Onmax HakoH pata, 1946. ronune, /[p:xaBna
mraMilapuja je OHpoMeHusJIa HaA3UB Yy
Jyromrramma. Iopex Jyromramie y objekar
ce YCeJIMJIO jOIl HEeKOJWKO M3IaBAauYKNX
npenyseha unjum cjenumasarbeM je 1955.
roguHe Gopmupan beorpancku rpaduykn
3aBojl. OcameceTnx rofiHa JBaJIeCeTOT
BeKa HA3UB je mpoMerbeH y beorpajicku
nsgaBadko rpaduuku 3aBong — BUT3,
npeMa KoMe je obGjekar JaHac IO3HAT.
Naxko je 1992. rogune mpormaaimied 3a
KYJITYPHO 00PO U HAJIA3¥ e MO/ 3aIITUTOM
IPaJICKOT 3aBOJIa 3a 3aITUTY CIIOMEHUKA,
ob6jekaT je TOKOM IOCJe/ibe AelleHuje
JIBajieceTor Beka OMO CacBUM 3allylITEH
yCJie/l MOCTEIeHOT Mpolaaarma mpeay3eha
BUT3. Y Tom niepuoy 3amodeo je mporiec
JlaBatba y 3aKyIl jiesioBa 00jeKTa, OJHOCHO
MOjeIMHAYHUX TTPOCTOPHU]jA, 32 PAJIUUNUTE
norpebe: CKIAININTa, TIOCTOBHE TIPOCTOPE
u yMeTHUYKe aresbee. Mehytum, rpaduuko
npenysehe BUT3 je 2007. rogute nmpoaaro
NpUBaTHOj (pUpMU Koja je Hajpe MMasa
IJIaH Ja U3BPIIKM IpeHaMeHy objekTa y
XOTeJl BUCOKE KaTeropuje M MOCJOBHU
npoctop. [lo manac ce Huje 3amoueno
ca peKoHCTpyKIujoM objekra, Beh je
HACTaBJ/bEHO JlaJbe M3/aBambe MPOCTOpa
KOje je oJ HeKajallme ITaMIapuje
HAITPaBUJIO CBOjEBPCHU TieHTap Oeorpajicke
anTepHaTuBHe KyJaType. Mako je oGjekar
y CBe JIOIIUjeM CTarby, IeroBa YMETHIYKA
MOHY/Ia Ce MPONIMPUJIA, Ma ce Ty JaHac
Hajla3e aTe/bed HEe3aBUCHUX YMETHUKA,
CTyAUjU ajJiTepPHATUBHUX OeHpOBA,
IIO3HATU KJIy6OBI/I, YMETHUYKE PATMOHUILE,
paJiMo CTaHUIIA, ITUPKYCKA U MTO30PUIITHA
naboparopuja UTA.

Mo /a je maHaimmby HauMH Kopuinhema
objexkra (jegHa BpCTa CKBOTHpamha U
npeHaMeHa y TPOCTOPe KPeaTUuBHUX
panuoHuIla) MpaBu, Majla 3aKacHeJH,
O/ITOBOP HA jeJIaH OJf APYIITBEHNX 3a/IaTaKa
MOJIEPHOT MTOKpeTa — Jia permu mpobiieme
OHUX TPyHa Koje Cy YrpoKeHe Yy OJTHOCY Ha
JOMHMWHAHTHU CUCTEM.
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tution of Belgrade was established. In
the 1980s it was renamed the Publish-
ing and Graphics Institution of Bel-
grade (Beogradski izdavacki graficki
zavod) BIGZ, the name by which the
building is known today. In 1992 it was
declared a cultural monument and was
placed under the protection of the City
Institute for the Protection of Monu-
ments, the building fell into ruin during
the 1990s as the BIGZ publishing house
gradually went bankrupt. In this period
parts of the building began to be rented
by different occupants; it was used as
a warehouse and by small businesses,
art studios etc. The building was then
sold in 2007 to a private company which
originally intended to renovate the en-
tire building and turn it into a five-star
hotel. However, the planned reconstruc-
tion has still not begun and the space
continues to be rented for various pur-
poses, which has transformed the for-
mer print-shop into a self-styled center
of Belgrade alternative culture. Even
though the building is in increasingly
bad shape, the creatives it now houses
include independent artists and alter-
native bands, famous clubs, art work-
shops, a radio station, a circus and a
theatre lab.

