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1. ISUF

ISUF Annual Conferences

ISUF Annual Conferences

1994  Lausanne

1995  Lausanne

1999  Lausanne

1997  Birmingham

1998  Versailles

1999  Florence

2000  Groningen

2001  Cincinnati

2002  Cernobbio

2003  Trani

2004  Glasgow, Newcastle

2005  London

2006  Stockholm

2007  Ouro Preto

2008  Artimino

2009  Guangzhou

2010  Hamburg

2011  Montreal

2012  Delft

2013  Brisbanne

2014  Porto

2015  Rome

2016  Nanjing

2017  Valencia



The journal ‘Urban Morphology’

2016 Volume 20.2 – Articles:

Pedestrian accessibility in grid layouts: the role of block, plot and street dimensions

A. Sevtsuk, R. Kalvo and O. Ekmekci

Multi-nuclear growth patterns in a rapidly changing Turkish city: a fringe-belt perspective

T. Ünlü and Yener Baş

Developments in urban design practice in Montreal: a morphological perspective

F. Racine

Plan analysis of historical cities: a Sino-European comparison

J. W. R. Whitehand, M. P. Conzen and K. Gu



2. ISUF Local Networks

ISUF Local Networks: 

established (black): Chinese, Hispanic, Italian, Nordic, Portuguese-speaking and Turkish; 

emerging (red): Australasia, Cyprus, Polish and Serbian;

ideas (orange): Arab Gulf and South Africa. 



Chinese Network (2013)

Includes 11 universities in China (privileged contacts with three universities outside China).

Inaugural seminar in 2013 in Nanjing University.

Organization of the ISUF Conference in 2016 (Nanjing).

Hispanic Network (2015)

Includes four universities in Spain.

Inaugural seminar in 2016 in the Universidad de Castilla-La Mancha, Toledo.

Organization of the ISUF Conference in 2017 (Valencia).



ISUF Italy (2007, 2014) http://www.isufitaly.com/

Sapienza Università di Roma.

Inaugural conference in 2014 in the Sapienza Università di Roma.

Conferences: Rome 2014, Rome 2017

Organization of the ISUF Conference in 2015 (Rome).

Journal ‘UrbanForm and Design U+D’: 2014-…. 

Nordic Network (2006)

Organization of the ISUF Conference in 2006 (Stockholm).

ISUF Italy: U+D current issue: 3-4; 

ISUF Italy Conference 2014, Rome (photograph: Stefanos Antoniadis). 



Portuguese-language Network (2010) http://pnum.fe.up.pt/pt/

The PNUM Council and the Editorial Board of the journal include members from 14 universities.

Annual conferences: 

Porto 2011, Lisbon 2012, Coimbra 2013, Brasilia 2015, Guimarães 2016, Vitória 2017

Organization of the ISUF Conference in 2014 (Porto).

Journal ‘Revista de Morfologia Urbana’: 2013-….

Annual workshops: Porto 2015, Vila Nova de Cerveira 2016

Turkish Network (2014) https://isufturkey.wordpress.com/

Includes ten universities in Turkey.

Foundation workshop in 2014 in Mersin University.

Conference: Mersin 2015.

Portuguese-language Network: Revista de Morfologia Urbana 4.2, 

Brasilia Conference 2015, Workshop Vila Nova de Cerveira 2016 (photograph: David Viana).



3. Advisory Committee on the 

Future Development of ISUF

2016, Nanjing – Progress Report

2017, Valencia – Final Report

A focus on the Local Networks.

Nanjing 2016 - ISUF Council discussing the progress report of the Advisory Committee on 

the Future Development of ISUF (photograph: Youpei Hu).



Research interests shared by different local networks:

from theory to practice

the history of urban form

different approaches and comparative studies

the social use of space

teaching urban morphology 

space syntax 

typological processes 

fringe belts 

morphological indicators and sustainability

public space.



4. Research and Practice

4.1. ISUF Task Force on Research and Practice

A report with four recommendations (Samuels, 2013):

i) the publication of a manifesto or charter (to communicate in a simple and direct way to 
planning practitioners, what urban morphology has to offer to planning practice); 

ii) the collection of relevant information on how urban morphology is included in different 
courses within different countries; 

iii) the collection of good practices of how and where urban morphology is being used 
successfully; 

iv) the preparation of urban morphology manuals. 











And yet… there is a lot of work to be done!

There are many questions that need better answers, 
many problems that need better solutions!
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The physical form of a city is in constant transformation.

Many different agents participate in this process of change.

Some of us tend to think that this action is not always the most correct.

And we argue that this action should be better informed by morphological and 
typological knowledge.

But, to move from research (knowledge) to practice (action) is not 
straightforward.

And even if we are able to build this line between research and practice, 
somewhere along the line, we’ll have to make some decisions that will be 
influenced by our values.

What is good (or morphologically informed) for me, might not be good for 

one of my colleagues urban morphologists.

First 
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How should we deal with this rupture caused by the overlap of an Inner Ring Road (IRR) on 
an existing city?

i. Should we think the municipal/metropolitan mobility needs are far more important than the urban 
form concerns and not seeing this as problem (‘doing nothing’)?

ii. Or should we see it as a problem and think that our morphological knowledge can inform a design 
action to mitigate it?

