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ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY
Contemporary debates on the 15-minute city highlight the need to Received 7 January 2026
rethink accessibility, proximity, and quality of life through inte- Accepted 7 October 2026
grated spatial, social, and environmental perspectives. This paper KEYWORDS
contributes to this discussion by proposing a landscape-oriented Proximity planning; quality
and historically grounded approach to proximity planning, based of life; urban landscape; 15-
on a long-term analysis of urban planning instruments in Monza minute city; urban well-
(Italy), a medium-sized city within the Milan urban region. Through being; Monza

a critical reconstruction of the succession of general town plans

from 1925 to 2022, the study examines how past planning decisions

have shaped current conditions of accessibility, public space provi-

sion, and everyday well-being. Rather than interpreting proximity

as a purely time-based metric, the paper argues that quality of life is

shaped by the interaction between the distribution of services, the

continuity of green and open spaces, and the capacity of urban

environments to support diverse daily practices. The analysis

reveals that fragmented yet persistent landscape structures, includ-

ing residual green spaces, waterways, tree-lined boulevards, and

urban-rural interfaces, constitute a dispersed fabric with significant

potential to enhance well-being and everyday accessibility. By

“possible landscape pattern,” the paper refers to an interpretive

and project-oriented framework that reconnects inherited, residual,

and under-recognised spatial resources rather than prescribing

a fixed masterplan.

Introduction

Urban regions are increasingly shaped by changing patterns of living, production and
mobility, which challenge conventional planning approaches and call for renewed ways
of interpreting existing spatial resources. Within this context, the study investigates how
urban planning strategies can build on inherited territorial assets while addressing
sustainability, ecological transition and social inclusion. Monza, located within the Milan
urban region (Lanzani 1991), provides a relevant case through which to examine the
historical processes that have shaped contemporary urban and landscape conditions.
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By revisiting the “continuities and contradictions” (Venturi 1966) of urban form, the
study interprets inherited spatial structures not simply as constraints, but as potential
resources for future transformation. Particular attention is given to green networks, water
systems, residual and interstitial spaces, and “minimal landscapes” (Ferlinghetti 2009) that
persist within the contemporary urban fabric. In this sense, landscape is approached as
a territorial palimpsest (Corboz 1983; Corner 1999) in which past spatial logics and traces
remain legible and can be critically reinterpreted in relation to present planning
challenges.

Based on archival planning documents and relevant scholarship, the study exam-
ines the succession of Monza's general town plans from 1925 to 2022 through
comparative redrawing and a standardised graphic representation. This approach
makes it possible to identify continuities and contradictions between planning
intentions and subsequent urban development (Secchi 2000), and to recognise
spatial structures that have persisted, fragmented or remained partially unrealised
over time.

The paper therefore examines how inherited green, blue and open-space systems may
contribute to contemporary proximity planning. Rather than proposing a new master-
plan, it explores the potential to reconstruct a coherent territorial framework from existing
and often dispersed resources. The paper first outlines the methodological approach,
then compares four main planning phases and discusses their cumulative contribution to
the definition of a “possible landscape pattern.”

Materials and methods: why analyse Monza’s urban plans in succession?

The reconstruction of Monza’'s planning history builds on and updates the research
conducted between 1999 and 2000 by the RAPU+ Archive of the Politecnico di Milano.
Commissioned to support the study and dissemination of the city’s planning documents,
the earlier research examined eleven major planning instruments developed between
1913 and 1997 and was subsequently published in a volume edited by Fabrizio Bottini
(2003).

The present study extends this earlier work by examining the main plans through
a comparative and interpretive approach and by incorporating the Territorial Government
Plans (PGT) of 2007, 2017 and 2022. The analysis draws on the technical documentation
associated with each plan, relevant scientific literature (Canesi and Rocca 1985; Legnani
1994; Senes et al. 2021), and, where appropriate, non-academic contributions produced
by local associations, activists and stakeholders commenting on planning decisions
(Majoli 1997, 2021).

The research originated from a request by the Municipality of Monza to reassess the
city’s planning legacy. As Michele Faglia (2003) argued, rereading planning instruments as
part of a network of relationships can help identify spatial continuities and cultural
identities that have been progressively obscured by fragmented urban development.
From this perspective, planning documents are treated not only as regulatory instru-
ments, but also as records of spatial intentions whose persistent traces may inform
contemporary conservation, regeneration and design.
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Methodological approach

The analysis was designed to move beyond a purely descriptive reconstruction of plan-
ning history. Building on the earlier RAPU+ study, it interprets the sequence of plans as
expressions of changing and sometimes contradictory planning intentions (Secchi 2000,
48) rather than as a linear progression. It also relates these intentions to their material
outcomes, including the spatial traces left by partially implemented or unrealised
proposals.

