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Christopher Alexander

ore i @ strange dichotomy eap. S
gzz;*?mwarihj:xmﬁ‘ and glam\mg‘ {‘n;i\a\x‘tg;{:t
On the one hand. the architects 3‘1;,‘1{1\ u‘t \;[:h&
of creating mzuglets]:,~ nu«} ideal \m 4 rh} 3
These utopias often have httle n}k\‘mn\\..m.\ Y
are unlikely to be impiememed_:mtm :u ‘2 \\m
his risht mind would want to implement them.

Thev are personal dreams, not anchored in
reality. Archigram’s city on legs ©§ an axtrome

bhotwoen the

cample. 3 S
a\gg&‘fhe other hand. the current generation of
city and regional planners — and the {e::mﬂ’-ﬂ
scentists are included — have esta‘bhshgd a
tradition of boring attention to detailed facts.
and extrapolation from these facts. The future,
as seen by planners. is merely a tidier version ot
the pressht. While architects dream of utterly
unimaginable futures. the planners talk about
piecen;esj incremental planning. The visionary
architecture is imaginative, daring, but com-
pletely mad. The planners’ plans are utterly and
bodngly sane: though based on facts, they offer
no comprehensive vision of a better future.

We may strengthen these statements. It is no
exaggeration to say that many of the most
imaginative utopian architects actually dislike
facts, and have a kind of supercilious disregard
for them And it is no exaggeration either to
say that the kind of data gathering which
planners must often do, since it is based on data

about the sfefus guo, tends to reinforce the
stazus quo; and that planners — perhaps because
of their concern with this kind of data — tend
to have a rather conservative attitude.

This split is more sedous than it seems. It is
more than 2 mere difference of philosophy
between the two professions. What it amounts
to is this. We have not found a way of making a
coherent, criticisable and empirically founded
statement about the kind of future we want for
the living in cities. So long as the split between
utopians and data gatherers persists, it will not
be possible to make such a statement. The
reason is obvious. A statement of this kind will
require vital imagination about a man’s future,
based on empirical insights about the really
deep forces in a man’s life.

The possibility of constructing serious
Utopias in this sense is being set back, at
present, by two beliefs — widely held by
planners in the United States,

The fist of _these beliefs is that the physical
form of environment b i
by nt has very little effect of
the em/iron—mer‘:tn s the physical form of
According 0 hl;s not very important socially,
tecture as a kind o tqlerate e
e in of amusement which has to do
ty — the sugar on the cake — but we

are supposed to - ;
little to do Wm_lreCOEIuse that it reall

so;cond‘belief — not so ex
ISt — is that _Psychological insights, while
mterestlflg, are as yet too vaguely

ave any serioug bearing on
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Joth these BEUES e in fhet merely offs
ific “\_;\\\\\H.’ll\}\l\:‘s;\\\o -‘L‘Cn:‘(ﬂ rofusal of olty
shoots of the m o 4 conerete statement
sanners today to make & o s say o fow more
on what life is all al;\\;;:t‘ l;“t ‘i‘}\\\\r\\h. ¢
wmeh O ose e N
‘“‘\‘\%§;“,::b':;::\‘u\td;ll\‘c\ first belief, “(m‘l the “l“‘li;“‘\‘
s : flec shaviour, This
environment has little etiect on ";““"“?(l i
Jiof has only come mto play, during \“ Sk
F:\I\h::‘x:\ when planners and :m:hl‘l‘cc:f ‘h‘;‘f’.“
been claiming that they can influenc e | t‘|l tn:
wellbeing by manipulating the pl‘l‘\.\';]‘\‘w‘(‘ﬂ‘_
vironment. A 1)*pi¢:!l s(ut}‘m\‘nt was “f \u \l
“let me design a house for a happily };1.;\1@\
couple, and I can have ('h;cm divorced with 1‘1_ \l;\
months.” This sort of arrogance naturally
invited suspicion. People have begun to q‘l,“‘“.‘
the famous Hawthorne experiment — where it
was shown that the crucial vatiable, rcspmlSlNk‘
for increased production and w_’orkcr \\_'cllnhmﬂé\
in an electric plant, was the :1thu}dc of manage-
ment, not the pleasantness of the physical
environment. Another famous study of workers
in northern California, examined their life style
while living in a high density slum in Rich-
mond, and then three years later, their life style
living in a low density suburban area of single
fanﬁTy houses; their life styles had not changed
in any significant respect.

