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This paper examines the headquarters buildings of the Communist 
Party of Slovakia as a distinct type of administrative structure developed 
during the late socialist period, particularly in the 1970s and 1980s. 
Drawing on archival sources and fieldwork, the paper situates the Party 
secretariat buildings within the broader system of centrally planned 
investment construction and examines the role of the Communist Party 
as investor. Through analysis of projects both realised and unrealised, 
the study explores the evolution of this building type and argues that 
its political character derived primarily from its institutional-pragmatic 
function, rather than its symbolic-representational one.

Introduction
Before the shift of political focus to the federal and re-
publican parliaments in the final years of the Czecho-
slovak Federation between 1989 and 1992, the centres of 
political power were the secretariats of the Communist 
Party.1 Despite this prominent role, the circumstances 
surrounding the building of their headquarters are still 
unknown. In the public perception, they remain present 
either through media shorthand as curious manifesta-
tions of “socialist megalomania”, or have blended into 
their surroundings through adaptation to new functions. 
Most of them have, in fact, been repurposed and now 
serve as schools, municipal and district offices, and 
other public institutions.

To capture the forms of the Secretariats of the Com-
munist Party of Slovakia [Komunistická strana Slov-
enska, KSS] as a specific building type within the ty-
pology of administrative buildings in their entirety, 
I focus primarily on the 1970s and 1980s. This final 
period of the communist regime is also referred to as 
state socialism or normalisation.2 In the aftermath of the 
suppression of the democratisation and liberalisation 
efforts of the Prague Spring, a series of changes took 
place at the political, economic and social levels over 
the following two decades. The Communist Party of 
Czechoslovakia [Komunistická strana Československa, 
KSČ] consolidated its monopoly on power as the state 
party, exerting its control on life in Slovakia through its 
subordinate organisation, the KSS. The regime strictly 
regulated the population’s participation in public life 
but allowed a certain degree of freedom in the private 
sphere. At the same time, a range of pro-social meas-
ures was expanded to mitigate societal dissatisfaction  

 
(e.g. housing construction, support for personal con-
sumption, pro-natalist policies, and pension increases).3 
Normalisation in Slovakia was distinguished by personal 
continuity of the Slovak political elite,4 more selective 
persecution than in the Czech lands, and an absence of 
organised resistance against the regime.5 The regime 
was also “more effective in integrating larger parts of 
society into official structures”.6

In the first part of this study, I present the Party as 
a political organisation with its own structure and pro-
cesses, focusing on aspects related to its involvement in 
investment construction. In the second part, I turn my 
attention to specific completed building projects, as well 
as unrealised plans. To capture the full spectrum of this 
building type, I include in the analysed material not only 
the masterpieces of post-war modernist architecture, but 
also more conventional projects. My predominant interest 
is the context in which the need to build these buildings 
arose. Where did the plans and requirements for con-
struction originate? How did Party secretariats evolve 
as a specific type of administrative building in Slovakia? 
And what role did the pragmatic nature of the function and 
material conditions play in the final architectural form?

My primary source material is from the fund of the 
Central Committee [Ústredný výbor, ÚV] of the Commu-
nist Party of Slovakia (KSS), held at the Slovak Nation-
al Archive.7 To ensure further context from the central 
perspective, I use selected documents from the funds 
of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of 
Czechoslovakia (ÚV KSČ), 1945–1989, held at the National 
Archives in Prague.8 Part of the design documentation and 
correspondence included comes from local archives in the 
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regions where the construction of the specific building 
took place.

The operation of the state construction sector and the 
projects termed “investment construction” [investičná 
výstavba] in Czechoslovakia has recently been exam-
ined primarily through the lens of state design institutes, 
which, as general designers, were responsible for design 
and engineering work.9 To complete the picture of the 
organisation, administration, and production of construc-
tion, which was based on a centrally planned economy, 
with five-year plans in place, this paper examines the role 
of the investor. Until now, this role has been addressed 
in the literature merely by noting the state’s monopo-
ly position without further examination. Yet the role of 
the client, patron, sponsor or investor is a traditional 
and indeed highly meaningful theme in the history of 
art and architecture.10 In line with this tradition, I am 
therefore interested in examining the commissions, the 
resulting solutions and the specific conditions in which 
the process of creating and establishing a new building 
type took place.

Previous research focusing on architecture created 
for the KSČ or the KSS has concentrated primarily on 
buildings other than their own workplaces.11 These stud-
ies have also tended to focus more on issues of heritage 
conservation or interpretations within the context of an 
architect’s individual work. So far, the only comprehen-
sive overview of the Communist Party of Czechoslova-
kia secretariats in the Czech lands has been provided by 
Miroslav Pavel’s research.12 In addition to their formal 
characteristics, Pavel also examines these buildings’ func-
tion. He argues that the secretariats were originally in-
tended to symbolise “the power of the ruling party, which 
was supposed to help maintain and spread the officially 
proclaimed ideology”.13 In line with the views of the ar-
chitects,14 who regarded their works as the depoliticized 
outcomes of a creative response to assignments “from 
above”, Pavel subsequently perceives the secretariats as 
“mere administrative buildings”.15 According to Pavel, 
the administrative function takes primacy over the po-
litical-representative one.

Only in exceptional cases have the KSS headquar-
ters received specific attention. Selected buildings were 
included in analyses16 or lists17 of architects’ works in 
monographic publications. In the broader historiogra-
phy of 20th-century Slovak architecture, only minimal 
reflection was given.18 Even architectural discourse dur-
ing the period in which these buildings were erected did 
not address this building type in sufficient detail. Party 
administrative buildings were mentioned mainly in the 
context of their urban integration into the emerging 
modern city centres.19

The most recent contributions to the subject thus 
consist of works that examine selected buildings, with 
a primary focus on the possibilities for their architec-
tural restoration and adaptation.20 Building on previ-
ous research, I aim to examine the full spectrum of this 

specific type of administrative building in Slovakia. At 
the same time, I also highlight the political dimension 
of this architecture, yet not in the traditional sense of 
representing the regime, when the ruling political force 
sees a suitable expression for legitimation of its power 
in specific architectural forms or styles. The political 
nature of this architecture, I argue, emerges more from 
its primary function and the activity of the client (the 
Party) that commissioned the project.

Political Meaning of Architecture
In her research into the relationship between the state, 
politics and architecture, the Hungarian sociologist 
Virág Molnár uses examples from post-war Hungary 
and (East) Germany to emphasise the active “power 
to transform the built environment” rather than “rep-
resentational power” of architecture.21 According to 
Molnár, this “power to transform the built environment 
is instrumental in shaping the social organization of 
everyday life and the functioning of social relations”.22 
I understand the Party’s ability to reshape the built 
environment from a position of power as a sign of the 
instrumentalisation of architecture to fulfil political 
goals. This involved creating a stable internal structure 
comprising a party apparatus, a membership base and 
its associated material and technical infrastructure 
spread across the entire country.