Perhaps the building as it is used today
- squatted and the inner spaces trans-
formed into artist and music studios - is
a true but belated response to the social
conviction of Modernist architecture —
to make space for groups excluded from
the dominant system. And in doing so
this building has expanded its discourse
to incorporate another key notion of
modern architecture.

Y norpasu 3a
TPAHCIIaPEHIIUjOM

Meraan oko 6eorpajcKkor nmpojexra
cryauja 3axe Xaauz

Jbyouna Cnaskosuh

IN SEARCH OF
TRANSPARENCY

Furtive Manoeuvring Behind
Star Architect’s Project for
Belgrade

by LjubicaSlavkovic

SHU3ezpadwom caspemenoz xomniexca na
Mecmy Hexkadauiive mexcmuine gadpuxe
bexo, koju je dusajnupara 3axa Xaouo,
buhe macmasmen modepnu passoj
beozpada xoju je 6uo naeno npexunym
ocamoecemux 200una npownoz éexa. Hosa
MYyamupyuKyuonaina epahesuna Koo
Kanemezoana npobyouhe 6eozpadcku dyx
SMooepie“, Kapakmepucmuuan 3a 2iaeHu
epad Cpbuje mpudecemux, nedecemux u
cedamoecemux zoouna.*!

1 ,3axa Xamun perenepuiie beorpazn®, B92
http://www.b92.net/kultura/art_durbin.php?nav_
category=1210&nav_id=665686

»This cutting-edge building complex to
be built on the site of a former textile
factory, the master plan of which has
been made by Zaha Hadid, will contin-
ue the modern development of Belgrade
that came to an abrupt end in the 1980s.
New multifunctional buildings near the
Kalemegdan Fortress will awaken the
spirit of Belgrade Modernism that used
to characterize the Serbian capital in the
1930s, 1950s and 1970s.“ !

| ,Zaha Hadid Regenerates Belgrade®, B92
http://www.b92.net/kultura/art_durbin.
php?nav_category=1210&nav_id=665686
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Ha oBaj mauwn y momahoj mramnu
HajaBJ/beHO je upaejHo peliemwe beko
MacTepIJiaHa KOj! je U3pajiio CTyAN0 3axe
Xamun (Zaha Hadid Architects). TIpojekar
cmap apxutekTe y cpily beorpaza oj crpane
nomahux Mezinja I09€eKaH je ca HeCKPHBEHNUM
OZlylIeB/bEHEM U Y allCOJIYTHO ITO3UTHUBHO]
KoHoTtaiuju. Behuna tekcrosa y Mmeaujuma,
BEPOBATHO IMCaHA HA OCHOBY M3BelITaja ca
OBOTO/IHIITEbe OEOTpajICKe Helle/be An3ajHa
(Belgrade Design Week) uuju uusmb na
,2MCTaKHe MMPEIHOCTU MpojekTa“? | menyje
Hapy4eHO O] CTpaHe IpojeKTaHTa UJHu
unBecturopa. Jlomahu menuju hoxycupamm
cy ce, 6e3 UKaKBe YIIUTAHOCTH, HA KJbydHe
peyu Koje MHBECTUTOP KeJU Jla IJlacupa:
HalpeJak, CaBpeMeHOCT, jelMHCTBEHOCT
Beorpaza y pernony u nosuimoHupame Ha
CBETCKOj Malu (aHTaKoBabeM I0IyJIapHOT
apXuTeKTe), HOBU >KUBOTHU CTaHIApP/]
uta. Ycaeausie cy OypHe U MIapeHOoJnKe
peakunuje, Kako HIMpPe TaKO U CTPY4YHE
jaBHOCTH.

