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The working paper takes its jumping off point in a proposal from 1937,
where it is suggested, that a family and children’s park should be estab-
lished north by Copenhagen - close to the woods and the beach. Ning de
Coninck-Smith views the proposal in the light of the history of the play-
ground planning and the discussion concerning what kind of play, that is
regarded best for the children.
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Natural Play in natural Surr oundings.
Urban Childhood and Playgr ound Planning in
Denmark, ¢. 1930 — 1950

Ning de Coninck-Smith*

hr oduction

InDecember 1937 thedir ectorofthe Copenhagen publichou-
singassodiation F.C. Boldsen senta proposaltothe Ministry
of AgiauLre forthe transior mation of the Cottage Park in
Klampenborg, north of Copenhagen into a family and chi-
drens paik, Dyrehavens Familie- og Bor nepark .Thedeals
hadbeenworked outbythelandscapegardenerC.T. Szrensen
(1893-1979) in collaboration with the Copenhagen school
teacher Hans Dragehjelm (1875-1948), better known as “the
father ofthe sancHoox.

Accor dingtotheir planthe parkwasto be connected with
the beach narth of Belevue via three bidges over the od
ccestr  oad. Atthewater's edge they planned alagoon, fed by

the salt water of the Sound, pr dededfom the waves by a

highwal. Ar ound the lagoon lay an artificial sandy beach.
Insdetheparkitsefficonnectedgr eensr etcheswere e-

rupted by free-standing r ees, smalish g oves and bushes.

Theplayar easwere concentrated inthreea desa  ound a

paddinglake. Betweenthisandthelagoonwasalarge fold

aeawhere srdlerchidren could play aftertheyhad changed

Into “play dathes” nthe changing r ooms. The mothers and

*Ning de Coninck-Smith, born 1953, Associate Pr ofessor Ph. D., Depart-
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abe in engisht Disgpine, Moral Reguiiation and Schooling. A Social His

oy ,GadandPr ess, 1997 edited together with Kate Rousmaniere andKari

Dehii , Chidhoodand OldAge. Equials or Opposites ,OdenseUniversityPress

1999, edited together with Jar gen Povisen and Signe Mellemgaard
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fatherscould drink cof feeorbeerntheshadeoitheper gl
Ther emainingarea  wasdwvided up into azoological park, a

nature  park, pichesforballgamesandanarea forfokdan
cing. On the slopes down towards the Sound people could
eattheirpackedliunchesinpeaceandquiet. Justoutside the

fencetherewere placesforbkesandprams; therewere b
train stations and trams within walking distance.
In the documentation they sent, Hans Dragehjelm ar gued
forthe desgn ofthe park, saying thet there it
“Would e possiblefor par entswihchidren of the common peo-
peanog eatexpense, tospend therrlelsure imensae
sur - oundings, sothatthe chidren wouidfindanoutetforther
naturalurgeiole ‘thidrencof natr €' lamthinkinginperiicuiar
of the chance to play in open terrain, among tr ees and bushes,
andindose contactwith smallanimals, towhich childreninbig
diies in particuiar usualy have no access”

Sarensen’'sand Dragehjelm’s plansforthe Cottage Parkwere

about the interplay between the adult view of the natured

chidren and the natural surr oundings and landscape in
which the children’s nature was to be expr essed. There was
thus moretoit than aesthetics and social commitment; the
drawingstestified atleastas much to the views ofthe 1930s

about play and urban childhood.

Thefaedtepr oposal

“The Children's Paradise”, as Dragehieimand C.T.Sar ensen
hedcaledtheror opasal,wasaccor dingiothehousingassoc

dondr  edorninewithanumberof other ef forts to make
Klampenborg (asocaledthe DanshRivierd)into“aNor o

tourist and amusement centr e”. Among these ef fots were
the Hvidewre BeachPark, the artificial Belevue Beach, Staur

nngs Lawn @ from 1930, designed by C.T.Sar ensen in
cooperationwiththear chitect Poul Baumann, andwithanot-

her archicect Arne Jacobsen as the man behind the bath-
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houses and kiosks), Arne Jacobsen's complex of fieis fro m