For other types of buildings, such as houses of cul-
ture [domy kultúry], the development of form within its 
prescribed typology was, at least at the discursive level, 
shaped by the Marxist–Leninist ideological framework. 
This is not the case with party headquarters. No official 
conceptual programme or any discussion ever appeared 
in ideological writings, whether architectural or political, 
addressing the aesthetic and expressive character of party 
headquarters architecture. Discussions among the leading 
party bodies on the architecture were largely limited to 
considering whether to reuse an existing design for the 
new secretariat building or to create a new one.23 For this 
reason, I believe that political instrumentalisation did 
not occur through the lens of an ideology that was to be 
“materialised” in the architectural form through which it 
could present itself, rather as more of a pragmatic move 
to create an extensive bureaucratic network of workplace 
facilities providing the material basis for the consolida-
tion of political power.

Organisation and Structure of the KSS
Until February 1948, the KSS was formally an independent 
political party. Following the state takeover in February, 
the existence of two political entities, the KSČ and the 
KSS, was viewed as undesirable and superfluous. The 
new totalitarian communist regime was based on strict 
centralism, including within the party leadership. Fol-
lowing the Soviet Union’s model, the KSČ operated as 
the only leading force. The KSS became its subordinate 
regional organisation, responsible for developing and 
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adapting the centre’s directives and requirements to the 
conditions and territory of Slovakia. However, it formally 
retained its name, held its own congresses and had its own 
party apparatus, mirroring the organisational structure of 
the KSČ.24 This asymmetrical political model persisted 
throughout the entire communist regime.25

The party was organised according to territorial and 
production principles. Under the territorial principle, the 
organisational structure corresponded to the territorial 
jurisdiction of regional and district National Committees 
[krajské a okresné národné výbory], including their head-
quarters. The industrial principle permitted the formation 
of party organisations in workplaces, factories, and en-
terprises. These organisations, in turn, were subordinate 
to larger ones whose jurisdiction covered a given part 
of the territory – specifically, the district and regional 
organisations.26

Changes to the organisational structure of the KSS 
took place in 1960. In accordance with Act No. 36/1960 
Coll., three regions were established in Slovakia: Western 
Slovakia, Central Slovakia and Eastern Slovakia (with 
the governing centres in Bratislava, Banská Bystrica and 
Košice), in which regional committees of the KSS be-
gan to operate. The Municipal Committee in Bratislava 
retained the powers of a regional committee.27 Follow-
ing the establishment of the Czechoslovak federation in 
1969, responsibility for the territorial division passed 
to the national councils. Act No. 71/1969 Coll. briefly 
abolished the regional national committees in Slovakia, 
dividing the territory into 37 districts and a separate unit 
comprising the capital city, Bratislava. However, Act No. 
130/1970 Coll. re-established the three original regions 
and confirmed Bratislava’s status as a separate territorial 
unit at the regional level. This organisational structure, 
with 11 district committees of the Communist Party of 
Slovakia operating in the West Slovak Region, 13 in the 
Central Slovak Region, and 13 in the East Slovak Region 
(each with a regional committee at its centre), formed 
the basis for the overall territorial distribution of party 
secretariat buildings.

The Party Apparatus
Although the party’s congresses and the bodies elected 
at them (such as the Presidium and the Secretariat) were 
formally regarded as the Party’s supreme institutions, 
the “party apparatus” [stranícky aparát] also played an 
important role in the system. This term referred to the 
communists employed by the Party in its bodies and insti-
tutions. However, the term could also refer to the system 
of party secretariats and facilities.28 In terms of power, 
it was the party leadership’s most important tool.29 Jan 
Pešek likened the party apparatus to a kind of “shadow 
government”,30 which replaced and acted as a substitute 
for other government bodies, such as national commit-
tees or ministries. Its staff constituted the most stable 
element of the party’s active membership. The apparatus 
enforced the Presidium of the Central Committee of the 

Communist Party of Slovakia’s resolutions on a national 
scale, coordinating and supervising the activities of all 
institutions in all areas of society. When implementing 
the Presidium’s decisions and guidelines, the apparatus 
either delegated tasks to lower party levels and non-par-
ty institutions within its jurisdiction or monitored their 
implementation. However, the group was hardly homo-
geneous. In parallel to the Party as a whole, the apparatus 
staff were organised in two hierarchical ways: vertically, 
according to the level of the party body and their position 
within a specific department, and horizontally, according 
to their professional classification. Furthermore, the 
members were divided into political, administrative and 
technical staff, with political staff being the highest in the 
hierarchy and the most numerous.31

By the end of 1948, only 137 paid political employ-
ees were working in the district committees of the KSS. 
However, numbers grew in the following years, reaching 
a peak of 1,733 employees within the KSS structure in 
1955.32 By 1960, this figure had declined to 1,102. The 
era of normalisation, linked to the need to “consolidate” 
power and create a resilient apparatus, was also reflect-
ed in a renewed increase. By the end of 1976, the Party 
employed 1,713 people in political positions,33 and by 
the end of 1987, this figure had risen further to 1,800.34

Alongside the increase in staff numbers, the number 
of Party members rose sharply during the period of nor-
malisation. Even before 1968, membership growth in 
Slovakia had at times (e.g. at the turn of 1959–1960), been 
faster than in the Czech lands.35 This process reached its 
peak in the mid-1970s, when membership rose rapidly 
to almost 320,000.36 Although the pace slowed in sub-
sequent years, the KSS’s membership base continued to 
grow. By 1986, it had reached 425,000. This represented 
approximately 12.5% of the adult population, or one in 
eight citizens of Slovakia.37

While the communist authorities were satisfied with 
merely external displays of support for the regime 
from ordinary citizens, Party members were expected 
to demonstrate activity.38 In the early 1970s, when the 
Party was dealing with the pro-reform remnants of the 
Prague Spring and strengthening its internal ideolog-
ical unity through purges,39 active political work was 
required of communists, matched by the expectation 
that communists would play an even more significant 
role than before in organising and managing economic 
and social life. This active role of the Party in all as-
pects of everyday life was supported by the resolutions 
of the “normalisation” 14th Congress of the KSČ in 1971 
and is referred to in most reports justifying the need 
to erect new party buildings. Apart from this ideologi-
cal cliché, however, the reports and building proposals 
contained no other claims associating architecture of 
the Party headquarters with the representation of com-
munist power. 

