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CHAPTER 1 

INTRODUCTION 

Statement of Purpose 

My continued professional and personal inter
est in the functions and design of public 
parks influenced me to generate a project the
sis that explores various aspects of a park's 
development. My intent is summarized as 
follows: 

1. invest igation of social and physical as
pects of public spaces in the urban envi 
ronment 

2. generation of a realistic project program 
based on the needs and desires of the spe
cific user groups for a case study park 
site 

3. application of a design methodology to the 
case study park site 

4. development of a site design that meets 
program requirements 

5. production of the working drawings neces
sary for the park's implementation to fur
ther investigate construction techniques 

This project thesis has little value as a con
tribution of significant information to the 
landscape architectural design profession. 
However, it served as a viable approach for 
specific and thorough investigation of 

public spaces and an application of a park in 
an urban situation. 

Discussion of Procedure 

Several methods of investigation were conduct
ed to reveal social and physical aspects of 
park development in the urban environment . 
One method was a review of the literature that 
dealt particularly with parks and open space 
as unique land use alternatives in the city. 
Other literary sources discussed more site 
specific elements of park design and the relat
ed effects on the community and neighborhood. 

Another method of investigation included per
sonal observation of urban parks and public 
spaces in Logan, Utah, in other Utah cities, 
and also in cities outside the state. Under
standing the diversity of human activity pos
sibilities within a space was increased 
through the experience of my observation and 
participation in parks. My park visits al so 
provided me with a greater awareness of suc
cessful functiona l re l ationships, site consi
derations (such as circulation or buffer 
plantings) and materia l s usage. 

The design experience of a case study enabled 
me to apply a methodology to a "park" project. 
In the continuation of exploring various as
pects of park development, the case study in
cluded the following components of a design 
process: (1) the gathering and organization 
of materials relevant to the particular park 
site; (2) the analysis and interpretation of 
individual cultural and physical factors; 



(3) the explication of a program describing 
the recreational needs and desires of poten
tial park users and city officials; (4) the 
development of space standards for various 
activities and site elements; (5) program and 
site synthesis to determine capacity of the 
site to accommodate the desired program; 
(6) schematic design to analyze functional re
lationships; (7) design development for inves
tigation of s ite design alternatives; (8) de
sign eva luation and solution selection; (9) the 
generation of working drawings; (10) the pro
duction of presentation graphics (see 
figure 1). 
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Definition of Terms 

Open Space: Land and water areas in and around 
the urban region which are not covered by 
buildings (Tankel 1963) 

Park: An area of land designated by a govern
mental agency for public recreation 

Buffer: An intervening land use or physical 
site component used as an element separating or 
reducing conflict between two incompatible land 
uses or site activities 
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CHAPTER 2 

THE PARK IN THE CITY 

Pu bli c parks as originally developed in Amer
i can ci t ies during the last half of the nine
teenth century, were remini scent of serene, 
past oral landscapes . The parks were intended 
to be environments of nostalgia and romanti
cism--places where the stresses of an increas
ingly chaotic city life of the industrial rev
olution could be disregarded. An atmosphere 
of "escape" appealed strongly to the expanding 
urban middle class soci ety (Tobey 1973). And, 
in addi t ion, the landscaped par k "stood in con
t rast to the mechanized world as an 'island of 
nature ,' a relief from the too insistently man
made sur roundings of civilized life, " as Fred
eri ck Law Olmstead, Jr., wrote in 1923 (Tobey 
1973, p. 171). 

Wh ile ma ny of today's parks still lend that 
quality of "escape," they contribute many other 
advantages to contemporary society. Parks pro
vide greater social and recreational opportuni
ti es for the public since they are now more 
tailored to the particular needs and desires of 
the user groups. In addition, " . . . lands 
that might provide the recreational opportuni
ties that are increasingly in demand might also 
be used for other purposes ... " (Webber 1963, 
p. 54) . Thus, parks are seen as an important 
elemen t in city planning (Webber 1963). 

In the city plan, parks or open space serve 
the following valuable functions: preservation 
of an amenity or resource, restoration of a 
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landscape or particular feature, linkage of 
land uses, buffer between land uses, and spa
tial aesthetic variation. Preservation im
plies protection of a particular natural or 
cultural amenity from incompatible land uses 
or development. A park, as a land use, may be 
an appropriate alternative in the conservation 
of floodpl ains and watercourses, aquifer re
charge areas, forest resources, historical di s
tricts or other significant visual or environ
mental zones. An example of park, open space 
and conservation planning is the "Watercourse 
Plan for Columbus and Franklin County." The 
project objectives are summarized as follows: 

1. vi sual exposure of watercourses to public 

2. provision of access to watercourses 

3. protection and improvement of the surround
ing environment 

4. establishment of a structural framework for 
the community using the watercourses as 
greenbelt linkages (Labrenz Riemer, Inc. 
1974). 

Park development may be useful as a restoration 
or reclamation venture. For example, an hi s 
to r ic area may become an improved cultural re
source. A defunct extractive mineral site that 
is seemingly unusable may be reclaimed as an 
important recreation area and visual amenity to 
the community. 

