ways in which cities market themselves in global
competition, and the concomitant neglect of neighbourhoods falling by the wayside” (2009:366).
The social actions in the urban space challenge the regulated, privatized forms of the urban system
and at the same time defy or escape existing rules and regulations (Hou, 2010). Tactical maneuvers
stand in contrast to the carefully planned city and break the rules for short periods with active,
unexpected, risky activities that inject the urban space with new functions and meanings.

The permanent form of the city and the temporary interventions in it, are what Michel de Certeau
calls strategies and tactics (1984). With the term strategy, de Certeau refers to the creation of
specific spaces that are controlled by the state and with the term tactic he refers to isolated actions
or events that disrupt the whole system (ibid) and are contrasted to the formalized spaces. The
strategy depends on the place (the static) whereas the tactic takes advantage of ‘opportunities’ and
depend on them and on the time, of the weak moments or the gaps of the power relationships. As
de Certeau famously put it “..strategies are able to produce, tabulate, and impose these spaces,
when those operations take place, whereas tactics can only use, manipulate, and divert these
spaces” (ibid:30). In general, the city is produced through these two contradictory relations in the
urban system; strategy and tactic are introducing both repetition and difference.

These tactics are the right of the people to the city through appropriation and participation
(Lefebvre, 1996). Particularly, in many European cities, social groups and individuals transformed
urban sites into temporary public spaces, for informal gatherings and actions, in order to promote
alternative social, spatial relationships and improve the physical, economic and social conditions of

their living environment. Lefebvre has discussed about the right to participation and to

participate in civic activities such as nonviolent demonstration or petition. Civic activism is essential in ensuring that public
institutions function in an accountable and transparent manner, with participation and representation for all (Staveren &
Hoeven, 2012).
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appropriation. Participation gives the possibility to the citizens to propose ideas and influence
decisions about the production of public space, and appropriation provides the right to the access,
use and occupation of space (ibid). The everyday practices of the people, lead to the production of
“the ephemeral city, the perpetual oeuvre of its inhabitants” (Lefebvre, 1996:173). Through these
actions, the voices from bellow to start to hear and become visible. These actions take place on
both public and private spheres, often merge and conflict the two interests (Hou, 2010). Wortham-
Galvin claims that “The variety of actors represents a continuum of action, from the illegal and
unsanctioned to those codified into regulatory processes and laws” (2013:24).

The combination of both strategies leads to a hybrid situation, where a variety of actors (formal
and informal/ professionals and ordinary people) work and provide a common plan. In this sense,
these hybrid processes promote creative ways in which the citizens work and collaborate together
with planners for a common goal.

However, one needs to acknowledge that the right to participation may also lead to further
fragmentation of society instead of consolidation (Mouffe, 2013). The results of participation
(negative or positive) depend on how the individuals or social groups understand this notion, and
how they use it through everyday practices. As Miessen mentions, every form of participation
always carries a conflict within it (2010). A political space such as public space, is always a space of
contestation which is challenged and repurposed. The ability to debate, question, and criticize a
given order and to fight for a new and better one it is what politics is (Diken & Lausten, 2004). In
sum, politics requires the acceptance of power relations and thus of urban struggles. Mouffe
suggests a turn from antagonism to agonism, to an ‘agonistic model of democracy’ (2005) in order
to avoid “pseudo-participation” and achieve meaningful social changes. She speaks about
adversaries who have something in common rather than enemies, who through ‘agonism’ will have
an opportunity for a constructive expression of disagreements. The creation of an agonistic public
space, an agonistic type of politics is what is missing.

Therefore, if we want to keep the term ‘participation’ there is a need for redefinition in terms of an
agonistic model of participation. Public space is the battleground where different social powers are
confronted, without any possibility of final reconciliation as a public space has been always plural
and the agonistic confrontation takes place in a multiplicity of discursive surfaces (ibid). The issues
of identity and conflict must both be taken into account during the processes of planning as they
characterize the multifarious democratic societies. In this sense, an ‘agonistic’ model of public space
is more suitable to engage with social changes than spaces of ‘consensus’ (Fenster & Yacobi, 2010).
An agonistic space accepts power relations and channels it towards a deeper understanding of
people’s needs, stories and aspirations (ibid). The notion of a civic agonism at public spaces can
overcome the constant conflict and proposes a political ‘way of life’.

More recently, the acts of “commoning” and co-creation are suggested as the means to ensure the
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sustainability of common pool resources, to increase connectedness, generate political awareness
and civic responsibility, a sense of belonging, of being-in-common as a social practice (ibid)
addressing the inherent power relations and leading to meaningful social changes.

Relevant research work showed quite many examples of how attention to public spaces can be a
catalyst for change through actions initiated by residents, as well as by public authorities and
others; a sense of community and confidence is promoted, while at the same time a positive image

of the neighborhood is projected to the outside world.

Temporal dimension - public space as a process not a static outcome. Understanding the processes
at work in the way different and diverse users of public space relate to it and to each other as seen
above, is quite complex and difficult. The difficulty may be, as Massey argues, because the notion
of place is a process redefined in terms of social interactions which are dynamic processes. Since
places do not have boundaries in the sense of divisions that frame enclosures, they do not have
unique identities and are instead full of internal conflicts, a mixture of wider and local social
relations, making them progressive and outward looking instead of self-enclosing (Massey, 1994).

A key question in the development process is the temporal dimension of change. Design as a goal-
oriented problem-solving process tends to envisage the built environment as a finished product,
working out its structure and details and leaving nothing to chance. Cities and public spaces,
however, are constantly changing; the design and development of public spaces, therefore, will
need to accommodate this change, embracing a dynamic conception of cities rather than a fixed
and rigid one.

Furthermore, the way people adopt, shape, use and manage the spaces around the city will
determine the meanings of space. Space is constructed in a relational way (Massey, 1991, 2006)
and it is this characteristic that allows for a continuous production and reconfiguration of meanings,
adding to historical legacies of public spaces. Space has the ability to produce new meanings, as
experiences and practices take place in them.

The relationship of public space to public life is dynamic and reciprocal (Varna & Tiesdell, 2010:343).
The city is transformed as the space and society are transformed and thus space and society seem
at the very least to change together through time (Hillier & Netto, 2002:3). In a similar vein, Hillier
and Vaughan see the city as both physical and social; a large collection of buildings linked by space,
and a complex system of human activity linked by interaction (2007:1). The variety of spaces around
the urban structure form the physical city, while the social activity and interactions that happen in
space form the social city, suggesting an interrelated evolution and change (ibid) (fig.1.11).

The space and thus, the city are always in the continuous process of being made. It is always under
construction, it is never finished; never closed (Massey, 2005:9). The space is not a Euclidean,

purified box (Lefebvre, 1991). Instead is a dynamic space, full of social relations, always on going
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and in this sense, it is never closed as its change simultaneously with the social relations. There will
always be loose ends (Massey, 2005:95). It is the sphere of a dynamic simultaneity, constantly
disconnected by new arrivals, constantly waiting to be determined by the constructions of new
relations (ibid:107). According to Loukaitou, “a meaningful space is culturally bounded; it is
informed by the past—the history of its physical and social context—but is determined by the
present—the contemporary needs and values. A meaningful space is never completely built, but can

be changed, adapted, reused and reconfigured by its users” (Loukaitou-Sideris, 1996:102).

actions create space

Fig. 1.11 — public space — social space
Source: Author

As public spaces continuously experience transformations, there is a need to be able to react to
these transformations, to pinpoint strategies. Flexibility, according to Miessen, provides the ability
for adaptation to the changing conditions of the urban environment; through flexibility, “you do
not risk becoming defensive, which is a very disabling mode when what you actually want to do is
be projective and, in fact, propositional” (2010:135).

A relevant term that is associated with the temporal dimension of public space is appropriation,
which looks at how people tactically use open space and imbue it with new meaning (Hou, 2010).
A diverse range of activities provides a different appropriation by a range of different people.
Successful appropriation of space by different users is not characterized by a specific time, but by

encompassing the possibility of multiple uses (informal or formal) at different times. Karen and
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Quentin refer to “time partition” that allows space to be shared by different publics and different
appropriations, at different times (2006).

The above discussions are summed up in Massey’s proposal that (1) space is the outcome of
interrelations; it is constituted through interactions; (2) it is an arena of coexisting heterogeneity,
reflecting and changing the multiplicities and pluralities of contemporary society; and (3) it is

forever a work in progress, continuously being remade (2005:9).

The spatial role of public spaces. Public spaces also have an essential spatial role to play; their
situation in relation to the domestic (private) sphere on one hand and in relation to the open spaces
(public) of the neighborhood on the other, is shaped by the environment in which they are
positioned and will shape that environment in turn over time (Charalambous, 2018). The spatial
dimension of these spaces is essential to understand each group’s domain of exchange and
interaction in the community. Community membership can shift in time and space, so that an
individual can express different solidarities throughout the course of a day or week while the term
‘community’ can have a highly spatialized as well as a highly transpatial formation (Hanson, 2000).
As Hanson has shown, different social groups have different principles of solidarity encoded into
“different daily routines and practices” that are then realized in different patterns of local
encounters and interactions leading “to different modes of spatial co-presence” (Hanson, 2000:15).
Gehl points out that “Life between buildings comprises the entire spectrum of activities, which
combine to make communal spaces in cities and residential areas meaningful and attractive”
(2011:14). Gehl and Gemzoe highlight that the need for public life in public space is growing, and
that people can experience direct contact with other people and the society in public space (2001).
Individuals as human beings have the need to build relationships and get in direct contact with
other people.

The understanding of such processes is often limited due to underestimating the function of the
physical environment and the way places are shaped and connected to each other. The physical
context within which coexistence and encounters between the various groups inhabiting a
neighborhood occurs is a subject of growing interest and it takes account of the built environment
as a measurable contributory factor in affecting social outcomes such as interaction, segregation
and so on (Charalambous, 2018). Hillier and Hanson (1984) through micro-morphological
exploration of how movement patterns differ in line with spatial configuration, provide a more
nuanced understanding of why variations in the physical co-presence generate solidarity and social
meaning; space, they suggest, shapes society as a pattern of “encounter possibilities”. The social
potentials of a space according to this line of research, are connected with its spatial form. The
place provides the conditions of possibility for creative social practices (Cresswell, 2003). According

to Hillier and Netto, the relation of social activities to space is generic, rather than specific because
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the demands that different kinds of activity make on co-presence, affect the spatiality of space,
which make one kind of space rather than another (2002:2).

Furthermore, the process of interaction between people seems to relate more to daily activities
and everyday practices; according to Marcus and Legeby, “the routines of day-to-day life are said
to be fundamental to even the most elaborate forms of societal organization and it is in the course
of their daily activities, when individuals encounter each other in situated contexts of interaction,
that interactions happen among people who are physically co-present” (ibid, 2012:4).

Beyond the spatial configuration, studies also suggest that the amenities of a place (benches, trees,
water, etc.) provide an environment where people can relax, act, walk and participate in social
events. In addition, as Gehl suggests basic activities are used as a starting point for other activities
(2011). For example, if spaces make it attractive to walk, stand, see, hear, and talk, this is in itself
an important quality, but it also means that a broad spectrum of other activities — play, sports,
community activities, and so on — will have a good basis for development. This is the case partly
because larger, more complex community activities can develop naturally from the many small daily
activities “the big events evolve from the many small ones” (ibid:131).

The qualities of public space are thus associated to the physical amenities, the activities, the
accessibility conditions, the location, its attributes and have the power to encourage participation,
livability, comfort, interaction. A polyvalent social space that serves as a vehicle of different uses
has the potential to become a vessel of daily life. The poor management and qualities of place may
lead to its decline (Carmona, 2010a). “If people use space less, then there is less incentive to provide
new spaces and maintain existing ones. With a decline in their maintenance and quality, public
spaces are less likely to be used, thereby exacerbating the vicious spiral of decline” (Carmona, Heath
& Tiesdell, 2003:111).

However, this spatial role should cannot be studied just locally but as seen above it needs to also
be explored in relation to the global scale. As Palaiologou and Vaughan explain, analysis needs to
take into account not only the relations between components of the system, but also the parts with
the whole - namely the global and local scale. Analysis at the global scale relates to the physical and
social city as a whole, as one system, “the local refers to the part of the cities that comprise the
whole, to socio - spatial entities that may present their own local character but are at the same time

parts of the whole urban structure” (2012:8161:4).

Public space as part of a wider network of spaces (part-whole). Aldo Rossi has discussed
about three different scales that exist in the city: the scale of the street (and surroundings), the
scale of the district and the scale of the entire city. He was considered the buildings as moments
and parts of the whole. He argues that the part has the same significance, as the whole and that

are two interrelated aspects: “the whole is more important that the singles parts, and that only the
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urban artifact in its totality, from street system and urban topography down to the things that can
be perceived in strolling up and down a street, constitute this totality. Naturally, we must examine
this total architecture in terms of its parts” (1984:35). The consideration of both scales, part and
whole, avoid to creating gaps and discontinuity in the urban structure and turn a city into “a random
collection of fragments, rather than a meaningful landscape of interrelated places” (Loukaitou-
Sideris, 1996:478).

An interesting discussion about the part -whole is the relation of the historic core of the city and its
newly developed areas. Before the industrialization and the rapid urbanization, the city was built
slowly and thus different layers of culture and architecture were found in its urban structure.
Madanipour, Knierbein and Degros raise the question “the center may display a seemingly easy
coexistence of historic layers as part of its identity, but how can the periphery make a more positive
contribution to this multilayered identity? Should the periphery not be equally taken as an integral
part of the European city’s identity?” (2013:5).

Accessibility, permeability, visibility. A public space can provide access to all, depending on the
manipulation of its boundaries. Accessibility could be defined as “the intensity of the possibility of
interaction” (Hansen, 1959) and interchange (Engwicht, 1993). According to Loukaitou — Sideris,
“Access can be enhanced through pedestrian connections, such as through block walkways, arcades,
paseos, which link public spaces to the surrounding districts, and through the integration of
streetscape. In that sense public spaces become connectors rather than buffers between areas”
(1996:100). Accessibility benefits individuals and social groups, as for example, it provides people
with disabilities with more opportunities to work, shop, play, etc.

Permeability is an aspect that also affects the publicness and the character of a public space. The
visual permeability is controlled by artificial (buildings, high fencing) or physical boundaries (trees)
and it depends on the structure/material of them. Flusty defines a space that is not visible as
‘stealthy space’—places that cannot be found, are camouflaged or obscured by intervening objects
or level changes—and as ‘slippery space’—places that cannot be reached due to contorted,
protracted or missing paths of approach (1997:48-49). The visual access acts as a physical boundary
of the place and it is as important as the physical access — boundaries; the ‘more public’ situation
regarding access relates to three qualities—being central and well-connected (on-the-beaten track)
with potential for plenty of comings-and-goings by different groups; being visually permeable and
connected to the public realm beyond the place itself; and not having explicit thresholds” (Varna &
Tiesdell, 2010:584).

Visibility is associated with natural surveillance, which provides the opportunity for individuals to
be in visual contact with others and obtain assistance in case of any assault and crime. The right to
security is a crucial aspect because the city is a haven for the citizens, but most specifically for the

vulnerable social groups. In addition, diverse collective uses ensure security in space and attract
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multiple social groups. This is a very important fact because if a particular group appropriates
constantly a public space, it can discourage other people to use it.

The symbolic role of public space. The symbolic dimensions of public spaces are as significant as
their spatial and functional ones. These are major tensions, however, inherent in the symbolic
dimension of accessibility. On the one hand, the more accessible a place, the more impersonal it
tends to become, particularly in large cities. While individuals may suffer from the anonymity of the
large city (Simmel, 1950) and prefer to establish a comfort realm of familiarity, they will have to
come into contact with a large number of strangers in their everyday life in the city. However, if the
city becomes subdivided into zones of comfort for social groups, it has been fragmented and
tribalized.

Access, therefore, has both instrumental and expressive dimensions. A public space is one that
allows a range of necessary activities to take place, but also a place in which ‘unnecessary’ social
activities are performed. A key argument is that both the formal and potential informal uses need
to be understood and taken into consideration in order to reflect the multidimensionality of public
space.

The key issues discussed above further highlight the complexity of the factors involved in the
production, transformation and use of public space and inform the thesis’ aims. The thesis sets out
to explore a theoretical framework which can facilitate the understanding and study of public
spaces as “places” where global tendencies ‘sediment’ and are being ‘translated’ and ‘transformed’
according to local cultural, social and political contexts; as a ‘reflection of local identities’ shaped
by community behaviours, patterns of everyday life and collective memories; as a ‘ground of
investigation of place making practices’ by different actors and agents particularly in the context of

changing role of state, market and civil society in shaping, creating and transforming public spaces.

Aims of the thesis. This thesis aims at contributing to a better understanding of the nature of
public spaces in general and in the neighbourhoods in particular, by addressing the variety of factors
involved and their relations; to support studies on evolving urban cultures and renewed intellectual
and practical challenges that these practices pose to the way public spaces are used, interpreted,
and designed; to highlight the need for manifold perspectives on the localized ‘meaning’ of places,
constructed and shaped by local practices, behaviours and collective memories.

In the context of significant political, economic and cultural differences across Mediterranean cities,
the aims of the thesis are to chart some of the key similarities of neighborhood public spaces, to
explore the implications of the research findings for their design and management and to argue for
the significance of such public spaces for social integration.

The way people adopt, shape, use and manage the spaces around the city determines the meanings

of space. Space is constructed in a relational way (Massey, 1991, 2006) and it is this characteristic
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that allows for a continuous production and reconfiguration of meanings, adding to historical
legacies of public spaces. Space has the ability to produce new meanings, as experiences and
practices take place in them. What is needed, therefore, in investigating, as well as making,
neighbourhood public spaces is its understanding as a multidimensional and multi-agency process
and a dynamic process that can accommodate time and change.

A key concern in addressing the above issues is the development of a theoretical and an analytical
approach to study public space production, development and use through a theoretical
perspective, which takes into consideration the extent to which space relates to society and the
nature of such a relationship. The aforementioned discussion, further enhance the argument that
the study of the relationship between the physical, material form of public space and social and/or
other processes may be key to understand the patterns of socio-spatial phenomena observable in
contemporary neighborhood public spaces and the mechanisms through which such phenomena
unfold.

The research question that underpins this thesis is therefore: what are the synthesizing
mechanisms, which shape public spaces in cities’ neighborhoods? Most particularly, what are the
mechanisms, which are involved in the production or transformation of a public space in
residential areas, and most specifically in the case of Limassol, a port-city in Cyprus, which has
experienced a period of rapid urbanization and transformation. Limassol is a particularly suitable
case study for this thesis because is a city that was faced with a range of social, economic and
political transformations that had an impact on its social and spatial urban form.

To this end, the following section reviews theoretical approaches on public space, which explore
the inextricable relationship between public space and society in order to address its complex

and multidimensional nature and inform the thesis’ theoretical framework.
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1.2 Public Space as a Carrier of Social Life

1.2.1 Theoretical Perspectives on Public Space

Public spaces can be defined in a number of ways; public space is indeed a term that has multiple
and sometimes contradictory interpretations. In general, a public space has been defined by its
being freely accessible to everyone and providing an arena for social interactions; a gathering place,
that provides a venue for daily interactions of the citizens, and the materialization of political and
social activities. Public spaces have been broadly defined as crossroads, where different paths and
trajectories meet, sometimes overlapping and at other time colliding; as meeting places of politics
and culture, social and individual territories, and instrumental and expressive concerns
(Madanipour, Knierbein, & Degros, 2013:1).

Madanipour points out that “A place is public; therefore, if it is controlled by public authorities,
concerns people as a whole, is open or available to them, and is used or shared by all the members
of a society... in the same sense, public space is a necessary part of an open society, a space that
everyone is able to enter and participate in some collective experience” (2010:11).

A number of complex issues arise in relation to public space which cannot be effectively addressed
through a simplified definition and understanding. An important question arising from the above is
what actually constitutes public space. From an urban planning perspective, discourse on public
space focuses mainly on an accessible, contained spatial situation, i.e., a public square in a city. In
other disciplines, political theory for example, the meaning of public space is slightly different and
more broadly defined (see, for example, Hou & Knierbein, 2017; Light, 1998; Low & Smith, 2006).
Researchers have approached the analysis of urban space, its production and its evolution from
various viewpoints, by bringing the social context to the foreground, by focusing on urban form or
by linking the built form with ideologies and historical events. Within this discourse one can trace
two major schools of thought. One places high importance on the structure of space in relation to
social phenomena and hence asserts that space is a determinant of human behaviour and
interaction. The other view focuses on the social, economic and other dimensions with little
attention given to the effect of space on the issues in question, arguing that space and the physical
environment have little or no relevance to the workings of society, but rather that it is the social,
political and economic structures that determine the physical form of the city, as well as the quality
of the physical environment and the distribution of functions and uses within the city (see, for
example, Tornaghi & Knierbein, 2015; Lefebvre, 1991; Massey, 2005). A number of scholars,
however, tend to take a dialectical approach and see the relation between space and society as a

dual relationship, by which spatial configuration is a reflection of the social, but can, in turn, have
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an impact on human interaction (see, for example, Hillier & Hanson, 1984; Hillier, 2002, Karimi,
2012).

Without seeking to undermine any of the above approaches, this thesis attempts to explore the
theoretical foundations of a relational perspective, concerned with the social dimension of public
space whilst taking into consideration the discourse concerning the implications that are embedded
in or are generated from spatial patterns (Charalambous & Geddes, 2015). Such an approach treats
cities as socio-spatial entities, as ‘highly relational systems’ with complex organisation (Hillier &
Vaughan, 2007) that are driven by evolutionary processes that might generate, reproduce and
transform urban phenomena over time. Attention to the spatial qualities of the city can help fight
some of the key urban problems. However, contemporary social phenomena are multi-dimensional
processes caused by a number of factors ranging from the changes in the global political economy
and national policies to vulnerabilities and sensitivities of individuals. It is obvious that focusing only
on the built environment cannot be a solution to these problems; this does not mean that attention
to the spatial dimension should be neglected as superficial and irrelevant, as space and society are
closely intertwined and the processes that shape space are at the heart of what characterizes
societies.

“Architects and planners have until recently been ignorant about the city and its richness and power
to change people, to give them new perspectives and new knowledge. Planners have been too
ignorant about the physical environment as a means for people to find out about themselves and
their situation, to find their way in the world today, and in the future. The result is that the relation
between man and environment has come to a deadlock” (Lilja, 1999:124).

The fact that the organisation of space is a reflection of social relations, a cultural and economic
product, and an ordering system is neither a new nor a particularly controversial idea which spans
the work of social theorists from diverse backgrounds and approaches, for example Simmel (2004),
Logan and Molotch (2007), and Lefebvre (1991). What is more controversial is whether the
organisation of space has an impact on society either through the production of social behaviours,
and/or the reinforcement or diminishment of social differences and divisions. This issue was key to
Jacob’s argument in her critique of contemporary planning practice (1961), where she stressed the
fact that borders in space not only identify divisions, but also may help creating them, as well as
creating areas that have an in-between nature, ‘vacuums,’” whose meaning is unintelligible to
residents and visitors and whose use is unclear.

A number of social, political and economic issues (privatization, segregation, fragmentation, power
relations, among others) in contemporary society have resulted in the emergence of a variety of
social practices (social protests and demonstrations, bottom-up initiatives, control mechanisms,
etc.). These highlighted the need for further discussion in relation to contemporary realities in order

to unveil new theoretical and analytical perspectives of understanding the nature of public spaces.
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According to Tornaghi and Knierbein, these relations between society and how urban space is
actively produced by social agents have inspired new relational approaches (2015). This task entails
a new ontology and understanding of the nature of public space itself through a relational thinking.
This point of view challenges and contests the static ontologies of space and introduce a dynamic
idea about public space, which is not an empty container but a space that is produced through
social processes in space and time. The authors argue that social facts and transformations in public
spaces, such as contested uses, social conflicts and “the fact that public space is an outcome of
contextual and on-going dynamics between social actors, their cultures and power relations” cannot
be ignored (Tornaghi & Knierbein, 2015:5). “Space can never be definitively purified (Massey,
2005:95), it always embodies a meaning” (Lefebvre, 1991:154). Furthermore, space is not simply
the outcome of the planning authorities in charge, but of a number of processes (ibid:19).

The physical patterns of urban spaces in which people live and grow, are strongly interrelated with
the social, economic and cultural institutions of a city. The social circumstances, political
alternatives and cultural values, cannot be ignored when analyzing public space (Tornaghi &
Knierbein, 2015:5). As Louis Wirth points out “urbanism as a characteristic mode of life” is defined
in terms of three perspectives: firstly, as a “physical structure,” secondly as a specific “system of
social organization,” and thirdly as a “set of attitudes and ideas” (1938:18). Theories addressing the
relationship between space and society point out that a space is characterized by its physical form,
by the social relations, and the social actions of individuals or social groups. An interrelated
relationship exists between the physical form of city and social processes and dynamics. Tornaghi
and Knierbein suggest that space is: “firstly, constantly generated by people and secondly indirectly
affecting the everyday life of people, and in turn being transformed by changing everyday life
patterns and thus by social dynamics” (2015:4). In this context, the city can be seen as a living
organism, full of tensions and transformations in response to people’s movements and acts through
space and time. In a similar line of thought, Fran Tonkiss points out that “this, in the end, is what a
city is: a complex of things and activities connected over space and time, formed and managed by
many different actors” (2013:21).

A conceptualization of public space through a relational perspective looks at space as multilayered,
fluid, dynamic and open-ended. Relational space approaches suggest that space “can only be
explained by its social, political and cultural context and by the relations between people and
objects, both at a given moment in time and in the course of history” (Tornaghi & Knierbein, 2015:4).
This thesis explores the theoretical framework proposed by relational approaches; namely, space
syntax theory, assemblage theory and actor network theory, which address the inextricable
relationship between the physical and the social. Relational theories, such as Actor-Network Theory

(ANT) (Latour, 2005), assemblage theory as developed by De Landa (2006), and space syntax theory
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highlight a number of key issues in the knowledge domain of urban development, in particular

regarding the mechanisms of emergence and transformation of city forms.

Assemblage theory. This approach, one of the key concepts in Deleuzian philosophy, has been
interpreted and understood in multiple ways. Based on the work of Deleuze and Guattari (1987) the
assemblage theory applies to an extensive variety of “wholes,” such as social entities generated by
heterogeneous parts (De Landa, 2006). Assemblage is related to notions such as apparatus, network,
multiplicity, emergence, and indeterminacy, and there is not a simple or “correct” way to adopt the
term (Anderson & McFarlane, 2011). It addresses similar issues as ANT theory and proposes that the
city needs to be understood as an individual, single entity which is composed by both physical and
human (social) elements. This theory embraces that notion and defines cities as a connection of
social assemblages at different scales. Most particularly the theory understands cities as entities,
whose properties emerge from interactions between their parts (De Landa, 2016) and thus new
identities are generated through connections (Ballantyne, 2007). Understanding the ways in which
different parts are connected is of major importance. Furthermore, the properties of a city are not
simply reducible to those of its parts because the city is characterized by connections and capacities,
rather than properties of parts (De Landa, 2006). While the existence of some parts is important to
the emergence of a whole, there are parts generated by the whole and thus, assemblages are
characterized by a process of emerging and becoming; a process that requires a “multiscale”
explanation (ibid). Social assemblages work across multiple scales and each scale is a legitimate
object of study (ibid). All the scales engage with the development and the transformations of the
urban fabric. Therefore, a way to understand the social structure of a city is based on the ways
several areas are connected to the urban tissue over a range of scales. In this way, assemblages are
constantly in the process of “becoming” rather than “being” (Dovey, 2010).

Assemblage theory understands the social world through heterogeneity and fluidity. For this
reason, it can be used to explain large-scale and extended entities of social formation, such as states
or regulatory agencies. Assemblages consist of heterogeneous elements, both physical and social
components, which are interacting among them. On the one hand, assemblages exist as physical
elements (happenings, events, and so forth), and on the other hand, they can occur as utterances
(Deleuze & Guattari, 1987). While there are assemblages that are composed entirely by bodies,
there are no assemblages composed entirely by signs and utterances (ibid). In this way, an
assemblage is the product of the interactions between objects and of specific historical processes,
which connote the need for diachronic analysis to understand the emergence and the endurance
of cities (ibid).

In addition, assemblages are characterized by the variable role of their components and by the

variable synthesizing processes the components are involved in (defined as territorialisation and
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deterritorialisation). Depending on the synthesis of the components, a specific component may be
playing a different role in different situations and exercising different capacities. In this sense,
territorialisation stabilizes the identity of an assemblage and the capacity of the component, while
deterritorialisation changes the assemblage through destabilizing processes. The character of a city
or its parts depends on how its components are connected and are thus involved in the way social
activities take place in any given locale. In general, assemblage theory is about relations,
heterogeneity, and differences rather than parts, homogeneity, and similarities (Kamalipour &
Peimani, 2015).

Actor-Network theory. It embraces in a similar sense the social dimension of cities. ANT looks at
objects as part of social networks and understands the social through human and material actors;
the social is the product of a process between the relations of the components. In this view, the
groups are always in a continuous process of alteration and redistribution. For ANT theory, any
agent (collective or individual) enters into networked associations, which are define and reformed
through action, stance, intention and subjectivity. The main attempt of this theory is to understand
how actor-networks are formed, connected, interact and so forth.

The ANT theory refers to five theoretical ‘axioms’ which describe the main aspects of the social
sphere: the nature of groups, the nature of actions, the nature of objects, the nature of facts and
the nature of social science. The nature of groups is about the identity of social groups, and how
this identity defines who they are, what they should be and what they have been to justify the
group’s existence. These social groups/actors are involved in complex and diverse actions, either as
a multiplicity of agencies either as a group or as an individual. These actions must be identified and
accounted for if a social process is to be identified (the nature of actions). These agencies get in
conflict and interaction with material objects, which can be actors in processes. Thus, any action is
characterized by interaction between human or between objects and on human-to-object
connections (nature of objects). The nature of facts comprises the idea that the social facts must
be understood by the connections of entities with other entities, and thus the network among
them. Finally, one cannot define the social, only by the network of agencies, but also by a full
description of a state of affairs through a narrative, account or proposition which comprises the
variety of actors involved (the nature of social sciences). In this light, social entities, are assemblages
or composite entities, which are composed of multiplicity of other social assemblages and unfold
across urban systems.

In general, assemblage and ANT theories argue that the social or social entities are constituted by
the connection or association between a spectrum of elements. In this light, the structure of the
city is not only about the parts that compose it but also how the components are connected
between them. These relational theories reflect the heterogeneity, the complexity of social

relations and thus the transitory conditions of a city. A number of actors are involved in these social
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processes of transformation, stabilization or destabilization, territorialisation or deterritorialisation
among the components of a city.

Urban Morphology approach — Space Syntax. SS is both a theory and a method for
quantitatively describing patterns of spatial layout and relating these patterns to social activities
such as movement, behavior, and even social meaning and interpretation. Space syntax theory is
based on two fundamental ideas: firstly, that space is not simply a background to human activity,
but an intrinsic aspect of it and, secondly, that important characteristics of architectural and urban
space are not just about the properties of individual buildings and spaces, but also about how the
interrelations between these spaces combine to form a city as a whole (Hillier & Hanson, 1984). A
city is constituted by a variety of scales and social and physical elements, which are involved in the
way a city functioned, developed and transformed. This network of spaces was termed by Hillier
(1996) as ‘configuration’, and by analyzing mathematically these relationships of spatial layouts it
is possible to develop an understanding of space independent of architectural type and style. In the
Social Logic of Space, Hillier and Hanson (1984) assert that human societies are spatial phenomena
and that spatial orders are one of the main ways in which members of society live their social
existence. Viewed in this way, space can be seen as an expression of human society and can be
analyzed in order to understand particular characteristics of society. This is done through a process
of investigating how spatial configuration relates to people’s use and experience of space.

“Space Syntax first relates space to the individuals and to the everyday life, to the social, through
the inscription of social information on configuration of space and the influence of configuration on
co-presence. Then, the relation of space to society is examined through the spatial and social
conditions which are necessary for co-presence and encounter to happen in order to generate and
conserve society” (Mavridou, 2003:29). Karimi proposes a consideration of city organization as a
complex field where multiple variables are “interrelated into an organic whole” (2012). Different
scales and various parts compose urban form, and this is leading to the consideration of the urban
system as an organic system. In this sense, the relation between the parts with the whole is
essential.

Relevance of relational theories to the analysis of urban development. Assemblage, ANT
and Space Syntax theories are characterized by important common features that are relevant to
the understanding of public space as discussed in the beginning of this section. For example,
assemblage and ANT theories propose that social or social entities are constituted by the
connection or association between a spectrum of elements. In this light, the structure of the city is
not only about the parts that compose it but also about the ways in which the components are
connected between them. In a similar sense, space syntax theory looks at the city through the lens
of integration among its parts. A variety of scales (not just the macro or the micro) engage with the

development of the cities and thus connections and associations among the elements is an
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important factor.

Another common aspect is that both theories (ANT and Space Syntax) posit that physical and non-
physical entities engage with the social relations and in this regard have to be taken into account in
the analysis of the city. These social relations are involved in the stabilization or destabilization — of
assembling and reassembling the social of the urban form. These processes have to be
acknowledged in order to understand persistence, continuity and change in cities. In addition,
individuals and social groups express their ideas in the physical form affecting at the same time
social and physical meanings and structures.

These relational theories reflect the heterogeneity, the complexity of social relations and thus the
transitory conditions of a city. A number of actors are involved in these social processes of
transformation, stabilization or destabilization, territorialisation or deterritorialisation among the
components of a city. The physical and social aspects, in a variety of scales in a city, play an
important role in the way the urban fabric is developed and transformed.

Relational conceptions of space have been criticized for their abstract and theoretical nature
(Lehtovuori, 2010) pointing out their epistemological and methodological limitations. For example,
there are various criticisms held regarding Actor Network theory such as: the absurdity of assigning
agency to nonhuman actors; that it is amoral; that all actors are of equal importance in the network
and thus there is no accomodations for power imbalances in the system (it is dismissing basic social
factors as race, class, gender, and postcolonialism) and that ANT research perspective remains
entirely descriptive and fails to provide explanations for social processes. One of the criticisms of
assemblage theory and ANT in urban studies is that they are too generic with non-specific
approaches. At the same time, theoretical perspectives of public space where the spatial dimension
is prominent, have also been criticized as prescriptive, descriptive and socially indifferent (Tornaghi
& Knierbein, 2015).

While there are clear parallels between ANT and assemblage thinking, there are also notable
differences and contradictions. Despite the fact that both ANT and assemblage theory bring useful
insights into the characteristics of cities when viewed as assemblages, we believe that ANT remains
more relevant to pure social analysis rather than urban analysis — although it has been widely used
in urban studies (Farias & Blok, 2016). This is because of its tendency to retain highly fussy
boundaries with regards to its objects of study and because, unlike assemblage theory, it does not
enable us to consider structural social factors as a component in the processes of cities’ emergence
and transformation.

Moreover, while assemblage theory provides an indication of the physical and human components
that interact to create the city as a social entity, ANT remains ambiguous as to what actors should
be included in analysis and the extent to which networks need to be traced for an analysis to be

sufficiently comprehensive. It does not distinguish a hierarchy between humans and materials,
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which in this way ignores that humans are capable of intentions and pursue interests whereas
things are not (Mdiller, 2015). Also, ANT, in contrast to assemblage theory, neglects social context,
such as cultural and historical factors and processes. Furthermore ANT, states that agency is the
product of forging associations and thus, there is nothing outside associations (ibid). Thus, what
becomes political is a matter of what is made political through associations: “the political
significance of materials is not a given; rather, it is a relational, a practical and a contingent
achievement” (Barry, 2013:183). Latour refers that things are always ‘assembled’ into being, rather
than existing ‘out there’, independently, or being the product of exclusively human interpretation
(1999). On the other hand, assemblage discusses relations of exteriority and refers to the
components of the assemblage as having intrinsic qualities outside association that can impact and
shape the assemblage in return. Assemblage is in an open-ended process to understand the urban
environment through associations whereas ANT has been criticized to neglect outside associations.
At the same time, ANT refutes the validity of empirical findings in explaining social outcomes, while,
on the contrary, assemblage theory proposes that integrating a variety of approaches addressing
different spatio-temporal scales is the course to take to understanding emergence.

A dialectical relational approach tries to overcome such dichotomies, controversies, and
contestations, and searches for new ways to frame public space by its built and social qualities and
the relationships among them. The analysis of public space requires a wider approach, which seeks
to understand space through the lenses of socioeconomic forces that are involved in the urban
transformation, either through discursive or quantitative ways. “A theory along these lines would
need to capture the dynamics of production of space as an expression of interactions between the
plethora of actors in different roles in the division of labour, positions in social space and places in
open networks of economic production” (Netto, 2015:3).

In this sense, this thesis will attempt to overcome any limitations and identify any methodological
challenges and gaps in findings as well as potential avenues to further develop engagement
between different theoretical and methodological approaches in order to address such
shortcomings. In this light, the thesis identifies a need for enhancing research on the relation of
public space with the attributes of society and the urban structure of a city aiming at an

|ll

understanding of public space as a “relationa space addressing the spatial-
social/economic/political relations. Relational perspectives on public space enable links to be
created between the dynamics of civil society (including conflicts between individuals, groups and
different social spheres), decision-making and design practices/built environment.

The brief historical review and the above discussion reveal that public space materializes through

complex social processes where a wide variety of forces and actors interact (table 1.1). The

relationship between the physical, material form of public space and social processes through time
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may be key to understanding contemporary patterns of socio-spatial phenomena.

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

ANT THEORY: — nature of groups (identity)

— nature of actions (agency)

— nature of objects - actors in processes
—» nature of facts - social facts

— nature of social sciences

ASSEMBLAGE
THEORY:

— historical processes

—+ different scales

— social entities - how are constructed,
emerge and transform

— variable rcle and processes
of their components

— stabilization/destabilization
territorialisation/deterritorialisation

— exercising different capacities

SPACE SYNTAX
THEORY:

-+ capture physical characteristics
urban environment, through
its spatial characteristics is
influencing urban life

LIMITATIONS

- more social than urban
- ambiguous as what actors
should be included
- ignores social context
(cultural and
historical processes)

- generic at what elements,
scales and interactions
should be taken
into account

- axial map is not taking into
account the different
land uses

CONTRADICTIONS

- critical on issues of
part whole relaticns,
local versus global binaries
- ignores social context
{cultural and
historical processes)

- historical processes
- part - whole
global - local

- part - whole
global - local

PROVIDE THEORETICAL AND
METHODOLOGICAL FRAMEWORKS

ACTORS / STAKEHOLDERS
AGENCY

DIFFERENT SCALES
PART - WHOLE RELATIONSHIP
GLOBAL AND LOCAL FORCES
HISTORICAL PROCESSES (TIME)

DIFFERENT SCALES
PART - WHOLE RELATIONSHIP
GLOBAL AND LOCAL FORCES

—+ part - whole relationship
—+ patterns of co-presence, encounter
and movement

or building functions,

the helght of buildings PHYSICAL CHARACTERISTICS

EVERYDAY PRACTICES

Public space materializes through complex social processes where a wide variety of forces and actors interact.
Table 1.1 Theoretical framework, Limitations, Contradictions, Methodological Framework.
Source: Author

SETTING THE FRAMEWORK. When analysing the urban form, specifically urban theorists have
been more likely to focus on physical aspects and actors with leverage on planning decisions, while
sociologists many times tend to highlight the impact of group formations on urban life and the
significance of routine social activities in shaping the identity of a public space and/or a city.
Furthermore, sociological approaches many times do not deal with the multiple scales which may
be involved in the relationship between space and society.

This thesis is interested in developing a theoretical and methodological framework that can link
these two components: the physical and the human, with the respective factors within each, taking
into consideration different scales, within a temporal framework. In particular, assemblage theory
and ANT’s concept of ‘group formation’ is put forward as a framework not just to support the use
of space syntax and the embedding of established social science approaches into urban research,
but also to provide fresh interpretive possibilities of research findings.

Lefebvre, was look at urbanity as a social reality which is inseparable from the urban form,
suggesting a combined effort of science, philosophy and art through the participation of ordinary
citizens (1991). Nevertheless, this philosophical approach does not deal with scientific and empirical
facts and has therefore been taken on by planning in a selective and ideological manner. The theory
of assemblage tries to overcome such issues and suggests at the same time a philosophical view of
cities and urban space based on social ontology, and to scientific and empirical facts that tend to
demonstrate the nature of cities and social assemblages.

The generic character of this theory, should be views as a strength rather than a weakness, as this
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genericity has been shown to be extremely valuable in making inferences about the causal
pathways that lead to the physical and social form of cities (Charalambous & Geddes, 2015). Non-
specificity allows us to develop an analytical framework that characterizes by a combination of tools
from different approaches. In addition, assemblage theory provides us with theoretical basis to
address the diverse elements of the complexity of public space. It discusses that both physical and
social components must take into consideration, it is considering the city as a whole from a view of
synergistic relationality, and it is giving consideration to different scales, as well as the temporal
processes of emergence and transformations. Social assemblages, sets the theoretical framework

to assess the production of public space through time.

Developing a Relational Research Approach. Within a relational framework we can include
important features that are relevant to the understanding of public space production and
development, which can help us link analytical tools to the theoretical requirements:

1. The social or social entities are basically constituted by the connections or associations
between different elements. What is fundamental to the development of cities and within
them public spaces therefore are not what they are composed of, but how these elements
are connected together.

2. Both physical as well as non-physical entities are either component parts or actors in the
constitutions of the social, thus both have to be taken into account in analyses.

3. There are processes of stabilisation and destabilisation (of assembling and reassembling
the social) of the social carried out by network of the actors and stakeholders involved in
its emergence. These processes must be understood in order to understand persistence,
continuity and change in cities and their public spaces.

4. Multiple scales are involved in the emergence of public space, while historical processes
play out in their formation and transformation.

The fact that such a theoretical framework focuses on heterogeneity, transitory conditions and the
complexity of interactions between components enables a deeper understanding of the variety of
actors involved in the shaping of public space. ANT proposes that analysis should extend the
number and variety of actors, their connectors should be identified and their mediating role in
translating a cause into an effect should be assessed; only then the social processes shaping urban
space, whether they apply to the physical form or to the human networks can be understood.

Assemblage theory discusses that the physical and human factors of a city are interrelated and
should therefore be analyzed together as they jointly define the identity of a city. This theory give
may attention to the heterogeneity, transitory conditions and the complexity of the interactions
between elements and processes. ANT theory refers that a good social analysis has to comprise all

the actors and fully depict a state of affairs, in practical terms the scope of analysis remains unclear.
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The basic themes suggested by these theories are both the physical and the social, the actors, the
interaction between the different components of a city, the connectivity, the different scales, the
distribution of different variables and the historical processes.

Which physical and human elements, how to identify interactions, how to measure connectivity,
what scales, variables and historical processes should be considered all have to be informed by the
various analytical and social approaches, as well as the results of previous empirical studies, which
De-Landa himself suggest should be integrated together; this was the main of Chapter 1 in this
thesis. The theoretical framework suggested in this study and its respective analytical requirements

is presented in figure 1.12.

Theoretical Framework Analytical Framework
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Requirements
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; Space Syntax Different Scales

i . .-@ Configurational
Theory : - Part-Whole relation <~

‘ v’ Approach
: ~ Everyday Practices ¢ :

Assemblage brnemnnm > Power Relations

Theory - Actors/Stakeholders Social Sciences

“» Approaches

; Global and Local 4" =
A N K ; ° ?:o?':es Sl (Traditional and
ctor - Networ ' : Experimental)

. Theory : Temporal :
: ~ dimension-process : '

Fig. 1.12 Theoretical framework, analytical requirements and linkages to analytical approaches
Source: Author

All approaches comprise a variety of tools, some of which are better suited to match the analytical
requirements of the theoretical framework and the contextual needs of the case study. The choice
of specific methods and tools will also be informed by the research question and the consequent
methodological framework. Further details of these tools in relation to the analytical requirements
will be presented and discussed in Chapter 2.

Drawing on the theoretical framework of relational theories, this chapter proposed that the
physical patterns of the urban structure act conjointly with the social and other forces to produce
different outcomes at different points in time. This chapter introduces the key themes of concern
to this thesis, through two interrelated axes (vertical and horizontal) (fig.1.13). The production of
space and the final image (product) of it based on the global and local tendencies, the actors
involved with public space in a variety of ways and the everyday practices/activism of social groups
or individuals. These factors produce social relations that are constantly transformed and thus the
public space is always in the process of production (horizontal axis). Nevertheless, we do not speak

about one public space but about a network of spaces and their connection with the city (part-
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whole relationship). Finally, the character of a public space depends on its social and spatial
attributes. The study is based on these two interrelations (vertical and horizontal axis) of the factors
that are involved in the production of a public space (actors/stakeholders, global and local
tendencies, everyday practices) and lead to the final product of it through transformations, that is
always in a process of being made and the factors, which characterize the a public space as a

product (process, characteristics/character, part of a wider network).

public space as refatio,,,,
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physical configuration
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Fig. 1.13 — Public Space as Relational (Vertical and Horizontal Axis)
Source: Author

In this context, the following sub-questions emerge, which form the main areas of investigation,
aiming at addressing the thesis’s main research question:

e Spatial Dimension. The understanding of the city as an individual, single entity which is
composed by physical and human (social) elements underpins the theoretical approaches
discussed above. The city is characterized as a physical and a social entity and thus we have
to look at the city and the space through both its physical and social attributes. A main
aspect that will be investigated is the spatial dimension which consists of the spatial
configuration and the physical characteristics of a public space.

e Part — Whole relation - different scales. According to ANT and Assemblage theory, the
structure of the city, and thus of the space is not only the components (tangible and
intangible) that composed it but also how these are connected and associated among them.
Social assemblages work across multiple scales and each scale is a legitimate object of
study. In a similar sense, space syntax theory looks at the city in its different scales and
parts. Thus, a main fact that emerges here is the relation among its different scales,
between the part and the whole. The city is composed by a variety of interconnected scales

which need to be taken into consideration.
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Everyday Practices. Another important aspect is that assemblages are characterized by the
variable role of their components and by the variable synthesizing processes the
components are involved in. Particularly, each component plays a different role in different
situations and exercises different capacities. ANT theory suggests that each individual or
collective (social group) enters into networked associations, which defines them and
reforms them through action, stance, intention and subjectivity. Thus, we can say that each
individual has a different role in the urban structure that is reflected through the social
activities that take place in any locale. These actors are involved in different ways in the
production and management of public space, through everyday practices.

Power relations — Actors/Stakeholders. Various actors are involved in the transformation,
stabilization or destabilization, territorialisation or deterritorialization among the
components of a city, and thus of a space. In this sense, actors or stakeholders have the
power to reform and redefine a space through their acts. ANT and Space Syntax theories
suggest that the actions and the decisions of actors and stakeholders affect the social and
urban structure.

Global and Local Forces. An assemblage is characterized by different capacities and
according to the interaction among its components or among other assemblages a different
assemblage is produced. The interactions between objects and of specific historical
processes lead to the production or transformation of an assemblage. In this sense, a space
consists of the reflection of its local components, shaped, and redefined by their
interactions. However, as social assemblages work across a variety of scales, an interaction
of the local with the global scale emerges. Public space as a ‘reflection of local identities’
shaped by community and group behaviours, patterns of everyday life and collective
memories but also global forces, will be explored.

Temporal dimension. All the above theories reveal that, both physical and social
components interact among them and thus an assemblage is the product of these
interactions. In this light, we can say that a space and most particularly a public space is in

an open ending process of production and transformation.

1.3 Empirical Studies

A non-systematic review of empirical studies, using diverse methodologies (tactics/tools) in an

attempt to explore the production, development and role of public spaces in residential

neighborhoods was carried out, in order to identify relevant research in this field through which to

assess the strengths and weaknesses of various analytical approaches. The review focuses on

research which provides findings that are relevant to the case study of Limassol, and as such can

support both the theoretical framework developed in this thesis and analytical choices which are
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contextually significant. The studies reported here are only a small proportion of those reviewed
and were selected on the basis that they provide: 1) relevant theoretical or analytical frameworks
for developing a relational approach to the understanding and analysis of everyday public spaces;
2) contextually comparative evidence against which to assess findings on Limassol’s public spaces
development because of similarity of the geographical, historical or cultural context. These studies
bring forth the difficulty and the inherent complexity in any attempt to map public spaces and
everyday practices in a comprehensive way.

