








L1 B e . _Andrzej M‘ajogi

* The biggest share of negative answers appeared in, aggrega-
tions of inhabitants in commune C (wherm historical objects in- .
olude two churches), and D (where there existed a possibility
of indicating examples of traditional rural arohitecture). This
testifies to the fact that the namg of local "historical monu-
ment" is attribuﬁod most often to objects not performing any in-
strumental functions - such as an apartment, or publiec -';;Bﬁ:al
church, Sk , . ..

In detailed evaluations and in indicated motivations for ac-
ceptance of examples in commune A prevailed references to defi-
‘nite elements of a building to be followed only next by general
‘evaluations., In commune B general descriptions oconcerning "nice"
v-ypoaranoé, style, or construction were obtaining the same share
of respondents as references to definite elements of a building,
In commune C - respondents were most often pointing at definite
details while in commune D, on the other hand, were again predo-
minating inconcrete references to nice appearance, Thus th..‘
evaluations are largely differentiated., Negative evaluations of
vauch objects allowed to obtain a more clarified picture of atti-
tudes: in four rural communes predominated indications at ‘bad
. repair s&ato, negligence, poor utility wvalues,

General aesthetic evaluation of buildings quoted ai'o;iﬁplos
of local old architecture, consisting in indication of their va-

Table 2

Total evaluation of build- [ |

ings ~ examples of old A B T o T D
architecture y
Absence of attitude object S .
- (no buildings indicated) 2 38 96 68
Positive attitude (only ,
positive evaluations) 113 63 32 31

Ambivalent attitude (posi-
tive and negative eva- ) ' 3
luations) 35 50 R b 14

Absence of attitude  (lack
of positive and negative

evaluations) 14 91 1k : 7
Negative attitude (only ne-
gative evaluations) 16 - 25 33 27

N 2 N = 18“. N =214 N = 207! N = 152
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Construction type. A B C D
Multi-family buildings 80 61 37 Y g
One~family houses 60 59 90 79

| Other Xind ' 7 23 Nyt 8
Any kind 26 . 5k 55 23
‘Hard to say 10 13 17 12
% EE N =184 | N=214 | N =207 | N= 152
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'vuthi..'l.ity funotions of evaluated mmmy, nooopta.noo ‘of aesthe-

tics in finishing, maintonance state, and tidiness of the . buil-
ding plot =~ which also roprésmt aspects uxdcpondont of arohi-
teoture,

_ From among many analyzed factors, let us quoto here (as the
most significant for the discussed problem) spontaneous prefe-
rences with regard to the most 'aﬁpropriato type of new residen~
tial buildings for the commune centre (and thus for ﬁxnot:l.ona.l.

¥ and urbanized commune centre) (Tab., 4),

Table 4

Distribution of preferences revealed a differentiation here,
which on one hand, was resulting from character of the agricul-

‘tural economy in rural communes, and on the other hand - from

investment level in particular- types of housing construction,
Big state agr:l.ou.l"tural farms functioning in communes A a.nd.B'
either constructed or adapted for their workers buildings con-
stituting small housing distriots at present, Thus if numerous
studies conducted so far in Poland especially with regard to town
people show oxi:lioit;ly that an independent, one-family house
represents the most desirab16 'typo-of residence ~ it appears
fhat experience provided by living in nulti-family buildings de-
termines the direction of preferences concerning form of spatial
structure of rural commune centres among inhabitants of 2 analy-
zed communes, Absence or a similar reference group in communes C
and D produced a picture of prot‘eronoe- being in line with the
genera.l. trend, ?