Shortly after Gustáv Husák took office as the First 
General Secretary in 1969, the Party authorities began 
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to address the passivity of the membership. They criti-
cised the low attendance at meetings and “the reluctance 
to establish traditional units, such as evening schools, 
self-study seminars, study groups and lecture series, as 
well as other forms of Party work”.40 The intensification 
of activities was to be achieved through regular attend-
ance at members’ meetings, where specific tasks would 
be assigned to each communist.41 These requirements 
were also reflected in the designs of party buildings: in 
addition to offices and smaller meeting rooms for indi-
vidual departments, they also included a large meeting 
room, break areas with a fully equipped canteen, a dining 
room and classrooms, as well as offices for lecturers. 
Larger buildings also had a lecture hall equipped with 
cinema projection. Part of the buildings were set aside 
for the operational needs of co-investors, e.g. offices, 
classrooms, and staff rooms for the Socialist Youth Union 
or the Trade Union organization. Technical areas were 
supplemented by storerooms and day and night rooms 
for the People’s Militia.

The greater emphasis on Party education was also 
linked to efforts to encourage communist activity. In 
1971–1972, a three-tier education system was introduced 
with the establishment of the new Faculty of the Political 
Institute of the Central Committee of the Communist 
Party of Czechoslovakia [Vysoká škola politická pri Ús-
trednom výbore KSČ] in Bratislava.42 However, there was 
still a shortage of lecturers at regional and district levels. 
The theoretical and methodological training of lectur-
ers, propagandists and agitators was to be provided by 
party educational facilities, such as houses of political 
education [domy politickej výchovy, DPV], which were 
established as part of the District Committees of the Com-
munist Party of Slovakia (OV KSS) structure, as well as 
political education cabinets [kabinety politickej výchovy, 
KPV], which were to operate within primary organisation-
al enterprises.43 Many more DPVs and KPVs were to be 
added to those already established in Bratislava, Košice, 
Nitra and Banská Bystrica44 in Slovakia. The aim was to 
ensure that political education centres were operating at 
all district committees by 1975.45

Administrative tasks associated with implementing the 
directives and tasks of the central KSČ in the regions and 
districts of Slovakia, enhancing the ideological “quali-
ty” and expertise of party members or those awaiting 
admission to the party, their preparation for political 
work and propaganda activities, meetings, congresses and 
conferences – all this formed the programme of a party 
that required physical spaces for its activities.

Investment Policy
In 1984, Ján Šváb, the First Secretary of the Economic De-
partment of the ÚV KSS, listed all the Party’s investment 
construction achievements. He expressed his conviction 
that, by the end of the 9th five-year plan (1986–1990), 
every regional, district and municipal party committee 
would have its own building. These plans were not overly 

ambitious. At that time, construction of the largest party 
headquarters was either underway or nearing completion, 
and many district branches had already been operating 
in new buildings for several years. A Communist official 
could therefore proudly claim that the leadership, headed 
by the First General Secretary, Gustáv Husák, had ensured 
that fellow party members and the entire party apparatus 
“have the necessary working and technical conditions for 
their responsible work in building a developed socialist 
society”.46 From the early 1970s onwards, alongside a new 
concept of Party education, investment in the building 
of secretariats for regional, district and municipal party 
committees became a key part of the agenda for strength-
ening the party’s own structures.

No general construction programme with a legislative 
base existed to determine where and on what scale party 
buildings were to be erected. However, the resolutions of 
the Secretariat of the ÚV KSS, which approved building 
proposals, medium- and long-term investment plans, and 
the party’s budget for the relevant years, provide insight 
into the genesis of the buildings from the investor’s per-
spective. Construction was also based on investment 
plans drawn up by the intended users of the buildings 
(e.g. a district party committee). To ensure a unified ap-
proach among all party bodies when preparing new build-
ings, the ÚV KSS issued the “General Guidelines for the 
Preparation of Investment Plans”47 in 1972. This document 
defined the contents of proposals for the construction of 
a new building, as well as the indicative financial cost and 
justification for construction (i.e. why the older existing 
party headquarters are unsuitable), while further includ-
ing a preliminary architectural design of the building and 
a definition of the basic building programme (number of 
rooms and staff, functional requirements) – among them, 
the basic volumes, the spatial and operational relations, 
the layout, as well as anticipated constructions and ma-
terials. It is at this stage of the investment construction 
that closer cooperation between the client and the design 
institute can be observed.48

The building proposal, often accompanied by the in-
itial architectural design, was first submitted to the eco-
nomic department of the related regional party committee 
for approval. It was then forwarded to the ÚV KSS, whose 
Secretariat submitted it to the ÚV KSČ. Subsequently, the 
power “flowed” downwards again from the top.49 The 
regional party committees (KV KSS) were the direct in-
vestors responsible for construction, securing subsequent 
project stages and obtaining building permits from the rel-
evant state authorities, while the ÚV KSČ was always con-
sidered the general investor within the investment actions. 
On the other hand, the ÚV KSS served more as a formal 
intermediate stage or representative of the ÚV KSČ and 
had little influence on decision-making.50 If the district 
branch submitted a complete proposal well in advance 
and had secured an architect and contractor, the process 
ran smoothly. However, the nature of communication 
between the different hierarchical levels of management 
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remains unknown. Only fragments of materials have 
been preserved from the meetings and committees that 
assessed construction plans. Nevertheless, monitoring 
the development of individual projects shows that the ap-
proval of the first architectural design by the KSČ, and its 
subsequent inclusion in a specific five-year construction 
plan, did not automatically guarantee adherence to the 
planned start and completion dates. Within the context 
of the socialist construction sector in the 1970s, which 
prioritised the mass production of housing, delays were 
not unusual. Apart from the supply chain, this was also 
evident in the design phase. For instance, the project for 
the new Bratislava III Local Committee of the Communist 
Party of Slovakia (ObV KSS Bratislava III) secretariat was 
suspended temporarily and subsequently completed late 
because the state design institute Stavoprojekt Bratislava 
had to prioritise other design works relating to the hous-
ing estate in Petržalka.51 The same reason was behind 
the delay in completing the Zvolen OV KSS building.52 
Even new administrative buildings for party apparatus 
were considered less important than the completion of 
a large number of flats.

