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ABSTRACT

CONCEPTUALIZATION OF TRANSFORMATIONS IN
PERSON-URBAN ENVIRONMENT INTERACTION THROUGH
ARCHITECTURAL AND SENSE-ORIENTED TERMS

Tokol, Aysegiil S.

Ph.D. in Architecture
Department of Architecture

Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Goniil Evyapan

June 1997, 187 pages

This study aims to provide a critical ground of discussion to construe person-urban
environment interaction and its transformations towards the future by means of
conceptualization in architectural and sense-oriented terms. It is shown that
proposing alternative ways of construing urban transformations is possible. Urban
environment is taken into account both as a process of representation of time and
sense of identity, and as a ‘text’ to be read and understood. A person, within the
boundaries of this research, is the individual who has the ability of attributing
meanings to his’her urban environment, understanding and interpreting the essence
represented there, and (re)constructing urban images. The problem of
understanding urban text(ure) and of construing person-urban environment
interaction is considered in terms of an intellectual and experiential correlation

between a person and an urban environment.

The viewpoint of this study is conceptual and future-oriented. A discursively valid
framework is developed for conceptualizing transformations in person-urban
environment interaction with the help of G.K.Kelly’s Personal construct theory,



v

Constructivist approach, Cinematic montage and Transformation theory. Other
approaches to person-urban environment interaction, to urban design, and to the
future are also discussed and classified. A ‘cinemai.qgraphic’ way of
understanding the urban environment is accentuated as an alternative method
among several interpretations. In order to cast a discussion for the (re)construction
towards the future of the person-urban environment interaction, cultural/formal
transformations and new personal roles in the urban context are reviewed, and
some urban metaphors are generated. It is concluded that urbanity and urban
quality of an environment can be maintained, through cultural/formal urban
transformations, by elevating person-urban environment interaction in a
constructive and meaningful manner.

Keywords: Person-urban environment interaction, urban environment, urban
text(ure), person, identity, meaning, image, representation, understanding/
interpretation, construing, reality, change/transformation, future, (re)construction
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MIMARI VE ANLAM-YONELIMLI TERIMLERLE
KiSI-KENTSEL CEVRE ETKILESIMINDEKT DONUSUMLERIN
KAVRAMSALLASTIRILMASI

Tokol, Aysegiil S.

Doktora, Mimarlik
Mimarlik Boliimii

Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Goniil Evyapan

Haziran 1997, 187 sayfa

Bu caligma, kisi-kentsel gevre etkilegimini ve doniigiimlerini mimari ve anlam-
yonelimli terimlerle kavramsallagtirarak gelecee yonelik olarak kurmak igin
elestirel bir tartigma tabami saglamayi amaglamaktadir. Kentsel doniigiimlerin
(yeniden)kurulmasinda  farkl:  secenekler Onermenin miimkiin  oldufu
gosterilmektedir. Kentsel cevre, hem zaman ve kimlik duygusunun temsil edildigi
bir siireg, hem de okunup, anlagilan bir ‘metin’ olarak ele alinmaktadir. Bu
aragtirmanun sintrlari icinde kisi, kentsel gevreyi anlamlandirabilen, ¢cevrede temsil
edilen 6zii anlayabilen ve yorumlayabilen, ve yeniden imgeler kurabilen birey
olarak tammlanmaktadir. Kentsel metnin ve kigi-kentsel cevre etkilegiminin
kurulmasin1 anlamak dogrultusunda, kisiyle kentsel ¢cevre arasindaki entellektiiel
ve deneyimsel baglantilar iizerinde durulmaktadir.

Calismanin bakig acis1 kavramsal ve gelecek-yonelimlidir. Kisi-kentsel cevre
etkilesimindeki doniiglimlerin kavramsallagtirilmas: igin, G.K.Kelly’nin Kisisel
catk: teorisi, Konstriiktivist yaklagim, Sinematik montaj ve Doniigiim teorilerinin
de yardmmyla, sdylem olarak gegerli bir gerceve gelistirilmektedir. Diger kigi-



kentsel gevre etkilesimi, kentsel tasarim ve gelecek yaklagimlari da tartisiimakta ve
smiflandirilmaktadir.  Farkli yorumlamalar arasinda ‘sinematografik’ yontem
kentsel gevrenin anlagilmasinda bir segenck olarak vurgulanmaktadir. Kigi-kentsel
gevre etkilegiminin gelecegine doniik (yeniden)kurulmasi yoniinde bir tartigma
giindeme getirmek igin, kentsel baglamda kiiltiirel/bicimsel doniistimler ve yeni
kigisel roller gozden gegirilerek, belirli gelecek mecazlan geligtirilmektedir.
Kiiltiirel/bicimsel kentsel doniisiimler boyunca kentlilik ve cevrenin kentsel
niteliginin siirdiiriilebilmesinin, kigi-kentsel gevre etkilesiminin catkisal ve anlamh
bir yolla zenginlestirilerek saglanabilecegi sonucuna varilmaktadir.

Anahtar Sozciikler: Kisi-kentsel gevre etkilegimi, kentsel cevre, kentsel metin,
kigi, kimlik, anlam, imge, temsiliyet, anlama/yorum, kurma, gergeklik,
degisim/doniiglim, gelecek, (yeniden)kurmak
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A city is a place where a small boy,
as he walks through it, may see something
that will

tell him what he wants to do his whole life.
Louis Khan

As an architect I create architecture,

I teach architecture,

I also consume it.

My experience of the city teaches me
positive and negative responses.

My experience of the city tells me that
often

I am anaesthetized by what is around me,
I become the measure of my response.



CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Scope of the Research

This study is based on the conviction that the built urban environment is a process
in which person interaction is significant and its transformations, in architectural
and sense-oriented terms, can be conceptualized to understand and implement
(re)construction towards the future. In this research, urban environment is
considered as a text representing time'and sense of identity. Study of this text
requires a composite analysis from different theoretical stances to illustrate
particular aspects of the built urban milieu. The built urban milieu is not only a
totality of man-made objects -works of architecture- but a totality of processes
acting through time: ideological, cultural, social, physical, psychological,
economical and natural. Within the scope of this research, especially, cultural and
psychological processes are emphasized in order to discuss person-urban

environment (P-UE) interaction and urban transformations.

Any urban environment is addressed to an unknown reader and potentially to
whoever knows how to read. People to be discussed in this study are the ones who
have the ability or at least have the potential of assigning meanings to their urban
environment, perceiving and interpreting meanings represented there. The
problem of understanding P-UE interaction has two phases to look into: mental and
physical correspondence between people and their urban environment. A person,
as a thinking and social being, relates to urban environment both in his/her mind
and with his/her actual presence. How people abstract, construct and interpret in
their mind the built urban miliew, is accepted as the way of communication
between people and their surroundings.

! Urban culture can be accepted as the past-present-future connection.



People to be discussed throughout the study have no defined or certain national
identities. Similarly, urban environments are not cases pointed out in a particular
geography. Therefore, discussions on P-UE interaction are not merely based on
certain cities or localities. It may be easy to say that to (re)think and to
(re)construct cultural urban identity has no use because of the priorities of mass
and sub-cultural identities and tastes. But, in order to understand ‘urban’ and
‘urbanity’, research must concentrate on the meaning-producing aspect of the
individual. As far as the built urban environment is concerned, the designer’s
intention and the user’s perception more often than not, cease to coincide. Both
producing the text (urban design) and reading the text (experiencing and
interpreting the urban environment) require naming of personal conceptions as

symbolic realities in the urban environment.

