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Abstract: Open green spaces are considered as an integral part of university campuses worldwide and the related studies 

reveal the significant impact of the green spaces on the quality of life in the campuses. Thus, scholars have also stressed 

the need of revitalization of outdoor green spaces in the Qatar university campus. This research investigates whether 

students‘ perception has an impact on usability of green spaces,  precisely, at the Women‘s Engineering Building of 

Qatar University. It also considers the extent to which regional factors, such as climate and privacy, as per Islamic value, 

impact the perception of usability of open green spaces. A review of the literature was conducted for exploring the 

regional influence on perception and usability of green spaces. Site visits and field observation were conducted to 

understand the spatial nature of the green spaces in terms of privacy and the types of green space usage in the 

surrounding areas of the Women‘s Engineering Building. User‘s perception of green spaces and their impact on usability 

were collected through survey questions and questionnaires. In contrast to the views of the scholars, significant 

difference between perception and usability of the green spaces along the year, the findings reveal that (1) a certain 

resistance to the usage of the green spaces occurs in summer; (2) there is no significant  threat to the perception of 

privacy, which, in turn, has no impact on the usability of green spaces at Qatar University‘s Women‘s Engineering 

Building. 
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INTRODUCTION 

The literature reveals that, more than a half the 

world‘s population is living in the cities nowadays. 

Also, it is estimated that 66%of the world‘s population 

will live in urban areas by 2050; cities are growing both 

in numbers and extents. The literature also reveals that 

cities are growing in an unhealthy manner, posing 

environmental challenges such as air pollution, Urban 

Heat Island effect, noise pollution, water pollution [1], 

vegetation and habitat loss due to the sprawling urban 

area [2]. Polluted water, air, soil due to various 

pollutants are taking a toll on public health. In addition 

to physical health problems, increased stress level due 

to demanding nature in work environment is one of the 

main concerns in the recent years [3]. 

 

Green spaces are considered to be beneficial in 

overcoming these challenges. Plants and trees sequester 

carbon dioxide, therefore, ameliorate the urban heat 

island effect [4]. They are beneficial in reducing noise 

pollution. Therefore, green spaces are part of healthier 

environment, acting as lungs in the cities. The presence 

of green space is associated with reduced mortality, 

obesity, depression, anxiety, cardiovascular disease. 

They promote physical activity and offer verities of 

opportunities for experiencing nature, social interaction 

and cohesion in the form of leisure and recreation [5]. 

Also, scholars reveal that superior aesthetical quality of 

landscape helps to build a sense of community and has 

a significant role in establishing community identity, 

solidarity and security [65].  

 

In the city, university itself forms a community 

[6, 7]. Scholars have noted that, there is a dearth of 

research about how individuals use the outdoor 

environment in a campus setting, although, outdoor 

spaces determine both students‘ and faculty members‘ 

perceptions of the campus [8]. As explained, green 

spaces are most remembered as (A) outdoor spaces in 

the campus where people congregate to walk, talk, 

study, and relax and as (B) incidental spaces where 

people encounter [9 - 17]. 

 

A research on ‗The Relationship between 

Student Use of Campus Green Spaces and the 

Arboretum and Perceptions of Quality of Life‘ indicates 

that, the undergraduate students, who used the campus 

green spaces and the arboretum more frequently, rated 

their overall quality of life higher compared to the 

students who used the campus green spaces and the 

arboretum less frequently [18]. Another research found 

out that, high school students in rooms with windows 
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were generally happier [9] . Therefore, research on  

people-plant relationships could prove beneficial.  

 

Qatar University campus has number of green 

pockets of various types such as preserved green 

spaces, plantations, gardens etc. Gardens between the 

buildings are the most accessible spaces for students 

[17]. This study investigates students‘ perception of 

campus open green space at Qatar University Women‘s 

Engineering Campus and investigates whether 

perception has impact on the usability. Qatar University 

Women‘s Engineering Building is surrounded by such 

green space concentration. Therefore, this research 

investigates surrounding green spaces of the Women‘s 

Engineering Building (Figure 1-2-3-4). 

 

 
Fig-1: Qatar University Master Plan (Source: (Wheeler, [64]) 

 

 
Fig-2: Aerial view of the Women’s Engineering Building surrounding (Source:(University, [63]) 

 

 
Fig-3: Green Space at University Mosque area (Source: Magazine, 2016) 
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Fig-4: Green space at Men’s engineering building (Source: Week, 2013) 

 

Background 

Universities’ Learning Environment 

Education system at the universities has been 

evolving. Conventional education system was 

structured around lecture deliveries by the scholars. 

Learning experience was limited to class rooms and 

library [20]. Hence, designers focused more on 

designing class rooms, corridors, and libraries‘ studying 

rooms. Modern education system is interactive in 

nature: students have access to the Internet 

conveniently. Hence, the source of knowledge is not 

limited by books and instructors: students‘ learning 

activities are extended beyond the classrooms and the 

campus.  

 

Education system at the universities has become 

student-oriented by nature. They are required to explore 

and discuss various topics related to their programmes, 

which include assignments and exams. The academic 

performance of the students is greatly measured by their 

ability to efficiently complete the assigned tasks on 

time. The limited time leads to long working hours. One 

of the studies indicates that, human brain requires 

energy to extract necessary information from the 

information pool. Continuous long-term activity or 

intense short-term activity would cause mental 

exhaustion. That would decrease the efficiency of the 

brain and lead to errors [21]. As a result, students may 

feel stressed and perform poorly. One of the research 

estimates that, 40%-50% of the graduate students 

perform inadequately and some even decide to quit the 

programme due to mental stress. Along with the poor 

performance, the stress effects both psychological and 

physical health such as, depression, blood pressure, 

heart attack, diabetes etc. Hence, mental rejuvenation is 

essential for the progressive learning.  