As we have seen in the previous sections, public space is profoundly ambiguous, complex,
multiscalar and multidimensional and thus, there is a need for a layering of different and diverse
information, which includes spatial configuration, social factors and practices and the networks of
relevant agents/stakeholders. This chapter attempts to identify the application for a suitable
methodological approach that can address the complexity of public space in the scale of the
neighborhood, in the light of a relational approach and the themes identified in the previous
section. Particular attention is thus given to studies which attempt to 1) analyze public space
through the lens of one or more of the themes discussed in the previous section through combined
analytical approaches and 2) conceptualize public space as an arena of meaningful interactions
demonstrating a capability to link different and diverse elements (such as spatial, social, historical,
temporal) and relate them to each other in a meaningful way, so as to draw inferences as to the
nature of each element and how these interact between them. As discussed in the previous
section, what is needed in analysing as well as developing neighbourhood public spaces, is the
understanding of public space as a multidimensional and multi-agency process and a dynamic
process that can accommodate time and change.

Combined analytical approaches, addressing the spatial, social and temporal dimensions, in order
to take account of the physical, social and temporal context, in most cases bring together both
qualitative and quantitative viewpoints as they are described in the methodology. Groat and Wang
have often discussed about the ways in which quantitative and qualitative methodologies can be
mixed for optimal effectiveness (2013). They point out that “quantitative research depends on the
manipulation of phenomena that can be measured by numbers (hard science); whereas qualitative
research focuses on the understanding of settings and phenomena in a holistic and full — bodied way
(social and cultural issues) and usually depends on non — numerical evidence (soft science), whether
verbal (oral or written), experiential (film or notes about people in action) or artifactual (objects,
buildings or urban areas)” (ibid:69). On the one hand, quantitative methodologies give specific
numbers, searching for standardization, reproducibility, and measurability and on the other hand,
qualitative methodologies analyze behaviors, contexts and interrelations.

The authors’ main concern however, is the inherent limitations of traditional dichotomies that

divide research into these categories and they suggest that researchers need to overcome this
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dipole (ibid). The adoption of a dichotomy of quantitative and qualitative methodologies in this
thesis, may indeed not lead to a comprehensive understanding of the development of the public
environment and people’s everyday practices which are spontaneous and multiple and cannot be
analyzed with a single, specific quantitative or qualitative model. The understanding of public
space through a relational perspective, as a multidimensional and multi-agency and a dynamic
process that can accommodate time and change, highlights the need for a multidimensional
analysis in order to map the variety of diverse factors involved in the process of its production
and use.

This part focuses on the methodologies and the results of empirical studies that have explored
relations between the social, spatial and temporal structure of public spaces. It first explores
empirical studies (Aylesbury, Wellington, New York) which are used quantitative and qualitative
methodologies in order to investigate the actual use of space and users’ perception in relation to
physical configuration, spatial characteristics and users/stakeholders. Then, empirical cases that
explore actual uses and users’ perception in segregated public spaces while also, addressing the
temporal dimension (process) through action research and walks (Ostbergahdjden, Sodertilje,
Rome, Unley), are discussed.

The empirical studies explored reveal power relations among actors/stakeholders, that are in many
cases affected by local and global forces and everyday practices. In this regard, the paper also
explores methodologies aimed at observing, describing, understanding and assessing the
development of public life in public spaces, that are characterized by different power relations
(actors/agents) and social contexts: underused formal public spaces as well as informal public
spaces, in vacant lands of public and private property. More specifically, methodologies utilizing
research tools such as questionnaires, interviews, maps, collection of data and so forth, as well as
experimental methodologies (correlation of usual and innovative research tools), that search for
innovative tools of research for assessing the social factors which are continuously produced and
transformed in public spaces, are explored. As David Emanuel Andersson claims “Good ideas are
promising new combinations of old ideas...It is always about the discovery of better combinations”
(2012:187). The need for innovative tools or innovative combinations of the traditional tools that
will can address the hybridity of the social and the spatial factors of public spaces, emerges and lies
in the heart of this thesis.

Through the investigation of empirical case studies the thesis attempts to frame and set up a
methodological model that may provide a better understanding of the nature of everyday public
space in terms of its social (such as land uses, demographic data, networks of users/stakeholders,
actual use of space and everyday practices, users’ perception) and physical characteristics (such as
connectivity, visibility, accessibility, infrastructure/physical facilities), in a continuous process of

transformation.
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1.3.1 Empirical studies that use quantitative and qualitative methodologies to
investigate the actual use of space and the users’ perception in relation to its
physical configuration, its characteristics and its users/stakeholders and the

reasons influencing the segregation of particular public spaces

These studies focus on the examination of the spatial configuration of public space in relation with
its social organization and suggest that the cultural and social factors are not just
appearing/happening on the spatial structure but are prime contributors on a series of changes
made over time in the way that everyday life unfolds. In these cases, a variety of efforts are
identified which try to assess the modes of expression and integration of the cultural characteristics
of urban space through architectural methodologies and tools.

In this light, empirical studies of privately owned and publicly owned public spaces explore the
possibilities of combining traditional qualitative and quantitative methodologies, in an attempt to
map existing built and social environment of public spaces using statistical census data and official,
government documents, GIS tools, the space syntax methodologies and tools, participative and
non-participative observations on site, interviews, questionnaires, photo essays and street surveys.
The structure of the presentation of each empirical study initially addresses the analytical
methodologies (qualitative or quantitative or a combination of both) of the study, in relation to the
research question, and then outlines the theoretical framework and the results. Strengths and
limitations are then discussed in an attempt to inform the thesis’ analytical choices. In this way,
they are analyzed the tactics — tools that were used in other case studies to facilitate the
development of a multidisciplinary methodology that can bring together existing tools from the
spatial and social sciences ina new methodological framework, to enrich our understanding

of space-society relationship.

A case study of Aylesbury and its different public spaces — Traditional Qualitative
methodologies (participatory observation, interviews, street surveys)

This yearlong research project, adopts traditional qualitative methodologies: non-participant
observation, interviews and street surveys in order to explores the ways in which a public space is
approached by different people depending on its character; it focuses on the use of different public
spaces in the urban areas of Aylesbury, in southeast England. Aylesbury was selected as a case study
because of its number of public spaces and their different characters, ranging from central market
squares to canal towpaths and because of its apparent ‘ordinariness’; the aim was an in depth
study of one city and to explore issues that might relate to cities elsewhere (Holland, Clark, Katz, &

Peace, 2007). The authors suggest that the different types of public spaces in Aylesbury represent
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those commonly found in most towns.

More specifically, the behavior of different people in public spaces and the ways in which social
interactions vary by age, gender and place, are explored. A qualitative approach was used, including
discussions with a wide range of stakeholders in the city, street surveys with members of the public,
a range of observations and non-participant observations at nine sites (because of their large size,
these sites were subdivided for the purpose of the analysis into ‘micro-sites’). The non-participative,
semi-structured observation method developed was based on the characteristics, the locations and
the activities of social groups and individuals within the nine areas. The interviews aimed at
acquiring information about the nature of social interactions in the public spaces of the city.
Furthermore, streets surveys with locals were conducted inquiring about their activities in specific
public spaces and their opinions about them, in order to produce data indicative of attitudes within
each space. The researchers involved in the surveys participated in dedicated group sessions to
discuss their observations, interpretations and thoughts about their experiences in the sites.

The study assesses concerns about two prominent issues in current writing and thinking on public
space: the decline of public space as a result of privatization, regulation and surveillance, and the
role of public space in fostering interactions between the variety of social groups inhabiting
contemporary neighborhoods. In this regard the study investigates if the shopping centers have
replaced the high streets, that are the central public spaces in the city, if the town squares are the
centers of public life, which social groups use these spaces and how they approach them. According
to the authors, the actions, practices, behaviors and social interactions in these spaces are affected
by the ways in which the spaces are connected to the urban fabric, are formed and developed (ibid).
The study explores three different types of public spaces: residential neighborhoods, green open
spaces and town center public spaces, including playing fields, high streets, suburban shopping
centers and central shopping malls.

The results were then analyzed in the light of the themes of shared and contested spaces,
intergenerational relationships, safety and security, and management of public space. The sites
exhibited diverse characteristics and were used in different ways and by different social groups.
The green public spaces were rarely used; they were often used by marginalized groups, like street
drinkers. Constantly bustling with people are the spaces in the town center. In contrast, the
residential spaces were quieter but were characterized by low-levels of antisocial behavior. The
group that most often used the public space is the ‘working age’ group. The observations revealed
that however ‘public’ a place may the nature of interactions depend on the age, the status and the
gender, the accessibility of the site and the time of the day that it is used. Accordingly, the
investigation highlights that some groups are routinely privileged over others and a diversity of
users is encouraged by the way public spaces are managed and designed. According to the

researchers the conclusions are not just specific for the city of Aylesbury; the public spaces analyzed
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bear close similarities to other cities.

The study concludes highlighting the factors that potentially enhance the role of public spaces in
supporting social interactions: places that maintain a public presence, places that promote
tolerance and diversity and places that are part of everyday patterns of life. As the authors point
out, “while social interactions in public spaces can appear to be limited, they involve an underlying
orderliness by which people avoid conflict and sometimes feel a sense of community” (Holland et

al.:2007:64).

A case study of Wellington and its small urban public spaces — Traditional Quantitative
(GIS) and Qualitative methodologies (questionnaires, non-participatory observation,
time-lapse photography)

This study analyzes the natural design elements and how they may affect human behavior, in two
different cases. The first study utilizes GIS (Geographic Information System) to map stationary
user’s behavior from photographic records with additional data about age, gender, group size and
length of stay. The second study analyzes the influence of natural design elements on human
behavioral preferences within the framework of the theory of place. This part indicates that the
way people act in public space is shaped by an affective image and a cognitive focus (Ghavampour,
Vale, & Aguila, 2012).

More specifically, the methodology of behavior mapping (Ittelson, Rivlin & Proshansky, 1970) aims
to link human activity with physical settings (Bechtel & Zeisel, 1987). The use of film and time-lapse
photography help the researcher to understand if a behavior does or does not relate to a particular
physical context (Marcus & Francis, 1998). In addition, photographs were used as a tool for the
recording of information in maps and to present geographical data by the use of GIS (Golicnik,
2011). With GIS, the researcher had the ability to present how often a specific activity takes place
at a particular place and in what grade of intensity, and how activity patterns change accordingly
to the presence of others (Golicnik & Marusic, 2012). Accordingly, for the analysis of each public
space’s natural elements, the research combines the methods of photographs and GIS in order to
enable comparisons between them.

The purpose of the empirical study is the examination of the relation between natural design
elements and social activity under the term of “design context”. The main concern is the
understanding of how users identify “suitable design elements for chosen behavior in relation to
the explication of a process which remains uncrystallised in both place-making and the theory of
place from which place-making is derived” (Ghavampour, Vale, & Aguila, 2012:1), through the
observation of the activities and functions associated with design elements in the public space.
Natural design elements were identified in subspaces of four small urban public spaces in

Wellington.
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The four public spaces were divided in subspaces by form, function and access in order to record
the natural design elements in combination with other design elements. The vantage points for the
observation were identified in spots that enabled the visual contact in the whole area of the
subspaces and at the same time, were far enough from activities and users in order to not affect
the results (fig.1.14). Then the data was transferred to GIS and each space was represented in a
map for one-hour of observation, in order to enable the researcher to study order of occupancy
and preferred subspace in each hour. Furthermore, the number of users, age, gender, and length

of stay and occupancy were formed in maps.
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The results about each public space were then analyzed: the Glover Park, the Te Aro Park, the
Midland Park and the Civic Square. Comparison of similar subspaces across the four sites reveals
that the use of locations with natural design elements depends on its combination with other
amenities. In addition, the subspaces with natural design elements are busiest than other locations
in the parks. The results from the first study indicates that the natural elements of space are
associated with the social use of small urban public spaces, but this is dependent on the
combination of elements. The methodology of GIS mapping of photographic records provided a
tool for a comprehensive analysis and understanding of place (Ghavampour, Vale, & Aguila, 2012).
The second study used as a main research tool the questionnaire on stationary users; the study was
based on facet theory, in which the link between theoretically derived hypotheses and empirical
research is established through a mapping sentence (fig.1.15) (ibid:8). The results of this study
revealed that natural elements included in the design of features, surfaces, furnishings, were
associated to social activities in the small public spaces as well as to the mental image of these
spaces.

In short, the first study revealed that the natural elements related with behavior, while the second

study indicated that physical context and behavior relate through affective and cognitive processes.

54



The lower preference for artificial design elements works as an evidence for the role of the mental
image in the evaluation and interaction with the physical context. Human preferences seem to be
shaped from a combination of affective response and a cognitive focus (ibid). “According to Motloch
(2000), the mental image connecting physical setting and behavior is a sequence of affective

appraisal followed by cognitive evaluation defined by user’s anticipated needs” (ibid:12).
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This study concludes that there is “a distinction between the process of preference formation and
preferences that are manifestations of that process” (ibid:13). This distinction has implications for
place-making design and for the mapping of public space. The use of GIS, enabled a comprehensive
mapping of public space addressing the place theory (which describes interactions between setting,
mental image and behavior (ibid), as its combined activities and behaviors of the users associated
with the physical context. An improved the communication between planners and citizens that will

result in improved decision-making, may be facilitated by this methodological approach.

A case study of New York City and its privately and publicly owned public spaces —
Traditional Quantitative (arcGlS, classification method) and Qualitative (interviews)
methodologies

The quantity of public spaces in New York city is a result of the incentive zoning of 1961, which
aimed at the encouragement of the private sector to provide public space through bonusing
allowable building floor area. This study investigates factors influencing the use of public space in
New York City; more specifically, it examined the relationship between the design and management
of public space in the social context of the city. The project suggests that the design is not the only
element determining the quality of public space (Zhou, 2012). The idea is based in the theory of
Worpole and Knox who claimed that, “The success of a particular public space is not solely in the
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hands of the architect, urban designer or town planner; it relies also on people adopting, using and
managing the space — people make places, more than places make people” (2007:2). In this regard,
space providers and control management methods applied in the privately-owned public spaces,
affect and filter the users and the activities for commercial profit (Zhou, 2012).

The study is based on Kayden classification method and it explores whether public spaces’ design,
management and surrounding land uses’ condition have an effect on public space usage (2000).
According to Kayden, the classification of public use investigates the potential use of a public space
in order to understand how it actually functions or may function. The classification describes the
type of activities in public space, where users come from, and what are the design characteristics
that might influence or not the use of a place. Through interviews, the thesis investigates whether
there is a difference between user’s perceptions and actual uses of control methods in public spaces
(Zhou, 2012). For example, the amenities of a space encourage stationary activities and circulation,
while marginal places, without amenities, barely attract users (ibid).

The author has visited 90 privately owned public spaces and 22 publicly owned public spaces. With
the use of ArcGlIS, the percentage of residential and office use around public space was calculated
in order to search if residential and office use can affect the usage levels in public spaces.
Furthermore, the analysis had as a reference the observation index of Professor Németh and
Schmidt, who used it to calculate the degree to which usage is controlled in publicly accessible
spaces (2007). More specifically, this is a numeric score that evaluates each space’s publicness
based on four key principles: laws/rules, surveillance/policing, design/image, and
access/territoriality. Each key principle is subdivided in other categories and each category has a
score of zero, one or two, indicating the existence and intensity of features. Accordingly, the higher
the overall score, the higher level of publicness does the public space has (Zhou, 2012). The
researcher also included the level of activities, number of people, and potential usage of space as
suggested by existing amenities (ibid). In this way, the research project investigates the relationship
between actual usage levels of public space, their design characteristics and surrounding
environmental conditions. Also, interviews with the users of each site reveals if there is a difference
between users’ perceptions and actual publicness levels in such spaces.

The researcher concluded that public parks tend to exist in areas with higher residential use and
are categorized as neighborhood spaces (fig.1.16). In addition, they have been designed for specific
activities like sports and playgrounds but they also host other emerging/informal activities. In
contrast, the most privately-owned public spaces are located in commercial areas and are
categorized as hiatus spaces, in which the typical activities are smoking, making phone calls and
having a quick lunch bought from nearby vendors. Furthermore, the differences in design, program
and location of the privately owned and publicly owned public spaces influence the peak-use hours

of each site: privately owned public spaces are often occupied during lunch hours, while public
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parks are occupied during the afternoon when school ends. Following these remarks, a summary
of descriptive statistics on variables presenting condition in the neighboring area was developed,
in order to preliminarily observe their implication on space usage (fig.1.17). To map user actual
perception interviews were conducted with the users of public spaces. Almost all the interviewees
gave positive answers to the questions about the use and the character of the public spaces, despite

of the obvious quality differences among them.

Percentage of each use level of all spaces: Percentage of each use level of all privately owned
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Fig. 1.16 — Percentage of each use level of all s aces and of all privately-owned spaces
Source: (Zhou, 2012:2

Table 2.1a residential square footage ratio within 3 block radius

USE 0-0.1 0.1-0.2 0.2-0.3 0.3-04 | 0405 | 0506 | 0.6-0.7 | 0.7-0.8 | 0.8-09 | 0.9-1.0 Total
MARGINAL 5 4 5 2 1 0 0 0] 0 0 17|
CIRCULATION 14 7| 2 0 0| 0 0 0| 0 0 23
HIATUS 13 8| 4 0 2 0 0 0| 0 0 27
NEIGHBORHOOD 12 1 8| 3 2 1 1 1 2] 2 33
DESTINATION 2] 3 2 0 0 0 0 0| 0 0 7

Total 46 23 21 5 5 1 1 1 2 2 107
* residential square footage ratio = total residential usage footage / total floor area within 3 block radius

Fig. 1.17 — Example o;gfrsccg|pz%\]/gustggslticzzo)n locational variables
In conclusion, the results indicate a positive relationship between the number of amenities, area,
score of publicness, indoor space and ratio of residential floor area and the usage of public spaces.
The number of amenities and public spaces’ square footage increase the activities in the space and
that fact explains why most of the destination spaces are larger from others. The analysis also
reveals that as the number of transits stops in the area increases, the usage of public spaces
decreases. Another interesting point is that the privately-owned public spaces attract different
social groups from the public parks, and the first category is generally with lower usage than the
second one. The interviews showed how users actually perceived the space and thus, the research
is enhanced because of the combination of the interviews with the actual open/control methods.
All the results that emerged from the combination of the classification methodology of Kayden with

the interviews led to a better understanding of how the privately owned and the publicly owned

public spaces function and what are the differences between them.

A case study of Ostbergahdjden and its square — Traditional Quantitative (official state
documents and plans) and Qualitative (participatory observation, interviews)
methodologies

A small tucked-away square, which consists of a limited range of services during the day, while

during the night is an empty space that people tend to avoid is analyzed (Bibeva, 2012). The case
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study sets out to investigate the effect of modern architecture on public life in Ostbergahéjden and
on its square, situated in the southern part of Stockholm, where the physical isolation of the district
and the residents’ dissatisfaction with public space have led to a deteriorating public life (Bibeva,
2012), and discusses suggestions for the improvement of the area through quantitative and
qualitative research methodologies. The methodological approach included analysis of a wide
range of relevant secondary data, conducting fieldwork and interviewing citizens and professionals.
The methods of this empirical study have as a reference the thoughts of Gummesson (2003) and
Bell (2008). The former claims that non-verbal communication (body language and behavior) can
provide a lot of data with a more comprehensive way than the verbal one, while the latter argues
that interviews provide information about people’s behaviors although this does not necessarily
correspond to reality (ibid). Accordingly, observation is a useful tool for the understanding of the
real actions of people and thus, this particular study uses a field diary about the number of people
that visit a place at different times of the day and the purpose of their visit.

The case study explores the importance of public space for social integration, identity and everyday
life. The square in Ostbergahdjden was constructed during the postwar period according to the
plans of the city, in which all the suburbs had to consist of a square, called centrum, and consisting
of commercial and cultural uses. The modernist planning of the 20" century in Stockholm has led
to sprawl, segregation, functional separation and the suburban squares have lost their initial roles.
Thus, this particular square was transformed to an enclosed space, surrounded by buildings and
characterized as a semi-public place, which during the night gives the feeling of inaccessibility. As a
result, the periphery of the city includes isolated neighborhoods that struggle to provide public
spaces of proper quality, corresponding to the residents and outside visitors’ needs. Accordingly,
the question of this study is “So what are the square’s prospects today? Can they foster public life
in the context of a Swedish post-war suburb and if not, what measures can be taken for reviving
them?” (ibid:5).

Observations revealed that the square is an empty space during the evenings, except from the
gatherings of occasional groups of teenagers which were many times linked to vandalism. In
addition, the people who visit the kindergarten and the local grocery store pass through the square.
The main groups of users are elderly people who visit the place during lunchtime and afternoon
because the benches are lit by the sun, and teenagers during the evening that gather in the square’s
corners. The place is used more as a through space, in which people pass during their route, than
as a destination space in which they spend their free time.

During the observations, informant and respondent interviews were conducted. The questions
were structured under the terms of community, control and comfort in order to address the aim of
the research. The questionnaires revealed that the square is exclusively used by the locals; that

shows the lack of outside visitors and reveals a sense of segregation. In addition, only half of the
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interviewees answered that they met familiar faces in the place, mainly in the grocery store. They
mentioned that the lack of facilities in the place does not promote acquaintances in the square
(Bibeva, 2012). In relation to the issue of safety, the responses differed clearly between genders.
The women, and especially elderly women, avoid passing from the square during the evenings as
they feel unsafe because of the presence of gangs. The men interviewed, have concerns about the
problems of the square but they do sense a feeling of unsafety. The questions about the comfort
qualities of the place revealed terms such as ‘boring’, ‘dull’, ‘ugly’, ‘completely dead’ and
‘uneventful’. In relation to possible solutions for the improvement of the square, the locals
suggested the introduction of new facilities and services.

The second methodology used was in-depth informant interviews, which consisted of semi-
structured questions. The flexible character of the interviews gave the possibility to the
interviewees to express their own thoughts and ask questions, about the role of public space and
public life in post-war neighborhoods in terms of integration and connection. The third
methodology was based on official documents for Stockholm city with the intention to acquire an
overview of the city’s approach to public space and what issues are covered in planning documents
and policies. The data had presented Ostbergahdjden as a low-status and isolated area that lacks
service and good public transport and that needs to connect with the rest of the city in order to
benefit from its location. In addition, complementary informal online sources show that Ostberga
is a “messy, unsafe, physically isolated, socially excluded and neglected area that has nothing to
offer” (ibid:29).

Ostberga and its square is an example that demonstrates the decline of public spaces in suburban
areas. The above methodologies reveal a socio-spatial segregation of the area both internally (how
locals use the public space) and externally (disconnection with other neighborhoods and lack of
opportunities for other people to visit it). The main suggestion of the study was the integration of
the square in the city through new economic and social facilities as well as spatial interventions
(these included seasonal flowers, sitting arrangements in relation to climatic conditions, sufficient

street lights, pathways for the connection of the neighborhoods).

A case study of Sodertilje and its public spaces — Traditional Quantitative (space syntax,
statistical census data, official documents) and Qualitative (observations) methodologies
This study focuses on the city of Sodertilje, in Stockholm exploring issues of urban segregation in
relation to urban form. As the researcher claims, physical separation between people and activities
emerge from how cities are shaped and structured by built form (Legeby, 2010). In this sense, this
study has examined the issue of accessibility and how it is affected by the conditions of co-presence.
Sodertélje is considered an appropriate case study because the issue of social segregation and

exclusion has been a prioritized question in the city.
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A configurational, morphological approach was applied informed by a set of theories, methods, and
tools that are novel within the field of urban segregation (ibid) and attempt to link spatial structure
and urban form with social phenomena. The study is organized in three parts: integration analysis,
accessibility analysis, and observation analysis. The first part, uses the methods of space syntax,
exploring the spatial conditions of the city and its public spaces in relation to issues of segregation,
including identification of important linkages within and between neighborhoods. The accessibility
analysis examines the consequences of spatial preconditions including segregation in public space.
The last part, uses observations, to investigate co-presence and movement flows in public space.
The observation analysis was used in order to reveal any differences between the districts regarding
the character of public life and to compare whether it correspond to the results of the spatial model
analysis. For the configurational analysis a model of the spatial system of the city was structured,
that represents the accessible public spaces for pedestrians and bicyclists (axial map). Additionally,
the spatial system was linked with statistical data, about the population and the facilities, in order
to examine everyday life experience of people.

This analysis was based on two parameters: the spatial factor through its spatial configuration and
the content factor — where people, services, or other facilities are located. Thus, statistical census
data about the age, gender ethnic background, education level, levels of employment and
unemployment, and income level of the residents and data about the playgrounds, grocery shops,
bus stops and commuter train stations, were used. Furthermore, the municipality provided maps
about street network, buildings, properties, aerial photos etc. For the accessibility analysis, address

points have been noted for every building in Sédertélje (fig.1.18).

C -
( / s,
G ¢ X 1 f
AR
1 "J- i g
b ", W
8 _:.4 & N AA \ "5 2
. - - -
1 & 4 “ \ ', v
i - P ' At \ ¢ om
C "B W ~3
_ /o o C ¥l
~ - -s_‘_F LAt Y
o il v - \ a1
" oD B S \ A 4
'Ffu ) y | BLLD £ . -
P & 1= !
- el ) S >
oA rae garte e e s =
| oy St
) S CTD

Fig. 1.18 — NYKO-areas and address Fégidlrtcsei:n(Eggenbeyi:ggg%bgoﬂd of Hovsjo and axial map of Hovsjo.
For the investigation of what strategies were proposed regarding segregation by the municipality,
official municipal documents were examined. The Comprehensive Plan shows that while it
addresses counteracting segregation, the possibilities to do this through comprehensive planning
is limited and that segregation problems are related to areas with a certain type of dwellings. The

Integration Policy demonstrates how the municipality counteracts to segregation, how it proposes
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to provide equal living conditions, and to create an open and integrated society. Finally, Building
Policy aims to attract back, certain sections of the population that now leave the municipality.

The integration analysis that was used for the examination of the spatial segregation of Sodertalje
shows how accessible the public spaces are (or axial line) from other spaces (or axial lines), revealing
their potential as a destination point in local and global level (fig.1.19). The space syntax integration
analysis highlights the highly integrated paths that correlate to specific types of land use,
businesses, or activities that depend on high accessibility as well as high movement flows (ibid). In

this way, they illustrate that the urbanized parts of the city are spatially segregated.
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Fig. 1.19 — Global integration asr(;aulplcsés: {L’gggtlj(;s’z\évlitohlhci)%?er integration are highlighted
The global integration reveals significant spatial differences between neighborhoods, which
indicate that these districts and their residents are efficiently isolated from the rest of the city. The
result of the local integration analysis shows that most neighborhoods are characterized by a
natural spatial centrality and in such areas any kind of ‘main street’ or a ‘central square’ is not
usually identified. The analysis of the integration cores at different scales is then compared with
the location of the planned neighborhood centers in order to reveal whether spatial centrality
overlaps with the location of the planned neighborhood center. In addition, the movement in the
city was analyzed, which shows that many neighborhoods are not efficiently linked with the rest of
the city and the accessibility to the buildings. In general, the analysis in all the different levels shows
a well-integrated core in the central part of the city while suburbs in general have a distinct spatial
connection to this core and cross-connections are evidently weaker. Most areas were segregated;
both vulnerable and more affluent areas, are characterized by a strong segregation of public space
and by a spatial hierarchy that has an isolating effect for the area and its residents. This indicates

that the urban fabric and the overall network is characterized by a discontinuation that contributes
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to the fragmentation of the city (ibid).

Accessibility analysis was based on the spatial configuration in combination with information about
the population and certain amenities (fig.1.20). It is subdivided in the accessibility of people,
residents and working population, in the accessibility to certain amenities or common resources
and in the accessibility to people with a certain social profile. The results reveal that not only people
in the vulnerable areas are excluded from others but also the people in more affluent areas
excluded from the city as a whole. More specifically, the potential for a vibrant local public life in
the suburbs is very poor; the locals are isolated from their neighbors and are isolated from people

and amenities in the immediate surroundings.

Fig. 1.20 — Accessible working population and accessibility to locations of employment from every address
point
Source: (Legeby, 2010:139)

The study then goes on to examine the density of people that are present in public space and how
this varies among the neighborhoods. More precisely, it aims at measuring co-presence or co-
absence through observations on site, in ten neighborhoods. The observations have been summed
up for every street or place and they have identified the spaces with low and high flow values. The
results show that there is a substantial difference of pedestrian flows between the city center and
all the other neighborhoods. In addition, very high correlations were recorded for the accessible
working population and the accessible working and residential population when taken together
leading to the conclusion that for the development of post-war cities the accessible population is a
good indicator of the intensity of presence and use in public space (ibid).

The findings of this study reveal the ways in which physical space and spatial configuration relate
to the phenomenon of social segregation. Through the global and local integration analysis the
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project reveals that public space in most areas studied is segregated and this relates to the
characteristics of the built environment highlighting the inextricable relation between the social
and the spatial dimensions of public spaces. The methodologies and the results of the investigation
widen the possibility for future anti-segregation initiatives that need to include urban design
practice, which is absent from most strategies (ibid).

In line with Karimi’s argument, analytical methods have a major difficulty, “they do not easily
become an integral part of the urban design process; and even if they do, they cannot provide a
reliable evaluation system lead the design process by bringing together creativity and research into
one single framework” (2012:299). The empirical studies described so far used a combination of
qualitative and quantitative methodologies in order to understand the actual uses of public space
and users’ perception in relation to its spatial configuration, its physical characteristics and the
users/stakeholders. Both quantitative and qualitative methods have their own strengths and
weaknesses. Thus, the complexity of the social aspects of the research question of this thesis need
methods which reflect the facets of social reality and not a standardized image of it.

Quantitative research is often characterized as more realistic and objective than qualitative
research and thus, the researchers suggest the use of quantitative methods if there is a hypothesis
to test, using deductive reasoning (Saglam & Milanova, 2013). The main strength of quantitative
methods is that they are neutral and the reality is objective and singular (Groat & Wang, 2013). In
addition, the researcher is independent from what is being researched (ibid) and does not
influence/or is influenced by the object of study. Quantitative methodologies have however, often
been judged as too standardized and one-dimensional to facilitate an understanding of the complex
character of social reality (Saglam & Milanova, 2013).

Qualitative research aims at understanding the subject of study (Mayring, 2002) and is a process
aiming at the examination of a social or human phenomenon (Creswell, 1998). In addition, while
quantitative researchers study phenomena at a distance from the object of study, the qualitative
researchers are directly engaged in face-to-face interactions with it aiming at a thorough
understanding of human behavior, from different and fresh perspectives. As Groat and Wang point
out, the qualitative methodology is an inductive process: “a mutual simultaneous shaping of
factors” (2013:71). The open-ended, flexible and circular process of qualitative research enables a
dynamic view of the object in question whereas the linear, pre-structured quantitative research
leads to a static image of it (Saglam & Milanova, 2013). Qualitative methodology is characterized
by the ability to create knowledge about new phenomena and complex interrelations that have not
yet been researched thoroughly or at all (Seipel & Rieker, 2003).

In this regard, an integrated/combined methodology may have the potential to address the
increasing complexity of social reality in public space as discussed in the previous sections.

Furthermore, a combination of relatively new, experimental tools and traditional methodologies,
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may provide a better and broader understanding of the research question at hand. A number of
such experimental analytical tools such as the place-based experience, on site actions and
walkshops are explored in the next section. The multifaceted, multidimensional character of public
space and the unexpected issues and informal events that emerge in it, as a result of the fast
changes and transformations of the social, political and economic contexts of cities, demand the

use of new innovative combinations of traditional and more recent, experimental methodologies.

1.3.2 Empirical studies that investigate segregated public spaces through

participatory methodologies (action research)

A case study of Rome and its periphery — Experimental Qualitative methodologies
(walking - transurbance)

The main methodology adopted in this study is walking, proposing an alternative way to assess a
marginalized urban area. The study analyzed the Italy-based Stalker collective’s Giro di Roma (Walk
about Rome), a walk around the periphery of the city and the practice of transurbance, as a critical
mode of walking. The group, based on the history of walking, proposes transurbance in order to
map the spatial and social conditions of a contemporary city. The walk was a gesture of grassroots
social activists who intended to promote a debate about the peripheries of cities in general and
Rome in particular. They were walking in the outskirt for five days in order to criticize the dominant
image of Rome that is historically stratified, compact and monocultural, and unveiled a new Rome
of an open countryside, with abandoned industrial structures, squatter settlements and improvised
agriculture, and multilane highways intersecting Roman aqueducts (Wiley, 2010). The ‘Stalker’, as
the group was named by the journalists, marked out the route with flour and mapped the area with
cartographic tools (video cameras, diaries). This initiative questioned how maps have to be
presented and used, in order to reveal and conceal, to produce and to colonize urban spaces. Two
aspects of the use of maps was thus discussed: mapping as a verb, which is an embodied practice
that constructs a district, and map as a noun that represents that area (ibid). In this regard, Stalker
used “transurbance” in order to highlight the invisibility of the periphery and unveil the low-density,
leftover spaces in and around the contemporary city, named “actual territories”. According to
Careri, transurbance becomes “evocative mode of expression and a useful instrument of knowledge
of the ongoing transformations on the metropolitan territory” (2002:178). The study used four
aspects of mapping to examine the potential of the walking method to interpret contemporary
urban environments: walking, narrative, orientation and nomad.

Their initiative was based in different theories about walking including the flaneur of Baudelaire
(1863). In a similar way, Stalker uses walking as a tool of registering the emergent conditions of the

city; however, while the flaneur was walking in the city’s densest spaces, Stalker was attracted by
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semi-urban areas with the aim to observe and investigate the actual, many times hidden physical
and social conditions of the city. Another term that was used by the group was the ‘derive’ which
was developed by Guy Debord, a mode of walking without destination in the ‘unconscious zones of
the city’ with the meaning of escapement (1956). Stalker embraced these mapping practices and
tried to reveal urban conditions of Rome that have been unrecognized: the derive maps ‘moods’ of
urban spaces and the transurbance maps the dynamic socio-spatial conditions of actual territories.
The spatial practices of walking and mapping of territories have a narrative dimension, which is the
second term that this study used. According to de Certeau, a story is activated by contradictory
relationships between the familiar and the alien and in a similar way, the area might be actuated
by the contradictory conditions of becoming and abandonment (1984). The third term that the
study refers to is orientation, which is associated with the double meaning of the map (producing
and representing a territory). Finally, the group refers to nomadism in that the participants of the
Giro di Roma are visitors and not local residents but a colonial encounter.

The four aspects of mapping (walking, narrative, orientation, nomad) where used by this study to
consider how mapping shaped people perspectives and actions in an urban environment. This
mapping starts through walking in the territory and then through narrative, it recounts the place
through embodied experience and participation in the multiple stories that precede them and can

potentially reveal unrecognized public spaces.

A case study of Unley and a public park — Experimental Qualitative methodologies
(walkshop)

This empirical study was also based on the methodology of walking; in this case, the lecturer of an
undergraduate unit organized a park design walkshop for second-year students. The research site
was the urban park near the college’s campus that is situated adjacent to Orphanage Park in
Millswood, South Australia.

The project was inspired by the participatory walk technique of Lawrence Halprin, an American
landscape architect and urban designer, who used the term ‘city walk’ on his public planning
process. The firm of Halprin was often commissioned by the government to engage with a variety
of stakeholders and social groups for urban projects, like the master planning of city parks (Hirsch,
2005). Through instructions, named ‘musical score’ by Halprin, people navigated through the city
and were directed to specific locations in a community space, in which they carried out a sequence
of specific activities. Each walking included many stops where the participants had to sketch what
they saw and note their immediate and instinctive feelings about the space and how it should be
used.

The aim of the project was the re-experience of the park by its users (students) based on their

sensory responses from walking and activating the park. The common activities promote common
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experience — a shared language of experience (Halprin, Hester & Mullen, 1999). The public space
walk approach provided the ability to people to experience and enter into a dialogue with the
space; the direct lived experience helped them to understand how a lived space is and how it may
need to change. According to the researcher, the traditional methodologies of questionnaires and
survey-based activities may have limitations for the gathering of important information and a
meaningful participatory, creative process. The method of experiential walk of Halprin is an
alternative meaningful way of participation of people in co-designing public spaces (ibid). In this
regard, the city walk methodology enable the development of a common ground of experience in
which both researchers and people can participate through an experimental way in the

understanding and potentially the co-creation of their urban environments.

Summary. The participatory methodologies explored above involve the creation of critical
consciousness, giving participants the skills needed to become “self-sufficient learners” (Stoecker,
1997). Researchers have the ability to learn about a community with the use of an approach that is
“flexible and highly responsive to individual difference, situational changes and emerging
information” (Duraiappah, Roddy, & Parry, 2005:12). Local agents/stakeholders may transfer their
experiences, their everyday knowledge and their issues on the researcher opening up new
perspectives and insights about their community. Through these approaches, the outsiders and the
insiders (scientists, practitioners, users, etc.) are collaborating in a creative way with the common
aim of meaningful, needed, social changes in their everyday life. These features of the participatory
approach (possibility, significance, usefulness) find response in the characteristics of the bottom up
initiatives, which involve, as we have discussed in the beginning of the chapter, unexpected
activities and a spectrum of ongoing social issues. The flexibility of this methodology can effectively
address the flexibility and spontaneous character of such activities. Furthermore, the
methodologies used in the cases of Rome and Unley, address the issue of time-process through
collective walks and events. These empirical studies overcome the static understanding of public
space and embrace a temporal understanding of it, as a process.

In contrast to the traditional methodologies, in the participatory approaches the researcher directly
engages with the object of study and collaborates with the relevant users/stakeholders.
Furthermore, relationships among these stakeholders are examined within their social context and
the researcher investigates the issues of the project in the context at it is and with the people and
the aspects that it is directly affecting. Another difference between the traditional methods and
participatory approach is that “researchers generate the ideas for projects, define the methods, and
interpret the outcomes, the approaches of participatory research empower community populations
to shape the research agenda” (Jason, Keys, Suarez-Balcazar, Taylor & Davis, 2003). In general, this

kind of methodology gives a new perspective in the study about the way people deal with the
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existential challenges of everyday life. It is “a more holistic approach to problem-solving, rather than
a single method for collecting and analyzing data and thus open possibilities for different research
tools” (Duraiappah, Roddy, & Parry, 2005:18). Everyday users influence the analysis and potentially
the development and the design of public space. According to Al-Sayed, Turner and Hanna,
“Research that goes along the lines of computational modelling in architecture and urban design
has often suffered from the insufficiency of an experimental approach towards modelling urban
dynamics. The constructs and sequences that constitute the proposed generative and simulation
models were by large based on a hypothetical process that derives from assumptions rather than
profound scientific grounds” (2012:8070:2). The participatory methodologies engage with the
actual users of the site and thus, provide answers to the main issues of the community beyond the
computational analysis, mapping and results.

The previous sections bring forth the difficulty and the inherent complexity in any attempt to map
everyday life in the public spaces of the cities in a comprehensive way and by one theory or
discipline alone. A theoretical framework is needed which embraces the possibility that both the

social and the physical are interrelated, at a number of different scales.

Implications on methodological choices. Through the literature review of the theoretical
approaches and empirical studies, certain processes have been discussed, which seem to be
synthesising mechanisms of a variety of socio-economic and cultural factors, which, through the
interaction with the material elements of public spaces, become articulated into specific spatial
structures. This thesis therefore sets out to explore the common ground of social, cultural factors
and material elements as equally valuable components involved in synthesising mechanisms. The
multiplicity of components and the multifaceted aspects of public space discussed in the previous
sections indicate that a) the thesis’ research question needs to be broad enough to allow for
different scales and a variety of components to be considered in the analysis, so as to enable the
identification of synthesising mechanisms, b) taking an exploratory approach which can include
both quantitative and qualitative tools is better suited to address the complexity of public space.
In line with the above, four characteristics are considered essential in the choice of an analytical
approach in this thesis; first, it has to be a spatial one because the methodologies have to deal
directly with the particular issue(s) at hand; second, it has to be able to link directly space with
people and users; third, it has to be capable to deal with different scales and last, it should be able
to investigate a system as a whole and in its parts (also see Karimi, 2012).

In this light, a combined, integrated approach is needed to address the increasing complexity of
contemporary everyday public spaces. The limitations and the constraints of each methodology
explored in the previous section point to a need for an integrated approach, in a novel way in order

to unveil and address the relational nature of public space; where the rational and the normal will
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meet the unexpected and the spontaneous in a continuous process of transformation.

The methodological framework and specific tools used in the analysis to address the
aforementioned issues, are presented and described in the next section. Addressing the above
issues, this thesis tends to assess the production/transformation of public space, through a
multivariate innovate model. The model which presenting in the next chapter developed based the
above empirical studies and suggested the combination of traditional and experimental
methodologies, in order to analysed public space through the prism of time and space in a holistic
approach, taking into consideration the scale of the city in terms of its historical background —social
process, the scale of the neighborhood and finally to the scale of the urban public space, both
socially and spatially. This methodological model, combining analytical approaches, will address the
spatial, social and temporal dimensions, of each scale apart and its totality, in the relational

perspective, that they can better understand in relation to each other.
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Chapter 2. Methodological Framework

2.1 A case study strategy

The thesis proposes a case study strategy to address the research questions presented in the
previous chapter. The choice of a single case study was considered suitable in the light of the
inherent complexity of the nature of public space as revealed through the literature review. Given
the multiplicity of factors involved, focusing on a single case study will offer greater opportunity to
explore the different and diverse factors involved in the mechanisms of production, use, growth
and transformations of public spaces, allowing the combination of a number of quantitative and
qualitative methods as well as the use of multiple sources of evidence, as required by the
theoretical framework. Such a strategy has the potential to uncover multiple, multiscalar, complex
and overlapping factors and therefore provide the capacity to explain any contextual causal links.
Furthermore, it is envisaged that the methodology set out here, although designed for a specific

context, it can be transferable to other cities and public spaces.

Selection and nature of the case study. Limassol is a particularly suitable case study for this
thesis because it has experienced a range of intense social, economic and political conditions that
had implications on its social and spatial form. Various conquerors and continuous movements of
population through time, had a great influence on the social context of its urban structure and most
particularly in the development of its public spaces and public life, as the extensive literature review
and analysis of the city in the following chapter reveals.

Limassol, the second biggest city in Cyprus, is a maritime, commercial, touristic and industrial city,
located on the southern coast of Cyprus, with the largest port on the island, one of the largest in
the eastern Mediterranean. It is a city with a diverse population of 100,952 in the area within the
municipal boundaries and a population of 235,330 (as of 2011) in the metropolitan area. A diversity
of foreign residents, (top five minorities are Romanian (3.6%), Bulgarian (2.3%), British (3.3%),
Greek (3.1%) and Russian (2.3%)) inhabits Limassol’s neighborhoods today.

A diachronic analysis of Limassol was undertaken in the next chapter in an attempt to build up a
description of Limassol’s public spaces development through time, while also providing a means of
representing the variety of actors and agents, as well as analytically linking the physical, social and
other aspects related to these developments. The review includes five key periods according to
important social and economic changes, deciphered from a number of historical records and
secondary sources. The first period (1878 — 1907) starts with the end of the Ottoman rule and the
appearance of the British troops. During these years, the city thrived and became the second largest
city of Cyprus. The second period (1908 — 1933) starts with the election of the new mayor of

Limassol, continued during the years of the World War | (1914 — 1918), and the global financial crisis
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(1929 —1933), and its end up in the decade of 30s; close to the start of World War Il and the end of
the economic crisis. The next period (1934 — 1960) is characterized by an economic crisis and ends
with the declaration of the Republic of Cyprus. The years from 1960 to 1974 describe a period of
independence for the island and ends with the Turkish invasion in Cyprus that forced the Cypriots
from the north part of the island to move to the south. The period from 1960 to 1990, refers to the
rapid expansion of Limassol as large numbers of refugees moved to the city and ends with the
configuration of a new regulation by the Department of Planning about public spaces, which states
that in any land development with a number of squares meters equivalent to 10 plots, the 10%
should be a green space or public square. The diachronic analysis ends with the present years (1991
—2017) in which the city has undergone major redevelopments of both its waterfront areas and its
historical core.

The initial observations of Limassol’s development during these periods, reveal that the public life
of the citizens has been organized in different ways through time, each time in relation to the
respective social context; public spaces in the city developed or were gradually transformed in
relation to the actors/stakeholders involved and key economic, social and/or other
transformations. Periods of decline or improvement of public spaces are observed, in parallel with
changes of both uses and users of these spaces. For example, changes in policies, urban regulations
and land uses fueled transformations of public spaces in the historic core as well as the
development of public spaces in the newly developed peripheral residential areas, as a result of a
new urban regulation in 1999 (stating that in any land development with a number of squares
meters equivalent to 10 plots, the 10% should be a green space or public square).

Preliminary observations of Limassol’s development and its current characteristics based on the
available cartography, historical records and literature give us some further details to gain an
overview of the contemporary city and also point to some links with the theories discussed in the
literature review. The analysis of the city’s public spaces growth through time in the following
chapter, reveals interesting links between the theories discussed in Chapter 1 and the public spaces
processes of production and development. For example, while interpreting the socio-spatial
changes in the city, it is clear that factors at different scales (not just physical, but also
organisational) play a role. It was mainly international political affairs that caused population shifts
and the spatial restructuring of the city (the territorialisation process of the whole city) even in
localised areas (a fairly micro-level adjustment) as it was also revealed in an analysis of Nicosia
(Charalambous & Geddes, 2015). At the same time, the revival of the city centre due to the re-
location of the Cyprus University of Technology Campus there, and the subsequent increase in its
rent values triggered a deterritorialisation process, as suggested by the assemblage theory, which
has influenced the increasing diversity of the contemporary city centre. So, although the

contemporary center is constantly bustling with people (especially young people), its peripheral
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neighborhoods are characterized by a lack of vitality and lively public spaces.
Such links between the theories discussed and Limassol’s public space development are, at this
stage, empirical inferences based on initial observations and preliminary analysis. However, they

are important in informing appropriate analytical choices in the following section.

Selection of the analytical tools. The basic choices were informed by the inferences made on
what analytical elements are required in the context of assemblage theory, ANT and Space Syntax
theory, as seen in Figure 2.1. All three approaches view the connections between components as
the key to emergence of the social, therefore, a basic requirement is the analysis of the links within
and between the physical sphere and the social sphere. The theoretical conceptualization of the
city and its public spaces as social assemblages that are dynamic and exist at different scales, can
inform the methods selected for analysis.

The basic methodological choices suitable to address the thesis’ main research question, to identify
that is, the synthesizing mechanisms which shape public spaces in the neighborhoods of the city of
Limassol, need to be able to facilitate:

a) the study of three different scales, that of the whole city, of its parts/neighborhoods and of its
public spaces.

b) the understanding and analysis of public spaces as consisting of both physical and human
elements with a number of factors involved in each group of elements, and

c¢) the inclusion of the temporal aspect (at different time spans — historically but also throughout a
day, a week, a season), which facilitates the understanding of public space as a process.

More specifically, in relation to the above, the proposition that social assemblages exist at different
scales and hence each scale is a legitimate object of study supports the choice of analysing the case
study at different scales, each time utilising a suitable analytical tool. As discussed in Chapter 1, the
relationship between the parts and the whole is what is extremely important as it is what
constitutes the ontological nature of social assemblages as whole entities. Therefore, different
elements of the city, such as its public spaces must be studied individually and the ways these relate
to the whole must be assessed. In this thesis this will be done through two separate analyses: As a
first step, space syntax methodology is used to carry out the spatial analysis of the city through time
as demonstrated in the next chapter and will be further explained in this section. By its very nature,
this method accounts for how each spatial element in the city is related to all other elements, either
at the city-wide scale or at various radii. Based on these initial observations also informed by the
social data on the city (demographic data, interviews, questionnaires, mapping of relevant actors)
three illustrative case studies of neighborhoods will be presented. Utilizing the qualitative,
experimental tool of “walking” as discussed in Chapter 1, the researcher then decides on smaller

scale public spaces to be studied within the three neighborhoods. These will again be assessed in
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terms of how they compare to and are embedded within the rest of the city through the use of
configurational tools.

