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Introduction

The article deals with the issues of urban neighbourhood in theoretical and 
empirical terms. It presents both the history and theoretical discussion about 
neighbourhood research, taking into account the history of Polish sociology, 



56	 Marek Nowak, Przemysław Pluciński, Andrzej Siatkowski

as well as empirical results of the research conducted by the authors of the 
article. The empirical part of the article presents the results of the latest 
research carried out within the neighbourhood relations in Poznań, Warsaw 
and Wronki in 2019, particularly those built in the late socialist, modernist 
period.

The collected quantitative data (N = 1800) were analysed according 
to factors conducive to building neighbourly relations and those that under-
mine it. The conclusions of the analysis aim to indicate the fields of potential 
development of the reflection and its significance for the appreciation of the 
revitalization potential contained in modernist housing estates.

Preliminary Remarks

Urban neighbourhood appears to be a significant issue, mainly due to prob-
lems and opportunities it brings, especially when neighbourhood relations 
can be strengthened or possibly rebuilt, e.g. where their strength is a result 
of the local communities’ traditions. The reference to very traditional 
community ties is not accidental here; it is a recapitulation of the process 
of migration from rural to urban areas, well-described by sociologists. 
Especially in Central and Eastern Europe where, on the one hand, urbani-
zation has been inserted in the universal modernization processes since the 
mid-19th century, whereas on the other hand it still pursued ideological 
goals after the change of system to real socialism after World War II. The 
urbanization specificity, particularly in relation to Le Corbusierian mod-
ernism, was somewhat delayed in relation to Western Europe. A canonical 
example of such processes in Poland were social and spatial changes in Łódź 
(Pobłocki, 2011) or Nowa Huta near Kraków (cf. Pluciński, 2019: 17), but 
also in smaller city centres, such as: Bełchatów, Głogów, Jastrzębie Zdrój, 
Konin, Legnica, Łęczna, Lubin, Płock, Polkowice, Puławy, Tarnobrzeg, 
Tychy that became in fact “new towns” located in the neighbourhood of the 
“old ones” (Węcłowicz, 2016).

The results of classical studies on these issues indicate at least two 
moments in time. On the one hand, one could notice disintegration of com-
munity ties linking inhabitants with the place. On the other hand, it quickly 
turned out that the neighbourhood ties did not completely disintegrate but 
clearly changed their nature, taking on “the substance” of the neighbour-
hood circles, i.e. relations of different strength and content: those founded 
on sharing similar space, having similar problems and building a certain 
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degree of interdependence. The last observed stage in the evolution of the 
neighbourhood was a spatial emancipation of the neighbourhood when it 
turned out that the growing spatial mobility had modified interpersonal 
relations but had not shattered them completely.

Nowadays, bonds built in a specific place and time (within the same 
network of relationships) are maintained, whether in the form of direct com-
munication (meetings, spending time together) the indirect one (telephone 
or e-mail). Also, these ties take on a completely different meaning when, 
for example, they provide a basis for maintaining participation in a neigh-
bourhood community through social media, whereas at the same time pro-
viding tools for relatively easy access to new relationships based on their 
preferences, interests and networks built in other places. One can get the 
impression that not only has the neighbourhood lost none of its importance, 
but also that it has gained new content; the latter does not mean however 
that it no longer brings challenges, being obvious and conflict-free. We 
can analyse here not only the co-presence of different generations and the 
transmission of patterns between generations, but also the tensions caused by 
age differences and incompatibility of life phases (compare: Misiak, 1993; 
Paprzyca, 2009; Niezabitowski, 2011; Nóżka and Martini, 2015; Park and 
Rogers, 2015; Nóżka, Bukowski, Smagacz-Poziemska and Kurnicki, 2018).

If we realise that neighbourhood ties1 are an important element of the 
social structure in micro- and meso- dimensions, strengthening the sense 
of existential security and finally rendering life in the city attractive, it turns 
out that the issue here has gained in importance as a premise for develop-
ing solutions to social problems. The aim of the text is therefore to present 
the conditions which strengthen neighbourly relations in the specific con-
text of development, in order to introduce the reader to the more detailed 
problem of the revitalization potential of late modernist buildings in a post-
communist city.

