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Abstract

One of the most important things that
influence people’s happiness is the strength of
their relationship with others: feeling close to and
valued by others is a fundamental human need
and the strength of our communities also depends
on the connections and relations that people have
within them.

Appearing and evolving along with human
communities, public spaces were the scene of
many manifestations of the community, a place
of conviviality, of spirituality — in all its forms — a
religious, administrative and legal landmark.

Urban public spaces are those where all
the processes related to peoples existence take
place and, especially, peoples’ cohabitation. These
places are a reflection of the social structure, of
the level of development and computer technology,
not a flat, clean and shiny surface.

The changing face of cities starts as well from
the public space.
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1. In times entirely dedicated to neologisms, my proposal to ‘review’” or, more pre-
cisely, to return to the classical urban vocabulary (even archaic) may occur as strange.
At a more careful analysis, the approach appears not just in terms of curiosity, but, as
I truly hope, it should at least be understood.

I do not think that I am the only one (or one of the few nostalgics who believes that
a return to the past, to its experiences and the lessons it taught us, would be a very ap-
propriate way to solve a series of new challenges that our society has to face nowadays.

The dynamics of change, that influenced all areas of our existence — has generated
deep changes in each and every one of us. On the other hand, research and results in
every area of human life and activity, due mostly to archaeologists and anthropolo-
gists, have brought to our knowledge the proof that many current performances (in
the field of technology, medicine, astronomy, construction etc.) that we are proud of,
have been known and used for hundreds and even thousands of years ago. Therefore,
same old, same old!

Moreover, even the genesis of humanity is in question, since the existent theories
are complemented or annulled by the new emerging ones. In this context, more and
more people are reconsidering their opinions and show a natural tendency to pay more
attention to the past’s experience, in order to avoid the same mistakes and mostly in
order to define ‘our common future’ respecting the principle of sustainable development.

2. We have to accept and admit, objectively and responsibly, the fact that not
everything that belongs to the past is ‘0ld’, outdated and unnecessary. Everything
related to the development of a process (historically speaking) can not be canceled and
maybe the fact that some things and phenomena do not just happen again, but they
come back to people’s attention in a different shape, it is not all “cyclic’, but it might as
well have yet unrevealed significance.

Urbanism, the target area of the analysis, is certainly not a new field (excepting
probably its definition) of preoccupation — moreover, in terms of art, science and
technology, the proof is that it has always been there. The evidence is more than
enough, it is abundant! Obviously, the problem it needs to solve is increasingly
challenging, but just as in mathematics, we must admit that sometimes the most
difficult problems have the most... trivial solutions. We can only hope that the key to
success for many actions that we undertake is to be sought in simple matters, even
common sense sometimes.

This is the bet upon which a future research should start, respectively with aiming
athow certain urban components could undertake the training part regarding people’s
attitude and behavior, providing the fact that we must be aware that the global economic
crisis associated to the environmental crisis, have as a main trigger the human crisis.
Obviously, selfishness, malice, envy, jealousy, these are not new behaviors on Earth,
but their exacerbation generated, fostered and maintained by the abnormally fast rate
of change, the social dynamics worldwide, they are likely to worry everyone.
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3. The alteration of human relationships, the development and increased rate of all
human activities, the time crisis (explained by the theories of contraction), eagerness,
material wealth etc. are already emblematic of the times we live in. As there are sufficient
grounds to justify the current state of humanity, we must also find reasons to restore
balance in society, by finding solutions for an individual rebalance, by restoring at
its rightful place all the good and beautiful properties that characterize the human
race; restoring individual balance should be the number one priority. Re-modeling our
behavior, rebuilding it on grounds of inner beauty, good faith, altruism, cohesion and
solidarity would certainly provide a different perspective on the future of humanity,
and solutions to current problems could more easily be found.

A decisive role model has always been education — in all terms and across all
institutions: the more the community has invested in education, the more the prosperity
came faster and the benefits have been earlier recorded. Along science and culture,
which it interferes with, education means social development.

De facto, education can not be reduced to any of its components — information,
storage, training, learning practice, behavior, attitude etc. which, unfortunately, have
lost importance and significance.

