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Introduction

The goal of this dual survey was to map the attitudes and insights of Helsinki and Tallinn residents related to green infastructure
planning and participatory methods. It focused on two related projects: Kalasatama in Helsinki and the Pollinator Highway in Tallinn.

The survey was organised by the B.Green project (2020-2022), which is co-funded by the Interreg Central Baltic Programme and
involves the City of Tallinn, SEI Tallinn and Forum Virium Helsinki as partners. Results will also be available for use by the SMARTer
Greener Cities project in Helsinki.

The survey was open from 2 February 2021 until 6 April 2021. It had 1269 respondents during that time.

The first pages in the survey focused on respondents’ attitudes to urban planning and green spaces in general. From page 5 onwards,
the respondents had to choose whether they wanted to respond on city-specific questions on either Helsinki or Tallinn.

For more information on the report, please contact:
Kirsi Forss Asta Hiippala
kirsi@maptionnaire.com asta@maptionnaire.com



Respondent profile
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Number of respondents

* The questionnaire had 1269 respondents. 656 of them clicked the Done button in the end of the questionnaire.

* Evenifthe respondent didn’t continue answering until the end of the questionnaire, their answers were saved.
All respondents have been taken into account in this report.

* In Helsinki, the number of point markings on the map was 666 and they were marked by 241 respondents.
Number of routemarkings on the map was 333 and they were drawn by 144 respondents.

* InTallinn, 154 respondents marked altogether 587 points on the map. The number of route markings was 447
and they were marked by 158 respondents.
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Respondent age and gender

Number of respondents
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Age
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Mother tongues

Russian Swlegj'sh Other « ‘Bilingual’ includes those respondents who
(o]

14 % 2% :
° - chose two languages from the options

« ‘Other’includes also some bilingual

Bilingual respondents, whose mother tongues include

(Finnish,
Finnish Swedish, other languages than Finnish, Swedish, Russian
o Russian, 5
36 % Estonian) or Estonian.

2%
* Languages mentioned in Other: English,

Belarussian, Latvian, Veps, Karelian, Lingala,
French, Spanish, Norwegian, Italian and
Kazakh.

Estonian

S, 45%
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Number of respondents in the cities

Helsinki (n=384) Tallinn (n=553)
Other Other
respondents respondents
8% 8%

Respondents
living in the
selected city
92 %

Respondents
living in the
selected city
92 %



Values related to urban nature
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How important for You are the different benefits that
urban nature can provide?

Tallinn and Helsinki

Decreasing air and water pollution (n=979)
Providing habitats for nature and food sources for insects, birdsand...
A place for relaxing (n=957)
Decreasing noise (n=965)
The opportunity to be in touch with and learn about nature (n=962)
Supporting climate mitigation by absorbing CO2 (n=990)
Decreasing current and future climate risks (n=972)
Routes for traveling between locations (home, work,...
A place tospend time with friends / family / pets (n=956)
A place for exercising or playing sports (n=967)
Increased economic value and competitiveness of the area (n=947)
A place to make new connections with peoplein Your neighbourhood...

0

H Very important Moderately important ~ ® Notimportant  ® Donot know

X

20% 40 % 60 % 80% 100 %

Respondents were asked to evaluate the
importance of different benefits that urban
nature can provide.

The chart summarizes results from both
cities, Helsinki and Tallinn.

The most important benefits were
decreasing air and water pollution,
providing habitats and a place for relaxing.

Less important benefits were making
connections with people in the
neighbourhood and increased economic
value and competiteveness of the area.
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Benefits from urban nature: Tallinn

Decreasing air and water pollution (n =523)

Providing habitats for nature and food sources for insects, birds and
other animals (n =519)

Decreasing noise (n= 513)
A place for relaxing (n=516)

Supporting climate mitigation by absorbing CO2 (n =522)

Routes for traveling between locations (home, work,
school/kindergarten, store, etc.) (n =517)

The opportunity to be in touch with andlearn about nature (n =519)

Decreasing current and future climate risks (reducing flooding,
decreasing urban temperatures, and providing shade) (n = 517)

A place tospend time with friends/family/pets (n =512)
A place for exercising or playing sports (n = 513)

Increased economic value and competitiveness of the area (n = 510)

A place to make new connections with peoplein Your neighbourhood
(n=513)

W Very important

0%

Moderately important

20%

m Not important

60 % 80% 100 %

H Donot know

Nearly all options were ranked as
either very or moderately important.

The most highly ranked benefits of
urban nature were decreasing
pollution and noise levels, as well as
habitat provision for animals and
relaxation for humans.

The only benefit of urban nature that
almost half felt was not important was
urban nature as a place to make new
connections with neighbours.
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Benefits from urban nature: Helsinki

PLANNING OF GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE

Decreasing air and water pollution (n =351) | |

The opportunity to be in touch with and learn about nature (n =349) | ]

Providing habitats for nature and food sources for insects, birds and _ -

other animals (n =351)

Decreasing current and future climate risks (reducing flooding, [ ]
decreasing urban temperatures, and providing shade) (n = 351)

Supporting climate mitigation by absorbing €02 (n =353) | B |

Aplace for relaxing (n =345) | |

Routes for traveling between locations (home, work, _ -

school/kindergarten, store, etc.) (n =352)

A place tospend time with friends/family/pets (n=343) | ]

A place for exercising or playing sports (n = 353) | NN |

Decreasing noise (n=349) | |

Increased economic value and competitiveness of the area (n = 344) | NN D |

A place to make new connections with peoplein Your neighbourhood I B

(n=351)
0% 20% 40% 60 % 80% 100 %

B Very important

Moderately important  ® Notimportant EDonot know

The results were very similar to Tallinn;
most qualities were ranked as very or
moderately important by the great
majority.

The most highly ranked benefits were
combatting pollution and risks posed by
climate change, as well as providing
animal habitats and places for relaxation
and for connecting with nature.

Only two benefits were ranked as not
important by a significant percentage:
increasing the economic value of a
neighbourhood, and making new
connections with neighbours.
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Importance of green areas and access to green areas

Are the green areas important to you?

Tallinn (n=519)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100 %

m Do not know m No To some extent HYes

Is there enough greenery in Your neighbourhood

(within 300 meters)?

Tallinn (n=521)

e (=350 -

0% 20% 40% 60 % 80% 100 %

m No (itisnotsoin many or all parts of my neighbourhood)
Partly (it is not so in some parts of my neighbourhood)

HYes
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What are Your concerns related to the more isolated,
less maintained, and more natural green areas in the
city?