The recent statements by Webber and others,
which show that social groupings are not based
on spatial proximity, but rather on communal-
ity of interest, have been widely received. I'he
planners who take this idea to its most extreme
form say: let the urban sprawl go gn any way
it wants to — what really matters are the
economic and ‘social organizations, not the
spatial. This general attitude has gone so far
now in the United States that many intelligent
students and young professionals have become
convinced that the spatial organization of cities
does not really matter much — and have gone
into other, more obviously social, fields.

What about the second belief: that psycho-
logical problems are too subtle to be taken
seriously. I have never actually seen this belief
expressed in print. But it is reasonable to infer
it, from the subjects which planners most often
deal with. In urban planning and regjonal
science, two closely associated disciplines pre-
domm.ate: economics of location, and trans-
portation theory. It is not unfair to say that
90% of the literature in regional science deals
mth. one of these two topics. Even in the
architectural literature, where there are
they st amost mever el o8l question,

: usly studied.

It is perhaps helpful to ask why the regional

science literature is so heavily weighted t s
the problems of economics and transporot;vt?cr)(rils
The answer is very simple. Since these are the
two disciplines where reasonable model :
made with the help of arithmet; b
tary mathematics orand elemen
» and since the

subjects are not yet

precise, and nothj i
B thing sensible can be done with

1 ahall now give a astloy ol Ol g ‘
that these two bellofs are migile,. ol
show that, in o modest way, carefy] o iy
tlon of psychological problemy gy Lo TS
major revisions of environmental fopy, 0l

To bepin with, we must fice §4]Uire
what the task of city planning fs: if lhy] Juy
the design of culture, A culture fy 4 ."tyn[‘zlm .
standard situations. Each of thege ,l"i"ll("llu 1
spocifies certain roles, cortuin ilowed lhn;”""l {
behaviour for the persong in these rofeg Py 'l‘"
roquisito spatial setting for this hvlnlviu.u,'(,}hr
situation  thus specilies o certafy o, oS
pattern and each  pattern recyy,
thousands ol times in a given city, e
the city is generated by the (;(m,m,,',‘”(
these patterns. In this sense, the city, Vicw".]](’f 1
a purely physical system, is a diree ‘“mL-( |
manifestation of the culture, Any "”“'lg(;t[c[l; 4

change the physical orpanization i t dirg
attempt to change the culture, Thay i w}\m
say that city planning is the design of culty i

Now, each person in a culture lives g life byl
moving {rom situation to situation he builds |
his life up as a kind of necklace - bY Stritping
together those situations which are iquﬂﬂbl%l? |
him in his culture. In a successful culture [ho
set of situations which is available (g hi]ni:
sufficient to allow all the inner forceg Which |
develop in him, free play. In order to Criticiseq
culture, we must find in the ljves of its
members recurrent situations which €Xpose the |
members to conflicts which they cannot resolve
within the framework of the cultural instit. |
tions and situations that the culture normlly |
makes available to them. We may then try to
invent new institutions, or institutionalized
situations, compatible with the rest of fhe
culture, but capable of letting people resolys
this conflict for themselves. ;

In order to make such a criticism, we need to
know something rather concrete about the
inner forces which a person is typically exposed
to during the course of his life; otherwise, we |
cannot say what kinds of conflict he wil
experience. Recent work in psychology and®
social psychology has done much to help us |
here. It will perhaps help to make this clearif[ |
first mention a very early view of human needs, s
presented by Bronislaw Malinowski. Malinowski |
said that a culture is a system of institutions §
Eiesigned to satisfy seven basic needs: metabo |
ism, reproduction, bodily comfort, safety, §
movement, growth and health. |

