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ARCHITECTURAL DOMINANTS IN LANDSCAPE OF TRI-CITY

Article presents brief description of dominantderi landscape of cities, definitions used in aesk. Main goal was to
present mentioned objects, their spatial distrdruind role performed in landscape. Article presatgo: definitions of key terms,
delimitation of area being analysed for presence@reflominant features, their localization, clasatfion and role performed ind
landscape of Tri-City.Also area of study is desatitelong with its localisation and key spatial @weristics, such as height above
sea level, major spatial barriers, along with adstiative units.

As a part ot the study, cities were divided to g®of districts, chosen from administrative unisated next to each other
and similar in terms of spatial development. Sommugs were excluded from further analysis mainlg do their weak spatial
connections with main parts of the analyzed cities.

Within groups of districts not excluded earlieeldi studies were conducted. As a result, the qui@l@f existing dominants
were created, along with their typology. Also, assent of transformations of landscape in the candéxise of dominants was
conducted.
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Muxan bezep. APXHTEKTYPHBIE /JOMHHAHTBI B IAH/JUIA®TE TPH-CHTH

B cratbe npencraBieHoO pe3toMe N3y4eHHs] apXUTEKTYPHBIX JOMHHAHT, PAacIoiokeHHbIX B Tpu-Cutu. OcHOBHas Lielb COC-
TOSIJIa B TOM, YTOOBI IPEACTABUTH YIIOMSHYTHIE OOBEKTHI, HX MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE paclpe/ieIeHIe H POJIb, BRIIOIHIEMYIO B JTaH mad-
Te. B craThe mpencTaBieHsl TakKe: ONpeaeleH:s KIIIOYEeBBIX TEPMUHOB, Pa3rpaHHuCHUE aHATU3NPYEMOH IUIOIaIU Ha HAIMIHE TIpe-
o0JrafaromyX MPU3HAKOB, UX JIOKAIU3ANUs, KIacCU(pUKaINsI U poib, BEoIHsAeMas B nanqmagdTte Tpu-Curu. Beur co3nan xaranor
CYLIECTBYIOIMX JOMHHAHT, a TaKKe UX Tunosorus. Takke Obula MpoBeeHa OLeHKa TpaHchopMmaluii lanamadTa B KOHTEKCTE pas-
BUTHS JIOMMHAHT.

Knrouesvie cnosa. nomuHanTsl, ypoanuzauus, Tpu-Curtu, neisax, apxXurekTypa.

Mixan berep. APXITEKTYPHI IOMIHAHTH Y JIAH/JJUIA®TI TPH-CITI

V crarTi npencTaBIeHoO pe3loMe BUBUCHHS apXiTEKTYpHHX JIOMIiHAHT, po3ramoBanux y Tpu-Citi. OcHOBHa MeTa moJsirana B
TOMY, 100 MPEICTAaBUTH 3rajfiaHi 00'€KTH, IX MPOCTOPOBHI PO3IOIUI i pOJIb, BUKOHYBaHy B JIaHAmadTi. Y crarTi NpeacraBieHi Ta-
KOX: BU3HAUEHHS KIIOYOBHX TEPMIHIB, PO3MEXYBaHHS aHANi30BaHOI IUTONII HA HAsBHICTh IEpeBaXKalOUMX O3HAK, iX JIOKaJi3amis,
kiacuikais Ta poib, mo BukoHyethes B anamadti Tpu-Citi. Byno cTBopeHo KaTanor icHyIoUMX JOMIHAHT, 8 TAKOX IX THUIIOJIOTis.
Takosx Oyio mpoBeieHO OLIHKY TpaHchopMalliil TaHAIadTy B KOHTEKCTI PO3BUTKY JOMiHAHT.

Kniouogi cnosa: nominanty, ypoanizauis, Tpu-Citi, neiizax, apxiTeKkTypa.