The return “to the whole’ is an imperative must, but the means to do it are extremely
difficult since the resistance is strong. In these circumstances, the training role should
be divided between authority and competence factors that must benefit from trust
and transparency and the action must be conducted in a responsible framework. This
framework should not be closed, on the contrary, it should be opened to the community
members, it must be desirable, pleasant and comfortable, to provide certainty and
novelty as long as it is safe, easy to find and always available to the applicant/recipient.
The public space — with all its history, with the Greek Agora brand or as well the Roman
Forum — we think would entirely fulfill this mission.

4. Appearing and evolving along with human communities, public spaces' were the
scene of many manifestations of the community, a place of conviviality, of spirituality
—in all its forms — a religious, administrative and legal landmark. Initially, the political
space, as an archaic form, was devoted to the public space — the Agora — it was meant
as a place for circulating and spinning ideas and manifestations of public opinion in
the debate. The role and the further significances contributed to their load of various
activities (exchange of goods, trade, celebrations and ceremonies) and urban art
monuments (cemeteries of the wealthy, statues, fountains, street furniture), aspects
that led to the acquisition of complex uses.

1 Inabroad sense, public spaces consist of streets, parks, playgrounds, parking etc. The attri-
bute ‘public’ means opening, accesibility. This trait of belonging to all is, in fact, extremly
complex, because ‘all’ use the place, but ‘all’ must also assume the responsability for the way
of doing that.
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What is worth to be kept in mind is the direct communication which could easily
be achieved, the social cohesion that ensured the participation of all the community
members in general interest actions and expressions and the easy access to the time’s
public information. Thus, the public space perpetuated its sensibility and permeability
to all social, political even mentality changes of inhabitants, as well as to technical,
cultural and any other progress that appeared in their society.

The public space’s valences were initially about their definition as built spaces, with
outstanding architectural and urban value and, and on the other hand, their estimation
as a reflection of social and political structure of society, a third valence following,
namely the field of administrative and legal sphere, involving separate and different
issues.

5. The reason we raised the public spaces issue and pointed out their importance in
the urban context is determined by the fact that the full responsibility of its management
belongs to the local public authorities: it is them that make the decisions regarding the
architectural, aesthetic, landscaping model, as well its functioning and maintenance.
The administration has the power in the territory, being situated close the citizens, to
the community. It is a known fact that ‘we can govern by distance, but we can only
manage by close” (introductory words to a French decree of 1852). The public space
is an actual area, a constructed planned place, natural or artificial, that challenges
different categories of professionals, such as architects, planners, geographers,
historians, engineers, landscapers, which are regulated in their activities by special
legal urbanism rules. The framework of urban planning law seeks to harmonize the
permanent conflict between the rules governing the public and the private property, to
ensure the proper conduct of negotiations between the public and the private sectors.
Usually, the surrounding buildings of public space belong to the private sector, which
have been awarded a prior authorization from the public authorities — the building
permit (which is a final administrative document certifying the compliance of the
building with the urban planning provisions, which, in turn, express the tendency of
the city development).

Moreover, the facades of these buildings define the whole landscape, the public
decoration, the specificity of the framework. The administration must consider and
decide how to make the transition from the public space to private real estate (buildings
or land). Nowadays, the public spaces are facing a delicate moment in their existence
and their mission: belonging to everybody, they tend to no longer belong to anyone
else; they are simple passages, eyewitnesses of a hurried transit, no longer focal
point or meeting place for joint activities. The lack of funds, the focus of interest on
commercial areas, moving the pole of attraction to these areas, targeting places to spend
free time inside, the extinction of stores in the central areas led to their oblivion, to the
considerable decrease of interest. However, no one can deny the fact that the image,
the cities” individuality is mainly defined by these public spaces, and the (aggregates)
indicator of life quality is also closely linked to these issues.
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6. All over the world, central places of great cities are full of important — from
historical and administrative perspective - buildings, fountains, statues, columns, arches
and other monuments® In so called ‘mental maps’, public spaces have a significant place:
so ‘this is not surprising that a person’s mental map is a product of social interaction.
The way we perceive space and the environment is socially learned and is based on
experience. The imagery of the city can be seen as a result of how people perceive it.
Urban imagery also has consequences in the shaping of city itself. Urban images have
a symbolic function. Images help provide strong associations with a place that help
facilitate interaction between people who share a common environment” (Hutter, 2012,
p. 137).