Preferences given to a 31van type of housing cons truoction

with the aim of its potential development in respondents’ own

dwelling environment were strongly corresponding to the aoc;ep-
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L:Lko :Lt was the case with .ttitudn towards oJ.d u‘ohitcoturo,
the preferences in relation to new buildinc-ap appeared to be
connected, to an insignificant extent, with social and profes-
“sional characteristics of inhabitants, Only in the case of per=-
sons being spatially more mobile these attitudes are more -con-
crete or more pronounced, while the attitude to blocks of flats
is more positive in the case of the so-called biproro.-:l.nnnl.
persons, who working also in town have an opportunity of con-
fronting themselves their preferences with differentiated types
of building-up, ’

3. Researoh conclusions

Research findings selected for purposes of this article and
illustrating attitudes towards old and new  building-up lend
themselves for generalization with one reservation, howov.r, that
they ogn.not be fully referred to the contemporary Polish vill-go
(although they -meet representativeness requirements on the scale
of four analyzed rural ocommunes), The second reservation is of
‘a more general character. Similar studies are usually " placed
\.lciuinst the theoretical bddﬂ}r&dlﬂ_of analy'uio of wider proocess
of villages ur‘bmizauon.' X 3 ) :

‘ Bypassing here ep:l.nten'ologioal. diffioulties with definition
of what is "urban” or "rural® in conditions of general ' social .
transformations; of what is urbanization faotor and what its ob.-.
Ject - it should be stated, at least following R. Duw-y’ that
oxpan',s:lon(of town characteristics does not undermine unique fea~-
tures of these two forms, i,e. of town and village in their eco-
logical sense while tran.‘fomt‘ion- in social relations or 'par-
-tio:l.pation in oultuz-e do not have to be synonymous with chnnso.
of spatial units. Undonbtedly urbanization 1oada to acculturation
o!‘ traditional village communities, changes in previously acoep~.
tod valuos. This process is, however, taking place on many planes
‘and it is differentiated in its man:u‘ostationa. ’
‘ It appeared that dospito progress in technical, social nnd

5 ‘Re D éw ey, The Rural-Usban Continuum: Real but Relati.volx Unim-
portant, "American Journal of Sociology", Vol, LXVI, No 1, p. 66=67.
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rity. These were aesthetic in "town" senss of the term and con~
liato'd in complication or bigger decorative effect of tox- a0~

oe-pcniod by all features of nodom:lty.
V:I.thout going any doopqr into the problem it is worth -m-

‘tioning here once again, u a separate regularity diloovorod dn ‘

the course of ruomhn. the faoct that thoro are no relation=
‘7-h.i.pa between attitudes and charscteristics of respondents’ so-

. oial -tatm It is dirreconocilable especially with the concept of

-ooio-ooono-io dotorn:l.nant- of attitudes towards one's dvolli.nc
‘environment as represented by B. J. Gans and his followers, Pos-
tulates of taking into mccount by planners social differentia-
tion mechanisms, formulated by H, J, Gans in relation to ' town
residents on the basis of extensive studies -~ prove to be use~
less in case of sattitudes displayed by the examined pcpulat:l.ons.

Thoe gathered materials allow to state with certainty that
predominant attitudes are functioning as strongly  internalized
norms. And even if that does not explain the essence of the pro-
‘blem, to any extent, it simultaneously provides an essential pre-
. requisite for spatial planning, which should be ocarried out on
‘¢he basis of detailed analysis of real needs.

Andrzej Majer

3 LA ACTITUD DEL AMBIENTE LOCAL HACIA
... LAS CONSTRUCCIONES Y EDIFICIOS

En el articulo se estdn analizando los resultados de las investigacio=-
Vnu del grado de conocimientos y de apreciacicn, por i)arte de la poblacidn
local, de los ed¥ficios de valor histérico y de las construcciones moder=-
nas (habitables o no-habitables), :

" La investigacidn de las actitudes se realizd entre los habitantes de
4 municipios {gm i n a) que tienen diferencias histdricas y demogrdfico-
~sociales, Tres sedes m\micipa.fes conservaron construcciones antiguas de

gran valor histdrico. Todos los municipios tienen el porcentaje bastante

, 8 He J. Gan s, People and Plans, Essays on Urban Problems and So-
lutions, N,Y,-London 1968, ' : ’
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';bcrouxodsauu.. aBTOp NPOBOXMT aHaxu3 oObema 3mauu# o CMEX B EX.
ONEHKH MECTHHM HacexeHueM.