Green linkage of land uses in the urban plan 
allows a separation of differing traffic types 
that circulate within the city . An important 



linkage is the connection between the residen
tial areas and city business districts. A lin
ear park may accompany a major automobile cor
ridor, thus enhancing the travel experience by 
the use of planting, view modulation and sensi
tive highway design. The park may also contain 
pedestrian and bike trails that allow the user 
of non-motorized travel modes the advantages of 
safety, convenience, fumeless air quality, qui
etude, and, perhaps, greater opportunity for 
aesthetic appreciation. Other linkages may oc
cur between various social systems, such as 
neighborhoods, schools, existing or proposed 
parks and recreation areas. On the regional 
scale, the green linkages may adjoin to county 
parks, fairgrounds or public resource areas. 

Often a park may be utilized as a buffer zone 
between incompatible land uses. The park 
serves as a viable transition and benefits us
ers of both land uses. Examples would be park 
land located between a major transportation 
route and a residential area, or between a 
light industry and a residential neighborhood. 

Aesthetic spatial variation relates most viv
idly to the perceptual pedestrian experience in 
a highly urbanized district of the city . En
closures by ·various forms of architecture mod
ify the pedestrian's horizontal circulation 
within the city, and often limit the pedestrian 
to use of the same corridor as the automobile. 
These spaces tend to be substantially defined 
with large-scaled walls, yet inarticulated with 
the confusion of traffic and random signage. 
An ordering of the pedestrian spatial experi
ence through modulation of corridors and 
interspaces or parks is termed, "a hierarchy of 
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pedestrian spaces," by David Kenneth Specter. 
He writes, 

We may conclude that variations in width, 
perhaps from as narrow as eleven or twelve 
feet, and occasional irregular broadenings 
into usable 'piazzettas' are far more in
teresting and dynamic than a constant 
width ... 

The hierarchy of pedestrian spaces encom
passes a broad range of sizes and shapes. 
The smallest are no more than street widen
ings sufficient to accommodate a quiet con
versation. Larger spaces may relate to a 
bridge or a church, and find room for a 
restaurant in a corner. The hierarchy is 
completed by a public outdoor space culmi
nating in a spectacular view ... This is 
the living room ... [of a city] ... a 
'space for beautiful doing nothing' (Spec
ter 1974). 

Spatial diversification is also influential in 
residential areas and suburbia. The consisten
cies of street widths, unvaried plats and all 
buildings placed at the appropriate property 
set-back become a source of monotony in certain 
neighborhoods . The addition of park develop
ment, open space and social service buildings 
with related properties offers spatial enhance
ment of the community. 

In summary, the park or open space is an impor
tant land use in the city plan. Park land may 
be utilized in several ways because of its 
flexibility and compatibility with other land 
uses. In addition, parks do not necessarily 



require restrictions in conditions of terrain, 
geo logic structure and soils as do other devel
opment types. Parks in the city also vary in 
size from one-quarter acre to several hundred 
acres, according to available land and particu
lar intended park function. Parks are the most 
versatile land use. 

The Park in Society 

The social and persona l benefits of parks are 
perhaps the greatest justification for their 
development. Lawrence Halprin, in Cities, 
states, 

The life of cities is of two kinds--one 
is public and social, extroverted and in
terrelated. It is the life of the streets 
and plazas, the great parks and civic 
spaces ... This life is mostly out in the 
open in the great urban spaces, where 
crowds gather and people participate in 
the exciting urban interrelationships which 
they seek as social human beings. There 
is, too, a second kind of life in the 
city--private and introverted, the person
al, individual, self-oriented life which 
seeks quiet and seclusion and privacy. 
This private life has need for open spaces 
of a different kind. It needs enclosure 
and quiet, removal from crowds and a qua
lity of calm and relaxation. The city 
should respond to both needs and both kinds 
of activity for they are equally important 
parts of the urban environment we are seek
ing. It is lurgely within .. . [our ur
ban open spaces] . . . that we can find for 
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ourselves these variegated experiences 
which make life in a city creative and 
stimulating. It is the open spaces which 
give a character and quality to our life in 
the city and establish its tempo and 
patterns (Halprin 1972, p. 11). 

t~ore specifically, the urban public park may 
provide the socia l opportunities for political 
gatherings, celebrations and festivals, various 
forms of entertainment (which may occur as a 
planned event or a spontaneous "happeni ng"), 
cultural facilities such as a zoo, arboretum, 
or museum, and educational projects such as na
ture study. Games and sports are forms of so
cial recreation in which one may participate as 
a contender or a spectator . 

The personal benefits of recreation, visual re
freshment and mental exercise (Rutledge 1971) 
have a positive contribution toward the city 
dweller's mental health . In Anatomy of a Park, 
Albert J. Rutledge remarks, 

Behaviorists maintain that surroundings 
consciously or subconsciously shape our at
titudes, breeding tranquillity or tension, 
pleasure or dissatisfaction. It i s, there
fore, reasonable to surmise that too much 
of our present environment adds tension, 
firing the already hectic stresses of job, 
home, and everyday modern existence . 

... [Parks] should be developed to serve 
as exemplars of what is possible in terms 
of soul-satisfying environment and cata
lysts for promoting higher works in other 
types of developments, toward the day when 



everything which man builds contributes to 
positive physical surroundings (Rutledge 
1971,p.B). 