Desk Research: Looking for Research Gaps

The starting point for empirical research was extensive desk research. 
Catalogues of two libraries were analysed: those of Adam Mickiewicz 
University and the National Library. The CEJSH, CEEOL and BazHum 
databases were also examined. Indexes of publications in the journals 

1  They play, like all bonds, the role of social life stabilizers.
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“Studia Socjologiczne”, “Przegląd Socjologiczny”, and “Studia Regionalne 
i Lokalne” were analysed as well.

Analysis of the literature has shown that the concept of neighbourhood 
was frequently used in research on ethnicity and national relations, including 
historical studies and international relations (e.g. the category of a “difficult 
neighbourhood”) (Jasińska-Kania, 2001; Dębicki and Doliński 2013). The 
concept also appears relatively often in the urban context, where the emphasis 
is placed on infrastructure issues (cf. Sokołowicz, 2017). Applications of the 
notion of neighbourhood closely related to urban sociology and research 
on “neighbourhood relations” are much less frequent than those indicated 
above (from the perspective of the whole researched corpus).

One needs to highlight here the continuity of theorizing and the conti-
nuity of research on the neighbourhood in Poland where two periods stand 
out: the 1920s and 1930s – strongly inspired by the premises of the Chicago 
School – and the period from the 1960s to the present time, which is probably 
the effect of “modernization through industrialization and urbanization”.

Research on the Neighbourhood in Polish Urban Sociology

Florian Znaniecki, one of the handful of founders of Polish sociology, put 
forward the thesis that “a feature of the neighbourhood group (like some 
other groups) is the strict control of group opinion over the private life of the 
neighbours” (Znaniecki and Ziółkowski, 1928/1984: 123).

Since the 1960s, the category of neighbourhood and research on neigh-
bourhood has been systematically included in the empirical sociology 
of the city, especially the research on housing life (cf. Ziółkowski, 1964; 
Turowski, 1973; Sosnowski and Walkowiak, 1983; Szwaja, 1970), mainly 
in the new housing estates of blocks of flats, which are supposed to imple-
ment the principle of “a decent minimum for the maximum of population”. 
(cf. Ziółkowski, 1965: 53). What was also important at the time was what 
Smagacz-Poziemska referred to years later as the “rural counterpoint” 
(Smagacz-Poziemska, 2017: 141). This can be seen, for example, in the 
research on Nowa Huta (an industrial city built from scratch in the vicinity 
of Kraków). Researchers were interested in the processes of proletarization 
and “urbanization of consciousness” of new district/city dwellers coming 
to Nowa Huta mainly from villages near Kraków. Socialization in order 
to function correctly in a new spatial and neighbourhood environment 
became an important element of the research (the research was conducted 
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at the turn of the 1960s and 1970s). Katarzyna Szwaja (1970) described the 
changes in neighbourly and social relations among the proletarian families 
of Nowa Huta. She claimed that the declared significance of neighbourly 
relations was still very high among the surveyed families. This indicated 
a tendency to inherit the vision of social relations from villages. At the 
same time, 3/4 of the surveyed families maintained such relations: Closer 
contacts between housewives and children were the most frequent. On the 
other hand, however, the respondents declared a negative attitude towards 
maintaining “too close and extensive contacts” with neighbours, fearing “too 
much interference of neighbours in their family life” (Szwaja, 1970: 9–10).

Other researchers of neighbourly relations in the housing estates of blocks 
of flats, Sosnowski and Walkowiak, used in turn the term “neighbourly rela-
tions” in their research conducted in Szczecin between 1977–1979. In their 
research, they focus on two issues: firstly, on indicating various spatial 
neighbourhoods (corridors, storeys, staircases, stairways, hallways, blocks 
of flats) and secondly, on reflecting neighbourhoods in the consciousness 
of the respondents, where attitudes towards neighbourhood were stretched 
between consciously abandoning relationships and building strong ties. As 
a result, the researchers distinguished as many as 7 types of neighbourly 
contacts:

• isolated people, i.e. the lack of neighbourhoods, including people 
actively isolating themselves, i.e. those that take direct action to avoid 
any contacts;

• people who isolate themselves, but at the same time are convinced 
of mutual friendliness;

• informed neighbourhood (elementary knowledge about the neighbour-
hood), but not extended beyond usual politeness and good manners;

