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1. Introduction 
 
The city of Buenos Aires and its agglomeration concentrates thirty percent of the Argentine              
population. (INDEC, 2010) Historically, the political governments focused all the equipment,           
investment, progress on the north of the city, the place where all the financial, core services,                
and the main country harbor is. The south part of the town and all the cities around it has                   
been, where lies the most urgent vital unfulfilled needs of the population. The river              
Matanza-Riachuelo that cross over the urban agglomeration of Buenos Aires, has been            
significantly a place of urban segregation for being located in the south area of the main                
town. Since the post-colonial times, the river has been officially a place that separates the               
jurisdiction of the city of Buenos Aires with some of the towns that were built around the                 
urban agglomeration. 
  
Since its place has never been treated as a whole and has always been treated as a                 
boundary, there is always been a focus for factories to dispose its waste and an attractive                
place for a large portion of the underclasses to settled down there, occupying illegally the               
previous terrains that were once from the railway, now abandoned. In addition, the population              
that inhabits the south side of this limit has few accesses to enter the Capital, with very few                  
points of contact between both margins. This situation frequently generates collapses in            
public or private vehicular traffic, due to the need to access the area with the greatest range                 
of services found in the capital area. Beyond all the problems listed, the high levels of                
contamination that the river has make it one of the most critical in the world. (Alonso, 2018)                 
Thus, the inhabitants of the aforementioned settlements fight for their rights of use and              
appropriation of space, while the State demands intervention in the urban coast, constituting             
one of the most promising discussions in this urban sector. (Gruschetsky, 2011) 
  
Knowing all of the effects of urban troubles in places of boundaries, it is undebatable that a                 
more species concern of what happens at the local level of population should be done. Urban                
management until recently does not know how to handle territorially this kinds of places and               
even by using countless tools for intervention on these they fail to correctly trigger the main                
concerns. The issue regarding this failure is that they keep on developing the same              
strategies by the same diagnostic studies and without knowing that such tools are dated or               
not precise the troubles around those areas will be worsened by time. (Brenner, Marcuse,              
Mayer, 2017:99) 
  
The study presented here focuses on the perception of those who lives in this boundary               
through interviews and collective experiences and is a part of a more developed project in               
the University of Buenos Aires study called URBAN LANDSCAPE AND SUSTAINABLE           
INTERDESIGN: Guidelines and strategies for landscape interventions in border areas of the            
city. 
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The main objective of this work is to propose a methodology of diagnosis on urban territories                
in a low degree of scale, by the pedestrian view of the city, using the commonly labeled                 
concept of participatory mapping (Diez Tetamanti, 2016) and developing a distinguished           
theoretical approach to landscape studies on urban areas: The landscape units (Choi,            
Corbalán, De Sousa, Di Corrado, Larumbe Araujo, 2018). This methodology was developed            
in order to study places within cities that are surrounded by edges (Lynch, 1960) and/or               
boundaries (Arriaga Rodriguez, 2012), such as the limits between neighborhoods or cities.            
We have found that this methodology in development is way more precise and effective for               
the study of particular scales and cases in the territory rather than the convenied simplistic               
morphologic ways of studying the territory which is yet an overused trend on urban              
management policies. 
  
The following paper will show the detailed development and the results of the undergoing              
work around the stated methodology. To do so, the first part of it will be focused on the                  
theoretical approaches surrounding the main component of it which is the concept of             
Landscape Units. A representative concept currently developed by the research team that            
structures the main potential axis for this new methodology. It is by studying and itemizing               
them in the territory that the process of identifying the particular troublesome areas is more               
pertinent. 
  
The second part of it will be focused on the methodology of how these Landscape units were                 
detected on the particular case of study and how they were represented. As well, how these                
are applied into the territory by the inhabitants of it by the use of surveys, audiovisual                
methods and so on. In the last part, there will be the results of the applied methodology with                  
some successful mapped places in a proposal to counteract the raised hypothesis of the              
research work. 
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2. Theoretical Approach 
 
To define some of the further points, it is important to remark our views on the idea of scale.                   
We share the view of the concept of scale as scalar configurations, as Erik Swyngedouw               
defines: “I conceive scalar configurations as the outcome of socio-spatial processes that            
regulate and organise social power relations. As a geographical construction, scales become            
arenas around which socio-spatial power choreographies are enacted and performed”          
(Swyngedouw, 1997). It is important to note, though, that most of this theoretical support is               
mostly based on urban landscape areas rather than rural ones.  
 
