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ABSTRACT

AN INQUIRY ON BOURGEOIS CONCEPTION OF SOCIAL HOUSING PROGRAM
FOR WORKINGLASS: KARL MARX HNOHENNA

{ dZRT ®{ y dzNJ
M. Arch, Departmenof Architecture
SupervisorAssocProf. DIDN@Sy | NAT { | NHPY

September2011,125 pages

This thesis focuses on the architectural production of Red Vienna in 1920s to examine the
bourgeois conception of social housing program in a governmental socialist understanding
of housingHaning a structural transformation through the First World War, Vienna became
the enclave of Socialist Democrat Party and thereafter underwent radical housing and
cultural transformative programs. Within these programs, it was intended to give the
working-class the accurate social position by means of provided accessibility to their own

private and public spheres.

Among a wide range of housing examples built during the governance of the party, Karl
Marx Hof, one of thdargest projects, has been chosen to exiaa the reflections of
bourgeois conception of culture. Based on the contradictory discourse and practices in
political, architectural and cultural realms, the aim of the research is to redefinpritiacy

of the dwellings and the public qualities of tkemmon spacesnd thereafter to situate

the proletarian housingin relation to bourgeois spatial values within the history of

domestic space in Vienna.



Keywords:privacy / public sphere, proletariat / bourgeoisie, ideology, social housing, Karl

Marx Hof Karl EhnRed Vienna, utopjaocial practices
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

It is not the conscioushess of men that determines their being,
but; on the contrary, their social being that determines thei

consciousness.
Karl Marx

Mayor of the capital city ofAustria, ViennaKarl Seitzofficially opened theGemeindebatu
Karl Marx Hgfa social housing complex of the workiatasson October 12, 1930 with his

famous words:
Longer after we are gone, tee stones will speak for @s.

The governmental system mainly practiced within the territory of Vienna by Social
Democratsbetween the years 1918 and 1934 within its ideological framewanl its
architectural productiof ¢ as Seitz has addressechasbeenwidely discussedwithin the
historiography of Austrialhe approach to the writing of history of the period, according to
CharlieJeffery has been revolved around the positive aspects of the socialist municipality
in Vienna until 1990s, after whenew research methods were developed in order to
achievethe reflections2 ¥ & Y dzy A OA Lidgdrding the? \hdlé Austdgie party
SDAP fozial Demokratischer Arbeiter Parteias the owner of the dominant power in

Vienna,howeverthe governmenal parliamen was ruled under the coalition of SDAP and

! The building typology, created withihe municipal housing program by Social Democrats in Red
Vienna, will be mentioned in the following chapters extensively.

2 Andrea Nussbaund Y SA Y SNJ w2 G SNJ %A S 3 S tKarliMak YIS VershilliiderR A S
Arbeiter, in ed.Gerald and Genovetfaiechbaum, p.52

® The architectural production of the period considering the workitess can be regarded as the
prominent practice of Social Democrats. Until 1934, 10.500 dwellings in suburban settlements and
63.000 flats in urban perimeter blocks haveen built. (Peter Marcus&he Housing Policy of Social
Democracy: Determinants and Consequendasstrian Socialist Experiment: Social Democracy and
Austromarxism, 1918934, Ed. Anson Rabinbach, Westview Press, 1985, p.78)

bS



Christian Socials. SaA RSa WS T T S wBhe fistoriofréphy, iOdddhbé safd xhat Y
1980s underlined the negative criticism even about the practices and its operatingofools
Social Democratsn their territory, Vienna.From a general perspective, the criticism
involved mainly the discrepancy between the theoretical background and even the
inconsistencies within it, namely Austharxism, and, the practices of theocialistparty.
Moreover, the practices, especially in the cultural realm of the workiigss, were also
another focus in the criticism of the period. However, the architectural production of the
period adhered to the proletariat; that of being in the worst condition with respect to
other countries in Europe was hardly criticizetland referred often as glorified examples.
The optimistic approach to the main project establishing urban settlements for the
workingclass¢ can be addressed to the previous living conditions of that sociascl

According to a research done in 1919, the workers were living in such ho@isdsch;
1 92 percent did not include a toilet (it was located in the corridor of the building)

T 95 percent did not include a water tap (it was locatew the corridor of the
building)

1 14 percentdid not include gas installation
1 7 percent did not include electrical installatién.

Furthermore, the houses were mainly in one and a hsife of the room and
accommodated not only by a worker family, but also by subtenants and htsisedue to
the high rents, which wereaised arbitrarily by the lantbrds before the World War |.
Therefore, since the new housing projects has erased the oppressive features of the
tenement apartments and provided an opportunity to live in better coiodis to the

proletariat, it is understandable to refer them as spectacular achievement of the period.

* Jeffery in his book Socifilemocrats in the Austrian Provinces 191934: Beyond Red Vienna

proposes a wider perspective in order to understand the sudden collapse of socialism after fourteen

years. His suggestion is to redefine the period with all negative and positive aspecthijsbtitne

regarding the whole Austria with its other provinces, not just the capital city.

*¢KS ONRGAOAAY NBIFINRAY3I (KS az20Alf K2dzaAy3 02VYL
discussed in the fourth chapter.

® Reinhard Gieselman®erKarl Marx HafProlegomena 24, 1978, p.6



However,apart from the critical assessments regarding its architectural characterigtics

whether the elemental forms of tharchitectural languagevere conveying bourgeois

values or not;, the most crucial comment was referring them as sqmétical projects of

Red Vienna ref SOGAYy 3 {20Al f 5SY2 ONIGKENE AR E A ARGCH ft
accommodating, hopelessly sétfSt dzZRS R X lagpRts whick? wdke lunaiéle téulfill

GKS LINPYAAS 2F (KS LI NHeqQa OfFrAYa oé& al yTNBR

While drawing a similar approach to the problematique of the municipal housing with other

critics ¢ based on the contradiction between the Austol NE A & (i & Qry daBribe f dzii A 2 y
YR GKS NBF2N¥YA&ald LRfAOASE 2F d KScrittignOA I £ 5
provides a different perspective which can be understood within his fundamental definition

2F (GKS (S aa thaidirgldtiislagong theconceptsd dmiia, ideology, and

I NOKA FSOGIIMBE2NES KAa LINRBYAYSyY( -Désfiand ¢! NOK.

4

[ FLIAGEE AAalG, oSS fask WSSy degonstrate the history of illusions and
failures of modern architecture within the statement of that areuture can be ideological

and can bear utopian impulsgssa crucial mediunin relating the discussion to the topic.

Tafuri bases thenotion of & dzii 2 LJA | ¢ 2 ydistinttighybkt8ekry ifedlogy and
utopia; statementA Y al YYKSAYQA 62NRAY

Inlimiting tlS  YST yAy 3 2 F £0 Kid typeSoNdrientatidriivehichi |
transcends reality and which at the same time breaks the bonds of the existing
order, a distinction is set up between the utopian and the ideological states of
mind. One can orient himself t@bjects that are alien to reality and which
transcend actual existenc& and nevertheless still be effective in the
NBFEEATFGAZ2Y YR Ay (GKS YIAyGSylryOoS 27
incongruent orientation became utopian only when in additibrieinded to
burst the bonds of existing order. Consequently representatives of a given
order have not in all cases taken a hostile attitude towards orientations
transcending the existing order. Rather they have always aimed to control
those situationally trascendent ideas and interests which are not realizable
within the bounds of the present order, and thereby to render them socially

" Eve Blau. Tharchitecture of Red Vienna 191934 The MIT Press, 1999, p. 344

8 Zeynep Tuna in her thesis draws a prosperous framework, in which the concepts were handled by

Tafuri. Within the textual analysi®is contributes to the field by revealing the contradictions in the
assessment of negative connotation of architectural ideology. For further discussion on the
dialectical relations of the concepts, please see Z. Tana,S+ RAy 3 al y FNBER2andt | F dzNR Y
Utopia5 SAA3JY YR [/ FLAGFEAAG 5SOSt2LIYSW38és ! y01LJdzof A & K¢
®Ibid., pp.910



impotent, so that such ideas would be confined to a world beyond history and
society, where they could not affect the statgso.

¢tKS GNIyaoOSyRSydG ARSI a | y#ndikpglacSaddehitedturak y al y'y
utopianismE™" A y ¢ | F dzNR Mboredver, avidhin theraddafydis of modern architecture,

he renders the role of architecture as ideological, which can mrdye within the domain

of dominant ideology, i.e. capitalism. In other wortlse term ideology, in his discourse,
corresponds to the Marxist understanding as a pejorative phenomgfowhich ensurs

reproduction of therelations of production in the bas andtherefore, his emphasis othe

ideology of architectureimplies that being an ideological institution tfie capitalist

development As he states

It should be immediately stated that the critical analysis of the basic principles

of contemporaryr NOKA G SOl dzNI £ ARS2f23& R2Sa y2i
What is of interest here is the precise identification of those tasks which
capitalist development has taken away from architecttite.

His remark underlineshe in-effectiveness of architectureespeciallyof the modern
examples in 1920swithin the capitalist systemFurthermore, Iis point regarding the
working settlements; LJ- NJi A O dzf I NSiedlungetyf dsian illusioaviiéh made the
worker to believe in changebut operated and neutratied within the capitalist system
together with the concealment of contradictionlarifies his standpoint towards the

European socialism.

At this point, it is important to identify the position of Red Vienna within the European
context. Anson Rabinbach specialist in modern European history, defines the period as
¢the greatest achievement of postwar European socialigra modern welfare state, which

was achieved without revolution, with the overwhelming support of the workalgsses,

19 Kar Mannheim.ldeology and Utopia: An Introduction to the Sociology of Knowletdgedon:

Routledge, 1966, p.173

" According to Mannheim andi K SNB I FGSNI ¢ Fdz2NA T G(KS dzi2LIALF Qa  LIN
within its aim to break the existing order becomes a part of the dominant ideology when realized.
However, the opposition between the concepts, utopia with its progressiveness and ideatbgtsw
O2yaSNBIGAaAY ONBIGSa || GSyaAazys gKAOK A& Ay ¢dzyl ¢
2 Louis Althusser, too, defines ideology within its negative connotation as representing the
imaginary relationship of individuals to their real conditions of exiseerfLouis AlthusdeX» TRS2f 22 A |
5S@t SGAYy TRS2t22A1 !@3PifFNPE TAOKF{A |, F@Pyfl NP +
M. Tafuri, ibid., pp.174.78

“bid., pp.114124



and withinthe T NI YSg2N)] 2F O LA (I This dedtriptioy; ide®IShy2 ONI O
YSrya 2F AGa (1Se& O02yO0SLiiaz adzOK a daoAdK2dz
OFLIAGFEAAYEZ LINBLINBa (GKS INEdziR grafidode) | ¢ |

architectural prodiction.

YSSLIAY3I AY YAYR (GKS ONRGAOAAY 2F (GKS LINRf SO
aimed within the research to examine the most symbolic architectural production of the

period, Karl Marx Hof, in order to answer the questionmiether it was an illusion and a

failure within the architectural history, or not. Before outliniigk S & dzNIS e Qa | LILINE
problematique, it is significant to refer to some of the statements concerning the selected

project in order to comprehend its signidisce within the architectural historyithin the

historiography, Karl Marx Hof was mainly glorified as:
f aXiKS OSYidN}rt Y2z2yWzyrSyid 2F wSR ASyyl o¢

f aXGKS Y2aid arAdayrATAOLydz &aLISOGF OdzZ F NI | YR
t SNA2RDE

1 aXGKS KADREBGGl ORABSR +ASYyyl ¢
Regarding these statemengsand alsosimilar approaches in other sources as welit can
be said thathe building was commented in a very positive manner, although the municipal
socialism by Social Democragsvhich was the mairactor in the building prograng was
strongly criticized in a negative one. In other words, the most splendent production of the
period was addressed dkit was the most appropriated and accurate result of a semi

correct way of socialism.

Departing fromthis point, it is aimed toconduct are-readng of the most symbolic

architectural production of Red Vienna. Thus,is intendedto base the research on

!> Anson Rabinbackustrian Socialist Experiment: Social Democracy and Austromarxism] 94,8

Westview Press, 1985, p.1

'® EveBlau, ibid., p. 320

' Helmut WeihsmannDas Rote Wien: Sozial Demokratische Architektur und Kommunal Politik:
19191934 translated from German by the author, Wien: Promedia, 2002, p. 398 [The original

At GSYSYyG Ay DSN¥IYY aGXRASA(GBSRIPRSyRBIER( 8N
2 2KYKIdzalytF3S RSN %gAaOKSYINASAT SAG Ay 2ASyodés

'® Anson Rabinbachntroduction, The Crisis of Austrian Socialism from Red Vienna to CivilTivar

University of Chicago Press, 1983, p.1



Tafurien criticismg without having an absolute reliance on the negative assessment that
architecture cannot possess any revolutionary patdoreover,since the program had a
particular claim in providing accessibility to the workgigss in to their own private and
public spheresthe secondary theoretical background will be based on the concepts
G LINIRSZEI | YR & LJdzo telaték dhes, (isécB Méxcllisip® Nihclusior and

dterritorialityé.™

G¢KS 02y OSLIi 2F LINAGLFOe A& |y AYLRNRIUdsyid O2Y
m1 3 Ssiatdd in her thesis and became a topic within two fields: lehavioral sciences

in which privacy is viewed as part of the social behavior which focuses on the idea of
control and freedom of choice and the sociological field in which the discussions are

centered on the dichotomy of private and pubffcln other words, whereas in the first

mentioned field privacy is utilized within the process of regulating personal information

YR | O0OSaaAoAfAGes gAlGKAY GKS aSO2yR FASER ¢
moral debate in the end of the twehtS 1 K OSy GdzNEé¢ > (GKS 02dzyRI NE
multi-dimensional discoursthrough the opposition ofhe terms private and publi& Since

the research examines a social housing in such a period in which a new relationship
between the municipal governménand the inhabitants, the workinglass, was
constructed,i KS 02y OSLIi &Lzt A0&és Y2NB aAIYAFAOI yi
Lldzof A 0¢ 0S02YSa +a AYLRNIFYG Fa GKS GSNXY  LINK
conceptthat in behavioal scieces. Therefore, the opposition and the tension between

these two terms will be the departing point in the research of the social housindvkaaxl

Hof within the boundaries of sociological discourse.

Throughout the research, this tensiavill constitute basicallythe framework, particularly
NEFSNNAYy3I G2 GKS O2yadlyd OKFy3asS 2F &#KS RST.
In that senseWN NHabgfmaswith hisLINE YA Y Sy 4 6221 a{ G NHzO(G dzNJ €
Public Sphere: An Inquiry into a Cgtey of Bourgeois Socigtyvas taken as the major

% within the research these concepts wile addressed from the perspective of sociological

discourse and will be tried to be detailed according to the research subject.

201 tS mBefivéeyl Bubli and Private: Investigating Privacy in the Roman Domestic Context
Unpublished Dissertation, 2000,9

! Ibid., pp. 1215

?|bid.

2In Chapter 3, the spatial reflection of the transformative change in the definitions of the public and

LINA @GS NBFfYa oAttt 6S RAaAaOdzadaSR NBIFNRAYy3I a20Al
the House of Baorgeoisie andthe Working f  aa | 2dzaAy 3¢ o



reference. According to one of the main arguments of the bpdkere is not a clear
RSTAYAGABS | NBIF TFT2NJ 02K siz# eachdined SddXfdhend LINRA O |
has beeninterfered by the oher throughout historyand it resultedin re-definitions of
these tworealms® Within constantre-definitions, the transformationsof social practices

were reflected upon the spatial organizatioofsthe dwellingsas well as he narrates

For instance, ndbSY Il y ¢ & NXB3II NRS Re ahdihis witeddede flivin@in LIS NBA 2 Y
different places, in their owimotel and met each other in the extra familial sphere of

the salonin the circle of their own family. Howevdrourgeoisiec signed agprivate

persore ¢ transformed large halls of the entrances of the palaces into narrow
entrance hallsor signedthe appearance of living room as private spader the use

of family members; and hall as public space of the famidyfor meetingsc in their

ownd LINJA éielings

Thus, within & LINJA @durgedis housea new duality of private and public emerged

through social relationsIn other words, bourgeois family life was brought togetigth

the house meetingswithin the same placeFurthermore; atthe same time, with the

introduction of industrial and mass production, the traditional domestic context which

served as both a living and working place was transformed into a new understanding of life,
APSd GGKS &ASLI NI GAZYy 2d8a AyRSSAGIRIMRAzQH A B¢ diy B &
aSLI NIXGA2y NBadzZ G6SR Ay + ySg 02yO0OSLIidz £ AT I
FILYAf@ O2yadzvyLWiAz2ys O#nlliftirnedBut thheyaTlosed/eRtity LINR O |

which allowed minimum yet controlled petration?’ As Madanipour states:

I'FoSNXEA aiGlGSa GKHG GKSNB gl a y20 + RAAGAYOGAZY
emerged social class, differentiated them. The feudal powers, the Church, the prince, and the

nobility were the carriers of representative publicness until the eighteenth century, however

through economical and social transformations, private and public spheres were polarized. On the

one hand religion became a private manner; public budget was separated from tHétér2 NA | £  NXzt S
private holdings and on the other hand there existed a public authority with military and
0dzNB | dzONJ O& 2LJJ2aAiy3d G2 GKS OAQOAf «k o02dz2NHS2Aa a2z
LIS2 L) ST 0602dzNHES2Aa YLy SINBR2NIIONKRNASIYE | I 6 8 NINR & (
Transformation of the Public Sphere: An Inquiry into a Category of Bourgeois Society, The MIT Press,

1991, pp.1112)

%% |bid., pp.4446

%' mi 3SySt2® AO0AR®DPE LIJbHc

" Ibid., p.28



The question of publiprivate relationships in dwellings is often seen as the

way the house as a private realm is separated from the outside world. The

house is controlled by the household as its property, owned or renéeul

GKdza A& &aSLINIGSR FTNRY gKIG A& 0Seé2yR
this boundary is considered a private realm, as established by various legal and
cultural boundarieg?

Regarding the legal boundariddabermas provides eonceptualperspective.According to

him, polarization of the duality privat@ublic can be seen directly on housing which drew

back from the social labor arena and also on commodity and information which drew back

from the private sphere of bourgeoisie.itlW the inverson of capitalism in publicizing the
OANDdzE FGA2Yy 2F O2YY2RAG& FTYR AYF2NNIFGA2Y 0O
significant role in regulating the rivalfyAs he states, this duality still exists but in different

forms particularly on the housinguch as the intervention of the state and media:

The exchange relationships of bourgeois society deeply influenced the
personal relations between the members of the bourgeois family. With the

loss of its basis and the replacement of family property lpvidual incomes

0KS FlrYAfe f2adx o0Se@2yR Ala FdzyOlAizya A

The classical risks, especially of unemployment, accident, illness, age, and

death are nowadays largely covered by welfare state guarantees incorporating

basic supJ2 NIi YSIF adz2NBaz y2NX¥Iffe Ay GKS T2
Against the secalled basic needs, which the bourgeois family once had to bear

as a private risk, the individual family member today is publicly prote®ted.

While the public sphere was transfoed through a controlling mechanism on domestic
space, the private sphere wagetting narrower according to him since the housing

becomes the regulation area of the state and some private institutions through contracts.

His argument related particularhi2t 0 KS R2YS&a0A 0 &aLJ OSQ LINA G OF
position of the state in terms of regulation mattegavhich Madanipour basically counts as

a factor constituting the private realm creates the basis of the analysis which would help

to understand thetension between private and publidcurthermore,i KS 02 y OS LJi &
definitive parameters can vary according to the discussion subjestich as the privacy of

individual, privacy of the family, privacy as space ownership'ekberefore,the area of

2 Ali MadanipourPublic and Privat8paces of the CitiRoutledge, 2003, p.75

2% 3. Habermas, ibid. pp.258B0

% |bid. p.155

! For example, Peter Ward draws the framework for two kinds of privacy, that of individuals and
that of the family or household as:



the resarch needs to be restricteth which senses of the concepts will bélized as

guiding principles within the discussiodain concentration will be the private sphere of

the domestic context on Viennese social housing, particularly on the ownership issue
regardingthe renter position of the inhabitants of Karl Marx Hof and also on the privacy of

the proletarian family, especially the womehNXB 3 NR A y 3 proleta8an auifuges ¢

created by the socialist municipality. In other words, in the research itbeiltried to

examine the boundar between the private and public realmsg KA OK A& RSTAYSF
means of separating the two realms and protecting them from each other, indeed a site of
AYGSNFI OS | yR 02 YY d¥gafuithé kerehof pabBdntasos iftothieK S Y ¢
private sphereof the workingclass Within the examination of the domestic context of

LINRE SGFNRAFY LINAGFGS aLIKSNB:I (GKS K2dzZaAy3as Ay
subject of the analysifegarding theheoretical backgrounaf the thesis and the material

it concentrates onthe position of the research is determined as architecture and culture.

Within a cultural perspective, the proletarian domestic space will be tried to foefi@ed.

Indeed, since it is hard to rea@my original visual documensuch as plans, sections, and
elevationsg except a sample housing plgart in addition to the central laundry plahat
every publication used, as a secondy aim, through the field research it is intended to
contribute to the field of architecture by means of archiving the original drawings of the

building by the architect, dated to 1937.

In order to be able to r@lefine the proletarian housing, Karl Marx Hof, the survey will be
based on two secondary and one major revseThe first preliminary analysis will be a re
reading of he economic and political background tbk capital city Viennan the second
chapter. By means of the literature review on both positive and negative aspects of the
period, the aim will be to dna the contextual framework, in which the practices of Social
Democrats can be rdefined. Thenas asecond preliminary analysis the third chapter,

the Viennese architectural production of domestic spdoefore and after the wanyill be

discussedawith respectto the classstruggle among aristocracy, bourgeoisie and proletariat.

Gt SNE2Y |t  LINR @I abapartifrBni the glioKpS creatiyidR dpgbituRities for seclusion,

GAYSa FyR LIXIFIOSa G2 oS It2yS |yR (2 LlzZNBdzZS 2y S
boundaries between the household and the community. It defends the solidarity of the home and

providea | ol aira F2NJ Fl YA AA HistoNdftDbnieati2 $pack: Piliiacypand thet S i S NJ
Canadian HomegJUBC Press, 1999, pp6b

%2 A. Madanipour, ibid., pp.684

* The drawings were obtained from tigaupolizeh y 51 6 f Ay 3 5A &G NRA OG @



Basing the discussion on mainly the architectural criticism of the period, the aim will be to

reveal the relation between the politics and the production of urban domestic space

Afterwards, in the fourth chapter the main discussion regarding the contradictions inherent
in the production ofthe proletarian spacewill be sectioned into three realms; political,
architectural and culturalWithin the first one, it will be tried toe-read the contradictions
inherent in the politics of Social Democrats by bringing together the political discourse of
Austro-Marxism and the practices of the party. Then in the second one, the contradictions
inherent in the architectural discourse andagtices of the period will be discussed and the
building will be analyzed according to the outcome of the review. And lastly, in the third
section, the practices of the institutions of the municipality and the cultural program
realized within the proletagn housing will be discussed extensively and tried to be
reflected on the spatidhyout of the building. Thus, in the fourth chapter, the aim will be to
redefine theprivacy of the dwellings and the public qualities of the common spaces and

thereafter tosituate the proletarian housing in the history of domestic space in Vienna.
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CHAPTER 2

CONTEXTUAL ANALYSIS OF RED VIENNA AS THE SOCIALIST ENCLAVE

Democracy is the road to socialism.

All great historical facts and persages occur, as it were
G6AOSXGKS FANRG a GN)}3ISREZ GKS a

Ny

Karl Marx

The time span between 18kand 1934 marks a critical period in both social and cultural life
of Vienna especiallyof the proletaria, within the political implicationsof the Social
Democrats in other words theSDAPThe period, whichdepicted the capital city as Red
Vienng played a significant role in historiographsince the socialist politicswas
materialized with its numerous social housing compleieduding sigificant judicial
regulations based on different social, economical and political conditions than other

countries in Europe.