The relevance of space syntax methodology as a potential analytical tool of relational theories will
be further explored in this thesis; this methodology addresses the relationality of space and its
association to social phenomena and thus has great potential for making relational theories
analytically specific in the context of urban studies (Charalambous & Geddes, 2015a). For example,
De Landa states that the material aspects of the city which must be taken into account for analysis
include the physical spaces which enable human interaction, including public spaces and private
enterprises, as well as the streets that supply the connectivity among them (2006). A key
component playing a material role in cities is the connectivity between locales, which enables the
movement of people as well as other material entities and has an impact on the social activities
performed in a given locale (DelLanda, 2006). Space syntax offers a variety of measures which
describe different properties of space; such measures are based on how locales are connected
together, as well as how they are positioned in relation to each other (Geddes, 2017).

Finally, according to assemblage theory, congregation and segregation are the main processes that
define the homogeneity and diversity of public spaces; the grouping of similar populations, the
mixing of diverse populations or the appropriation of space by certain groups in the exclusion of
others. ANT suggests that the formation of groups relies on many factors and that the stabilisation
of a city’s identity normally occurs through habitual human practices and routine activities. Actual
uses of public spaces, everyday practices as well as mapping of users’ activities and routines, need
to be analysed.

Consequently, findings delivered through addressing the following objectives as discussed above,
will facilitate the understanding of the thesis’ main research question:

e Spatial dimension of public space. The physical characteristics of the public spaces under
study (topography, infrastructure, lighting, furniture, trees and so force) as well as the
spatial configuration (part-whole relation- the ways that is, in which public spaces are
embedded within the local and global scale of the city - connectivity, accessibility, visibility).

e Temporal dimension of Public space — as a Process. The uses of public spaces through time
(at different time spans — historically but also throughout a day, a week, a season).

e Public spaces as ‘grounds of investigation of place making practices’ — everyday practices-
and activities. Actual everyday uses of the public spaces under study and the users’
perceptions.

e Public space as a reflection/result of power relations between actors/stakeholders.
identification and mapping of the networks of actors/ stakeholders involved in the
production, use, development and management/governance of the public spaces under

study (both visible and invisible actors).
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e Public Spaces as a reflection of the tension between global and local socio-spatial
realities. Main changes in political, demographic, economic and cultural aspects of the city
of Limassol through the years, both contextual as well as global, and implications on the
production, use, development and transformations of the public spaces selected for study

in Limassol.

The methodology proposed has a twofold aim: on one hand, it attempts to describe how the public
spaces of the city have been produced, grown and changed and how it is currently used, through a
social account. This description aims at addressing the complexity of public spaces, at providing a
means of representing the variety of actors and agents, while also at analytically linking the social
and physical elements. It is based on social sciences methods, drawing information from primary
and secondary sources through historical and archival research, available social data, and
ethnographic tools (interviews, questionnaires, observations). On the other hand, the whole city as
well as three illustrative case studies of neighborhoods and then public spaces within these
neighborhoods, will be spatially analysed. The spatial analysis will focus on the development of the
street network and built form (both city-wide and at neighborhood scale), in terms of connectivity,
accessibility and visibility as well as on the mapping of physical characteristics and infrastructure.
The specific analytical tools proposed to analyse each aspect and explore the relations between
them, are discussed in more detail below, focusing on both the tangible (seen) and intangible (not
seen) factors. To sum up, the objectives of this thesis are embedded within this methodological
framework which aims at:
STEP 1: The evolution of the public spaces of the city of Limassol in terms of social and spatial factors
are explored through time at a city-wide scale.
1. Developing a description of the historical development of Limassol in terms of both spatial
and social characteristics, with a focus on public spaces.
2. Developing a spatial analysis of the street network of the city of Limassol, its neighborhoods
and public spaces, at various historically important points in time between 1883 and today.
3. Carrying out a number of conversations with relevant stakeholders in order to gain insight
into decision making mechanisms and policies at play in the development of the city and
its public spaces.
STEP 2: The city-wide study facilitates the selection of the three smaller scale illustrative case
studies (neighborhoods) which present different social and spatial characteristics in order to help us
to understand the mechanisms, involved in the production of public life in different urban
environments.
4. Developing an in-depth description of the historical development of the neighborhoods

selected in terms of both spatial and social characteristics.
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5. Developing a spatial analysis of the neighborhoods selected
STEP 3: The neighborhood scale study facilitates the selection of the public spaces to be studied,
selected to reflect the multiplicity of socio-economic and physical features of contemporary public
spaces in Limassol. Utilizing the qualitative, experimental tool of “walking” as discussed in Chapter
1, the researcher then decides on smaller scale public spaces to be studied within the three
neighborhoods.

6. Presenting an in-depth description and analysis of the public spaces within each

neighborhood in order to trace the connections between various events, actors, physical

elements and spatial configuration playing a role in the development and use of these spaces.

7. Carrying out observations and mapping of everyday practices and activities as well as

conducting questionnaires with the main actors using the public spaces studied.
More specifically, the analytical tools proposed to analyse each aspect and explore the relations
between them are as follows:
Spatial dimension — spatial configuration — physical characteristics. The spatial dimension is
analyzed through three perspectives: the axial map (connectivity, accessibility), mapping of land
uses and recording of the physical characteristics of space (lighting, shading, furniture etc.). The
infrastructure and the physical facilities of the spaces will be recorded by observation through
photography.
Spatial configuration. The first analysis will be carried out through a configurational, space syntax
approach. The axial map of the neighborhoods will be studied in terms of connectivity and
accessibility. The urban form of the space and its relation with the city (part — whole) will be
analyzed with space syntax analytical tools (quantitative methodology). The description of the tools
is described in Appendix 1. For the analysis of the connectivity of the place, the space syntax
methodology was selected as it has the ability to analyze the city at different scales and to assess
the relationship between different parts of the city and the whole. By its very nature, this method
accounts for how each spatial element in the city is related to all other elements, either at the city-
wide scale or at various radii. In addition, has the ability to analyses the city at different scales, to
assess the relationship between different parts of the city and the whole and to measure
connectivity between different parts of the city, which are all fundamental within the framework
of assemblage theory, which claims that cities emerge from the interaction between their
component part and that diverse scales should be analysed. Hence, space syntax tries to investigate
the relation of specific parts of the city (between the core city and the periphery) with the whole
urban structure, as connectivity is a main factor to the variety of ways in which social activities are
performed in a given locale. Furthermore, this tool was selected because it allows for comparison
of systems of different size and is thus a reliable hard measure for comparing a city diachronically.

In this regard, the methodology of space syntaxis used as a tool for mapping connectivity, the global
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integration and the local integration of the space with the city. The connectivity measures can give
an image of how accessible and intelligible the city is and the global integration values can give an
indication of how the city functions as a whole and how different areas are accessible on a global
scale (Charalambous & Anaxagorou, 2015). This represents how cars, as well as pedestrians who
are visitors to the city are likely to navigate the system. In a similar way, the local integration, can
show how accessible specific areas are at the local scale, thus representing how pedestrians, in
particular residents and those who have knowledge of the city, make use of the new developments
and the public spaces (ibid). In this light, space syntax methodology has the ability to reveal the
relation of a particular public space with the whole city and its connection with the neighborhood,
which will provide an image of how accessible it is.

All the axial maps of the city of Limassol (urban scale) have provided by llaria Geddes da Filicaia, as
they have already constructed for the Ph.D. thesis with the title “Limassol as a social assemblage: a
diachronic analysis of its urban form” (2017). These maps were then layered with the public spaces
of each historical period based the historical maps and a number of historical travellers’ diaries
from which the information regarding Limassol was collated by Severis (2006). The axial maps,
which zoom in the three neighborhoods, were constructed with the collaboration of the author and
Ilaria Geddes da Filicaia.

The next factor, visibility potential is equally important in the analysis of the accessibility of a public
space (visual connectivity). An axial map also relates to the visibility potential of a space since by
definition an axial line represents a sight line. However, addressing the researcher’s concern to also
capture the three-dimensional features of the public spaces studied, photography is also used as
an analytical tool, because of its ability to record all points that are visible from a particular vantage
point in space. This tool is used in the analysis in order to reveal the permeability of each place in
connection with its surroundings. In this sense, the accessibility of the place based on boundaries,
entrances, fences and so on is recorded.

Land Uses. Another main aspect that will be mapped are the land uses of each area. By surveying
the area’s land use and by generating a land use map we can understand the main activities and
facilities in the area and its potential users. If a neighborhood is mainly a residential area then its
users are mainly the neighbors/locals, while if an area consists of residential and retail facilities then
maybe is attract also people from other areas. More importantly, land use patterns and their
transformation may reflect the underlying spatial and social processes, thus providing essential
information for understanding how the area was developed and under which circumstances. The
recording of the land uses is accomplished through both walking in the area and relevant land use
maps at different important periods, provided by the Town Planning authorities.

Physical characteristics. Observation, particularly non-participant observation, will be used as a

tool for collecting data about the main attributes-characteristics of the place. Observation through
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photography reveals different aspects of the same place, evokes a sense of place, either generically
or specifically, with the neighborhood and establishes geographic location. In this light, the visual
methods are understood “not simply as a mode of recording data or illustrating text, but as a
medium through which new knowledge and critiques may be created” (Pink, 2007:13).

This tool plays an integral part in the representation of space. In this regard, visual representation
has the capacity to provide the sense of space through the lens of the observer and address specific
issues of the place. According to Canter, the direct field observation provides researchers with
direct experience and understanding of the space (1976). He further established that the
relationship between people and spaces has an influence on the evaluation and exploration of the
physical aspects within the space (ibid). Thus, there is a need to take general pictures of the spaces
under study as well as zooming in details. Zooming out is essential for a general perception about
space. When you are far out, you can map the whole area and have a general idea and sense about
what is happening in the space. Most particularly, in this way you have a picture about the general
context of space. However, the researcher may miss out some subtleties and nuances and overlook
important issues. The different zoom buttons on digital devices give the possibility to examine the
space from many viewpoints. The multiple perspectives may can help the observer to get a
complete picture about a space. Zooming in and getting a closer look at details may reveal other
social aspects about the space. For example, a graffiti on the wall may reveal new information about
the space, an initiative taken from a particular social group.

In the sense, this survey simply involves walking around the study area recording, in as much detail
as possible, all the elements that are part of the infrastructure. The physical walk around the urban
space is another critical tool that allows the senses to observe and experience the public space in a
different perspective through physical presence and movement; walking is a practice that allows
the researcher to gain a new apprehension of urban environment. “The physical walk allows the
mental walk, stimulating thought and making possible the contact of the body, as an element of
measure, with the space” (Ochoa, 2009:2). In this regard, walking is a cognitive but also a design
tool because it permits the reading of the space while making visible aspects that may not be
readable with naked eyes. The process of strolling turns the action into an aesthetic tool capable of
describing and modifying the urban structure. Walking in combination with ordered series of
observations through photography of the spaces’ physical and artificial factors reveal implications
on the use of space, which is of equal concern in this thesis.

Social Data - Demographic data.

The historical context within which Limassol developed, in terms of the local situation within the
island, was investigated through a literature review of primary and secondary sources. Primary
sources which describe the city were essentially found in two forms: a small number of historical

tourist guides produced between the beginning of the 20th century and 1974, and a number of
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historical travelers’ diaries from which the information regarding Limassol was collated by Severis
(2006). In addition, the newspaper archives of the Cyprus Press and Information Office (PIO) was
another primary source. At present this archive provides a searchable database of 38 Greek and
English language newspapers dating from 1880 to 2006. However, this database is far from
complete as only includes around 20% of the full collection. Some other records regarding the city,
such as police reports and newspaper articles were also found in other secondary sources. Also, the
PIO’s resource was used for provide information to research information about the illustrative case
studies, and to gain further details about Limassol’s development timeline.

Information which could not be found in written sources and further detail about the reasons
behind each development was discussed in conversations with selected expert stakeholders -
further details about these are given in Appendix 3.

From the primary and secondary sources were used for the historical and social analysis only the
extracts that specifically described the urban form of Limassol in terms of shape, maintenance,
public spaces, the location of different uses or monuments and the extracts that refer where
different population groups either resided or performed public activities — in particular the areas
where the Greek, Turkish and British populations resided or congregated, and how different social
phenomena, political and economic changes related to the development of public spaces and public
life. Historical books were also analysed to draw further information about the nature of the city
and its population and of the public life such as: My own Limassol book — H 81k} pou Agpecdg
(Alexaki, 2009), Limassol in another age — H Agpueocdg o’ alouc katpoug (Pivlakis, 1977) and so
forth.

This information was complemented by data on population growth and proportion of different
faiths or ethnicities in the various municipalities now comprised within the urban area of Limassol
(Census of 1891, 1901, 1911, 1921, 1931, 1946, 1960, 2001, 2011). The categories recorded in the
censuses from 1891 to 1960 and then in 2001 and 2011 change and are thus more or less
comparable. Employment status, age and educational level were recorded in 2001 and 2011. With
regards to faith, ethnicity or citizenship the categories recorded were as following:

¢ 1891, 1901, 1911 and 1921: Muslim and non-Muslim

® 1931: Muslim and Christian

¢ 1946: Greek Orthodox, Turkish Muslim and Other Religions

¢ 1960: Greeks, Maronites, Armenians, Turks, British, Gypsies, Other

e 2001: Cypriot, EU, Non-EU

e 2011: Cypriot, EU, Non-EU

The 2011 census also reports divisions by postcode for the above factors, which allows for a much
more detail analysis of the differentiation between different areas of the city. Such data are used

for a more accurate analysis of the relationship between physical characteristics of the area of
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residence and socio-economic make-up of the resident population. According to these data, they
developed maps in terms of Proportion of non-Cypriot residents by postcode in 2011,
Concentration of social classes in 2011, and of Concentration of social classes in 2011 in the Ph.D.
thesis of Geddes (2017). These maps were redesigned by the author in order to added further data
about the public spaces of the city, based cartographic data for Limassol that provided by the
Historical Archive of Limassol, the Cyprus Department of Land and Surveys, and llaria Geddes, who
collected more maps for his own research about Limassol, by the U.K. National Archives, the British
Library, the U.S. Library of Congress and other primary sources such as historical guidebooks and
cartographers. These data were then layered into maps that were digitised from paper into high-
quality raster format by the author in order to present the development of public spaces and their
surrounded land uses in different social periods.

The social structure of each area is mapped in order to facilitate interpretation and understanding
of the different urban processes, social groups and their impact on the form and use of public
spaces; this will facilitate the study of how social transformations and social structures relate to
respective spatial patterns. The physical and social factors will be linked in a meaningful way in
order to draw inferences about the changes of the city and how they affected its development in
association with its public spaces as well the ways in which historical formations of urban
configuration influence the present life of the city and its urban vitality. Historical information of
social data of the city will be drawn from primary and secondary sources (Census, and the
municipality archive).

Global and Local Tendencies (socio-spatial evolution of the city and its public spaces
under study). Public space is understood as a ‘reflection of local identities’ shaped by community
and group behaviours, patterns of everyday life and collective memories. The local citizens, their
culture and customs and social behaviour affect the local identity of a neighborhood and its public
spaces. In addition, the global facts and incidents (economic crisis, globalization etc.) can affect the
social situations of an area as we have seen in the first chapter. These will be studied in association
with the intangible factors of public space (actors/stakeholders and everyday practices). The
methodologies of these factors can address inferences about global and local tendencies.

A historical analysis of the socio-spatial structure of the city of Limassol and its public spaces will be
conducted. A combination of spatial (space syntax axial analysis and land use mapping) and social
data (census, historical archive information, primary and secondary sources) will map main changes
in political, demographic, economic and cultural aspects of the city of Limassol through the years,
both contextual as well as global, and implications on the production, use, development and
transformations of the public spaces studied.

Temporal dimension of Public space — as a Process. The uses of public spaces through time

(at different time spans — historically but also throughout a day, a week, a season). An in-depth
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description of the historical development of the neighborhoods selected will be conducted based
on historical records and archival information (primary and secondary sources) as well as
demographic and cartographic data. Shorter- term mapping of public spaces to capture the
dimension of time will be accomplished in parallel with the recording of the actual uses and
activities in the public spaces under study.

Actors/Stakeholders (decision making bodies, policy makers, local authorities, actual
users). Mapping of network of actors involved in the production use and development of public
spaces. In depth interviews and study of relevant newspapers and websites are conducted in order
to study the roles of local authorities’ actors/policy makers and decision-making bodies in charge
of granting planning permissions, regulating land use distribution and enforcing planning
regulations in an attempt to highlight the reasoning and forces behind certain planning
developments. Observations (snapshots) and questionnaires are conducted in order to map the
actual users and uses of public spaces.

Interviews. According to Sidney and Beatrice Webb, in-depth interviews are “conversations with
a purpose” (1932:130) and in this sense, the interviews structure in this thesis are informed by the
theoretical framework. The main aim of the interviews is to retrieve information about the
mechanisms of production and development of the public spaces in the three areas under analysis
and of the actors involved in these processes. In order to have a flexible and interactive interview,
physical encounter was essential and thus interviews were conducted face-to-face and not over the
telephone. All the interviews took place in the informants’ working environment in order to provide
a comfortable atmosphere and undisturbed conversations. They mainly asked open questions,
which were structured before the interviews and both probes and prompts questions. The probes
guestions were based on the answers of the interviewee and they used to retrieve details about
particular aspects while the prompts questions were asked based the answers to the questionnaires
to collate a variety of different viewpoints.

The conversations, firstly, aimed at identifying the actors involved in the drafting of plans of the
public spaces and assessment of specific planning developments. In addition, the interviews aimed
at clarifying the policies behind the design, development and maintenance of the public spaces.
Secondly, the conversations tried to identify whether the citizens are involved in the maintenance
of the public spaces and how or if the citizens are involved in any acts of vandalism and where.
The table in Appendix 3.2 lists information on the actors interviewed. Five in-depth conversations
were conducted with actors related to the planning and design of the public spaces in the form of
semi-structured interviews based on a set of questions that was prepared before the interviews. In
each interview the same questions (prompts questions) were asked (Appendix 3.1), further probes
and additional questions were asked during the conversations according to the answers of the

interviewee and the answers of the questionnaires in each area, when the researcher considered it
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to be relevant. The questions were sometimes asked in slightly different ways depending on the
expertise of the interviewee. The interview questions were therefore adapted, added or removed
for each interview according the expertise of the interviewees, who were left free to address in
more detail whichever topic thy felt they could address in depth and not necessarily address others
they did not feel confident discussing.

All interviews were held in Greek and recorded, yielding a total of just over 1 hour of material (the
length of each is reported in Table A3.1), as it was the native language of the interviewees and the
researcher. The transcripts of the conversations can be found in appendix 3.

Everyday Practices (Users’ Perception - Actual Use of Space)

Users’ Perception. Users’ perception of the public space allows the researcher to understand the
behaviours and the perceptions of the individuals about their environment. An urban environment
may have a variety of meanings related to the ways space is perceived by individuals (city residents,
neighbors, visitors etc.). Each person assigns different meanings and has different feelings about a
public space from other users. In addition, a main aim here is to trace bottom up initiatives from
the residents. Most particular, to understand if any events initiated by the local community took
place in the public spaces. Thus, a ‘mapping of citizens initiatives’ is conducted in order to
understand any bottom-up initiatives in relation to public space production and how citizen
everyday practices develop in the different social contexts of the city.

The analytical tool used is the questionnaire. This method was selected because of its ability to
involve the users of the space and allow them to get in touch with the researcher and express their
feelings and their thoughts about their environment. A semi-structured questionnaire facilitates
collecting information from people about facts, activities, opinions, expectations and aspiration,
membership of various groups, behaviours, attitudes and perceptions; it can also be used to explore
a variety of aspects of the interactions of individuals with the public space and its surroundings.
This method has many advantages like increased speed of data collection, relatively cheap, and
higher levels of objectivity. However, it also has disadvantages including problems with incomplete
questionnaires, selection of random answer choices by respondents without properly reading the
guestion and so forth.

Nevertheless, questionnaires help the researcher to have a better understanding of the context of
public space, the perceptions of individuals, how things are organized and prioritized, how people
interrelate, and how they appropriate and use the public space.

A questionnaire survey to the users of the public spaces was carried out, firstly in order to obtain
the profile of the users, secondly to reveal the actual use of space and the user’s perception and
finally to understand the ways in which they are involved in use and development of public space.
A pilot survey was carried out first, in order to identify any potential misunderstandings by the

respondents. Regarding this, some questions were reframed, some deleted and some added. The
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guestionnaire combined structure questions and semi-structured, to lead the answers to specific
conclusions and at the same time to give the possibility to the respondents to tell their opinion and
to add any further information about the sites. The survey sample was ninety-three participants
who were selected at random by the researcher (from groups of users/neighbors/workers/retailers
whose houses or offices surrounded the public spaces). All the questionnaires were filled out on
site (Appendix 2).

Actual Use of Space. The actual use of the public spaces under study is further recorded through
ethnographic observations (snapshots) aiming at capturing both movement and activities/events
(scheduled and un-scheduled). This type of observation gives the ability to the researcher to
understand how the built environment affects activities through recording types of activities that
are taking place by people within the public space (Rasouli, 2013). In this way, the observational
method reveals where and how people occupy and use the public environment and investigate the
potential relationships between activities and physical context that creates an image about what
elements make a space to be public or underused and identifies how people activate (or not) in it.
Most notably, this process enables researchers to learn about who interacts with whom, grasp how
participants communicate and interrelate among them and for how long, and how things are
organized and prioritized. This tool is used to give the researcher an initial idea about the places
and help decisions on the design of the second method used, snapshots.

Snapshots. Analytical tool that records the movement and the interaction of people. Validity is
stronger with the use of additional tactics used with observation such as the snapshot tool, which
is a space syntax technique that applied to record the stationary or moving activity and patterns of
use in space (Grajewski & Vaughan, 2001). This method can be used for recording the use pattern
within a place, both stationary and moving activities. The process of the methodology is based on
having large-scale plans of the space and then are recorded all the activities and movements of the
place or the parts of it. The observer takes a mental snapshot of the activity precisely at the moment
at which the place was observed. Some specific categories, which map during the snapshot are
sitting, standing, walking and talking. Thus, the researcher can record types and locations of
activities taking place within the space. In addition, the researcher can add further categories
according to his research questions. The main advantage of this method is that has the ability to
record stationary people and vehicles and its main disadvantage is its inability to cope with high
flows of many different categories simultaneously (ibid). In such occasions, it is difficult to achieve
100% accuracy. Although, in a high use area it may be enough to record a movement (snapshot) for
a crucial time period. Usually conducted over 3-5 minutes each space. In order to address the above
methodology, there is a need for large-scale (1:50 minimum) plans of the area under observation.
Thus, it is preferable to make a preliminary tour in the area to be observed, to draw the location of

furniture and so forth. Spaces, which cannot be observed as a whole, due to size, will be divided up
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into smaller parts, into separate convex spaces. In addition, a route should be devised that covers
all of the spaces to be observed.

Observations were conducted in the autumn — winter of 2017, for approximately three months,
from the beginning of October until the end of December, as the climatic conditions during this
period characterized the average weather condition in the city of Limassol. The observations were
conducted for one weekday and Sunday for each public space each month: in the morning, in lunch
time and in the afternoon/night. This schedule was set up in order to give us the possibility to
understand how a public space was used during different hours, days and seasons. Observations
were carried out by two trained observers usually working for one hour each session at each site.
The author conducted all the sessions with more than 100 hours of observations across the ten
public spaces; at the same time, questionnaires were conducted from the second researcher®.
Observations are recorded on plans of the public spaces drawn in detail by the researcher in digital
forms during initial visits on site. The results of the snapshots (mean) are then digitally drawn on
the plans; the main users of the public spaces were grouped and represented on the plans. In
addition, the main activities taking place in the public spaces (identified during the pilot study) were
recorded on plan.

Research Limitations. The qualitative research performed for this thesis aimed at accessing a
variety of sources to collect a broad range of material, diversity of views and assortment of
evidence. Nevertheless, we have to acknowledge the most important limitations of this research.
It is important to note that the time of the year when the empirical investigation was carried out is
of big important for the results, as climatic conditions matter greatly for the rate of occupation of
neighborhood’s open public spaces. Concerning that this research has been conducted during
autumn and in the beginning of the winter (October, November, December), the weather some
days was not favorable for outdoor activities and thus the pedestrian presence was lower than
other days. This fact needs to be taken into consideration as the public space might look differently
during summer. Nevertheless, we believe that most of the days when the research was conducted,
were characterized by warm and sunny weather and thus represent a representative picture of
what the public spaces looks like the most days of the year.

Concerning the ethnic differentiations identified through observations/snapshots, we acknowledge
the fact that there might be fault judgments of ethnic origin in some cases but generally, it was
possible to distinguish ethnicity. Nevertheless, we faced a problem to differentiate between
different groups, in some of the public spaces during the evening hours as these spaces are not
lighted properly. Most particularly, all the public spaces of the Germasogeia area are very dark and

thus most people in these spaces use flashlights to move around in the evening.

8 During the pilot study and snapshots visits the researchers did not collect enough questionnaires and thus, there was a
need for more visits on the sites.
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Another big challenge of this research was the fact that the pedestrian presence in most public

spaces was really low, with the exceptions of the public space in Arnaout (Garrilis linear park) and

the public space in Germasogeia (Dasoudi), which are two of the most vibrant public spaces in

Limassol. In this regard, it proved difficult to collect a good number of questionnaires, especially in

the public spaces with a limited number of users.

An additional problem encountered during the collection of the questionnaires was the language

barrier. Non-Greek and non-English speaking users had a difficulty to respond to questionnaires.

This problem was mainly observed in the public spaces of Germasogeia, where most residents are

Russians.

A detailed representation of the methodology and the specific analytical tools proposed to analyse

and explore the thesis’s objectives, are presented in the following diagram (fig. 2.1):
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Chapter 3: Case Study — Limassol — Analysis of the City

3.1 Historical Background and Data

The city of Limassol has a history of more than four millennia. Archaeological excavations (graves
dating back to 2.000B.C.) reveal that the actual city was used to be a small settlement which failed
to develop and flourish. The city was probably built in 1191, when the residents of Amathus, after
its destruction by Richard the Lionheart, were transferred to Limassol. In the next years, under the
rule of Guy De Luisignan, the city experienced a remarkable flourishing period for three centuries
(1192 - 1489) with financial and cultural development. Due to its strategic location, at the
crossroads of the three continents combined with the remarkable reserves of copper and lumber,
the city following the fate of the entire island, has known hitherto a series of conquests.

In 1489, the Cypriot Queen Catherine Cornaro, sold the country to the city of Venice, which
remained under Venetian domination until 1570, when the Ottomans occupied the island. The
Venetians were only interested in collecting heavy taxes and exploiting the resources of the island.
Historians and visitors describe the city as a ‘ghost city’ with about 600 residents. Despite its poor
condition, there was a remarkable commercial and harbor activity. In 1570, the Ottomans occupied
the city, where they remained for more than 300 years. The travelers characterized the city as an
oriental settlement with mosques, forts, churches, a jetty and a water tower. It was a very small
city, described as “a miserable town consisting of 150 mud houses of which 100 are Greek and 50
Turks” (Turner, 1820:568) (fig.3.1). The street of Agkyras was the main commercial street during
this period (Severis, 2006). The population at that time was around 2000 to 3000 inhabitants. In
general, under the Ottoman rule (1489 — 1878), the city experienced a general decline, especially

after a terrible earthquake.

°

=

Fig. 3.1 — Admiralty chart of Limassol, 1849, drawn by Lieut. Lord John T. Browne (survey by Capt T. Graves.
Admiralty Chart 2074. 3.5 sea miles to one inch, London, National Archives).
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Year Traveler / Narrative

Resident

1553 John Locke “The city is ruined and there is no reason to refer to anything
in it, except that it only exists in the middle of a fortress that
is now dilapidated and the walls are partially thrown down.”
(Pivlakis, 1977:38)

1587 Zuallarto “The city is without walls and you can only observe ruins and
a few one-storey houses because of fear of earthquakes.”
(Pivlakis, 1977:41)

Giovanni

Table 3.1 - Narrast(i)\(Jerng:bKSttth;e city of Limassol
From this historical point of Limassol, the next pages will be examining the evolution of the city
through the lens of its social and economic background from 1878 until today, for the
understanding of the social life of its inhabitants and of how these incidents have affected its urban
configuration and its public spaces in the present days. The present form of the city is an
amalgamation of its past and its present social, economic and cultural spheres. The diachronic
analysis provides valuable evidence about the historical formations of urban structure, which
probably bring to the foreground the actual influences about the social life of the modern residents
of Limassol and how they are utilize the public spaces of the city, especially in the scale of their
neighborhoods. In general, the evolution of public spaces in the city of Limassol in terms of social

and spatial factors, are explored through time at a city-wide scale.

British Rule — First Period (1878 — 1907)

Towards the end of the Ottoman rule, Limassol has been developed to a city of proto-
industrialization. British troops appeared in the area, accelerating the economy of the city. The
social and historical changes led to the development of catering establishments and retail facilities
in the city, stocking a greater array of imported goods (Katziaounis, 1996). The first period (1878 —
1907) starts with the end of the Ottoman rule and the presence of British troops. During those
years, the city thrived and became the second largest city of Cyprus.

The first governor of the city, Colonel Warren, showed a great interest about the development of
Limassol and its quality of life. Therefore, many urban infrastructures developed as the paving of
former footpaths, connecting the city to the surrounding villages, the planting of a large number of
trees, the construction of docks at the port and the removing of the animals from the city center.
In 1880, lanterns for the lighting were installed in the main areas, while in 1912 they were replaced
by electricity. During the first years of the British occupation a post office, a telegraph office and a
hospital were built. In addition, the public and cultural life of the citizens started to improve with
the construction of schools, theaters, clubs, art galleries, music halls, sport facilities etc. At the end
of the 19" century, the first hotels were built in the city, namely ‘Europe’ and ‘Amathus’. In the
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same years, new professions were available, young people begin to educate and the presence of
industrialization contributed to increase workforce. The main jobs of the inhabitants were related
to the wine production and the construction of ceramics, as well as trading and tourism. Under
those conditions, the rate of population birth was raised to 70%, while the urban middle class
expands, and thus the number of inhabitants from 6.131 in 1881 jumped to 43.593 in 1960, from
which 37.478 were Greek-Cypriots and 6.115 Turkish-Cypriots. The boundaries of the city in that
period were starting from the coastline until the route along Navarinou/Gladstonos, comprising the
historical Turkish quarter to the west of the river and the public gardens of the east of the core of

the city (fig.3.2).

v}

AN

Fig. 3.2 — Map of Limassol, 1883
Source: Lord H. H Kitchener, 1983.

The Turkish Cypriots were living in five neighborhoods during the whole period of the British rule
(1878-1960): Djami Jedit area, Arnaoud area, Koseoglu area (Kkesogloudia), Chiftliker area
(Tsiflikoudia) and Ayandon area (Agios Antonis) (fig.3.3). Ethnic and social divisions of the groups
were revealed from the spatial arrangement of the city. The Turkish inhabitants were living in the
western part of the city, beyond the bed of Garyllis, in a poor area developing alongside the port
and the castle, while the Cypriots were living on the east site of the river, in a wealthier area settling
around the church of Katholiki. Most notably, a small number of Turkish Cypriots were living in a
Cypriot neighborhood, the Kkesogloudkia, today is Heroes Square and some were farmers in
Tsiflikoudia planting fruits and vegetables. The fact of the social division is getting clearer from the
integration analysis maps that shows the western part of the city as the most segregated in global

and local scale (fig. 3.4). Maybe this is related that the Turkish area is connected with the rest of
86



the city only at one point, through the only existing bridge over the river.
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Fig. 3.3 — Ethnicity Limassol (Greek-Cypriots / Turks-Cypriots), 1883 (left) and Proportion of non — Greek
ypriots residents, 1891 (right)
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Fig. 3.4 — Global Integration Analysis, 1883 (left) and Local Integration Analysis, 1883 (right)
Source: Geddes, 2017

The relationship between the two ethnic groups was peaceful. Kounapias square was a common
area where the middle class of residents was gathering (Kolotas, 2014) and was surrounded by
traditional coffee shops and the market. In addition, the upper class, merchants, teachers and
intellectuals were gathering in the square of Merikon, near the quay and the government offices
(ibid) (fig.3.5). The most Turkish-Cypriots were gathering around their religious places — mosques
and Agkiras street was the main commercial Turkish district, among the mosques in the area
(fig.3.6). In general, the Greek Cypriots were gathering around churches while the Turkish Cypriots
were concentrated among the neighborhoods with mosques. The two ethnic groups were
coexisting in the most times peacefully but without any great mix as is observe of their residential
locations, in the east and western site of the river. The spatial arrangement revealed a division
between these ethnic groups. Only in some areas, some of the Turkish people integrated in the
social and economic life of the Cypriots, in Kounapias and Merikoi squares. Although, these spaces
were the only public spaces of the city was not spatially well-integrated city’s primary network,

locally and globally as is revealed from space syntax diagrams (fig.3.4).
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Fig. 3.5 — Market / Street with Arches - Tukihbazaar

Source: http://limassolinhistory.blogspot.com.cy/2013/06/blog-post.html

Fig. 3.6 —
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Public Spaces and near uses in Limassol, 1883-1907
Source: Author

Year

Traveler /

Resident

Narrative

1832

Jane Franklin

“..In Limassol, Greeks live in the lower (mainly easterly)
neighborhood and Turks in the upper (mainly westerly)
neighborhood. In the upper neighborhood there is a beautiful
mosque with a tall minaret by a river (dry at this season), and an
ancient Venetian bridge with two pointed arches. The tributary is
bordered with gardens and its banks decorated with oleanders...”
(Severis, 2006, pp. 86—87)

1870

Newspaper:
‘Alithia’
‘Lemesos of
1870, How it was
then and how is
today’, May
1935

“In 1870, Lemesos, was a small city with 4.500 inhabitants who lived
in small houses mostly made of mud and who were walking, most of
the time, in the paths of endless fields... Social mobility was little and
monotonous...The residents would buy food from shops because
there was no municipal market. Vegetables, fruits etc. were sold
either in the streets or in shops” (‘Alithia’ in Pivlakis, 1977:94)

1871

Newspaper: ‘Alithia’
‘Persons and
incidents in 1871 in
Limassol’,
September, 1937

“Lemesos, like all of the cities in Cyprus during this period, has no
attractions or entertainment venues such as theaters.” (‘Alithia’ in
Pivlakis, 1977:111)

1878

Von Franz Loher

“The inner city has a European appearance. It is indeed, mostly
modern...Lemesos today consists of 6.000 inhabitants, with one
third of them, the poorest ones, being Turkish.” (Pivlakis, 1977:64)

1878

K. A.

“Lemesos during the occupation has a relatively good appearance-
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Constantinides | the streets were wide and clean enough; the houses were built with
furniture better than any other city in the island.” (Pivlakis, 1977:70)

1879 | Sir Samuel Baker | “Recently had an arrangement for a public market with a shed made
of galvanized ribbed sheet.” (Pivlakis, 1977:76)

1879 | Sir Samuel Baker | “The various open spaces in the city, instead of being full of garbage,
a common habit to the east, were planted with young trees ...”
(Pivlakis, 1977:76)

1890 Georgios S. “During the Ottoman occupation, Lemesos was very dirty city- since
Fragkoudes the British rule the inhabitants had decided to turn it into the most
beautiful city in Cyprus. Most of the streets were covered by slates
with plenty of water... many beautiful buildings, markets, clubs and
cafés were built and there were nice walks in and out of the city. At
the dock there is a little square and a beautiful government office...
Lemesos has 6.000 inhabitants, from which about a quarter is
Turkish, living in the same meager neighborhood close to the city’s
edge. Englishmen and foreigners are few...” (Pivlakis, 1977:79)

1890 Georgios S. “The facilitation of the loading and unloading of goods, and of the
Fragkoudes embarkation and disembarkation of passengers, was constructed
under the British government as a wide and solid iron quay of 273m
length and 6.4m width ... This beautiful quay consists of the most
beautiful boardwalk for the inhabitants.” (Pivlakis, 1977:76)

1878 - | Kostas A. Pivlakis | “In the market - Kounapias — were also Turks butchers and grocers.”
(Pivilakis, 1977:211)

1912
1878 - Titos Kolotas “The ‘street with arches’ called as the ‘Turkish Bazaar’ during the
1960 Turkish occupation, was opposite the old harbor and led to Mosque

Tzetit. There, was the famous restaurant of Ali Nouri known as
Ajjali.” (Kolotas, 2013)

Table 3.2 — Narratives about the city OfSL(i)rSracSeS:OAlgtuP{(i)r;g British rule First Period (1878 — 1907)
The above evidence and narratives (table 3.2) indicating that the city under the Ottoman rule was
not developed socially and economically. The Turkish occupation did not provide proper potentials
for the city to thrive or expand instead it was kept in a social dark. Under these circumstances, there
is observed no social life. In contrast, during the first years of the British rule, many public buildings
and infrastructures were developed (fig.3.6). The new conditions of the urban structure promoted
a different lifestyle for the inhabitants of Limassol, who started to enjoy the qualities of the new
city. As the travelers refer, many open spaces were planted, an agora (market) was built, the streets
were paved and gave the possibilities for long promenades and a quay, with a small square, was
constructed that was provided a path for social strolling. The possibilities provided to the city by

the British administration, have turned its image dramatically.

British Rule — Second Period (1908 — 1933)

The second period (1908 — 1933) starts with the election of the new mayor of Limassol, continued
during the years of the World War 1 (1914 — 1918), and the global financial crisis (1929 — 1933), and
its end up in the decade of 30s; close to the start of World War Il and the end of the economic crisis.
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During those years, the city continued to flourish under the British rule but under the shadow of
the war, the economy of city has been dropped. In addition, Cyprus was part of the British Empire
from 1914 as a military occupation (1914 — 1925) and a crown colony from 1925 to 1960.

The election of Sozos (one of the main mayors of the city - 1908 — 1912) led to the improvement of
the urban structure of the city. During four years, the city acquired a Public Garden. The streets of
the city improved and a new quay constructed near ‘Aktaion’ (popular restaurant of the city). In
addition, the city expanded significantly towards the north, near Gladstonos street, the east and
west, as a result of the increasing population. The first census of 1881 recorded 6006 residents, the
census of 1891 counted 7388, of 1901 counted 8298 (6361 Cypriots and 1937 Turks), and the census
of 1911 recorded 10302 inhabitants.

The following years of the World War | and the global financial crisis, influenced the social and
political life of the city. The exports almost stopped, the imports decreased, and the prices of
products increased. During the nights, the streets were obscuring and particularly the waterfront
area. The economy of Cyprus was unstable with many fluctuations, especially between the years
1914 to 1930.

In 1920s and 1930s, the main commercial districts of the city were Agkyras (Turkish bazaar) and
Agiou Andreou. The Turkish Cypriots and the Greek Cypriots were still living in different parts of the
city, according to Glady Peto’s description of 1927 (Severis, 2006). Nevertheless, both ethnic groups
were continuing to visit Kounapias and Merikoi squares (fig.3.7). In the street of Anexartisias,
today’s one of the main commercial streets of the city, the local hospital, the electric power station,
and two schools are recorded on the map of 1933, along the northern stretch, while four hotels are
recorded along the southern stretch. In 1918, was built the A’ Municipal Market (agora), the point
from which started the social life of the city (Pitsilides, 1991:6). These public spaces were lying in
the historic core of the city which was consisted a mix zone of uses (residential, public, commercial

and religious services) (fig.3.8).
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Fig. 3.7 — Proportion of non - Greek Cypriots residents — 1931
Source: Author
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In addition, many festivals and celebrations were carried out in the town, such as the carnival which
has started taking place in the streets of the city (before the celebrations were in the city’s noble
houses), the ‘Anthestiria’ festival (Flower festival) and the Kataklysmos festival (fig.3.9). During the
years of the cold war, while the population of the city has been increased rapidly, the inner
immigration started to present more intensively. At the same time, except from the intensification
of the trade, the economic and port activity, the industrialization makes its appearance and in the
western region of the city started to build many factories. However, the first conflicts among the
two main ethnic groups of Limassol were noted (Greek-Cypriots and Turkish-Cypriots). During
Kataklismos festival, in 1912, Turkish-Cypriots, attacked to the Greek-Cypriots in a Greek café, in

Tsamouda area. After that, the relations among the two ethnic groups became typical and cold

almost for one year.
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Fig. 3.9 — Public
Source: https://www.facebook.com

Year Traveler / Narrative
Resident
1910 Eugenia Zografou | “Lemesos... Has nice walks, a public Garden and a nursery.”
‘Greek Review’ | (Pivlakis, 1977:188)
magazine

1908 - 1912 | Kostas A. Pivlakis | “The Public Garden planted with trees systematically,
decorated with statues of gods, tables and a flower field,
rapidly turns into the best garden in Cyprus and the
surrounding countries. The garden is for silence and fresh air
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in the mornings, women with their children’s carts, and
couples and romantic walkers in the evening, but during the
summer the iodine of the sea on the quay is preferred. On
Sunday afternoons the citizens gather to hear and applaud
the Philharmonic orchestra under the direction of Alexander
Kalligeris playing on the garden’s deck.” (Pivlakis, 1977:187)

1908 - 1912 | Kostas A. Pivlakis | “On Labor Day the Flower Festival is organized with a choir, a
parade of flower floats, and ends up with flower-war.”
(Pivilakis, 1977:187)

1913 ‘Near East’ “Limassol with its Public Garden and the planted pines, the
new theater and lighting is by far the more progressive city of
Cyprus. It is the main port for exporting wines and carob.”
(‘Near East’ in Pivlakis, 1977:187)

1916 - 1918 | Kostas A. Pivlakis | “Within fifteen years the municipality’s boundaries expanded
to the bridge of Saint Georgios to the east and to the riverbed
of Garilis to the west. At the same time community projects
were completed, such as the construction of a large reservoir
and filter for the city’s water supply, a workhouse was
founded (1916), a municipal market was built (opened on 14
April 1918)... widening roads... tree planting..” (Pivlakis,
1977:227/228)

1920 - 1930 | Kostas A. Pivlakis | “The dancing enthusiasm peaked the days of carnival, which
lasted two weeks.” (Pivlakis, 1977:248)

1878 - 1960 | Panos Fasouliotis | “The first years after the British rule, masqueraded children,
‘Paratiritis’ were parading for two consecutive Sundays on specific
newspaper streets around the city. In the evenings, groups of youth and
elderly were masqueraded and continued the long-standing
custom to visit relatives and friends.” (Paratiritis, 1961)

1878 - 1938 | Margarita Kritioti | “The elementary improvements in communications, fiscal
policy (the tribute was abolished in 1927) and the health
measures had considerable effect on the population trends
on the island.” (Kritioti, 1988)

Table 3.3 — Narratives about the city of Limassol during British rule Second Period (1908 — 1933)
Source: Author
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Source: Geddes, 2017
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Nevertheless, the Turkish Cypriot quarter is still disconnected from the historic core but, relates to
the first ring road. During that period, the Turkish neighborhood became more integrated, mainly
due to the construction of a bridge to the further north (fig.3.10). The other public spaces
(Kounapias square, market square, Heroes square, Public Garden) are not well integrated globally,
but are well integrated locally.

In conclusion, the above evidence and narratives (table 3.3), reveal that the population continued
to increase and at the same time, the social life continued to flourish under the years of the war
and of the global financial crisis. The economic factor affected but did not stop the development of
the city and the construction of many public buildings. The construction of the public garden (1908),
the new quay (1908 — 1912), the municipal market (1918), the sport ground, the taverns in the
seafront, the commercial streets and the celebration of Anthestirion and of carnival show that the
public life of the city started to unfold and give to its inhabitant’s new potentials for social life and

public gatherings.

British Rule — Third Period (1934 — 1960)

The first years of the third period are difficult for the city as a result of the economic crisis and the
government taxes. The early stage of that period (1934 — 1960) is stigmatized by the economic crisis
and the end by the declaration of the Republic of Cyprus. It was a period full of tensions, rebellions,
poverty, unemployment, imprisonment and exiles of leaders (October 1931 — October 1940). The
island has suffered by the financial recession and those years are known as some the most difficult
years in history. The dictatorship of the government of Parmel (this regime became known as
‘Palmerokratia’), named after the Governor, in combination with unbearable taxation and the
economic crisis of the city, as a consequence of the global financial crisis, led to horrible social
conditions and the revolution of ‘Octobriana’, as was named because of the month of the riot,
October. They were taking place many protests against the regime but the suppressive measures
were not lifted until the beginning of the World War Il, during which many Cypriots joined the
British armed forces.

Nevertheless, some main parts of the city started to renovate and integrated into the urban fabric.
A specific case is the neighborhood of Kesogloudia, which is inhabited by many Turkish-Cypriots.
During the years of the British Rule, the area became available for the Cypriots, as well. In the
thirties, the Town Hall had been demolished together with several mud houses in the district, and
formed the first main square of the city. In the same years, the first buildings with stones were built
and surrounded the square with café, restaurants, bakeries, hamams, discotheques and the theater
of Rialto. In this regard, the square (the only square of the city) became the center of cultural and
artistic activities. In the next years, the square took the name of Heroes Square. During those years

many theaters were built like Giordamli in 1931, Rialto in 1933, Ellas and Pallas (Patixio) in 1949,
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Rekal, Ariel and Othellos, and many open theaters. Furthermore, the A’ Municipal Market in 1947
has been improved, expanded and formed in such a way to host dance events. Also, it was initiated
the building of another market, the B’ Municipal Market, in Kounapias square. Simultaneously, the

city gained many public buildings where the public life gets closer to the new cultural and economic

realities (fig.3.11).

o o
1953 - Coastline ‘A Municipal Market
S ey

Source: http:F/i \}va\}\}vl.siyps%tr)z!\if)esr%iatifgcj%}Zﬁgﬁgﬁggagfggg%:l 19184229
Then, the public life of citizens was spread in the Heroes square, the quays and in Gladstonos Street
(fig.3.12). The residents were getting in touch with different types of public life in longer areas.
Those paths turned to places for promenade, especially during the weekend. Although, the public
spaces are concentrated in the historic center and in the mixed zone area, no any public spaces

were noted in residential areas.

®
)
4

[l
\
V!

e

94



Public Spaces in Limassol - 1960 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street)
(l Tt
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pedestrian street (quay) |
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{market - pedestrian street)
main public park - large scale |
main public square (Heroes Square) [N

sport center [N

Fig. 3.12 — Public Spaces and near uses in Limassol, 1960
Source: Author

The space syntax at global scale shows that the promenade is well connected globally, in contrast
with the previous years. However, the port and the pier are still not spatially integrated (fig.17). In
a similar sense, the other public spaces of the city are not integrated in the city center globally while
locally are well integrated, especially Heroes square (fig.3.13). This shows that the most vital public
spaces of the city are the most integrated ones.

