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Abstract. As population increases in urban centers, urban open spaces are gradually diminishing and the quality of
existing spacesisdeteriorating. Therefore, when designing openspacesincitiesfacingissues such as populationgrowth,
unplanned urbanization, industrialization, and transportation problems, social dimensions should be considered as
much as ecological and economic dimensions. This study focuses on the Ganita Coastal Project, one of the identity
spaces of the city of Trabzon. The aim is to determine the social performance of urban open space organizations
formed after the implementation of the project and to reveal their effects on the sense of community. The research
method consists of surveys thatinclude the evaluation of the social interaction performance provided by the place and
the assessment of the sense of community. The research results show that the social interaction performance of the
place has a positive and significant relationship with the sense of community. This study defines the sub-dimensions
of social features by focusing solely on the social characteristics of the place. The social factors affecting the sense of
community are identified as the functional, social, and perceptual sub-dimensions, respectively. The success of the
social features such as popularity of place, social accessibility, and variety of activities has allowed for the intense use
of this space. This research focuses on the social interaction performance but cannot claim to have examined all the
features of the place that constitute social interaction. Considering the importance of urban open spaces as a social
stage and their significance in forming relationships between people and places as well as among people themselves,
the findings of this study are quite important. The results, especially regarding which social features of a place
should be taken into account when designing new urban spaces, can be guiding for both designers and managers.
Keywords: social interaction performance, place experience, performance evaluation, sense of community

Introduction

Today, cities that grow uncontrollably without considering the  these definitions, it is clear that contemporary studies in
environment and society are being replaced by sustainable  urban design emphasize the need to question spaces not just
cities. Especially in recent years, the rapidly increasing world by their physical attributes but also by their social features
population has led to uncontrolled urbanization. Rapid urban  that contribute to livability [4,5].

growth and population increase in developing countries  The term green space originates from the urban nature
have resulted in the reduction of open green spaces in city ~ conservation movement and the concept of green space
centers. A large portion of the human population resides  planningin Europe [6]. Urban open green spaces are locations
in urban centers. Consequently, increasing construction  accessible and usable by the public on various scales, from the
due to building density, transportation systems, and other  smallest neighborhood playground to expansive landscapes,
requirements of globalization leads to physical and social — with different purposes, functions, and forms. Urban open
changes within and around the city. Therefore, urban open  green spaces contribute ecologically by preventing air
spaces should be evaluated in terms of ecological, economic,  pollution and preserving biodiversity. Additionally, from social
and social sustainability dimensions. The city of Trabzon has  and economic perspectives, they promote social interaction
also been facing issues such as population growth, unplanned  and integration, thereby enhancing mental and physical
urbanization, industrialization, and transportation in recent  health. Considering their environmental, social, economic
years. As a result, open green spaces in the city center are  functions, and contributions to individual and public health,
gradually diminishing, and the quality of the existing green  urban open green spaces are indispensable elements of
spaces is also deteriorating. In this context, several landscape  urban planning, urban life, and society. Since this study will
projects have been designed and implemented in the coastal ~ focus on the social functions and opportunities of urban
city of Trabzon in recent years. One of these projects is the  open green spaces, it is necessary to evaluate people-place
Coastal Projectaimed atreorganizing the existing Ganita Coast.  relationships.

This research aims to evaluate the social interaction  Environmental psychology, which questions the foundations
performance of Ganita Coast, one of the city’s important  of people-place interaction, how it forms, how the features
socialization centers. For this purpose, the concepts of place  offered by the environment are perceived, and how people
and space, people-place interaction, the social features  evaluate these features, has realized that these questions
offered by the place, and the concept of social performance  are also related to the social characteristics of the physical

will be focused on. environment. Human behaviors occur in a specific physical
Urban open spaces should be considered not only for their ~ and social environment that meets their needs and
physical characteristics but also for their social features [1].  requirements (Figure 1).

