
Discussion on urban form in new housing environment

seems to be “incomplete” unless someone asks: “What

is our vision of the city?” 

Usually, this questions returns in different configurations:

at the background, on the foreground or at least on the

margin. During the doctrinal crisis of urbanism, however,

this thread of discourse recedes giving the front line to a

more “pragmatic” approach to the question of structural

order in housing environment. The more amorphous

housing environment becomes and the weaker are the

potentials to counteract this trend, the space for

ideological formulations seems to be “shrinking” and the

more important it is to consider this problem as the subject

of intensive research as well as carefully planned

experiments in urban practice.

Three main directions can be named here as particularly

promising:

Studies on urban morphology

Urban strategies and policies

Innovative methods and techniques of design and

planning.

Morphology of urban fabric 

Three reasons, at least, can be pointed out to explain

dynamic development of the research on the morphology

of urban fabric and the increase of general interest in these

studies.

At first, from about half a century this is a “battlefield” for

a significant – if not the most important – current of the

ideological discussion on the impact of modern

movement in urbanism. Here, the protagonists of classical

rationalism find most of their arguments. In this “box” we

could also place the theories of Leo Krier and other main

ideologists of New Urbanism.

Secondly, morphological approach exploits attractive and

easily visualised metaphors convincing that “natural” laws

are also valid in the area of urban form. This is a

particularly suitable line of argumentation in the time of

popularity – if not the dominance – of urban ideologies

regarding the city as living organism and its development

as the subject of ecological interpretations. One could

even defend the thesis that the postulate to diversify urban

fabric – using  form as the criterion of this diversification

– can be regarded as the equivalent of general principle

known as biodiversity.

Third interpretation can be developed from the research

area labelled as the problem of identity in urbanism. In

this case, morphology of urban form is regarded as a

“tool” for building the identity of “urban units” / “structural

urban units” also known as neighbourhood units. Change

of behavioural patterns affected the spatial network of

contacts; eroded theoretical foundations of both classical

and modern urban sociology on which the concept of

neighbourhood unit was build. It  does not mean,

however, that elementary human need to identify

domesticated places disappeared. 

In such a context, research on the morphology of housing

environment becomes the ground where the proposal of

structuring physical space interact with the concepts of

social and cultural spaces developed in sociology and

cultural anthropology and environmental psychology.

Strategies and urban policy

Urban achievements in the countries of the “Old EU”

indicate that urban strategies and the way they are built

in the urban policy framework of a given country should

also be regarded as significant factors affecting the form

of housing spatial structures. 

In Polish cities, however, this factor is practically

nonexistent. The state does not carry out urban policy (in

fact, it doesn’t even have one !)  and in written statements

on development strategies of the city we can hardly find

out formulations regarding urban form. These documents

are devoted mainly to socioeconomic issues. The

postulates regarding sustainable development are usually

formulated in a generic fashion. Their interpretation on

specific planning and design guidelines and decisions is

rather poor. Usually, in this strategic documents problems

of urban form and their architectural aspects are confined

to conservation and marketing issues.

The question arises: how can we fill this gap having in

mind institutional constraints and incompatibilities in our

planning system. One of the possible direction of research

W dys ku sji nt. no wych form prze strzen nych w Êro do wi sku miesz ka nio -
wym trud no unik nàç py ta nia o wi zj´ mia sta. Po wra ca ono w ró˝ nych
kon fi gu ra cjach: w tle, na pierw szym pla nie al bo przy naj mniej na mar -
gi ne sie. Dok try nal ny kry zys urba ni sty ki spra wia, ̋ e wà tek ten ust´ pu je
po la bar dziej prag ma tycz nym uj´ ciom fun da men tal nej dla urba ni sty ki
kwe stii za sad bu do wa nia for my, lub – jak kto wo li – po rzàd ko wa nia prze -
strze ni two rzà cej Êro do wi sko za miesz ki wa nia. Co raz wi´k sza amor ficz -
noÊç tej prze strze ni, a jed no cze Ênie co raz mniej sze mo˝ li wo Êci prze -
ciw dzia ∏a nia te mu zja wi sku spra wia jà, ˝e za gad nie nie for my urba ni -
stycz nej sta je si´ znów przed mio tem in ten syw ne go po szu ki wa nia
roz wià zaƒ w sfe rze teo rii i prak ty ki.
Trzy kie run ki mo˝ na tu wy mie niç ja ko szcze gól nie obie cu jà ce:
stu dia nad mor fo lo già tkan ki miej skiej, stra te gie i po li ty ki miej skie, in -
no wa cyj ne me to dy i tech ni ki pro jek to wa nia i pla no wa nia.