However the city Vienna,even before 20" centuy had also gone through some
transformativereorganizations under the ruld&Empera Franz Joseph |, such as d#itions
of medieval city walls andonstruction ofw A Yy 3 & wiithJtsi n@merouspublic buildings
instead of wallE ¢ KA OK YIN]J SR GKS o0S3aAyyAiaya 2F +ASy
metropolis®* Regarding industrializatiorthe city walls hacbecome outmoded with the

Sas
2dzi AaARS GKIFYy GKSNB ¢l a 2F GKS WAYYSND SySvyerT

GKS LINREf SO NRIFGQ TPNhefefoteKirSordardaiofetcdme The ahigiy(i NA O G

advent of new weapons technolggandsA y OS a wi8KSNB ¢l a y2g f

at either end ofRingsl NJ milifary complexes were constructé.In other words, the

fortification walls were replaced by another wall, but this tim@ symbolic one, a

% Peter HaikoViennese Architecture 18830, Rizzoli International Publications, 1992, p.8
35 ||4;

Ibid.
*Ibid.
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boulevard.This boulevardw A y 3 3 wasbupp®sed to guantee the power of aristocracy
over bourgeoisie ad to protect it from proletariat in the time when workingass

movement was in the charde

Even before the World War I, there was a tension among three different camps of adtasses
aristocracy, bourgeoisie and proletariain terms of power relationiterally, and through

dissolution of the aristocratipart within the collapse of monarchgfter the war, although

the stresscontinued to exisbetween the two left oveclassesthe formula that ruling class

was utilizingfor the workingclass has chayed. Instead of shielding themselves from the
poor,i KS 3I2@SNYyYSyiQa FAY gFa RSOtFNBR +ta G2 O
and it was tried to be fulfilled through spatial and social organizations within the social

housing progran®

2.1 THE ECONAIC AND POLITICAL BACKGROUND OF AUSTRIA ARVERIBE
WARI

After the World War |, through dissolution of the Austdaingarian Empire, there emerged

I ySg FA2@SNYYSydalt F2N¥IGA2Y S FANRBDAG:EINHRSE NI
between theyears 191av oM pE ' YR G KSy & i*Wdowinthddsigningdd 2 F ! «
the Treaty of St. German, which forbade the/ & O'kufitigiermary basically.

Looking to the structural formation of the government in both of them, there were three
main campsf political parties; which are, The Social Democrats (SDAP), Christian Socials

(CS), and German Nationaliéts.

¥1a . fldz AY KSNI LINRBYAYSY(d 06221 YSYylGAzyay dac¢KS | dz
establishment of constitutional monarchy in 1867 and the letalizA 2y 2F 62 NJ SNEQ 2 NHI
Furthermore, despite the new legislation of the years 1867 and 1870, these organizations had been
IAPSY y2 LREAGAOIE NARIKGA aAyOS (KSe& 6SNB NBEII NRS
*bid., p.193

% Throughout the text, the period will be referred as the First Republic, a synonym for the Republic

of Austria.

““The term is used for the annexation of Austria into Germany.

Besides the Treaty of St. German between the Allies and Austria, with the TreAtgreailles

between the Allies and Germany it is declared that Austria could not enter into political or economic

union with Germany.

“bid., p.57
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Figure 2.1: Austria after 1917, showing a map

G¢KS OSYUSNER 2F (GKS adGNBy3dkK 2F (GKS {20Alf
industrial enclaves surrounded and threatened by a rural spoidical environment or
milieu, marked by a hodé¢ conservative traditionaliséf?, which meanghat the power of
SDAPwas concentrated mostly in Vienntéhe largest industrial center in Austriand
surrounded by provinces, which were represented by the other two political patities

large extentexcept industrial enclavdecated there

The! y a O ith d@ermany was in faatot desiredonly by the nationalistsbut also by
socialiss, althoughthey had a different motivation in .itBeyond itsintrinsic motives
inherent nationaland sociald | f dzSa 3 ( KS &nd deindg@phicatbauitighzani A O

also be counted asne of the mairfactors of the demand.
After the fallen Dual Monarchy, Austrigas left with;

1 26.3%o0f the population

2 Charley JefferySocial Democrats in the Austrian Provinces, 16a®4: Beyond Red Vienna
London: Leicgter University Press, 1997, pp-13
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1 23%of the territory of the Austrian half of the MonarcH (Figure 2.1.)

While Czechoslovakia, as another emerged country out of the monarchy, had 96 percent of

GKS a2yl NOKeQa 021 f NuidS®psraentdbfithe fotl indudtrBINNA G 2 N
workers of the monarchy was left only with 0.5 percent ofgbeeserves: Furthermore,

looking to the other numerical data in terms of production, the same country,
Czechoslovakia, could be regarded as lucky with LISNOSy d 2F GKS a2yl N

chemical factories, 92 percent of its sugar refineries, and 75 percent of its breWeries.

As a result, Austria, which was dependent on imports for its coal before th&, weas

disabledin producing as well as iconsumingin following years after the wafThat is to

say, there was an excessive shortage of food and daagether with the war loans, which
F6a2NBbSR Y2ad 27F GKS “‘Othezdisati®Bnious Ridsios &fi A O O

productive lands, worsened AilisNgKfihaficial predicament.

Within this economical framework, in the first election of tR@st Republic in February

1919, the Social Democrats gained 40.8 percent of the*}ogenerging as the strongest

party, but lacking an absolute majoritipue to the lack of majority on the national level,

SDAP preferrec coalition with the Christian Socifls ¢ KA OK  NXchiié@vatiSey § SR @
normally staunchly ansocialist, rural communities pervaded by the influence of the

I GK2E A® / KdzNOK ¢

“Bruce F. Paulet KS {20ALf YR 902y2YAO . I O] ANBtiey R 2 F !
Socialist Experiment: Social Democracy and Austromarxism,-1B8Y8 Ed. Anson Rabinbach,
Westview Press, 1985, p.22

*Ibid., pp.2326

**Ibid.

*® Ibid.

" Ibid.

“® SDAP obtained 43.4 percent of the seats in the Assembly with 40.76 percent of the national vote,
while Christian Socials 35.93 percent and German Nationalists 18.36 percent of the vote; and
together 54.7 percent of theseats. (Helmut GruberRed Vienna: Experiment in WorkiGtpss
Culture, 19191934 Oxford UniPress, 1991, p. 21)

*9C. Jeffery, ibid., p.10
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This cooperationpn the ground of passing some welfare legislatioowever; counted as a

AA3dy 2F GaXNBY2@Ay3d (KS NB@G2fdzii2yl NBE SR3S

02dzNBS2Aa RSESY20NI Oesx AyOfdaRosS 2F G(KS OFLAGE

The Social Democrats, called as Aadarxists,were a group of Marxist thinkers in Vienna
and included the intellectual leaders of the Auatr socialist movement, such as Max Adler
(18731937), Otto Bauetl (1881-:1938), Karl Renner (187®50), and Rudolf Hilferding
(18771941) Defined ly Anson Rabinbachs

XdzyR23IYIFGAO @GASé 2F al NEAAY +a |y

programmatic implications for the development of socialist institutions and for
the creation of a new type of individyal

AustroMarxism,however; saw their role iustria as the stabilization of the negvand
still clearly nonsocialist status quo, despite their commitment in theory to major social
changé”. Being the strongest critic of cultural policies of the period, Helmut Grdighat
point describes Austrdarxism in two separate bodies; the first gn@ small group of
Marxist theoreticians and intellectuaismentioned above; as a school of Marxism and the
second onethe group of SDAP doers and reformerseading figures in municipand
provincial govenmentsc.> The gap between the theory and practice together with other

arguments will be one of the main discussions in following chapters.

In this context; pessed between the extremes of conservative German Social Democratic
reformism and a radicdleninist Bolshevism in Russiacan be said thaBocial Democrats
chose a third way, democratic socialiggra model for new nonSoviet I&ftc in order to
create middle class, where the population consisted of the poor on the one hand and the
rich on theother basically In the way tosocialismwithout revolution, they preferred the

state to be remaired in the capitalist and democratic systerfiheir approach to the

*Wwilhelm KainrathDie Gesellschaftspolitische Bedeutung des kommunalen Wohnhaus im Wien des
ZwischenkriegzeitKommunaler Wohnungsbau in WieWienna, 1978, p.1; quoted from Peter
Marcuse, ibid., p.210

*L Otto Bauer was regarded as the leading thinker of the Aubtaoxists.

°2E. Blau, ibid., p.23

*% Anson Rabinbactustrian Socialist Experiment: Social Democrady/ustromarxism, 1918934
Westview Press, 1985, p.3

**P. Marcuse, ibid., p. 203

*® Helmut Gruber (1991), ibid., p.30

Sy

. 20K GKS 9dzNRazOALFfAAG YR 9dNBO2YYdzyArald Y2@S

emphases and ideological pluralism of the Vienn{ 2 OA f AadGa | Y2RSt F2NJ
Rabinbach, ibid., p.8)
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problem of system was announced in a SPO publicai@n before the World War §s:
& ¢ K@ not want to destroy the house in which they lived buished to make it

inhabitable for all its residents’’
2.1.1 Vienna as theEnclave

The house® Social Democrats lived in was in fasetcity Viennawhichwasthe capital of

the Audrian part of the DuaMonarchy. 1s statuscontinuedafter the war, but this time,

located at the eastern extremity of the countgeographically Looking todemographic

information there, its population in 191@vas2.1 millionwhichwas modest for the capital

of an empire of wer fifty-two million peoplé®’. However; with the Monarch gone, it

became the capital of a hinterland of only 4.4 million pedBlEurthermore,besides the

rich, 0 KS fFNHSNJ LI NG 2F ! dzZAGNRF QA dzySYLX 2@ SR i
industry members, who lost their markets after the reconstruction of the state, were living

in Vienna®*

Although the socialists could not achieve an electoral majority on the national level as
mentioned before, after the 1919 municipal elections their political megey in Vienna
was absoluteregarding their policy interested in workifgjass living in miserable
conditions The Social Democratic Party received 54 percent of the vote and 100 out of 165

seats on the city coundif.

After 1920, as a result of Article 11f the Federal Constitution, the capital achieved the
aidriddza 2F | tNRPOAYOS 2N {iGl ST aX6KAOK |ff2g
FSRSNJI € I32FSNYYSyld Ay YL (4% NaEs, tagetheFwitlythe/ OS | v

political hegemony, thaituation of the capital allowed the SDAP to formulate socialism on

" Das Grosse Erbe, p.30; quoted from Melanie A. SBdigial Democracy and the Political Culture of
the First RepublicAustrian Socialist Experiment: Social Democracy and Austkésm, 19181934
Ed.Anson Rabinbach, Westview Press, 1985, p. 58

SPOis asynonymfor SDAP(T A f RSY2 1 NI GAaPKS tF NISA ma i SNNBAO
*® The term house was referred as the strength of Social Democrats. Vienna, being the largest
industrial center, was thenost significant supporter of the party.

B, Pauley, ibid., p.29

bid.

*! Ibid.

2 Blau, ibid., p.33

® A. Rabinbach (1985), ibid., p.4
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the municipal level as a showcase Ay 20GKSNJ g2NRaAaT “aas2 OAl f A 2

experienced.

hyS 2F (GKS Y2ad ONARGAOIE 0O2YYSyida 2y (GKAAZ
noticeableo 221 G{20AIFf 5SY2O0NI) Ga A-1034:08e¥nd!Rddd (0 NA | y
+ A S yAttogdifig to the author, until 1980s the history of First Repuindis concentrated

on high politics of the Social DemocraticNdae Ay +ASyyl | yR NB&GNRK
national level leaders, their ideas and the policies they develop both for the national stage

and for their municipal power base in Red Vienna it§elf.

Within this understanding of history of the periothe terms Red Vienna, Austidarxist

and Social Denmwacy were used without any distinctionlowever;to discuss the history

upon Vienna dominated agenda only, according to him, was to approach the subject
above® Therefore, while restructuring the history, heconsiders Social Democratic

movement in Austrias a whole, beyond Vienna. And the questidrthe bookwhy such a
Y20SYSyld axXxO02YS (2 RAAAY(GISANIGS FyR 0SS RSad!
leading the transition to democratic government in Austria after the Fivstrld 2 | RE

finds its aswer in neglecting of periphery, which resulted in facilitating to erode the power

bases and morale of Social Democracy in the provinces by antisocialistévent though

KFtF 2F GKS LI NIeQa St SOG2NIt &%z NI 61 & TN

Thus, a surrounded by mainly the conservative rural, the most significant uenatave
Vienna,together with a few large and integrated industrial areaspiovinces could be
regarded as isolated enclaves, that were perceived in conservative cultute&y S Y &

g A G Rdoyinitted to overthrowing the established order.

® Besides judicial regulations on economical and political regulations, the most important practice
Social Democratstilizing was massive council housing program witledecation of the supporters
into new proletarian culture, which was realized mainly in the city Vienna.

% C. Jeffery, ibid., p.1

% bid., pp.45

*"Ibid., p.10

®8 Ibid., p.3

He describes the classic milx of the Austrian provinces as; manual worker communities with
strong, often vehemently antilericalist Social Democratic party, trade union traditions, and
conservative, normally staunchly astbcialist, rural communities pervaded by the influenceof
Catholic Church.

®Ibid., p.19
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2.2  AUSTR@IARXISM THROU@ILDUNG

Through the evolutionary transition to socialism within the framework of the postwar
democratic state, the established order, which served for the aristyckesefore, has been
changed to a large extent, starting with new judicial regulations on political level and
F2fft26Ay3a 4 Y dayhich wasiorisistell DiCsA serfesh Gf ¥eforins in Vienna.

Through these changes,

[tihe socialist leaders believedahAustreMarxism, unlike other versions of

Marxism, could fulfill the promised foretaste of the socialist utopia in the
LINBaSyided 2KSy hiaid2 . FdzSN aLk21S 2F al N
implied much more than the elevation of oppressed and degatiproletarians

through Bildungin order to make them conscious actors in the dialectical
unfolding of history*

Regarding consciousness)enof the main arrangements in the regulation was passing the
suffrage law on January 1919, which extended the fresecko women as well as a secret
ballot, and one month later a renovation in municipal voting rights, which would have
included all Austrian citizens over the age of twenty who had been residents of Vienna
before the first day of the election ye&r.Meanwtile, this formation also helped to
strengthen to power of Social Democrat&hich can be seenevidenty in municipal

elections held one montlater.

Besides the basic rights of citizenship; organization of the issues related to working sphere
was as muclmportant as the previous subjedtowever; although working space was paid
little attention in the policies, the work hours and payment of the workers, especially for
women'®, played a significant role in improving tieendition of the workng-classfamily.

Since Astro-Marxism,

P¢NF yattiSR AyG2
of Bildungg I & GNI¥ yaf i
p.36)

T Helmut Griber. ¢ KS  a4bSs 22YSyéyY wSHEAGASE YR LffdzaAZ2y:
Women and Socialism / Socialism and Women: Europe between the two World Bdaddelmut

Gruber and Pamela Graves, Berghahn Books, 1998, p.56

2E. Blau, ibid., p.33

" Female workers constituted 40 percent of the labor force in the period. (H. Gruber 1998, ibid.,

p.69)

—

y 3
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...appeared to reject the accepted Marxist canon, which anticipated the
dissolution of the family under capitalism and its replacement by communal
forms of social organizatiotf

the opposite formgnuclear family modél® waspreferred andthe most important figure in

this organization, women, in this regard, was given some significant rights, such as
equalization of the payment with male workers, and shortened workubmether with

other municipal organization$ However;ithe emphass on women, with other implications

on their daily life thawill be mentioned lateextensivelywas criticized strongly becausé
flroStAy3a ¢2YSy | a aVnatéad & RaeingdhmFiSorderibRsswe2 NJ S NE
the reproduction of the labor force

In the way to socialisptulture was seen as the weapon for the class struffgiéerefore,

AY 2NRSNJ (2 ONBIGS Oftl aa O2yaoOArazdzaySaa |yz2y3
socialism, with housing, health, pedagogical reforms and innovatioas,materialized in

Vienna, where its power could manage the program.
221 dadzyAOA LI} f WahogolitiKk A AaYé | yR

¢KS LINBINIY daYdzyAOALJ f & 2 O AMatxigndity ¥ignnadgsK A OK  N.

discussed under four headings by Blau, which are;
1 Administrativereorganization,
9 Public health and welfare,
1 Education and culture, and

f Building progranf®

"H. Gruber (1991), ibid., p.147

PaecKS ydzOf SFENJ FlLYAf& Y2RStf 0SSOI YS LISNDIAADGS Ay +
the late nineteenth century and thearly 1920s, as an adaptation to changing productive techniques

of high industrial capitalism, which demanded a stable worker existence and assured reproduction of

{1 02NPeé OLOAR®EI Lldmnco

"® Ibid., p.150

" Helmut Gruber.Socialist Party Culture and the Mtes of WorkingClass Life in Red Vienna

Austrian Socialist Experiment: Social Democracy and Austromarxisri2948 Ed. Anson

Rabinbach, Westview Press, 1985, p.230

E. Blau, ibid., pp.385
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Following the same order;ding pationed into seven divisionsf the Magistrat ¢ the
administrativedepartment which was responsible for municipal operatigng was tried to
close the gap between it and the upper levels of government and to redistribute some of
the executive powers anédministrative duties of the mayof? This organization also
helped to have a complete control over the operational functions of ttigy

administration® Declared on 31 May 1920,antioned divisionsvere,
1 PersonnelRersonalangelegenheiten und Verwaltungsrefprm
1 Finance Finanzwesen

f Public Health and Welfare®? 2 Kf FI KNI a SAYNROK{dzy3Sy s

Gesundheitswesén
1 Social Policgnd HousingSozialpolitik und Wohnungswegen
1 Public Works and Technical Infrastructufe¢hnische Angelegenheijen
1 Food and Store®(NJ/ N K-NdatryWHtschaftsangelegenheitgn
1 General AdministrationAllgemeine Verwaltungsangelegenheifen
 Urban Enterpriess{ G NRGAaOKS DY GSNYySKYdzy3aSy

The names of the divisiorean be regarded as a sign which refitbie socialist program in
the progress in the beginning of 1920%0t directly but especiallfor a certain groupof

inhabitants, the workinglass.

One ofthe major components of the program was the Department of Public Health and
Welfare, under the direction of Dr. Julius Tandler, a prominent physician and anatomist.
Besides dealing with the health problems, especially the tubercfogisvhich was

widespread among the workinglassneighborhoodslue to the miserable conditiong the

W

2 St FINB S5SLINIYSYydG 6AGK | ydzYoSNI 2F Ayadad

Ibid., p.37
% |bid., p.38
® Ibid.

#|n that period,itwa 1 y26y | a a+ASyySasS RA&SIF&ASE€DP O0LOARDD



3 Sy S N¥. [nh btBey ords, witin the mission otreating a new proletarian culture, the
office had the privilege to provide temporary or alternative care, where the family failed to
provide optimal conditiond? Criticized as interventionist by a large number of authors, the
department had various institutions; such as Marriage Consultation Centéouth
Consultation Center, Kindergarten Trainilggtitution, etc. and it wasalso interested in
other welfare facilities, for instance public bathing and swimming, and municipal burial and
cemetery servicesThus,doking tomentionedorganizations, its clear that he department
was charged not only with the physical health but also the social health of the werking
class However; regarding the social oespeciallythe interventionist position of the office

by specialists and professionally trainerperts implied a change of the behavior of the
workingclassunder the control of the governmerit. That is to say, proletariat was taken
as agpassive entitg® which can be formed under certain operatiogghrough Bildungg in

the way toNeue Mensché
As Rabinbach states;

wiB8KS LI NIeQa Kz2dzaAy3das KSFEGK FyRZ |
innovations were more than the model of a future socialist society. They were

0 KS  &JeNtdalenibtif: institutionalism was its real strategy ¢ A a y2
accident,i KSNEF2NB> (KFdG (GKS LI NLIeQa tSTa o
GKS SRdzZOI GA2ylf yR &2dziK Y28SYSyiod all
FdzidzZNE RSY2O0ONI} 08 RAR y20 tAS Ay alLlRfA
essential truth of the Austrian Socktk®

In other words aultural educatioff’ was one of the bases in the program as informing the
workers about their new cultureCreated by the party itself, mainly two organizations were

established. As Gruber mentions, their names Hraactivities inclded were like;

8 H. Gruber (1998), ibid., p.64

*Ibid.

*bid.

% H. Gruber (1991), ibid., p.147

¥ The term is used to imply the new proletarian culture, emerging worklags.

% A. Rabinbach (1985), ibid., p.188

% Regarding the fanal education in public schools there were also made certain regulation changes

since the system, which had old hierarchical class divisions, was established under the monarchy.

2 A0K GKS Lzt AO SRdzOF GA2Yy LINBINI Y ddbdishddA OAaA2Y
tracking was postponed in order to give workiclgss students increased access to higher education,
d0K22f FRYAYA&AUNIrdA2y o6+ a8 RSY2ONI GAT SRYZ LI NByidaQ
the students free books and educational masds were given and libraries were established. (E.

Blau, ibid., p.41)
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9 Socialist cultural centgSozialistische Bildungszentraleress and publication, the
lecture department, worker libraries, schools of party functionaries, festival

culture, excursions and vacations
1 Socialist art centerSozialistische Kagtstelld: Music, theater, radio, filf?

Within these organizations, theain aim, stated by Gruberg & 2 & X | LILINR LINR |
workers the best of elite/bourgeois culture, and at the same time to create a closed
proletarian counterculture for a socialist 2 O X*3nliad cbllective and democratic way

Although these organizations were thought to operate on the national level, the major

percent waspursued in Vienn&

Besides the transformation of the daily life of the workitigss, its private spheréheir

houses wasanother concentration spot in terms of the newly created counterculture due

to the inability to alter the capitalist system, which obstacled any intervention through the

working place. This programealized in Vienna, was thmassve coundihousing program

for mainly the workingDf 434X GKAOK GaXKIFIR 06SSy i GKS Y!
permitted by the tolerant Christian Socialunicipal administration to raise rents arbitrarily

and to refuse to make even basic repairs, and to evict aittintil 1918.

The socialists before the war had a theoretical position on housing as it was in the
revolutionary tradition that socialism was a prerequisite to solving the housing program, as
Engels put forward® Thus, the theory and practice, be®orl918, was concentrated on
working placeHowever,without revolution, the main concern was relocated to the private

sphere due to some reasons, which were maiasyMarcuseexplains:
f ¢KS AYLI OGO 2F GKS K2dzaAy3ad aAdydza GA2y 2y
1 The direct extraparliamentary demands of thehilused

1 The electoral situatiohi

H. Gruber (1991), ibid., p.82
91 1.:

Ibid.
%2 bid.
% bid., p.22
% p. Marcuse, ibid., p.204
*|bid., p.205
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Together with the rent control laws of 1941818, which resulted in the expulsion of
subtenants and bedrentef§ massive demonstrationsin front of the city hallsby il

housed?’ accelerated the party to take action.