1. Introduction. Architectural dominants plays 2. Methodology.
very important role in formation of landscape itias. 2.1. Important definitions.Two definitions of most
They can change it for a very long periods. Addiithy, important concepts were created for use in research

mentioned objects tend to be important factorsctvhi landscape and dominant. Both of them already has be
causes many changes taking place in the citiegusec  widely discussed in literature, so their definisowere
they can influence developement of many areas. Lastcreated based upon the existing ones.

important characteristic of dominants is that tledten 2.1.1. Landscape.Landscape is term variously
become signature of cities, in which where they aredefined in many branches of science. It is most
located. This applies especially in case of altitat commonly used in geography or biology, but also in
architectural dominants, which are also buildinDsat's architecture or biochemistry. However, in everyday

why study focused specifically on them. language word ,landscape” is most commonly used to
Main goal was to present architectural dominants describe view (Richling, Solon, 1996).
located in Tri-City, describe their spatial distrilon and For purposes of research, landscape was defined as

role performed in landscape. This was achieved byfollows — it is physiognomy of area perceived byple,
conducting a cataloguing of mentioned features andwhose character results from the nature of natamnal
classyfing them. human factors, costituting a public good. This wi&bn

Another goal was to define influence exerted by was created due to character of analysed area,rismup
dominants on their surroundings. Based on analgées mainly from urban areas.

mentioned areas, an attempt was made to deterheire t 2.1.2. Dominant.Term of dominant can be defined
influence on building of new dominants and on in many ways, according to branch of science, siryil
landscape of whole Tri-City. like in case of landscape, described earlier. Aaiattly,

these definitions varies greatly because are used t
describe roles performed in many different kinds of
© Beger M., 2017 areas. For example, in architecture dominants argtlyn
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elements of single building (Szolginia, 1992). Fbis
reason, not all definitions of dominants are suééor
purposes of research.

For purposes of research, following definition of
dominants was created — building or group of baidi
all of which stand out significantly in the landpeaof
city and in the same time meet the following ciéer

e are significantly higher than surrounding
buildings and/or are located on higher altitudevabsea
level than their surroundings,

e shape and/or colour particullary distinguish
them from the enviroment,

e their location or enviroment particullary affect
their visibility,

* serve as residential, service or industrial.

because many o them are usually designed as dotsinan
and are still serving that function in the landszap

2.2. Area of study.Study area consist of selected
districts forming cities, which belongs to Tri-City
(Gdynia, Gdésk and Sopot (Fig. 1). Some districts were
excluded from analysis due to exisistence of distin
spatial barieres (like e.g. dense forest areasrgi\major
communication routes). Also, districts are chanapsel
by the dominance of develepment typically agriaaltu
or forestry. Distribution of districts within indidual
cities of Tri-City is shown on figure 2, along withe
information wheter they have been taken into actoun
later in the study. Sopot was considered as a whole
because of large number of districts with a veryalém
area, compared to the similar administrative uiits

Openwork and slender buildings, such as antennasGdynia and Gdsk.

mast or power poles, were excluded from analydiés T
does not include sacred objects (mostly church tewe
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Fig. 1. Location of Tri-City againist voivodshipsf @oland

Districts taken into account in the study were

Fig. 2. Districts included and excluddromy analysis

figures 4 and 5, they are presented together vwatghh

considered in groups, separated on the basis of thebove sea level and existing spatial barriers.heuarin
assesment of similarity between buildings and mainthe article, short characteristic of group includied
functions of districts. This method has been chosenanalysis were presented.

because ot the administrative nature of existing

distribution of the districts — often specific ase# cities
forms huge areas, characterized by plain or vemylai
appearance. However, they are split between differe
districts because of various reasons. Whereagjctist
excluded from analysis were divided
primarly taking into account reasons of exclusigl.

