Apstrakt 

Jedan od najznačajnijih beogradski urbanista, Vladimir Macura (1942), u razgovoru sa istoričarom arhitekture Bojanom Bojanićem, govori o svojim pogledima na materiju grada, o projektima na kojima je radio i o rezultatima koji su postignuti u sferi planiranja u Beogradu. Macura je završio Arhitektonski fakultet u Beogradu i kasnije je doktorirao na temi transformacije tradicionalne srpske varoši u moderan grad na prelazu 19. u 20. vek, tačnije starinske čaršije u moderan centar grada. Osnivač je Centra za planiranje urbanog razvoja pri Beograd-projektu (CEP), bio je redovni profesor na odseku Pejzažna arhitektura, naučni savetnik u Institutu za arhitekturu i urbanizam Srbije (IAUS) i direktor Urbanističkog zavoda Beograda. Njegova profesionalna karijera prožeta je naučnim radovima i terenskim realnim urbanističkim zadacima. Autor i koautor je desetak knjiga i velikog broja naučnih i stručnih članaka.

Macura u ovom razgovoru govori o materiji grada na osnovu iskustva i poznavanja urbane situacije u Srbiji, a posebno u Beogradu. Veruje da gradovima ovog područja, kada se ima u vidu njihov istorijski, socijalni, ekonomski i envajermentalni kontekst, odgovaraju umerenost u ambicijama i postepena kristalizacija ideja, kao i na njima zasnovane realizacije. Macura je uveren da obazrivo čuvanje urbanih vrednosti, što je mnogo šire od zaštite spomenika, vodi do ambijenata bliskih ljudima. U intervjuu se govori o Generalnom planu Beograda (GPB) i kontinualnom pristupu koji je uveden posle 2000. god. kao realna potreba da se odgovori na zahteve vremena, ali i da se održi dugoročna vizija grada (Sl. 10). Drugim rečima, Macura veruje da planovi treba da podržavaju životne procese, a ne mrtve slike zamišljene budućnosti. U razgovoru je i reč o kontinuitetu i diskontinuitetu ideja i realizacija, o starim idejama koje su u GPB interpretirane na tehnički, oblikovno i sistematski novi način (Sl. 11 i 12), o rubnim zonama grada (Sl. 13) i unapređivanju romskih naselja (Sl. 8 i 9). Jedna posebna tema razgovora je prirodno jezgro Beograda, a to je širi predeo ušća Save u Dunav. Macura se ovom temom bavi od ranih 80-ih godina prošlog veka, prvenstveno sa stanovišta skladne ravnoteže prirodnih činilaca, koji su u zoni Ušća u velikoj meri očuvani – Ušće je jedno od najvećih staništa ptica u Evropi, i mogućih turističkih, rekreativnih i transportnih funkcija. Jedan od predloga, o kome u intervjuu ima govora, jeste izgradnja zaobilaznog plovnog kanala za težak tranzitni vodeni saobraćaj, kanala koji bi trebalo da Ušće prepusti beloj floti, ljubiteljima prirode i reke, turistima u jednom zaštićenom i prirodi bliskom predelu. Intervju se završava kritikom nekoliko svežijih beogradskih projekata koji svojom arhitekturom mogu da doprinesu smanjenju identiteta i lepote Beograda. Macura veruje da je jedan od važnih poslova arhitekte da doprinese očuvanju regionalnog arhitektonskog diverziteta i da bi ilustrovao svoj stav prikazuje projekat za stambeno naselje Pod Dubovicom u Budvi (Sl. 4 i 15).