In this respect, Kewin Lynch has pointed this out:

‘The landscape pays a social role as well. The named environment, familiar to all, furnishes
material for common memories and symbols which bind the group together and allow them
to communicate with one another. The landscape serves as a vast mnemonic system for the
retention of group history and ideas’ (1960, p. 126, apud Hutter, 2012, p. 138).

Very often in these spaces historical and cultural events took place that are celebrated
even in our days. These places are characterized by human interaction, solidarity and
urban experience. History strongly puts its footprint on these central places in European
cities — important reason for preserving their identity. We have to accept — critically
speaking — that if old architecture allowed and still allows, hundreds of years after
edification, the identification of the location where different monuments belong to, the
new neighborhoods of the cities do not have the same status, that is, individualization
and fast tracking (Minea, 2011). It has been argued (and rightly considered) that it was
the ‘urbanization’ that led to “urbanalization” (Mufioz, 2008). In these terms we can talk,
without making hazardous statements, about a decreasing diversity; or, diversity is a
condition of perpetuating values, multiplying them in other principles, schemes and
algorithms, other than those related to the non-customized imitation of patterns. We
can say that we are witnessing an identity crisis of urban landscapes.

7. Urban and art historian Donald ]. Olsen suggested in 1986 the importance of
conceiving ‘the city as a work of art’; probably a ‘replay” in an updated form of this
expression would be “city as a work of heart’. Being in the author’s consent, we also
state that we have to study the city as “objects to be cherished and understood rather
than evils to be exposed, as works of arts rather than instances of social pathology’.

In this context it is useful and interesting to mention another opinion — assessed
by Le Corbusier — according to which ‘cities are biological phenomena’; from his
perspective urban forms of manifestation are just like biological ones, both in their

2 All these ‘works of art’ are known, in our Romanian legal framework, as ‘public monu-
ments’ and are protected by several regulations such as Law no. 120/2006 concerning pu-
blic monuments, Law no. 350/2001 concerning urban planning and town planning, Law no.
50/1991 concerning the authorization of construction works etc.
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existence and composition and reflecting a biological being of their inhabitants, as well
as of other living forms that cohabitate with them. Beyond the elements that define
and characterize it, the city stores also an inner energy that by complex phenomena
becomes and generates a continuous metabolic change; this process is very similar to
which occurs at the level of living organisms (Craciun, 2008, pp. 15-17).

It is very important to take into serious account the fact that major changes are
required in the field of special structures composition, which are directly responsible
for urban planning activities. Strictly applying the enforced regulations, even if it is a
mandatory act (like all rules of public law), not everything is limited to it: modeling urban
spaces and adapting to the general dynamics requires more than a blind compliance,
meaningless to the fine perception of the phenomena that occur in this area; it requires
a good understanding of what ‘urban body” means (Minea, 2011).

8. The changing face of cities starts as well from the public spaces! In these
circumstances we consider that achieving these objectives must aim to their revitalization,
the increase of activities, the promotion of new features, in order to bring back the
citizens to the space that we traditionally call as their own, the revival of civic spirit and
their motivation for active involvement in the city life. This change that must be operated
on the public space can not only be achieved by specialists (developers or architects),
but it should benefit of public support and involvement. It is stated that governance of
persons and places can be initiated and enacted as much by non-state actors as by state
authorities (Rose and Miller,1992, apud Lippert, 2012), by ‘governance’ understanding
‘any attempt to control or manage any known object’( Hunt and Wickham, 1994, p. 78).
The success of such an approach should mean: providing comfort and a pleasant image
(clean places, friendly, green, attractive and safe); accessibility and easy communication
(easily accessible, providing the possibility to connect to other spaces of interest);
sociability (organized, friendly and stable).

Active involvement of the citizens in spatial planning is an imperative that must
be understood and then applied. In the achievement of ‘the power of place’® (Hutter,
2012), communities play a very important role. One can also speak about ‘the sense
of place’, defined as a sum of fragments, a sum of urban pieces of time that reveals a
special kind of interaction between a person and a territory that is characterized by
certain features (Mufioz, 2008, p. 83).