Financing of the construction of the secretariats is 
closely linked to the growth of the Party’s assets. The KSS 
was financially dependent on the KSČ. A single, central-
ized budget was utilised for the operational expenses of 
the Party apparatus, with allocated resources directed, 
for example, towards employee salaries, propaganda ac-
tivities, or investment initiatives. The KSČ had obtained 
its assets primarily through the confiscation during the 
nationalisation process immediately after 1948. However, 
these assets were subsequently sold to the state in the 
1950s. Even the properties sold by the Party continued to 
be used for its own purposes.53 The agreement concluded 
in 1971 between the KSČ and the Ministry of Finance 
of the Czechoslovak Socialist Republic was intended to 
resolve the unclear situation regarding property rights.54 
Under this agreement, all KSČ and KSS buildings com-
pleted by the end of 1971 were to be transferred to state 
ownership.55 The agreement also established a set of rules 
for buildings whose construction began after that date. 
Although the construction was initially financed primarily 
from the Party’s budget, or that of other organisations 
which shared the building, it did not become the Par-
ty’s property. Immediately upon completion, the building 
was transferred to the ownership of the relevant national 
committee, in accordance with the economic contracts 
concluded, and therefore belonged to the state. However, 
the state in turn refunded the Party the costs by the state 
and gave it the new building for free, permanent use.56

The construction of new secretariats in Slovakia re-
flected the KSČ’s investment policy. According to the 
KSS’s proposal for the 1965 financial budget, the increase 
in subsidies from the ÚV KSČ to the ÚV KSS was to be 
based on a reassessment of Slovakia’s political needs, 
improvements in construction capacity, and the favourable 
economic situation of the KSČ.57 From 1965 onwards,  

KSS investment increased, with construction accounting 
for the largest proportion: a direct result of the plan to 
build two new district committee secretariats in the towns 
of Topoľčany and Michalovce in 1965.58 In the following 
period, further new buildings were added, and construc-
tion investment grew.

Architecture of the Party Secretariats 
Based on a comparison of investment plans and field 
research, it was possible to identify a total of 38 newly 
built KSS secretariats. Most of these were built during the 
fifth and sixth five-year plans, covering the periods 1971–
1975 and 1976–1980, with 10 buildings completed in each 
phase. These primarily correspond to the headquarters of 
the KSS district committees, though larger, architecturally 
superior buildings are also among them, providing space 
for several state bodies and other organisations: e.g., the 
administrative building in Banská Bystrica (Ján Hanzel, 
1967–1972), which housed the Central Slovak Regional 
Committee of the Communist Party of Slovakia [Stre-
doslovenský krajský výbor KSS] and the Central National 
Committee [Stredoslovenský KNV], and the Combined 
Administrative Building in Trenčín completed in 1977 
by architect Alexander Lipták, which housed the OV KSS 
alongside the district and municipal national committees. 
Compared to the Czech context, the party secretariat as 
a building type emerged earlier.59 One reason could be 
that fewer potentially suitable older buildings existed in 
Slovakia that could provide long-term accommodation for 
secretariats; its building stock was smaller and probably 
in poorer condition.

The statistics do not capture several key factors. Firstly, 
the number of secretariat buildings does not fully reflect 
the Party’s territorial organisational structure, as the num-
ber of organisations with the authority of the KSS district 
committees was greater than the number of districts. Fur-
ther, the situation in Bratislava was unique. Its original 
five district committees were replaced by the Municipal 
Committee of the KSS, holding the rights of a regional 
committee, and a subsequent reorganisation resulted in 
the creation of four local committees [obvodné výbory, 
ObV] with the rights of the district committees.60 This 
complex organisational structure is in contrast to only 
two known new-build party secretariats – the ObV KSS 
building in Bratislava’s third district (Bratislava III Nové 
Mesto) and the OV KSS Bratislava-vidiek building located 
in the Ružinov district (1981). As such, the unsatisfactory 
spatial conditions of the Bratislava party authorities were 
likely addressed by relocations within the existing city 
infrastructure, as in the case of the secretariat of the OV 
KSS Bratislava IV, which was moved from a residential 
building in 1973 to the high-rise building of the Danube 
River Basin organisation in the Karlova Ves district.61 
The Central Committee, the highest body of the KSS, 
was based in a nationalised, late-functionalist building 
dating from the 1940s.62 Additional construction work 
here was limited to the expansion of meeting rooms and  
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garages, as well as later refurbishment. Most investment 
in new buildings was thus directed outside the capital of 
the Slovak Socialist Republic.

A second factor influencing the number of new build-
ings is that some district committees acquired two new 
buildings for their operations: the case of the district com-
mittees in Humenné and Michalovce, where standardised 
administrative buildings had already been constructed in 
the 1960s. Due to the expansion of the party apparatus, 
an overall increase in the number of Party members, and 
investment-driven development, new building activity was 
subsequently undertaken in these locations.

Finally, extensions and alterations related to the ex-
pansion of meeting rooms or changes in the buildings’ 
functions, particularly the addition of houses of polit-
ical education, constitute a category of their own, in 
their alteration of the character of the original structure 
to a greater or lesser extent. In cases where only part 
of the building’s form was altered, the completion date 
of the main secretariat building is used as the timeline 
indicator (Humenné). However, where the extension 
involved adding new functions to the secretariat itself 
in new volumes, the date of completion of the extension 
is prioritised (Galanta). It should also be noted that 
none of these buildings have been demolished. The 
exception is the unfinished OV KSS secretariat in Žiar 
nad Hronom, where construction was interrupted by the 
regime change in 1989, and is therefore not included 
in the total count.

Overall, the construction of secretariats can be divided 
into three phases. 

1)	 The turn of the 1950s and 1960s is still asso-
ciated with relocations and repairs. From the 
mid-1960s, however, separate new buildings 
began to emerge, though still belonging more 
to the field of anonymous construction rather 
than architecture. 

2)	 The first half of the 1970s featured ambitious 
plans for large administrative complexes in re-
gional cities, but these plans were only partially 
realised. The “material and technical base” for 
the communists’ active work thus became, above 
all, a network of secretariats in district towns. 
Even when using a repeated form, buildings 
for the needs of the OV KSS were individually 
designed by architects for a specific site, with 
a clearly defined programme and separate op-
eration of the secretariat’s office spaces, social 
areas, and other associated functions, such as 
the House of Political Education. 

3)	 The 1980s represent a peak of this building type, 
when the most architecturally complex and ex-
pensive works were created, with the principle of 
administrative blocs and a separate volume of the 
meeting hall now firmly established. In parallel, 
the number of Party members and employees 
also reached its highest point.

The Beginnings
In nearly all proposals concerning either the relocation 
of the OV KSS to a different building or the renovation 
or construction of new headquarters, a key point is the 
poor spatial conditions for the functioning of the party 
apparatus, as reported by lower-level party organs to their 
superior bodies. The layout difficulties associated with 
the location of offices in old historic objects or typolog-
ically unsuitable residential buildings are mentioned.63 
District committees also complained about the lack of 
infrastructure for social activities, as there were no ven-
ues in many district towns with sufficient capacity for 
meetings and congresses.64 Another complaint included 
the lack of storage for materials, presumably including 
munitions and weapons, for the party’s armed wing, the 
People’s Militia.65

The secretariats of the district committees of the KSS 
often depended on buildings primarily housing the dis-
trict national committee (ONV) or other administrative 
buildings from various sectors.66 Initially, the party’s in-
vestment policy focused on renovating or relocating its 
secretariats, or on expanding existing buildings, in order 
to resolve this unsatisfactory situation.67 It was only later 
that new building projects were undertaken.