 

Some researchers argue that green gardens have 

healing effects in the process of  relieving mental and 

physical fatigue [22]. Direct contact with nature acts as 

healing therapy [23]. Various landscape features in 

green spaces, specifically natural elements such as 

green plants, flowers and water, reduce stress [24]. 

Surveys state that the majority of students chose natural 

settings to elevate their mood when they are 

emotionally and mentally upset [25].  Also, active 

involvement in nature is proven to be beneficial in 

improving self-esteem [25].  

 

Aesthetic quality of the green spaces (colors, 

structure, forms and densities of woody vegetation) 

impacts the emotional and mental health of the students 

[21]. Same research investigated the relationship 

between physical environment and various aspects of 

quality of life. As per the research, people who are in 

contact with nature are happier and satisfied with their 

job and home. It is found that the students opt to study 

in a campus based on its appearance [26]. therefore, 

well-designed green spaces would attract more students 

to the campus. There is also an argument that aesthetic 

quality of landscape design is advantageous in 

establishing campus identity, foster alumni 

sentimentalism, creating sense of community. 

Therefore, some scholars have argued that creating 

attractive campus to facilitate quality of life should be 

the aim of university campus design [27]. 

 

Most of the university campuses around the 

world have been taking leadership in green and 

sustainable revolution [28]. Open spaces are considered 

of prime importance in achieving sustainable micro 

ecology which accommodates diverse plants with 

compatible species and acts as ecosystem services. Such 

services positively influence emotional and mental 

health of the students and are considered as a part of 

healthy campus. Previous research shows that the 

effectiveness of green spaces depends on how people 

feel about them and utilize them [8]. Hence, it is 

imperative to understand the relationship between 

perception and utilization of green spaces in university 

campus. 

 

Qatar University is one of the larger university 

campuses in Qatar, actively participating in 

sustainability initiatives. It has signed Memorandum Of 

Understanding with Gulf Organization for Research and 

Development to develop a general framework for co-

ordination to teach and integrate GSAS (Global 

Sustainability Assessment System) into the university‘s 

education curriculum to raise awareness of sustainable 
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building practices and encourage optimum consumption 

of energy, water and environmental resources. It is 

evident that, Qatar University sets an example for 

promoting sustainable initiatives. Therefore, Qatar 

University is considered as ideal place to conduct 

research on perception of sustainable open spaces. 

 

Green Spaces and Perception 

One of the definitions of urban green spaces is 

“public and private vegetated open spaces which are 

either managed or unmanaged natural areas, which are 

directly or indirectly available for users”. This 

definition is agreed upon by ecologists, economists, 

social scientists and planners [29]. It can also be 

understood as land that consists of permeable and 

unsealed ―soft‖ surfaces such as soil, grass, shrubs and 

trees irrespective of the management and accessibility 

by the public. It includes all areas of parks, play areas 

and other green spaces specifically intended for 

recreational use, as well as other green spaces with 

other origins. 

 

Previous research suggests that urban people 

want to feel that they are closer to nature [30]. Green 

spaces are the way to retreat from busy city life in urban 

area since they can find peace in them [30]. Hence, how 

individuals feel about green spaces is a cardinal aspect 

in green spaces design. In one of the studies, perception 

is defined as transaction between person and the 

environment they are placed in [31]. This means 

different individuals will perceive landscape differently. 

These perceptions are mediated by preferences in terms 

of needs and desires based on psychological, cultural, 

social and physical context.  

 

Most of the researches on urban green spaces 

focus on environmental perception. Environmental 

psychology of urban green spaces states that such 

research findings are contradictory since the cultural 

and symbolic value of the green spaces are beyond their 

appearance [32]. Hence, culture plays an important role 

in the green space perception. Research on 

contemporary open space in Middle East region 

highlights the problem of national identity since they 

are designed based on western open space model [33]. 

Therefore, design needs to reflect Islamic social-

religious values. In the meantime, contemporary 

necessities cannot be ignored.  

 

The physical and non-physical aspects of green 

spaces together decide how students respond and react 

in them [34]. It has been argued that university campus 

green spaces are designed to emulate nature and be 

‗beautiful and uplifting‘ [35]. According to the 

literature, affective quality of such places in campus can 

be measured from these responses [8]. Exploration of 

user‘s perception of places and their preferences of 

landscape styles, provide insights into human-nature 

integration [36]. Furthermore, place-specific experience 

through self-reported perception highlights the 

importance of quality of such places [34]. Contact with 

nature and opportunities for social interaction, is 

considered as positive experiences of green spaces [37]. 

It is found that the green space in the campuses not only 

provide opportunities for relaxation, recreation and 

social interaction, but also, serve the practical purposes 

in encouraging student recruitment and funding [27]. 

Therefore, research on students‘ perception of campus 

green spaces is important in achieving sustainable 

outdoor spaces in the campus. 

 

Previous studies on campus outdoor spaces 

indicated the requirement of green open spaces in the 

campus [38]. In their research, 34% of the survey 

expressed their interest in having more green spaces and 

trees. However, the research mainly dealt with the 

aspects of the design of the outdoor spaces. Since 

perception of green spaces play a major role in the 

overall sustainability of the green spaces, this study at 

Qatar University Women‘s Engineering Building 

emphasizes on the perception and utilization of 

surrounding green spaces.  

 

Qatar University 

Qatar is oil-rich country and it has an ambitious 

vision for its sustainable future. Qatar National Vision 

2030 (QNV-2030) is based on four pillars of 

sustainability-  economic, social, human development 

and environmental - to create secure future. Under 

human development, education has been one of the 

prime components in the vision. Qatar has been 

encouraging to create research environment in 

education institutes by investing on education institutes. 

Qatar University is the national university and it has 

significantly contributing to Qatar National Vision in 

terms of providing education to both national and 

international student [39 - 42].  

