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B 1920-x roaax npaButenbcTeo HuaepnaHaos 6b110 yBneyeHo upeeit
ynyyweHns o6uecTea nyTem nepeceneHns aHTUCOLMUaNbHbIX cemeit

B TaK Ha3blBaeMble «WKOJbI-AoMay. Mop npeanorom ropoackoro
06HOBNEHUA NPOBOAUNACH PACYMCTKA TPYLLO6, a He3alULeHHble
ceMbU NoMeLanuchb Noa HabnoaeHNe B cneynanbHbie NoCeneHus,
KoTopble HasbiBanucb Woonschool. Mocne Bropoit MMpoBoi BoMHbI
BMELLATeIbCTBO NPABUTENIbCTBA B YACTHYIO XKU3Hb FOPOXKaH NpuUBeno
K AenopTayumn ABYX TbICAY XUTenei U3 60nbLNX rOPOJOB B OTAA-
NeHHble NPOBUHLUM C LieNbio NPeBpaleHUa UX B YECTHDIX MPpaxAaH.
Hauanom nocnyuno HacunbCTBeHHOe BbiceneHue u3 Porrepaama
*epTe HemeLKoi 6om6apaupoBKU. B KoHue 1950-x — Hayane 1960-x
M3MEHEeHUA B TOYKAX 3peHus no noBoAY AEBUAHTHOTO NOBEAEHUA U
POSIM NPAaBUTENbCTBA B KU3HM 06L4ECTBA NOCTENEHHO NPUBENU K CHU-
JKEHMI0 MHTepeca K KOHLEeNUumn «WKoN-A0MOB». ITOMY CNoco6CTBO-
BaJl U HEYAAYHbIA ONbIT NOA06HDLIX WKON. OAHAKO HOBOE NOKONEHUe
NONUTMKOB-NONYNUCTOB CMOTNO BAOXHYTb HOBYIO JXM3Hb B 3Ty CTapylo
KOHLENuMio, yMeHbLMB ee MacluTab u fas eil HOBoe UMA, 3aUM-
cTBOBaHHOe u3 aarckoro: Skaeve Huse. U cHoBa ropoaam ocraerca
HabnioaaTh, KaK AaNeKko CMOXKET 3aiTU NPaBUTENbCTBO, BMEIMBAACH
B YaCTHYI0 JKU3Hb Nl0AeN, AeHCTBYA «BO 6naro obuecTsy».
KnioueBblie cnoa: Woonschool; Skaeve Huse; Hupepnanabl; aHTuco-
LManbl; BMELLATENbCTBO NPABUTENILCTBA B YACTHYIO XKU3Hb FOPOXKaH.

Woonschool
Ewe oaHa nonbiTKa ronnaHACKUX MyHULMNANUTETOB NPUBUTL LOCTOMHbIiA
o6pa3 HKU3HU aHTUCOLUUANTbHbBIM U HeCTa6I/IJ'IbeIM ceMbaMm
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v Figure 1.

1941: emergency housing
Brabants Dorp, Rotterdam /
Xunbe ans Hyxpawowmxcs.
BpabawTc Jopn, Pottepaam,
1941r.

l'eiic, rocyaapcTBeHHbIN cnyxXawmin u3 Pottepnama, He nbl-
Tancs cobnofaTb NONUTKOPPEKTHOCTL B CBOEM OTYETE:
«AHTUCcoumanel (Hua. onmaatschappelijken) — pakosas
onyxonb Hawero obuecteax» (Andere tijden, 2013). Ero
npu3biB 6611 CHOPMYIMPOBAH NPAMOJUHEHO: OTAENUTD
UX OT 3aKOHOMOCNYLWHbBIX FPaXAaH U nepecennTb B OTAENb-
Hble paiioHbl. «Tam aHTMCOLMaNbl JOMKHbI NOA KOHTPOEM
YYNTbCA NPaBUNbLHOMY BEAEHMIO XO3ANCTBAY.

VimeHHOo 310 Npoun3owno ¢ 500 xuTenamn HugepnaHa-
ckoro ropoga Potrepaam netom 1945 roga: ¢ knenmom
«0TOPOCH! 06WWECTBa» OHM ObIIN HACUNBHO AENOPTUPOBAHBI
u3 ropofa.