CONCERNS RELATED TO ISOLATED GREEN AREAS

* Inaddition to the poll, respondents were also asked to share (n=709)
ideas on how these problems could be solved.

Behavior or activities of specific other users ||| EGTcNGGE

* Most of these commenters, regardless of language, wished
for better signs and lighting on routes, as well as more
trashcans and other measures to tackle littering.

Risk ofcrime

« The Estonian- and Russian-language commenters also UsiEn stiesee peisnikelssels | ——————"—
. .. . . (uneven paths, flooded walkways, etc.)
wished for better policing of areas, especially during
nighttime. Harmful animals and insects, including ]

mosquitos and ticks
« Many respondents stressed that there needs to be ‘wild’,

less maintained nature as well, and that for example light Falling trees and/or tree branches [N

pollution is a serious issue.

. ) . Difficulty to find one'sway ||l
Some commenters felt that cities are not interested in real

conservation of green space, and instead tend to engage in
‘ereenwashing’. Estonian commenters were also concerned
about cars being prioritized in planning. 0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450

High levels of pollen during some seasons |}

@
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City comparison: Concerns related to the more
isolated, less maintained, and more natural green areas

As shown below, there were no significant differences in how the respondents from the two cities answered the multiple-

choice question. Antisocial behaviour of others in urban green spaces is clearly the most common concern for both groups of
respondents.

Tallinn, n= 398 Helsinkin =263
b
] o . Behavior or activities of specific other users | NI
Behavior or activities of specific other users I
. . Riskof crime I
Riskof crime G
. Harmful animals and insects, including
Uneven surfacesand potential obstacles . . ]
] mosquitos and ticks
(uneven paths, flooded walkways, etc.) .
Uneven surfacesand potential obstacles
Falling trees and/or tree branches | (uneven paths, flooded walkways, etc.) I
Harmful animals and insects, including Difficult ; '
) y to find one's way |
mosquitos and ticks —
High levels of pollen during some seasons [ Falling trees and/or tree branches |
Difficulty to find one's way M High levels of pollen during some seasons [l
0 50 100 150 200 250 0 50 100 150 200
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Concerns related to green areas:
‘Other’ answers from Tallinn

There were also 108 comments left in the ‘Other, please specify’ field in the results from Tallinn. Most of the
comments were concerns about trash, poor upkeep, roads and lighting, and antisocial behaviour (e.g. drinking, drugs,
lighting fires, throwing trash). Many also expressed concern about there being too few natural areas in Tallinn and
that these were in danger of being used for infill building.

“Tulekahju oht, st et nt Merimetsas lubatakse I6ket teha, kuid see on poua korral ohuks kogu kaitsealale. Teine mure - loodusalade
hdvitamine liigse nn euroremonduga. Nt Kase park ja juba mainitud Stroomi rannaaka, Merimetsa mets.”

“Ei ole neid muresid. Mureks on, et neid alasid ei taheta voi ei suudeta piisavalt hoida ja kaitsta.”
“Joodikud kogunevad pargis, stistlad ja klaasikillud on maas, négeseid ei niideta.”

“Priigikastid puuduvad, priigi vedeleb igal pool, sest seda ei korrastata. “
“Rattateed/kergliiklusteed on seal, kus linnal on neid mugav teha et linnuke kirja saada. “

“Oluline on hdstivalgustatud kévakatega jalgtee olemasolu.”
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Concerns related to green areas:
'Other’ answers from Helsinki

92 Helsinki respondents left answers to the ‘Other, please specify’ field in the question about concerns related to
urban nature. The comments were mostly about not having any concerns or the concerns being related to trash
and/or infill building and desctruction of more ‘natural’ nature.

“Niiden tuhoutuminen rakentamisen takia”

“Mielestdini syrjdisiin luonnonmukaisiin alueisiin ei tulisi koskea lainkaan, vaan niiden tulisi antaa olla rauhassa. Ihmisten toiminta on
vaikuttanut jo nyt tarpeeksi kaupunkiluontoon negatiivisesti, joten véhdiset jdljellejddneet alueet tulisi sdilyttdd. Ihminen on kaikista
haitallisin elio, joka hdiritsee luonnon kehitystd, joten alueita ei tulisi tuhota "haitallisten lajien" takia. Kaatuneet puut taas ovat osa
luonnon kiertokulkua johon ihmisen ei mydskddn tulisi puuttua tdlldisiin ongelmiin liiaksi.

“Ettd suunnittelematonta luontoa on kaupunkiympdiristossd liian védhdn”

“Vaikeus hyodyntdd aluetta jos kovin risuinen ja epdisiisti“
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What measures do You feel would help alleviate these
concerns (e.g. lit paths, visibility from the built areas,

better signage, etc)?

“Valaistut polut, sdanndllinen kunnossapito, reitit esim. netissa helposti saavutettavissa ja luettavissa.”

“paremmat opasteet. Roskiksia tarpeeksi ja kampanjoita roskaantumisen ehkaisyyn. Kiva, etta on luonnotilaisempia alueita, joissa kulkuvaylat eivat ole
lilan leveita ja tiemdisia, vaan saa kulkea poluilla IAhempana luontoa. En pelkda muita ihmisia syrjaisemmilla luontoalueilla, mutta esim. nuotioiden luvaton
polttaminen arsyttaa meltsapaloriskin takia.”

“Alkaa yrittako tehda esim. kaikista luonnontilaisista rannoista puistoja. Esim. Arabianrannan nurmikkoaavikko on edelleen ankea paikka alueelta sen tielt3
jyrattyyn, upeaan rantametsaan verrattuna.”

“Ihmisten kayttaytymiseen on vaikea vaikuttaa muuten kuin asennekasvatuksella. Ei aavistustakaan kuinka vahentaa punkkeja. Suomessa ei taida olla
opossumeja, jotka kuulemma sy6vat punkkeja. Hyttysia voi vahentaa houkuttelemalla pikkulintuja ja lepakoita esim. linnunp6ntdin tms.”

“Valgusreostust tuleb voimalikult palju valtida. Ka inimesed vajavad podsastikke. Ka lagunenud majadel on oma eesmark. Tuleb véltida nn. korda tehtud
alasid, need on vaid ehitajatele r66mu pakkuvad.”

“Kahjuks sdnades linnavalitsus toetab rohealgatusi alati, kuid tegelikult ei Idhtuta uute teede ja rajoonide planeerimisel kehtestatud detailplaneeringutest.
Tundub, et lihtsalt ei hoolita rohealadest ning inimestele voimaluste loomiseks nendel aladel liikuda. Kéik autodega seotud on eelisjarjekorras. Isegi
konniteede arvelt.”