Cam nu3aju objekTa, 0HOCHO (GIYHIHOCT U
jak ayTOPCKU TOTITUC UPAHCKO - OpUTAHCKe
apxXuTeKkTe Jo4yeKaH je pa3dHoauko. Of
OZly1lI€BJbEHOCTH, UCTUIIAha aBAaHTAPIHOCTH
Jin3ajHa U KPUTHKOBama HerprxBahenocTn
ycael 3aTylaHocTu cpeause (IITO 1O-
TBplyje HerooBame BEJIUKUX TIPOjeKaTa
y TPOILJIOCTH), ITPEKO KOMeHTapa jia je y
[UATabY jeJHO O]l BUAHO JIOIIUjUX pellletba
NpoOU3allJMX U3 IO3HATOT CTyAHUja, A0
MOTIIYHOT HerojoBaiba IMPeAoXKeHOr
peliema. /lasbe M03UTUBHE KPUTHKE HABO/IE
npegHocTH npomoldje beorpana HakoH
WHTEPBEHIIU]j€e jelHe O]l 1IeT HajyTJIeIHUjUuX
apXuTeKaTa CBETa, HajaB/beHy (PMHAHCH]CKY
naBectuninjy o 200 Mmusnona espa, y30p
u mojactpek aoMahoj apXUTEKTOHCKO]
HpaKcu ycJjeJ] usrpaiimbe objekTa Koju
he y cBOjoj apxuTeKTypH U peamsaiuju
JlaJIeKo IMpeAbadyuTd y OJHOCY Ha by,
WHBECTUpabe Y HEeHTPaIHY I'PaJCKy 30HY

2 ,Belgrade Design Week 2013%, portal Beobuild
http://www.beobuild.rs/read.php/603.html
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[t is in this typical manner that local
press announced that the Zaha Had-
id Architects Studio has finalised the
master plan for a building complex to
be erected on the site of the BEKO fac-
tory. The project by this ‘star architect’,
to be constructed in the very centre of
Belgrade, has been welcomed with en-
thusiasm by local media and regarded
in unambiguously positive terms. Most
likely, these media reports were writ-
ten under the auspices of Belgrade De-
sign Week 2013, the specific purpose of
which was to “emphasize advantages of
the project® ? thus it seems that these
initially positive reports were commis-
sioned directly by the project designer
or the investor. The local media has fo-
cused unquestioningly on the key words
the investor has tried to promote: pro-
gress, contemporaneity, new standards
of living and the uniqueness of Belgrade
in the region and how this project will
position it on the world map by employ-
ing a star architect, etc. More ambiva-
lent, or even outraged, reactions by both
the broader and the expert public were
to follow.

The master plan itself, defined by
strong and fluid authorial signature
of the famous Iraqi-British architect,
has been interpreted in various ways.
These range from pure enthusiasm that
praises the avant-garde character of
the design and claims that the project
is met with local hostility due to Se-
bian society’s backwardness (that it is
a reaction similar to the disapproval of
all major modern building projects in
the capital’s history). This is contrasted
with claims that this design represents
a low quality example of similar work
produced by the famous studio. Lastly
there are those commentators that whol-

2 ,Belgrade Design Week 2013*, Beobuild por-
tal, available at: http://www.beobuild.rs/read.
php/603.html

Basxena xkapaxmepucmuxa ycnene
ApXUmMexKmoncKe peaiusauuje
muue ce mpuiazohemocmu
unmepsenyuje KoOHmekcmy -
NPOCMOPHOM, UCMOPUCKOM UMO.,
WMo HAKOH NPe3eHmosarbd 0602
npojexma jasHocm Hajeumie u
00600u y numaroe.