3anapHas yactb HugepnaHaos — ofHa U3 NocnefHUX
Tepputopuit EBponbl, 0CBOGOXAEHHBIX OT HEMELKUX 3aXBaT-

The Dutch embraced in the 1920s the idea that they could improve
society by forcing antisocial families in so-called housing schools.
Slums were cleared under the pre-text of urban renewal, and vul-
nerable families were put under supervision in special projects that
became known as “Woonschool”. This government interference into
the lives of citizens resulted after WWII into the deportation of two
thousand people from the larger Dutch cities to remote provinces
to be trained in becoming decent citizens, starting with the forced
removal of victims of the German bombardment of Rotterdam.
Shifting opinions on what deviant social behaviour is and what the
role of the government should be in society gradually eroded the
support for housing school practices in the late 1950s, early 1960s.
The fact that the approach hasn’t been successful did help.
However, a new generation of populist politicians was able to
breathe new life into this old concept: smaller in scale than pre-
viously and now marketed under the Danish name “Skaeve Huse”.
Once more, cities test the boundaries how far the government can
go with intervening in the lives of individuals for the benefit for
society.

Keywords: Woonschool; Skaeve Huse; Netherlands; antisocials; the
government interference into the lives of citizens.

YMKOB. PernoHy npuwnock UcneiTatb HeobbIYaRHO Cypo-
BYIO 31MY, BO BPEMS KOTOPOIl HeXBaTKa NpPOA0BO/bCTBUA

1 TonAMBa yHecna xu3Hu 20000 yenosek. ITOT nepuon,
M3BeCTeH Kak ronnanfckas «lonogHas 3uma». Pottepaam
Torpa euie npopomkan 60pbdy ¢ HexBaTKoi Xunbs: 80000
YenoBek cTanu 6e34OMHbIMY, KOTA B CAMOM Hayane BOMHbI
HeMeukas JllodTadde pazbombuna ueHTp ropoga. B yeH-
Tpe NPOXMBANO0 B OCHOBHOM GejHOE HaceneHue, He UMelo-
Liee NOCTOAHHOM paboThl: MOpTOBblE paboyme, NOAEHLLMKY,
VAIMYHbIe My3bIKaHTbI, MPOAANXHbBIE XeHWWHbl. W noka
MHOTMWe XepTBbl HAXOAUIN NPUIOT Y APY3eil, POACTBEHHUKOB
WM KONEr, OCHOBHAs rpynna couuanbHO He3awuieHHbIX
cemeii npebbiBana B 6e3feiicTBAM O TEX NOP, NOKA ANS HUX
B CPOYHOM NopsfKe He 6bIN0 NOCTPOEHO HU3KOKAYECTBEH-
HO€ XWU/be Ha rpaHuLie ropoAa 1 B COCeAHNUX MyHULMNanu-
TeTax.

KaHapackue Bolicka, ocBobogmBlumne MonnaHguio, Gbinu
LWOKMPOBAHBI TEM, YTO OHU YBUAENMW B 3TUX KBapTanax:
UCTOLYEHHbIE NIOAM, OAETbIE B TPAMNbE U CTPajatoLue
oT BlWei 1 610X, 6onbHbIe Ty6epkyne3om u Tudom (Andere
tijden, 2013). KaHaaubl nposiBunu 3a60Ty 0 HUX, 0becne-
YMB UX NIeYEHUEM U XuNnbeM. TeM He MeHee, ronnaHackue
YMHOBHUKM BCE PABHO 3aXOTENN OT HUX U36aBUTbCA. OHM
06BUHUAK NI0AEH B UX COBCTBEHHOI HULLETE, B UCMOJIb30Ba-
HUW [epeBAHHBIX ABepeil U NONOB ANs 060rpeBa B XONO4HYI0
3uMy 1944 /45 1., B TOM, YTO OHU CTanu «oTOpocammy». Um
NpUWNOCH NEepecenuTbCA.

