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Innovativeness, problematics, relevance of the topic

The living space has become a new full-fledged object of study, which can be viewed from
the positions of social, cultural, political history. The modernization of the living space is
also a (re) programming of the lifestyle, society, individual, values, i. e., a particularly
relevant aspect that doubtlessly merits a more in-depth study. The dissertations examines
how the living space relates to politics and ideology and the fact that the concept of
"private space" is relative. The modernization of the living space and housekeeping may
be both at the same time - a reflection of social processes, but also a tool for achieving

state-wide programmatic, political, ideological, propaganda goals.

The dissertation focuses on two living space modernization campaigns that took place in
Lithuania during the 20" century - the interwar and the Soviet one, and on two case
studies - the interwar Kaunas and the Soviet Vilnius. The aim of the study is to attempt to
look not so much at the interwar and the Soviet period as radically different epochs in a
multitude of aspects, but at the modernization of the living space as a phenomenon of the
20" century that was common to the interwar and the Soviet period. From this perspective,
the trends of the interwar and the soviet period seem "related", they often employ the same
rhetoric and arguments. However, at the same time they radically contradict each other in
terms of political, ideological, economic differences, values and attitudes towards private
property. The attempt to compare the (in)comparable in terms of both the epochs and the

processes makes this study innovative, problematic and relevant.

Another problematic aspect that makes the study relevant is the analysis of the
phenomenon of modernization itself, as the comparison of the historical periods that
hardly compare highlights only international essential similarities of the phenomenon of
modernization throughout the Western culture. However, at the same time it allows
contrasting (backwards - catching up, imitation - creative reception, city - village, nation
state - occupied country, etc.), seeing the field of political development and breakthroughs
as a background in which social content is revealed. Modernization is not merely an
expression of aesthetic or stylistic attitudes, but a complex symbolic aim of "new
beginning". The motifs of creating a new person, a new society, a new state, a new life can

be found both in the Western tradition, followed by the advocates of modernization in



interwar Lithuania, and in the socialist project of modernization, in which Lithuania could
not help but take part.

In the cases of interwar Kaunas and Soviet Vilnius, the processes of modernizing the living
space can be compared on the basis of more than both de facto having the representational
status of the capital city as the space of expressing the initiatives and priorities of the state
politics. Another common concept that connects these two cases, but also the idea of
modernization as a whole, is the aim of "fresh page" and "new beginning". In both cases,
there was the obvious attempt or even unavoidable necessity to create "a new city". As
Vilnius was lost during the interwar period, the creation of Kaunas as the temporary capital
was a project of impressive proportions. Over a brief period, Kaunas was transformed from
a fortified city of the periphery of the Czarist Russia into a modern Western city. A
transformation of similar proportions awaited Vilnius after the war. As the historic capital
was regained, it contained plenty of ruins and not enough residents, and required a great
mobilization and concentration in order to become a capital city, not as a national

narrative, but a de facto one.
The chronological delineations of the study

This study focuses on the modernization of the urban living space in the 20" century
Lithuania. The earliest and the latest years of the century are not included in this research.
This is mainly because the aim of the study is a detailed analysis of the campaigns of
housekeeping modernization by evaluating their cultural, economic and social aspects,
which are analysed in a close connection with the political context. And as for political
context, the 20™ century "fully" included "two Lithuanias" - the interwar and the Soviet
one. In this context, the 20" century does not "contain" neither Lithuania within the Czarist
Russia, nor the restored Republic of Lithuania (from 1991), as in both cases their study
only inside the 20" century would be pointless, and expanding the field of exploration
from the end of the 18" century to the 21% century would not be feasible due to the
limitations on the size of the study and the radical differences in the approaches and
methodologies.

In more concrete terms, the "short 20" century" in this study extends over two historical
campaigns of modernization of housekeeping - the interwar and the Soviet one. The first
6



one can, with reservations, be dated 1918-1940. The reservations are mentioned because
of a couple of reasons. First is the specifics of the "Kaunas case™ as represented in the
study. Bearing in mind that Kaunas became the temporary capital in 1919, this date could
also be used as the starting point of the chronology. On the other hand, the beginning of
the living space modernization campaign could be associated with the establishment of the
first institutions that coordinate and oversee this field. The first institution in charge of
construction and design was the Technical Construction Department (Technikos
statomasis departamentas) that operated in 1919-1920 and was part of the Ministry of
Trade and Industries (Prekybos ir pramonés ministerija). However, the Commissariat of
Rebuilding Lithuania (Lietuvos atstatymo komisariatas) that was founded in 1921 (it was
part of the Ministry of Interior and operated until 1925) also marks the qualitative
breakthrough, as it became the institution that not only prepared and controlled the
projects, but also raised questions of improving the legal base, distribution of ideas and
generating model projects. Thus, 1918, 1919 and 1921 are all dates that have grounds to

mark the beginning of the chronological framework of the study.

The chronology of the Soviet period also requires some explanation. The first postwar
decade of the occupation, the Stalin era, is not included as part of this study. The analysis
of the Stalinist decade was rejected because of several reasons. This period in Lithuania
did not see an intense and well-coordinated living space modernization campaign. The
state priorities were in the development of industries, the race of the Cold War, etc. In the
capital city, the construction of residential homes was limited to single objects or
exclusive, luxurious, showy projects. The building of homes for the masses, the essential
aspect of the modernization that emphasized social justice, was not undertaken. In the 40s,
the homes for the masses, which are "traditionally" the main object of modernization, were
not the state priority. The construction of such homes is "overturned" to financially capable
organizations, institutions and factories, and to residents themselves by encouraging

individual constructions.

The date that marks the end of the Stalin era and the beginning of the new modernization
campaign initiated by N. Khrushchev is 1954. That was when Khrushchev gave a speech
at an architects and construction workers congress in which he acknowledged that over

the decade after the war, the problem of the lack of living space was never resolved and
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announced "the new direction” - towards modernization, industrialization and
prefabricated construction, which gave the green light to the state incentives to encourage
constructionally new type of homes. Precise dating of the end of this period is more
complicated. 1991 is doubtlessly the date that de facto marks the end of the socialist,
planned economy based, state-wide modernization epoch. However, de jure it may have
ended much sooner. From the mid-1960s up until the fall of the Soviet Union, no essential,
programmatic, ideology shaping documents that would represent new ideas and a
qualitatively fundamentally new stage in the forming of the living space were published.
Also, in the public space of late 60s and early 70s, the campaign rhetoric of the
modernization of the living space becomes noticeably more gentle. The domestic life
seizes to be single-mindedly important tool of representing and shaping "the new society".
The Brezhnev era stagnation in the political life coincided with the "slowing down" of the
modernization campaign of the domestic life. Therefore, it is best to define the Soviet era
of modernization of domestic life and living space as 1954-1991, while noting that the

modernization campaign lost its impetus in the late 60s-early 70s.
The object of the study

The term living space in this dissertation includes both practices of domestic life and the
immediate living surroundings - the home. Therefore, the object of the study may be
defined as the processes of (re)shaping the urban home and the daily domestic life
practices in it. The study excludes the analyses of individual homes constructed with
private initiative and private funding. Obviously, both in interwar Kaunas and in post-war
Vilnius, individual homes and their blocks were being constructed, and they cannot be
excluded from the architectural and social context of the city. However, in the 20™" century,
the private homes in the city represent not so much the state modernization initiative, but
rather certain social phenomena: either a certain cultural, social, financial backwardness
(in the case of cheap wooden houses), or, on the contrary, an expression of power, force,
wealth, exclusive position in the society. The relationship of the state and the private
constructors, their privileges or restrictions, the attitude of the state towards them as
agents, assistants or detractors of modernization, is definitely an interesting aspect, but is

excluded from the framework of this study due to its scope and thematic focus.



Theoretical approach and methodology

According to Anthony Giddens, one of the most important theoreticians of modernization,
institutionality is very important in modernization, and the role of a specialist, an expert
becomes essential'. Such insights gave the impetus to examine the process of
modernization of domestic life as containing an imperative aspect - an aim to change the
usual norms, to take the domestic and everyday life practices to a qualitatively new level
that comes "from above". The study examines the official (state-level) campaign that
delineates the guidelines for a new quality of life. Modernization as an expression of state
politics is associated with legal base, projects that are initiated or supported by the state,
public relations campaigns and educational programmes. It is important to note that the
modernization "from above" in this work is understood to be not only as preparation and
implementation of state-initiated projects, but also as attitudes and principles, distributed
in the public space by the specialists, professionals, experts, in order to popularize them

"below", i. e., among the non-specialist audiences.

Of course, one of the most important inspirations on how to compare the cases that do not
compare easily in recent years is the study by Zenonas Norkus Du nepriklausomybés
desimtmeciai (Two Decades of Independence)?, which compares two distinct "cases" of
interwar and post-Soviet era Lithuania and its economic, social and political situation from
the perspective of comparative historical sociology. The comparative historical sociology
model and the comparative perspective that "is applied when the observed cases represent
different cultures, societies and civilizations <...> by applying the comparative method in
the narrow sense, where the small number of cases may hopefully be compensated by a

deeper (intense) analysis of each one of them"3 became the inspiration for further research.

Finally, it bears emphasizing that the study compares not the historical eras, but the
phenomenon of modernization in the context of home and domestic life and the recurrence
of ideas and processes in certain historical periods. Giddens' idea that modernity should

be explained institutionally, and the changes stemming from modern institutions are

! Giddens Anthony, The consequences of modernity, Stanford University Press, 1990.

2 Norkus Zenonas, Du nepriklausomybés dvidesimtmeciai, Vilnius, 2014.
% lbid, p. 25.
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directly interconnected with the life of an individual* is a direct response to the theoretical
approach of this study. The basic elements of the study are formulated and highlighted,
and their recurrences, interpretations, variations can be found both on the global scale and
in the cases of interwar Kaunas and Soviet Vilnius. The study examines the value-based
reference points of both modernization campaigns, the role of the state in each case, the
shaping of the urban living space, the role of domestic life in the narrow sense in the
processes of modernization, and how the distribution of ideas took place. These aspects
become the basis of the study, as they allow for an objective highlights in the similarities

and differences of the modernization campaigns.

