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1)



Housing shortage is not a new problem in Slovakia in spite of its undoubted worsening this decade. It cannot be perceived only as the cost of the economic transformation and its analysis requires more extensive historical study. Though the aim of our paper is to discuss the tacit presumptions of the present political and social science discourse about the housing problem, we necessitate historical facts. The next data, we lean here against, are the findings of the recent family history research, Social History of Poverty in Slovakia2, that offer a closer view on consequences of housing strategies for individuals and the overall economic situation of the family. We believe that our critical analysis needs not to remain restricted to the Slovakian conditions though it rests mainly on the data collected in and about Slovakia. The liberal views, which consequences we are examining here, seem to triumph in the post-communist countries’ social science discourse. 

	We start here with the brief description of the housing situation in Slovakia and the dominant political view on settling the housing shortage. After identifying the basic presumptions of these views we will discuss historical development of the housing situation in this century. We will show that the objective to increase the citizens’ responsibility for dealing with the housing problem has not been raised just by the promoters of the economic and political transformation. This objective was also followed by the communist regime in its last years. We will show that this idea has often masked not only the economic crisis of the state but also the representatives’ inability to regard the long-term costs of promoting a strategy requiring individual responsibility for securing their own housing needs. These long-term costs are expensive and self-exhausting ones for the Slovakia. 



2)  The present housing situation and discussion of the housing problem



	Slovakia belongs to the European countries with the lowest proportion of flats per one thousand inhabitants (307/1000 in 1991)3. Since 1990, the decrease of housing construction has been radical. The numbers of new flats dropped from 33,500 finished apartments in 1989 to 6,700 apartments in 1995. Simultaneously, the prices of apartments have increased enormously. Daneková and Riháková (1995) document that during the period 1989 – 1994, the prices of flats increased 3.7 times. The price 1,2 million crowns per standard apartment amounts to 120 times the average month income. Real estate agencies advertise 

privately owned apartments for rent that is usually more than double the average monthly salary. Public housing construction is marginal in proportion. Only 5,7% flats of the total flats under construction now, belong to communal – public housing. The chance to rent relatively affordable communal (public) apartment is therefore negligible. New mortgage institutions, savings banks, have acquired in the last years several hundreds of thousands clients. The targeted savings depend on the amount of monthly deposits and for most do not cover the sum needed to purchase or construct a house. The next financial tools; state funded housing loans, and special savings and mortgage credits, which were established to support housing construction and purchasing apartments, suffer from restricted financial funds. Therefore, there are limited opportunities to secure ones' own flat. The group of applicants is limited too. This support could be used only by those, who are able to pay back high interest rates. In short, the present situation tends to exclude the average income earners to enter the housing market.

	There is no central statistical evidence of demands for renting communal or other apartments. The housing demands estimates are done from the significantly numerous proportion of the 20-25 year olds in Slovakia. Unfulfilled housing needs of young people have not yet become an impetus for collective mobilisation and protests. Individual resolutions of the housing problem are, however, already visible. Housing shortage is often involved among the determinants of the procrastination of marriages and the decrease of the birth-rate (Piscová 1998; Mistríková 1998).

	How does the political discourse mirror these problems? The issue of the decreasing birth rate is sometimes passionately picked out as jeopardizing the viability of the newly established state and therefore requiring appropriate political attention. “Silent” individual dealing with the housing shortage do not stimulate any substantial political measures in this regard. The political discussion about improving the present housing situation and making independent living more accessible is now livening up4 but, in the whole, it is still a marginal political topic. 

	In the few political discussions that focused on this topic (discussions of the political representatives in television and radio), the main emphasis has been, however, given to the issue of appropriate measures for supporting house construction. The opinion regarding the necessity to support the individuals’ procurement for housing is shared by both the liberals and the conservatives. They both consider widening the system of state loans and credits, carrying through more generous finances for this system, and the deregulation of the (still state funded) rents in communal apartments, as a resolution to the problem of housing shortage. Liberals consider these measures the promotion of individual responsibility. The conservatives extol the “Slovak traditio” of owning and living in one-family houses.

	The “transformation discourse” in social science does not doubt this political orientation. On the contrary, it supports it – directly or indirectly. Sociologists and political scientists, who are predominately liberal, advocate nearly unilaterally the value of individual responsibility in all the spheres, including that of housing needs. This ideological orientation suspends the alternative of public housing construction as “incompatible.” Its potential supporters can expect that they will be accused of promoting paternalism, or at least, unrealistic solution to the housing problem. 