JleTom (B utone u ceHTs6pe) 1945 roga onepaTus-

Has rpynna ronnadpckux Bonck (Dutch: Binnenlandse
Strijdkrachten) co6pana 500 4enoBek 1 Nof BOOPYKEHHbIM
KOHBOEM [10CTaBUNa UX B CeNbCKMUE NPOBUHLMM [lpeHTe

u OBepaiiccen. Tam fna «nepeBOCMUTAHUA» UX NOCEAUTM

B N1lareps, OKpYXeHHble Kotoyeit npoBoaoKow,. M Tonbko
CMYCTA MHOTO NeT aHTUCoLManam GblNo paspelleHo Bep-
HyTbCs. [lpyrue ropoaa nocnegosanu npumepy Potrepaama.
B utore 2000 YenoBeKk 0Ka3anuchb B AEBATU NOJOGHbLIX nare-
pAX, pacnonoxeHHblx B aepeBHAX IxTeH, PyuHeH n Tep Apno.
Takas npakTuka npocylwectsosana Ao 1959 roga, noka
npaBuTenbCTBO HMaepnaHAoB He 3aKpbino 3TV nareps.

Mofo6HOro BMeLWaTenbCTBa B YaCTHYIO XU3Hb FOPO-

XaH MOXHO GbIN10 0XKMAATb OT TOTANUTapPHOro 06LeCTBa,
HO He OT 3anafHoli femokpatuu. Ho cakT octaetcs hakToM.



The Rotterdam civil servant Geijs didn't try to put itin
politically correct terms when he wrote his report: "Anti-
socials (Dutch: onmaatschappelijken) are the cancerous
tumour of our society" (Andere tijden, 2013). His plea was
straightforward: separate them from decent citizens and
force them into separated districts. "There the antisocials
should learn under supervision how to run their house-
holds".

And this was exactly what happened next to 500
inhabitants of the Dutch city of Rotterdam in the summer
of 1945. Labelled as outcasts, they were forcibly deported
from the city.

The western part of the Netherlands had been one of the
last areas of Europe to be liberated from the Germans. The
region had experienced an extremely harsh winter in which
food shortages and fuel poverty left 20.000 people dead,
the Dutch Hunger Winter. The city of Rotterdam was still
struggling with a lack of homes after 80.000 people became
homeless when the German Luftwaffe bombed the city cen-

Woonschool

tre right at the start of the war. That centre housed mainly
the poor, the people without reqular employment: harbour
workers, day labourers, street musicians, prostitutes. And
while many of the victims found shelter among friends,
families or colleagues, a core group of vulnerable families
started to drift and ended up in emergency housing of low
built quality at the edge of the city or in the neighbouring
municipalities.

The Canadian forces that liberated Holland were shocked
by what they found in such emergency estates: undernour-
ished people in misery, lacking decent clothing, covered
with lice and fleas, suffering from tuberculosis and cold fire
(Andere tijden, 2013). The Canadians took them in, treated
and rehoused them. However, the Dutch officials wanted to
get rid of them. The Dutch officials blamed the inhabitants
for their own misery, for using wooden doors and floors as
fuel during the winter of 1944/45, for being outcasts. They
had to get out.

And so it happened that in the summer of 1945 provi-

Dutch cities try once more to school anti- and weak social families

to live like decent citizens

370 He GbINO KpaiiHei Mepoil, NPUUYKUHOI KOTOpOII nocny-
Xuna BonHa: ewe B 1920-x 1 1930-x rofax Takue KpynHole
ropopa Hupepnangos, kak Amcteppam, Potteppam, Maara

1 YTpexT pasMmelyany aHTUCOLManbHble U HecTabuibHbIE Ce-
MbM B cneluanbHbix paiioHax (Dercksen & Verplanke, 1987).
Takas KoHuenuus Hocuna HaseaHue Woonschool, nnu «wko-
Na-AoM» — MeCTO, Fie TOPOA KY4UT» Nofel NpaBuNbHON
XU3HU U NPaBUNbHOMY BeJieHWI0 AOMaLLHero xo3aicTea (van
der Lans, 2009).

