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of the studio

Argumentation of choice | It intrigues me that every tree has different spatial

qualities and can thus create different spaces and that
even every specimen can be different according to its
growing conditions. I'm also interested in finding ways to
bring back the landscape elements from the surrounding
landscape into the city and combine their cultural value
(since the ways trees are used within a landscape are part
of the cultural landscape as well) with the spaces they can
create. And lastly and maybe most importantly, I want to
create a design that focusses on how you would
experience it with all your senses and how this can
influence the way you feel in the landscape.

Graduation project

Title of the graduation

Title: Nature was never far away

project Subtitle: An exploration on how the landscape
architectural design of an urban forest in the Hague can
help reconnect people and nature in their daily life.

Goal

Location: The Hague, the Netherlands

The posed problem,

There is a mismatch between how we live and how the
natural world around us works. The widespread and
normalized embrace of prosperity, consumption, waste and
the continuous human expansion leads to an unsustainable
way of living (Pyle, 2013) since the natural world works in a
different, more cyclical way and we're disturbing the natural
processes with our way of living.

This mismatch results in our disconnected relationship with
nature. A lot of people see nature as something far away in
an idealistic way, while they see the nature that’s close by as




something dirty or annoying, such as dirt under their shoes
and bugs in their home. If people keep seeing nature as a
destination and not as something that’s close by the
disconnect between people and nature is maintained
(Church, 2018). The notion that real nature should be
untouched by humans (Turner, 1996) should become less
prominent because it leads to unrealistic expectations of
nature and fuels the belief that real nature is separate from
daily life, which creates the feeling that caring for nature is
not people’s responsibility or within their power (Clayton et.
al., 2017). So, a new definition of nature is needed to change
how people see nature.

The reconnection of people and nature is important to
increase support to start tackling climate change issues,
because human behaviour is the biggest cause of global
climate change but it's also the only thing that can respond
and adapt to it (Clayton et. al., 2015. This reconnection could
be seen as a huge opportunity to help tackle climate
problems since nature connectedness can motivate
environmentally sustainable behaviour (Han & Hyun, 2016)
(Zelenski et al., 2015) (Klaniecki et al., 2018), help engage
with sustainability issues (Nisbet & Zelenski, 2011) and drive
public concern for sustainability (de Burgh-Woodman & King,
2012). So, it's definitely worth it to look further into
increasing the people nature connection.

The disconnect with nature is also seen in urban areas such
as the Hague, where most of the daily living environment
consists of brick and stones and people run around all day to
get to their destinations in time. The creation of urban forests
in these areas could be seen as an opportunity for a
landscape architectural approach to reconnect people with
nature in the Hague.

How can the landscape architectural design of an urban
forest in the Hague help reconnect people and nature in their
daily life and create conditions to increase their
environmental sensitivity?

The chosen area in the Hague that will be looked at will be
determined using a narrative of a fictional character that lives
in the Hague. By following one character in her daily life a
clear framework can be created that describes someone’s
actions and how these relate to their landscape. Though the
focus is on one person, the method and the findings can in
the end be used in other situations as well. The narrative will
give focus and guidance to the sub questions.




Sub questions:

What is an urban forest and how can it be used in the
Hague? Because to be able to design with an urban
forest it should first be researched what an urban
forest is or how it could be used.

How can nature be defined? Because when you are
integrating natural systems into the built environment
to increase nature connectedness (Church, 2018) it
should first be defined what is seen as nature.

How can nature be appreciated?

How can we experience nature? Because opportunities
to engage with nature actively and passively (Church,
2018) will increase nature connectedness it is
important to know how nature can be experienced.
What does someone’s daily living environment look
like in the Hague, how do they interact with it, what
are its sensorial aspects and how can you alter it? This
is @ more general question that will first gain
knowledge about how the daily living environment is
defined and approached in this and other projects and
secondly it will zoom in on the location in the Hague.
How can a landscape architectural design help
reconnect someone to nature in the Hague? What
characterizes possible relations with nature in the
Hague? This is @ more detailed question that zooms in
into a specific spot in the Hague as a design location
and builds on a fictional narrative to create a method
that can be used in other locations as well. The
knowledge that was gained in earlier questions will be
used to create this landscape architectural design and
this will fuel the research of the other questions as
well which makes it a cyclical process.

design assignment in
which these result.