O/l BEJIMKOT 3Hadaja U IOTeHIHjalla, IbeHO
aKTHBUpalbe, Kao U yKJambharmbe OPOHYJINX
objekara u3 OJsKer okpyskerba. Herarnsme
KPUTHUKE OIHOCE Ce Ha HEIIPUMEPEHOCT jake
crnennndruyHe MOJepHe apXUTEKTOHUKE
objekTa y HajcrapujeM TpajiCKOM je3rpy,
rabapure U MOJI0Kaj KOMILIEKCA Y O[HOCY
na Kasemergancky tBphaBy, Tperupatbe
6J10Ka a He MEeJIOKYITHOT MOTe3a HETIOCPEHOT
OKPY’Kerba jeJTHOT O/ HajBaxKHUjuX Hacieha
Cpbuje u yrposkaBame BU3Yypa, Kao U
nurame caobpahaja ogHOCHO MOXKe Jin
nocrojeha nudpacrpykrypua mpexa
3anCTa /1a MOAPKYU IIJIaHUPaHU KOMILJIEKC,
Kao U CyMIby Yy MCIJIATUBOCT Tj. PeaHu
KUBOT cTaMOEHOT U TOCJOBHOT [I€Jia
objekTa unja MHBeCTHIMja HaMehe, Kako ce
HaBo/IM, HenpoduTabuIHN Hajam 3a fomahe
cTaHjapue.

Baxna kapakrepuctuka ycresue apxu-
TEeKTOHCKEe peaJju3aluje TUYe ce Ipu-
naroheHocTH MHTEPBEHIMje KOHTEKCTY
- IIPOCTOPHOM, UCTOPUjCKOM HTZH., LITO
HaKOH IIPe3eHTOBatba OBOT IIPOjeKTa jaBHOCT
HajBUIlle U 0OBOJM y nuTame. VuBecTuTop
HaBOJAM Jla je u3paly UAEjHOT pellerba
HOBepHO CcTyaujy 3axe Xaau/ yrpaso jep cy
OHH ,,IIOCTAJIH IIPEIIO3HAT/bUBYU IIUPOM CBETa
II0 YCIIEIIHOM IIPOjeKTOBaIby CaBPEMEHUX
objexara y GJIM3MHN NCTOPHjCKUX TpaheBrHa
U [OMepaimby TFpaHuIla apXUTEKType U
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ly disapprove of the proposed solution.
Supporters of the project have pointed
to the advantages to Belgrade of having
a structure by one of the world’s top five
architects, plus the announced 200 mil-
lion Euros in financial investment, and
the significance of the project as a mod-
el and an incentive for local architects
since the master plan and its execution
would far surpass the standards of local
practices, as well as potential for invest-
ment in the central city zone, clearing
away dilapidated structures and better
use of the space.

Negative reactions have focused on the
inappropriateness of such an uncom-
promisingly modern structure in the
oldest part of the city, that dimensions
and the position so close to the Kale-
megdan Fortress are wholly unsuitable.
The project design’s treatment of the
area has also been criticised for a lack
of consideration of the immediate sur-
roundings - which represent one of the
most important heritage sites in Serbia
- and the fact that some views of this
cultural site would be compromised by
the planned structure. Critics also high-
light the traffic problem — namely the
suspicion that the existing infrastruc-
tural network would not be able to sup-
port the planned building complex. Plus
there is a suspicion that the envisaged
residential and business quarter would
not be profitable given the amount of
investment required, which would make
rental prices unprofitable in the local
circumstances.