Mpoekt Woonschool 6bin cTpaHHbIM NOBOYHbBIM MPOAYK-
TOM NPOrPeCCUBHOWM NONUTUKM MO YAYUILIEHWIO KUTULLHBIX
ycnoBuit pabounx. B 1901 ropy npasutenscteo Hupepnat-
LOB NPUHANO XunuiHblit 3akoH (Woningwet). OH gaBan
MYHULUNANMTETaM NPaBO NPU3HATb HEKOTOPbIE TPYLLOOHI
HeNnpUroAHbIMK ANA NPoXMBaHUA. llocne 3Toro ropofckne
BN1aCTW MOT/IN BbICENATb MECTHBIX XXUTesel, a UX AoMa 3aKo-
naynBaTb JOCKaMU. PyKOBOACTBYACH BCE TEM e 3aKOHOM,
rocyfapcTBo NpefoCTaBAAN0 XUANLHO-CTPOUTENbHBIM
accoumaumam GuHaHCMpoBaHWe Ana CTPOUTENbCTBA XKUbs
HajJexallero KayecTsa os pabounx u ux cemeil.

[lo NPUHATUA KUAULLHOTO 3aKOHA HUKOMY He Bblno Aena
A0 XuTeneit Tpyiwo6. OHN BRaYMIm Xankoe CylecTBoBa-
HUe, HO, NO KpaiiHeil Mepe, 6blan cBOBOAHLI. 3aTeM ropofa
NONYYUNU BO3MOXKHOCTb pacumiLath Tpywobbl. Benegcrsue
3TOr0 BO3HUK BOMPOC: YTO [ieNaTh C KUTENAMU 3TUX TPYLL06?
HunuuwHo-cTponTenbHble accounanmnm, huHaHcupyemble
rocyfapCcTBOM, HE XeNanu ux NpuHaTb, 60sACh, YTO T€ He CMO-
ryT NNaTUTb apeHAy, 6YAyT NOpTUTL UMYLLECTBO M HapyLaTh
cnokoiicteue cocefieir. NosepeHue xutenei Tpyuwob crano
counanbHoit npobnemoit. M HaBecUNU APAbIK «KaHTUCOLM-
anbHbix» (anti-maatschappelijken), unu «HectabunbHbIxy»
uneHos obuwectsa (zwak-maatschappelijken). B atom
KOHTEKCTe NpaBUTEIbCTBO U LLePKOBb Ha4yanu NPOBOAUTD
uccnepoBanus. Mo ux pesynbtatam 6bIN0 HAMMCAHO HEMANO
OTYETOB M NPOBEAEHO [UCKYCCUil. Pe3ynbTaTom cTana pas-
paboTka mMep, BEAYLWNX K NPAMOMY BMELIATENbCTBY B XU3Hb
TaKUX CeMeN: UX He TONbKO Nepecennnu B CneLnanbHble
paiioHbl, HO M YCTAHOBUAMN Haf, HUMU KOHTPONb. OHK yxke
He MOr/In camMu pacnopsaxaTbcs cBoummu uHaHcamu. Hap-
3npaTenbHULbI MPUXOLUIN K HUM LOMOW U YUYUIN KEHLLMH
BECTW JOMallHEee X03AWCTBO.

Bo3bmeM, k npumepy, ropof, MaacTpuxt, pacnonoxeH-
HbI B 1OXXHOW (KaTonnyeckoii) yactn Hupepnavpos. Mocne
BTopoit MMPOBOI BOViHbI Ha LLlepKOBHbIE NOXEPTBOBAHMA
NpoBEAEHO U3y4yeHne NPobaeMbl aHTUCOLMANBHBIX CEME.
Bo-nepBbix, 6bl COCTAaBAEH BANHHBIA CIUCOK CEMeil, KOTo-
pble NOTeHLMaNbHO MOTAK CTaTb aHTUCOLMANbHbIMU. Bo-BTO-
pbiX, UCCNELOBATENMN HAHANMW NoAeN, CNOCOBHbIX Npoteccu-

OHaNbHO YCTAHOBUTb KOHTAKT C TAKUMU CEMbAMU: NACTOPOB,
WKONBHBIX yuuTENEiA, Bpayeii. He cTaBs cembu B U3BeCT-
HOCTb, UX OLIEHWUBANU MO TaKUM KPUTEPUAM, KaK TPyA0BOM
CTaX Cynpyra, COCTOAHUE LOMa, COONIOLEHUE PENUTUO3HBIX
3anoBefen U UHTUMHASA U3Hb YIEHOB CEMbMU.

v Figure 2.

