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ABSTRACT

In this study, on the assumption that the urban park originally is imbued with a public welfare ideology, said public
welfare ideology and its characteristics were attended to among the various social roles that the urban park currently fulfills.
Aspects of welfare meaning in urban parks were attempted to be identified with the former history of urban parks and
the movements of the connections between modern parks and welfare territories. The ideologies, benefits and practices
regarding the welfare role that the urban park has played from the past to the present were examined and the backgrounds
and contexts within which the welfare ideologies have been expressed in the urban park were examined. In order to examine
the implicated public welfare ideologies of the urban park, case studies were conducted to identify how they are expressed
and practiced in the present times and the facilitation of these parks and public welfare both in the U.S. and the South
Korea. The study results of the cases show that expressions of public welfare in urban parks are composed of more specific
and visible programs and strategies in the present times, which are different from the simple proclamatory ways in the
past. Particularly, in order to visibly practice a public welfare ideology, many-sided integrated designs are conducted along
with various public welfare institutions and programs inside and outside of the urban park.

The conclusions from this study are as follows. First, the urban park plays a role as a space to realize public welfare
ideology, to create welfare benefits and to realize social welfare. Modern urban parks are used as an indicator to measure
the actual conditions of social welfare and are a social environmental commodity that can offer universal benefits to urban
residents. Second, many-sided integrated designs are tried along with various public welfare institutions at urban parks,
which visibly practice public welfare ideologies in the present. In addition, public welfare institutions greatly influence the
consistent development of the resources in the urban park.

Third, if the detailed utilization of the regional facilities infrastructure could be brought along with multidimensional
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approaches about the resources in the urban park, it could be much closer to the lives of residents and could secure a

space for increasing resident quality of life.

Key Words: Park Welfare, Green Welfare, Eco Welfare, Environmental Welfare, Welfare Agency
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Table 1.

Benefits of urban park analyzed in previous studies

Publisher (year)

Title

Benefit elements of the urban park

Cabe Space(2003)

The value of public space

Economic value, positive impacts on physical and mental health, benefits for children and
young people, declining crime rate and fear of crime, social dimension of public space, new
wave of public space, values from biodiversity and nature

Nigel Dunnett, Carys
Swanwick and Helen Woolley
(2002)

Improving urban parks, play
areas and green spaces

Social benefits(health, education), environmental benefits(landscape and cultural heritage, phy-
sical environment, practice of sustainability), economic benefits(quality of life capital)

Edinburgh College of Art and
Heriot-Watt University (2003)

Open space: the research
centre for inclusive access to
outdoor environments

Open-air recreation, the economic benefits, the environmental benefits, the health benefits,
enhancing personal and social communication skills, increasing physical health, enhancing
spiritual, sensory, and aesthetic awareness, ability to assert personal control and increased
sensitivity to one’s own well-being, meditating between people and natural environment

Regional Public Health (2010)

Healthy open spaces

Open space and public health (social wellbeing, physical wellbeing, mental wellbeing),
Open space and equity (low income-economic communities, children and young people, people
with disabilities)

The Trust for Public Land
(2011)

The benefits of parks

Public health benefits(physical activities, exposure to nature)

Economic  benefits(increasing poverty values in low-income urban areas attracting and
retaining businesses and residents value of sightseeing)

Environmental benefits(prevention of pollution and cooling, controlling typhoon)

Social benefits(declining crime rate, recreational opportunities, creating stable neighborhoods
with strong community)

Chris Walker (2004)

The public value of urban
parks

Youth development, place of work experience, health, social capital

Urban Parks Forum
(2002)

Your park- the benefits of
parks and green space

Urban environment (landscape, air quality, temperature control, flood control, traffic), community
(community tie, heritage), ecology(human and nature), education(curriculum), play(place for
youth and children, sport, recreation), healthy life(decrease of stress, horticultural therapy,
reduction of obesity), economical factors(health, environment, travel, employment) and so on
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Table 2. Social welfare indicators
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Table 3. Classification of urban park benefits