• informed and polite neighbourhood;
• exchange of views and information, but without closer contact;
• occasional and beneficial relationship without deepened social relations;
• close neighbourhood – maintaining deep social relations (Sosnowski 

and Walkowiak, 1983: 236).
Sosnowski and Walkowiak’s research revealed a specific paradox: on 

the one hand, the respondents subjectively indicated a low level of “social 
contact”; on the other hand, the analysis of real neighbourly contacts indi-
cated many positive, adaptive and integrating functions in the surveyed 
housing estates. The researchers also pointed out the dominant role of the 
family and extra-neighbourly relations (including the professional ones) 
as the dominant models of social life. They also put forward a hypothesis 
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concerning the formation of the so-called “greater neighbourhood”, i.e. the 
selection of social contacts relatively independent from the nearest place 
of residence, connected primarily with spatial dispersion of families in urban 
centres (Sosnowski and Walkowiak, 1983: 244). This element of the authors’ 
reasoning became a premise for research relevant to the conceptualization 
of the neighbourhood in the concept of neighbourhood circles.

The transformations connected with the transition to the forms of the 
“shallow” neighbourhood were also confirmed in Piotr Kryczka’s research 
(1981). Simultaneously, the question here is not about diagnosing a simple 
erosion of ties, but rather about “a new quality in the field of social ties 
between dwellers” (Kryczka, 1981: 142). In other words, even “shallow 
neighbourhoods” (ceremonial or polite) “perform important sociable and 
controlling functions”, while spatial interfaces give a “possibility of mutual 
observation” (Smagacz-Poziemska, 2017: 148).

Leaving behind the important topic of conceptualization for the benefit 
of operationalization, it seems appropriate to tackle the issue concerning defini-
tions of neighbourhood. Let us recall just two definitions rooted in the research 
practice of the 1970s and 1980s: it is “a community with a homogeneous and 
coherent character, based on personal relationships, endowed with a strong 
sense of self-awareness and capable of influencing the behaviour of its mem-
bers” (Sosnowski and Walkowiak, 1983: 223). And another one by Piotr Krycz-
ka, who understood the neighbourhood as “a system of relatively permanent 
connections and dependencies between people resulting from the proximity 
of living, and expressed externally in the form of normalized activities that 
assume certain obligations and rights of both parties” (Kryczka, 1981: 116).

Neighbourhood research returned to academic discourse at the begin-
ning of the new millennium. In her empirical research carried out in Łódź 
(2001/2), Anna Bujwicka supplemented the heuristic perspective of the 
1970s by adding to it a specific tendency to modify social relations. As she 
wrote: “economic rationality seems to be one of the principles organizing 
social relations. This rule directs human activity towards seeking one’s own 
benefits and allows one to treat ties in terms of investment” (Bujwicka, 2011: 
103). Here, the economization of ties means a variant of pragmatization 
of neighbourly relations dictated by individual interests.

This raises the question of whether the relations mentioned above are 
nowadays really so “mercantilist” in character. Could this be considered as an 
indicator of the transfer of neighbourly relations from the cultural and social 
space to the area of exchangeable relations, and thus their clear depletion? 
Within the framework of the aforementioned Łódź project, the frequency 
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of occurrence of a specific type of neighbourly relations (i.e. declarations 
concerning behaviours) was analysed. The most frequent declarations are an 
exchange of bows and greetings (86%), compared to 33% of declarations 
of services rendered to neighbours, 29% of declarations of spending free time 
with neighbours, 17% of declarations of seeking information about neighbours 
and 14% of declarations of participation in joint neighbourhood initiatives.

In-depth analysis of empirical material leads to the distinction between 
five types of neighbourhoods:

• conventional neighbourhood – referring to certain normalized activities 
and actions taking the form of exchanging bows and greetings,

• beneficial neighbourhood – the exchange of various kinds of favours,
• social and friendly neighbourhood – spending free time together,
• informed neighbourhood – expressed in the possession and gathering 

of information about neighbours,
• solidarity neighbourhood – connected with a sense of superiority and 

unity of interest.
The proposed categories of types of neighbourhood are not fully 

separable, but they provide a basis for a deeper analysis based on clus-
ter analysis tools, leading to the identification of three aggregated types 
of neighbourhood:

• pragmatic neighbourhood – “attaching importance to activity and 
undertaking it in order to pursue interests in the neighbourhood”;

• private neighbourhood – “expected and implemented neighbourhood 
relations, reaching into the sphere of personal life”;

• sentimental-ritual neighbourhood – “imagining the neighbourhood 
and implementing it only through attachment to social convention” 
(cf. Bujwicka, 2011: 108 and next).