In this context, he story of the housing prograrbetween the years 1918 and 1934

Vienna can be grouped under three headings:
 Eviction and rent control

In order to have control over the private housing mket, the rents were fixed under a
formula, which compelled the landlords to return on prewar rents, whiehe not adjusted

for inflation. The cost of operation and maintenance becarieK S f | Y Rf 2 NRQa&
Moreover, private housingwhich was underutilized or vacantwas requisitioned and

reallocated®
1 Legitimization of squatter on green belt

The settlements on green belt of the city were awarded legal status and provided with
architectural services, materials, transportation and utiliti€esides, galen city like
developments were built, and assistance in construction and fingneas also provided

while permitting individual ownershipy
1 New housing program

Within this council housing program, SDAP achieved a splendentafaeriassive housing.
Caled as Gemeindebautell’, these buildings including communal facilitiesyere
constructed directly by municipality having the ownership of th8hin order to finane
the constructionin a downturn a creative plan was implemented by the parfihe

constructbn was mainly dependent on annual housing tax taken from wealthier residents

% Because of high rents the tenants had generally subtenants and bedrentersyeriecsleeping on

iSytyiaa oSRa 6KSy G(KS& 6SNB ti 62Nl1Ay3 LXIOSo
Ibid.

% Information about the subject was obtained from P. Marcuse, ibid., p.207

% Information about the subject was obtained from P. Marcuse, ibid., p.207

1% The building type will be meitned in the next chapter extensively.

%P ‘Marcuse, ibid., p.

23
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and luxury taxes levied against all objects and means of entertainment associated with

middle class consumptioff?

As a result of the program64.125 new dwellingsnvith communal facilities were
constructed and 2.145 ones renovated or requisitioned by the municipalithe period
19181934 Although the numbers are fascinating regarding the economical condition of

the republic, the building prograts criticized in terms of adagacyas wel] by Gruber:

Ly LN OGAOFt (GSNXa GKSprogranOdid:littld gl a Q Y d:
alleviate the dire needs of the working population. The 63.000 apartments

which were built by 1934 accounted for 10 percent of all domiciles. But nearly

half of these fell into the construction program of 192933, so that for most

of the period the impact of new housing was much smaller. Most of the
Viennese population continued to live much as they had before, under
conditions which the Socialists repeatedescribed as less than hum&h.

Moreover, the most critical comment on the building program is rested upon the relation
between housing problem and socialism because fproblem of housing for proletariat

was not discussetbr the first time in the peiod of the First Republic by Social Democrats.

Between 1870 and the turn of the centutiiere was a search for improving the living

conditions of the lower classes higeral reformers™® One of their proposals was a worker

barrack which included communéécilities such as laundries, bath houses, clingcy)

central heating and common dining roomblowever;the project was not realized due to

the possibility of creating a radical movemenithin the communal lifé® Thus, regarding

also other implemented pjects®> A G Aa KINR (2 alé& GKIFIG GKS
socialist conception or demand but [it was] rested on liberal reform ideas and experiments

2F GKS t1F13GS y®®ySiSSyidK OSydildzNEé

%21 Gruber (1985), ibid., p.232

1% E Blau, ibid., p.44

%1, Gruber (1985), ibid., p.2&B85

1% bid., p.232

' |bid.

197 For examplethe Stiftungshof and Lobmeyerhof of the year 130€re constrwcted by a private
foundation.

% Ibid.
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CHAPTER 3

ARCHITECTURAL PRODUCTION IN VANDMARL MARX HOF

A house may be large or small; as long asrhighboringhouses

are likewise small, it satisfies all social requirements for a
residence. But let there arise next to the little house a palace, and
the little house shrinks to a hut. The little housewnanakes it
clear that its inmate has no social position at all to maintain, or
but a very insignificant one; and however high it may shoot up in
the course of civilization, if the neighboring palace rises in equal
or even in greater measure, the occuparfttbe relatively little
house will always find himself more uncomfortable, more

dissatisfied, more cramped within his four walls.
Karl Marx

Ly 2NRSN) (2 o6S F6fS G2 KI@S I ReylkrYAO dzy RSN
intended toanalyzethe space production of Viennaegarding the period before and after
the World War | within the political reflections difie class struggle among aristocracy,

bourgeoisie and proletariat.

At thatpoint; a I Rl YA LR dzNDRa |yl feara 27F dodusiéh addy G SNBE S
SOSNERIF & 'R wilSbe mailtodlinepfiaidg the material space and its social
connotationswhat the modeof production within capitalism bearslowever the power of

ruling class changes hands among the classes, the impact of poaduces its own space,

in which a part of society is excluded and the leftover includéddanipour stateghis

point of view as

199 Ali Madanipour. Social Exclusion and Spa&ocial Exclusion in European Cities: Processes,

Experiences and Responged. A. Madanipour, G. Cars & J. Allen. Routledge, 2003, p.80
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The overall constitution of the social world is such that different forms of
exclusion are fundamental to any social redaship. For example, the division

of social life into public and private spheres means drawing boundaries around
some spatial and temporal domains and excluding others from these domains.
In this way, exclusion becomes an operating mechanism, an instialized

form of controlling access: to places, to activities, to resources and to

information1*°

He describes the dimensions of the social world in which inclusion and exclusion take place,

as economicpolitical and culturgland explains,

1 Economic eduson as lack of access to resources, such as poverty and

unemployment
9 Political exclusion as lack of political representation

9 Cultural exclusion as to stay out siiared set of symbols and meanings, such as

language, religion or the patterns of consumptioh.

In the Viennese contexfter the war, regarding these exclusionary dimensioaspecially

the political one was tried to be solved by passing the suffrage law to franchise women in
whole Austria and citizens over the age of twenty in Viertawever, tle economic and
cultural exclusions concerningainlythe proletariat remained questionabl@utting aside

the cultural exclusion / inclusion matter for the next chaptexgarding the economical
condition of Austria, the representatives of workinlgasswere unableto create newwork
areasin favor of not changing the existing systevoreover, as mentioned before, the aim

to provide housing for a part of society did not achieve its higlyestl andonly 10.8
percent of workerclass population was living the new municipal housingyvhich means
that people living in bad conditions together with the subtenants and bedrenters continued
to live in the same waylndeed, workers having thepportunity to live in new dwellings
were still renters, not of the landltd but the municipalitythis time. This condition,
together with the control mechanism of municipaligywill be mentioned extensively in the

next chapterg wascriticized by Gruber as:

The arbitrary and invidious power of the slum landlord wakiag ofthe past;
however, the regulations of the municipal projectsll in the spirit of creating

0hid., p.76
"bid., pp.7778
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the ordentliche Familie; still left the workertenants the objects of superior
(but wiser?) forces

As he brings to the agenda the comparisointhe ownershipof landlords and socialist
municipality in other words bourgeoisie and proletariat in the profound meanirgs t
quotation gives rise tathe discussion to be revolved around the private property issue.

Called as theft by Proudh&H it is described by Madgwour as:
XKAZG2NAOI f e SadloftAaKSRE aLk dArft F2N¥

Represented by the private sphét2 private wealthwas alsccontinually redefined within

GKS GNIyYyaF2N¥YI A2y 2F (KS Difezed OBl anBderd LIdzo £ A C
dzy RSNEGFYRAY3 2F (KIFIGAASEYAAL @OSKFOERRYAERAXYK
18 hefore the modern agét wasreferred tod X O2y RAGAZ2Y F2NJ §KS YS»
& 2 O A'Sby Areéndt cited in MadanipourFollowing the same statement; provided a

location, from which a person enters into the public realm, whereas the slave having not a

private place of his / her own was no longarhuman conditiorand ®uld not represent

himself / herself in the public realmin the political arena™ In other words, private

property wasregarded as means fopursuinga political life**®

Within the period of industrializationydm a Marxist point of viewit wasrelated to the
class struggle between bourgeoisie and proletariat, i.e. capital ane ampr.**° Capital
refers here to property and a result of exploited labBt.It was actuallythe reason why

Proudhon defind the property as theft. Although providing different solutions to the

121, Gruber (1985), ibid., p.235

13 A, Madanipour (2003a), ibid., p.54

Proudhon, calling himself as anarchist, refers land as a common thing, not as a private issue, and
FOO2NRAY3 (2 KAY (G4KS NB3Idz I GA2y 2F (KKutifthey R & K 2 dz
AyiSNBad yR FT2NJ G6KS aSOdzNAGe 2F fftéd Ly 20GKSNI
GXGKS Sljdz- t Ade 2F NAIKGAZ Ay GKS OFL&asS 2F I 02YY2
08 Sljdzr t AGe 27F LihdPioGdach AVehat & Property ACBINGINGe WheisBy Press,

1993, p.92)

"4 bid., p.53

pid.

" pid.

" bid., p.54

" Hannah ArendtThe Human ConditigiThe University of Chicago Press, 1958, p.64

9 bid., pp.6465

120 A, Madanipour (2003a), ibid., p.57

!1pid.
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problem of private property'? from both points of viewsjt can be said clearly that
working-class was unable to provide a private sphere, in which its boundaries were

controlled by themselveswithin the capitalist mode of production

In this context, eturning to the basic definition of the private property byallanipour the

26ySNA 2F GKS LINAGFGS ALKSNB KIS GKS 2 LJJ2 N
and the balance between being on their own and being with others, both in space and
GAYSE GKNRdAdzAK GKS &2This st@dment Rowadr,(iddes do? iR 1 NA S &
what happens when private sphere of individuals was not only ovgesirenterg but also

controlled by othershesitating to show it explicitlyln this casea different ¢ new in this

senseg, definition was required for this part of dety and this definition would also answer

other questions related tatheir public and private spheres regarding the relations of

power.

Thus,regarding the domestic space as a private propespyace production of a city, which
reflects the basic compa@mts of the discussion within iismmensehousing production by
bourgeoisie and proletariat representatives, it will be tried to understand the underlying
impulseswithin the production of domestic space. Moreover, through the redefinition of
public and pivate realms in the municipal dding program, especially in one of thiggest
projects, Karl Marx Hof, the question whether the transformation would bear socialist
spatial invention¥* or just a redefinition of exclusionary aspects of control mechanigm b
ruling-class through blurring the boundaries of private and public spaces will be tried to

answer.

122 \Whereas Proudhon was supporting the idea of abolishing the private property, Engels was,

instead, for the idea of abolishing the capitalist mode of production. (Frederick Eigelddousing

Question Progress Publishers, 1970, p3%)

128 A. Madanipur (2003a), ibid., p.53

?*Henri Lefebvre in his prominent book questions whether socialism produced its own space or not.

In the way to finding an answer for that, within the criticism of Soviet socialism, he refers to simple
technical improvements for dail instead of creation of different spatial practices. However,
FOO2NRAY3 (G2 KAY Gwk6 NB@2tdziaAzy GKFd R2Sa yz2d LI
indeed it has failed in that it has not changed life itself, but has merely changelogical

AddzLISNE G NHzOG dzZNBax AyaidAddziAzya FheIProddtidn ok Space | LILI N
Blackwell Publishing, 2010, pp-68)
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31 Chwa! ¢Lhb hPRIVATE SRHEREQHOUSING

| 2y 08y NI GA2Y 2y | OAGEQA& | NDKAGSOGdNT £ LINE
GKFG aSOSNEREEA S% BlawavkrifdllowiBig the same statementhis

more striking remark is that

wleye wazOAlt SEAaAGSYOSQ FALANRY3I 2N O
its own space, would be a strange entity, a very peculiar kind of abstraction
ulofsS G2 Sa0FLIS FTNRY (KS AROBwildalA OF £ 2
to the level offolklore and sooner or later disappear altogether, thereby

immediately losing its identity, its denomination and its feeble degree of

reality }°

Questioning theproduction of socialist space, according to him, related to the invention of
new spatial practices and with this quotation bemes up with a result that if there is not a
production of space of a system, it means thaisistuck within its ideologicalraultural
space. Thus, Lefebvre prefers here to distinguish ideology and practice, i.e. lived and

concealed’, referring to the term ideology with negative connotations.

Keeping in mind the discussion about ideology and practice within the creation o¢,spa

Steinert, an Austrian sociologidtas another approach about the production of space,
especiallygboutt OA G & Q& f I & 2,ddilich regaRls theNsixseias SphysicaNdD|

in analyzing the domination in the citpBased on Horkheimar and Adofd@ & Odzf (i dzNB
AYRdza G NE € 3 médry Bnalysis yiShe citadk Xhowi the classes dife and

represent themselves and each other in their struggles over who owns th&"&ity

According to him, this struggle is reflectadon buildings, streets, squaseparks and their
various usesand, this formation of the city represents both dominant powers and
powerless:® In other words; a city can be regarded as a tool of power, not only as symbolic

but also as physicaih a direct manner

Describing the layduof the city as a representation of power implies the ruloigss)

demonstration ofpower over the societythrough public sphere; and also with their

2. Lefebvre, ibid., p.31

128 |bid., p.53

"7 |bid.

128 Heinz SteinertCulture Industry Cities: From Disaig to Exclusion, From Citizen to TouriSity,
13:2, 2009, p.280

29 bid., pp.286281
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private properties¢ mainly. However; the domestic space, i.e. private sphere, of other

classes playsiso significant role in that strugglsince it conveys the traces of power

relations of public sphereboth visible and invisibleMoreover, within the changes of

power relations in tht period, the effects can be observed more easilyh@sdeined areas

2F 020K NBlIFfYa IINB F2N¥YSR [ OO0O2NRAYyIIHAPEI OK

summarizesthis pointin his challenging articlas

An ordinary individual has to sustain his / her life in a place that ruling class has
signed and assumed as a safiace and has to share his / her private and
public life within this invisible dominant powét°

wSIFNRAYI (GKS GLINAGMISSyYy $§yR X YIdzeeSchilesRiie BB B NI &
power of dichotomy between these terms having several demarcationsuch adbetween

intimacy and sociability, between the private world of the domestic sphere and the public

world of the social (political, economical) sphere and between the self (individual) and the

community, etc*®

One of these demarcations, between tli®mestic sphere and social
sphere, is a significant departure pofior the research while understanding the reflections

of power relations belonging to the public sphere on the private one.

At that point, & { I NB P yit isLid@parianité rerBeddiethat privacy may also have
an economical definition besides the cultural 6ffewhich means an economic limitation
on the spatial qualities ahe private sphere. This limitation may also refer to the limits of

social and political representation of self.

Therefore; a being one of theignificantprivate properties, the dwellingill be addressed
as a matter, which implies the powefl Of a4 Q F oA f A (i &ltuakrerl§ Ay SO;

which gives rise tbe able tchave power in the political one

WeKS 2NRAIAYEE &G1FGSYSYyld Ay ¢dzNJ A&KY 4{ PN} RIY
Al KALX SNAYAY AdFNBGE SRAEA @S  SYieyYiemnialRamehdm d&l NA I & P
1FYdzalf KFE&FdPyP o0AfS 31 NNyYST S$3SYSyts LI &ftlovYlh]
458y SGAY S bSayStSOUGANYSYAY | INMBRP YBS I, 2008 A Y Niz® |

p.56)
Bll'eo mi 38y Stz A0AR®DEI Lidmp
Do | ¢ ibid|pEPY T
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3.1.1 The Palace of AristocraayThe House of Bourgeoisie

Domestic space of aristocracy wihtagonisnof that bourgeoisie will not be mentioned in

the sense of an analysis of a historical period, instead, while mentioning significant
examples and commentasgeon it by valuablecritics it will be tried to examine the
underlying reasons iprocessand thereflections of themon architecturein the context of

Vienna

As mentioned beforewithin the modernization process of Viennander the reign of
Emperor Fanz Joseph ftazing of the medieval city walls created the space necessary for
thew A y 3 & wHich waS to surround the inner cif§ (Figure 3.1)However; he plan was

not only the construction of the boulevard, but also npublic buildings like parliament,

city hall, musems of art and natural historyFigure 3.2)¢ with SY S NHpal&ial &
apartment blocks; as monumental in scale as the public buildiggbat housed the haute
02d2NHS2AaAS¢d

The architecture of thev A y 3 & i bhat pefiod known aD NNy R, 8Neicridizédas
historicist in thedesignprinciples bycriticsq the first statement by Steinert, and the second

one by Haikg as:

X ey ®ad no style of their own but imitated their palacesbetween
Gothic, Renaissance and Baroque.e Ttesult was theD NNy R Stylé: S A &
2NV YSY(d 20SNI2FRT Ftf FFoel™®ST LINB & dzy LI

Conceived in 1857, the A Yy 3 awadldssedially completed in the 1870s and
1880s. All the buildings, whether publior private, conform in their
architectural appearance to historicist principal of design; that is, they refer
back to older styles, especially in their formatadis**’

BWeKS O2yadNHzOlGA2y LKIF&AS 2F (GKS wAy3adNlIi § s1La o685
D) s
E. Blau, ibid., p.52
% The period was called & NN y' R SwNith&ukhitecture also named 85NNy R &rdkiteSturel
by the critics refered in the research.
1301 Steinert, ibid., p.281
7P, Haiko, ibid., p.9
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Figure 3.2D NNy R $utlic Bulldings, 2011
(In the order of the parliament, the opera and the museum of natural history)

Figure 3.3HofburgPalace 2011
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This criticismregardy’ 3 G KS  vaRdD NN WRiGidtfeStirdinot only involved the
public buildings, which was representing the aristocratic-sefffidencé®® but also the
private palatial apartment blocks owned by bourgeoisiéie haué bourgeoisie in that
period in \fenna were described by Haiko aminly bankers and merchantd ¥ho had

become immensely wealthy over a relatively short time (usually three generatitiis)

These apartment blocKsy bourgeoisievere built in the same style and thimilarity can
beready 2 2yfeé 2y GKS Floer RS 2NHIFIYAT I GAR2Y 0 dz
which wasdiscussedmainly by Haiko and Blau While Haiko is moreconcentrating on

similar featuresbetween aristocratic palace and bourgeois apartment bldglau is after

the similarities on the planimetric characteristiegarding the transformation of the plan

of bourgeois housing through proletariame.

I FA122 Ay KA&A 0221 omdsgeed anSexampeok hoirge@isi dzNB
apartment blockon the w A y 3 & haddely SShottenring21. He describes the building

mainly according to three aspects, related to:
1 lts style
{1 Exterior design qualities emphasized®@rs f  Gécond ffoor)
T Interior spatial layout

Putting aside the commentaries on it, the formal languagfethe building can be

summarized as:

Owned by a rich architect, the buildirsgylistically recalls NeRenaissance, the dominant

style in Vienna during 1870s and 1880s, which was employed in baroque p&asetes

the similar features with the old nolity on exteriorin a general senseéhe most important
componentdesigned was thé® St Q¥ IKS T cel RehicrewaB lsgditd I G A 2y
emphasize the floowhere the owner lived (Figure 3.4Also following the design principles

of baroque palace, uppeand lower levels of iis floor received less emphasigith less

2NY I YSy Gl GdAz2zy 2y (GKS 7T MdreBvdr, te yirferiora patidlt SNI &

arrangement isalso an indicator of theeffect of aristocratic palace, but with some

1381, Steinert, ibid., p.281
9P Haiko, ibid., p.12
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dimensional changes, liklae ballroom, public spere of a palace, which became smaller

because of the reduced publicness of bourgedisie.

Figure 3.4: St  $fiBthaktdnring

At that point, it is important to note thatthe moneyed bourgeoisi¢ having their
representative faces like ballroomand huge rooms for dinners in tie St lid hoA S
need the whole apartment blocknd rentedthe rear part for stabilizing their economic

141

ability,"** which explains the importance of thearticular emphasis onthé St . Shel 3 S
inhabtants of the above and below of & floor were from lower social straturtf? Thus,
while competing for a new statua relation to aristocracyvithin the effort of developing a
style of life appropriate to their social positiphourgeoisie transformed tharistocratic

palace regarding their needs and alkbeir position towards tdower classesboth in the

%|nformation about the building was obtained from P. Haiko, ibid., pl32

Y. Steinert, ibid., p.282
Y2p_ Haiko, ibid., p.12
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same floor¢ towardsservantsc and other floorsg towardstenantsc, in relation tothat of

aristocracy towards their servants.

In order toexamine tle similarities on spatial layoaind its results irthe transformation of

the positions of classes in relation to each ottmeore closely,. f | dzQa Ro$anONR LI A ;
uppermiddle-class apartmenmay be helpful. As she definesthe bourgeois apartment

block was consisting of principal roomsyhich were arranged along the front of the

building. They weraindifferentiated as to function and were openimgto the next The

building also had a small courtyard and airshafts around which housed the service areas,

sSWOK & ol Ol1adlANE 1 AdOKS Baweenlthésk dpBRcasYhere aR a S NI
alongcorridor separatinghe rooms, where the family lived, and the leftover space where

the servants can move without disturbing the bourgeois farfiiigure 3.5)In other words,

Al FdzyOuUA2YySR aXo02dK a | OKFyyStf LINRPGARAY3
physically and visually separating the rooms in which the bourgeois owner or tenant lived

with his family from the spaces in which the servants labdrefd R { GogsBldRidg the

spatial qualities of the bourgeois apartment, Josef Frank stated that these were
characteristics of aristocratic spatial organization and were barrowed from baroque palace

LX FyyAy3a:r Fa OAGSR™AyYy . flFdzQa LINRYAYSyYy(d 06221 ¢

circulation zone of the owner
circulation zone of the servants

Figue 35: Typicaldo St  $dbrpArS

3 |nformation about the bourgeois apartment was obtained from E. Blau, ibid., pg2@a1
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The imitation of aristocratic palad®y bourgeoisie especially on tileS f  ®gethét Bith

the economic use of the buildingesulted in both a different definitionon public,
representative places of the class andetdomestic space of thiower-clases on other
floors, and in a different definition othe use of aristocratic features.Behind the
aristocratic appearance, there was not a palace used by the owner anymore, it was a
building with a differentiation in thdéunctionaluse. The private sphere of the bourgeoisie
was represented publicly oane floor, and other floors were devoted for their economic

strength.

While aristocratic historicismwas ensuringthe ongoing power over the subservient
bourgeoisclass, thesame style tilized by bourgeoisie, whicknforced the use of expensive
ornamentation, was a sign of a struggle in#@2y 2 YA O | NByl > gKAOK aXC
FFF2NR Ad Qe o

3.1.2 The House of BourgeoisieThe WorkingClass Housing

The period, when aristocracy was demonstrating itémperial supremacy over the
bourgeoisiewithin architectural languadé’ ¢ or put it another waywhen the position of
bourgeoisie was defined regarditigat of aristocracyg, waslabeledwith industrialization
and with its outcane, which wasamigration of the unskilled and serakilled workers into
the city, Viennd*® The consequencim Vienna however,was differentfrom other cities in
Europeg such as London, Paris and Bedim terms of the formation of the urban space.
Unlike them in Viennaworkers did not settle in the centemsteadthey migrated to the
periphery due to an issued decree by Francis Il in the eairigteenth century, which

prohibited industries from locating inside the city walls maffily.

Since tlis partof the research concentrates on the urban fabric and the power relations,
the industrialization plays a significant role due to the fact thaesulted in rapid increase

of the amount of workingclass population, which tripled the total number of peojihe

1441 Steinert, ibid., p.281
“*bid., pp.286281
oLy GKS FTANRG KFEF 2F GKS YyAySGSSyilikK OSylGdaNES LI
in other industrializing cities in Europe. Over the course of the eighteenth century Vienna had grown
steadily as a manufacturing and distribution center for textiles (particularly silk), furniture, leather,
1L4J7|- LISNJ | Yy R f(BzBldaNiEd., 382 R4 ®¢
Ibid.
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inner and outer suburb®f Vienna*®

The boom in the population resulted in emerging
proletarian dwelling and within the exemplification of the urban ones; the aim will be to

situate the position of the workinglass in relation to bourgeoisie.