The urban park may provide an individual with 
opportunities for physical exercise, aesthetic 
appreciation, contact with nature, and an at
mosphere of solitude for reading, contempla
tion or personal reflection. A park may be en
joyed alone or shared with someone. 

The Park in the Neighborhood 

Neighborhood parks utilize available outdoor 
space to accommodate social, personal and rec
reational needs and desires of the residents in 
a particular vicinity. The parks provide the 
pub li c ~lith common facilities and means for 
recreation that may not be otherwise feasible 
on an individual basis, such as play equipment, 
field game space , and fountains or other orna
mental elements. The shared space encourages 
socia l exposure of the user/residents ~1hich, in 
turn, may aid in the development of neighbor
hood cohesiveness and identity. 

Parks deve loped in residential areas, however, 
are subject to particu larly intense public 
judgment by the l ocal community. "Residents~ 
are demanding neighborhoods that are well de 
signed or redesigned to be socially suitabl e, 
and that meet the needs of the individuals li 
ing there," asserts Randolph T. Hester, Jr., in 
Neighborhood Space. He continues that the 
neighborhood is viewed, 

... in terms of its symbolic and cultural 

aspects, and emphasizes shared activities 
and experiences, the resulting social 
groupings, and common values and loyal
ties ... The neighborhood space is that 
territory close to home, including houses, 
churches, businesses, and parks, which be
cause of the residents' collective respon
sibi lity , familiar association, and fre
quent shared use, is considered to be thei 
'own' (Hester 1975, p. 11, p. 20). 

Collective responsibility emerges from the res
idents ' conmunication of common problems, 
shared values and use patterns of the communi
ty. Hester also includes that," ... public 
and ambiguously owned private spaces lend them
selves to collective symbolic ownership more 
than clearly privately owned properties" (Hes
ter 1975, p. 20). 

A successful neighborhood park must be user
oriented and tailored to the needs and desires 
of the residents--their values, interests, sta
tus objects, behavior patterns, and life
styles--and not necessarily those of the de
signer. Involvement in planning and commitment 
to park objectives by the nei ghborhood park 
users are essentia l for acceptance and proper 
utilization of the facilities. 

Park designs are a perpetua l source of experi
mentation with the configuration of site ele
ments and materials versus unpredictable human 
nature. It is impossible for a designer to an
ticipate all forms of activity that will tran
spire in a space. However, the rate of success 
in designing a park that is appropriate for all 



the users is increased significantly when resi
dents participate in the planning, design and 
even construction phases . 

Designer Jay Beckwith insists that playgrounds, 
in particular, should be planned and built by 
the people who wi ll be using them. In Build 
Your Ovm Playground, a sourcebook base don 
Beckwith's work, author Jeremy Joan Hewes 
writes, 

Probab ly the most important reason for the 
people of a community to fashion their own 
play spaces .. . is the investment their 
work represents. The value of the play
ground to both children and adults increas
es in proportion to their involvement in 
its creation . And the playground improves 
the common space of a community because it 
reflects the unique personality of the peo
pl e who live there and it is tangible evi
dence of their belief in themselves (Hev1es / 
1974, p. 5). 

Local attitudes toward a public space or park 
are reflected in the following ways: act ivi
ties that occur, use intensity and frequency, 
presence or extent of vandalism and condition 
of maintenance. Observation of use patterns in 
a park reveals the extent of success of the de
sign. The degree to which the activity re
quirements are satisfied is also evident. The 
presence of vandalism is a difficult factor to 
account for, but adequate security measures, 
substantial materia ls and provision for the 
particular "user" group to become personally 
involved in the park's creation, are possible 
solutions to deter potential destruction. 
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The condition of maintenance reflects the atti
tude of the party responsible for the upkeep of 
the park. Hhether a city agency, local citi
zens' group, or individual is responsible, the 
attitude toward the park may be indicative of 
the attitude tov1ard the neighborhood in gen
eral, or the particu l ar park design. But faci
lities designed for low maintenance are advan 
tageous in the encouragement for positive uti
lization, respect and continued upkeep of the 
park. 

Often the residential park is perceived by the 
neighborhood, "as part of an on-going user
oriented community development process. It 
must be maintained , policed and changed to ac
commodate changing users." However, the de
signer tends to view the park as a project 
with a definite beginning and end (Hester 
1975). The designer, then, must be aware of 
the many possibilities for flexibility to ac
commodate change in the space , according to fu
ture user needs . Design for the residents must 
be based on the inevitable presence of change 
through physical growth, the maturat ion pro
cesses, various prevalent attitudes, modes of 
thinking and contemporary social values. In ad
dition, ease of maintenance and facilitation of 
necessary user and park protection are design 
considerations that can prevent the neighborhood 
space from becoming a social burden on the lo
cal community. 

In summary, the neighborhood park becomes much 
more than a "place for the kids to play." A 
common space affects the adjacent neighborhood 
in that residents exhibit a social phenomenon 
of "collective symbolic ownership" of the local 



public park. That tendency relates directly to 
territorial instincts and desire for neighbor
hood cohesiveness. Residents also generate a 
"coll ective responsibility" for the space and 
the activities which occur. They are concerned 
that the park, through succes sful site plan
ning, meets their social/personal needs and 
desires. 