	We venture here to oppose these views, or more precisely, to discuss tacit assumptions that underlie the discourse preferring individual housing construction. These assumptions include: (1) the assumption of prevailing paternalistic expectations and insufficiently developing individual responsibility; (2) the assumption that the increased individual responsibility for housing will promote the personal accountibility in other spheres of life; such as the labour market; (3) the assumption that living in a one-family house belongs to the traditional cultural values of Slovak people; (4) the assumption that an increased proportion of one-family houses can be taken as an indicator of prosperity for the country as the whole. 



3) A brief history of housing issue in Twentieth century Slovakia



The housing situation before the Second World War



	Flats in one-family houses totalled 50.2% of all flats in Slovakia in 1991. (1991 Census, OB1, tab. 311) The proportion of one-family houses is closely connected with a dispersed settlement structure (even now, 43.6% lives in rural areas, i.e. in villages of under 5 thousand inhabitants) and characteristics of the pre-communist Slovakia. In the first half of the 20th century, agriculture employed the highest proportion of labour force: 52.7% in 1910; and 46.6% in 1930. Some authors state that the decrease between 1910 and 1930 was mainly due to migration to the USA5 and other countries. The proportion of those working in industry, mining and construction grew only slightly: from 20.9% in 1910 to 22.0 in 1930. (Faltus – Prucha 1969: 277).

	The statistic covering all household members shows that: in 1910, 61.7%; and in 1930, 56.8% made a living from agriculture. By 1946, the proportion was 48.1% (Faltus, Prucha 1969: 278). The authors state that this gives a more accurate picture of the agrarian population than the labour force statistics, which overlooks the work of women and young people. 

	The other statistics about the size of agricultural farms also contribute to the picture of the poverty in Slovakia’s rural areas. The 1930 Census indicates a considerable proportion of small farms – 39.6% of all farms were 2 hectares or less; 28.1% farms were between 2 and 5 hectares. (Ibid. 121) This means that 67.7% of farming households did not have sufficient hectares to secure a living for their family. 



	The overpopulation of Slovakian rural areas (mirrored by the number of small peasants, landless families and the emigration rate) was partly due to the Hungarian inheritance law that recognised all male and female offspring heirs of equi-sized plot of land. The law’s application (nullified in the early 50s) parcelled arable land to such a level that independent living for the next generation was not economically viable. For economic reasons, many small peasant families were forced to continue communal farming as well as living. Moreover, land was divided among the heirs only after the father's death. Other economic reasons precipitated young couples to postpone divesture 6 and seek economic independence by emigrating to the USA.



	The economic necessity of sharing the common household has been (and is still) represented by the idyllic pictures of peasant culture and glamorising the traditions of large families. This bias in the interpretation was shared, as Slovak ethnologists (Botíková et al. 1997) recently pointed out by two ideologically opposed ethnological generations. The between-war romantic generation of ethnologists interpreted large families as relic of ancient Slavic culture untouched by centuries. On the other hand, younger generations supported their findings about large families as evidence of the Marxian periodization of historical stages. Moreover, the both groups tended to exaggerate the proportion of large family households. (Botíková 1997: 24-25)

	According to Botíková, present ethnologists jointly admit that so-called large families were the outcome of a land shortage without alternative means to earn a living. It is this economic explanation that helps us understand the rapidly increased proliferation of family housing in Slovakia’s countryside after the forced collectivisation of land started in the early 50s, ceasing an economic need for generational farming and a cohabitating family unit.



The after land collectivisation boom of one–family home construction in the Slovakia’s countryside 



	The construction of one– family houses by the families with limited resources was not marginal neither before the Second World War nor under the period of socialism. Such an enterprise represented in the 50s and 60s the prevailing pattern. The data of the 1991 Census show that flats built in one-family houses total: above 80% from 1920 to 1945; 52.5% from 1945 to 1970; above 30% from 1970 to 1980 and less than 25% from 1980 – 1990. (1991 Census, OB1, tab. 311)

	Contrary to communist claims, the change of land ownership did not bring about the increase in the agricultural production. The first years, during which the new co-operatives lacked appropriate technology, deepened the economic problems. The eminent Czech historian Kaplan inferred (Kaplan 1994: 38-39) that between 1960 – 1963, the majority of the newly established agricultural co-operatives members lived under the minimum living standard and many families continued living in poverty. In Slovakia, average income per capita was 31,5% less in 1955; and 21,8% less in 1967 than average income per capita in the Czech region. 

