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A Comparative Study on Participatory Project of the Making Community
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Abstract

As the paradigm changes from the Rational planning process to the collaborative
planning process, citizens are the main subject establishing the town and city. Community
design is growing with the participation of local people to improve town environment. So
new social and communication problems have been caused and there have been lots of
discussion on regional communication. And also community space is one of main factors of
more liveable and safer community. For communities to become alternatives with realistic
meanings in this changed society, considerations on social and spatial conditions are needed.
Therefore, community space which works as a device of physical environment for activation of
communities needs more active changes which encourages social communication.This Study
analysed comprehensive case studies of participatory project of the making community space.
Above all, the network of the project participants must established; residents, professionals,
government, NGOs, and sponsors. From the suggestion of the site and presentation of a
problem to the planning, design, construction and maintenance, residents and experts were
closely linked. Also, local government and administration suggested the project priorities and
guidelines. Through interviews, discussions, surveys, a variety of design games and feedback,
planning and design process of making community space was progressed.
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Fig. 3. The composition Process
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Fig. 4. Examples of P-Patch
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Fig. 5. The relationship of the subject
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Fig. 11. The relationship of the subject
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Table 4. The role of the subject

EHoFH| oje
Involved Role
Subjects
ZAIE] AL Hol
Voluntary participation of composition
Z=0l process
Resident |-RX|, #2[0f Cist gt 78 &=
Observance of the role of Maintenance,
management and regulations
FHOR gY &2 R
Partidpants training, induction of participation
™ |HEYA 7= Networking
Administrati |-7F0| =221 K|A| Providing guidelines

on -Z2 % X|& Providing programs
A K@ A o

Providing financial assistance policy
A2 x|

Professional support

TIERESS

A non-profit organization

R X

Support Resident Participation
HEINE Py

Configuration of professional pool
HEQA 3=  Networking
FO-WY-HRI- S0 i A4
The bridge between residents -
Administration - professionals -
corporate sponsors

TR TRERE

Financial support

AR AIZ EHOl(AR] )

Involved in some construction (CSR)

HE7t

Expert

AlIERA|
NGOs

97|¢
Corporate
sponsors
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o] WEH Aoz meAEr} MaElw Utk o
o} 20| /1R Al 2k ARGl SAlo] Bo]
7} oA} YEYAE B0l AGEoR =
)7 Uk

Alaizo] 2I% /

He7tE 9
HEY3 73

nJ Support Resident
Participation /
Configuration of
professional poal /
Networking

A se] p2|rtx| 2ol
subject, Participant

Administration
3 A B
atg FE Ay
Qverall control, Support,
Enablers

QUL [ AE Y g HAL/
BALR} [ Zof oI
Aac|dlolef / A2
Catalysts, Cordinator,
Volunteer, Mediation

+HE7E AR

+2a1 4oy
Experts NGOs

Resident  Administration

1 13 285 Aol BoiFH
Fig. 13. Subjects involved in communicative
planning

g ARUE ¢ T4 Z=FE= URERE
28H AE e mEq Utk ZAEA 3FE9
712 ZAREA0l sigohe ThARl Aokt A7
SACIMEE 71274, 71EAE, 7128A, HAId
Aol OIE7174R] Y, &, AEZL, ATIEA 2}
FHoiFRIZE s FEotal ASsiH ARLEl 3
e Z-she Aotk
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8l
Resident

Resident
) 4RI
NGOs

Eq;ér:s
420l
‘L Resident

+312t
Experts
+30l

o,
Resident

g
Administration

O3 14 28X Ag 2Py
Fig. 14. Communicative planning process

o2t o] A moH B ERIFIZIOARE 3
2t "EZP} J1ds] dAE, o] ZEME
thet 4o 7lolEeiele AAlsto] 1, W&
7k &, ARIEAY JXAE e Zdohs a1t
Fo| Hd=lojof St WY, EE, A&, Tiaet O
AR AYe Soff Fx9t T2, ety Wek
S Adsotal, dACts TESE = EE A
e o] Ak oA +8 & med aige AR
= 3F dAe kESKE Zolth

o] AAIto] thate] ol FAIZE A Folslod
Y SAE sl ke TR 359 BAE &
3l R&EQl 29 #e] dote RAish=s akEe

= 7= Aotk 5al ARUE 39| 0l
2 g8 ¥ ofe 7A H el dotol st &
OIFA17} S visior & Zolck

V.4 &

ENu =X}
g =

olgh Zol AEA Teirilel Alhol
A0 Mol TS N1, BAY Ag 2 A4
A ol = Holskal sie 8771 StiEn
QICE Ol QI510] ARLIE] LIAR), HOILIA), o}
SUIS7] 5 FHolg wAl W FAsAAN mam
00| FAL Hlo] AMIY MEEe
SRR BHe £AI0] B AEOILE