This view does not help us to criticise the |
culture of the metropolitan United States atall |
At this level of analysis, we have every right 0]
be satisfied with our culture. We do have food |
housing, transportation, schools, parks and |
hospitals. All we need is more of them, perhafs: &
But these seven basic needs give an extremel |
mechanistic view of man’s nature. More recént |
study of needs has shown us a rather mor3
complex picture. Consider, for example, the
work of Alexander Leighton, Abraham Masio¥
and Erik Erikson, ;

Leighton identifies the basic strivings in M2
Physical security; sexual satisfaction; 3
expression of love; the expression of hostil)s
the securing of love; the securing of recof s
tion; the expression of spontaneity; orientafio"
of terms of one’s place in society; the sé'f“"’."gfi
and maintenance of membership in a deﬁ’"“
human group; and the sense of belonging 1“8
moral order and being right in what oné 0o

We assume that these ten strivings 4 B,‘
work in adults, then it alrady becomes 1%
clearer that our present culture does not al%"




e adequate system of i_nstitutions for
‘pm‘sjm of these strivings. And, as
©says, frustration of these strivings
tont t0 physical death, but to psychiatric
and spiritual death.
SO, W has described a hierarchical system
- olutionary needs. According to his view,
wme basic system of food and drink needs
once peen met, the system of security and
fave © eds comes into play. Once these safety
ety 2 e being met, a system of need for
e tion comes into play; and once this system
chfection needs is being met, the individual
{3l s a need for self actualisation —
. Peté‘ pment of the self. In advanced economies
enrliéf systems are usqally met, and the
e,e ¢ systems are the most important. The last
4ll, the effort towards self actualisation is a
<tem which is very inadequately met by
e in modern western culture, and the
wre does little to support it.
‘Erikson takes a developmental view. Accord-
to his view, each person goes through eight
joi stages during the course of his life. At
cach stage the person is fighting a particular
sritual battle: Erikson calls them crises. A
,,: thy person must win each of these battles
order to be able to go on to the next; if any
e of these crises is met unsuccessfully,
development cannot go on to the next stage:
. the person gefs stuck. The eight stages are:
Basic trust — MIStTust .. ... ... ... Infant
tonomy — shamefdoubt . . .. .. Infant

fiative — gulit .............. Chlld
ustry — inferiority . ......... Child
tity — role confusion. . . . .. .. Teenager
imacy — isolation .. ......... Young adult
erativity — stagnation . .. .. .. Adult
integrity — despair . . .. ... .. Old age

~ Again, there is abundant clinical evidence to
w that the systems of institutions which our
re provides does not give each person a
sonable chance of meeting each of these
successfully.

a number of typical recurrent problems,
ch cannot be solved within the framework
of our existing culture. In each case I shall
0se a pattern which may help to solve the
n y of these patternswere developed
e Center for Environmental Structure,
keley). I define a pattern as a new cultural
ition, together with the physical and
ial changes needed to provide a setting for
S new institution. These patterns are inten-
ded for the present culture of the metropolitan
nited States,
In each case, 1 have tried to put each of these
10posals on an empirical basis. I do not claim
4t any one of these patterns is correct as
ed. [ am merely trying to show the order of
litude of the changes which careful con-
‘eration of psychological issues will lead to.
,Wever, to make this point, it is important to
W that these pattems are not merely
cucts of idle dreaming, and are not merely
lﬁﬂtl?,mm emlfn the bad old architectural sense. I
, crefore, propose one or more experi
which coulg bg?arried out in connection
¢ach of these patterns, to test its validity.

ary of the. lemn which the
es (with notes showing the relevant
Leighton, Erikson and Maslow).

 Which, i ion of short refuta
n m
10 tes¢ the ade more pr

than shorth
individual 20d. After

the Statements of the
20 pattern

patterns, | descri :
1 ribe
S are present together.a Sl

1. Cells. 5
20020005, " eqop Tl Sidentil areas aiamete
total variet]; £ one a different sub-cyt
v bl o st oy o
u . g
than today. (Hen T Al:l‘es g:rr)square mile greater

People seek the; :
Self-actualizati it Own kind. Character formation.