2.2.1. Gdynia. Gdynia is port city located in
northern part of Tri-City. In the past, it was ahing
village. Gdynia obtained city rights in 1926. It sva
related to the rapid growth stimulated mainly by
construction ot the port. At that time, consideeabl

into groups spatial development took place — many surrounding

villages were joined to the city. They later evalviato

mentioned groups are shown on figure 3. Whereas, ondistricts. Terrain of the city is diverse — betwesprcific
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areas there are signifficant differences in alttu
multiple valleys and hills are present. It is asst@d
with the localization at meeting point of two
geographical regions: Kashubian Lake District and
Kashubian Coast. For both, characteristic is presaf
land forms such as: top and bottom moraines, dlacia
vallleys and erosion valleys (Kondracki, 2000).

Districts of Gdynia covered in analysis were
divided into three groups:

1. northern districts number 1)

(group

dominating type of building are multi-family resitel
settlements bulit in technology called ,big plate”.
Currently, there are also present large industrieds;

2. downtown districts (group 2) — in this area,
prevailing type of building are modernistic-styhaulti-
storey houses, mainly residential;

3. southern districts (group 3) — in this area, low
single- or multifamiliary housing prevails. Tallilings
are present only occasionally, with a very strong
tendency to concentrate in groups.

Symbology
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Fig. 3. Groups districts taken

2.2.2. SopotSopot is city located in the middle of
Tri-City. Sopot obtained city rights in 1901. Cifynits
are determined by administrative borders of Gdynia,
Gdaisk and Gulf of Gdask coast. Significant part of the
city is occupied by forest areas. Sopot is divided a
number of small districts. In addition, within tloity
there are no larger areas very different from edbhbr in
terms of buildings height, which significantly inges
their division into groups. For this reasons, itswa
decided to treat Sopot in its entirety as a sepayetup
(number 4 in the map).

The city is located in the folowing geographical
regions: mesoregion of Kashubian Coast, micro-regio
Terrace  Sopocko-Wrzeszaéski and  Kashubian
Lakeland, mainly in western part of the city (Koacki,
2000). In the eastern part of the city, terraimmastly
flat, height above sea level increases signifigaintlthe
western part, where are located moraine hills, tpain
covered by forest.

2.2.3. Gdask Gdask is city located in southern
part of Tri-City. It is the oldest and also thegest of all
cities forming mentioned aglomeration. It has long
history, which has an impact on occurence of siggift
differences between districts as they has beenettéa
different time periods and were subject to various
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into account durirgnalyses

transformations.

City is located in the four different physical-
geography units, mesoregiondutawy of the Vistula,
Vistula Spit, Kashubian Coast and Kashubian Lake
District. Most areas covered in the analysis acatied in
the premises of last two mentioned mesoregionss Thi
has impact on the existence of significant diffeesnin
height above sea level — areas located in westmtnop
the city are at far higher altitude than ones ledah the
east.

Districts of Gdask covered in analysis were
divided into five groups:

1. Northern residential areas (group 5)
dominating type of building are multi-family residel
settlements bulit in technology called ,big plate”;

2. old residential districts (group 6) — prevailing
type of building are single- and multifamily buitdjs
bulit in different historical periods;

3. residential districts (group 7) mainly
composed of medium ang high multi-family housing;

4. port districts (group 8) — dominating function is
industry and transport, districts are strongly diéd by
spatial barriers;

5. city center (group 9) — historical city center,
characterized by a large number of historic, momtaie
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buildings. were presented in the form of catalogue containing
3. Catalogue of dominants located within  descriptions of mentioned objects, their charasties,

analyzed area of Tri-City. As a part ot the study, field localization and surroundings. On figure 6, lazations

research was carried out. It's aim has been tdogai of this objects are presented.

dominants located in analysed area of Tri-City. URes
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Fig. 6. Types of dominants in Tri-City