Period 6080 - 80~ %0 After 00 ]?S:;fslt Social benefits Economic benefits |Environment benefits
Livelihood | CVironmental changes |y i es about ,
Goals d i result in industry h ) i Increase in land
and secunity development ¢ environmen Well-being, value of neighbor- Environmental
Well-being. health education, recreation,| hood, increase in aesthetics,
Nutrition, | Social security, employment, e‘ e, é‘ ' Benefit | sports, health, social current asset, biodiversity,
) housing, housing, quality of laborer envnon{rgnt,‘mtmn elements| integration, social | increasing economic | temperature control,
Indicator health, life, physical and social participation, capital of community, ~activation, local  |prevention of natural
education environment, women educgtlon, local ete. tourism capital, and disaster
community, and so on S0 on
Content | National, passive and , Personally, active and Benefit Sodial . A S B tal t
changes limited welfare universal welfare characterg “CC8 SETVICe aspec TIVIONMEN(al [EeSOUrCe aspec
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LS =53] 3 shfele qEAA] kS n| A= AL ou|dirt Table 4. Benefits of urban park related with welfare in social
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welfare indicators

Contents Indicator Functions related | Capable welfare benefits
with urban park in the urban park
Physical Landscape and | Ecological and landscape
Environmental environment | ecological function benefits
quality of life Social Social well-being [Place for crime prevention
environment function and equity
Physical and menta) o) ond physical
Health improvement .
Personal . well-being
. function
quality
of life . Recreational Leisure opportunities,
Recreation . o
function sports activities
. Education place of
Education E;i;lnci;lsgal environment, culture and
life-lond education
Volunteer activity,
Communal |  Civic |Social participation | P icipation in
uality of life| engagement function development and
duatity &8 management of urban
park benefits
. Comn?un}ty Social integration, social
Community organization . )
) capital formation
function
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Figure 2. Connection Jefferson park and community center
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Figure 3. Activities related with Dokkebei park by Bangahgol wel-
fare center diagram

66 B“=xZESIX| A 423 65(20144 128)

Figure 4. Relationship between the Augutus-Hawkins park and Evan
Frankel discovery
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Table 6. Relating agencies with Balbadak park, role of each agencies

Classification Subject Roles

Developing Balbadak park.

Dobong-gu Office|p 1 g vironmental School inside the park

.K orea Plan for details about the programs, the
Institutions Environmental enlistment of expert hell
. Education Center pe P
Dobong-gu | ¢ - ting inside the Balbadak park and
Environment . o
School operating program facilities

Local schools and| Supporting instructors relate with schools
Local kindergartens  fcurriculum and participating in nature school

institutions

and resourcel Educating and promoting guides of

Volunteers Balbadak park commentary program

CRISSY FIELD CEMTER: PROGRAM REACH

Sedmnbs termlcognesiiziebivuns Bt oo ey wrvend by Cnilocs prggrmees, 3002 — 2011

i e EAST Bay
B Priuee S .".

[ Y —— isamsasans

Figure 5. Status of local schools, welfare institute affiliated with
Crissy Field center for 10 years
Source: Crissy Field Center, 2001-2011
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Table 7. Overview of case according to the subject of the urban parks and connecting resources, and community welfare

Subjects of | . .. Activity strategies by process of the urban park
Division Case }
urban park Construction phase Operation * management Utilization

Operating programs and monitoring Providing education programs

Sealtle welfare agencies | Reflect activity patterns of visitors news channel of community center | about ecology of the Magnuson

USA | (Community center) | for community center in stage of

Local W(‘a,lfare and urban park Jefferson Park remodeling managed by park user(Green Lake park(Magnuson Community
institutions Park) Center)
and Developing round hill playground | Developing ecological place(Sound | Developing ‘Dokkyaebi bat™ in the

Community welfare

organizations | South center and urban with children participating(The road)and managing community park and providing a cultural
Korea K University of Seoul Community | place(Ju - Sa - Wi) (Gawang 4dong | activity place(Bangagol Community
par Welfare Center) Community Welfare Center) Welfare Center)
Haévfrlll:t;satir A Participation in development Operating after school As using the resources of park,
USA . urban park(Local art community classroom(Frankel Discovery connecting the park with
Park and nonprofit L. L
) L and local organization) Center) eco-related university courses
Nonprofit organizations
organization o ) idi i
Balbadak park and Monitoring ecological aspects of Prov1dmg education program
South . related environment and ecology to
nonprofit - Balbadak Park(Dobong L
Korea . . local youth organizations
organizations Environment School)

(Environmental School Program)

Crissy field park and | Participation in the grounds of the | Involving in the preservation of Developing Crissy Field center,

USA local welfare natural quality restoration projects the natural park(National Park Operating volunteer and
institutions of park(private sector) Services) environment education programs

The urban Leading for family unit
park Developing places accordingly participation programs such as

South | The worldcup park
Korea | and local institution

operating programs Promoting ecological forest family campi laygrounds,
DeIAlng Drogr: projects(Friends of Noeul Park) v cattipme, player ’

continually (Seobupurennokii) children experience program in the
forest field
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