We rescued the idea of edges from Kevins Lynch and considering the described scale that               
we studied as a low degree socio territorial scale where these edges are most easy to                
identify: “Edges are the linear elements not used or considered as paths by the observer.               
They are boundaries between two phases, linear breaks in continuity: shores, railroad cuts,             
edges of development, walls. (...) These edge elements, although probably not as dominant             
as paths, are for many people important organizing features, particularly in the role of holding               
together generalized areas, as in the outline of a city by water or wall” (Lynch, 1960: 46).                 
Lynch's took for granted the idea of scale which is one huge criticism that the spatial                
territorial studies gave on him but considering the precision of studying the territories, this              
idea of edge seems relevant considering this scale of study. 
 
In addition, we differentiate the idea of edges with the one of boundary, sharing the concept                
that defines Arriaga Rodriguez on “frontier or boundary” as “absolute place” and as a              
“socially built place” (Arriaga Rodriguez, 2016) being the last one of the elements that will               
support the idea of Landscape Units. This idea of boundary as an absolute place is how we                 
usually undermine those places that are separated interjurisdictional by the imposing forces            
of the core elemental powers. “its physical existence is independent from the social             
phenomenons that happens, since it only answers by its own natural law. The geographic              
place is transformed by the human action, only by its appearance but not from its essence.                
(...) the “absolute place” is a mere holder of objects, humans and social activities and the                
social activities are precisely the main used element to differentiate, classify the geographic             
space.” As Arraiga Rodriguez says, the commonly imposed boundaries of this “absolute            
place” is one of the potential issues surrounding segmentation, fragmentation and tension            
between the social activities that surrounds them. 
 
As the discipline that we are currently working on is mostly based on the main links between                 
the landscape studies, cultural geography and urban areas most of the conceptual basis will              
be related to these subjects, even though it is deeply influenced by a lot of interdisciplinary                
areas which is the main key to understand how cities work as a whole (Graham and Marvin,                 
2001: 33). By that, the central conceptual focus on this work, the Landscape Units, is a very                 
debatable tool currently on development but with some really effective appliance onto            
territorial crops. Then in this sense, we will follow up to define four of the main core concepts                  
surrounding this idea: 
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First, the Lynch´s idea about the imaginability of the City “That quality in a physical object                
which gives it a high probability of evoking a strong image in any given observer. It is that                  
shape, color, or arrangement which facilitates the making of vividly identified, powerfully            
structured, highly useful mental images of the environment”. (Lynch, 1960: 9) These useful             
mental images that Lynch evoke in such quote refers to the association of the vividly spaces                
that people has in their territories. It is a proper tool to define common aspects of the cities                  
that are heavily influenced by the subjectivity of those who remarks the landscape of the               
cities that they live within. 
 
Second, the idea of cultural landscape which is a theoretical construction that decant over              
the landscape that we perceive are read by the symbols, meanings and customs each              
society built over the territory. (Corbalán, Kestelman, Tella, 2018) Such landscapes are not             
unchangeable, they are constantly converting and it is mostly the local population that             
modifies, represents and permanently generates new territories that signifies individualized          
landscape units with their own features. We perceive, understand and build the landscape             
through the filter of culture.  
 
Then, the relevance on studying landscape by the perspective of urban infrastructures.            
Specially, Infrastructure Networks. which are the bundle of materially networked, mediating           
infrastructures. These landscape units aren't statical and they are heavily influenced by the             
urban intervention of political actions, as well as the own actions of the community. Yet the                
infrastructure that supplies the commonly shaped community that live within (transportation,           
water, etc) affects the dynamics of the flows and settlement of the population. (Graham and               
Marvin, 2001: 10) 
 
Finally, boundaries as “socially built place” such as Juan Carlos Arriaga Rodriguez defines it              
and inspired by the thesis of David Harvey (Harvey, 1977: 3-6): “This conception of boundary               
it is an space that could be explained by the production of those who organizes it, by the                  
dominate action and the power that has place and by the representations of which the               
subjects that lives and also the groups that has the political and economic power to transform                
it. Boundaries are the fragment of a bigger space -the territory- that has been structured by                
social relations of dominant production.” (Arriaga Rodriguez, 2012) This is a pretty important             
concept to understand the boundaries that are drawn by the detection of landscape units.              
Territorial crops by social dynamics have boundaries even without being as strong as the              
already defined “absolute place”. Social interactions are constantly building new ways to            
reproduce themselves in their territory, yet there is a range of such even if they aren't statical.                 
Our proposition by drawing the limits of these landscape units has to do with the common                
territorial perception that people have in them even if one or two has a wider spread of their                  
territorial belonging. 
 
