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® le présent numéro illustre les travaux d'une équipe composée d'étudiants
de la Faculté d'Aménagement de Montréal - MM. Rodrigue Paulin,
George Lamouette et Henry Walsh - sur les problémes d'habitat sous
I'angle forme, fonction et structure. Nous publions en outre de larges
extraits d'un nouvel ouvrage d'Alexandre Tzonis 'vers un environnement
non-oppressif', :
notre prochain numéro s'attachera a4 dégager les finalités et les
conséquences de la croissance exponentielle de l'économie et de la
démographie dans notre environnement et de la situation des urba -
nistes et architectes dans ce systéme.

nous tenons 2 informer nos lecteurs de la création de l'association
"les amis du carré bleu' qui regroupera des lecteurs et collaborateurs
de notre feuille en vue de contribuer A sa diffusion, de participer
4 certaines de ses activités culturelles (expositions, collogues) et a
appuyer sa parution réguliere. Les personnes désireuses de faire
partie de cette association sont invitées 4 écrire 4 notre secrétariat.

5

s

(Par MM. Rodrigue PAULIN,
Georges LAMOUETTE et Henry Walsh)

@ in our present number : a critical essay by a team of students of the
school of architecture, faculté d'aménagement, Montreal - MM. Rodrigue
Paulin, George Lamouette and Henry Walsh on form, function and struc-
ture in contemporary habitat, and extracts from Alexander Tzonis last
book "towards a non-oppressive environment'.

our next number will be devoted to problems related to exponential
growth of economy and demography to the world, their influence upon
physical environment and to the situation of architects and planners
in the present system. ;
we are informing our readers about the creation of the association
"les amis du carré bleu" grouping both interested readers and
members of our team ready to support our ideas and to contribute
to the diffusion of our paper. Our secretariat is at the disposition
of all persons willing to join this association.
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LA BANLIEUE

*Solution durgence a4 une menace de crise grave du

logement, aprés la guerre,

sla banlicue est la suite d'un mouvement des emplois

et des gens vers la periferic de la grande ville .

*Elle fait suite aussi z une détdrioration des logements

de la ville, cddds en loyer aux viouveau-venus,ceux de

l'exede rural.

+Elle résulte de la popularité croissante de la *propriets
fvde® § de laccessibifit€ & l'automobile, derrizre lesquelles

et vUN AVENIR MEILLEUR®
'AUSS! BIEN QUA LA VILLE— MAIS A LA CAMPAGNE "
(@]-4

La banlicue ne tavorise pas I'intervention persennelle das
fenvironnement $amilial.
e Objectit 'UNITE DU PAYSAGE" du conshucteur—» tmage gldrale
—'rfliabiltte en facade
o Bigldtte de la comstructfon: muvs porteurs, ete. ..
« Entretien -remplacement  prloefiales pe LAuToMoBILE
blen avant les améliovations taanstormations autoqer.’

La banlfeue ne favorise Pas la pur-i'k?ra-i-fan a la comunau-
+€) les seules powibilitee dhamt l'zole, ot tous sont blenvenus

& le conseil municlpal i on se passerit bien de yeus.
o Elletavortse | “indudualisme’ ¢ I'absertelsme des vyuis probie

La banlieue eoite cher a +vus s
« Elle fimine *oute “cefmture verte' dutour de la ville .
« Elle fmplique ‘massfuement* autos ¢ autoroutes
o Elle demande des services(aqueduc, q::u?'s | Jaz, dectvi-
clte, pavage, efe) +r2s *répandus’, Zparpilies .

» —
’\(\\ ey e SEULE LOMGUE DEMEURE; CHACLINE DOMME SUZ LA RUE
‘ ET POSSEDE UN JARDIM, * — THOMMS MOORE , UTOPIE | un ISlé.
LA Banlieue est TROP DENSE pour donner la campage POU A £ ‘ -
a ses gens. La cour arriere edl brop souvent soumise a |'in- °
trusion des voisins, ef le qazon den-avant est inuhilisable, I1

consacrd quiil est au mythé de |'opulence compétitive.
a rason de ~1000%/tanille, elle mange plus qu'elle ne donne .