“Linnaloodus on tore ja teretulnud.” “Tuleb inimesi harida - senisest veelgi rohkem keskkonnahariduslikke projekte jms. “

“Teed voiks rajada ka looduslikule alale sellised, et ala oleks igal aastaajal Iabitav. Meil voiks olla linna pargivahid voi Mupo ekipaaz, kes regulaarselt
tegeleks pidutsejate kampadega linna roheadel. Selline looduskaunis koht, kuhu nt 6htul ei julge minnagi, on P6hja-Tallinnas Koplirannas. “
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What measures do You feel would help alleviate these
concerns (e.g. lit paths, visibility from the built areas,
better signage, etc)?

“Yxopn 3a gepesbamu, 06yCTPOCTBO AOPOKEK, OCBELLLEHNE, MYCOPHbIE YPHBbI, OTAeNbHAA NoLLaAKa ANA Bbiryaa cobak.”

“Linna mira ja reostust taset vahendaks see, kui inimestele/kergliiklusele antaks rohkem ruumi liikumiseks, millega surutakse inimesi kasutama
alternatiivseid vahendeid autole. See tostaks ka rahva tervist ja tee hooldus oleks ka odavam. Ma elan té6kohast 3,5km kaugusel, sellest ainult 1km saan
soita ratta-/kergliiklusteel - pean mainima, et juurdeveotanav on viaga hea naide milline tiks tanav voiks olla. Halvad naited on tondi tn. (parnu mnt. kuni
raudteeni), kotka tn., Gile Gldse Parnu mnt. ratta tee on vaga kiisitava vaartusega, mingi eraldus riba autodest voiks olla.

“Tihti on selliste alade korval mahajaetud/kasutusest véljas hooned, mis muudab ala veidi kbhedaks. Samuti kuna pimedat aega on palju oleks rohkem
valgustust abiks. Samas see hakkab hairima sellistes paikades elunejaid (nahkiired, linnud jm) “

“Kaamerad linnaruumis sh rohealadel ja parkides, MUPO voi pargivahtide (KOV) efektsem reageerimine (sh ka vajadusel selgitust66 ja karistamine).
Margistust ja valgustust tuleb parendada. “

“Arvan, et valgustatus ja margistatus aitab palju. Kui tekib tunne et koht on hoolitsetud (nt teerada puhas, prugikastid tiihjendatud) on ka vdhem hirmus
kuritegelikkuse osas.”

“Koik need probleemid laheneks suuresti ise kui autot ei tahtsustaks iga linnaruumi planeeritavad objekti puhul Gle. Inimene on tahtis.”

“Paremmat opasteet ehdottomasti. Opasteet ovat todella heikkotasoisia lahes kaikilla viheralueilla ympari kaupungin - Mustikkamaa, Keskuspuisto,
Herttoniemi, Pirkkola, Paloheind, Uutela, jne. Ongelma on kokovuotinen mutta koskee myds erityisesti hiihtolatujen huonoja merkint6ja, joiden takia
ihmiset kavelevat ja rikkovat ladut, jolloin niita ei voi kdyttda enaa hiihtamiseen kunnolla.”
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Which new urban nature elements would You
introduce to Your neighbourhood? (Choose 3)

N=904

G

reen walls
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Preferred urban nature elements by city

In both cities, trees were clearly the preferred natural element, but otherwise there were some differences.
In Tallinn, native grass meadows were highly preferred, but placed second-to-last in the Helsinki results.

Similarly, green roofs were the least preferable option in Tallinn but the third most preferred in Helsinki.

Tallinnn =518 Helsinki n = 341
Native grass meadows Green walls _
Greenwalls [ Green roofs || G
Bioswales / rain gardens Bioswales /rain gardens
Vegetated portions of tram tracks _ Native grass meadows
Green roofs _ Vegetated portions of tram tracks _

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 0 50 100 150 200 250

300



22 27 MAY 2021 PLANNING OF GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE

What did You consider when making Your selection?

N=889

Habitats for nature and food sources for insects
Reduced stress levels

Decreased air and water pollution

Climate mitigation (absorption of CO2)

Decreased noise

Decreased current and future climate risks
(decreased flooding, decreased urban...
Increased physical connection with my
neighborhood
Increased economic value and competitiveness
of the area

Increased feeling of community

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 350 400 450 500
Number of respondents

Respondents could choose up to
three answers

Most popular choices were
habitat and insect provision for
nature, stress reduction, and
decreased air and water

pollution.

Few respondents made their
choices based on economic
value/competitiveness or
community feeling.
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Factors considered in urban nature element selection:
breakdown by city

Tallinnn=517 Helsinki n = 340

Habitats for nature and food sources for insects, ...

Habitats for nature and food sources for...

Reduced stress levels Reduced stress levels

Decreased air and water pollution Climate mitigation (absorption of CO2)

Decreased noise Decreased air and water pollution

Decreased current and future climate risks... Decreased current and future climate risks...

Climate mitigation (absorption of CO2) Increased physical connection with my...

Increased physical connection with my... Decreased noise

Increased economic val ue and competitiveness... Increased economic value and competitiveness of...

Increased feeling of com munity Increased feeling of com munity

0 50 100 150 200 250 300 0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
In the ‘Other’ section, Tallinn respondents left 43 comments. Helsinki respondents left 53 comments to 'Other’.
Many of these stressed the importance of using natural These included wishes for the elements to be visually
elements to mitigate effects of climate change and to improve attractive, not too manicured, and to provide places for
the visual appearance of the city. It was also felt that the residents to relax and spend their leisure time in. There
elements should be easy to maintain. Many stated that all were also wishes that biodiversity should be better taken

options listed should be taken into account. into account.



Participation in urban planning
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Please agree or disagree with the following statements
related to Your current involvement in urban planning
processes.

Although a large number of respondents were
aware to some extent on opportunities to get
involved in urban planning, a significant number
also disagreed or chose ‘do not know'.

Approximately 50% either disagreed that their
city promotes opportunities in urban planning or
had no information.