 

Qatar University campus, recently identified as 

one of the ―most beautiful‖ campus in the world, 

established in 1973, is located in the outskirts of capital 

city Doha, built on eight square kilometers area of land 

[43]. University has high caliber professors and 

researchers who are actively involved in research 

activities. According to Quacquarelli Symonds (QS) 

World University ranking, Qatar University is within 

top 400 varsities and ranks 9th in the Arab region [39]. 

It also serves on behalf of the government by 

collaborating and facilitating private industry to conduct 

regional research, particularly in areas of the 

environment and energy technologies. 

 

As per Qatar University‘s official website, there 

are over 17,000 students enrolled at university. The 

student body, of nearly eighty-five nationalities, 

consists of 53% Qatari nationals and 47% expats. 

Women consist of approximately 75% of the student 

population are provided with their own set of facilities 
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and classrooms. In late 2008, for the first-time, women 

were accepted into the electrical engineering 

department in the hope of cutting back Qatar‘s 

dependence on foreign workers for research and 

development work. The university also recently started 

engineering programs for women to study architecture 

and chemical engineering. At present, The College of 

Engineering currently offers 6 undergraduate programs 

for female students. Architecture, Chemical 

Engineering, Computer Engineering, Electrical 

Engineering and Industrial and Systems Engineering 

currently are administered by 6 departments in the 

College. 

 

Qatar University‘s Women‘s College of 

Engineering is located at the heart of the campus. It is 

surrounded by food court, library, activity center, sports 

complex within the walkable proximity of 500 meters. 

The building is surrounded by number of small green 

patches with seating arrangements. This area has 

highest concentration of open green spaces in the 

campus which makes it an interesting study to find out 

student‘s perception of green spaces and to know 

whether their perception reflects the usability of the 

green open spaces. 

 

 
Fig-5: Qatar University Women's Engineering Building Surrounding (Source: By the author) 

 

According to previous studies there are two non-

physical factors which have influence in usability of the 

green spaces in Islamic societies: cultural value and 

climatic conditions [17]. 
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Fig-6: Influence of Non-Physical factors on Green Space perception and Usability (Source: By the author) 

 

Culture and Usability 

It has been argued that person‘s interest in green 

spaces is based on his perception. People always have 

the need to connect themselves with the place they are 

in. They not only connect with the place but also form 

sense of attachment to the environment. Rapoport 

argued that places have hidden messages and meanings 

beyond their physical features. Culture is one of the 

important non-physical factors associated with the place 

which has influence on human behaviour [44]. Human 

behaviour is derived from culture and activities, 

emerged from the behaviour. Furthermore, built-

environment is created to support these activities [17]. 

Hence, activities influence the nature of place and built-

environment can be understood as cultural 

manifestation of the society, which decides the nature 

of the enclosed spaces.  

 

Cultural identity is deeply rooted in Islamic 

settlements. In an Islamic culture, privacy is highly 

regarded and invasion to privacy is banned and 

criticized [45]. In traditional Islamic settlements, 

economic activities that involved exchange and public 

presence were separated from residential use where 

gender segregation was part of culture [45]. It is 

mentioned that, in Islam, privacy is not imposed on 

individual on spatial means, but, it is a way of life. Built 

form was rationally organized to create privacy [46]. 

Traditional Islamic gardens within urban setting were 

enclosed courtyard spaces. Theses gardens represent the 

concept of openness and stand in contrast to the 

courtyard which is typically confined within the walls 

of a building representing centrality and stability [47]. 

Privacy is considered as an essential aspect of the 

gardens where gender segregation plays important role 

in Islamic cities as a reflection of local culture [33]. 

Investigation of enclosure or surrounding buildings in 

terms of spatial segregation is an important aspect of 

this study as it  influences the perception, thus,  effects 

the usability of the green spaces.  

 

Climate 

Traditionally, Islamic gardens were symbol of 

paradise on earth. The purpose of these gardens is to 

produce a sense of delight and provide a space for 

retreat through plants. It expresses the relationship 

between nature, life and the soul creating a place for 

reflection and observation. Furthermore, Islamic garden 

concept originated in hot-arid region. Therefore, the 

role of landscape design was not only limited to 

ornamental and theological function but also regulated 

the micro-climate. Landscape element such as water 

and vegetation were used for cooling garden and 

surrounding buildings as well [46]. Qatar University is 

situated in hot-arid climate. From May to September 

average temperature surpasses 45C. Therefore, climatic 

consideration in the usability of the green spaces is 

essential in this research. This research also discusses 

students‘ perception of water and vegetation feature of 

the garden. 

 

The Research Design 

This research investigates whether students‘ 

perception has an impact on usability of green spaces,  

precisely, at the Women‘s Engineering Building of 

Qatar University. To deal with this multifaceted 

question, a number of specific sub-questions will be 

addressed: 

 What is Qatari students‘ view on green spaces 

at the Women‘s Engineering Building? 

 Do their perception of green spaces affecting 

its use? 

 Are existing green spaces perceived 

effectively? 

 Do regional factors, such as, climatic 

conditions and privacy as a cultural value,  

influence  the usability? 

 What are students‘ favorite landscape-features 

in the surrounding green spaces? 

 What students want to  include in the 

surrounding green spaces? 
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 Does current green space have community 

value? 

In this exploration, both qualitative and 

quantitative methods were used to observe and measure 

perception, namely visual observation and survey 

questionnaires [48 - 56].  

 

 
Fig-7: The Research Design (Source: By the author) 

 

Data Collection 

Green space definition and philosophy of 

perception was arrived after referring previous research 

papers on perception of green spaces. Region-specific 

influence of non-physical factors was identified by the 

past literature on the built-environment of Islamic 

societies. Nature of the built-environment in the study 

area was analyzed through visual observation. 