	In spite of the economic troubles, the construction of one-family houses was more extensive in Slovakia than in the Czech regions. For example, from 1955 to 1960, the percentage of one-family houses (from the all flats built in this period) were 60.6% in Slovakia and 20.4%, in Czech regions. Kaplan also documents the families' strategies in Czech and Slovak expenditures. There are significant differences; Slovak households had higher expenditures for building material and higher indebtedness per capita (Kaplan 1993: 39) than Czech counter parts. 

	However, the statistics seldom effectively cover any additional income (or savings) the people living in villages had resultant from household production – growing potatoes, vegetables, breeding domestic animals, and so on. The household production and self-supplying also helped to reduce the costs of constructing material. In the Fifties, a considerable number of houses in villages were built from wood (obtained cheaply or as contingent payment in kind from community association owned forests). The construction materials produced industrially in compliance with the state planning did not suffice the individual housing construction boom in the 60s. In that time, as documented by ethnologists, village families often started production of their own dried and parched bricks and cement and coal dust mixtures. The combination of various accessible materials was the prevailing pattern (Mjartan 1975: 905). 

	The strategy of the double employment, i.e. working in factory7 or agricultural co-operative and cultivating one’s own field in afternoons and weekends, enabled village people to acquire the part of finances for constructing a house. However, the construction would be impossible without work at home and the exchange of favours within the social network of relatives, neighbours and friends in their village community. The family building their house could expect reciprocate help from this social network. The cost of this exchanged unpaid work in rural areas is not recorded in the statistics. This issue is often either overlooked or romantically interpreted, we will discuss that later in this paper.



“Project of Urbanisation in Slovakia” – the last decades of socialism 

	The intensive self-help one-family house construction was parallelled the industrialisation of Slovakia. The working opportunities in towns grew immensely, although the construction of flats back-warded. The daily commuting to work constituted 52.7% of the economically active persons in 1961. In spite of the intensive migration to towns between 1960 – 1970, the proportion of daily commuters increased (Verešík 1974b: 510-512). Since the Sixties the communist government supported more intensively the construction of houses in towns to “resolve the housing issue” as a developmental programme.

	In 1976, the government passed “The Project of Urbanisation of Slovakia” policy. This project aimed at “rationalising management of the process of urbanisation.” It established priority to developing town type settlements and to other selected areas – so called urbanisation axes. The significant aspect of this project was classifying settlements into four types to: a) restrict state funding construction of public services in the third and fourth type settlements (villages) and b) end the individual one-family house construction in the fourth type – so called peripheral villages. The result concentrated financial sources for housing construction in towns and construction of big housing estates. 

	Already by the end of the 60s, there were deserted one-family houses in the rural areas which indicated that the housing shortage problem encompassed a regional dimension. Social scientists (mostly from an urban background) started to point out that the outcome of massive migration to larger towns was not only an economic loss (i.e., insufficient use of cultural and sport establishments in villages) but the ageing of village population and furthered the social structural disintegration of village communities. Sociologists (see Kusý 1988) advocated a necessity to revitalise rural areas and attract people to live there. 

	 Massive public housing construction continued although it exceeded the state budget. As we have suggested, the effort to increase the individual financial participation for housing construction has not, however, emerged in the present transition period. In the last years of the communist regime, the idea for more intensive citizen involvement in sharing the costs of housing construction had been accepted at the government level. The proposal passed at the federal level and approved by Czech and Slovak local governments (Kontrolní... 1988). The proposal included the statements about “the reasonability of promoting higher financial participation from inhabitants in dealing with the housing problem, that is first of all, co-operative and individual housing construction, including flats, to be owned privately”8. (Kontrolní... 1988: 1) The rhetoric of the document, “the effective use” of the allotted housing funds and its consent to construct public housing with reduced furnishings in order to maintain the planned number of flats, indicates the restricted funds available in the state budget. (Kontrolní... 1988: 3). 