The diachronic comparative study of the modernization of domestic life crosses the
boundaries of a strictly historical study and also embraces the field of comparative
historical sociology or historical anthropology. Therefore, the dissertation employs the
research methods typical of humanities and social sciences, and also interdisciplinary
approaches. Besides the traditional chronological descriptory method typical (obligatory)
to all historical research, this study aims at including the interplay of the various cultural,
social and political processes, practices and power fields as well as the causality, processes
and results of the modernization processes of domestic life. This is achieved by employing
the comparative method which is used in order to highlight the parallels and analogies of
the different social, cultural, political practices. The study of empirical materials (print,
media, laws, decrees, projects, etc.) is expanded by integrating the contemporary memoirs
into the base of the sources of the dissertation. The empirical materials and the academic
text are complimented by the original quotes and illustrations of the periods discussed and

their analyses.
The aim and goals of the study

The main aim of the study is to present the 20" century living space and domestic life
modernization campaigns that took place in Lithuania based on the analyses of two cases,
interwar Kaunas and Soviet Vilnius, as a reflection of political, social and cultural

processes by examining how the modernization of home and domestic life happened in

4 Giddens Anthony, Modernybé ir asmens tapatumas, Vilnius, 2000, p. 9.
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different times and places and to find out the similarities and differences of the process of

the modernization campaigns.
In order to examine the above aim of the study, these main research goals were formulated:

e opting for the concept of two cases as a starting point, to use the analyses of the
cases of interwar Kaunas and Soviet Vilnius to highlight the principles as well as
the structural similarities and differences of the living space modernization
campaigns during the interwar and the Soviet periods;

o to reveal the influence of the different political systems on the processes of the
modernization of the living space, paying special attention to the factor of political
Imperative or modernization "from above";

e to compare value attitudes behind the domestic life modernization campaigns;

e to analyse the phenomenon of the urban living space, its understanding and
formation in the modernization campaigns of the interwar and the Soviet periods;

¢ to highlight the practices and processes by the way of which the domestic life was

transported from the private sphere to the field of political interests.
Discussion of sources

Due to the diachronicity of the topic, the study required the use of ample and varied
resources. The sources employed in the study fall into several main categories.
Chronologically, the sources come from the interwar and the Soviet periods. In terms of

the types of sources, the categories are as follows:

Archival documents. The study comprised the analysis of the surviving documents of the
main government institutions that were responsible for the preparation of the projects of
residential buildings and the practical implementation of the modernization campaigns.
During the interwar, those were the Commissariat for Rebuilding Lithuania (Lietuvos
atstatymo komisariatas, files kept in the Lithuanian Central State Archives (further
LCVA), f. 377, ap. 7) and the Inspection of Construction and Land Roads (Statybos ir
sauskeliy inspekcija, files kept in the LCVA, f. 377, ap. 8), and during the Soviet period,
the National Commettee for Construction and Architecture Affairs of the Council of

Ministers of the Lithuanian SSR (Lietuvos TSR Ministry Tarybos valstybinis statybos ir
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architektiiros reikaly komitetas, files kept in the LCVA, f. R-545) and the Instritute of
Urban Construction Design (Miesty statybos projektavimo institutas, files kept in the
Vilnius Regional State Archives (further VRVA), f. 1036). The analysis focused on
residential building projects, drawings, explanatory notes for the projects, reports,
correspondences of the responsible institutions regarding domestic life and residential
buildings, analyses of implemented projects, other textual and visual documents. The main
body of archival sources is complimented both qualitatively and quantitatively by the
collection of the Museum of Architecture kept in the VRVA (f. 1171), which contains not
only the documentation of the above mentioned institutions (lacking from the main funds),
but also manuscripts, correspondence, cuttings, competition projects, etc. of the architects.
These archival resources contributed to the study not only direct sources that reveal the
attitudes of the government apparatus towards the living space "from above", but also

uncover the "insider" attitudes of the participants of the system.

"The view of a professional observer" (outside of the institutional viewpoint) of the
modernization processes is revealed in the documents from the Lithuanian Archive of
Literature and Art (Lietuvos literatiiros ir meno archyvas). These are the manuscript of
radio lectures "Modern installation of home and household, 1927-1931" ("Moderniskas
namy ir buto jrengimas, 1927-1931", f. 397, ap. 1, b. 31) by Halina Kairitikstyté-Jacyniené,
who carefully analysed the interwar vision of modernizing the domestic life, and the
dissertation of Feliksas Vitas, completed in 1965, titled "Functional and Spacial Solution
of the Interior of Contemporary Apartments of the Lithuanian SSR" (“Lietuvos TSR
Siuolaikiniy buty interjero funkcionalinis ir erdvinis sprendimas", f. 772, ap. 1, b. 1), which
analyses the "new domestic life" practices of the Soviet period. The latter monograph is a
unique study in the Lithuanian historiography, as it marks the symbolic tipping point when
studying the domestic life becomes part of the interests of the academic sphere and not

merely a collection of advice for homemakers.

The living space "view from below", i. e., from the position of the residents is revealed in
the reports of ethnographic studies carried out by Antanas Daniliauskas and kept in the
Archive of the Lithuanian Institute of History (Institute of History, Sector of Ethnography,

nr. 607 (1-193)). In terms of this study, of particular relevance were the interviews
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collected and recorded in 1973 with the individuals who worked at the Kaunas industrial

companies, discussing the contemporary aspects of material culture and domestic life.

Specialized publications of architecture and construction - the Statybos menas ir technika
of the interwar period (1922-1923), InzZinieriaus kelias, which was published by the
architects and engineers who had fled to Germany after WWII (1946-1948). This
publication is included among the sources of the study, as its publishers declared that their
emigration was temporary and they expected to return to Lithuania soon, and the contents
of the publication are formed as guidelines for the expected rebuilding of Lithuania, and
finally, even though it was published in a different space, it still directly continues the
discussions and searches of the interwar architectural thought. This group of sources also
contains the monthly magazine about municipality affairs Savivaldybé, which was
published 1923-1940, even though it was not directly intended for the questions of
construction and architectures, but published quite a number of important, expertly
researched articles on these topics in the 30s. In the Soviet case, this group of sources is
represented by the specialized magazine Statyba ir architektira (1958-1991), published
by the initiative of the institution that both shaped and implemented the ideology, the
National Committee for Construction and Architecture Affairs of the Council of Ministers
of the Lithuanian SSR. The analysis of these publications helped quite clearly define the
"official" architectural guidelines and trends on which the attempt to construct/modernize

the living space was based.

Legal base. The analysis of the legal base of the interwar period that was in any way
influential on the processes of modernizing the domestic life was carried out based on
obligatory directives and decrees that were published in the Vyriausybés Zinios, the Kaunas
city municipality directive and decree compendium that was published 1918-1936, and
especial attention in the context of legal reglamentation was merited by the 1938
programmatic document Marinés statybos ugdymo planas. In the same way, the Soviet
legal base regarding the modernizing processes of the domestic life and living space was
analysed. The main programmatic documents were the programmes and directives of the
conventions of the Communist Party, which unequivocally ideologized and advocated the
modernizing of the domestic life. Also included are the directives and decrees of the

Central Committee of the Lithuanian Communist Party and the Vilnius Executive
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Committee that directly formed the policy of modernization. The Construction norms and
regulations were published since 1955, they were obligatory "frameworks" of design that
had essential influence on the forming of the living space. The analysis of this group of
sources was the essential "backbone™ of the study, which gave ground to the theoretically

institutionalized nature of the modernization of domestic life.

Monographs by architects and engineers regarding construction and interior space
planning. The main books of this kind are: Miesto gyvenamieji namai (City Residential
Houses) by Vladas Svipas (1933), Darbininky namy statyba (Constructing Homes for
Workers) by Juozas Grabauskas (1935), Mazas gyvenamas namas (Small Residential
House) by Vytautas Peldavi¢ius (1948), Miesty sodybinés statybos architektiira (Rural
Architecture in Cities) by Antanas Spelskis (1955), Daugiabutis gyvenamasis namas
(Residential Block) by Jokiibas Peras (1958), especially informative descriptions of the
Soviet Lithuanian city homes in Lietuvos miesto gyventojy materialiné kultira XX a. (The
Material Culture of the Lithuanian City Residents in the 20th Century) by Antanas
Daniliauskas, Miisy butas (Our Appartment) by Leonas Kitra and Sofija Subaciuviené
(1959). These publications, a unique source revealing the technical and aesthetic principals
of constructing the living space, allowed to trace the principle chain of distributing the
ideas of modernization: specialist (distributor of ideas) - state politics vs state politics -
specialist (implementor). The works of the Soviet ideologists Jonas Kumpis, Jonas
Minkevicius, Lionginas Sepetys, Justas Paleckis and others which focus on questions of
domestic life, aesthetics and architecture are interpreted in this study as sources that
represent the state order and state initiative, rather than a personal value position of a

specialist.

Specialized housekeeping advice literature intended for the female audience. During the
interwar period, the women's societies initiated the publication of periodicals Moteris ir
pasaulis, Naujoji Vaidiluté and Moteris, as well as specialized books about optimizing,
rationalizing and managing housekeeping Namai ir moteris (Home and Woman, 1937),
Namie ir sveciuose (At Home and Visiting, 1938), Pazangi Seimininké (Progressive
Homemaker, 1939). In the same way, the Soviet sources are represented by the magazine

Tarybiné moteris and an exemplary publication of the genre Seimininkés vadovas (The
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Housewife's Guide, 1959). The analysis of this group of sources allowed to observe the

purification, adaptation and public exposition of the ideas of modernization.

Contemporary memoirs are the last important group of sources. The domestic life in the
interwar Kaunas was particularly vividly and brightly depicted in the memoirs of Algirdas
Juozas Ciplijauskas®, Leon Mitkiewicz® Silvija Lomsargyté-Pukiené’, Giuseppe
Salvatori®, This group of sources also includes the local history study of Lithuania,
prepared by geography professor Hans Mortensen® under request of the Easter Europe
Institute (in Breslau) after an expedition to Lithuania in 1921-1923. As the domestic life
issues during the interwar period were much less the focus on the institutional level and
much less documented than during the Soviet period, this group of sources is particularly
relevant, since it qualitatively complements the study with undocumented testimonies of
domestic life and everyday practices, without which this study would be much more
hypothetical. The information presented in the memoirs is analysed and evaluated

critically and used to qualitatively compliment information of the other sources.
Structure of the study

The study consists of introduction, three main chapters, conclusions, lists of references
and sources. The introduction discusses and provides grounds for the relevance of the
topic, presents theoretical and methodological models and inspirations for the study, the

aim and goals of the study, the sources and the structure of the dissertations.

The first chapter covers the context of the modernization of domestic life in terms of ideas
and history, the global trends and fundamental ideas that are essential for analysing the
home and domestic life modernization campaigns in Lithuania. Understanding the
international and historical context is essential both for analysing the living space
modernization campaign in interwar Lithuania, and the mass construction project under
Khrushchev, as both cases are inextricable parts of the history of the transformation of the

living space.

® Ciplijauskas Algirdas Juozas, Namas, Torontas, 2000.

® Mitkiewicz Leon, Kauno atsiminimai 1938-1939, Vilnius, 2002.

" Lomsargyté-Pukiené Silvija, Dita: paralelés, Kaunas, 2004.

& Salvatori Giuseppe, Lietuva vakar ir Siandien, Vilnius, 1992,

® Mortensen Hans, Litauen: Grundziige einer Landeskunde, Hamburg, 1926.
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The second chapter analyses the role of the governmental sector in the processes of
modernization of the living space. It examines the influence of the government institutions
and legal base on the everyday space, presents the state initiated projects that reflect the
priorities of the social policies, analyses domestic life as a phenomenon of political tool
and opinion shaping, views the introduction of the standartization as the fundamental
component of modernization and finally presents the practices of training the specialists
that were directly involved in the processes of modernizing the domestic life. The second
chapter consists of two subchapters that feature identical analyses of the two cases -
interwar Kaunas and Soviet Vilnius. The differences (and similarities) in the process of
modernization and the two cases are highlighted by choosing a symmetrical mosaic of
problems while examining the fundamental constituents of the modernization processes.
In some cases the asymmetry in the contents and size of the subchapters is evident, it
proves that the features of the modernization campaigns in the very early stages of

industrialization in interwar Lithuania and in Soviet Lithuania were radically different.