2 oo Holg ARUE 3 24 TR
AEO] Y9l ARIS BAS0l 2R, Holz
oF 271 AP, 24 TRAAS TEGC

AR 7} FOFAS0] 2Ue HEYAS B
Shal SNBSS FAlSl] OAKE B Bol
B2 Adsh ASS U & AUCH T ]y
Al WA 9 Ao CARE FuIE0] Folshil HE
7}, WA, 0, ANER YEYAS Eof ASE
olxl FHH BAS KA, AB, A, AIZ,
29 W e, PUEYS sush Uge ¥ 4
ALY 01 E510] FHOFA 7o) Mz=e TA
AIBEAE B ARUE 20 AEs)
Ase & + Ak
oi7loli= 0, AL, WA, Aulg), S
Tl FOIFAIS0] Hol W 4E oge 2%
Qom, Fo TRAA RO e & o]
fola QIths Zo] ®AIElo] ICKEleAl, 2013).
25 Ot TRAEC P 7E Ed o
AER AF TR B SAUER|, 7 SRS
o] Zixlo] lgte & 4Elsl niE SIS 1Y
o HEQSE FMs & AEsh QR B4
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aiHotoF g Zlolt) wol FUES ARUEM of  F7. PPs= 80| MdIE FAE CE=IHWhat
? ZEO RIAOIS
o & olsiei RIS gAS ESR=X], ol makes a successful place?)0A] E2 HATE7|9|

AE7Iet Aol RE olsislo Btdsk=A] 82t
ol Hotof g Zlojct.

2 A7 FHold ARUE 3¢ Y Z2HE
9] 47FA] AR Q19] TIISE ARIE #AJSHA] Xot
Ack= SHAIE AL F5 Tyt Z2AE Al
of tigt u=d WEe Sall ARLE 3}t 24
ZZHEE ol ZEud0] "Qst AM3asls
E A 2 e ind, 29 XF S0 gt =
& AFE QST AlgECh

F1 7t2|e o M2ge| &S FISHACE 7t
C HE19442 21M17| =AAEe 7|2 Eg
2 SEo[CHEI™M, 2001). Rpap QI Zto| &3
A =Eo| o1Fe| E&ut Xl MAZE ECtn
SHRICE £33 EAlE X|YESH|(community)2| O]
o2 I8l EXHsHoF st 235t 249 sHAMEY
A Atole| @Ol EFE|0j0F B2 HAXSIYULE F,
H7t2|= SEES ZA| L AHRLEQE QIZkel 2HA
£ ZX3.

Z=2. http://vancouver.ca/engsvcs/streets/greenstreets,
http://www.waterbucket.ca/qgi/,
http://sustainablecitiescollective.com/,
http://canadablog.tistory.com,
http://dirt.asla.org/2009/09/19/vancouvers-green-str
eets/2 Atsto] He|stct

Z=3. http://www.seattle.gov/neighborhoods/ppatch/,
http://vancouver.ca/, http://www.ppatchtrust.org/,
http://mcgoodwin.net/pages/ppatch.html2| Z 1| 0|
X| L§&1} P-Patch P-Patch E7tE A, T EAHTH
(2006)E #15t0] FelstRAct

T4, FESYF(007), HIAH2 ZATST| ARACY
(=AY, 2007, 2010; 2012)°| L{gr}, stEIZ
SHE7(0) 2 ®ofst S HIE2Z FelsRAC

Z=5. http://www.sgt.or.kr/cyber/ucf2008hu.pdfE %035}
of ™a|stct.

Z=6. O|= PPS(Project for Public Space)= &7|Z2 A
FUEE H438e2 Z¥sh= o ng & 7=
g X|@sk= d|gel 7|#olch 1975 HEE o
2, o0|= 507§ FE HIET 40017 Z7H0i|A
250071 O|del FHRLEIE CHee2 ZRMEE
F8sto] SSSZHpublic space)2 A|E-CIXtQl-2t
2|SiRCt PPSE= HFLIE|QF 8 XY 9&2
2otn, AAY BSE FTsiAen, XY Rradf
HEME #8sta Uct
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Q45 Feg Hh /ATt
(http://www.pps.org/reference/grplacefeat)

8. AHE HWIRHAlE 2020 =Mz BHEH QRS
7|(Greenest City 2020 Draft Action Plan)E <|di
A Zg0| SSHE Fdsks ARl 748
BE Holgls NS SRULE St ATKA
Bold New Ambition : to be The Greenest City in
the World by 2020. And You can be part of it).
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