Slike za intervju sa Bojanom Bojanicem

Slika 1 nema potpis

Slika 2: V. Macura: Portret slikara Radomira Džonija Reljića, ulje na lesonitu 22 x 30,5 cm

Slika 3.: Godine 1968 Macura provodi u Nju Jorku nekoliko meseci. Iz tog vremena je skica Gugejnhaim muzeja Frenk Lojd Rajta, 20 x 17 cm,  tuš i papir

Slika 4.: D. Ivančević i V. Macura, 1980 - 1981: Stambeno naselje Pod Dubovicom, Budva, bilo je inspirisano arhitekturom Paštrovića, regionalnom, narodnom, a sastojalo se od oko 40 dvojnih kuća (80 stanova) namenjenih postradalima u zemljotresu 1979. Savetnici u ovom poslu bili su Prof M. Pantović i arhitekte M. Bobić, M. Ferenčak i glavni urbanista Budve P. Perović. Slika a: Jedan od prilaza kućama. Slika b: Unutrašnji ambijent „malog susedstva“. Projekat Stambeno naselje Pod Dubovicom na Salonu arhitekture 1981 je dobio priznanje za ostvarene ambijentalne vrednosti i korišćenje jednostavnih i racionalnih materijala

5. Jedan os skica iz serije Ispitivanje mogućnosti očuvanja Ušća Save u Dunav sa izgledom koji bi bio prirodi blizak koje je Macura radio 1983. U varijanti koja je prikazana na ovoj skici plovni put ne ide maticom Dunava, kao što je to danas, već zaobilaznim plovnim kanalom.

Slika 6: Na karti iz 1923 (slika a) prikazano je tadašnje stanje Ušća Save u Dunav sa Ratnim ostrvom u središtu. Macura i Đ. Bobić su 1990 ispitivali faznu izgradnju zaobilaznog plovnog puta koji bi omogućio da Ušće postane turističko rekreativna akvatorija (slika b) Ova postavka ispitivana je i 2011 – 2012 u okviru Studije prirodnog jezgra Beograda (skica c: koncept, slika d: moguće rešenje) (vidi i sliku 7)

Slika 7.: Početna sesija četiri radionička tima koja su u toku tri dana na po dva lista papira radila u Urbanističkom zavodu na temi reka, obala, i priobalja u široj zoni ušća Save u Dunav. Ovaj rad je bio deo Studije priobalja – Druga faza: Prirodno jezgro Beograda koji je u Urbanističkom zavodu vodila direktorka Žaklina Gligorijević. Macura je u ovom projektu bio konsultant.

Slika 8. Grad Beograd je 2006 formirao Komisiju za romsku problematiku, na čijem čelu je bio Živojin Mitrović, jedan od najvažnijih romskih lidera Srbije. Komisija se bavila i pitanjem trajnog smeštaja ljudi koji su živeli ispod mosta Gazela. Zajedno sa predstavnicima Roma iz Gazele, V. Macura, M. Đurić i Ž. Mitrović napravili su za ovaj svet jedan projekat sa oko 120 kuća u nizu koji nažalost nije ostvaren. Godine 2008 projekat je dobio specijalno priznanje za Evropu na HolcimAwards Competition for sustinable constructions
Slika 9. V. Macura, J. Cvejić, A. Mitrović, Z. Mujbegović 1992: Detalji sa konkursnog rada Sustainable Renewal of the Eagle's Nest Gypsy Enclave, pobednički rad na međunarodnom projektantskom konkursu "A Call for Sustainable Community Solutions", American Institute of Architects and International Union of Architects, Washington and Paris, 3 lista 68 x 54 cm, 12 stranica teksta. Slike a. pokazuju stanje Orlovskog naselja početkom 1990-ih, a slika b. i predlog našeg konkursnog rada za unapređivanje ovog naselja

Slika 10: Generalni plan Beograda do 2021 može da se menja i dopunjuje prema aktuelnim potrebama što daje realne šanse Beogradu da kontroliše ravnotežu između današnjih zahteva i poželjne budućnosti. Sl. 10a) Početni Generalni plan iz 2003, Sl. 10b) Modifikacija plana iz 2007, Sl. 10c) Modifikacija plana, 2009. (Izvori: http://www.beograd.rs/cms/view.php?id=1124 ; M. Ferenčak)