The third chapter analyses and compares the urban living space modernization campaigns

on three levels presented in three subchapters:

o the value reference points and fundamental values underneath the interwar and the
Soviet modernization campaigns. This part continues the practices of state
involvement in the modernization of domestic life as discussed in Chapter 2 with a
theoretical and value-based grounds.

o the qualitative phenomenon of differentiating the urban and rural lifestyle and forms.
The subchapter analyses the understanding of the urban living space, its components,
its aesthetic and functional characteristics and the actions programmed "from above"
in order to create "urbanity".

e the phenomenon of rationalizing, institutionalizing and modernizing housekeeping (in
the narrow sense, understood as routine household chores and everyday practices).
The subchapter examines how the concept and the vision of modernizing the
housekeeping was transformed. The transformation of the attitude towards
modernizing housekeeping is observed - from technological advancements to

institutional coordination.

The conclusions present the summary and comparison of the two case studies.
16



Conclusions

1. The analysis of the domestic life and living space modernization processes in the 20th
century Lithuania reveals two distinct modernization campaigns as a reflection of political
and social processes. The first modernization campaign guidelines were shaped during the
interwar period. The second one, a much larger and more heavyweight in terms of political
and ideological contents began in the late 50s. In spite of obvious differences between the
two modernization campaigns that occurred due to sociopolitical and historical factors, the

study reveals that they also had many fundamental, structural, ideal similarities.

2. The conceptual similarity of the two cases of the modernization of the living space
analysed in this work - the interwar Kaunas and the Soviet Vilnius - is also typical and
symptomatic of international modernization trends - the aims of forming a new beginning,
"a fresh page", a new person. The interwar Kaunas formed the identity of a capital city,
albeit a temporary one, which excluded the image of the provincial fortified city of the
19th century. The Khrushchev era modernization campaign in the 50s and 60s was a
"return” to the ideas of socialism, when the society's way of thinking had to be newly
reprogrammed, not by terror and deportations, as in Stalin's time, but by the living space

and domestic life.

3. The fundamental similarity and the starting point of this study is the role of the state and
its institutions as well as the modernization effort as brought down "from above". Both in
the interwar and in the Soviet period modernization was an expression of political will.
The quality and standards of living were directly affected by the legal acts, municipality
and state level decrees and directives as projected onto the living space. The main
difference in terms of the modernization of the living space via the legal base is that in the
interwar period all the way up to the eve of WWII it remained in its forming stages and
reglamented the main principles of construction or only had influence on the living
standards of the temporary capital through particular decrees, and often was only
recommended. The more conceptual guidelines of a political programme that included
both the implementation of the social housing policies and the modernization of the
residential architecture were only formed at the very end of the 30s, but as the war broke

out, they were never implemented. Meanwhile, the Soviet modernization campaign of the
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50s featured not only a more radical rhetoric, but also an absolutely imperative legal
reglamentation. The state became the sole contractor, designer and constructor, and the
legal system common to the whole of the Soviet Union, the decrees of the Party and the
government, the norms and regulations for construction and interior space design became
the essential reference points for shaping the living space. Giddens termed the Soviet
modernization "radical modernization" and was, of course, correct. Modernization became
a priority of the state politics, without any alternative. However, as already mentioned,
modernization in general features involvement, initiative and coordination "from above".
Even though it was less radical, the imperative encouragement for modernization can also
be found in the interwar period. The most obvious example of that is the cheap wooden
homes, barns and outdoor toilets in the center of Kaunas that were torn down, and the fines
and bigger taxes were applied to those who lingered without connecting to the new water

and sewage systems.

4. The aspect of the living space modernization campaigns that is common to both is the
understanding of housekeeping and home as a guarantee for political capital. The home
was understood to be a tool of both domestic and foreign politics which could guarantee
the loyalty of the citizens and increase international prestige. In the interwar Lithuania,
this understanding did not turn into a large scale coordinated campaign and remained
limited to declarative statements, meanwhile, the Soviet apparatus used the housekeeping
and the home not only as a guarantee of loyalty and control, but "elevated" to the level of
social engineering according to the formula: new apartments - new model of life - new
society. In the Soviet rhetorics, the highlights of the idea of modernization are shifted from
the purely practical utilitarian and aesthetic perspective of the interwar to the sociological,

ideological, propaganda level.

5. The persistence of the social utopia implemented in architecture that was present both
during the interwar and the Soviet periods is symptomatically illustrated by the
construction of the workers' apartment complex in Griunvaldo str. in Kaunas. The project
was commissioned by the industrialist Tilmansai family and designed by the engineer
I. Trakmanas, it was realized only in 1940 and presented by the Soviet propaganda as proof

of how the communists take care of their people, and is a great illustration of how the
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Soviet regime appropriated and adapted to its own ends the concepts of the interwar period

by providing them with new ideological meanings.

6. The modernization of the living space during the interwar period was encouraged by
the emerging founts of propagating the modern life on the academic and institutional levels
(an example is the activities of the Agriculture House (Zemés ikio rimai) and the Dotnuva
Agricultural Academy), such efforts were reflected in the attitudes, education, values and
public activities of particular personas (the brightest of them are V. Svipas, B. Svipait¢, E.
Starkiené, H. KairitikStyté). During the Soviet period, the driving force behind
modernization is no longer the field of activity of individuals or particular institutions, but
rather, a state interest and part of the government programme. The guidelines for
modernizing the domestic life and the living space are included into programmatic
documents, a whole network of state institutions in charge of design, production,
construction, industrialization of housekeeping processes, shaping of public opinions,

research of domestic life and material culture, etc.

7. One of the essential differences between these two programmes of modernization is
their results. The advocates of modernism during the interwar period had to convince the
society of the advantages of the international modernism and functionalism, compared to
other, parallel trends (the quest for the national style, the citing of historic forms, etc.).
According to V. Svipas, on the "micro level" it is possible to observe such a shift during
the interwar period among the newly constructed residential homes, but H. Kairitkstyté
states that the implementation of the concept of a modern home from construction to
installments was a luxury that few could afford. In terms of large scale public projects and
state priorities (which were the main field of expression of modernism as a socially
responsible movement in Western Europe), modernism did not become the dominant
paradigm. On the contrary, the Soviet modernization programme did not need to prove
itself. It became the state priority and the unquestionable constant, and the living space
innovations became a mass phenomenon, oriented towards the masses, and not towards

exclusive projects.

8. The value points of reference of the modernization campaigns in the interwar and Soviet

Lithuania had both similarities and differences. The main different in value point of
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reference is reflected in the programmatic documents. In the case of interwar Lithuania,
the Western "best practices” are quoted almost verbatim. Meanwhile, the Soviet
modernization campaign, while rooted in the rhetoric of the interwar Western European
modernists, presents the social contents of the architecture, the attention to the human
factor as a result of the unique social policies of the Soviet Union “that has no analogies
neither in the past nor abroad". But at the same time a paradoxical similarity emerges - the
orientation to the West. In the interwar Lithuania, it was understood as a means to join the
European context, to present oneself as a Western state. Meanwhile, in the context of the
Soviet modernization, the orientation towards the West reflected the philosophy of the
Cold War: to catch up with and overtake the West. Mass construction of the new type of
homes was intended to prove the advantages of the socialist regime, which creates the
welfare state, and reflect how the state takes care of its citizens. But in both cases, the

modernization of homes was considered to be a tool of international politics.

9. The Soviet modernization of homes contains the same variables as the concepts
formulated by the interwar Western European modernizers: the introduction of open plan,
economical constructions, the idea of a home for the minimal existence, etc. These ideas,
while formulated during the interwar period, were widely implemented in post-war Europe
as a solution for the very pertinent problem of housing shortage. However, even though
the Soviet modernization implemented modernization ideas common to all of Europe, it
also radically reinterpreted them and turned them into a tool of ideology, propaganda and
social engineering. Open plan in Western Europe was promoted by the modernizers and
considered to be a guarantee of democracy and open society, after the war it was
considered to be a means of "prevention™ of the threat of totalitarian regimes. Meanwhile,
in the Soviet Union, the same concept of open plan was reinterpreted as a means of

educating the socialist society.

10. In interwar Lithuania the Western European modernist ideas where quoted in the
public space and the programmatic documents, but due to low level of urbanization there
was no need to develop the experimental projects of minimal existence homes which
represented the responsible social policy and care for the masses in the West. In the
Lithuanian cities during the interwar, there was no such "mass" of proletariat in need of

homes. The "audience" for social housing in Kaunas fit into 6 colonies, albeit tightly.
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Therefor in interwar Lithuania, the main emphases of modernization were practical, like
hygiene, light, space, order, electrification of household chores, etc. The situation changed
radically in the Soviet period: as the farmsteads were destroyed, the industrial companies
erected in the cities and near them, and thousands of new residents moved into them, the
housing shortage becomes an immediate problem. At the same time the interwar modernist

ideas of implementing modernization become relevant.

11. The Soviet rhetoric was very harsh towards the interwar Lithuanian modernist efforts
to follow the international style, criticizing them as "pandering to the West in chase of the
common European standard". Meanwhile, the Soviet modernization is presented as a
"fresh page" in the social history of architecture. However, the residential blocks of the
50s looked very similar in Scandinavia, Western Europe and the Soviet Union. The Soviet
modernism was a little late, but since late 50s it stylistically smoothly merges with the
"common European standard" of the post-war Europe, just like the interwar modernization

pioneers intended.

12. In terms of the modernization of the urban living space, the qualitative differentiation
of urban and rural lifestyle and forms is essential. In the interwar modernization campaign,
the essential moment was transforming Kaunas itself into a city according to Western
standards. However, even the most enthusiastic among the modernization advocates were
quite reserved in their rhetoric, leaning more towards the concept of city-garden rather
than radical urban shifts. The "boldest" suggestions were limited to encouraging brick
construction and recommending building homes a few stories higher. Meanwhile, the
discussions about social housing and colonies of cheap apartments sooner or later ended
with the conclusion that "his own shed suits the Lithuanian character best", therefore the
majority of the projects were developed in this direction. If such half-rural, half-urban
living model was not only tolerated but considered to be the starting point of future
projects, the Khrushchev campaign changes everything. As individual contractions are
banned, all newcomers are gradually installed 5-16 stories above ground and lose any
possessive connection to it. The "farm practices™ within city limits still occur, but are
harshly criticized in the public space and gradually transformed into substitutes, the

collective gardens, that become an inextricable part of the modern Soviet city.
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13. The interwar concept of "own shed" appealed not only to the efforts to find the national
style, but also to the "Lithuanian character”, in which the sense of property was necessary
as a connection to home and land typical of the patriarchal village. The result of the Soviet
modernization is the microdistricts with multistorey, multiapartment buildings, and at first
sight it seems to contradict the concept of the shed. But on the other hand, the Soviet
microdistric represented a much stronger effort to shape a community close to the village
community, based on neighbourly connections, with a community center, etc. If in the
interwar case the quest for “Lithuanian character” in the urban lifestyle were kindly
accepted by the society as it aligned with the lifestyle preferences of the first or second
generation of urban residents, the Soviet experiment to create a traditional village
community in the background of apartment blocks failed. The loss of the ownership
connection with own living space, much emphasized during the interwar period, emerged
as widespread instances of deviant behaviour in the common spaces, destroying the

staircases, basements, courtyards of the apartment blocks during the Soviet period.

