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Summary 

North Bohemian Cities are rich on interesting implementations of industrial architecture 
built in 19th and 20th century, mainly by well-known Czech and European architects. At the 
same time, interruptions in the continuity of historical memory and community life in cities 
(caused mainly by several episodes of forced relocations of inhabitants between 1938 and 
1960) have deep impact on the unrespectfull approach of today´s inhabitants towards the 
architectural and industrial heritage. There is a weak bond between the inhabitants and 
public spaces, even weaker by the „old and dirty“ industrial areas and buildings. The 
resuscitation of the historical memory in architecture and the ability to incorporate into the 
„worth“ places also the industrial heritage is for a sustainable development of cities an issue 
of the same importance as a promotion of environment-friendly building technologies. To 
initiate the regeneration of industrial heritage means first to make it a part of publicly held 
discussion. The possibilities, experiences, difficulties and challenges are described on the 
example of Teplice-Teplitz project (www.teplice-teplitz.net). 
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1 Unrecognized opportunity 

Why we consider the industrial heritage of North Bohemian cities as unrecognized 
opportunity? North Bohemia was the most industrialized part of the former Austria – 
Hungarian Empire, producing mainly brown coal, steel, glass and ceramics. The cities 
there are rich on interesting industrial architecture built in 19th and 20th century. Factory 
buildings and areas are designed mainly by well-known Czech and European architects. 
Deep interruption in the continuity of historical memory and relationship in the community 
is caused by forced relocation of whole Jewish population 1938–1945, transfer of a major 
part of German population after 1945 and arrival of new Czech inhabitants after 1945. 
Interruptions both in the continuity of social relations and urban development had deep 
impact on the approach of today’s inhabitants towards the architectural and mainly 
industrial heritage.  

The lack of respect towards the city space is primarily caused by ignorance. There is 
a weak bond to the public space of cities, and possible bond to the „old and dirty“ 
industrial areas and buildings is even weaker. The resuscitation of the historical memory of 
architecture and city space and the capability to incorporate into the list of „worth“ places 
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also the industrial heritage has for sustainable development of the North Bohemian cities 
of today the same importance as to promote environment-friendly building technologies.  

To initiate the regeneration of industrial heritage in this type of mental and physical 
circumstances means first to make it a part of public debate, than an object of knowledge 
and finaly it means to get the local inhabitants interested in it. Industrial architecture, 
especially in the North Bohemia, is like a sleeping beauty. There are abandoned factories 
under the mountains or in the near of the city centre, hidden behind extended vegetation 
and surrounded by walls. Industrial sites of the region were composed, especially in the 
19th century, as independently urbanized parts of cities, as special „cities of industry“ in its 
ideal form. This tendency can be documented on the example of Spolchemie or Setuza in 
Ústí nad Labem, large chemical factories still in use or the area of former spinning mill of 
Grohmann Brothers in Bystřany. 

The “Setuza”, located near the centre of the city of 100 000 inhabitants, will be in two 
or three decades a large brownfield, apparently heavily polluted one. Future transformation 
of this large and central based area represents opportunity for architects and urbanists, at the 
same time it is a great opportunity for the city of Ústí to gain a central based “new centre”. 
But first, architectural and cultural value of the site needs to be understood and documented. 
Second, the value of the site needs to be carefully communicated to public and local 
communities to properly balance the preservation and renewal effort to avoid the fate of 
other interesting monuments of the industrial era destroyed in last ten years [1]. 

2 Examples 

In spring 2011, last remaining buildings of Weinmann-Werke Workers’ Colony in Světec 
(Schwaz, today Chudeřice), designed by a Swiss avant-garde architect Rudolf Otto 
Salvisberg [2] for workers of the flat glass factory, were demolished. The reason? There 
was not enough space to build temporary Portakabins for the construction workers building 
a new block of the Ledvice Power Plant. At the end of 2011 the former tin ore mine at 
Cínovec (Zinnwald) [3] administratively belonging to the city of Dubí was “ecologically 
eliminated”. The above-ground buildings of the mine, built in the 40’s, were the last 
completely preserved tin mines at the Czech side of the Ore Mountains. What a pity, it 
could be a respectable part of the Ore Mountains Mining Cultural Landscape nominated to 
be a part of UNESCO world culture heritage, maybe even one of the most important Czech 
sites in the nomination [4]. The cost of the „elimination“ of the mine was about 50 million 
CZK and it was largely sponsored by European Funds. The fact that mayor of Dubí used 
such an amount of money for destroying a value which could bring Dubí at least European 
fame is unbelievable.  