The design process of an urban milieu is considered as the coordinator of the
relations between people and their physical urban environment. D.Agrest (1993)
directly relates architecture and urban design to ideology. She discusses these
domains within the context of ‘design’ and defines cultural and ideological
processes as ‘non-design’. Despite the fact that both have symbolic connotations,
architecture is conceived as ‘design’ as opposed to any sort of ‘non-design’
configuration. Urban architecture is taken for communicative purposes here as
concerning at least similar concepts of information and meaning as does
language®. Within the scope of this research, the approach to urban architecture is
expanded to such a point that personal interpretations may become the only

constraint of understanding.

It is a fact that most people know only certain parts of cities. They are familiar
with the places in which they live, where they meet people, where they shop, and

where they work. In other words, a person’s closer urban environment stands apart

2 D.Agrest (1993) relates architecture to culture as: “..the processes by which meaning is
produced, not only within architecture or design, but also in the domain of non-design, we are,
of course, analyzing ideology itself. For ideology is no more than the social production of
meaning” (p.32).

* JJarvinen (1992) discusses the dialectic between architecture and language and defines it as
linguistic analogy.



from its larger context and s/he lives and knows urban milieu as fragments, i.e.,
places. A place is a meaningful space, model of an urban environment, to which
values are attributed by personal and cultural processes. Another premise to be
taken into consideration is that people act or believe according to their reading*

(interpretau:ions ) of the environmental clues.

The urban reading is an infinite process and urban environment is a spatial text® in
which different understanding levels take place by means of different media, such
as cinema, theater, fashion and politics. Since the intention of the researcher is to
discuss multifarious interpretations related to urban transformations, throughout
the text other arts besides architecture become a part of the guiding means.

Interpretation of urban environment makes people orient themselves in the urban
milieu, together with the assumption that understanding urban text(ure) is very
much like encountering reality. Because people are affected by events and physical
urban environments, and because people orient themselves comprehensively in
those events and environments, they bring their ideas and feelings into urban

communication modes.

1.2 Motivation of the Study

Up to now, a large number of research projects on the subject of urban design and
man-urban environment interaction have been carried out. When the problem of
relating people and their interpretations of urban text(ure) has been considered, it
has rarely been based on theories of environmental cognition, conceptualization
and interpretation. The research projects have been mostly empirical studies. For
D.Stea and M.Turan (1993), architectural and urban reality is often distorted by

behaviorist and other empiricist mainstream approaches. Conclusions arrived at

* For Jarvinen (1992) interpretation of urban texture is a common mode of action and in case of
architecture this process might be called ‘reading’.

* The scope of understanding/interpretation corresponds to our being involved in that particular
environmental situation, and thus we understand ourselves through the urban environment.

 One can call it *architectural text’.



the end of empirical studies via reduced information are legitimized under the
name of scientific objectivity. Therefore, the social and personal construction of
architectural (urban) reality is excluded from the research projects (which are
socially and personally conditioned, produced, consuméd, expanded and
experienced). Behavioral psychology based studies, for instance, have mostly used
overgeneralizations about human responses to an urban environment and about the
perceived urban environment, e.g., Downs and Stea (1973), Moos and Insel (1974),
Canter (1977), Hesselgren (1987). On the other hand, studies undertaken by
architects, architectural critics and planners have been mostly concerned with
urban architecture without much reference to sociological and psychological
impacts, e.g., Rossi (1982), Krier (1982).

One of the major points of this study is to establish a critical approach for relevant
interpretations for the conceptualization of P-UE interaction and its
transformations towards future. There may be various questions to be answered
such as: What are the factors affecting the understanding of urban(ness)(ity)? How
does a person construct an urban image in his/her mind? How do people interpret
the urban text(ure)? What are the cultural and individual differences creating
different world views?; Are love and beauty in the eye of beholder? Is it possible
to propose alternative futures for (re)constructing P-UE interaction? These are the
major concerns that motivated us to discuss and understand the concepts of ‘urban

environment’ as a ‘text’, ‘person’ as a ‘reader’.

1.3 Methodology

In a general sense, an overall view point of this study is conceptual and future-
oriented. It does not mean that it is abstract. It means that a theoretically
consistent framework will be constructed for understanding present relations
between people and urban environments, and for guiding oncoming situations. The
study is mainly based on G.K.Kelly’s Personal Construct Theory (PCT)’ and
constructivist approach in which the process of knowing is significant.

T PCT is one of the most striking theories of personality and is called the ‘cognitive approach’. A
detailed discussion of PCT will be the subject of section 2.1.



PCT, as a theoretical approach to the problem of urban understanding, acts as an
advisor to interpret urban transformations leading to the future. Here, it is assumed
that every event and urban text is open to multiple interpretations. Kelly
emphasizes the relation between symbol-construct—communic}ition. PCT can be
used as a method to understand urban images rather than to discover how those
images predict or effect environmental behavior. Kelly’s theory places P-UE
interaction in a meaningful and general framework of environmental
cognition/understanding. From this perspective, a person views the urban
text(ure), criticizes it, and acts in advance of urban life through a construct system

that is in a continual process of change.

Architectural criticism and theory offers an appropriate source of psychologically
relevant explanations and discussions (although empirically not tested) for built
urban environment and meaning relationships. Throughout the study, thcory8 is
defined as a way of understanding reality while imposing a structure on that
reality. Architectural or urban theory is not a theory that is architectural or urban,
but is an attempt to make urban architecture theoretical. Theoretical discourses are
valid insofar as they relate to real events in the urban environment. Urban images
provide ways in which people construe urban experiences and realities. Theory is
indicated by the extent to which one can understand and discuss the different

conceptual systems which are revealed.

A theory has a range of convenience, emphasizing the limits of phenomena the
theory can cover, and a focus of convenience, emphasizing the points within the
boundaries where the theory works best. In a most proper way, different theories
have different ranges of convenience and different foci of convenience. In this
respect, architectural and urban theories are to be (re)viewed as changeable,
expandable or reducible. Throughout the study, guiding theories, ie., PCT,
cultural/interpretative and critical/post-structuralist, cinematic montage and
transformation, are modified or discarded when they lead to incorrect predictions

or stops leading to new understandings.

® Theoretical descriptions are accepted as ‘reflections’ or ‘maps’ of reality.



For B.Hillier (1993) theories provide an abstract picture9 of what the surrounding

is like, which the researcher uses to interpret his/her solid experience of it:

Architectural realities are dense, and as wholes unanalyzable, but that
does not mean to say that the role of spatial configuration (for example) in
architectural realities cannot be analyzed and even generalized. The idea
that science is to be rejected because it does not give an account of the
richness of experience is a persistent but elementary error. Science gives
us quite a different kind of experience of reality, one that is partial and
analytic rather than whole and intuitive. As such it is in itself that it is
valuable. It needs to be accepted or rejected on its own terms, not in
terms of its failure to be like life or like art (Hillier,1993,p.35).

A theoretical discourse can be formed in various ways, from a critical perspective,
which implies a place far from the practical, to a straight observation. A critical
point of view is developed from questions for which there are no single answers,
and from an interaction between what-how-why, a why that enables the researcher

to bridge theoretical and practical discourses.