> on. Require sy b
people.” This : PPort of “same kind
requires exposrequms great variety of people. Al:':f

r ure to m
Requires safety affectiona:l!llo(;(t,h&a?l’l’es of people,

ization. Leighton, Or : oW, Self actual-
Hyf;::theses.gh Ofnation).

a. Physi i

subcu%'tsni::{ t;:;?ne;ggzlel:)susfomatjon of more distinct
prevents formation of subculf:,-'glﬂuom development

b. Support of di :
ormatli)on. ifferentiated subculture helps character

c. Exposure to vare of dif]
) fe
fuller choice, and thgeforelle::ies

d s
ous%ubcultures latent in modern

e. Provisio, ; T o oo
gonROf sub’éuﬁég?mpnate facilities will induce forma-

- Roads. Cellular network :

?ﬁe?es (parallel, cellular, ﬁexféo;?ﬁ%‘;%’l?g:ﬁféﬁd
o alkey, Hershdorfer, Alexander) People seek greater
ase;zi:ﬂs’{)ee%s. and will stick to private vehicles as far
sion of loeé SOntagt. Spontaneity. (Lei.gh“""« Expres-
Hypothes‘.lg » Securing of love, Spontaneity.)

S.
a. For a given arrangement igi e
retvek o7 el S S o o
{)l- e-CaVerq%e spfeed).h(H esshdorfer)

. Lapacity of such arterial loops i =
clear as many as 8,000 cars per ltx)gflrls (\{s;){kleayr;ge e
9 Friendship satisfaction varies with the number of
acquaintances who can be reached in five minutes.
d. Average number of planned versus unplanned
?(r:llcl(:‘lllcnatlc)ﬁs correlates with disorders of spontaneity.
3. Small group work Scattered semi-autonomous
employment — each large organisation consisting of
smalller lexlmts — loosely connected by phone, etc. Each
one largely autonomous.

Efficiency of work. Understanding of the purpose of
work. Autonomy, self determination. Self respect.
Split work/play. (Erikson, Generafivity. Maslow, Self
lactuahzatlon.) Leighton, Membership in definite
luman group).
Hypotheses.
a. Work efficiency improves under small work condi-
tions.
b. Small work groups report better satisfaction on the
part of the workers.
c. Work quality, quanfity, and worker satisfaction
decrease as number of levels of administrative hier-
archy increases. £
d. Number of cases of mental illness in individual or
his family correlated with number of levels of hier-
archy above him. ;
e. Spatial centrafization _effort not correlated with
overall efficiency of output. ¢
f. Split in work/play has an effect on mental picture of
the world. Test by Osgoods method. ;
g. Test resentment of wives, children, on not knowing
the purpose or details of husband’s ‘vork. ;
h. Under present circumstances few real friends at
work. Depth of friendships at work correlated with
size of autonomous group.
i, Work efficiency and
work/play CYﬂ‘l’ is free
gy (Schr!liveti) workplace has windows overlook-
o W‘“doﬁ'ufe 'l!lllis has huge implications either for
{,‘:ﬁ,ﬁ’{ﬁ shape icxterior windows) or for mixed land
use (interior windows). (Alexander, Ishikawa, Silver

Steiﬂ)- oppoﬂunity to break

t — the u :
gﬁ(t, ‘::lo? l‘i‘l?diml:ggﬂlg es!(l)cial world. Can’t keep getting

up and going somewhere.

nt subcultures allows

to s f actualization,

city are very numer-
N

involvement go up when
d to each individuals own

al.{yf:”z%sﬁ'owlﬁs rooms, projective tests show bad
steolua if only of sky or other

. Rooms with windows,
guildings. would show simil;
¢. Window significant to wo
& hange” not daylight (Markus).

istands. Each one holds about 7t51 %e&p;\c{-
R a% ttered as widely 35 possible, so tha i
s evceat e of nei@bou;ho&dec—o r:'(fx;lies g}
o e han
?yc;e Ofs‘l:ldl:oé‘glglri)ﬁgnez.e Cg: the other hand, need
scale — shar

ar results, less acute.
rker as a source of

relatively isolated ageregati

el3 i 'gations by cost,

'c’mes. (Erikson, Ego, integrity 'Y— dcspaa'i‘:j ?c;:g;:(zge
riuman group). 4 5
Hypotheses.