	The next evidence of the economic crisis is the document’ annulling the cancellation of individual housing construction in so called “peripheral” villages – that is, partial retrenchment on the urbanisation project. This resolution (motivated undoubtedly by the effort to decrease the demand for town flats) returned small village inhabitants the possibility to construct houses on their own plots under the condition that the infrastructure (“higher civil services”) would not be built from government funds in these villages (Kontrolní... 1988: 4). The document also informs about the legislation amendment – Ruling from the Government of CSSR No. 237/1986 – that would allow promotion of “a greater participation of flat users (tenants) in repairs and maintenance of flats, etc.” by the re-definition of the items covered under the rent payment agreement.

	The report promulgated by the Slovak Ministry of Construction in March 1989 (Správa o zabezpecení... 1989), openly informs about the failure to secure a plan for housing construction during the first three years of the 8th five-year plan in Slovakia. The main reasons were “underestimated financial costs (instead of the 5 billions Kcs it required 8.9 billions Kcs) of the enormous housing projects” and an inability to centrally manage such a huge project. 

	These documents indicate a deteriorated economic situation forcing the communist government to resign from managing the urbanisation process as well as its “paternalist principles” – by generously supporting public housing construction.



4) The hidden construction costs of one-family house



	The above mentioned statistical data about the increase in constructing one-family houses in the poor rural areas of Slovakia in the 50s and 60s, contradict a simplified assumption that a one-family house ownership can indicate a family well-being. If the statistical data gave only a rough idea about the costs the families had to bear to secure an independent dwelling, family history narratives9 collected in our recent poverty research (Kusá 1997a, b) offer deep insight of this issue. In this research, after the first narrative part of the interview, we asked the members of the interviewed families a set of questions regarding various aspects of their life, including their housing history. In the majority of cases, the narration about the housing history started spontaneously. Moreover, in five of eight cases, the story of the one-family house construction turned to be the main topic of the family history narrative. With a certain simplification we may even say that there was an inverse relation between the topics of house-construction and education and public participation in the collected family histories. It was not only because the construction of the family house was a source for pride and self-esteem and the domain of education did not offer many success experiences for the interviewed people.

	Constructing the family house dominates the family history because it was also the axis of family life for relatively long period. The collected “building one’s home” stories in our research have the following common features. They are told with pride (building the family house is an act of courage). They are told in honour of the relatives - house builders. Simultaneously, they describe extreme economising (to save for construction materials and for any loans). The whole family was involved in this project while being fully employed or attending school. Moreover, the family members worked intensively in their gardens or tracts of land (owned due their membership in co-operative farms) to secure additional means for the construction. The significant cost of the house-construction was almost a total elimination of free time for the family. 

	The family histories suggest that the direct and indirect (agricultural production, exchange of work in social networks) work on a family house construction restricted the parents’ care for children during the period when they started attending school. The children were required to do domestic work and their parents seemed to pay more attention to controlling children’s domestic duties than to oversee their homework and school results. The children’s (and the narrators’ own) unsatisfactory results at school were mentioned without alarm – as if it was something common that happened frequently in the village surrounding. 

	There was an apparent indifference to school results (and indirectly, to the social mobility opportunities offered by the educational system) between the middle and older generation. Actually, none of older generation considered hard work in their childhood as an injustice or obstacle that prevented them from other opportunities. They all were proud of getting used to it. They also did not reflect on the link between subordinating their childhood to the family house, to their low education and to the limited chance of a better-paid job. 

	These findings suggest that the precondition for construction boom and economic advance of Slovak villages, was extensive home production, which required and prized the multi-purpose man, who was able to do a variety of productive work and substitute for hiring different specialists10. Thus parents emphasised this various children’s working skills rather than their academic achievements, which was a common rationale under the socialist period.

	The household production and work exchange still has a significant position in Slovakia’s family life styles. For instance, the findings of Bednárik’s cross-national comparative survey (Bednárik 1996: 4) show that the proportion of households who were assisted in the preceding year by some finances, home products or physical work by their relatives, neighbours or friends, is significantly higher in Slovakia than in the other countries under study (Czech Republic, Hungary, Poland and eastern parts of Germany). For instance, gifts of home products were received by 30% Slovak households (compared to 8% German households, 16% Czech households, 19% Hungarian households and 9% Polish households). Physical work by family and relatives was received by 35% of the Slovak households (comparing to 10% German households, 16% Czech households, 24% Hungarian and 7% Polish households). (Bednárik 1996: 4) 

	These data were interpreted by the author as the evidence of a high level of family and social solidarity in the Slovakian population. We assert, however, that instead of comforting ourselves with the preservation of traditional moral values, we should take these data as indicators of the considerable extent in which various kinds of household work are an ingrained part of family life in Slovakia. The social network is possible due the extensive free time invested in meeting commitments of mutual help and support. We should not forget that this traditional approach is also a way to surviving deteriorated living conditions.