1934) and the Bellevue Theatre (from 1937), not to mention

the new beach r cadfrom  Charlottenlund to Klampenborg :
were planned to continue along the coast to Rungsted (2).
Butuniketheseiniiatives, whichwer eaimedatthewel-of f :
motorized part of the Copenhagen population without chil-

drenthspr oedwes for carless famiieswih chidren and

thus belonged together with the housing association's other

home-building pr oedss forfamiles with marny chidren

The Cottage Park had taken its name from the series of
smal buidings thet the ar chitect M.G. Bindesball had de-
signed in the 1840s for the Klampenborg Spa, W dlandBat
hing Instituion. The instituionwas ravaged by frein 1923,
Alierthe Ministry of AgriculiLre had bought the ar egnte
autumnof 1937 theinstitution - despite many pr olests-wes
doomedtodemoiiion(2). Butalreadyintheyearsbefore ts

the Cottage Park had atiracted the attention of the planners.
In 1935 the Cooperative Architects had suggested a fenced
complex farther back and a r estaurant in the area down
towards the beach. The pansforthe r estaurant were  still
bengared twoyearsker, Jstastepr oposaltoteardown
the detached houses along the coastr oad Strandvejen below
the parkinor der to extend the Bellevue bathing areaiothe
north was airedatr eguarnienaks.

The allotment garden system that already existed could
becometoocr  owded,thoughtthe housingassodiationdir e,
but the ditizens of Tarbeek, neighbours to the Cottage Park
thought thiswas notnecessariy true. Via the panshcound
and the houseowners' and sports associations they took up
thecudgelsagainsttheproect. Noonewantedther estaurart,
orapark thatwould becomea ‘Dyrehavsbakke No. 2’ Oye -
havsbakkenis abigamusement park notfar of f). TheHouse-
owners’ and Local Authority Association demanded com-
pensationforthe finandiallossthattheythoughtthe dosure

ofthespainsiiuionwihisiashionalbebathingerr onment
would mean for the shopkeepers of the fishing hamlet. They
wanted the northern part of the park appr oved for housing
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projeds,andaTarbecksiationtobebutaspartofthecoasil

ine. The sports association favoured a b gescae soos
gound” atthe southern end of the park towards the water

wihr  comfor tennis, badminton, football and athletics - for
thebeneitofthelocalsinthereverydaylieandthe Copenhe-

geners on Sundays (3).
In the heat of the debate the poor Copenhagen chidren
frombglamiiessidiniothebackgy ound. Thegrandiose plans

ended in a beach shelier for the excursions of the Galoriel

Jensen excursion or ganization. But the tennis dub had its

grounds expanded and two of the old paviions sunvived: one

asarestauranton Stauning'sLawn, theotherasprvater &
dencesinthemiddiecfthe park. The parkwaskeptinitsor-

ginal English-gar denHinspiredstylewithwinding paths, spec-

tacular vantage points and largegr een lawns. No one talked

any more  abouttearing down the vilas on the Tarbaek coast

road.

The Cottage Park and its backgr ound

1. Play, the population question and traf f ic

W e can only guess why the Dyrehaven family and childr ens

park was taken of f the drawing-ooar d and later consignedto

obivon;thedocumentsatthe Ministryof Agnculiure ad ke

ogveusnoexplanation(4).Perhapsiwasther essancefro m

the Tarbeek diizens that made the diff gence;per  haps the

iniative-takersbehindthe planning ofthe Klampenbor gBe

leweares Naturf redningsior  eningen (the Danish “National

T ust),andtheGentofteandL yngoy-Tarbeeklocalauthorities

-thoughtthatitgotintheway oftherrplansforanopenview

ofthe Soundandthepr esavational deadkedy Danish natua
AtanyratetiscartanthatthedeadfaDyr ehavenfamily

and chidren's park had notjust come out of the biue. Since
the 1880s the Copenhagen City Councilhad atr eguarmier -
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The proposed building in Cottageparken.
(sour oeMnsty of Agiculure Skdj. 6029, 1937).

vals discussed the issue of chidren's play amenities in the

dy. Anino eased densty of buitup ar eas and increasing
d fcaganfedihedebaieirom the end of the 1920s when
newsanvicesforthe chidrendf thedysawtreigntofday,
suchas seighing tracks, rollerskating iinks, padding poois
and padding beaches (5). if we disr egard terderskating
links, these innovations had gr ownoutofawshtogetay
dhidrenin contact with nature but in an urbban framework.
Notnature-nature, butay-nature Ser ensenand Dragehjelm
wanted the same, butina more racicalverson