Public Spaces in Limassol - 1960 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street) - global ~ Public Spaces in Limassol - 1960 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street) - local
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Fig. 3.13 — Global Integration Analysis, 1960 (left) and Local Integration Analysis, 1960 (right)
Source: Geddes, 2017
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After World War 11, the city has been expanded rapidly as a consequence of the industrialization.
The end of the war marked a new wave of unemployment and thus to the urbanization. At 1946,
the city’s population, within the municipal limits, reached the 22.799 inhabitants and in 1960, the
43593. In fifteen years, the population of Limassol was doubled and therefore the limits of the city.
According to the Census of 1960 the 30% of the population of Limassol consisted of foreigners
(31263 Greek-Cypriots, 6115 Turkish-Cypriots, 5296 British, 201 Gypsies) (fig.3.14). The first ring
road of Limassol formed (Makariou), starting from the seafront towards the north and north-west
at first, where it meets with another five major road at a large roundabout; it then continued

westwards around the whole city center, forming city’s first inner ring road.
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Fig. 3.14 — Proportion of non — Greek Cypriots residents, 1960
Source: Author

Year Traveler / Narrative
Resident
1931 Demetris “In 1931, a big drought had worsen the life of workers and
Neokleous peasants, and especially with the tax increases, indignant
Koulouras people burst into a spontaneous revolution against the
‘FONI’ colonial government and burned the Government House in
newspaper, Nicosia, and in Limassol the house of the British governor,
2011 while in other places governmental depots and police

stations, but the British colonialists with army and navy a few
hours away from the Suez base, suppressed the rebellion with
killings, imprisonments, exiles, and tracking.” (Foni, 2011)

1934 Georgios “The welcoming of the carnival in 1934 occurred in the midst
Fasouliotis of a financial crisis due to heavy taxation and other
‘To Gelio’ oppressive financial measures by the dictatorship.” (Gelio,

newspaper 1934)
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1930 - 1940 | Marsia Mousteri | Swiss male - “We have chosen to stay in Limassol because it
Alexaki was a city buried in greenery with trees and gardens ...”
My own Limassol | (Alexaki, 2009:136)
1940 - 1950 | Marsia Mousteri | “Early in the afternoon, the street was filled with us, the
Alexaki children of the neighborhood who were playing several
My own Limassol | games, safely, without the danger of the few automobiles.”
(Alexaki, 2009:18)
“On sunny winter days outside the houses’ front doors the
women of the neighborhood were sitting on chairs placed on
the sidewalks, to enjoy the sun, to drink coffee and to chat.”
(Alexaki, 2009:19)
Heroes Square: “Then was known as Kkesogloudkia without
the Monument of Heroes. It was an earthy square
symmetrically divided by greenery. Several summer nights |
would go there with my parents, other relatives, and friends,
and while the elderly would drink and, we would play in the
square.” (Alexaki, 2009:36)
1947 Euelthontas “We have pleasantly heard that in Limassol the Heroes
Pitsillides Square will be beautified by the entrusted engineer Mrs.
‘Laiko Vima’ Charilaos Dikaios. Indeed, this square is the central and rather
newspaper the most bustling part of the city which had been totally
neglected these last four...” (Laiko Vima, 1947)
1950 - 1970 | Marsia Mousteri | “Gladstonos avenue became the main street for the citizens’
Alexaki afternoon and evening promenades, who would stroll there
My own Limassol | for hours... The increased pedestrian mobility though on
Saturday and Sunday afternoons would need the police to
close the street and to prohibit vehicle entry, as the traffic
was now heavy from the 'Athens' cinema until Pentadromo.
This street remained for many years the main promenade
path until the end of the sixties.” (Alexaki, 2009:45)
1950- 1970 | Marsia Mousteri | “However, the G.S5.0 was not for us just a football field. It was
Alexaki associated with athletic competitions, local, national and
My own Limassol | many times international.” (Alexaki, 2009:85)

Table 3.4 — Narratives about the city of Limassol during British rule Third Period (1934 — 1960)

Source: Author

A main historical moment in Cyprus, was at the August 26 of 1960, when the country gained its
independence from the United Kingdom, after a long period of an anti-British campaign by the
Greek Cypriot EOKA (National Organisation of Cypriot Fighters). This guerrilla group was desired
political union with Greece (enosis). For four years (1955-1959), EOKA was resisting / attacking the
British military and as a result a very difficult period started for its citizens. The British government
set many limitations and curfews. During the curfews, the military was requiring everyone to be
indoors at certain times, often at night. The public life was shrinking and the city experienced
another period of economic, political, educational and cultural decline. EOKA’s activities ceased in
1959, leading to the agreement of Zurich (1 October 1960) which announced the independence of
the country.

Based on the residents’ narratives in table 3.4, the British affected the lifestyle of the citizens. The
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cohabitation of the two nations led to a new era in Limassol, as the British brought their customs
and culture. Even under difficult periods the citizens were finding ways to satirize the situations
through the parades of carnival. In conclusion, during the years of British rule the living standard
was increased remarkably, with a great improvement of the urban infrastructure and therefore to
the quality of public life. The former footpaths have been paved, connecting the city with the
surrounding villages, the streets lightened, new jetties, hotels, factories and cultural buildings
(schools, theaters, clubs, art galleries, music halls, sport societies, football clubs etc.) were
constructed. New page for the city of Limassol has turned with the British occupation which brought

new habits and introduced new public and cosmically events to the citizens.

Contemporary History (1960 — 1990)

The years from 1960 to 1974 describe a period of independence for the island but ends with the
Turkish invasion in Cyprus that forced the Cypriots from the north part of the island to move to the
south. The period from 1974 to 1990 refers to the rapid expansion of Limassol as a large number of
refugees moved to the city and finally with the configuration of a new regulation by the Department
of Planning about public spaces, which states that in any land development with a number of
squares meters equivalent to 10 plots, the 10% should be a green space or public square.

One year after the declaration of Cyprus as an independent state, the idea of wine festival was
emerged, which is a traditional product of Cyprus. The city of Limassol was selected as the place of
the festival because it was the city with the largest wine industries of the island and is hosting it
until today in The Public Garden of the city. In addition, in Anexartisia’s street, that nowadays is one
of the main commercial streets of the city, a variety of land uses started to be developed,
transforming the area to a popular entertainment district with many facilities such as hotels and
banks.

We have to mention that, the transition of Cyprus from colony to an independent nation generated
also some problems. Major inequalities between the Muslim Turkish Cypriots and Orthodox Greek
Cypriots caused many conflicts. The main battlefield was the Turkish quarter, in Ayios Antonios and
Arnaout area. In addition, according to Richard Patrick, the intercommunal strife on 9 February
1964 in Limassol, has pushed 400 Turkish Cypriots to leave their houses and became displaced
within the Turkish Cypriot quarter (almost 7% of the Turkish Cypriot population of the city) (Patrick,
1976) and around 950 Turkish Cypriot fighters guarded the Turkish Cypriot neighborhood. On
November 29, in 1970, the newspaper referred that the Turkish army controlled the Turkish quarter
and blocked the access to Greek Cypriot people. On 20 July 1974, the Turkey invaded in the island
and seized the northern third of Cyprus. In response to the Turkish military offensive, fierce fighting
began in and around the Turkish quarter of Limassol. The Turkish Cypriot fighters surrendered and

almost 2.700 men were sent to the north.
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In 1975, 6.500 — 7000 Turkish Cypriots displaced from the city (6.115 in the 1960 Cypriot census).
Consequently, Greek Cypriots in the north were forced to move to the south (fig.3.15). Many of
them chose Limassol among other cities because was a coastal city and many positions for work
were available. Since 1974, the island has been divided and the 37% of the county is under Turkish
occupation. This incident, especially the occupation of Famagusta by the Turkish army, led to the
touristic and commercial development of Limassol. Hence, the population of Limassol from 50,000
reached 150,000 in a relatively short period.

A large number of housing estates were built at the edges of the cities where land values were
relatively low and had large development areas available (Geddes, 2014). According to Geddes, “the
areas dense with very small blocks comprise many of the refugee housing estates built after 1974,
which are made up of slab building blocks crisscrossed by a high number of pedestrian footways
creating highly permeable environments and very small street blocks” (ibid:17). In addition, many
Greek Cypriots refugees moved to the Turkish quarter, in the houses of Turkish Cypriots refugees
that have moved to the north. The Newspaper Archive has many articles, which revealed the bad
conditions of those houses and the desperation of their new residents.

Ethnicity - Limassol - 1976 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street)

]
©
|

A
et

JUER
7] AN

e=ll
"-illl
S

o
s

st

on - Cypriots residents
0% to 100%

30% to-50%

20% to 30%

10%to 20%

0% to 10%

Fig. 3.15 — Proportion of non-Cypriots residents — 1976
Source: Author
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Another factor associated to the rapid expansion of the city was the urbanization. The movement
of people from rural to urban areas led to population growth because many positions for work
opened, as a result of the economic growth of Limassol. In this regard, the city was growing without
any specific masterplan, resulting to a rather fragmented urban fabric with many gaps (Kritioti,
1988). According to Kyriazis, the senior town planner officer of Ammochostos, Limassol was
expanded without any specific regulations before 1990 and followed planning regulations and
gained a masterplan after the construction of the motorway.

The area between Makariou and motorway was characterized as a low-density zone but as a result
of the expansion of the city a second ring road was built in 1990 ‘splitting’ the fringe belt into two.
In addition, after the creation of the motorway, with the drawing up of the formal urban regulations
the 10% of the city has to be green space or public square. For every 10 plots, the one has to be a
green space or a public square (fig.3.16). It is noted that there were no public spaces in the
residential areas, before 1987, on the municipality maps (fig.3.17). Houses and some main public
services like school and churches mainly surrounded some of the new public spaces that have been
developed (fig.3.18 & 3.19). The public spaces of the historic core continued to work as the main
areas of public life. By those years, the city center continued operating as a mixed zone area but its
residential use began to spread in the new residential areas.

Since 1974, the city has experienced a continuing development, many luxury hotels were built,
numerous restaurants and nightclubs, which transformed the city of Limassol to an important
commercial and tourist center. During the seventies, the coastline transformed into a recreational
zone for city users. This fact, in combination with the secure of the port from sea waves, which used
to cover the road, led to the embankment of an area of 1km along the coastline next to the old
port. Until 1972, the first phase of the project was completed and a large part of molos was a fact.
However, the expansion of the city and the creation of new commercial centers in the environs of
the city led to the decline of the ‘A Municipal Market and its vicinity. The traditional restaurants,
stores and café around the area constituted the center of trade and social activities until the end of

the 70s. Parallel, the new commercial zones gave an end to the activities in the area.
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Fig. 3.16 — Planning Regulations about green spaces
Source: Republic of Cyprus (2011), Guide of Planning Regulation, second edition 2011, page 45

Public Spaces in Limassol - 1974 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street) Public Spaces in Limassol - 1987 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street - motorway)
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Fig. 3.17 — Public Spaces Limassol — 1974 and 1987
Source: Author
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Fig. 3.19 — Public Spaces and near uses in Limassol, 1987

Source: Author
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Year Traveler / Narrative
Resident
1963 - 1974 Richard Patrick | “..although there were conflicts around the Turkish-Cypriot
quarter, the establishment of an effective Political Liaison
Committee made the demarcation of an armed cease-fire line
unnecessary to contain and prevent further inter-communal
violence.” He also claims that the British Bases played a huge
role in peacekeeping: “Partly, the explanation regarding the
relative inter-communal calmness in Limassol might be in
these British connections. The British UNFICYP commander
responsible for the Limassol region may had been able to
imply that local violence would have had an adverse effect on
the amount of economic support that the Limassol
communities received from Akrotiri” (Patrick, 1976:307).
1974 Christos Kyriazis, | “We have chosen Limassol over other cities, after the invasion
(refugee and of Ammochostos, because it was the richest coastal city.
Senior town Paphos and Larnaca were poor at that time. Also, our
planner officer of | relatives were in Limassol as well.”
Ammochostos)
Interview 2015
1974 Ivi Giannaki “We came to Limassol for business. The city would offer many
(refugee) jobs at that time. Additionally, all of our friends from
Interview 2015 | Ammochostos were moving to Limassol.”
1990 Christos Kyriazis, | "Limassol, after the motorway development (1990) would be

(refugee and
Senior town
planner officer of
Ammochostos)
Interview 2015

under consideration for a masterplan and formal planning
regulations. Until then, Limassol grew haphazardly. Even
though it was divided in urban zones there were no urban
rules. Regarding open spaces, the state planning regulations
after 1990, would note that 10% of the city had to be either
green areas or public squares. For every 10 plots a green area
or public square was to be allocated.”

Table 3.5 — Narratives about the citg of Limassol — Contemporary History (1960-1990)

ource: Author

As the integration analysis shows newer developed areas in the maps of 1974 and 1987 are highly

segregated. The space syntax map of global scale, in 1974 and 1987 shows that only the promenade

(molos), the public garden and the public park in the Turkish quarter are integrated into the urban

fabric (fig.3.20). The other public spaces in the historic core and the public spaces in the residential

zone are not well connected with the city. Even though, the public spaces in the city center are well

connected locally, the most public spaces in the new developed areas are not well integrated into

their surrounding areas (fig.3.21).
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Public Spaces in Limassol - 1974 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street) - global Public Spaces in Limassol - 1987 (historic core - Street - iou Street - y) - global
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Fig. 3.20 — Global Integration Analysis, 1974 (left) and Global Integration Analysis, 1987 (right)
Source: Geddes, 2017
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Fig. 3.21 — Local Integration Analysis, 1974 (left) and Local Integration Analysis, 1987 (right)
Source: Geddes, 2017

The urbanization and the division of the country introduced a new era in the urban life in Limassol
with the creation of molos, the commercial zone of Anexartisias, the new sports centers etc. The
social and economic factors led to the growth and the expansion of the city and therefore to the
forming of a new formal urban regulations and the creation of urban public spaces and commercial
zones. Since 1974, a huge development was initiated transforming the small city of Limassol into
an important city in the island and the vicinity, with a European style of living and a population of

over 180.000.

Present Days (1991 — 2017)
The diachronic analysis ends with the present years (1991 — 2017) in which the city has undergone

major redevelopments of both its waterfront areas and its historical core. The events of Turkish
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invasion of 1974 caused the displacement of 200.000 people from the north part of Cyprus. A large
number of Greek Cypriots refugees moved to Limassol and that caused the rapid expansion of the
city in combination with the urbanization. The inhabitants of Limassol from 65.000 became
136.000, transforming the small city to a sizeable city and a main hub of tourism and commerce.
Limassol or Lemesos municipality has a population of 101.000, while the metropolitan area has a
population of 183.656. In nowadays, the city is not only serving as a home for many displaced Greek
Cypriots from the north but it was also a reception center for Lebanese refugees fleeing the war in
their country in the 1980s. In addition, since the collapse of the Soviet Union, the city attracted
many immigrants from former Soviet countries such as Russia. In the late of 1990s, some Turkish
Cypriots (approximately 300 persons), primarily Roma, immigrated from the north and were settled
in houses in the old Turkish Cypriot quarter of Limassol (PRIO Cyprus Centre).
According to the census of 2011, the most foreigners live in the first ring of Limassol, on the
coastline, with a main expansion to the east, while the Cypriots residents live in between the third
and the fourth ring and above the highway (fig.3.22). This revealed that as we moving farther from
the city core, more Cypriots residents prefer to live there, while the historic core characterized by
a mixed proportion of residents. Most particularly the municipality of Limassol and of Germasogeia
consisted mostly by foreign residents who tend to live nearer to the coast, most particularly around
the coastal park of Dasoudi. The map of social class revealed that this is a wealthy area like Agios
Athanasios area. These areas, and the parts of the city above the historic core and the high way
consisted by the upper class of population, while the middle class concentrated in the western areas
of Limassol (fig.3.23). The parts of the city above the highway characterized by a low proportion of
unemployment (fig.3.24). In addition, near the coast but in the Turkish quarter, concentrated more
Cypriot residents. Nevertheless, in the Turkish area live also Turkish Cypriots and gypsies as it is
known from the press (Charalambous, 2000), who also have Cypriot nationality, as the census does
not record different ethnicities. This neighborhood and the historic core of the city characterized
by a high concentration of lower classes and the highest proportion of unemployment, although
the most central area is a mixed one. In addition, the areas, which comprise large housing estates,
consisted by the lower class of residents, although that are not necessarily match to the high levels
of unemployment. Overall, the map of unemployment is similar to the map of social classes. These
maps showed that the Turkish neighborhood, in the west of the historic core, characterized by high
levels of unemployment and lower social classes. The wealthiest area, with the lowest proportion
of unemployment is the area of the Dasoudi, which consisted mainly by foreign residents. However,
the data does not allow us to distinguish to which citizenship group within each area employment
and social class characteristics apply. Below are representing the maps of the proportion of non-
Cypriot residents, of social classes and of unemployment residents, based in the thesis of llaria
Geddes (2017).
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Fig. 3.22 — Proportion of non-Cypriot residents by postcode in 2011
Source: Geddes, 2017
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Fig. 3.23 — Concentration of social classes in 2011
Source: Geddes, 2017
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Fig. 3.24 — Proportion of unemployed residents by postcode in 2011
Source: Geddes, 2017

Within the last 30 years, Limassol was receiving a continuous urban growth with an average annual
rate of 1.2% (Gerasimou & Georgoudis, 2011). According to the analysis of Charalambous and
Geddes, the city was developed partly along the radial routes and ring roads (2015). Since its
creation until 1933 the city expanded to the street of Gladstonos, from 1933 to 1960 is extended a
little further above Makariou Street, from 1960 to 1990 the built area of the town expanded above
the motorway and since then is extended above that main ring road - highway - that joined Limassol
with the other cities of Cyprus. In 1990, another ring road was built, Spyrou Kyprianou Avenue,
which is dividing the area between Makariou and the outer ring road.

The town planning is based on zoning, dedicating different areas of the city to specific uses. The
historical core of the city is characterized by mix uses, such as residential, commercial, retail and
tourism. It is interesting that while the urban area of the town encompasses the former villages to
the north of the motorway and the population is spreading out all over the city area, the economic
activities (employment and commerce zones, administrative buildings, tourist accommodations)
are concentrated mainly in the urban center of the city (Gerasimou & Georgoudis, 2011) (fig.3.25).
Furthermore, in the historic core are scattered the buildings of Cyprus University of Technology
(TEPAK) the last years. The integration of the university in the town center has a great impact on
the improvement of the area. The new campus has generated the old city center by attracting youth
and new uses, such as café, bars, etc. The new functions of the area are integrated in the former

spatial characteristics of the city. Dionisis Zivas points out that “The historic city offers us models of
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organization of space, urban and architectural space, and physical models of organization of life in
those places, under certain local, social and economic conditions... Modern life can be in itself a tool
for maintaining the city, ensuring on the one hand the historical context, and on the other the
privilege for this continuity in history to be a vital element of modern day space of man” (1997:98).
In addition, the integration of TEPAK in the historic core, affects the movement in the area as the
users were increased. This led to the regeneration of the center as they created public squares near
the buildings of the university and many streets pedestrianized. The area, which was affected by

the economic crisis, was revitalized through these actions and the new functions.

Land Uses of\Limassol - 2015 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street - Kyprianou Street - motorway)
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commercial zone
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offices and residential zone
tourism and residential zone
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public spaces

Fig. 3.25 — Zones of Land Uses of Limassol, 2006
Source: Based on the official map of Town Planning and Housing Department, Municipality of Limassol

One of the latest and important milestones in development of the area is the refurbishment of
‘Marina’ near the old town which provides a variety of recreational facilities. Before the
construction of ‘Marina’, the site was experiencing a general decline. ‘Marina’ has resurrected the
area with the creation of a variety of restaurants, café, and a beautiful promenade among yachts
and boats. The pathway of ‘Marina’ is joining with Molos Park, which was recently refurbished.
During the last years the area was experiencing a period of degradation and abandonment. The
local government has designed a full upgrade of the coastline in order to improve the culture,
tourism and the economy of the district. In 2014, the multifunctional park in the coastal

embankment has successfully been completed. The area comprises a variety of facilities: three
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cafés, two bars, skate track, ponds, benches, walkways and a pedestrian road combined with
terraces to the sea, playgrounds, green areas, bike lines, modern LED lighting technology and a
small amphitheater for several events, mainly hosting musical artists and other alternative cultural
events (lectures, exhibitions). The bike line is running along the entire length of Molos, linking Akti
Olympion with the old harbor, the marina and the Garyllis Park. In addition, the old pier was
refurbished and covers the entire length of the fill up to the pier of the old port. This quay is mainly
using as a place for strolling and fishing. The whole area is a venue for cultural events and is
constantly bustling with people, especially on the weekends. In addition, nearby molos it was
recently pedestrianized the streets around the old Medieval Castle of Limassol. The area was paved
and hosts many festivals and markets. The square is surrounded with cafés and restaurants.
Another linear pedestrian path that is running in the coastline of Yermasoyia is the green area of
Dasoudi Pedestrian Street. It extends from Crowne Plaza Hotel up to the Limassol Nautical Club.
This pathway is an area for pedestrian activities such as walking, jogging or biking. Along the
pedestrian street are lying many café and restaurants. A new pathway is Garyllis Linear park, which
is about 5.500km and is running in the bed of Garyllis River. This river is an important geophysical
element and its exploitation for walking and cycling has upgraded the neighborhoods among it. This
path starts in the between area of Molos and Marina and extends to the northern border of the
municipality of Kato Polemidia and the south of the Second Technical School to Ayias Fylaxeos west
of the stadium of Lanitio school. Essentially, this linear park is connecting the Limassol Marina, the
Old Port and the waterfront with Makariou. The park consisted of bike lines, walkways, small
squares and playgrounds, green spaces, bridges, etc. Vathkeia Linear Park is another ambitious
project which has been recently completed. This is a green area, on Mesa Geitonia neighborhood,
that begins at the height of the town hall and extends to the sea by ‘Crowne Plaza’ hotel, covering
a distance of about 4km. It was delivered to the public only the first phase of the project, which
reaches up to Ajax hotel. Between the ancient city of Amathounta and the sea of the area is running
the 5km seafront pedestrian Amathus Sea Side Walking Path that covers almost the entire
waterfront area. All these walkways are connecting some main parts of the city, primarily in the
historic core.

Except from the integration of the new linear parks in the center of the city, another important
project is the renovation of the Fytideio Sports Center GSO, which was the first sport center of the
city. The project consisted of sport fields for tennis, mini football, handball, volleyball, beach volley
and beach handball. The main characteristic of the project is a huge corridor that is running through
the site and offering views to the sea.

Another important public space of the city, is Limassol’s Zoo that is one of the historic parts of the
town as counts more than 100 years of life. It is an area of 60.000m? with a great variety of

vegetation (eucalyptus trees, pine trees and cypresses), playgrounds, a snack café, picnic places, an
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open theater (that host several performances during the summer months) a small renovated zoo,
an animal museum. At the Public Garden are taking place many events such as the Wine Festival,
the Russian-Cypriot Festival, etc. Another big public garden was constructed outside of the city, is
the Limassol National Park (Polemidia). These two public parks are the main big green open spaces
of Limassol. Other public spaces in Limassol are its beautiful sandy beaches. The most beaches such
as Afrodite Beach, Lady’s Mile, Armonia Beach, Governors’ Beach, provide all necessary facilities
like sun beds, showers, sanitary areas and cafés.

The city center also consisted of three commercial streets: Anexartisias Street, Agiou Andreou
Street and Makariou Street. Agiou Andreou is the oldest commercial street of the city. In nowadays
characterized by tourist shops and leads all the way to the square of the old castle where it joins
the street of Agkyras. Makariou and Anexartisia streets are directed to the locals. The Anexartisia’s
street is connecting the coastline with Gladstonos. In this street are lined the Municipality Office
buildings characterized by a square in front of them, Grigoris Auxentiou square. This square often
uses as a place of demonstrations and festivals, such as the Christmas Village. Across the square,
two side roads with many small shops lead to another historic place of Limassol, Heroes Square.
This area was an infamous district with many brothels during the last years. After the integration of
the buildings of TEPAK, the area became a popular destination, especially during evenings with
entertainment venues and restaurants. The square many often hosts festivals, concerts and public
events. In general, the main road is connecting Heroes Square, Saripolou square (a famous area
with bars) and Agiou Andreou street. The next important commercial street is Archbishop Makarios
Il Avenue that is perhaps the biggest avenue of Limassol, covering almost the two sides of the city.
It is run from the Saint Nicholas roundabout to the Debenhams Apollon department store. In the
both sites of the street are lined shops, cafés, restaurants, takeaways, banks and other services. It
hosts every year the carnival parade and other ethnic parades (28° of October, 1% of April, 25" of
April, etc.).

Except from the commercial streets, many flea markets make their appearance in the city the last
years. The A’ Municipal Market or as established to be called ‘Pantopouleion’ in the historic core
after a period of decline is starting work again. Since 1998, the rehabilitation and upgrading of agora
is a priority of the municipality who tries to give back into the city center, the old identity of the
area. Outside of agora was constructed a public square that holds outdoor artistic activities and
events. The square and the interior of agora include grocery stores, butchers, fishmongers,
restaurants, café and other vendors. The other markets in Limassol are outdoors. In the Ag. Napa
Church parking area is held every Sunday the basic Flea Market in the city, where the visitors can
buy electronic items, food, vegetables, clothes, shoes, cosmetics etc. A movable flea market is the
one that takes place every Saturday in a large part of the road behind the Old Limassol Hospital,

and every Sunday is transferred to the outdoor area of the New Limassol Hospital. Another bazaar

110


http://www.allaboutlimassol.com/ladysmile
http://www.allaboutlimassol.com/governorsbeach

that is held every Saturday is Linopetras Street Market where are selling all sorts of products of
decorative and utilitarian household goods, vintage items, clothing and footwear, and various
everyday products.

Furthermore, the city of Limassol is hosting various big events (fig.3.26). The Wine Festival that
takes place every year in the public garden and the Carnival that is celebrated in Makariou Street.
During these days, various events organized in the square of the Medieval Castle. The Wine Festival
lasts twelve days in September where take place folk dances, songs and theatrical performances,
etc. Another event that is organized in May, is the Flower Festival or ‘Anthestiria’ meaning feast of
flowers, since it comes from the word Anthos. The parade of Anthestiria takes place in the tourist
area of Yermasoyia. In addition, Kataklismos festival is still celebrated every June on Molos. Other
events that organized in the city of Limassol, especially in the historic core are: the Street Life
Festival, in Saripolou area, the Russian-Cypriot Festival that takes place in the Public Garden, the
Beer Festival that takes place in the municipal parking at Enaerios area, the Rock Music Festival, at
Heroes Square and so forth.

Main Festivals in Limassol - 2015 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street - Kyprianou Street - motorway)

festival [N

public spaces

Fig. 3.26 — Main Festivals of Limassol, 2015
Source: Author
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Fig. 3.27 — Public Spaces and near uses in Limassol, 2011
Source: Author
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Nevertheless, Marina and the Old Port planned as individual elements ‘attached’ to the existing city
and linked to other areas only through car parks. Molos is globally well integrated, while Marina is
segregated in the global and the local scale. In addition, some public spaces tend to be better locally
integrated and therefore are used more by pedestrians (the promenade, the area of TEPAK, the
streets of Agiou Andreou and Anexartisias) (fig.3.28). The areas outside of the historic core do not
characterized by the same structure. In the residential zones exists only a small number of public
spaces. The analysis shows that, these spaces are not neither locally integrated well neither globally
integrated (fig.3.29). The city above Makariou street, and in the east and west part of the city center
is segregated in both scales (global and local). This fact shows that it is neither planned for nor
incidentally supporting local movement (Geddes, 2017). The global and the local structure in the
historic center reveal the integration of the public spaces on the urban fabric whereas in the
residential areas the fragmentation among the public spaces is prominent. This fact transformed

the city into a fragmented space without any coherence or the sense of the wholeness.

Public Spaces in Limassol - 2015 (historic core - Glasdtonos Street - Makariou Street - Kyprianou Street - motorway) - global

Spatial accessibility
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0 1.5 3
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Fig. 3.28 — Global Integration Analysis, 2014
Source: Geddes, 2017
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Public Spaces in Limassol - 2014 (historic core - Street - iou Street - Kyprianou Street - y) - local
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Fig. 3.29 — Local Integration Analysis, 2014
Source: Geddes, 2017

Conclusion

The research of the evolution of the city of Limassol shows that the city developed significantly in
the last 100 years. Various conquerors and continuous movements of population through time, had
an important impact on the social context and the urban structure of the city, and most particularly
the development of its public spaces and public life. The description of Limassol’s public spaces
development through time, shows the variety of actors and agents that associate with its spatial
and social form, as well as analytically linking the physical, social and other aspects related to these
developments. The analysis of five key periods in the evolution of the city reveals differences in the
way public life unfolds, as it is organized in different ways according to the social context associated
with the actors/stakeholders and the social and global tendencies. The development of public
spaces and their role in society, is influenced by changes in policies, urban regulations and land
uses.

For example, a new regulation in 1980, stated that in every ten plots developed, one had to be a
green space or a public square. Nevertheless, private-owners found ways to overcome the law,
dividing their land into larger plots, in order not to exceed the number of ten. Thus, in 1999, the
Department of Planning, redefined the urban regulation, stating that in any land development with
a number of square meters equivalent to 10 plots, 10% should be a green space or a public square.
In the following years, this regulation was slightly modified adding the requirement to include

infrastructure within the green spaces such as benches, paths, lighting, playground, etc. Thus, not
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many public spaces developed in the residential areas of Limassol before 1999; figure 3.30 shows

that public spaces started to scatter in the city after 1999, especially in the newly developed areas.

Public Spaces in Limassol

1987 2015

Fig. 3.30 — Public Spaces in Limassol during all the periods
Source: Author

Furthermore, during the years a differentiation in the proportion of non-Greek Cypriots residents
is observed. During the British rule period, approximately one third of the population were
foreigners (Census, 1891 & Census, 1931), and mainly Turkish Cypriots. In 1960, the proportion of
non-Greek Cypriots increased and the main ethnicities in the city were Greek Cypriots, Turkish
Cypriots and British. This period was characterized by the max proportion of non-Greek Cypriots in
the city while the next Census of 1976 was characterized by the minimum, as a result of the
declaration of the Republic of Cyprus and the Turkish invasion. Nowadays, mostly foreigners live in
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the first ring road of Limassol, on the coastline, while the Cypriots residents live in between the
third and the fourth ring and above the highway (Census, 2011) (fig.3.31 & 3.32). An interesting fact
is that in the Turkish Cypriot quarter continues to be inhabited by Turkish Cypriots (Roma) and
Greek Cypriots immigrants. The differentiation in the social context in terms of ethnicities affect
each time the urban form; it has been observed a degradation or an improvement of different parts
of the city according to the composition of the ethnicities. We have different social structures in
different areas (for example Turkish quarter), and during each social period the urban structure of

the city was change accordingly.

Years TC GC Others Total*
1831%* 303 345 648
1891 1816 5572 7388
1901 1937 6361 8298
1911 2367 7935 10302
1921 2538 10570 13108
1931 2388 12678 15066
1946 3444 18630 22534
1960 6115 31263 6215 43593

1973 8000 34206 5632 45497

1976 — ns ns ns
1982 — 747824+ ns 74782
2001 — 193900**+* ns 193900
2011 — 667398 | 170383 |840407+++

* Population in the area within the municipal boudaries
** |n 1831 census only males were counted.

*** De jure population (including other nationals).
*%%% 2626 not stated

8 ivee: PRIO Cyprus Centre "
In addition, the figures 3.32 and 3.33 show a comparative view of public space’s integration through
the years. In general, a transformation in the grade of accessibility of the public spaces in the
historic core and the promenade is observed. In the present days, the public spaces in the historic
core are locally integrated but are globally not well integrated while the public spaces outside of
the historic core are neither well integrated globally nor locally.
Furthermore, the town center is characterized by many public spaces and holds various festivals
and events. Especially, during recent years, with the integration of TEPAK, the area has been
transformed. The linear parks of Marina and Molos and the squares of the historic core have
contributed to the enhancement of the public life of the city. This mixed used zone is the most
improved area in the city as many of its areas have been refurbished. As a residential zone in the
past and as a mixed-use area in the present days remains the hub of the public life of the city.
The residential zones, however, outside of the historic core, are not characterized by good quality
public spaces. In addition, as figures 3.27 revealed, in the residential areas among the rivers only a

small number of public spaces is observed. In many neighborhoods, especially from Gladstonos to
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Makariou, and from Spyrou Kyprianou to the motorway only a small number of public spaces are
found. The analysis reveals that while the city succeeded in a great improvement of public life in
the center, its peripheral neighborhoods are characterized by a lack of vitality and lively public
spaces. The analysis of the urban scale is essential because each scale utilising a suitable analytical
tool. As discussed in Chapter 1, the relationship between the parts and the whole is what is
extremely important as it is what constitutes the ontological nature of social assemblages as whole
entities.

The above conclusions facilitate the selection of the three smaller scale illustrative case studies
(neighborhoods), characterized by different social and spatial issues, in order to help us to
understand the mechanisms, involved in the production of public life in different urban

environments; this is the focus of the next chapter.

Public Spaces - Limassol - Ethnicity

Proportion of non - Cypriots residents

50% to 100% [N
30%to50% [ ]
20%t030% [N
10%t020% [
0%t010% [

2011

Fig. 3.32 — Proportion of non — Cypriots residents during all the periods
Source: Author
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Global Integration Analysis - Public Spaces
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Fig. 3.33 —Global Integration Analysis - Public Spaces during all the periods
Source: Geddes, 2017
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— Local Integration Analysis - Public Spaces during all the periods
Source: Geddes, 2017
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Chapter 4: Three different Case studies of neighborhoods

4.1 The selection of the case studies

This part of the study gives a better understanding of the mechanisms which are involved in the
production and transformation of public space, based in-depth look at three areas which have been
developed in different historical and social periods. The chapter 3, help us to select the three case
studies (neighborhoods). The neighborhoods that have been selected are based on the social
status, the social periods of development, the social incidents such as conflicts, the land uses and
the locations of the neighborhoods. We try to identify areas with different characters in order to
address the multiplicity of socio-economic and physical features in various contemporary urban
neighbourhoods and public spaces.

Particularly, the areas that have been selected are a neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias
(Municipality of Germasogeias), a neighborhood in the Municipality of Limassol that is called
Arnaout or Arnaoutgeitonia and, Apostolos Loukas that is a neighborhood in the Municipality of
Agios Athanasios. The red lines in figure 4.1 defined the quarters of Arnaoutogeitonia and Apostolos
Loukas, while the red line of Potamos Germasogeias is one of the blocks of the quarter of Potamos
Germasogeias, as the boundary of this quarter is huge and is difficult to study. These boundaries
were defined by the Department of Lands and Surveys.

The first empirical study, is in the municipality of Germasogeia. It is lying in the coastal area of the
city and has experienced a great development after the Turkish invasion (1974). It is a wealthy
tourist and residential area with a population mainly of foreigners. In contrast, Arnaout is a
neighborhood that located in the historic core of the city and has developed in the 19* century. It
is an interesting example as it was a Turkish neighborhood and after the Turkish invasion, the Greek-
Cypriots refugees of the North Cyprus, were exchanging their houses with the Turkish-Cypriots.
Nevertheless, it is a deprived and poor area since its establishment until today. The last area under
study is Apostolos Loukas which is another area that has been developed after the Turkish invasion
in order to host the Greek-Cypriots refugees. In Apostolos Loukas is located one of the two refugee
settlements of Agios Athanasios municipality. This is the reason why the main population of this
neighborhood are older people, as the census revealed. This block is located above the highway,
and although the other areas above the road are wealthy, Apostolos Loukas is a poor suburban

area. Below the tables show the social and spatial characteristics of each empirical study.
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Fig. 4.1 — The three empirical studies
Source: Author

OCCUPANCY STATUS
District, Municipality Occupied and Vacant Dwelling reserved|  Used as To be
TOTAL used as usual dwellin for seasonalf tourist demolished/
residence e secondary use apartment Other use
Potamos Germasogeias 6752 3895 1366 1400 91 0
Apostolos Louka 418 389 29 9 0 0
Arnaoutogeitonia 431 379 31 21 0 0
Table 4.1 — Occupancy Status of the three areas

http://www.mof.gov.cy/mof/cystat/statistics.nsf/po uIationconditio|n222main_en/populationcondition_ZZ

EN-231215-1). Republic of Cyprus. Retrieve

Source: Statistical Service. (2013). Living Quarters — Geographical Distribgtfion, 2011 (POP_CEN_11-LQ_GEO-
rom

main_en?0penForm&sub=2&sel=
TYPE OF BUILDING IN WHICH THE DWELLING IS LOCATED
T Sa . Conventional Other
District, Municipality TOTAL Single house Semi-detached | pow houses Back-yard Apartment dwellings in partly type of
or duplex house blacks residential buildings building
Potamos Germasogeias 6726 1296 563 344 2 3462 1041 0
Arnaoutogeitonia 431 100 85 40 10 88 17 91
Apostolos Louka 414 21 73 204 1 115 0 0
Table. 4.2 —TXge of Building in which the Dwelling is Located of the three areas
13). Living Quarters — Geographical Distribution, 2011 (POP_CEN_11-LQ_GEO-
yprus. Retrieved from

Source: Statistical Service. (
http://www.mof.gov.cy/mof/cystat/statistics.nsf/po uIationconditio|n222main_en/populationcondition_ZZ

EN-231215-1). Republic of

main_en?0penForm&sub=28&sel=
District, Municipality Mean Age
0-4 59 | 10-14 | 15-19 | 20-24 | 25-29 | 30-34 | 35-39 | 40-44 50-54 | 55-59 | 60-64 | 65-69 | 70-74 | 75-79 | 80+ | Not Stated
Potamos Germasogeias | 561 519 506 482 772 1046 | 1052 988 769 673 491 460 302 241 163 129 0 35.67
Arnaoutogeitonia 32 35 49 57 62 65 54 56 62 72 61 49 39 50 57 64 0 43.60
Apostolos Louka 32 34 38 52 68 67 59 67 58 59 55 T3 79 81 69 83 0 47.18

Source: Statistical Service. (2013). Populat%on — Place of Residence, 2011 (POP_CEN_11-POP_PLACE_RESID-

Table 4.3 — Ages and Mean Age of the three areas

EN-171115). Republic of Cyprus.
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TYPE OF FAMILY NUCLEUS
TOTAL NUMBE - C |
District, Municipality | OF FAMILY Married U c‘msecnsual Lone Mother | Lone Father
NUCLEI Couple nion LouRle | b milies Families
Families Families
Potamos Germasogeias 2717 2101 275 307 34
Arnaoutogeitonia 245 183 10 48 4
Apostolos Louka 284 222 9 51 2

o _ Table 4.4 — Type of Family Nucleus of the three areas
Source: Statistical Service. (2013). Household — Family Nuclei, 2011 (POP_CEN_11-HH_NUCLEI-EN-240714).
Republic of Cyprus. Retrieved from ) y N
http://www.mof.gov.cy/mof/cystat/statistics.nsf/populationcondition_22main_en/populationconditi
on_22main_en?0OpenForm&sub=2&sel=2

The table 4.5 presents the social and the spatial attributes of each urban neighborhood. Areas with
the highest and lowest proportion of non-Cypriot residents and of unemployment have been
chosen, and with the upper and lower social class of the population. The three areas have been
developed in different social periods and under different circumstances, and are in diverse land use
zones. For example, Arnaout neighborhood was experienced through the year’s various social
incidents between the Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots. In this neighborhood coexist both
ethnicities. In addition, the main residents of Apostolos Loukas neighborhood are Greek Cypriot
refugees, because is one of the first refugee settlements. Furthermore, the two selected
neighborhoods in the area of Germasogeia and Agios Athanasios are both segregated in the global
and local scale, while Arnaout neighborhood is integrated, although is a deprived neighborhood. In
this sense, the public spaces in the areas under analysis are characterized by different social and
spatial characteristics in terms of spatial dimension (part-whole relation and physical
characteristics) and global and local forces (everyday practices and stakeholders/actors). It is
important for this paper to recognize the different factors which are involved to the production of
public life and thus, of public space in different social environments.

This chapter presents the analysis of the three neighborhoods and their public spaces through a
variety of methods and sources. The research moves on to present and explain the development of
public space and public life under the key factors that we have referred in the previous chapters
[process time, spatial dimension (land uses, physical characteristics, part-whole relation), global-
local forces, everyday practices and stakeholders/actors]. At the beginning, the chapter presents
the historical analysis of each area and its land uses, based on the demographic data (census),
archive and maps. These are what we call tangible factors. Then, through utilizing the qualitative,
experimental tool of “walking”, we gained the first perceptions and experiences in the three
neighborhoods with all our senses. These sensory “walks” have been facilitated an understanding
about the social and spatial dimensions of the areas and help us to identify where public life exist.
In all the neighborhoods did not observe any spaces (urban voids — informal spaces) with public life,
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except from the official ones.

During on-site observations were recorded the physical

characteristics of the public spaces (furniture, lights, trees, fences, entrances, surrounding land uses

and so forth) and then were presented through maps and sections. Following this, they identify the

different stages and factors which are engaged with the development of the public spaces of each

area and the everyday practices (intangible factors) through questionnaires, interviews, and

observation (photography and snapshots). The chapter ends by making several concluding remarks

about the process of the production and transformation of public space under different spatial and

social environments.

Municipality of Germasogeia

Municipality of Limassol

Municipality of Agios

s Athanasios
Aspect (Potamos Germasogeias) (Arnaout) (Apostolos Loukas)
Location coastal area old city suburban area

Development

1960 and
mainly after 1974

19th century

rapid expansion after 1974

Cypriots and big

Greek Cypriots,

Greek Cypriots - refugees

Population : .
P proportion of foreigners Moslem, Roma (locals)
Land Uses tourist and residential industrial and residential residential
zone zone zone
beneficial area deprived area
Character wealthy neighborhood poor neighborhood poor area
conflict zone
Social Classes Upper Class Lower Class Lower Class

Proportion of

Occupancy Status

proportion of dwelling reserved for
seasonal/secondary use and of vacant dwelling

Unem ployed 0% to 7.5% 14% to 18% 10% to 14%
Main type of
builcri?‘lgs apartment blocks single house row houses
Main occupied and used as usual residence high

occupied and used as
usual residence

occupied and used as
usual residence

Type of families

Married Couple Families

Married Couple Families
and a high proportion of

Married Couple Families
and a high proportion of

nucleus Lone Mother Families Lone Mother Families
Main Ages 25-39 25 - 29 and 50-54 and 80+ 25-49 and 60 - 80+
(Mean Age) (35.67) (43.60) (47.18)

Public Spaces

a coastal big linear public space
(Dasoudi) and other smaller public spaces

a part of a linear park, a public park
and a public square

a big number of small
public spaces

Global Scale

main arteries - medium integration
other areas - not integrated

main arteries - medium integration
other areas - medium integration

main arteries - other areas -
some integrated some not

Local Scale

main arteries - integrated
other areas - medium integration

main arteries - integrated
other areas - integrated

main arteries - integrated
other areas - not integrated

Table 4.5 — The social and spatial characteristics of the three areas
Source: Author
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4.2 The analysis of the case studies

Municipality of Germasogeia (a quarter in Potamos Germasogeia)

The first empirical study focusses on the area of Germasogeia, and most specifically on the part of
Potamos (river) Germasogeias, in the eastern side of the city, within the wider tourist area. The
coastal area of Germasogeia had started to grow around 1960. During this period, the first plots
began to divide in order to serve the residential development. In 1966, the first hotel, Miramare,
was built and in the beginning of the 1970s they had begun to build the first buildings. The area
experienced a rapid residential and tourist development after the Turkish invasion in the island, in
1974 (fig.4.2 & fig.4.3). This development started from the coastal zone and expanded to the
mainland until 1990. As a result, the area of Germasogeia transformed to a tourist centre since 56
hotels were built. Today the residential development continues to flourish with rapid growth.

In this sense, and according to the census of population (2011) in this area inhabits a big proportion
of foreigners. It is a wealthy area with a low proportion of unemployment (0% to 7.5%). The main
type of buildings in the area, is the apartment blocks with a high proportion of them reserved for
seasonal/secondary use or are vacant. However, in terms of urban planning, the density of the area
is low as one can find numerous voids in the build form such as unused open spaces, unbuilt land
plots, areas dedicated to small-holding agriculture and few formal public green spaces.
Nevertheless, the population is high proved by the fact that there are many high buildings. The type
of family’s nucleus is mainly consisting by married couple families. In addition, in this area high

proportion of young people live with an average age of 35.67.
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Fig. 4.2 — The development of the area
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.3 — The development of the area
Source: Google Earth and Ping Map
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Drawing on from this area, the district chosen for a closer analysis is one which is lying in the coastal
part of the city. In this neighborhood, four public spaces have been observed (fig.4.4). We did not
recognize any forms of public life in other spaces in this neighborhood, through the “walking”
experience, and thus they analyzed the “official” public parks. Each of them developed under
different conditions and characterized by different spatial configurations. The first one was a
preexisting public space which was recently refurbished and is lying in a central road. The public
space 2 is a neglected small public space and is located on a secondary road, and the public space
3 was recently constructed and is a result of a division of the plot of a private owner. It is located
on a secondary road. The last one is a linear park that belongs to the Republic of Cyprus, as all the
public spaces, and it was rented by the Cyprus Tourism Organisation (CTO). The CTO rent it to the

Department of Forests.
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Fig. 4.4 — Land uses of a neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias, Municipality of Germasogeia
Source: Author

The integration analysis reveals that integration values are low in the global scale, except the
coastal road, where is located the linear public park of Dasoudi (fig.4.5). The site seems to be highly

segregated from the urban scale of the city. Nevertheless, the integration values of the area seem
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higher in the local scale. All the public spaces of the neighborhood, except public space 4 (Dasoudi
linear park), are segregated in the global scale. In the local scale, only public space 1 and 4 seem to

be integrated in the urban system as they are locating in main streets. Public space 2 and 3, which

are located in secondary streets are segregated in the local scale.
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Fig. 4.5 — Integration analysis of a neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias (Dasoudi)
Source: Author

The public spaces that are lying in integrated points seem to be cleaner and in better maintenance
than the spaces in the secondary streets based on-site observations (walking and photographs).
Most particularly, the public space 1 is a clean, accommodating and green public space, with many
amenities (benches, games, furniture, kiosk) (fig.4.6). It seems to be a busy public space with main
users Cypriots and EU-citizens as the observations, the questionnaires and the snapshots have
revealed. The three sides of this public space relate to streets while its other side has a pedestrian
pathway which faces the fence of a building (fig.4.7). Another fact that was revealed from the
photographs is the existence of some movable playground games in the space. According to the
interviews with the experts, the neighbors placed these games there. The photographs of public
space 2 show the degradation and vandalization of space (fig.4.8). There are only two swings, with
the one of them to be broken (fig.4.9). Public space 3 is another clean and sittable park, with some
amenities and furniture (fig.4.10 & 4.11). The plants in the park seem to have been recently planted.
Public space 4 seem to be a vital space with a variety of users in terms of ethnicity and age (fig.4.12).
Itis a linear public park, 1km long, lying in the coastal area (fig.4.13). Facilities on the beach include
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toilets, showers, changing rooms, sun beds, umbrellas, water sports and diving center, beach
volleyball court, children’s playground, bicycle station and an Olympic size swimming pool. The
beach has a small forest (‘dasoudi’ in Greek) running adjacent to it with a footpath trailing through
it. There are also many restaurants, fish taverns, cafes, bars, kiosks, convenience stores and

accommodation in the area. Access is easy by foot, bike, bus or car, with car-parking available, and

a bus stop located nearby. It is a clean and green space, with many amenities, near the beach.

Fig. 4.6 — Photographs of Public Space 1_Potamos Germasogeias
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.7 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 1_Neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias, Municipality of
Germasogeia
Source: Author
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SECTION B2 - B2

Fig. 4.9 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 2_Neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias, Municipality of
Germasogeia
Source: Author

Fig. 4.10 — Photographs of Public Space 3_Potamos Germasogeias
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.11 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 3_Neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias, Municipality of
Germasogeia
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.12 —
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Source: Author
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Fig. 4.13 — Plan and Section of Public Space 4_Neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias, Municipality of
Germasogeia
Source: Author
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All the public spaces of the neighborhood are clean and sittable spaces, with various amenities,
except public space 2 which is not refurbish yet by the municipality of Germasogeia as the
photographs and walking experience revealed. Also, the boundaries of the three public spaces of
the area (public space 1, 2 and 3) are marked with a low wall, with a high of 20-30cm (photographs).
Hence, these spaces are visible from the streets and the surrounding buildings as they are
surrounded by streets and have a low fence. In addition, their location (near the streets) and the
low fence make them easily accessible. In contrast, public space 4, although is integrated in local
and global scale, in some points is hide by coastal hotels and in other points are revealed its big
trees. Thus, various of its parts are visible by the road and easily accessible, and some other parts

of it are blocked by the view of the hotels (fig.4.14).