14. Probably one of the most essential differences of the two campaigns analysed is the
modernization of the housekeeping processes and practices, and even attitudes towards
them. Technologization and electrification are inseparable from the modernization of
housekeeping processes. During the interwar period, great deal of attention was paid to
electrifying the urban housekeeping and popularizing it - the users of electric household
appliances enjoyed lower electricity fees, the advantages of electrified households were
touted in the public space. But in spite of that, all the way until WWII electric appliances
were rare in homes, often received skeptically not only because of great prices, but also
because their operating principles were not understood. During the Soviet period, the
electrification of housekeeping gained a great momentum and a much more prominent
ideological subtext. But if during the interwar the electrification of housekeeping seemed
like an absolute goal of modern housekeeping, during the Soviet period the assistance of
electrical appliances in housekeeping was understood to be a "temporary stage™ before
housekeeping will be completely eliminated from the living space. The institutionalization
of housekeeping is one of the most prominent differences between the modernization
campaigns of the interwar and the Soviet periods. If during the interwar the household

chores were “passed on" to specialized institutions only in terms of opening of a few
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laundry services and public discussions about opening a school for professional maids,
during the Soviet period, eliminating the household chores from the living space was one
of the main programmatic highlights of the modernization campaign, and its expressions
were not only the development of the network of the centers of household services, but

included even a Ministry for Household Services for Residents since 1966.

15. The government household services systems was not capable of shouldering all of
everyday household chores, therefor the housekeeping processes still unfolded at home.
However, a comfortable and rational housekeeping becomes a privilege of the
nomenclature and elite. In the individually designed homes for political and cultural elites,
the housekeeping is not eliminated from the home, but instead, it is made comfortable.
Basements contain spaces for laundry, drying and ironing, the bathrooms are installed
more conveniently with spot for washing machines, kitchens contain comfortable pantries,
etc. While the majority of the masses had to have their housekeeping forcibly "removed"
from homes or were doomed to carry it out inconveniently, the elite had the "privilege" of
doing laundry in comfort or cook at home. As ironic as it sounds, the convenient

housekeeping that was promised the masses became a privilege of the elite.
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MIESTIECIO GYVENAMOSIOS ERDVES MODERNIZACIJA XX A.
DU ATVEJAI: TARPUKARIO KAUNAS IR SOVIETINIS VILNIUS

Reziumé

Temos naujumas, problematika, aktualumas

Gyvenamoji erdveé tampa nauju ir visaverciu tyrimo objektu, Zvelgiant | jg 1§
socialinés, kultiirinés, politinés istorijos pozicijy. Gyvenamosios erdvés
modernizavimas, tai kartu ir gyvenimo biido, visuomenés, individo, vertybiy
(per)programavimas, t.y. itin aktualus aspektas j kurj neabejotinai verta pasigilinti
detaliau. Disertacijoje nagrin€¢jamas gyvenamosios erdves ir politikos bei ideologijos
santykis, atskleidziantis fakta, jog savoka ,privati erdve™ yra salyginis konceptas.
Gyvenamosios erdves ir buities modernizacija tuo pat metu gali biiti ne tik socialiniy
procesy atspindys, bet ir valstybés mastu programiniy, politiniy, ideologiniy,
propagandiniy tiksly realizavimo jrankis.

Disertacijoje gilinamasi j dvi XX a. Lietuvoje vykusias gyvenamosios erdvés
modernizacijos kampanijas —tarpukario ir sovieting, remiantis dviejy atvejy
analize — tarpukario Kauno ir sovietinio Vilniaus. Sio tyrimo tikslas pabandyti pazvelgti
ne tiek j tarpukarj ir sovietmetj kaip i daugeliu atzvilgiy kardinaliai skirtingas epochas,
skirtingas valstybes ir skirtingas visuomenes, bet | gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacija
kaip XX a. fenomena, kuris buvo biidingas tiek tarpukariui, tick sovietmegiui. Zvelgiant
per §ig prizme tarpukariu ir sovietmeciu egzistavusios tendencijos atrodo ,,giminingos*,
neretai remiasi ta pacia retorika bei argumentais. Tafiau tuo pat metu politiniai,
ideologiniai, ekonominiai skirtumai, vertybinés ir pozitirio ] nuosavybe nuostatos
nulemia radikalius priestaravimus. Tiek epochuy, tiek procesy prasme siekiant palyginti
(ne)palyginamg daro §j tyrimg nauju, probleminiu ir aktualiu.

Kitas probleminis aspektas, kuris darbg daro aktualiu, pati modernizacijos
fenomeno analize, nes ji, lyginant sunkiai palyginamus istorinius periodus, leidZia ne
tik iSrySkinti tarptautinius, visai Vakary kultiirai biidingus modernizacijos fenomeno
pamatinius panaSumus. Taciau tuo pat metu leidZia iSrySkinti kontrastus
(atsilikimas — vijimasis, mégdziojimas — kiirybinga recepcija, —miestas — kaimas,

nacionaliné valstybé — okupuota Salis), pamatyti politinés raidos ir liziy lauka kaip
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fong, kuriame skleidziasi socialiniai turiniai. Modernizacija, ne tik estetikos ar
stilistikos nuostaty iSraiSka, taciau kompleksiné simbolin¢ ,,naujos pradzios*
sickiamybé. Naujo Zmogaus, naujos visuomenes, naujos valstybés, naujo gyvenimo
kirimo akcentai biidingi tiek vakarietiSkajai tradicijai, kuria seké tarpukario Lietuvos
modernizacijos propaguotojai, tiek socialistiniam modernizacijos projektui, kuriame
neiSvengiamai dalyvavo ir Lietuva.

Tarpukario Kauno ir sovietinio Vilniaus atvejais, kalbant apie gyvenamosios
erdvés modernizavimo procesus, sugretinimas gali biiti pagrindziamas ne tik de facto
sostines kaip reprezentaciniu valstybinés politikos iniciatyvy ir prioritety raiSkos
erdvés, statusu. Kitas Siuos du atvejus, o taip pat ir visg modernizacijos id€jg vienijantis
bendras vardiklis — ,,balto lapo* ir ,,naujos pradzios“ sickis. Abiem atvejais buvo
akivaizdus siekis ar net neiSvengiama bitinyb¢ sukurti ,,naujg miestg*. Tarpukariu
netekus Vilniaus, laikinosios sostinés kiirimas buvo jspiidingos apimties projektas. Per
trumpg laikg i§ periferinés reikSmés carinés Rusijos miesto-tvirtovés Kaunas tapo
vakarietiSku moderniu miestu. PanaSaus masto transformacija lauké ir pokarinio
Vilniaus. Atgavus istoring sosting, kurioje buvo daug griuvésiy ir mazai miestieciy,
reikéjo didelés mobilizacijos ir koncentracijos kuriant sosting, ne kaip nacionalinj

naratyva, bet de facto.

Tyrimo chronologinés ribos

Siame darbe gilinamasi j miestietiskos gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacija
Lietuvoje XX a. Pirmieji ir paskutiniai Simtmecio metai i §io tyrimo rémus nepatenka.
Visy pirma taip yra todél, kad darbo tikslas — detaliai iSanalizuoti buities modernizacijos
kampanijas jvertinant kultirinius, ekonominius, socialinius aspektus, kurie
analizuojami neatsiejant nuo politinio konteksto. O kalbant apie politinj kontekstg XX
a. ,,nuo pradzios iki pabaigos® egzistavo ,,dvi Lietuvos* — tarpukario ir sovietiné. Siame
kontekste XX a. ,,netalpina‘“ nei Lietuvos carinés Rusijos sudétyje, nei atkurtos Lietuvos
Respublikos (nuo 1991 m.) laikotarpio, nes tiek vienu tiek kitu atveju jy tyrimas tik XX
a. rémuose biity betikslis, o tyrimo laukg iSplésti nuo XVIII a. pabaigos iki XXI a.
neleisty darbo apimtis bei radikaliai skirtingos tyrimo prieigos ir metodologija.

Konkretizuojant ,,trumpaji XX amziy* Siame darbe tyrimas apima dvi istorinés

buities modernizacijos kampanijas — tarpukario ir sovieting. Pirmoji salyginai gali bati
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datuojama 1918-1940 m. Sglyginumas ¢ia minimas dél poros priezas¢iy. Pirmiausia
del darbe pristatomo ,,Kauno atvejo* specifikos. Turint omenyje, kad Kaunas laikingja
sostine tapo 1919 m., §i data taip pat galéty biiti laikoma chronologijos atskaitos tasku.
Kita vertus gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijos kampanijos pradzig galima sieti su
pirmyjy institucijy koordinuojanciy ir kuruojanciy §ig sritj jkiirimu. Pirmoji institucija
atsakinga uz statybas ir projektavimg buvo Technikos statomasis departamentas, veikes
1919-1920 m. ir priklauses Prekybos ir pramonés ministerijai. Tac¢iau 1921 m. jkurtas
Lietuvos atstatymo komisariatas (priklauses Vidaus reikaly ministerijai ir veikes iki
1925 m.) irgi zymi kokybinj luzj, nes tapo institucija ne tik rengiancia ir
kontroliuojancia projektus, bet ir keliancia jstatymy bazés tobulinimo, idéjy sklaidos
bei pavyzdiniy projekty generavimo klausimus. Taigi tiek 1918 m., tieck 1919 m. ar
1921 m. galéty buti datos, kuriomis pagrjstai galima paremti chronologinius tyrimo
pradzios rémus.

Sovietinio etapo chronologija taip pat reikalauja paaiSkinimo. Pirmasis pokario
okupacijos deSimtmetis, stalinistinis laikotarpis, 1 §io darbo tyrimo lauka nepatenka.
Stalinistinio de§imtmecio analizés buvo atsisakyta dél keliy priezas¢iy. Siuo laikotarpiu
Lietuvoje nebuvo bidinga intensyvi ir koordinuota gyvenamosios erdvés
modernizacijos kampanija. Valstybiniai prioritetai buvo nukreipti ; pramonés plétra,
Saltojo Karo varzymasi ir pan. Gyvenamuyjy namy statyba sostingje apsiribojo
pavieniais objektais arba iSskirtiniais, prabangiais, parodomaisiais projektais. Biisty
statyba maséms, esminis modernizacijos aspektas akcentaves socialinj teisinguma,
nebuvo plétojamas. Biistai maséms, kurie ir yra pagrindinis ,,tradicinés* modernizacijos
objektas, penktame de$imtmetyje nebuvo valstybinis prioritetas. Siy bisty statyba
»perleidziama“ finansiskai pajégioms organizacijoms, institucijoms ir gamykloms, bei
patiems gyventojams, skatinant individualig statyba.