Of course, a co-production approach to engaging existing community assets and
resources should become an integral part of the development process. This requires the
professionals work with, not just for local residents, business, and community groups

3 In her book ‘The power of place’ (1995) Dolores Hayden argues that planners involved in
historic preservation should understand that the historic preservation of the architecture
and histories of multiple classes, ethnicities, and genders is important. Urban renewal and
economic development is a powerful tool that can cleanse the landscape of any references to
past inhabitants — their struggles, lives, and uses of place.
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(new economics foundation). A broader dialogue and a cultural shift regarding the
principles and values underpinning the planning methods, design and development of
urban places and neighborhoods must be realized if we want to achieve a sustainable
well-being (the personal and the social one).

One of the most important things that influence peoples happiness is the strength
of their relationship with others: feeling close to and valued by others is a fundamental
human need (new economics foundation) and the strength of our communities also
depends on the connections and relations that people have within them.

Ways in which such changes could be made are theoretically very numerous, but
they obviously must be approved by the community. The proposed solutions are dif-
ferent, there are the traditional options, based on classic urban interventions (remodel-
ing, rehabilitation, landscape interventions, elimination of traffic in these areas etc.) or
models based on the logics of virtual networks (panel screens to facilitate mass virtual
communication). Taking into account the young generations’ preferences for virtual
‘are we destined to withdraw further into cyberspace as the popularity of Internet
expands?’ Banerjee (2001) asks himself.

9. Given the fact that people spend a lot of time indoors, the fact that we accepted
(even in a tacit manner) the communication that doesn’t require direct contact, we could
say that either option could be appropriate. If we also consider the cohabitation with
the computer screens, both at home and at work, solutions would be heading towards
the traditional option. Sustainable development, that is our common goal, involves the
powerful penetration of nature in the grey areas of cities. The bioclimatic urbanism
seeks the best use of settlements’ natural potential as an effective means to promote
their identity (Higueras, 2006). The competition between modern technology and spaces
defined by their natural aspects should not be encouraged and the public character of
the urban activities should be read in another key — it is not so important the fact that
public spaces belong to everybody, but the fact that they are used by everyone.

Anyway, there were a lot of critics concerning modern communication technology
brought in the street: urban critic Michael Sorkin (1992) described the “city as a theme
park’ as characterized by places that are synthetic and simulations of real places. Mi-
chael Dear stated that ‘the phone and modem have rendered the street irrelevant, and
the new city threatens an unimagined sameness, characterized by loosening of ties to
any specific space, rising levels of surveillance, manipulation, and segregation and the
city as a theme park’ (Dear, 2002, p. 19, apud Hutter, 2012).

Professor Francesc Munoz from Universidad Autonoma de Barcelona speaks also
in one of his books (Munoz, 2008, p. 86) about spaces as theme parks, identifying
them with malls and outlet stores, stating that actually they alter the density maps of
metropolitan regions. He states that in the actual context a new type of territories ap-
peared — multiplex spaces — which implies the logic of flows. Through them time and
mobility arches are created: arches between inhabitants and between inhabitants and
places. Multiplex spaces give rise to a genuine map of weekend leisure. This mapping,
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comprising places and moments, is characterized by multiplicity and flexibility: we
got, this way, multiplex places and moments! These issues influenced entirely public
spaces by altering their traditional functions, character and morphology. In this frame
we have to restate concepts like inhabitant, community, living space, local culture, in a
context in which flexibility and mobility of human behavior characterize a metropolitan
inhabitant who lives in a changing geography and in cities with variable geometry.

10. Urban public spaces are those where all the processes related to people’s existence
take place and, especially, peoples cohabitation. These places are a reflection of the social
structure, of the level of development and computer technology, not a flat, clean and
shiny surface. They can and must become surfaces able to reflect, as a magic mirror,
the real human happiness, a real human smile, being able to dissolve the evil and the
madness that had subjugated humanity during (at least) last decades.