a. Disease incidence higher
amon
iepl?;tedfgo"&, ﬂ":e y«aung.gh (Liverpoogl) Moy
3 T of death higher ith li
zmglagt et pgpl e.:1mong young people with little
3 age trauma (retirement) wi
gavoelgot hati contact with the )ol‘z;?rse "0 people ko
. people want to live where other old people are:
20\; large must colony be before this want gies%ut.
:ivm\geuil;lemﬂint trauma improved if people can go on
P € same general type of neighbourhood.
6. Cruising strip. (Context: i i
T S : rich, low density) E:
i‘vietropohtan area has cruising strips — a stxti}g, mvaeg
l?enti"’ no through traffic, hotdogs, etc., sidewalks,
possigfg éatx:ies, hghts(.1 special parking, many stops
SrGoldbe.rg) Ps spaced at about 20 mile intervals.
eenagers need a place to meet. Houses not suitab
1S)cl;pols closed. Large crowds come together tlly; c;i
[E:) ice a problem today. Boys’ clubs etc., won’t work.
(Erikson, Identity — role confusion).
Hylpotheses.
2. Increase in the numb. i in thi
Bl er of persons taking part in this
l;;::here such strips exist, thousands of persons take
¢. Teenagers will mention express need to meet in
g;lcl-:hc, unhindered by adults, exploicity, in interview,

d. Negative comrelation between teenage crime and
attendance at such gatherings.

7. Public discussion places. Frequently spaced: on the
sidewalk circular rooms about 10 feet in diameter —
discussion only. Sidewalk adapted to hold it.
(McCoy) Loneliness. No avenues for meeting. Open
talk. (Leighton, Moral order — right in what one does.
Maslow, Self actualization. ),

Hypotheses. :

a. If a place clearly designated as talking place, people
will go there.

b. People have a need to talk to people — but don't
know how to enter into serious talk with them.

c. High attendance at T-group type meetings.
(Synanon, etc.)

8. Schools open to the city, connected with other
functions, not closed. Integrated with work-study in
commercial institutions. (Hoare and Silverstein}
Adolescent feels disconnected from society. Compare
with village culture. Hence no possibility of identity
formation; and disenchantment. (Leighton. Recogni-
tion. Erikson, Identity.)

Hypotheses.

a. Feeling of teenage alienation inversely correlated
with degree of work-study.

b. Gradual mastery of real tasks correlated with strong
idenfity formation (cf. East African example).
(Clinical)

c. Correlation of learning speed with relevance of
material. (Bruner)

d. Negative correlation between teenage alienation and
effective participation in social institufions during
childhood.

9. University. Loose aggregation of small centers.
Mainly small group work. Use of all members of
society in this process. Especially women, old people.
No closed campus.

All people involved in the process of education. Adult
education. Learning — teaching. Handing on insights
to next generation (anthropology). Women’s univer-
sity in Los Angeles. Chinese commune. Life a process,
going in and out of university continuously. Budget
will not permit seminar type s/f ratio under present
circumstances. Giving courses as common as taking
them. {Leighton, Orientation. Erikson, Generativity.)
Hyvpotheses.

a. Research shifting more and more to small centers
and institutes.

b. Increase in adult education.

¢. More learned by teacher than student.

d. Greatest influence on education had in small group
study. (Midwest) 3

e Satisfaction of adults (note specially women and
old) related to the extent to which they see themselves
as handing on information, culture, etc., to next
generation.

10. Group houses. Dwellings where group of people,
married and/or single, live in commune. :
Family too small. Tensions. Huxley Island. Need for
more mixed, less intense, contact — balancing out
tensions; close contact with more people. (Erikson,
Intimacy. Leighton, Hostility.)