For centures there had been a concern with chidr ens

play-adudlatitudetoplayasanexressonaftheprimiive
nature of the child on the one hand, and as the chid's own

path towards lear ning and adulthood on the other. Trebe
1800s saw gr  eat adultinvolverment in childr ensngtiobe
chidren and 1o play, and thus a dissociation from other
versions of childhood, where adtleadtedisie

wok, lear  ning and play dovetalled more imper oeptiby o
oneanather;iformoatherr eason, because playr equirednot
onythedesreto play, but also space and time. The healthy
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childhood was r ocoednplay, otwesfarfom a matter of
ndf  eencewhatchidrenplayed,where theyplayedandwith
whom. The same was true for the playground founders of the
ner  -waryears,butinthe ightofthe newchid psychology,
functionalism and the planning optimism of the period, the
straightforward moraizngofthetr nof the centuryhadbeen
replaced by common sense, str ongly coloredbyai m belef
ntea  eaivenaiured trecid Peyy ound planning had
becomeanelementintheartofsocalengineeringwithkinder -
gartens and other pr evenivechidcare :

In the 1930s children’s play was to be naturaland was o
take place in natur elesur oundings. This has three con-
sequences for the playground planning of the day.

- A% naire was imported to the playgr ounds. The plan-
nersdrew  nspraionirom thefields, meadows, forestsand
beachesofagrariansooety,andfrom the manse and manor
gardens.

- Secondy,theplaygr oundwas designed inaccordancewith
the individual nature of the child. Alowances werebe
made for the chidren's ages, gender and social back-
gounds,andthere wastobemore scopeforwhatchidren
themselves might think of doing.

- And thirdly, the planners made ef forts 1o make the play-
g oundanatural-inthe sense ofinevitable and indispent
she-eemantntreledddydicren
Sgrensenand Dragehjeimdrewon theirown separate sour S
andnthenter ‘waryearsthese becamemore andmore

awarea chiedure, and early Danish child psychology both

placedplayatthecenire d dir en'sdevelopment Bothsour -
ceswere gvenasr ongboostbytheinter estinthepopulation
problem, an inter est that came to Denmark from Sweden,

where theMyr dalspredictedthatonlybetierhousngandi
ving conditions for the general populiation would reverse the
falingpopuiaiontr end. In 1936 Alva Myr dalwrotethe book
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QyChiden which became very important in the cultural-

raclical discussion of city childhood and motherhood. In her

viewwomen's dual employmentwas the pr emiseonwhichall
fuure  planningwould haveto build. Rational planning could

prevent women having to choose a job rather than mother -

hood, and would let them manage both. So the strain had to
betakenoffthe matherinthe home by collective cookingand

washing, and functional and easy fur nishings. The chidren
weretgobnstiLionsiortemothers sake, fortheroan
sakeandforthesakeofsodety. Inthenstiuionsthere was

perntyar ocomforplay,andplayingwithotherchidren SOCia
bPed diden  anddevelopedthemasindviduals. Inpr deso
nal hands they would nat fall victim o the mothers’ “unre -
fliecting, haphazard upbringing” which down thr oughthege-
nerationshadledto‘malaise, mental disturbance, degeneracy

and criminal tendencies, maladjust-ment and inef ey,

e nessand social unr 6

In Denmark the population was not faling as much asin
Sweden, but infant mortality was higher than in the other
Nordiccountries. In1935the Danishpariamentsetupapo-

pulation commission, which among other things r ecommen-
dedstate supportiorhousingforbigfamiles, mater nalbene-
fits,and the expansionand pr ofessonalizaionainfanicare

andthekinder gatenar  eaApatiom the Actonstate Support
for Housing of 1938, the Act on District Nurses from the

previous year and the expansion of the National Counci for

the Unmarried Mother and Her Child in 1939, the work of

the commission only bore futaferW ofdWa rl I.
lwasnatonlyther elaivelynighinfantmortalitythatfor -

medanolsiadeinthesoaopolicalef fotsiodedkdneling

population. The number oftraf ficacadentsnwhichchidren

were involved was also strking. Chidren had always been

nuredn taf  fic. Thel930s-asfarasiispossbletopoge

fromunevensiatisicalmeaterial-r epr esentedthe culmination

of a development that went back to the mid-1870s. Since
thenthefigures fodir en'saccidentsin Copenhagenalone

hadincreasedfour fod-adevelopmentthatdoselyparaleled
10



the entry ofthe carintothe urban scene. Unlike today, when
didren are mainly inured as cydists or as passengers in

cars,inthe 1930stheywere mostyinured n & fcaodes
whiletheywere playing orjusthappenedtobeonstr eetsand
pavements. Inthe 1930sthetraf ficacadentswere morecon-
spicuous thantoday, because far fewer carswere nolvedn
farmoreacadentsinvovingpersonalinuries. Butthenumber

aidhioren kledandinured was smallerthaninthe 1990s.

In 1935 for example 838 children under 15were  nvovedn
" ficaocodents (39 afthesewereklied)-one per 146 cars.