The indistrialization, of course, did not resultefirectly in urban settlements in nineteenth
century.Before, alled as utopias at that timeyorker colonies and workemnousing around
the factories in rural areas were assignedptovide housing for the proletéat with social
facilities in them.Seen also in Austrieelatively later than other cities in Europ&, the
dwellings¢ Musterarbeitersiedlungeq however,were criticized stronglyWeihsmann, for
SEI YL S5 PasRieWsen o2 @i G &aY

It remains tonote that the settlements represent certainly no utopias in the
sense of revolutionary social utopian but had fallen into a political instrument
of power and control. The industrialists were able to eliminate the urban
market competition monopoly pricesoff their workers set (housing, food,
clothing, transportation, entertainment, etc.) and, moreover, were protected
from labor unrest. The workers were not only separated from their class and
their organizational forms, they risked over this, in a strikejrtipbs but also
losing their homes. The patron, salled generous houser dactory owner,
therefore had the power tocontrol the influence, labor mobility and labor
struggles ¢ actually a paradise for entrepreneurs advised utopia for
centuries™®

The prvilege that the factory owner had with the control mechanism of their private
sphere was apparently in order to reproduce the labor without any interruption regarding
the workingclass movementAnd towever the type of the housing changes in the urban
environment, or how much thefactory owner became distant fronthe houses of its
workers, the conditions were rdesigned for the benefit of the bourgeedtass in whose

hands the power of capitalism was-shaped.

8 bid., p.65

%9 Helmut WeihsmannDas Rote Wien: Sozialdemokratische Architektur und Kommunalpolitik 1919

1934 Wien: Promedia, 2002, p.65

WeKS 2NAIAYEE aGFGSYSyd Ay DSNXYIyY a9a ofSaod 1d
keine Utopien im{ AYY RSNJ NB@2f dziA2yNNByYy {21 Al fdzi2LIA&GSyYy F
Instrument der Macht und der Kontrolle geraten waren. Die Industriellen konnten durch die
.848SAGA3dzyd RSN aGNRGA&AOKSY Y2yl dzNNB yWohnim§a al NJ &

94aSys YtSARdzy3dr +SN)J SKNE =SNHyYyN3ISYy SO0 ¥FSada
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d&AS NRATASNISY NoSNI RA S Arbeitspléizl sorildnyabich inge ivbkBung zuy A OK i
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In the period, when migration resulted in m@se of the population in outer districts of

Vienna,the bourgeoisie developethe mass rent buildingor the workersg urban form of

the factory settlement; with distinctive features. Being behindaNNy RENeBREX (G KS A

buildings with their smalllats andcourtyards, according to Steineftoduced the space, in

which lower classes were defined by the bourgecizie.

In order to look more closely for their spatial layout, the descriptionthei byBlau can

be very useful Putting aside thepreindustrial pattern example in outer districts ¢

Pawlatscherhousé®® ¢, i KS dzNB Iy aSdiGft SYSydaQ GNI yaT2NYI

two phases:
1 Tenement house beforthe rapid migration period

In a short narration; Hese buildings wereatled as firstG- y 31 N O K S(goKitlbdza S NJ
kitchen houses) or I & & Sy | (WakedBasinNdousds They were usually three stories

high and Wshaped in the planAs a basic feature in the floor plan, there was a long
corridor, along which water tap and toilet were locatéddoreover, the apartments were
relatively small and just a comlaition of one room and a kitchen. Kitchens wengened

directly to corridor, which means that in these spaces there was no direct light Bt air.
1 Tenement house after the rapid migratigeriod

Due to the increase in the workirgjass population, these buildings were usually five or six
stories high and instead of beingddaped, they were rather,|T-, or Hshaped in plan,
which results in having more than one courtyaRlesembling airsdfts, the courtyard§
dimensionswere often less than three meters acro3$ie spatial organization of the floors
and apartments was the same with the fiBtr y 3 1 N O K ,9.¢.iiit&¢idedoBgN\cbrridors

in the floor plan and one room aralkitchenin the apartment™*

1514 Steinert, ibid., p.281

%2 pawlatschen house type was an adaptation of Heitghteenth and earlynineteenth-century
.ASRSN¥YSASNI LISNA2R I NIAAl yAaQ K2 dzicBeh HousesSagrdeNR A y 3
shaped in plan and had open galleries and balconies fronting the courtyard. Moreover, they were
usually two or three stories high. (E. Blau, ibid., p.64)

%3 The information about the characteristics of the first tenement house obtaineahfE. Blau, ibid.,

p.64

™ The information about the characteristics of the second tenement house obtained from E. Blau,
ibid., pp.6566
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Constituting 73 percent of the living quarters in Vienna in 19@l7evertheless not

sufficient for the workineclass populatiorg, these tenement buildingbecame crowded

slums with subtenants and bedrenters due to high rels.This situatin of the working

class housing was mainly referredlt KA f A LILJI2 A OKQa Of I aaA Ol aiad:
Mydnd !'a OAGSR Ay al NDdzaSQa | NI AOfSs

XREFENJ OSf I N dN®ereY dvallsy toiletk usedl-by $28JIpersons,
KFEFoAGFrGA2Y A SKAQGKXASNSE da QHiNIDS e TIRRS R2 Y ¢
OWY2NBB8 GeLAOIE FLINIYSyld 2F | £ASyyS
and a kitchen. Opening on a narrow gangway on each floor of the court side of

the house were ten, fifteen, sometimes more, kitchen dodhsis the kitchens

usually lacked any direct light. From the kitchen a door led to a room of about
150-180 square feet. Usually two, seldom more, of these apartments per floor

had an additional narrow room with only one window, called in Vienna a
KabinetX !long the gangway were a few toilets, each of them used by the
occupants of two or more apartments. There was one water faucet for the
common use of all tenants of a flob¥.

¢KSNBF2NBE GKS Tl cel RS 2 NHnidgleiciads aparengri buddgsY S 6 A G F
was a medium which hided the condition of the workers from outsider, in other words the

workingclass was marginalizegif they did not exist™’

The only difference betweebourgeoishouse and worketenement wasin the plan but it

can be said thiajust in the organization of the room&igure 3.6)A single family housing
was transformed into a muliamily housing, in other worddnstead of the possibility of
passing through rooms, they were arranged separately and the long cqrvithdich was
assigned for the use of servants maiimythe bourgeois housavasstill in use but this time

for the workers and for added functions, such as water tap and toilet. Thus, it is clear that
the owner of these buildings, small investors mafifyhaving the mht to increase the
rents arbitrarily and evict the tenants at will before the watdescribed a social class

within their own terms.

Furthermore, egarding the mentioned workinglass settlements, it can be said that the

ways the factory / house owner dnsmall investors approached the problematique of

°E Blau, ibid., p.79
%5p Marcuse, ibid., 202
“TE . Blau, ibid., p. 69
8 1bid., p.78

%bid., p.79
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working-classwere different, but they aimed the same, the-peoduction oftheir wealth,

which resulted in strengtheniriipem in the class strugglavith aristocracy

LTI
T

ént

Figure 3.6: Typical tenement ptearound 1900

However, after the World War | the situation changed with the collapse of Dual Monarchy,
in other wordsrulingOf I 84 Q LJ2 ¢ SNJ K and withiK thehewSsisterff the/ R a
power of aristocracy was dissolveth that time being, as menti@d before, a new
municipal government was formed and Austvarxists, representatives of workingass,

became the owner of the dominant power Vienna

Their regulationsfirstly based oneviction and rent control foprotecting the proletariat
from bougeoisO f lappéictions and then based on housing and luxury taxes, produced a

space in which the domestic Isgre of workingclass could be rdefined.

Keeping in mind the economic background of the First Republic, the construction of
settlements by municipality for proletariat was firstly realized withisiedlungenin the

periphery through assisting the construction and providing infrastructanel then within
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Gemeindebautenin city center throughtaking whole responsibity regarding the

constructian, as mentioned before.

Although suburban Siedlungtype housing having a distinctive history of transformation

regarding their architectural featuré¢§? does not fit in the research area, which includes

only the urban settlements, thdifferent ways the municipalitychose in order to solve the

housing problem makes some points significaftherefore, instead of describing

I NOKAGSOGdzNT £ TSI (dz2NB & sacwards both ofitkeSsetthérdeyitA O A LJ- f

typeswill be mentioned.

These two types ofedtlements had very different qualities within the same goal. While the
former was a singkbouse type with a garden built in the suburbs, the latter was a

communalHottype building including various social facilities.

The municipality was not able fmrovide a big amount of settlements due to the economic
conditions in the beginning, therefore; they decided &ssist the ongoing settlement
movement,Gartensiedlungfirst by legalizing the existing pattern and then by contributing

their development, asnentioned in the second chapter. S&K& Y dzy A OA LI f A& Qa
decidedto provide funds, land, public transportation, and urbanfrastructure’® The

leftover, which was design and construction of the buildings, was addist cooperative

building socieies!®® Moreover, die to the economical difficulties, the settlers were

working also in the phase of constructibny R a X YAYAYdzy 2F wmn (2 wmp
SalAYIFIGSR o0dzAif RAy3a 02 &% adandeédS NdardingINBiDdoRB R 06 & ¢
infrastructure there were also some institutional buildings, which housed different

facilities, such as childare centers, meeting halls;lwools, churches, theaters, et

Besides the architectural and economic featurds tmain point regarding this type of
building was the status of settlers as being the owner of the heirsa collective manner

As Blau mentions:

1% However, the typeSiedlungcan also be discussed regarding the power relations between

bourgeoisie and proletariat, but on another basis, which is the definition of it by bourgeoisie
regarding their new space production, namely modernism.
For further information on Siedligen, please see E. Blau, ibid., ppl33
161 |.;
Ibid., p.92
92 |bid.
**Ibid., 95
%% 1bid., p.96
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The houses themselves were cooperatively built and collectively owned with
the title retained by the settlement society. Settlers could bequeath hotses
family members, but could only sell to the associafiti.

Thus,it can be said thathese buildings were the first in which the private sphere of
working-class was devoted to the worketsemselveswith its control mechanisms; they
were living in a comuomity and being the owner of their houses they had the power to
shape their own spaceMoreover, they had the privilege of producing their own food
within their allotment gardens, as Adolf Loos pointed out in a demonstrdffoim other
words, themeaning & the domestic spheravas transformedand the house became also a

place of productiorg of which the labor was not exploited

Having no root in bourgeois structureise. wage & labor relatigrthis type of settlement
however, was replaced with th&eneindebautertype built in the city center mainly in
1920sdue to economic and social impulsd3esides the iadequacyof settlements with

low density within other infrastructure problems the economic condition of the
municipality was stabilized at the erd 1922 by means of ongoing regulatidfisSo, the
municipality became to beable to provide housing for a big amount of workiclgss
population and created a new program, which could accommodate the modern proletariat
in éan appropriate fome. This chang in the form was declared pne of the leadersf the

settlement movement in 1924 asby Otto Neurathg:

It would not be possible, given the historical conditions, to meet the need for
housing by buildig settlements Giedlungeh There is not enoughyaR X ¢ K S
question at the moment in Vienna is not whether to build apartment blocks,
rather where and in what forn®

Regarding the new formKarl Seitz, the mar of Vienna in that time, made also a

declaration in an opening of one of tlizemeindebauten

Now begins the new building period, in which we will no longer construct small
single buildings with narrow courts, but large communal housing complexes, in
which the people will live as a mass together, and yet each person, according
to his individuality, camlso live a particular and private life. The universal need
for recreation and relaxation will be provided for in beautiful parks for the use
of all. We want to educate our young not as individualists, outsiders, loners.

1%% | hid.

1%8hid., p.98

%7 bid., p.128

8P Marcuse, ibid., p.78
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Rather they should be raised commally and be brought up as socialized

individuals'®®

According to these statements, it is clear that the new form was also charged to
accommodateworking-class as a community, but this time, regarding the principles of
design and theadministrative conditios it wasexplicitly differed from the suburban type

Siedlungen

Within a formal language, these buildings were designed to accommodate a vast number of
workers as tenants therefore, within the economic awlition the idea was to construct
high-density bildings within the city center, which would allow creating class
consciousnesamong them, in other words which would allow the Ausiiarxists shaping

a newproletariancounterculture.

Looking more closely to ¢harchitecturallayout of thishousing tyg, Weihsmann provides
a clear historical section. As he mentiomsttie mass building prograrthere existed some

main guidingorinciples, such as

1 The dimensions of the courtyards with respect to constructed part of the building

should have been at leBS0 percent of the landrea

1 Each apartment shoultlave located facing to either courtyard or street, which

allowed to direct light.

1 While having water tap in the kitchen, the apartments should have had also a

toilet.”

Besides these drancementsof thelj dz £ A (i @ gh¥sical IFeeRtibEhs@rvice core

was provided instead of the long corridof the tenement buildings which resulted in
privacy for the families’™' & { SAG1T RSOt I NBR Ay KA& &LISSOK i
individuality, OF y It 42 f A @S | LI NI Acdte dnédbardyrRateLINRA @ { ¢
sphere of an individual was tried to bechieved, on the othehand within the large
courtyardsvarioussocial facilities were providedhere the workerscould cometogether

and were socialized like communal laundries, libraries, clinics, clodde facilities,

199 hid.
4. Weihsmann, ibid., p.39
1 bid.
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kindergartens, public baths, parks, playgrounds, swimming and wading pools, theaters,
lecture halls or exhibitions heldh the courtyards These communal spaces were as

important as the private spaces within the cultural program of SDAP.

Within this general layoubf the Gemeindebautenin the beginning of 1920the sizes of
apartments werestandardizedaccording to two differendimensions 38 square meters,
which constitited 75 percent of the wholéGemeindebauterprojects, and 48 square
meters, 25 percent of thatWhile in the former one the apartments included just a kitchen
and a room in the latter onea smaller roomKabinett was added to the standard planning
(Figue 3.7).However, in 1927 new types of apartments were introduced, Zikenf with
one room, 40 riwith one bedroom and one livingpom, 49 m with two bedrooms and
one livingroom and 57 rf with two large rooms and on&abinett whole including a

kitchen,or a kitchaette.!”?

—Lucwrs HOHE 28eM

2 [

0
ZIMMER ‘
| __Bée

15 Baa Q  &Bm

9) ] a L&
. a9
1 WOMNKUCHE ZIMMER

L]

KLEIN ZIMMER WOHN -
IMME KUCHEZ]

Figure 3.7Samplefloor plansin different sizes, 388 nt

2 |nformation about the types of the apartments was obtihfrom H. Weihsmann, ibid., p.40
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The typeGemeindebautenvas realized according to these guiding principles which were
shapedd My policy rather than by a precise architectural progédth These programmati

priorities were assigned to improve the living conditions of the workilags while

providing social facilities in them. Moreoverprsidering the earlier mentioned urban
settlementsfor workingOf | 842 GKS Tl el RS 2NAI yAd lhthét 2y RA
new program, there was not a distinctive approach to the problem of exterior view, instead

it can be said that itvasevolved through the applications of tlechitectsand their ideals.

Although there was not alear stylisticapproach emergedsmall toilet windows created a

different pattern of the front viewsince the toilets were facing either the courtyard or the

street, as Blau states regarding thabject At that point, she makes eritical remarkthat

these standardized windows became theS I 1 dzNBS 2 F | LINRf SGF NAR Iy K
RATFSNBYyOS tFyR 2F ARSydGAGes o

Mainly realized in the perimeter block typologyijth nearly 63.000 flat$”® this program
was classified by Weihsmann according ftee fphases regarding its morphological

develgpment.

1 Early phase with relatively small, irregular and various types of courtyards and

squares, such as Fuchsenféldf, Rabenhof

1 Second phase with ane schematic and restrained forms, such as Audgetbel

Hof, Lindenhof

1 Third phase wittamorphous and sail courtyards, such as Jod#fiedenhoferHof,
Anton-SchlingeHof

1 Faurth phase within large, axial and monumental applications, i.e. Superblocks,

such as JakeBReumannaHof and KarMarx-Hof

1 And the later phase withlbosenedand frayed versions of Supeand Megablocks,

such as Goerg@&ashingtonHof and KarLiebknechtHof' "

®E. Blau, ibid., p. 218

4 bid., p.210

P Marcuse, ibid., p.78
®H. Weihsmann, ibid., p.111
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Within this vast range osemeindebautenKarl Marx Hof from the fourth phase will be
elaborated in order to understanthe space production of the socialists in terms of their
policy, achitectural determinants and the control mechanism within the aim of creating a

new proletarian culture regarding the ongoing discussion in this chapter.
32 t9ht [ 9Q-KARUMARXHOF

Karl Marx Hafdesigned by the architect Karl Ehn and constructedvben the years 1927
and 1930,is the example which is referred mostly as the highest achievemehthe
Gemeindebautenperiod in documents Not only its physical qualities, which allowed
accommodatingnearly five thousandpeoplein a single continuous stcture, or its social
facilities, ranged from kindergartens fibraries, but also the relationship that the building

established with the environment, a part of the cipeledthis exemplarassignificant.

In order to be able to relate the discussiamthe building in detail, a general layout about
the building isessential As mentioned, there were several reasons which markesl
buildingcrucial. One of theng may be the most important ong wasthe district where it
was constructed the 19" distA OG 2 F  + A SHfe/disfrict Wwak arf didviealthy
traditional place, which accommodated noble families in "l&entury and then the
bourgeoisie in 19 century, which means thabefore the condensed program of SDAP in
51 0fAy3s GKS Las & dSgeds datt WB & IninderSuchateaus single
family houses andillas!’’ Therefore,it can be said thaKarl Marx HofJocated between
thel SAf A 3 Sy a,imdiRart&r\Ndi theNdistricind Stadtbahnstation, was meant for

the socialists as a defense point in the struggle with bourgeoisie.

This struggle was materialized within the form of this continuous structure, especially in the

main courtyard,Ehrenhof with its six tower superstructures and flagpoles. Resembling a

castle, this part of the building was emphasized not only by a special design principle but

also by a different height of seven storeys with respect to other parts lantdhe axial

planning of the main serdpen courtyard (Figure B0). These elemental forms and their

color were regarded as the symbol of Red Vienna both as a wall and an entry to tH& city.
SATFSNBR FNBY (KS YARRE S Llahtbh of theFtwolwih@s wasdzh f RA Y

" Friedrich Achleitnerm & G S NNB A OK A & OK S.Residend\erad, 801a o . + vy R L LL
Y®E. Blau, ibid., p.327

46



counted as both civic and domestié. They were less emphasized with mainly four stories
high and simple organization of balconies and windows. Furthermore, the building crosses
four streets with arckstructures which enable theontinuity of the building. These parts of
the building were colored in blue and heightened in contrast to standardized parts facing to

the inner courtyards.

Figure 3.8Schematic illustration of the districts in Vienna and"ldistrict5 1 6 f A y3a aKz2gAy3
location of Karl Marx Hof

WOHNHAUSANLAGE -x7, -
572 MIMWW - HAGENW/ESE

Figure 39: Site plan of Karl Marx Hof by Karl Ehn, 192827

7 |bid., p.326

47



Figure 310: Model of Karl Marx Hof, 1926

Regarding the architectural layoutibfly; comprising four courtyards except for the main
one, the building spansnore thanone kilometer parallel to thé&ranzJosephrailway line.
While the buildingvas constructed onto 18.4 percent of the total land area, the courtyards
resemble squares with their total 127.276 square meters af®d/hile the maincourtyard
was designed ashe representative of the proletarian solidarity in an axial form with
sculptures, one inthe middle y R F2dzNJ | R2F OSyid (42 GKS YIFIAyYy ¥
again in symmetricapattern, were assigned taccommodatebenches fo adults and
playgrounds for childrenFurthermore, in the intersection points with crossing streets,
there were also somesmall buildings providing various social facilitidéscording to a
researchof 1978 on Karl Marx Hof, there existeractly;two certral laundries, two central
baths, two kindergartens, a dental clinic, a motlwensultationcenter, an advice bureau
for the interior designof the dwellings,a library, a youth consultation center, one post
office, an ambulatoriuma pharmacy and 25 diferent stores¢ some of them arestill in

chargec.'®

These facilities were serving for 82 apartments consisted of mainly five types of
dwelling single room type for unwed in 88 apartments, other single bedroom types in 125

apartments, 2bedroom typein 907 apartments, -bedroom type in 245 apartments and 4

¥Manuel Smaliss AS DNNI Sy RSa YL UWhpubliahed\lhesis, 2008@35A Yy 2 A Sy
'8 Reinhard Gieselmanier Karl Marx HofProlegomena 24, 1978, p.30
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'%2 Since the building includes various parts,

bedroom type in 17 apartment&igure 3.1).
the types were formed according tdé staircaseg and also according to the changes in
construction phase; and resulted in different arrangements dfe plan layoutsindeed

the service cores and the layout of the apartments were designed according tiegign
principles. Wihin the verticalorganization of the core the apartments were arranged and; a

toilet and a water tap irthe kitchen were provided ithem.

Figure 311: Fourmaintypes of apartment, except for the singleoom type

Within these architectural terms, Karl Marx Hof provided new definitionspimimeter

block and courtyard. The courty@s with its huge dimensions, having direct transition
passages to the streets changed the meaning of it for the inhabitdriey could be
regarded as open in a closed shape serving for the city, instead of serving just for the
inhabitants. The main coward, in that sense, was also not just a courtyard; it was a
squareg called as Karl Marx Square before the Civil War, and then 12.February Square after
it ¢ representing the workinglass. The building, designedperimeter block type, was like

a town, & Blau mentions, which had its squares, parks and other facilitiein it.

The typeGemeindebautenvas thought to be an archetype not just architectural, but also
cultural. Therefore, within the program this new type was glorified with its new dimession
and Karl Marx Hof was the most profound onihin the vast array of exampleslowever,
in order to maintain the discussianor to notice the visible, or even the invisible, traces of
the struggle between the classesit needs to be analyzed in detaihd not only regarding

its architectural qualities. Since the program was determined by the politiesanalysis

182 Sanierungsmodell: Karl Marx H¥fien: Gistel Druck, 1987, p.17

183 E. Blau, ibid., 324
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will be revolved around three main areas; the politics of SDAP, the architecturehand

control mechanism

Figure 3.2: Karl Marx Hof letween the Stadium andahnhof 1930
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Figure 3.4: A view from one of the inner courtyards, 2011

Figure 3.5: Different views from Karl Marx Hof, 2011
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Figure 3.8: View from the opening fest, 1930
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CHAPTER 4

DUALITIES, CONTRADICTIONS AND UNEXPECTED COMPLEXITIES IN REALIZATION

The philosophers have orilyterpretedthe world, in various ways.

The point, however, is tohangeit.
Karl Marx

The discussion ohe previous chaptewas concentrated omeadingthe domestic sphere
upon the struggle amongocialclassesWhile it was clearer to read the effect of aristacy

on bourgeois housand thereby on workinglasshousingbefore the World War I, when

the former one wasegarded aghe rulingclassit becomes harder to realize the traces of
bourgeoise on workingclass dwellings, after the wait that point, stating that the
Gemeindebautetype was a new spatial invention of the socialists for proletariat, being the
dominant power in Viennagan be the easiest way since it means underestimating the

bourgeois values inherent in the capitalist systeasically

Therefore, n order torelate the discussion to the new type, it can be helpful to refer the
space production of bourgeoisie after the dissolution of aristocracy. Steinert, analyzing the
city Vienna regarding the power domination, depicts thechitectural production of

bourgeoisie, which wathe modern villaas:

The villa expresses a type of domination very different fromwhge y 34 G N> i S
Palais: discreet, not overly ostentatious, aiming at ixtl@ss solidarity instead

of inter-class impressiveness, displayigood and advanced, evewantgarde

taste to the other members of the ruling class, including openness ticatri
intellectuality and avangarde art in its Salon hospitalit}’

Modern movement in Vienng within all branches like architecture (Loos),ilpsophy
02A0G03SyaiSAyvsr LlaeOK2f 238 oCNBamRgedwitidza A O 6 {

sharp criticism ofv A y 3 §'% iNJtheBwords within thedisappearancef aristocracy in

¥ H. Steinert, ibid., p.285
%% bid., p.284
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political arena, bourgeoisigid not continue to define themselves updninstead created a
new basisfor re-definition. Taken the struggles gsirs first bourgeoisie with aristoccy
and then proletariat with bourgeoisie, it can be said that formerly one was dissolved with

the victory of bourgeoisie.