An important characteristic of success-
ful architectural is how well the object
is adjusted to its surroundings— spatial,
historical and environmental; which is
precisely the aspect most criticized by
the general public after the project was
presented. The investor claims that the
Zaha Hadid Studio was commissioned
to make the design precisely because
rit is well-known worldwide for suc-
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ypbanor ausajua“ 3. Mnak, Behuna xputnka
OJTHOCH Ce Ha THUTatbe ofabupa JoKalmje
u yckiaahuBama ca OKpyKehEM, y3 decTe
HaBOJIE JIa je OBaKaB IIPOjeKar 1106poz[0mao
anm ca Jjese obane peke Case, Tie 61 110
cBUM KpuTeprjymuma 6uo mpumepenuju. Ha
KOju HauMH ce objekaT oBaKBUX Tabapura
Y HaMeHe Hallao Ha JaToj JOKalUju, KOju
MEXaHU3MU U aKTepHu Cy YK/by4YeHU y Taj
mpolec, Kao U KaKBa Cy IpaBa M KOJUKHU
yruiaj rpahana Ha rpazx ucrpaxyje
nnunujatusa KO 'PA/IV 'PA/l y okBupy
paxHor crosna Mezdan oxo Karemezoana' .
[ToBo Opranm3oBamby pagHor croa Mezoan
oko Kanemezoana 6una je nusmena Ilnana
JerajbHe peryJjanuje 6joka usmel)y yaunia
ynascke, Tageyrma Kouthymka u Bysieapa
BojBoze Bbojosuha, kome nipunaga u 6usina
(dabpuka Beko. Kibyute teme 6uiie cy masa
MOryhHOCT MPaBOBPEMEHOT YKJbYUHBatha
rpahana u jaBHU YBUJ y OBaKBe U3MEHE
IJIaHa M IpojeKara Koju ciezne, Kao U HU3
IOCTYyIIaKa U OJJIYKa jaBHUX UHCTUTYIIM]ja
KOje Ccy 10 OIleHU y4yeCHUKA MPOTUBHE
jaBHoM mHTepecy. OmmiT 3aK/bydaK 6O
je ma ,npobJieMu HUCY Y HEMOMITOBAbY
npoieaypa u HOpMH, Beh y HBHUXOBO]
JleperyJsaiyju U peJaTuBU3alvju, Kao U y
HeIOCTATKy TPAHCIAPEHTHOCTU pasJjiora
noHoIIemha oxpehennx omyka.“

3 ,Beko projekat Zahe Hadid“, Ambijenti magazin
http://www.ambijenti.rs/zaha-hadid-beko-kompleks/

4 http://kogradigrad.org/megdan-oko-kalemegdana.
html
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cessful designing of contemporary ob-
jects in the vicinity of historical sites
as well as for pushing the boundaries of
architecture and urban design.* 3Still,
most criticisms concerned the choice of
the location and how well the project is
adapted to the environment, these in-
clude comments that such a project is
welcomed but would be more appropri-
ate on the other side of the river Sava.
How is it that a project of such dimen-
sions has come to be planned for this
location? What mechanisms and actors
have been included in this process and
what degree of influence have citizens
been able to exert in terms of their right
to a city? These issues were raised by
the initiative WHO BUILDS THE CITY
as a part of the round table discussion
The Feud of Kalemegdan.

The Feud of Kalemegdan was organised
as a response to the amendments made
to the City of Belgrade Regulatory Plan
concerning the aforementioned con-
struction site between Dunavska street,
Tadeus Koscusko and Vojvoda Bojo-
vic boulevard where the former BEKO
factory is situated. The key issues dis-
cussed by the round table concerned the
limited possibility for citizens to become
included in the making of any such
amendments, and that this inclusion
should be early on in the overall pro-
cess by which amendments to the city
plans are made. It was discussed that
the public should also be made aware of
the projects which the amendments con-
sequently enable, as well any decisions
made by public institutions which, in
the opinion of round table participants,
did not serve the public interest. The
general conclusion was: “the problem is

3 BEKO masterplanby Zaha Hadid“ (,,Beko projekat
Zahe Hadid“), Ambijenti Magazine, available at:
http://www.ambijenti.rs /zaha-hadid-beko-kompleks/