The involvement of a park designer includes his 
or her total commitment to knowing that parti
cu lar unique community and its residents. So
cia l and historical research by the designer 
are necessary additions to encouragement of the 
participation of the residents themse lves. It 
is the responsibility of the designer, there
fore, to translate personal perceptual assess
ments and the verbal communication of ideas by 
the prospective users into a feasible and vi
able site design. 



CHAPTER 3 

THE CASE STUDY 

Introduction 

Parks and Recreation in Logan, Utah. The city 
of Logan, Utah , is located in Cache Valley, 
eighty miles northeast of Salt Lake City. A 
city of 25,000 people, Logan is located at the 
mouth of Lo~an Canyon, which is a part of the 
Bear River Range of the Wasatch Mountains. 
Another range of mountains, the l<ellsvilles, 
enc loses the southwest end of Cache Valley. 
1·1ost of the mountainous areas are administered 
by the U.S. Forest Service , and the Logan Rang 
er District contributes 259,680 acres of public 
recreation resource. Some of the possible ac
tivities include sightseeing, camping, picnick
ing, backpacking, hiking, fishing, hunting, 
horseback riding, four-wheeling, snowmobiling, 
cross-country skiing, and downhill skiing. In 
addi tion, Logan Canyon contains significant ge
ologic features and diverse visual amenities. 

The travel time by automobile to participate in 
a rec:·eutional activity in Logan Canyon or 
elsewhere in the Bear River or Hellsvi lle Rang
es, may be from ten minutes to an hour, depend 
ing upon the desired access point. There are 
currently no non-vehicular linkages, such as a 
hiking or bike trail, between Logan City and 
Logan Canyon, even though linkage trails are 
becoming increasingly important. With the 
greater awareness of society for fuel conserva
t ion, future recreation trends are inclined to 
emphasize non-motorized modes, such as walking, 
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biking, horseback riding, cross-country skiing, 
and snowshoeing. The Logan River corridor 
within the city limits had remarkable potential 
for becoming a recreational linkage of the Can
yon and the Logan city center, but is now de
veloped with single family dwellings that would 
make a public right-of-way difficult. 

As previously mentioned, the National Forest 
Service Lands provide exce ll ent recreation po
tentials, but they do not comp letely satisfy 
the recreational needs of Logan. In addition, 
Logan city should not depend on the land admin
istered by another governmental agency for its 
public recreational use. The U.S. Forest Serv
ice has the option to curtail recreation acti
vity within the forest because of overuse, or 
other administrative or environmental considera
tions. Consequently, inadequate city park de
velopment in terms of convenience or provision 
of facilities, could contribute to the overuse 
of the Canyon resources. Thus arises the pos
sibility of limited Canyon use. 

The city of Logan does have several existing 
community parks and open spaces. The parks are 
used for active and passive recreational acti
vities, as well as for festivals and other so
cial gatherings. Community-oriented parks in
clude Willow Park, Central Park and the Canyon 
Entrance Park. Major open spaces contribute to 
the city plan at three locations: the Cache 
County Courthouse, the LOS Tabernacle and the 
LOS Temple. The Utah State University also 
provides the people of Logan with some park
li ke open spaces. The University's "Old Main 
Hill" is especially appreciated for its atmos
phere of relaxation and recreation, shared by 



both students and residents alike. These parks 
and open spaces endow the city with beautiful 
expanses of we ll-maintained grounds and a great 
variety of large, stately trees (see map 1} . 

Views of the natural and rural landscape sur
rounding Logan are ava ilable from many of the 
parks and open space locations. The Bear River 
Ra nge and Logan Peak to the east; the command
ing 1-Jellsvilles to the west; the gentl e hum
mocks of the valley benchlands; the rich farm
l ands of the Cache Valley floor; and the chang
ing effects of weather and li ght quality on the 
diverse land forms, are all a part of the aes 
thetic experience of life in Logan, Utah. This 
"borrowed scenery" (Ashihara 1970} is highly ap
preciated by the people of the city, and should 
be sensitively enha nced whenever possible. 

Parks and open spaces al so aid in the integra
tion of the cityscape with the adjacent land
sca pe. Since the vi ews of the landscape out
side the city are so readily available, a re
inforcement of green space within the urban 
fra mewo rk tends to reduce the harsh contrasts 
of building densities. 

Local parks withi n the neighborhoods create 
sma ll open spaces that relieve the repetitious 
confi gurat ion and dimen s ions of the established 
grid layou t of Logan . Current ly there are 
eight residential parks within the city that 
become fo ca l points for the adjacent neighbor
hoods. Adams Park is a particularly good exam
ple of a center of interest developed wi thin an 
otherwise unvaried and reiterated housing dis
trict. 
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According to the Logan City Director of Parks, 
Doug Eames, the exis ting residential parks are 
overused . Residents from neighborhoods lacking 
adequate park facilities travel to the nearest 
existing park, which may not be l arge enough to 
absorb an additional numbe r of people. Ma rk 
Brenchley, the City Planner, indicated that 
more l oca lized parks wou l d be great assets for 
the residents of Logan. 

