Consequences of architectural form on social interaction:
Function as a basis for housing studies through expanded space
syntax analysis
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Summary (cont.)
descriptions of large samples of layouts
@1 the firnt step towards decoding the
social Jogic of bouses. At the same time
1t haghlights the pmpovtance of buslding
bridges to the brosdes range of research
methods and investigative techniques
which have been brotaght to bear on the
study of houses and bomes in order to
envich our intespretation and under-
standing of what i, after all, ome of the
basic burlding blocks of every buman
ety

ask more complex and open-ended questions at that. We are able to give
clearer descriptions of the invariance that exists in large numbers of house
plans, search for spatial ‘genotypes’ and dimension the extent of individual
differences within the sct. More important for architecture, we can if we so
wish use these spatial decodings to generate new designs for houses which
share the salient features of the existing collection, cach an original, cre-
ative interpretation of the genuine article. However, none of this descrip-
tive power resolves the underlying ethical issues, such as how the results
of analysis should be interpreted or whether any lessons learned from the
study of precedent should be reproduced without modification when
building for the future,

It scems likely that in the future, studies of houses and homes will no
longer be satisfied with identifying similarities in the spatial patterning
of a set of houses in a particular region or cultural context. Increasingly,
analysis will seek to pinpoint the typical ways in which different room
functions and domestic activities are configured in people’s homes, the
importance of furniture and object arrays in providing the scenery and
props for social encounter and interaction, how domestic space and its fix-
tures and fittings relate to explicit and tacit household practices, inter-per-
sonal behaviours, domestic habits and routines, the postures and gestures
which people make in haptic space and cven the language and concepts
which people usc when talking about what their homes mean to them.
Increasingly, a configurational approach will reach out to related disci-
plines such as sociology, anthropology and psychology in addressing the
social and personal interpretation of domestic space,

Representing domestic space

We have already scen that even the most simple of plans can be considered
by breaking up the interior in several ways into its constituent clements
and relations, be they fully bounded rooms, convex spaces, axial lines or
visual ficlds, Each of these viewpoints may be equally valid and in almost
all circumstances a comparison of the different points of view will yield
insights into how domestic space is organised for social purposes, The
latest generation of computer techniques permits these different spatial
representations to be overlaid directly upon one another so as to recapture
a multi-laycred spatial experience of the interior, and then to explore
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(Unidade Residencial de Ramalde

Parque Residencial da

Cooperativa SACHE de Aldoar

Bairm de Ramalde do Meio

Hoavista

Edificio Mota-(aliza
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Bairm de Cazas Econdmicas do Amial
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Palicio do Comémio
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NO CONGRESSO DOS ARounEcms‘Hm -

O PROBLEMﬂ

DA HABITACAO

FOI HOJE LARGAMENTE DEBATIDO

Na Sociedade Nacional de Belas Av-
tes prosseguiran esta manha os traba-
lhos do I Cengresso Nacicenal de Ar-
guitectura para discussac do fema «Q
problema portugués da hsbitagacs, de
gue é relator Sérgic de Andrade Go-
mes. Presidiu o arguitecte Carics Ra-
mos, do Porio, secretariado pelos seus
colegas Veloso Reis, de l..sbos, e Ho-
merg Fonkeca Dias, do Porto.

Fci dada a palavra s0 relator, Sérgic
Gomes, qQue leu as teses da crdem de
frabalhos, que sac as seguintes: «Habi-
‘{agde e Urbanismo», de Matos Veltso;
«A Caza, o Homem € a3 Arguitectura,
de Lobio Vital; «0 Problema portu-
gués da habitacio», de¢ Viana de Lima:
«A racipnalizacio na habitacioc e na
urbanizacao», de Miguel Jacubety, «A
soluciao verlical na habilacio colectiva
e os apesentamenioss, de Jorge Segu-

radg; «0O alojamento ecclectiver, de
Joia Simodes, José Huertas Lobo €
"Francisce Castro Rodrigues; «Habita-

¢io econdmica © reajustamenic gocials,
cde Teotdnio Pereira e Costz Marting
E«Contribuicﬁo para ¢ eslude do probie-
‘ma da habilacio econdémica em Lis-
beas, de Pardal Monteire; e «indusiria
e Construgios, de Arménio Le=a.