- ~ PAVM.
e
~Tlass Desfardi

asue 2t

s'#tablir a partir des aytorités provinciales, za aouit : &
di conmencer 1y a longternps, ! : :
La banlieue w'est PAS ASSEZ DENSE pour créer ure vie -par les erganismes de Yinancement a habitation \

|
comunautaire valable. Par la force des choses (¢t des les tetlotives de regroupemert des muniei-

hommes [inconscience), 'auto a &é due reine de la banfieue. B m-f-}-« auteur de leur certre m&mPh'-}q]",
On ne peut volv sy Tnstaller un cafe ou un restaurant dy

coln, la basse densitd le rendant non-viable. Une imisation des densiigs une planitication plus
Seul le ‘centre-d'achate® peut 4 survivre, dans lequel les échan- o‘,i’}nh;n;jsm envers les lﬁv&%@n‘rs I(g Ic'::l?'aﬂn
des cottferciaux sont vile vendue impersonnels. ces qreupes que se dectde le développement) pourrait

De plus, 1l nezessite un long deplacement , le plus scuvertt en damener a une plus saine solution pour la <s
auto, Ellminant aussi les rencontres imprévues sur les lectivité .

trottoire thutllises . wille t Banlieuas?
H. Jean Bamard Racine nous offre deux iodens ; [lame Habdat, Iﬁ.llfme
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*1l ne fait aucun doute quil ya un rapport inversement proportionnel entre la participation la
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Alexander Tzonis
Towards a non oppressive environment

Extracts from the first chapter of a volume recently published by George Braziller Inc. One Park Ave. New York.

We are presenting here a few characteristic extracts from the first chapter of the last work of A. Tzonis. We have already
published several essays from our collaborator from the U.S.A. (1) Here, Tzonis is stressing his general criticism of a series
of trends in modern architecture, very much inspired by fashion and superficial philosophy.

(1) See our numbers 3-4/69, 3/70, 1/72.-

Nous présentons ci-contre des extraits du premier chapitre d'un ouvrage d'Alexandre TZONIS (1) intitulé "Vers un environnement
non-oppressif' ol l'auteur établit une corrélation entre 1'évolution de 1'architecture et celle des idées politiques et sociales.

La lutte contre un environnement hostile - naturel et humain - caractérise le champ général de 1'évolution des civilisations depuis
les Ages les plus reculés. La société dans son ensemble s'organise pour pouvoir survivre, crée des institutions qui deviennent 2
leur tour une source d'oppression physique et mentale. Cette oppression se matérialise dans l'organisation des rapports humains
- dans l'économie, la vie sociale et culturelle. L'environnement construit exprime ses rapports qui varient dans le temps et
dans l'espace.

L'histoire est marquée en méme temps par la volonté de libération des structures oppressives - qui sont 4 la base de l'oppres-
sion de 1'homme par 1'homme.

Le rapport dialectique - oppression -libération de l'oppression - caractérise ainsi le développement des civilisations et partant
celle de l'architecture.

L'auteur examine les derniers développements dans le domaine de 1'architecture contemporaine 2 la lumiére de ces constatations,

Les derniéres dix années sont caractérisées par une série de tentatives d'établir des doctrines objectives du design. Le fonction-
nalisme, nagudre tout puissant, a versé dans le formalisme. Cette situation a amené une réaction orientée vers la rationalisation
de l'architecture a4 l'aide de méthodes scientifiques mettant uniquement en valeur son c6té utilitaire. Nous sommes en face d'un
appauvrissement délibéré de notre milieu, motivé par les tendances prédominantes de la société de consommation.

A partir de ces vues, Tzonis démontre le caractére fallacieux des théories du design orientées vers la rationalité purement
économique ; il évoque l'exemple des architectares pré-rationnelles de sociétés dites "primitives'" - étudiées par 1'école structu-

raliste - expressions équilibrées des facteurs forme, fonction et structure.

(2) Edition et diffusion George Braziller, New York.

During the last five years, architecture has again entered into a situation of
crisis. This recent. crisis has caused more desperation and more surprise than any
of the previous ones. Less than ten years ago there seemed to be no indication
that there was anything wrong with the profession and, at first glance, no need for
new directions and alternative proposals for change. Then all of a sudden, the tra-
ditional architect was accused by young dissenters of being straightjacketed by his
professional training. The dissenters alleged that new issues could not be covered
by the existing conceptual framework of design and that established designers
were no longer fulfilling their social responsibilities.