Similarly, over half disagreed that current
planning processes take into account diverse
opinions or did not have information. A clear
minority thought that diverse options were
appropriately acknowledged.

| am aware of the opportunities to be involved
in the urban planning (n=884)

My city actively promotes opportunities for

participation in urban planning (n=876) l

The urban planning processes account for the
diverse opinions of the residents (n=887)

Evaluate your participation

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70 % 80 % 90 %100 %

B Agree To some extent m Disagree ™ Do not know
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Participation in planning by city

My city actively promotes opportunities for
participation in urban planning (n =514)

The urban planning processes account for
the diverse opinions of the residents (n =

519)

| am aware of the opportunities to be
involved in the urban planning (n = 518)

m Agree

Tallinn

0%

To some extent

m Disagree

50%

m Do not know

100 %

Helsinki

My city actively promotes opportunities for
participation in urban planning (n = 347)

The urban planning processes account for the
diverse opinions of the residents (n = 352)

| am aware of the opportunities to be involved
in the urban planning (n=351)

0% 50 % 100 %

m Agree To someextent mDisagree m Do not know
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Your participation in the planning processes in general

How would you like to participate?

C 3D and Virtual reality methOdS as We” as view and comment on interactive 3D neighborhood models
. . L. . (n=867)
more directly impactful participation o .
participate in a walk through of an area together with urban
methods such as walks with planners, planners (n=858]
. . . id id d fe i ici budgeti h
local project budgeting and resident e e o
pa nels were the most pOpUIar ChOiceS, participate in online virtual reality or augmented reality tours
(n=864)
S Respondents had the |eaSt interest in participate in the resident panels that represent citizen views on

local development (n=856)

virtual and in person interaction with

receive training to be able to participate in planning using digital

other residents, but even these options tools (n=855)
were interesting for over half of interact in person with other residents (n=850)
participants.

interact virtually with other residents (n=854)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100 %

W Agree To someextent M Disagree M Donotknow

@
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Preferred modes of participation: Tallinn

...view and comment oninteractive 3D neighborhood models (n =517)

...participate ina walk through of an area together with urban planners (n =510)

...provide my ideas and preferences in participatory budgeting that funds local projects (n =510)
...participate inonline virtual reality or augmented reality tours (n =515)

...participate inthe resident panels that represent dtizen views onlocal development (n =510)
...receive training to be able to participate in planning using digital tools (n =511)

...interact in person with other residents (n = 508)

...interact virtually with other residents (n=513)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50 % 60 % 70% 80 % 90 % 100 %

W Agree To someextent M Disagree M Donotknow
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Preferred modes of participation: Helsinki

...view and comment oninteractive 3D neighborhood models (n =345)

...participate ina walk through of an area together with urban planners (n =345)

...participate inthe resident panels that represent dtizen views onlocal development (n =344)
...provide my ideasand preferences in participatory budgeting that funds local projects (n =344)
...participate inonline virtual reality or augmented reality tours (n =343)

...interact in person with other residents (n = 341)

...receive training to be able to participate in planning using digital tools (n =340)

...interact virtually with other residents (n =339)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50 % 60 % 70% 80 % 90 % 100 %

W Agree To someextent M Disagree M Donotknow



Helsinki - Kalasatama area
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Helsinki: destinations and routes

The questions on Helsinki focused on the Kalasatama
area, and specifically on the following four
development sites:

* The Kalasatama tramway

* The Vallilanlaakso portion of the tramway
corridor including adjacent areas

« Hermanni coastal area (Hermannin rantapuisto)
* The Kalasatama portion of the tramway corridor

Respondents were asked to draw their routes and
destinations on the map, and could then leave
further information about their choices.

Planned tramway corridor
Kalasatama-Pasila

Project areas
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@ Respondents' destinations

Planned tramway corridor
Kalasatama-Pasila

Project areas

Destinations

241 respondents pinned 666 different
destinations on the map.

In particular, the Kalasatama-Sompasaari-
Mustikkamaa area, Vallilanlaakso and Hermannin
rantapuisto received significant numbers of
destination pins.

Many respondents also marked destinations in
the surrounding areas, e.g. Kallio-Harju-Vallila-
Sornainen, although these tended to be more
dispersed.

@
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Open questions: Destinations

After placing a pin on the map, the respondents were
asked to tell more about the destination and how

often they visit it.
Many respondents stated that they live in the area

and marked destinations related to daily activities
such as leisure and physical exercise, and errands

like grocery shopping.

In particular, respondents left pins on areas where
they like to spend their free time, such as parks,
nature and green spaces.
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Hermanni coastal park

(Hermannin rantapuisto)

 The comments named this as a place for
spending time with friends and family,
exercising, and for engaging with nature.

* Many also mentioned using the area as a
route to other parts of the city and to nearby
services like the Arabianranta shopping
centre and Kierratyskeskus (recycling
centre).
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Vallilanlaakso on suosikkialueitani
Helsingissa. Lenkkeilen siella
kesakauBella, pyorailen usein sen
®Lautta johonkin, ja nyt korona-aikaan
mygs kavelen usein sinne.

o &

Vallilanlaakso and
surrounding areas

» Respondents characterized Vallilanlaakso
as an important place for exercise and
relaxation.

 Theareawas described as green, beautiful,
calm and relaxing.

 The area also offered a pleasant route for
people passing through on foot or on
bicycles.
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Sornainen-Kallio-
Vallila area

* Many respondents also left destination pins in
this area, but in a more dispersed or scattered
rather than clustered manner.

 Many respondents pinned the area because
they live and/or work there.

* Many also stated that they use the
restaurants, bars and specialty shops there.
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Mustikkamaa

* Mustikkamaa and its surroundings are an
important place for exercise and relaxation
for residents and visitors to the area.

* Some also wrote about visiting the zoo in
Korkeasaari often before COVID-19.

* Respondents found this to be their closest
area where they could experience nature.

* Thewaterfront in Kalasatama-Sompasaari
was also a popular destination for spending
time with loved ones and visiting
restaurants.
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Sompasaari

* Many respondents marked this area because
they live there.

* Animportant area for walks and relaxation.

* The public sauna, Sompasauna, was also
popular among respondents.

* Many also wrote about visiting restaurants
here.
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Redi and its immediate
surroundings

* Rediis the closest and most often used shopping
area for many respondents.

* The health centre was also frequently
mentioned as a destination.

« Teurastamo was popular among respondents
(see previous slides)

« The area and its metro station form an
important traffic junction

« The areawas described by some respondents as
unpleasant and lacking green elements or
anything that would make them want to spend
more time there than necessary.
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Kalasatamanpuisto-
waterfront

* Many respondents live in this area

« Kalasatamanpuisto is a popular park for
spending time with friends and family. Some
respondents felt, however, that it would
benefit from more greenery than just grass.