In 1991 the number was 935 children under 14 or one for
every2032carsimin45kied). Intheoptimisicrtafthe

age it had to be posside to plan one'sway outofthese pro
bems:iraf ficinstrucionintheschoolswasoneway-anather
was playgr  ounds (7).

2. Functionalism and childhood

The 1930s was a time of economic arisis, yet a lot of money

was spent building for chidr en. And it was har dyaconc
dence that it wes the culluraadical ar chitects who were
pariculary pr eoccupied with the space of chidhood. Inthe

hope that the gr owing generations could build up defences

against the swing to the ight and Nazism, the ar chiedKai
Gottiob designed two schools for Copenhagen City Council

with the maottos ‘Cauntthe lghthous oy’ (the Katrineddl
SchoalinV  anlgsefrom 1934)and  “You should always know
the way the wind blows” (the Schoal by the Sound onthe is-
landofAmagerfrom 1937-38). These were ‘au’'schods i
gredbyGer  manfuncionalism,siuatediniar B geenpark-
lea  easthat could be used for teaching, botanizing, play

and ball games, where consideration for chidren's health

duringthe schoolworkwasgivenprideofplace. Thelightpou-

redntrough the large southHacing window sections, and

there  was no skimping on the number of water taps. For the
Schoal by the Sound a special fr eshrarr schod was buit for
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Copenhagen children with poor health. When the weather
per mited, the dassr oom walls could be pushed aside, and
you could literally have teaching with open doors. But the

design ofthe schoolwas also deter mined by “cufture cere ”
thinking. In the new suburts of the town the school was to

funcion as the ralyingpont for chidr en, young and old,
andforthat purpose anaulawas necessary (8). Theday-care

areatoo attraded the nter eddtea chieas. Theformal
inventivenesswasfarlesshere aer  eguaiyanddeank
nessdominatedthe planning, butscopewas pr ovdedforplay
indoors and outdoors, asinthe ar chitect Poul Henningsen's
day-care institutionatDehn'sLaundryinGladsaxe (1938)or

thear chitectEdvard Thomsen'sdaynurseryatUtiersleviro m

1940. The institutional buidings looked like the apartment

a rowhouse buidings ofthe day, inviewofthewishtomake

the institution ke a second home for the chidren ©.The
housing construction took formin larger owhouse pr geds
like Emdrupveenge or the large blocks in Amager and Bispe-

berg.  Thehomeswere  fuldighandiunciorawinsmel

kitchens, short comdors and room for childr en's games in
thechior ebkr oomorinthe nearby playgr ounds.

3. What kind of natures goodfordhidren?

ttweswihnthsar chiteciural dmate that C.T.Ser ensen's
andHans Dragehjelm’s Family and Childr en'sParkbelonged.
Theirmodelscamefrom Ger many, England andthe USA (10),

but for several years both had been concer nedwith the play-

gound issue. Dragehjelm intr oduced the sand-box in Den-
markin 1907 and was later the man behind four ministerial

d rculars(1918,1923,1925and 1935) onplaygr oundfur s
hing (11). Since 1925 Sar ensen had aranged 5-6 environ-
mentsforpublichousingassodiations. He described hisexpe-

nencecfthisin 1935, forexample, inanarticeonapartment

blockgar densinthejour rd Arkitektens Manedsheefte . Saen
senthoughtthatnaturalplay-andthusthebestplay-worked

12



best in natural and rural surr oundings. Inthe cty alarge

sancHoox - at least 50 cubic metres- siood forthe beach; a
padding poolforthe sea; acontinuousgrassyarea enar dd
by bushes and winding paths represented the meadows, the

open fields and the quiet forest gade. The chidren should

preferably also have the opportunity 1 keep animals. The
frm landscape was to stimulate the children’s imagination

andiherpoentatiorssfexqr esson.Inthecountrysdedh-
denhaddtrer oom they could dr eamd; ntheaythe
planners had to make an ef otoa ege brge continuous

aeas between the houses. Roses, nice flower beds and front
gardens werea waste of space. They grew at the expense of
exuberance and cr eaivty. Inthatcase, dandeionsandhog-
weed would be better.