De todas as teses ¢ relator extiraiu
um interessanie resumoc de ccnelusdes,
que ropresentam um projecte de voids
para serem verificados e, possivelmen-

te, rectificados por uma ccemissio de
redacc¢ao definitiva, que deve ser no-
meada ne final dos debales, ainda hoje.

Apds a leitura do relziorio de Sérgic
Gemes, 0 arquitecte nertenho Artur
Andrade foi autcrizade 2 ler uma coe
municacio especial scbre s habitacio
To Porto e que -epresenta © critérie
de 22 colegas do norte.

O {rabziho foil aplaudido e, por voic
unanime da magna astembleia, incluf-
do na ordem de trabaihes,

Intervieram, a seguir, nc debate das
teses da ordem, entre muilcse outros,
os grquitectos Jaccbety Rora, Huerla
[.cho. Castro Rodrigues, Arménio Laosa,
Lebiao Vilal, que refcrccu & comunica-
ciic de Artur Andrade, com uma defesa
brithznte da sua tese; Malcs Veloso,

Cliveira Martins, Marie Bonite, Viana
de Lima, José€ Borrego e (ottinelli
Telmo.

A’ hova &8 que fechamos ¢ nossc jor-
nal ¢st& a decorrer a sessdc (a larde.

0 Congressd dos "Arquitectos
apreciou ontem o problema

portugués da habitacio

. = .
e aprovou uma exposi¢cio que lhe foi
: apresentada por um grupc de con-
‘ gressistas do Porto
‘ O I Congresso Nacicnal de A.rquitectura teve ontem, de
manhi e & tarde, as suas 3." e 4 sessées de trabalhos praticos
' ambas realizadas com grande concofréncia de inscritos, no Pa-
licio Nacional de Belas Artes. Presidiu 4 sessdo da manhu se-
cretariado pelos srs. Veloso Reis, de Lisboa, e Homero Ferreira
Dias, do Porto, o sr. Carlos Ramos, da capital do Norte, o qual
de inielo, saudou os congressis
“tas e fez votos no sentldo da
discussdo do segundo tema <O
probl-ema. portugués da habita-
¢Ao», decorresse no mesmo am-
biente de elevacdo.
| Propés a seguir. sendo aprovado, aue
o Congresep se associaste RO uty pela
morte de Viana da Mcta, e que dease
facto se desse oonheulment.; 4 fami-
la do insigne compesttor

Usou depols da palavia o Sr. Sérglu
de Andrade Gomes. Que P 4
leitura do seu relatorio xwove
teses apresentadas acerca do proble-
ma portugués da hnbl‘aqio, sistema-
‘an:l.n s assunuwog € sintetizando a8
conolusbes.

Verifica-se duma manelra gem] qué
os varloe arquitectos que trataram do
assunto Interpretam a opinifio  dos
gous colegas quanto & nevessidade de
se proceder 4 elabomchio dos  planos
gerals das Tegibes agricclas pama se
aplicarem novas teoriss de habitag¢ao
rural,

Uma exposicio de arquitee-
tos do Porto

O ar. presidente elogiou o trabalbo
do relevor e Dis o velatorio & dlscus-
sfo. Nestg alturma o sr. Artur Andrade,
em nome Ge um grupo de 22 colegas

(CONTINUA NA 5.0 BAGINA)

(}w i#ional

‘q{m”\— de Arquiteciura

/

15 Attes pros-
I Congressa
ficou hoje
Moreira

jocic{ relatoric

comissao d= que
wws Alfredo Viena de Lima, In
nandes, Arus An
Amaral.

o por uma
0% arquitec-

adcio Peres Fer-
e ¢ Francisco Keil do

¢ Martins, Catsro Rodr
‘,ucs N.l"lEi ¢ Cotinelli Telmo, |

Foram aprovedas algumas conclusées do
relstorio. "Os trabalhes prosseguitio amanha.
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