This perspective makes it possible to assess how successive planning strategies con-
tributed to Monza’s present landscape structure and to distinguish short-term responses
from broader territorial visions. The study therefore combines historical interpretation
with a forward-looking reading of inherited spatial resources. Its principal analytical
device is the comparative redrawing of the plans, described in the following subsection,
which provides a common basis for identifying continuities, ruptures and unresolved
legacies across the planning sequence.

Redrawing as an analytical method

Comparative redrawing was used as an analytical rather than as a purely graphic
exercise. For each plan, the study examined statutory maps, technical reports, plan-
ning regulations, archival documents and relevant literature. Since these sources
differed considerably in scale, terminology and graphic representation, the plans
were redrawn using a common municipal boundary, scale, orientation, graphic hier-
archy and legend.

The shared legend identified recurring spatial categories: existing and planned urban
expansion; agricultural and open land; public green spaces; public facilities and services;
natural and artificial water systems; transport infrastructure; urban edges and contain-
ment devices; unrealised interventions; and inherited spatial resources. These categories
enabled comparison not only of land-use allocations, but also of the relationships
between open spaces, public facilities, infrastructure and urban-rural interfaces. Where
documentation allowed, planning forecasts were also compared with subsequent devel-
opment in order to distinguish implemented, partially implemented and unrealised
elements.

Although standardisation inevitably reduces some of the historical and technical
specificity of the original documents, it makes their spatial intentions comparable.
Redrawing therefore functions as a form of critical mapping, revealing continuities,
ruptures, contradictions and persistent traces across the planning sequence. These find-
ings provide the analytical basis for the possible landscape pattern developed in the
following sections.

Why Monza?

Monza was selected as a case study because it combines characteristics typical of con-
temporary metropolitan urbanisation with a distinctive concentration of historical and
landscape assets. With more than 120,000 inhabitants in 2025, it is one of Lombardy'’s
largest cities and occupies a prominent position within the Milan urban region. This wider
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metropolitan system is characterised by high population density, strong economic activity
and intense functional relationships between municipalities.

Monza is the provincial capital closest to Milan (see Figure 1) and is closely connected
to it through road, rail and commuting flows. These relationships are expected to be
further strengthened by planned extensions of the metropolitan transport network. At
the same time, Monza cannot be understood simply as a satellite of Milan. Its territorial
structure reflects a long agricultural history, shaped by large estates, water-management
systems and a network of canals and irrigation channels, among which the Canale Villoresi
plays a particularly important role.

This landscape structure is also defined by major historical assets, including the eight-
eenth-century Villa Reale and its Park, as well as a wider system of historic villas, tree-lined
boulevards and residential areas with gardens. Over time, agricultural landownership was
progressively associated with investment in industry, real estate and, more recently,
advanced services, contributing to a complex and highly stratified urban fabric
(Ferlinghetti 2026).

Monza is therefore both representative of broader metropolitan dynamics and distinc-
tive in its local spatial structure. Its planning history reflects processes of industrialisation,
suburbanisation, infrastructural expansion and functional decentralisation that are com-
mon to many European urban regions, while retaining landscape elements that provide
significant opportunities for contemporary planning.

Urban Areas 1
+  Administrative Borders ~
[ monza
[ | Milan "
Other Municipaliies &
- i\ Provincial Borders
| Cultural buldings
= Villa (383)
Other Cultural buldings
Mobility System
=— N\otorways
Primary Roads
= Underground Retwork (MM)
= Railways
| Water System
m— Rlvers
| = Canale Villoresi
Other Canals
| Parks and protected areas
Local Parks
Y Natural Parks
[ Reglonal Parks al
/| GO U M gl 5 el

e . -

s

Figure 1. Monza in the Milan urban region: territorial structure and main landscape assets (source:
Mario Paris 2026).
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Monza’s planning history reveals dynamics of urban expansion and restructuring
driven by real-estate pressures and changing patterns of living, production and mobility,
processes (Brenner 2014) that recur across contemporary metropolitan regions while
taking locally specific forms (Walker 1994).