The aim is to make a design for an Urban Forest system in
the Hague that will increase the environmental sensitivity of
its inhabitants and visitors by creating opportunities for
nature experiences in their daily life. The hypothesis is that
these opportunities should exist of different aspects, such as
places someone interacts with daily, the routes someone
follows and the destinations someone goes to. This should
result in three designs focused on different kind of activities:

1. Everyday errands: These take place on the

neighbourhood scale and will be in walking distance
(800 m) from the fictional characters home

Routine travels: These take place in multiple districts
and will be within biking distance (3,5 km) from the
fictional characters home




3. Irregular outings: These take place on the city and
landscape scale

The three designs will all consist of a design intervention with
a focus on the eye level experience of a route.

To show how the designs work together as a network a
schematic overview will be made.

Process

Method description
Getting more theoretic information via literature studies of the following topics:
- Nature Conservation psychology
- Definitions of (urban) nature
- The experience of the sublime and how it connects with wilderness and nature
- Nature connectedness
- The Pigeon paradox and how it could influence the way we look at urban
nature
- Nature experiences
- The different levels of engagement that people can have with their daily living
environment

Looking at how others have put theories into practice via precedent studies, that
focus on:
- Urban forests
- Nature connectedness: Butterfly kaleidoscope
- Sensorial experiences:
o Bamboo garden
o Moses bridge
o Wasserkrater der Aqua Magica
o Zalige brug
- The daily living environment: Westelijke tuinsteden

More precedents will follow from the literature research.

Getting more information of the location of the research by design via a site analysis
of the Hague for the following topics:
- Atlas urban forest
o Mapping the existing urban forest of the central part of the Hague using
maps of the tree canopies
o Dividing the urban forest into typologies
o Field work: observing and inventorizing what the senses pick up and
analysing the visual aspects by drawing perspective sequences (more
research must be done to determine how the things you smell, feel and
hear can be analysed) to find their problems and opportunities
- Research of the daily life of a fictional character
o Mapping the area that corresponds with the three activity types
o Field work: observing and inventorizing what the senses pick up and
analysing the visual aspects by drawing perspective sequences (more




research must be done to determine how the things you smell, feel and
hear can be analysed)

o Drawing conclusions to see where problems and opportunities appear in
the existing situation

- Interviews with target groups

o Open interviews to expand the view on how people see nature and how
they experience nature in their daily life

o The target group consist of people with a variety of interests in nature
and sustainable living to get information on different views on the topic

o Two options for approaching the target group: sending a digital survey
and/or talking to people in the street

o Contacting ‘Duurzaam Den Haag’ to see if they can help with getting in
touch with the target group, the exact questions, the form and the
analysis of the interview will be determined after this

The found information will be tested in research by design in the Hague. This
research will be guided by the experimental narrative of the fictional character that is
created to get a better understanding on how the design could work on a personal
level. This will result in:

- Three designs that are focused on different kind of activities:
o Everyday errands
o Routine travels
o Irregular outings
- These designs will consist of a design intervention with a focus on the eye
level experience of a route
o Methods and techniques: mapping, creating plans, sections, details, eye
level perspectives, Cullen’s serial visions, collages/montages,
experiments with experiencing a route on paper
- To show how the designs work together as a network a schematic overview
will be made
o Methods and techniques: making diagrams/schemes

Every aspect of the research will influence each other which will not make it a linear
but a cyclical process.
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Reflection

1. What is the relation between your graduation (project) topic, the studio topic (if
applicable), your master track (A,U,BT,LA,MBE), and your master programme
(MSc AUBS)?

My graduation project relates to our studio topic of flowscapes since the relation
between nature and humans can be seen as one of the flows of a landscape. It also
relates to our lab topic (Urban Forest Places) because I'm going research how you
can use the urban forest to reconnect people and nature. It relates to the master
track of LA because the four lenses that are prominent in our master track
(palimpsest, scale continuum, process and perception) will be extensively used with a
focus on the one of perception. This will all relate to the master programme (Msc
AUBS) because it will result in a design for the urban environment.

2. What is the relevance of your graduation work in the larger social, professional
and scientific framework.

The graduation work will be relevant for the larger social framework because if we
find a way to connect to nature again in our daily lives it will become much easier for
people to act in a pro environmental way which will help us all in fighting the current
climate problems. And since human population is shifting to urban areas, urban
nature will be the most important tool to connect people to nature in their daily lives
(Dunn et. al, 2003)

It is relevant for the professional framework because it could come up with practical
tools to increase the opportunities for a nature human connection in urban designs
which could be used in day-to-day landscape architectural practice as well. And since
landscape architecture influences the daily living environment it's a big opportunity to
use the discipline as a tool to reach a great audience for the people nature
connection.

And lastly it's relevant for the scientific framework because even though there’s a lot
to be found about increasing a nature human connection in other disciplines, the
association with landscape architecture is rarely made. Since there’s not a lot to find
about how you can make this nature connection spatial or landscape architectural,
my graduation work can be a beginning of that.