However, in order to reveal whether AustMarxists succeeded to create a new spatial
practice for the sake of proletariat or nqtor in other words whether the socialists created
its own space or not within the struggle with bourgeoigiethe architectural production
need to be examinedrom three perspectivesthe structure of the rulinglass and their
policies upon the architectat production,the physical qualities inherent in the product,

and lastly the reflections of the apparatuses of the dominant posrespace

Within the examinationit is intended to redefine private and public spaces, and also their
boundaries of the per 2 RQa Y2aG aevYoz2f A0 | NOKMad&aei dzNF |
the framework drawn for the previous chapter will be guidimginly. In addition to that,

AaAYyO0S GKS yS¢ YdzyAOALIf K2dzaAy3d LINPINI YQa &
architectural determinism, but also on the cultural program realized mainly within the

private sphere of the proletariat in terms of their new private and public spaces within

the housing¢, the control mechanisms of spatial practices and the territoriality by
Madanipour andRobert DavidSack will be other key concepts while analyzimg spatial

qualities ofKarl Marx Hof.

While Madanipour defines the term territory @& X 0§ KS O2 y i Ay dz2dza SESNI A 2
a particular part of physical space by an individua 2 NJ I'*® a@iNRirdetdéted in the
degree of ownership and social control regarding the individuals, Sack addresses the issue

from a wider perspective and asserts that territoriality is,

18 A. Madanipour (2003a), ibid., p.50

Madanipour asserts that territoriality is related with the ownership of physical space, however;

without legal ownership or, in other words without having a complete control olierdpace, it is

also possible to establish a territory. He exemplifies the types of territoriality in relation to
AYRAOGARdzZE £t aQ RSINBS 2F 26ySNEKAL yR O2yaNRt 2085
relate the term to rulingclass having aontrol mechanism over a social class within the same

manner.
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Xl LR gSNFdzZ 3IS23INI LIKAOIFE &dwWdonir@liBag G2 O3
area. It is a primary geographical expression of social power and it is the means
by which space and society are interrelatéd.

According to Sack, within the rieé capitalismand modernity territoriality was utilized to
define and controlpeople in the society as well as between societies and, moreater;
creates a sense of emptiable space, of impersae#tionshipsand of obscuring the

sources of powet®®

g GKIFG LRAYGEZ GKS YdzyAOALI fAdl&@Qa ImLILI NI ( dz
building rules, the practices of counseling centers and some institutions of the municipality,
etc.OFly ©S NBIFINRSR lFa SadlofAakKAy3d I aidSNNR
order to prepare the workinf a4 F2NJ (KS R@awitNddirgedis@ldzt § dzNJ f
other words, he Gemeindebautenin that sensecreated a space, in which the spatial

practices of the workinglasswere controlled, as Sack points out in his general statement,
GKAES 20a0dz2NAYy 3 GKS Y daythedamglof cledtidqgprolétat@nA y 3 LJ:
counterculture, i.e. anenclavefor the workingclass.Indeed, thecontrol mechanisms of

spatial practicesmentioned by Madanipourcreate a base for analyzing the territory of

municipality, which are established
1 Thraugh the physical organization of space
9 Through fears and perception of activities there

9 Through scial control, which can range from legal prohibitions on entering places
to constructing formal barriers along publialgcognizedborders or by informal

codes and signs and formal rules and regulati8hs

In the context of Karl Marx Hof, while the first and second control mechanisms can be

related to theNBLINB &Sy (i A2y 2T akhigthra larigitadged forée€sda L2 ¢ S|
like structure; and in socialisbrganizations; held in the courtyard; for intimidating the

bourgeoisie, the third one can be regarded as the main control mechanigrm legal and

informal codes controlling the spatial practices of the worlatags.

¥ Robert David Sackuman Territoriality: Its Theory and Histp@ambridge University Press, 2009,

p.5
%8 bid., p.217
189 A. Madanipour (2003a), ibid., pp.®1
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Therefore, in order to reveal thmore accuratecomposition of private and public spaces in
Karl Marx Hof it is intended to discuss the space production of Social Democrats within
three realms, politics, architectural and cultural productibyg, means of the concepts and

analyzing toolslao referring to the previous discussion
4.1 CONTRADICTIONS INHERENT IN AUSARRISM

This section of the research is concentrated the dualities both in the discourse and
practices of AustréMarxism, instead of clarifying thaefinitive area of that emjrical social
scienceThe information is gathered through the criticism of the period within a wide range

of sources and tried to be eliminated regarding the topic

As mentioned before, the socialigtrograms were strongly criticized from various
perspecives. While Helmut Gruber was concentrating on the cultural progiam

examinng the practices in details, Charlie Jeffery was after the -ewistence of the

regulations and practices in the provinces except for the capital city ViexmbAdelheid

von Qldern wascriticizingi KS  LJ- NI @ Qa LJ2 t A,@nidSraoredver, thed F 2 NI A 2
GSNE Ffaz2 20KSNJ GlfdzadoftS ONRGAOAQ THedtzOA I €
evaluations from different points of views were indeed trying to reveal the contriadist

inherent in AustreMarxism, which played a role the disintegration of the government

just after fourteen years.

In order to relate the discussion to the topic, it is intended to bring the information
together regardingsignificantissues;beginnirg with the party structure and theistance
between the leaders and the rank and file, then th#fort to stabilize the statusjuo
maintaining the existing capitalist systethge passivity of the party leadershipnd lastly

I OOS LI SR & NB T agliNgve indnicipalinSusiagéprodidn3 |

Austro-Marxism¢ so named by the Austrian socialist Louis Boudin a few years before the
World War I¢ wasformed by the intellectual leaders of the Austrian socialist movement
Max Adler, Otto Bauer, Karl Rennpé&niedrich Adlerand RudolfHilferding, as mentioned
before.Gruber criticizes this intellectual structure of the party, especially regarding the first
years of the establishment of the Republic, mainly from three perspectives; the loyalty of
the party membes, thereby the cultural distance from the rank and file, and the un

readiness of the party for sudden circumstances.
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According to his essential text, a monograph on wordlags culture in Red Vienna, the

LI NG & KFER aXIF  adrof$sS 2vAMRAHNOXKRA FR2AY AT AG2SYR €
althoughthe leaderswere claiming the oppositthat the party members were not directed

from the top. In order to confirm hismain argument that the cultural program for the
workingclass was established while underestting the values of that class beared in

favor of creating a new proletarian cultursince the leaders were unaware of the
complexity of the existingne, he draws a framework y ¢ KA OK G KS f SIF RSN&Q
attitudes towards the proletariat can beead easily. As he states, the party, especially the

core of it, had not workinglass origins, except for Karl Renner, who was accepted as

G 2 NBI y A B THe $our RfSiveHedders were coming from middlass families and all

2T GKSY & XK angenpgdthieMitatéddltural position being considered and
addressed adderr DoktorA Y A SyySasS a20aS8ide FyR dRGKAY
Moreover, regarding the @anicleaders, he also claims that theyKarl Renner and Joseph
Buttinger ¢ were assimilated in the party structurend started to exhibit same features

SYOo SRRSR Ay (KS @I tdzSa 26 do02d2NHS2Aa k az20Al
Through these criticismdjesidesti KS f S RSNEQ AYySELISNASYOS Ay
workers** he comes up with a milt that they were unfamiliar with the ordinary life of

Viennese workers and this distance from the rank and file caused to see the complexity of

the subcultures of workinglass in the wapf creating a new proletarian culturén other

words theloyal®@ 2F GKS LI NIeQa fSIRSNAE NBadzZ SR Ay

theoretical background and their practical solutions.

Regarding theheoretical backgroundhe was alsccritical and mentionsthat the leaders
had different approaches and diffient cult figuresaside from Karl Marx while creating the
basis of AustreMarxism. Renner was influenced by John Stuart Milierding by Karl
Kautsky, Max Adler by Kant, and, Bauer and Friedrich Adler by Ernst-¥&bkrefore; he
insists on that theravas not a common intellectual idea around which socialism and their

apparatuses could be formed.

01 Gruber (1991), ibid., p.7
1 1bid., pp.78

92 bid., p.31

%8 bid., pp.78

¥ bid., p.31

1% |bid.
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Another point reévantto this argumentg in other words,the weakness of the theoretical
badkd N2 dzy RQ& NI T { Qgihé distyssioby himabblit Bdiuk-@&8liness of the
party leadership within the sudden collapse of the Dual Monarchy and the fear from the
solidarity of the workingclassmovement manifested inmassive demonstrations related

with the terrible conditions of their living environmerin his words:

There had been no preparatiofor such an eventuality: no discussion of
republican versus other political forms; no consideration of popular
participation; no agenda of practical measures for the transformation toward
socialism-®

The weak crisis management; except for a sketchy plan of Bauer, which was a long
transition from private to public ownershig within the first years of municipal power in
Vienna,could also be seen on the sudden regulatigrige suffrage laws and rent control
reguations¢, accordingo him*’ Toillustrate, the laws forstabilizing rentsand prohibiting
arbitrarily evictions for protecting the workers from the landlordsaused that the
subtenants and bedrenters, who were lamcome groups with respect to wehaid
workers, became homeless and found themselves in a worse condition, to find an
apartment which they could financed, but there was f8tThus, it can be said that the
measure foreconomic inclusion, however, did not provide the desired solutiod came

up with a different exclusion mattefior a part of workineclass population.

Figure4lY 58SY2yaidNI GA2y 2F 22N] SNEQ a20SYSy

% hid., p.20
7 bid., p.22
%8 bid., p.23
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Besides thesekinds of practical failures, indeed, there was another issue which was
discussed strongly by all critiamaintaining the existing economic system, i.e. capitalism.

The very basic discussion whether it could be possibkusbain socialism in capitalism or

not can be regarded as the second questiocoifisidering theLJ- NIi @ Qa F GG A G4 dzRS
problem. As Melaie Sully, a political scientist, put it forward although the party was
attacking on the system verbally through the perioldgoverning, they never stood in the
LRaAdAz2y 27F % @rethef conahyil &en Abéfdre? tifeé World War |, they
concentraBR a X2y Y2RAFeAy3ad (G(KS LRaAAGAGS | aLlsoida
| I & 0 dzNH? goedrdingld® Sutly, this paradoxical position was resulted from the

LI NIieQa @dzZf ySNIroAfAlGe G2 SEGSNY!L ¢ LINE & a dzNEF
international ecommic systenf’’ However, Klemensvon Klemperer, a historian, is
explainingthe situation, removing the revolutionary edge major social change in the

systemc from the movementfrom another point of view, as

Austria between two world wars has to be se@ the context of what Karl
5ASGNAOK . N OKSNJ KIa OlFfftSR GKS aSNI 2
removed from the realm of the practical and subordinated to a reawdye

ideological schema. The function of the politics changed from the ré&alizaf

a given objective to the legitimation of a closed and infallible prescription. One
SEIFYLX S 2F hiid2 .FdzSNRa | ONRolkGAOa oI a
forces in postwar Austria, which wasvalkstaat2 NJ LJS2 L)X SQa adal GST
forced andunsubstantiated ideological argumentati6ff.

One way or another, the party chos® stabilize the norsocialist status qualherefore, he
way to socialism was drawn without revolution; instead, they preferred bourgeois

democracy, in which a general cemsus for socialism was dreamed.

| 26 SOSNE GKS ARSF G3SYySNIf O2yaSyadza T2N) az
regulations and policies werddressed directlyo the workingclass, but at the same time
the majority in the national government wasonhobtained yet. As Gruber states, the

32 PSNYYSYyiltt &GNBy3IGK Ay 2ASYyyl 618 RSOSLIIAC

199\, Sully, ibid., p.60

2% |hid., p.58

2% |bid., p.59

22K lemens von Klemperefhe Habsburg Heritage: Some Pointers for a Study of the First
Austrian RepublicAustrian Socialist Experiment: Social Democracy and Austromarxisri, 2948
Ed. Anson Rabinbach, Westview Press, 1985, p. 14
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outside Vienng® As mentioned before, Vienna was regarded the socialist enclave of the
party being thelargest industrial center and with other small industriabreasit was
surrounded and threatened by a rural socmolitical environment, i.e. conservative

traditionalism, represented by other two parties.

The illusion of power in Vienna watso deceptive for the party itselfseSully statesin a

democratic, socialist and republican state, the party believed thatr thewer in Vienna

would expand without any necessity of bloody strugifeHowever although it was

declared again by Bauer that the party represented the prolatdnr the party conference

of 1926,they were also anxious about their ability to provide the majority for socialfsm.

Therefore, in order to break the power of the capitalists and landowners, there was also an
intention of attracting pettybourgeoisie¢ wooing agricultural workers, the peasantry,

small farmers, tradesmen, whieollar workers, civil servants and intellectuglaind, this

intention was ended up witlhesitating to implement radical policies which would alienate

the petit-bourgeoisie®® To ildza G NI G4 S G KS | 0 Aapprofch yo@e YeligiorkK S LI N.
can be counted. As Gruber states, although the party had the power to discuss the
separation of church and statéhey were contented with the argument ot NSt A@A 2y A &
LINRA @ (i Sandvite @ih@idNGhurch remained undiminished in its powgr.

This contradictionalsowithin the policies of creating a new culture for proletariathich

was clarified as culturepurified from all bourgeoiscontamination resulted in undesired
alienation®®® In other words, during the SDAP governmeitice the economic condition of
the state was not improved besides the glorious municipal program for proletariat, the

classes were more polarized.

Besides the main contradictiomsnon-acceptance of the existing systdmt not to change
it, in addition revolution without terror, but by general consensus in an asymmetric
structure of societyc I Y2 NB &0GNATAYy3I FLILINRFOK 2F (KS LI

during the last years of their governance

%34 Gruber (1991), ibid., p.10
2%4M. Sully, ibid., p.60

2% |bid,

2% |hid., pp.6661

2TH. Gruber (1991), ibid., pp.2B
2% M. Sully, ibid.
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In a short narréion, underestimatingthe danger of the extreme right led the party in a
bloody struggle with nationalistdn 1927, when the party SDAP won the largest electoral
victory in the history of the First Republic, the tenslwtween the workers and the right
wing was grownsubstantiallyand caused the death of some socialist workers in a#ite.
Regarding this event, frantic demonstrations by the worlamsv A y 3 awvieiélhéldSnd
called the Social Democrats to fight back, even the newspApeeiter Zeitung with an

article declared that a Civil War was already started:

The bourgeois world is constantly warning against starting a civil war; but is
not this provocative release, sciee, of men who have killed workers (indeed
because they killed workers) in itféantamount to a civil war?°

However,d XRS&LIAGS GKAA |aasSaayvySyidzx y2 OFft F2NJ
adzLIL ASa 2F | NYZ BesSiNBe bioadi strigblé ¢ FebrGaR €934, the

party leaders did not support officially the arming of Schutzbund the republican

paramilitary organiation?¢ KSANJ ¢ 6l Al FyR aS$S -QRIf A D@ ¢ RS RISy
to have a revolution by fighting back, was originapgdsumablyF N2 Y (G KS aNB @2 dzi
3SYSNIt O2yaSy adza actagt foludeFoyte and tielieied thab tdBombhab f

could not be the solutionThis passivity of the party resulted in the end of First Republic

after the February 1938loody events.

Besides these contradictory discourse and practices, the party is in facthaeshly
criticized mainly by Gruber and von Saldern about their main program, which included

housing and cultural transformation.

As mentioned before, housing question was thought to be solved after the revolution as
9y3aSfta Llzi Al RAAGEREAS 2FO0KAdmesiIeaebiae NE ¢

A2 PSNYYSyliod |1 26SOSNE (KA& NBG2fdziazyl NBE G NJ
Movement within large demonstrations demanding immediate housingorder to solve

the problem of accommodating a lagjuantity of workers besides the wish for a new
proletarian culture, in the housing program,instead of a singkaouse type, the

Gemeindebautenype was created and through increasing the privacy of the apartments,

2% A Rabinbach (1983), ibid., pp:32
210ArbeiteFZeitung 15 July 1927, cited from M. Sully, ibid., p.62
211 .
Ibid.
12 A Rabinbach (1985), ibid., p.192
#3p_Marcuse, ibid., p.204
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nuclear family model wastilized. The oclear family model was, according to Gruber, a

tool in strengthening the formal structure and shaping the values of the nuclear werking

class familyregarding the cultural prograrft* However, that strategy was the opposite of

one of the Marxist canons & Mhich anticipated the dissolution of the family under

capitalism and its replacement by communal forms of social organiZttomhe rejection

2F GKS O02YYdzylt F2N¥xa 2F &a20Alt 2NBIFYATF (A z

approach to Siedlungentype housing, which implied a communal form of social life.

Although in the beginning theGartensiedlungmovement was supported by the

municipality due to the economical conditions, the assistance was stopped after stabilizing

the budget with the regulations.@ber criticizes the position of the party as:
¢KS aljdad GGSNRQ yR aSdidt SNEQ Y20SYSyid
War |, for instance was greeted by the party with suspicion because it was
spontaneous and outside the party structure. Eventuathe SDAP gained
O2yGNREt 2F (GKAA a3 NRSYy OAGee Y20SYSyli
for doing sog the fact that the cost of superblock municipal housing was
considerably lower than that of osamily houses, and that the superblocks
served lager numbers¢ cannot be controverted. But one senses that the
reasons were more complicated and that self management in the garden city
enclaves was a contributing cause; it was seen almost as a kind of anarchism

which was disruptive to the customary chweeis of party activity and
control ¢

Within the understanding of nuclear family model, the party saw an advantage to give a
AKILWS G2 'y AYRAQGARIZ ftQa tAFS adGetsS NI GKSNI
the aim was to create clag®nsciousnes among proletariat around a concrete and

powerful culture,von Saldern is very critical in that point, assuming that the class ties

would be looser in that kind of a practice.

Regarding the cultural programhes provides significant informatiom her citical essay

G¢CKS 22NJ] SNERQ a2 Pati@sbi Urthay RousinglZEstazNdnd in Rural
Settlements in Germany and Austria during 1¥2@cording to her, bourgeois reformers
andworkingOf I 3a Y2@0SYSyiaQ fSFRSNAR KJ}whishiskha FTSNBY

cultural education for modernization and rationalizatith While the former is trying to

Y. Gruber (1991), ibid., p.147
215 .
Ibid.
2% Gruber (1985)p.229
" pdelheid von Salderrt KS 2 2 N] SNEQ a2 @#SYSyid |+ yR [/ dzf GdzNF €t | i
and in Rural Settlements in Germany and Austria during 1$&fisal History1/1990, p.349
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strengthen the existing conditions dfie society in a modernized form, the latt@ne to

create a human being, well prepared for the socialist futusgerted some da§®
Furthermore,accepting housing in terms of improving the conditions of workilags as a

key to reforming society in the way to reproduce the labaywithout having to change the
fundamental capitalist structures of econorfiy,the progams within the virtual socialism

of the Social Democrats were inevitably criticized by Communists as reformist steps since
the economy in general and the construction sector in particular worked under normal
principles of capitalisrf?’ In other words, theaim mayhave beendifferent from the
bourgeois reformers, however, the visible practices and contradictory discourses resulted in

a criticism of reformist attitudes.
4.2 CONTRADICTIONS INHERENT IN ARCHITECTURE

This section of the research is concentrated be architectural discourse and practices
during theSDAP governmenWhile trying to understand architectural qualities of the type
Gemeindebautenit is intended tosituate Karl Marx Hof regarding the architectural

critiquesof the periodand the discusen held inthe previous chapter

As mentioned beforethe building providednew definitions for architectural terms, like
courtyard LISNRAYSGSNI 6f 2012 FyR Ffaz2 KarlMeix RBd 2 A K
is regarded as the gloriouproduct of municipal housing program and tool in a

comparison with thébourgeois production of Vienra written documents, suchs:

If the Stephansdormand thew A y 3 & répxesent&d the heights of medieval
and bourgeois Vienna, the Karl Marx Hof, a few miles awake district of
51 0f Ay3ds NBLINBaSy(iSRRedKSBEAIKSEG I OKASE
However, in order to have a further discussion in &malysis ofthe architectural practice in
Karl Marx Hofjts formal characteristics and theie-definitions ¢ mentioned h previous
chapter ¢ cannot be enoughTherefore, besides an analysis of formal language of the
building, it is intendedo define the area of production. Put it another way, presented as
the new architecture of workinglass, theGemeindebautertype and is design principles

should be analyzed in detailAfterwards, within the criques of formal qualities of

218 |bid.

2 |bid., p.334

2% |bid., p.341

2L A Rabinbach (1983),ith, p.1
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Gemeindebauteand Karl Marx Hof, it is intended to 1@efine the building in architectural

terms.

Beginning with theprimaryfeature of theGemeindbautentype, they were realized mainly

in the Hoftype ¢ perimeter blockg building schemaand this form together with social

facilities, howeverwas not an innovation within the new housinggs Smalis asserts in his

thesis, this type was utilizeé hurdred years agdn the utopian ideal city projects, such as

08 W20SNI hgSy Ay abSé || Ny2awddX 10D fI1SKHRET 3
C2dzNASKSI AW BAGSNR f a2 o6& WS yCk ¥ AIEFEIHENTE v RN,
4.2).** These projets were generally aimed to improve the condition of the workihg | & & Q

environment as desired in the new housing of Red Viéhha.
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Besides the international examples of perimeter blogies of 18 and 19" centuries,Hof
was also a traditional objectsince the Baroquein the Viennese buildingsboth in
monasteries and agricultural middt#ass residential houses, where the inhabitants lived

and worked® This tradition was carried upahe D NNy R Budings Ahdwever, through

22\, Smalis, ibid., pp-8
2 |pid., p.5
4 pbid., p.9
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retrenching the area of courtyard intatmost 15 percent of the construction ar€&: In
other words, inthe D NNy R BeNdd,Snithie tenements mostly, the courtyardsssigned

to improve the conditions of pretariat in 19" century¢ were re-defined as airshafts.

The transformation of the courtyards in the new housipgpgram however, was not

regarded as stemmindirectly from the D NNy R SuNdin§sarithe preceding examples

Instead, as Wolfgang SonnefileK S2 NBGAOA LY 2y | NOKAGSOUldz2NB:E a
the Metropolis: Reformed Urban Blocks 188840 as a Model for the Sustainable Compact

| A (hatéhe large garden courtyards of the new housing were based dnY A £ € 2 { A (G
I NI AOf 8l2tdaSy INBSYyE Ay monny

The sanitary green should not be located within dust and noise of the streets,
but within the safe interior of large perimeter blocKs.

Accordingto him{ AGGS gl a LINBLRAAY3I aXy2idKAy3 fSaa
gound2 ¥ G KS dzNB Iy 0o 22404, thisi Quburbae $ropbddedhy Sitte més
transformed in the dense urban housing program within the city Vienna, while providing

the advantage of green spaces and social institutféhs.

The new housing in theloftypology, as mentioned before, was not set as a standayd

the municipality in the beginningof the program, indeed there was noa clear
architectural program as Blau poirgt out. However, after the firsexample of housing,
Metzleinstalerhof by Hubert Gessndbllowing housing blocks emerged to bear the same
sociaspatial functionswith the first one as opening the interior space of the city block by
YSIya 2F 2yS 2NJ Y2NB 2Ly O2dzNIiégk NRas SYoSR
the courtyard spaceand connecting the new communal space to the public space of the

street (Figure 4.3F%

225 |1.:
Ibid., p.10
226 Wolfgang SonneDwelling in the Metropolis: Reformed Urban Blocks 189@0 as a Model for
the Sustainable Compact CiBrogress in Plannin®/2009, p.76
227 |1a;
Ibid., p.77
22 Ibid.
?2E. Blau, ibid., p.262
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Figure 43: Metzleinsteinerhof by Hubert Gessnet92223

wSFEtAT SR Y2adGfe qaeéne éf thehylkauEnhac, theindaRifa) iodsing
program cannotd S dzy RSNBR (G 22R ¢A0GK2dzi O2yaARSNRAyY3
although there was a great deal of difference among the architects and the buildings they

designed for the municipality.

