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The approach to research and design of Urban LIFE is based on the necessity to 
address the complexity of contemporary urban phenomena in an appropriate and 
integrated way, but the emergency that we are currently living, which cities and ter-
ritories on a global scale and on all levels are experiencing, requires to broaden the 
field of reflection, to understand the implications which such an unpredictable event 
could have, on the long term, on our ways of living. 

#MyCityofTomorrow is a research project, with the aim to collect inputs and 
thoughts of experts of the scientific community, innovators, start-ups, citizens, to in-
vestigate and imagine together new scenarios for cities and territories of tomorrow. 

The topics of discussion, strongly interrelated one with the other, stimulate debate 
on some of the main implications which the spread of Covid-19 and its containment 
measures are bringing - and will bring – to ways of living, moving, relate, work, live in 
cities and in territories.

The health emergency, social distancing, the lockdown, if on one hand highlighted 
new and old problems in the organization and operations of urban systems, on the 
other hand stimulated an unprecedented individual and collective response to mul-
tiple needs, redefining spaces, times and rituals of everyday life.
Which lessons for the future can we all learn from these conditions, to counteract 
or mitigate critical effects and enhance the most innovative experiences?
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During these weeks we are revolutionizing our way of living domestic space and organizing our pace of life 

between work, family and free time: houses become multi-functional containers where we replicate social 

dynamics, usual feature of public places.

Social distancing has led to rediscover the value of proximity in the neighbourhood scale: windows, balco-

nies, common courtyards are back to being places of social relation.

At the same time, crisis highlights with greater emphasis the conditions of fragility of broad sections of 

population, bringing “the housing issue” again in question, as well as the need for home care for weaker 

categories, as a core topic of public policies.

• In view of the health emergency is it necessary to think of new models of housing? Which would be 
their principles and criterias?

• And what about nursing homes?
• Which could be the answer of the public sector, in emergengy times and operatively, to provide 

housing to people who don’t have a home?
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The emergengy situation imposes a general rethinking on the functioning of public service, driving us to 

think on which are the priorities for a new urban welfare, starting from the implementation of territorial 

medical facilities and infrastructures.

Dematerialization and remotization of many administrative functions, and on the other hand the sponta-

neous development of cooperation networks and tools on a local scale, bring into play technological and 

social innovation as key factors for the re-organization of services.

The possibility of providing remote service involved the education and cultural sectors with unprecedented 

power, schools, universities, museums, cultural activities in general: now it is time to think on how we can 

make the most of these experiences to make these sectors more resilient and accessible to all.

Another topic is how to manage emergencies, which, in different ways and impact, happen with increasing 

frequency in our country and in the world. The need for a territorial planning oriented to prevent “predict-

able” risks (sismic, hydrogeological, etc) and the availability of functionally flexible areas and structures 

in territories - based on the size of settlements, which can be equipped if necessary for functions of civil 

protection - can no longer be postponed.

• Which collective services do we need to activate or implement to make cities and territories more 
resilient? With which priorities? And with which model of territorial organization?

• Is it possible to imagine new miminum standards for basic urban services which integrate or replace 
“traditional” ones?

• Operating in which direction the re-organization of urban welfare might promote a rebalance be-
tween central areas and marginal areas, bridging the existing disparities also within the same territo-
rial areas?

• Which role is technological innovation destined to have in the functional and spatial re-organization 
of essential services for the collectivity?

• Which forms of subsidiarity is it appropriate to establish, to strengthen and enhance collaborative 
practices such as those that generated spontaneously during the emergency?

• Which kind of spaces or structures for collective use “in times of peace” can be designed to make 

their fast functional conversion possible, in case of necessity, for civil protection purposes?
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Deserted city squares and closed parks, and at the same time, the growing use of social media are high-

lighting potential and constraints of the latter in replacing physical public space for our needs of social 

life. On the other hand, it is becoming clear how stable and secure internet access is a requirement, not 

less important than the availability of quality public space, to ensure fair “citizenship” conditions between 

different territorial areas.

Previous experiences of civic use of commons can maybe represent a model which can be replicated, with 

low cost and high social value, to broaden the offer of public space subject to self-management community 

dynamics.