1950's: Stokstraatkwartier,
Maastricht / Ksaptan
CrokcTpaar B r. MaacTpuxT,
1950-e rr.
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v Figure 3.

Gentrified Ravelijn,
Maastricht / 06HoBneHHas
Tepputopus «PaBeneitH» B
MaacTpuxre

sional Dutch armed forces (Dutch: Binnenlandse Strijd-
krachten) rounded up 500 people in July and September,
forced them into armed convoys, and send them to the rural
provinces of Drenthe and Overijssel. Here they were put in
barbed wired camps to be re-educated. It took the antiso-
cials years until they were allowed to return. Other cities
followed Rotterdam's example. In total 2000 people ended
up in nine of such camps in villages like Echten, Ruinen

and Ter Arlo. The practice lasted until 1959 until the Dutch
government decided to close these camps.

One would expect such interference into the private
sphere of citizens perhaps in a totalitarian society, and
maybe not in a western democracy. But this was real. It was
not just an excess that resulted from the war. Already in
the 1920's and 1930's the larger Dutch cities like Amster-
dam, Rotterdam, The Hague, and Utrecht appointed specific
neighbourhoods to house the anti-social and weak-social
families (Dercksen & Verplanke, 1987). This concept was
called "Woonschool" or Housing school: a place where the
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city would "teach" people how to live in a home (van der
Lans, 2009).

The Woonschool was a strange byproduct of progressive
policy to improve the housing conditions of workers. The
Dutch government had adopted the Housing Law in 1901
(Woningwet). It gave cities the power to declare specific
slums as uninhabitable. After declaring a home as unin-
habitable, the city could take the inhabitants out and board
up the building. Under the same law, the state provided
housing associations funding to built adequate housing for
workers and their families.

Before the Housing Law, no-one had cared so much for
slum dwellers. They were left in their miserable condi-
tions, but at least they were free. Cities could now vacate
slums. This raised the question of what to do with their
inhabitants. The housing associations that were funded by
the government were not willing to take them in, fearful
that the slum dwellers would not be able to pay the rent,
damage the property and upset neighbours. The behaviour



of the slum dwellers became a societal issue. Slum dwellers
branded as anti-socials (anti-maatschappelijken) or
weak-social (zwak-maatschappelijken). In this context, the
government and church started to conduct investigations.
Reports were written and discussions were held on the mat-
ter. It cumulated into policies that led to a direct interfer-
ence into the lives of families. These people were not just
outplaced in specific streets or neighbourhoods but also
received supervision. They were no longer in control over
their finances. Female supervisors came into their homes
and tutored housewives how to run a household.

Take the example of the city of Maastricht, located in
the southern, read Catholic, part of the Netherlands. Church
charities here commissioned after WWII an investigation
into the issue of anti-social families. First, a long list of
potential antisocial families was drawn up. Next, the in-
vestigators contacted people that had professional contact
with these families: pastors, school teachers or doctors.
Without them knowing, the families were judged based on

Ankoronusm v 6bITOBOE HACUINE, KOHEYHO e, ABAANNUCD
KpUTEPUAMM, CBUAETENLCTBYIOWUMU 06 aHTUCOLMANBHOM
NOBELEHUM, HO K 3TUM e KpUTEPUAM OTHOCUIOChH U COXMU-
TenbCTBO 6e3 perucrpauun 6paka, paboTa KeHIWUHbI BHE
LOMa U NPUHAZNEIKHOCTb K CEKCYaNbHbIM MEHBLMHCTBAM.