In Monza, these contradictory traces are evident in several phenomena:

e The gradual consolidation of highly specialised and competitive industrial areas in
the eastern part of the city, contrasted with the widespread presence of disused
industrial sites interspersed within the large-scale twentieth-century expansion in
the south-western sector.

e The juxtaposition of public housing estates and areas of detached and semi-
detached housing developed for the private market and predominantly higher-
income households.

e The location of major urban functions—including offices, shopping centres, and
cultural and recreational facilities—outside consolidated central areas, in some
cases contributing to new clusters of peri-urban centralities (Paris and Balducci
2019).

At the same time, Monza retains distinctive landscape characteristics within the Lombardy
and ltalian context. The settlement system maintains high landscape quality, with histor-
ical assets such as ville di delizia from both the historic and twentieth-century expansions,
historically significant tree-lined boulevards, networks of upper-income residential areas
with gardens, and residual “resistant” spaces such as small groves and utility buildings.
Yet, these landscape systems remain only partially integrated with the urban fabric. The
Lambro River, running north—south, and the Canale Villoresi, a major west—east artificial
waterway structuring the secondary water network, offer significant opportunities to
rethink the city’s open-space system.

Within the fractal urban fabric of the modern expansion of the city, numerous under-
utilised or degraded areas emerge that call for redevelopment and enhancement. Some
transformations will be facilitated by the planned public transport investments, including
the metro network and renewed connections with Milan, which will reconnect various
hubs around the historic centre and private transport nodes, fostering a polycentric urban
structure.

Taken together, these conditions make Monza’'s open spaces an important potential
resource for contemporary planning. Their protection, reconnection and enhancement
could contribute to the regeneration of peripheral areas and help the urban system
respond to challenges including climate adaptation, urban heat, water management
and spatial justice.

Results: a comparative reading of Monza’s planning sequence

Rather than considering the twelve planning instruments as autonomous episodes, the
analysis compares them through five recurring dimensions: the dominant planning
intention; the treatment of agricultural, green and open land; the distribution of public
spaces, services and major urban functions; the role of mobility and water systems; and
the spatial legacy left by each plan. This comparative framework makes it possible to
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identify continuities, discontinuities and contradictions between planning intentions and
the material transformation of the city.

The plans have been grouped into four broad periods, corresponding to Figures 2-5.
These periods do not represent homogeneous phases, but highlight significant shifts in
the relationship between urban expansion, public facilities, infrastructure and landscape
structure.

From controlled expansion to the fragmentation of green wedges, 1925-1949

The first three plans reveal a progressive shift from a landscape-based model of controlled
expansion to a more fragmented and infrastructure-led urban structure. The 1925 PRG
organised development along the radial routes extending from the historical centre, while
green wedges, the agricultural belt and the Canale Villoresi were intended to separate
expansion sectors and establish recognisable limits to urban growth. In the 1938 plan,
industrial development and increasing residential demand, particularly south of the rail-
way station, began to weaken this spatial figure. New residential areas and public facilities
reduced the continuity of the green belt and created conditions for further urbanisation.
By 1949, road and railway connections with Milan had become the principal vectors of
expansion. The green wedges survived only as fragmented urban green and public
spaces, although the boulevard system, the Canale Villoresi and the decision not to
cover the Lambro River preserved elements that would remain significant for the future
landscape structure.

Infrastructure-led growth and the construction of the public city, 1959-1971

Between 1959 and 1971, the dominant planning rationale was based on large-scale
expansion supported by road infrastructure, public facilities and urban standards. The
1959 and 1964 plans projected a substantially enlarged city, first for 500,000 and subse-
quently for 300,000 inhabitants. Their oversized road networks and distributed public
facilities enabled urban development, but also contributed to the reduction of agricultural
land and inner-city open spaces. The 1971 PRG introduced a partial reassessment through
national planning standards, the protection of the historical centre and the strategic
location of schools, sports facilities and other public amenities.