Stalinistinio  laikotarpio  pabaiga ir naujgja N. Chrus¢iovo inicijuotg
modernizacijos kampanijos pradzig zyminti data — 1954 m. Tada N. Chrus¢iovas savo
kalboje architekty ir statybininky suvaziavime pripazino, kad per deSimt pokario mety
gyvenamojo ploto trikumo problema taip ir nebuvo iSspregsta ir paskelbé ,,nauja
kryptj* — modernizacijos, industrializacijos ir surenkamos statybos link, uzdegdamas
zalig Sviesa konstrukciniu poziiiriu naujo tipo biisty valstybiniam propagavimui. Kiek

sunkiau tiksliai identifikuoti pabaigg. 1991 m. yra data neabejotinai de facto zyminti
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socialistinio, planine ekonomika paremto, plataus masto modernizacijos etapo pabaigg.
Taciau de jure etapo pabaigg galima Zymeéti kur kas anks¢iau. Nuo septinto desimtmecio
vidurio iki pat Soviety Sgjungos zlugimo nebuvo priimta jokiy esminiy programiniy,
1deologija formuojanciy dokumenty Zyminciy id¢jisSkai ir kokybiskai kardinaliai naujg
etapg gyvenamosios erdvés formavime. Taip pat nuo septinto ir astunto deSimtmeciy
sandiiros vieSojoje erdveje galima pastebéti gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijos
kampanijos retorikos suSvelnéjimg. Buitis nustoja biiti vienareikSmiSkai svarbiu
,,naujosios visuomenés* reprezentavimo ir formavimo jrankiu. Breznevo laiky sastingis
politiniame gyvenime sutapo su ,sulétéjusia® buities modernizacijos kampanija.
Pastaroji prarado savo radikalumg, politinj ir ideologinj imperatyva. Todél
tikslingiausia biity sovietinj buities ir gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijos etapa
jvardinti  1954-1991 m., pazymint modernizacijos kampanijos imperatyvumo

praradima nuo septinto ir astunto desimtmeciy sandiiros.

Tyrimo objektas

Gyvenamosios erdvés formuluoté Sioje disertacijoje apima tiek buitines praktikas,
tiek artimajg gyvenamaja aplinka — biistg. Taigi tyrimo objektas gali biiti apibréziamas
kaip miestietiSko gyvenamojo biisto ir kasdieniniy buitiniy praktiky jame
(per)formavimo procesai. Siame darbe, siaurinant miestietiskos gyvenamosios erdveés
tyrimo lauka atsiribojama nuo privacia iniciatyva ir privaciomis léSomis statomy
individualiy gyvenamyjy namy analizés. Savaime suprantama, tiek tarpukario Kaune,
tieck pokario Vilniuje buvo statomi individualis namai ar jy kvartalai, kurie yra
neatsiejami nuo miesto architekttirinio ir socialinio konteksto. Taciau XX a. privatiis
gyvenamieji namai mieste atspindi ne tiek valstybing modernizacijos iniciatyva, kiek
tam tikrus socialinius fenomenus. Arba tam tikrg kulttirinj, socialinj, finansin;j atsilikimag
(mediniy menkaverciy namuky atveju) arba, prieSingai, buvo galios, jégos, finansy,
18skirtinés padéties visuomenéje iSraiSka. Valstybés santykis su privaciais statytojais,
jiems teikiamos privilegijos ar taikomi suvarzymai, valstybés pozitris i juos Kaip
modernizacijos vykdytojus, padéjéjus ar trukdzius yra neabejotinai jJdomus aspektas,

taciau d¢l darbo apimties ir temos koncentravimo ] $io darbo rémus nepatenka.
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Teoriné prieiga ir metodologija

Kaip pabrézé¢ vienas reikSmingiausiy modernumo teoretiky Anthony
Giddensas — modernizacijai itin reikSmingas institucionalumas ir esminiu tampa
specialisto, eksperto vaidmuo®®. Biitent $ios jzvalgos paskatino gilintis j buities
modernizacijos procesa, turintj imperatyvy aspekta — ,,i$ auk$¢iau“ nulemtas siekis
pakeisti nusistovéjusias normas, buit] ir kasdieninio gyvenimo praktikas perkelti j
kokybiskai naujg lygmenj. Darbe gilinamasi ] oficialig (valstybing) kampanija,
zymincig naujas gyvenimo kokybés gaires. Modernizacija kaip valstybés politikos
1SraiSka sietina su jstatymy baze, valstybés inicijuojamais arba remiamais projektais,
vieSyjy rySiy kampanijomis bei Svietimo programomis. Reikia pabrézti, kad
modernizacija ,,i$ virSaus* Siame darbe traktuojama ne tik kaip valstybés inicijuoty
projekty rengimas ir jgyvendinimas, bet taip pat ir kaip specialisty, profesionaly,
eksperty vieSoje erdvéje skleidZiamos nuostatos ir principai, siekiant juos populiarinti
»apacioje®, t.y. ne specialisty auditorijoje.

IeSkant inspiracijy kaip palyginti sunkiai lyginamus atvejus, be abejonés,
pastaryjy mety viena labiausiai jkvépusiy tapo Zenono Norkaus studija ,,Du
nepriklausomybés dvideSimtmeciai“!?, kurioje kaip du skirtingi ,,atvejai“ lyginama
tarpukario ir posovietinio laikotarpio Lietuvos ekonoming, socialinég ir politing situacija
lyginamosios istorinés sociologijos poziiiriu. Biitent lyginamosios istorinés sociologijos
modelis ir lyginamoji perspektyva, kuri: ,taikoma tada, kai steb¢jimo atvejai
reprezentuoja skirtingas kultiiras, visuomenes ar civilizacijas <...> taikant lyginamaji
metodg siaurgja prasme, kuomet maza atvejy skai¢iy méginama kompensuoti gilesne
(intensyvia) kiekvieno i$ jy analize “1, tapo inspiracija tolimesniam tyrimui.

Galiausiai reikia pabrézti, kad darbe lyginami ne istoriniai laikotarpiai, o
modernizacijos fenomenas biisto ir buities kontekste bei 1d€jy ir procesy atsikartojimas
tam tikrais istoriniais etapais. Giddenso suformuluota idéja, jog modernybg deréty
aiskinti instituciSkai, o moderniyjy institucijy nulemtos permainos tiesiogiai susipina su

individo gyvenimu!?® tiesiogiai atliepia $io darbo teoring prieigg. Suformuluojami ir

10 Giddens Anthony, The consequences of modernity, Stanford University Press, 1990.
11 Norkus Zenonas, Du nepriklausomybés dvidesimtmeciai, Vilnius, 2014,

12 1bid, p. 25.

13 Giddens Anthony, Modernybé ir asmens tapatumas, Vilnius, 2000, p. 9.

28



1Sryskinami pamatiniai tyrimo elementai, kuriy atsikartojimo, interpretacijy, variacijy
galima ieSkoti tiek globaliu mastu, tiek tarpukario Kauno ar sovietinio Vilniaus atvejais.
Siame darbe gilinamasi, Kkokiais vertybiniais orientyrais buvo paremtos abi
modernizacijos kampanijos, koks buvo valstybés vaidmuo juose kaip buvo formuojama
miestietiSka gyvenamoji erdvé, koks buvo buities, siaurgja prasme vaidmuo
modernizacijos procesuose bei kaip vyko idéjy sklaida. Sie aspektai tampa tyrimo
pagrindu, nes leidzia objektyviai iSrySkinti modernizacijos kampanijy panaSumus ir
skirtumus.

Diachroninis lyginamasis buities modernizacijos tyrimas perzengia grieztai
istorinio tyrimo ribas ir taip pat patenka j lyginamosios istorinés sociologijos ar istorinés
antropologijos laukg. Todél darbe taikomi socialiniams—humanitariniams mokslams
buidingi tyrimy metodai bei tarpdisciplininés prieigos. Be daugeliui istoriniy tyrimy
bidingo (butino) tradicinio chronologinio apraSomojo metodo ir pasirinkty Saltiniy
istorinés analizés, sintezés ir interpretacijos, Siame darbe stengiamasi tyrimo akiratyje
iSlaikyti jvairiy kultiriniy, socialiniy bei politiniy procesy, praktiky ir galios lauky
sgveika bei buities modernizacijos procesy priezastinguma, procesus ir rezultatus. Tam
pasitelkiamas lyginamasis metodas, kuriuo naudojamasi siekiant iSrySkinti skirtingy
socialiniy, kulttriniy, politiniy praktiky paraleles ir analogiSkus reiskinius. Empirinés
medziagos (spauda, periodika, jstatymai, nutarimai, projektai) tyrimas iSpleCiamas j
disertacijos Saltiniy baze integruojant amZininky atsiminimus. Pateikiamg empiring
medziagg ir mokslinj teksta papildo originalios aptariamy laikotarpiy citatos ir

iliustracijos bei jy analizé.

Darbo tikslas ir uzdaviniai

Pagrindinis darbo tikslas — remiantis dviejy atvejy, tarpukario Kauno ir sovietinio
Vilniaus, analize pristatyti XX a. Lietuvoje vykusias gyvenamosios erdves ir buities
modernizacijos kampanijas kaip politiniy, socialiniy ir Kkultiiriniy procesy atspindj,
gilinantis j tai kaip vyko ir pavyko biisto ir buities modernizacija skirtinguose laikuose
bei vietose ir i$siaiSkinti modernizacijos kampanijy vyksmo ir rezultaty panaSumus ir
skirtumus.

Siekiant kiek jmanoma detaliau jsigilinti j iSsikelta darbo tiksla, tyrimui atlikti

buvo suformuluoti §ie pagrindiniai uZzdaviniai:
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e iSeities tasku pasirinkus dviejy atvejy koncepcijg, per tarpukario Kauno ir
sovietinio Vilniaus atvejy analiz¢ iSrySkinti tarpukario ir sovietmecio
gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijos kampanijy principus, struktirinius
panasumus ir skirtumus;

o atskleisti skirtingy politiniy sistemy jtaka gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijos
procesams, iSryskinant politinio imperatyvo arba modernizacijos ,,i§ virSaus®
faktoriy;

e palyginti vertybines orientacijas, kuriomis remiantis buvo vykdomos buities
modernizacijos kampanijos;

e iSanalizuoti miestictiSkos gyvenamosios erdvés fenomeng, jo traktuote ir
formavimg tarpukario ir sovietme¢io modernizacijos kampanijose;

e iSrySkinti praktikas ir procesus, kuriy metu buitis buvo perkelta i§ privacios

sferos j politinio intereso lauka.

Saltiniy aptarimas

D¢l tyrimo temos diachroniSkumo raSant §j darbg buvo naudojamasi gausiais ir
jvairiais iStekliais. Darbe naudotus Saltinius galima skirstyti j kelias pagrindines
kategorijas. ChronologiSkai skirstant Saltiniai yra i§ tarpukario bei sovietinio etapy.
Pagal Saltiniy pobiid; jie apima Sias kategorijas:

Archyviniai dokumentai. Tyrimo metu buvo analizuojami svarbiausiy valstybiniy
institucijy atsakingy uz gyvenamyjy pastaty projekty rengimag bei modernizacijos
kampanijy praktinj realizavimg islike dokumentai. Tarpukariu tai buvo Lietuvos
atstatymo komisariatas (bylos saugomos Lictuvos centriniame valstybés archyve
(toliau — LCVA), f. 377, ap. 7) bei Statybos ir sauskeliy inspekcija (bylos saugomos
LCVA, f.377, ap. 8), sovietmeciu — Lietuvos TSR Ministry Tarybos valstybinis
statybos ir architektiiros reikaly komitetas (bylos saugomos LCVA, f. R-545) bei
Miesty statybos projektavimo institutas (bylos saugomos Vilniaus regioniniame
valstybés archyve (toliau — VRVA), f. 1036.). Analizuojami gyvenamyjy namy
projektai, bréZiniai, projekty aiSkinamieji raStai, ataskaitos, atsakingy institucijy
susira$in¢jimas buities ir gyvenamosios statybos projektavimo klausimais, jgyvendinty

projekty analizes, kiti tekstiniai bei vaizdiniai dokumentai. Pagrinding archyviniy
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Saltiniy grupe kokybiskai ir kiekybiSkai papildo VRVA saugoma Architektiiros
muziejaus dokumenty kolekcija (f. 1171), kurioje randama ne tik jau minéty institucijy
dokumentacija (kurios néra pagrindiniuose institucijy fonduose), bet ir architekty
rankrai¢iai, korespondencija, iskarpos, konkursiniai projektai ir t.t. Sie archyviniai
iStekliai leido tyrimag papildyti ne tik tiesioginiais Saltiniais rodanciais valstybinio
aparato poziiir] ] gyvenamaja erdve ,,i$ virSaus®, bet ir atskleisti sistemos dalyviy poZiiir]
,,18 vidaus®.