Sarensen was not an opponent of playgr ound equipment,
buthe wanteditimited o the things the childreniiked best
-thatis, see-saws, snings, sancHooxesand‘spedialasphalted
placesfordrawingsquares andgarasiothechir en'sgames
andhopsootch; onecouldalsoimagine specialwallswithblack
plastering where thedidren could have a legiimate outiet
foherurgeto wite and draw’’ (12). Instead of play equip-
menthe wanted to give the childrentools and building mate-
rials,andthisledhimtothe‘junk’oradventureplaygr ound.
The idea appeared for the it ime n the book Parker og
Pariqoolik (ParksandParkPdicy)from 1931, butwas stated
more spediicaly in the above-mentioned artide, where he
wrde

“‘Finally we should pr obably at some point experiment with

whatone could callajunk playgr ound. lamthinkinginterm s

of an area, not o smal in size, wel dose of f f rom its
surroundings by thick gr eenery, where we should gather, fa
the amusement of bigger childr en,alsaitsofdd sagpthet

the chidrenfom the apartment blocks could be allowed to

work with, as the children in the countryside and in the

suburs already have. There could be branches and waste

from tree poling and bushes, od car dboard boxes, planks
and boar s, ‘dead’ cars, dd tyres and lois of ather things,

13



whichwould be a joy for healthy boys to use for something.
Ofoourseitwouldlooktermble, and of course some kind of
a derwould have to be maintained; but | belleve that things
wouldnatneedtogoradicalywr ogwihthatsartofsiuation.
[ taewere realyalotofgpace, onelstempiedioimagne
ity k ke gartens keepinghensandthelike, butivwould
adeertsr equrean  ner  ested adult supervisor 3

But not everyone was equally enthusiastic about Sgrensen's

ideas. The parents complained that the children gotdiyn

the sandHoox and wet in the padding poal; other residents

wouldratherhaver osesthanchidr en, see-sawsandswings.

Only one of the 56 padding pooals that C.T. Sar ensen had

helped to plan since 1925 had sunvived the ariticism. Althe
others had beentur nedintoendosedfionerbeds. Althesa-
me Sgrensen thoughtthat “paddling pools should be pushed

throughnspiedfthe praesisofafewchidessour mudge-
ons;thereisnoporntindenying the chidrenthe gr egtpea
suredfpayngwinwaier” (14). InSer ensen'sword garden
andplaygr oundwere alone-ikethemanseormanorgar den.
If each block had its own gar dener,ne  Herwade-aste

manor had inthe old days - many of the practical pr oblems
of cleaning, maintenance and care o teg ounds would

disappear, andihere  wouldalsobethepotentialforcommunal
g eenhouses and the keeping of domestic animals (15).

C.T.Sarensen’s and Hans Dragehjelm’s proposal was not
onyasgnaofthetimes;talsohadadr oots. Closestwasthe
hoiday or  ganization Galriel Jensens Fereudfiugter, which
chidrenafV esterbroin Copenhagen. Theholidaytripslasted
oneortwodays,andthedstanceandtheavaiabiity ofpubic
transport were crucial. Klampenborg and Charlottenlund,
alongwihthelkearea Damhussgen, Skodsborg  andJaegers-
pis,aljustoutside Copenhagen,wer ethefavourieexcursion
destinations for the frst few years. Other similar examples
were the summer camps for ‘thcae aren” which also

belongtothetur nof the century,andholidaysforCopenhagen
schoolchidren, which started after the cholera epidemic in

14



1852 Theaimoaftheddernitativeswasamidurect physca
toughening and awish to let children sense and experience
nature.  Therewasalsoaneementofaiicsmoftheatyand

dl it represented, and a good deal of National Romanticism.

The children were to become familiar with the Danish
countrysidewiththefr eshsealr eezeontheopenbeachand
thesr  eadingbeechtr es

Incontrastiothesentistiveswhere nalurewasper  ceved
as having suf fident, even unimited nurturing r esour ceson
which human beings could draw, Sar ensen and Dragehjelm
wanted to shape the landscape so it became childHriendly.
Chidren were to experience nature, tis tue butheywere
asoiobepr otected againstrain,windandstorm, waves and
cur ens.Thetr eesweretobe feled thebushesthinned the
lawnsweretbe idoutioalowiorwearretLre weskeay
Dbeaspaceforchidren running and playing. But nature

wasalsotobepr dededi-om the children, the animalswere
o be fencedinand a supervisorwas to be hired

However, nareinisefwasnatenoughthere hadtobe
play equipment - but pr eleraby or med from natur €'s own
materialsandappeaingtothechidscr eaiMyletesand
box and the cimbingr ee.WhieSar  ensen and Dragehjelm
may have thoughtthatthey knewbestinmanyissuesr ekied
opayy oundfur nishing, they werepr eparedto  concedeto
thednidr enspleasurensMngs,see-sans, sidesandr ound-
abouts.

Earier imes had seen the children as the pr oblem; they
were unhealthy in mind and body, and this was manifested
iNn an urge o desroy andaldofr espect for nature and
evenything to do wih it Ser ensen and Dragehjelm turned
thessuedichidren andnatureon tsheadand madenature
thepr  oblem: it was not chiid-iendly enough. Behind this
reversalwas partlyadiff & entviewafthe naturect thedd
partyalr eakwihthe ideathat chidren were didren

15



4, Whatkind of play s good forchicren?