Public spaces are locations where, somehow independent of their will, all the social
categories meet. The social segregation — real and sustained even by inappropriate or
wrong urban decisions and actions — can be mitigated by bringing the members of
the community together, in the same area, where appearances can erase significant
differences between the old and the young, the healthy people and the ones with
disabilities, people with full account and those with debt, direct communication, direct
eye contact, people standing face to face, direct socialization, all these could be an
effective treatment for various urban diseases (loneliness, stress, apathy, depression
etc.). Here, where it is more discernible than elsewhere, the sun, the sky, the rain, the
snow, the wind, pretty freely offered equally to all, one should really feel like going
back to Agora!

Conclusions

‘Seemingly, three major trends: privatization, globalization, and the communication
revolution — will continue to shape the future demand and supply of public space.
Planners must anticipate the effects of such trends, but also focus on the concept of
public life, which encompasses both public and private realms advancing the cause of
public space and the opportunities and initiatives for the future’ (Banerjee, 2001). In
this respect we appreciate that several axes of thinking and acting would be interesting
and useful to follow:

— The interaction between generations must be encouraged: groups of different
ages have to occupy the same space by avoiding the separation of younger and
older people.

— Security and accessibility — in terms of possibility to easily arrive there and
the pleasure to be there — are very important also. It is stated, meantime, that
access includes the ability to occupy a place and the activities contained within
(Nemeth, 2012, p. 815). Accessibility is the key determinant of publicness (Varna
and Tiesdell 2010, p. 578 apud Nemeth, 2012). If physical/social accessibility is
generally recognized, an interesting position (Mandanipour, 1999 apud Faye and

105



106

Le Fur, 2011) shows that public spaces have also accessibility constraints, derived
largely from social practices that implement social exclusion (Lehrer, 1998).

With respect to what “urban’ means, I think that we must instil a particular version
of “civility” within the urban and suburban vernacular (Mcleod and Johnstone,
2012). Bannister et al. (2006, p. 928) states that “in city centres civility is founded
on the removal of ‘otherness” or contrary actions and behaviour’. Although it
was said that ‘communication is not free, nor is use of space’ (Németh, 2012),
we sustain that the cited ‘Code of conduct’ would be an extremely useful and
profitable regulatory framework in terms of education (young people have to be
conducted to achieve good manners for certain circumstances). Being free to use
something (including public spaces) doesn’t mean we must accept anything — also
inadequate language and behaviour — in the name of recognized and established
freedom.

Centrally situated public spaces, dominated by important and monumental
public buildings or decorative compositions (historical monuments, palaces,
statues, colons, fountains etc.) are fragments of a city, its inhabitants identifies
with them; they constitute a renewed focus for regeneration due to their network
interconnection role and their capacity to ‘encapsulate’ the history (Smith et al.,
2002 apud Faye and Le Fur, 2011).

We have to redevelop the piazza style square, at night and at day.

We must impose a social control that will have far-reaching consequences for how
we understand the meanings of public space, social justice and the parameters of
state power (Colemann, 2003, p. 21).

The provision of facilities such as toilets, suitable seating, lighting, signage, have
a great influence on peoples attitudes to the public spaces, as these most common
activities (sitting, walking, waiting, watching, chatting) take place in these areas;
there is a must to provide them in the best manner possible.

Cities around the world have placed more emphasis on policies for arts and culture
over the past years, a shift that reflects the centrality of culture in promoting an
urban renaissance. Policy makers see cultural industries as a source of new jobs;
not only does culture enhance urban quality and multi-functionality, it has also
become a key economic sector in itself (Herrero et al., 2006 apud Van Aalst and van
Melik, 2011). It is shown that cultural functions make an essential contribution
to the urban economy: ‘concentrations of arts facilities did not only represent
aesthetic amenities, they also raised property values and attracted commercial
development’ (Zukin, 1995, p. 117).

With no intention for an apotheosis approach of the presented issues we firmly
state that changing the face of the cities starts from public spaces and that, beyond
economics, social and cultural aspects, the city — as a ‘whole’ — and public spaces
— as components — must be a work of heart.



References:

1. Banerjee, T., “The Future of Public Space: Beyond Invented Streets and Reinvented Pla-
ces’, 2001, Journal of the American Planning Association, vol. 67, no. 1, pp. 9-24.

2. Bannister, J., Fyfe, N. and Kearns, A., ‘Respectable or Respectful? (In)civility and the
City’, 2006, Urban Studies, vol. 43, no. 5-6, pp. 919-937.