The Landscape Units are places from the territory characterized by the combination of             
different elements from diverse sources such as nature, cultural, perspective, symbolic and            
that recognizes its territorialities that differ them from the other places around essentially             
beyond the interjurisdictional boundaries and edges (Choi, Corbalán, De Sousa, Di Corrado,            
Larumbe Araujo, 2018).  
 
3. Methodology and Appliance 
 
Applying such idea into the territory takes the detection and the representation of these              
Landscape Units which are usually labeled and recognized by four main components that we              
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suggest: the urban structure, the citizen participation, the perceptual or participatory mapping            
and the environmental images.  
 
For the analysis of the urban structure, we use three definitions of such and we make a                 
comparison between them. Firstly, the arrangement of land use in urban areas by official              
zoning planning and then, the real usage of the land. Since most of the featured work are in                  
cities with very low regulation it is pretty necessary to do a heavy focused research onto the                 
second point. Such research is usually made by observation or interviews on the field work               
but it was also made by analysing their conditions on satelital programs. The way of               
representation of such analysis is basically comparing those two kind of urban structures to              
identify those places where the informality is way more rounded, and whether that comprises              
a big territorial dimension it can be identified by itself as a Landscape Unit as well as for                  
those places that are essentially respectful with the official arrangement of land use. As for               
the last definition, we also study the historical rehearsal of the territory. Understanding how              
things were settled we tie up the four core concepts that defines the landscape units. This is                 
crucial for building them since most of them are a result from the whereabouts of how the                 
settlement was initially made, how the first population used the land and finally how the main                
cores of power managed it afterwards. From this point we could detect the potential              
landscape units and draw a intenting map as an ad-hoc hypothesis of how they could be                
shaped. 
 
The second step is to apply such potential landscape units into territory by gathering enough               
participation of the people from the different detected units. Such work focuses on             
interviewing them by asking sensitive aspects of what they feel regarding the environment             
that they usually live in their routine. Some of course aren't regular visitors of the places but                 
our focus are mostly those who their reproductive practices are within these places. Once              
finished we followed up on translating those perceptions and comparing them with the             
Ad-Hoc landscape units that we made “abstractally” before. Then, we calibrate the subtle             
differences between these new landscape units maps with the Ad-hoc ones, essentially the             
spread of the boundaries, or if there is any huge contradiction we would return to the first                 
step to analyse those particularities and so on until we have a more precise map. 
 
The third and final step is participatory mapping and environmental images respectively. The             
main reason to understand simultaneously both ideas is that they are very similar in              
execution. Basically it consists on interviewing specific persons from this landscape units with             
a more severe detailed and try to construct alongside them maps using the references of the                
imageneabilities ones from Kevin Lynch (Lynch, 1960: 20). After that, we proceed to do              
something similar by other means of representation such as short films, collages, etc. Indeed              
we can convey the hard processed information into a more accessible one. It is a way to                 
express the feelings that are associated with these landscape units by representation to             
other persons. Whether it is effective or not, in terms of social communication, it is yet a nice                  
resource to pull of territorial mapping by other ways aside of the morphologic and              
geographical one. 
 
By following these steps, we are still developing this alternative methodology tool on urban              
studies. Even though there is quite a lot that is taken for granted, the idea of this resource is                   
to be used as a complement to other territorial studies. The next step to polish it would be to                   
cross other social statistics to this sensitive representation. It could open a lot of opportunities               
to think why this landscape units were settled historically and infrastructurally in the first              
place. 
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4. The case of study: Nueva Pompeya (City of Buenos Aires) and Valentin Alsina 
(Lanus) and the appliance of the developed methodology. 