Onedfithecentraligur esnthediscussonafthechidinthe

1930s and 1940s was the psychologist Anne Marie Narvig

(1893-1959). In a number of popular science books and as
ediordfaparensoar espondence column in the magazine

Born, Ale Forzedres Blad Chid  en, the magazne for all
parents),whichappeared between 1937 and 1952, she disse-

minated the latest insights of the period into the natured

the chid. Her atlitudes werefr med by American and Con-
tinental developmental psychology in which resear dherske
Arnold Gesell and Charlotte Blhler played pr ominentr ds
Thedevelopmental psychologistsgainedtheirknowledgefro m
observationsaofordnary chidr en,andtheywere paricuatly
e esednthesmalerchidren and theirgames. The urge
oplaywesinsindive, and paywesthe dhidsliestyle, the

dynamo behind all human development. In play the intellect

ofthe chid matur ed thechidier nedolearn, to workand
tofundionsodaly. Nor malitywasr oatedinplay, orinAnne

Marie Nernvig's wordsfom the book  Det sunde Barn  (The
Healthy Child), published in 1940:

“Butplayisnatonlyajreparationfortheworkoftheaul i
is also an albsolute condltion of the child's continuing to be
mentally and physically healthy. A chidwhodoes notplay as

soonasiis possie o pay is ether l or bedy nutred,

and in both cases we have to find the causes preventing the

dd fomplayingandr emovethem, whethertheyarehar mful

o physical or mental healh’ (p. 66)
Thisinthe view of developmental psychology play onthe one
handhadavalueinitself, andontheotheravaluer ebedio
the norms and values of the aduit worid. In the educational
Oebate it was particularly thase aspedss of chidr en's pay
thetfurther edinigdedudlonworksdsthetwer e e esing
-thisisabovealdearin Piagefswak Farthesamer eason
educationalexpertiser ecommended constructive toys, sand-
boxes and junk/adventure plygr ounds. That these were
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mainly activites that had the adult male engineer as therr

model was something no one botheredto think aloout.
Inasmuch as nor  maltywasr ooednply, thadibbea

task for society and par ents to ensure chicren the best

condiionsfor playingthegamesthatweren acor dancewith

the natured dir  en. twas notenoughthatthey required
space, ime, playmatesandthe rightdlothes. Onealsohadto
decide which games were moast in har mony with the child's

nature  and promoted the desired nor mality. Since Dariniit
had been a widespr ead view that human development went
troughanumber of stagesechoingthose thr oughwhichthe
specieshadmovedfromthe primitivetowardsan ever -higher

stage of development. Childrenthis had anatural urgeiobe
natlr mennesker (natura human beings’, ie. pimiives or
savages)as Dragehjeimwr denhisappicaiontothelVinsty
of AgnouiLr e, sotheyloveobuld dens, dimb, ight thro w
thingsand hunt. Thesewere vewsthattheleadingeducatio-
nalists and psychologists of the day such as John Dewey,
Stanley Hall and Ar nold Gesell all supported.

Thetheoriesaboutthe childr ensurgetobeketheances-
tors of humanity took material form in the adventure pay-
gound in Emdrup, which was inaugurated in August 1943
aspartofahousingpr oedwih719%kr ge-familyhouseholds.
Atistiupio900didrena day cametothe playgr ound; la-
ertrefgure stabilized between 200 and 400 depending on
the season. A shortage of construction material in the war
years made dugoutdens popular. Butthiswesinr eghyoLie
naccor  dancewiththe naturedt thechidr en,for'theadven
iLreplaygroundisanattempitogvethedlychidasubstivie
forthe play and development patential thas lostas the aly
has become a place where there is no Spece for the dnlds
imaginationandplay. Accessioalbuidingsiesisforbidden

tounauthorizedpersons, there ae o reeswhere  tediden
cancimbandplay T arzan. Theraiway stationgr ounds and
the common, where  theyusediobeabetolightgr eatteties

and have strange adventur es,doesnotexistanymore Ne!i

isnownoteasytobeachidinthedtywhenyoufeeltheurge
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tobeacavemanorabushman’, asthefirstsupervisoroftne
paygr  ound John Bertelsenwr denanaridenthebuldng
jor rd Bygmesteren in 1946. The same philosophy was
behind other almost contemporary pr oects ke Hulebyen
(Cavetown)in Br ecetom 1956 with the landscape ar chiedt
Enk Mygind as the initatior, and HE. Langkide's ‘Negro
VEE  inanaddgave ptinthe schod park in Gadsaxe
(5}