Mor fo lo gia tkan ki urba ni stycz nej
Co naj mniej 3 po wo dy mo gà t∏u ma czyç wy raê ny roz wój ba daƒ i to wa -
rzy szà cy mu wzrost za in te re so wa nia stu dia mi nad mor fo lo già tkan ki
miej skiej.
Po pierw sze, nie mal od pó∏ wie cza na tej p∏asz czyê nie to czy si´ bo daj
naj wa˝ niej szy nurt dys kur su na te mat de struk cyj nych skut ków mo der -

ni stycz nej re wo lu cji w urba ni sty ce. Na tym po lu znaj du jà naj wi´ cej ar gu -
men tów obroƒ cy kla sycz ne go ra cjo na li zmu w urba ni sty ce. Tu tak ̋ e sy -
tu ujà si´ teo rie Leo Krie ra i in nych g∏ów nych ide olo gów No wej Urba ni -
sty ki.
Po wtó re, po dej Êcie mor fo lo gicz ne od wo ∏u je si´ do atrak cyj nych i ob ra -
zo wych me ta for prze ko nu jà cych o s∏usz no Êci „na tu ral nych” praw rzà -
dzà cych bu do wà for my urba ni stycz nej. Jest to szcze gól nie wdzi´cz -
na li nia ar gu men ta cji w cza sach po now nej po pu lar no Êci ide olo gii urba -
ni stycz nych trak tu jà cych mia sto jak ̋ y wy or ga nizm, a je go roz wój ja ko
pod le ga jà cy pra wom przy ro dy – w tym tak ̋ e eko lo gii. 
Mo˝ na na wet za ry zy ko waç te z´, ̋ e po stu lat ró˝ ni co wa nia ty pów tkan -
ki miej skiej pod wzgl´ dem for my jest urba ni stycz nym od po wied ni kiem
ogól nej za sa dy bio ró˝ no rod no Êci obo wià zu jà cej w Êwie cie przy ro dy.
In ter pre ta cje trze cià mo˝ na wy wo dziç z kr´ gu za gad nieƒ, któ re co raz
cz´ Êciej okre Êla si´ wspól nym mia nem ja ko pro blem to˝ sa mo Êci
w urba ni sty ce. W tym przy pad ku mo˝ na mó wiç o mor fo lo gicz nych
aspek tach bu do wa nia to˝ sa mo Êci jed no stek urba ni stycz nych, któ re
daw niej na zy wa no jed nost ka mi struk tu ral ny mi bàdê sà siedz ki mi. Zmia -
ny wzor ców za cho waƒ bu du jà cych do tych czas prze strzen nà sieç kon -
tak tów wstrzà sn´ ∏y so cjo lo gicz ny mi pod sta wa mi kon cep cji wi´ zi spo -
∏ecz nych, na któ rej zbu do wa no ide´ jed nost ki sà siedz kiej. Jed nak nie
ozna cza to, ̋ e tym sa mym znik n´ ∏a ele men tar na po trze ba iden ty fi ko wa -
nia miejsc i prze strze ni two rzà cych struk tu ral ne two rzy wo Êro do wi ska
miesz ka nio we go. W tym kon tek Êcie ba da nia nad mor fo lo già prze strzen -
nych struk tur te go Êro do wi ska sta jà si´ po lem, na któ rym kon cep cje
prze strze ni fi zycz nej spo ty ka jà si´ z kon cep cja mi prze strze ni spo ∏ecz nej
i kul tu ro wej wy pra co wa ny mi na grun cie so cjo lo gii, an tro po lo gii kul tu -
ro wej i psy cho lo gii Êro do wi ska.