 
 

Figure 1: Map of Buenos Aires and its agglomerations. Highlighted in black is the Riachuelos River 
and the two main municipalities where the cases of study are located. Source: Geographic 

National Institute 
 

The localization of this troublesome area is in the south part of the Buenos Aires City and in                  
the north of the southest part of the Metropolitan area, they are different jurisdictions and on                
the type of government as well as for the distributed budget by their local centralized               
management. In the Autonomous City of Buenos Aires, Nueva Pompeya is just a             
neighborhood within an extensive area of administration while at the other side, Valentin             
Alsina is a city within a set of cities. Hence, both jurisdictions in every aspect are completely                 
different. Interestingly enough, since the beginning of the settlement of the old harbour in the               
basin of the Riachuelos River (which is the river that divides both jurisdictions and also the                
city of Buenos Aires with the rest of the territory) it has been always a place of boundary, as                   
an “absolute place”. 
 
Yet, the main reason of choosing this case of study in particular were two aspects: firstly as a                  
place of boundary by itself and how the river is overlooked by being a place that divides the                  
population. This river, the Riachuelos river has a huge historical fluctuation of treatment by              
local authorities but in particular by this tense area since it is today the most conflictive part of                  
most of the basin. Secondly, the heterogenization of the qualities of both sides of the river.                
How this place is looked and associated as pretty different despite being in the same               
metropolitan area (which it isn't actually truth) and how the connection through the river is just                
subtle and unison.  
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This urban river has a huge attach with the development of the country as a whole and in                  
particular with the first growth of the metropolitan Area. Also, it was used back in the first                 
twenty years in the beginning of the twentieth century as a channel of harbor. Simultaneously               
it was also the place where part of the first railway areas were settled and so the first                  
industries of the country. Altogether the border of the basin in both banks was already, in the                 
beginning of the republic, a place that separated the main capital city with the rest of the                 
country (Gorelik, Silvestri, 1991). Graciela Silvestri, an historian from Argentina, divided the            
Riachuelo in three different sectors by its actual condition and its historical rehearsal: the first               
one as the La Boca neighborhood that despite being also a marginalized place there is a                
huge identity attached to it related to the Tango and the historical harbour; the sector of Villa                 
Lugano and Lomas de Zamora where the project of canalization of the Riachuelo was              
successfully made and the sector that comprehends the two localities of our case of study,               
which is a place of historical unfulfiness: “this sector is instead unknown to the inhabitants of                
the formal city. it constituted an unity of action from a technical point of view for the                 
channeling companies that tried its modification (of the Riachuelo). The inefficiency of these             
interventions are evident in the territory: the riverbanks continue without being transformed,            
the abandonment of both shores is in line with works that were never completed.It was a                
thriving sector at the time of installation of the factories in the country, especially the               
metallurgical. The building nowadays are ruins from those undertakings. The misery that at             
the beginning of the century is condensed in the puddles of the dump, multiplies today in                
informal settlements.” (Silvestri, 2004; 30) It is, however one of the main focus of fluxes of all                 
the metropolitan area of Buenos Aires since it has one of the three bridges of all the river that                   
connect the main city with the south region. By virtue of that, it is clearly remarkable the                 
variety of services of public transportation, the overwhelming automobile traffic and the            
railroad connections. 
 
After this background it is clearly that the choice of this landmark is mostly based on the                 
urgence of building up an identity that it is mostly obscured by the adjacent landscape               
identities of this sector. Such imprint will be cleared when applied the methodology already              
explained before. 
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Figure 2 and 3: Cropped territorial fragments of the south axis Nueva Pompeya (City of Buenos Aires) and 
Valentin Alsina (Buenos Aires Agglomeration) showing the zoning areas (at the right) against the real 

usage of the land (at the left). It is interesting to see how there is a chromatic diversity from one to another. 
That means how the usage of the land are mostly illegal on the edge of both places. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 4. Landscape units detected on the border of the Riachuelo River. South region of Buenos Aires. Source: 
Urban border mapping:  Riachuelo, City and fluxes. Perception of three landscape units in the limit of Nueva 

Pompeya (CABA) and Valentin Alsina (GBA). (Choi, Corbalán, De Sousa, Di Corrado, Larumbe Araujo, 2017). 
 
