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Obytna krajina - krajinny raz

Krajina predstavuje misto, kde Zijeme. Jeji struktura byva zpravi-
dla analyzovdna pomoci kategorii ,prostor” a ,charakter”. Zatimco
prostor oznacuje trojrozmeérnou organizaci prvki, které vytvareji misto,
charakter oznacuje jeho celkovou atmosféru.

Termin obytnd krajina zavedl do ¢eské odborné literatury architekt
Ladislav Zak (1947). V duchu urbanistické tradice ji definoval jako
pfirodni prostor urceny nebo utvareny k obyvani. Mluvime-li tedy o
obytné krajiné, mluvime zpravidla o krajiné kulturni, pricemz diiraz
jina v tomto chdpani pak predstavuje synomymum domova.

Kulturni krajina je lidskym vytvorem, je vysledkem schopnosti lidi
v ni zijicich vyuzit jeji pfirodni potencidl. Oboustranny vztah pfirod-
niho prostoru a mistni komunity pak dava vznik konkrétnim kraji-
ndm s jejich nezaménitelnym individudInim charakterem.

Charakter krajiny, nebo také krajinny raz, ale soucasné predsta-
vuje i obecnou kategorii pouzivanou pro opis geografické reality.
Problematika vztahu konkrétnich krajin a jejich reprezentace po-
moci obecného kategoridlniho aparatu se dnes stava jednou z vyzev
krajinnéekologickych ¢i geografickych vyzkumt. Zpisob jejiho fe-
Seni ma pak, pochopitelng, dopad i na praktické problémy krajinné-
ho planovani.

Diskuse vedena v tomto monotématickém cisle se dotyka prede-
vSim dvou aspektli obytnosti krajiny, resp. krajinného razu. Prvni je
rovina subjektivniho hodnoceni pocitu domova, druhou rovinu pred-
stavuje problematika ,objektivizace a parametrizace” pojmu krajinny
raz. V obou pfipadech jsou autofi vedeni snahou nesoustfedit se jen
na opis jednoho konkrétniho stavu, ale pokuseji se o zachyceni dyna-
miky zmén.

Jan Tésitel
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Habitable landscape - landscape character

Landscape is a place where we live. To analyze its structure we, as
a rule, use therms of ,space” and ,character”. Where as the space de-
notes the tridimensional organization of particular elements forming
the place, the character represents its overall atmosphere.

The term of habitable landscape was introduced into the professio-
nal literature by the architect Ladislav Zék (1947). He followed the
urbanistic tradition and definded it as a natural space to be used or
designed for inhabitation. Therefore, when speaking about habitable
landscape, we as a rule, speak about cultural landscape stressing howe-
ver its residential function. The landscape perceived like this can be
seen as a synonymum of a home, in the brodest sense of the word.

Cultural landscape is an artefact, it is result of ability of people
living there to make use of landscape natural potential. Mutual relati-
onships between natural space and local community give then birth
to concrete landscapes with their individual unmistakeable charac-
ters.

In parallel however, the landscape character represents general ca-
tegory used for describing geographic reality. The relationship betwe-
en individual landscapes on one hand and their representations in
general terminology has become one of challenges the current landsca-
pe ecological and geographic research is facing. The way in which the
issue is handeled influences consequently solving of practical prob-
lems realted to landscape planning.

The discussion held in the issue tackles primarily two aspects of
landscape habitability, or landscape character. Firstly, subjective per-
ception and evaluation of the feeling of ,being home in landscape”
has been addressed; secondly the problem of ,objectifying” the term
of landscape character has become focal point. In both cases, the
authors have not limited their views to description of one particular
state, on the conrary they try to include dynamics of changes as a part
of their analyses.

Jan Tésitel