Inthe developmental psychology ofthe 1930sthe environ-
ment played afar more posiver oke inthe understanding of
the development of the child than it had done in the early
chidpsychology ofteturnof the century, whichwaspr eoc-
cupied with heredity and degeneration theories and with the
physically and morally har miulinfuenceoftheerwr onment
on the chid. W thteemr onment followed an inter et
the interplay between children and parents and between
diden  andtherrplaymates. T imeandtimeagainthe psycho-
boossr epeated that chidren pay bestng oups, and are
bestserved by beingwith ather children. Chidren werebarn
democrats by nature and sociaHmindedness was best deve-
lopedinplaywithatherchildr en “Achildwithout playmates
isan unhappy child because it does notexperience the plea-
sure d faddagar oundonanequalfootingwiththe playma-
esfom  whom it learnsor espect the laws ofthe gr oup,”
wrote Anne MarieNanvigin DetsundeBarn  quecontayio
the chid exparts ofthe turn of the century who had urged
parents to keep a watchful eye on the movements of thelr
dfspring. Butthe par entsdid nothave toworry; theywere D
“trust to the healthy nature of the chid and their own
nutungablies’ Ifthe chid sl dhoosesafiendihe per
rentsdonatcarefr, ‘thenitmustbe acomforttothemthat
atleastwiththerrnurtiuring they have helpedtopr ovoke the
didsurgeo ern  naughtiness” (69-70).

Since Rousseautur nedhisbackonthe cityandhad Emie
lrought up in rural surr oundings, the debate about the up-
linging condiiions of aty chidren had been coloured by a

nosialgic longing for the: chidhood in rural sodety. Rurdl
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did en'sgameswere  describedasmoreauthentc, spontane-
ousandsimple-andthustrulychidike, unikethe artificia-

lityand unhealthiness of urban childhood, Thetownplanners

of the 1930s dd nat have the same distaste for the iy -

rather the contrary. In their view the moder n and the urban
weretwosides ofthe same thing. twas thus notameatter of

KWy df the town, but of making it a qualtaively betier
place to be foryoung and od. Instead of year nngforapest
that was no more, innovative thinking was necessary. The
dosdtene Awar years to drag nature nodidrens
play in the cty continued after the end of W orld Wal
personified nthe ar chitect Max Siegumfeldt's work for the
Copenhagen City Council. Even more firmythan Sgr  ensen
and Dragehjeim he asserted in 1945 that play inthe city is
something other than play in the country, because city
didrenaredf gatfom childrenin the countryside.
“Thesreethasagr edalreohedidreniswhere things
happen-andiisadficutmatierforaplaygr ound to compete
wihthesr eet, which for many of the chidren of thedyhes
becometheirplaygroundtradition. The countrysideandtherural
e onment that we who come from the countryside think the
didben  misssomuchisformostofthemsomething quiteunr ed
Theyregarda budngsieastregr eat outdoors, and the work
onthe building site as something far more realand significant
thanthe far mer'swork on the land. The childr ensplayr ebs
the work of the aduits and the sodety of the adults - chidren
play atthelfetheyknowandseear ound them - and we will not

eaydidento accept the games of country children and
play with stick-cons and stick-horses” (17).

Others in the peniod daimed that city chidren particuiarly
needed calm and peace, places where they couldr el

“‘With a book under a shady tree whie athers againjustneedto
dosether eyes and isen o the buzzing of the inseds and the

noise of a faraway tram..they musttake ar effom  the many
impr essonsfomstr essiulschoowork, ating aty squareara

nosylietr other.  Likeadults, they have aneedtobe alone
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now and then, to get away from making decisions, to be freed
others and to smply go of f and wander about by themselves,”

asthe supervisor ofthe Playgr ound in the Copenhagen park
Feelledparken, TheaBank Jensenwr e n anatk n Ak
en Nn1952(19).