Considering the appliance and the comparison between both urban structure (the land uses             
and the real usage, figure 2 and 3). It is clear to see that the contradictions are pretty evident.                   
While there is a pretty loyal respond to the zoning plan code as it spreads away from the                  
banks, it is evident that the most informal areas are the ones over the shores, as expected.                 
The City of Buenos Aires has a way more diversified zoning meanings which is way more                
flexible on these kind of places, however the old sites of the abandoned railway system as                
being a place of uncertain jurisdiction and the illegal occupation within it remains as an huge                
remnants on the planning code. Synthetically, the cities jurisdiction doesn't know how to             
handle the growth of this urban issue aside of the fact that most of the people there are                  
informal settlers.  
 
As it can be seen in the figure 4, after the analysis of the factors exposed we have detected                   
three landscape units. The first one related with those who lives by the shores of the river (in                  
green), the second in the commercial corridor (in red) and third the residential homogenous              
area which both sides share also very strong similarities despite being two different places. 
 
As for the first landscape unit, being both jurisdictions divided and without knowing by the               
administrative scope of the territory on the Riachuelo, these boundary areas are treated as              
remnants. However, both shores in the real usage have very strong similarities, mixed with              
old and new industrial sites that covers quite a big area but with very few constructed space,                 

8 
 



de SOUSA, Mitchell                Territory and urban planning              54th ISOCARP Congress 2018  

whether they are new or not. There is an important flux of heavy transport circulation parallel                
to the river attached to this industrial features. At the same time, it is a place of huge                  
residential profile since in both sides of the banks beneath these industrial sites. There are               
two slums: Villa Zavaleta in Buenos Aires city and Villa 8 in Alsina, Buenos Aires Province.                
They are mostly occupying the contradictory site of the railway, as it was explained              
previously. We have determined that all this common issue with this place, both in political               
administrative terms and in terms of actual use, allowed us to designate them as a proper                
landscape unit.  
 
As for the other two that we have made a presumption were: firstly, the mixed usage corridor                 
(in red, figures 2 and 3) through the only bridge of the place (Puente Alsina Bridge). Being                 
one of the few access to Buenos Aires from the south, there is a huge amount of public                  
services as well as a huge corridor for individual transportation. It is a predominantly places               
of fluxes where most of the commerces depends highly on the intermodal transshipment and              
also serves as a centrality to people in their surroundings. It is also a place of huge variety of                   
characteristics in the urban structure and it is mostly well respected between the two. As we                
assumed that most people that reproduce their economies in this place aren't settlers we              
identify this place as a different landscape unit which, the Riachuelo, is overlooked as a               
boundary. Finally, the remnant mostly residential with few local commercial sector that has a              
very homogenous profile in terms of urban structure. It is the place where the urban structure                
is mostly equivalent and it is usually witnessed by settlers and neighbors of these              
neighborhoods.  
 
Once the representative work is made, sensitive surveys are carried out to the inhabitants of               
the detected Landscape Units. This talks represents a recompilation of narrative accounts            
and heterogeneity of interviews. Allowing one to corroborate the confirmation of Landscape            
Units Ad-Hoc and to detect also Landscape subunits inside them by the interviews of the key                
actors. In the case of the study it was a intended, we have identified three kind of inhabitants                  
with three different conceptions surrounding where they usually gather and where they avoid.             
Essentially, a great deal of the local population were somewhat disappointed with the low              
permeability that the neighborhood has. For the residential landscape usually their own            
territorial perception was indeed way self-centered, mostly their reproductions were mostly           
associated with the neighborhood so a great deal of the subjects that were discussed were               
more about the problems within the neighborhood, how most of the people avoid going to the                
slums and how the Riachuelo was a place that was highly influential by the people that lived                 
in the slum (Corbalan, Kestelman, Tella, 2017). Yet, as for the workers of some of the                
industrial sites and the slums inhabitants in both side they share a common view of the                
Riachuelo as place of potential subsitency although their reproductions were also territorial,            
their attachment with their settlements in the first case and the struggle for the right of the city                  
in the second case turned the discussion to be extra-territorial instead of the mentioned              
Landscape unit. Both don't feel like they belong there even if both have two completely               
different reasons. However, the shared view of the Riachuelo was enough to break up the               
common association of this river as a boundary as an absolute place and be a potential tool                 
to give them a place to struggle their rights. One of the gathering interviews with one of the                  
inhabbitants of the slum of the referencing Landscape Unit says in a nostalgic tone that what                
they could do if the Riachuelo was a usable river for their subsistence “It would have been a                  
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great place for living, it would allow us to fish, it would give us food and navigation,                 
anyway…” (Corbalán, De Sousa, Kestelman, Tella 2017: 10). 
 