OGcaesoBanAAM nognepraxncs rpynm unn, npoxuBapmEe B 4 run-
Hax ¥ OTIMYAONMEcH APYr OT Xpyra CBOMMH Ccynb6aMH & Takke 06—
uecraenno-geuorpabuuecxuun yépramd, B Tpex OCHOBHHX NEHTPAX =
MECTOHAXOXAEHUAX T'MHHHMX BRAacTed = COXPAHMIUCH MCTOPUYECKHE NAMAT~
HUKH, oGxazaomue BHCOKMMY SDXATEKTYPHNMU XOCTOHHOTBAMH. Bo Bcex
FMUHaxX yaexbfuit Bec COBpPEMEHHMX XHINX NOMOB ZOBOXBHO BHCOK; B 0C-
HOBHOM, OHM UpeACTaBXALT coboit cpenuuh yponeui uo n:cﬁxyarannon-‘
'pnu XayecTBaM W TeXHUUECKM~CAHHTADHOMY OCHAMEHHN.

HcenenoBanuA UMeAHd [EeNb® YyCTAHOBHTH COLUMAABHHNE H npopeccHo-
RarkHMe vuepTH xurexell pasmux MecrHocTed M claraeMie OTHOWEHKA
X ApyruM azeMenras mecrno#t cpeigw, onpenersomEe MX OTHONeHHE K
HIOpaHAM crapunnui H HOBHM nocTpodxaM B MecTe MpORABAHHA.

Okazanoch 4r0, HECMOTDPA HA TexHHuecKud  conwanrenn# ¥ Kyap-
rypuufdl mporpecc ypGaku3auuy, OTHOUEHHe CEAbCKUX xuTedell K xpeBRuM
nocTpoiixam He MEMEHWNOCh; ORHHU BOCHPUHAMANT CA X ONEHHBAWTCA, B 0C=
HOBHOM, C TOYKH 3PeHus TEeXHAYECKHX ¥ SKCIIyaTANAOHHHX Kauecrs, a
» MeHbmel! CTENeHM C TOUKH 3DEHMA JOCTOMHCTB CTAPUHH M NONNHHHOCTH,
OrMeyaercs NMOUYTH MNOJHOE OTCYTCTBHE OJJEMEHTOB CeHTHMEHTaIu3Ma K
aBroMaTAYHOR momoxMrenbHOM OUEHKH, KOTOpDHE XApPAKTEPHH, B TaKUX
exydadx, OPONCKAM XHTeEXAM.

B OTHODEHMHE K HOBHM nocrpofixam npeoﬁxaxaer noanurexbaau 758
OTpULATENLHAR OUEHKA 3CTETHUYECKHX uHeHHocTed, a He (QYHKOUOHANBHHX
H DXCOIyarandOHHHX KAYeCTB. B GOALNMHCTBE CIydYaeB NPHBIEKAWT BHH-
MaE#HEe ¥ [ONOXUTENRHO ONEHMBALTCA Hanp, screruueckud BHemmu# Bug
¥ uMcroTa, B MeHbmel#l Mepe apXuTeKTypHHE LOCTOHHCTBA.

Ha orHOmeHuwe K paccMaTpEBaeMuM nocrpoikam B MeHbme#d wMepe
OKA3WBAWT BIMAHHE  COLMANBRHE U npoweccuouaaiaue yeprTH xuTexel
ruiH, B Gonxbmel xe crTemeHd UX NPOCTPAHCTBEHHHE OTHONEHHA M MOpPO~
deccuonanbHaA AKTUBHOCTH BHe CcBoel AepeBHH.