The pragmatic neighbourhood is related to the age of the respondents, their 
social and professional category and the type of buildings. The private neighbour-
hood, as the most far-reaching form, is linked to social and professional category, 
education and age. Sentimental-ritual neighbourhood is related to age and the 
length of residence in the given area. It is worth noting that preferred neigh-
bourhood relations did not translate into declarative practices, which indicates 
a certain dissonance and suggests domination of pragmatism in relationships-
building activities. The neighbourhood image based on the example of Łódź 
research suggests that the phenomenon of neighbourhood relations, despite its 
pragmatization, remains important to people, and that neighbourhood relations 
often go beyond the ritual of greetings, although at the same time it is more an 
expression of awareness of mutual dependence than a dependence on norms 
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requiring the creation of relations. As these are not, therefore, community rela-
tions in the classical and traditional sense, this most probably allows defending 
the proposed conceptualization based on the notion of the neighbourhood circle, 
i.e. volitional, network, purposeful and spatially rooted relations.

The original perspective is proposed by Jacek Kotus in his work, which 
is a summary of the research carried out in 2005–06. It is clearly focused, 
however, on the systemic perspective:

The systemic interpretative perspective makes it possible to distinguish and 
then analyse empirical examples of the neighbourhood in particular layers: 
territorial and social. In the social layer, internal relations with the territory and 
external relations (institutional support) are distinguished (Kotus, 2007: 113).

Therefore, according to Kotus, social and spatial studies of the neighbour-
hood produce separate, albeit interdependent, analytical areas. The author 
does not use references to network relations; in his conceptualization, he 
writes about “neighbourhood subsystems”, understood as “the area of direct 
neighbours, people or families living in adjacent flats or single-family 
houses, inhabitants of one staircase” (Kotus, 2007: 115). The perspective 
of specific micro-neighbourhood conditions is strongly emphasized here 
and can be also treated as a tendency of Polish urban sociology (cf. Majer, 
2016; Bierwiaczonek, 2018) to explore personal perspectives.

Kotus’ paper illustrates the analytical shift of the point of view from 
the issues of social features and attributes of neighbourly relations typical 
of the classical sociology of the city to the grasping of spatial turn aimed 
at noticing spatial correlates in relation to neighbourly communities. The 
conclusion is drawn here from space to neighbourhood/community, which 
is an opposite perspective to the analyses quoted so far. Similarly, the author 
is rather more interested in analysing direct relations than indirect relations, 
which is in turn crucial for the adopted concept of neighbourhoods.

The research on neighbourly relations is the subject of analysis beyond 
the framework of dedicated research programmes. An example of a program 
in which the neighbourhood was one of the aspects subjected to analysis is 
a study called “Investigating the quality of life of Poznań dwellers”. Within 
the program, systematic research was conducted using the technique of direct 
interviews with residents of Poznań. Between 2002–2013, seven measurements 
were carried out. A scale to evaluate the home and neighbourhood environ-
ment for the project was developed in 2006 within the analysed area “Living 
conditions in the city” (Cichocki and Jabkowski, 2018). Cyclical measure-
ments of the quality of life made possible to analyse changes in the assessment 
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of neighbourhood relations in the perspective of a few years. The results for the 
years 2006–2013 show an increase in the satisfaction of Poznań’s inhabitants 
with the way in which neighbours take care of their immediate surroundings, 
including mutual assistance, and with the conditions at the playgrounds. At the 
same time, an in-depth analysis of socio-demographic differences indicated 
a higher level of satisfaction among people over 40 and residents of two districts 
dominated by high-rise buildings (residential blocks). These conclusions point 
to a tendency, also noticed in the present study, to appreciate the neighbourhood 
in the context of processes improving the quality of life in the city.