1.4 Outline of the Study

In Chapter 2, G.K.Kelly’s (1955) PCT is discussed in order to form a guiding
framework for the study. Certain theoretical approaches to P-UE interaction are
reviewed and classified according to their general viewpoints, and according to the
interpretation of person and urban environment. Design perspectives for the urban
milieu are summarized and grouped as: a concept, a reflection of society, an
organizational activity, an ecological system and a typology. Epistemological
approaches to the future are discussed with reference to S.Inayatullah’s (1990)

discourse, which emphasizes predictive, cultural and critical perspectives.

In Chapter 3, urban environment is discussed through its architectural and sensual
aspects in order to draw a discussion on ‘urbanness’ and textual qualities. In
addition to environmental meaning, compatibility with the urban context is

scrutinized with reference to personal experiences and cultural values. Place as a

® “Theories are forms of knowing that summarize experience into abstract principles, and thus
transform the meanings we assign to experience and the way we act on the world” (Hillier,1993,
p-13).



representative model of the whole urban environment is accentuated with respect to

identification and ‘sense of place’.

Chapter 4 is a most crucial part of the study that concentrates on the personal
phases of urban realities in a search for construing transformations in P-UE
interaction. The concept of person, as the major component of urban environment,
is explored in terms of urbanity, both as ‘self/sense of urbanity’ and ‘urban/cultural
identity’. Individual memories, which are the culmination of urban experiences and
imagery, are elaborated on and the whole debate is mainly based on constructivist
approach. The gap between appearance-sensation-experience and realities in the
urban environment is discussed. The essence of urban phenomena is illustrated by
means of urban images/representations. The process of understanding/construing
is examined thoroughly, considering various dimensions of knowledge and
interpretation. Within the context of interpretation of urban environment
(architectural, psychological, symbolic, cinematographic), the cinematographic
way of (re)viewing the urban milieu is emphasized as the proposed manner for
construing the urban text(ure). In this research an urban environment is taken as a
process analogous to film editing, which creates a meaning that cannot be

. 10
represented in single urban spaces .

In the 5™ chapter, changes in urban processes, in terms of cultural/formal
transformations and personal roles, are contemplated to uncover new meanings of
person and urban environment. With the priority given to time, condition/answer,
challenge and decision metaphors of future are taken into account to form a

discussion for the (re)construction towards urban future.

Consequently, this research aims to provide a means for the understanding of
transformations in P-UE interaction through architectural and sense-oriented terms.
It is through a process-based study with a selection of alternatives, whereby one
can take a whole urban environment apart in order to find new ways to compose

the parts and to develop possibilities of new wholes under various related

1% This process may be called ‘ﬁgurative’ because the meaning is not denoted in either Piece; it
emerges through juxtaposition.



approaches towards the (re)construction of urban future. If, throughout cultural
and formal transformations, person-urban environment interaction is construed and

maintains a meaningful level, urbanness and urbanity is retained above all.



CHAPTER 2

A CRITICAL REVIEW OF LITERATURE

To whom are we speaking? In general, we think the reader who takes us
seriously will be an adventuresome soul who is not one bit afraid of
thinking unorthodox thoughts about people, who dares peer out at the
world through the eyes of strangers, who has not invested beyond his
means in cither ideas or vocabulary, and who is looking for an ad
interim, rather than an ulfimate, set of psychological insights (Kelly,1955,
pp.x-xi).

Architectural and urban literature, including theoretical/conceptual/empirical
discussions, has quite a wide range and various dimensions to (re)cover in such a
concentrated study. As far as the subject domain of the thesis is concerned, urban
literature based on person-urban environment (P-UE) relations is discussed and
classified according to determinist, analytical, systematic, empirical, ecological,
rationalist and integrated approaches, i.e., according to their ways of understanding
person, urban environment and P-UE interaction. Since P-UE interaction is the
subject domain and its transformations in architectural terms are the concerns of
this study, design perspectives are drawn in groups (as a concept, reflection of
society, an organizational activity, an ecological system and a typology) in order to

present different urban design approaches.

With respect to multi-dimensionality of the urban(ness)(ity) problem, selected
theoretical stances are included to support a critical-constructivist approach
followed throughout the research, i.e., G.Kelly’s (1955) Personal Construct Theory
(PCT) and S.Inayatullah’s (1990) épistemological approaches -predictive/empirical,
cultural/interpretative, critical/post-structuralist- to the future. Throughout the
study, theory is accepted as a way of understanding reality that imposes a structure
on that reality.
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2.1 Personal Construct Theory

Personal Construct Theory (PCT) is considered as the cognitivist approach to
personality or rather the phenomenological perspective:11 in which the first
consideration is the individual person. Within the context of this research PCT is
taken as a theory of personal efforts to conceptualize (to construe) an urban
environment. Although PCT is weak in emotional and motivational aspects
considering P-UE interaction, and having an empirical ground, it is a theory proper
to produce alternative interpretations and it is a theory open to revision.

D.Schultz (1990) comments on PCT as subject to change since an individual’s
constructs constantly change in light of new experiences: “... *at best it is an ad
interim theory’ Kelly wrote; we must consider the theory to be expendable in the

light of tomorrow’s outlooks and discoveries” (p.401).

It is important that research concerns can be interpreted within the conceptual
framework of the theory as this enables the researcher to use the theory to generate
research topics. PCT assumes that life is a process of continual construing and
reconstruing. The basic assumption is that people construct their pictures of reality
actively12 . The picture does not emerge / appear automatically, but a person builds
it for her/himself. H.Pamir (1978,p.49) discusses Kelly’s PCT within the context of
T.Lee’s (1973) Socio-spatial theory as a way of understanding obtaining knowledge

about the order of urban environment through the use of representations.

Construct theory offers the possibility of seeing how people look at an urban
environment, how their values and patterns of anticipation match what they
encounter; how they cope with or resist particular aspects of the urban

environment; and how their ideas, prejudices and beliefs with respect to a

! It emphasizes the uniqueness of each person’s subjective world view.

2 You may not realize it until you think about it, but you are making an implicit prediction abowt
the nature of the world every time you turn on a faucet and expect to see water coming out. You
are relying on the predictability of reality whenever you do something as simple as turn a
doorknob (expecting the door to open) or eat (expecting not to get sick). In truth, it is hard to
think of any action that would not involve making at least one implicit prediction about how
reality is organized (Carver, Scheier,1988,p.323).
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particular physical environment and its function are composed. Mostly, PCT has
been used to frame studies of retail and residential environments (Aitken,1991). In
these environmental studies the theory is applied by the repertory grid13 to
underline perceptual categories employed by the individuals to give meaning to
their urban environments. Related to Kelly’s ‘personal construct’ assumption is
the idea that every event is open to multiple interpretations. There is an old saying:
“Two men looked out from prison bars, one saw mud and the other saw stars”
(Hergenhahn, 1984,p.268).

In many ways Kelly’s view of personality is similar to Kuhn’s view of science'*.
It seems that the most important similarity between Kelly and Kuhn is that they
both emphasize perceptual mechanisms. Both insist that there are many equally
valid interpretations of reality, not just one. Kelly takes the scientist” as the
model for describing all human beings. He notes that people are constantly
seeking clarity and understanding in their lives by developing ideas that will allow
them to think about future events (Hergenhahn,1984).