3. Craciun, C., Metabolismul urban. O abordare neconventionald a organismului urban, Bucuresti:
Editura Universitard ‘Ion Mincu’, 2008.

4. Colemann, R., ‘Images from Neoliberal City: The State, Surveillance and Social Control’,
2003, Critical Criminology, vol. 12, no. 1, pp. 21-42.

5. Dear, M. and Flusty, S., ‘Postmodern Urbanism’, 1998, Annals of the Association of American
Geographers, vol. 88, no. 1, pp. 50-72.

6. Faye, B. and Le Fur, E., ‘Square, Plazza, Piazza, Place: What Do We Know about these
Targets of Urban Regeneration Programmes?’, 2012, Urban Studies, vol. 49, no. 14, pp.
3081-3099.

7. Hayden, D., The Power of Place. Urban Landscapes as Public History, Cambridge, MA: MIT
Press, 1995.

8. Herrero, L.C,, Sanz, J.A., Devesa, M., Bedate, A. and del Barrio, M.], “The Economic Im-
pact of Cultural Events. A Case-Study of Salamanca 2002 European Capital of Culture,
2006, European Urban and Regional Studies, vol. 13, no. 1, pp. 41-57.

9. Higueras, E., Urbanismo bioclimdtico, Barcelona: Gustavo Gili, 2006.

10. Hunt, A. and Wickham, G., Foucault and Law: Towards a Sociology of Law as Governance,
London: Pluto Press, 1994.

11. Hutter, M., Experiencing Cities, Boston: Allyn &Bacon, 2012.

12. Lehrer, A., ‘Is There Still Room for Public Space? Globalizing Cities and the Privatisation
of the Public Realm’, in INURA, Possible Urban Worlds: Urban Strategies at the End of the
20 th Century, Basel: Birkhauser Verlag, 1998, pp. 200-207.

13. Lippert R., “Clean and Safe’ Passage: Business Improvement Districts, Urban Security
Modes, and Knowledge Brokers’, 2012, European Urban and Regional Studies, vol. 19, no.
2, pp. 167-180.

14. Lynch, K., The Image Of The City, Cambridge MA: MIT Press, 1960.

15. Macleod, G. and Johnstone, C., “Stretching Urban Renaissance: Privatizing Space, Civi-
lizing Place, Summoning ‘Community”’, 2012, International Journal of Urban and Regional
Research, vol. 36, no. 1, pp. 1-28.

16. Minea, E.M., “Urbanism Crisis — Significant Component of Global Change” in Inter-
national Conference of Economics, Law and Management - ICELM-3, Targu-Mures,
conference volume, Miskolc, 2011.

17. Munoz, F., Urbanalizacién. Paisajes communes, lugares globales, Barcelona: Gustavo Gili,
2008.

18. Németh, J., “Controlling the Commons: How Public is Public Space?’, 2012, Urban Affairs
Review, vol. 46, no. 6, pp. 811-835.

19. Olsen, D.]., The City as a Work of Art: London, Paris, Vienna, New Haven, CT: Yale Uni-
versity Press, 1986.

20. Rose, N. and Miller, P., “Political Power Beyond the State: Problematics of Government’,
1992, British Journal of Sociology, vol. 43, no. 2, pp. 172-205.

107



21. Smith, V.K,, Poulos, C. and Kim, H. “Treating Open Space as an Urban Amenity’, 2002,
Resource and Energy Economics, vol. 24, no. 1-2, pp. 107-129.

22. Sorkin, M. (ed.), Variations on a Theme Park: The New American City and the End of Public
Space, New York: Hill and Wang, 1992.

23. The new economics foundation (nef), [Online] available at http://www.neweconomics.
org/, accessed December 1, 2012.

24. Van Aalst, I. and van Melik, R., ‘City Festivals and Urban Development: Does Place
Matter?’, 2011, European Urban and Regional Studies, vol. 19, no. 2, pp. 195-206.

25. Varna, G., and Tiesdell, S. “Assessing the Publicness of Public Space: The Star Model of
Publicness’, 2010, Journal of Urban Design, vol. 15, no. 4, pp. 575-598.

26. Zukin, S., The Cultures of Cities, Oxford: Blackwell Publishers, 1995.

108