From the well-served city to the urban belt park, 1980-1993

During the 1980s and early 1990s, the containment of urban growth and the reconstruc-
tion of a broader green structure returned to the centre of planning debate. The 1980
Service Plan further consolidated the idea of a distributed public city by increasing the
provision of services and redefining Monza’s role within a wider regional system.
Nevertheless, the location of tertiary functions along the Rho-Monza highway and the
outer ring road reinforced corridor-based development and emerging forms of functional
decentralisation. The sequence also includes the 1985 Draft PRG Variant and Leonardo
Benevolo’s 1993 Urban Belt Park proposal. Taken together, these plans highlight the
transition from a distributed network of public services and tertiary functions towards
renewed containment strategies, based on the new role of the historical tree-lined
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Prg 1925

Legend

The landscape pattern and the planning configuration

Urban planning areas

223331 Agricultural areas, woodlands and semi-natural areas
Urban green areas

Public services and facllities

Underused and abandoned areas

Historic centres

Villa Reale Park

Linear Elements

’-' Rivers and principal canals
'. Boulevards network
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Secondary road network

Limite amministrative Comune di Monza

Ye e

Figure 2. From controlled expansion to the fragmentation of green wedges: the 1925, 1938 and 1949
general town plans (source: Mario Paris, 2025). Caption: The comparative redrawing highlights the
progressive reduction of the green wedges, the persistence of the radial and boulevard systems, and
the increasing role of road and railway infrastructure in directing urban expansion.
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Prg 1959 Prg 1964

Legend
The landscape pattern and the planning configuration
Urban planning areas

i Agricultural areas, woodlands and semi-natural areas
B Urban green areas

B Public services and facllities

B underused and abandoned areas

0 villa Reale Park

Linear Features

7~ Rivers and principal canals
£ Boulevards netwark
4%  Urban-rural fringes
&M% patential green belt
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Railways
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~  Secondary road netwark
£~ Monza municipal boundary

Figure 3. Infrastructure-led growth and the construction of the public city: the 1959, 1964 and 1971
general town plans (source: Mario Paris, 2025). Caption: The sequence shows the relationship between
oversized expansion, the reduction of agricultural and open land, the distribution of public facilities
and the emergence of corridor-based development.
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Legend
The landscape pattern and the planning configuration
Urban planning areas
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Public services and facilities
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Figure 4. From the well-served city to the urban belt park (source: Mario Paris, 2025).
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Prg 1997 PGT 2007-2017

Legend
The landscape pattern and the planning configuration
Urban planning areas

Agricultural areas, woodlands and semi-natural areas
Urban green areas

Public services and fadilities

Underused and abandoned areas

\illa Reale Park

Linear Features

7~ Riversand principal canals
'. Boulevards network

&B>  Urban-rural fringes

4" potential green belt
Centralities

B Historic centres
=% Urban hubs associated with major services
~ Designed hubs associated with services or proeduction

Others elements

»—  Railways
&  Railway stations
- Street network

Underground line extension project (MM5)
o Future MM5 underground stations
»~—  Primary road network
Secondary road network
# Monza municipal boundary

Figure 5. From polycentric development to residual landscape strategies (source: Mario Paris, 2025).
Caption: The sequence illustrates the return of containment strategies, the development of
a polycentric system of functions and the progressive recognition of urban margins, residual spaces
and inherited landscape structures as potential connective resources.
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boulevards, large green areas and an inter-municipal agricultural and environmental belt
intended to reconnect urban development, public facilities and open spaces.

The 1985 Draft PRG Variant recognised tree-lined boulevards as components of a green
network, revived the idea of an urban belt park and proposed new railway stations. The
1993 Urban Belt Park developed this approach at an inter-municipal scale, defining an
extensive agricultural and environmental protection zone and associating landscape
protection with peripheral regeneration and the reuse of underutilised spaces.

From polycentric development to residual landscape strategies, 1997-2022

The 1997 PRG introduced a more explicitly polycentric structure based on major public
functions, tertiary hubs, transport infrastructure and the redevelopment of former indus-
trial sites. This strategy generated new centralities and some physical reconnections, but
also contributed to the occupation and fragmentation of the remaining rural belt. The
2007-2017 PGTs shifted attention towards urban margins, containment and the interface
between the built fabric and open land. The 2022 PGT further developed this perspective
by recognising unused, underused and non-vegetated areas as potential resources and by
relating their transformation to local public transport and the proposed extension of the
MMS5 metro line. In this final phase, inherited and residual spaces are no longer inter-
preted only as areas awaiting development, but as potential components of a connected
landscape and proximity-based urban structure.

