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Project activities
April, 2009 – November, 2009
Analyses of the principles of sustainable urban development and planning 
· Analysis – in each country we have looked at legislation frameworks, approaches of competent institutions and practice in reality in public spaces creation

· Ekopolis Foundation (SK) and Partnership Foundation (CZ) evaluated sample of supported public spaces projects

· Outputs from evaluation become an input for the criteria of effective public participation 
Outputs from research in Slovakia and Czech Republic

Negative aspects :
· Just general definitions and proclamations about public spaces in legislation 
· No competent authorities for inspection have been determined and no sanctions exist

· Concurrence of semi-public spaces to public spaces by quality, security, servicies

· Degradation of PS by urban sprawl and by a wrong urban development 

· Great impact of car traffic to PS (as well as parking) 

· very small or almost no open spaces in new districts and near new structures in towns
· Missing standards and methodology for systematic solution of PS, creating high-quality PS and for the minimum size of PS per inhabitant, etc.

· Absence of proper maintenance

· There is still lot of vandalism and crime at PS

· Too much of regulations for its utilization (activities) or technologies (esp. playgrounds)
Positive aspects:
· Priority of public spaces is increasing because of interest of public and institutions (NGOs, universities, research institutions)

· Planning of PS with participatory process is known and used (foreign techniques for involving the public have been used in the Czech republic for 10 years) 
· At smaller town and villages the traditions of communal life and shared responsibility for creating open public places continues

· Use of national and European grant programs and non-governmental organizations is influencing PS importancy
· Uprising of new programs and iniciatives (international, national, NGOs funds) supporting the PS renewal (of greenery, public transport, activities etc.)
· active local initiatives and citizens
· local funds for projects implementation in „enlightened communities“
· interest of a certain number of town-planners and architects in the topic (initiated maybe by strengthening protests of inhabitants against densification of towns and vanishing of open spaces).
Propossed solutions

· Increasing of cultural, traditional and sports activities at PS also in towns

· Increasing of regeneration unused areas (brownfields or unkept areas) as new PS

· Increasing the using funding from national and international funds (unfortunately the world crisis has a negative impact on sponsors)

· Presentation of examples, comparisons and long term contributions at economic and social levels

· Education of the public and specialists, introduction of the subject at schools and organization of specialized seminars and workshops

· During the planning process, it is important to follow recommendations from a sufficient analysis. Analyses should be done systematically and on a continual basis

· Inclusion of the PS topic to strategic (spatial planning) documents of the municipalities
Successfully projects have this common criteria :

· renewed public space naturally attractive, variable and open for public

· local active community existed before project and was prepared for the project activities

· there is a group of people which prepared the project (not individual),

· there was a local authority in the group or a local authority supported the project

· local group realized the project – through voluntary work

· the grantists were identified with the methodology of participative community planning

· the owner of public space agreed with the 
project and took over the maintenence  of the space
Longterm sustenability is increased when:

· there was a high social order on the renovation

· there were organized different sport, culturel and other activities

· good cooperation with the municipality office in smaller villages 

· bigger and variable group which cooperate on the project

· public space is used by diffrent groups
Threats of the project:

· local community does not need the reconstruction of public space, the space is isolated etc.
· the project is not supported with the owner of the area (changes in the utilization of the space during the project, disagreement with the project)

· the methodology of the public involvement is accepted by the architect just formal (architect should believe to this methodology)