4. Typology of analyzed predominant features. into multiple types, according to characteristiosts as
After cataloguing dominants, their typology was éon their functions, periods of formation and their dgtei
Due to considerable differentation of individualjextis, Then, based on mentioned divisions, most common
multi-criteria typology was used. Objects were dad types of object were identified:
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1) service or residential-service, bulit in 1945-1989,
height 30-90 m (5 objects);

2) service or residential-service, bulit in 1990-2015,
height 30-90 m (10 objects);

3) service, bulit in 1945-1989, height 30-60 m (8
objects);

4) service, bulit in 1990-2015, height 30-60 m (2
objects);

5) sacred, bulit before 1939, height 30-90 m (9
objects);

6) sacred, bulit in 1945-2015, height 30-90 m (3
objects).

Mentioned types were shown on figure Bwo
dominants are marked as ,unspecified” and notifed
any type due to their specific characteristicsstHg Sea
Towers (dual high building located in Gdynia center
height 142 m), second — building of former curative
hotel, which is dominant primarly due to it's spieci
position in space.

5. Transformation of landscape in the context of
rise of dominants.Last stage of study was an attempt to

During the last period, during years 1990-2015,
there was significant intensification of the procesf
building dominants, especially near already exigtin
ones. They primarly features residential or service
residential functions.

5.2. Influence of existing dominants on landscape.
Influence of dominants in landscape depends on many
factors that often are very important to distinbject as
dominating. In article, two of them has been diseds-
localisation and mutual neighbourhood. Also, spatia
distribution of mentioned features was discussed.

Localisation of many objects is crucial factor whic
decide about distincting many objects as dominating
addition, it determines the area from which suclects
are perceived, affecting the distance of attractadn
obsever's attention or restricting this interactanly to
specific directions.

Mutual neighbouhood is factor considered when
predominant feature consists of few buildings and/o
other similar objects are located in its close wiitg.
Influence on landscape exerted by neighbouring

determine influence of existing dominants on the dominants tends to decrease with the number urgif t

landscape. This phenomenon was considered inaglati
to a number of selected aspects: location of meetio
objectss, their mutual
impressions they make on observer. The articlesesu
only on a few chosen from them.

5.1. Periods of formation of dominants.Within
the typology different type of dominants were featl
taking into account particullary their function aperiod
of origin. First, longest period includes the titnefore

cease to stand out in the landscape, creating arwid
background. It is caused by the fact that a sioglect

neighbourhood, height and strongly outlines visually in the landscape tham th

greater number of them, located close to each other
Dominants are located unevenly through analyzed
area — outside the city of Gikk there are only a few,
isolated objects. Whereas, most of them are loceated
Gdaask. Most of them are concentrated in several
groups, as shown on figure 6. As can be obsenied, s

1939, when only sacred dominants (churches) had bee of these groups tend to increase when new domieaats

built. These objects are distinguished by theiibdehte
design as dominating features in landscape, seragg
landmarks. In addition, during their erection, nihes
tall buildings were bulit, which further strenghéshtheir
role.

Second period of the dominants contruction coversmade. Their spatial distribution was examined.

bulit near existing ones. This is especially visibi the
case of residential, service or service-residential
buildings.

6. Conclusion. During the study, cataloguing of
existing altitudinal architectural dominants hadeie
In

years 1945-1989, when most analysed object has beeaddition, six types of analyzed objects were isulat

bulit, majority of them are tall buildings bulit in
technology of ,big plate”. Their functions are migin
residential or service-residential. In a few casdgects
strictly used for service or sacred had been buiithe
described period, first modern tall buildings werdit —
massive, mostly with elevation based on glassroilai
materials.

They were later used, along with informations gedte
earlier, to made assesment of influence of domfant
landscape and ways it changes. This influence is
significant. In addition, in the area of Tri-Cityakes
place a process of disappearance of individual
dominants, along with construction of more sucheoty

in the vincinity of existing ones.

Article was written on basis of unpublished mastes thesis ,Architectural dominants in landscape of Ti-City”

(Beger M., 2016, University of Gdansk).
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