Theor dinaryplaygroundinthe Copenhagenafthethiries
wasanangular, asphatedorgraveledareaon whichasand-
box had been set up, as well as a see-saw and a couple of
swings, awater tap and benches onwhich the mothers could

(19 Thepayy oundshadlongsincebeengiventhisform

sothechidren would have space forordered gameslike bal
games and singing games, and so that the city’s patr dyg
policemen could keep an eye on what was going on. In the

playgrounds ofthe future thingswereio lookoukedft aat
thegar  denwas o be the model, not the gym; the placing of

te teesandbusheswastoensure thetthere wouldberoom

fr goupgamesandiortheindvdualchidtobelettinpeace.
Theturnof the century’'s concer nwithchildr en'sdestrucive

urgesandisfearafwhatchicren might get up towhen the
adutswere  natthere hadbeenr  epacedbythebeieindd
dren'siniuiveexploratoryandcr ealivenaire (20 Thede-
stucve urge -.aoud .. ustaswel be caled consiiudive
pay’, as Anne Marie Nevig putitin Det sunde Barn

These thoughts were made more spedic n a paming
competiion for the playground of the future hedby AS5,a

penodical for young architedts. A general tendency in the
pproposalsreceivedwasthewishipconcentratetheinstituions
ofchidhoodfrom creche to adventure peyg oundar ounda
g een parkdike areathat couid also be used inthe family's
e e

During the war the expansion of a number of playgr ounds
began, with a tendency towards the play park principle. The
playing and leisure lawns supplemented the familiar sand-
boxes, paddingpoois,r oller skatingrinksandplay equipment
inthe parks Feelledparken, Enghaveparken, Nairebr oparken
and Sundbyvesterparken, and in 1939 women playgr ound
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supervisors who were trained kinder garten teachers were
engaged for them. Their work consisted of lending out play
equipmentand initiating games, and they were tomake sure

thet the chidren did not bother one another and were nat

botheredby  aduls. Theideaofhavingsupenisors theywere

called “play aunts” and “play uncles”’) had alr eady been
praciced atthe paygr ounds of the Copenhagen Playgr ound
Association ar ound the urndf the century. Therr eappea-

rance on the urban scene now was due 1o the fact that the
paygr ounds were  planned in accor dance with both super -

vsionandwelfare considerations. This was also how Drage-
hiemandSgr ensensawtheirCottage Park, wheretheywanted
‘abtlyimedarea wherepar entswhoper haps wanted to
takealongerormore grenuouswalkcouldleavethechildren

under the supervision of a play aunt or a play unde...” The
repatsir-om the play aunts just after the war showed thatin

those years 261,000 children came in the summer, and
138,000 in the winter to the city's 108 playor ounds. Nature
had become an institution, part of pr evenive chid welfare
AV

“‘Park’ and “parking” have the same etymological r aos,
andtheemer genceofthenewchidren and family parkswas
also meant to provide a place where thepar  ents could park
ther chidr en. In the Cattage Park, accor dng o the plan,
there wesibbe'afalyimiedarea wherepar entswho per -
haps wanted to take a longer or moresr enuous walk could
keavethedhidren under the supervision of a play auntor a

payunde..’(22),andthisparkingprincplegradualybecame

more and more  marked. The childr abfee imenthedy
hadbecomeapr  oblemwithithecessationofchidiabour-for

the youngest children - and with the mothers incr easingly
gettingjobs; butalsobecausethefunctionalist ‘comradeship

mamage” ideal of the period thought it was important thet

the women had time to themselves, to engage in sportand to

read, and to be with their husbands (23).

21



Natureasar  gument

Theplaygr  oundplannersaithethriesandforieswere Geally
aware tadydidrenwere df eeattom  countrychidren
and always would be. Anather charadteristic of their ef s
was that they distinguished between the play of small and

biogerchidren Thediff & encebetweenboysandgiisconcer -

nedthemless; they plannedforboysandnowandthenspared
athoughtiorthegris,whenitcametoplayhousesandiioners

and hopsootch. They kepttheir faith thet the child of nature

benefited mostirom being in natural surroundings, but this

‘nature”  hadtobe shapedinter msofthe chidr ensnature
Andtheyhadthe beliefthatnaturewasnotonlyfoundinthe

countryside; thatitoouldbefound (again)ntheaty. T othet

endtheyr  ewediormsof paythatchidren had known since
time immemorial: games in the gravel and the gutter,nte
openspacesaitheay,thesr eamsandcanals; formsof play
thaturbandevelopmentandcivicor derhadariminalized, but
whichnowre-emer  gedinmore  avized-andmare natural’?
frms.

The playground visionaries of the 1930s and 1940s thought

they had a monopoly of the natural and the healthy, and

were not to be daunted by other views, whether they came

from the doctors or the parents. The par entswere  ignoan,

for example, when they complained that the children came
homedityfrom the adventure peygy ound,where theywere

in general allowed to make a “shameful mess and muddle”.

Theydidnotgraspthe connectionbetweenthe child's playful

nature, heathand-natleast-nor malty.

Thustalk aboutthe natureof thechidcanbeusedasanar -

gument for wanting the best for the child and for not being
able to see that others alsowantthe same.
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