Public Space 4

Fig. 4.14 — The boundaries of the four public spaces - neighborhood in Potamos Germasogeias, Municipality
of Germasogeia
Source: Author

In the following paragraphs the analysis of the interviews, the questionnaires and the snapshots
which have as a main goal to retrieve the actors who are involved in the production of the public
spaces through formal or informal actions. The interviews focus on the policies behind the design,

orientation and maintenance of the public spaces. The questionnaires combine structured
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guestions and semi-structured in order to succeed the development of quantitative and qualitative
results. Most particularly, they tend to reveal the user’s perception and the actual use of the space
and the stakeholders that are involved in the production of public spaces. The validity of the results
about the actual use and the users of the space is enhanced with the use of observation - snapshots.
The interviews in the municipality of Germasogeia reveal the policies which lead to the construction
of the public spaces in the municipality in general and in the four public spaces in particular. All the
public spaces have a title deed to the Republic of Cyprus. Each new public space that is designed
and constructed mostly emerge from the division of the plots of private owners according to the
planning regulation which says that each plot accordingly to its squares meter must give a
percentage for a green space (O8nyog Eppnveiag MoAeodopkwyv Kavoviopwv, 2011:45). The owner
of the plot must provide funding for its design and construction after its orientation by the Town
Planning and House Department. Then the green space’s title deed is transferred to the Republic
of Cyprus. The municipality of Gemasogeia, and most particularly the department of Technical
Services, after the construction of the public space, is responsible for its maintenance. In addition,
this municipality has a masterplan which is set for the refurbishment of the preexisting public
spaces of the area. Some of the public spaces have already refurbished, like public space 1. The plan
has as a priority to refurbish the public spaces that are lying in main roads. The Cultural Department
of the municipality is responsible for the organization of cultural events in these spaces. Another
information regarding public spaces is that the young people very often vandalize the public spaces:
they break the games, the lampposts, the rubbish bins, they write inappropriate phrases on the
walls (graffiti), etc.

According to George Athanatos (conversation 3), the public spaces under analysis characterized by
different situations of construction. Public space 1 was a preexisting public space, which has
recently been refurbished, as is in a main street, while public space 2 is neglected as it is located on
a secondary street. Public space 3, was recently constructed as a result of the division of a plot of a
private owner. Finally, the Republic of Cyprus had rent public space 4 to the Cyprus Tourism
Organisation (CTO), and the CTO rent the space to the Department of Forests, which is responsible
for its maintenance. For the maintenance of the other public spaces (public space 1, 2 and 3), the
department of Technical Services of the municipality of Germasogeia is responsible. Nevertheless,
the users of public space 4 make complaints to the municipality of Germasogeia about the spaces,
who has transferred them to the Department of Forests. Another fact, that was highlighted in the
conversation is the movable games, which are in space 1. The experts, do not know who put the
games there but he suggests they have been placed there by a wealthy Russian family. They have
not referred any other actions in these public spaces, except the vandalism and the inappropriate
actions in space 4.

Furthermore, during the conversation, what has been discussed was the physical characteristics of
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the public spaces in the area. According to the expert, in each public space the same regulations
are followed. At first, they put a floor with a specific construction detail in order to avoid the growth
of weeds. Then, they put minimum three playground games, enough lampposts and rubbish bins.
Nevertheless, during the night the lampposts turn off in all the spaces, except public space 4. Lastly,
they construct a low fence (0.60m) to orient the space and to discourage the kids to run in the road.
In the past, they were constructing higher fences but the people hide for inappropriate activities
(e.g. drugs).

In addition, the semi-structured questions of the questionnaires, as well as the interviews, did not
reveal any initiatives by the neighbors and the users in the area. In the public space 1, the most
users mentioned that their kids prefer the movable games in the space. Also, they referred that the
space is not illuminated enough. For public space 2, they did not fill any questionnaires as they did
not observe any users. Also, many of the respondents referred that in public space 4 are organized
in the space many events by the residents, profit organizations and non-profit organizations.

The graphs of the quantitative results of the questionnaires according to the structured questions
shows that the respondents mainly choose to visit these public spaces because of their vicinity to
their houses, for their cleanliness and in the case of public space 4 because of the sea (fig 4.15). The
most users visits more often the public space 1 and the public space 4 (fig 4.16). In public space 4,
they observed visitors during all the hours and days with an increase during the weekday’s
afternoon and weekends morning by a variety of ages. The people spend a couple of hours in public
space 4, while in public space 1 and 3, 25 to 60 minutes, and this fact does not affect by the vicinity
of their houses (fig.4.17 & 4.18). Nevertheless, the users who live near the public spaces use them
more often, apart from public space 4, which is visited by all the residents in a similar sequence
(fig.4.19). The main activity in the public spaces 1 and 3, is the game, as parents take their children
there for this reason. In public space 4 unfold a variety of activities, like swimming and walking by
a variety of ages (fig.4.20). The activities in the public spaces are not affected by the location of
user’s houses or by their ethnicity and age (fig.4.21). In general, the results show that the most
active space is public space 4, which is the linear park of Dasoudi near the sea because of its
location, quietness, activities and the nature that is surrounding the place. The other public spaces

have less users, which all live near them.
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The next methodology that is presented in this study is the snapshots. The main users of public

space 1 were mainly citizens of the European Union and some Cypriots. These people were parents
or grandparents with their children, and were gathering under the kiosk of the public space
(fig.4.23). In space 2, no users were observed, as the space is neglected (fig.4.24). The observations
in space 3 show similar results as space 1; the only users of the space were EU citizens who were
gathered around the playground games. The difference here is that users visit the site after
lunchtime and during the afternoon (fig.4.25). The main activity in the spaces 1 and 3 was the game.
In contrast to the above spaces, the space 4 was the busiest one, as it was attracting a variety of
ethnicities during all the observation hours (fig.4.26). During the months of autumn, a great number
of tourists was also observed. The users were scattered around the space (benches, games, sea,
and pathway) but mostly were walking or running in the pathway. In conclusion, the main users of
public spaces 1 and 3 (space 1 and 3) were EU citizens and few Cypriots with main activity the game
while no users were observed in space 2, which is neglected. Space 4 was constantly bustling with
people of all ethnicities, with the main activities being jogging and strolling, and during summer and

autumn, the swimming.
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Fig. 4.23 — Snapshots_Germasogeia_Space 1 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)

Source: Author
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Fig. 4.24 — Snapshots_Germasogeia_Space 2 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)

Source: Author
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Day: Sunday Date: 22/10/2017 Time: 10:50-10:55  Day: Sunday Date: 22/10/2017 Time: 14:50-14:55

Day: Sunday Date: 22/10/2017 Time: 18:15-18:20

Fig. 4.25 — Snapshots_Germasogeia_Space 3 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)

Source: Author
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Fig. 4.26 — Snapshots_Germasogeia_Space 4 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)

Source: Author
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Municipality of Limassol (Arnaout Quarter)

A suitable opportunity for analysis of the relational perspective of public space is the Arnaout
neighborhood, which is located in the old Turkish quarter of the city. It is the largest parish of the
Turkish quarter as it was the center for commercial, economic and educational activities, around
1570. The main commercial streets were Ankara, Gazi Pasa, and Ismet Pasa. It is a suitable case
study as through the years was a conflict zone among different ethnicities until today. As observed
from the diachronic analysis, this area was characterized by several conflicts among the Turkish-
Cypriots and the Greek-Cypriots. An interesting fact was that after the Turkish invasion the Turkish-
Cypriots were forced to leave the city and moved to the northern part of Cyprus, while the Greek-
Cypriots to the south. Thus, the Turkish-Cypriots have forced to ‘exchange’ houses with the
refugees from the Northern Cyprus. The new residents of this area were obliged to live in the low
standard conditions of those houses and to coexist with the gypsies (Roma). Remarkably, the urban
structure of this area is organized in a different way from the rest of the city. As Kritioti refers, the
map of 1930 reveals a distinction between the two areas, a griddy area on the east and a more
seemingly disorganized area on the west (Turkish quarter) (1988). It is an area full of controversial
attributes as it is constituted by a variety of public and religious buildings of different religions
(Christian and Moslem) and shops.

The history of the site’s development

During the British rule (1878-1960) the Turkish quarters of Limassol were divided into five local
authorities: Djami Jedit Quarter, Arnavut Quarter, Koseoghlu Quarter, Chiftliker (Chiflikoudhia)
Quarter and Ayandon (St. Antonios) Quarter. It is a well-known fact, accepted by many historians,
that almost in all countries, societies grew and progressed around a place of worship or a temple.
“In Limassol, the Turkish artisans, businessmen, etc. were mainly concentrated around Djami Jedit
and Djami Kebir. Arnavut Quarter was around the Arnavut Mosque, which was second in activity in
both business and artisanship after Djami Jedit” (Akif & Akif, 2008:15). The word “Arnavut’”’ means
Albanian, and it is a name given to this area, after the origin of its residents who first settled in this
area in the 19" century. There are many stories surrounding the circumstances about how was the
Anavut Quarter was developed, such as that Arnavut people came in Limassol as refugees, during
the reign of Sultan Mahmud I, who abolished the Janissary corps (Farmakidou, 1942:54-55).

The Turkish quarter is consisted by three neighborhoods: Arnavut Quarter, Djami Jedit Quarter and
Ayandon (St. Antonios) quarter. Until 1974, the main residents of the area were Turkish-Cypriots.
The Turkish quarter had a primary school, two mosques and other services that served the residents
of the area. In the same area Gypsies were living as well. Since 1974, the Turkish Cypriots exchange
houses with the Greek Cypriots refugees. According to Phileleftheros newspaper (December, 2003)
St. Antonios Quarter had one residence with two residents, Djami Jedit Quarter had 280 residences

(61 vacant or temporary residence and 218 as usual residence) with a total population of 564
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residents and Arnavut Quarter had 377 residences (35 vacant or temporary residence and 342 as
usual residence) with 975 residents. In addition, Phileleftheros newspaper referred that in the area
were living around 1000 Turkish Cypriots from, where the 75% were Gypsies (2003). Gypsies is a
mobile population, thus there is not a specific record regarding the number of residents. This social
class was not accepted by the Cypriot community as gypsies were occupying the vacant and
crumbling residences of the area by violence (ibid). The presence of this social group in the
neighborhood led to a great number of complaints by the Greek Cypriots residents of the Turkish
quarter. Nevertheless, the number of the Gypsies has been increased greatly.

The Phileleftheros newspaper reveals a survey of the office of Social Welfare Services about the
problems of the residents of the area (ibid). The research took place through questionnaires of
random sampling of 80 people and shows that the problems of the Greek-Cypriots differed from
the Turkish-Cypriots. The problems that the Greek-Cypriots have referred are: the degradation of
the area as a result of the presence of the Turkish-Cypriots and the Gypsies, the low level of
cleanliness of public spaces, the low level of hygiene, the low educational level of their neighbors,
the nuisance and the violent incidents that cause by their neighbors, the reckless driving, the
thievery, the begging and the delinquent behaviour. The social worker of the office of Social Welfare
Services, referred that these behaviours might be observed as a result of the marginalization of the
social groups of Turkish-Cypriots and Gypsies by the Greek-Cypriots. Nevertheless, the main
problem of the Turkish-Cypriots is the accommodation as in the most residences, many families are
living in the same house. The accommodation is a significant issue as the houses are not suitable
for living, due to the unhealthy conditions that occurred from the lack of sanitary facilities and the
use of outdoors spaces for physical needs (ibid). Furthermore, the houses have no electricity or
water, leading to inadequate cleanliness. All these facts define Arnaout quarter as a controversial
neighborhood, and pivotal source of interesting information regarding the creation of public
spaces, in such deprived urban environments.

Analysis of Arnaout Quarter

This paper focus on one of the three quarters of the Turkish district, Arnaout Quarter (fig.4.27). In
this urban neighborhood, the public life was mostly observed in the public parks, and less in front
of some streets nearby the public space 1. The aforementioned quarter, is located in the industrial
and residential zone of the city and is lying in the old part of Limassol. It has been developed in the
19'" century and since then is characterized as a deprived and poor neighborhood. It hosts the lower
class of population and characterized by a high proportion of unemployment comparatively with
the other parts of the city. It is mainly consisted by single houses that are occupied and used as
usual residence. The largest percent of the population consists married couple families but also, a
high proportion of lone mothers’ families (19.59%) as well. In addition, the average age of the

population in the neighborhood is 43.60 (Census, 2011).
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Fig. 4.27 — Arnaout Quarter
Source: Ping Map
Three public spaces with different characters are lying in the Arnaout quarter: a public park which

is surrounded by retail activities, a public square lying in front of the Limassol District
Administration/Turkish Cypriots Properties Management, a mosque and the Turkish cemetery, and
the linear park of Garilli that is running through the area (fig.4.28). The interesting point here is how
these different public spaces have been approached by the people and how the people affect their

form/meaning.
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Fig. 4.28 — Land uses of Arnaout quarter, Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author

144



The integration analysis shows that Arnaout quarter is well integrated in the local and global scale.
The area is very griddy and thus, is well integrated. This is an interesting fact as it is a deprived area,
although is one of the busiest neighborhoods of the city in terms of public realm (fig.4.29). In the

global and local level all the public spaces are integrated as they lying in the main roads of the area.
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Fig. 4.29 — Integration analysis of Arnaoutogeitonia, Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author
According to Akif and Akif, each quarter had its own cemetery until the new cemetery came into

operation at the beginning of the 19" century (2008). The main public space of this area was one
of these cemeteries (public space 1) (fig.4.30). The cemetery was for about 150 years the burial
ground for all Muslims who lived and served in Limassol, until its demolition in 1936 (ibid). Around
1963, the cemetery was converted to a park and casino. Phileleftheros newspaper had referred
(June 1992) that the park was abandoned as there was a disagreement about which organization is
responsible for its maintenance. Nevertheless, the public space has partly refurbished during the

last years and the municipality of Limassol has prepared drawings for is future refurbishment.
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Fig. 4.30 — Diachronic evolution of the park in Arnaout quarter

Source: Author
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It is characterized as a big park which possess a whole plot and is surrounded by one main road and
two secondary streets (fig.4.31). In addition, the main activity of the surrounded buildings is retail.
It is a vulnerable neighborhood as its houses were abandoned by the Greek Cypriots refugees’
residents in order to move in better areas, according to the questionnaires and the interviews. The
public space 1 in Arnaout area characterized by different subspaces: an amphitheater-parking, a
playground, a restaurant and a green area with pathways. The questionnaires, the photographs and
the snapshots show that that most of the users of the space are Greek-Cypriots refugees who meet
every Sunday for lunch. As we see from the photographs, the area with the amphitheater is used
as a parking place. Nevertheless, the public space seems to experiencing a degradation (fig.4.32).
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Fig. 4.31 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 1_Arnaoutogeitonia_Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author
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coffee shop - restaurant

Fig. 4.32 — Photographs of Public Space 1_Arnaoutogeitonia_Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author
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The next public space of analysis is a public square in front of the Limassol District
Administration/Turkish Cypriots Properties Management, nearby a mosque and the Turkish
cemetery. The Arnaout parish is mainly concentrated around the mosque of Arnaout that was the
place for ritual prayers of the inhabitants of the quarter which in 1912 was declared as an Ancient
Monument. In front of the mosque and near the public square is lying the cemetery, which although
no longer used, continues to exist. In 1953, near the cemetery, the Halkevi (People’s Home) was
established, a place where weddings, conferences, formal balls, etc., were arranged due to its large
yard. In 1963, it was transformed to a hospital until 1974. In nowadays, in this building is located
the District Administration/Turkish Cypriots Properties Management department. According to the
interviews, this public space belongs to the department of Turkish Cypriot Properties and was rent
to the municipality of Limassol. The municipality of Limassol and the department of Turkish Cypriot
Properties refurbished the public space. It is noteworthy that it is lying in one main street and one
secondary. Furthermore, it is mostly surrounded by retail activities and houses. The photographs
and the plan show that it consists of a small degraded and unclean playground area, a public square
and a parking place (fig.4.33). Based on the photographs, Roma (gypsies) can be observed and some

of them were put their own chairs in the public space (fig.4.34).
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Fig. 4.33 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 2_Arnaoutogeitonia_Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author

Fig. 4.34 — Photographs of Public Space 2_Arnaoutogeitonia_Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author

The third public space under analysis in this area, is Garyllis Linear Park (fig.4.35 & 4.36). It is a new
pathway which is about 5.500km long and is running in the bed of Garyllis River. This river is an
important geophysical element and its exploitation for walking and cycling has upgraded the
neighborhoods among it. Through this linear park the area of Polemidia is now connected with the
city center as well as the waterfront, the Marina, the Old Port and city shopping center. The official

opening of this public space took place in 2015. According to the interviews, the aim of the project
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was the reformation of the unattended riverbed of Garilis River. The area was abandoned and thus,
the municipality had designed interventions for reformation, traffic management which ultimately
leads to a connection with a cycling path, pedestrian path and the reformation of the river into a
linear park with small squares and playgrounds in various places. The project was constructed under

the management of Limassol Municipality.
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Fig. 4.35 — Plan and Section of Public Space 3_Arnaoutogeitonia_Municipality of Limassol

Source: Author
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Fig.4.36 — Photographs of Public Space 3_Arnaoutogeitonia_Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author

The photographs show that the boundaries of the public spaces of Arnaout are marked by walls
and railings, 0.50-1.00m high. Although, public space 1 is locating in integrated roads, the view in it
is blocked by its trees and fences. Public space 2 and 3 are also locating in integrated roads and are
visible by them, as public space 2 is locating in a higher level of the street and as public space 3 has
no fences. In terms of accessibility, all the public spaces are easily accessible as they have many

entrances that are locating in the pavement of main roads (fig.4.37).
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Fig. 4.37 — The boundaries of the three public spaces - Arnaoutogeitonia_Municipality of Limassol
Source: Author

The conversations with the experts of Limassol municipality show that the production of public
spaces follows the same regulations as the municipality of Germasogeia. The preexisting public
spaces, as the new ones, belong to the Republic of Cyprus, oriented by the Town Planning and
House Department and maintained by the municipality. In addition, this area, as the other areas,
characterized by actions of vandalism by young people. The different fact here is that the neighbors,
Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypriots, are involved in the organization of events in the public spaces
(public space 1 and 2).

The public space 1 was part of the Turkish Cypriot Property but now belongs to the Republic of
Cyprus and is maintained by the Technical Services of the municipality of Limassol. Moreover, the
municipality of Limassol prepares drawings for its refurbishment, funded by the Republic of Cyprus
and Europe. In this space, the Greek Cypriots refugees organize many events. The space 2 belongs
to the department of Turkish Cypriot Properties and was rent to the municipality of Limassol, who
is responsible for its maintenance. The municipality of Limassol and the department of Turkish
Cypriot Properties refurbished the public space. In this space, many social events (weddings etc.)

are organized by Turkish Cypriots and many cultural events (concerts etc.) by Greek Cypriots. In
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addition, the construction of public space 3 was funded by the Republic of Cyprus.

The semi-structured questions revealed a variety of actions by the users of the public space through
the years. According to the respondents, public space 1 was a vivid park before the incidents of
1974 and it was a beautiful space where festivals and cultural events were organized by the Turkish
— Cypriots. For this reason, a small amphitheater was constructed in the space. During the war
period, the Turkish — Cypriots did not allow to get out of this area. When the Greek Cypriots
refugees moved into the houses of the Turkish Cypriots, the public space was becoming again a
lively space. Nevertheless, when new refugee settlements were built, the most Greek Cypriots
refugees left the area and thus the most houses are abandoned. The most respondents were some
of these people, who now are pensioners and still visit the public space, and most particularly the
restaurant of Anagenisis Prosfigon (Refugees), as they are emotionally attached to this place. The
club of Anagenisis Prosfigon organizes some events in the public space. Nevertheless, according to
the questionnaires, no one was actually involved with the maintenance of the space. The space has
not enough street lighting and, the plants do not get water during summer period. As a user said,
he had complained many times to the municipality but with no response.

In the public space 2, the most respondents were young people who live in the neighborhood. They
referred that the users of the area during morning are people who work in the Department of
Turkish Cypriot properties while in the evening the users of the space are young people. In addition,
they mentioned that very often in the square of the public space events and celebrations are
organized by the Turkish-Cypriots, as folk dances and Turkish Sunnet festivals. Furthermore, the
young people answered that they request more bins in the space and a kiosk where they could play
backgammon. In the public space 3 was observed a variety of users (ethnicity, age, occupation).
Some of them mentioned that the most times the space has poor light.

In conclusion and taking into consideration the results of the questionnaires, the events in the space
1 are organized nowadays by the club of Anagenisis Prosfigon while in the past by the Turkish —
Cypriots. In respect of public space 2, the cultural events were organized by the Turkish — Cypriots.
In respect of public space 3, there is no reference of events as it is a linear park.

Here are presenting the results of the structured questions of the questionnaires. The respondents
preferred these public spaces because are near their houses, in a central location and are quiet.
Public space 3, is also preferred by people from all ages because provides facilities for cycling and
walking (fig.4.38). The visitors of public space 1 are mainly middle age people (over 55 years old)
who visit the space during several hours for around 25-60, while the users of public space 2 are
young people (less than 18 years old) who visit the space during the afternoon for a couple of hours
(fig.4.39 & 4.40). The vicinity of their houses does not affect the duration of their stay and the
frequency of their visit in the public spaces (fig.4.41 & 4.42). The graph 4.43 shows that in the public

space 1 the main activities are talking, sitting — relaxing and walking, by people of all ages and
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particularly by people over 55 years old. In the public space 2, similar activities (talking and sitting

relaxing) were observed but they are mostly font by people under 18 years old. Moreover, the

public space 3 characterized by various social groups who usually walk or run. The activities are not

affected by the location of the houses of the users or by their ethnicity (fig.4.44 & 4.45).

In conclusion, the aspect of the location of the public space is again an important fact about the use

of the space. Another important fact is the ability of the public space 3 for activities such as cycling

and walking, like the linear park of Dasoudi, in the area of Germasogeia. Every public space is visited

by a particular social group, in terms of age.
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Fig. 4.38 — Graph shows the number of users according to the reason of their visit to this particular space
and according to their age in the three public spaces of Arnaout quarter
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their age, in the three public spaces of Arnaout quarter
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The next methodology that was applied was the snapshots. Observation in space 1 shows that the
users of the site characterized by a variety of ethnicities: Cypriots, EU citizens and Roma/Turkish
Cypriots. During weekdays the movement in the space was low while during the weekends was
increased. The most activities were observed in front of the small restaurant of the public space
and its playground, where families gathering for lunch. In the other sub areas of the public space,
the movement was lower, with some people strolling in the park (fig.4.46). In space 2, it was mainly
gathered a group of Cypriots students for many hours after lunchtime until lately in the evenings
(weekdays and weekends). This social group was scattering around the space with talking and
relaxing as the main activities. During morning, a low grade of movement was observed, except in
the entrance of the building of the Department of Turkish Cypriot Properties, where the people go
in and out. During the morning hours, few Roma were observed in the space (fig.4.47). The space
3, was characterized by similar activities and ethnicities as the public space 4 of the municipality of
Germasogeia. During the weekends and the evening hours of the weekdays, the space was
constantly bustling with people, and a variety of ethnicities (EU citizens, Cypriots and Turkish
Cypriots/Roma) were strolling around. During the morning and lunch hours of the weekdays, the
movement was low. The main activities were jogging, strolling and cycling, as this area has a cycle
path (fig.4.48). In summary, the users of space 1 were mostly a social group of Cypriot families who
gathered for lunch. The rest space has almost no use. The space 2 had been visited also by a

particular social group. The space 3 is the busiest public space in the neighborhood.

Day: Sunday Date: 17/12/2017 Time: 11:10-11:15  Day: Sunday Date: 17/12/2017 Time: 14:15-14:20 Day: Sunday Date: 17/12/2017 Time: 17:00-17:05

Fig. 4.46 — Snapshots_Arnaoutogeitonia_Space 1 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)
Source: Author
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Day: Sunday Date: 29/10/2017 Time: 10:40-10:45  Day: Sunday Date: 29/10/2017 Time: 13:55-14:00 Day: Sunday Date: 10/12/2017 Time: 17:20-17:25
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ig. 4.47 — Snapshots_Arnaoutogeitonia_Space 2 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)

Source: Author
Day: Sunday Date: 17/12/2017 Time: 10:45-10:50  Day: Sunday Date: 17/12/2017 Time: 13:45-13:50 Day: Sunday Date: 17/12/2017 Time: 17:00-17:05

Fig. 4.48 — Snapshots_Arnaoutogeitonia_Space 3 (the busiest Sunday and weekday

Source: Author
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Municipality of Agios Athanasios (Apostolos Loukas quarter)

The history of the site’s development

The next neighborhood under study is Apostolos Loukas quarter and is located in the municipality
of Agios Athanasios, one of the main and biggest municipalities of Limassol (fig.4.49). The roots of
residents became from the very early neohellenistic years. Agios Athanasios is located 3km north-
east of the city, built in a small valley with hills. Since the middle of 20'" century, Agios Athanasios
was a small rural community with a population of 400 people. It was characterized by a poor
agricultural productivity (Sophocleous, 2016). After the Turkish invasion (1974), the population of
the municipality has been more than doubled as a result of the establishment of two refugee
settlements in the area, housing about 6000 refugees. They were the first refugee settlements,
especially for the families of the Missing Persons. Particularly, the Government of the Republic
decided to resettle many refugees in Agios Athanasios that was a small village in those years. There
were enough houses that were built to be distributed to poor families of Limassol and thus
thousands of refugees, from nearly one hundred villages of Cyprus, were encouraged to come to
Agios Athanasios which was then unknown to most of them. It was named Refugees Governmental
Housing Estate. The area was undergoing a constructive, industrial, tourist and economic

development and its population reaches approximately 15000 residents (table 4.6).

Fig. 4.49 — Apostolos Loukas Quarter
Source: Ping Map
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Year Numbers of Population
1946 759

1960 1183

1982 5899

2001 9173

2011 14987

Source: Sophocle-rgt?sl?l&?A_. (l\éLCJ)T(?)erAS ?(];splglto#al?\taigigfiant igsyé'gg;a ggﬂgsbglhirnogﬁeh ;Qgrgigréome... Published
by the Municipality of Agios Athanasios.

Apostolos Loukas quarter is lying in the suburban part of the city, above the highway. The main
population of the area is Greek Cypriots, and mainly refugees. It is a residential zone with the lower
class of the population of the city and with a high proportion of unemployment (10%-14%) and thus
is a poor area (Census, 2011). Since the houses were built to hosts the poor families of Limassol,
the main type of buildings is row houses (fig.4.50). The more residences are occupied and used as
usual residence by a high proportion of married couple families and lone mother families (17.95).
In addition, in the area live many old people and the mean age in the area is 47.18 (ibid).

According to the interviews, the whole neighborhood was a single plot which was belonging to the
Republic of Cyprus. The Town Planning and Housing Department has transformed the plot to a
neighborhood, with row houses, parking and seven public spaces. Its public spaces are surrounded
by row houses. The back yards of the houses have a view to the public spaces. Based on-site

observations (photographs), each public space is surrounded by a pedestrian path way which link

it with the yards of the houses and the parking spaces (fig.4.51).
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Fig. 4.50 — Land uses of Apostolos Loukas, Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.51 — Pathways of Apostolos Loukas, Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

The integration analysis reveals that the area although is exactly above the highway is not well
integrated in the global scale (fig.4.52). The neighborhood seems to be segregated from the rest
urban fabric. In the local scale, the integration values are higher than the global scale. Nevertheless,
the most blocks seem to be segregated in the local scale. All the public spaces in the global scale

are segregated. In the local scale only public space 1, 3, 6 and 7 are integrated.

~ //\; CS

Flg 4 52 Integration analysis of Apostolos Loukas, Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

They have selected three public spaces in this neighborhood with different characteristics and social

conditions of development, through the experimental tool ‘walking’. These particular public spaces
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have been selected because of their differences in terms of nearby land uses, physical
characteristics and users. The first one is a monumental park in the memory of the Greek-Cypriots
refugees of the north part of Cyprus and have two playground games, one small amphitheater and
a monument (fig.4.53), the second one is a public park with bigger and more playground games and
the last one is a public park with smaller playground games and many barrels with plants. The public
space 1 and 2 are surrounded by row houses while the public space 3 is surrounded by retail
buildings, mostly traditional coffee shop that correspond to the oldest people.

As the photographs reveal, public space 1, is a clean and tidy public square with two swings and a
monument. This public space is surrounded by houses and its connected with a pathway with them.
The photographs show an old man who repair the fence of the public space, a wall with graffiti

which was cleaned and a wreath by the school of Agios Athanasios (fig.4.54). These facts present a

variety of activities that take place in this public park.
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Fig. 4.53 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 1_Apostolos Loukas_Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

Fig. 4.54 — Photographs of Public Space 1_Apostolos Loukas_Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

Public space 2, is a public park with a variety of playground games (fig.4.55). The photographs
revealed some social dimensions that associated with this space. The vandalization, the entering of

motorcycles in it, which is revealed by the scratches in the floor, the cleaning of the space and the
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cultivation of plants by neighbors, who also take the fruits and vegetables of the trees and the

plants are some of the everyday practices that mirrored in the space (fig.4.56).
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Fig. 4.55 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 2_Apostolos Loukas_Municipality of Agios Athanasios
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Source: Author
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Fig. 4.56 — Photographs of Public Space 2_Apostolos Loukas_Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

The photographs in public space 3 show another space which is reformed by the neighbors of the
area with barrels, plants and movable chairs (fig.4.57 & 4.58). In all photographs, is showing the

presence of the residents in the spatial form of the public spaces. The everyday life of the residents

is engraved in the public spaces.
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Fig. 4.57 — Plan and Sections of Public Space 3 _Apostolos Loukas_Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

Fig. 4.58 — Photographs of Public Space 3_Apostolos Loukas_Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

Through site observations (walking), identified that all the public spaces of this neighborhood, are
surrounded by houses or retail buildings (e.g. traditional coffee shop) and the one side of most of
them is lying in one second street. Hence, almost all the public spaces are not visible from the street
as they are enclosed by the houses and have many trees. Also, perimeter walls and railings are
marked the boundaries of these spaces. The accessibility in the most spaces is through pathways,
that are link the backyards of the houses with the public spaces. To conclude, these public spaces
are not easily accessible and not visible by the street in the most cases from the street, and thus

the activities that take place in them (fig.4.59).
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Public Space 3
Fig. 4.59 — The boundaries of the three public spaces - Apostolos Loukas_Municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

The conversations with the expert stakeholders help us to understand better the social and spatial
realities that take place in these public spaces. The municipality of Agios Athanasios follows the
same regulations for development of public spaces as the other municipalities. However, the public
spaces in the area of Apostolos Loukas have followed different regulations for their construction as
the area is a refugee settlement.

The whole area was a single plot belonging to the Republic of Cyprus. This plot was divided to
houses, public services, public parks and parking spaces by the Town Planning and Housing

Department. This department funded the construction and development of these public spaces but
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their maintenance is a responsibility of the department of Technical Services, of the Municipality of
Agios Athanasios. In the public spaces of Apostolos Loukas are often organized cultural events by
the Cultural Department of the municipality, for example a day for cleaning the area and its public
spaces (space 1 and 2) in which are also involved the residents. In addition, almost each neighbor
of the area uses the part of public space which is in front of his house and cultivates it, informally.
According to Michalis Modestou (conversation 1), the residents cultivate vegetables in the public
spaces and watering the trees and then take the fruits and the vegetables for their own use,
informally. As the expert referred, this is maybe happening because the houses of the refugees
have a small yard from cement and thus, they expand their yard in the public spaces. In addition,
the young people often vandalize and occupy these public spaces. There is a conflict between the
young and the old people of the area, as the first group stay in these spaces until very late at night,
making noise and inappropriate activities such as sexual intercourse and drugs (space 1 and 2). The
residents have requested from municipality to solve this problem however, most of the people
doing these inappropriate activities are teenagers so, the municipality just moved out the benches
from the place. Nevertheless, the problem was not solved, as the young people now use the
neighbors’ gardens for these activities (space 1). Furthermore, the police make vigils in order to
block these activities. In general, all the public spaces of Apostolos Loukas unfold diverse everyday
practices by the residents of the neighborhood.

Similar conclusions were also noted from the questionnaires. In the public space 1, the open
questions show the involvement of the residents in the maintenance and the cleaning of the space,
especially by older people. The neighbors believe that the trees in the public space belong to them
and thus, they are watering them and take their fruits. For example, a neighbor said that he had
one chrysomilea tree and three olive trees in the space, before the transformation of the plot to a
public space. Another woman said that very often she is cleaning the public space with her husband,
as their house is close to the public space. Even though, the older people do not use the public
space for its infrastructure but only as through space; they move through it to go from one house
to another. In addition, the older people have intense disputes with the young people. A neighbor
said that he had filled a bag with condoms and trash from the public space. On the other side, the
young people mentioned that they have many problems with older people. A young boy told that
he does not want the old people in the area because he usually gets in rupture with them.
Furthermore, the most neighbors mentioned that many events are organized to the public space
such as memorials, celebrations, speeches, etc. by the church and the schools.

In public space 2 the presence of the residents is more intense. The neighbors have planted lettuce
and other vegetables, watering them and take their fruits informally. The older people again use
the space as through space and some old men drink beers, usually in summer. In addition, the young

people are making noise until very late at night, especially with their motorbikes; they break the
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lambs throwing stones, the pots, and the playground games of the public space and carry out
inappropriate activities such as sexual intercourse in the benches under the kiosk. In this sense, the
neighbors avoid to use this public space. As a neighbor mention, the older people and the parents
with their children do not want to use this space as the young people cursed them. Another
neighbor said that he avoids to take his granddaughter in this public space because of the
vandalisms. In this regard, the older people make complaints in the municipality about the
behaviour of the young social group. Thus, the municipality was forced to move out the most
benches and put a fence in the entrances of the public space to forbid the entrance to the
motorbikes.

Nevertheless, the problem was not solved as the young people get in the houses of the neighbors
for their sexual intercourse. Most of them, as they have already mentioned in the questionnaires,
want the municipality to put back some benches and move out the fences of the entrances of the
public space. The interesting point, is that the young people and the older people cooperate for the
cleaning of the space. They complain to the municipality that the public space is dirty without any
response, so the neighbors take care of its cleaning. In addition, many other profit organizations (a
kindergarten, Bank of Cyprus) organized events in the space such as bazaar, cleaning day, etc. An
incident was mentioned, that the space initially was tended to be a parking space but the residents
were against that idea therefore, the space became a public square. Although, in public space 1 and
2, the young people vandalize the infrastructure of the spaces, they are also involved in cleaning
those areas.

Unfortunately, in public space 3, the people refused to fill the questionnaires, as they were too old
and focused on playing backgammon and playing cards. Only four questionnaires we have achieved
to collect from there, that were filled out by two passer-by people, an old man in the kafenio and
one neighbor that was watering the plants of the space. Despite the fact, in the questionnaires
collected from other public spaces, some people mentioned this space and some facts. The man
who was watering the plants in public space 3, told that this place, was used to be the heart of the
area, where events were organized, in 1975. As his opinion, the municipality in the last years,
stopped to take care of the green and the maintenance of the space and terminated the supply of
water and electricity. Thus, the neighbors put pots and barrels with plants in this public space and
watering them with their own water. Many times, argued with the municipality about this fact, but
according to him, the municipality does not care. Once, the municipality tried to cut the trees from
the public space, but the neighbors protested against this effort, in cooperation with the Cyprus
Green Party, so they stopped this action. It was noted that the old men, during the sunny days, put
their chairs in the public space, as it is bordering on with kafenio. An important story was told by a
woman who filled one questionnaire in public space 2, who said that the owner of one kafenio (the

man who was watering the plants) has occupied the public space, in order to carry out illegal actions
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in his kafenio and that the trees and plants are used for hiding. According to her, the neighbors are
feared to go to this public space.

Here are presented the results from the structured questions of the questionnaires. All the users of
the public space preferred to visit those parks that are near their houses and in central location
(fig.4.60). Also, in the public 1 and 2 was observed an increase in mobility during the weekdays-
afternoon and weekends-afternoon by the younger people while in public space were not observed
many users (fig.4.61). The older people stay in the space for very little time while the young people
spend many hours (fig.4.62). All the users of the public spaces live less than 1km from them, and
thus the duration of their stay, and how often they visit it, do not affected by the issue of the vicinity
of their house to the public space (fig.4.63 & 4.64). The main activities in the public space are talking
and sitting — relaxing, and playing and gathering fruits from the trees in the park (fig.4.65). In public
space 3, do not observed many activities. About the activities according to the distance and
ethnicity, all the activities being by the neighbors (Cypriots) and hence there is no affect (fig.4.66).
To sum up, the aspect of the location seems to be one of the most important facts that affect the
use of the space. In addition, it was observed the use of space by particular groups of ages in

particular hours like the area of Arnaout, with main activities the sitting and talking and the

cultivation.
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Fig. 4.60 — Graph shows the number of users according to the reason of their visit to this particular space
and according to their age in the three public spaces of Apostolos Loukas quarter
Source: Author
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Source: Author
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Source: Author
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Fig. 4.66 — Graphs show the activities of the users in the public space according to the distance from their
houses and their ethnicity, in the three public spaces of Apostolos Loukas quarter
Source: Author

The snapshots in space 1, shows that this public space, most of the times has no users. Usually the
neighbors walk through or around the park to go to their houses. In addition, the observations
reveal that the neighbors take care and watering the plants of the park or cultivate new plants and

then take their fruits (public space 1 and 2). Thus, the spaces mostly used as through spaces and as
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gardens (fig.4.67). In the space 2, it is noted higher movement than space 1, especially during the
evening. However, every day, during the afternoon, a group of young people is gathered there.
Their main activities are talking and sitting (fig.4.68). The main users of public space 3 are old men
people who gather in front of a traditional coffee shop, relaxing or playing backgammon. The rest
public space is not used by anyone, except of the owner of the coffee shop who takes care of the
plants (fig.4.69). Overall, the two public spaces (1 and 2) are used mainly as through spaces, as
gardens and as gathering places, while the public space 3 is used only by the older people. The users

of all the public spaces are Cypriots.
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Fig. 4.67 — Snapshots_Apostolos Loukas_Space 1 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.68 — Snapshots_Apostolos Loukas_Space 2 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.69 — Snapshots_Apostolos Loukas_Space 3 (the busiest Sunday and weekday)

Source: Author
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Conclusions

The three areas under study reveal key issues about the production and transformation of public

space. Each area, and likewise their public spaces, were developed under different social

circumstances and for this, are characterized by different social relations and spatial characteristics.

The analysis shows that public space materializes through complex social processes where a wide

variety of forces and actors interact at different scales and at different times. Table 4.7 presents

the key factors discussed in this thesis, and the ways they are associated with each public space

under study.

Public Space

Germasogeia

Arnaoutogeitonia

Apostolos Loukas

Physical
Characteristics

Ps1 - public park - clean - trees
- good infrastructure
Users visit it because:
Near their house and

good infrastructure
Ps2 - abandoned
Ps3 - public park - clean -
some infrastructure
Users visit it because:
Near their house
Ps4 - linear park - clean -
infrastructure - trees and beach
Users visit it because:

Near their house, its quiet and

for the activities

Ps1 - public park and kiosk-
unclean - trees - infrastructure -
vandalization
Users visit it because:
Near their house and its quiet
Ps2 - public park - unclean -
vandalization - infrastructure
Users visit it because:
Near their house and
in central position
Ps3 - linear park - sometimes
unclean - some infrastructure
Users visit it because:
Near their house and
its quiet and for the activities

Ps1 - public park and
monument -
clean - some infrastructure -
vandalization
Ps2 - public park - unclean -
vandalization - infrastructure
Ps3 - public park - sometimes
unclean -some infrastructure
Users visit it because:
Near their house

Part - Whole

global scale (not integrated
except PS4)
local scale (integrated)
main and secondary roads
surround the public spaces

integrated local and global scale
main roads near
the public spaces

global scale (not integrated)
local scale (medium integration)
pathways surround

the public spaces

Process - Time

Ps1 - during afternoon
(25 - 44 age)
Ps2 - no users
Ps3 - during afternoon
(25-34 age)

Ps4 - all the hours but
most during
mornings and afterncons
(all ages and ethnicities)

Ps1 - during all the hours
especially
the weekends (people over 55)
Ps2 - during afternoon
(people under 18)
Ps3 - during afternoon and night
more users
(all ethnicities and ages)

Ps1 - during afternoon
(people over 55 and under 18)
Ps2 - during afternoon and night

(people under 18)

Ps3 - during morning and
afternoon

(people over 55)

Global - Local
Tendencies

Residents: Cypriots and
many foreigners
Upper Class
Mean age (35.67)
Coastal residential
and tourist area

Residents: Cypriots refugees,
Roma and Moslem
Lower Class
Mean age (43.60)

Old City

Residents: Cypriots refugees
Lower Class
Mean age (47.18)
Suburban area

Actors
Stakeholders

Involvement of the municipality

Absence of the residents in the

production or reproduction
of the public spaces

Some involvement of the
municipality
Some involvement of
the residents

Some involvement of the
municipality
Intense involvement of
the residents

Everyday
Practices

- Adding of toys in Ps1
- Sometimes vandalization

- Ps1 - Greek Cypriots
(organization of events, cleaning)
in the past planting, and events
by Turkish Cypriots)

- Ps2 - Turkish Cypriots
(organization of events)
- Vandalization

- Ps1 and Ps2 Greek Cypriots
(taking fruits from the trees,
planting, cleaning)

- Ps3 put flower pots, plant trees
and water the greenery
(with private water)

- Vandalization

Table. 4.7 — Components of the production and transformation of the public spaces
Source: Author
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Specifically, Germasogeia area is the wealthiest municipality of the city with a great proportion of
foreign residents. The examined neighborhood while it seemed integrated in the local scale, was
not integrated in the global scale, with the only exception of the linear park of Dasoudi, public space
4. Those public spaces integrated in the city are the busiest ones and in a good maintenance, which,
based on the interviews, is because the municipality gives priority to the refurbishment of these
spaces while the rest are to be restored at a later stage. The municipality is greatly involved in the
maintenance of the public spaces while the residents use the public spaces for daily activities such
as playing and sitting, according to the interviews, the questionnaires and the snapshots. There is
no observation of bottom up initiatives, with the exemption of playground games added to public
space 1, by unknown people. All of the public spaces are characterized by high maintenance
conditions, except from public space 2, located on a secondary street (fig.4.70). The linear park of
Dasoudi is used by a variety of ages (over 25) and ethnicities at all hours. In addition, all of the public
spaces are used by a variety of ethnicities, mainly EU citizens, Non-EU citizens and Cypriots. The
results seem to be similar and interconnected, leading to a well-rounded understanding regarding
Germasogeia’s public spaces.

In contrast, Arnaout quarter, not as wealthy as Germasogeia, is consisted of the lowest social
classes of the Limassol population. Although, the area is integrated both in global and local scale,
perhaps because of its position and griddy planning form, archival research and questionnaires
show that it is socially segregated. Moreover, and according to the interviews, the municipality is
responsible for the maintenance of the public spaces, even though, based on the questionnaires,
the municipality is not greatly involved in the maintenance of the public spaces. Thus, some of the
users often clean the parks themselves as they are not in a good condition. In this area, each public
space attracts different social groups: the users of public space 1 are mostly Greek Cypriots refugees
over 55 years old, who are sentimentally attached with the space. In public space 2 the main users
of the space are young people under 18 years old while the linear park of Garillis (public space 3) is
used by all different social groups, in terms of age and ethnicity. Furthermore, in public space 1,
there are events organized by Greek Cypriots, and in public space 2 by Turkish Cypriots. To
conclude, the municipality is not involved in the maintenance of this area, and therefore residents
usually clean the public spaces themselves. While the experts’ conversations differ from the
responses in the questionnaires, the questionnaires lead to similar conclusions with the
photographs and the snapshots.

Similar to the public spaces of Arnaout quarter are the public spaces in Apostolos Loukas
neighborhood. Also, an impoverished neighborhood Apostolos Loukas is comprised by the lowest
social classes of Limassol population, and all of its residents are Greek Cypriots refugees. This area,
is not integrated neither in global nor in the local scale of the urban structure. The public spaces of

the area are surrounded by pathways, which are connected to the backyards of the houses.
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Despite the municipality claims regarding their involvement in the maintenance of these public
spaces, the questionnaires and the photographs show the opposite; the neighbors often clean the
spaces, watering the plants and collect the plant fruits. According to the interviews, the
questionnaires, and the snapshots, the public spaces usually operate as the extension of the house
backyard. Also, in these public spaces, are observed two social groups in terms of age: the main
users of public space 1 and 2 are people under 18 years old and over 55 years old, and in public
space 3 the main users are elderly people. Each social group visits the spaces in particular hours;
the young people mainly during the afternoon and at night while the older people during the
morning and in the afternoon. Although the experts in the interviews claim that the municipality is
greatly involved in the maintenance of the spaces, the questionnaires, the photographs and the

snapshots suggest otherwise.

Germasogeia neighborhood

Public Space 1
Arnaout neighborhood

Public Space 1
Apostolos Loukas neighborhood

Public Space 1 Public Space 2 Public Space 3
Fig. 4.70 — Photographs of all the Public Spaces under analysis
Source: Author

Furthermore, the figure 4.71 shows the different kind of public spaces in each neighborhood in
association with the surrounding land uses, that assess issues of accessibility and visibility. The
public spaces in the area of Germasogeia are mainly surrounded by main or secondary streets,

buildings and houses. The public spaces in Arnaout neighborhood are lying in main roads and

179



surrounded by retail or public buildings and houses. In contrast, the public spaces in Apostolos
Loukas area seem to work as enclosed spaces in the heart of the linear semi-detached houses. The
visibility and accessibility in these spaces is limited. In addition, they observed two linear parks in
these areas; the linear park of Dasoudi that on the one side connected with the beach and on the
other side with the coastal hotels of the area, and the linear park of Garilli that is directly connected
with the street and the houses. The visibility of the linear park of Dasoudi is blocked in many parts
by the hotels while the linear park of Garilli is visible from the street as is directly connected with
it. In general, as we observed in all the areas the public spaces are associated with their surrounding
spaces in diverse ways, that may affect differently the emergence of everyday practices and the

stakeholders who involved with the production and transformation of the public spaces.

]
g u

I
=l

Public Spaces in Germasogeia Public Spaces in Arnaout Public Spaces in Apostolos Loukas

beach

[0=10]
=

Linear Park in Germasogeia Linear Park in Arnaout

[wan]

=

Fig. 4.71 — Diagram of the public spaces in the three areas in association with the surrounding land uses
Source: Author
The diagrams below show the main formal and informal stakeholders and actors engaged in the

production and transformation of the public spaces, and specify the role of each one (fig.4.72, 4.73
& 4.74). The formal stakeholders (experts) involved in the construction and maintenance of the
public spaces are the Republic of Cyprus, the Town Planning and the Housing Department. They
have title deeds for most of the public spaces and mark the legal boundaries of these spaces to
form the urban structure. Additionally, the municipalities of each area are responsible for the
maintenance of the spaces. In most of the cases the municipality is purportedly involved in the
maintenance of public spaces. However, in reality they do not seem consistent in maintenance, and
thus the residents of each area (Arnaout and Apostolos Loukas) are taking care of these spaces

informally, through everyday practices.
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Fig. 4.72 — Diagrams show the actual stakeholders of the production and transformation of the public
spaces in the municipality of Germasogeia
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.73 — Diagrams show the actual stakeholders of the production and transformation of the public
spaces in the municipality of Limassol
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.74 — Diagrams show the actual stakeholders of the production and transformation of the public
spaces in the municipality of Agios Athanasios
Source: Author

Furthermore, these diagrams record the informal actors that transform the public spaces of each
area based on questionnaires, snapshots and photographs. The following graphs show the main
users of each area based on age, citizenship, and the vicinity of their house to the public space.

In Arnaout quarter and Apostolos Loukas most of the users is elderly mixed with younger people
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while in Germasogeia quarter the main users are the youngest (fig.4.75). These results are also
recorded in snapshots. Public space 1 and 2 of Arnaout quarter and Apostolos Loukas neighborhood
share similar type of users: the youngest people along with elderly occupy the space in specific
hours.