Hypotheses.
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i [ tor people to B,
a lncxeaslnxj;g tenclet:cl’(mlxsigl d%fg:"s* sprea ;
il m ide, summer NOus® s
lebumm-Tellu;uIi:,e; g _l\'esﬁ !S‘l‘enm
by Con:ll;.m()i;gixect evidence of tlns; in hig

]l:g:ls&xd‘ of Italian and Hong Kong area: p W
iving room; porchi e

ll):iwsé:: eﬂ:e?; %‘wg‘l’il:gg a;d public thoroughfare. M

) i ander) : E
%mtigaﬁmgﬁéﬁxwm Pgle ccyog“r‘:l:rt‘tlg-o(f:gll\‘o -
5 i vacy 8.
rgsﬁsimylz%g‘?g uig il;Lolation. Leighton, Spontane
itYI) - oy
e from street correlates with incidence of

:u?t;fntsxnfi?sorde:s and upper respiratory disorders.
e correlated with distance from

b. Reports of loneliness ct dies.)
confirmed by Bnt.sh stu ST ental
i"eétéx(rdaﬁon of )isolauon and indices of m
trouble. (Faris, etc. : £
i has walls o
12. Thick walls. Every lived in u‘gj";‘n d adapt and
materials which are easy to mol e
form, permanently, to individual and habits. Hen
owned dwellings: condominiurm. (Alexgndex“)‘em_ they
People seek feeling of relation to environ P}ﬁ —
need the possibility of local adaptation.
building types make it hard.
Hypotheses. .
a.y{”:ople modify their dwellings as much as they are
able to. ived b
b. The personal character of a room, as perceived by
inhabitants, resides mainly in the walls.
c. Depressed results of impersonal room character.
Rate of tumover in personnel. Projective tests.
(Maslow-Mintz) :
& d. Self esteem greater in a place which one has
influenced. (Correlation of self-esteem with other
indices of well being). Ego-strength.
13. The teenage T00m/cottage/studio. Teenage a
period of exploration and identity seeking — new in
industrial society> Since choice of adult life not
automatic. Requires possibility of exploration while at
home. (Silverstein)
Hypotheses.
a. Relation between parents and teenage children
better if children have place of their own, private
access. (Clinical/subjective reports)
Where room close to parents. children report
constrained feeling,
¢. Incidence of run-aways higher in homes where this
relation does not exist; lower in homes where it does.
14. Child care. In areas where families with small
children live, each house opens off a common area
Which is entirely enclosed — connected to nursery
supervision.
Small children need each other in play.
Danger to them on streets.
Parents want to go out.
Hypotheses.
a. Greater i

id.

ater inc of I illness among childre;
who have N0 playmates in first five years. 5 :
b. Comrelation between mental trouble for child, and

non-activity of mother. e; i
vt (When mother is educated,)

¢. Even where there are efficient nuseri
eri
home, amount of i s aron

(Denmark) use is considerably reduced,

d. Incidence of child trouble caused b i

. . . conm
keeping child I, against wishes, cf, re;oﬂs ofc;l:vyv
wonderfully manageable children are, when they can
play together, in unlimited amounts,
15. Density of residences at differe,

. community facilities 2
possible: 50% within twozmd sy

extrovert dimension,
Hypotheses.

a. Distribution statistic, i

= el % pattems. of vacancjes and houses for

. More disorderg among pegp] i

;;rt r.ating is mismatchgeg t(l; :h‘:iliose lertt;overt-

hig}l gllt};c}cl:;usn lﬁ:auplgcneax'f ogo%qlatiO{n, 40,000), and

pzl;]:ical action. cf, Mulﬁserwcelsglelsnm A
et leverstein) b (Alexander,

Political effectivness Sm. f

: £35. Small units, Cyjgy

kson, Generativity, | e e of poverty.
taneity, Orientation),y Leighton, Moral order, Spop.
Hypotheses,

a. Need for political action ex;
t €Xists; com i
?é‘h ;ch;()se with Involvement witp thos’;arsw?:;g beqlg
e;aac%‘mss cultures), A
- Hopelessness js correlated with p, i
. e Te on-eff
C. Effectiveness of citizens 5 function o?‘c?hv:n s?zz' of

extro-
dwelling location,
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: i of access 10 ¢
community. etk with ease acces
d Involvem?-'gﬂity ofsta:ﬁnguptli'gﬁmgrm Capable o
e iman dzo of g om from red tape,
i M{'mni‘:fn;m;nl atmosphere, freed
retaining
ot i S jcture
R o il A, RS
17‘dR?ue%°1:?b:n life can evolve, and be
of desir ; |
criticis &eﬁy‘:e religion, One function is ;;)ﬁgligrggm
conmund E:id i commumft;l(‘ig own life to
cox?cr;:una!l“:gs each man's picture of ks
€Ol 1

g:n of the community.