4 http://kogradigrad.org/megdan-oko-kalemegdana.
html

Onbop nosepustana 2007. roause 1pojaje
HekpetrHuny ¢dabpuke Beko y crevajy u
npunagajyhe seM/bUIITE IPUKOj KOMITAHU]H
Jlamaa [lesenonment (Lamda Devel-
opment), peructpoBanoj y Cpbuju kao
ITponeptu desenonment (Property Devel-
opment), 3a 55,8 musnona espa. HosemOpa
2008. roguHe oBa (hupma ckJiana yroBop ca
npuBatHoM pupmom IlenTap 3a miannparbe
ypb6anor passoja (ILEIT) koja ce 6aBu
M3pajioM POCTOpHUX TtanoBa. [Tokpehy
WHUIMjaTuBy 3a u3Meny llnana nerapne
peryJiaiyje, KOju ce OJHOCH Ha MOBPIINHY
yrTaBoT 6JioKa ynju je Behu meo xymmo
ITponieptu desenonment (Property Devel-
opment). I'pajicku cexperapujaT onronapa
U TPKHM MUIIJbEIE PEJIEBAaHTHUX jaBHUX
npenyseha kao mro cy Penybinuku 3aBojt
3a 3amtuty cnomennka, Ommunruna Crapu
rpaj, ¥pOaHUCTUYKHU 3aBOJ UT., KOja Cce
masby Komucuju 3a muianose Ckymintnne
I'papa. Komucuja Ilpensior nuamene Ilnana
npociehyje Ckymurruran I'paa Ha ycBajarbe.
Y neunem6py 2009. roaute, gakjie TOAUHY
naHa kacHuje, ckynmTtuHcka Opiryka
ce objaByje y Cayk6eHOM TJIaCHUKY,
LITO je yjeJHO U IIPBU IIYT /1A je jaBHOCT
obasemteHa o nmpomenu [liana perasphe
peryianuje 3a 610k oko bBeorpajncke
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not a lack of observance of procedures
and norms, but the lack of transparency
of the reasons behind decisions made by
public authorities.*

In 2007 the Board of Trustees sold the
real estate previously belonging to the
bankrupt BEKO to the Greek company
Lamda Development, registered in Ser-
bia as ‘Property Development’ , for a
price of 55.8 million Euros. In November
2008 this company concluded a contract
with a private company The Centre for
Planning Urban Development (CPUD)
which designs urban plans. They
launched an initiative to amend the City
Regulation Plan — that regulates the en-
tire aforementioned bloc the major part
of which had been purchased by Prop-
erty Development. The City Secretariat
responded and sought the opinion of
relevant public enterprises such as the
Institute for Monument Protection, the
municipality of Stari grad, the Urban
Planning Institute etc. Having received
them, it forwarded these opinions to the
Belgrade City Planning Commission.
The Commission forwarded the Draft
for an Amendment to the City Plan to
the City Assembly for implementation.
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tephaBe. Oxnyka HaBoau aa je ITEITI
M3pajino TJIaH, 0K je huHaHcujep pupma
ITponieptu desenonment (Property Devel-
opment). Unummjatusa KO TPA/IU TPA/JL
Kao napajiokc ucruye o aa 'y Ommynu ctoju
J1a je jaBHM MHTepeC IpBa cTap Koja Tpeba
Jla ce YTBPAM, a Ja To yrBphuBare miaha
MPUBATHU WHBECTUTOP.

Jama npoueaypa je xa IIEIT uspalyje
NpBU KOHIIENT IJjiaHa a 3atuM u Hanpt
MJ1aHa, Koju ce mabe KoMucuju 3a nanoBe
n Onmruau Crapu rpaxa. Hakon rtora,
Ha Jyeto 2011. rognHe opraHW30BaH je
Jasuu yBun y Haupt nnana. Ha cegnunu
KoMmucuje, kako HaBoJAM MHUIMjAaTHUBA
KO TPAJAUN TPA/l, uznoxeno je mer
npumenOu Ha uameny Ilrana. O wuma ce
OJIJTyYMBAJIO HA 3aTBOPEHOM [IeJTy CEeHUIEe
U HM jenHa HuUje npuxsahena, 6e3 nkakse
noBpatHe peakiuje. Hakon tora IEII
uspahyje ¢unanny sepsujy Iliana koja ce
upociehyje ncroj Komucnju, na T'panckoj
Ckymmtuau. Y mapty 2012. ycBojeH je
[Inan neraspHe peryJiaiiyje 3a MOMEHYTH
6m0k. Tor TpeHyTKa IpecTaje la Baku
PETXOHO Bakehu MIaHCKY JTOKYMEHT,
Jerapuu ypbanuctuuky maan us 1969.
ro/lnHe KOjH je Kao pelllee Ipeasarao
usMmenitame habpuke Beko u usrpamamwy
napKa u peKpeaTUBHOI IIPOCTOpa Ha CIIOPHO]
gokanuju. Kao ocHoBa m3paaum HOBOT
[Inana geraspbHe peryJaiuje KopuiiheH je
Tenepannu ypbanuctuuku miaan (TYID)
n3 2003. roguHe T/e je HAMeHA OBOT
6JI0Ka M3MetbeHa Y IPaJICKK [eHTap U KOju
HABO/IM /la PaHUjU JleTa/bHU TIJIAHOBU HUCY
obaBe3yjyhu yKOJIMKO Cy M3MEHE y CKJIay
ca I'YII-om.

