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The Bauhaus Design School
[bookmark: _GoBack]The Bauhaus is one the most radical and equally influential art and design schools of the century. The movement was founded by Walter Gropius in 1919 in Weimar Germany. The architect stayd the director had led the Bauhaus school for nine years before appointing a Swiss architect, Hannes Meyer, who had been running the architecture department, to succeed him as the Bauhaus school director., when he left. Even though the two had a common belief in social involvement of design, their mechanisms, beliefs and concepts were quite diverse. Accordingly, the Bauhaus school had several notable distinctions under the leadership Walter Gropius vs. Hannes Meyer. 
1. How did Bauhaus differ under the Leadership of Walter Gropius vs. Hannes Meyer? (use at least two quotes from the article that support your response)
	Walter Gropius founded the school with a main motive of combining art and design together for a utopian function. He believed that he could bring together both craftspeople and artists together as one to serve this purpose. Under his leadership, there was basically no special difference between the applied and fine arts. As such, the Bauhaus school curriculum combined painters, architects, furniture makers, woodworkers, metalworkers, textile designers, stained glass workers and even theater designers. All of these people had a common place in the school. Gropius drove the school towards austere aesthetics that basically favored both function and industrial. As quoted by the article; In April 1919, Gropius had published the founding manifesto along with the basic program for the school: “The ultimate aim of all artistic activity is building!” he wrote. “The ultimate, if distant, aim of the Bauhaus is the unified work of art.” (Saval, 2019). The style of architecture was such that the creations looked as they had not been created by humans. Bauhaus and Gropius had been working towards blurring the lines between individual artistic expression and the mass production. Basically, he emphasized the significance of building more as formal.
	Hannes Meyer on the other hand came in and directed towards a more social approach rather than formal. He believed that technology could greatly enable creation in the mass culture. Rather than individual artistic expression, he led the Bauhaus towards collectivity in the creative works. He thus transformed the school into social functionalism. Even though Walter Gropius had considered building as formal creations, he was later to join Meyer in the social approach. Gropius wanted to unify the school with the industry broadly driving it to adopt a formalist approach; however, Meyer’s leadership was different in that he mainly used political approaches when considering working with the German industry. “Where Gropius had attempted to move the school toward a closer union with German industry, with the aim of making products for a general market, as well as adopting a broadly formalist approach to architecture, Meyer, though also working with industry, was more explicitly political in his aims. “Volksbedarf statt Luxusbedarf” (Saval, 2019).
2. How did the idea of “Design” shift during Bauhaus’s history?
	These differences are evident in some of the Bauhaus building and structure designs that they commissioned. Gropius mainly spoke of the unity between craft and art while Meyer preached of socially unifying art and technology. As such, the article points out that; “Unlike Gropius’s Bauhaus building, which rises from a flattened landscape and makes a show of a long glass curtain-walled facade, the ADGB Trade Union School is built into a hillside, its various rooms and functions disaggregated into a series of connected buildings of diminishing height: more a complex than a single structure, incomprehensible at any particular moment or angle” (Saval, 2019). Meyer was attempting to instill into the spirit of Bauhaus the everyday lives of the trade union workers. 
	Aside from the first two directors, the leaders who were to follow also placed emphasis on different aspects and this resulted in further changes in the idea of ‘design; all throughout the history of Bauhaus. Gropius and Meyer had adopted a more cohesive approach to design, however, Paul Klee did not focus much on the functioning but rather on the abstraction of design. Here they adopted geometric designs that were meant to imitate Cubism. What followed then was the embracing of the spiritual aspects of color and from with a focus on abstract shapes. 
 3. The Bauhaus provided temporary shelter to what three movements? (simply list the three)
	Even though Bauhaus had become influential for the unifying approaches creating angular (geometry) , boxy (cubism) and white (color) structures; it is said that it also hosted or provided shelter for some three movements, which also contributed to its popularity. The movements included; communism, expressionism and functionalism.
4. In your own words, what was the Bauhaus? (use at least two quotes from the article that support your response)
	In general, Bauhaus can be basically described as a modernist art school that used a different approach to teaching and specifically focusing on the relationship between, art, design, the society and technology as such – “Gropius would speak of a “new unity,” first of craft and fine art, later of art and technology” (Saval, 2019). It is a school or movement that was formed with the key motives of fighting back industrialization, to unify the fine art and applied art and generally to fight mechanization of creativity that the industrial revolution was fuelling at the time. As the article by Saval (2019) quotes; ““After all, the Bauhaus began as a protest against the thoughtless direction of industrialization, the harm it did to mind and spirit. “Only work which is the product of an inner compulsion can have spiritual meaning,” Gropius wrote in 1923. “Mechanized work is lifeless, proper only to the lifeless machine ... The solution depends on a change in the individual’s attitude toward his work.” (Saval, 2019).
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