A fundamentally new awareness of oppression, leading to new definitions of
design and environment occurred in our contemporary society while architecture
as a profession was passing through a period of temporary stability and confi-
dence. “Modernism,” the architectural movement that was born in the twenties,

after long battles for survival, had finally established itself as the predominant’

trend in architecture. Its seductive and aggressive leaders had worked hard to
secure a strong and lasting identity for designers. They prescribed goals and meth-
odologies for the profession. They created prototypes to be followed and even
tried to rewrite the history of architecture from their own point of view. They felt
that architecture had advanced sufficiently while society was lagging behind in im-
plementing the architects'—experts’—recommendations. Siegfrid Giedion, for
example, one of the most important propagandists of the movement, complained
that “When Haussman was transforming Paris . . . he remarked . . . that there were
no architects living to match the ‘temps nouveaux.’ In the Paris of today the situa-
tion seems to be just the contrary: there are architects, but no directing official
equal . . . to the opportunities of the period.”?

The masters of Modernism created the impression that after them there was
nothing left to be thought or said. The role of future generations was to build and
to implement. For example, at an architectural symposium dedicated to urban de-




sign at Yale University in 1965, a prominent contemporary historian declared that
ours were times of “mild manifestoes” and that revolutions were over. No violent
dissent, therefore, was expected in architecture in the near future.

Five years later, the situation had changed radically. Revolts and confrontations
in society were common phenomena, and associated with them came the total col-
lapse of the intellectual constructs of the modernists and of the identity they had
worked so hard to establish. The dissenters held two positions. They either
claimed that design in its present form was a backward looking profession de-
manding the modernization of its objectives and the scientification of its method-
ology, or accused those traditional designers, as well as the science oriented ones,
of submitting themselves to oppressive authorities and consequently creating
oppressive environments. The period of actual strife was brief but the scars are
deep. Confidence in the design professions as they have existed up to now has
ceased.

This reaction was considered by the architectural status quo as an expression of
aimless destructive drives directed against the achievements of the previous gen-
eration. Established architects felt that given the accomplishments of the masters
of the Modernistic Movement—Le Corbusier, Gropius, Mies Vander Rohe, Aalto,
to mention only a few—it was incomprehensible that a younger generation could
find reasons for serious complaints and disagreements. If the great masters’ teach-
ings were not universally implemented, their total acceptance was only a matter
of “institutional constraints,” thus not of architecture, The established profession
argued that the degree of rationalization of building technology and design was
never before so high; this improvement, they argued, resulted from the efforts of
the Modernistic Movement. It was only a matter of time before architects would
eliminate certain conflicts and bottlenecks remaining in the construction industry,
as well as some disturbing absurdities and impracticalities in implementation.
What was needed was more continuity and effort in the direction which architec-
ture had already established, not a reconstruction of the foundations of the
profession.

On the other hand, if we accept criteria of evaluation different from those offi-
cially accepted by the profession in examining the history of architecture during
the last fifty years, we find that the contributions of the masters were not so posi-
tive, nor is the situation of the environment so satisfactory. Disadvantages which
never existed before have appeared. The contributions of the Modernistic Move-
ment have not made man any happier. It is interesting to note that through those
new inexpediencies, people felt that disadvantages which did not exist before ap-
peared in their man-made environment. The Modernistic Movement not only
disregarded these disadvantages but, sometimes, even contributed substantially
to their emergence. For example the segregation of urban activities into zones
and the application of the “open plan,” the functional use of every space, lead
to, respectively, the uniformity and monotony of the cities, to the violation of
privacy in the residential settlements and to the sterile rigidity of the built fabric
in general, It also became evident that not only did the modern movement ignore
these issues but also architecture in general had never before even considered them.

This fact led to the creation of the movement for the scientification and ration-
alization of architecture. The supporters of this approach asked for the redefinition
of the basic concepts of “design” and “environment” through science. The appli-
cation of science was expected to prevent such disturbing omissions, the increas-
ing inadequacy of traditional design resulting from obsolete methodologies. As
much as such criticisms reveal the limitations of traditional architecture, they are
in themselves limited. They are preoccupied only with surface aspects of the func-
tioning of design and pay no attention to the impact design has on the social rela-
tions of people or how design affects the organization of power in a society.