The neighborhood park in Logan can become an 
important common space for socialization. In 
general, many neighborhoods of Logan experience 
a strong social union as a result of the local 
Church of Jesus Christ of the Latter-Day Saints 
(LDS} ward designation. The average ward size 
includes about 250 families, and the predomi
nance of the religion in Logan entails approxi
mately 80 percent of its residents. Thus, the 
ward delineation encourages a significant per
sonal interface among neighbors. The church 
grounds are sometimes ut i lized by the member
ship in a park-like capacity, with festivals, 
money-raising events, and informal games. Yet 
the church property is not expected to be an 
adequate substitution for the neighborhood 
park. The grounds are not designed to accommo
date recreational usage, and the church should 
not assume responsibility to provide the public 
with park facilities. However, park l and adja
cent to church or public school property, in 
many cases, serves the pu bli c recreational 
needs and furnishes facilities for special in
stitutional use. The localized park in Logan 
may be valuable in the reinforcement of socia l
ization and neighborhood cohesiveness in a non
sectarian atmosphere. 
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The personal assoc iation within the neighbor
hood facilitates two aspects of park support: 
the "policing" of the space, and the coopera
tive supervision of small children . The size 
of the neighborhood park and the proximity to 
adjacent housing encourage residents to "keep 
an eye on things." The collective responsibil
ity and symbolic ownership of the public space 
incite a concern among neighbors to prevent 
abuse of the fac ilitie s or the park users . Or
gan ization among parents ~lith small children is 
possible in the neighborhood so that playlots 
are supervised. 

Despite the vast recreational resource of U.S. 
Forest lands near Logan, residents of the city 
need additional facilities that are available 
within walking distance and that are more re
lated to urban life and activities. Neighbor
hood parks can fulfill many of the physical, so
cial, and personal outdoor requirements . De
pending on the size of the proposed park site, 
many activities may be accommodated that re
flect the desires of the particular ages and 
lifestyles preva l ent in the vicinity. 

In summary, existing parks and open space in 
Logan, Utah, are valuable amenities. They con
tribute important elements to the city plan, as 
we ll as provide community and neighborhood rec
reation, opportunities for socialization, and 
aesthetic enrichment. Parks and open space of
fer interesting views of the mountains and 
farmlands surrounding Logan. They also aid in 
the integration of the cityscape with the nat
ural and rural landscapes. 

Lastly, the neighborhood space becomes a 
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tangible expression of the residents who live 
in the vicinity. It can reflect their atti
tudes, values, and lifestyles. The local park 
can be a positive influence in the establish
ment of a neighborhood identity that is unique 
and individual in the context of the rest of 
the urban community. 

Block Interiors. The original city plan for 
Logan, designated the "Plat of the City of 
Zion" by the t1ormon Pioneers in 1866 , called 
for 600-foot by 600-foot blocks of land sepa
rated by 60-foot wide streets (tkNeary 1973). 
The large block interiors enabled eight farm 
residences to have a plot of ground within the 
city for wintering stock, storing feed and gar
dening. But in the 1920's urban pressures in 
Logan increased and farm interests relocated 
farther outside of the city. Infill housing 
began to occupy the block perimeters, most in
tensively after 1945, leaving the interiors of 
the blocks undeveloped (see figure s 2,3) . 

Presently much of the land in the block inte
riors remains vacant, although some interiors 
are being utilized with single family residen
ces, apartments and condominiums on cul-de
sacs. However, as new housing is established 
on the vacant land, some neighborhoods lose an 
open space that previously served as an infor
mal play area for the local children. In the 
consideration of development alternatives, 
some of the block interiors in neighborhoods 
lacking recreation facilities would potentially 
benefit the community by supporting a public 
space that is safe, useful and appealing to a 
greater number of users. 



In a survey of Logan residents conducted in 
1973 by a Utah State University graduate stu
dent regarding developmental alternative pre
ferences for the interiors of the blocks, 
Brian McNeary stated , 

Some of the residents questioned in the 
survey felt the block interior was an im
portant part of their neighborhood. For 
those people the block interior was, {a) an 
active space of gardens, (b) a play area 
for their children, or (c) a space that 
gives a feeling of openness to their yard. 

Yet negative opinions were voiced towards 
the existing block interior . For those 
people the block interior was (a) a visu
ally disturbing junk space, (b) land that 
contained fire and health hazards, and (c) 
unnecessary land to maintain {McNeary 1973, 
pp. 22, 23). 

Hm~ever, McNeary added, "The res i denti a 1 park 
consisting mainly of open space, trees, and a 
few benches was admired by all the respondents.; 

Many of the respondents eagerly suggested 
the development of small parks or play lots 
in the block interiors. With this sugges
tion came the belief that the block inte
rior shou ld be a space for children and the 
family. A desire was expressed that the 
design of the block interiors ~muld retain 
a private quality rather than to promote 
the atmosphere of a large public space 
(McNeary 1973, p. 33). 

\ 
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According to tkNeary, the residential park is 
"reco11111ended for consideration of implementa
tion within the block interiors" (McNeary 1973, 
p. 36). 

Doug Eames, the Director of Parks in Logan, was 
not as enthusiastic toward development of resi
dential parks within the block interiors. He 
described prob l ems in upkeep and maintenance on 
a site of smal l acreage. He remarked that the 
working budget of the city for park maintenance 
is too low for proper upkeep of facilities that 
are "overrun" by the public. Eames believes 
that a park should be developed on less expen
sive land and on a site greater than ten acres 
for more efficient policing and maintenance. 
Eames said that the neighborhood tends to rein
force the idea of a park at first, then after 
implementation, residents begin to complain 
about noise, dogs and privacy. Yet he does ad
mit to an increased demand for parks in Logan. 