In this context, the concept of place has emerged in the In the formation of the physical environment shaped
architectural literature, with a focus on the differences in  according to human needs and requirements, it is essential to
meanings between space and place. According to place  first examine the fundamental structure of human beings and
definitions: Creswell defines place as "locations that people  their behavior. People engage in behaviorsto meet their needs.
engage with, touch, and connect to; meaningful positions’[2].  Behavioral science studies the interaction between human
Pretty et al. state that place is formed through the interaction  behaviors and environmental variables, aiming to measure
of people with each other and their environment [3]. From  differences in behaviors influenced by the environment or to
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Fig. 1. Physical and social characteristics in people-place interaction
[created by author]

modify the characteristics of the environment based on new
needs that arise from these behaviors. In other words, there is
a mutual interaction between humans and the environment.
The interaction system between urban open spaces and
their users occurs within the scope of the users’ needs
and the features offered by the environment. In summary,
urban open spaces where users perform their behaviors
according to various needs and requirements should be
places where people go for individual or group activities,
engage in actions to meet their needs, and have amenities
that facilitate these actions [7].

Social features of the open place

The physical and social characteristics offered by urban open
spaces designed with users’ needs in mind are significant
factors influencing users’ relationships with the environment.
Classifications used by environmental designers regarding
what urban open spaces should offer to people have
expanded to include not just the space but life itself These
studies have focused on the differences in meaning between
space and place [7; 8; 9; 10]. An example of these studies is
PPS (Project for Public Spaces), which has examined open
spaces worldwide and identified criteria for success. In this
context, the characteristics of successful open spaces are
grouped under four main functions: “‘comfort and identity,’
"access and connection,” “use and activity, and "sociability”
[9]. Among these, the functions of use and activity, as well
as sociability, refer to the social characteristics of the place.
Whyte stated that urban open spaces should be places that
offer a variety of activities and host social events [12].
Carmona evaluated urban spaces in terms of place and the
social activities occurring within them. They assessed the social
dimension through accessibility, safety and security, proximity,
diversity of functions, and street furniture [13]. Similarly, Gehl
expressed the success of a place by the number of social
and optional activities it hosts. He emphasized that there is a
strong relationship between the variety of activities and the
success of a place [10].

Salama focused on the functional, social, and perceptual
characteristics offered by a place [11]. Ozkan and Yilmaz
concentrated on the physical and social characteristics that
successful open spaces should offer [7]. In summary, the
number of studies focusing on the social characteristics
offered by places has been increasing in recent years (Table
1). In this research, which focuses on the relationship between
urban landscape and social performance in the people-place
relationship, the social characteristics of the place will also be
evaluated.

Although studies examining the social features of the
opportunities offered by open spaces are limited, the
indicators vary. When studies investigating the social
dimension in the literature were examined, it was seen that
the indicators in Table 1 came to the fore. In line with all this
literature, the social characteristics of Trabzon Ganita Coast
open spaces will be evaluated and their social performance
value will be revealed. The effects of Ganita Coast social
performance value on the sense of community in users will
be investigated.

Place experience and sense of community
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Table 1. Social interaction performance factors of urban open places
[table created by authors]

Dimension Factors Researches

Social activities 7, 191, 101, (1), (121, 141

Definability 13, [15]
71, (93, 110, (1], (121, (16, [17]

[
[
[
Inclusiveness [10], [11], [15], [18]
[
[
[

Social interaction

Vitality / Attractiveness 7], (9], 0], [15]

Activeness 10], (121, (15], [19], [20], [21]

Recreational facilities 91, 2], 115]

Social features Variety in activities [71, 19, [10], [11, [12], [14], [22]

Diversity of AgeGroups

Ethnic Diversity

Functionality

Reachability

Social accessibility

Harmony

Popularity of place (7], [23]

Studies focusing on people-place interaction focus on the
features offered by the place and the emotional bonds
between people. In this respect, it is an important dimension
whether a sense of community is formed in these open
spaces that appeal to the whole society. Sense of community
has been defined as the social bonds that develop among
people in a particular place [19]. Many studies accept
McMillan and Chavis's classification, which explains the
sense of community in four dimensions [24]. These are
membership, influence, integration or fulfillment of needs,
and shared emotional connections dimensions. Public spaces
such as parks, coastlines, and squares in city centers improve
the sense of community by facilitating chance encounters
between people [25]. Urban designers and sociologists
have long discussed the features of urban open space that
encourage social interaction [12, 14, 26, 27, 28, 29]. However,
few studies in the literature have It focuses on the relationship
between social characteristics and sense of community. In this
research, which aims to investigate the relationship between
the social performance value and the sense of community
resulting from the social use of public space, Ganita Coast,
one of the important public spots for the city of Trabzon, was
chosen as the study area.