spotheses. :
1 Eomiaion tven, el

to state
ﬂ\e:s;)tl;ucture > ﬂ‘l:lh;g\'e;dw?:v(:'olable locations very
8. Trees. Special I pe

l!requenﬂy ok O%El:etgg Contemplation.

The need for ‘Lrg;dfgnglt‘;\ of time for trees to grow

Specially ddf demolition and construction in urban

i e as
;‘e;sa:s g;:t:mplaﬁng existence and permanenc

opposed to action.
Hypotheses.
a. House pnc:. corr

i urhoo i
o lg{*;l:gxence for trees correlated with age :’ut;gle trees.
c. Iil effects of long term isolation from na T
d. Part played by trees in convalescent p

i idence i

g.MlgglxsegLe:ble to }ose himself more completely in tllle
presence of a tree, than without tree (may also appty
to rivers, ocean, etc.—but these are rare and far apart).
19. Peckham Health Center. Place which makes much
of birth process. Pre-post-natal clinic, swimming, etc.
Birth. Surround it with importance. Effect on the
mother, hence on the child, if this is not done.
(Erikson, Basic trust-mistrust)
Hypotheses. .
a. Correlation between attitude of mother to birth,
before birth, and mental well-being of child
afterwards.
b. Correlation between importance given to birth as an
event, pre and post, and the well-being of the child.

‘210. dl?eath. Funerals, cemeteries, etc. More respect for
ea

th and ability of
o l»:r?eln his own life and

elated with presence of trees in

Longer and more complicated process of burial.

Need to absorb the death of those you love. Death
ntes, Virtual absence of death tites in our own culture,
Hypotheses,

2 If death not “lived through” chologic
trouble likely. (Clinical e:vidence);"(lLintli:z'nzmn)gl 0
b. Negtive correlation between clinical problems
traceable to death of loved ones; and relative
Importance of death rites in different cultures,

These patterns are only a few of hund
similar large scale pattems whij o

ere is no CBD. Th
hun_dreds of small resid. ¥
2d d1ffet§e1;lt subculture, p y i

E¢ of these islands,

center of e ands a%? falls off towards the
sepalrated, and  surroundeq by
fmployment and communa] faciliti
thndmg around the jslands ¢ ere z:::eesﬁets f
ld' speed one way arteries. Al employme t(?
Tadically decentraliseq _ éven when 3 corpr(l)r:lS

