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Poland's urban sprawl - Background
 1989-1990: Abrupt change of nation's life
« Rapid growth of suburbanisation pressure

o Factors:
« Economy
o Infrastructure

o Legal system
e Social situation
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o Cultural background
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(Wectawowicz,
Banski, Degorski
...l Komornicki, Korcelli
Sleszynski 2006)

s miasta powydej 100 tys. mieszkancow
——— ghéwne drogl, w tym autcstrady

Zmiany liczby ludnosci (1989-2003)
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Poland's urban sprawl - Mechanism

» 1990: Introduction of municipal self-government
with exclusive planning competences

« Reasonable idea of subsidiarity, but no control
bodies on higher levels and no qualified staff

« Municipal planning competences exclusive, but by
no way complete; very limited planning tools — no

municipal urban n]nnnIno laws. domination of
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private interests over public ones



Poland's urban sprawl - Mechanism

 Inconvenient financial conditions of plan
implementations - full compensations for private
owners, partial and conditional income for
municipality

 No standards defining minimal technical and
social infrastructure for new developments



Poland's urban sprawl — Mechanism
« Effects:

« Municipal tax income as the dominating
interest

« Massive conversion of arable land into
development land - value growth of 5-10 times

(Ziobrowski, Jezak 2001)
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Poland's urban sprawl - Mechanism
. Effects:
» Rather anarchic than liberal system

 Planning understood as a simple survey
engineering service, not a multi-dimensional
decision with long-term consequences

« State disinterested in active shaping of its space
— planning as a passive tool for regulation of
various interests of specific actors



Poland's urban sprawl - Mechanism

« Most 'successful' municipalities — those who
managed to draw the biggest number of investors

» Piaseczno municipality - the highest 'rural’
population of Polish municipalities - 30,000
(71,000 total)
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)trzeniéfwka (Warsaw, Poland)
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Poland's urban sprawl

 Gains (relative)

 Indices — mostly seeming

« Low infrastructural costs

« Low entry investment costs

» Easiness of investment/development

» Good environment for construction
business and space-consuming
businesses

« Satisfaction of residents (short-term?)
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Poland's urban sprawl

« Costs (relative)
« Long-term development obstacles

» High energy consumption

o Increased infrastructural costs or
structural undevelopment (or both)

« Weakening of urban centres

« Low quality of life — unatractiveness of
landscape (placelessness), aesthetic
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ecological balance



Transport-related energy consumption
Gigajoules per capita per year
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50 Washington Source: Newman et Kenworthy, 1989;
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Urban density
Inhabitants per hectare

Warsaw Agglomeration
(PZP woj. maz. 2006):

Warsaw: 32.9 inh/ha

Urban municipalities:
22.8 inh/ha

Urban municipalities
without Warsaw:
12.3 inh/ha

Agglomeration total:
9.5inh/ha






Poland's urban sprawl

« Costs (relative)
« Long-term development obstacles

» High energy consumption

o Increased infrastructural costs or
structural undevelopment (or both)

« Weakening of urban centres

« Low quality of life — unatractiveness of
landscape (placelessness), aesthetic
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