« Asstated in the previous slides, the
waterfront area overlooking Mustikkamaa is
also a well-liked area.
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~ Planned tramway corridor
Kalasatama-Pasila

Project areas

Routes

* 144 respondents drew 333 routes

* Most of the routes are focused on or intersect the
YEEZSS - Kalasatama-Mustikkamaa area, although routes
>\. ar Y X NTASS N »)K were drawn also on other areas

* Thereasons respondents gave for taking these
routes were very similar to Destinations
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Open questions: Routes

After drawing a route, respondents were asked to
write more about its purpose and the frequency
that they use it.

Respondents were especially active in drawing
their routes for daily/weekly leisure activities and
physical exercise, e.g. the routes they take when
walking the dog, cycling or jogging.

Many also marked their routes to work and to
Redi and other shops, and to the metro station
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Helsinki: Area-specific questions

2 10/13 (Helsinki) Which of the
project areas do You typically use?

Please mark the areas that You usually use on the map.

First, in order to do this, please make sure that all the layers are visible. Second, click on
the required part of the map (e.g. click on the grey area of Kalasatama). Then answer the
follow-up questions. You can choose as many areas as You need.

If You de see any p i please make sure that You see the name of the
project area when selecting your area.

Please note that there are no follow-up questions related to the tramway corridor itself
(green layer).

& Tramway #om Kalasatama to Pasia
of y andies
1 Hormannin rantagxisto (Hemares coastal area)

uuuuuuuuuuuuu

MUSTIKAMAA

In addition to drawing routes and pinning destinations
on the map, respondents were asked to respond to
guestion related specifically on three of the project
areas: Vallilanlaakso, Hermanni coastal park and
Kalasatama tramway corridor.

Respondents could view the questions by clicking the
project areas. Unfortunately, many respondents seem to
have missed this and as a result only a handful of them
responded to these question sets.

However, many respondents marked destinations and
routes in the project areas and also left further

information on how they use these spaces, which helps
alleviate the data gaps resulting from the failure of this

section.
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Vallilanlaakso: What are the main reasons you use this

area?

| engage in exercise or sports
(running, walking, swimming, etc.)

| spend time in nature

| pass through going to school,
kindergarden, or work

| walk my dog or pet

| pass through going to the store or
doing other business

| spend time with my family
| meet up with friends
Other reason

| spend time in my garden plot

o

5

10 15 20 25 30
Number of respondents

35

Respondents could choose two options

The responses were in line with the ones given by
respondents in the previous section (see slide:
Vallilanlaakso and surrounding areas)

‘Other’ contained the following comments:

“Skeittiparkki, parkin sdilyttdminen tulee varmistaa
suunnitelmassa ja sen kehittdmisessd tulee huomioida

lisddntynyt kdyttdjdkunta lisdrakentamisen myotda”
“Kdyn katsomassa muiden ihmisten puutarhapalstoja”
“Kdyn ostoksilla, asioilla”

“Alue kuuluu kesdiltaisiin kdyntikohteisiin”
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Vallilanlaakso: How long do you stay in the area? (Don’t
take into account the time it takes to get there)

- Most respondents stated they spend less than
30 min in the area, which may reflect the area’s
position as a route to other parts of the city

-  However, almost equally large portion of
respondents stated that they spend between 30
min and 2 hin the area. This fits with the
characterization of the area as a place for
exercise and spending time in nature.

m Less than half an hour Half an hour to two hours

m More than two hours
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Hermanni coastal park: What are the main reasons you
use this area?

| . : - Respondents could choose two options
engage in exercise or sports

(running, walking, swimming, etc.) - Again, the responses were in line with the findings of
I spend time in nature | the previous section (see slide: Hermanni Coastal
| pass through going to the store or ) Park (Hermannin rantapuisto))
doing other business
| pass through going to school, L - Other reasons:
kindergarten, or work . . veepy . veerp e ey e
- “Erityisesti kevdidilld tulee bongailtua tddilld lintuja!“
| walk my dog or pet |}
“Pyodrdilen alueen Idpi eri syistd useasti viikossa”
Other reason |}
| spend time with my family i
| meet up with friends
0 5 10 15 20 25

Number of respondents
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Hermanni coastal park: How long do you stay in the
area? (Don’t take into account the time it takes to get
there)

- The majority of respondents stated that
they usually spend less than 30 minutes in
the area, which is in line with the area
being used as a route to other parts of the
city

m Less than half an hour Half an hour to two hours

More than two hours
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Kalasatama: What are the main reasons you use this

area?

| pass through going to the store or
doing other business

| engage in exercise or sports
(running, walking, swimming etc.)

| pass through going to school,
kindergarden, or work

Other

| spend time with my family
| meet up with friends

| spend time in nature

| walk my dog or pet

o

20 40

Number of respondents

60

Respondents could choose two options

As with the answers gathered in the previous
section, the most popular reason was running
errands, although exercising and travelling to
elsewhere were also popular choices.

Other reasons were mostly about living in the area
or going there to visit Redi and other shopping areas.
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Kalasatama: How long do you stay in the area? (Don’t
take into account the time it takes to get there)

- Incontrast to the two other project areas, here
a significant portion of respondents stated that
they spend usually more than two hours in the
area. This is most likely because many
respondents stated that their home is located in

the area.

m Less than half an hour Half an hour to two hours

m More than two hours



Tallinn - The Pollinator Highway
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Overview of map responses
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Routes, n =447

m 7a: Routes on the

Pollinator Highway, in its
immediate and remote
surroundings

7b: Routeson the
Pollinator Highway and in
its immediate
surroundings

7c: Routes in the remote
surroundings

2%

Destinations,n =586

m 7a: Destinations on the

Pollinator Highway, in its
immediate and remote
surroundings

7b: Destinations on the
Pollinator Highway and in
its immediate
surroundings



Pollinator Highway

Immediate surroundings of
Pollinator Highway

Remote surroundings of Pelgulinn
Pollinator Highway
Pelgurand Kopli
Kaubajaam
Merimetsa
Mustjoe
Veskimetsa
Viike<Oismae
Astangu
Vana-Mustamae
Hiiu
Questionnaire "Planning of green infrastructure”, 2021

Background map: Mapbox, City of Tallinn

0 750

1500 m

Visualization: Mapita Oy

The Pollinator Highway
area

The questions on Tallinn focused on the immediate and
remote surroundings of the Pollinator Highway.