Moreover, the two linear pathways of Garillis and Dasoudi (public space 3 in Arnaout and public
space 4 in Dasoudi) are characterized by users in various ages who visit the space during different
hours and days. Finally, in Arnaout and Apostolos Loukas quarters almost all of the users are
Cypriots while the users of Germasogeia’s quarter are of diverse ethnicities (fig.4.76). Furthermore,
almost all of the users of the public spaces in Apostolos Loukas are residents in the neighborhood,

while in the other two quarters invite users from other parts of the city (fig.4.77).
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Fig. 4.75 — Graph shows the number of users according to their age in the three neighborhoods
Source: Author

Number
of users
35 1
30 1 Citizenship
25 1 1 Non EU Citizens
20 M Citizens EU
15 - m Cypriot
10
5 |
0

Arnaoutogeitonia  Apostolos Loukas Germasogeia

Fig. 4.76 — Graph shows the number of users according to their citizenship in the three neighborhoods
Source: Author
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Fig. 4.77 — Graph shows the number of users according to how far is their house from the public spaces in
the three neighborhoods
Source: Author

Questionnaires have shown that the location of a public space is important. In all of the
neighborhoods the users mentioned that safety and quietness are essential to the good quality of
a public space. These two elements combined with the location of the public space are the most
important characteristics a public space should have to be successful, according to the users of the

public spaces in the city of Limassol (fig.4.78).
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Fig. 4.78 — Graph shows the number of users according to what are the most important characteristics a
public space should have in the neighborhood of the respondents according to their age in the three
neighborhoods
Source: Author

In conclusion, the combined methodology of “walking”, archival research, space syntax,
observation, snapshots — photographs, interviews and questionnaires, provide information at
different levels about the production and transformation of public space and offer higher validity
and reliability. Initially, the experimental tool of “walking” gives us a first impression for the areas
and their public spaces. Based on the walks were developed the lad uses maps of each area and the

plans and sections of each public space that show the physical characteristics of them. Also, these
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“walks” confirm the validity of the results from the other methodologies, as they identify the
primary spatial and social realities of each neighborhood (impoverished or wealthy area, etc.) and
contribute to the selection of the areas and public spaces based on their different attributes.
Archival research provides the historical background of the neighborhoods and their public spaces,
while the interviews with expert stakeholders have as a main goal to retrieve the actors involved in
the production and transformation of the public spaces through formal or informal actions and
policies. Most particularly, the interviews on the one hand clarifying the policies behind the design,
development and maintenance of the public spaces, while the questionnaires on the other hand
reveal the actual use of space and everyday practices. In addition, while the interviews show the
standpoints of the experts (formal stakeholders), the questionnaires through semi — structured
guestions present the user's perspective (informal actors), which particularly in the cases of
Arnaout and Apostolos Loukas neighborhoods are conflicting in many points.

Specifically, the questionnaires combined structured questions and semi-structured in order to
achieve the gathering of both quantitative and qualitative results. The semi-structured questions
(qualitative analysis) are focused on the user’s perception and the actual use of the space and the
stakeholders involved in the production of public spaces and show what the respondents’ belief
and experience. On the other hand, the quantitative results of the questionnaire aim to assess the
social background of the users of the public spaces (ethnicity, age, the distance between the user’s
house and the public space), their activities according to their social background, the frequency of
their visits and activities, the reasons behind their choice to visit these particular public spaces, who
takes care of the maintenance of these spaces and how the physical characteristics of the public
space affect the actual use of it.

The validity of the above results is enhanced by the use of observation - photography that records
the physical characteristics of the space and the actual use of it. This tool helps the researcher to
have a better understanding of the social and physical context of the space [everyday practices,
users, physical configuration (part — whole and characteristics)]. Observation through photography
reveals different aspects of the same place and evokes a sense of place. These photographs
represent the real image of the space and unveil social realities, which in some cases either agree
or contradict the results collected through the interviews and the questionnaires. Similarly, the
observation through snapshots, captures movement and interaction between people in relation to
the structure of the place and reveal the actual use of the space through time, which in some cases
stands in contrast to the conversations with the experts or the questionnaires. Finally, all of the
results from the different methodologies of each area’s public spaces are compared to reveal how
each neighborhood according to its social background works differently and why. A discussion of
the findings of this thesis is discussed in the next chapter as per the factors identified in the

literature review.
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Chapter 5: Discussion - Conclusions

5.1 Everyday Spaces of Encounters: Interpretative Possibilities

The rationale behind this thesis is to identify the relationship between the physical and the social
factors of the public spaces of Limassol, through the lens of a relational perspective. Through the
layering of spatial and social data -an outcome of the integration of the theoretical and
methodological approaches discussed in the previous section- the analysis reveals that some clear
patterns of socio-spatial processes emerge and some reliable inferences can be made on the
underpinning socio-spatial mechanisms.

The analysis of the city of Limassol and the three case study areas revealed that the factors which
were identified in the literature review and formed the theoretical and methodological frameworks
of the thesis [process time, the spatial dimension of space (land uses, part-whole, physical
characteristics), global-local tendencies, everyday practices and stakeholders/actors] are
interrelated in a continuous process of transformations. These factors reciprocally influence each
other and, in some occasions, one emerges from the other; thus, they cannot be analyzed in
isolation but as intertwined. The layering and the interactions between these factors reveal the
synthesizing mechanisms which shape public spaces in Limassol’s different socio-spatial urban
environments and the impact on everyday life; how, that is, they encourage or discourage the sense
of public life. Important interrelations are identified between the factors discussed in the previous
chapters:

The Spatial Dimension (Physical Characteristics) — Everyday Practices -
Actors/Stakeholders. In relation to the physical characteristics of a public space (furniture,
lightening, kiosks, fences etc.) it has been revealed through the case studies, that they define the
space’s degree of publicness (how attractive it was to users) and it is a key issue about how vibrant
a public space is. In the area of Germasogeia, for example, the public spaces are characterized by
different architectural construction phases. Public space 1, was recently refurbished and attracted
the residents of the area, while public space 2, that was abandoned and has no furniture or amenity,
has no users. The questionnaires also revealed that the residents of Germasogeia preferred public
space 1, for its cleanness and safety and the variety of playground games available. In contrast, the
residents of Apostolos Loukas, were discouraged to use the public spaces for safety reasons. In the
area of Arnaout and Apostolos Loukas, the public spaces were in a poor state of maintenance, with
rubbish lying around and graffiti covering the walls surrounding the spaces; no other users were
observed in these spaces than the immediate neighbors. Furthermore, insufficient lighting during
the night at the public spaces of Germasogeia, discourage the use of the spaces during these hours
and encourage inappropriate or illegal acts. Quite on the contrary, the public space 4 of

Germasogeia (the linear park of Dasoudi) and the public space 3 of Arnaout quarter (the linear park
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of Garillis) are vibrant public spots with a variety of users during the day and during the month.
These linear public spaces, are characterized by good facilities and maintenance. The main
characteristic of these public spaces is nature (trees, sea etc.) which attracts many users, according
to the questionnaires, especially the linear park of Dasoudi that also provides further opportunities
for activities, such as swimming. Another fact that was revealed from the questionnaires is that the
users of the public spaces preferred to use them because of their location (near their houses), their
safety and quietness, good connectivity and infrastructure.

Facilities, infrastructure and appropriate maintenance encourage the organization of different
events or the emerging of bottom-up initiatives and everyday practices. For example, the public
space 2 of Arnaout quarter, in front of the Municipal Administrative Offices for the Management of
the Turkish Cypriot Properties, serves as a place for festivals, balls, wedding ceremonies and so
forth for the Turkish Cypriots. The public space 1 in the area, provides a covered kiosk in front of
the coffee shop and thus each Sunday Greek Cypriots refugees’ families gather to cook traditional
Cypriot food and have lunch.

Another interesting example that shows how the everyday practices affect the physical
characteristics of the public space and vice versa is the behaviour of the users of the public spaces
of Apostolos Loukas. Thus, the municipality was forced to put fences in the entrances of the public
spaces to forbid the entrance to the motorbikes. These facts show how the everyday practices
affect the form of the public spaces (removal of the benches, adding of fences). In addition, the
cultivation and watering of the plants by the neighbors in the public spaces alter the image of the
public space. As these public spaces are not maintained well by the municipality the residents are
involved in their cleaning.

The physical characteristics of a public space encourage or discourage, facilitate or prohibit
accordingly the emergence of everyday practices, initiatives and events. The linear parks, which
provide many amenities and facilities are the most vivid public spaces. Each characteristic affects
differently the emergence of certain activities and indicates further actions than the formal ones
(benches, nature, fences, lighting and so forth). For example, the benches are for sitting, but the
young people of Apostolos Loukas appropriate them differently. The fences in the entrance of the
public spaces discourage the entering of the motorbikes in the public spaces but at the same time
discourage access to disabled people and mothers with carriages. The trees and the plants in the
public spaces provide shade and beautify the spaces but in Apostolos Loukas they produce fruit or
nuts which can be picked and eaten by the residents. In general, the physical characteristics have a
main role in the production of everyday practices in the public spaces. The above facts show how
the physical characteristics affect and are affected by everyday practices and social behaviours, in

different hours and in relation to the degree of involvement of the public authorities.
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Spatial Configuration - Part — Whole — Actors/Stakeholders. The case studies revealed
interesting results in the relation of the part (space) with the whole (neighborhood) and the city as
a whole; most particularly how the grade of integration (global-local) of the public space in the
neighborhood and the city affect the everyday practices and the profile of the users of the space.
The three empirical studies are characterized by different integration values and different everyday
practices. In this light, a discussion is needed on any possible association between the two; that is,
how integration values affect the vitality of the public space.

Apostolos Loukas is a good example that shows how the relation of the part with the whole
encourage the sense of public life and the emergence of everyday practices and bottom up
initiatives. The houses of the neighbors encompass the public spaces and connect well with them
through pathways. The back yards of the houses are connected with pathways and the pathways
are connected with the public spaces. In this way, the neighbors extend their yards in them. The
enclosure of the public space by the houses evoke the sense of safety and encourage informal
activities (cultivation of the plants). These connections provide easy accessibility for the neighbors
in the public spaces and encourage the extension of their gardens informally in the public space.
The whole neighborhood, has low integration values in relation to the rest of the city. Interestingly
enough, the only users of the public spaces are the residents of Apostolos Loukas; suggesting a
correlation between segregation and the profile of the users. May be, this is another fact that
encourage the emerging of everyday practices as the residents are ‘safe’ to cultivate informally in
the public spaces. The local integration which encourages the appropriation of the public spaces by
the neighbors and the segregation of the neighborhood with the global scale, make this fact more
intense.

In contrast, Arnaout neighborhood, which is globally and locally integrated, is characterized by
livability, with people walking around even in residential areas and commercial activities taking
place along the main roads. This liveliness is probably a reflection of the area’s good local
integration values. Nevertheless, the public spaces of the area, with the exception of public space
3 (linear park), attract only the locals but no informal or inappropriate activities have been reported.
In addition, the public spaces locating in main roads and thus, characterized by high integration
values in the global scale. In this case many formal events and activities have been recorded.
Germasogeia area is highly segregated, both at the local and global level, with the exception of the
coastal road and the public space 4 (linear park of Dasoudi). Nevertheless, the public space 1 that
is integrated in the local scale concentrates more people than the public spaces 2 and 3, which are
located in secondary streets. This fact shows that integration in the local scale encourage the use
of the space like the public spaces of Apostolos Loukas. The public space 4 of Germasogeia and
public space 3 of Arnaout quarter which are integrated both in the global and local scale are

constantly bustling with a diversity of people. In conclusion, the areas of Germasogeia and
189



Apostolos Loukas, which are not integrated in the global scale are only used by the locals (with the
exception of Dasoudi which is globally integrated). Arnaout quarter, which is globally and locally
integrated is used also only by the locals (with the exception of the linear park of Garillis).
Furthermore, another fact that shows the importance of the connectivity of the public space and
its relation with the neighborhoods is that in the question about why the users choose to visit the
public spaces, most respondents answered proximity to their house and in the question, what are
the most important characteristics a public space should have in the neighborhood, most users
answered the good connectivity and accessibility.

The above discussion reveals that according to how well integrated a space is in the local and the
global scale, encourages more or less users while also defining the users of the space (local
residents, etc). The public spaces which are integrated in the local scale but not in the global scale
attract only the locals, while the public spaces which are integrated in both scales attract a variety
of users, with the exception of public space 1 and 2 in Arnaout quarter, may be as a result of the
poor state of maintenance and the rubbish lying around. The public spaces which are not integrated
either at the local or the global scale attract few or no users (public space 2 and 3 in Germasogeia).
The location of a public space within a neighborhood, in close proximity to houses, seems to
encourage a sense of public life, belonging and the emergence of everyday practices which also
relate to the good maintenance of the space. This interaction between these three factors differ in
relation to the temporal dimension, the physical characteristics and the global and local socio-
spatial realities.

Temporal dimension — Spatial Dimension (characteristics) — Actors/Stakeholders. The
thesis also explored how the users of a public space change according to time, the day and the
months (seasons) and how a public space is used (everyday practices) and formed/re-formed
(characteristics) through the day and the months (seasons). The aspect of time is another important
factor involved in the production and use of public space; space is always in an open ongoing
process of production, in relation to social transformations.

The number of users in the public spaces in the area of Germasogeia according to the snapshots,
does not change significantly during the day and/or months. Nevertheless, the social groups change
and shift through time, as in Dasoudi park, public space 4, as during the summer period when
tourists are observed. Also, during the summer, swimming attracts many more users. In all the
spaces studied, the number and profile of the users as well as observed informal activities, seem to
change through time (from morning to afternoon, from weekday to weekend): students in the
afternoon, night and the weekends, older people in the mornings. In conclusion, the public spaces
in all the areas are more vibrant during the afternoon and the weekends, with the exception of
Dasoudi park, which is constantly bustling with people.

The temporal dimension is another key factor of how public space is used, appropriated and
190



experienced. The users of the space change according to the time of the day and the months (e.g.
students, tourists). Furthermore, the time of the day or the month in relation with the
characteristics of the space encourage particular activities or discourage accordingly (no lighting —
inappropriate acts). Also, the months (seasons) or the weather encourage or discourage particular
activities: when the weather is sunny, the elderly play backgammon and drinking beers in Apostolos
Loukas and the people swimming in Dasoudi park. Depending on the season, users and activities
are changing if the space facilitates it.

Actors/Stakeholders - Everyday Practices — Part/Whole. Actors, stakeholders and ownership
and appropriation of public space (formal or informal) have an implication on everyday practices in
the space. Different types of ownership and appropriation have been identified in the case studies.
In the area of Germasogeia, the spaces are owned by the municipality and/or the Department of
Forest; the latter is involved with the maintenance and the construction of the space, while any
involvement by the users of the spaces was not observed. In contrast, in the area of Arnaout and
Apostolos Loukas the municipality often does not respond to the requests of the users of the public
spaces for their maintenance.

Another essential issue that was observed, is that particular social groups (young people in our
case) claim the public spaces, discouraging other social groups (old people and parents with kids in
our case) to use them, for safety reasons, as these social groups engage with issues of vandalizations
and inappropriate activities. These incidents were mainly identified in the deprived areas, of
Apostolos Loukas and Arnaout neighborhoods. In addition, in the other public spaces of both areas,
other particular social groups often use the spaces, such as public space 3 in Apostolos Loukas area,
where they old people gather, and in public space 1 in Arnaout neighborhood, where Greek —
Cypriot refugees meet. Also, in public space 3, in Apostolos Loukas neighborhood, another type of
appropriation was observed, as the owner of the kafenio near the space has informally occupied
the public space, in order to perform illegal transactions. In addition, in all the public spaces of this
area, the neighbors cultivate a part of the public spaces for their own use. These activities of
appropriation and territorialisation often leads to tensions among the residents and among the
residents and the municipality.

This kind of ‘occupation’ and the sense of ‘belonging’ in a public space by particular social groups
was mainly observed in the disadvantaged neighborhoods, especially in Apostolos Loukas area; may
be because it is segregated both in the global and local scale. In contrast, Arnaout area, although it
is also a deprived neighborhood, it is integrated globally and locally, a fact which discourages users
to be involved in informal activities. In general, in Apostolos Loukas and Arnaout area, the presence
of the residents in the management of public space is more intense while the involvement of the
municipality is minimal. In contrast, in the area of Germasogeia, the residents are not involved in

the maintenance and production of public space, while the municipality is greatly involved; where
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one owner is absent, one other emerges.

In conclusion, according to who has the responsibility and who is involved in the maintenance of
the space, different everyday practices and activities emerge. The appropriation of the space by a
particular social group or groups encourage or discourage the use of space by other social groups
at the same time. In Apostolos Loukas, the presence of young people discourages the use of the
space by other neighbors at certain times of the day. Three different types of users coexist in the
space, rarely synchronically, mostly separately in time: young people are often involved in
inappropriate activities, old people who cultivate in the space informally, and the municipality who
is the formal owner of the space.

All the above lead to the conclusion, that the existence or the absence of good neighborhood
governance, accordingly influence the conditions of public life in the neighborhood. Moreover,
when a neighborhood is better integrated locally and globally in the urban system, the government
seems to provide better management for the public spaces; also related to the social status of the
neighborhood, like the wealthy area at Germasogeia.

Global and Local socio-spatial realities — Everyday Practices - Actors/Stakeholders. The
tensions created between global forces and local dynamics is another main mechanism which
affects the production and use of the public spaces; the public spaces reflect the local identities as
shaped by these tensions. The local and global forces with an impact on public spaces use and
development have been analyzed through demographic data and mapping of the social structure
of the areas, the historical background of the areas and the land uses. An important issue that
emerged through this analysis is how social characteristics (ethnicity, social status and age) affect
the use/everyday practices in the public space.

The three areas under study are characterized by different social groups in terms of ethnicity, social
status, proportion of unemployment, mean age and type of families. In the area of Germasogeia,
with a large proportion of foreign residents, upper class, low proportion of unemployed, mostly
married couple families and young people (mean age 35.67) very few initiatives or events by the
residents (public space 1, 2 and 3) were observed. In contrast, in Arnaout quarter, with lower-class
population, a big proportion of unemployed people, married couples and a high proportion of single
mother’s families, and many old people (mean age 43.60), initiatives and everyday practices were
frequently observed in the public spaces 1 and 2. The Turkish — Cypriots of the area organized
cultural events in public space 2 (which were organized in common with the Greek Cypriots before
1974). On the other hand, Greek Cypriots refugees who moved in this area after 1974, organize
events, gathering in the restaurant of the park and every Sunday and cook traditional food and eat
together.

A different kind of everyday practices are observed in the area of Apostolos Loukas, where most

residents are in the lower class of the population of the city, with a high proportion of
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unemployment, a high proportion of married couples and single mother families, and many old
people (mean age 47.18) who are Cypriots refugees, in a way forced to move to this area. As the
houses of these people are small and poor, the residents exploit the public spaces of the area to
informally extend their yards. Thus, they cultivate their fruits and plants in the public spaces or use
the space for other private uses.

These facts show how the historical background and the land uses of the space (global — local
tendencies) define the users of the space. The residents of Arnaout and of Apostolos Loukas
neighborhoods were in a way forced to move to these areas and inhabit houses of poor conditions,
as a result of the 1974 war. Public space became the most important meeting space of the residents
in the area. During the years these people moved to nearby refugee settlements, in better living
conditions but through collective memory they continue using the public space 1 in the Arnaout
area.

We may conclude that the local and global tendencies, the stakeholders, the profile of the users
(demographic data) and the social structures affect everyday practices and encourage or discourage

the involvement of the residents in the production, use and development of public spaces.

Interrelations between all the key factors. The physical attributes facilitate the emergence of
particular actions, formal or informal. These activities seem to be facilitated or influenced in relation
the integration values (globally and locally) of the neighborhood in the urban structure.
Furthermore, everyday practices and activities unfold in particular hours, days and months; the
dimension of time discourages or encourages accordingly social activities. Furthermore, the
residents many times ask for the involvement of the public authorities in order to solve social
conflicts that take place in the public spaces. The governance to solve any social issues has an
impact on the physical characteristics of the space, that affect its accessibility or its amenities and
the comfort or the lightening of the space that affect the safety of it, etc. Likewise, the involvement
of public authorities in the management of the public space influence the conditions of public life
in the neighborhood accordingly. Good-quality and well managed public spaces are the ones which
are more integrated locally and globally in the urban system.

As a conclusion, all the factors are interrelated and thus cannot be studied in isolation. Each public
space consists of a layering of interactions between the factors, with a continuous process of
transformation of the socio-spatial structure. The analysis shows that the process of the production
of public space under different spatial and social environments differs. The key factors identified in
the literature review, are interrelated and affect in different ways the use, production and

development of the public space (fig.5.1).
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PUBLIC SPACE AS RELATIONAL
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Fig. 5.1 — Interactions among the different factors
Source: Author

In this sense, the analysis of the production, use and development of public space needs to be
informed by a relational perspective. Each public space is part of a social assemblage that consists
of heterogeneous elements, both physical and social which are interacting among them in a variety
of ways. Depending on the synthesis of the components, each public space is formed and reformed
and plays a different role in different situations and exercises different capacities. The character
and the role of a public space depends on how the key factors are interrelated; it is a product of a

process between the relations of these components.
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5.2 Contribution to knowledge, the limitations of the study and recommendations

for further research

Public space is continuously developed as a social, cultural and political product. This thesis based
in the relational perspective of public space identifies a need for enhancing research into the
relationship among physical transformation and social change in a public space. In this light, a
diachronic analysis of public spaces in Mediterranean cities was addressed in an attempt to
understand how it has been developed and transformed and how it has been used in different
contexts (social, economic, political etc.) and eras. The analysis of public space through time was
important for the understanding of the patterns of socio-spatial phenomena observable in
contemporary public spaces and the mechanisms through which such phenomena unfold. These
issues have been explored through the study of the evolution of public space in Mediterranean
cities. Then a theoretical analysis of public space was addressed based in the theories of Space
Syntax, Assemblage theory and Actor-Network theory (ANT) in order to identify key issues relating
to the complexity of public space. The main attempt was to identify the multifarious critiques of
contemporary public space and to organize them so that they be better understood in relation to
each other.

The brief historical review and the theoretical analysis of public space bring to the fore the
mechanisms which involved in the production and transformation of public space: spatial
dimension of public space (physical characteristics and part — whole relationship), process — time,
actors/stakeholders, everyday practices and global — local tendencies. This thesis seeks to address
these boarder issues within specific context in the case of Limassol. Its main goal is to provide an
overview about how these key factors affect the production and transformation of public space in
different social contexts.

In this light, a mixed integrated approach was addressed in order to understand the increasing
complexity of social sphere in public space. The limitations and the constraints of each methodology
require the correlation of them in a new experimental way in order to cover the gaps of each
approach and reveal different perspectives of social reality. The originality of the proposed thesis
lies in its methodology. The investigation was carried out through a multidisciplinary methodology
that has brought together existing tools from the spatial and social sciences to consist of a new
methodological framework. The purpose of this new framework is to enrich our understanding on
the space-society relationship and to offer an innovative analytical and methodological approach
to analyze and, potentially, improve the urban environment and its public life. The investigation
was carried out through a qualitative and quantitative multi-method strategy based on three

neighborhoods of different social context, in the city of Limassol to examine the following:
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The investigation begun with a historic evolution of the socio-spatial factors that have
formulated the public spaces in Limassol to trace the main changes in political,
demographic, economic, and cultural aspects, in both the global and local scale of socio-
spatial realities. Through this exploration, the three areas under investigation were
selected as significant cases to contribute in understanding the mechanisms involved in the
production of public space and life, given their different contexts. These urban
environments can be characterized as an assemblage formulated by the interaction
between objects and specific historical processes.

Assemblages operate across diverse scales: an interaction between the local and the global.
In a similar way, space syntax theory looks at the city through different scales and parts.
Following these, this investigation incorporates three different scales of the urban system:
the city, the neighborhoods, and the public spaces all read in terms of connectivity,
accessibility, and visibility.

As this methodology focuses on the understanding of the city as an individual and single
entity composed by physical and human (social) elements, this investigation includes the
physical characteristics of the public spaces (topography, infrastructure, lighting, furniture,
trees and so force).

In this sense, the methodology moves beyond the physical characteristics and aims to map
out the networks of actors/stakeholders (formal/informal-visible/invisible) involved in the
production and transformation of the urban fabric and of the public spaces in particular.
This investigation of both the physical and non-physical entities is extensively discussed in
ANT theory. Each actor is involved in the management and use of a public space, thus their
everyday uses in the public space are analysed in different time periods (historically but
also throughout a day, a week, a season) given that public spaces are in an open ending
process of production and transformation.

To adequately analyse the factors engaged in the production and transformation of the
public space this investigation involved a variety of research techniques such as interviews,
questionnaires, observation (snapshots — photography), space syntax analysis, documental
analysis, and archival research.

In this way, the suggested methodology combines a holistic approach that identifies the
general factors involved in the evolution of public spaces in various Mediterranean cities,
beyond Limassol, with relational theories of assemblage, ANT theory, and space syntax.
Additionally, this investigation is also concerned with the existing experience and synergies
bound up in the identity of the city, neighborhoods and public spaces. Following these, this
study proposes a robust methodological framework to facilitate the assessment and

understanding of public spaces.
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e This understanding of the urban environment and its public spaces, aims to facilitate the
improvement of these spaces through the suggestion of useful policies on public space
management. As it was already suggested, the set-up of an appropriate framework by the
public authorities is necessary. However, before this kind of action can be taken, it is crucial
to identify and resolve the possible areas of conflict: actors/stakeholders (ownership of the
public space, users, local authorities, etc.), everyday practices (actual uses and activities,
the various needs of inhabitants and users) throughout different periods of time (day,
week, season, years), physical characteristics (topography, furniture, trees, etc.), part —
whole relationship (different scales: city, neighborhoods, public spaces), the global and

local socio-spatial realities (social incidents, demography, and so forth).

In conclusion, although such an approach needs to overcome diverse difficulties, the research study
in various social urban environments through the integration of the theoretical and methodological
approaches proposed in this thesis, reveals that some reliable inferences can be made on the socio-
spatial mechanisms of public space development and some clear patterns of socio-spatial processes
emerge.

This thesis used a coherent theoretical outlook to investigate a series of case studies, crossing the
cultural divides to examine the similarities and differences of public space in different urban
contexts, and its critical analysis of the process of development, management and use of public
space, with all its tensions and conflicts based on the key factors-mechanisms under analysis. In this
sense, this research gives a multidimensional definition of public space and proposes key factors —
mechanisms which involved in the production and transformation of a public space. Each factor in
each public space differed, and thus each interrelation among the factors and affect in different
ways the production and transformation of the public space according to the interactions. Each
factor and interaction give a different result in the spatial and social character of a public space.
This fact reflects the uniqueness of a public space and its complexity.

That is why it is so urgent to combine in the quantitative and qualitative methodology. In this point
of view, two main points were underlined here: the thesis has set the theoretical stage for
discussing the production of a public space through the key factors and the methodology that was
suggested can assess these aspects in different social contexts in Mediterranean cities. The set of
tools proposed by this thesis can be applicable to any other case and can therefore be replicated to
further the assessment of how generic every mechanism identified here is. The methodological
framework proposed that study three different scales of the urban structure, can be revised,
strengthened or made more concrete according to the urban context studied.

These set of tools can be extended and adjusted according to the social background of each public

space under study. The social and political dimensions of each city are different and thus the ways
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in which they can be analyzed differs accordingly. In this way, the key factors can be changes or can
be more specific according to the public sphere of each public space. Each public space has its own
identity, its own topography and geographical location, its own historical background and its own
social and cultural realities. In this light, it is important to acknowledge the fact that in other socio-
spatial contexts these factors may will not be applicable. Nevertheless, new factors could be
identified with a similar process of research according to each case as new avenues for further

inquiry have been engraved.
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5.3 Conclusion

All the factors that associate with the social and spatial form of public space are interconnected
and have a great influence on the production of public spaces, in the case of Limassol. However,
these synthesizing mechanisms may be generalizable to all cities as they can be studied in different
social contexts with a variety of findings. In general, the key factors of each neighborhood and each
public space were analyzed through the suggested multidisciplinary methodology. The table below
presents the six factors analyzed and how they are different in each neighborhood. The social and
physical character of the urban environment is changed according to the organization, behavior,

and interaction of its physical and social variables. In this light, we can say that each city, is consisted

by diverse types of neighborhoods and public spaces.

physical configuration
(part - whole)

global/local
tendencies

actors
stakeholders

spatial dimension
physical characteristics

everyday practices
process/time

global - segregated

wealthy area

good quality

usual activities

Germasogeia - . municipalit < 5
B local - integrated - foreigners Pty public spaces during all the hours
o global - integrated pofor areq residents - poor usual activities -
Arnaoutogeitonia local - integrated felugees municipality not much management afternoon,
and Roma events
usual activities,
lobal - segregated oor area residents - poor i i
Apostolos Loukas - i P .- ) c\ean|ng, plantl.n.g,.
local - some integration| refugees municipality not much management inappropriate activities

different hours each activity

Table. 5.1 — The six factors in the three neighborhoods
Source: Author

If one or more factors of an area and its public spaces undermine public life, then there is a need
for this factor to be further analysed to facilitate improvement in public life. For example, a well-
integrated public space may not perform as well as expected if the social identity of the place is
that strong that diminishes its spatial dynamics, such as Arnaout neighborhood. On the other hand,
a merely integrated neighborhood, such as the coastal area of Germasogeia, may be characterized
by good quality public spaces, because of the municipality being greatly involved with the
maintenance of these spaces. Also, the Apostolos Loukas area, which is not integrated in the urban
fabric, is consisted by poor quality public spaces. In each particular case, all of the factors must be
observed to understand the way they affect the quality of public life.

In this light, the ways in which the socio-spatial factors associate with various scales need to be
analysed to contribute towards effective interventions. For instance, if the integration levels of a
neighborhood or a public space affect its public life, then there is a need to improve its relational
access network with the focus being on the ways local and global scales are interrelated. Also, if the
quality of the public space is poor due to lack of management or users’ behaviour (e.g.
vandalization), then the formal actors/stakeholders (local authorities) responsible for the
maintenance of that space should reconsider their management methods.

The urban context of a public space could block or enable public life, as it influences the quality of

199



that space. A public space can be spatially (physical characteristics) improved but remain in social
decline if other problems occur in its surrounding area. The challenge for local authorities is to
engage with the improvement of each public space in relation to its specific urban environment and
its social and spatial realities. Such an improvement should take into consideration all of the
different factors and dimensions of what formulates a good public space and that public spaces and
their neighborhoods operate as one urban body. Public space is not just a single entity; it forms a
system with other spaces in a variety of scales.

According to assemblage theory, the public spaces can be studied as social assemblages, as their
physical and social components affect and are affected in an ongoing process. Each public space
can affect differently the urban and social system, exercising different capacities (according to the
key factors) and taking a different role in it, according to the synthesizing mechanisms that influence
it. Destabilizing processes can lead to the deterritorialisation of public space as its always changes
according the social processes and human behaviours. This fact is identified in all the scales, from
the scale of the city, to the scale of the neighborhood and finally to the scale of the public space.
All the scales engage with the development and the transformations of the urban fabric and are
involved in the production of public space, and thus have to be taken into account from the larger
one to the smaller one, as the one interacts with the other continuously. Also, Space Syntax on the
one hand can describe and analyze the evolution of the urban form of a city, and on the other hand
to be used as a tool for comparing systems of different size and scales, but again as discussed in the
previous chapters, cannot be applied in isolation; it is also essential to analyze the historical and
social processes that may influence the character and the role of a public space, in the past but also
in the present. Both assemblage and space syntax theories understand that a variety of scales (not
just the macro or the micro) engage with the development of the cities and thus connections and
associations among the elements is an important factor.

This research study shows clearly how the public space affects and is affected by the social
behaviours, and in general that the spatial and social spheres are in a continuous relation of
interaction and transformation. According to Lupton, “physical characteristics, through their impact
on population mix, lead neighborhoods to ‘acquire’ certain other characteristics, such as services
and facilities, reputation, social order and patterns of social interaction, as people and place
interact. For example, disadvantaged individuals in an isolated area will form one set of social
relations, while disadvantaged individuals in a well-connected area may form another” (2003:5).
This statement is revealed in the “marginalized” neighborhoods studied in this thesis; according to
how well the neighborhood is integrated, the residents appropriated the public spaces in different
ways. The accessibility and the integration of an area in the urban system, locally and globally, is a
vital factor about how a public space is associated with certain social issues and everyday practices.

The socio-spatial changes in the city, associated with organizational scales, as the global forces
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(political affairs) lead to changes in population distribution and in the spatial arrangement of the
urban system (whole) (territorialisation of the city), while the local tendencies are associated with
the moving of population groups from one neighborhood to another (part), as people search for
better conditions of life. In these transformations, the public authorities (stakeholders) have an
essential role because they ‘place’ disadvantaged and vulnerable social groups in particular areas,
creating a sense of entrapment, and a “largely diverse population may be trapped within a limited
space, communication between the diverse groups who live there, and between them and the
outside world, becomes a major concern” (Madanipour, 2010:275).

Another important observation associated with the quality of the public space and which may lead
to further social issues, is accessibility; the more open and unconditional the access, the more public
a space becomes. In cases when a space does not provide a free and open access (physical and
social accessibility), it may discourage the emerging of activities and everyday practices within it.
However, openness can often lead to tensions between a particular social group that uses the space
and the rest of the residents, like the case of the public spaces in Apostolos Loukas neighborhood,
where the old people were often in conflict with the young people. On the one hand, particular
social groups can alter the image of public spaces, in the deprived neighborhoods, and turn them
to a site of conflicts and avoidance, and on the other hand the social and spatial needs of such
groups can also foster social bonding.

This seems to also be related to the ways in which the public authorities handle these issues. The
neighborhood governance can play a pivotal role in ordinary people public life through city making
processes. “Cities are an immense laboratory of trial and error, failure and success, in city building
and city design” (Jacobs, 1961:9). Good-quality, well-managed public spaces have an essential role
in the public life of the residents, encouraging the social integration in the urban environment. The
good physical and functional conditions of the public spaces promote social interaction,
communication, comfort, security and livability. The public spaces in the disadvantaged areas are
not characterized by good-quality conditions, like the public spaces in the wealthy areas; as a result,
the residents are more engaged with the management of the public space. In a similar sense, but
perhaps in a different way the public spaces in the deprived areas can be well-managed through
the involvement of the residents in the processes that shape the conditions of public life in the
neighborhood with the support of the public authorities. “Attention to public spaces by public
authorities and community groups can improve the quality of environment for local residents in
these neighborhoods” (Madanipour, 2010:279).

Thus, these tensions highlight the need for the public authorities to deal with the conflicting and
incompatible uses of public spaces. A way to solve such social issues, may lay on the government’s
role to encourage the citizens to be responsible for the care of their urban environment, and to

allow them to participate in its improvement, offering opportunities to them to connect with one
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another.

Miessen, in a conversation with Mouffe, introduces flexibility as a productive critique of
participation (2010) in public spaces. Flexibility allows adaptation based on the changing conditions
of the urban environment. When there are no explicit alternatives, people tend to stick to the
existing structure, not necessarily because they trust it, but because they are familiar with it
(Miessen, 2010). A flexible public space should simultaneously encourage various activities by
different groups and deal with tensions regarding conflicts of interest among these activities and
groups. Following these, there are two types of public spaces; on the one hand, it is the loose space
that is adaptable, un-restricted, and used for a variety of functions and on the other hand, it is the
tight space which is fixed, physically constrained or controlled in terms of function. The challenge
for local stakeholders and local authorities is to adapt the spaces and their maintenance to
accommodate temporary changes of uses.

Co-design, that is ‘design with’ as opposed to ‘design for,” is another interesting practice that
incorporates in the design process policies and relationships, among others. Co-design suggests a
collective practice that engages and empowers people who are often disregarded by common
practice. Therefore, people through adaptable everyday practices, are no longer segregated or
excluded by assembles, but they have the opportunity to socialize and politicize within their
community. In this sense, architecture becomes a shared activity and a relational practice.
Co-design is associated with the notion of commoning, which not only suggests methods to ensure
the sustainability of common pool resources, but, furthermore, introduces ways of being-in-
common as a social practice. Itis a process that brings people together in order to retain and expand
everything that is produced in common, while simultaneously it empowers and sustains the
commons (Awan, Shneide and Till, 2011). The everyday practices of commoning increase
connectivity and generate political awareness and civic responsibility. Co-design in the sense of
commoning leads to the notion of belonging (de Certeau, 1984) given that a constant repetition of
daily practices symbolically claims some sort of ownership over the place used.

To encourage though these activities, support by the public authorities is necessary to set up the
appropriate frameworks. Nevertheless, residents’ involvement in the management of public spaces
does not guarantee the best possible improvement of these spaces. Such an involvement should
occur in collaboration with various local stakeholders to potentially resolve several social issues and
to lead to vital results. Hence, the municipality receives the role of the mediator to overcome a
spectrum of conflicts, interests, and social issues. These tactics allow the local authorities to deal
not only with the spatial dimension of a public space but also of with the quality of the social
relations facilitated in this space. In this way, all neighborhoods of the urban structure (both
deprived and wealthy neighborhoods), will have equal attention by the managers of the city and

thus, good quality public spaces and public life.
202



The governance has to provide a framework for engagement of the population with their
environment, in order to become active participants. In this way, it is offering opportunities for
citizens to connect with one another and creates a sense of ownership and well-being. So, familiars
and strangers can interact, coexist, debate each other, and grow psychologically from diverse
everyday practices and contacts. In this light, the neighbors become co-producers of their urban
environment.

Hiller and Hanson propose that space shapes society as a pattern of “encounter possibilities”, not
as a neutral container of social activity, but providing the potentials to encourage social meetings
(1984). The potential for social interaction and encounter between diverse social groups in terms
of age, social and ethnic background, in urban neighborhoods public spaces is an essential factor
for creating an integrated society and encouraging tolerance and a feeling of belonging.

By setting a different management framework, according to the social and spatial conditions and
status of each neighborhood, the local authorities can assess and succeed to improve the public
life, in all parts of the urban system. In order to overcome the tensions between the diverse social
groups and facilitate their co-presence in public space, the neighborhood governance has to help
the local residents to mobilize their resources and build bridges.

The power relations between actors/stakeholders is only one of the main factors that affect the
socio-spatial structure of the public space, and for this reason they should not be studied as an
individual, independent variable. The actors/stakeholders, as non-physical entities, should be
identified in relation to the physical entities, following ANT theory, to properly inform how these
interact in the social and spatial system.

To conclude, the theories of assemblage theory, ANT and, Space Syntax examine not only of what
composes a city and its public spaces but, also, of how these elements are connected and
associated. The elements that compose a city are identified through the investigation of this study’s
spatial dimension (physical characteristics), but the ways these elements are associated occurs
through the interrelation of the physical (part — whole relation) with the social (global and local
socio-spatial realities, everyday practices, actors/stakeholders, process-time). In a sense, both
theory and practice can benefit from multi-scalar thinking since it holds the capacity to stimulate
integral approaches to planning and design.

The research in diverse public spaces and urban neighbourhoods help us to understand how
transformations in public spaces affects people’s lives and urban culture in particular times and
places. Social phenomena however, are multi-dimensional processes influenced by a variety of
factors ranging from the changes in the global political economy and national policies to
vulnerabilities and sensitivities of individuals. It is obvious that focusing only on the urban
environment cannot be a solution to these problems and the relative contribution of all factors to

fight against social exclusion should be acknowledged (Madanipour, 2010). At the same time, this
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does not mean that attention to the urban environment should be abandoned as superficial and
irrelevant, as space and society are closely intertwined and the processes that shape space are at
the heart of what characterizes societies.

The social and spatial factors are characterized by a multidimensional and polyvalent relation, that
may be more complex than was envisaged in more traditional approaches, in which social relations
are reflected in the spatial characteristics. The spatial dimension is only one of the factors
associated with the process of production and transformation of public space. Once a variety of
factors and processes are taken into account, the analysis still presents significant gaps in
knowledge, which can be filled if greater efforts are made to widen the variety of social science
approaches used in conjunction with a spatial morphological approach. In this light, different
theoretical approaches need to be analyzed under a common umbrella in order to succeed a

dialogue between the spatial and the social context.
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APPENDIX 1: Glossary

Actor. Term used by Actor-Network Theory to refer to participants in networks and systems. These
can be human or non-human.

Actual Terittories. The term ‘actual’ indicates the process in which space comes into being. The
‘actual’ is not what we are, but rather that we are becoming, that is to say the ‘other’ that becomes
other (Stalker, 2009).

Agency. Term used by Actor-Network Theory to refer to heterogeneous associations of humans
and non-humans.

Assemblage. A whole which is characterised by relations of its components and the processes the
components are involved in.

Axial map is analysed as a set of nodes and lines, and different types of measures are derived
regardless of metric distance. These include local and global configurational measures (Geddes,
2017).

Axial map is represented by axial lines: is a straight sight line and a possible path through space
(Hillier & Hanson, 1984).

Configuration a set of relationships that takes into account other relations among spaces which are
interdependent in an overall structure.

Co-presence. Term used by the Italian School of process typology to refer to the spatial relations
between components of the urban form.

Diachronic. Concerned with the way in which something has developed and evolved through time.
Formal public space. Formal spaces produced by urban policies and public or private legal
interventions (Hernandez, Kellett & Allen, 2013).

Gentrification. The association of public space creation and high — value consumption inevitably
leads to gentrification, in which one group of people and activities are replaced by another (Larice
& Macdonald, 2013:449).

Global integration examines the relationship of all nodes to all nodes and thus reveals large-scale
configurational characteristics of the whole spatial system. It is strongly correlate with vehicular
movement and the movement of people who have little knowledge of an area.

Integration in practice measures the relative accessibility of nodes within a spatial system; spaces,
which are found deep in a system have lower integration values, while higher integration values
usually correlate with high levels of movement and activity and thus with social interaction.

Local integration examines the configurational relationships of small-scale areas. It is strongly
correlate with pedestrian movement and the movement of residents and people who know the
study area well.

"Neighbourhood is generally defined spatially as a specific geographic area and functionally as a
set of social networks. Neighbourhoods, then, are the spatial units in which face-to-face social
interactions occur—the personal settings and situations where residents seek to realise common
values, socialise youth, and maintain effective social control." (Shuck, Amie & Dennis Rosenbuam,
2006).

Open questions. Open questions are questions which require more than a single word, or a handful
of words to be answered. Closed questions are those which can be answered with a simple ‘yes’ or
‘no’ (Legard, Keegan & Ward, 2003:169).

Probes questions. Probes are responsive questions asked to find out more about what has been
raised. Their aim is always to obtain greater clarity, detail or depth of understanding — for example
to elicit further description, an example, an explanation, and so on. Their key feature is that they
relate directly to what has already been said by the interviewee, often referring to the exact phrase
or term that they have used. Probes are a crucial element of any in-depth interview (ibid:168).
Prompts questions. Prompts are questions which come from the researcher rather than directly
from what the interviewee has said. They are used where the researcher wants to ask the
interviewee to reflect on something else — perhaps something raised in other interviews, or that
the researcher thought might be relevant from their own reading or thinking (ibid).

Quantitative research is ‘Exp Lanfer phenomena by collecting numerical data that are analysed
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using mathematically based methods (in particular statistics)’ (Aliaga & Gunderson, 2002).
Qualitative research is described as an unfolding model that occurs in a natural setting that enables
the researcher to develop a level of detail from high involvement in the actual experiences
(Creswell, 1994).

Segregation. a process which defines the homogeneity and boundaries of given areas induced by
external forces.

Space Syntax. A set of theory and techniques for the understanding and analysis of spatial
configurations and their relationship to a range of socio-economic phenomena.

To describe and analyse the evolution of the urban form of Limassol: space syntax methodology
was selected because of its ability to highlight the main structure of the city and hence its changes
over time since it is a reliable method for comparing systems of different size. Furthermore, it has
the ability to analyse the city at different scales, to assess the relationship between different parts
of the city and the whole, and to measure connectivity between different areas, which are all
fundamental within the framework of assemblage theory.

Syntactical analysis is commonly based on the axial map, the set of fewest and longest lines of sight
passing through every public space in a city’s street network. The map shows the relation of each
line to the network of the whole city (‘global’ relations) or the relation of each line to the immediate
surroundings (‘local’ relations). The main measures are ‘integration’, which quantifies relative
depth from any space to all other spaces, modelling movement to spaces and ‘control’, which
quantifies the potential for any space to form part of a path between any pair of spaces within a
given distance, modelling movement through spaces. Maps are colored in a scale from red to blue,
or black to white in a grayscale map, to indicate the high-to-low range of values (Charalambous &
Anaxagorou, 2015:6).
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APPENDIX 2: Questionnaire

ASSESING THE PUBLIC SPACE

Dear Sir/Madam,
This questionnaire is designed for an investigation about public space as part of my Ph.D thesis, in UCY and any information given is
strictly confidential. Please spare a few minutes of your valuable time to answer the questions carefully. Thanks for your attention!

Place: Date: Time:

Gender: Male [ |  Age: Llessthan18 [ | 2534 [ | 45-54 [ ]

Female | | 1824 [ | 3544 [ | 55andover | |

Citizenship: Cypriot D Citizens EU D Non EU Citizens D Occupation:

1. How faris your house from this public space?

less than 1km D less than 3km D less than 5km D more than 5km D more than 10km D

2. How often do you visit this particular public space?
Several times a day D About once a day D 3-5 days a week D 1-2 days a week D

Every few weeks D Less often D Rarely or Never D

3. When do you visit this particular public space?

Weekdays - morning D Weekdays - afternoon D Weekdays - night D
Weekends - morning D Weekends - afternoon D Weekends - night D
4. For how long do you usually stay in this public space?

0-20 minutes D 25 - 60 minutes D 1-2 hours D more than 2 hours D

5. With whom do you come to this public space? (you can select more than one answer choice)

Childrens | | Husband/Wife ™) griends [ | Neighbors [ | Alone [ |  Other oo
Boyfriend/Girlfriend

Who do usually use this public space?

6. Why do you choose to visit this public space? (you can select more than one answer choice)

It is near Central - Activities
Quiet Safet Infrastructure Other e-eeeeeeceeecmeecee
your house Position y Events

Do you feel this place could be further improved? How?

7. What are usually your activities in this public space? (you can select more than one answer choice)
Talking D Sitting - Relaxing D Playing D Walking D Reading D Other

What kind of activities would you like to take place in a public space?

2. C Jescril } - ized in this publi
(once a week or once a month or once a year)?
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9. Who is involved in the organization of any other activities/events in this public space?

Municipality I:] Non - profit organizations I:] Neighbors D No one I:] Other

10. Are there any citizens’ initiatives/incidents in the area? If yes, what activities and where?

11. Who owns this public space?

Municipality D Private property I:] Non - profit organization D Other

12. Who takes care of its maintenance?

Municipality I:] Neighbors I:] Non - profit organization I:] Other

13. Are neighbors involved in keeping it clean or in any other initiatives?

14. If there are any issues/incidents with this space who do you talk to?

15. Is there a neighborhood council?

Yes I:] No D

16. Are there any non-governmental organizations involved in the neighborhood?

Yes I:] No D

17. There are organized any activities/events in other public spaces in the area?

Yes I:] No D

Where?

What activities?
18. Do you use other spaces for public activities in the area?

Yes I:] No D

Where?

What activities?

19. How often do you visit other public spaces?

Several times a day I:] About once a day I:] 3-5 days a week I:] 1-2 days a week I:]

Once a month [] Onceevery [ ] Rarelyor Never [ |
couple of months

Which do you visit?
20. Do you prefer to visit other public spaces more successful in the area and why?

Safe I:] Quiet I:] Well connected D Infrastructure I:] Activities I:] Accessible to all I:] Other
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AZIOAOlHzH TOY AHMO:ZIOY XQPOY

Ayarnte KUpLe/kuplia,
AUTO TO EPWTNHOTOAOYLO EXEL OXESLAOTEL YA EPEUVA OXETLKA LE TO SNUOCLO XWPO WG TUAKA TOU SLEAKTOPKOU LoV, TO OTtoio
Stekmepawwvetal oto Navemotripo KOmpou, onote oog mapakoAw adblepwote Alya AeMTd amd Tov MOAUTLUO Y OVO 0agG Yo Vo
QUTOVTHOETE TPOOEKTIKA OTLG TILO KATW EpWTHoeLg. OAeg oL Anpodopieg elval auoTNPE EUMLOTEUTIKEG. EUXELOTW yLa Thv pocoxn oag!