The first68 specifically constructed secretariat of the 
OV KSS, completed in 1964 in the city of Humenné,69 
was a utilitarian two-storey building with a flat roof and 
no meeting room.70 Without any architectural ambition, 
it was simply the most practical solution for office spac-
es. The secretariats in the city of Michalovce, Svidník 
and Bardejov were designed similarly, using the form of 
a horizontal three-storey block with a three-wing layout, 
with the ending rooms designated as meeting rooms. Al-
though standardised guidelines for the design of the OV 
KSS buildings probably did not exist, in contrast other 
building types such as houses of culture or department 
stores, the result was still the same type of administrative 
building.71 However, it was not until the design by Ivan 
Adda, architect and then-director of Stavoprojekt in Nitra, 
that a shift towards an architectural and urban planning 
approach can be observed. His secretariat in Topoľčany, 
dating from 1966, was no longer merely a single utili-
tarian building, but formed part of a conceptual scheme 
for the urban development of the new district town.72 It 
should be noted, however, that at this stage the buildings 
were low-cost (around 2 million Czechoslovak crowns) 
and designed for a small number of employees.

Repeated Designs
In 1969, the art magazine Výtvarný život [Artistic Life] 
published a “proposal for a type of administrative build-
ing for the OV KSS in a district town” by architect Karol 
Paluš.73 With its square floor plan, simple glazed façade 
and entrance vestibule, the building was reminiscent of 
Paluš’s earlier project, the Research Institute of Construc-
tion Economics and Organization in Bratislava.74 These 
1960s-style forms are evident in the completed building of 
the Zvolen District Committee of the Communist Party of 



Design of the District Committee of the KSS in Michalovce, 1966
Source: State Archive in Košice, Michalovce branch



Design of a typified administrative building of the District 
Committee of the KSS for the district town (Karol Paluš)

Source: Výtvarný život, 1969, 14(7), p. 44

District Committee of the KSS in Zvolen (Ján Švaniga, 1974)
Source: TASR
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Slovakia (1974), which was designed by Paluš’s colleague 
from Stavoprojekt Bratislava, architect  Juraj Švaniga. The 
square layout with a central atrium and administrative of-
fices around the perimeter, the emphasised horizontality 
supported by sunshades on the façade and the character-
istic raised parapet are all traits that reflect the original 
“Paluš-style” type. Soon afterwards, the secretariat at the 
eastern end of the republic was also completed. At the 
OV KSS in Stará Ľubovňa (1972–1975), Švaniga repeated  
the familiar forms of his previous design featuring rib-
bon windows and aluminium cladding, but in a simpler 
conception without sunshades.

In addition to the building in Stará Ľubovňa, other dis-
trict towns also acquired new party headquarters during 
the 1970s. In 1972, the ÚV KSČ decided to build a new 
OV KSS building in Humenné,75 which was designed 
by architect Pavol Merjavý from Stavoprojekt Košice. 
Construction began in 1973 and was completed in 1975; 
its design was later adapted with minor modifications 
for the party building in Spišská Nová Ves (1974–1976). 
These buildings consisted of two functional parts: simple, 
recessed administrative blocks and a separate structure 
housing a large meeting room, mutually connected by 
a lobby with a small atrium. While in Humenné, both 
the administrative and meeting room sections were in 
a single line along the main road, in Spišská Nová Ves, 
the perpendicular connection of the meeting room to 
the administrative block created an entrance area open 
towards the planned new town centre, where the construc-
tion of the secretariat marked the beginning of further 
development. Thus, the architect created a repeatable 
design that could be used in various urban contexts.

Major Investments in High-Rise Buildings: 
Regional Administrative Centres

The second half of the 1960s brought the beginning of 
construction on large and expensive architectural pro-
jects of national significance. In Bratislava, construction 
of a complex of government administrative buildings 
designed by Ivan Matušík began in 1965.76 Three years 
later, the first phase of the Trade Union House complex 
was completed in the form of a high-rise administrative 
tower. The trend of administrative buildings designed as 
high-rise structures with lightweight cladding reached 
its peak with the construction of the state authorities’ 
building in Považská Bystrica and the Slovak Television 
building in Bratislava (both began in 1968).

In the building climate of these major projects, which 
were intended to transform the appearance of Slovak cit-
ies, the KSS was also involved as an investor, alongside 
ministries and other state institutions.

Discussions about concentrating the “scattered” party 
and state bodies in the centre of the Eastern Slovakia 
Region into a single location emerged as early as 1966.77 
At that time, the city of Košice was gaining regional sig-
nificance as the metropolis of eastern Slovakia due to its 
industrial development and growing population. However, 

plans for the new centre, intended to provide necessary 
space for local national committees and party secretar-
iats previously housed in rented premises or unsuitable 
buildings belonging to other organisations, were delayed 
due to uncertainty regarding the territorial organisation 
of the state administration and unclear funding alloca-
tions.78 Hence the conceptual design for the construction 
of a political and administrative centre in Košice, creat-
ed by the architects and urban planners of Stavoprojekt 
Košice, was not produced until 1972.79

In a prominent section of the square, which directly 
adjoins the heritage area of the historic centre, a plan was 
devised to bring all the administrative offices together 
into a single complex. Alongside the area’s existing land-
mark, a high-rise hotel, a complex of interconnected 
administrative buildings was to be developed, including 
a conference hall and spaces for national committees, 
culminating in a high-rise party building. Its two-sto-
rey plinth would have housed a large-capacity meeting 
room, offices for regional national committee and the 
House of Political Education; in turn, the 22-storey sec-
tion, formed by a steel structure combined with a light-
weight aluminium-glass cladding, was intended to serve 
all levels of party bodies (the Regional, Municipal and 
District committees of the KSS). However, in addition to 
the pragmatic urban planning consideration of free space 
in other parts of the city, the new political and admin-
istrative centre emphasised strong ideological content 
right from the very beginning. The site of the square 
– “Square of the Liberators” [Námestie Osloboditeľov] 
with its 1945 monument to the Soviet Army, situated near 
the historic centre - was a prominent symbolic feature of 
the area. Hence the new architectural design, which “will 
reinforce the ideological and political character of this 
gathering space with its commemorative structures”,80 
was in line with the normalisation pressure to fill public 
space with ideologically appropriate content.81 Moreover, 
a dominant party building enclosing the open space of the 
square with its mass would signify symbolic control of 
the city’s silhouette. However, conflicts over architectural 
and urban planning overshadowed ideological precision. 
The expert report from the Ministry of Construction and 
Technology not only commented on the layout, but also 
openly criticised the very nature of the building’s scale 
and form. To cite the commentary on the project brief, 
“[g]iven the disproportionate mass of the dominant cen-
tral building, the human scale is lost in terms of spatial 
understanding. While the administrative centre must be 
considered a new organisational element of the future 
city, the excessive size of the volumes and spaces will 
negatively impact the city, affecting both the skyline and 
the creation of urban spaces and elements.”82  