Respondents were asked to draw their routes and
destinations on the map, and could then leave further
information about their choices.
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Spending time in the Pollinator Highway area

Do you move or spend time in the

* Respondents were asked if they ever move or Pollinator Highway area? (n=521)
spend time in the near and/or remote | In the near surroundings
surroundings of the Pollinator Highway. Inthe remote surroundings 4%

5%
* Nearly 60% of respondents move both in the near
and remote surroundings

« 33 % of respondents stated that they usually

don’t move at all in the area In the near and

remote

Us%aélz;not surroundings
) 58 %




@ Respondents' destinations

Pollinator Highway
Immediate surroundings of
Pollinator Highway

Remote surroundings of
Pollinator Highway

Destinations on the
Pollinator Highway

» 154 respondents pinned altogether 583 different
destinations on the map.

* The immediate surroundings of the Pollinator
Highway received most of the destination pins.

* Inparticular Kopli kaubajaam, Pelgulinn and
Merimetsa surroundings in the northern end of
Pollinator Highway were marked as popular
destinations.

Point data: "Planning of green jnfrastructure”, 2021 \
Background map: Mapbox, Cityiof Tallinn 0 750 1500 @)
Visualization: Mapita Oy ’ : >
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Destinations:
Open questions

« After placing a pin on the map, the
respondents were asked to tell more about
the destination.

Many respondents stated that they live in
the area and marked destinations related to
daily activities such as leisure and physical
exercise, and errands like grocery shopping.

In particular, respondents left pins on areas

where they like to spend their free time,
such as parks, nature and cafes.

Telliskivi, Balti jaama and Merimetsa were

the most often mentioned locations in the
comments.
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® o ©® elektriauto rent) entertaining place to meet people, to eat
O .
® .. “‘ o and drink.
0 8 o . : N
°o® 9% o o ° ® « Balti Jaam offers shopping possibilities
® and was a hub for different modes of
® ® ® transportation.
(]
© i : .
Enamasti meeldib  The other more scattered responses in the
® seal kandis jalutamas
° Kia O area were mostly related to routes taken
® telliskivi. kohturhis ja vaba aja © h Iki h
veetmispaik. muuseumid ja when walking home.
poed. kunst. inimesed.. ]

@)

@



57 27 MAY 2021 PLANNING OF GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
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Mustjoe - Veskimetsa-
Vaike Oismae

« Destinations in the area were mostly

related to the everyday life of the
respondents: going home, going to work
and running errands.

* The Tallinn zoo was named as the

recreational highlight of the area.

* AsinMerimetsa, cycling as the mode of

transportation was mentioned recurrently
in the comments.
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Kain linnametsades jalutamas

Hiiu

The comments in Hiiu concentrated in the
surroundings of the Hiiu station. It was
described as an important meeting point

A few destination pins were marked in the
Glehni park. Only a couple of comments
were attached, but they mentioned walking
and the Glehni castle.
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Respondents' routes

' Pollinator Highway ‘“" Vi
. Immediate surroundings of L= (AN
Pallinator Highway Kolde pst;—_
Remote surroundings of i

Pollinator Highway
G Pelguranna

Pollinator highway .~
A\ \ i Z Z | | LY 7 //,/, '/
Lihe‘.d_\a‘ta.' Questionnalre "Planning,  6¢' green infrastructure”, 2021
Backgrourd map: Mapbox, City ofTallinn 0 750 1500m

Visualizations Mapita Oy

Routes

* 158 respondents drew altogether 447 routes

* Most of the routes are focused along the

Pollinator Highway and in its surroundings in the
northern end.

* The most popular routes were

» Pollinator highway

« Kolde pst
« Sole
*  Kopli

o Telliskivi

* Pelguranna

@
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When do you use the route?

R°‘,"e5 onweekends and \> Wy Routes on working days

holidays S~

Pollinator Highway Sl Pollinator Highway

Immediate surroundings of { 20N Immediate surroundings of ° Re spon d en t s were as k e d to
Pollinator Highway =6 § Pollinator Highway p

Remote surroundings of Remote surroundings of

specify whether they use the
route on working days or on
weekends and holidays. The
distribution was almost even:
the option working days was
attached to 272 routes and
weekends and holidays to 274
routes.

* Asthe maps on the left show,
the routes seem to be similar
during working days and on
weekends/holidays.

Pallinator Highway Pollinator Highway
N N
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Mode of transportation on the route

* The most popular modes of transportation on the Mode of transportation on the route
routes were
On foot [N
 Walking
By bike [N
* Cycling

With pram or push a kid's bike
« Walking with pram or kid’s push-bike
* Maps on the next page show the locations of the top 3 e

.
Escooter |
] O
modes of transportation on the routes
|

Self-balancing scooter etc

Nordic walking

Wheelchair

o

50 100 150 200 250 300
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Modes of transportation

Cycling routes Walking routes
1 Pollinator Highway <[ Pdllinator Highway
~ Immediate surroundings of " Immediate surroundings of
Pallinator Highway Pollinator Highway
Remote surroundings of Remote surroundings of

Pollinator Highway
e

(4] 1500m
E————

Polinator Highway

o 750 1500m
——

Walking with a pram or
childrens' push bike

| Pollinator Highway

"~ Immediate surroundings of
Pollinator Highway
Remote surroundings of
Pollinator Highway

4] 750 1500m
—

@



66

27 MAY 2021 PLANNING OF GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE

Purpose of the route

The most popular purposes of the routes were
» Goingtowork, school, kindergarten
* Sports and exercising

* Meeting friends

Maps on the next page show the locations of the top 3
purposes of the routes

Reasons of the route

Going to store, work, school, kindergarten

etc ]
Sports and excercising ||| GGG
Meeting friends |G
Going to hobbies [l
Walking with pram |||}
Walking the dog  [|Jl|}
0 50 100 150 200

250
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Purpose of the route

Going to school,
~ work, kindergarten, etc
1 Pollinator Highway
"~ Immediate surroundings of

Sports and exercising
N Pollinator Highway

4 2 ‘ Pollinator Highway § Pollinator Highway ==
Pollinator Highway W\ Remote surroundings of Y Remote surroundings of
| Remote surroundings of | Pollinator Highway il 2 | Pollinator Highway
| Pollinator Highway — <~ () — <~

& A X A
4%/”%@‘;@

j/% 7N\
’/7/

Questionnaire "Planning of grebadg

stnictura”, 2021
Background map; Mapbox, City,of Talinh o
Visualization: Mapita Oy