 

University Master Plan was analyzed to 

understand the physical organization of the buildings 

within the campus. After identifying the green spaces 

within the walkable distance from the Women‘s 

Engineering Building, the field visit was conducted. 

Camera was used in visual survey to capture various 

types of green spaces and activities in those green 

spaces were noted. Visual observation was conducted in 

various times of the day included morning, afternoon, 

evening and night time. 

 

Due to the limitation of available time to conduct 

the research, survey method was chosen. In the data 

arrangement of open-ended questions, word scheme 

was used rather than entire sentence because it was 

much easier way to gain more information on 

categorized responses. This research methodology is 

inspired by the research project carried out at the 

University of Dalhousie campus [57]. However, in this 

research, field visit and observation were conducted to 

gain more information about non-physical factors which 

could influence perception and usability of green open 

spaces of Middle East Arab region. 

 

In order to qualify the survey, participants had to 

be full-time students in the Women‘s Engineering 

Building and also, they had to be Qatari nationals. To 

assume normal distribution, 20 subjects were sampled.  

 

Experiment proceeded with carefully prepared 

survey questionnaires to collect information on 

perception and usability of open green spaces. Surveys 

included optional questions to collect quantitative data. 

The rank scale and multiple choice methods used in 

survey questions served as a measurement of 

perception. These types of questions focused on various 

aesthetic and utility preferences and climatic condition 

influence on perception and usability of surrounding 

green spaces. Open-ended questions were asked to 

observe the data. Participants‘ answers for open-ended 

questions also served as useful suggestions for further 

research.  

Survey questionnaires were distributed primarily 

at the Women‘s Engineering Building. They are 

distributed at the different locations of the building on 

different days to avoid sampling the same subject twice. 

Surveys are carried out both inside and outside the 
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building and questionnaires were handed out randomly. 

In-person sampling carried out in between 20th October 

to 25th October 2016.  

 

Data collected was organized and categorized 

based on their properties. Visual observation data were 

collected in the form of map and photos and categorized 

into types of green spaces. Usability of these green 

spaces was noted. 

 

Survey question data was categorized into 

various categories which included perception of 

surrounding area as ‗green‘, user‘s satisfaction, 

perception of attractiveness of the green spaces, 

perception of green spaces usability versus actual 

usability, perception of usability and actual usage – 

winter versus summer, comparison between number of 

visits in summer and winter, perception of quality of 

green spaces, perception of privacy, perception of 

privacy. Percentages were calculated and used them to 

create comparative graphs for different questions.  

 

Data collected from open-ended questionnaires 

were coded by examining the categories that emerged 

from responses by using Context Sensitive Scheme 

[58]. Bits (Words) of the answers grouped into 

Definition of ‗Green Spaces‘, visual aesthetic feature 

and potential elements to enhance usability. These 

categories were derived from the substantive theories. 

 

Data Analysis  

Visual Observations 

Master Plan of the University was analyzed. 

Major proportion of the green spaces at Qatar 

University Women‘s Engineering Building is 

surrounded by Women‘s Main building, Women‘s 

Activity Centre, access road and Business Operations 

Department. It is situated in already gender segregated 

location.  

 

Field visit was followed by visual survey to 

identify the types of usability and types of green spaces 

at Women‘s Engineering Building. Types of usability 

were listed as cherishing nature and relaxation, 

individual and combined study, spending time with 

friends, eating. These activities took place both in open 

green spaces and secluded green spaces at the building. 

   

 
Fig-8: Garden at the Main entrance to the building 

 

 
Fig-9: Green Arches in the garden 
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Fig-10: Garden in front of Women’s Main Building 

 

 
Fig-11: Fountain in the garden 

 

Since the weather was comparatively warmer 

during the research, most of the students used green 

spaces only in the evenings and mornings. Therefore, 

influence of shading elements of the garden usability 

could not be mapped. However, a few of them who 

used green spaces during other time of the day were 

seated where building itself acted as shading element in 

the surrounding green spaces.  

 

Survey Data Analysis 

Perception of Surrounding Area as ‘green’ 

A question was asked to collect data on overall 

perception of surrounding green spaces by asking 

participants ―Do you consider surrounding area is 

green?‖ followed by answer choices ―Yes‖ and ―No‖. 

For this question, 75% of them replied ―Yes‖ and 25% 

of the participants marked ―No‖. Therefore, majority of 

the participants perceived that the surrounding green 

spaces are green. To support this question, another 

question was asked, if given a chance, whether they like 

to change the amount of existing green spaces at the 

building. Among the respondents, 55% chose ―Increase 

the amount of green spaces‖ and 15% of them chose 

―Decrease the amount of green spaces‖ and 30% of the 

total respondents preferred maintaining the existing 

amount of green spaces. Percentage of students who 

would like to change the amount of green spaces on 

campus can be seen in Figure 8.  

 

 
Fig-12: Green space maintenance (Source: By the author) 

User’s Satisfaction 

In one of the rank scale multiple choice 

questions, participants were asked to mark their 

satisfaction level about the green spaces. of the given 

options to answer were Very satisfied, Dissatisfied, 

Neither Satisfied nor Dissatisfied, Satisfied, Very 
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Satisfied. 10% of the participants marked ―Very 

Satisfied‖, 30% were responded ―Satisfied‖, 15% of the 

participants were dissatisfied. Among the participants, 

5% were very dissatisfied with the existing green spaces 

and 20% of them did not answer this questionnaire. 

Participants‘ satisfaction level of green spaces can be 

seen in Figure 9. 

 

 
Fig-13: Satisfaction level of the participants (Source: By the author) 

 

Perception of Attractiveness of surrounding green 

spaces 

To measure the perception of attractiveness of 

the green spaces, participants were asked - ―Do you 

think surrounding green spaces are attractive?‖ For this, 

75% of the participants answered ―Yes‖ and 25% of the 

participants answered ―No‖ in the choices of the 

answers provided. 