Materials and Methods

The research was conducted in Ganita Coast, located in the
central district of Ortahisar in Trabzon province. According
to the 2023 population data, the population of Trabzon is
824,352. With a total area of 4,662 km2, Trabzon province
has a population density of 177 people per square kilometer.
The population of the central district Ortahisar is 332,504
[30]. Ganita Coast, which holds significant importance in the
urban culture of Trabzon, derives its name from the Greek
word “kanita, meaning “beautiful place” (Figure 2). The
selection of this area as the study area was influenced by its
substantial contribution to coastal usage in the city and its
reorganization for public use.

In this study, a face-to-face survey was conducted with
users of Ganita Coast. The survey was conducted between
August and November 2023. The survey, which selected
users through simple random sampling, was administered
to 145 local individuals aged 15 and above. The number of
surveys considered valid and entered into the SPSS 24.0
database is 140.

In the research, data collection consists of two main
sections. In the first section, a 5-point Likert scale was
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administered to collect data on users’ social interaction
performance, while in the second section, data related to the
sense of community were collected. The scale aimed at
determining social interaction performance consists of 15
items, and it was developed based on the works of [9; 11; 13; 15].
Thescaleaimed atdeterminingthe sense of community consists
of 11 statements and was developed based on the works
of [24; 31; 32; 33]. Subsequently, regression analyses were
conducted to determine the relationship and effects between
Ganita Coast users’ social interaction performance and sense
of community.

Results

Findings on evaluation of social interaction performance

The first part of the study aims to determine the Trabzon
Ortahisar Ganita Coast in terms of social interaction
performance. The values related to users’ social interaction
performance are shown in Table 2. When examining the
values of social interaction performance, it was determined
that the items with the highest values are "popularity of place”,
"variety in activities”, and "social accessibility”, respectively.
The items with the lowest values are determined to be
"ethnic diversity”, “definability”, and "vitality/attractiveness”.
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Fig. 2. Location of trabzon ganita coast
and changes in coastal use
[created by author]

The average overall social interaction performance of Ganita
Coast users is determined to be 3.54. Within the scope of
the research, factor analysis was applied to 15 statements
prepared to evaluate the social interaction performances of
Ganita Coast and after many analyzes, scales were created
with various reliability tests that showed suitability for factor
analysis.

Factor analysis was conducted using varimax rotated
principal component analysis to determine and evaluate the
sub-dimensions of social interaction performance at Ganita
Coast. Factor loads lower than 0.40 were removed, and the
analysis was repeated 4 times. After the factor analysis of the
15-item social interaction performance scale, the statements
"Diversity of Age Groups” and "Ethnic Diversity” could not be
included in the scale, resulting in a total of 13 items grouped
under 3 factors. These factors explain 73.596% of the total
variance (Table 3).

Findings on the Evaluation of sense of community

The analysis revealed that the average value of the scale
(11 statements) prepared to determine the level of sense of
community among Ganita Coast users is 3.32. As a result of
the analysis, the first factor was named “influence” and has



Scientific Journal of Latvia University of Life Sciences and Technologies

Landscape Architecture and Art
Volume 24, Number 24

Table 2. Descriptive measurements of social interaction performance
[table created by authors]

Table 4. Sense of community factors for Ganita
[table created by authors]