Otto Wagner the first European architect to state publicly his &kewith the past*® was
appointed in 1894 to the second professorship for architecture at the Academy of Fine Arts
in Vienna Although it was expected from him to base his teaching on-Riemaissance in

the context of Viennese lathistoricism, he opposeche eclecticism of Vienna architecture
and shaped the curriculum around hiModern Architecturebjectives in terms of building

material, in technical construction and also in terms of aesttag&ignand form*

AsWalter Zednicekand Marco Pozzettdy y KA & LINRDieAS¢hilg Qtto Waghels d
point out, his ideas were not represented only in his own buildibgsalso through a wide

range of Viennese examples designed by his students it is possible to see the influence of
him. It can be said thait was directly related to his wethanaged teaching progranthe
revolutionary objectives in the assignmeratsvith respect to years first year, a city center

apartment with commercial building; second year, a public building within the urban

230 Harry Francis Mallgravéntroduction, Modern Architecture, Otto Wagner: A Guidebook for his

Students to the Field of AiThe Getty Center for the History of Art and the Humanities, 1988, p.30
21 \alter ZednicekOtto Wagner undaine SchulewWien: Grasl Druck & Neue Medien, 2008, p.43
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setting; third year, ideale Stadtstarting from 1:75.000 and ending with 1:50 were
designed within the aim of the architecture to adapt the needs and requirements of the
time.?*” Regarding the projects, the students were rjost assignedo accomplishthe
projects, instead firstly they were to conceptualize the problematique and then after hard
working hours, if Wagner would have seen a good solution, the students were tested by
him within a discussion about politicghilosophy theater, etc. in order to see whiegr

they were providing a new understanding to the modern wdtfdMloreover, tesides the
discussions¢ on Austrian, German, French, English, American, Russian Italian
magazineg; held in the classe$* the students were urged to visit not the south, hie

great metropolitan centers of the nort Paris, London, Berlipmainlyin order to observe

and perceive the needs of modern mah.

Two years after Wagner became the professor, he publidhisdveltknown theoretical
0221 aaz2RSNY, direddd prindipally flodaNstident audiencdhe main idea
inspiringthe work was; affected also the program of architectural educatipasfollows in

his words:

X¢BKS olaira 2F (2RIFIedQa LINBR2YAYIlIYyd @AS
and we must become fyllaware that the sole departure point for our artistic
work can only be modern lif&®

According to Mallgrave, there were three principal thenmeshe book a plea for simplicity

in the accommodation of modern needs, the artistic and ethical ruin of eciset, and the
demand for a new style based on present technologies and methods of constréttion.
Wagner based architecture on construction and technology, opposing the Viennese
eclecticism of symbolic form, in his theoty.other words, through the chaeg in modern
construction methods, he prescribed the new architeefuformal language as evolving

from the new technical and material mearis.a detailed statement, as Haiko puts it:

X[T]he modern styleof building sets itself apart from that of the Ressance
Ay GKFG AG R2Sa y2d LAES 2yS flFeSN 2
SELISYRAGAZINE 27F (AYSadzayFRa YRiyIS®RE! a0 didiK SNJ

82 Marco PozzettoDie Schule Otto Wagners 1894 19¥2rlag Anton Schroll & Co., 1979, pp®

% bid., p.13

> |bid., p.12

*H. F. Mallgrave, ibid., p.12

zj Otto WagnerModern Architecturetranslated from German by H. F. Mallgrave, ibid., p.9
Ibid., p.29

67



FT2N) GKS o0dAfRAYIDEXACKS Y2ydzySyidtf ST7
material, the pecuniary meanthus expended arenormouslyreduced, and
O2yaldNHzOGA2yY GAYS Aa KSEtR R2¢% G2 I dzad
However; how a constructional form becomes artistic form, Mallgrave says, was not
extensively explained by Wagnékt that point, referringone of his projects may provide
information about the utilization of materialdh his mast popular architectural produgt
Postal Savings Banks (190807), the brick structure washeathedwith thin sheets of
marblel YR G KS FI el RS kmiby BétaPlidNs ariclipied to tNdiviadndi A O T 2
capped with aluminum heags$mplying the structural joining points with slafiSigure 44).
However, as Haiko asserts, the slabs were firmly embedded in mortar and they did not
require any additional anchorif§? Thus, ffteen thousand bolts with exaggerated
I f dZYAydzy KSIFIRa 2y GKS Fl ot RS ¢SNB Patéityoz2ft AT
another wayd X (i K SwedeRfA & & NA 6 dzi SR 2 @dSNJ 6§ KS FIF e RS RSO
F NOAAGAO OFWakdRRSSININIAG2SyaE diéli a4 aadaevyYozft A0 Fdzy O
0KS RA&OdzaaAzy KSEtR Ay GKS aModeramnNdhi@QuEaT Ay G NP

it is associated with a discrepancy in theory and practice.

This contraditory approach by Wagnewithin his Bekleidung (dressing) practice is
RA&0dzaaSR | NRdzyR . | G A OKBnNIKarnfor) andl Zasfo®ni A 2y 0
(Kunstform) which was incorporated into a general theory of architecture by Semper

through dividing four primeval motives of theaigin of architecture: heargathering (the

spiritual center of the dwelling, later associated with ceramics), walling (textiles), the

making of a tectonic framework (carpentry), and terracing (originally mounding, later
masonryy*! Although Wagner critickad { SYLISNNR& &a&vyoz2fArAay 2F 02
a0 SEGA T SR NBRABMES, in hiStBedi®, ft ¢ah BéBsaid that his practices could

not escape from Semperian visual formulation.

'L NI FNBY GKS YIFAYy ONRGAORAZY INBEYESR KiA2A K
vernacular architecture also related to the first year design problem in the Acaderand

monumentalism was regarded as appropriation, adaptation and modernization of the

>8P Haiko, ibid., p.15

% |bid.

249 |bid.

#H. F. Mallgrave, ibid., pp. &2
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Biedermeierand baroque tradition of Viennese architere’*? likewise Achleitner, a
valuable architect and critic of Austria, criticizes the social aesthet@geaieindebauteas

having a traditionalist approach of Wagner schl.

Thus,Gemeindebauteth ¢ A G KAY GKS dzy RSNRGFYRAyiffere®2 T 2| 3y
I LILINR F OK GKIFy GKS LI SNA2RQ&a DSNXYIFYy Y2RSNYyAai
figures like Adolf Loos and Josef Frank, which ended up in the position of the architecture of

Red Vienna without attracting attention in the history of modernism

..1
T T LoD S R R S (L
o S o o Sl i s i s | 9 e s 14|

- ™ ™ vt
SRaEAD
A

s

Figure 44: Postal Savings Bank by Otto Wagner, 1904

#2E_Blau, ibid., p.357
3 Eriedrich Achleitneryorwortin M. Pozetto, ibid., p.5
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Indeed the municipal housing program in Vienna had common approaches with German
SEFYLX S&a (2 GKS K2dzAaAy3a LINBofSY 2F LINBf SGF NX
programs on the basief providing better living conditionsit can be said thaViennese

examples were more advantageous in terms of keeping rents lower than the German
examples?.44 Furthermore, rents did not cover the costs eithewhich caused the attract

mainly workers withrelatively low incomesg;, with respect to the opposite situation in
Germanywith high cost covering rents just attracting the low middle class and very well

paid skilled workeré* Apart from these particular features also with similar provided

social facities in the both German and Viennese estates, Saldern defines the Viennese
examples as conservative and more stylistically mixed, differed from the modern German

examples*®

Regarding the external architectural layout of the Gemeindebauten, whbikselman is
asseringthat the buildingscan beassigned to Expressionism in terms of its stfié | A { 2 Qa

comments on the modernism of tt@emeindebautenin that sense, are very crucial:

It should be emphasized that in matters of architectural design the bildet

not follow the trends of modernism, of thdeue Baueiinew architecture), but
rather remained bound to tradition. New technoleg, too, were hardly
dzii A f I dxtBrRaKappearance, the residential buildings of the Municipality of
Vienna were intende to compete with the buildings of the nineteententury
bourgeoisie’*®

The main critique, in fact, was not only pertain to the external appearance which resulted in
expressivity of the emphatically massive main body, but also other architectiasign
principles of Gemeindebautenlike monumental portal architecture, and spacious and
extensive inner garderf§? In other words; besides the monumental approach in the formal

language of the buildings, the axial planning principles used in courtyards and the no

2% A. Von Saldern, ibid., p.337

pid.

*|pid., pp.337338

While Germany in the new housing was propagating the new technologically advances construction
materials, steel and concrete, the Viennese examples were built with bricks within conventional
construction techniques due to the econoraiccondition, in addition to it, due to the employment
policy, creating job opportunityA. Nussbaum, ibid., p.51)

*'R. Gieselmann, ibid., p.8

%P Haiko, ibid., p.23

#1pid.

70



modernist detailsvere the basic elements preparing the principle ground to associate the

architecture of Red Viennaith nineteenth-century bourgeoisie.
In his words again:

The concept behind many municipal buildings confirmed this intentional
confrontation with and appropriation of the formerly feudal, grasdigneurial
architecture, along with its pathos formulae, which was employed by the
bourgeoisie in the nineteenth century. For instance, quotations from the
baroquec especially in terms of therban architecture of the large complexes
¢6SNB YIRS G2 QGItARFGS GKS {20Alf 5S8SY2
same time giving expression to their newly won $elage”>*

Furthermore, in the newly won selihage superfluous ornamentation adhered to
bourgeoisie was disregarded, howevapplication of the avangarde elements, used in
the German examples, was neglecteither. Instead, the balconies, loggias, oriels, large
arched gateways, towdike superstructures, wrought iron gratings, and courtisamwere
tried to be accentuated>* In other words, it can be said that in the way to reach the

monumentality of bourgeois houses Vienna a differenttool was developed.

Besides the created imageainlyby Wagnerschoolin the external architectural layd, the
standardized planimetric approach in the apartmemtamainly consisted of a room, a
Kammer a kitchen, and a toilet wasalso criticizedas having bourgeois planning effect
mainly by Blauand FrankProviding not a different spatial practice, tligemeindebauten
GesS wtry OFy o6S NBIFIR aXla +y AygSasfiizy 2
Kleinstwohnung2 NJ ( Sy S Y®& yaitcordidfy ltoyBlauThat is to say, just through
removing the most oppressive featuresong corridors, shared water tapabin and toilets,
indirectly lit roomsc of the tenement apartment, the new housing plavas erected>
Furthermore,according to the discussion of the previous chapter asd~rank points out,

the new identifying features of the new housing, which were Wegtical organization of
stairwells and landings, internal water supply and internal toilet, were the principal features

of the middleclass apartment block in VienA¥.

20 pid.

BLp, Nussbaum, ibid.
»2E Blau, p.201

3 pid.

4 pid.
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These crucial critiques dhe Gemeindebauterlype within Wagnerian modernisngan be
taken as a framework in whighe architecture of Karl Marklof can beproperlyread. In
order to have a clear understanding of the architectural layout, it is intertdeead the
qualitiesunder two mainbodies; firstly the architectural characteristict the building as
0KS YIFAY R2YFAY | yR (k&gmatitkis otfeeisimNtliessécohR &4 Q LI |

one?®

Regarding the building parthe main section of the buildinig the dominant part of the

building with its six tower structures, flagpoles araibtle likeappearanceawithin a different

height of seven storeys (Figure7%.The monumental expression directly related to the
architectonic demonstration of the Social Democratsinisfact, symbolicf continuedby

means ofthe pyramidalprojections2 y (G KS FI cel RS & Indther Wiokl§ a (1 62 6 A
Nussbaumpoints out in a general critique of theemeindebautenthe balconies, loggias

and projections of the Karl Marx Hof provide a continuum in the monumental outlook.

The two wings, having differérsize and construction areaye formed ina mirror-image
effect in the formal language. Furthermorayxiliary buildings havingarioussocial facilities
are located in the similar waymirror imagec at the intersection points of crossed streets
and courtyards.In a detailed statement, one of the kindergartens and one of the central
laundry-bath buildings are located at the ends of first and second courtyards in right wing
facing to each other, also both faces to the strdet)ixBraun Gasse, while thaether two
ones in thefourth and ffth courtyards are facing Halterausgasse in the same hg.
streets, Elix-Braun Gasse andalterausgassdike the othertwo oneslocated on the edges

of the central courtyard are bordered with the arckstructures awl thereby create
enormousperspectives which cannot be ignoredt can be said that by means of the huge
arches front-squares for the auxiliary buildings was tti® be createdFigure 46). In other
words, the building inverts the disadvantage of beitgt through by streets into an
advantage to demonstrate the monumental image of twerkingclass housing within

different perspective.

% The planning othe dwellings was not counted as another architectural discussion point since

.t dzQa ONRGALdzS O2@0SNB GKS &aidlyRIFNRAT SR RgSttAy3
in Karl Marx Hof, mentioned in the third chapter, was a result of staridation of the municipal
housing program.
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Figure 45: A symbolic illustration of the site, according to the original site plan, 1930
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Figure 46: A viewfrom Halterausgasseshowing central laundrybath and a part of kindergarten
F I celK&IErx Hof

Furthermore, he kindergartensand central laundrybath buildings, together with the

mother counseling dental clinicbuilding inside thesecondcourtyard¢ not existing todayg

, are formedin a more cubist understandinbaving a pyramidal organization still attracting

GKS FGGSyliAzy SaLSOAlLffe oAGK (KSgqdareF I e RS &

While the middle section of the building is actuated with the color redg color of

Socialistg; especially in the projections, the remainixtolored with yellowpink and white

¢ white on the projections, balconies, loggias, yelpink on the main partc. Indeed, he

application is seen on the citA RS 2 F GKS 06dzAf RAYy3aZI AYyySN C
emphasized in this manneMoreover, the arckstructures between the courtyards are

another attraction point with its six storey height and blue color. That is to say; in this huge
continuous structure,even by means of color application, the building designed and

constructed as a monumental structure filve demonstration of thevorking-classdignity.
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Figure 47: Middle section of Karl Marx Hof

Besides the main qualities of the building, the courtizaand details used in the building

may be much moreillustrative of its expressivity. As mentioned before, the courtyards
constitute 81.6 percent of the construction area, with a total of 127.276 square meters.

Within thesehuge dimensions, the centrahe ¢ not the biggest but the serdpen one in

front of the main sectiorg is the part of the building which wagriticized mostlyin terms

of its éstrong tendency to axial alignmem® Since the main courtyard is under
construction these daysdue to a @rking garagdeneathc and also since there have been

a2YS RSY2ft AlA2Y acoungelingeentar Slentd Zliniki6 khk Qecond

courtyardt NB Il NRAYy3I GKS ONRGAOAAYSADST DNWNE S@P2 ®EIAe
Marx Hofes and the little $te plang the onlyoriginalonefound from the years 1920sare

going to be referred.

»°p_ Haiko, ibid., p.246
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Smalis, in his thesis, states that the courtyards were formeghrdingtwo inputs, the
guidelines established by municipality and the skills of the architécEhe guilelines
included just the creation of playgrounds famildrenand resting places for adults, planting
of tress for shading and keeping the walkwaltsst freg i.e. covering with grasg on
account of pecaution fortuberculosis?®® which means that there wanot a clear formal

language set for the courtyard either; it was left to the architeetinly.

Moreover, the courtyards were divided into twgpes central and inner courtyards in the

spatial layout of theGemeindebautenWhile the central one was empted with the
representation of workingdf  8& Ay GFSdzRIf FyR 062dz2NAHS2Aaé &
assigned to fulfill the needs dthe inhabitants within functional planning® Smalis
summarizes this approach in tt&ozialistischen Realismsiyle, which includes the formal

language of bourgeois style embed in the functional use.

A % 4 A x

This general layout iaflsoNB Ff SO SR 2 ys cyurtydds The lcéhital dotT Q
according to the original site plan, resembled a square bordered on one side witlastie

like structure, on two sides with the streets facing the rearing part of Karl Marx Hof and on
one side open. Having huge arches, transmitting the citizens betweeBahehofand the

main artery,middle section of the building, together with the imaroad, was one meter
high with respect to the square. The sunk€arl Marx Platavas surrounded by grass verge

within five meters in width and accessed by means of granite stairé&ses.

The formal language was attained througtuciform i.e. divisionnto quarters, having a

statue in the middle on a heightenazbncretebase with 1.5 meters. Thieronze statue,

{ NY I ($oyer), was designed by Otto Hoffner in 3 meters he(gigure4.12). The effect

of the statue representing the workinglass,was reinbrced with other ceramic figures

GG OKSR G2 GKS FlF e RS 2F GKS YIAy &aSoOuArzy
the same artist in similar fashion representng 9yt A IKGSyYSyi(ié3xX d&a[ A0S

" M. Smalis, ibid., pp.334
%8 |hid., p.33

9 |bid., p.34

2% |bid., pp. 4669
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Figure 48: A symbolic illustration of the central courtyard,930

Figure 49: A view from the central courtyard, 1930

Within this formal language, the central courtyard was loaded with symbméaning
adhered toworkingclass dignity and it can be regarded as complementary of the main
section in itssymmetrical and axial fornrSmalis, at that point, states that the planning idea
is related both to feudal examples and Jugendstil movement and overe he mentions

that it resembledBaroquegardens in terms of the application of the grass vefge.

1 G, Kriechbaum, ibid., p.74
%2\, Smalis, ibid., pp.668
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The inner courtyards were in cla$shape and differed in sizes and beared functions. While

the first courtyardwas the smallest, mostly occupied with tphayground of kindergarten,

the second and fourth ones were similar in size and larger than the first one, having

different auxiliary buildings like central laundogth building in addition to mother
counseling/ dental clinicin the secongdkindergartenin the fourth. Furthermore, the fifth

one was relatively larger than other ones and included the second central labatiry
I.

buildingg2 ¥

g KAOK

LJ- NI ¥F dzy O Whasehgaioa (i 2 R &

a

Figure 4.1: A symbolic illustration of fourth and fifth courtyards, 1930

Y dza S d

Besides their various facility functions, they were designed in similar ways, firstly assigned

to accommodate playgrounds paved with asphalt and resting plae®rated with

benches, as decided in the guiding principles. Although the inner courtyards were purified

from the symbolic meanings in favor of functional usk pf themwere designed in an axial

form considering the entrances from outsi@ieigure 410&4.11). Moreover, the application

Smalis asserts that the formal gardens, which werdizeti in the palaces of aristocracy and in
bourgeois houses in the beginning of the century, were adapted by Jugendstil. (Ibid., p.56)
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of the grass and flowerbeds within this form resembled again bourgeois styles, according to
Smalig®®

LI NI FNRBY GKS O2 dzNI & | NRwbridy thhdntioy regérdig thé K S R
discussion, although therearede 2 F G KSY® ¢KS O2dzNIiel NRaQ Syl
systematically located, mostly close to the middle partthe courtyardsaccording tathe

planning idea. These passagewaydl® SYLIKI &A1 SR 6AGK LINEK2SOGA 2\
similar design priciples with the entrances of the service coesnd the wrought iron

gateswere designed as fence and colored with r@edgure 4.4&4.15). Showing the skill of

craftsmen, the passageways creasimilar effect with the blue arcbtructures: a passage

which transmits the citizens from the public sphere of the city to the private sphere of

proletariat.

Moreover, the doors of central laundrpath buildings and thedecorated flowervases,
located in theplaygroundof the kirdergartenin the fourth courtyard, were designed in
similar way, resembled Jugendstil (Figure6&4.17). While the vases are detailed with
picturing animals, the doors of thé/aschsalonemre wroughtiron gates with curleaioor

handles.

To sum up, the planning idea in Karl Marx khaluding both the building and courtyard

designg AGKAY Ada RSGFIAfA OFy ©6S NBIFINRSR Fa |
ONRGAOAAYD 2KAES ONBFGAYI  LINBfSGFENAREFY &L C
could not escape from the begeois values in planning idea. But this time, within the

language of architecturghe symmetry, axiality and monumentalism were created for the
demonstration of power of Social Democrats within the expression of the dignity of the

social housing projectn other words, the architectural language, internalized by the party,

created a contradiction in the struggle with bourgeoisie.

23 pid.
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Figure 415: A viewfrom a passage way, Karl Marx Hof
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Figure 416: A view from the door of one of thecentral baths and its detail, Karl Marx Hof

Figure 4.7: One of the @kcorated vasedn the kindergarten,by Josef Franz Riedarl Marx Hof
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4.3 CONTRAMDITIONS INHERENTTS MICR®OLITICS

Besides its symbolic meaning for the Social Demo@atsthe struggle with bourgeoisie
within bourgeois values?embedded in the architectural characteristics, Karl Marx Hof was
alsoregarded as providing new defifohs for private and public spaces the proletariat
living there, as mentioned beforaVith its in-betweenness, somewhere between closed
and open building formyhile establishing a new relation with the city, it also transformed
the meaning of the couytard into the square of a towhaving different social facilities

served to inhabitants.

Having their own private spheradvertised asty 2 & 2dzaid | LX I OS (2 &t
f A % Svhile the worker families met with different understanding of priyagn the one

hand they had the opportunity to be socialized within the public spaces of the Hof, like
playgrounds, resting places and other wide range of facilitiesthe other handwith

respect to the tenemenbuilding®) O 2 y Rothér fofds, aMarx Hof, like all other
Gemeindebautetuildings, allocated private space as well as public space to a social class

that had previously had accessed to neither.

However just looking to the concrete architectural results may not give the fabtaut the

access questiarPut it another waythe dimensions othe privacy of the dwellings and the

public qualities of the common spaces cannot be drawn just within the architectural area.

Therefore,6 A G KA Y | LISNRA 2 RS -NBY f & KA O Kl dddidebidi#ieN Rt (2 S

cultural program within these buildings becomes as important as the housing program and

its dual architectural properties. As Gruber puts it:
¢KS Ydzy A OA LI f GLIS2 L SQa LIt OoSa¢s | a
considered a laboratory a@hlearning environment in which the party could
socialize the Wgrker family and provide it with a new socialist culture. The
GKdzYF yAT Ay3ae 2F g2NJ SN ftAFS YIeé& KI@S
motives; in practice it had pronounced coercive connotatitis

Ly 2NRSNJ (2 NB@SFHt (GKS NBTFTtESOUA2ya 280 GKS ac

space it is importantto refer the practices carried out I§ocial Democrats

%*E. Blau, ibid., p.192
?5H. Gruber (1985), p.235
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Thus, in this part of the research it is intendedfind out whether the Socidbemocrats
had fulfilled the promisef giving the accurate social position by means of accessibility or

had created a contradictory space just as in the politics and architecture.

Before tracing the spatial consequences in Karl Marx Hof, first of allpthetices of

cultural programand the aim within it need to be discussed. According to von Saldern, as a
YSIy Ay GKS gle& G2 aG2 ONBFGS | KdzYky oSAy
SELISOGSR a2YS8S RIeé¢x Odzf GdzNF t SrRalzfodeiniadd/ Y S| y
NI G A 2 y I £2R And Wthinsthiedutation, it was aimed to have a higher standard of

hygiene, a higher level of cultivated liviggespecially in connection with the furnishing of

the flats ¢, severe standards of discipline and ordend rationalized housekeeping and

GKSNBF2NE K2dzaSsA0SaQ 62N)] y®R Ay &a2Y$8 gl ea

Regarding the objectives of the cultural educationK S @2 N] SN&E 6SNBE GASgS
g2NRG | aLsSoda 2F LISGGe o2 dzKBED@theseforétdetnéndzNI f  F 2
proletarian culturewas defined apurified from bourgeois cultured Odzf (G dzNBE 2 F 206 2 S
Ot Syt AyS&aa s Of  NRG&¢

Ly 2NRSNJ (2 AYLXSYSyld GKS yS¢g Odz GdzNB> | a al
shelter alone, but ratherspart of an overall reconstruction of life around goals of human

dignity and public responsibilif§f® Thus, besides theractices related to administration

and advice centersto provide the orderliness and discipline, even the practices of
Department of Bblic Health and Welfaref which some institutions werassigned to rear

the next generation within the socialist goalsgre directly related to the private and public

spheres of workinglass.

