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Abstract. City park is a form of action in improving quality of
the urban environment. The purpose of this study is to measure
community participation in the environmental sustainability of
city parks in Binjai City. To get the data needed in this study,
researchers used data collection techniques by surveying. The
researcher distributed questionnaires to visitors to the city park.
The results of this study indicate that community participation is
at the lowest level. In decision making, community participation
is very low for everything related to the preservation of city
parks, communities are still not directly involved. Community
participation in the implementation of city park conservation is
very low, in this case the community has not been involved.
Community participation in taking benefits is rather high, city
parks provide an opportunity for the community to trade around
them so that they get financial benefits from the visitors of the
city park. Community participation in evaluations is very low, in
this case the community has not been involved. The form of
community participation is still only in the form of energy and
acceptance of benefits.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Urban communities currently have quite high ecological
needs. The higher the level of urbanization that occurs, the
higher the level of ecological needs of the urban community,
which is to be able to relax in green open spaces that are
considered healthy and can reduce the stress burden of their
daily work. The urban community life will get better quality,
healthier, more moral, more socially sound, wiser, and smarter
when faced with good environmental quality. One of them that
is associated with meeting these ecological needs is none other
than city parks [1]. City park is a form of action in improving
the quality of the urban environment. The function of city
parks, besides being an aesthetic element of urban space, also
functions as an ecological element of the city [2].

As an ecological element of the city, the city park
functions as a guardian and regulator of microclimate, namely
as a producer of oxygen, silencers, and functions as a view
control that is as a barrier to sunlight or reflected light.
Community involvement or participation is very important in
preserving urban parks.
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Binjai City has four city parks. The core city park is
located in the city center, namely Merdeka Park, Remaja Park,
and Balita Park located very close to one another and not far
from several schools, offices and shops. While the PGRI Park
is on the outskirts of the city, it is located some distance from
the school, but close to shops and residents’ housing. The
Binjai City Environment Department has tried to make a good
arrangement and complete public infrastructure for the
convenience of visitors to the city park.

Merdeka Park is equipped with free wifi, a collection of
various types of plants, sports facilities, and there is a stage for
performances of various activities. In the Balita Park and
PGRI Park provided play facilities for children. Remaja Park
has a collection of types of plants that can be used as a source
of learning, and it needs a fountain in the middle of the park.

Crowds of people visit the city park every day to relax and
exercise. Unfortunately, the compilation of researchers
observing city parks shows that visitors to the city parks have
not yet approved the city parks well. There are graffity on city
park infrastructure, visitors do not like the cleanliness of city
parks, they still like littering. Even though trash bins are
available, the lights in the park are broken, such as throwing,
the cleanliness of city park bathrooms, there are no visitors to
the city park. who defecated under trees and on the walls of
buildings in city parks, smoked in park areas and littered
cigarette butts.

Lack of environmental sustainability because the city
government does not involve the role of the community [3].
People around the park were less active in maintaining city
parks [4]. Therefore, this research needs to be done with the
aim of measuring community participation in preserving city
parks.

Il. RESEARCH METHODS

Geographic location of Binjai is 03 ° 03'40 "- 03 ° 40'02"
LU and 98 ° 27'03 "- 98 ° 39'32" East. The area of Binjai City
is 90.23 km2, located 28 m above sea level and surrounded by
Kab. Deli Serdang, the area boundary to the north is District
22 of Binjai, Langkat Regency and Hamparan Perak District.
Deli Serdang, in the east bordering Sunggal District, Kab. Deli
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Serdang, in the south bordering Sei Bingei District. Langkat
and Kutalimbaru District Kab. Deli Serdang and to the west
are bordered by Selesai District. Langkat.
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Fig. 1. Location of study site

Respondents used in this study are people who visit city
parks. Data were collected by distributing questionnaires to
200 respondents using simple random sampling technique.
Data on community participation in the form of forms and
types of participation obtained through questionnaires. The
assessment is then analyzed using qualitative analysis.

1. RESULTS

In the vicinity of city parks in the City of Binjai there are
no field supervisors provided, so visitor behavior is not
monitored, depending on one's own awareness. The various
forms of participation in society are presented in Table 1.

TABLE 1. FORM AND TYPES OF COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

No Activity Commun | Form Kind of community
ity of participation
involved com
(people) | muni
ty
Ye | No | parti | D IM | B E
s cipat | M C \Y%
ion
1 Following  the | - 20 | - - - - -
deliberation plan 0
to preserve city
parks
2 Following  the | - 20 | - - - - -
socialization of 0
urban park
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3 Participate  in | 7 19 | Just | - - - N
conveying ideas 3 Idea
/ ideas related to
preservation of
urban parks

4 Following 31 [ 16 | Just | - N[N
community 9 Ener
service in gy

cleaning up the
city park area

5 Promote  city | 73 | 12 | Just | - N [N
parks 7 Ener
gy
6 Community - 20 | - - - -
development 0

through training

7 Follow 20 | - -
supervision and 0
evaluation of
city park
activities

Information: DM) Decision making; IM) Implementation; BC)
Benefit collection; EV) Evaluation

a. Types of Participation

Participation in this study focuses to four types of
participation, namely participation in decision making,
participation in implementation, participation in benefit taking,
and participation in evaluation [5].