Dimension Dimension Factors X Factor | Explained o
Load Variance
Social interaction % o Social interaction % o
Performance, n:140 Performance, n:140 Influence 33.841 0.842
. Diversity of Age- If there is a problem in the
Social activities 3.21 0.985 Groups 3.26 1.008 place, the users can solve this 316 0.979 - -
problem
Definability EAll 1073 Ethnic Diversity 3.03 0.099
It is very important for me to 309 0970
Social interaction 337 0.884 Functionality 3.62 0.909 use of this place . : - -
Inclusiveness 3.76 0.889 Reachability 3.50 0910 People greet each other in
this place 3.9 0.954 - -
Vitality / Attrac- 37 1008 | Social accessibilty | 396 | 1.065
tiveness Fullfillment of Needs 22.555 0.814
Activeness 3.73 0.912 Harmon 34 1.032 i
| Yy | Tilsge‘:vt:\s place a good 314 0953 . .
Recreational facilities | 3.71 0.954 Popularity of place | 4.34 0.819 P
) o User relationships are extensive
Variety in activities 3.99 0.818 Total avarage 3.54 0.917 in this place 297 0.947 - -
X : arithmetic mean; o: standard deviation User relationships are extensive
in this 312 0.932 - -
Table 3.Principle component analysis for social interaction performance items -
. . . Membership 14.448 0.865
with varimax rotation [table created by authors]
- - - . | can recognize most of the 34 0823 . .
Dimension Factor Variance (%) Mean o people in this place
(Social) Functional (6 items) | share similar characteristics
36185 364 o with most users in this neigh- 3.40 0.784 - -
- borhood
Social accessibility 0.937 - - -
- | feel at home in this place 3.75 0.632 - -
Reachability 0.917 - - -
. _ Emotional Connection 11.648 0.838
Variety in activities 0.912 - - -
When someone does a good
Functionality 0792 B B - deed for this place that makes 3.68 0.893 - -
Definability 0764 - - - me feel
Recreational facilties 0632 - - - I plan to live in this place for a 366 | 0868 - -
long time
Social) P tual (4 it 26.993 3.50 .92
(Sodial) Perceptual (4 items) Total Variance (%) 82.492 -
Vitality / attrac- . . .
tiveness 0987 - - - Table 5. Correlation between social interaction performance and sense of
community [table created by authors]
Inclusiveness 0.971 - - -
Harmony 0.964 - - - Variables Sense of commnity
ial - F | .619**
Activeness 0,958 - - ) Social - Functiona 0.619
Social - P tual 0.297**
(Social) Social (3 items) 10417 364 89 ocla - Terceptua
Social - Social 0.520%
Popularity of place 0.805 - - - ocal - ~ocia
*<0.05, p**<0.01 -
Social activities 0.753 - - - P P
social interaction 0.459 - - - Table 6. Regression aﬁ?\ySIS between social interaction factors
and sense of community [table created by authors]
Total variance 73.596 -
Variables B Std. Err. B (Beta) t p
a variance value of 33.841 %. The second factor was named Constant 116 0199 i 5653 000
“fulfillment of needs” with a variance value of 22.555 %. Functional -
The third factor was named “membership’ with a variance 3 social 0334 1 00% [ 0526 | 9346 ) .00
value of 14.448%. The fourth factor was named “emotional Social - Sodial 0.235 0.029 0.446 8176 000
connection” with a variance value of 11.648% (Table 4). Percentual
L . . o . _Sods 0.110 0042 0147 2640 008
Findings on the relationship between social interaction

performance and sense of community

To determine the relationships between the factors
constituting social interaction performance and sense of
community, a correlation analysis was conducted (Table 5).
According to the results of the correlation analysis, there
is a positive and significant relationship between sense of
community and the social-functional factor (r=0.619**;
p=.000), social-perceptual factor (r=0.297** p=.000), and
social-social factor (r=0.520**; p=.000).

A regression analysis was conducted to identify the factors
affecting the sense of community (Table 6). The results of the
regression analysis indicate that all factors associated with the
sense of community were included in the model. The values
show a gradual increase, with the R2 value calculated as 0.601
in the third and final step. The analysis fits the linear model
(F (3-136) = 68.381; p=0.000) and there is no autocorrelation.
Therefore, it is statistically demonstrated that the factors
in Table 6 have a positive significant effect on the sense of
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R=0.775; R20.607; Adj. R2=,0.593; Model F (3-136) = 68.381; p<0.01

community.