The Logan City Planner, Mark Brenchley, be
lieves that neighborhood parks in the block in
teriors are generally appreciated and desired 
among residents. He insists that the residen
tial parks are reasonable and practical if de
signed for low maintenance . Brenchley also 
stated that there are many methods of funding 
for park development and land acquisition. So 
the obtainment of the interior block land would 
not necessarily place a burden on the city 
budget . 

In conclusion, the vacant interiors of some of 
the Logan city blocks are suitable for park de
velopment. In accordance with the concerns of 
the city, the site design must demonstrate 
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features for low maintenance. It also must re
flect a sensitivity toward noise and view con
trol through the use of buffer elements and 
circu l ation planning. The residents of Logan 
generally approve of the idea of neighborhood 
parks in the block interiors, and the apparent 
overuse of existing facilities implies more 
park facilities would be valuable in meeting lo
cal recreational needs. 

The Park Site 

I chose to design a hypothetical park in Logan 
as a case study for my thesis project. The 
park site I selected presently exists as vacant 
land in the interior of a block of a residential 
area of Logan. The property is neither city
owned nor officially proposed as a park site, 
yet the vacant space has great potential for 
serving the recreational and social needs of 
the related neighborhood . 

I selected the interior of the block between 
200 Hest, 300 West, 100 North and West Center 
Streets because of the site size avai l able, the 
configuration, and the l ocation. The block 
center is surrounded by residential housing on 
three sides, with the eastern perimeter par
ti ally vacant and open to 200 Hest Street be
side the LDS Employment Center . Narrow accesses 
to the block interior are available from 300 
West and 100 North Streets . The park name, 34 
North 200 ~Jest, is the address of the eastern 
site parcel, and the name is intended to re
flect the residential character of the site. 
The unu sed land in the block consists of 1.6 
acres and its boundary is already partially 



delineated with a six-foot chain link fence 
separating it from other private property . 
Parcels of the proposed park property are under 
the ownership of four people and the LOS Church 
(see map 2) . 

The neighborhood largely consists of single 
family dwellings. The multi-family dwellings 
include such housing types as large older homes 
divided into apartments, older homes with base
ment apartments, or fourplex apartment build
ings. The housi ng density is approximate ly ten 
units per acre. 

The site exists in an older neighborhood of Lo
gan that is beginning to experience a new gen
eration of home owners. An increasing number 
of elderly people who reside in the area are 
selling to young families with small children. 
This turnover trend is expected to continue for 
ten years or more, especially as a result of 
the new surge of interest in restoration of 
older homes in Logan. 

A park development in this particular block 
wou ld serve two important age groups in the vi
cinity, the elderly and the pre-school chil
dren. These two groups are the least mobile to 
travel for recreation facilities, so the local 
park within the walking distance of a few 
blocks would become an especially important 
public space in the neighborhood. 

The study block is located directly northwest 
of the Presbyterian Day Care Center. According 
to Jeri Malouf, the day nursery director, the 
park would be a tremendous asset to the pre
school programs, since the center presently 
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lacks sufficient outdoor facilities. She sug
gested the development of park features that 
encourages self-motivated activities for the 
children such as sand and water play, and crea
tive p 1 ay equipment . l~i th an average enro 11-
ment of fifty-five children, the day care 
center would actively utilize the park during 
all seasons of the year. 

Although the Woodruff Elementary School is lo
cated in a block south of the Day Care Center, 
it is not considered to be an appropriate play 
area for the pre-schoolers. The steel equip
ment on asphalt pavement is overscaled and dan
gerous for small children. Also the playground 
was not designed to separate age group 
activities. 

The Sunshine Terrace Foundation, Inc., a nurs
ing home for the elderly, is located two blocks 
north of the proposed park site. Helen Saund
ers, the activity director of Sunshine Terrace, 
reinforced the park idea. She stated that 
their residents would really enjoy a public 
space that was within walking and wheelchair 
distance. While Sunshine Terrace has a plea
sant outdoor patio on its property, a park 
would provide the elderly with alternative ac
tivities. The park size would also afford 
space for games and activities that are not 
otherwise possible. In addition, the elderly 
could become more involved with other local re
sidents through informa l socialization or 
scheduled neighborhood parties and events . 
Saunders indicated that many of the Sunshine 
Terrace residents would be pleased to have so
ci al exposure to the small pre-school children. 
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Many of the residences along Hest Center and 
100 North Streets are historic homes. Some 
date back to the 1870's and several are listed 
on the Utah Historical Society Register. Both 
sides of West Center are proposed for redesig
nation as a special historic district of Logan. 
The redesignation would prohibit certain build
ing types that do not express an historic char
acter. Restoration loans would be available to 
some of the home owners after the rezone, thus 
enabli ng the residents to strengthen the neigh
borhood identity with various property imp rove
ments. The proposed park on the block interior 
would lend additional character to the historic 
neighborhood, especially if developed in a 
fair ly traditional style of design. 