2.1.1 Constructive Alternativism

The philosophical basis of PCT is that of constructive alternativism. According to
this standpoint, no person’s mental construction of the world is a permanent or
absolute truth; all are subjective to a degree and subject to constant revision
(Harrison,1976,p.382). In Kelly’s constructive alternativism, the theoretical
framework explicitly recognizes that environmental cognition is a constructive
process which generates alternatives. Kelly has used the term ‘constructive
alternativism’ to refer to a further assumption: “...that people can decide for

themselves what constructs to use for interpreting any given event. Kelly held that

'3 H.Pamir (1978) forms a similarity between Kelly’s repertory grid construct and schema in order
to discuss urban representations.

' For Kuhn, a paradigm is a way of looking at a subject matter, and scientists doing research
while following a paradigm are said to be doing ‘normal science’.

5 The view of a person as a scientist has a number of consequences for Kelly. First, it leads to
the view that a person is oriented toward the future. Second, it suggest that the individual has
the capacity to represent the urban environment, rather than merely to respond to it. “Just as
scientists can develop alternative theoretical formulations concerning phenomena, so individuals
can interpret and reinterpret, construe and reconstrue, their environments” (Schultz,1990,p.336).
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people can always alter their experiences, even retrospectively, by construing those
experiences in different ways” (Carver, Scheier,1988,p.323). Therefore it is the

individual’s interpretation of events, rather than the events themselves, that is of

importance16 .

Life, to our way of thinking, is more than mere change. It involves an
interesting relationship between parts of our universe wherein one part,
the living creature, is able to bring himself around to represent another
part, his environment. Life, then, to our way of thinking, is characterized
by its essential measurability in the dimension of time and its capacity to
represent other forms of reality, while still retaining its own form of
reality (Kelly,1955,p.8).

In constructive alternativism, instead of absolute truth there are efforts to construe
urban events -to make representations of urban phenomena in order to make sense
out of them. In Kelly’s terms, people generate a set of personal constructs and then
impose those constructs on external re,a]ity17 . In this view, “..people do not
experience the world directly. Rather, they know the world through the lens, or the
filter, of their own personal constructs” (Carver,Scheier,1988, p.323). This, of course,
is a restatement of Kelly’s notion of constructive alternativism, which says that
“...We are free to construe events as we wish. This freedom is thought to apply not
only to our interpretation of external reality but to ourselves as well”
(Hergenhatn, 1984,p.269).

2.1.2 Personal Urban Constructs

Constructs are theoretical abstractions which have to cope with facts, since there
would be no contact with reality at all without them. A construct is designed to
help person to understand how the world works so that s/he can anticipate'® what
is likely to happen. There is nothing absolute or rigid about any urban construct,

16 As D.Schulz (1990) mentions, in constructive alternativist view, “..Man experiences events,
perceives similarities and differences among these events, formulates concepts or constructs to
order phenomena and, on the basis of these constructs, seeks to anticipate events” (p.336).

7 Kelly emphasized the idea that each individual creates his or her understanding of reality,
independent of each other’s. Reality is what we perceive it to be.

18 According to Kelly, a person’s processes are psychologically directed by the ways in which
s/he anticipates events (1955,p.46).
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because we cannot create constructs that will anticipate everything that might occur
in the urban environment. “If constructs were fixed or inflexible, Kelly said, the
person would paint himself into a corner” (Schultz,1990,p.386).

For Kelly, people differ from each other, not only because there may have been
differences in the events which they have anticipated, but also because there are
different approaches to the anticipation of the same events. As a matter of fact,
constructs are interpretations that are placed on events, ways of making sense out
of the world. A meaningful personal construct is one which is designed to embrace
the future rather than merely enlist the past. S.C.Aitken states that an individual’s
repertoire of constructs is organized into patterns of interdependency which are
then structured hierarchically reflecting priorities (1991,p.185).

Persons differ from each other in their construction of lives. An urban condition is
of high quality for an individual if s/he feels that it is, no matter what objective
realities and measures may display the contrary. Brush (1976) states that situation
as: “ a given environmental condition may be judged subjectively to be at different
levels of quality at different times by the same person” (p.48). In the Kantian
approach, all contents of reality are experienced in the context of space and time.
Knowledge of ‘reality’ in general, and the urban environment in particular, is seen
as the active construction of urban objects. In this view, person as a subject
actively interacts with the urban environment, the result being a construal or

construction of the object by a person.

In PCT, if symbolism is accepted as a matter of choosing an element from the
context of constructs, as a representative of the construct itself, then
communication is a matter of reproducing the symbolic element in hopes of

providing a parallel construct in another person (Kelly,1955).

Consider a day. Concretely, today is not yesterday, nor is tomorrow
today. Time does not double back on itself. But after a succession of
time man is able to detect a recurrent theme in its ever flowing process.
It is possible to abstract the recurrent theme in terms of the rising and the
setting of the sun. Moreover, the same theme does not recur when time is
segmented in other ways. Thus, the concept of a day is erected along the
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incessant stream of time - a day which is, in its own way, like other days
and yet clearly distinguishable from the moments and the years
(Kelly, 1955,p.53).

2.2 Approaches to Person-Urban Environment Interaction

Today, it is recognized that humans and environments interact constantly,
in all time-space contexts, and it is these ongoing transactions that
provide the essential structure and meaning of the relationship between
people and their milieus (Aitken, 1991,p.180).

The approaches to P-UE interactions can be studied in seven broad categories:
determinist, analytical, systematic, empirical, ecological, rationalist and integrated
approaches. The approaches to be discussed here do not cover all the studies about
P-UE interaction, in the sense that the classification is limited. However, in the
classification of the approaches, it has been tried to be as broad as possible.

2.2.1 Determinist Approaches

‘Environmental determinism’, defined by Amos Rapoport (1977,pp.2-4), is the view
that the physical environment determines human behavior. In fact, it is the
traditional view -the belief that changes in the form of cities and buildings can lead

to change in behavior, increased happiness, increased social interaction, etc.

C.S.Fischer (1984,pp.271-272) states that, ‘determinist theory’ is one of the
approaches for the understanding of images of urban life. Determinist theory
assumes that urbanism affects people’s social lives and personalities directly,
mostly for the worse. It holds that urbanism weakens intimate social groups and

isolates people, eventually producing social disorganization and disintegration.

The extreme form of the belief within the design profession that the built urban
environment may profoundly influence psychological states and social behavior is
also discussed in social ecology (Moos,Insel,1974). Maslow and Mintz (1956) and
Craik (1974,1976) have comprehensively reviewed this area. Maslow and Mintz
studied the relations between interpersonal perception and physical urban
environment. They determined that judgments of the psychological states differed
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in different case studies and discussed the technique of behavioral mapping of
designed urban environments. From the viewpoint of environmental determinism,
behavior is defined as consisting of patterns of responses and is assumed to be
determined by the environment, and that we are the products of forces outside

ourselves.

T.R.Lee’s (1973,1982) socio-spatial theory emphasizes the point that people respond
to their real urban environment by their adaptations to its representations
(schemata). For him a theory is developed and applied to provide the way in
which a person perceives, learns about and reacts to the urban environment. This
théory is determinist in a sense that it assumes a human being is an organism that
survives only if it interacts directly with the environment, and this interaction is
what human behavior is about. For Lee (1982), if an individual develops through
learning in the urban énvironment a repertoire of schemata which determines
his/her mobility, these can be used as mediating variables in a theory. “All present
behavior is governed by selected and organized past experiences... Thus the
schemata are dispositional as well as cognitive” (Lee,1973,p.98).