From a general perspective, firstly it is intended toeginformation about the practicesf

the Department of Public Health and Welfateyder the directionof Julius Tandler, which

made possible to have insight into homeAt that point, Gruber provides detailed
AYVF2NXYIGA2Y AYy KA& 0 achlism and Womén/ EutogeRetfeendhe | £ A &Y
¢ g2 2 2 NIaBoutzhe ®liFuéal program

2% A, von Saldern, ibid., p.347
%%7|bid., pp.347349

24 Grwer (1991), p.8

9P Marcuse (1985), ibid., p.218
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¢KS RSLI NIYSyGQa @A aAi e alth qudlifyof thelwadrkingdlassy t & (G 2
which was under the threat of tuberculosis, and to provide assistantship toevdaknilies

in order toimprove the conditions of their dailfe. However, in favor of creating a new

culture, some institutions of the department moved away from its basic puipdeeother

words, the position of the department as assistant was replaedth the position of

interventionist.

Moreover, ndzy’ A OA LJ- f A (i & Q areak@ddzihin yha nutlddPfamiymédel, which
corresponded to closed form of familfacilitatedto regulate the life of workers from the
base Put it another way,workingclass, the subject of socialisthecame the most

fundamentalobjectin the program.

Therefore, it can be said that the basic intervention the worker families were subjected to
was the practices of Marriage Consultation Cenidre municipality, which accegd the
religion as a private matter, did not view the sexual activity private, instead it was declared

as a problem of social control in their program, as follows:

Sexual relations meet a physiological and psychological need, whose
satisfaction has socialonsequences. For that reason sexual activity is not

simply a private matter. Sexuality was viewed as having a social utility,
especially in uplifting the moral standards of worker famifiés.

This ypical programmatic statemenéven bears the level of iatventionist position.
According to Gruber) KS Ay adAddziA2yQa Fdzy OGA2y gl a aXi?2
about their sexual health, genetic deficits, hereditary weaknesses, and prospects for

LINE RdzOAy 3 y2NXI f ?i* yhRhe KsSessierni iKwas ifténhdetl ® Ndprgve ©

the quality of the population by giving certificates to the sexual partners, which proves that

he / she was free of disabilities such as syphilis and tuberculosis connoting the interfere

the private sphere of the workindass.

Indeed, the duty of the department just began with the sexual activity and continued after
that within a more complex structurd. Yy F & K2 NI yF NNF GA 2y NBEFSNN
WhSgs 22YSyQY wSIEAGASE YR LYFAdAARKE @FNIDEYF

the municipal hospitals were recordednd the mothers were followed, firstly by

04 SAGaNGT S FTNN) ASEdZSEf SAt Bz BANMEY SA RSNpWdzd Hy R OA
ibid., p.74
“pid., p.65
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ddzoaSljdzsSyd K2YS @AaaArda |yR (GKSy o6& 3IAGAy3
Consultation centers for further assistance in infant caf&he visits wee regarded as a

tool to observe and judge the quality of family nurture, as well as other isgues
housekeeping, cleanliness, food preparation, family relations, @tén other words the
LINEINBaad 6AGKAY (inrkémsdRcNlirE&Mdedver, hlonder fo @asd ok T S

make the intervention invisible, thehronicle visits were identified within different
FTdzyOGAz2yas adzOK |a aAyFrlyd tresSdidisSa G2 ¢
Y dzy’' A O A?(3IBréibkringerprets this occasion &§rojanhorse effect.

The visits were not just for observing; the Department had the authority to remove children

from their parents temporarily or permanently if the family could not provide the

G LILINE LINR F GS¢  G2WitRin thid Rechanism 2theddl MEIWS vy 6 Q& | dzi K
was operated by means of persuasion with compulsion or voluntary cooperation with

juridical force?™

Besides the control mechanism upon the nbarn children by the Departmenthe grown
oneswere also under surveillance by kindergadeand Youth Consultation centeasnd
these social assistan@enterswere also giving rise to home visits, such as in the condition

of health problems of the children detected thyem.”"

To sum up, these kinds of practices of the Department were provilingpportunity for
Social Democrats to interfere the private sphere of the workilags, in a different version
of landlordtenants relation in the tenement apartments. While the workers even did not
have the key of their apartments and coutdve been evcted arbitrarily in their former
houses, in theGemeindebautemhey encountered a different intervention under the name

of counselingFurthermore, the intervention of the private sphere was mounted just in

) 902 NRAY3 (2 DNHzoSND&E GSEGT GKSNB19gHPEDB on 2F (K.
wSIFNRAY3I YIENI alNE |1 2F GKSNB 6+a taz2 2yS az2iK.
second courtyard, as mentioned before.

" bid., p.66

" bid., pp.6465

2 pid.

%% |bid., p.66

Apart from the interventionist position, the mainim of the kindergartens as creating a possibility

for the women to work was also criticized by Gruber as not fulfilling the needs. According to his
researches, they were just accepting children at age four, mainly opened at 8 a.m. (one hour after

the adult workday had begun), having long and frequent holiday periods, and closed abruptly
because of childhood diseases. Put it another way, the discourse and its practice were strictly
contradictory. ( H. Gruber 1998, ibid., p.72)
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these counseling centers. In the way to diea of a new proletarian culture, even the
dresses, the furniture and other consumption materials of the workietass was
determined and advertised by means of magazines and newspapersielikéuckuckdie

Unzufriedenenddie Arbeiter Zeitung

Within this mission, the women were regarded as the main actor in family and tried to be
attracted by differentdevices As mentioned beforefirstly in the political arena thewere
given the right to vote, then in the economical aretheir working conditionsvere tried to

be tamed with equal pay and shortened work day regulatigathough Gruber states that

the conditions could not put into practiae And in the cultural ondpr the simplification of

the houseworkthey were alsancouraged to use labor gimg deviceg, such as electric hot
plates, irons, sewing machines and vacuum clearglisstead of luxury of personal

presents, such gswelry.’’

Besides the encouragement attempts in order improve the life qualities of the female
workers, there was ander counseling center established for the creation of a domestic

interior of the new proletariat andt was located in Karl Marx Hot the Advice Bureau for

Interior Design and Domestic Hygiene of the Austrian Assaociation for Housing RBierm (
BeratungsBf £ S FTNNJ LYYSYSAYNROK(dzy3a dzyR 2 2Kydzy3aKk
FNNJ 2 2 Ky dpyFigureNdBY 12wéadyropened in December 1930 and advertisediiey

Arbeiter Zeitungherewithin a phrasewith a photo of the center

The counseling centenf interior designand domestic hygiene in the Karl
Marx Hof, where everyone gets one free advice on modern and functional
apartmentequipment?”®

The purpose of the bureau, called as die BEST, was to counsel tenants in the new buildings

on how to furnish tleir apartments and to introduce them to new furniture and industrial

designg AGKAY GKS fS800GdNBas SEKAOAGAZ2YyaE |yR 2i
desigrs

" |bid, p.70

*"® Before, therewere temporary exhibitions in order to inform the worki@yt | & & | 62 dzii G KSA NJ
new interior design(E. Blau, ibid., p.191)

?®Die Arbeiter Zeitunry HM 5SOSYOSNI Mmdbond ¢KS 2NRIAYIE &adl 4GSy
FTNNJ LyySySAy Nu@shygene In Kéay Marx 2Haf Kiry der jeder man unentgeltlich Rat

NoSNJ Y2RSNYS dzyR T 68501 YN&EaAATS 22Kydzy3al dzaad !l GG dzy:
?89E . Blau, ibid., pp.19192
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Figure 4.8: The BEST, Karl Marx Hof

Blau gives detailed information about the permanexhibition there by Ernst Lichtblau,

who was an architect trained with Otto Wagner and the director of the B&ST

XI Y2RSt AYGSNA2NI 2F | Ydzy AOALN £ | LI NI Y
himself and others. The purpose was the showcase go@kpansive, and

technically innovative contemporary design and to demonstrate how such
furnishings could be accommodated and arranged in a typical wodkass

apartment to make the most effective use of the available living space. The
emphasis was on snacale, space saving, and multipurpose articles.
Furniture onexhibitionincluded laqueredsteel folding chairs and tables (often

painted in bold primary colors), carpets and rugs, small wooden side tables,

and innovative spacsaving items like acolldpA 6 f S OKAf RQa LJ I &
be easily stored behind a door or cupboard, foldaway beds, linoleovered

serving trays, and so Gft"

*!1pid.

LY MpHRnaz | yS¢g dzyRSNRGFYRAY3I 27F EinfaceNJazsd RSai Iy
through the transformation of th&t NBNRA Sy i GA2y Ay GKS +ASyySasS AydaSt
the years 19144, which was including white walls, light furniture ornamented just in details. The

new style was devoted to the proletariat with its gila and inexpensive qualities. Within the
d20AFtAAa0 202S00A OS deEWignér VolkBhadsRxed f&mturei tRe&itcken,f A {1 S &
a dinner table with three chairs, a couch and a bed with a closet and a washbasiqQ wardt

created by thearchitects, Anton Brenner and Franz Schuster and exhibieda B. Ottilinger.

22KySy 1T 6Aa0KSY RSYy YNMBEISYXK{2HSESNIE & 138)S 0 SydAmm nn
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Figure 419: Model rooms presented in the BEST, Karl Marx Hof, 1930

Blau states that the lectures as well as ibkions were weHlattendedby the candidates of

the new proletarian culturé® However, the purchase power of leiwcome worker

families retained as a question. As Gruber states, few workers could afford to buy this
functional furniture and i K S O $f6rii t& INdiease the production and lower the cost

of some of the more innovatvikR SaA3dya o6l a ySOSNI NBFHE AT SR:
argument. Thus, it can be said that few worker families could attain the functional furniture
together with the functioml electronic devices, and it resulted in the criticism of

modernism inGemeindebautef® Indeed, from another perspective, it can be regarded as

PaeKS . 9{¢ sLa 2LISy 2y CNARIF& IyR {IuderaRsle [ VIS
l RYAaaAz2y (G2 |ttt SEKAOAGAZYA | yR S@Syias tAaA1S8 dza
(Ibid.)

BhyS 2F GKS @2y {IfRSNYyQa ONRGALdzS&a 61 a NBfIFGESR
DSNXIY Y2RSNYyAad SadiudiShadwerk yighSstaddardyonRie Tdniayy ofl vy
Viennese examples. This criticism is in fact related with the purchase power of the worker families,
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an endeavor to change the physical appearance of the domestic sphere of wol&asg
which hasbeen interestel in 19" century pettybourgeois values in terms ahassive
interior design. Thandirect intervention of the municipality, however, did not end up

within the desiredconsequences.

The control mechanism of the private sphere of proletariat, which was eqinalized

I NBdzyR aOf SIytAySaa IyR 2NRSNESZ ¢ aBeingd a2 & dz
the tenantsof the municipality, the inhabitants did not have the chance of participating in

the administration although there was a committee of tenanis each Gemeindebau

whose ideas were regarded as just recommendatfSf3he building rules like the time

and place to beat the rugand deposit refuse; how and where children should play in the
courtyard; the appearance of hallways, cellars and balcoriesg were prescribed by the

housing bureau of the municipal couréi Moreover,

[tlhere was also a laundry supervisor who scheduled the monthly wash days of
each family, kept all but the women out of washing facility (on pmedish
grounds of protedhg female modesty), and supervised the use of machinery;
an apartment inspector who made monthlysits to all domiciles to ascertain
their state of maintenance and to receive reports of infractions of the rules
from the concierge (children playing on tigeass in the courtyard were duly

YIEN]L SR R2g6y Ay | 0221 2F AYFTNIOGAZ2Yya0T
consultationcenters, kindergartens, and libraries whose function was above all
tutelary 2%

Thus, the administrative regulationsgether with the other practices of the departments

of SDAPindeed, did not only result in the intervention of private sphere of the proletariat

but also the public sphere of it. In other words, the inhabitants could not have the
possibility to shape their domestiand common spaces through their owspatial
perceptions, in opposition to theSiedlungen supported by the municipality in the
beginning of their governance perio@his argument brings up the question of whether

G0 KS SYSNB-Geiitigns df peRISfi SN 60t 201 YR O2dzaNIiéF NR¢

architectural dimension or not.

middle-class or welpaid workers in the German estates and lowome worker families in the
Vienneseones.(A. von Saldern, ibid., pp.3388)

4. Gruber (1991), p.64

%% |bid., p.63

2% 1pid.
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In order to relate the discussion to the Karl Marx Hof and to read sortteeafterventions

on its spacesit is crucial to refer to the interview done wita native inhabitam of that

period, Kurt Tremf® y R 2 fAGGE S Ay T2 NDer&arlgrx MeB Fa& &S O G S R
{ dza I y y SThevrBedbd8sdof these native inhabitamtan be regarded as mostly nige

stories about their games with their friends, social organizatiaithin the youth centers,

etc. ¢; however, some details they are giving are connoting coercive pragctitesh will be

mentioned in order to reveal spatial consequeno@spublic sphere of the proletariat

Kurt Treml was a nativieesidentliving in thetwo-bedroom type of apartment in Karl Marx
Hof. According to the information he provideshere were 20 to 40 children in per
staircase, which meant approximately 100 children per courty&r@herefore it can be
said that the dimensions of the courtyardsith its playgroundswere providing an
enormous advantage both to childrexs a safe place to pland their parents, whaould
watch their children from their balconies and loggias while they were at hdtogever,

the playgrounds were not sufficient foine¢ childrenas he mentions:

We liked football the best of course. We would get in trouble when our shoes
wore down, so we would always play football barefoot, whether summer or
winter, and in the evening bathe our bleeding toes in olive oil. Only the lawns
S OKAfRNBY {(NBIFIGISR sXNEBSENBI & NB&ALISOG 2
Turning to the architectural qualities, the courtyards were occupied by lawn to a great
extent; however, the aim was declared even in the guiding principles as keeping the
environment dustfree, i.e. due to the health considerationgiom a functional point of
view, the lawns were used as an aesthetic objecttaddition to the precaution for
tuberculosis and it was strictly prohibited to step @nin addition to flowerbedsin the
building rules. According to Treml in another intervievif, a child was warned by the
Hausinspektorwho was responsible to observehether the building rules were followed

or not, and was controlling the courtyards oftetwyice and wrote down in the fraction

book, the family was encountering the problem of evictigh.

87 Similar interviews done with him is accessible both in the thesis of Manuel Smalis and the book

oKarl Marx Hof: Versailles der Arbeéter 6 & Y NRA SOK o6 | dzY @
8 M. Smalisibid., p.61

9. Kriechbaum, ibid., pp.12%83

2OM. Smalis, ibid., p.63

90



Figure 420: A view from one of the courtyards, Karl Marx Hof, 1930

Besides supervisdi$ of common spaces like central laundsgith and experts in the
counseling centers, there were othegents, namelyHausinspektgrwhich was mentioned,
andHausbesorger/inin the Karl Marx Hof. Each stairwell housedaaisbesorger/inen i.e.
caretakers, and they were worker families, who could afford the accommodation by
cleaning up the stairwellcolleding the rents, and they were in communication with the

Hausinspektoabout the ruless ! NBf S@GFy i aG2NE FNRY wSLILISY

If the caretaker hasvashedup the stairs and we children were at that moment
in the courtyard, we were not allowed going up. Since thenniother has let
down a milk jug with wateby meansa rope, for us childref?

These statements show that the building rules, etlsmonesconcerning the children, were
put in the practicewell and the reason may be counted as that violating the rules was

resulted in strict punishments like eviction.

#! They were mainly responsible for applying general rules valid for common spaces in

Gemeindebauten Besides informing the inhabitants about the equipments, they were also
controlling the usage of the spaces: for each person, bathtubs were 45 minutes, the showers 30
minutes allowedd { dz& | Yy Ber Kefl MidSHoMWien: Picus, 1993, p.58)

2¢KS 2NRAIAAYIf & Weéns fieSHaiismeistérin Bié Skk¥geryavfgetvaschen hat und
WANJ YAYRSNI ANIR AY |1 2F 461 NBYy>S RANFISY AN yiAOKI
SAYyS aAfOK{lFYyyS YAG 21 aa@®nNIpBey G SNI FaaSy FNNJI dzya
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Moreover, regarding the courtyards of Karl Marx Hof, there were also other rules,
concerning the adults mainly. Whila the morning hours, inner courtyards were mostly
occupied by children, in the afternodhey were becoming the resting place of the adults
I OO2NRAY 3 (2 { Yl fAaQsedfét estingawhen th& BorkérsScArmekd a

the Gemeindebawbefore going homé?* as thought in the guiding principles. However,

Q\
w»

after 9 p.m. it was forbidden ewveto talk loudly in the courtyards. In the case of code
violation, the workers were told by thd&kathauswache¢ watchman ¢ to leave the

courtyard?®*

The central courtyard was controlled within a simikand stricter mechanism, tod*®

However, the situdbn was different there regarding its architectural definition. As
mentioned before, it was assigned to demonstrate the worldlags dignity. Although

a2YS 0SyOKSa ¢gSNB f20FGSR I NRdzyR GKS {NYlyys>
the Bahnhofand, the HoheWarte Stadiorand the main artery of the district it was much

more like a square devoted to citizerisstead of the inhabitantsAs Trenl mentions in the

interview, apart from the regular citizens, 40.000 people were passing through the
courtyardjust because of football matches in the stadigifiln other words although the

central court was the most expressive part of the housing, it was hardly used by the

workers.

¢2 &dzZY dzZLJs { 20Atf 55X PONSng ae@ spatdldpiaktige LINE 3 N.
working-class¢ within the cultural policies and the regulations of the party creatsu

illusionary space Different control mechanisnx; like the visits into homesprohibitions

about the usage of courtyards, stairwells, even the dwellgperatedso that the worker

families could not shape and control their private and public spheres freely, although the
building was completely devoted to them. The symbolic meaning of the building was left

just in the contradictory architectural image.

%M. Smalis, ibid., p.64
2% |bid., p.66
% |bid., p.70
% |bid., p.35

92



4.4 EPILOGUE

Although it seems that the practices were belonged to three different reatnpelitics,
architecture and culturak they were interrelated areas, which affected each other in
diverse points. While politics was the actor in the architecture as decisiom, taktural
policies of the party itself affected the architectural production in terms of defining the

private-public duality.

The selected project, Karl Marx Hof, indeed, provides a basis to see the interrelation of
these three realms, even basicallyetihardest one politics and architecture, whetevas
thought thatof a lack of a clear architectural program by the pantyhe housing program
While the interviews done with the inhabitants of the periodre clarifying the
consequences of the controlenhanism of the party on space, for tpeliticsarchitecture
relation the story of the design process provides significant information about the effect of
politics on the architecture, which makes harder to think that architecture as an
autonomousmechansm controlled by the architects, especially by the students of Wagner

in that period

Il O0O2NRAY3 (2 GKS .ftldzQa yIFINNIidGAZ2YyS G(G(KS SEAA
which was built aftethe rejection of the first one by Clemens Holzmeigtéigure 421). He

was invited by the municipality to design@emeindebador this crucialsiieAy 5%t o f Ay 3
however his project, consisted of parallel rows lofv-density blocks grouped around

sunken rectangular gardens, was regarded aSiedlungand rejectedby the municipal

building authorities by theStadtrat Franz Siegesince the building wasut through just by

three street and was closed to the environment, X RA &Sy 3 3SR FNRY (KS
0 KSH'¢

This information, in fact, provides a framewadrkwhich the relation between politics and
architecture can be seen apparentfi As mentioned before, the architectural layout of the
type Gemeindebautenvas evolved through the practices of architects, especially with the

first example by Gessnea stuent of Otto WagnerHowever, based on the example of Karl

»"The information abut the first proposal was obtained from E. Blau, ibid., pp-320

% There was not a clue about the relationship between the architects and the party which affected

GKS RSOA&A2Y NBIFNRAYI GKSANI aaz20Al f Hdudtbthed2 & A G A 2
4dz00S&daa 2F KAA& LINBGA2dza LINRP2SOG>X YdzyAOALIE ONBY!
housing projects and working Btadtbauamt municipal planning and building control office.
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Marx Hof, it can be said that it does not mean that the mechanism was operated outside

GKS NBIfY 2F LR{AGAOA® ¢KS avY2ydzySydltalld

regarded as Wagnerian featuweby Haiko, implemented in the existing project, were
accepted by the party as signifying its ideology ,amithin the decisions of the municipal

housing projects the features became crucial.

Figure 421: Drawings of the first proposal by Clemens Holeister, 1926

Since these three realms are affecting each other, gmeydemonstrating the contradictory
discourse and practices on each othtmo. To illustratethe contradictory relation between

the politics andarchitecture to refer the architectual layout of theGemeindebautemmay

be crucial While the features of theGemeindebautenespecially of Karl Marx Haf
monumental outlook within the urban context symbolizing th@wer of Social Democrats

, were identifying features of aftresslike stucture, however;the approach of the party
AGaSt¥F ol a RSOSE2LISR | NBdzyR aglAlG FyR &SS

bloody struggle. In other wordshere was a discrepancy between the political positadn
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the party towards the revolution ¢ as opposing the struggle in the reality and the

architectural language they used.

For illustratingthe relation between the politics and cultural practicend thereby the

results on architectureit is important to mention theNeue Menschenwho were thought

to be the new proletariat with their newly created cultures A&ruber and von Saldern
emphasizethe existing sukcultural formsof the workingclass were not appreciated in

favor of creating a newounterculture, which resulted in a striatontrol mechanism

Gruber, atthatpointa N2 dzy Ra (G KS NBl azy 2y GKS LIPNIeQa d
Put it another way,the statement implies thatthe origins of the memberg mainly

bourgeois familieg and their hardly touch with the workinglass was resulted practicing

radicalcultural poligesrealized upn the private and public spaces of proletariat.

Therefore in the researchhe reflection of the cultural policies by means of the control
mechanism on spac&asregarded aone of the most effectivetoolsin analyzing private

public duality in Karl Marx Holbesides its dual architectural characteristics

As mentioned before hte Gemeindebautemere mainly glorified by the municipality due to

creating accessibility to private ampaiblic spaces for proletariag with its large courtyards,

attics and cellars for public use amde individual dwelling unitdor private. Before the

World War | the courtyards in the tenement buildings were reduced to airshafts (Figure

4.22) and; even in th middle class housing, the tenants were not allowed to enter the
courtyardsc they wereservingf 2 NJ (1 KS f | y R f°2TNR ¢ha crdaidAh@usitigS dza S «

was assigned tallocate the use of therivate-public spaces to the workirgjass.