	This idea is supported by the findings of Filadelfiová and Gurán (1997). They suggest that after 1990, the proportion of households’ self-supplying (as well as its extent and a variety of products and services) has increased both in the modern and traditional villages. According the authors, this generally high level of self-supplying indicate that village families reach their limits in trying to resolve their economic situation by their own forces. The authors also warn that the household work and self-help can gradually exhaust itself as strategy for dealing with financial problems (ibid. 87).



5) Macro-economic interrelations



Now it is more clear that, contrary to the commonsense, the ownership of one-family home does not always indicate affluence11. The economic statistics prove the same about the country. In the frame of Europe, contemporary Slovakia belongs to the poorer countries and, at the same time, to the countries with a higher proportion of privately owned apartments (in family houses as well in tenement houses). The communal – rented flats total only 15%. Their proportion is to be even lower. Due to the Act on Housing Transformation passed in the beginning of the 90s, the municipalities can sell them to the tenants. (Cauch 1998; Pravda 1998) 

	Currently, one-family home construction totals 93% of the houses that are now under construction. This proportion suggests that the Slovak population leans against the time-tested way to secure their housing needs. As we have suggested, this way requires cumulating of all the family capital (finance, free time). As a consequence, there is a lack of family capital for starting small private businesses, going to schools, etc.. 

	Some authors argue that “it seems still to be easier, more accessible and more easier to accomplish constructing the one-family house in an adequate time frame, in a village than in a town” (Gajdoš 1998: 208), which is true from a short-term perspective12. If it is true then we neglect the long-term effects of absorbed a family capital being the demands of building a home.

	The “relatively lower price” of constructing a one-family house in villages can also be doubted further by the fact that the regional distribution of available housing is inverse to the regional distribution of employment opportunities. In this regard, the findings of the international comparative surveys are warning. The findings (COHR, Pravda 1998) suggest that private ownership of flats (houses) in the country tends to paralyse the labour market and labour mobility. The countries with a larger proportion of privately owned houses (perhaps, the less urbanised ones?) tend to have higher unemployment rates. That is precisely Slovakia’s case.

	The one-sided orientation for privately owned one-family house constructions is considered a risky at the macro-economical level. Under conditions of a chronic shortage of financial resources, it can become a hindrance to capital accumulation, opportunity oriented mobility, as well as a limit to wider public participation. As the mentioned family histories have suggested, concern for the basic need of housing could absorb all the social capital of poor families. When family members have to spend all their available free time working to secure the “fundamental” family priorities (Friedmann 1996: 168), they can hardly be expected to be concerned about their education or, as they are now appealed to do, participate in Slovakia’s nascent democracy.



6) Conclusion



We set forth to develop the argument that the present housing politics in Slovakia should be criticised not only for offering only limited financial support for individual (private) housing construction, but mainly for near total restriction of public housing construction. We have argued that the lack of political and social science discourse on the issue of public housing results from a specific mixture of conservative and liberal perspectives. The representatives of the former appeal to “traditional” Slovak values of private house construction and point out the high levels of self help in large family and neighbourhood networks which promote local community integration as its positive (valuable) side-effects (and preconditions). The representatives of liberal perspective stress the value of individual responsibility in the field of housing for – theoretically – the need to secure the resources for housing construction would initiate people to be more industrious and enterprising, which would develop the characteristics necessary for a market economy. We have tried to show that this presumption does not take in regard the real costs of the individuals’ concern for housing. The conservatives emphasise a high value of living in one-family houses and consider numerous housing starts in Slovakian villages as its evidence, are only partly right. They also neglect the costs. They overlook that Slovakia’s rural areas prosperity and modernisation (judged by the type and quality of housing facilities) was based on the practices that have preserved the lower division of labour without any skill-level specialisation , which is, essentially anti-modern socio-economic strategies. 