Similar case happened at a former Spinning Mill Adolf Mitscherlich in Hrob-Mlýny 
(Klostergrab) built in the 2nd half of the 19th century. After a mislead privatisation, the 
building became the property of a private person who decided to demolish it in 2010 (to 
gain money by selling the iron parts of the building). The only remaining textile mill of 
this type in the North Bohemia is now the already mentioned spinning mill in Bystřany 
(Wisterschan) near Teplice, built by local architect Johann David Ferber in 1907 [5]. The 
building is a unique riveted construction by a company Franz Zimmerman in Werdau in 
Saxony, completed by art-nouveau masonry works. The suggestion for the Ministry of 
Culture of the Czech Republic to declare the building as a cultural monument was 
submitted in 2010 by administrators of the platform Teplice///Teplitz. The acceptation 
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procedure has not been yet finished as the Czech Ministry of Culture acts very slowly and 
often needs several years to even contact the owners of the building. Five years ago, the 
factory buildings and workers dwellings were incredibly well preserved, as well as the villa 
of the former owner of the mill. Today a more than half of the original buildings is 
destroyed, mainly because the present owners were not aware about the value of the site. 
After being informed about the uniqueness of their property, they agreed a cooperation and 
good will to proclaim the main mill building a culture monument. 

Described examples illustrate how the industrial architecture is present (or absent) in 
the public space. There are three levels of possible appearing of the theme: the visible 
physical presence, the part of the mental map of the space of the city and region, or the part 
of the „virtual“ space (web pages). The architecture, and first of all the industrial 
architecture, is usually not a part of the mental map of the inhabitants of North Bohemian 
cities. Stormy conditions of the 20th century brought deep structural changes on the level 
of political representation and industrial priorities, but maybe the most important reason 
why the old factories remain despite its physical presence „invisible“, is deep and wide 
replacement of the population of the region.  

Teplice, former representative spa town, was a seat of one of the largest Jewish 
community [6] of the pre-war Czechoslovak Republic, 72 % of its population declared 
themselves as Germans. Jewish investors owned, according contemporary Chronicle of the 
City of Teplice, about 80 % of the industries of the region and about 75 % of shares in 
industry. [7] Massive exodus of Jews after the German occupation in 1938 and the expulsion 
of the majority of German inhabitants after the end of the Second World War caused more 
waves of “resettlement”. New inhabitants, mainly from rural areas, had no links to the 
region and its cities. Not only industrial heritage, but also local names (as the names of 
creeks and hills), legends and fairy tales, famous authors of architectural works, poets and 
local political and industrial leaders, who formed the public society, disappeared from the 
what we call historical memory or “mental public space”.  

3 Non-governmental projects on industrial and architectural heritage 

How we can help to resuscitate the historical memory of the cities and the landscape? We 
wanted to recall the value of the architecture which inhabitants can meet on their everyday 
trips through the city. We share the opinion that the knowledge may build the relation and 
things you are intimated with are hard to destroy. In the last five years, there has been 
a strong reviving of a public concern in the area of history of architectural heritage, urban 
planning policy and monument care generally. As an example we would like to introduce 
project Město/Stadt. The project has started 2008 in Ústí nad Labem under the name 
Usti///Aussig (www.usti-aussig.net) powered by the ambition to rediscover and popularise 
the immense number of the high-quality architecture and an unique genius loci, which was 
generally not taken as a site-specific value by local population. In parallel, the research on 
this theme was not a part of the mainstream discourse of Czech art and architecture history. 
Scientific effort [1, 3] was focused on the database of the industrial heritage of different 
regions to document the buildings which were about to be demolished soon. The idea of 
the Město///Stadt project spread quickly among the largest North Bohemian cities with the 
strong architectural and industrial tradition (Teplice, Liberec, Litoměřice, Děčín) and soon 
the successors appeared.  

Showing old pictures can be interpreted as nostalgia for those „good old times”. The 
„memory resuscitation“ made easily through pictures helps to recognize and promote the 

http://www.usti-aussig.net/
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value of the preserved city space. The central part of the City of Teplice, main market 
square and two historical streets, Zelená and Dlouhá, which formed the shape of the city 
from the Middle Ages, were heavily damaged by a series of demolitions between the years 
1940–1980. The key decisions on the public space before 1989 were not a subject of the 
public debate; they were taken usually behind the closed door of the city administration 
and the communist party committees.  

The remaining spirit of „I have no power to do something“ could be beaten only by 
strategies ensuring accurate information bases designed for different age, social and 
interest groups. In Teplice many activities lead to enrichment of the „mental public space“ 
of the city: „Architecture walks“, lectures in the public library (concerning the themes from 
history, architecture, industrial development and typology), happenings, project 
Audioteplice (MP3 audio guide covering highlight topics from history and architecture 
development of Teplice), everything naturally free of charge. We believe this movement, 
started by enthusiasm of a small group of inhabitants and growing continuously, is able to 
generate public debate powered by accelerated knowledge and aim to participate on the 
future development of the city. The architecture of the past, including industrial heritage, is 
maybe not “loved” in all the cases, but it starts to be an interesting topic.  

The sustainable city space and its future development, how we understand it, is based 
first of all on recognized values and opportunities proven by public discussion. Sustainable 
city development is naturally forward looking activity, however this is not possible without 
intimate relationship between city and its inhabitants. This intimacy must be based on sense 
of meaningful continuity from past through present into the future. Only the inhabitants 
possessing the relationship to the city are motivated to cultivate and not to destroy the city 
and its architectural space. The firm bond between the inhabitants and the city could not be 
established by the decision of the city council. It is a result of the continuous effort of 
diverse actors in the public space. Thus we argue that intimate relationship between public 
space of the city and its inhabitants is the fundamental element of sustainable city 
development not simply measurable in economic terms.  
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