Beyond the sequence: recurring ambitions and spatial legacies

Taken together, the four phases reveal neither a linear evolution nor a simple succession
of planning models. Rather, they show the recurrent reformulation of similar ambitions
under changing demographic, economic and infrastructural conditions. The comparative
synthesis presented in Table 1 considers each phase according to its main planning
intentions, the treatment of green and open spaces, the distribution of public services
and urban functions, the role of mobility and connections, and the legacy left for the
possible landscape pattern. This diachronic reading makes it possible to identify both
persistent objectives—particularly the containment of urban expansion and the provision
of green spaces and public facilities—and the contradictions through which these objec-
tives were progressively fragmented, reinterpreted or partially implemented. The table
therefore provides the analytical transition from the reconstruction of the plans to the
discussion of their cumulative effects on Monza’'s contemporary landscape structure.

Discussion: what can we learn from Monza? Two recurring ambitions across
Monza’s planning history

The comparative analysis and redrawing of Monza's general town plans reveal enduring
continuities as well as significant contradictions in the formation of the contemporary
urban landscape. Drawing on Portas et al., Monza’s settlement structure can be inter-
preted as the combination of a radial pattern, rooted in historical routes and settlements,
and subsequent configurations generated by urban expansion and infrastructure.
Development initially occupied the spaces between existing urban areas and radial axes
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Table 1. Diachronic reading of Monza's planning phases: public space, green systems and connections
(source: Mario Paris 2026).

Material outcomes

Green and Public spaces, and legacy for the
Main planning open-space  services and urban  Mobility and possible
Planning phase intention structure functions connections landscape pattern
1925- Controlled Green wedges ~ Boulevards and Radial street First integrated
1949Controlled radial Agricultural public spaces network green-water—
expansion of the expansion belt / green New facilities Ring-road mobility structure
historical core Definition of crown supporting system Persistent
urban Canale Villoresi expansion Railway and road  boulevards and
boundaries as boundary Public facilities, links to Milan waterways
Progressive Progressive including the Lambro River Residual
response to fragmentation cemetery, as preserved fragments of
industrial and  of open spaces catalysts for green wedges
residential urbanisation
growth
1959-19710versized Large-scale Reduction of  Distributed public ~ Oversized road Distributed
expansion based urban agricultural facilities network “public city”
on infrastructure expansion land New hospital Infrastructure-  Services as growth
and services Residential, Loss of inner- location led expansion catalysts
industrial and city open Schools and sports Proposed Fragmented
tertiary growth spaces facilities culverting of open-space
Adaptation to Fragmented Protection of the the Canale system
national green areas historical centre Villoresi Unrealised
planning Quantitative Decentralisation projects as
standards green of functions residual
standards opportunities
1980-1993From the ~ Consolidation ~ Boulevards as  Increased service Milan inter- Main precedent
well-served city to  as a regional a green standards municipal for the possible
the urban belt service hub network Tertiary functions framework pattern
park Return to Large western along major Proposed railway  Integration of
containment green area corridors stations services and open
strategies Urban belt park  Recreational and Regional road spaces
Inter-municipal ~ Agricultural sports facilities corridors Green belt as
landscape and Reuse of Inter-municipal a territorial
vision environmental  underused areas open-space framework
protection connections Peripheral
regeneration
opportunities
1997- Polycentric Fragmentation ~ Major urban hubs Partial Connection of
2022Polycentric urban structure of the rural belt Institutional, health undergrounding hubs, services and
development and  Regeneration of  Protection of and tertiary of the railway green areas
residual landscape former urban margins functions Public transport  Residual spaces as
strategies industrial sites Urban-rural Regenerated network assets
Containment of interfaces industrial areas Active-mobility ~ Mobility nodes as
further Residual and New centralities connections catalysts
expansion underused Proposed MM5 Basis for
Enhancement  green spaces metro extension a proximity-
of existing oriented strategy
resources

and later extended into the surrounding rural landscape, particularly along major trans-
port corridors and through the progressive merging of urbanised areas (Portas,
Domingues, and Cabral 2003).

This increasingly fragmented urban fabric can be read in relation to Viard's notion of an
“archipelago society” (Viard 1994). In Monza, this fragmentation is expressed spatially
through differentiated residential environments, decentralised functions, infrastructure
corridors and uneven relationships between built-up areas, services and open spaces.
Against this background, two recurring planning ambitions emerge particularly clearly.
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Limiting the conversion of peri-urban agricultural land

The first is the recurrent attempt to contain urban expansion and limit the conversion of
peri-urban agricultural land. Since 1925, although with varying degrees of continuity and
effectiveness, Monza's plans have repeatedly proposed green belts, open-space systems
and physical boundaries as means of controlling urban growth. These strategies were not
merely regulatory devices; they sought to frame urban explosion (Font et al. 2007) within
a broader territorial structure articulated by boulevards, railway infrastructure, waterways
and land-use discontinuities.