 

Perception of Green Spaces Usability versus Actual 

Usability 

Participants were asked to answer two questions 

to find out perception of usability of the green spaces 

and actual usage. First, they were asked ―Do you spend 

time in surrounding green spaces often?‖ After a couple 

of questions in the survey questionnaire sequence, again 

they were asked ―Do you think students use green 

spaces often?‖ 60% of the participants thought that 

surrounding green spaces are often used and 40% of the 

participants did not think surrounding green spaces are 

often used. In fact, 40% of them used green spaces 

often and 60% of the participant did not used 

surrounding green spaces. Chi-square value was of 

perception of use versus actual use was 1.6. The p-value 

was 0.2. Hence, there was no significant difference 

between perception of use and actual use of green 

spaces. 

 

Perception of Usability and Actual Usage – winter 

versus Summer 

A comparison between participants‘ perception 

and usage winter versus summer can be seen in Figure 

10. 80% of the participants did not use green spaces in 

summer and 60% did not think green spaces are used 

effectively in summer and 40% of the participants 

thought they green spaces are used effectively in 

summer. 90% of the participants used green spaces in 

winter. 50% of the participants thought green spaces are 

used effectively in winter and 50% of the participants 

did not think green spaces are used effectively in winter 

and other 50% of the participants thought green spaces 

are used effectively in winter and cooler months. Chi-

square test was conducted for usability of green spaces 

summer versus winter. Chi-square statistic found to be 

98.9899. The p-value was close to zero. Therefore, 

there was significant difference in usability pattern in 

summer versus winter. 

 

 
Fig-14: Comparison between students’ perception and usage, summer versus winter (Source: By the author) 
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Comparison between the number of visits in 

summer and winter 

A comparison between number of visits to 

campus green spaces in the winter and summer are 

shown in figure 11. The 80% of the participants marked 

that they do not use green spaces in summer; most 

common number of visits was 0. In winter and cooler 

months, 25% of the participants marked that they use 

green spaces 4 or more times a week, 30% put 3 times a 

week, 20% put 2 times a week, 10 of them have out 

once a week and none of them have put zero times. To 

this questionnaire 20% of the participants did not 

answer. 

 

 
Fig-15: The number of visits to green spaces in summer and winter (Source: By the author) 

 

Perception of Quality of green Spaces 

In one of the previous researches, scholars have 

described public perception of environmental quality as 

‗clean‘, ‗well-maintained‘ and ‗aesthetically pleasing‘. 

It was argued that users perceive a high aesthetic 

quality as a sign of care which likely to lead to a sense 

of community [59]. Therefore, we have included them 

to collect data on perception of quality of the green 

spaces as a rank scale multiple choice question. To 

determine the overall satisfaction scale was used in the 

questionnaire by giving them the choice of Very 

Satisfied, Satisfied, Neither Satisfied nor Dissatisfied, 

Dissatisfied and Very Dissatisfied.  

 

Perception of quality of green spaces was arrived 

by asking them two main questions in two different 

instances. First question address the perception of 

maintenance of the green spaces and second question 

was asked to find out their preferences of vegetation 

appearance that is neat and clean versus natural and 

wild. 70% percentage of the participants thought the 

green spaces in campus are well maintained and 30% of 

the participants did not think surrounding green spaces 

are well maintained. 45% of the participant‘s preferred 

neat vegetation and 55% of the participant‘s preferred 

wild and natural vegetation.  

 

Perception of Privacy 

To understand the type of open space 

requirement, a question was asked regarding their 

preference on secluded green spaces and open outdoor 

green spaces. 75% of the participants preferred open 

spaces against secluded spaces which show that 

majority of the participants are comfortable in terms of 

privacy. 

Understanding of the term ‘Green Spaces’ 

In one of the open-ended questions participants 

were asked to define green spaces. 85% of the 

participants answered the questionnaire. Purpose of the 

question was to determine common understanding of 

the green spaces by the participants. Some of them have 

given long descriptive definition and many of them 

have written simple words. A few common words and 

understandings were selected to come up with the 

definition of green spaces as per participants 

understanding. Common words included place, trees 

and plants or greenery, nice to look at/good view, for 

enjoyment/relaxation/refreshment/comfort in terms of 

seating, well designed. Therefore, participant‘s 

perception of green spaces can be written as ―Well-

designed spaces with vegetation which are pleasing to 

the eyes and serves the purpose of enjoyment, 

refreshment and relaxation‖. This highlighted the 

common belief about the purpose of green spaces in 

university campus. To get more information on 

participant‘s belief about purpose of green space on 

campus another similar question was asked. The 

question was ―What purpose green spaces serve on 

campus?‖ Answers for this question were included 

common words as aesthetic, cooling, refreshment and 

relaxing. Therefore, purpose of green spaces in campus 

as per participant‘s view seems like aesthetic, leisure 

and regulation of the micro climate. 

 

Visual Aesthetic Feature  

In the next question, participants were asked to 

answer what strikes them the most in campus green 

spaces to find out how they identify the green spaces. 

Their answers included huge trees, green arches, water 

features, seating area and lighting. 85% of the 

participants have answered this question. 10% of the 
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participants answered that none of the features struck 

them. That means these elements are producing the 

impression of the campus landscape. When they were 

asked to answer, what is the best feature in the campus 

landscape, majority of them wrote fountains, tree arch 

and flowers. It indicates that, in existing campus 

landscape, these are the features they like.  

 

Potential elements to enhance usability 

The next question was to find out what they 

would like to see added in the campus green space. 

They were also given the examples such as wilder green 

spaces, vegetation diversity, local species, flowers etc. 

Majority of them wanted to see added flowers, 

wilderness, seating area and shading.  