2.2.2 Analytical Approaches

Analytical approaches range from the descriptive to the genetic, from problem-
solving to process and function analyses. K.Lynch and L.Rodwin (1958,pp.201-
202) have discussed the advantages and disadvantages of analytical approaches in

four main groups:

* Description

To describe the physical urban environment more accurately is an important aim;
but since these descriptive possibilities are endless, it is difficult to be sure what is
and what is not crucial or relevant. In fact, the descriptive approach is the most
obvious, and perhaps the weakest, if employed on its own.

* Transformation
Studying how the physical urban environment is transformed might be another
approach. The nature of the changes can be recorded, as well as the difficulties
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and directions in transition, the conditions associated with the changes, and the
various social, economic, and political processes by which the alteration takes
place. Since transformation means studying dynamics of the physical urban
environment, historical, comparative and genetic methods are the best ways of

following this approach.

* Pragmatics

In this approach it is stated that each case can be considered more or less unique.
The emphasis is on problem solving, or on shaping or reshaping the physical
environment to eliminate specific difficulties or to achieve specific effects. The
advantage here is the “realism” in cases, the weakness is the handicap implicit in
the assumption that general ideas and theories are of almost no value as guides for

dealing with specific cases or classes of cases.

* The goal-form relationship

This approach is concerned with how alternative physical arrangements facilitate
or inhibit various individual and social objectives. It is a more abstract approach
than the previous ones. Its weakness is its static nature, and its strength lies in the
emphasis on the clear formulation of goals and on the probable effects of various

forms of physical organization.

B.Hillier (1983) proposes a method called ‘Space Syntax’, developed at the Bartlett
Unit of College of Architecture of University College of London, which “...studies
to describe and analyze patterns of architectural space -both at the building and
urban level. The idea is that, with an objective and precise method of description,
we can investigate how well urban environments work, rigorously relating social
variables to architectural forms” (p.49). Hillier also states that the search for
urbanity has become a major theme in architecture, underlying a growing variety
of contending styles and approaches. He points out that it has become a major
preoccupation of the increasing number of public inquiries into urban

redevelopment (p.48).
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P.Knox (1987) discusses two analytical approaches to knowledge and understanding
of urban environments: ‘Quantitative approach’ and ‘Descriptive approach’. These
two approaches are based on a philosophy in which the researcher’s role is to
document the spatial organization of the society. According to these views spatial
qualities of activities are analyzed and stated in order to define peoples’ responses

to their urban environment.

D.Appleyard (1973) states that environmental knowing studies are fragmented, and
the urban environment is viewed with different emphases by the different
disciplines. He analyses P-UE interaction in terms of three characteristic types;
operational, responsive and inferential. Operational urban understanding is the
selection of particular aspects of the urban environment for the purpose of carrying
out performed tasks and events. It is directly related to personal movement and
visibility. Responsive understanding is the imageability in which a person’s eye
catches things in a more passive way. It should not be necessarily visual; it can
consist of auditory, olfactory or tactile experiences. Inferential urban environment
perception is probabilistic in nature. It has socio-functional significance related to
a system of environmental categories, concepts and relationships which form our
coding for the P-UE model.

For D.Appleyard (1973,1982) people’s discourse with the urban environment is
continually shifting between subjective and objective, personal and urban poles,
according to their familiarity, experience, or mood, and the configuration of the

urban environment.

2.2.3 Systematic Approaches

W.Michelson (1976) proposes a ‘Systematic approach’ which is based on
articulation of human behavior with the physical urban environment. He proposes
five criteria for concepts of urban environment appropriate for articulation with
variables in the cultural, social and personality systems. These criteria are:
relevance to all levels of form -from the higher to the lower levels, such as from
edges and focal points to home and immediate neighborhood environments;

systematic integration of these levels; physical consistency; relevance to social
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phenomena; and measurable quality of concepts of urban form. Michelson relates
his approach to urban sociology without any deep concern about architecture and
urban form. G.Chadwick (1978) proposes a ‘Systems View of Planning’ for the
urban environment. This approach involves the arrangement of spatial patterns

over time, concerning relations between process and purpose.

What man actually perceives we may call perceptual space, and by
applying various tests to his perceptions he is able to deduce the existence
of physical space, i.e., space which exists independently of man, of a
qualitative nature (Chadwick, 1978,p.14).

One of the approaches which P.Knox discusses in his book Urban Social
Geography, is the ‘Radical approach’ (1987,p4). This approach stresses the
constraints on the behavior of individuals which are imposed by the organization of
society as a system and by the activities of powerful groups and institutions within
it. The radical approach is a systematic way of considering the problem of

functional hierarchy in any urban environment.

2.2.4 Empirical Approaches

Empiricism is based on reflection, on model forming of the real. In empiricism,
reality and knowledge are performed as equal and the production of knowledge
remains unseen. The philosophy of empiricism considers knowledge under the
control of the urban environment. As J.Lang (1987) writes in his book titled
Creating Architectural Theory, empirical approaches state that meaning in the
urban environment has to be supplied to urban events after people have registered
their structure. In this view, reality can only be contained in sensation; knowledge
of reality is built up from successions of sensations. However, sensory data do not
combine, in themselves, into a composite picture of the urban environment;
relations between the data from different senses are established through habit,
practice and the laws of affiliation. Measurements are done not to describe the
physical urban phenomena, but of the perceived urban quality itself. The
technique, using a seven-point scale to evaluate how people perceive their
environment between two extreme qualities, was originally developed by Osgood
in 1957.
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In the observatory/sensory research the major question is the identification of the
places which contribute most significantly to the environmental cognition or rather
knowing “ ...what the characteristic adjective for any given place may be, which
has a meaning unique to that place and thus facilitate the ‘understanding of its
special qualities” (Canter,1977,p.113). Positivism and neo-positivism argue that there
is one source of knowledge -sensation- and through sensation one can grasp
singular and material events. Mind, and any content of mind, such as the
representation of the environment, is seen as nothing but a copy or reflection of

matter.

Louis Althusser (cited in Agrest,1993,p.9) had analyzed different conceptions of
knowledge which can be applied to urban theories, particularly to empiricist
approaches: “To know is to abstract from the real object its essence the possession
of which by the subject is then called knowledge”.

The image of the city by K.Lynch (1985) considers the visual quality of the
American city by studying the mental image of the city held by its citizens.
Lynch’s approach for looking through the relations between man and urban
environment may be called ‘Imageability’. Lynch defines environmental images
as the outcome of a two-way process between the observer and his environment.
“The environment suggests distinctions and relations, and the observer -with great
adaptability and in the light of his own purposes- selects, organizes and endows
with meaning what he sees” (Lynch,1985,p.6). For him, an environmental image
may be analyzed in three components: identity, structure and meaning. Here
identity serves for a recognition as a separable entity, structure means the spatial or
pattern relation of the object to the observer and to other objects, and meaning is a
conceptual relation. “Nothing is experienced by itself, but always in relation to its
surroundings, the sequences of events leading up to it, the memory of past
experiences ” (Lynch,1985, p.46). Lynch used an interview method to test the
hypothesis of imageability, and to achieve a rough approximation to the public

images of the three cities concerned: Boston, Jersey and Los Angeles.
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R.M.Downs and D.Stea (1973) propose ‘Cognitive approach’ for urban studies.
Cognitive mapping is taken as an abstraction covering those cognitive or mental
abilities that enable us to collect, organize, store, recall, and manipulate
information about the urban environment. They claim that these abilities change
with age (or development) and use (or learning). They deal with, in Maps in
minds, spatial behavior, the meaning and the components of whereness and
whatness concepts. Downs and Stea have tried to verify their approach by
analyzing people’s observations and deriving results from those analyses.

