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Abstract 
 
The design of urban green space is based on a series of principles, criteria and determinant factors for the quality of 
the urban public space. These criterion and principles are defined by multiple aspects: physical, functional, ambient, 
aesthetic and ecological, each of which are important in the configuration of the landscape arrangement project. The 
current work addresses the problem of the aesthetic criterion in landscape design by studying comparatively two 
project alternatives, each having a distinct compositional style and each representing a certain type of aesthetic vision 
for the organization of the physical space. These alternatives belong to a mixt composition style specific for the urban 
landscape design of the 20th century. 
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INTRODUCTION  
 
Izvor Park covers a surface of approximately 
17 hectares and is located in the central area of 
Bucharest close to the People’s Palace, while 
being framed by the roads: Splaiul 
Independenței, Izvor Coșbuc Street, B. P. 
Hașdeu Street and Mihai Vodă Street. 
The park was partially developed between 1987 
and 1988 as the first version of land vegetal 
"furnishing", followed by the selection of one 
of the 22 designing alternatives created for the 
park in the same period of 1988. 
The 1989 revolution has brought to a stand the 
final design development and construction of 
the park. For the completion of the study 
alternatives, both the landscape function and 
the general compositional shape of space 
organization were considered, while the 
aesthetic criterion represented an essential 
component in designing this urban green entity. 
In landscape design the aesthetic criterion has 
direct final correspondence in the visual and 
ambient quality of the physical space. 
Therefore the importance of approaching the 
aesthetic criterion when developing a design is 
of maximum interest for the landscape 
architects.  
 

MATERIALS AND METHODS 
 
The research method used within the present 
work is that of comparative analysis of the two 
alternatives V1 and V2 in order to highlight the 
main aesthetic characteristics of both projects. 
These alternatives represent the actual study 
material of the work. It pursues the analysis of 
aesthetic composition elements which match 
two different aesthetic trends. Each of the two 
alternatives is the result of practical compliance 
within the project towards the landscape 
functionality attributed to this space. 
The prevalent landscape function is that of 
promenade-rest, alongside the function of 
pedestrian transit and pedestrian connection 
between the adjacent roads of the site. The 
composition elements are alleys, water and 
vegetation, the latter being represented by 
ensemble arboreal vegetation, lawns, arboreal 
alignments and floral decorations (in alternative 
V1). The park entrances and promenade alleys 
build the base compositional structure of the 
projects, which is further sustained by the other 
elements – water and vegetation – in the final 
aesthetic configuration of each alternative. In 
alternative V1 water has a considerable 
presence, the surface of the water mirror 
holding approximately 40000 m2 while 
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CONCLUSIONS 
 
The current study was based on the analysis of 
two landscape design alternatives – V1 and V2. 
Alternative V1 was considering the geometric 
architectural style specific for the 80’ in this 
urban area of Bucharest, which is located near 
the People’s Palace and is considered to be a 
representative area of the city. Alternative V2 is 
characterized by a free landscape style which is 
much less drastic and strict.  
It can be concluded that the compositional 
aesthetic principles applied in these projects 
prevail over the functional elements, but do not 
cancel them, but on the contrary sustain them.  
The alternatives studied fall under two distinct 
style trends which are essential components of 
the aesthetic criterion in landscape design. 
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