 

Findings 

Chi-square statistical function indicates that, 

there is no significant difference between students‘ 

perception of green space usage and actual usage. 75% 

of the participants thought that surrounding green 

spaces are attractive, that means they are pleasing to the 

eyes. However, 40% usability indicates on par 

effectiveness of the green spaces, which contradicts 

attractiveness measure. Therefore, there is a gap 

between attractiveness of the green spaces and actual 

usage of the green spaces.  

 

The measure of satisfaction level, 30%, indicates 

that, participants are happy with the surrounding. This 

was determined by their choice of answers such as 

‗Satisfactory‘ and ‗Very Satisfactory‘ options given in 

the survey question. 30% of the participants were 

neither unhappy nor happy with the surrounding green 

spaces. 20% of the students did not answer this 

question. Since 20% of the participants did not answer 

this question, it is difficult to arrive at the conclusion on 

this survey question.  

 

Furthermore, test on the influence of climatic 

conditions indicates that it has major role in the 

usability of surrounding green spaces since majority of 

the participants did not use green spaces in summer. 

The test on the influence of Islamic values of privacy on 

usability indicates that, there is no cultural resistance 

for visiting surrounding green spaces. As there is very 

less participants who preferred secluded green spaces, 

we can understand that there is no cultural resistance for 

visiting surrounding green spaces. 

 

When we asked them what they liked to see 

added, their answers such as wilder green spaces, 

vegetation diversity, local species, flowers indicate that 

they are looking forward to having more natural 

aesthetic spaces added in the existing landscape. While 

defining the green spaces, participants have expressed 

their common belief about green spaces in the campus 

which included contact with nature, comfort and mental 

benefits. It depicts their aspiration. Their liking towards 

landscape features such as trees, flowers and fountains 

suggests what they like to see more in the surrounding 

green spaces.  

 

Pleasant experiences will be a part of their 

memory which would strengthen the alumni sentiments. 

We also got an opportunity to interact with the 

participants  while distributing and explaining the 

survey brief. This helped in knowing more about their 

feelings towards the surrounding green spaces. Some of 

the participants expressed their anger while explaining 

the loss of huge trees in the gardens since those trees 

were cut for beautification. Students have included this 

incident in one of the educative video they prepared. 

Therefore, it is evident that the existing green spaces 

have the potential to form community spirit.  

 

CONCLUSIONS 

The experiment indicates that there is no 

significance difference between the perception and 

usability of the green space. It also indicates that 

privacy as an Islamic value has no influence on the 

usability. Therefore, there is no influence of perception 

on the usability of surrounding green spaces. However, 

usability of green spaces is affected by climatic 

conditions.  

 

75% of the participants thought that surrounding 

area is green, attractive and well maintained which is 

the clear indication of overall effectiveness of the 

surrounding green spaces. Therefore, surrounding green 

spaces are effectively perceived by the students. 

 

As discussed in the literature of the research, 

water bodies and trees can be used for both passive 

cooling and aesthetic purpose which are considered as 

traditional elements of the Islamic gardens. Majority of 

the participants have listed these aspects of the garden 

as the most liked feature. Hence, they can be affectively 

used in the design of green spaces for regulating micro 

climate, thereby, in enhancing the usability of 

surrounding green spaces.  

 

This research is successful in identifying 

students‘ perception of surrounding green spaces of 

Qatar University Women‘s Engineering Building. This 

experiment serves as a model experiment to evaluate 

green spaces in rest of the zones in the campus. 

Therefore, it is new addition to previously conducted 

researches on quality of outdoor spaces in the campus.  

 

Future Research 

75% of the participants thought that surrounding 

area is green, the study area had the maximum 

concentration of green spaces compared to the rest of 

the campus area. Hence, students‘ perception of green 

spaces in the study area may not be comparable with 

their perception of the rest of the areas in the campus. 

Therefore, pilot surveys need to be conducted in various 
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zones of the university such as men‘s campus, common 

zones of all students to find out overall perception of 

green spaces in the campus. 

 

The research was limited on sample size, which 

depended on how many subjects completed the survey 

or questionnaire within the time limit. Most of the 

respondents to the survey questionnaire were 

architecture students and they were easily available to 

us. Therefore, diversity is missing in the composition of 

the participants in this research. Also, including faculty 

members and staffs in the survey would have given 

more clarity to the research. Research was also limited 

on outdoor distribution of survey questionnaire because 

of the warmer weather condition during survey period. 

A longer time dedicated to sampling would have 

generated greater in-depth responses from participants 

and accurate statistical results. 

 

Acknowledgments 

The authors would like to acknowledge the 

support of Qatar University for creating an environment 

that encourages scientific research. This research study 

was developed as an assignment at the core-course 

‗Special Topic in Urban Design - I‘ (PHUP-751, Fall-

2016) for the Doctor of Philosophy Program (Ph.D.) at 

Qatar University, College of Engineering, Department 

of Architecture and Urban Planning (DAUP), taught by 

Dr Raffaello Furlan. The authors would like to express 

their gratitude to all the survey participants at Qatar 

University Women‘s Engineering Building, who 

enthusiastically volunteered in addressing the research 

survey questionnaires to the research aims. Finally, the 

authors thank the anonymous reviewers for their 

comments, which contributed to an improvement of this 

paper. The authors are solely responsible for the 

statements made herein. 

 

REFERENCES 

1. Uttara, S., Bhuvandas, N., & Aggarwal, V. 

(2012). Impacts of Urbanization on 

environment. International Journal of 

Research in Engineering and Applied 

Sciences, 2(2), 1637-1645.  

2. Ewing, R., Kostyack, J., Chen, D., Stein, B., & 

Ernst, M. (2005). Endangered by Sprawl. How 

Runaway Development Threatens America's 

Wildlife.  

3. Zhou, X., & Parves Rana, M. (2012). Social 

benefits of urban green space: A conceptual 

framework of valuation and accessibility 

measurements. Management of Environmental 

Quality: An International Journal, 23(2), 173-

189.  