The criticised “schematic nature of the dominant 
structure”, which leads to its “amorphousness”, clearly 
challenged the previously established design of a slab 
base with a high-rise block on top. Though the high-rise 
monoblock was to be built as part of the complex’s phased 



Proposal for the political and administrative centre of the city  
of Košice (Stavoprojekt Košice collective, 1972) 

Source: State Archive in Košice

District Committee of the KSS in Levice  
(Jozef Hrozenský, Štefan Sojka, 1983)

Source: Projekt, 1987, 29(8), p. 36



Design of the Administrative Centre with the  
Regional Offices Building in Banská Bystrica

Source: Urbanita, 1978, 6(1), p. 95



District Committee of the KSS in Dolný Kubín (Ján Dzúr, 1972) 
Source: MIKLÁŠ, Milan and HUBA, Peter (eds.). 1985.  

Premeny Oravy. Martin: Osveta



Former District Committee of the KSS in Prešov  
(Václav Kohlmayer, 1987)
Source: author’s archive
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development, with work due to begin as early as 1975,83 
this vision was never realised. It is possible that, in addi-
tion to the financial constraints, the abandonment of the 
concept was also due to an architectural re-evaluation of 
the “high-rise approach”, which was gradually replaced 
by other forms. This change became evident later in the 
new project for the party headquarters in Košice and other 
cities, where the KSS secretariats adopted a more hori-
zontal arrangement of volumes.

While the plan to combine the party and national com-
mittee bodies into a single high-rise complex remained 
unfulfilled in the east of the country, a more subtle version 
with greater emphasis on the urban character of the sur-
roundings was partially realised in the region of Central 
Slovakia. At the end of the main street axis of Banská 
Bystrica, leading from the railway station near the block-
style residential development of the station-fronting hous-
ing estate, a high-rise building was constructed to house 
both the Central Slovak Regional National Committee 
and the Regional Committee of the Communist Party of 
Slovakia. Known as the Regional Offices Building, it was 
designed by a team from Stavoprojekt Banská Bystrica 
led by architect Ján Hanzel,84 and became part of the 

new administrative and civic centre of the city. Although 
a lower-rising building with a classic reinforced concrete 
frame was originally intended, the ÚV KSS ultimate-
ly approved an increased budget to accommodate the 
architects’ requirements.85 By 1972, the 17-storey, steel-
framed building with a lightweight curtain wall had been 
completed.86 According to the original plan, an additional 
three-storey office wing was to extend from the building 
towards the city centre, its verticality to be visually  bal-
anced by a high-rise office block on the opposite side of 
the base. However, the planned interconnection via part 
of the conference hall did not take place.

New Forms and Approaches in District Towns
The well-known “base-vertical” principle was not widely 
adopted in district towns, the sole exception being the OV 
KSS building in Trebišov (1976–1980) by architect Milan 
Motýľ. In this location, a six-storey administrative build-
ing with a closely attached base housing meeting rooms 
was erected. Unlike the previous light glazed facades, 
travertine cladding was the key material for unifying the 
exterior appearance. Another example of a compact de-
sign for administrative and meeting spaces is the ObV 

Direct investor(s) Building Completion Author(s) Design institute

Municipal Committee 
of the KSS (Mestský 
výbor KSS, MV KSS)

ObV KSS 
Bratislava III 1975 Rudolf Masný  Stavoprojekt Bratislava

West Slovak Regional 
Committee (Západoslovenský 

KV KSS, Zsl. KV KSS), Socialist 
Youth Union (Socialistický 

zväz mládeže, SZM) 

OV KSS 
Bratislava-

vidiek
1981 Stavoprojekt Trnava 

District Trade Union Council 
(Okresná odborová rada, OOR)

 Combined 
building of 

the OV KSS, 
OV ČSM and 

OOR Dunajská 
Streda

1967 Ján Kubík Hydrostav Bratislava

District National Committtee 
(ONV Galanta), Regional 
Agricultural Production 
Administration (Krajská 

poľnohospodárska 
výrobná správa),

Zsl. KV KSS, SZM

Combined 
building of 

the ONV, OV 
KSS Galanta 
and House 
of political 
education

1970,
extension of the 

OV KSS and DPV 
building: 1980

Rudolf Krajíček,
Rudolf Blažo

Stavoprojekt Trnava

Zsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Komárno
1976

A. Chládecký, 
M. Mikloško

Stavoprojekt Nitra

Zsl. KV KSS OV KSS Levice 1983
Jozef Hrozenský, 

Štefan Sojka
Stavoprojekt Nitra 

Zsl. KV KSS OV KSS Nitra 1987 Ján Sýkora Stavoprojekt Nitra
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Direct investor(s) Building Completion Author(s) Design institute

Zsl. KV KSS
OV KSS Nové 

Zámky
1979

František Dulík,  
Anna Patakiová

Stavoprojekt Nitra

Zsl. KV KSS OV KSS Senica
extension of the 

OV KSS and DPV 
building 1979

Okresný stavebný podnik

Zsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Topoľčany

1966,
extension of the 

DPV building 1978
Ivan Adda Stavoprojekt Nitra

ONV Trenčín, Zsl. KV KSS

Combined 
building of the  
ONV, OV KSS, 
MsNV Trenčín

1977 Alexander Lipták DRUPOS Bratislava

Zsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 
Trnava

1989
Anna Horáková, 

Bohuslav Pernecký, 
Marián Ryšavý

Stavoprojekt Trnava

Central Slovak Regional 
Committee of the KSS 

(Stredoslovenský krajský 
výbor KSS, Ssl. KV KSS), 
Ssl. KNV, Czechoslovak 
Union of Youth (ČSM)

Regional 
Offices 

Building 
Banská 
Bystrica

1972 Ján Hanzel
Stavoprojekt Banská 

Bystrica

Ssl. KV KSS, SZM
OV KSS 

Prievidza
1986 Rudolf Bizoň

Stavoprojekt Banská 
Bystrica

Ssl. KV KSS, ONV Zvolen, 
District Department of the 

Slovak Statistical Office

OV KSS 
Zvolen

1974 Juraj Švaniga Stavoprojekt Bratislava

Ssl. KV KSS, ONV Čadca, 
Union for Cooperation 

with the Army (Zväzarm), 
Slovak State Saving Bank 

(Slovenská štátna sporiteľňa) 