B utore, cornacHo ot4ety, B MaacTpuxTe 6bi10 BbISBJIEHO
BABOE G0/blle AHTUCOLMANbHBIX UK HECTABUbHBIX CEMEH,
4yeM B Jpyrux roanaHAcKMx ropogax Takoro xe pasmepa.
FopoAckue BNacTH pewwmnam BOCCTaHOBMUTbL caMblii npobnem-
HbIii paiioH — kBapTan CTOKCTpaaT, BbICENUB ero xuTenen
B CreumanbHO NOCTPOEHHYIO IWKOMY-LOM» NOJ Ha3BaHUEM
«PaBeneiiH» (Bal, 2007).

JKCnepuMeHT okasancs HeyaauHbiM. CeMbu He ucnpasu-
nnce. 06beanHeHe NPOGAEMHBIX CEMeil Ha OfHOW Teppu-
TOPUM TONBKO YCyrybuno cylecTByiowme npobiembl BMECTO
TOro, YTO6bI UX pewnTb. JIIAK, KUBLIKE B KWKONE-AOMEY,
NOABEPrAUCH CTUrMATU3auMU. OHU CTONKHYANCH C ewie 60b-
WKUMU TPYAHOCTAMM NpU noucke paboTel. Vx gomalwHuii
afipec cynun paboTofaTento OfHN HEeNpUATHOCTU. A xutenu,
KOTOPbIe NPOLWAK JOCTATOYHBII KypC 00yYeHUs ans nepees-
43 B pyroe MecTo, ¢ 60NbWNM TPYAOM NbITANUCL HAalTH cebe
HOBOE XMUJbe 13-3a Hexopoleit penyTauuu Woonschool.

TpaanumoHHo Woonschool — 3To Mano3TaxHbI NOCENOK;
MHOrAa TaKas «WKONA-A0MY» 3aHUMAET HebONbIIOW PaoH,

a MHoraa — Bcero ofHy-age ynuubl. B HacToswwee Bpems
HEKOTOpble U3 3TUX noceneHunit cHeceHbl. OcTanbHble Npea-
CTaBAAoT co6oil 30HY «6enoil HuwWweTbl». «LLkonbi-gomay,
KayeCTBO 3aCTPOMKM KOTOPbIX ObINO Nyylle, MPOLWAU NpoLecc
0GHOBNIEHUA W HAXOAATCSA B XOPOLIEM COCTOSHUM Noc/e
BbICENIEHMA KOPEHHOT0 HACeNEHUSA 3a UX Npefenbl, KaK 3T0
npousowno c «PaBenein» B Maactpuxre.

Hue npuBedeH CNMcok caMbiX U3BECTHBIX UCTOPUYECKUX
nocenenunit Woonschool:

«Lleebyprepmopn» (1918, 1926) — AMcTeppam;

«[le Lomepxod» (1921) - laara;

«XoytnneitH» (1925) — Yrpexr;

«Actepgopn» (1927) — Amctepaam;

«bpabaHTc gopn» (1941) — PotTepaam;

«Jlaar LlectuHxoBen» (1941) - PoTTepaam;

«PaBeneiin» (1953) — MaacTpuxT.

criteria such as the working history of the hushand, the
condition of the home, the fulfilling of the religious duties,
and the sexual life of the family members.

Alcoholism and domestic violence were of course criteria
that were considered signs of anti-social behaviour, but so
were living together while not being married, women that
had a job outside the home and being gay or leshian.

Finally, the report concluded that almost twice as much
families in Maastricht were reported to be anti- or weak-so-
cial, twice as much as in other Dutch cities of the same
size. The city decided to renovate the most significant
problem area, the Stokstraatkwartier, evict the inhabitants
and house them in a purposely build Woonschool "Ravelijn"
(Bal, 2007).

In the end, it didn't work. Families didn't improve. Bring-
ing problem families together reinforced those problems
instead of solving them. The people that lived in a living
school got stigmatised. They experienced more difficul-
ties to find work. Their home addresses gave way that an

HecmoTps Ha 04eBMAHYIO HeyAauy KOHLenuum
Woonschool v Ha n3meHeHus, npousoweawme B o6uecTse,
KOTOpbIE MPUBEN K MPUHATUIO MHOTOTO U3 paHee CYuTaBLue-
rocst aHTUCOLManbHbIM, 3Ta MAEA BCe elle XuBa. B nocnen-

Hee AecATUNeTHE MHOTUE NOAUTUKN aKTUBHO BbICKa3blBalOT
MOMNy/JMCTCKUE NPU3bIBbI CHOBA BBECTU TaK Ha3blBaeMble
«aHTucounansHele fepesHux» (asodorpen).