,Profesionalaus stebétojo Zvilgsnj* (Zvelgiant ne per institucing prizmg¢) j buities
modernizacijos procesus atskleidZia Lietuvos literatiiros ir meno archyve saugomi
dokumentai. Tarpukario buities modernizavimo vizijg detaliai nagrinéjantis Halinos
KairiiikStytés-Jacynienés radijo paskaity rankraStis ,,ModerniSkas namy ir buto
jrengimas, 1927-1931% (f. 397, ap. 1, b. 31) bei sovietmecio ,,naujos buities* praktikas
analizuojanti Felikso Vito 1965 m. apginta disertacija ,,Lietuvos TSR Siuolaikiniy buty
interjero funkcionalinis ir erdvinis sprendimas* (f. 772, ap.1, b.1). Pastaroji monografija
Lietuvos istoriografijoje yra unikalus mokslinis tyrimas, Zymintis simbolinj ltiZio taska,
kuomet buities studijos tampa akademinés sferos interesu, o ne vien tik patarimy
rinkiniu Seimininkéms.

Pozilirio 1 gyvenamagja erdve ,,Zvilgsnj 1§ apacios t.y. i§ gyventojy pozicijy
atskleidzia Lietuvos istorijos instituto archyve saugomos Antano Daniliausko
etnografiniy tyrimy ataskaitos (Istorijos institutas, Etnografijos sektorius, Nr. 607 (1—
193). Sio tyrimo rémuose ypatingai aktualiis buvo 1973 m. surinkti ir uzrasyti interviu
su asmenimis nuo ketvirto deSimtmecio iki septinto deSimtmecio dirbusiais Kauno
pramonés jmonese, gilinantis ] to meto materialinés kultiiros aspektus bei buities
klausimus.

Specializuoti, architektiiros ir statybos klausimams, skirti leidiniai — tarpukariu
leistas ,,Statybos menas ir technika® (1922—-1923 m.), po Antrojo pasaulinio karo j
Vokietijg pasitraukusiy architekty ir inzinieriy iniciatyva leistas InZinieriaus kelias
(1946-1948 m.). | tyrimo Saltiniy grupe Sis leidinys jtraukiamas, nes jo leidéjai
deklaravo emigracijos laikinumg ir liikestj greitai sugrjzti j Lietuva, o leidinio turinys
formuojamas kaip gairés biisimam Lietuvos atstatymui, galiausiai jis, nors ir kitoje
erdvéje, bet tiesiogiai pratesia tarpukario architektirinés minties svarstymus ir

1eSkojimus. Taip pat Siai Saltiniy grupei priskiriamas 1923—1940 m. leistas ménesinis
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savivaldybiy reikalams skirtas zurnalas Savivaldybé, kuris nors ir nebuvo tiesiogiai
orientuotas | statybos ir architekttiros klausimus, taciau ketvirtajame deSimtmetyje
Siomis temomis spausdino nemazai reikSmingy, specialisty komentarais paremty
publikacijy. Sovietinio atvejo analizés atveju, S$ig Saltiniy grupe reprezentuoja
specializuotas zurnalas Statyba ir architektiira (1958-1991 m.), kuris buvo ideologija
formuojancios ir j3 jgyvendinancios institucijos — Lietuvos TSR Ministry Tarybos
Valstybinio statybos ir architektiiros reikaly komiteto kontroliuojama iniciatyva. Siy
leidiniy analizé padéjo gana aiSkiai jvardinti ,,oficialigsias* architektiiros gaires ir
tendencijas, kuriomis remiantis buvo siekiama konstruoti/modernizuoti gyvenamaja
erdve.

Teisiné ir jstatymy bazé. Tarpukario teisinés bazés, vienaip ar kitaip jtakojusios
buities modernizavimo procesus, analizé¢ atlikta remiantis privalomais jsakymais ir
nutarimais publikuotais leidinyje Vyriausybés zinios, Kauno miesto savivaldybés nuo
1918 m. iki 1936 m. leistu jsakymy ir nutarimy sgvadu, ypatingo démesio teisinio
reglamentavimo kontekste susilaukia 1938 m. iSleistas programinis dokumentas
Miirinés statybos ugdymo planas. Analogiskai buvo analizuojama sovietiné teisiné bazé
reglamentavusi buities ir gyvenamosios erdvés modernizavimo procesus. Pagrindiniai
programiniai dokumentai — komunisty partijos programos ir suvaziavimy direktyvos
nedviprasmiskai ideologizuojancios ir aktualizuojancios buities modernizavimo
klausimg. LKP CK ir Lietuvos TSR Ministry Tarybos, Vilniaus vykdomojo komiteto
jsakymai ir nutarimai tiesiogiai formave modernizacijos politikg. Nuo 1955 m. pradétos
leisti Statybos normos ir taisyklés — privalomi projektavimo ,,rémai* dar¢ lemiama jtaka
gyvenamosios erdvés formavimui. Sios $altiniy grupés analizé buvo esminis tyrimo
»Stuburas® pagrindziantis teoring institucionalizuotg buities modernizacijos prigimtj.

Architekty bei inZinieriy monografijos statybos bei vidaus erdviy planavimo
klausimais. Pagrindinés tokio pobiidzio knygos: Vlado Svipo Miesto gyvenamigji
namai (1933), Juozo Grabausko Darbininky namy statyba (1935), Vytauto
Peldavi¢iaus Mazas gyvenamas namas (1948), Antano Spelskio Miesty sodybinés
statybos architektira (1955), Jokiibo Pero Daugiabutis gyvenamais namas (1958),
ypatingai informatyviis buvo Antano Daniliausko etnografiniai sovietinés Lietuvos
miesty gyventojy buty aprasymai Lietuvos miesto gyventojy materialiné kultira XX a.,

Leono Kitros ir Sofijos Subadiuvienés Miisy butas (1959). Sie leidiniai, unikalus $altinis
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atskleidziantis gyvenamosios erdvés konstravimo techninius ir estetinius principus,
leidziantys atsekti principing modernizacijos idéjy sklaidos seka specialistas (id¢jos
skleidéjas) — wvalstybiné politika vs valstybiné politika—specialistas (vykdytojas).
Sovietme¢io ideology Jono Kumpio, Jono Minkevigiaus, Liongino Sepeéio, Justo
Paleckio ir kity veikalai, nagrinéjantys buities, estetikos ir architektiiros klausimus, Sio
darbo kontekste interpretuojami kaip S$altiniai, atspindintys valstybinj uzsakyma ir
valstybing iniciatyva, o ne specialisto asmening vertybine pozicija.

Specializuota buities patarimy, motery auditorijai skirta literatira. Tarpukariu
motery draugijy iniciatyva leisti periodiniai leidiniai Moteris ir pasaulis, Naujoji
Vaidilute ir Moteris bei specializuotos knygos buities optimizavimo, racionalizavimo ir
tvarkymo klausimais Namai ir moteris (1937), Namie ir sveciuose (1938), Pazangi
Seimininke (1939). Analogiskai sovietiniy Saltiniy grupei atstovauja zZurnalas Tarybinée
moteris ir kaip pavyzdinis tokio Zanro leidinys Seimininkés vadovas (1959). Sios
Saltiniy grupés analize leido fiksuoti modernizacijos id€jy i§gryninimg, adaptavimg ir
pateikimg visuomenei.

AmzZininky atsiminimai — paskutiné reikSminga Saltiniy grupé. Tarpukario Kauno
buities klausimus itin gyvai ir rySkiai savo atsiminimuose perteiké¢ Algirdas Juozas
Ciplijauskas!, Leonas Mitkiewiczius'®, Silvija Lomsargyté-Pukiené®®, Giuseppe
Salvatoris'’. | $ig Saltiniy grupe priskiriama ir geografijos profesoriaus Hanso
Mortenseno®® krastotyriné Lietuvos studija parengta Ryty Europos instituto (veikusio
Breslau) uzsakymu, po 1921-1923 m. ekspedicijos | Lietuva. Atsizvelgiant j tai, kad
tarpukariu buities klausimams instituciniu lygmeniu buvo skiriama zymiai maziau
démesio ir ji maziau dokumentuota nei sovietiniu laikotarpiu, §i Saltiniy grupé itin
aktuali, nes kokybiSkai papildo tyrimg nedokumentuotais buities ir kasdieniniy praktiky
liudijimais, be kuriy Sis darbas buty kur kas labiau hipotetinis. Atsiminimuose pateikta
informacija analizuojama, vertinama kritiSkai ir tekste kokybiskai papildo kitais

Saltiniais paremtg informacija.

14 Ciplijauskas Algirdas Juozas, Namas, Torontas, 2000.

15 Mitkiewicz Leon, Kauno atsiminimai 1938-1939, Vilnius, 2002.

16 Lomsargyté-Pukiené Silvija, Dita: paralelés, Kaunas, 2004.

17 Salvatori Giuseppe, Lietuva vakar ir Siandien, Vilnius, 1992,

18 Mortensen Hans, Litauen: Grundziige einer Landeskunde, Hamburg, 1926.
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Darbo struktiira

Darbg sudaro jvadas, trys déstymo skyriai, iSvados, literatiiros ir Saltiniy saraSai.
Ivade aptariamas ir pagrindziamas temos aktualumas, aptariami teoriniai ir
metodologiniai modeliai ir inspiracijos Siam tyrimui, pristatomas iSsikeltas tikslas ir
uzdaviniai bei tyrimo iStekliai ir Saltiniai bei disertacijos struktiira.

Pirmajame skyriuje aptariamas buities modernizacijos 1déjinis ir istorinis
kontekstas, pasaulinés tendencijos ir pamatinés id¢jos, kurios yra esminés analizuojant
bisto ir buities modernizacijos kampanijas Lictuvoje. Tarptautinio ir istorinio konteksto
suvokimas yra esminis tiek analizuojant tarpukario Lietuvos gyvenamosios erdveés
modernizacijos kampanija, tiek N. Chrusciovo laiky masinés gyvenamosios statybos
projekta, nes abu atvejai yra neatsiejama gyvenamosios erdveés kaitos istorijos dalis.