29H. Gruber (1991), ibid., p.9
S9E Blau, pp. 21820
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Figure 4.2: An example of tenement courtyardc.1900

By looking the architectural qualities courtyards, playgrounds, individual dwellings,
counseling centers, it can be said that the physical obstacles were removed. Courtyard,
defined as a private space of bgaoisie before the war, can be regarded as becoming
both the private sphere of workinglass and the extension of public sphere of the city by
means of openings into the streets. The housing, Karl Marx Hof, was not just providing
accommodation for the inHatants; it was serving to the city with its large green spaces
through the passage ways. The blurality of the boundaries between private and public was
addressed to the success of the housing, indeed it was. The only strict boundary drawn was
located béween the dwellings and the city. The privacy of the dwellings were achieved
step by step, first by situating the entrances of the stairwells in the courtyards, and then by
the vertical organization of the apartments. Thus, although there was a contraglicto
approach in the architectural language in terms of the struggle with bourgeoisie, the

architectural solution for the publiprivate duality seems to be effective.
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Above: Degrees of control mechanism during day hours . Areas, where strictest rules or interventions are employed
Below: Degrees of control mechanism during night hours [ Areas, where the weakest control mechanism is employed

Figure 4.3: A symbolic illustration of the control mechanism employed in Karl Maiaf

However, through unfolding the contradictions inherent in separate but interrelated
realms, it can be possible to reveal whether the created spacesj dzlcdrraspiohdtido

that of architectural First of all, it should be said that the inhabitanivere still in the
position of tenants, although there were many reformist regulatigng into practice
regarding the rent control and the arbitrarily eviction of the tenants by landlords. In the
Gemeindebautetthe rents were kept very low, as stated byn Saldern in the comparison
of German and Viennese examples and the worker familieee not encountered any
arbitrary eviction,but; as long as they would follow the building rules and toinseling

O S vy Ur&odhdmendations

The facilities the housingias providingmainlyin the auxiliary buildings in the courtyards
central laundrybath, kindergarten, mother counseling / dental clinic, .etc were
supervised by theexperts. Moreover, the dwellings were visited monthigr the
maintenanceissue by the Hausinspektorand even by other agents of municipality
unannounced visits in order to control th@ndition of the housesBesides the control
mechanisms regarding the private sphere of the proletariat mentioned extensively in the
previous subchapter, he common spaces were also controlled under strict building
regulations. Therohibition of game plays the courtyards, of stepping onto lawns the
constraints about the usage of the courtyards with respect to hours created the objectives

in which thepublic sphere of the workinglass was shaped (Figure 3.2
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Sonne describes theGemeindebautenas private blocks publicly owned by the
municipality>®* However, egarding the mentioned control mechanisms, thefinition
needsto be broadened through queatining the privacy of the workinglass. In other
words, the public intrusion into the private sphere of workitigssresulted in redefinition

of the boundary between private and public spaces in Karl Marx Hof.

Madanipour, at that point, provides a furth insight withhis discussion on exclusion and

inclusion mattersHe discusseslismantling attempts of the causes of social exclusan

exemplifies some effort®o include a part of societwhich came up with depatialization

2T (GKS a20XbiiREDQ dfsddFgaaml NAfe RA&AYFYyGE Ay3
illustrate Baron HawsY' | Y Y Q& 6A RS 02 dzZ S3I NBighbohgod iti k& Y A RR
nineteenth century’® Gemeindebautenin that sense, fit in the definition within two

separate realms. Wh subtenants and bedrentensere encountered homelessnesshd

inclusionary aspestof the cultural policies in the territory of the municipality, calsobe

regarded as resulted in the espatialization of the soal exclusion

It can be said thathe illusion of the power of Social Democratgen by themselves was
reflected on the space of proletariat, as an illusion of inclusi@nthis practice can also be
guestioned whether the socialism theorized in AusMarxism ¢ as fulfilling the
requiremerts of the workingclass¢ would have fallen the dichotomy of its idéstlc

position andits real one as the dominant power, or not.

The practices of the party and thapparatuses it employednake sense within the
assessmentdf | NHPY' Y

Modern city can be regarded as an evidence for how a modern state can
transform into a panoptic apparatus entirely; and it is inevitable that this

GNI YaF2NXYIFGA2Y gAft KIFIGBS | a@2@SdzNRAalA
0KS dzi2LIA IO A LINDNEAZTF I FR AYLINRA2YYSyié
class who controls the individuals with compiled image and information

expertly>®

1w, Sonne, ibid., p.78
%92 A Madanipour (2003b), ibid., p.79
SYSyiG Ay ¢dzNJ AAKY 6az2RSNY 1Sy
- @3PGF RIYNOSOAEf SOSEAYAY A&LI GPRPNI BS o6dzriRI yNONY
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Besides the dual architectural language signifying proletarian culture within bourgeois
values, theGemeindebautenegecially Karl Marx Hotreated a space in which bourgeois
apparatusesvere used by Social Democrats within the creation of a proletarian counter
culture purified from bourgeois values. In other words, it can be said that an abnormal
formation evolved arond the ideal of socialistmansformed intoa normal entity within the
spatial organization. Thus, regarding the discussion in the previous chap&emew
housing program for the proletariat was bearing the traces of bourgeois conceptions both
in the reains of politics and its practices realized on the architectural productighile
bourgeoisie was in the phase of creating a new spatial language within the German
modernism, the workinglass was continued tbe defined upon the bourgeoisie; the
architecural layout upon the nineteenth century bourgeaiglues the control mechanism
upon the general bourgeois strategies. Put it another waye tstruggle between

bourgeoisie and proletariat seems to be ended with the victory of bourgeoisie.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

In a social order dominated by capitalist production even the-non

capitalist producer is gripped by capitalist conceptions.
Karl Marx

In the research, Karl Marx Hof, the most symbolic architectural production o/iReaha,
was examinedn order to achieve the relefinitions of the private and public spheres of the
working-classby means of uncovering the contradictions inherent in three interrelated
areas, namely the realm of politics, architecture and cultiéthin the survey, it was
aimed to reveal the contradictory assessment Sdcial Democrats whose promise was
providing accessibility to workingjass into their own privatpublic spacesAt that point,

the critique of beingiutopian, sociopolitical projects by Tafuriassisted in setting up the
framework of the analysisThe dialectical relation between the dominant ideology, i.e.
capitalism, and the formation of the practices of the governing party within socialist goals
prepared the base in defining its spaEtconsequencesThrough the analysis, the second
aim wasthereafter to posit the housing of proletariat with respect to bourgeois domestic
space.Based on the spatial analyses by critics maihlg,ftamework was drawnegarding
prewar andafter war domestic architectural production of aristocracy, bourgeoisie and

proletariat.

In order to be able to achieve the goals of the research,higptér 2, the economic and
political background of the capital city Vienna was tried to be explained. Referring both
positive and negative criticism of the periadter the First World Warthe external effects

¢ the enforcementof the treaties between the Allies and Austria, which prohibited the
Iy & Qviittd@ermany, and; through the division of productive lanfishe Dual Monarchy

the economical condition of Austriaand the internal dynamics the division of the power

between Social Democrats, Christian Socials and German Nationalgtse tried to be
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brought together The aim was to draw a picture of the political and economic background
of Vienna, which would facilitate to comprehend the municipal socialism, main project of

Social Democrats.

In Chapter 3the ground for the main discussiowas prepared. In order to relate the
dominant ideology notion to the struggle among the social classesaristocracy,
bourgeoisie and proletariat, the producedurban domestic space has been taken as the
main indicator of economic and political areritherefore, the discussion in this chapter
consisted mainlyof two parts. the prewar domestic space production of bourgeoisie
relation to aristocratic palace anthe workingclass housindpefore and after the war in
relation to bourgeoisieBasedmainlyon the architectural criticism, it was aimed tedefine
the domestic space production with respect to the strugdlest between the aristocracy
and bourgeoisie before the war, and then between bourgeoisie and woudtaggafter it.
The analysis showetthat, in the first part of the discussion, the bourgeois house can be
regarded as a transformation of the aristocratic palace, althotingine was a tremendous
difference in utilization of the domestic space. In other words, it can be statedttieat
ruling-class within its power in economic and political arena implicitgndthe framework

of domesticarchitectural productionand, bourgeoisie within its private sphere tried to
demonstrate its existence in economic arena, thereafter in the political oneutfirahe

usage othe same style anéxpensive ornamentation of aristocratic palace.

Within the same contextthe second part of the discussiomas concentrated on the
architectural definitionof the domestic sphere of workiagjass, first in the tenement
building before the war and then in the social housimgated bySocial Democrats after it.

By means othe same tools, the prewar condition of workhatass housing was stated as
being an inversion of the bourgeois apartment. In other words, within theggle between
aristocracy and bourgeoisie, there was not a cluewafrkingOtf 834 Q R2YSaGAO
production. Rather, due to the economic and political exclusion of the class, its private
sphere was compelled to be defined within the bourgeois understapdf housing.
However, it can be said thatafter the World War | through the dissolution of the
aristocracy the domestic space production of both the bourgeoisie &mel workingclass

was changed. While bourgeoisie started to define its domestic spligghén its new spatial
invention ¢ modern villag, the domestic sphere of proletariat was relocated in the new

housing program within th@olitical and economic power of the governing party, SDIAP.
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order to relate the discussion to the new productionhmiusing, the chapter was concluded
with the architectural definition ofGemeindebauterand the selected project, Karl Marx
Hof.

In Chapter4, the examination of the new building type was conductbdough three
interrelated areas, politics, architecturend culture. In the firstsection it was aimed to
reveal the discrepancy between the theoretical background of the party, édarxism,
and the attitudes towards the problematique of establishing a socialist system within the
capitalist structure of ecommy in the First Republicin order to reinvent the inherent
contradictions of politics, mainly the negative criticism in the historiography constructed
the framework and the analysis showed that; although the theory t@aghought to be
based on therevdutionary liberation of proletariatto some extent within the economic
and political realms, the practices of the party was shapstier around the reformist

courses.

In the secondsectionof the fourth chapterjt was aimed to reveal the contradictospatial
qualities of the proletarian housing by means of the architectural criticism of the period.
Referringmainly to the discussion held in the third chapter, the architectural language
Gemeindebauterwas discussedoth in the planimetric level andni stylistic approach
mainly within Wagnerian modernisnand, the framework was utilized in thextensive
FylLteaira 2F YFENI al NE | D&ited ash MDBGidingStgpd, dzNJ3 £ O
through establishing new relationsetween the private and pblic spaces; as well as
creating a new relation with the citg the statement becomes blurring within the
examination. Although the architectural terms and definitions corresgaitd the physical
spatial layout, the analysis showed that the advertisedvnessof the building type was
consisting of such formal elemengnd representation techniquesmbeddedwithin the

nineteenth centurybourgeois values.

Furthermore, m order to be able to judge the new privagaiblic duality¢ which showed a
consisteng within the architectural layout to some extenf in the third sectionof the
chapter the administrative regulations and cultural ip@s run by the municipality were
taken aghe main actor in redefinition of private and public sphere of the workidigss In
other words, it was aimed to reveal the contradiction between the architectural language

and the spatial practicesvithin it. Therefore, tle discursive formation othe new
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proletarian countefculture, whichwasthought to be essentialin the wayto socialismby

the party, as purified from bourgeois values, at the same time purified from the older
formations of proletariarsubcultures, played a significant role in the analysis. The practices
by some institutions of the Department of Public Healtid dVelfare together with the
counseling centers located within the buildinggroviding insight into the private sphere

of the proletariat by means of home visigsand the building ruleg providing a control
mechanism mainly within the common spacediw# buildingsc were discussed by means

of cultural studies and related to the examined project, Karl Marx Hof, also by referring to
the memories of the native inhabitants of the buildingithin the examination it became
clear that the interventionist pagson of the party esulted innew re-definitions regarding

the private and public spaces of the proletariat. In other words, the possible new spatial
practices the architecturaccommodated; new in the sense of being put into service for
the first time © the workingclass in Vienng were eliminatedoy means of the apparatuses
operated by the partythe same actor who was charged to cre#tte urban enclave for the

proletariat.

To sum upthroughout the researchit was tried to underline the dialecticaklationship
between the politics and the production of spaadthin the context of the period 1920s
and 1930sand the findings showed the process of the transformation of an idealistic
socialism into anormal modern welfare state by means of spatial piiees within the
capitalist systemThe architecture, at this point, became a medium, which reflected the

errors of the political realm.

This rereading of the spatial qualities afproletarian housing started with the motivation
of conducting a Tafuriereading His position towards the workingass settlements,
especially the German examples within the same perieds stating ¢the inevitable

neutralization by the rational principles of the forces andateins of capitalist

LINE R dzZ&iHis 2oyitéxtuahnalysisn his words:

The utopianism of central European architecture between 1920 and 1930
consisted in a relationship of trust established between-¥gfig intellectuals,

iKS | ROIyOSR aSOUG2NER 2F aRSY2ONId AO
such as Rathenau), and the democratic administrations. Within the working
situation the solution to individual problems tended to be presented as highly

%47 Tuna, ibid., p.16
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generalized models (policies of eminent domain and expropriation,
technological experimentation, forai elaboration of the housing project as a

standard architectural type), but they revealed their limited efficiency when

tested in actuafact3®®

Bearing similar relationships maybe more revolutionary, the Viennese workinglass

aShiat SYSy lipe@as@dnhine®R ¥y 2 NRENJ (12 NB H8 indntiodsi KS | O
As mentioned before, e findings showed that the revolutionary attempt by Social
Democrats in the theory turned out to be reformist spatial experiences for the working

class together withhe architectural formatiorwithin the housing programin that sense,

¢ FdzNAQa | aaSaayvYSyid aSSya ofiahitest@al @eidehoBia L2 Yy RA y

Red Vienna.

Indeed, thereS I NOKQa& YIFAYy | NBdzYSyid GKIFG o2diNEHS2A48 ¢
the architectural langage but also within the control mechanisms regarding the
transformation of the old proletarian culture into the new one together with the bourgeois

roots of the party leadership B YA Yy Ra 9y 3Sf aQ ONR (i AgCandition 2 T (K ¢
2F GKS 22NJAy3 /flFLadasSa |yR ¢KSA SxwSHERdNNE o8&
puts it, solves the prhglem of housing by introducingvorkingclass colonies to be
established nearthetowng A G K G KSANJ O2YY2y aggdirorddtivaiedzL LK & >
KSFGAY3IZ flFdzyRNASAZ RNEAY3I NR2Y&aszZ ol 'KNRr2Y&CS

According to the critique, Sax was of the opinion that

Xby improving the housing of the laboring classes it would be possible

successfully @ remedy the material and spiritual misery which has been

described, and thereby by a radical improvement of the housing conditions

alone ¢ to raise the geaer part of these classes out of the morass of their

often hardly human conditions of existenae the pure heights of material and

spiritual wellbeing®’
Describing the effort adbourgeois socialisiy Engels states that 1 KS 02 dZNAS2A & { 2
are desirous of ralressing social grievances in order to secure the continued existence of
bourgeoisa 2 O A*8 Hig poit here which is not to change the capitalist mode of
production ando raiseli KS G LINP LISNI &t Saa OfFaasSaé¢ G2 (KS

means of improving the housing conditions has a common greuitidn the questioning of

%M. Tafuri, ibid., p.115
= Engels, ibid., p.50
%7 bid., p.14
%% bid., p.41
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1920s of Vienna despite some basic differences, indésdnentioned within the research,

the reformist approach upon the existing system though the verbal attack by the leaders

the capitalist mode of production was not changed. However, it can be saidtlleat
solutionsfound for the housing problem by Sax and by Audttarxistsmay be called as

different basicallylnstead of workineclass colonies near the towqavhich werenamed as
Musterarbeitersiedlungeim Vienna ancriticized in Chapter 3 asmingthe reprodiction

of labor by controlling the private sphed the workingclassg, Social Democrats of the

First Republipreferred to concretize the workin@f I 84 Q SEAaGSy 0SS 6A0GK
housing estates within the city supporting and advertiag the new proletarian counter

culture. At this point,there exists adiscrepancy between the definition of bourgeois
socialism by Engels and the housing program by AdMarxists. Whereas bourgeois
bourgeoissocialism tries to create a society withoubpetariat ¢ in other wordsto destroy

the class consciousnesgthin the workingclassg, the Austrea | NEA&ZGQa RA&O2dzNE
the opposite position: to create a proletarian culture which would be politically and
culturally consciousHowever, regardinghe inherent contradictions within the politics,
architectural productionand cultural policiesun by the municipalityg based mainly on
bourgeois valueg, it becomes hard to define theunicipal socialism assting upon the
working-class revolution. Therefore, although it does not correspond to the concept
bourgeois socialism of Engglsecisely the reformist practicesf the revolutionary Austro

Marxist doctrineplaces a question mark in 1920s and 30s of Red Vienna.

As a consequencd, can be saidhat the Gemeindebauterype inherited in Karl Marx Hof

had a dual characteristic: revolutionary discourse within a reforméstiization. Therefore,

¢ I T daMifju@that the workingOf a4 aSaGdt SYSyidaqQ ARSIfa I NB
system carbe regarded as a tool in explaining the existing situatldowever his main

argument that architecture as an ideological toak. an integral part of the capitalist

project, cannot possesany revolutionary pathwithin the social transformatiorwas nd

handled asone of the objectives of this study. Rathéne positive role of the architectural

ideology within the possibility of establishing a spatial resistance wegarded as a

departure point, keeping in mind.

In order to concretize the standpoirdf the research it is important to refer the critical

approaches to the position of Tafufiredric Jamesqrat that point, provides a significant
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framework andstates that if that kind of readingiould beaccurate, thernt means to read

the socialistatty LJG & o6& (KS a@dNkeRvoudhavenazydsstitidte

Xenclaves at alk not laboratoriesin which original social relations of the

future are being worked out, but rather simply the administration of the
inherited capitalistic relations, albeit nducted in a different spirit of social

commitment than that of theChristianDemocrats’®®

He continueshis remark then by referring to the examples of the West, which were
realized within the collective ensembles, rather owing to the private propersyesn and

states that,

[tthe essential would rather be that they are able to form conceptions and
utopian images of such projects, against which to develop ecealciousness
of their concrete activities in this society (it being understood, in Taf2rd & LIJA NJ
that such collective projects would only practically and materially be possible
after a systematic transformation of society). But such utopialeas are as
G202S0GABSE &4 YIFGSNRLI f¢ the dmssiRityyoA &a Y (0 K
conceivilg such new space have conditions of possibility as rigorous as any
material artifact®*
His assessment$ A G KAY aiUKS Sy oOofl @S GKS2Ner¢ (23SGKS
a O2 daC 8 3 81, 2rafhieré can be said thatonstituted the basic conception of the
researt, especially regarding the unspoken subjects that weedéined outsideof the
research fieldTo illustrate the traces of the possibility apatial resistance, the Civil War
between the Schutzbundand the Heimwehr ¢ paramilitary organizations ofSocial
Democrats and the Nationalistsin 1934 canbe exemplified, but this time from another
perspective Within the research, the bloodstruggle was defined within a contradiction
which was formed between the politics and its architectural languagee. within an
ideological approacl; 2 6 SIS NE ( KS (i S Eréferdté the{samie lissug’ omw S LILIS
another point of view i.e. from the workingDf I & 4 Q LJ&sNghd JSafDaieitlss S
members of theSchutzbundthe ones living in the social housirtgpk their places within
the struggle, although there was not a call of arming gagamilitary organizatiorby the

party. Within the sense of togetherness, the military service was supported by the

%9 Eredric JamesoriThe Ideologies of Theory: The syntax of Histdbhe University of Minnesota

Press, 1988, p.51
%%)bid., pp.5152
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inhabitants; the worker families were helping to eacthet and so o™ As the most

important, they were gathering in the large and protected courtyards instead of staying

within their private dwellings; indeed,within the nuclear family modethey were much

more advertising individuality, rather than collaa living®*? In other wordsit can be said

that, the buildingorganized a sense of togetherness with its spectacular common spaces, if

not with privateapartments As Josef Frank poied out, Karl Marx Hof with its architectural

qualities was suggestingt G0 KS Ay KIFIO0AGlIYyGa GLINRGSOGAZ2Y |y
environment while repelling outsider by the diminishing effect of its architectural force

majeure 3%

At this point,it can be statedhat the architecture within a positive connotation of idegly
plays a significant role in the political struggle by means of creating a spatial resistance,
even if not desired by theapitalist systemAs Lefebvre states;

¢ Kdza AYRSSR alLl OS aalLlSrila¢ odzi Al

a
mode of ed a0 Sy OS> AGA& LINI OGAOL f GNBIF £ A
from the reality (or beinghere) of something writtert**

\;U(

283
3

I3

c

Reading the criticisms in a positive approach can be tool in the seatbh ofrcumstances,

which connote a possible resisige. Henc& ¢ | FdzZNRA Qa | NBdzYSy d GKIF G A
a social transformation within the countgrojects in the capitalist systemas regarded as

a negative approach in the study. Rather, it is intended to suggest a further reading of the
Vienneseproletarian housing projects in terms of their potential in rearing a spatial
resistance,even despite its contradictionary positioning itthe historiography Keeping in

mind, housing was not addressed as just a consumption issue in the program; instead i

thought to be the place where a new social class would come into bdingrefore,

regarding the productive aspects of the space, it is still possible to discuss what kind of

%1 For further information about the Civil Waexperienced within Karl Marx Hof, please see S.

wWSLIJSS A-88A R®XI LIJIPT 0

%2 Indeed, regarding the cultural and political activities SDAP promoted in the large courtyards,
bourgeoisie considered thé | #&% a3 GKSNRAyYy 3 LI+ O0Sa T2 VirkS Sy Sy
Saldern, ibid., p.344)

In other words, the courtyards, promising a collective living, played a significant role both within

being one of the reasons of the Civil War through its ideological meaning and then within the real
utilization by the inhaltants during the war.

8P Haiko, ibid., p.23

$14H. Lefebvre, ibid., p.142
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revolutionary possibilities the architecture proposed within theeformist municipal

program.

Finally, theresearch suggesthat the Gemeindebauteshould not be addressed as utopian

projects, in Tafurien sense f 1 K2 dzZ3K (KS & dzNIDSEa®Rd onMS (i K2 R2 f
arguments Rather it isbelievedi K G G KS §(SNY)Y & dofiapdeth inté they SS R &
original Greek words agameutopial & & 32 2 R oldbptad 8 ¢ -kl i @fdthe

critic needs to situate himself/herseifi-between and to look at the physical space from

there 3 Karl Marx Hof, being a social housing developeouind bourgeois values, may

bear the possibility of a revolutionary p&h I & 3 2. & shouldJhdt [ $oégotten that,
whereverthere exists a powerthere are also free individuals and a possibility of resistance,

even if individualistié*®

WYySHAY | SGKSNAYy3Al2y Ay KA& 06221 G¢KS . FRflyR&a 2
examines some of the most important social spaces of the eighteenth century in ardeveal the

significance of marginal space in relation to issues of order, transgression and resistance. Regarding

his methodology, he suggests to posit the Foucauldian heterotopias in betee¢opia and ou-

topia.

Pd GKAA LRAYGIZ terf beSotbesWarkyta thehida. csadrding to $im, although

C2dzOl dzf it RSaAONKRO6S&a KSGOSNRG2LIALIA & &l Oldzrtfte SEA
that promotes any promise, any hope or any primary form of resistance or liberation. Rather he

defines the different spaces astes for resistance to the dominant culture. (Peter Johnson,

' VNI @St Ay3I C2dzOI dzHista@ydof Hurhah BcfeBoidh 36,2006, 884 & £

From this point of view, the term heterotopias can be more effective asr@ading tool, in further

researches.

1 3Pl 9NBNRSY | yRA GHE O @2 dzAINdztb VY ®RI¥ES PHS ofi T (0 4 BloeMJ
2000, p .21
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APPENDIX A

OTHERSIEDLUN&NDGEMEINDEBAUTENESIGNED BY KARL EHN

1923-1924 Siedlung
Hermeswiese, Wien 13, Lynkeusgasse 2-84

1924-1925 WHA d. Gemeinde Wien "Lindenhof"
Wien 18, Paulinengasse 9

1925-1926 WHA d. Gemeinde Wien "Bebel-Hof"
Wien 12, Steinbauergasse 36

1925-1926WHA d. Gemeinde Wien "Szydzina-Hof"
Wien 20, Leystralie 83-85

1932WHA d. Gemeinde Wien "Adelheid-Popp-Hof"
Wien 16, HerbststraRe 99

Figure A.1
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APPENDIX B
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Figure B.1
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Figure C.1Groundfloor Plan of Central Laundigath Building
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Figure C.2First Hoor Plan of Central LaundrBath Building
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