PapoBu y oBom Opojy pednekTyjy packopak Koju moctoju
u3mehy pasnuumTux aktepa Koju ce 6ase u3rpaheHom
CpeuHOM U CpeficTaBa KojuMa ce MpUTOM CN1yXe, a Koju ce
HauesIHO MOTY CBPCTATU y [iBe BENuKe rpyne: jefHy Koja je
MnoBe3aHa a NPaKkCcoM 1 fieflyje Ha 0CHOBY UHCTUTYLMOHANHOT
11 NPaBHOT OKBWpa W NPOMMCaHNX NpoLieaypa, a Apyry YuHU
aKaJileMCKu Kpyr Koju Jenyje y rpaHuLama CBOjux TeOpujcKIX
obnacn. (a jemHe (TpaHe, uecT pe3ynTat y npakcm cy
napuujajiHe, HecucTematcke WHTepBeHUMje Yy MpocTopy
Koje He yBaaBajy CNOXEHOCT MPOCTOpHe npobnematuke.
(a apyre cTpaHe, Teopujcku JOMPUHOCK HAyuHe W CTPYyHe
jaBHOCTM UMajy Beoma Maso yTuuaja y cdepi KOHKpETHUX
peanu3avja, ocTajyfiv Hajuelwfie Ha HUBOY AWjarHOCTUKOBAbA
npobnema M npepnarama pellerma Koja HUCY JOBOBHO
BMAJbMBA U JOCTYMHA akTepuma y npakcu. Moctoju Bennku
0poj CTpaTelwKux AOKYMEHaTa W1 jaBHUX NOAMTUKA Koju
6u Tpebano pa 6bymy mocmaTpaHu UHTErpasiHoO, 3ajedHo ca
3aKOHCKUM [JOKYMEHTMMA, Nk OHW NpN LOHOLUeHY NaHoBa
6uBajy Hajuewhe 3aHemapeHu, ¢ 063Upom Aa HUCY MpPaBHO
o6ase3yjyhn. Wctuue ce umbeHWua fa je nnaHuparoe
KOHTEKCTyaslHo YCNOB/beHa [enaTHoCT, Te fJa npomeHa
KOHTEKCTa 3axTeBa M MPOMEHY MOJeNa Ha OCHOBY KOjux ce
ynpas/ba NPOCTOPHUM Pecypcuma, a npe Ceera ce WTUTY jaBHu
UHTepeC. Ynora KOMMETEHTHUX MOjefuHaLa y TOM CMuCTy
nocTaje KIbyyHa 3a pasfuky of nepuoda Kada je ctpyka buna
3awWwTuheHa CMCTeMOM ynpaB/batba y KOMe je UMana jacHo
AeduHucady fpywrseny ynory. (yrepue ce Aa ce 3HayajHu
MoMaLy MOTY YUMHUTM KPO3 efyKaLujy U Kpeuparbe HOBMX
npoduna CTpyurbaka Koju objesunmbyjy NpakTUYHO UCKYCTBO,
TEOPUjy U KPUTMUKO Pa3MULLIbatbe.
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The papers in this issue reflect the existing gap between
various actors involved in creating the built environment and
the resources they use. Those actors can be generally divided
into two major groups, the first of which is related to practice,
and it operates based on the institutional and legal framework
and prescribed procedures. The second is related to academic
circles and their theoretical fields. On one hand, results in
practice are frequently partial, unsystematic interventions in
space that do not take into account the complexity of spatial
issues. On the other, the theoretical contributions of the
scientific and professional public have very little influence in
the field of actual implementations, remaining mostly at the
level of diagnosing problems and proposing solutions that are
not sufficiently visible and accessible to actors in practice. There
are a large number of strategic documents and public policies
that should be considered integrally, together with legal
documents, but they are most often neglected when making
plans since they are not legally binding. This issue emphasizes
the fact that planning is a contextually conditioned activity,
and that the change of context requires a change of the model
based on which spatial resources are managed and public
interest is protected. The role of competent individuals in this
regard is crucial, in contrast to the period when the profession
was protected by a management system in which it had a
clearly defined social role. The issue suggests that significant
advances can be made through education and the creation of
new profiles of professionals that combine practical experience,
theory, and critical thinking.