As for the landscape unit surrounding the accessibility, most of the inhabitants took for              
granted a big deals of problems of the sector in particular. Most of the workers, the biggest                 
set of the population that we have interviewed, stated that they didn't live near their place of                 
work and that they take the opportunity of the massive influx of people to make a profit out of                   
it. Most of them does avoid places that aren't landscapelly moved. As soon as some doesn't                
hear a horn or can't see any bus they immediately think that they aren't allowed to be there.                  
To most people the residential area is a set for an uncanny place and knowing that slums are                  
nearby most think that it has direct relation with criminality (Cargnelutti, 2016).  
 

 
Figure 5. Some footages of the video of different landscape units and the interview with Mario (Inhabbitant of 
Landscape Unit 1 - Environmental images.  Source: https://youtu.be/K70M6c-Q1B0. (Corbalán, De Sousa, 

Kestelman, Tella, 2017) 
 

This allows one to corroborate the confirmation of Landscape Units Ad-Hoc and to detect              
also Landscape subunits inside the Landscape Units by the interviews of the actors. Finally              
we usually use methods of representation, in this case we have used audiovisual productions              
as a methodology of narrative reconstruction of the landscape: method that allowed us to              
achieve a common agreement between what was interpreted by the research team and what              
was represented and the reception of all common questioners. (Jean Nogué, 2014: 15). The              
next step was, from the construction of this narrative tales around landscape and the finally               
shaped identified landscape units we have realized a short video with some footages of the               
commonly associated landscapes of each one of the units. As well, we decided to gather               
three interviews that represented the most accurate in the common representation of these.             
This video allowed us to do the final step of this diagnosis which is participatory mapping. In                 
this final step we built, alongside at least this three character, the perceptive social maps ,                
translated by Lynch's representation.  
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Figure 6 and 7. Perceptive maps from Judith (Landscape Unit 2) and Mario (Landscape Unit 1). The references 

are based on the imagineability maps from Kevin Lynch (1960). We have added two new factors though, a 
different grades of places (in grey) that the person in particular does not go because he or she doesn't feel 

comfortable going to and a pink of which are the places where the person usually goes. Source: Urban border 
mapping:  Riachuelo, City and fluxes. Perception of three landscape units in the limit of Nueva Pompeya (CABA) 

and Valentin Alsina (GBA). (Choi, Corbalán, De Sousa, Di Corrado, Larumbe Araujo, 2017)..  
 

Conclusion 
 
After explaining our methodology of detection and verifying the landscape units, we            
undertand that the traditional way of planning it is, usually, based on jurisdictional boundaries              
to decide and intervene in the territory. Nevertheless, the landscape units as a theoretical              
construction extrapole those edges and it is successful for creating more complex diagnosis             
that encompass social problems, economical fluxes, environmental pollution, not only          
enclosed by a mere jurisdictional area. These landscape units, likewise, turn out to be more               
dynamic and in constant changes when they are analysed from the collective image of the               
city and the landscape perception of border.  
 
As stated before, this potential tool should also be treated as a complimentary resource on               
urban diagnosis. By crossing over hard information of the territory with a more perceptive              
way, the results are quite precise and more meaningful. Although the steps of this way of                
study takes a lot of social parameters for granted, it should also reach all kind of                
interdisciplinary disciplines to continue nourishing the proposed contents. 
 
The following procedure regarding the analysis of territorial frames in places of border proved              
to be pretty successful on showing more layers of complexity. The daily perceptive landscape              
of these “Landscape units” of the inhabitants of different parts of the neighborhoods has a               
more strong bond within themselves rather than with the neighborhood that it is conveniently              
shaped on.  
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The success of this diagnostic methodological development demonstrated the validity of           
studying the territories from the scale of the “landscape units” defined by the identification of               
the people who inhabit them instead of analyzing them from their official delimitations. 
  
In this context, it would be desirable that this concept arrived can be incorporated in the                
analysis of future plans of different urban sectors of our country in order to plan cities for they                  
own inhabitants. After all, knowing what people feel towards the environment they belong to              
is giving the rights of the city to their people. 
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