Y pasroBopy ca TiMoM Tioptana [haumanka,
Anekcangpa Banosuh, nupexTop 3aBoma
3a 3allITUTy clIOMeHMnKa KyJaTtype beorpana
y HMeH3Uju u ayTtop A0 Tajga Baxkeher
JleraspHor ypOaHUCTUYKOT ILIaHa, 0CeOHO
Harsamasa jga pagau TuMm I[EII-a He 6u

5 ,Napad na Beogradsku tvrdjavu“, Marijana Mi-
losavljevc http://pistaljka.rs/home/read /143
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A year later, in December 2009, the As-
sembly’s decision was published in the
Oificial Gazette. It is only then that the
general public was acquainted with the
fact that there had been an amendment
to the City Plan concerning the afore-
mentioned bloc near the Belgrade For-
tress. The decision published in the Of-
ficial Gazette stated that the CPUD had
drafted the amendment to the City Plan
and that this had been financed by the
company Property Development. The
initiative WHO BUILDS THE CITY
drew attention to the fact that the law
states the first thing to do when making
an amendment to a city planning docu-
ment is to ascertain the public interest.
[t also alerted the public to the fact that,
paradoxically, a private investor had fi-
nanced the drafting of an amendment to
the City Plan, and how can this serve
the public interest.

Proper procedure requires that the
CPUD should have first made a pre-
liminary draft plan, to be forwarded to
the Planning Commission and the Stari
grad municipality. As a result, in sum-
mer 2011 the state organized a public
commission to review the draft plan. Ac-
cording to the initiative WHO BUILDS
THE CITY, at the meeting of this com-
mission, five objections were raised con-
cerning the amendment. They were de-
cided upon during the closed part of the
session and none of them were accepted.
No reasons were given for their rejec-
tion. The CPUD subsequently made the
final draft of the proposed amendment,
submitting it to the same commission
and the City Assembly. In March 2012
this amendment concerning the afore-
mentioned bloc was adopted. At that
moment the previously existing City
Plan, namely the 1969 Detailed Urban
Plan, which had envisaged relocating
the BEKO factory and building a pub-
lic park and a recreation centre at the
said location, ceased to be effective. The

cmeo O6utn yripyuer y Ipemmor Omnyke o
U3pajiu TJIAHA JIeTa/bHe peryJialuje CIIopHOT
6JI0Ka, TIOIITO CY CBU JOCA/IAIIHU YUECHUTIN
y uspaau leHepasnor miana u ypehema
rpajia IbUXOBU CAJIAIIHY UM HEKAIAIITEHI
yjiaHoBu. TBpAM na cy ,CBU KOju Cy
panuian Ha [eHepannom riany, 3a padyH
Georpajicke BJiajie, KaCHUje HOOMIN 110CA0
KOJI HHBECTUTOPA, KaKO O y HUXOBOM
UHTEPECY UCKOPUCTHUIIN JIBOCMUCTEHOCTH
3akoHa, Koju cy camu (opmyaucanm.”
[Toasnaum ga ce Mopa 3ayCTaBUTH MPaKCa
HapIvjaTHoOr peliaBarba KOMILIEKca W [a
je Jlera/bHuM ypOAHUCTUYKUM IJIAHOM
,2HauesHo saTa MoryhHocT Tpancdopmaiije
HaMeHe, aju He Ja O TOMEe OJAJydyje
UHBECTUTOP U TPOjEKTAHTCKU TUM."
Jy6paska Cexysmh kpo3 unuijarusy KO
I'PAJ/IN TPA/l y oBaj caryuaj yBoau nutama
npaBa Ha rpaj u yruiaja rpahana. Vcruye
na ce npuda GoKycupaia Ha OJrOBOPHOCT
u ysory Peny6imukor 3aBojia 3a 3alITUTy
CIIOMEHUKa KyaType (Mako je 6Uo yK/bydeH
n 3aBoj Tpasa beorpama) m goBoaM y
NUTAIbe KOJMKY je KalainuTeT U CTBapHA
moryhHoct Penybmukor 3aBoga aa Oyje
OGpaHa jaBHOT MHTEpeca Koja IPOAKTUBHO
pasMuIiba 0 OyayhHOCTH.