Antrame skyriuje analizuojamas valstybinio sektoriaus vaidmuo gyvenamosios
erdvés modernizacijos procesuose. Gilinamasis ] valstybiniy institucijy bei teisinés
bazés jtaka kasdieninei erdvei, pristatomi valstybés inicijuoti projektai atspindintys
socialinés politikos prioritetus, analizuojamas buities kaip politinio jrankio ir nuomonés
formavimo fenomenas, Zvelgiama | standartizacijos jvedimg kaip pamatinj
modernizacijos komponentg bei galiausiai pristatomos specialisty, tiesiogiali
dalyvavusiy buities modernizacijos procesuose, rengimo praktikas. Antrg skyriy sudaro
du poskyriai, kuriuose identiskais pjuviais analizuojami du atvejai — tarpukario Kauno
ir sovietinio Vilniaus. Modernizacijos proceso ir dviejy atvejy skirtumus (ir panaSumus)
méginta parodyti, pasirinkus simetriSkg problemy déliong siekiant jsigilinti j pamatinius
modernizacijos procesy démenis. Kai kuriais atvejais iSrySkéja akivaizdi poskyriy
turinio ir apimties asimetrija, kuri jrodo, kad modernizacijos kampanijy ypatumai vos
pradétoje industrializuoti tarpukario Lietuvoje ir sovietinéje Lietuvoje radikaliai
skyresi.

TreCiajame skyriuje miestietiSkos gyvenamosios erdvés modernizavimo
kampanijos analizuojamos ir lyginamos trimis pjuviais, iSdéstomais trijuose
poskyriuose:

e vertybiniai orientyrai bei pamatinés vertybés, kuriomis buvo paremtos
tarpukario ir sovietiné modernizacijos kampanijos. Si dalis pratesia
antrojoje dalyje aptartas valstybés jsitraukimo j buities modernizacija

praktikas pateikdamas teorinj ir vertybinj pagrindima.
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e kokybinis miesto ir kaimo gyvenimo biido ir formy atskyrimo fenomenas.
Analizuojama kaip traktuojama miestietiSka gyvenamoji erdve, kokie
komponentai ja sudaro, kokios estetinés ir funkcinés charakteristikos jai
bidingos bei ,,18 virSaus‘ programuojami veiksmai ,,miestiSkumui* sukurti.

e buities (siaurgja prasme, suprantant ja kaip rutininiy buities darby ir
kasdieniniy praktiky visuma) racionalizavimo, modernizavimo ir
institucionalizavimo  fenomenas.  Gilinamasi  kaip  kito  buities
modernizavimo koncepcija ir sickiamybé. Fiksuojamas poziiirio j buities
modernizacijg kismas — nuo technologiniy patobulinimy iki institucinio
koordinavimo.

[Svadose pateikiamas abiejy atvejo studijy apibendrinimas ir lyginimas.

ISvados

. Analizuojant XX a. buities ir gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijos procesus
Lietuvoje, galima iSskirti dvi rySkias modernizacijos kampanijas kaip politiniy ir
socialiniy procesy atspindj. Pirmosios modernizacijos kampanijos gairés buvo
suformuotos tarpukariu. Antroji, kur kas didesnio masto bei svaresnio politinio ir
ideologinio turinio, imta jgyvendinti SeSto deSimtmecio pabaigoje. Nepaisant
akivaizdziy sociopolitiniy ir istoriniy faktoriy, nulemty skirtumy tarp lyginamyjy
modernizacijos kampanijy, Sis tyrimas atskleidé¢, jog jos taip pat turéjo nemazai
pamatiniy, struktiiriniy, idéjiniy panaSumy.

Siame darbe nagrinéty dviejy atvejy — tarpukario Kauno ir sovietinio
Vilniaus — gyvenamosios erdves modernizavimo konceptualus
panasumas — budingas ir simptomatiSkas tarptautinéms modernizacijoms
tendencijoms — naujos pradzios, ,,balto lapo®, naujo Zmogaus formavimo siekiai.
Tarpukario Kaunas formavo naujg nors ir laikinosios, bet vis délto sostinés tapatybe,
atsiribojané¢ia nuo provincialaus XIX a. miesto—tvirtovés jvaizdzio. Sesto ir septinto
deSimtmeciy chrus¢iovinis modernizacijos vajus buvo ,,grjiZzimas* prie socializmo
idéjy, kuomet buvo siekiama i§ naujo perprogramuoti visuomenés mastyma, nebe
teroru ir trémimais, kaip buvo daroma Stalino valdymo laikais, o per gyvenamaja
erdve ir buit].
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3. Pamatinis panasumas ir §io tyrimo iSeities taskas — valstybés ir institucijy vaidmuo
bei ,,i§ virSaus“ nuleidZiama modernizacijos siekiamybé. Tiek tarpukario, tiek
sovietiné modernizacijos buvo politinés valios iSraiSka. Teisés akty, savivaldybés
bei valstybés lygmens nutarimy bei jsakymy projekcijos 1 gyvenamaja erdve
tiesiogiai veiké gyvenimo kokybe ir standartus. Pagrindinis skirtumas, kalbant apie
buities modernizacijg per istatyming bazg, yra tas, kad tarpukariu ji iki pat Antrojo
pasaulinio karo iSvakariy tebebuvo formavimosi stadijoje, reglamentuodama
pagrindinius statybos pricipus ar konkreciai nutarimais jtakodama tik laikinosios
sostinés gyvenimo standartus, neretai biidavo rekomendacinio pobidzio.
Konceptualesnés politinés programos, apimancios tiek socialinés bisty politikos
jgyvendinima, tiek gyvenamosios architektiiros modernizacijg, gairés buvo
suformuotos tik pacioje ketvirto deSimtmecio pabaigoje, bet dél prasidéjusio karo
nebuvo realizuotos. Tuo tarpu sovietin¢ SeSto deSimtmecio modernizacijos
kampanija pasizyméjo ne tik radikalesne retorika, bet ir absoliuciai imperatyviu
teisiniu  reglamentavimu. Vieninteliu gyvenamosios statybos uzsakovu,
projektuotoju ir statytoju tapo valstybé, o bendra visai Soviety Sajungai teising
sistema, partijos ir vyriausybés nutarimai, statyba ir vidaus erdviy projektavimag
reglamentuojancios normos ir taisyklés tapo esminiais gyvenamosios erdves
formavimo orientyrais. A. Giddensas sovietinj modernizacijos atveji jvardino
»radikalizuota modernizacija®“ ir, be abejo, buvo teisus. Modernizacija tapo
valstybinés politikos prioritetu, be jokios alternatyvos. Taciau kaip buvo minéta
modernizacijai apskritai budingas ,,i§ auks$¢iau® jsikiSimas, iniciatyva ir
koordinavimas. Nors ir ne tokio radikalaus, bet vis délto imperatyvaus
modernizacijos skatinimo galima rasti ir tarpukaryje. Akivaizdziausias to
pavyzdys — ketvirto deSimtmecio pradzioje ,privaloma tvarka®“ griaunami
menkaverciai mediniai namai, tvartai ir lauko tualetai Kauno centre, o uz delsima
prisijungti prie naujai jrengty vandentiekio ir kanalizacijos sistemy taikomos baudos
ir didesni mokesciai.

4. Abi gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijos kampanijas vienijantis aspektas — buities
ir buisto kaip politinio kapitalo garanto suvokimas. Biistas suvoktas, tiek kaip vidaus,
tiek kaip uzsienio politikos instrumentas, galintis uztikrinti pilie¢iy lojaluma ir kelti

tarptautinj prestiza. Tarpukario Lietuvoje §is suvokimas ] plataus masto koordinuota
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kampanijg nepavirto, apsiribodamas daugiau deklaratyviais pasisakymais, tuo tarpu
sovietinis aparatas buitj ir biistg iSnaudojo ne tik kaip lojalumo ar kontrolés garanta,
bet ir ,,pakyléjo* | socialinés inZinerijos lygmenj, pasireiskusj pagal formulg: nauji
butai — naujas gyvenimo modelis — nauja visuomené. Sovietinéje retorikoje
modernizacijos idé¢jos akcentai perdéliojami 1§ grynai praktinés utilitarinés ir
estetinés  perspektyvos, vyravusios tarpukariu, ] sociologinj, ideologinj,
propagandinj.

. Architektiiroje jgyvendintos socialinés utopijos tvarumg biidingg tiek tarpukariui,
tiek sovietmeciui simptomatiskai iliustruoja darbininkams skirty buty komplekso
Kaune, Griunvaldo gatvéje statyba. Ketvirtame deSimtmetyje pramoninky Tilmansy
uzsakymu inzinieriaus 1. Trakmano parengtas projektas, realizuotas tik 1940 m. ir
sovietinés propagandos pateiktas kaip komunisty riipinimosi darbo Zmonémis
jrodymas, puikai iliustruoja kaip sovietinis reZimas aproprijavo ir savo tikslams
pritaiké tarpukariu plétotas koncepcijas, suteikdamas joms naujas, ideologines
prasmes.

. Tarpukario Lietuvoje gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacijg skatino besiformuojantys
modernaus gyvenimo propagavimo zidiniai akademiniame bei instituciniame
lygmenyje, tokie siekiai atsispindéjo konkre€iy personalijy asmeninése nuostatose,
iSsilavinime, vertybinése orientacijose ir visuomeninéje veikloje (ryskiausios
asmenybés V. Svipas, B. Svipaite, E. Starkiené, H. Kairitkstyté). Sovietme&iu
modernizacijos skatinimas tampa nebe individy ar pavieniy institucijy veiklos lauku,
o valstybiniu interesu ir valstybinés programos dalimi. Buities ir bisto
modernizacijos gairés jtraukiamos ] programinius dokumentus, kuriamas iStisas
tinklas valstybiniy institucijy, atsakingy uz projektavimg, gamyba, statyba, buities
procesy industrializacijg, visuomenés nuomonés formavimg, buities ir
materialiosios kultiiros tyrimus ir kt.

. Vienas esminiy Siy dviejy modernizacijos skatinimo programy skirtumas — jy
rezultatai. Tarpukario modernizmo propaguotojai turéjo jtikinti visuomeng
tarptautinio modernizmo ir funkcionalizmo pranaSumais, lyginant su kitomis
paraleliai egzistavusiomis tendencijomis (tautinio stiliaus paieSkomis, istoriniy
formy citavimu ir pan.). Kaip pazyméjo V. Svipas, ,,mikro lygmenyje* — priva¢ia

iniciatyva naujai statomy gyvenamyjy namy kontekste tokj pokytj tarpukariu galima
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fiksuoti, taciau pasak H. KairiiikStytés, modernaus buisto koncepcijos jgyvendinimas
nuo namo statybos iki jo jrengimo buvo prabanga, kurig sau leisti galéjo nedaugelis.
Kalbant apie plataus masto visuomeninius projektus ir valstybinius prioritetus (per
kuriuos Vakary Europoje rySkiausiai atsiskleidé modernizmo Kkaip socialiai
atsakingo judéjimo orientacija), modernizmas netapo dominuojancia paradigma.
Sovietmecio modernizavimo programa, prieSingai, neturé¢jo jrodinéti savo
pranaSumy. Ji tapo valstybiniu prioritetu ir nekvestionuojama konstanta, o
inovacijos gyvenamojoje aplinkoje pasidaré masiniu reiskiniu, orientuotu j mases, o
ne i$skirtinius projektus.