Xwpog: Huepounvia: Qpa:
®olo:  Appev | | HAwda: Kdtwtwv18 [ | 2534 [ ] 4554 [ |

IV 18-24 [ | 3544 [ | 55kaunévw [ |

Ynnkootnra: KuanaKr']D Kdtowkot EU D ‘OxL EU Kdtotkot D EnayyeApa:

1. N6oo pakpLd BPioKeTOL TO OTtiTL 0OV aNd AUTOV TO SNUOGCLO XWPC;

Awyotepo amo 1km D Awyotepo amo 3km D Alyotepo amo 5km D TEPLOCOTEPO D TEPLOCOTEPO D
amno 5km arno6 10km
2. 600 CUXVA EMLOKENMTECTE TO CUYKEKPLUEVO SNUOCLO XWPO;

ApKETEG POPEG TNV NUEPQ D Mia popd TNV nuépa D 3-5 dpopég v BSopada D

1-2 popeg tnv eBSopada D K&Oe Aiyec eBSopddeg D AyOtepPO cUXVA D Snavia f Noté D

3. Note emokénteote cUVAOWE AUTO TO SNUOCLO XWPEO;

KaBnpepveg - mpwt D KaBnuepvég - amoyeupa D KaBnuepvég - Bpadu D
JapParokupioka - tpwi D SapBoarokupiaka - andysupa D SapBatokupiaka - Bpddu D

4. JuvnBwg Mo £ival To XPOVIKO SLACTN O TIOU PEVETE OE AUTO TO SNUOOLO XWPO;

0-20 Aemtta D 25 - 60 Aemta D 1-2 wpeg D TIEPLOCOTEPEG A0 2 WPEG D
5. Me molo €pyeote ouvNOWE o€ AUTO TO SNUACLO XWPG (UTIOPELTE VO ONUELWOETE TTAVW Ao Uia amdvtnon)
Moudid D 20quyo D ®iloug D leitoveg D Movog/n D ANo

Boyfriend/Girlfriend

Motol xpnotpomnolovV cuvhBwe auTd To SNUOCLO XWPO;

E[ . Z’ s s ﬁ , ’ .

(umopeite va onpelwoeTe mavw ard pia amavinon)

Kovrd amd D Kevepun D HO'U)(i.G.D Aoddlela D Enim\won D ApactnpLotnreg D ANNQ ---------

TO OTTiTL HoU TomoBeoia Events

MoTEVETE TIWG AUTOG 0 XWPOG Ba putopoloe va BeAtlwBel mepaltépw ;

7. Noleg givar cuvn L 5paOTNPLOTNTEC 0OC OE AUTO TO SNUACLO XWEO;
(umopeite va onpelwoete mdvw arnd pia amdvenon)

JulAtnon D KaBiopa/Xaldpwon D Mouyvidt D ﬂepndmua[] AldBaocpa D AMo

TL eibou¢ Spaotnplotnteg Ba cag dpeoay va poypappati{ovtayv e auTo To SnUOCLO XWPOo;

209



9. NoLog eUMAEKETAL LIE TNV OpYAVWGON SpaoTtnplotAtwy /events o€ autd To SnUdcLo Xwpeo;

ARpog I:] Mn kepSookortikol opyaviopol I:] leltoveg D Kavévag I:] AMo

10. Ynapyouv ka@6Aou pwtoBoulieg yia §paoTnELOTNTEG QO TOUG KATOIKOUG 1) cupuBavrtay;
Av VOIL, TTOLEC KOl T[Ol'J;

12. 3£ MOLOV AV KEL QWTOG 0 SNUOCLOC XWPOG

Aqpo I:] I6twtn I:] Mn kepSOOKOTILKO OPYAVLOUO I:] ANO

13. MoLo¢ aoXOAEITAL PE THV GUVTIPNON TOU SnUOCLou XWwpoy

Aqpog I:] leitoveg I:] Mn KePSOOKOTLKOG OPYOVIOUOG I:] AAN\OG

14. Ov yeitoveg UMAEKOVTOL LLE TH CUVTAPNON TOU XWPOU 1 opyovwvouv aAAou eibouc Spaoctnplotnteg edw;

15. Otav undpyouv npoBAnuata | CUUITAOKEG OE QUTO TO XWEO OE TTOLOV aneuBuveoTs

16. YnapyeL KAmolo cuBoUALO YELTOVLAG;
Nat I:] OxL I:]
17. EMtAEKETOL KATTOLOG U KEPSOOKOTUKOG 0PYOVIGUOC OTH VELTOVLE;

Nau I:] Oxu I:]

18. Tivovtat Spaotnplotnteg/yeyovota o KAmoLto GAAo SnudcLo XWpeo Tt mEPLOXAS

Nai D OoxL D

MNov;

TL 8paotnplotnteg
19. Xpnowomnoleitar AAAOUG XWPOUG YL pAGTNPLOTNTEG OTNV MEPLOXA ;
Na[ | ox[ ]

MNov;

TL 8pacTNPLOTNTEG

20. NAco cuyva emuokénteote AAAOUG SNUOGLOUC XWPOUG

ApKeTéC GOPEG TNV Népa D Mia ¢opd tnv nuépa D 3-5 popég TNV efGopada D
1-2 popEg tnv efdopada D Mia ¢popd Tov unva I:] Mia dpopd KaBe KATIOLOUG UAVES I:] navia f Noté I:]

IMoLOUG ETLOKEMTEDTE;

211 . , s Ahouc Snud . . ; .

22. Mota TLOTEVETE EIVOL TA TILO CNMAVTLKA XOPAKTNPLOTLKA TIOU TIPETIEL VAL £XEL £VaC SNUOCLOG XWPOG TNV

YELTOVLA 0QC; )
v AMo

Acdaing I:] Houxog D KaAr tomoBeoia I:] EnimAwon I:] Apaotnptornrqu pg:iigtioq I:]
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APPENDIX 3: Transcripts of Conversations with Expert Stakeholders

A3.1: Structured Questions

The list below shows the set of questions which was formed before the interviews:

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Motot eurmA£kovTal He TN dnpLoupyia Kalvouplwyv SNUOCLWY XWPWV oTo SO0 oag;

(Who are involved in creating new public spaces in your municipality?)

Molot eurmA£KOVTOL LE TO KABaPLOoPO Kal T Slatipnon Toug f Thv enidlopbwon;

(Who are involved in cleaning, repairing and maintenance of the public spaces?)
Opyavwvovtal 6paoctnpldotnteg — events; [olol avolaupavouv TETolou  €ldoug
8paoTNPLOTNTEC;

Are any activities organized — events? Who are engaged in organizing such activities?
Moleg SpaotnplOTNTEG elyav TN peyoAUTEPN AmAXnon;

Which activities had the greatest resonance?

Ynapxouv YwpoL omou cupPaivouv Stopdaxeg/yeyovota; MeTatl TOlwV Kol O TIOLOUG
Xwpoug;

Are there any conflicts in the public spaces of your municipality? Between whom and in
which places?

EpmAékovTal oL KATolKoL Pe TpwTtoBoulieg otnv avadiapdpdpwaon Twv SNUOCLWY XWPWV;
JuppeTéxouv oth Stapopdwan — datrpnon — kabBapLopo Toug;

Are the inhabitants by taking initiatives, involved in the redevelopment of the public spaces?
Are they involved in designing - maintenance - cleaning them?

T eibouc mpwtoPouliec AapBavouv; Eceig mwe Toug avilueTwileTs;

What kind of initiatives are taken by the inhabitants? How do you treat them?

Ynapyxouv &nuocolol xwpol oL omoiol Snuioupyndnkav HPETA amd TMPwToBouAia Twv
Katolkwv (gite og eUmAoOKN e To 8O eite xwplig);

Are there public spaces that were created on the initiative of the inhabitants (together with
the municipality or without)?

AnuoupynBbnkav XwpoL HETA OO LTAUOTA TWV KATolKwyY 1 mapayovtal — oxedlalovrol
oMol Baon tou tormikol oxebiou;

Are there public spaces that were created after applications of inhabitants or all spaces are
created — designed based on the local plan?

TLavadpEPELTO TOTIKO OXESLO OXETIKA UE TN Snuloupyla Snuocilwy xwpwv; AkoAouBnbnkav
Ol KOVOVLOUOL QUTOL OTNV GUYKEKPLUEVN TIEPLOXN;

What does the local plan say about the creation of public spaces? Have these regulations
been followed in this area?

Meite pou Alya Adyla yla To wg SnULoupyndnkav oL CUYKEKPLUEVOL XWPOL Kol ToLoL
EUMAEKOVTOL e TN dlaTApnon Toug.

Briefly describe how these public spaces been created and who are the responsible for their
maintenance?

JTOUG OUYKEKPLUEVOUC XWPOUG opyavwvovtol enionueg Spaoctnplotnteg (formal events);
Are formal events organized in these public places?

Mota elval Ta GUOLKA XOPOKTNPLOTLKA TTOU amalTouvTaL oo to S0 va cupneptAndBouv
OTO OPXLTEKTOVIKA OXESLA VLA TNV KATAOKEUH TWV SNUOCLWV XWPWV;

What are the physical characteristics required by the municipality to be included in the
architectural plans for the construction of public spaces?

TL{nuLEG mapaTnpouvTal oToug SnEocLloug xwpous (BavoaAlopotl KTA.);

What damages are usually observed in these public places (vandalism, etc.)?
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A3.2 - Interviews

Professional Type

Aspects Covered

Michalis Modestou —
Citizens Service Officer —
Municipality of Agios
Athanasios
Conversation 1 total time:
15’

Variety of actors involved in drafting of plans of the
public spaces of the municipality of Agios Athanasios
and in proposal and assessment of specific planning
developments.

How the citizens involved with the maintenance of the
public spaces in the municipality of Agios Athanasios.
What are the main issues/incidences among the citizens
and among the citizens and the municipality of Agios
Athanasios.

Vera Oikonomou — Civil
Engineer of the department
of Technical Service —
Municipality of Agios
Athanasios
Savvas Savva — Operator of
Technical Services —
Municipality of Agios
Athanasios
Conversation 2 total time:
11’

Policies behind the design, orientation and maintenance
of public spaces of the municipality of Agios Athanasios.
Criteria and reasoning behind the drafting of former
plans of the public spaces of the municipality of Agios
Athanasios.

Criteria and reasoning for assessing any proposed plans
of public spaces of the municipality of Agios Athanasios.
Variety of actors involved in drafting of plans of the
public spaces of the municipality of Agios Athanasios
and in proposal and assessment of specific planning
developments.

George Athanatos — Head of
the department of Technical
Service — Civil Engineer -
Municipality of
Germasogeias
Conversation 3 total time:
20’

Policies behind the design, orientation and maintenance
of public spaces of the municipality of Germasogeias.
Criteria and reasoning behind the drafting of former
plans of the public spaces of the municipality of
Germasogeias.

Criteria and reasoning for assessing any proposed plans
of public spaces of the municipality of Germasogeias.
Variety of actors involved in drafting of plans of the
public spaces of the municipality of Germasogeias and
in proposal and assessment of specific planning
developments.

Variety of actors involved in drafting of plans of the
public spaces of the municipality of Germasogeias and
in proposal and assessment of specific planning
developments.

How the citizens involved with the maintenance of the
public spaces in the municipality of Germasogeias.
What are the main issues/incidences among the citizens
and among the citizens and the municipality of
Germasogeias.

Stelios Stylianides —
Planning Officer — Architect
— Municipality of Limassol
Conversation 4 total time:

12’

Policies behind the design, orientation and maintenance
of public spaces of the municipality of Limassol.

Criteria and reasoning behind the drafting of former
plans of the public spaces of the municipality of
Limassol.

Variety of actors involved in drafting of plans of the
public spaces of the municipality of Limassol and in
proposal and assessment of specific planning
developments.
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Panayiotis Lamprou - e The history of development of the public spaces of

Operator of Technical Arnaout quarter.
Services — Department of e How the citizens involved with the maintenance of the
Turkish Cypriot Properties public spaces in Arnaout quarter.

Conversation 5 total time: 6’
Table A3.1. List of essential interviewees required for holding conversations surrounding all themes
addressed by the analysis
Source: Author

A3.2.1 Conversation 1

Researcher: Molol epmAgkovtal e Tn dnpoupyla kawouplwv Snudclwy xwpwv oto Sno oag;
Expert 1: To TuAua Mpaocivou. MNa xwpoug mpacivou UAAG £TOL;

Researcher: Nayi, yla xwpoug nmpacivou.

Expert 1: H Texvikn Ynnpeoia, to Tunua Npacivou.

Researcher: MNotol epmAéxkovtal pe Tov KaBaplopo Kat tn dlatripnon toug 1 Thv emdlopbwaon Twv
XWpwy;

Expert 1: Av eival mapko Swopopdwpévo, to Tunua Mpacivou, av eival xwpog mpacivou
adlapopdpwtog, mou £xel pOvo SEvdpa yla MopAdelypa, aoxoAoUUaoTe el ou eival Bgua
kaBaplotntag, to Tunua Kabapiotntac. Q¢ cuvnBws opwe to Tunua MNpacivou, mou Ba mast va
KAadeloEL, va guvtnprnosL Ta mayvidla, va kabapiosl kat va pUyeL.

Researcher: N'vwpilete av opyavwvovtal kaBolou paotnpldtnteg otoug SNUACLOUC XWPOUG TOoU
drpou oag;

Expert 1: Kata Swootiuata vat lNa mapddelypo €XoUPe OXOAElOl OTnNV TEPLOXN, TA Omoia o€
TEPLOSOUCG ToU elval ol uépeg meplfallovtog [ nuépa tou SEvbpou Ba mave va KAvVouv
devipodUteuon o€ €va TAPKO Tou eivat cuvABwg adlapdpdwto rf HeANOVTIKA lval ota oxEdLa va
devrpoduteutel. IxoAela, vnraywyela Kol gpelg oav SAUOG, TETOLEG NUEPEC aipvou e OpAdeG
arnd oxoAela 1 amno Slddopa A opyavwpéva cUVoAa yla va puTEUCOUE 1) va SLapopdwooUpE
£Vl TETOLO XWPO.

Researcher: Onote avaAappavetal kal 0ig kot tpoteivouv kal ta oxoAeia SnAadn;

Expert 1: Nai, ota mAailola eKelvwv Twv NUEPWY, TG HUEPAG Tou AEvEpou 1) KATTOLO TTAYKOGHLOL
NUEPQ TIOU £XEL oX€0N UE TO MePLPAANOV, OpyavVWVOUUE gUElS, pall pe Ta oxoAsia mavta, ya va
£XOUE EPLOCOTEPO KOOO.

Researcher: Movo pe Ta oX0OAela, 1} OPYAVWVETAL KOL L€ KATIOLOV GAAO;
Expert 1: 2xoAsia, dnuoteg, avaloya. Me Toug SnUOTEG HAG, TNG TIEPLOXNG.

Researcher: MNryate Kol OTLE TTEPLOXEC TTOU oag €6ELE OTO XAPTN, OTOV GUVOLKLOUO Tou ATtOoTOAOU
AoukKa;

Expert 1: Nai, yia mapadetypo n nepiodog mou Ntav to Let’s do it Cyprus, péoa otov AmpiAn wg
ouvnBwg, Tou eival pa maykooulo NUEpa Kabaplotntag, mMHYAUE oTto Tapko tng 0ol Unesco
(xwpog 2), mou eival otnv MEPLOXN OOU KOl OTO TIAPKO SimAa amod tnv ekkAncia tou AmootoAou
Nouka (xwpocg 1) kat kaBapiocape. Zekwvnoape nelol kal kabBapioape OAn TNV TEPLOXH, KOL TO TTAPKO
Kol TouG §pOLOUC KaL TO XWPO TPAGivou TIou EXELTILO KATW UE Ta §€vdpa, SimAa amo tnv ekkAnola,
Tou lval kait To ynmedo tou mini football kat £xel kal éva xwpo otdBusvong SimAa, pall pe mapko.
Eixe Téooepa mapka kot U0 xwpoug oTABUeELVONG KO Toug §popoug Kot ta elodpouLa, Kal TLG
Awplideg mpacivou mou unrpxav péoa oto Spopo.

Researcher: Juppeteiyav kol ol KATOLKOL O€ QUTA T SpactnplotnTa OTav oG lbav ekel;
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Expert 1: Eiyope oteihel 6N, mépa amo to Facebook Kat Tig LoTooeAldeg pag, avakoivwon ota péca
HolIkNG evnuépwaong Kal Poll pe Snuoteg EeklvAoape amo tnv mAateia 6w tou dnuopyeiou Kal
ninyaivape nelol, pall He TOUG KOTOLKOUG TNG TEPLOXNG KOL OTIOLOG £pXOTOV OUVEXL(E pall pag.
JUMMETEXOV KOl Ol KATOWKOL TWV OTLTWWV TIou Bplokoviav yUpw amd to mdpko tng Unesco.
Katépnkav kat fornbnoav.

Researcher: Moleg amo auTEG TG SpacTNPLOTNTEG LYV IEPLOCOTEPN ATINXNON;
Expert 1: Auto Ba oac to meL To MOALTLOTIKO TUAMO KAAUTEPQL.
Researcher: Yridpyouv xwpot 6mou cuppaivouv Stopdxeg; Metafl molwy Kol G TTOLOUG XWPOUG;

Expert 1: Ta ipoBAfpato Toug wg cuviBwc gival e TL yeltvialel to ormitt Touc. MNa mapddelypa oto
napko Unesco, o kaBévag maipvel £évo KOPUATL Kat duTeVEL.

Researcher: Mo napko ival to mdpko Unesco;

Expert 1: EAa va oou Sei€w Mo eival oto xaptn oou. Auto To peydlo (xwpog 2). Aoutdv edw Tu
vivetal: ¢uUteuoe o KaBEvag, KOVTA OTO OTITIA TOUG TIAPAVOLA, OUKLEG, EALEG, TTOPTOKAALEG,
pHovtapLviég, 6€vdpa ta omoia kKapmodopolV Kol cuvtnpel o kKaBévag ta Sika tou. Kat autog edw
elval meld6popog, mou PBpioketal n kKUpla €icodog Tou ormitiol touc. Méoa otov mel06popo o
kaBgvac devépoduteuoe Ta SLKA TOU Kal EKOYE Kal EvVal KOUUATL KoL To XeLpiletal o (Sloc.

Researcher: Aikaolvtal;

Expert 1: Oyl eival mapdvopa, UopoUE ava maca oTypn va ta BydAoupe. T kavape TeAeutala:
TtHYOUE N Léoa oto tapko Unesco (Xwpog 2) i otov GAAO Xwpo Lo KATW (xwpog 1) kat kKoPaue pa
OUKLA TIou Atav PuTeévn PEoA KOl ElXape Tapamova amo toug yeitoveg. MNarti; MNatl nmiye o
yeitovag kal ékoe Ta oUKa, ylatl o yeitovog va KO eL Ta oUKa ou, 0 AAAOG AE€L KOWYE TNV CUKLA
Kal elval mapdvopn, pa ylati sival mapdavopn Aést o dAAog KTA. Myaue kattnv ko ape amno tn pila
ylatl eival oto xwpo mpaocivou, amayopeleTal va €Xelg kapmodpopa Sevdpa HECA Ot XWPO
npacivou.

Researcher: Evag KATOWKOG OTO XWPO €Kel, €ime OtTL eixe tpila Sévdpa Sk Tou eKel mMpv va
Slapopdwbel o Ywpog Kat PeTd Stapopdwbnke To MAPKO, Apa Tou avrkouv Ta §&vdpa, mapoAo
TIOU TO TAPKO €lval eKel.

Expert 1: To maAld T CUCTAUATA TTOU £XW KO EALA PECa OE £va OLKOTESO, N eAld eival SikA pou
Kall To olkomeSo S1ko oou.

Researcher: Apa 6v ToU avrKeL;

Expert 1: Oy, eival xwpoc npdoivou Slapopdpwpévog. Asv eival £€tol mou €heyav malalotepa; H
€\l TOU AoV Hou £lval HECA OTO OLKOTIESO GOU, TO OLKOTESO €lval 8IKO cou, N eAld elvat Sikn
pou, dapa &ev Skaloloe va TNV KOYels. Autd ta mpdypota mAéov Sev umadpyouv. Eival
SlopopdwHEVOL XWPOL MPAGIVOU TOUG OToloug oL YUpWw OLKELoToloUVTOL EMELSN TA OTiTIA TWV
OUVOLKLOPWV 8ev €xouv auln. Q¢ cuvnBwg £€xouv 4m UMPOOTA HOVO, TIOU Elval TTIOAU UKPOG XWPOG
yla auAn Kot €tot avtl va Guteloouv kel TTOU €X0UV TO KOUYKpL, duteloUV HECA OTA TIAPKA KOl
Snuoupyouvtal kovipeg Hetafl touc: “Ekeivog ylati va duteloel”, “EAATE KOWPETE TNV CUKLA YLOTL
Sev eival dikn pou”, tnv koYape, “fati tn Stk pou tv KoPate kot Sev KOYATE TNV CUKAULVLA
adol €xete Kal yla ekeivn mapamova;”. Evtael gueic kAvoupe ekoTpateia, ta KOPOUUE, TO
kKAadelou e, Ta kabapiloupe.

Researcher: YndapxeL Opwc Adyog va ko ete ta 6€vdpa ta Sikd toug, adou Ta meputolouvTal;

Expert 1: OxL 6ev Ta neputolovvtal. H GUYKEKPLUEVN CUKLA TTOU KO aUE YL TIApASELY O, EKTOG Ao
1o OTL elyape apdmova Kat tnv kKopape, eixe camioel anod katw, YEULle LA, EnedTav To cUKA
Kat Sev ta kaBdplle kavévag, dpa mnyaivope epeic kot ta kabapilape. Molog o Adyog va £XOUNE
pla akataotoaoia péoa og éva xwpo mou nailouv madld; NoaAld mavw oTig oUkLEG €Balav Patl)
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Yl TOUG TTOVTLKOUG. ETpexav oL Tovtikoi Se€ld kat aplotepd, emeldr €Bplokav Tpodn To UKo, apa
HAlEVE TPWKTIKA N TepLloXn eKel. TNV KOYAE KoL TNV KABapioape KAl oo KATW ATAV TO XA.OG.

Researcher: Ano otL yvwpillw yla tnv oUyKekpLuEvn Tieploxn (xwpocg 2), cag thAedwvolvoav ot
NALKLWHEVOL €MELO OL VEOL TIHyALVAV UECO OTOUC XWPOUG HE TIG UOTOOLKAETEG KAl TIG VUKTEG
yilvovtal 6pyLa.

Expert 1: 3To CUYKEKPLUEVO TIAPKO, val. TL KAVOUV oL veapol; 2 teplodoug MNaoya, Xplotouyevva,
opyieg, kohokaipt, palevovtol ota MAPKA, €va cUOTNUO TO Omoio uloBEtnoav ta TeAsutaia
TECOEPA XPOVLA, OTL EKOVAV OTO EEWTEPLKO.

Researcher: Baowkd KaBnpepLvec;

Expert 1: To kaBnuepwo eivol oxetiko, ival Alyo meploplopévo. Tuvhnbwg elval Mapaokeun,
YaBBato, étav dev €xouv oXoAelo TNV eMopévn.

Researcher: EeLdr] ToUg LEAETNOO TOUG TEAEUTALOUG TPELG NVEG, TINYOIVOUV OPKETEG KABNUEPLVES
(amoyevpata), eKTO¢ amo ta TaBpatokuplaka Tou mnyaivouv S1adopeg wpEG.

Expert 1: MalsUovtal w¢ ouvnBwe apyad Tn VUKTO KAl LEVOUV EKEL LEXPL TIC TIPWTEC TPWLVEC WPEG.
MalgUouv Kavamédec, KapEKAeG, Ti¢ Balouv ekel yla va kaBovtat. Auté cupBaivel TeEpLOCOTEPO TO
Maoxa, mMou KAVOUV AQUIPATIEG, KOVIA Ot €KKAnoieg, alAd polevovial ApPKETA O TIAPKOL
TEAEUTALO. 3TO CUYKEKPLUEVO ElYOE APKETEC KATAYYEALEG KoL eldomoLoaEe 6N TNV actuvouia,
elvat Bépata mou 6ev Ta XELPLIOMOOTE EPELG, SEV UMOpw va AW va toug StwEw tn vikta, Ba Tdel
n actuvopia emeldn Snuioupyouv oxAaywyia, wveg, Kako. Aev UOPOULE VA TOUG ByAAOUE EPEL
€€w.

Researcher: AAN\Q £0gi¢ Toug ByaAaTe TO TAYKAKLOL

Expert 1: Ta Byalope wg éva PETPO yLa va Unv padevovtal. Ebepav kavameédeg aAAd HYALE Kol
ta EavapaléPape. Malebouv MOALOTIPAYUOTA VLA VA UITopoUV va kKaBovtal eKel.

Researcher: Apa 6ev AUvete To TPpOPANUa.

Expert 1: Oy, eival evnpepwpévn n actuvopia oUTwe N aAALWG yLa va UMOPEL va KAVEL TTEPLITOALEG
KOl yla val TouG SLwyVeL, av kot §gv dikatouTal va Toug SLwxvel, av ev evoxAouv. Mnyaivouv katl
KAVOUV €Aeyx0, €XEL Kal U0 AOTUVOULKOUG TNG YELTOVLAG TOU £lval eVNUEPWHEVOL KOL KAVOUV
TIEPUTOALEG.

Researcher: Acv £ibape kamolov.
Expert 1: Ta aykdkia Sev E€pw av ta EavagPfalav niocw, vouilw Balape éva - SUo miow.

Researcher: Katw amo to kloéokL §gv pnikayv nicw. Baon twv epwtnuatoloyiwv ot véol BEAlouv ta
TIAYKAKLA, oL NAKLWUEVOL Sev Ta BEAouv. ANA BAAate Kol KAYKEAQ yla val NV ELCEPYOVTAL OL
LOTOOLKAETEG.

Expert 1: Kat pag ta k6Bouv.
Researcher: AA\G £10L Sev pUmopouv va eloEABOUV Ta avVaTNPLKA KAPOTOAKLA.

Expert 1: Nay, dpa Sev éxeL AUon yLa OTL KAVELS. MaAaldtepa TL KAVAUE; KAVALE JLa KATOLOKEUH OTLG
£10080UG TWV MAPKWV YL VOL LNV XWPEL TNV LOTOGIKAETO va oTpl el va Pmel péoa Kal £0TpLpe péoa
Slaywvia yla pnv pmopel n HOTOOCWKAETA va UTEL PEoa Kol Mo¢ Ta €koPav, Ta €omalav, Ta
Eavapalape.

Researcher: AA\Q oL véoL Ta KAVOUV o aviidpacn amod OTL oG eimayv, yia OA0 aUTO oV yiveTal.
Expert 1: Nat, aAAd av v cuppopPpWVETAL LE TNV WA TTOU BEAEL 0 NALKLWHUEVOC Vo EEKOUPAOTEL,

n wpa 22:00-23:00 tn vUKTa, ivat mpoBAnua.
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Researcher: Mag sinav 6tL kdvouv dpacapia emeldr Toug EByaiay Ta MAYKAKLA.
Expert 1: Kal evtwpetaly gival ta matdLd Twv YELTOVWV.

Researcher: Nai, Stapwvolv petafl Toug. ERmMA£KOVTIAL OL KATOLKOL UE TPWTOPOUALEG otnv
avadlapopdwon Twv SNUOCLWV XWPwV; ZUMHUETEXOUV oTn Slapopdwon — Slatrpnon — kabaplopo
Toug;

Expert 1: Oy, emeldn eival évag xwpog amno moAld StopopdwUEVoC, SEV UTIAPXEL KATL KALVOUPLO VOl
yivel. AANAQ TOTE OV €YLVE, val cuppeteixav, PeudoBonbnoav SnAad.

Researcher: Me to xwpo 1ou €xeL BapéALa, TL yivetal kel (xwpog 3);
Expert 1: Acie pou oto xdptn va to dw. Ekel mou £€xel HOLVIKLEC EVVOELG;

Researcher: Nat, 0To apKo mou £xel PpoLvIKLEG duTepEvec. TL yivetal ekel; Emeldr) oL KATOKOL Aéve
OTL TOV £Kave KOTAAnYn KAamolog yeitovag kat poBolvtal va tave ekel.

Expert 1: To mapko tou Fewpylou MatBou dnAadr). Mou eival o kadeveég tou Apetr, mou SimAa
elvat o oUANoyog Nikng, tou @apidn. Tov okelomolBnke dnAadr evvoeig;

Researcher: MNnyaivel kal eputoleital ekeivog ta duTd aAAd armod ot kataAaBa Sev mnyaivouv kel
ol KATolkol emeldn yivovral mapavoulec.

Expert 1: O Qapidng vouilw £xel mapavopieg ekel. TL evvoeig Sev mnyaivouv OwWC EKEL OL KATOLKOL;
Adou epeic mnyaivoupe kat kaBapiloupe ekeivov To XwpO.

Researcher: OL meplocoTeEPOL KATOLKOL OPWG Sev BEAouv va mnyaivouv ekel. Aéve OTL €kave
KataAnyn.

Expert 1: Av emiAéyouv va pnv ave eKel ot idloL eival §tko toug mpoPAnua. Aev Ekave KataAnyn.
Agv pmopel va BswpnBel 6tL ékave kataAnyn. ERaAe kdamola Papéhia pe ¢uTeuon ekel aAld
UTIAPXEL IPOGPAON OTO XWPO Kal UNopeic va kabioelg. Av opwg toug doPepilel o idlog eivat aAlo
B£pa. AAAQ TO OTL UTTAPXEL €va BEpa ekel UTTAPYXEL.

Researcher: Nay, kal epeic pnaivape péoa. Kavate KATL £0eig ekel ylo auto T BENQ;

Expert 1: Q¢ uyslovoueio Sev KAVOUE KATL, Oev Epw TO TEXVIKO TUNUOA OV €KAVE KATL 1 OL
TpoXovouoL. To TEXVIKO TUAMA elval uteUBUVO yla TOUG XWPOUG MPOCIVOU Kal To ApKa. MAaviwg
kKaBe Mapaokeun €xoupe AvBpwMo TNG umnpeoiag pag Kal kabopilel To xwpo kel kot dev pag
apvhABnKe TMOTE va umoupe péoa va kobapiocoupe emeldn eival 51kOC Tou 0 Xwpoc.

Researcher: Emel6n AéeL 0tL Tou kO ate To vepd ekel kot TOTILEL pe vepo SLKO Tou.

Expert 1: Aev E£pw, epeic kaBapiloupe ta dUAAA. Av €kave aveEENeyKTn Xprion Tou to ékodav. Oa
EE€pEL N TEXVIKN UTINPEDia.

Researcher: AnpiloupynBnke kamolog SnUoOacLog XwpPog LETA armod MPwToBouAia Twv KATolkwy;

Expert 1: To Apetr¢ SnuoupynBnkKe Eveka TwV KATOIKWV eKel, LETA amo eniotoAn. Na unv oag nw
KATL IOV 8ev LoXUEeL. To mApKo 1, mou £XEL LECA TO TIAOLO LIE TO KATAPTL, EMELSH ELvVOL GUVOLKLOUOG,
TO OVOO0QV TIAPKO OYVOOUUEVWY KOL TO UVNHELD TTOU €lval Hé€Ta lval yLa TOUG ayVOOU LEVOUG, AV
OELG £XEL KOL TOL OPXLKA TIAVW TO KATAPTL, TTIOU E(VOLL TAL OVOLLATA, KAL OL TTAELOTOL £lval TNG TEPLOXNG.

Researcher: Onote to {Tnoav oL KATOLKOL;
Expert 1: Nai, Atov pLa kown mpwtoBoulio Kol Twv KATOIKwY KoL Tou Srjuou.

Researcher: Tt avadépel 1o TOTIKO OXESLO OXETIKA HE TN Sdnuloupyia SNUOCLWV XWPWV OTNV
OUYKEKPLUEVN TIEPLOXN KOl £XEL TOGOUC TIOAAOUG SndcLoug xwpoug; Emeldn ta neploocdtepa omitia
£XOUV ULKPA OUAR;
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Expert 1: Oyxi, oAAQ kal mMAAL autd Ba 0ag TO ATMOVTNCEL KATIOLOG TEXVIKOG, SEV UMOPwW va TO
QMAVTHOW EYW YLOTL UMopel val oag w KATL AGBog.

Researcher: Tt {nuLEG MapATNPOUVTOL OTOUC CUYKEKPLUEVOUG SNUOGLOUG XWPOUC;

Expert 1: 3G{ouvVe TO KOUTLA TOU PEUPOTOG, TIG TIAPOXEC TOU VEPOU, TA TIOYKAKLA, TG AQUTTIEG, Ta
OWTLOTIKA, YKpaAbLTL, Ta Toyvidla, 0,TL €Xel LECQ OTO MAPKO TO omAlOUVE, aKOUn Kal To damedo
aodaleiag.

Researcher: Nai, To £€6adocg elval yeUATo anod cnUASLO LOTOGLKAETWY.

Expert 1: Nai, to danedo aopaieiag to EnAwvouv. Na 0 ApwW KAl OTNV TEXVIKN UTINPECLO va
MANCELG LLE TOV KUpLO ZABBa.

Researcher: Av pmopoUue val, euxopLoTW.

Conversation A3.2.2

Researcher: Tu avodépel To TOMKO OXESLO OXETIKA HE TN OSnuloupyia dnuoclwv xwpwv;
AkoAouBnBnkav oL kavoviopol autol oTnV GUYKEKPLUEVN TTEPLOXN;

Expert 2b: Autol ol xwpol mpacivou otov AltdoTtoAo Aoukd mou eridé€ate Sev sival evdelkTiKol
€MELSN) UMNKOATE MECO OTOUC OUVOLKLOMOUG, TIPOOGUYLIKOUG CUVOLKIOMOUC TIOU ELVOL EVIEAWCG
Sl0popeTikd KaBsotwg amd OtTL elval oto 99% tng umolownng Kumpou. H moAsodopia ntav
UTELBOUVN, TOUG XWPOBETNOE Kal TANPWOE yla va dnuloupynBolv Kol Ttoug Kotaokelaos. Twpa
val, Toug ouvtnpel to dnuapxeio. Opweg dev eival evdewktikol. Enpene va emléEete ywpoug
Pacivou €KTOC oUVOLKLOHOU. OL CUVOLKLOUOL Elval KPATOG EV KPATEL yLa EPEVA.

Expert 2a: H xwpoB£tnon twv xwpwv Tpacivou otov Atootolo Aoukd Sev ixe kapla oxeon e tn
vopoBeaia. Htav xprion yng amo tnhv kKuBépvnon n omoia €kave évo o610 6TO PUAAO TNC KoL AEEL
6w Ba KAvw Katolkieg, edw Ba KAVW YWpPoug oTtaBueuong Kat edw mpactvo. Htav Stk Tng yng,
gvialo TEHAXLO Yyl Xpovia oAOKAnpa HEXPL Tou €Byale kotadvia (titAol wWloktnoiag) mpwv 4-5
xpovia.

Expert 2b: Kal aA\oU pmopel va punv Bynkav akopn ta Kotoavlia.

Expert 2a: Nal. ‘Htav eviaio peydalo tepaylo, kpatikr yn. Onwg eivat kat n Blopnyavikn meploxn av
OELC €XEL KATIOLOUG XWPOUG pacivou, lval éva tepaylo r Vo avaioya.

Researcher: Kat ta Staxwploav onwg nbelav;

Expert 2a: Asv ta Staxwploav gival €va, syypadr evog tepayiov. H Blopnyavikn meploxn Unopel
va eival 80o. ANQ sival Ta apxLKA TO TEMAXLO KOL HECO OTO TEMAXLO EKELVOL TIOU EYLVE N
anaAlotplwon ékave oxeSLO 0 SLOXELPLOTAG, 0 OTIOLOG OTNV WL TiepimTwon gival n moAeodopia otnv
GAAN To UToUpYEio Kal gime edw Ba KAvVw MPACLVO, 6w Ba KAVW XWPO UTNPECLWY, 6w Ba KAvVwW
KAtL dAAo. OL xwpol mpaocivou tou AmootoAou Aoukd €ywvav Bacn tou oxedlaopol Tng
noAsodopiag kat eime o npog: “Kupia moAeodopia Ba to Stapopdwoetg;” “Nat, Ba cou Swow Ta
Aedta Stapopdwoe tov”, Kal £6woe Ta Aedtd oto 6nuo kal tov Stapopdpwoape. Twpa MwWE
napaxwpnbnke; Metd mou NPOaAV €K TWV UOTEPWVY OL TIOALTLKOL Kol glmav Ba KOTOLAVIAGOULE TI
TIPOOPUYIKEG KATOLKIEG, eyyéypaav Toug OnUOCLOUC XwPOoug Tpacivou. Eival avamodn
Sladikaaoia. To 99% twv UTIOAOUTWY TIEPLITTWOEWY ELVOL OTL [LE TO SLAXWPLOUO ELCAL UTIOXPEWLEVOG
va adnveLg Eva xwpo mpacivou 15% [ 17% n péxpt 19% avaioya pe To OGO HeEYAAO glval To
TEHA)LO ToU Slaxwpiletal, adnvelg Eéva xwpo mpacivou. Méoa oToug 6pouG UTIAPXOUV KOl oL Opol
KaTaokeung, ta tedeutaia 10 xpovia. Malaldtepa ATav amAd mepuetpikn Sevdpoduteuon Kat
duUTOXWHA Kol epxdTav o drpog kat Bdon twv mepl dnuooiwv §popwv VoUWV Tov cuvtnpoloE 1
Tov Slapopdwve avaloya He ta XpAHoTa mou eixe. Twpa OUWG lvol UTIOXPEWOHN OUTWV TIOU
adrvouv to mpdcoivo wpo Adyw Tou Slaxwplopou va kataBdlouv ta Aedtd n va to Stapopdwvouv
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KOlL TOV GUVTNPOUE EUE(C.
Researcher: Apa Twpa TL YIVETAL E EKEIVOUC TOUG XWPOUC;
Expert 2a: OxL, otov ANOoToAo AOUKA OUWG. ITOUG VEOUG SlaxwpLopolg ota veéa SeSopéva.

Researcher: MNépa tTwv SLaXwPLOUWY OUWE TOUG CUVTNpEital 0ei¢ TOUg XWpPou¢ otov Andotolo
AouKQ;

Expert 2a: Bdon twv nept Snpoociwv 6pOUwV VOLLWY 0L XWPOLTIPAGivou Kat ol pouoL cuvtnpouvial
oo to &dnuo.

Researcher: Na tnv cUyKEKPLUEVN TIEPLOX OUWG TL YVWPILLETAL Yl EKEIVOUG TOUg Xwpoug; Eosig
Tou¢ KaBapiletal kot Toug ouvtnpeital.

Expert 2a: Tou AltootoAou AoUKQ;
Researcher: Nad.

Expert 2a: Toug ouvtnpoUpe gueig, vat. Elval xwpog mpacivou dnuoolog, ypadtnke dnUocLog
OpOUOG TAEOV KaL £TOL TOV OUVTNPOUE EUELS, e 08IKOUG GWTLOMOUG KTA..

Researcher: Eosi¢ eUMAEKEDTE |LE TO VA SLOPYOVWOETE KATIOLEG SPAOTNPLOTNTEG OTNV TIEPLOXN;

Expert 2a: Asv KAvoupe SpaotnplotnTeg gUelC, aMAA TOUG GUVTNPOUUE. TO TIOALTLOTIKO TUAUA
UMopel va Kavel av anodaciosl KATolog OTL B€AeL va KAveL pLa ekbnAwaon f opthia, aAld omavilel
QUTO To MpAyua, sival e€aipeon.

Researcher: Evag xwpog Mpacivou otnv MepLloxn OUWG EYLVE PLETA TOUG SLaXWPLOUOUG, EKELVO TTOU
€XeL éva pvnueio (xwpog 1).

Expert 2b: To APKO AyVOOUUEVWV.

Expert 2a: 0666 Apetiic. To TAPKO NTAV HECA OTO OXESLOOUO TOU GUVOLKLOUOU.

Researcher: 'Htav péca oto oxeSLaouo Kal EYLVE UETETIELTO,

Expert 2a: Nai, evtagel anhd anopaolos To SNUOTIKO cUUPBOUALO PETA VO TOV KATAOKEUAOEL.
Researcher: Twpa €ixe Ta xprHLaTa va TOV KATOOKEUAOEL SnAadn;

Expert 2a: 3Ti¢ MAElOTEC MEPUTTWOELG £6LVE TA Xprata n moAsodouia ylati Atav Sikr Toug yn, NTav
KPATLKNA YN KoL SLAXELPLOTA G N TtoAeodopia Kal €5vav Ta XpHata o€ eUAC. To pvnpeio dev Eépw av
TO £Kave To CUMPOUALO Kol armodAcLoe va TO OVOUAOoEL. To TIAPKO Clyoupa €UELG KOL TINPOUE T
Xpnpota amno tnv noAeodopia kal pépape to pvnueio epeic. MRpape ta oxESLO 0TO SNUOTIKO
OUPBOUALO Kal EKOVE £val TTAPKO YLOL VOL TO OVOLLAOEL TIAPKO OlYVOOUEVWY TOTE TIOU ELXaV KATOoLA
Xpruara.

Expert 2b: To pvnueio xpelaletal £ykpLon oo TV eMLTponr) pvnueiwv. Na va BAAsLg éva pvnueio
KATou BEAeLc eldikn adela amo TV eNLTPOT UvNUeiwy Kal av 8ev To eyKplvel amopplmtetal.

Expert 2a: To pvnueio givat pia dtadikacia moAl SaldaAwdng. Anoddacios To SnUOTIKO cUBoUALO
OTL 6ev BéAeL va kavel T Stadikacio Kot va BAAEL TO pvnUeio Kot ag £pBeL KATIOLOC va TO XAAAOEL.
‘HpBe £k TwV UCTEPWV N EMITPOTH UVNUELWY, Toug eldomotnoape speic, adol To £RaAav Kal To
£ktioav, Kot {NTNoe KATL aAAayEG Tou Empene va KAvel o Mamavng (yAumeng). AAAG o MNamavng dev
NBeAe Kal éueve £Tol. ANAQ TUPAE L0 TIPOKOTAPKTLKA £YKPLON, XOTLPLKWG. Kavovika TpEmelL mpLv
Vol TO KAVELG, TIPLV VO KAVELG OTIOATIOTE VA TIOC E ELCNYNON, HE TNV MPOTACcH GoU Kal cuvnBwg
KAVOUV SLayWVLOUO yLa ta pvnpeia. Mo ta pvnueia, oL ya toug SnUocLloug Xwpoucg.

Researcher: Av r1B8gAav oL KAtolkol va yivel évag katvouplog dnuoctog molog Ba to avaAdppave;
Eoeic i n moAeodopia;
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Expert 2a: Na xwpoBetnBel | va KATOOKEUAOTEL;
Researcher: Kal va xwpoBetnBel kol va KATACKEVAOTEL.

Expert 2a: AAAo To £€va GANO TO GAAO. Pwtag éva mpaypa ota SUo kot dev yivetal. H xwpobétnon
yivetal amno Staxwplopols. Eyw Sev pmopw va oplow autod to mpdypa OtL eivat mpdowvo. Autd To
KAvel n moAeobopia. H moAeoSopia To eAéyxel, eyw Sev UMopw va opiow OTL AUTO TO MPAYHA TO
ovoualw mpacLvo.

Expert 2b: Evtagel av Atav StadopeTika ta olkovoulkd Sedopéva tng Kumpou f av {ovoape otnv
Apepikn, f otnv 2ounbdia 1 otnv GwAavdia KTA. lowg va ywvotav. Autr thv otyun otnv Kumpo dev
UTLAPXEL IEPIMTWON val IOV E OTL lpaoTe pLa yettovid 100 atopa kot B€Aoupe auto To okomedo
Va YIVEL XWPOC TPACIVOU Kal Vo TIAUE 0To SnUapxeio Kal va £XOUE QUTO TO altnua. Asev umtapyel
£€tol mepinmtwon. Emeldn eival owovoplkd to B£pa. Mpwrtov, £XEC va AMAANOTPLWOEL; TO
OUYKEKPLUEVO OLKOTESO, Umopel va otoliosl kot €200000 kal €300000. Motog Ba Swoel ta
xpnpota; Ot drpot oute €3000 Sev £xouv MAPATIAVW.

Expert 2a: OL xwpol npacivou avikouv otnv Kumplakr Anpokpartia, Sev avikouv atoug SROUG.
Agv avnKouv og EUAG. Apa YLa VO KATOLOKEUAOW £va TPAYUA SV UTTOPW VA TO OVOUACW TPACLVO
WG 8ApoG. MNa va To anaAAoTPLWOoW, VA TO KAVW TIapKo dev Ba eival mpacivo OpwG, n eyypadn tou
oTovV TitAo.

Expert 2b: ‘ExelL mepMTWOELG TIOU €ival eyyeypoppévog SnUdactog xwpocg mpocivou alld Sev gival
Sltapopdwpévoc Kal ekel pmopouv ot KAtotkot va Intricouv va Stapopdwbei wg mapko.

Expert 2a: Baon twv mepl Snuociwv Spopwv vopwy (6NUocLwv Spopous Vopwy), yU' auto Katl
Slvetal n emyopnynon amod tnv KuBépvnon otoug SNHOUG, HaG Tapaxwpouv tnv €ubuvn
ouvTipNoNg Tou o8Llkou Xwpou Kot Snudclou Xwpou mpacivou va Toug cuvinpel o SHOG. ZTtnv
OUVTNPNON EVTAOCOETAL KaL N LEPLKN Slapdpdwon, EMEeLSH Ta apanova €pYXOVTOL O EUAC OO TOUG
KaTolkoUuG, YIVETAL ETILYOPHYNON ATO TO KPATOC KOL OTIOU €XEL TA XpNnUata o SAUOG SLapopdwVEL.
Twpa OpwWC e Toug SlaxwpLopoUt ElLacTe o€ onpueio mou oL Sruol eivat aduvarto, eneldn ot drpuot
naipvouv €500 kat Toug otolxilel €500000 yLa va yivel Eva TTAPKO KAl UTTHKE OTO TOTILKO oX€SLO TILo
AEMTOUEPEC OTL MPEMEL VA KATAOKEVALETAL e oxESLa KTA. oL XWpoL Tpacivou kat va apadidovrtot
oto &nuo.

Expert 2b: Yndpyouv SUo €idn xwpwv mpacivou: UMAPXEL O XWpPOC Tpacivou mou elval povo
npacivo (dutepévog) N phe 6€vdpa Kal atyvidOTOmOoG - ALSOTOMOG KAl Ao TNV GAAN UTIAPXOUV Kal
ol dnuooleg mAateieg mou sival SLOPOPETIKO TO KABEGTWG TOUC, TAPOAO TIOU TTAPAXWPOUVTAL WG
XWPOL Mpacivou eV onuaivel OTL elval eyyeypappévol wG SNUOCLEC TTAATELEC.

Expert 2a: Twpa OUWG TO KTNUATOAOYLO TOUC OVOMALEL OAOUG SNUOCLOUG XWPOUE TIPACIVOU.
MNaAawdtepa oL Snudolol xwpol mpacivou NTav e To onua ‘kKAed’ (onpaivel cuveyiletat). O xwpog
npacivou NTav ‘kAed’ pe to Spopo, ATav LEPoC Tou Snuoctou dpopou f Snuoota mAateia (gival to
(610 MpAypa yla TO KTNUATOAOYLO) Kal amodACLoE TO KTNUATOAOYLO va ypddel aplBpoug Kal va
ypadel dnuoacloug xwpoug mpacivou. Ouwg ot dnuodaotol xwpol mpacivou dev Sikalouvtal va
Slapopdwvovtat. Otav toug Aéyape va ypadouv SnUOCLEG TIAATELEG yla VO UTTOPOULE VA TOUG
Slapopdwvoupe pe matyvidla KTA. To £kavav. Opwe Twpa pag eimav otL TéAelwoe Kal Ba ypadel
mavtol SnUOGCLOUG XWPOoUG MPacivou.

Researcher: Apa 6ev Ba pumopeite va ta Stapopdwvetal;

Expert 2a: EoU onueiwoe 6t Ba cuvexicouv va Stapopdwvovtal, eyypadoviag SnUocLol Xwpol
nipacivou. NOUIKA av To TAPEL KATIOLOG Umopel va unv SikatoUpaote. AAA dev Ba otapatrocoue
N Sladlkacio ToU KAVAE TOOA XpOVLA YLOL VO TIAPVOULE ELSLKA YVWUATEUON YLa TO TL yiveTal.

Researcher: Ene16n al\aée n opoloyia Baotkad.