K.H.Craik’s (1968) approach to the everyday physical urban environment can be
termed as a ‘Comprehensive approach’. This view is based on various methods of
evaluation of observations. This approach is totally based on four domains of
research, i.e., environmental displays, observers, response formats and media of
representation. The ranges of these domains are quite wide. For instance,
observers can be chosen from ordinary people to specialized persons. Responses
of observers may be evaluated by using various formats such as: free descriptions,
adjective checklists, activity lists, symbolic equivalents, multisensory equivalents,
emphatic interpretations, beliefs about human consequences and viewing time
(Craik,1968,pp.32-33). The media of representation used in this method are also quite
large such as: direct experience, simulative exploration, cinematic and

photographic studies, sketches and drawings and tachistoscopic views (p.32).

If a specific investigation were directed toward assessing the accuracy or
quality of the observers’ comprehensions of environmental displays, then
some well-founded description and assessment of the displays would be
required to serve as a criterion. In some cases, objective measures of
physical attributes of the environmental displays may be appropriate,
especially if the original descriptive responses made by the observers
were in those terms. In other investigations, the judgment of experts, that
is, of observers with special competence or experience, would do. In
some instances, responses of the same sort as those made by the observers
whose accuracy is being assessed might serve as criteria (Craik, 1968, p.34).

An approach stated by P.M.Insel (1974), which is based on data derived from
observations, is an assessment of environmental dimensions focusing on psycho-

social characteristics and organizational climate. In this approach either outside
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observers or individuals currently functioning in a particular institution, are asked
about variables broadly relevant to the organizational or social climate of that
institution. Actually, this approach which has recently been used extensively, is a
more subjective and perceptual methodology. o

P.Orleans (1973) proposes an empirical study to investigate the differences in the
composite images of Milan and Rome; whether there are differences in the image
maps drawn by different age, sex, socioeconomic, and resident groups within each
city. There have been various studies on the evaluation of urban environments
using adjectives to check judgments of different user groups. Two of them are
Craik’s (1966) Landscape Adjective Checklist and Kasmar’s (1970) Lexion. At the
end of these studies the adjectives that are the most relevant (in a decreasing order

of relevancy) to the assessment of urban scenes have been listed as in the table

below:
Table 2.1 Adjective List for Urban Scenes Assessment
aypersons {Professionals iCombined Groups
1. Exciting 1. Exciting 1. Exciting
2. Adventurous 2. Active 2. Alive
Alive Stimulating 3. Active
Lively 3. Alive Lively
3. Impressive Expensive 4. Stimulating
Moving Powerful 5. Adventurous
4. Active (. Invigorating 6. Appealing
5. Appealing Lively Moving
Stimulating 5. Appealing 7. Fashionable
6. Fashionable Attractive Impressive
Friendly Fashionable 8. Attractive
7. Powerful 6. Adventurous Invigorating
Brisk Comfortable 0. Brisk
8. Attractive Inspiring - Inspiring
Inspiring Threatening 10. Friendly
Invigorating 7. Good 11. Beautiful
9. Forceful Moving Nice
Majestic 18. Brisk 12. Powerful
10. Beautiful Cheerful Safe
Pleasant Dangerous
Threatening Impressive
11. Nice Lonely
Rich Nice
Safe 9. Beautiful
12. Warm Safe
13. Pretty
Cold
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D.Canter’s (1977) book The Psychology of Place is about the psychological
conditions which let people understand, use and create places. The author
discusses theoretical origins of environmental cognition in three headings:
Bartlett’s schemata, Boulding’s image and Lynch’s ‘Image of the city’ (pp.13-25).
According to the author, Bartlett’s book Remembering, published in 1932, was the
starting point of his empirical theory. Bartlett’s theme was that: “There are
internal representations which each individual draws upon, as a reference, when
attempting to reconstruct a picture” (p.15). Canter gives reference to memory about
the effects of physical environment on people. “Boulding was concerned with
what a person believes to be true, his ‘subjective knowledge’, his image of the
world” (Canter,1977,p.20). Canter discusses Boulding’s approach to the
identification and classification of places in order to clarify environmental
cognition: “If we are to understand people’s responses to places and their actions
within them, it is necessary to understand what (and how) they think; and thus this

book concentrates more upon conceptual systems than behavioral systems”
(1977,p.1).

S.Hesselgren (1987) searches for the experience of an open and restricted space by
using the semantic differentials method. He discusses the needs of human beings,
i.e., basic needs, psychological needs and perceptual needs, related to the spatial
environment. L.Groat (1988) refers to the study of Wohlwill and Harris (1980) for
the rating of personal judgments. They first asked a set of judges to rate various
park scenes according to their degree of contrast / replication in terms of five

scales: color, texture, size, shape and composite fittings.

N.D.Weinstein (1976,p.230) discusses human appraisals to assess environmental
quality and asks questions to search for the possibilities of empirical studies such
as: “Should human perceptions or physical indices be used to evaluate the
environment?’, “What groups of people should be chosen as judges of
environmental quality?”’, or “How do the possibilities of conscious or unconscious

bias affect the potential usefulness of person-based evaluations?”.
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2.2.5 Ecological Approaches

In social ecology there appear to be at least five different kinds of approaches
(Moos,Insel, 1974):

* There has been a search for objective ecological variables by which urban

environments may be classified. Most of this research concentrates on
conceptualizing geographical and meteorological variables that were thought to
have important effects on human behavior.

* R.Barker and his associates have presented an extensive theory of behavior
settings, which are conceptualized as having both ecological and behavioral
properties.

* This approach emphasizes aspects of organizational structure such as size,
faculty-student ratio, span of control, etc.

* Another general method describes the average background characteristics of the
individuals functioning in a particular urban environment.

* An important, relatively new methodology attempts to characterize situation
variables by identifying the reinforcement contingencies that maintain particular

behaviors.

A.Rossi (1982) defines ecology as the knowledge of the relationships between a
living being and his environment. In an ecological sense the question is: How does
the environment influence the individual? At that point Rossi refers to Sorre for his
understanding of man-environment interaction. “For Sorre this question was far
more interesting than the opposite one how man influences his environment”

(Rossi,1982,p.112).

When we visit a palazzo like the one in Padua or travel through a
particular city, we are subjected to different experiences,
different impressions. There are people who do not like a place because
it is associated with some ominous moment in their lives; others attribute
an auspicious character to a place. All these experiences, their sum,
constitute the city (Rossi,1982,p.29).

A.Rapoport (1977) in Human Aspects of Urban Form, discusses three different
attitudes considering P-UE interaction. These are namely ‘Environmental
determinism’, discussed in 2.2.1, ‘Possibilism’ and ‘Probabilism’ (pp.2-6).
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Possibilism and probabilism can be considered as approaches in an ecological
sense. Possibilism is the view that the physical urban environment provides
possibilities and constraints within which people make choices based on other,
mainly cultural criteria. Probabilism is the view that physical énvironment does, in
fact, provide possibilities for choice and is not determining; but some choices are
more probable than others in given physical settings. Rapoport (1977,p.3) discusses
this approach as a possibility of distinguishing direct and indirect effects of the
urban environment. The former are those where the urban environment directly
affects behavior, mood, performance or interaction. The latter are those where the
urban environment is for drawing conclusions about the cultural and social

standing of people and behavior is modified accordingly.