Stra te gie i po li ty ka miej ska
Osià gni´ cia urba ni stycz ne paƒstw Sta rej Unii wska zu jà, ̋ e wÊród czyn -
ni ków na da jà cych for m´ miesz ka nio wym struk tu rom prze strzen nym
zna czà cà ro l´ od gry wa jà stra te gie urba ni stycz ne i ich usy tu owa nie w ra -
mach po li ty ki miej skiej. 
W pol skich mia stach ten czyn nik w∏a Êci wie nie wy st´ pu je. Paƒ stwo nie
pro wa dzi po li ty ki miej skiej, a w stra te giach roz wo ju miast trud no do -
szu kaç si´ usta leƒ do ty czà cych bu do wy for my urba ni stycz nej. Do ku -
men ty te po Êwi´ co ne sà g∏ów nie za gad nie niom eko no micz no -spo ∏ecz -
nym i doÊç ogól nie za pi sa nym po stu la tom na te mat zrów no wa ̋ o ne go
roz wo ju. Ich prze ∏o ̋ e nie na warsz tat pla no wa nia prze strzen ne go i pro -
jek to wa nia urba ni stycz ne go po zo sta wia wie le do ˝y cze nia. W do ku -
men tach stra te gicz nych, pro ble ma ty ka for my urba ni stycz nej i jej aspek -
tów ar chi tek to nicz nych ogra ni cza jà si´ za zwy czaj do kwe stii kon ser wa -
tor skich i mar ke tin go wych.
Na su wa si´ py ta nie: w ja ki spo sób mo˝ na t´ lu k´ wy pe∏ niç, uwzgl´d -
nia jàc pol skie re alia, a zw∏asz cza in sty tu cjo nal ne uwa run ko wa nia nie -
spój no Êci w na szym sys te mie pla ni stycz nym. Ja ko je den z mo˝ li wych
kie run ków po szu ki wa nia roz wià zaƒ te go pro ble mu wska za ∏em wcze -
Êniej pra ce nad roz wo jem tzw. urba ni sty ki stra te gicz nej.

In no wa cyj ne pro jek to wa nie i pla no wa nie 
Mod ne ha s∏o „in no wa cyj noÊç” do ty ka rów nie˝ pro jek to wa nia urba ni -
stycz ne go i pla no wa nia prze strzen ne go; Êci Êlej: ich me tod, tech nik i roz -
wià zaƒ. Kry te riom in no wa cyj no Êci od po wia da przede wszyst kim zbiór
za sad, któ re da jà si´ ju˝ ujàç wspól nym mia nem: „pro jek to wa nie zrów -
no wa ̋ o ne”. Ich kon kre ty za cja sta ∏a si´ prio ry te tem urba ni sty ki. W tym
miej scu od no to waç wy pa da trzy zja wi ska:
• po sze rza nie si´ te ma tycz ne go za kre su pla no wa nia i pro jek to wa nia

Êro do wi sko we go (Envi ron men tal plan ning and de sign), któ re nie ja ko
„roz bu do wu je swo je te ry to rium”, prze ni ka jàc do pla no wa nia i pro jek -
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to this problem which I pointed out in my earlier works is

“strategic urbanism” 

Innovative design and planning 

Fashionable key word: “innovation” applies also to urban

design and spatial planning: to their methods, techniques and

solutions. Among various aspects of planning which should

face criterion we should emphasize set of principles that can

be labelled as “sustainable design” and “sustainable

planning”. To make them more specific – this is the priority of

urbanism. Here we can note three interesting phenomena:

Thematic scope of environmental planning is expanding. In a

sense, environmental planning and design develops its

territory penetrating urban design and spatial planning. As a

result, the new system of environmental standards and

measurements is developing and this is accompanied by

experiments with architectural solutions satisfying these

quantified and objective criteria.

In housing architecture new “organic” forms are becoming

popular. They imitate the formal solutions that can be observed

in the nature. Therefore, we have more and more examples of

houses and residential urban forms which resemble ant-hill,

sea weeds,   rhizome or the forms which are built according

to principles of termite construction and other forms from the

world of fauna and flora.