Within the scope of the research, the performance of social
interaction and its sub-dimensions were first identified.
Then, the levels and sub-dimensions of the sense of
community among users of Ganita Coast were determined.
Correlation and regression analyses were conducted between
these two sets of data, and as a result, the sub-dimensions
of social interaction that determine the users’ sense of
community at Ganita Coast were revealed.

Summarizing the research findings, it is evident that the social
features provided by the design, specifically "popularity of
place, “variety of activities and “social activities, received
the highest scores. Evaluating these results through the
visuals of the Ganita Coast Project, Figure 3 illustrates
which features of the place influenced these outcomes. The
absence of boundary elements that would negatively affect
visual interaction between the sea and the land, and the
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design of amenities that allow for sitting and sunbathing, are
organizational features that enhance the location’s popularity.
Ganita Coast offers a high value of variety of activities,
enabling activities such as listening to music, dancing,
watching the sea, boating, visiting cafes and restaurants,
biking, and playing in children’s areas. Similarly, the presence
of organizational features like the sunset terrace and the
over-sea viewing terrace, which bring people together, has
had a positive impact on “social accessibility”.

Discussion

The aim of this study was to investigate the social interaction
performance provided by the social features of the place and
its impact on the sense of community. There is a gap in the
literature regarding studies that determine the performance
value of social features offered by a place. In this context, this
research focused solely on the social features provided by
the place.

Ganita Coast, a long-standing symbol of the city of Trabzon,
has been a significant spot for users. However, it was observed
that this area, where the interaction between the city residents
and the sea has been most intense for many years, could
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Fig. 3. Evaluation of research findings
through Ganita visuals
[created by author]

no longer meet users’ needs and had lost its identity. As a
result, the project under investigation was implemented and
received considerable interest from users.

Considering that cities are recognized for their quality
public spaces, the importance of the success of recreational
opportunities offered by these areas is clear. [34] and [35]
also emphasized that the amenities provided by these open
spaces should focus not only on their physical aspects but
also on their social dimensions.

In the study, a scale designed to determine the social
interaction performance of the place was subjected to factor
analysis, revealing a three-factor structure. These social
interaction factors were identified as functional (social),
perceptual (social), and social (social) based on the values
they received. It was observed that the functional and social
factors had the same average, while the perceptual features
scored slightly lower. Among the social interaction features
of Ganita Coast, the highest values were found for popularity
of place, variety of activities, and social accessibility. These
findings support the statements by [26] and [36] that
designs enabling various activities promote socialization. The
intensive use of a place offers significant opportunities for
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social interactions. Considering that social interaction includes
formal or informal, verbal or non-verbal communication,
and all forms of social contact, the importance of a place’s
intensive use and popularity becomes clear. Overall, the
results of this study demonstrate, consistent with previous
studies, that the social amenities provided by the physical
environment are strongly connected to social interaction [13,
37]. Whyte also stated that urban open spaces should offer
a variety of activities and facilitate social events [12]. Similarly,
[10] emphasized the importance of the number of social and
optional activities in the success of a place. The findings of
this study support these statements as well.

Conclusion and Suggestions

The findings of the study regarding the sense of community
reveal a four-factor structure consisting of influence, fulfillment
of needs, membership, and emotional connection. This
structure aligns with the sense of community factor model
proposed by [24] and [38].

Studies examining the relationships between the physical and
social features of a place and the sense of community have
predominantly shown that social features are more strongly
related to the sense of community [7; 33; 40; 41; 42]. This
research focused specifically on the effects of the social features
of a place on the sense of community. The results revealed
that social features impacting the sense of community were
primarily functional, social, and perceptual characteristics.
Among the social interaction features, the functional
dimension’s “variety of activities” and “social accessibility” and
the social dimension’s “popularity of place” scored highly.
The variety of activities in a place encourages users to spend
more time there and facilitates social interaction. This finding
supports studies in the literature emphasizing the importance
of variety in activities as a social indicator [10; 11; 12; 14].
Social accessibility of a place is also crucial. Salama (2017)
highlighted social accessibility as an important social
indicator in his classification. Recent studies have emphasized
the growing importance of the concept of popularity of place
in the design of open spaces and its role as a significant social
component [7; 23].