Conceptual Design: Towards the Conceptualization 
and Operationalization of the Neighbourhood Circle

It was crucial to determine the specific bonds that can be observed in neigh-
bouring circles in selected housing estates of three different cities: Poznań, 
Warsaw and Wronki. The research was exploratory in nature, taking into 
account the existing body of knowledge. It also set for itself a certain range 
of explanatory goals. The scope of the problematization and the list of pre-
sented hypotheses were related to the character of the neighbourhood relations 
with the type of housing, the size of the city, but also to the idea of capturing 
factors conducive to building neighbourhood relations and those that weaken 
them. The researchers also answered questions about conditions and barriers 
to deepen neighbourly ties, which makes practical sense when we look at the 
neighbourhood as a potential.2

The conceptual basis for the given study of neighbourhood was the clas-
sical concept of a “social circle”, a concept with a long tradition, introduced 
into academic circulation by George Simmel in a publication from the early 
1920s. As David R. Unruh argued, “Simmel notes that voluntarism, seg-
mentation of the life-round, and spatial transcendence characterize social 
circle (Unruh, 1980: 273)”. The essence of the conceptualization contained 
here can be reduced to the conviction expressed directly by Simmel that 
“the ideals of collectivism and individualism are approximated to the same 
extent (Unruh, 1980: 273)”, i.e. individual claims (interests) meet the 

2  The presented study is a summary of the research and analytical activities carried 
out under a research project in the period of March–July 2019 including, among others, 
desk research analysis, analysis of the results from the Internet and questionnaire research 
including analysis of research walks conducted during this period.
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specificity of a collective life based on (direct) social interactions. Such a way 
of approaching the metaphor contained in the term the social circle (associ-
ated with circles on the water or with a circular shape) perfectly corresponds 
to the content that we attribute to the neighbourhood, that it is a link between 
directness of social relations and individual motivations (including voluntary 
ones) that decides about the content of these relations and maintain them. 
What is interesting here is the issue of “separation” contained in the metaphor 
of a circle, where the primordial character of juxtaposing one’s own and the 
other’s is exceeded, as well as the spatial substrate which, in turn, addresses 
the physicality of relations. Interestingly, Simmel’s term association and 
the social circle appear next to each other3, which suggests that the social 
circle is something more than a recapitulation of direct family ties or a direct 
relationship with a place (where the subject is bound to live). It broadens 
the understanding of the phenomenon to the area of intentionally produced 
relationships, where instrumental motifs and indirect production of a broader 
social organization, going far beyond the people we know, are essential. Such 
an understanding of the social circle will probably be connected with David 
R. Unruh’s concept of social world or more precisely: regional social world, 
where the term regional “refer[s] to those social worlds which are predomi-
nantly (but by no means totally) comprised of actors, organizations, events, 
and practices situated within a certain geographical region”. The closest 
to the neighbourhood will be the understanding of the social circle as local 
social worlds (Unruh, 1980: 287), knowing that the neighbourhood in the 
contemporary understanding clearly escapes the understanding of locality. 
This is due to the emergence of new (social) tools of social communication. 
Moreover, a similar perspective of the social circle derives to a large extent 
from the research on the mechanisms of creating a culture and cultural life. 
The definition proposed below draws attention to the mechanisms of construct-
ing urban culture, which force the use of the humanistic factor (Zemło, 2016) 
to understand specific relationships based on the subjectivity of individuals. 
As Charles Kadushin says: “Circles have some distinct properties, ones 
which often prove puzzling to observers and which make circles emergent, 
low visibility, interstitial networks (Kadushin, 1976: 770)”. This same feature 
makes the concept of border clearly deconstructed.

3  Referring to the fragment cited by David R. Unruh, “Thus the creation of circles 
and associations in any number of people can come together on the basis of their interest 
in a common purpose, compensates for that isolation of the personality which develops out 
of breaking away from the narrow confines of earlier circumstance” (Unruh, 1980: 273).
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Referring to the considerations above, the authors of the research project 
define a social circle in relation to neighbourhood relations as a set of social 
and cultural characteristics and the form and content of relationships 
between people which refer only to the fact that they live together 
in a spatially delimited area.

Following the proposed approach, neighbourhood and neighbourhood 
circle are notions which – apart from their intuitive and common sense – 
refer to two important categories of classical urban sociology, especially 
American sociology, namely community and neighbourhood. The first refers 
more to a specific type of social cohesion (ethnic, class, etc.), while the lat-
ter to the connection between individuals and space, that usually also leads 
to analyses of specific social interactions. To put it simply, Polish sociologists 
drew their interest in the neighbourhood mainly from the achievements of the 
Chicago school (cf. Smagacz-Poziemska, 2017: 141), whether through litera-
ture studies (Rychliński, 1976) or direct contacts with American sociology 
(Znaniecki and Ziółkowski, 1928/1984). It is no coincidence that the notion 
of neighbourhood appeared in Polish sociology when the sociology of the 
Chicago school flourished, most likely in the 1930s. Significantly, it is very 
clear that the understanding of social neighbourhood at that time was very 
strongly connected with its normative and controlling function. This was 
present in both the aforementioned Rychliński and Znaniecki (Znaniecki and 
Ziółkowski, 1928/1984), including empirical studies of Poznań’s inhabitants. 
There, neighbourhood meant primarily a form of social organization, where 
social control was an important determinant of actions. Therefore, in the 
accepted neoclassical understanding, we will consider the neighbourhood as 
a specificity of the spatially determined social circle, which main feature is 
the creation of norms and implementation of social control mechanisms.