Their implementation, however, was often partial. Successive development pressures
progressively fragmented many of the spatial structures intended to contain expansion,
leaving residual agricultural areas, discontinuous green spaces and unresolved urban
edges.

Equipping urban growth with public spaces, services and green structures

The second recurring ambition, particularly evident after the Second World War, was to
support urban expansion through public spaces, green areas and distributed services.
Schools, sports facilities, major public functions and open spaces were progressively
conceived as components of a wider “public city” extending beyond the historic centre.

These two ambitions—containing urban expansion and equipping the growing city—
have shaped Monza’'s planning history, but their simultaneous and uneven implementa-
tion often produced fragmented outcomes. Broad territorial visions, including those
associated with Leonardo Benevolo’s urban belt park, were frequently modified by
piecemeal interventions and changing development pressures. The resulting peri-urban
landscape is therefore heterogeneous, combining areas of environmental, architectural
and social value with spaces shaped by incremental development.

Some of these contradictions are particularly visible in areas where planned transfor-
mations remained incomplete or were redirected over time. Agricultural areas such as
Cascinazza were subject to prolonged development pressures, while spaces along major
infrastructure corridors gradually accommodated commercial, sports and leisure func-
tions. In several cases, these processes favoured incremental development over the
consolidation of a coherent spatial structure.

This condition also affected the potential role of boulevards, waterways and open-
space systems as connective elements. Infrastructure is particularly significant in this
respect: roads and railways that were sometimes conceived as boundaries to urban
expansion also became vectors of further development. Together with the Canale
Villoresi, these infrastructures contributed to physical and functional fragmentation and
may have reduced spatial continuity between neighbourhoods and open spaces.

At a supra-local scale, similar processes are visible in the progressive merging of
Monza’'s urban fabric with neighbouring municipalities, particularly towards the north-
west. This condition, common to the wider northern Milan and Brianza urban region,
reinforces the need to interpret Monza’'s landscape beyond municipal boundaries. The
unresolved spatial legacies generated by these processes constitute important resources
and challenges for contemporary planning.
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A subtle yet dense pattern

Beyond the Villa Reale Park, Monza's landscape consists of discontinuous green, blue and
open-space systems. Read together, waterways, agricultural remnants, parks, tree-lined
boulevards, greenways and semi-public spaces reveal a latent network with the potential
to support social interaction and everyday practices. This reading provides the basis for
the possible landscape pattern developed below and is further articulated through three
elements.

The first concerns the urban-rural interface, which is interpreted not simply as
a boundary to urban expansion but as a potential connective space between built-up
areas and open land. In this perspective, residual and undeveloped spaces can be
recognised as active components of the landscape structure rather than as vacant land
awaiting transformation.

The second concerns new transport infrastructures, whose effects may extend
beyond mobility provision. If integrated with landscape and environmental strategies,
planned rail, metro and road interventions could help reconnect fragmented open
spaces, mitigate existing barriers and strengthen ecological and recreational
continuity.

The third concerns inter-municipal cooperation. Since Monza’s open-space systems
extend beyond administrative boundaries, a broader territorial perspective is required to
connect local and regional protected areas, reinforce ecological corridors and limit the
further merging of neighbouring urbanised areas.

Defining the possible landscape pattern

The possible landscape pattern is not a masterplan, a completed green network or
a prescriptive spatial model. It is an interpretive and project-oriented framework that
brings together spatial resources already present in Monza but currently fragmen-
ted, weakly connected or insufficiently recognised by planning. These resources
include waterways, tree-lined boulevards, residual agricultural land, public and semi-
public open spaces, underused areas, urban-rural interfaces, slow-mobility routes
and local centralities. The term “possible” therefore refers both to the partial mate-
rial existence of these elements and to the relationships that could be established
among them.

The pattern emerges from the diachronic comparison of Monza’s planning instruments
and from the distinction between planning intentions, their material outcomes and the
spatial traces left by partially implemented or unrealised projects. Comparative redrawing
reveals green wedges progressively reduced to isolated fragments, infrastructures oper-
ating at different times as boundaries and vectors of expansion, public facilities contribut-
ing to a dispersed “public city,” and unrealised interventions leaving residual spaces and
unresolved urban edges. These continuities and contradictions do not constitute a single
inherited structure; rather, they form a set of persistent spatial resources that can be
reinterpreted within a contemporary landscape framework.