tion 1s large it 5
consist:
autonomous gy A

Also

heople. Some houses, fi, —_—
;:lrﬂﬂll cl-Eil&{rctl\, surround il{lncccs;::;;lci“ i
gardens which lmwll‘n_ all the houge byt
be reached directly 1rom outside, [y yo o
as for teenagers, the one Joom gy,
attached to larger limusus. Thus e shl] 1
many dwelling units grouped mc"ﬂrcm f
around slightly l;grgm ones, ang thegg 1o
ones in turn again prouped hiemrchicm
larger groups. None of these dweljj,
high-rise in the modern sense - y) hoteg 8
have at least some part where they o
into open, visible contact with the Outsid, 4
dwellings are owned. The city is g’
many tiny knots of trees, undisturhog
demolition or construction. Many of the
contain colonies of old people - these gy
smaller than the basic cells themselyeg — g i
life runs a little more slowly. There yr gt
kinds of highly specialised places devoted g
public meeting — the teenage strip , the COVera
discussion seats, and the new kind of pj,
accessible city hall which I described are ety
examples. The detailed structure of all thog!
buildings, especially the dwellings, is such: g
the final details are personal. The walls gy
materials are capable of remembering the toy
of ‘the inhabitants who live there — they
rich with detailed individual adaptations, T
sterile thin panels of today will be unknowp, ;
Even without making drawings, or models, of
filling in the details, I think it is clear that thi
is a kind of city utterly different from the one
in which we live today. -
I do not expect you to agree with the
particular patterns which I have presented —g
the basis of the scant evidence I have
given. That was not my purpose in this paper
What is clear is that physical conceptions &
radical as the one which I have sketched out,
can be reached on the basis of common se 5
discussion of the issues concerning human
nature, as they are known to anthropologists
and psychologists today. Every one of
Pattems which I have described can
discussed, tested, and improved, on the basis!
simple, feasible experiments. Yet the overd
picture j:l’}l.lS Presented is as radical, as utopia
as the visions of classical artist-architects.
et Us review the two detailed questio
Which I began with: are psychological mattes
t00 subtle to handle; does the physical form o0&
%i?sl':n(r)?‘mgent have any effect on behaVi? 1.
Us to acce é}c &1the§e examples will hardly al 8
planners V£1 € view of regional scientists aft
T ey claim that economic location and:
a??ot% - blecause they can be quaﬂ;l'
2 ¢ only problems which can
°°I;1$eetent1y handled. Even the material whid
he j Pres:,;t:g 1:1 enoul%h, I think, to discre(?‘
1 Cial psychology is too vague 10
e 1e1Se5f;1i gfl‘;lt 1n city p_lanrguyng or too subtle:
mentioneq are in};ie d i
14t we teng 1o o -oo2 SO Unsubtle, so massi
lives, a5 pe; Pass them by in our everyda!

Ot sub
™ In order 4, ggée t € are all well aware

nl hese issues seriously,
;. zlillﬁl:guth COurage to take th
h the scientific eviden
Weak thi:?se gemands are critical
: 110t 50 far tring LY, Ibelieve, beca
kind. The ideg ¢ $ trl‘sg tg find evidence o
: I Oowp Should consciously |
sight — a4 so Culture, seems cragy at it

haven’t pep, Much
; tryj O that le s
eVldence. ry"‘g to gat Peop €
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e physical environment,
fect on human behaviour or
- we seriously expect that the
a wall is' going to make us happy,
unhappy. We are not rats in a
ng experiment. But the conclusion
ners have been drawing from this
point, namely that therefore the
on of the physical environment does
ter much — is false. I have given a
of examples of psychological demands,
in metropolitan United States. The
show. that if we take these demands
and try to invent cultural institutions
with these demands, we shall then
nake major physical changes in the

at does this prove? It does not prove

environment has an effect upon
I have not claimed, in any of the
that the form of buildings alone will
influence on people’s lives, on their
or on their needs. In every case, the
or doors or buildings that I have
is specified along with some kind of
ge. The environmental change,
social, would accomplish nothing.
erse is also true. These social changes
e made unless the physical changes are
th them. There is no more point in
make the social change without the
than vice versa.
me finally stress, once again, the
tentative nature of the patterns
~_have proposed, and the empirical
which I have based them on. Experi-
n social psychology are notoriously
d always subject to interpretation.
even the scant evidence which I have
has clear implications. And, I believe,
‘made clear that new patterns may be
m these empirical insights, this will
pen our ability to find evidence.
nce which I have cited so far has
more or less randomly. If patterns
/pe 1 have described are defined first,
cal studies made second, with the
_empirical observation specifically
to refute, or support, hypotheses
with individual patterns, the whole
eatly sharpened.
not apologise for the tentative
patterns. Indeed, in a way it
r clearly their most important
ct that they are set up to be
are deliberately open to
ite it. ’
in such a way that it ’lglz:lsn
y experiment and observation. Thi
erson the chance to disagree u{ith
basis of public, empirical
therefore every prospect that
be able to define patterns
on. These patterns thergfore
advantage over the private
architect. However vulnerable they
n today, they raise the prospect of
n for the environment that is sO
d on the demands of human nature,
s and architects will be able to
“This is a prospect which current
tecture and planning cannot