Logan City Planner Mark Brenchley enthusiastic
ally endorsed the idea of a park in the pro
posed residen ti al block. He said the park 
would be a tremendous asset for those residents 
of the west-central district of Logan, and the 
park would attract people from a nine-block vi
cinity . Brenchley estimated the area wou ld in
clude at l east 1,400 potential park users (see 
map 2). He also considered the park develop
ment to be a compatible land use for the peri
phery of the proposed historic designation 
district. 

Favorable opinions toward the proposed park 
were expressed by nine area residents whom I 
contacted. Several people of the park block 
thought a well -designed public space would in
crease the value of their properties adjacent 
to the park. Others had concerns regarding 
potential noise disturbances and privacy, but 
nonetheless agreed a neighborhood park wou ld be 
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a highly desirable alternative to the existing 
vacant land. Young parents with small children 
concurred that a park was certainly desirable 
in the vicinity, and many of the people inter
viewed would consider ta king part in a citi
zens' group to support the development of a 
park. 

In concl usion, the interior of the block lo
cated between 200 West , 300 West, 100 North , 
and West Center Streets meets the physical and 
cultural qualifications for potentially becom
ing an important open space, major neighborhood 
focus, and viable park facility. The site is 
residential in sca le, and park development 
would maintain a personal quality. The his
toric district designation of West Center 
Street would be reinforced with a park designed 
to retain the historic character of the area. 
Local residents and the city planner agree a 
park development would upgrade the neighborhood 
and wou l d be convenient to serve the recrea
tional and social needs of many peop le . Al
though the proposed park is, indeed, a hypo
thetical case study , many positive attitudes 
have been expressed, and the general enthusiasm 
toward a park is very real. 



Objectives 

1. The provision of recreational facilities 
shall be tailored to the needs and desires 
of the residents, and, in particular, the 
elderly and the pre-schoolers. The elderly 
desire spaces for active and passive games 
and a quiet situation for socialization or 
individual activities such as reading. The 
pre-schoolers need active games space, self
motivated play equipment, space for creative 
play and passive quiet places. 

2. The desired activity setting shall be eval
uated in terms of the site capability to ac
commodate such activities . Further, ade
quate space fixed to a dictated use (such as 
a shuffleboard court) and space adaptable 
for more diversified activities (such as a 
large turf area) shall be provided. 

3. Physical comfort shall be promoted through 
development of unpretentious spaces of a 
personal scale, microclimate control for 
seasonal use of the park, noise buffers, 
safety features and site accessories such as 
restrooms, a drinking fountain and comfort
able furniture. 

4. The aesthetic appeal shall be based on the 
preferences of the neighborhood residents 
for certain qualities such as earth colors, 
natural materials , cleanliness, and spatial 
order. Aesthetic enrichment of the space 
shall be promoted through the use of sequen
tial spaces, visual unity, the enhancement 
of mountain views and the screening of poor 
views, the development of pleasing 
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proportions, careful selection of plant and 
construction materials, and development of 
special features such as a fountain. 

5. The historic significance of the neighbor
hood shall be reflected through the use of 
a traditional geometric style of design. 
Plant and construction materials shall har
monize with existing qualities of the vicin
ity, without imitating them. 

6. The present neighborhood image is one of 
growth, as exemplified through the many 
housing types from different periods of 
building in Logan. Thus, the site design 
shall include some contemporary design fea
tures and materials to illustrate present
day design interests in addition to the his
toric influences. 

7. The establishment of a strong neighborhood 
identity shall be encouraged through the 
site design of the proposed interior block 
park. The local attitudes, preferences and 
values of the residents shall be represented 
in the common space through the utilization 
of design features, plants and construction 
materials that characterize the neighborhood . 

8. The ease of park maintenance shall be an im
portant aspect of site design. The residents 
are typically very conscientious of their own 
property upkeep, and, therefore, expect a 
public space· in their neighborhood to meet 
similar standards. If the site is designed 
for low maintenance, the park will receive 
more attentive care, and in turn, more re
spect and positive use of the facilities. 



9. Physical safety shall be an essential de
sign consideration. The proper activity 
relationships, equipment, materials and 
furniture selection and expedient circula
tion patterns shall prevent dangerous sit
uations from arising. In addition, low 
maintenance features sha ll aid in the park's 
facilitated upkeep for safety. 

10. Social safety de s ign features shall include 
lighting and visual and physical access for 
policing and other supervision by adults. 

11 . Emergency vehicle access to the block in
terior shall be provided from several 
points. 

12. Architectural and other types of barriers 
that prevent wheelchair access shall be 
eliminated. 

13. The park design shall retain qualities of 
flexibility that will accommodate future 
changes in provision for activities. 