These results indicate that the Ganita Coast Project effectively
designed the interaction between sea-land and sea-users. It
is evident that the conscious decision not to use boundary
elements with the sea has been positively received by users.
Similarly, the over-sea viewing terraces are heavily utilized,
highlighting their importance in the design for social
accessibility. The “sunset window," referred to as an Instagram
point, has created significant value in terms of the popularity
of place. Additionally, the sunbathing units designed in the
project have been well-received by users. Regarding another
critical social performance indicator, "variety of activities,
the presence of multiple service elements (restaurants,
cafes, pop-ups, buffets, etc.), a children’s play area, a bike
path, a walking track, sea viewing areas, seating steps,
and a performance area has transformed the space into a
continuously active and interactive social area. The presence
of good seating elements and the variety of activities have
especially kept users in the area for longer periods. [21] noted
that well-designed seating in open spaces encourages users
to stay longer.

Places serve as a sort of mirror for both individuals and
societies, playing a significant role in shaping social and
cultural elements. While places shape individuals, they
also adapt according to human needs and behaviors. This
relationship between place and people is continuous and
dynamic. In the interaction between humans and places,
the place serves as a determinant and shaper of human life,
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thoughts, and actions. In this aspect, places not only have
a physical but also a social stage function. According to
[43] and [44] a place represents a multi-dimensional sense
of meaning, anchoring individuals to a specific location and
connecting them to it. Therefore, thorough research into the
social features of a place is necessary.

The results presented in line with the objectives of the
research only explain the effects of the social features of a
place on the sense of community. While this study focused
on social interaction performance, it cannot be claimed to
have examined all the features of a place that contribute
to social interaction. Additionally, the fact that the research
was conducted in a single location is a limitation. Therefore,
future studies should examine different urban open spaces
to verify whether the findings regarding social interaction
performance align with those of this study.

Considering the significance of urban open spaces as social
stages and their role in shaping relationships between
people and places, the findings of this study are indeed
crucial. Particularly in the design of new urban spaces, the
results regarding which social features of a place should be
considered can serve as guiding principles for both designers
and policymakers.

References

1. Chen, N. C., Dwyer, L., & Firth, T. Residents’ place attachment
and word-of-mouth behaviours: A tale of two cities. Journal of
Hospitality and Tourism Management, 2018, No36, p.1-11.
Cresswell, T. Defining place. Place: A Short Introduction. Mal-
den, MA: Blackwell Ltd, 2004.

Pretty, G.H., Chipuer, H.M. and Bramston, P “Sense of place
amongst adolescents and adults in two rural Australian towns:
the discriminating features of place attachment, sense of com-
munity and place dependence in relation to place identity”,
Journal of Environmental Psychology, 2003, Vol. 23 No. 3, p.
273-287.

Gehl, J. Life, Spaces, Buildings—And in Said Order, Please. In Ur-
ban design futures, 2006, p. 88-93, Routledge.

CABE, D. C. The value of urban design, 20071.

Swanwick, C., Dunnett, N., & Woolley, H. Nature, role and value
of green space in towns and cities: An overview. Built Environ-
ment (1978-), 2003, p.94-106.

Ozkan, D. G., & Yilmaz, S. The effects of physical and social at-
tributes of place on place attachment: A case study on Trabzon
urban squares. Archnet-lJAR: International Journal of Architec-
tural Research, 2019, 13(1), 133-150

Canter, D. The Psychology of Place, Architectural Press, London,
1977.

Project for Public Spaces (Ed.) How To Turn A Place Around:
A Handbook For Creating Successful Public Spaces, Project For
Public Spaces, New York, NY, 2000.

Gehl, J. Cities for people. Island press, 2013.