For proximity planning, the possible landscape pattern shifts attention from the
distribution of services or fixed travel-time thresholds towards the spatial and environ-
mental quality of the relationships between everyday destinations. In this sense, the
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approach complements time-based interpretations of the 15-minute city (Moreno et al.
2021) by foregrounding differences in environmental quality and connectivity between
neighbourhoods (Cremaschi et al. 2024).

Its relevance lies in its capacity to relate public facilities, green and blue spaces,
pedestrian and cycling routes, residual areas, urban-rural interfaces and neighbour-
hood centralities across different scales. The pattern does not demonstrate that
proximity or well-being has already been achieved. Rather, it identifies spatial condi-
tions and locations in which landscape-based interventions could strengthen continu-
ity, accessibility, legibility and the everyday usability of the urban fabric. It thus
provides a bridge between the historical interpretation of planning legacies and the
formulation of future urban projects.

Perspectives: from the possible pattern to city projects

The possible landscape pattern can guide projects operating at intermediate scales, from
minimal landscapes and urban-rural interfaces to water systems, public spaces and
mobility corridors. Possible interventions may include reconnecting fragmented open
spaces, improving relationships between the city and its waterways, reusing unresolved
urban edges and recognising underused or overlooked spaces as components of a wider
landscape structure.

Rather than treating Monza’s landscape as a collection of isolated problems, this
approach interprets inherited spatial structures as adaptable resources for contemporary
planning. Their reconnection may help strengthen environmental continuity while
addressing climate resilience, energy transition and spatial justice (see Figure 6).

In this study, everyday well-being therefore extends beyond physical proximity to
services (Mouratidis 2018). It also depends on the environmental quality, accessibility
and usability of the spaces connecting everyday destinations (Mouratidis 2021). Green
and blue spaces, walkable routes and public spaces may support physical activity, social
interaction, environmental comfort and a sense of place. The possible landscape pattern
does not measure well-being directly; rather, it identifies spatial resources (Paris 2026) and
potential connections through which planning may support the quality of everyday urban
experience (Barton and Grant 2006; Gehl 2006; Markevych et al. 2017).

Conclusions: from historical landscape patterns to everyday well-being

This paper has shown how Monza’s present spatial conditions result from the cumulative
effects of planning decisions made over almost a century. The comparative reading of the
plans reveals two recurring ambitions: containing urban expansion and equipping the
growing city with public spaces, services and green areas. Although only partially imple-
mented, these intentions have left persistent traces in the contemporary urban landscape.

The concept of the “possible landscape pattern” brings these traces together within an
interpretive and project-oriented framework. Waterways, tree-lined boulevards, residual
green spaces, urban-rural interfaces, public facilities and slow-mobility routes are con-
sidered not as isolated elements, but as resources whose connections may be strength-
ened through future urban projects. The pattern therefore does not constitute a fixed
masterplan, but a means of recognising and reactivating inherited spatial opportunities.
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Figure 6. The possible landscape pattern: inherited resources and potential connections for proximity
planning (source: Mario Paris 2026). Caption: The diagram does not represent a fixed masterplan. It
identifies existing and residual landscape resources—including waterways, green and open spaces,
public facilities, local centralities, urban-rural interfaces, and slow-mobility corridors—and the poten-
tial relationships through which they could form a more continuous and accessible everyday
landscape.
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From this perspective, proximity cannot be reduced to distance or travel-time thresh-
olds. Everyday well-being also depends on the accessibility, environmental quality and
usability of the spaces connecting services and daily destinations. The study does not
directly measure well-being; rather, it identifies spatial conditions that may support
walking, social interaction, environmental comfort and a stronger sense of place.

Although Monza's spatial configuration is context-specific, the study is not intended to
propose a universally replicable model. Its transferability lies in the method: the diachro-
nic comparison and standardised redrawing of planning instruments, the recognition of
persistent and unresolved spatial resources, and their reinterpretation through a possible
landscape pattern. This approach may be relevant to other medium-sized cities within
metropolitan regions characterised by historical stratification, fragmented open spaces,
water infrastructures and twentieth-century urban expansion, provided that it is adapted
to their specific spatial and institutional conditions. Further research should assess these
opportunities through accessibility analysis, field observation and participatory research
on inhabitants’ experiences.
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