4. Schipperijn, J., Stigsdotter, U. K., Randrup, T. 

B., & Troelsen, J. (2010). Influences on the 

use of urban green space–A case study in 

Odense, Denmark. Urban Forestry & Urban 

Greening, 9(1), 25-32.  

5. Coley, R. L., Sullivan, W. C., & Kuo, F. E. 

(1997). Where does community grow? The 

social context created by nature in urban public 

housing. Environment and behavior, 29(4), 

468-494.  

6. Carr, S. (1992). Public space. Cambridge 

University Press. 

7. Wey, W. M., & Hsu, J. (2014). New urbanism 

and smart growth: Toward achieving a smart 

National Taipei University District. Habitat 

International, 42, 164-174.  

8. Abu-Ghazzeh, T. M. (1999). Communicating 

behavioral research to campus design factors 

affecting the perception and use of outdoor 

spaces at the University of 

Jordan. Environment and behavior, 31(6), 764-

804.  

9. Furlan, R. (2015). Liveability and Social 

Capital in West Bay, the New Business 

Precinct of Doha. Arts and Social Sciences 

Journal, 6(3), 1-11.  

10. Furlan, R. (2016). Modern and vernacular 

settlements in Doha: An urban planning 

strategy to pursue modernity and consolidate 

cultural identity. Arts and Social Sciences 

Journal, 5(2).  

11. Furlan, R. (2016). Urban Design and Social 

Livability: The Revitalization of the Corniche 

in Doha. American Journal of Environmental 

Engineering, 6(3), 73-87.  

12. Furlan, R., & Faggion, L. (2015). The 

Development of Vital Precincts in Doha: 

Urban Regeneration and Socio-Cultural 

Factors. American Journal of Environmental 

Engineering, 5(4), 120-129.  

13. Muneerudeen, A., Al Khani, F., & Furlan, R. 

(2016). Urban Revitalization of Public Spaces 

in the Pearl in Qatar. American Journal of 

Sociological Research, 6(1), 1-9.  

14. Lehmann, S. (2010). Green urbanism: 

Formulating a series of holistic 

principles. SAPI EN. S. Surveys and 

Perspectives Integrating Environment and 

Society, (3.2).  

15. Lehmann, S. (2011). What is Green 

Urbanism? Holistic Principles to Transform 

Cities for Sustainability. INTECH Open 

Access Publisher.  

16. Parks, S., Spaces, G., & Life, U. (2002). 

Briefing: Green Spaces, Better Places. 

Proceedings of the ICE - Municipal Engineer, 

151, 241-242. 

17. Rajan, S. R., Al Nuaimi, A., & Furlan, R. 

(2016). Qatar University Campus: Built Form, 

Culture and Livability. American Journal of 

Sociological Research, 6(4), 99-110.  

18. McFarland, A. L., Waliczek, T. M., & Zajicek, 

J. M. (2008). The relationship between student 

use of campus green spaces and perceptions of 

http://scholarsmepub.com/sjhss/


 

 

Soujanya Mogra et al.; Saudi J. Humanities Soc. Sci.; Vol-2, Iss-1(Jan, 2017):80-94              

Available Online:  http://scholarsmepub.com/sjhss/                                                                                        93 
 

quality of life. Hort Technology, 18(2), 232-

238.  

19. Karmel, L. J. (1965). Effects of windowless 

classroom environment on high school 

students. Perceptual and motor skills, 20(1), 

277-278.  

20. Park, E. L., & Choi, B. K. (2014). 

Transformation of classroom spaces: 

traditional versus active learning classroom in 

colleges. Higher Education, 68(5), 749-771.  

21. Kaplan, R., Kaplan, S., & Brown, T. (1989). 

Environmental preference a comparison of 

four domains of predictors. Environment and 

behavior, 21(5), 509-530. 

22. Skärbäck, E. (2013). Analysis of restorative 

outdoor characteristics on a university campus.  

23. Marcus, C. C., & Barnes, M. (1999). Healing 

gardens: Therapeutic benefits and design 

recommendations. John Wiley & Sons.  

24. Largo-Wight, E., Chen, W. W., Dodd, V., & 

Weiler, R. (2011). Healthy workplaces: The 

effects of nature contact at work on employee 

stress and health. Public Health Reports, 126(1 

suppl), 124-130.  

25. Lau, S. S., & Yang, F. (2009). Introducing 

healing gardens into a compact university 

campus: design natural space to create healthy 

and sustainable campuses. Landscape 

Research, 34(1), 55-81.  

26. Lougee, C. C., Boyer, E. L., & Horowitz, H. L. 

(1988). College: The Undergraduate 

Experience in America.  

27. Griffith, J. C. (1994). Open space preservation: 

An imperative for quality campus 

environments. The Journal of Higher 

Education, 65(6), 645-669.  

28. Skarie, K. (2013). Sustainable Leadership: 

Engaging Students to Create Lasting Change 

on Campus. Journal of the Student Personnel 

Association at Indiana University, 6-14.  

29. Baycan-Levent, T., Van Leeuwen, E., 

Rodenburg, C., & Nijkamp, P. (2002). 

Development and management of green spaces 

in European cities: a comparative 

analysis. Research memorandum, 2002, 25.  

30. Coles, R. W., & Bussey, S. C. (2000). Urban 

forest landscapes in the UK—progressing the 

social agenda. Landscape and Urban 

Planning, 52(2), 181-188.  

31. Zube, E. H. (1987). Perceived land use 

patterns and landscape values. Landscape 

Ecology, 1(1), 37-45.  

32. Keshavarz, N. (2013). Muslim perspective on 

neighbourhood park use in Birmingham City, 

United Kingdom and Aachen City, 

Germany (Doctoral dissertation).  