Salama, A. M. Plurality and diversity in architectural and urban
research. Archnet-lJAR: International Journal of Architectural
Research, 2017, 11(2), 1-5.

Whyte, W.The Social Life of Small Urban Spaces. Washington,
D.C.: Conservation Foundation, 1980.

Carmona, M. Contemporary public space, part two: Classifica-
tion. Journal of urban design, 2010, 15(2), 157-173.

Carr, S., Francis, M., Rivlin, L.G. and Stone, A.M. Public Space,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1992.

Bilge, F. U. A Comparison of the Qualifications of Urban Public
Open Spaces and the Evaluation of their Activities: A Pilot Study
in Ankara, Turkey. Online Journal of Art & Design, 2023, 11(4).
Fornara, F, Bonaiuto, M., & Bonnes, M. Cross-validation of ab-
breviated perceived residential environment quality (PREQ) and
neighborhood attachment (NA) indicators. Environment and
Behavior, 2010, 42(2), 171-196.

Khaleghimoghaddam, N., Arzhangt, S., & Rajaeipour, N. Inves-
tigating the Contribution of Socio-Physical Structure of Neigh-
borhoods on Residents’ Sense of Attachment. PLANARCH-De-
sign and Planning Research, 2023, 7(2), 191-202.

I

10.
.



Scientific Journal of Latvia University of Life Sciences and Technologies

Landscape Architecture and Art
Volume 24, Number 24

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

Carmona, M. Public places urban spaces: The dimensions of
urban design. Routledge, 2021.

Jacobs, J. M. The city unbound: qualitative approaches to the
city. Urban Studies, 1993, 30(4-5), 827-848.

Montgomery, J. Making a city: Urbanity, vitality and urban de-
sign. Journal of urban design,1998, 3(1), 93-116.

Mehta, V, & Bosson, J. K. Third places and the social
life of streets. Environment and behavior, 2010, 42(6),
779-805.

Wickes R., Zahnow R., Corcoran J. & Hipp J. R. Neighbourhood
social conduits and resident social cohesion, Urban Studies,
2019, 56, 1, 226-248

Brown, B., Perkins, D. D., & Brown, G. Place attachment in a re-
vitalizing neighborhood: Individual and block levels of analysis.
Journal of environmental psychology, 2003, 23(3), 259-271.
McMillan, D. W, & Chavis, D. M. Sense of community: A defini-
tion and theory. Journal of Community Psychology, 1986, 14(1),
6-23

Talen, E. Measuring the public realm: A preliminary assessment
of the link between public space and sense of community. Jour-
nal of Architectural and Planning Research, 2000, 17, 344e360.
Francis, M. Urban open space: Designing for user needs. Island
Press, 20003.

Gehl, J. Life, Spaces, Buildings—And in Said Order, Please. In Ur-
ban design futures (pp. 88-93). Routledge, 2006.

Jacobs, A. B. Great streets (No. gt3t62h1fv). University of Califor-
nia Transportation Center, 1993.

Lynch, K. The image of the environment. The image of the city,
1960, 11, 1-13.

Turkiye Istatistik Kurumu. Temel istatistikler/Ntifus ve Demogra-
fi/Nufus Istatistikleri/Yillara Gore 1l Nufuslar, Retrieved from:
http://www.tuik.gov.tr/UstMenu.do?metod=temelist, 2023.
Long, D. A, & Perkins, D. D. Confirmatory factor analysis of the
sense of community index and development of a brief SCI.
Journal of community psychology, 2003, 31(3), 279-296.
Karacor, E. K., & Akgam, E. Explanation of conceptual relation-
ship between variables of place identity, sense of community
and environmental attitude by structural equation modelling.
Turkish Journal of Forestry,2016, 17(2), 194-200.

Ozkan, D. G, Ozkan, S. D, & Akyol, D. Place satisfaction, place
attachment and sense of community in neighborhoods: a case
study on Trabzon, TURKEY. Management Research & Prac-
tice, 2019, 1(3).