Menuju cy npeHenau Ja je TOYETKOM
roJ[MHE 3aI0YeTo parrduiihaBambe Tepeta,
MAKO I0CTOje TITeKyalije 0 HepeleHuM
MMOBUHCKHUM OJIHOCHMA HA JIATO] JIOKAIH]U.
[loverak aBrycTa U3HEAPHO je U HOBY TypY
perjiepa oji crpaHe cryauja 3axe Xaau MTo
yKasyje /ia ce Ha MPOjeKTy aKTUBHO PaJIH.
WNmnak, To He TapaHTyje HeroBy U3rpajiby
jep ce jorn yBek yeka Ha motpebHe J103BOJE.
Y melyyBpemeny, apXUTEKTOHCKH CTYIHO
3axe Xaaup je y sKUKU KOHTPaBep3e 0KO
3rpajie Tproaukor mentpa lamakcn Coxo y
[lexunry, Koja je 3aBpiiieHa MPOIILTE TOANHE
(Galaxy Soho). Hakoun 1mto ce mpojekar
HAIA0 Y KOHKypeHuju 3a JIyGeTKUuHOBY
HArpajy 3a MHTEPHAIINOHAIHY aPXUTEKTYPY
Kojy cBake rojnuHe ponaembyje PUDBA,
[lenTap 3a 3amTuty KyJaTypHOr Hacieha
y Ilekunry ymyTuo je oTBOpPeHO MHUCMO
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2003 General Urban Plan had served
as a basis for making the Amended De-
tailed Regulation Plan. It did envisage
that the designation of this bloc could
be changed to incorporate contents ap-
propriate for the city centre. It stated
that the previous City Plan would not be
binding if the changes to the envisaged
location were to be made in compliance
with the General Urban Plan.

In an interview with the Whistleblower®
website, Aleksandra Banovic, the direc-
tor of the Institute for Monument Pro-
tection of the City of Belgrade and the
author of the earlier Detailed Regula-
tion Plan, emphasized that the CPUD
employees ought to have been excluded
from making the draft decision of the
City Plan for this bloc given the fact that
all former or present CPUD employees
had previously worked on making the
General Urban Plan and other urban
planning documents. She claimed that
“all those who had been commissioned
by the Belgrade Government to make
the General Plan were subsequently
employed by the investor so that ambi-
guities of the law they themselves had
written could be explored for the benefit
of the investor.“ She emphasised that
what needed to be stopped is this recur-
rent practice whereby blocs are regu-
lated by city planning documents. She
said that the City Plan did “in principle
envisage the possibility of amending the
original designation of the construction
site, but did not envisage an investor
and a project design team should make
such decision.” Focusing on this point,
the initiative WHO BUILDS THE CITY
and its founder Dubravka Sekulic have
drawn attention to issues which concern
citizens right to their city and what
influence they can have over it. She

5 ,An Assault on the Belgrade Fortress“ (,Napad na
Beogradsku tvrdjavu“) by Marijana Milosavljevic,
available at: http://pistaljka.rs/home/read /143
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