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Vyuziti sociologickych poznatk( pri
planovani bytové vystavby v povale¢né
Evropé byva ¢éim dal éastéji vnimano
jako specificky projev expertokracie

¢i socialniho inZenyrstvi. Historikové,
sociologové a historikové architektury
formulovali v této souvislosti fadu vy-
zkumnych podtémat. Mapovali mezina-
rodni prenos sociologicko-architekto-
nického diskurzu. Ptali se po dopadech
sociologické expertizy na praxi byto-
vych politik v welfare states ¢i — pou-
Zijeme-li obrat od Janose Kornaie — ve
vychodoevropskych premature welfare
states.1 Rozebirali, nakolik nové podoby
mezioboroveé spoluprace podnécovaly
procesy architektonické participace

a jak prispivaly k redefinovani samotné
profese architekta. Fundamentalni poli-
ticko-ideologické rozdily mezi lidovymi
a zapadnimi demokraciemi, a také od-
liSné trajektorie vytvareni ,spoleénosti
védéni“ na obou stranach Zelezné opo-
ny, se zda ustupuji v téchto pohledech
do pozadi. Presto stranou badatelského
zajmu nezlstaly ani otazky (ne)existen-
ce verejného minéni v zemich statniho
socialismu a potazmo relevance statem
podporované sociologicko-architekto-
nické expertizy.

Jak se v pocatcich 20. stoleti instru-
mentarium oboru obohatilo o poznatky
prevzaté z demografie a hygieny, zacal
architekta-tvirce postupné nahrazovat
architekt-expert. Po roce 1945 pozoru-
jeme nastup sociologicko-architekto-
nickych tymu, které si predsevzaly, Ze
vypracuji empiricky podlozena kritéria
bytové vystavby lidského méritka. Tyto
tymy vychazely hlavné ze statisticky
zjiSténych antropologickych konstant
a za cil si vytkly vznik prosperujicich
sousedskych &i méstskych komunit.
Jejich expertiza nezridka poskytovala
legitimitu rozhodnutim politické moci
a prinasela prislib vykonnosti bytové

politiky a systému obytné vystavby.
Zalozeni architektonického navrhovani
na znalostech socidlnich véd zlstavalo
nicméné ¢asto jen mocenskou strategii,
a zejména ve vychodni Evropé se jen
prileZitostné otisklo do podoby postave-
ného prostredi.

I v Ceskoslovensku se po roce 1945
sociologickym vyzkum@m bydleni a ar-
chitektury vénovala pozornost. Nazory
a prani uZivatelt budov zjistovaly mj.
sociologicka oddéleni velkych primys-
lovych podnik(, Ustav bytové a odévni
kultury, Vyzkumny ustav obchodu,
utvary hlavniho architekta jednotlivych
mést a predevsim interdisciplinarni tym
Vyzkumného ustavu vystavby a archi-
tektury. Pravé z publikace Jak si preji
bydlit nasi pracujici, vydané posledni
zminénou instituci v roce 1954,2 jsme
odvodili nazev dnesni konference.

Hubert Guzik

1 Janos Kornai, Editorial: Reforming the
welfare state in postsocialist societies, World
Development XXV, 1997, s.1183-1186.

2 Karel Kopp (ed.), Jak si prreji bydlit nasi
pracujici: vysledky a rozbor dotaznikové
ankety, Praha 1954,

The application of sociological know-
ledge to the planning of housing con-
struction in post-war Europe is being
viewed more and more as a specific
manifestation of expertocracy or social
engineering. In this respect, historians,
sociologists and historians of architec-
ture have formulated a number of re-
search subtopics. They have described
the international transfer of sociologi-
cal-architectural discourse. They have
enquired about the impact of sociologi-
cal expertise on the practice of housing
policies in the welfare states or - if we
use Janos Kornai’s term —in East Euro-
pean premature welfare states.1 They
have analysed to what extent the new
forms of interdisciplinary cooperation
encouraged processes of architectural
participation and how they contributed
to the redefinition of the architectural
profession itself. Fundamental politi-
cal-ideological differences between
popular and western democracies, as
well as different trajectories of creating
a “society of knowledge” on both sides
of the Iron Curtain, seem to have reced-
ed into the background in these views.
Nevertheless, the issue of the (non)
existence of public opinion in state-so-
cialist countries, and consequently the
relevance of state-supported sociolog-
ical-architectural expertise, have not
been overlooked by researchers.

In the early 20th century, as the
instrumentarium of the field became
enriched with the knowledge adopted
from the areas of demography and
hygiene, the architect-creator was
gradually replaced by the architect-ex-
pert. After 1945, we may observe the
advent of sociological-architectural
teams which resolved to define empiri-
cally based criteria for the construction
of housing on a human scale. Draw-
ing mainly on statistically determined

anthropological constants, these teams
set out to establish prosperous neigh-
bourhood or town communities. Their
expertise often provided legitimacy to
the decisions adopted by the political
powers and held the promise of an
efficient housing policy and housing
construction system. However, basing
architectural design on a knowledge
of social sciences often remained just
a power strategy and, especially in
Eastern Europe, only rarely left an
imprint on the shape of the built-up
environment.

Sociological surveys of housing and
architecture also received attention in
the post-war Czechoslovakia. The opin-
ions and wishes of the buildings’ users
were investigated, among others, by
sociological departments of big indus-
trial enterprises, Institute of Housing
and Clothing Culture (Ustav bytové a
odévni kultury), Trade Research Insti-
tute (Vyzkumny ustav obchodu), Chief
Architects’ Offices in different towns
and mainly the interdisciplinary team of
the Research Institute of Building and
Architecture (Vyzkumny ustav vystavby
a architektury). It was the publication
Jak si preji bydlit nasi pracujici (What
Type of Housing Do our Workers Want
to Live In),2 published by the latter insti-
tution in 1954, that inspired the title of
today’s conference.

Hubert Guzik

1 Janos Kornai, Editorial: Reforming the
welfare state in postsocialist societies, World
Development XXV, 1997, pp. 1183-1186.
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