Rafieyan, M., & Sifaei, M. Urban public spaces; quality evalu-
ation & review. Tehran: Fine Arts Science-Research Periodical,
2005, 23, 35-42.

Madanipour, A. Social exclusion and space. In The city reader
(pp. 237-245). Routledge, 2015.

Ujang, N., Kozlowski, M., & Maulan, S. Linking place attach-
ment and social interaction: towards meaningful public places.
Journal of Place Management and Development, 2018, 11(1),
115-129.

Oktay, D. Influences of urban design on perceived social attri-
butes and quality of life: a comparative study in two English
neighbourhoods. URBAN DESIGN International, 2023, 28(4),
304-319.

Perkins, D. D., Florin, P, Rich, R. C., Wandersman, A., & Chavis,
D. M. Participation and the social and physical environment of
residential blocks: Crime and community context. American
journal of community psychology, 1990, 18, 83-115.

Jorgensen BS, Stedman RC. Sense of place as an attitude: Lake-
shore owners attitudes toward their properties. Journal of Envi-
ronmental Psychology, 2001, 21(1): 233-248.

Lewicka, M. Place attachment: How far have we come in the
last 40 years?. Journal of environmental psychology, 2011, 31(3),
207-230.

Lu, J, Zhou, S, Zheng, Z,, Liy, L., & Kwan, M. P Examining the
relationship between social context and community attachment
through the daily social context averaging effect. Geografiska
Annaler: Series B, Human Geography, 2023, 1-21.

Salama, A. M., & Azzali, S. Examining attributes of urban open
spaces in Doha. Proceedings of the Institution of Civil Engi-
neers-Urban Design and Planning, 2015, 168(2), 75-87.
Lefebvre, H. The production of space. In The people, place, and

27

space reader (pp. 289-293). Routledge, 2014.
44. Karakas, M. Kent, mekan ve toplum: Mekan sosyolojisine giris.
Kent, mekan ve toplum, 2019, 15-40.

Authors

Doruk Gorkem Ozkan, Doruk Gorkem OZKAN, Dr Landscape
arch., Associate Professor at the Faculty of Forestry, Department of
Landscape Architecture, Karadeniz Technical University.

E-mail: dorukgorkemozkan@ktu.edu.tr

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0127-0948

Sinem Dedeoglu Ozkan, Sinem DEDEOGLU OZKAN, Dr. Urban
Planner, Assistant  Professor at the Faculty of Architecture,
Department of Urban and Regional Planning, Karadeniz
Technical University.

E-mail: snmdedeoglu@gmail.com

ORCID ID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1610-2242

Kopsavilkums

Palielinoties iedzivotaju skaitam pilsétu centros, pilsétu
atvertas telpas pakapeniski samazinas un esoSo telpu
kvalitate pasliktinas. Tapéc, projektéjot atklatas vietas pilsétas,
kuras saskaras ar tadam problemam ka iedzivotaju skaita
pieaugumu, neplanotu urbanizaciju, industrializaciju un
transporta problémam, socialas dimensijas ir janem véra
tikpat liela méra ka ekologiskas un ekonomiskas dimensijas.
Petfiums koncentréjas uz Ganitas piekrastes projekty,
kas ir viena no Trabzonas pilsétas identitates telpam.
Petjuma meérkis ir noteikt péc projekta Tstenosanas izveidoto
pilsétvides atvéerto telpu organizaciju socialo sniegumu un
atklat to ietekmi uz kopibas sajutu. Pétjuma metodi veido
aptaujas, kas ietver vietas sniegtas socialas mijiedarbibas
veiktspéjas un kopibas sajdtas izvértéjumu. Petfjuma rezultati
liecina, ka vietas socialas mijiedarbibas sniegumam ir pozitiva
un nozimiga saistlba ar kopibas sajutu. Pétfjums kopuma
definé socialo iezimju apaksdimensijas, koncentréjoties tikai
uz vietas socialajam Tpastbam. Socialie faktori, kas ietekmée
kopienas sajutu, tiek identificéti attiecigi ka funkcionala,
sociala un uztveres apaksdimensijas.
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