The position of new Urbanism is becoming stronger. This is

particularly true for  its branch where the logic of urban form

is closely associated with the patterns of sustainable mobility.

Recapitulation

We can ask: What new is emerging in the area where these

three directions of research and creative experiments are

overlapping ? What are the conclusions that we can draw from

here for the design practice ? Obviously, in such a short

presentation it is difficult to make a synthesis with precise

argumentation. We can articulate, however, one probable

tendency outlined as the consequence of the above mentioned

phenomena. For example, it can be said that the processes of

research, design and building will be more interdisciplinary yet. 

In the theory of urban composition new, morphological methods

of urban analysis will play more significant role and their results

will be reflected also in the methodology of planning: both

spatial planning and strategic one. Various efforts made by

experts in urban planning and politicians engaged in creating

the basis of European urban policy – also in its architectural

dimension – seem to support this scenario. Time will show

whether this optimistic scenario becomes a real one. 

to wa nia urba ni stycz ne go; to wa rzy szy te mu bu do wa nie no we go
sys te mu stan dar dów i mier ni ków urba ni stycz nych oraz po szu ki -
wa nie ar chi tek to nicz no -urba ni stycz nych roz wià zaƒ sa tys fak cjo -
nu jà cych te zo biek ty wi zo wa ne kry te ria;

• upo wszech nia nie si´ no wych form ar chi tek to nicz nych, któ re swo -
jà „or ga nicz no Êcià” imi tu jà roz wià za nia przy ro dy. Ma my za tem
co raz wi´ cej przy k∏a dów ar chi tek tu ry miesz ka nio wej, któ ra kszta∏ -
tem na wià zu je do mro wisk, uli, kop ców ter mi tów, k∏à czy itp. form
ze Êwia ta fau ny i flo ry.

• umac nia nie si´ po zy cji tzw. No wej Urba ni sty ki, a zw∏asz cza jej ga -
∏´ zi, w któ rej lo gi k´ for my urba ni stycz nej wià ̋ e si´ Êci Êle z wzor ca -
mi zrów no wa ̋ o nej mo bil no Êci.

Pod su mo wa nie
Po wsta jà py ta nia: Co no we go wy ∏a nia si´ w ob sza rze wspól nym
dla wy mie nio nych kie run ków ba daƒ i twór czych po szu ki waƒ? Ja kie
wnio ski wy ni ka jà stàd dla na szej prak ty ki pro jek to wej, dla roz wo ju
teo rii urba ni stycz nej i dla dy dak ty ki? Oczy wi Êcie w tak krót kiej wy -
po wie dzi trud no o po g∏´ bio nà syn te z´. Mo˝ na jed nak wy ar ty ku ∏o -
waç przy naj mniej jed nà praw do po dob nà ten den cj´, któ ra ry su je si´
ja ko kon se kwen cja wy mie nio nych zja wisk. Otó˝ pro ce sy ba da nia,
pro jek to wa nia i bu do wa nia no wej for my urba ni stycz nej w Êro do wi sku
miesz ka nio wym wy ma gaç b´ dà jesz cze wí k szej in ter dy scy pli nar no -
Êci. W teo rii kom po zy cji urba ni stycz nej praw do po dob nie wi´k szà
ro l´ od gry waç b´ dzie pod bu do wa de cy zji kom po zy cyj nych no wy mi
me to da mi mor fo lo gicz nej ana li zy tkan ki urba ni stycz nej, a ten spo -
sób my Êle nia znaj dzie swój wy raz tak ̋ e w pro ble ma ty ce pla ni stycz -
nej: za rów no w pla no wa niu prze strzen nym, jak i stra te gicz nym. Za ta -
kim sce na riu szem prze ma wia jà wy si∏ ki eks per tów i po li ty ków za an -
ga ̋ o wa nych w bu do wa nie pod staw eu ro pej skiej po li ty ki miej skiej
– tak ̋ e w jej wy mia rze ar chi tek to nicz nym. Czas po ka ̋ e, w ja kim
stop niu ten opty mi stycz ny sce na riusz oka ̋ e si´ re al nym. 
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