750 1500 m

"~ Immediate surroundings of

ST 1 (’,“‘»’ f
) / \' A é/ N\ \“

Meeting friends
21 Poliinator Highway
"~ Immediate surroundings of

G # N
e ; )7 L"\g\’v} -~ =)
\ { ] A N 7
N 2 /I8 “/’i\@ ol
X L) 7 L A
= U S
v
— TS 25
)
1%
\
Questionkdire Planning of green infrastructure”, 2021
0 750 1500m Background map\Mapbox, City.of Tallinn 0 750 1500m
Visualization: Maphg Oy —_
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Tallinn: Area-specific questions

#  8/13 (Tallinn) Please select the
areas which You have ever used

Please mark the areas on Pollinator Highway and in its immediate surroundings where
you have ever spent time,

In order to do this, please press on the relevant part of the map. Then answer the follow-
up questions. You can select as many areas as you need,

AOMME

In addition to drawing routes and pinning
destinations on the map, respondents were asked
to respond to questions related specifically to ten
areas in the near surroundings of the Pollinator
Highway.
Respondents could view the questions by clicking
the project areas on the map.
The same questions were asked related to each
area:

* What are the main reasons you spend time in

the area?
 How often do you visit the area?
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Pelgulinn

Pelgurand Kopli
Kaubajaam

Area-specific questions:
number of responses

Merimetsa

Mustjoe « Merimetsa, Kopli kaubajaam, Pelgurand and
Pelgulinn received the most responses

Veskimetsa

vl Number of answers per area
Vaike-Oismae 0

80

70
Astangu 60
50
40
30
.. 20
Vana-Mustamae : -
0
’b&? X2 N & o Q& 2

Hiiu

0 750 1500 m
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Reasons to spend time in the area

« Topreasons:

Doing sports

Walking

* Lowest percentages:

Walking with pram
Walking the dog
The highest percentage of

pram answers was in Vaike-
Oismae and Astangu

Merimetsa (n=175) I B D |
Kopli Kaubajaam (n=167) | SN D D
Pelgurand (n=140) [N I D .
Pelgulinn (n=123) I D I |
Vana-Mustamée (n=90) [N B D |
Hiiu (n=89) I . D
Mustjoe (n=72) [ D D
Astangu (n=67) I B D
Vaike-Oismae (n=66) [N B |
Veskimetsa (n=65) [N EEEEEEEE a4
0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60 % 70% 80% 90 % 100 %
W doing sports going to school, work, shop B meeting friends
M hobbies m walking walking the dog

W walking with pram
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How often do you visit the area?

The most often visited areas were
Merimetsa, Kopli Kaubajaam, Pelgurand
and Pelgulinn. These areas received the
highest percentages of the options very
often and often.

The most rarely visited ones were Vana-
Mustmae, Hiiu and Veskimetsa.

However, a significant percentage of
respondents in each area (around 20-40 %)
stated that they visit the area at least once
a month.

Merimetsa (n=77)

Kopli Kaubajaam (n=74)

Pelgurand (n=66)

Pelgulinn (n=60)
Vana-Mustamde (n=48)
Hiiu (n=45)

Veskimetsa (n=44)
Mustjoe (n=41)

Viike-Oism de (n=39)

Astangu (n=39)

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

B Very often (almost every day) Often (at least once a week)
M From time to time (at least once a month) M Less than once a year

M Rarely (at least once a year)



General questions about The Pollinator
Highway
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The current use of Pollinator Highway

* Inaddition to the map-based questions and area specific questions, respondents were asked
general questions about their current use of the Pollinator Highway.

* Results were similar as in the map-based and area specific questions.

* The most popular reasons for using the Pollinator Highway were walking, doing sports/exercise
and going to the store/school/work/ kindergarten.

 52% respondents visit the area both in the daytime and in the dark, 44 % of the respondents visit
only in the daytime.

* 65 % of the respondents stay between half an hour to two hours
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Visiting the Pollinator Highway: reason and company

| walk the dog

Reasons to use the Pollinator Highway (n=204) How many of you usually move or stay on the
Pollinator Highway? (n=204)
. iz e
people
together
dosportsor exerce - 1%
| go to the store, school, work or kindergarten || G
| meet friends |GG
, ) ) Alone or with a

| go for hobbies (e.g. bird watching, photography) || _
40%

| walk witha pram

o

20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180
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Visiting the Pollinator Highway, time

When do you visit the Pollinator Highway How long do you usually stay? (n=206)
(n=207)

More than two
Mostly at dusk or in e

the dark
7%
4% 0

Less than half
an hour
28 %
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Moving on the Pollinator Highway

How do you move on the Pollinator Highway (n=208) Do the different modes of movement
interfere? (n=171)

onfoot
By bike

With a pram or push a kids' bike

Do not

By (electric) scooter

Interfere to interfere at all
some extent 40 %

By self-balancing scooter, roller skates or roller 19%

skis

With skis

Do not
interfere
much
17 %

With Nordic walking poles

With wheelchair, walking frame or other
mobility aid

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
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Future uses of the
Pollinator Highway

PLANNING OF GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE

Respondents were asked to
select maximum 8 future
developments they would like to
see in the Pollinator Highway.
The most popular options were

* Flower/ native grass meadows

* Trashcans

« Large trees (boulevard)

* Toilet

* Pocket forests

Flower/ native grass meadows

Trash cans

Large trees (boulevard)

Toilet

Pocket forests (small forests along the green corridor)
Drinking watertap / hand washingplace
Outdoor lighting

Shelter, deck chairs forreading orrelaxing
Nature study trail / hiking trail

Orchard

Community garden / allotment garden

Beehives

Bicycle orscooter parking / shelter with bicycle pump / charger

Observation tower

Info stands

Playground for children

Picnic tables

Food and beverage kiosk

Street art

Signs and kilometer markers
Barbecue areas

Bicycle or scooter rental
Sunbathing areas

Bus timetable display (real time)
Outdoor ball game court
Skateboard park

Drawings / activities for children on asphalt

Possibility to charge mobile phone

N=251

o

N
o

B
o

(o))
o

o]
o

8

=
N
o

=
[S)

160

180
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Respondent profile

* InTallinn, especially women and respondents between the ages of 30-44 were significant respondent groups.

* |In Helsinki, the difference between male and female respondents was very slight. Similarly, there was no
dramatic difference in the numbers of respondents from different age groups, with most respondents being
between 30-65 years of age.

* 81% of respondents had either Finnish or Estonian as their monther tongue. 14% of respondents had Russian as
their mother tongue, with 5% being bilingual, Swedish-speakers and/or having other mother tongues.