. Vertybiniai modernizacijos kampanijy orientyrai tarpukario ir sovietin¢je Lietuvoje
tur¢jo tiek panasumy, tiek skirtumy. Pagrindinis vertybinés orientacijos sistemy
skirtumas atsispindi programiniuose dokumentuose. Tarpukario Lietuvos atveju
vakarietiSka ,,geroji praktika® cituojama beveik paZodziui. Tuo tarpu sovieting
modernizacijos kampanija, nors besiremdama Vakary Europos tarpukario
modernisty retorika, socialinj architektiiros turinj, démesj; Zmogiskam faktoriui
pateikia kaip Soviety Sgjungos unikalios socialinés politikos rezultata, ,,neturintj
analogy nei praeityje, nei uzsienyje“. Taciau tuo pat metu ryskéja paradoksalus
panasumas — orientacija ] Vakarus. Tarpukario Lietuvoje $i orientacija buvo suvokta
kaip priemon¢ jsilieti | europietiSka konteksta, pristatyti save kaip vakarietiSkg
valstybe. Tuo tarpu sovietinés modernizacijos kontekste — orientacija ; Vakarus,
atspindéjo Saltojo karo filosofijg — pavyti ir aplenkti Vakarus. Masiné naujo tipo
biisty statyba tur¢jo jrodyti socialistinés santvarkos pranasuma, kuriant] gerovés
valstybe ir atspindéti valstybés riipinimgsi savo pilie€iais. Taciau abiem atvejais
biisto modernizacija buvo traktuojama kaip tarptautinés politikos instrumentas.
Sovietinei biisto modernizacijai budingi tie patys bendrieji vardikliai kaip ir
tarpukariu Vakary Europos modernizatoriy suformuluotos koncepcijos —atviro
plano jvedimas, ekonomiska statyba, biisto egzistenciniam minimumui id¢ja ir kt.
Sios idéjos, nors ir suformuluotos tarpukariu, ta¢iau pladiu mastu buvo jgyvendintos
pokario Europoje, sprendziant po karo itin aktualy bisty trikumo klausimg. Nors
sovietinei modernizacijai ir buvo biidingas bendraeuropiniy modernizacijos idé€jy
realizavimas, taciau taip pat budingas radikalus perinterpretavimas ir pavertimas

ideologijos, propagandos bei socialinés inzZinerijos jrankiu. Atviras planas — Vakary
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Europoje modernizacijos teoretiky skatintas ir traktuotas kaip visuomenés
demokratiSkumo uztikrinimas, atviros visuomengés garantas, po karo Vakary Salyse
laikytas ,,prevencija‘ totalitariniy reZimy grésméms. Tuo tarpu Soviety Sgjungoje ta
pati atviro plano koncepcija perinterpretuojama kaip socialistinés visuomenés
ugdymo priemone.

10. Tarpukario Lietuvoje, nors Vakary Europos modernisty idéjos ir cituojamos
vieSojoje erdvéje bei programiniuose dokumentuose, bet dél Zemo Salies
urbanizavimo lygio nebuvo poreikio valstybiniu mastu plétoti eksperimentiniy biisto
egzistenciniam minimumui projekty, kurie Vakaruose buvo atsakingos socialinés
politikos ir riipinimosi masémis iSraiSka. Lietuvoje tarpukariu miestuose tokios
»mases® proletariato, kuriuos reikéty apriipinti biistais nebuvo. Kaune socialiniy
biisty ,,auditorija”, nors ir sunkiai, bet sutilpo 6 kolonijose. Taigi modernizacija
tarpukario Lietuvoje buvo akcentavimas praktiniy aspekty, tokiy kaip higiena,
Sviesa, erdvé, tvarka, buities darby elektrifikavimas ir kt. Sovietmeciu situacija
pasikeité kardinaliai — naikinant vienkiemius, aplink miestus ir miestuose statant
pramonés jmones ir Cia atsikeliant tiikstaniams naujy gyventojy, miestuose
gyvenamo ploto problemos tritkumas tampa isties aktualus. Taip pat tampa aktualios
ir tarpukario modernisty keltos modernizacijos realizavimo id¢jos.

11. Sovietin¢ retorika labai arsiai kritikavo tarpukario Lietuvos modernisty siekj sekti
tarptautiniu stiliumi, kaltindama ,,pataikavimu vakarams vaikantis bendraeuropinio
standarto®. Tuo tarpu sovietiné modernizacija pateikiama kaip ,,naujas puslapis*
socialinéje architektiiros istorijoje. Taciau gyvenamyjy namy kvartalai SeSto
deSimtmecio pabaigoje atrodé labai panaSiai tiek Skandinavijoje, tiek Vakary
Europoje, tieck Soviety Sajungoje. Sovietinis modernizmas, nors Siek tiek
veéluodamas dé¢l Stalino ,,antimodernistinés* socrealizmo kampanijos, taciau nuo
SeSto deSimtmecio pabaigos stilistiSkai sklandziai jsilieja j pokarinés Europos
,bendraeuropinj standartg®, lygiai taip pat kaip savo laiku sieke jsilieti ir tarpukario
modernizacijos iniciatoriai.

12.Kalbant apie miestietiSkos gyvenamosios erdvés modernizacija, esminis yra
kokybinis miesto ir kaimo gyvenimo budo ir formy atskyrimas. Tarpukario
modernizacijos kampanijoje esminis momentas buvo Kauno pavertimas

vakarietiSkus standartus atitinkan¢iu miestu. Taciau net paciy entuziastingiausiy
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Mmodernizacijos skatintojy retorika buvo gana nuosaiki, labiau orientuota j miesto-
sodo koncepcija, o ne radikalius urbanistinius pokycius. ,,Drasiausi® pasitilymai
apsiribodavo miirinés statybos skatinimu ir keliais auksStais aukS$tesniy namy
statybos rekomendacijomis. Tuo tarpu diskusijose apie socialinius biistus ir pigiy
buty kolonijas anksciau ar véliau biidavo prieinama prie iS§vados, kad ,,sava bakiizé
labiausiai atitinka lietuvio charakter]®, todél dauguma projekty buvo plétojami
biitent Sia linkme. Jei tarpukario atveju toks pusiau sodietiskas, pusiau miestietiskas
gyvenimo modelis buvo ne tik toleruojamas, bet ir laitkomas atskaitos tasku ateities
projektams, tai chrusSCiovinés kampanijos metu situacija pasikeifia 1§ esmeés.
Uzdraudus individualig statybg ilgainiui visi naujakuriai apgyvendinami 5-16
aukSty namuose ir nebeteko bet kokio nuosavybinio rySio su Zeme. Vis dar
pasitaikancios ,,sodybinés praktikos* miesto ribose ar$iai kritikuojamos viesojoje
erdvéje ir ilgainiui keiCiamos substitutais — kolektyviniais sodais, kurie tampa
neatskiriama modernaus sovietinio miesto dalimi.

13. Tarpukario ,,savos bakiizés* koncepcija apeliavo ne tik ] tautinio stiliaus paieskas,
bet ir 1 ,lietuviSkg charakter;, akcentuojant biiting nuosavybés jausma,
patriarchaliniam kaimui budingg ry§j su namais ir Zeme. Sovietinés modernizacijos
rezultatas — mikrorajonai su daugiaauksciais, daugiabuciais gyvenamaisiais namais,
1§ pirmo zvilgsnio — prieSingybé ,,bakiizés konceptui®. Taciau kita vertus, sovietinis
mikrorajonas kur kas labiau pretendavo formuoti bendruomene, artimg kaimo
bendruomeniskumui, paremtg kaimyniskais rySiais, turincia bendruomenés centrg.
Jei tarpukario atveju ,lietuvisko charakterio* paieSkos miesto gyvensenoje
visuomenés buvo priimtos palankiai, nes atspindéjo pirmos ar antros miestieciy
kartos gyvenimo biido preferencijas, tai sovietinis eksperimentas daugiaauksciy
namy fone sukurti kaimo tradicijomis paremta bendruomen¢ buvo nesé¢kmingas.
Tarpukariu daznai akcentuoto nuosavybinio ryS$io su savo gyvenamgja erdve
netekimas, sovietmeciu lémé gana daZznas deviacinio elgesio apraiSkas bendrose
erdvese, gadinant daugiabuciy laiptiniy, risiy, kiemy jrengimus.

14. Buities procesy ir praktiky modernizavimas ir netgi pozilris j juos, ko gero, yra
vienas esminiy §iy dviejy analizuojamy kampanijy skirtumas. Technologizacija bei
elektrifikacija neatsiejama nuo buities modernizacijos procesy. Tarpukariu

miestieiy buities elektrifikacijai ir jos populiarinimui buvo skirtas didelis
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démesys — elektriniy buitiniy prietaisy vartotojai galéjo naudotis Zemesniais elektros
tarifais, apie elektrifikuotos buities privalumus buvo nuolat primenama viesojoje
erdvéje. Nepaisant to, iki pat Antrojo pasaulinio karo namy tikiuose elektros
prietaisai buvo retenybé, neretai skeptiskai vertinama ne tik dél didelés kainos, bet
ir dél jy veikimo principy neiSmanymo. Sovietmeciu buities elektrifikacija tapo kur
kas spartesné ir jgavo kur kas rySkesne ideologing potekstg. Taciau jei tarpukariu
buities elektrifikacija atrodé absoliuti modernios buities siekiamyb¢, sovietingje
propagandoje elektros prietaisy pagalba buityje, buvo traktuojama kaip ,,laikinas
etapas® iki kol buitis bus eliminuota 1§ gyvenamosios erdvés. Buities
institucionalizavimas — vienas ryskiausiy skirtumy tarp tarpukario ir sovietmecio
modernizacijos kampanijy. Jei tarpukariu buities darby ,,perleidimas®
specializuotoms jstaigoms apsiribojo pavieniy skalbykly atsiradimu ar diskusijomis
vieSojoje erdveje apie profesionaliy tarnai¢iy mokyklos jsteigima, tai sovietmeciu
buities darby eliminavimas i§ gyvenamosios erdvés tapo vienu pagrindiniy
programiniy modernizacijos kampanijos akcenty, pasireiSkusiy ne tik buitiniy
paslaugy centry tinklo i$plétojimu, bet ir nuo 1966 m. veikusia Buitinio gyventojy
aptarnavimo ministerija.

15. Valstybiné buitinio aptarnavimo sistema nebuvo pajégi perimti visy kasdieniniy
buities darby, todél buities procesai visgi vykdomi namuose. Taciau patogi ir
racionaliai 1iSspresta buitis tampa nomenklatiiros ir elito privilegija. Pagal
individualius projektus statomuose namuose skirtuose politiniam ir kultiriniam
elitui, buitis ne eliminuojama i§ biisto, o stengiamasi jg padaryti patogia. Riisiuose
projektuojamos skalbimo, dziovinimo ir lyginimo erdvés, jrengiami patogesni
sanitariniai mazgai, kuriuose numatoma vieta skalbimo masinai, prie virtuviy
projektuojami patoglis sandéliukai maisto produktams. Tuo tarpu, kai didziajai
masei zmoniy buitis privaloma tvarka turéjo ,,iSsikraustyti i§ namy arba buvo
pasmerkta biiti nepatogia, elitas turéjo ,,privilegija* patogiai skalbtis ar ruosSti maistg
namuose. Kaip tai ironiSkai beskambéty, patogi buitis, kurios buvo siekiama

maseéms, tapo elito privilegija.
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