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1 THEME

‘Smart growth and integrated planning in urban desnof Dublin and Gdansk’ is a complex issue. Its
complexity emerges from various factors that neebe considered. First, the urbanisation processidm
different cities should be analysed separately imeaf differences in the planning systems and:timext

of governance. The next problem to be taken intmaat is the nature of the process itself. Theedisble
characteristics of the particular stage of urbaanges in every particular city should be carefakamined
and explained.

Therefore, the first assumption was that there vgenme groups among cities that were similar in the
character and stage of their urban changes (vaiBden1982, Cheshire and Hay 1989, Cheshire 1965 an
Champion 1995) and that this situation was commuhapplied to Gdansk as well. Gdansk is following a
similar path of development as other Europeans;it@dthough it can be at a different stage of itsan
changes. Hence the objective of the first parthef tesearch was to designate the relevant Euraggan
adequate to be compared with Gdansk. A key ditfychiére was to position Gdansk among the wholeyarra
of European cities due to the differences in adeammt in their respective urban development. Rinall
Dublin was chosen for the comparison.

As far as the research on European urban changesies is concerned, it should be noticed thavas
recommended by the European Environmental Agengywbich stated that ‘new member states, where
little urban sprawl has been detected, may follogrdame path of urban development in the comingdiec
and ‘this is a role devolved to spatial developmintpolicy making where the EU can support the
envisioning of spatial planning of Europe’s citiasd regions to effectively address the issue ofmurb
sprawl. This articulated vision of sustainable urla&d regional development can provide the coritexa
range of integrated mutually reinforcing policy pesses, offering a new policy coherence to be
implemented at all levels.” EEA indicates that magontributions to combat urban sprawl include the
transport and cohesion policies. However, the rebeproposition concerned smart growth and integrat
planning as the potential contributor in the stfagagainst urban sprawl, because the policies espond
exactly to several factors (as shown in the Figi.&) by raising living standard, the quality d&lin the city,

by focusing on the usage of public transport anthleyparticipative character of decision makingcpsses.

Needless to say, smart growth and integrated plgmepresent the characteristic way of modernrptan
spotlighting e.g. ‘concentrated deconcentratiof)’¢dthe vision of European ‘eco—metropolis’: higgch,
culturally in the swim, ecologically correct andceptive to participatory democracy, connected by an
efficient transport system. All these refer in gahéo establishing the city development policytthbows
different localities to develop their respectivaliies as nodes in the polycentric network, insdeutside
the European core (London — Paris- Milan — Munidtamburg or as it used to be called ‘20-40-50’ lnsea
this area covered 20% of the territory of the EUh&t end of 1990s and 40% of the UE population were
producing 50% of its GDP [2].

The thesis was that although the suburbanisaticaroed in certain circumstances (as shown in Figitl
was possible to control and/or mitigate the proeefis smart growth strategy and integrative plagni is
presumed that smart growth and integrative planhiang been applied in Dublin as well as in manygoth
cities with positive results. The multi sectoralidt of the comparative evaluation between Dublid an
Gdansk [1] has designated the number of issuesctrabe regarded as the smart growth and integrativ
planning indicators. They have been selected ierai@ measure the results of the implementatiothese
policies in both cities. They refer in generallte accessibility, ‘soft location factors’ [3], thansport nodes
and citizen patrticipation and governance.
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Fig. 1: Drivers of urban sprawl [6]

‘Smart growth and integrated planning in urban gfeghwas aimed to test the effectiveness of snmawti)
and integrative planning implementation first aridtfee transparent evidence of applying the adequate
policies’ necessity to control or mitigate the urlswrawl in Gdansk.

The results of the research can be the proposdaher cities that would be interested to test ffectveness
of smart growth and integrative planning implemé&ata by comparative evaluation of the policies
implementation.
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