OV KSS Čadca 1977
Vojenský projektový 

ústav v Bratislave

Ssl. KV KSS, District 
Department of the Slovak 

Statistical Office, OOR, SZM

OV KSS 
Dolný Kubín

1972 Ján Dzúr Lignoprojekt

Ssl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Liptovský 
Mikuláš

1985 Ján Dzúr Lignoprojekt

Ssl. KV KSS, ONV Lučenec
OV KSS 
Lučenec

1980 Veselý, Kačička Stavoprojekt Zvolen

Ssl. KV KSS
OV KSS 
Martin

1972
Vojenský projektový 

ústav v Bratislave

Ssl. KV KSS 
OV KSS 

Považská 
Bystrica

1974 Jan Chválek Stavoprojekt Ostrava
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Direct investor(s) Building Completion Author(s) Design institute

Ssl. KV KSS, SZM
OV KSS 

Rimavská 
Sobota

1981
František Dulík,  
Anna Patakiová

Stavoprojekt Nitra

Ssl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Veľký Krtíš
1968

Ssl. KV KSS OV KSS Žilina 1987 Viera Mecková Stavoprojekt Žilina

East Slovak Regional 
Committee of the KSS 

(Východslovenský krajský 
výbor KSS, Vsl. KV KSS)

OV KSS 
Poprad

1981
Ivan Balco,

Peter Ovčáček
Stavoprojekt Košice, 

Poprad branch

Vsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 
Bardejov

1970
eng. František 

Jurko
Priemyslená škola 
stavebná Bardejov

Vsl. KV KSS, SZM
OV KSS 

Humenné

1975,
building alterations 

of the meeting 
rooms 1987

Pavol Merjavý Stavoprojekt Košice

Vsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Humenné 
(older)

1964
Krajský projektový 

ústav Košice

Vsl. KV KSS,  Vsl. KNV, 
Slovak Book Prešov 

(Slovenská kniha Prešov)

Operational 
Building of 

Party Bodies 
Košice

1985 Milan Motýľ Stavoprojekt Košice

Vsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Michalovce 
(older)

1966
eng.Toszogy, 

eng.Ciporanov
Pozemné stavby Prešov

Vsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Michalovce
1984 Ján Šprlák-Uličný Športprojekta Bratislava

Vsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 
Prešov

1987 Václav Kohlmayer Stavoprojekt Prešov

Vsl. KV KSS, SZM
OV KSS 
Rožňava

1977 Milan Kalinovský Stavoprojekt Košice

Vsl. KV KSS, SZM 
OV KSS 
Spišská 

Nová Ves
1976 Pavol Merjavý Stavoprojekt Košice

Vsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 
Trebišov

1980 Milan Motýľ Stavoprojekt Košice

Vsl. KV KSS, District Geodesy 
Centre, OOR, SZM

OV KSS Stará 
Ľubovňa

1975 Juraj Švaniga Stavoprojekt Bratislava

Vsl. KV KSS, OOR, SZM
OV KSS 
Svidník

1972
eng. František 

Jurko
Priemyslená škola 
stavebná Bardejov

Vsl. KV KSS
OV KSS 

Vranov nad 
Topľou

1972,
extension of the 

DPV building 1979
Stavoprojekt Prešov
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KSS Bratislava III (1974–1975).87 In this case, architect 
Rudolf Masný worked with a square floor plan, one cor-
ner of which housed the Presidium’s meeting room and 
extended slightly into the space, creating an interesting 
interior spatial concept based on a diagonal, whilst the 
architecture still gave a cohesive impression. The new 
secretariat building in Michalovce (1980–1983) by Ján 
Šprlák-Uličný can also be seen as a continuation of the 
approach of “mass compactness”. The massive block of 
the meeting hall, with only subtle openings, extended the 
corner wing of the administrative wing, thus fitting the 
building harmoniously into the street line of the elon-
gated square.

However, an opposing architectural approach also 
emerged, based on the contrast between the administra-
tive part of the secretariat and the meeting rooms or other 
supplementary spaces. This method is most notable in the 
building of the OV KSS in Levice (1981–1983), designed as 
an extension of the city park, linking up with the central 
urban zone. Two architects from the younger generation, 
Jozef Hrozenský and Štefan Sojka from Stavoprojekt Ni-
tra, emphasised the contrast in form and material between 
the horizontal bases and the central administrative mass 
through using unconventional technical cladding.88 The 
atypical design, featuring vertically angled surfaces of 
a metallic cladding, was closely aligned with “machin-
ism” or early hight-tech experiments of the Czechoslovak 
architectural scene of that period.

The OV KSS in Prievidza (1983–1986), designed by 
Rudolf Bizoň, also demonstrates an emphasis on greater 
fragmentation and differentiation of masses. The pair 
of halls, which have similar octagonal floor plans, are 
connected to the central administration block by a ves-
tibule. Once again, the architect avoided the principle 
of a single unified mass and instead separated the two 
halls, a choice clearly reflected in the visual outline of the 
exterior forms. The clear structural layout of the meeting 
room complex, consisting of horizontal administrative 
blocks, was also applied to other buildings, including the 
OV KSS in Dolný Kubín (Ján Dzúr, 1970–1972), the OV 
KSS in Poprad (Ivan Balco, 1979–1981) and the OV KSS 
and House of Political Education extension in Galanta 
(Rudolf Blažo, 1979–1980). In contrast to the main part 
of the administrative block, which was structured simply 
by a window grid, the extension’s design was conceived 
in a freer manner. New elements were introduced, such 
as a distinctive staircase and curved overhanging walls, 
while the façade of the extension was unified by glass 
mosaic cladding.

Highlights of the Architects’ Work
The 1980s marked both the culmination and the end 
of the KSS secretariats’ building projects. As discussed 
above, the unrealised plan for the new political and ad-
ministrative centre in Košice was not left without a re-
placement, while there remained the necessity of the 
party apparatus being concentrated in its own buildings. 

The ideal solution would have been a combined admin-
istrative building, offering organisational simplification 
and greater centralisation. Although the original plan to 
begin construction of the high-rise monoblock in 1975 
failed, an initial project for the so-called “Operational 
Building of Party Bodies” was drawn up for a different 
location at that time. Based on a decision by the direct 
investor, the East Slovak Regional Committee of the KSS 
[Východslovenský krajský výbor KSS], the area of the New 
Town [Nové mesto] housing estate was chosen. Studio 1 
of Stavoprojekt Košice, led by architect Milan Motýl, 
won the closed competition89 with a design featuring 
a graduated, horizontal composition of masses. Instead 
of the more universal form of a high-rise prism, which 
he had used before in Trebišov, in this case the architect 
opted for a gradually unfolding horizontality, respond-
ing appropriately to the site’s terraced profile. The re-
sult was a grouping of volumes in which the individual 
functional units of the district, municipal and regional 
committees, the meeting halls complex, and the House 
of Political Education with its attached bookshop were 
hierarchically separated. The entire building consisted of 
autonomous administrative wings using simple rectangu-
lar floor plans, a terraced area in the extensive entrance 
square, and a separate volume attached to one side of the 
building, housing a pair of conference halls. Visually, the 
administrative sections were distinguished from the hall 
sections by their external cladding: a glazed façade with 
aluminium frames and cantilevered parapet bands clad in 
white aluminium. By contrast, the conference complex 
was conceived as a separate structure with an irregular 
floor plan and was clad entirely in travertine, except for 
narrow vertical windows.