Methodology of the Study

Within the framework of the presented project, it was decided to create 
a significant body of quantitative data in the form of a supplement to the 
qualitative material. Such specificity of the research premises resulted from 
the recapitulation of the relatively preliminary level of available neighbour-
hood analyses in relation to the phenomena that can be described in the 
context of the evolution of the contemporary city, especially when it comes 
to its modernist and relatively young parts, the so-called “large-plate blocks 
of flats”. Two types of quantitative research, based on sociological survey 
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methodology, were carried out. An online survey was used and questionnaire-
based interviews were conducted.

The online survey was conducted on the population of Polish citizens 
(aged 16 and over) via Facebook.4 The survey asked about a few selected key 
issues: problem of the declared relationship between a resident and a building or 
a housing estate, a general assessment of the neighbourhood and an individual 
assessment of one’s relations with the neighbours, as well as the question of iden-
tifying the problems that most strongly affect the life of the neighbourhood.

Questionnaire interviews were conducted on the population of adult 
inhabitants of three selected Polish cities (Warsaw, Poznań, Wronki). Residents 
of Warsaw’s Sady Żoliborskie and Saska Kępa housing estates were selected 
for the study and in Poznań the study included residents of the Batory and 
Home Army housing estates. Due to the specificity of housing development 
in Wronki (no housing estates with characteristics similar to those in Warsaw 
and Poznań), the study was carried out in this locality on the basis of 10 start-
ing points including both low blocks of flats, houses of multiple occupancy 
and single-family houses. Both the interview sites (specific housing estates) 
and the city were selected in such a way that different types of neighbourly 
relations could be compared with each other. At the same time, the compa-
rability of the type of buildings was assumed in order to identify specific 
categories of social differences, whereas the researchers were less interested 
in the impact of the scale of common housing, measured e.g. by the number 
of family households inhabiting a specific building.

The interview questionnaire was developed on the basis of questions 
from an online questionnaire and supplemented with additional questions. 
The tool used in the interviews was therefore developed on the basis of an 
existing Internet tool.

Two Selected Threads of Empirical Analysis5

On a national scale (Internet survey), friendly space in the neighbourhood 
(e.g. playgrounds, green areas, etc.) is a key factor in building neighbourly 
relations. Nearly 92% of respondents indicated this element as significant. 

4  Initially, 3000 surveys were planned. In the course of implementation, it was decided 
to reduce the assumed sample size to 1500 surveys. Finally, 1860 completed questionnaires were 
collected, of which 1854 were included in the analysis (project: Relations in the neighbourhood).

5  Source: data from a research project: Relations in the neighbourhood (2019).
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The shape of neighbourly relations is also supported by common interests 
(83% of indications), long-term acquaintances (79%) and age similarity 
(78%). About 3/4 of those surveyed noticed the positive role of creating 
a meeting space in the building (e.g. utility room, communal area, hallway) 
in shaping neighbourhood relations. According to the respondents, having 
children (76%), as well as having a pet (68%), may also contribute to estab-
lishing contacts with neighbours. Among the highlighted elements in the 
context of building neighbourhood relations, only the influence of staircases 
and lifts in the building was ambivalently assessed.

A detailed analysis of the indicator for the assessment of factors con-
ducive to building neighbourly relations in the form of an arithmetic mean6 
indicates significant differences in the values of indicators for the inhabit-
antsof the analysed housing estates in Poznań and Warsaw, as well as in the 
background of the total results.

6  In order to determine the value of indicators in the form of an average, five-point 
scales (from 1 to 5) were transformed into a 100-point scale as follows: definitely yes – 100 
points, rather yes – 75 points, neither yes or no – 50 points, rather not – 25 points, definitely 
not – 0 points.