In the discussion of theories in C.S.Fischer’s book (1984), The Urban Experience, it
can be seen that compositional theories are the ones in which P-UE relation is
considered as a cross-cultural subject. Compositional theory maintains that there

are no significant social-psychological consequences of urbanism.

The ‘Behavioral approach’ as P.Knox (1987,p.3) states, emerged in the mid-1960s as
a reaction to the normative assumption of neo-classical functional description. In
this approach emphasis is on the study of people’s activities and decision-making
processes (e.g., where to live) in relation to the natural and man-made
environments. Ecological approach to urban understanding assumes that meanings
are directly visually perceivable and/or the structure of non-visual information

obtained by the perceptual systems.

2.2.6 Rationalist Approaches

Aldo Rossi has been one of the most significant theoretician architects who has
searched for the relations between human beings and their environment in a
rationalist way. He argues that city architecture is based on ‘feelings and reason’
(1982,p.41) rather than changes. For Rossi, person and urban environment are
related within certain limits. These limits range from very immediate surroundings
to the entire city. Rationalism claims that knowledge is given as an inherited idea,
before experience; it is a basic act of pure thought that opens all reality to us. This
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approach to urban understanding does not consider urban processes as prime

factors affecting P-UE interaction.

R.KTrier (1982) points out that the traditional understanding of urban space has been
lost in our modern cities. He argues that the former relations between people and
their urban environment was the most efficient and reliable way of approaching
urban design. R.Trancik (1986) states that “...through an examination of the nature
of traditional urban space several fundamental principles of structure emerge. In
most modern cities these have been lost, resulting in what is referred to as ‘anti-
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space’ or ‘lost space’ (p.vii). However, new urban realities have transformed P-

UE interaction and urban places.

In the book Finding Lost Space, written by R.Trancik (1986), three approaches to P-
UE interaction are discussed in detail by presenting their applications: ‘Figure-
ground theory’, ‘Linkage theory’ and ‘Place theory’. According to figure-ground
theory each urban environment has an existing pattern of solids and voids. This
approach to spatial design is a rational attempt to manipulate these relationships by
adding to, subtracting from, or changing the physical geometry of the pattern.
Linkage theory is based on patterns of solids and voids. This theory is derived
from lines connecting one element to another. These lines are formed by streets,
ways, linear open spaces, or other linking elements that physically connect the
parts of a city. Place theory combines the components of human needs and
cultural, historical, and natural contexts. The response to context often includes
history and the element of time and attempts to enhance the fit between new design

and existing conditions.

2.2.7 Integrated Approaches

R.Trancik (1986) proposes an ‘Integrated approach’ for P-UE relations. Actually, it
is an interrelation of the three approaches, figure-ground, linkage and place,
discussed above, and it is a valid statement about P-UE interaction. He also adds
that the integrated approach is not static and must incorporate change and

innovation to give added meaning for contemporary people.
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...the optimum is one that draws on all three, giving structure to the solids
and voids, organizing the links between parts, and responding to the
human needs and unique elements of the particular environment. The
physical spatial structure of the urban landscape must be designed in
response to the interrelated theories (Trancik,1986,p.98).

P.Knox (1987) proposes a ‘Mixed approach’ for social urban studies. Traditional
concern with interrelationships between people and their physical and social
environments provides a basis for the study. For Knox, space itself should not
simply be regarded as a medium in which social, economic and political processes
are expressed. “It is of importance in its own right in contributing both to the
pattern of urban development and to the nature of the relationships between
different social groups within the city” (Knox,1987,p.3).

C.S.Fischer (1984) defines his own approach, namely ‘Sub-cultural theory’, as the
synthesis of various theories. He relates social and psychological consequences in
urban environment to population. At the same time, subcultural theory predicts
that intimate social relationships and psychic balance will persist in the urban
environment (Fischer,1984,p.273). Interactionalism and constructivism may be seen
as an attempt to bridge the gap or integrate two polarized views (determinist and
nativist positions). Kant had stated a fundamental distinction between the matter
and content of knowledge (i.e., sensation). In this view, knowledge of the world is
the result of a synthesis that the subject “constructs out of the formless stuff
of experience” (Bochenski,1966,p4). Therefore, the form of knowledge is not

influenced by the urban environment; it is constant and universal.

In the table illustrated below, it has been tried to summarize the research of
different approaches focusing on the characteristics of the parameters of the subject
area, i.e., person and urban environment. It is not an attempt to make an over-

generalization about various approaches, but rather a summary of salient points.



Table 2.2 Approaches to P-UE Interaction
Approach R i '

Person Urban

Environment
®Maslow,Mintz,1956
®K H.Craik,1970
Behavioral Mapping
©A Rapoport (1977) subject of direct effects of urban
‘Environmental behavioral environment on
Determinism’ jjand psychological personalities and social
®T.Lee (1973,1982) patterns lives
‘Socio-spatial theory’
®C.S.Fischer (1984)
‘Deteyrminist Theory’
IPK.Lynch,L.Rodwin(1958)n
Analytic Approaches:
‘Description, responsive influential
Transformation, » - analysis of spatial and |
Pragmatics,The Goal-Forn activity patterns to
Relationship’ discuss people’s
Analytical @B Hillier (1983) attitudes towards
‘Space Syntax’ environments
®P.Knox (1987) social actor | analytical spaces
‘Quantitative Approach’
‘Descriptive Approach’
®D.Appleyard (1973,1982)
‘Operational, Responsive,
Inferential
OW .Michelson (1976)
‘Systematic Approach’ living systern integration of
®G.Chadwick (1978) environmental and
‘Systems View of Planning personal systems for the]
@P.Knox (1987) ‘Radical] articulated in {{hierarchical wholel articulation of human
Approach’ behavior behavior
@0sgood (1957)
‘Seven Point Scale’
®K.H.Craik (1966),(1968)
‘Landscape Adjective
Checklist’ sensitive effective
‘Comprehensive Approach’|
@P.Insel (1974)
Observatory Approach
©N. Weinstein (1976)
Environmental Assessment
@D .Canter (1977)
Environmental Cognition mneasurem’ent and scalin;
Empirical DR:hd.ngfns.D.Sma(lmm perceptive of pcop}c s observations|
Cognitive Approach’ individual measurable by various methods to
©P.Orleans (1977) evaluate urban
Empirical Studies of environments and to use
City Images them properly
®Wohtwill,Harris, 1980
{Personal Judgments' Ratin
©K.Lynch (1985)
‘Imageability’ .
®5 Hesselgren (1987) observer sensual, cognitive}l
Semantic Differentials spaces
Analysis

General Point of View

Determinist

determinant wholg

effective systemn off

components
Systematic

Y The approaches placed between ‘ “are the original names, and the others are named by the
author.



Table 2.2 (comt.)