HepasHo BO MHOrMX ropofax HuaepnaHaos, BKAOYas
Amcteppam, PoTTepaam u JiiHAX0BEH, ObIAKM OPraHU30BaHbI
Hebonblwmne noceneHns. Nx yxe He HasbiealoT Woonschool.
Tenepb OHM NpefCTaBeHbl B BULE HOBOW KOHLENUUM,
3auMcTBOBaHHOM y [laHun. He cMOTpA Ha AaTcKoe Ha3BaHue
Skaeve Huse, 3Tu «aHTUCOLUMANbHbIE AepeBHM» BECbMA HaMo-
MWHalT nepBoHayanbHble noceneHns Woonschool (Jongstra
& B rger, 2015). Kak u B cnyyae ¢ ux npeplecTBeHHUKamy,
Mbl VK€ MOXEM NPUBECTU NPUMEPLI NPEHEOPEKUTENbHO-

o OTHOWEHWS K JEeTaNAM NPOEKTOB, KOTOPLIM NPEACTOUT
NpONTH UCNbITaHUE BpeMeHeM. TakUM ABNAETCA NPOEKT
nocenenus Skaeve Huse B JiiHaXOBEHE, CO3AaHHbIN CTyANE
Elmo Vermijs (Vermijs, 2017). MacwTa6 coBpeMeHHbIX
Woonschool ctan meHblwe. 06bI4HO OHM BMELWAKOT B ce61
8-12 KOMOB, YTO AieNaeT UX He TaKUMU NPOOAEMATUYHBIMU.

v Figure 4.

Minimalistic version of the
Skaeve Huse, Rotterdam /
MuHumanucTuyeckas sep-
cus Skaeve Huse, Potteppam
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v Figure 5.

Skaeve Huse by Studio Elmo
Vermijs, Eindhoven / Skaeve
Huse no npoekty Studio
Elmo Vermijs, JiiHaxoBeH

employer was in for troubles. When the inhabitants were
schooled sufficiently to move on, it was also challenging
to find the next house because of the reputation of the
Woonschool they were living in.

The Woonschool was typically a low-rise settlement,
sometimes a small neighbourhood, sometimes just one or
two streets. Now, some of these settlements are demol-
ished. Others are still pockets of white poverty. Those
Woonschools that were of better-built quality gentrified
and are doing fine after the original inhabitants were
forced out like Ravelijn in Maastricht.

Overview of prominent historic Woonschool sites:

Zeeburgerdorp (1918, 1926) - Amsterdam

De Zomerhof (1921) - Den Haag

Houtplein (1925) - Utrecht

Asterdorp (1927) - Amsterdam

Brabantse dorp (1941) - Rotterdam

Laag Zestienhoven (1941) - Rotterdam

De Ravelijn (1953) - Maastricht
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Despite the apparent failure of the Woonschool concept
and a society that moved on and embraced some of the
behaviours that were once considered to be antisocial, the
idea is far from dead. Populist politicians called for the
reintroduction of so-called 'asodorpen’, antisocial villages
in the previous decade.

Recently, small settlements were built in multiple Dutch
cities including Amsterdam, Rotterdam and Eindhoven.
They are no longer branded as Woonschool. They are now
being presented as a new concept that was learned from
Denmark. Regardless the Danish name of the concept
"Skaeve Huse", these 'asodorpen' resemble strongly the
original Woonschool (Jongstra & Borger, 2015). Like with
their predecessors, we can already spot examples with min-
imal attention for design and detail and projects that may
stand the test of time like the Skaeve Huse project in Eind-
hoven by Studio Elmo Vermijs (Vermijs, 2017). The scale of
the current Woonschool projects is smaller. Typically, they
facilitate about 8-12 houses and that may indeed make
them less problematic.
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