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Everyday Heritage for Placel

by Michael Sugiyono Susanto, supervised by Dr. Yohei Kato
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Introduction

This study examined the integration of everyday heritage

Dunman

intoplacemaking.Everyday heritagereferstotheintangible
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cultural practices, traditions, and memories that shape

a community’s daily life (Mosler, 2019). By recognising
everyday heritage, placemaking can become a more
inclusive practice. Through mixed-methods case studies
of two parks in Joo Chiat, this study investigated whether

these parks have successfully incorporated residents’
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needs and everyday heritage. -
Figure

Research Design and Methodology Findings

Archival research highlights historical context and highlighted the long stand-

How does traditional heritage differ from everyday heritage in the context of Joo Chiat: ing community driven efforts to preserve heritage and address local issues.

indicating they are well-connected and «central to community life.
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Figure 3. Diagram of Methodology
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Conclusion Observation indicates activity patterns across different demographics, with high

levels of activity during specific hours (7am to 10am and 4pm to 7pm). Notably, this

Traditional Heritage attracts residents and typically viewed as tangible or more physical also proves in space syntax analysis shows KSP has more frequent users than CIP.
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buildings, such as Peranakan architecture, churches, temples around neighbourhood

Everyday Heritage is less formally recognized by the residents, but unconsciously the residents
highlight the everyday heritage that refers to sense of identity, social interaction, daily practices,

such as food culture, ferstivals, and any informal gatherings

Understanding Everyday Heritage
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, guided tour 2
or any cultural celebration and comfortable Figure 9. Activity Heatmap (KSP) Figure 10. Activity Heatmap (CIP)
to enhance visibility and o pedestrian pathways Walkalong interview highlights the importance of community events and social
- gents Uldeq , . . : L .
appreciation of everyday © Tour ensures that public spaces interactions among residents and visitors in the park as part of everyday heritage.
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and celebrated part of the support the daily cultural Intercept Survey shows positive correlation between heritage perception and park
community’s life. practices of the community. usage, indicating that valuing everyday heritage increases community support for

parks.