Iii. And if so, what kind of action can we develop? Should we promote (building) continuity between 
both sides of the IRR?  Should we look at the IRR as something that was built on a fringe belt and 
conserve the immediate surroundings as open space (with a function)?



How should we deal with this rupture caused by the overlap of an Inner Ring Road (IRR) on 
an existing city?

i. Should we think the municipal/metropolitan mobility needs are far more important than the urban 
form concerns and not seeing this as problem (‘doing nothing’)?

ii. Or should we see it as a problem and think that our morphological knowledge can inform a design 
action to mitigate it?

Iii. And if so, what kind of action can we develop? Should we promote (building) continuity between 
both sides of the IRR?  Should we look at the IRR as something that was built on a fringe belt and 
conserve the immediate surroundings as open space (with a function)?



How should we deal with this rupture caused by the overlap of an Inner Ring Road (IRR) on 
an existing city?

i. Should we think the municipal/metropolitan mobility needs are far more important than the urban 
form concerns and not seeing this as problem (‘doing nothing’)?

ii. Or should we see it as a problem and think that our morphological knowledge can inform a design 
action to mitigate it?

Iii. And if so, what kind of action can we develop? Should we promote (building) continuity between 
both sides of the IRR?  Should we look at the IRR as something that was built on a fringe belt and 
conserve the immediate surroundings as open space (with a function)?



How should we deal with this rupture caused by the overlap of an Inner Ring Road (IRR) on 
an existing city?

i. Should we think the municipal/metropolitan mobility needs are far more important than the urban 
form concerns and not seeing this as problem (‘doing nothing’)?

ii. Or should we see it as a problem and think that our morphological knowledge can inform a design 
action to mitigate it?

Iii. And if so, what kind of action can we develop? Should we promote (building) continuity between 
both sides of the IRR?  Should we look at the IRR as something that was built on a fringe belt and 
conserve the immediate surroundings as open space (with a function)?



How should we deal with this rupture caused by the overlap of an Inner Ring Road (IRR) on 
an existing city?

i. Should we think the municipal/metropolitan mobility needs are far more important than the urban 
form concerns and not seeing this as problem (‘doing nothing’)?

ii. Or should we see it as a problem and think that our morphological knowledge can inform a design 
action to mitigate it?

iii. And if so, what kind of action can we develop? Should we promote (building) continuity between 
both sides of the IRR?  Should we look at the IRR as something that was built on a fringe belt and 
conserve its immediate surroundings as open space (with a function)?





Historical Areas

The streets and plot series are very irregular. 

There is a high building density. 

Buildings are narrow, normally 3 storeys high, with some as high as 5 storey.

Although buildings are always positioned on the front of the plot, building coverage is very 

high.



How should we act on this urban tissue?

What should be preserved and what should be changed?

In recent actions the front façades of these buildings have been reconstructed (although 

many times with new door and window frames), but their interiors have been totally 

replaced by designs that have no respect for the traditional house types of Porto.



Is it enough for us? 

Is it enough for maintain the character of a building and of an urban area?

Or should we preserve more elements of our urban/architectural history?

In the exterior: 

Should the design and materials of door and window frames, in both façades be maintained?

Should the type of roof be maintained?

In the interior:

Should the stair and the overall organization of rooms be maintained?

Should some architectural details (in the celling, wall or floor) be maintained?



Areas of Continuous Building Frontages and Largely Replete Plots

In this area, streets and blocks are regular, the plot is normally a rectangle with an average 

width of 6m and a depth that can attain 100m.

Most of the blocks of this tissue have a continuous commercial use on the ground floor. 



Single-Family Housing Areas 

Correspond to 2 different types of housing development (of different social status), built in 

different parts of the city. 

Both types created an urban tissue composed of streets with a regular pattern, plots of 

different sizes, detached or semi-detached houses of 2 or 3 storeys, with gardens or patios.



In recent decades there have been substantive changes, including:

i. the addition of a new building within the plot, 

ii. the increasing in the number of storeys, 

iii. the radical change of architectural style and 

iv. the change of design and materials of some architectural elements.

Is that acceptable?

How should we act on this urban tissue?



Areas of Continuous Building Frontages and 

Plots in the Process of Repletion

Rebuilding in the 20th century, sometimes on a single plot, has created large disparities 

within some plot series, because of their excessive height and poor design. 

In the core areas commercial uses tend to be retained on the ground floor, but away from 

these areas, the ground floor of many buildings is used for warehousing and there have 

been increases in the coverage of plots. 



How should we act on this urban tissue?

Should the new buildings follow the existing alignments of the adjoining buildings? Front 

and rear alignments?

What should be the maximum (and minimum) height of the new buildings? 

Should they have a similar design? Should they have some of the materials used in the 

adjoining buildings? 



Areas of Isolated Buildings

These areas are based on a Modernist model, and also consist of 2 different types of 

housing development. 

Plot ratio was the main criterion used to control this type of development. 

In almost all cases this has led to the production of an undefined public space. 



How can we deal with this fragmentation?

Should we recover the traditional relation between street and buildings?

Should we promote a continuous building alignment along the street? 

Should we offer guidelines on the street section (on the relation between building height 

and street width)?
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