14. The proposed park shall be designed to be 
compatible with the adjacent residences. 
Design considerations include the utiliza
tion of view and noise buffers, pedestrian 
and bicycle circulation control, preserva
tion of mountain views from residences, and 
the appropriate grouping of similar activi
ties or separation of conflicting activi
ties. Clear boundaries shal l be delineated 
between public space and private property. 
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15. The proposed park design shall be consid
ered economically feasible through the fol
lowing aspects of site design: minimal 
earthwork, simplified construction tech
niques, straightforward design of compo
nents such as paving, planting, drainage 
and special features, and low maintenance 
characteristics. 
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PRESENTATION OF DATA 

Physical Site Inventory 

Location: the block interior between 200 West, 
300 West, 100 North and West Center Streets 
in Logan, Utah 

Size of site: 1.6 acres 

Scale: very residential, due to its small size 
and close association with adjacent one or 
two story housing; the site appears to be a 
spatial extension of the private properties 
surrounding it 

Site configuration: the site shape may be di
vided into several ~Jell-proportioned rectan
gles that interlock to produce an interest
ing geometr ic spatial order; most of the 
site edges are delineated with a chain link 
fence along the property lines 

Topography: less than 5% slope 

Drainage: gentle sheet drainage from 200 West 
toward 300 West; no subsurface storm sewer 
system exists within the site, but potential 
connection to the city system exists on 300 
West 
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Microclimate: 
seasonal temperature range: -10° to 95° 
average summer temperature range: 60° to 70° 
days with temperature less than 0°: 6 to 12 
days with temperature less than 32°: 35 to 40 
frost free days: 120 to 160 
annual precipitation: 16 to 20" 
wind: the site is protected from strong can

yon or seasonal winds due to topography 
and housing on the block perimeter 

sun exposure: flat topography and lack of 
tree cover produce full exposure 

Soil: Steed gravelly loam 
erodibility: slight 
fertility: moderate 
shrink/swell: low 
depth to water table : 60"+ 
permeability: rapid 
depth to bedrock: 60"+ 
potential runoff: slov1 
(source: Maas & Grassli 1976) 

Vegetation: six l arge ash in good condition, 
several black locusts, and several philadel
phus; norway maples border the east edge of 
the site as street trees; no other signifi
cant vegetation exists 



Cultural Data Inventory 

Location: (see maps 1 and 2) 

Projected usage of park: 1,400 persons from a 
nine-block area 

Access: from 200 West the approach is a wide 
vacant lot that is included as a portion of 
the site; from 300 yJest an alley extends to 
the bl ock core; from 100 North a wide drive
way that serves a four-plex extends to the 
site border; accesses would be suitable for 
park users, service equipment and emergency 
vehicles 

Existing land use on block: 
residential: 22 private dwellings, some 

with basement apartments; three four
plexes 

conrnercial: a small defunct bottling com
pany on the southwest corner; the LOS 
Bishop's Storehouse and Employment Center 
on 200 West 

Housing density of neighborhood: 10 units per 
acre 

Future land use: residential 

Present ownership of proposed site: The LOS 
Church and four other private land owners 
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Utilities: sanitary sewer, storm sewer, and 
water connections are available from 300 \~est 
through the existing public right-of-way; 
electrical service hookup is available from 
lines in the center of the block 

Vehicular traffic in neighborhood: primarily 
residentia l and service usage; some high 
schoo l related use at peak hours 

Historic landmarks: severa l historic homes that 
date to the late 1800's exist in the immedi
ate neighborhood; many different building 
periods in Logan represented in the vicinity 

Visual quality: the site lacks visual amenities 
and presently supports an unattractive as
sortment of discarded materials; foreground 
views from the site consist of residents' 
backyards, many of which are not particularly 
attractive; the Bear River Range east of Lo
gan provides a background view above the 
street trees 



PARK DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM 

Park development will include the following ac
tivities and related facilities: 

Chi ldren's activities and descriptions of 
related facilities 

creative play: 1,000 square feet for location 
of small scaled play structures with climbing, 
swinging, and balancing equipment of wood and 
other natural materials; also some movable 
equipment such as tires, wood, costumes, etc. 

sand and water play: 400 square foot sand pit 
and 100 square foot wading pool 

active lawn games: 4,000 square foot irrigated 
turf area 

craft construction: BOO square foot paved area 
with tables and benches to accommodate 20 chil
dren; also a 50 square foot storage area for 
supplies 

quiet rest area: 500 square foot shaded, irri
gated turf area 
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Adults' activities and descriptions of related 
facilities 

reading: shaded area with comfortable benches 
to accommodate 12 people 

socialization: shaded area with comfortable 
benches in groupings to accommodate 12 people; 
adjacent paved area for wheelchairs 

table and card games: shaded area with tables 
and benches to accommodate 6 people 

shuffleboard: 2 paved shuffleboard courts, 
benches 

badminton, croquet, etc.: 3,000 square foot 
irrigated turf area 

observation of aesthetic features: seating 
clustered around fountain or other focal point; 
also diversity of flowering plant materials 

observation and supervision of children: 
benches facing children's activities to accom
modate 6 people; paved areas for wheelchairs 

gathering and group socialization: seating 
clustered around firepit to accommodate 12 to 
15 people 



The support facilities for the Interior Block 
Park are as follows: 

Pavement 

pedestrian and service access to the site: 
1. from 200 \~est, on the east side of site 

(major entry) 
2. from 300 \~est, on the west side of site 

at the southwest corner 
3. from 100 North, on the north side of site 

(pedestrian only) 

pedestrian and service access within site 

fire vehicle access through site 

hard surface activity areas 

{parking is accommodated on the adjacent 
streets--no on-site parking) 

Structures 

shelter 

restrooms 

storage area 

firewood storage 
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Utilities 

culinary water 

irrigation 

lighting 

electricity 

Site accessories 

site furniture--tables, benches 

drinking fountain 

trash containers 

landscaping 

signage 

bike rack 
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