Data in percentage terms
(a) – the elements identified were analysed only in the framework of the PAPI question-
naire survey

Chart 1. Factors conducive to building neighbourly relations
Source: data from a research project: Relations in the neighbourhood.
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According to all the respondents, the key factor conducive to building 
neighbourly ties (80 points, 2nd in the ranking in general) was relatively 
less important to the surveyed residents of the housing estates, especially 
the residents of the Poznań Copernicus Housing Estate (65 points, 6th posi-
tion) and the Saska Kępa Housing Estate (68 points, 5th position). Likewise, 
a similar age, according to the ranking, is relatively less important to the 
residents of the analysed housing estates (except for Armia Krajowa Housing 
Estate in Poznań). On the other hand, for residents of metropolitan hous-
ing estates, apart from a friendly space in the neighbourhood, long-term 
acquaintances are of paramount value (ranking in the estates – 2–3, in the 
overall ranking – 4th place among the distinguished factors). Also, having 
children as a factor conducive to shaping neighbourly relations differentiates 
the inhabitants of the analysed housing estates. It was particularly important 
for the inhabitants of the Copernicus Housing Estates in Poznań (79 points, 
2nd position) and Sady Żoliborskie Housing Estates (80 points, 3rd position), 
while the respondents from the Poznań Batory and Armii Krajowej Hous-
ing Estates (5th–6th position) attached no particular importance to it. The 
significance of the condition of the staircase or elevator in the building is 
assessed at a similarly low level (rankings oscillating around 7th–9th places).

Summary and Discussion About Epistemic Consequences 
of Adopted Perspective

Neighbourhood research has undergone a far-reaching transformation since 
the Chicago School research entered the scientific circuit about 100 years 
ago. There is nothing particularly surprising about that, especially since the 
change resulted more from the increasing interdisciplinary approach of urban 
studies than the evolution of urban sociology itself. The key factor here was 
the spatial turn, i.e. a tendency to build more profound conclusions which 
main element is the place in question and not the subjectivity of people living 
in a given area. From this point of view, the proposed project goes against 
the current trends and concentrates on the mechanisms of constructing 
a neighbourhood community. Nevertheless, the starting point of the analysis 
is to capture the factors conducive to building neighbourly relations, in which 
environmental factors play an important role.

As it turned out, the main factor influencing neighbourly relations 
in all the surveyed areas was the lack of space for meetings that postulates 
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the existence of an alternative model of reasoning, in which the specificity 
of space plays a key role. Here, the peculiarity of late modernist urbanism, 
in the Central European tradition called social modernism, pushes neigh-
bourly relations into the context of one staircase or immediate neighbour-
hood. Hence the importance of both spatial factors (meeting places) and 
socializing factors is indicated.

The second most important factor was, however, highly social in nature 
and related to firmly embedded social rooting in the residence emplace-
ment, which means social premises for building long-term relationships 
and a common platform of lifestyle and interests where spatial anchoring 
plays a less significant role. Further down the list were elements of the 
lifestyle that favoured a personal contact, such as having children or pets. 
The observed regularities indicated the need for further analyses using 
mechanisms of constructing neighbourly relations and e.g. premises 
of social self-organization. Its scope is networked and clearly goes beyond 
the context of the place of residence and natural contact between neigh-
bours. In the case of the reconstructed project, the premise for choosing 
conceptualization is a reference to the tradition of sociological neoclas-
sicism in which studies initiated in Poland by Florian Znaniecki play an 
important role.

The consequence of the adopted perspective, which can also be called 
paradigmatic, is the decrease of two types of conditions that resonate rela-
tively strongly in the literature: on the one hand, the external context and thus 
e.g. systemic interactions that neighbourhood relations are a part of (such as 
supply and demand of housing or public policies), on the other hand, interac-
tions resulting strictly from the physical proximity of residents, where the 
physicality of the environment constructs relations, similarly to an elevator 
creating social contact of a specific nature. It is probably worth to consider 
two further motives that give grounds for generalizations; on the one hand, 
the context of the operating subject and its subjective motivations or a will 
oriented towards others (resulting from the analysis of the collected data), 
on the other hand, a specific return to the pragmatic values that modernism 
brings within itself, such as the acceptable quality of social infrastructure 
related to the environment of the place of residence or something that can 
be called the modernist genus loci and the minimalist adjustment of space 
to provide the needed results. Despite its advanced nature, the project 
in question is to be treated as an introduction to further studies, which we 
encourage our readers to engage in.
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