It is rather questionable, as it will be argued in this essay, that a new concrete
vision of the non-oppressive environment as a design product can be formed be-
fore a new social organization comes into existence. The possibility of concretely
describing design decisions operating in a non-oppressive environment, independ-
ently of describing the processes that lead to a new social organization is also
questionable. Those two issues have created the impression that the critics of
established architectural discipline ask for the abolishment of architecture. This
is only a misunderstanding.

The relationship between objectives and methodologies of design will be

described by following their historical developments. But first we must clarify
what we mean by the so-called theory of design. Theory of design, with which this
essay is concerned, is characterized less by arguments about what kind of shape
should be chosen for a certain part of a building than the kinds of choices that have
to be made in the design of a building. Theory of design argues about reasons that
can explain, dictate or prove a design decision, such as the adoption or the crea-
tion of a shape in an architectural work. It is related more to the investigations of
systems of decision making in design than to the verbalization of different design
decisions as such.

On the other hand I will not discuss in this essay decision making in designas
such, a highly technical subject. What I will analyze here is the realm and the
limits within which the various systems of design operate, the hypotheses and the
concepts on which they are based, the fundamental motivations of the social sys-
tem within which and for which they perform. The developmental approach which
I will use might lead to the misconception that there is a deterministic series of
stages through which every society or every architectural tradition must pass.
What I will try to show consequently is that there do exist concepts and “cate-
gories” which constitute the basis of decision making theory of design, which are
historical, which, as I have already mentioned, develop as part of the evolution
of the organization of power in society. For example, the methodologies and
objectives that dominated architecture before the eighteenth century were funda-
mentally irrelevant to those of contemporary “rationalistic” design. Some
architectural historians and theoreticians, however, wrongly argue that pre-eight-
eenth-century architecture had the same objectives and methodologies in the
design process as modern rationalism, only without knowing it. It has been ar-
gued moreover that non-selfconscious design in general (like non-selfconscious
cultures) preceded conscious design in a single line of development. It is further
stated that during the “pre-selfconscious” or “archaic” period, design decisions
were made by intuition, instinct, taste or chance, employing the same conceptual
framework as the contemporary science-oriented designers do, but not by sys-
tematic, “rational” thinking. The regularities which characterize such design
products are thought by the “rationalists” to be the result of selection and elimi-
nation as well as of mechanical memorization of successful decisions. This view
merely considers the process of design as nothing more than a sequence of stim-
uli and responses equating thinking with the mere application of bits of past
experience.®

Finally an important point should be made here about the use of the term
“rational.” Often what we mean by rational action is an action which takes place
according to basic rules of the mind, the basic operations of logic. If one accepts
this point of view, design in the archaic societies can unquestionably be called
rational. As Levi Strauss and several contemporary anthropologists have shown,
man’s creations have always been subject to the logic of such rules, St. Augustine
refers to the rationality of man as his quality to strive after a goal and to be able
to introduce an order into his behavior. Karl Polanyi remarked that “the logic of
rational action applies . . . to all conceivable means and ends covering an almost
infinite variety of human interests. In chess or technology, in religious life or
philosophy ends may range from commonplace issues to the most recondite and
complex ones.” ¢

In this essay I will refer to “rational” action as applied to the behavior of con-
temporary economic man, the man who does things under conditions imposed on
him “by scarcity of means in relation to expanding desires.”?

Thus one can say that archaic designers are not rational since, although they
recognize scarcity of certain materials, they do not practice minimization of their
spending in construction; or, while they consider the demand for a certain amen-
ity, they do not attempt to maximize this amenity in the product which could
supply it; in general the conscious “wastefullness” of the pre-rational designer
and his pre-occupation with unproductive trivia. I will try to show that such be-
havior by the designers of archaic societies, as it still survives up to the eighteenth
century, is the result of the acceptance of objectives alien to our immediate com-
prehension and everyday habits rather than the outcome of barbarism, back-
wardness, clumsiness or ignorance. Thus “pre-rational,” archaic or pre-economic
design can be shown to be in the end actually “a variant . . . of the logic of
rational action” in general.®