&H.Moos,P.Insel (1974)
‘Social Ecology’ living being influential
®A Rapoport (1977) evalnation of ecologicall
Ecological ‘Possibilism’ variables to understand
‘Probabilism’ ternative settinggl natural and man-made
©C.S.Fischer (1984) jd environments, and to
‘Compositional Theories’ [jconscious identity] geographical, { obtain sustainability
eP.Knox (1987) social
‘Behavioral Approach’ places
©A Rossi (1982)
‘Architecture of the City’ sensitive, influential knowledge-based
©R.Krier (1982) understanding of man-
Traditional Approach reasoning informative urban environment
Rutionulist ©R.Trancik (1986) nature interaction in a
‘Figuye-ground Theory’ controlled mangner,
‘Linkage Theory’ ‘Place ﬁconscious identity|  architecture rather than prior
Theory’ experiences
&C.S Fischer (1984)
‘Sub-cultural Theory’ user functional spaces
©R.Trancik(1986) to understand changing
‘IntegratedApprooch’ social being social, physical || processes in the urban
Integrated ©P.Knox (1987) processes environment
‘Mixed Approach’ to satisfy human needs
©®Bochenski (1996) sensitive, sensnal places fand to add new meanings|
‘Interactionalism’ perceptive
‘Constructivism’

2.3 Design Perspectives for an Urban Environment

When design of an urban environment is discussed, what is meant is the design of a

defined environment including exterior spaces, surrounding designed buildings,
other man-made elements and nature. Various authors, architects and designers
have tried to define and limit urban design both as a concept and pmfessionzo . The
predominant theories guiding urban design, according to N.Ellien (1996), from the
1960s to 1980s are:

...the townscape movement; advocacy planning, community participation,
environmentalism, and feminism; regionalism and vernacular design;
Venturi and contextualism; historical eclecticism; historic preservation
and gentrification; critical regionalism; master-planned and gated
communities; neo-traditional urbanism; and edge cities (p.44).

% The urban built environment should not be narrowly construed as the product, or rather the
child, of architecture. The architect is the professional in a series of forces building, rebuilding
and unbuilding.
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Urban design approaches can be classified into groups according to various factors,
objects or ideas. Here, in this study, design is taken as a concept, reflection of
society, organizational activity, ecological system and typology, and selected
researchers are represented by their approaches briefly. Illustrations of those
approaches are proposed by the author as examples of different perspectives to the
design of an urban environment, reserving the risk of inconsistency between the

significance of the projects.

* as a concept

A.Rapoport (1977):

Urban design as a process of encoding information, and users (citizens) as
decoding it (Figure 2.1).

D.Gosling (1984):

Urban studies as conceptual frameworks. Urban design as a political statement,
technique, mediation (system), public presence, theater, guardianship of urban

standards, internal space, spatial matrix, or urban morphology (Figure 2.2, 2.3).

* as a reflection of society

L.Mumford (1938):

The life of every human being in the society as a base for the design of the urban
environment.

K.Lynch, L. Rodwin (1958):

Urban design as an understanding of physical environment, and as shaping the

environment to serve the community’s purposes (Figure 2.4).
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Figure 2.1 Project for ‘City Center’ by J.Stirling in Derby, England

The ‘City Center’ project brings forth a new conception of ‘function’ in urban architecture.

Figure 2.2 ‘'Monument of Continuity’ by A.Natalini, head of Superstudio

The proposal of A.Natalini represents a ‘new scale’ in the urban environment
as an urban design concept.
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Figure 2.3 Housing block project by P.Eisenman for the International Architectural
Exhibition, Berlin, 1980

This project can be seen as an experience of the conflict between fiction and
reality in the context of a competition of the redevelopment of a block next to the
Berlin Wall (which does not exist anymore). Three existing houses have been
connected by filler structures to again form a continuous block.

G.Banz (1970):

Urban environment design as a common, aesthetic expression of the people who
live in it.

M. Wilford (1984):

Urban design as an architecture of the society.

It is the physical expression of society’s hopes and intentions, and a
means of using and developing human and architectural potential,
involving areas of concern which do not recognize boundaries between
public and private domains (p.8).
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C.S.Fischer (1984):

Design of different urban environments as ambiance, one of the most important
dimensions of the urban context, as the quality that makes one environment
different from the others (Figure 2.5, 2.6).

P.Knox (1987):

Design of urban environment as a means of superimposing human values on

nature.

Figure 2.4 Re-definition of the Southern Tiergarten, Berlin, IBA project

The major aims of the project are: to construct residential buildings, to
convert buildings for new uses, to repair the urban fabric, to provide
children’s centers, playgrounds, schools, and to create inner-city green
spaces.



Figure 2.5 Reconstruction proposal for Ste.Gudul section of Brussels
by M.Culot (ARAU)

M.Culot defines the proposal as an attempt to recover the experience of
the quality of life that is evident in the neighborhoods of the 19"
century.
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Figure 2.6 ‘Manifaturacilar Gargisi’ by D.Tekeli and S.Sisa, istanbul

‘Manifaturacilar Gargisi’ is an artisan center in an old setting of
istanbul bringing an additional quality to the urban environment it
belongs.
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* as an organizational activity

A.Rapoport (1977):

Urban design as the organization of space, time, meaning and communication.
A.Rossi (1982): h

Urban design as an organization of elements, i.e., empty spaces and built areas.
There are limits as the requirements of urban design: limits explained by the scale
of the street, the district, by the groups of blocks and finally by the scale of the
entire city (Figure 2.7, 2.8).

Christiaanse (1994):

Urban design as an organizational activity, as a method to organize all aspects of
the design process to interpret information in the most efficient way. This
definition -design is organization- means that “...design, apart from associative
brainstorms and cultural recycling, is not a romantic activity, but a logical, rational
process, which consists above all of decisions and choices: yes or no, in computer

language 1/0”" (Christiaanse,1994,p.71).

* as an ecological system

Ittelson (cited in Rapoport, 1977):

Design of urban environment as an ecological system by seven components:
1.Perception -the way an individual experiences the environment,

2.Expression -effect of people on shapes, colors, textures, sounds and symbolic
meanings,

3.Aesthetic values of culture,

4.Adaptation -the extent to which the environment helps or hinders activities,
5.Integration -social groupings facilitated or inhibited by the environment,
6.Instruments -the tools and facilities provided by the environment,

7.Ecological interrelationships of these components (Figure 2.9, 2.10).
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Figure 2.7 Park Lenne project by P.Kleihues, Berlin

Buildings’ individual elements offer almost no
information about their contents, and the project is
weak in meaning.

Figure 2.8 Westfalen Plaza by J.P.Kleihues, Diisseldorf

This project seems as a serial arrangement of identical units.



Figure 2.10 Drawing of Echternach by L.Krier in Baroque-tinged view, Luxemburg

This drawing is the first one of L.Krier's series of urban reconstructions.

37




38

* as a typology

A.Rossi (1982):

“Type’ as the essence of urban design and architecture. Typology as an element
that plays its own role in constituting form; it is a constant.” Urban design as the
type and typological formation of urban artifacts.

R.Krier (1982):

Urban design studies as typologies of urban spaces in terms of various features,
such as scale, characteristics of building sections, form and elevation, especially
according to human scale. Design of open spaces in three main geometrical types:
square, circle and triangle (Figure 2.11, 2.12).

D.Gosling (1984):

Building and open space typologies are done according to the different cultural
periods and locations as the design of the urban environment. Open space as a

‘container’ and ‘public realm’ of a specific type.

Given that the global environment and the self go through a process of continuous
change, human beings have to adapt to these changes psychologically, mentally
and biologically. The most significant attempt of the future, e.g., the 21* century,
will be realized by a better understanding of what being a person living in a society

and building for people mean.