33. Germeraad, P. W. (1993). Islamic traditions 

and contemporary open space design in Arab-

Muslim settlements in the Middle 

East. Landscape and urban planning, 23(2), 

97-106.  

34. Speake, J., Edmondson, S., & Nawaz, H. 

(2013). Everyday Encounters With Nature: 

Students'perceptions And Use Of University 

Campus Green Spaces. Human 

Geographies, 7(1), 21.  

35. Gumprecht, B. (2007). The campus as a public 

space in the American college town. Journal of 

Historical Geography, 33(1), 72-103.  

36. Bonnes, M., Passafaro, P., & Carrus, G. 

(2010). The ambivalence of attitudes toward 

urban green areas: Between proenvironmental 

worldviews and daily residential 

experience. Environment and Behavior.  

37. Burgess, J., Harrison, C. M., & Limb, M. 

(1988). People, parks and the urban green: a 

study of popular meanings and values for open 

spaces in the city. Urban studies, 25(6), 455-

473.  

38. Salama, A. M. (2008). When good design 

intentions do not meet users expectations: 

Exploring Qatar University campus outdoor 

spaces. Archnet-IJAR, 2(2), 57-77.  

39. Furlan, R., & AlMohannadi, M. (2016). Light 

Rail Transit And Land Use In Qatar: An 

Integrated Planning Strategy For Al Qassars 

Tod. ArchNet-IJAR, 10(3).  

40. AlMohannadi, M., Zaina, S., Zaina, S., & 

Furlan, R. (2015). Integrated Approach for the 

Improvement of Human Comfort in the Public 

Realm: The Case of the Corniche, the Linear 

Urban Link of Doha. American Journal of 

Sociological Research, 5(4), 89-100.  

41. Furlan, R., & Petruccioli, A. (2016). 

Affordable Housing For Middle Income 

Expats In Qatar: Strategies For Implementing 

Livability And Built Form. International 

Journal of Architectural Research: ArchNet-

IJAR, 10(3), 138-151.  

42. Zaina, S., Zaina, S., & Furlan, R. (2016). 

Urban planning in Qatar: strategies and vision 

for the development of transit villages in 

Doha. Australian Planner, 1-16.  

43. Lipovetsky, G., & Serroy, J. (2015). A 

estetização do mundo: viver na era do 

capitalismo artista. Editora Companhia das 

Letras. 

44. Rapoport, A. (1982). The meaning of the built 

environment: A nonverbal communication 

approach. University of Arizona Press.  

45. Shojaee, F., & Paeezeh, M. (2015). Islamic 

city and urbanism, an obvious example of 

sustainable architecture and city. Cumhuriyet 

Science Journal, 36(6), 231-237.  

46. Falahat, S. (2013). Re-imaging the City: A new 

conceptualisation of the urban logic of the 

“Islamic city”. Springer Science & Business 

Media. 

http://scholarsmepub.com/sjhss/


 

 

Soujanya Mogra et al.; Saudi J. Humanities Soc. Sci.; Vol-2, Iss-1(Jan, 2017):80-94              

Available Online:  http://scholarsmepub.com/sjhss/                                                                                        94 
 

47. Attia, S., & Wierina, H. (2005). Islamic design 

in the Western world and Western design in 

Islamic world. Research paper submitted to 

Design Theory Course, Wageningen 

University, 2005. 

48. Creswell, J. W. (2013). Research design: 

Qualitative, quantitative, and mixed methods 

approach. Sage publications.  

49. Denzin, N. K., & Lincoln, Y. S. (2011). The 

Sage handbook of qualitative research. Sage.  

50. Maxwell, J. (1996). Qualitative design 

research: An interaction approach. Newbury 

Conari Press. 

51. Miles, M. B., & Huberman, A. M. (1994). 

Qualitative data analysis: A 

sourcebook. Beverly Hills: Sage Publications.  

52. Morse, J. M. (1991). Approaches to 

qualitative-quantitative methodological 

triangulation. Nursing research, 40(2), 120-

123.  

53. Silverman, D. (2013). Doing qualitative 

research: A practical handbook. SAGE 

Publications Limited.  

54. Denzin, N. K., & Lincoln, Y. S. 

(1994). Handbook of qualitative research. 

Sage publications, inc.  

55. Zeisel, J. (1975). Sociology and architectural 

design (Vol. 6). Russell Sage Foundation.  

56. Zeisel, J. (1984). Inquiry by design: Tools for 

environment-behaviour research (No. 5). CUP 

archive.  

57. Stepan, K. (2014). Green Space Perception. 

58. Kirby, S. L., Greaves, L., & Reid, C. 

(2006). Experience research social change: 

Methods beyond the mainstream. University of 

Toronto Press.  

59. Marshall, C., & Rossman, G. B. 

(2014). Designing qualitative research. Sage 

publications. 

60.  Lougee, C. C., Boyer, E. L., & Horowitz, H. 

L. (1988). College: The Undergraduate 

Experience in America.  

61. Kaplan, S., & Talbot, J. F. (1983). 

Psychological benefits of a wilderness 

experience. In Behavior and the natural 

environment (pp. 163-203). Springer US. 

62. Mitchell, R. (2013). Is physical activity in 

natural environments better for mental health 

than physical activity in other 

environments?. Social Science & Medicine, 91, 

130-134.  

63. University, Q. (2009). Second International 

Social Science Symposium. Sustainable 

Development: Issues and Challenges. 

64. Wheeler, S. M. (2013). Planning for 

sustainability: creating livable, equitable and 

ecological communities. Routledge. 

65. Budruk, M., Thomas, H., & Tyrrell, T. (2009). 

Urban green spaces: A study of place 

attachment and environmental attitudes in 

India. Society and Natural Resources, 22(9), 

824-839. 

 

 

http://scholarsmepub.com/sjhss/