« Thequestions related to Tallinn and the Pollinator Highway project were more frequently responded to than the
Helsinki ones.

* Most respondents were also residents of either cities.
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Values related to urban nature

* Green areas were important to the great majority of respondents in both cities. In particular, the qualities
appreaciated in green spaces were the decrease in air and water pollution, habitat provision for animals and
insects, as well as relaxation and de-stressing for humans.

* The least important values linked with green spaces were economic/competitiviness factors and community
feeling.

* Most Tallinn respondents felt that their area had enough or at least partly enough green space, whereas a third
of Helsinki respondents felt their area did not have enough green space.

« Concerns about less maintained green spaces were related to other people’s behaviour and the risk of crime. In
the open comments, respondents found that better signs, more trashcans and lighting as well as policing and
education could be tools to tackle these problems. In both countries, there was concern about more ‘wild’ and
diverse nature being turned into manicured parks or infill building, with Estonian respondents in particular also
feeling that cars were being prioritized in planning.

* Respondents liked all six natural elements listed, but most would like their area to have more trees. Green walls
and meadows were also popular choices.
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Participation in urban planning

« Although a large number of respondents were aware to some extent on opportunities to get involved in urban
planning, a significant number also disagreed or chose ‘do not know’.

« Approximately 50% either disagreed that their city promotes opportunities in urban planning or had no
information.

« Similarly, over half disagreed that current planning processes take into account diverse opinions or did not have
information. A clear minority thought that diverse options were appropriately acknowledged.

» Interestingly, the most popular choices for participating were 3D/virtual reality methods and measures that
would allow for a more direct impact on planning, e.g. walks with planners, locally-focused participatory
budgeting, and participating in planning boards.

* Interactions with other residents (virtual or face-to-face) were the least attractive option to respondents.
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Respondents' destinations,

(Number of answers in the clusters) T h e m OSt po p u I a r

[13-9

<:> I:] 10-17 (] (] (] (] (]

@ . destinations in Helsinki
B 51-74

8 Plarined tramway corridor » 666 destinations placed on map by 241

Kalasatama-Pasila

Project areas res ponde nts

» Kalasatama received the most destination pins,
followed by Vallillanlaakso and Hermanni coastal
: park.
<:> * Many respondents live and run errands in the
- %} area around Redi.
walking/cycling through and for spending free
time.

<:> * Greenness, natural elements and calm and quiet
<:> were especially appreciated
rgree /—\ i <:> | « Kallio-Soérnainen-Vallila area was also a popular

destination for restaurants, cafés, bars and
specialty shops as well as a more ‘urban’ vibe. @

* Mustikkamaa, Hermanni coastal park-
Arabianranta, and Vallilanlaakso were popular
and well-liked destinations for exercise,




:" == Popular routes
':' === Moderately popular routes
L4
'/ Planned tramway corridor
o Kalasatama-Pasila
'~._' ot - Project areas
The most
popular routes

in Helsinki

* 333routes were marked by 144
respondents

* The most popular routes were in
and around Kalasatama.

* Thisreflects the fact that many
respondents live in the area and
shop in Redi and
Teurastamo/Tukkutori.

¢ Mustikkamaa’s popularity as a
leisure destination is also clearly

visible.

—_— W
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Respondents' destinations
(Number of answers in the cluster)

[ 12-5 O Pelgulinn

@ 6-10 & .
B 11-29 4 Kopll
B 23-52 ) .... aubajaam

Pollinator Highway
Immediate surroundings of
Pollinator Highway

Remote surroundings of
Pollinator Highway

()
Mustjoe 8
Veskimets€>

35

Viike-Oismie

Astangu O
O O Hiiu
Vana-Mustamde CQ
Questionnaire "Planning of green infrastructure”, 2021

Background map: Mapbox, City.of Tallinn 0 750 1500 m
Visualization: Mapita Oy ————

The most popular
destinations in Tallinn

* 154 respondents pinned 583 different

destinations on the map.

* Destinations were marked most densely in

Kopli kaubajaam, Pelgulinn, Pelgurand and
Merimetsa.

* Inparticular,comments revealed that:

« Telliskivi and Baltijaam in Kopli
kaubajaam area are important leisure
time locations

* InPelgulinn, respondents enjoyed cafés
and other everyday life destinations

« Merimetsais animportant area for
outdoor activities and relaxing

* Hiiu station is an important meeting place



mmmm Popular routes

=== Moderately popular routes
Pollinator Highway

Immediate surroundings of
Pollinator Highway
Remote surroundings of
Pollinator Highway

Pelguranna

Pollinator highway

Questionnaire "Planning of green infrastructure”, 2021
Background map: Mapbox, City:of Tallinn 0 750 1500m
Visualization: Mapita Oy 7 . :

The most popular routes
in Tallinn

158 respondents drew 447 routes

Most of the routes are focused along the
Pollinator Highway and in its surroundings in the
northern end.

Most often respondents selected that they use
the route for:

» Going to work/ school/ kindergarten
* Sports and exercising
* Meeting friends

Respondents mostly walk or cycle on the routes



Number of respondents
in each area Pelgulinn (n=60)

« Kopli

Merimetsa(n=78)
Mustjoe (n=41)

Veskimetsa (h=44)

Viike-Oismae (n=39)

Astangu (n=39)

Vana-Mustamae (n=49)

Hiiu (n=46)

0 750

1500 m

Summary: Area specific
questions (Tallinn)

Merimetsa, Kopli kaubajaam, Pelgurand and
Pelgulinn received the most responses to the area
specific questions.

In most of the areas walking and exercising were the
most popular options, but in the northern areas
closer to the city center meeting friends was
selected more often than exercising.

The most frequently visited areas were Merimetsa,
Kopli Kaubajaam, Pelgurand and Pelgulinn. These
areas received the highest percentages of the
options | visit there very often and | visit there often.

@
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Summary: The current use of the Pollinator Highway

« Asinthe map-based and area specific How do you move on the Pollinator Highway

guestions, the most popular reasons for using
the Pollinator Highway were walking, doing

onfoot

sports/exercise and going to the sybike [
store/school/work/ kindergarten.
. . With a pram or push a kids' bike -
» Walking and cycling were the most popular
ways to move around in the area. By (electric) scooter [l
Respondents stated also that the different
- : By self-balanci I ller sk
modes don’t interfere with each other too % !fbalandng scooter, roller skates or rollerskis - [l
much. With skis |
With Nordic walking poles [

With wheelchair, walking frame or other mobility aid I

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160 180 200
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