Connecting an autonomously designed meeting hall 
to the administrative section via a corridor or foyer was 
a scheme that had already been used in smaller projects 
for district secretariats. As the scale increased, this model 
became widely adopted for the functional separation of 
office and social spaces. A complex containing a small 
hall, a large hall or a single large meeting room could 
be formally separated from the rest of the building. Con-
versely, however, the spatial separation could be visually 
offset by a unifying façade. Thus, the administrative block 
of the OV KSS in Prešov (Václav Kohlmayer,1983–1987) 
remained firmly linked to the rest of the building through 
its travertine cladding, despite the mass of the meeting 
rooms standing out at the edge of the square. Viera Meck-
ová’s intention to visually link all functional parts into 
a cohesive entity was realised in the form of a curtain 
wall of smooth ceramic cladding at the OV KSS in Žilina 
(1984–1987). The large side meeting room, which has an 
octagonal floor plan, and the staircases serving the two 
administrative blocks were clad in the same material and 
further complemented by atypical elements featuring 
inlaid patterns.90 The building was unified by both the 
cladding material and the artistic programme developed 
on the façade itself.
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As with many previous examples, the OV KSS building in 
Nitra (1984–1987) was situated in a prominent new central 
urban area.91 However, it applied a different principle of 
mass composition. Architect Ján Sýkora designed the 
administrative section of the secretariat as a cantilevered 
extension above the ground-floor base. Rather than be-
ing attached to this central mass in the traditional way 
from the side, the meeting room was connected to the 
main administrative section along the entrance axis, thus 
forming the entire building as a single distinctive sym-
metrical volume. Further reinforcing this visual unity 
was the façade design, featuring vertical divisions and 
a uniform colour scheme. In response to the low-rise 
historic buildings in the immediate neighbouring area of 
the OV KSS in Trnava (completed in 1989), the volumes 
were developed in width along the street line. The design 
team, consisting of Anna Horáková, Bohuslav Pernecký 
and Marián Ryšavý, worked with intersecting horizontal 
wings, which featured prominent main entrances and roof 
parapets. Once again, a unified cladding was employed, 
this time in the form of light-coloured ceramic tiles.

The works from this peak phase served as the domi-
nant architectural structures in their relevant urban areas. 
Compared to earlier projects, they stood out due to their 
size: the increased number of offices and classrooms, as 
well as the greater capacity of meeting rooms, had to be 
reflected in the building’s volumes. As in other architec-
tural typologies, lightweight glazed curtain walls were 
replaced by materials that further emphasised the weight 
of the structures. In addition, the widespread requirement 
for standardisation of elements such as window and door 
frames, and particularly of structural systems, affected 
the KSS secretariats, necessitating that design possibil-
ities remained limited with little experimentation. The 
standard was a prefabricated reinforced concrete struc-
ture for administrative blocks, with larger meeting room 
spans made possible by using steel truss ceiling structures. 
Increased costs and the architects’ creative approaches 
were more evident in the building envelope’s materiality, 
spatial concepts of communal areas, and interior design. 
Entrance halls, foyers, and other spaces of social signifi-
cance, such as leading secretaries’ meeting rooms in the 
administrative section of the buildings or the main con-
ference halls, featured richer design forms and materials. 
The architects’ solutions involved diverse compositions 
of acoustic ceilings, decorative wall cladding, lighting, 
and even custom-produced furniture.

In the context of the architects’ careers, the KSS secre-
tariats of the 1980s represented their greatest achievements 
– in sharp contrast with the general atmosphere in design 
practices at that time, which produced projects aimed more 
at quantity than quality. Subordination to the work of the 
design organisation often meant setting personal creative 
ambitions aside.92 Commissions for party headquarters 
were one of the building types that allowed greater creative 
expression. For the architects, these commissions thus 
became lucrative architectural assignments.

Conclusion
Investment plans prepared by the party authorities reflect-
ed the need to modernise the building stock. The secre-
tariats of the municipal, district and regional committees 
of the Communist Party of Slovakia were responsible for 
implementing the directives of the Communist Party of 
Czechoslovakia and further developing resolutions to 
meet the specific needs of Slovakia.

The period of normalisation brought about a recon-
struction of the social and power base through the recruit-
ment of new members and political cadres, which in turn 
created a demand for workplaces, training facilities and 
social spaces. In turn, the education of these new Party 
members, their political and organisational work, and 
their propaganda activities became important in shap-
ing the party’s political power, which was maintained 
from within by the Party apparatus. And, it should be 
stressed, this apparatus had a dual nature. On the one 
hand, it comprised the Party’s numerous staff, and on 
the other, it operated as a network of institutions of the 
secretariats spread across the country, with its consoli-
dation and expansion forming a pillar of the communist 
regime. For this reason, I believe that this architecture 
can be considered political, even outside the category of 
representation.

After 1989, the Communist Party lost power, and the 
system of five-year economic plans came to an end with 
the 8th five-year plan (1986–1990). The ideas presented 
by Ján Šváb, the Communist official responsible for 
the KSS’s investment construction, were never fully 
realised. Nevertheless, an extensive network of a spe-
cific type of administrative building was established 
across Slovakia.

However, the picture of this building type is still in-
complete. The question of the urban placement of these 
buildings is important in the context of creating new urban 
zones within the city’s structure. A closer look inside 
the party secretariats, which would reveal the spatial 
concepts and interior fittings, or how daily life unfold-
ed within them, could provide further insights into the 
function and workings of the party apparatus. Nor should 
the necessarily marginal references in the present study 
diminish the importance of the buildings’ artwork, which 
was an integral part of many projects. Here, the question 
of representation plays a more significant role. After all, 
the abstract form of architecture conveys the tenets of 
official state Marxist-Leninist ideology less efficiently 
than scenes from workers’ life or a larger-than-life statue 
of Lenin at the entrance to the party building. Howev-
er, alongside the statues of communist leaders in public 
spaces and the busts of leading secretaries in meeting 
halls, artworks without explicit political emphasis were 
also featured. 

This little-known and overlooked architectural type, 
ranging from products of the construction industry to 
the architectural landmarks of Slovak cities, thus has 
the potential to provide an even deeper understanding 
of the moments where politics and architecture intersect.
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