The impact which virus containment measures hare having – and will continue to have for an undefined 

time – on urban and territorial-scale mobility is enormous. Its sustainable re-organization, since long time 

considered essential to reduce traffic congestion and pollution mainly coming from the use of private 

means of transport for every kind of moving, will now have to measure with an unprecedented scenario.

• Which will be the role of physical public space in the process of re-organization which will involve cit-
ies and territories in the next future? Which “urban populations” will it address and for which purpos-
es? 

• Which will be the long-term effects that social distancing will produce on our way of living – and plan-
ning – urban space?

• Which forms of self-management can be activated to guarantee safe and controlled access to com-
mons?

• Which will be the effects of the current emergency on urban mobility? Which will be the future of 
public transport? Are the tools used so far to make urban transport more environmentally and social-
ly sustainable still valid or is there need for new models? 
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The health emergency interrelates with the topics of environmental threats and climate crisis which, until a 

few weeks ago, were at the centre of the debate on the future of our planet and humanity.

There are studies which suggest a correlation between air pollution and higher values of spread-rates of 

contamination. In any case, the benefic effects in the biosphere after the forced closure of many productive 

activities and the sudden reduction of transports highlight contradictions in the development model which 

until now was considered “normality”.

The “re-building” of economies, prostraded by the pandemic, will have to be considered as an opportunity 

to reset production systems and supply chains, on a national and local scale, based on more environmen-

tally sustainable criterias.

• Which is the relation between the current health emergency and the environmental and climate 
change  and which can be the mutual response to activate now to prevent future catastrophies?

• On which sectors is it strategic to invest so that the “green new deal”, much talked about before the 
pandemic, can represent the driving force of the economic reconstruction in the countries affected 
by the virus?

• Which will be the role of green space and environmental systems in the re-organization of urban 

areas after the emergency?
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The working world is the sector destined to suffer most from backlash consequences of the pandemic, 

whose effects are occurring, in different ways, in every sector: in agriculture, in farming and in every food 

supply chain, whose strategic value is strengthening in satisfying the needs of the population even in times 

of crisis; in other activities of the secondary industry, whose recovery after lockdown will have to deal with a 

completely changed market as well as the necessity to adapt work environments to new safety standards; 

in the service sector, whose re-organization will necessary go through the consolidation of the practice of 

smart working, experimented in various ways during the lockdown. 

We also call into question what will be the consequences on the long run on distribution of supplies and 

on consumer habits, between e-commerce, media and big distribution, and local shops: the latter category 

seemed to be on its way to disappear but in this situation proved to be able to play an important comple-

mentary role in the commerce system.

The heavy crisis of tourism highlighted the fragility of an economy maybe too dependent on this sector: 

this topic is particularly important in art cities and in holiday destinations, whose “touristification” received 

new impulse from the development of sharing economy applied to short-term rentals, with also the very 

negative effect of expelling local residents. It is a model which we have to re-think in the perspective of 

economic diversification, protection of residents and cultural resources and – in view of a restart process 

which will not be short – planning and managements of people flows. In addition, the cultural and event 

industry will have to perhaps re-invent and re-organize itself in more resilient ways.

• According to which models the different production sectors will be re-organized and with which im-
plications on the asset of cities and territories?

• Is it possible to think of a strategy of “rebuilding” of the economic system oriented on the maximum 
benefits (not only in economic terms but also environmental and social) which everyone could have? 
And that at the same time makes the system more resilient both to natural and financial disruptions?

• Which forms of collaborative and communities economies, activated before and during the crisis, can 
become replicable models to invest on for a socially sustainable restart?

• Which distribution and consumption models will be able to disseminate new values in the scale of 
needs and in the reconstruction of the economic demand? With which implications on the territory? 

• Which strategies can we set in place for cities and territories with a strong touristic vocation, to com-
pensate the crisis in the sector caused by the pandemic?



www.urbanlife.city       info@urbanlife.city

How to apply
It is possible to participate in different ways:
• Send your contribution in video format (duration: 3 minutes max) to 
     info@urbanlife.city
• Participate with a written contribution (format .doc .odt .pdf) of maximum 2 pag-

es A4 (max 2 images) to info@urbanlife.city

Deadline for applications is 10th May 2020. 

Contributions will be published online on Urban LIFE channels. 
A second phase of active citizen involvement will follow to deepen the proposed 
discussion topics. 
The results of #MyCityofTomorrow will be analyzed and collected by Urban LIFE in a 
report.




