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o EXxisting Initiatives mainly target residential
developments, neglecting social needs and
the impact of urbanization on open spaces.

 Despite research on
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(WOS) remains overlooked.
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e It endeavours to assess If age friendliness

of WOS meets the social
elderly In active ageing.

needs of the

1.To review the criteria for planning and designing age-
friendly WOS In Hong Kong;
2.To analyse the planning and design criteria through
identifying the key attributes to construct a hierarchy; and
3.To apply the analytic hierarchy process (AHP) for
examining the age friendliness of elderly experiencing the
Kwun Tong Promenade.

Research Methodology

=)

ain Insights fro Shortlisted
best practices criteria

=)

lI ASSesS
age-friendliness

dentify elderly’s
aspirations

Findings and Discussions

On-site questionnaire survey
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social interaction healthy lifestyles
pet-friendly spaces

health & wellness programs
nature appreciation
recreation and leisure

space and facilities for
exercise and fithess

Shortlisted attributes from literature Pair-wise comparison in AHP

to bottom.

| a sense of belonging and reduce social isolation
promote companionship and reduce stress

relaxation and serenity
B mental and emotional well-being

Inter-generational connections

Inadequate and monotonous recreation facilities
I physical and mental well-being

] unobstructed and scenic seaview

e poorly maintained waterfront boardwalk

e Inadequate provisions of elderly fithess
facilities and shaded planting areas

For M-O and O-O

e Inadequate provisions of social
Interaction opportunities

Overall

* |s Kwun Tong Promenade age-friendly?

Recommendations Conclusions

Short-to-medium term
e physical settings

o sufficiently provide shaded planting areas

e community activities

o allocate resources for community outreach activities

e transport, directions and mobility

o well-planned boardwalk to reduce maintenance

Long term
e senior engagement in co-design
e encourage social participation
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Implications

e develop an AHP method to assess the age
friendliness of Kwun Tong Promenade

o fill gap between planned criteria & actual
needs

 flexibly applied to other promenades

Limitations of research study

e [Imited sample size

e elderly unable to access are excluded

e non-built environment attributes are
excluded
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