Expert 2a: ALOTL Twpa eimne o SlevBLVTNC TOU KTNHATOAOYiOU OTL oL XWwpoL tpacivou Sev eival povo
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oL ¢putepévol alhd cupmeplappavovtal Kal Ta mapka. Aleukpviotnke amd to SteuBuvtr tou
KTtnuatoAoyiou PBaoctkd. AAAG tou AmootoAou Aoukd eival Sladopetiky mepintwon. Me tnv
gyypacdn Tou ocuvolKlopoU gyypadnkav Kol oL Ywpol npacivou. Ot mAeiotol StapopdwOnkav pe
XPNMOTA TOU apxtkoU Katdxou tng moAsodopiog. MoAv Aiya xpripata é5waoe to dnuapxeio, oxedov
KaBoAou pmopw vo. nw.

Researcher: Opwg mAéov Toug cuvtnpet o dALOG.

Expert 2a: Nat, and tnv otypn mou gywvav dnupootot toug cuvtnpet. MaAtd pag £dwvav kot extra
XPAHOTA yLa UTOUG.

Researcher: Euxaplotw.

Expert 2a: Av B€Aete KATL GANO HOC EVNUEPWVETE.

Conversation A3.2.3

Researcher: Na cog 8eifw TOoUG XWPOUG TTOU €xw eTAEEEL otn MeEppacOyELlo 6TO XAPTN Yla Vol
KaTaAABETE O0g mMolou¢ avadEpoal.

Expert 3: MAALOTQ, VO UE PWTHOELG OTL XPELALETAL.
Researcher: Molol epmAékovtal pe th Snuoupyia kawvouplwv Snudclwy xwpwv oto Snuo oag;

Expert 3: Yndpxouv U0 KATNYOPLEG KATOOKEUNG TwV XWPwV. MNpwta and oAa sival oL xwpol ot
oroiol MpoKUNToUV amd To SLawWPLOUO OKOTIESWV KoL €XEL TNV UTOXPEWGN O ALTNTAC VA TOUG
Slopopdwaoel Kal va Toug mapadwoel oto SAuo.

Researcher: Bdon tou vopou otL kaBe 10 owomneda to éva TPEMEL va SIVETAL yLa XWPO TIPACIVOU;

Expert 3: Nat, Baoilkd o vopog dev gival €tol. O vopog Aéel OtTL maipvel éva mooooto 15% yla to
npacwo, adol adalpebolv oL dpopol kal SlalpeBolv Ta OWKOTMESQ, KOl O AUTO £XEL TNV
uroxpEwaon Baon toug 6poug tTNG AdeLOg ToU va Katabgosl oxedla otnv apuodia apyn yo vo
€yKplOOUV Kal Vo TOUG KOTOOKEUAOEL Apa eival To £€va PEPOC TNG KATAOKEUNG TWV XWPWV
npacivou.

Researcher: Auto eival o 6fpog mou To avaAapuPavet;
Expert 3: OxL, o drjpog to emiBAEMEL.
Researcher: AM\Q n moAeobopia KAVEL TO SLaXWPLOUO;

Expert 3: Nal Otav o autnti¢ Ba kdvel aitnon otnv moAsodopia va wpiloel owkoneda, n
moAeodopia tou Balel 6po OTL AUTO TO KOMUATL Ba To KAVELG Xwpo mpacivou. Apa otav Ba Tou
BaAel Tov 0po va TOV KAVEL XWPO Tpaaivou, TAEOV TIPETEL VA KAVEL Ta oxeSLa va BydAel adela, va
TOV KATAOKEUAOEL, va emiPapuvOel OAa ta £€oda kal va Tov mapadwoel oTo dpo MNeppacoyeLag.
MNwc Ba StapopdwOel To emPAEneL o drpog, mou Ba xwpoBetnBel n moAeodopia. Onwe ékaveg Kat
€00 TO 0X£610 TOU TIApPKoU eKel Ba To kataBEoelg yia va eykplBel oto o kat adol eykplBel Ba
KOTOOKEVOOTEL, OMw¢ BAEMELG Kal oTIG dwToypadieg yUpw oou TOU €ival Ta apKa pag. Exoupue
KOl Ll TEIOALTLKA TIoU Ba avapEPOUE TILO PETA YL TO BEPA TNG KATAOKEUNG. AUTO €lval To éva
OKEAOG Yyl TO WG KATAOKEVAIOVTAL TA TAPKA, APa TA VEQ TIAPKA TO OTOLA TTPOKUTITOUV Ao
Slaxwplopol¢ kataokeualovral kat apadibovtal oto 8o kot To SeUTEPO OKEAOG lval TA TTOALL
UDLOTAUEVQ, TIOU EUEIG EXOUHE TEPAV TWV 350 MAPKWV. AUTA TTOU TTAAALOTEPA ATAV TILO XAAAPEC OL
Slabikaoieg kal dev elval Tomiotexvnuéva €xoupe PBAAEL €va MAGVO TEVTOETIAG KAl TO
KOTOOKEUA{OUIE.

Researcher: Onwg to Aacoudt yia mapadetypa (xwpog 4);

Expert 3: To SacoUbL katapynv dev avikel oto drpo Feppacoyelag. To Saocoudt avikel oto TUAUA
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Aacwv, To omoio to €xeL untevolklaoet oo tov K.O.T, 0 omoiog To €XEL UTIEVOLKLAOEL OO TO KPATOC.
Ma tnv ouvtipnon tou €XeL TNV MARPn €uBuvn to TuAUA Aacwv Kol §gV LOG ETUTPEMOUV Vol
enépPoupe gpeic. Exel e€elSikeupévoug avBpwoug KL KL TO CUVTNPOUV KOL XALPOUOOTE TIOU TO
avalappdvouv ekeivol, To kKAadslouv To TiepLolovvTaL.

Researcher: Apa pmopouUv va mpocB£oouv enimAwon;

Expert 3: MpooB<touy, av nMATE va MEPTATHOETE eKel. Aev Bswpeital Ywpog mpacivou Opwg, sival
ddocog.

Researcher: Opwg umapxeL KaL TAPKO eKeL.

Expert 3: Evtagel, avapabuiletal. Qo avopabuiotel mdpa moAl twpa. Ma mapddslypa £XOUpE
mapeL pio e€ayyehia tou mpo£Spou n omoio AéeL OTL Ba plag KAVEL TO Kavouplo Tov e(08poo Heca
oto 8aooubt, kal Ba Eekivioel péoa tou 2018. Oa yivel pia moAl wpaia avafaduion, ylati e tnv
avapBabuion tou melddpopou, tou udlotdpevou, Ba yivouv Kal maldOTonoL Kal armoxwpentreLa.
‘Exoupe éva moAld anoxwpntnpLlo kel mou PBploketal n Pizza Hut kat Ba yivel avakaivion kat Ba
yivel akoun €éva, oAU 1o wpaio, Mo KATw eVOLAHEDA, HECA 0TO 6A00C, OUTWG WOTE 0 AOUOEVOG
va Byaivel oTo amoxwpnTipLo, va KAVEL TO VTOUG TOU.

Researcher: AnodutrnpLa;

Expert 3: Anodutrpla, amoywpntnpla, vroug, Ba avaBadbulotel ekeivn n meploxr, oAAG OMwg
elmape gival daooc.

Researcher: OL @AAoL xwpol tou oag £6et€a mpoékuPav amd SLaxwpLopolg;

Expert 3: OL dAAoL xwpol Tou pag £6&L€eg vouilw o £vag mpoékuPe amod Slaxwplopd, Kot o GAAog

Atav udLotapevog kot tov avapoabuioape epeic. Na pou ta dei€elg Opwe Eavd mavw oTo XapTn oou
yla va 6ou nw alyoupa.

Researcher: Evtagel.

Expert 3: O voUpEPO €va, 0 OTOLOG Elval TOTILOTEXVNEVOG, TTAVW otnv Navaywwtn Toaykdpn, RTav
TOALOG UPLOTAUEVOG XWPOG TIPACIVOU KoL TIANPWOE 0 SALOC Kal EKAVE avadlapopdwan.

Researcher: Ot kdtolkol {ftnoav thv avafaduion tou;

Expert 3: Oyl epeic etolndlouvpe ta mAdva pag. MNpoonabolpe va avaBabuicoupe autoug mou
elval og kevtplkoug 6pououg, yla va daivovtal opopodol.

Researcher: Ot dAAolL 600; O voUuepo SU0, o0 omoiog ival mapapeAnpUévog;

Expert 3: O voUpepo 500, Tou gival ToAU HUKPOG KAl Elval 0T YwVLA, SV ToV avaBabuicape okopn
Kol 0 VOUHEPO Tpla mpogku e amod SltaxwpLopod, sivat kotvolplog. To volpepo 1 Atav maAldg Kal
€ylVe avakaivion, To voupepo 2 dev avaBaduiotnke akopn Kat To voUuUepo 3 €ylve mpoodata Kot
napadodnke and Slaywplopd Kol ELOOTE UTIOXPEWMEVOL VO TOV cuvtnpoUue eueic. Exelg tpla
kKAaoowkd mapadelypata. Kal akoun éva mapadofo, autol oL xwpol mapaywpouvtal Kal Byaivel
Tithog dloktnoiag mavw otnv Kumplakn Anuokpatia Kot mopoAa autd toug cuvtnpel o Afpoc.
Ouwg Ba ntav kaAutepa va eyypadovtal mavw oto 6fnpo lepuacoyelog, adol epeig Toug
ouvtnpouue Kot divoupe ta xpripata. Eival maAlég SLadLlkaoieg, eival xwpoL o eyypddovtal otny
Kumptlakrn Anpokpatia Kal Toug CUVTNPOUE EUELG.

Researcher: Opyavwvovtat &Spaotnplotnteg; Mool  avoAappdavouv  tétolou  e€idoug
5paoTNPLOTNTEC;

Expert 3: OxL.
Researcher: Yriapyouv xwpot 6mou cuppaivouv Stapdxeg; Metaflh molwy Kol G TTOLOUG XWPOUG;

Expert 3: OxL
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Researcher: EpmAékovtal ol KATOlKOL pe TPWTOPBoUAieg otnv avadlapdépdwon twv dNUOCLWV
XWpwV; JUPPETEXOUV OTN Slapopdwaon — Statripnon — kabaplopod Toug;

Expert 3: To dnuotikd cupPolAlo €xeL plav emitpomn mpacivou, n omola amaptiletal amnod
Snuotikoug cuuBoUAoUC Kal SNUOTEG Kal n okeYN eival va epmAEEouV SNUOTEG yLa TV GUVTAPNON
TWV XWpwvV Mpacivou. Eival pia okePn.

Researcher: AA\G yLa val eTUTUXEL UTO Ba TTPETEL VA TOUG TIOPEXETE KOl EKELVOUG KATL.
Expert 3: Oa Toug tapEXoupe O,TL B€Aouv yla va toug Slopbwaoouv.

Researcher: Zto xwpo 1, UMAPXOUV KoL KATIOLOL KvNTA Ttayvidla (outokvnTakio KTA.), Kol Ta
XPNOLLOTOLOUV apKETA Ta TtaldLd. Eosic ta tomoBetroats;

Expert 3: Oy, mpémel va sival Twv matdlwv TnG yeltovids. Onwg mnyaivouv otn BdAacoa Kal
adrvouv Ta KpeBATAKLA TOUG.

Researcher: Apa ta £Balav oL KATOLKOL.
Expert 3: Mnopel kamolog mAoUolo¢ Pwooog va Ta ayopace Kol va To adpnoe eKel.

Researcher: Ynapyouv énuoaciol xwpol oL omoiol dSnuioupyndnkav HeTd amd mpwtofoulia Twv
KaToikwv; ZATnoav oL KATolKoL va SnutoupynBel KAmoLog xwpog;

Expert 3: Eixape pia etonynon, SnAadn va to dnuLloupynoel £vog KATOLKOG Kot va BAAEL To Gvopa
TOU OTO XWPOo aAAd Sev BEAape va avolEoupe auTto To Kedpalato.

Researcher: Na gival (8LWTKOG OUWG;

Expert 3: Oxi, 6a Atav Snuoolo¢. H wonynon Atav va tov avadlapopdwooUUE Kal va Tov
avaBabuiooupe epeic emeldn €xoupe xpnpata kat autd mou dev BEAape glelg eival va BewpnBetl
OTL pag e€ayopacav. Na To SnULoupyricou e yla mopadetlypa Kot va BAAOULE TO GVOLA TOU TTATEPQ
pog. Kat va Aépe OtL autod o xwpog sival tou tade. To okedtdTav T0 SNUOTIKO cupBoUALo, dev
napOnke Eekabapn anodacn akopn ylo autd to Bpa. Metd ékavav SeUTepeg okEPELG, evtdel av
TomoBetnBel pia pikpr mvakida va to oulntricoue. Epelve kel To Béua. Apa OTO EpWTNLA COU
Sev uApxouV XWPOoL TIou Eyvay ard SnUOTEC.

Researcher: Oute {ntouv Kkat ev gywvav;
Expert 3: OxL.

Researcher: MNola eival ta PUOIKA YOPAKTNPLOTIKA TIOU amaltoUvtal anmd to OApo oag va
ouunepAndOoUV oTA APXLTEKTOVIKA OXESLA YL TNV KATOLOKEUH TWV SNUOCLWV XWPWV;

Expert 3: Epei¢ €xoupe pia MOALTIKY yla va eipaocte opBol pe O6Aoug kat va Sivoupe ta (Sla
dedopéva. Apa Eekvolpe amd To mMATwHA, Ormou 6ev BENOUHE KOKKLVOXWHATA eKel, aAd adou
kaBaplotel B€houpe va umetl 20cm yapapa kat 10cm moupl. To moupl elval éva xwua To omnolo
ETUSEXETAL pressure. OEAOUUE AUTA TA XOPOKTNPLOTIKA ylo va amodeUyoUpE Ta Xopta. Apa
EekvoUpe amnod 1o 6anedo. Metd o€ €va Xwpo Mpacivou xpelalopaote tpia matyvidia ta omoia
TonoBeTouvtal og SAMeSO KAVOVIKO.

Researcher: Avaloya pe to péyebog eival o aplBpog twy nayvidlwy mou tonobetouvral;

Expert 3: ZuvnBwc Baloupe tpila mayvidia yla va £XEL vOnUa KATIOLOG Vo Ttaiel ekel. TN cuvexeLa
elval otaBepo otL mpémnet va BAloupe GWTLOTIKA.

Researcher: O xwpo¢ 1 kat to dacoudL dev gival pwWTIOUEVOC OPWE KoL OL AvOpwWITOL KLVOUVTAL LIE
Ta pavapla.

Expert 3: XBe¢ mou nepndtnoa ekel, ko To 1° pépog tou me(dSpopou oto SacoudL NTav PwTLoUEVO
UEXPL TO amoxwpntrpLo, aAAd HETA TNV Pizza Hut Sev ntav wTtlopévo, umrpxe KAmoLo mpoBAnua.
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Na tnAedpwvnow tou nAektpoAdyou va to dlopBwaoel. ANafav To cuotnua, Kat dev SouAelouV e
timer ta ¢wrta, aAAd HOALS oKOoTEWLAOEL avdfouv Ta ¢wTta. X €va onueio umnpxe dwg Aoyw
KAmolou AAAou oTUAOU Kol yla auto dev avaPav. Asv E€pw TL €Kavav, TOV evnUEPWOA va TO
SlopBbwoel. Evtwpetafd dev éxoupe kapia euBuvn gpeic. Kal eivot adiko to kpdtog avti va Swosl
QUTOUG TOUG XWPOUG OTO SO MEPUATOYELOG TTIOU €XEL UNXOVIKOUG, TEXVIKOUG KOL UMTOPOUUE va
BAémoupe autd ta mpoPAnpata, va to €xel umevolklaopévo oto K.O.T. kat o K.O.T. ta €xel
UTIEVOLKLOOUEVO 08 GAAOUC Kol OAOG O KOOWOG VAl KAVEL TIapdmova oTo 8o Kol 0 8\Uog va unv
€xel 1o Sikalwpa va mael va Slopbwoel auta ta mpaypata. AnAadn av sixa eyw 1o 8IKO pou
NAEKTPOAOYO Kal Tou €leya va Ta Slopbwoel kat Sev ta §10pBwve Ba tov €Slwyva. AMNA Twpa TL
UMopW va KAvw Tou £évou avBpwrou; AAd Ba tou (ANowW e Tov KAAUTEPO oV TPOTIO Kot Ba Tou
Ttw yLoTt Sev Ta S10pOWOEG KL TNYOIVOULE e Ta pavapLa KoL TIEPTIATALLE.

Researcher: Nat, aAAG kal o xwpog 1 dev eival pwTtlopévoc.
Expert 3: Movo o meld6popog eival dwTLoPEVOG.
Researcher: Acsv mpémel va ¢wTLoToUV Kal oL UTIOAOLTTOL;

Expert 3: lowg twpa mou Ba avaPaduiotovv. AANG Kat To TuApa Aacwv (owg dev BEAeL va Toug
dWTILoEL YL va NV ELOEPXOVTAL KaL VO KAVOUV party.

Researcher: Nai, aAAd oTo xwpo 3 TNyaivouv oL yKouBepvavieg e ta matdld Kal elval oKoTEWLA
Kot oto Ywpo 1 kukAodopouv pe ta davapla mait ol Pwoool pe Ta motdLd Toud.

Expert 3: Eival ¢wtiopévogc povo o melddpopog Kal twpa avapobuiotnke apketd ylatl
tonoBétnoav LED ¢pwtloTikd Kat eivat oAU KaAd To dwg Twpa.

Researcher: AAG évag xwpog mpEMel va SouAelel OAEG TIC WPEG. AEYAUE TPV yla To GUGCLKA
XOPOAKTNPLOTLKA.

Expert 3: Apa eibope to Sanedo, ta matyvidia, To pwtLloTikd, Baloupe KaAdBoUG yLa Ta oKouTtidLa.
Researcher: Mepidpaln; Ano ot eida dev Balete.

Expert 3: Nepidppatn Sev Baloupe. Baloupe €va tolxapdkt XapnAo yia va eEumnpetrosl o SUo
nmipaypata: vo Swoel EvOeLén OTL elval XWwPOE TPACIVOU TIPWTOV Kol SEUTEPO yLa VO TIPOOTATEVOEL
£Va LwPO Tou Umopel va TPEXEL Kal €xeL SladUyel TNG UNTEPOG Tou. AAA To Kavoupe 60cm yla vo
propet o kK6opog va eloéABel. Nahatdtepa Balape tic mepldpalelc aAd eneldn ywvotav eotiacn
KOl TO eKPeTaAAeloviav KAmolol Kal kpuPBovtav Kol €kavav AAAEC MPAEELS, VOPKWTLKA KTA.
OVOYKAOTAKAUE Kal GpUyaUE OAEC TIG TtEPLPPAEELC.

Researcher: OL KATOLKOL OPWG KAVOUV TIOPATIOVA yLa To ¢wTa 0To AacoUdy;

Expert 3: Koitage o moAitng €xet Sikato. Aev yvwpilel 6tL To AacoUSL dev eivat SIKO pag, apa pag
tNAedwvel ePag. Aev EEpeL OTL TO KPATOC TO £XeL UTIEVOLKLAOMEVO oto K.O.T. kat o K.O.T. Ta €xel
UTIEVOLKLOOEVO O GAAOUG KOl ELOTIPATTOUV TOoO XpHHata (Sekadeg xtAladeg) aAdd dev divouv
KATL yla va To 8LopBwoouv Kal ELOTIPATTOUV HoVo Ta xpnpata. Epeic miyape moAAég dopég otov
UTIOUPYO Kol TOU lmae va pag To SwaoeL eRag, va avaBaduiocoupe Kot To Xwpo, KAl To E0TLATOPLO
Kol OAa.

Researcher: Movo mapdmnova ylo To ¢pwTlopd KAvouy;

Expert 3: Alddopa, yla Toug okUAOUG, YLO TOUG HATAKLOEG TTOU €XOUUE TPOPANUA Kol OTEAVOUE
TOUG SLKOUC O TOUC avBpwIoug, YIVETAL o OAOKANPN KOTAOTAON EKEL LE TOUC AVWHOAOUG, KoL
TPEXOULV oL SLkol pag va Byalouv To vepd amod to auAdKL. Toug BAOUE KAl TIAVE LE TO TTOALTIKA yLa
va Ttnyaivouv Kal va toug kavouv TpoBAnua. MoAAd ta mpoPAnuota mou €xoupes. OEAsL Kot
eniBAedn kat cuvtpnon. Me Toug GKUAOUG KaL TO KOTIPLOL TWV OKUAWV.

Researcher: Na toug GAAOUG TOUG XWPOUC EXETE MOPATIOVA;
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Expert 3: Ot dAAoL wpol elval TLo pLkpol.
Researcher: Kamolot pag ekavav mopdmnova yla to damnedo ato xwpo 1, OTL elval GacUEVO.

Expert 3: MOALG LOG EVNEPWOOULV YLa £V TTapATiovo To SlopBwvoule, emeldn eival ToAU oL xwpol,
350 — 400 ywpol. Apa oto xwpo 1 €xel mpoPAnua to damedo, va oteihoupe emiotdtn va to Sel.
Mropel va Asimouv KoppATLa, TIAVE Kol Ta KAEBOUVE.

Researcher: Teheutaia Tt {NULEC TApATNPOUVTAL GTOUG SNUOCLOUE XWPOUG;

Expert 3: H teAevtaia {nuid mou sixape ATav moAU Spapoatikn. Eixape éva moAu wpaio matyvidt,
EUAWO, Tiow oo To apko 1, Kot To ékadav oL veapol, N veolaia pag, mpwv pia eBéouada. Exoupe
Kol Eva KLOOKL EKEL KaL Ttnyaivel N aotuvopia puéxpltng 21:00 — 21:30 kat eruPAEneL. Eyw toug eina
OTL TO EMOpEVO oV Ba kA ouv lval To KLookL. Kavape kat epeic diadopa otav sipaoctav veapoi
OAAG OXL TETOLO TIPAYUATA, VA TTAG Va KAWELS To Ttatyvidy;

Researcher: Nay, sival tdloktnoio 6Awv.

Expert 3: Aev E€pw TL EmaBav. Tnv aAAn dopd pag ekaav TG KapeKAeC. MaAwve o drpapxog Alyo
pall touc, mpoonabolos va eMPAAEL KATIWG TNV TAEN. Kal Tou eiya el va pnv poAwvel pall Toug
Kal Ba pog kavouv kaptd Inpid. Eixope 300 KapEKAEG 0TO XWPO TIOU Ba KAVOUE pla eEKSAAWON, TLG
ékaav. Mag ekdiknOnkav. Apa ot tTeAeutaleg InULEG IOV eixape, ATAV KAKOPBOUAEG {NKLES, TTOU
éxaav ta mayvidia. Kat autod éywve mpv 10 nuépec.

Researcher: Ekavav kat K&tL GAAO;
Expert 3: Ta mAciota eival ta ykpadLTL, mou ypddouv Kal Kavouv {nuLEG.

Researcher: Evtagel. Autd Baoikd. Euxaplotw moAu.

Conversation A3.2.4

Researcher: Baolka evronilw toug pnxaviopoug ot ontoiot BonBouv otnv mapoywyr] Tou
dnuoaotou xwpou. MNotot eival ekeivol mou gpmAékovtal. H pLa teploxn ival n Apvaoutoyeltovia
TIOU €PELVW Kol BEAW va oo pwtow. ESw oto xaptn.

Expert 4: Nay, ival Ta ToUupKLKA.

Researcher: Exw kat tn Neppacoyela kot €xw Kot Tov Altootodo Aoukd aAAQ o€ auToUG TtHya
oTou¢ SrHouGg Toug. OmoTe Ba oag KAVW KATIOLEG EPWTIOELG YLl UTOUG TOUG XWPOUG OV UITOPELTE
va e BonBnoete. Baolkd Ba KAVW PEPLKEG YEVIKEG EPWTHOELC KAL LETA Bal TTAW OE TILO ELSLKEG.
Molot eumA£kovTal Pe TN dnploupyia Twv KavolpLwv SNUocLwy XWPwV oto 8hUo oog;

Expert 4: MNpwta £ekaBdploe TL onuaivel Snuoupyia Snudactou xwpou.

Researcher: H dnpoupyia lval n KATaokeur, va 0pLOELS Eva XWPO Kot va TIELG edw Ba yivel.
Expert 4: MNpwTta amo OAa yLa va KAVELG KATL, TIPETIEL VA 00U OVAKEL KATL, EeKlVApE amo edw. Apa,
TO TPWTO Mmpaypa eivat n Wloktnoia va gival Snudota yla va KAvelg katt dnudaoto.

Researcher: Evtaéel, pmopet kot va eivat Kamolou 18Lwtn Kot va To Kavel Swped oto SAo.
Expert 4: Nai, av Bpelg £T0L LBLWTEC TTOU va KAVOUV Swpedv ato 6njo.

Researcher: Mavtwg, autd To Xwpo eival £vag LSLWTNG ToUPKOoG ToU To SwPLOE.

Expert 4: OxL, qUTO €lval TWV TOUPKOKUTIPLAKWY, aviKkel oto EBKAD (iSpupa umevBuvo yla thv
ETMOTTELA KL 8LolKNGCN OAWV TWV TIEPLOUOLWY, TIOU OVAKOUV OE TEUEVN KOL LOUGOUAUAVLKA
Kowuntnpla), Simha otnv ekkAnoia twv TouPKWV.

Researcher: AAM\A ITav WBLWTNC eKEivog TTOU To SWPLOE, OTIG apXEC Tou 19°° alwva.

Expert 4: Evtagel, kal n dloktnola tTng ApXLEMLIOKOTI G Oswpeital OLWTIKA.

Researcher: Nay, sival l5uwtikn.

Expert 4: To (610 mpaypa sival kot eKel.

Researcher: Evtaéel yevikad yla 1o SO OLWGE, TTOLOL ELTTAEKOVTOL LE TO va dnploupyrioouv; Nau,
TPETIEL VAL AVIKOUV 0TO SnUOGLO.
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Expert 4: MIAGG yLOL TAL GUYKEKPLLEVA 1] UAAG KOLL TILO YEVLKA;

Researcher: evika yla o 6rpo Agpecou.

Expert 4: Evtael, yla dnuodcloug xwpoug otav UAAUE yla AATeleg | mapka cuvnBwg
T(POKUTITOUV A0 TOUG SLoXWPLOHOUC TwV oKoTESWV. E€aptdtal amd tnv meployn, e€aptatal Kot
ard To mOoo PeYAAo gival To xwpddt KTA. Asv gival poévo to éva §ékato. Otav KAToLog KOWYEL
olkomeda, €xel xwpddL kot To KOPeL og olkOmeda ival UTIOXPEWUEVOC va adOEL KATIOLO XWPO
yla Snudota mhateia. Ekeivog o xwpog petaBipaletal oto dnudacto. Kat ekeivog tou tnv KAVEL
elval o developer mou tnv avantuoosl. Twpa yLa Toug GAAOUG SNUOCLOUE XWPOUG TTou RéN
UTLAPXOUV, OVAAOyQ LLE TN KAThyoplo Tou £pyou EUMAEKOVTAL O SHLOG KOl TO KPATOC.
Researcher: Molol epmAékovtal e Tov kabBaplopod kat tn diatrpnon f tnv emdlopbwon toug;
Expert 4: Twv Snudclwy;

Researcher: Na.

Expert 4: OL Snuoaoiol dpopeig, ite o S0 €iTe TO KPATOC AVAAOYO OE TIOLOV AV KEL.
Researcher: MNa autolg edw TOUG XWPOUG;

Expert 4: OL cuyKeKpLUEVOL VOUI{w elval Tou Shpou.

Researcher: Nat, 6w eixe éva Tou avBpwro Tou Sruou Kat kabaplle.

Expert 4: Nat, yU' auto oou Aéw vopuilw ol cuyKeKpLUEVOL gival Tou Sfpou av Bupdpat Kald sivat
Tou Srjpou.

Researcher: Nat, aAAG avrikouv oto EBKAD.

Expert 4: Nat, aAAG otnv mpaén avnkouv oto drpo. AnAadn ival o SHog mou Ta KAVEL AUTA T
paypata Kal eivatl o SApog rou ta dlaxetpiletal.

Researcher: AA\G avrikouv o€ AAAOUG.

Expert 4: Auto 6w OUwG Sev avhKeL oTo 8o, auto edw dev eival Snuooto Baotkd. Evtatel,
amAw¢ kaBapilouv to vekpotadeio vouilw elval To TOUPKOKUTIPLAKA. AV ELLAOTE EUELG TTOU
kaBapiloupue ekel, elval n umtnpeoia, To uTtoupyEio EcWTEPIKWYV TTOU KaBapilel. To CUYKEKPLUEVO
elval to umtoupyeio ecwteplkwv Tou To Slaxelpiletat. OAa ta dAAa tapka n kaBaplotnTa KTA.
elvat o 6rpog, otnv ouaia eival o Spog mou Ta cuvtnpel, pe epyoAdpo mou epyodotei, ayopdlel
UTNPEOLEG 0 SAOG Ao OLWTEC Kat Tthyaivouve kKal kaBapilouve.

Researcher: Opyavwvovtal kaBoAou 6pactnploTNTEG 0TO SO Kal Ttolot avalapBavouy;
AvalapBadvete eoeic t€tolou i6oug SpacTnpLlOTNTES, OWOTA;

Expert 4: Kamoleg Spaotnpldotnteg yivovtal, kat amno to Snuo avaloya, alld otav BEAeL KATIOLOG
VO KAVEL KATL OE €va IAPKO, KATL OPYOVWHEVO, TIapVEL ASeLa Ao To SO KOL TO KAVEL.
Researcher: & ekeivo To Ywpo pag eimav OTL yiveTal Kot To COUVETTL, event TwV TOUPKOKUTIPLWV.
Expert 4: Nay, ekel elvat vekpotadeio twv Tolpkwy, elval EexwpLotr nepintwon.

Researcher: EXeL KATOLOUG XWPOUG OTO SN0 AEUETOU OToU cupPBaivouv SLapayec;

Expert 4: MNpoonaBoUpe va pnv €0UUE £TOL XWPOUC.

Researcher: Evvow 6ev giyate napdmnova nepi autol Tou Bpatog;

Expert 4: Oy, dev vouilw.

Researcher: Metafl twv ToOUpKOKUTIPLWY 1) KATL ELSLKA OTNV TtEpLOXN).

Expert 4: MNepipeve, ol LOUCOUAUAVOL TOAKWVOVTOL HETAEY TOUG YLOL TOUG ULVAPESEC TOUC.
ToupkokUTpLoL £xouv GAAoUC, Z0pLol £xouv AAAoUG, Sev E€pw AeMTOUEPELEG AAAG VO TOOKWVOVTOL
o€ SNUOOLOUC XWPOoUG OxL Sev eiyalle TETOLA TTEPLOTATIKAL.

Researcher: EpumA£kovtal kaBOAoU oL KATOLKOL e TTPWTOROUALEC yLa va SLapopdwoouV KATIOLOUG
SnuooLoug Ywpoug;

Expert 4: Makdpl va cuppeteiyav. Auotuxwg oxL. Kamola opyavwpéva cuvola avalaupdavouv
Kal dpovTilouv KAmoLa TTAPKA KATA Kalpoug aAAd oL mepiolkol omavia. ZuvnBbwg ta Aepwvouy,
Sev ta kaBapilouv.

Researcher: OUte avaAappdavouv mpwtoPoulieg yla events 1 SpaotnploTnTEeg;

Expert 4: Imavia, povo KAmoLa opyoavwpéva cUVoAa av Ba KAVOUV KATL O KATIOLEG TEPUTTWOELC.
Researcher: =£pete KAmoLo MAPASELYUQ,;

Expert 4: YIAPXOUV KATIOLEG OPYAVWOELG OL OTIOLEG TL.X. OL TPAOKOTIOL, oL Lions mou €xouv kdmola
napka kat ta dppovtilouv. Toug mapaxwpnbnke SnAadn, elval KATL ooV TTAPAXWPNHUEVA EVTOG
ELO0YWYLKWY TIAPKA, OXL YL ATIOKAELOTLKI XPron, amAd yla va Ta ppovtilouv.
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Researcher: Asv {Tnoe KAmMoLog dnpotng va SnuloupynBel kamolog SnudoLlog xwpog.

Expert 4: Zav ATouo;

Researcher: Nai, cav atopo. Na €xeL avaykn amo eva SnUOcLo XWPo 1 KATL 0€ KAToLa TEPLOY).
Expert 4: Ma vopilw dev €xel Sikaiwpa Kamolog dnuotng va {ntrHoeL.

Researcher: Xto 6rpo M'eppaocoyeLag Tou pwtnoo Lou elmayv volt. Eixe kamotlo mou {Atnos va
dnuloupynBel akopa évog SnuocLlog xwpog kamou. Evwow OxL va amaltioe, va {nTrHosL.

Expert 4: Ma auTO €ival mou cou avadepa mponyoupuévwe. MNa va SnuloupynBei mpénel va to
EXELC. Av Bev TO €xelg WG Ba to KAveLlg; Na Tag va olyopaoeLS yLa val To KAvelg; Etol mpaypata dev
KAVOUE.

Researcher: Evvow 6ev {ntrioav eneldn viwbouv OTL £xouv EAAeLPn amod SnUOCLOUG XWPOUG;
Expert 4: Acv vouilw va £xoupe ENewn amd xwpouc. Ekeivo mou €xoupe ENNewn eivat autoug
TOUG XWPOUG KapLd ¢popd va Toug TeputotnBoU e Kol va TOUG 0pYavwWooUpEe. AAG va £XoUlE
EMen ano xwpouc dev vouilw. Exoupe 2,000 tapka péoa otn AeUECO.

Researcher: Evtael, ta plod sivol amneputointa BERata.

Expert 4: KaAd, umtapyouv TTAPKO KoL TTOPKA. YIIAPXOUV TIAPKA TIOU £XOUV LOVO SEVTpa GUTEUEVA.
Researcher: Ta omnoia 8ev eival Stapoppwpéva.

Expert 4: Ma Kol oUTO glval €va mvelovag Pacivou Kot mailel Kal auTto To pOAo Tou. ApKel va
elvat kaBapoc.

Researcher: Acv £€pete kaBOAoU mw¢ Snuoupyndnkav autol ol xwpoy; Ma mapadslypa To
VPOAUULKO TTAPKO;

Expert 4: To ypapLKO TIAPKO gival Snuooto. OAeg oL KOITEG TwV TTOTOUWV givat Snuooteg. Eival
KoiTn MOoTaOoU TO YPOULLKO TIAPKO.

Researcher: AAN\G nw¢ mdpBnke n anodaon va StapopdwOei;

Expert 4: Antoddoioe to dlotkntikd cupPoUAlo. Bpedrkav ta kovdUALa Kal €yLve. Etol yivovtat
mavta. AAAQ To Tw¢ amoktnOnkav cou eima. Katd kavova amoktouvtal o€ SlaxwpLopoug
OLKOTIES WV.

Researcher: Mola gival ta $pUGCLKA XOPOKTNPLOTLKA TIOU amattouvtal yla tn Snuloupyla tétolou
eldoug ywpwy;

Expert 4: TL evoei¢ GUOLKA XAPAKTNPLOTIKA;

Researcher: Mo moapadetypa eninAwon, £XETE KATIOLEG CUYKEKPLUEVEC ATIOLTHOELG.

Expert 4: E€aptatal amo tnv KAOe mepimtwon avaloya HEe TO TOU £lval KoL OGO PeyAalo ival.
Researcher: Ag TOUE, yLa TNV Mepidpagn EXETE KATIOLO CUYKEKPLUEVOL XOPOKTNPLOTLKA;

Expert 4: Aev £xoupe KATL TO WoLaitepo. Evidtel, yivete ouvnBwe éva tolyapakt 20cm — 40cm,
artAd yLa va opilel Ta 6pLa Tou, OxL yLa KATL GAAo. Kat va epnodilel Ta autokivnTa va eLogpyovtal.
AN\G Sev uTtapxeL KATL oTaBep0. ELSIKA 08 KALVOUPLEG AVATTTUEELG, OE KALVOUPLOUG SLOXWPLOHOUG
ekelvog mou Ba To mapaywpnoeL, To Stapopdwvel Kat pag GEPVeL Eva oXESLO TTOU EUELS
gykpivoue. Epelc €xoue KATIOLEG KOTEUOUVTAPLEG YPOUUEG SEV EXOULE KATIOLO GUYKEKPLUEVOL
TPOTUTIA TTOU B0l TOU TTOULE VOL TO KAVEL £TOL KL £TOL. ALOTL £X€L TTOAAEG TTOPAUETPOUG TTIOU
nailouv polo. Exoupe mapKa mou eival mavw o€ TAQYLEG.

Researcher: Na, sivatl kat n tonoypadia.

Expert 4: MNwg Ba Tou TELG VA TO KAVEL EKEIVO TO TPAYUA EKEL;

Researcher: Nat, oto 6rpo Aepecol ouvnBwg sival o iola.

Expert 4: Aev Ba 1o €Aeya. Afpog Agpecou eival kat n Ayia @UAa rou ival Bouva.

Researcher: Evvow mpoc¢ to KEvipo.

Expert 4: Autd H€oO OTO KEVTPO TA TapATIAvw ivat maAld. Otav eival maALd, £xeL TOAAQ Xpovia
mou udiotavral kat Snuoupyndnkav ekel. Otav UTIAPXEL KATL KAl Elval LKAVOTIOLNTIKO &gV Ba To
xaAdoelc. Twpa, 0 KATIOLEC AVOKALVIOELG TTOU KAVOUE KATIOLO TipAyata Ta BAEMOUE, Ta
Slopbwvoupe, Ta BeATLwvoupe, Ta eumAouTiloupe avahoya pe Ta KovSUALA TO omoio £XOULE.
Researcher: TL {nuLég mapatnpouvtol cuvhnBwg oToug SnUOGLOUG XWPOoUC;

Expert 4: OL BavSaAlopol umtdpyxouv SucTUXWC.

Researcher: YIapxel KATL TILO CUYKEKPLUEVO; MNa TapAdelypa ot FeppacoyeLa Hag elmay OTL Ta
Kalive.

Expert 4: Kal auto ouppaivel. To mio ouvnBeg eivat 0TL ypadouve SLadpopes acynULEC.
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Researcher: [kpadrtt.

Expert 4: Av fjtav ykpaditt Oa fAtav KaAd. Autd ou ypAadouve glvat Aoxnia 1 KoL KATIOLEG {NULES
otov e€omMALOUO TTou €xou e, ontalouve maykakia, onalouve kKaAdBoug.

Researcher: Omnote yLa auTOUG TOUG XWPOUG LLE TIOLOV UIMoPW Va UIARoW;

Expert 4: Me tov lMNaviko Adumnpou, ekei ota TOUPKOKUTIPLAKA, OTNV UTtnpeoia Slaxeiplong
TOUPKOKUTIPLAKWY UTINPECLWV.

Researcher: Qpaia, euxaplotw.

Conversation A3.2.5

Researcher: N'vwpilete yla autod to xwpo edw (xwpog 2);

Expert 5: Nai, yvwpllw KaTtaokeVAOTNKE He SLKNA LOU TapakoAouBnon Kot LEAETN amo WBLwTn
peAetnTh. Eyve pia oAU kaAn douleia mepimou tng taéng Twv €150,000 n avamAoon Tng
mAateiag Twv ypadeiwy TNG UNNPECIAC TOUPKOKUTIPLAKWY, N OTOLA AUTHA TN OTLYUA EVOLKLAOTNKE
oto 8rpo AgpecoU kal ouvtnpeital ano to dfipo Agpecol. Kavape cupBorato oto o Agpecol
dnAadn yla va elpoote vouLuoL.

Researcher: Tt oag 06ynoe va SLapopPpwoEeTE TO XWPO UMPOOTA;

Expert 5: SkedTrikale, 0 cuvepyaoia pe to Srpapyo tov Avpéa Xpiotou, Tov mpwnv Snpapxo,
OTL Ba Tav KaAo va yivel pila avamniaon yla avaBaduiwon tTng TOupKOKUTIPLOKAG CUVOLKLOG yia va
UTopEL 0 KOOUOG Vo aroAapBavel Tov eAeUBepo TOU Xpovo. Htav moAU doxnin n KATaoTacn mpLy.
‘Eywve amo tnv apyn n avaniaon oAOkAnpnc tg mAateiag.

Researcher: Itnv apyn mpLv va yivel n avamAacn autdg o Xwpog XPNOLUOTOLEITO oo Toug
ToupKOKUTIPLOUG yLO OTLONTIOTE SpAOTNPLOTNTEG;

Expert 5: OxL. AmAG ntav ta ypadeia Toug. TOTE ATAV TO TPWNV TOUPKOKUTIPLOKO VOOOKOUELD Kall
LETA EYLVE KATL OOV YNPLATPELO yLa Toug EAANVOKUTIPLOUG. META amd auto anoddoLos n umnpeaoia
TOUPKOKUTIPLOKWY, N emtapyLakt Sloiknaon, SLOTL uTtayolacoTe otnVv enapxlakn Sloiknon, ta
vpadeia tng umnpeciag ATav oTo SLOKNTHPLO KAl LETOOTEYUOTAKAUE OTO XWPO QUTO O OTIOL0G
glval 81ko¢ pag ylati epeic to Slaxelpl{Opoote Kat £yvay Ta ypadeia TG UTINPECLOC TWV
TOUPKOKUTIPLOKWY €6W.

Researcher: ESw twpa opyavwvovtal kKaBoAou 5paotnpLoTnTES;

Expert 5: Otav pag {ntnOet elte amod ToupkokUTPLOUG eite artd EAANVOKUTIPLOUG YLOL CUVOLUALEG 1)
KATIOLEG AAAEG EKONAWOELG TOV AP WPOULE, VaL.

Researcher: Eneldr) cupnmAnpwoape epwTNUATOAOYLO OTNV TTEPLOYXH VLA VO LABOUUE Kal armd Toug
KOTOLKOUG KOl o avadpepOV KATIOLOL OTL EKAvVAV TO “OOUVVETL”.

Expert 5: Nat, ékavav pla dopd “couvvetl’ ol ToupkokUTploL. Ekave pia cuvauAia n kowotnta
€6W TNC MEPLOXNG, O KOWVOTAPXNG. APKETEC PopPEC. Kal yaUog EyLve, EVAG YALOC TOUPKOKUTIPLAKOG.
Researcher: Nat, aAAG Sev €xel Slapdaxeg kaBOAou o€ QUTO TO XWPO;

Expert 5: OxL.

Researcher: EpmAékovtal kaBOAou oL KATOLKOL e TPWTOBOUALEC yLla va Stapopdpwaoouy Toug
Xwpoug;

Expert 5: Oy, eival amokAelotikd otn dikatodocia tou drpou Aspeocou. Kat n kaBapldétnta Kat n
OUVTAPNON TOU KAl To KAASEUA TwV SEVIPWY, TA MAVTA.

Researcher: Apa 6gv epmAékovtal KaBoAou;

Expert 5: OxL, Kavévac.

Researcher: Baowad 6w ocupPaivouv kaBoAou BavSalilopol;

Expert 5: AucTuxWwg, vaL.

Researcher: TL BavdaAilopoi;

Expert 5: AvrijAikol oL omoiot omaouv TNV eNiMAWOoN Tou Xwpou. Tnv mponyouuevn dopd Bynkov
otnv opodn kal meEtafav ta kepapidla. TomoBeTHoAUE KAUEPEG, LAG TIG EOTIACOV OAEG, LETA
TonoBetoape Kol GANEG, KALVE Ta TTAYKAKLA, £0TIa.0aV To oKUBaAodoxela Ta metdgave.
Researcher: ToupkokUmplot i} ENAnvokUTmpLoL;

Expert 5: Kat ta dvo.

Researcher: l'a tov dAAo to xwpo Tt yvwpiletal (xwpog 1);

Expert 5: l'a Tov AAAO TO XwpPo SV UMOPwW va 6ou Ttw TIOAAG Tipaypata. Eivatl To cwpateio
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Avayévvnong npoodUywv ekel. EyLve Kol ekel kamoLla avAmAacn amo KovoUALA TOU UTIoUpYELOU
E0WTEPLKWV 000V adopa To GWTLOUO TOU TIAPKOU KAl Twpa €XEL evtaxbel og éva Mpoypapud TO
orolio gival pe eupwnaika kovoUALa kal Ba yivel oA oKANPWTLKA N OVATIAOQGN TOU Ao Ta KovOUALa
QUTA, Ta EVpWTTALKA, ard to So AepecoU. Elval HECO OTO CUYKEKPLUEVO TIPOYPAUa. Oa yivel
arnd evpwnaAikd KovoUALa N OAOKANPWTIKA OVATIAQCN TOU TIAPKOU Kot VoUW Kal Twv
UTTOOTOTLKWYV Ttou ival péoa. H umevBuvn tou £pyou eival n ka Kopalia MacooUpa, oto 6fpo
Nepeoo.

Researcher: Ekeil cupPaivouv kaBoAou §paotnplotnTeg OMwe cuppaivouy ebw;

Expert 5: Nopuilw mw¢ opyavwveL To CWHOTELO EKEL, val.

Researcher: evikd otnv Teploxr] yvwpilete av opyavwvovtal kabBoAou SpactnploTnTEG;

Expert 5: Oy, 6ev yvwpilw.

Researcher: OUte av umtapyxouv SLapAXEC;

Expert 5: Asv vouilw, amAd HEPLKA TIPOPRANLATO TTOU €XOUV HE TN veolaia. AnpLoupyouyv Kamotla
npoPAnuata, onalouv mpayuata, Kavouv Bavdaiiopouc alhd cuppaivouy avtol autd vouilw.
Researcher: Euyaplotw moAu.
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APPENDIX 4: Snapshots Tools

A4.1: Time Frame

A five-minute interval was decided upon to record the use of a site in each period, as the most areas
were so quiet that the researcher had to wait to get any activity. Thus, each public space recorded
in time within that five-minute period. Before these observations, the plans of the public spaces
were transferred in digital forms after many visits in the sites, in order to be more detail and
sufficient the plans. Then, the observations done as snapshots, for a five-minute interval, at the
following times:

Weekday (3 times, one for each month):

9.00am-11.00am: 2 rounds snapshots in Apostolos Loukas and 2 rounds snapshots in Potamos
Germasogeias and questionnaires

1.00pm-3.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Potamos Germasogeias and 2 rounds snapshots in
Apostolos Loukas and questionnaires

5.00pm-7.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Apostolos Loukas and 2 rounds snapshots in Potamos
Germasogeias and questionnaires

9.00am-11.00am: 2 rounds snapshots in Arnaoutogeitonia and questionnaires
1.00pm-3.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Arnaoutogeitonia and questionnaires
5.00pm-7.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Arnaoutogeitonia and questionnaires

Weekend (3 times, one for each month):

9.30am-11.30am: 2 rounds snapshots in Apostolos Loukas and 2 rounds snapshots in Potamos
Germasogeias and questionnaires

1.00pm-3.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Potamos Germasogeias and 2 rounds snapshots in
Apostolos Loukas and questionnaires

5.00pm-7.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Apostolos Loukas and 2 rounds snapshots in Potamos
Germasogeias and questionnaires

9.30am-11.30am: 2 rounds snapshots in Arnaoutogeitonia and questionnaires
1.00pm-3.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Arnaoutogeitonia and questionnaires
5.00pm-7.00pm: 2 rounds snapshots in Arnaoutogeitonia and questionnaires

From the three weekdays and weekends of the three months that were observed, they have

selected the busiest ones, which are show in the next section of analysis.
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A4.2: Activity Symbols

The main users of the public spaces were divided in four groups, which each one was transferred in
the plan sheet with a particular color of pen: Greek Cypriots — blue, Turkish Cypriots/Roma — red,
tourists — green and citizens EU/Other — black. In addition, the main activities that were occurring
on the public spaces each time were identify and transferred at the same time in the plan sheet.
Nevertheless, before the observation the main activities of the public spaces were identified in a
pilot survey in order to transfer with symbols in the following list:

Moving —»

Standing ()

Sitting Q

Moving Using Media —»

Standing Using Media |:|

Sitting Using Media |:|

Moving and Doing a task E

Standing and Doing a task

Sitting and Doing a task

Constructing ®

cycling OO
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