Fig.4 Benches in Cismigu. Photo Alexandru MeXi

Though those benches are as comfortable as the
precedent, their aspect and location does not
work as well as in the first case. The bad
commissioning gives a sense of insecurity and a
bad and uninteresting image of the place.

Case 4.

Fig.6 Bench in Cismigu. Photo Alexandru Mexi

This bench blends in the landscape due to its
design. The interesting location also might give
quality to this spot. But the height of the bench
as well as its general dimensions and the
present conservation condition does not make it
usable.
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Case 5.

Fig.5 Benches in Cismigu. Photo Alexandru Mexi

Despite its ugliness, this type of public bench is
appreciated by most of the people,
paradoxically, due to its design and to the fact
that it is comfortable. It is used as a piece of
urban furniture for security and proximity to an
interest point: the playground.

Fig.7 Chess players place in Cismigu.
Photo Alexandru Mexi

Though all of the public furniture above is
uncomfortable, the fact that it serve certain
activities and that their position: in an intimate

place, both on shade and under the sun, their
placement makes them attractive.
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Fig.8 Bench in Cismigu. Photo Alexandru Mexi

This is a comfortable and stable bench, and due
to the fact that it stands near food stands and on
the sun, makes it usable and used, but only
during this part of the season, despite the
ugliness of the place.
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Case 7

Fig.9 Bench in Cismigu. Photo Alexandru Mexi

Those benches, beside of their location in the
sun and near food stands are used also because
they are placed near the main entrance.

Fig.10 Benches in Cismigu. Photo Alexandru Mexi
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Those benches illustrate better the concept of
placing in the sun/shade, depending on the
season. Here, nor the comfort, nor the design
and nor the security are defining, but the
location.
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Izvor park

Izvor Park was born on the ruins of two most
beloved neighborhoods of Bucharest: Uranus
and Izvor (the second giving the name of the
park). The flat landscape of Izvor Park cannot
suggest that here raised before a hill, with a
monastery on top (transformed in the State
Archives). The hill vanished as well as the
neighborhoods which once with the communist
systematization and the foundation of the
House of People. The space stays as a scarce
for part of Bucharest people while others are
ignoring the past of the site.

Fig.11 Bench in Izvor Park. Photo Alexandru Mexi
The location of these benches is not attractive
at all due to the nearby toilet and garbage trunk.
However, the bench has a simple and
comfortable design and it is placed near the
entrance.
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Fig.12 Bench in Izvor Park. Photo Alexandru Mexi

The fact that this bench is placed in the sun and

it has

a comfortable and

simple

design

compensate the fact that it stands a nearby
garbage bin and too near to a bicycle line.
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Case 3. -

Fi.13 Bench in Izvor Park. Photo Alexandru Mexi

Though those benches are comfortable, the fact
that they stand to near to the garbage bin makes
them not so welcoming.
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Fig.14 Bench in Izvor Park Photo Alexandru Mexi

This bench is not welcoming because it seems
to be stranded and because it has a garbage bin

as only neighbor.
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Case 5.

Fig.15 Bench near Izvor Park. Photo Alexandru Mexi

“Build bus stops as the will form small public
centres [...] so they will work with other kind
of activities such as a newspaper stand,
different bench designs, shops, café’s, tree
designs, interesting crossings, public baths,
squares...” [9] This public bench belongs to the
bus stop at Izvor park. This bench is totally
uncomfortable having a straight backrest, a

loudly electric generator behind,

a dull,

unattractive view, to not mention the design.
This kind of urban design will never generate a
small public centre.
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Though it is not a public bench, this small hill
is very comfortable, it has a pleasant sight etc.
Unhappily, the fact that it is not a
build/designed object is not so welcoming for
the citizens of Bucharest.
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CONCLUSIONS

Our research reached in the end a paradoxical
conclusion. Despite the large public scandals
and number of articles about the excess of
plants, benches and the general overdesign of
the public spaces of Bucharest [10], no good
public bench was to be found in the central
parks of the city. The design is often of bad
quality, the interest for good location and
interesting views is absent. In this context
however people are interested, or at least are
paying attention to some details concerning the
urban landscape. Thus, from our questionnaires
made in Cigmigiu, we found out that people are
appreciating mostly the comfort while sitting,
the proximity and location aspects of the
benches in the garden. They are less impressed
by design, security, dimensions and design. Nor
shelter, style or materials are important for
them.

Questionnaire statistical table

. —
W

Fig. 17. Cismigiu questionnaire statistical table

On another hand few people made comments
about the lack of suitability of the new benches
design in a historical park, part of Romanian
heritage. In what concerns Izvor park the result
are somehow similar, the comfort seems to be
less important and material of the bench gains
some attention. On the contrary, the style is
even less important, fact that is easy to explain
by the lack of character of the entire park.

Questionnaire statistical table

7

Fig. 18. Izvor questionnaire statistical table

This lack of interest for design or style as well
as for location and vistas might be explained by
a lack of aesthetical interest. But it will be the
easy way out. Other researchers showed the
official lack of interest in public space quality
and the imposition of kitsch as an official
policy [11]. In this context we can interrogate if
Cismigiu and Izvor parks are specific case
studies or part of a larger picture. At least for
these two parks the analyse show that, for most
of people using these public spaces, as long that
we can sit, that is accessible and it has a
minimal functionality a bench is already
perfect. No other expectations to have from it.
This sad conclusion underlines the lack of
interest concerning the quality of both the
historical park — Cismigiu — or for the new
landscape design of Izvor. Both parks are
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highlighting the logic of quantity dominating
when thinking about urban design.

As a final conclusion we consider that a bench
might be “a symbol of success in a park [...]
when people come here to rest [...] sleeping in
public is the most natural thing in the world. If
someone sits on pavement or on a bench and
fails asleep, it is possible that this should be
treated strictly as a need. [...] Keep the
landscape filled with generous benches,
comfortable places, areas to sit on the grass or
lie down on sand” [12].

Fig. 19 Public square in Helsinki. Photo Ioana Tudora
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