	We have tried to show that the liberal and conservative perspectives are sustainable, although overlooking the long-term effects of absorbing human and social capital by the traditional self-help method of home construction. We state that the increased responsibility in building a home causes a decrease in active socio-economic strategies. Empirical evidence indicates an inverse relationship between the low skill level qualification of the population, unemployment rate and the proportion of private housing that could be seen from cross-national comparative study of European countries. Total individual responsibility for securing housing needs is a trap that seems to weaken the prospects of families improving their economic situation. 

	The dilemma of the effectiveness of the public housing project is considered a task for macro-economists rather than sociologists. The economic analysis that public housing is a costly and a risky enterprise in a country like Slovakia (high unemployment, low GNP and increasing foreign debts) does not, however, count the hidden costs of building one-family houses. 
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1 This paper was written as the part of the research supported by the Slovak Grant Agency VEGA as the grant project No. 2/5306./98 “Collective Representations, Common Sense and Sociological Analysis.”

2 The project Social History of Poverty in Slovakia: Patterns of Family Behaviour and Poverty Transmission (1995 - 1997) was implemented under the auspices of the programme Social Costs of Economic Transformation in Central Europe, initiated and co-ordinated by the Institute of Human Sciences in Vienna. It was also funded by the Slovak Grant Agency for Sciences as the project No. 97/5305/241 and by the Slovak National Committee of UNESCO - MOST. The project was part of the international project Social History of Poverty in Central Europe from an International Perspective, designed by Julia Szalai (1995)  and the main findings concerning the housing issue can be found in Kusá (1997a; 1997b).

3 In developed European countries, the proportion is 350-400 flats to one thousand inhabitants.

4 It is undoubtedly due to the upcoming election in September 1998. Previous neglect on the topic by the opposition in the Slovak Parliament creates the impression that the topic was discovered as part of the struggling younger electorate.

5 In the beginning of this century, it was the second highest relative emigration rate in Europe. The emigration flow from Slovakia was partly restricted by the measures of the destination countries and then stopped by the Second World War. (Sveton 1970).

6 The one-family houses in that period were very simple, constructed of wood and built by family self-help and neighbours. The indirect information about a simple level of housing and the tradition of self-help construction of houses in pre-World War II Slovakia can also be taken from the data introduced by P. Kompiš. He states (Kompiš 1989) that in Slovakia, there was not any college prepared civil engineers and there was only the one secondary technical school in Slovakia (in Prešov). There were only few Slovak civil engineers who studied and graduated of foreign technical colleges.

7 In 1961, only 19.3% of working force was employed in agriculture – 12.8% in the agricultural co-operatives and 6.4% as “private farmers”. In the social structure of villages, the industrial workers numbered – 56.0%. (Verešík 1974a: 411)

8 The communist legal order made distinction between personal and private ownership. Private ownership –defined as ownership used in the production fixed for sale was heavily restricted (especially the employment of labour force). Personal ownership was defined as the one used solely for personal (family) needs.

9 For our aim was to study the transmission of poverty in families, we collected the histories of the families who descended from a traditional rural poverty family and have some members unemployed at present. Each family history consists of the life history narratives told by the family members of three generations (grandparents, parents and children). They were elicited by the techniques of the narrative interviewing.

10 It is necessary to recall the remuneration equalisation under the socialism. The salaries of university graduates did not often exceed the salaries of manual workers. Therefore, the household work did not seem to be – but actually was – the main source of an advanced living standard.

11 The collected family histories show the strength of the belief that the one-family house, as big as possible, is the key evidence of family affluence and vitality. It was not possible to maintain one’s position in the village community without accomplishing this duty of a “proper man”. There was the case of a family living in the kitchen of the twelve room house after its construction because they also had to save on electricity. 

12 The author points out that although the housing shortage seems to culminate, the rate of empty flats has increased again in Slovakia (from 4.3% in 1980 to 9.3% in 1990). Nearly 70% of non inhabited flats are in villages (Gajdoš  1998: 194). Gajdoš continues with an 80s idea about the necessity to attract people to return to the villages. He proposes to promote the rural regional economic infrastructure and the quality of life – to stop the migration or obtaining new inhabitants. He supports their argument by recalling the conclusions of Rio-Summit and European Chart of spatial planning.
