a.1 Participation in Decision Making

Based on Table 1, community participation in decision
making is very low. Decision making in activities or
everything related to preservation of urban parks still does not
involve the community directly. The community in this case
only has to carry out the results of the decision of the Parks
Department. This means that the Parks Department provides
very little space for the community to provide ideas and ideas
in decision making. The Parks Department feels that the task
of conservation planning is the task of the Parks Department
without having to discuss with the surrounding community.
Most of the people with low education are also the reason for
the lack of community participation in decision making.
Education owned by community members will influence the
way of thinking. Community members with relatively high
education will be more dynamic and have a broader mindset,
when compared to members of the community with less
education. This research highly educated people have the
courage and are actively involved in the forum.

a.2 Participation in Implementation

Table 1 shows that community participation in the
implementation of preservation of urban parks is very high.
The implementation of preservation of city parks has involved
the community. The community is actively involved in
community service and promoting city parks both directly and
on social media. One of the factors that can hinder or pose a
threat to public participation is laziness, apathy, indifference,
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and not wanting to make changes at the level of community
members [6].

a.3 Participation in Benefit Taking

Table 1 shows the participation of the community in
medium categorized benefit taking. Promotional activities
promoting city parks by the community can provide financial
benefits. Visitors who come to city parks indirectly provide
financial benefits to people who sell around city parks.
Therefore, the community will definitely benefit when the
community is involved in all activities in the city park.

a.4 Community Participation in Evaluations

Based on Table 1, community participation in evaluation is
very low. Most of the community in evaluating the
preservation of city parks in the City of Binjai were not
involved by the Department of Parks who conducted an
evaluation of the preservation of city parks.

b. Forms of Participation

The forms of participation consists of participation in the
form of ideas / ideas only, participation in the form of energy
alone, participation in the form of thoughts and energy, and
participation in the form of expertise [7].

b.1 Participation in the form of ideas / ideas only

Table 1 shows that participation in the form of ideas was
very low. Almost all people have not participated in the form
of ideas. That is because the space and time of the community
to provide ideas are still not available. The community also
thinks that their ideas may not be accepted by the Parks
Department.

b.2 Participation in the form of personel only

Based on Table 1, community participation in the form of
labor alone is quite high. The community participates in the
activity of preserving city parks in the City of Binjai in the
form of this power when the community wants to join in
directly helping the Parks Department do community service
to clean up the city park area.
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b.3 Participation in the form of thought and energy

The level of community participation in the form of
thought and energy in preserving urban parks in Binjai City is
still lacking / very low. This happens because the community
is only limited to participating in the form of energy and the
community considers that the ideas, suggestions and criticisms
that they will convey will not be heard by the Parks
Department.

b.4 Participation in the form of expertise

Community participation in the form of expertise still does
not exist / is still very low. Community participation in the
preservation of urban parks in the City of Binjai is still at the
first level, namely passive / manipulative [8].

IV. CONCLUSION

Community participation in the preservation of city parks is
only in the implementation and acceptance of benefits and has
participation in the form of energy and ideas. Community
participation in the City of Binjai in the preservation of urban
parks is at the lowest level.

REFERENCES

[1] S. Hayati. “Partisipasi Masyarakat dalam Pengembangan Ekowisata di
Pangandaran-Jawa Barat”. Forum Geografi. 24 (1) : 12-27, 2010.

[2] Muhaimin. Membangun Kecerdasan Ekologis. Bandung: Alfabeta. 2015.
[3] S. Pratiwi. “Local Community Participation in Ecotourism

Development: A Critical Analysis of Selected Published Literature”.
Jurnal Manajemen Hutan Tropika. 7 (2): 69-77. 2006.

[4] D. Fitriyana. Konflik Manajemen antara Pengelola dan Masyarakat di
Tahura Djuanda Bandung, Jawa Barat. JUMPA. 2 (2): 111-123. 2016.

[5] Cohen, Uphoff. Rural Development Participation : Concepts and
Measure for Project Design, Implementation and Evaluation. New York
(US) : Cornell University. 1977.

[6] Dwiningrum. “Konflik Manajemen antara Pengelola dan Masyarakat di
Tahura Djuanda Bandung, Jawa Barat”. JUMPA. 2 (2): 111-123. 2016.

[7]1 A. Ibori. “Partisipasi Masyarakat dalam Pelaksanaan Pembangunan di
Desa Tembuni Distrik Tembuni Kabupaten Teluk Bintuni. Jurnal
Ekonomi Pembangunan”. 2 (1): 161-175. 2013.

[8] S.R. Arnstein. “A Ladder of Citizen Participation”. JAIP. 35 (4) : 216-
224, 1995.

204



	COVER DEPAN.pdf (p.1)
	Table of Content.pdf (p.2-13)
	Abs-199 (202-204).pdf (p.14-16)
	COVER BELAKANG.pdf (p.17)