Slika 11 Promena ideje za rešenje Ušća reke Save u reku Dunav prikazana je na ova dva plana. Slika 11a prikazuje rešenje prema Generalnom urbanističkom planu iz 1951 gde je primenjena zamisli Đorđa Pavloviča Kovaljevskog iz 1923 da se Ratno ostrvo spoji sa kopnom i da se od levog rukavca Dunava formira jezero (vidi sliku 12a). Generalni plan iz 1972 je odustao od ove zamisli i ratno ostrvo sa širom zonom Ušća video kao prirodi blisko područje. Inicijator promene stava bio je arhitekta Ljubomir Lukioć Ta zamisao je potvrđena generalnim planovima 1985 i 2003 i danas je realizovana (vidi sliku 10).

Slika 12a: Đorđe Pavlovič Kovaljevski, Šef biroa Generalnog plana Beograda, 1923: Generalni plan za grad Beograd. Razrada područja između Starog Beograda i Zemuna koje je u prvim decenijama 20. veka bilo pod močvarama, a gde će posle II svetskog rata biti izgrađen Novi Beograd. Ovaj skica Kovaljevskog se često uzima kao početak planiranja Novog Beograda. Slika 12b: Plan Kovaljevskog za teren budućeg Novog Beograda iz 1932 (Izvor: Antonić, G, 2012) Zamisli Kovaljevskog da se Ratno ostrvo spoji sa kopnom i da se od levog rukavca Dunava formira jezero zadržane su u beogradskom urbanizmu sve do 1972 godine

Slika 13.: Jarko ljubičasta boja na ovoj karti označava naselja, delove Beograda i manje krajeve koji su spontano nastali najvećim delom u drugoj polovini 20. veka. Ova karta je deo Generalnog plana Beograda 2021 (verzija 2003).

Slika 14.: Karta prikazuje Trajna dobra Beograda. Karta je deo Generalnog plana Beograda 2021 (verzija 2003). Beogradska tvrđava, Kalemegdan i njihov širi prostor zahtevaju pažljivo uklapanje novih objekata u postojeći ambijent. 

Slika 15: Maslina redni broj 62 fotografisana iz pravaca Sever, Jug, Istok i Zapad bila je jedan od oko 80 stabala koje su Ivančević i Macura snimili na lokaciji za izgradnju stambenog naselja Pod Dubovicom u Budvi, 1980 (vidi sliku 4). Fotografije ovih stabala i njihov geodetski snimak su pomogli da se kuće postave tako da se što manje drveća poseče. Sačuvano je oko 80% stabala.
Abstract

Vladimir Macura (1942), one of Belgrade’s most important urban planners, talks with architectural historian Bojan Bojanić about his views on the subject of the city, the projects he has worked on and their results in the area of Belgrade’s urban planning. Macura graduated from the Faculty of Architecture and later completed his doctorate on the subject of the transformation of traditional Serbian market towns into modern towns at the turn of the 20th century. He founded the Center for Urban Development Planning (CEP) within Beograd-Projekt, was a full professor in the Department of Landscape Architecture, was a research fellow at the Institute of Architecture and Urban Planning of Serbia (IAUS) and was director of the Belgrade Urban Planning Institute. His professional career is filled with scholarly papers and real urban planning projects on the ground. He is the author and coauthor of a dozen books and a large number of scholarly and professional articles.

In this conversation Macura talks about the city based on his experience and knowledge of the urban planning situation in Serbia, Belgrade in particular. Bearing in mind the historical, social, economic and environmental context of the towns in the region, he believes that what suits them best is moderate ambitions and a gradual crystallization of ideas, and what arises through them. Macura is convinced that vigilantly preserving urban values beyond the scope of protecting monuments leads to people-friendly environments. He talks about Belgrade’s Master Plan (GPB) and the continuous approach that was introduced after 2000 as a real need to reply to the demands of the time, while keeping to a long-term vision of the city (Fig. 10). In other words, Macura believes that plans should support vital processes and not dead images of an envisaged future. He also speaks about the continuity and discontinuity of ideas and implementations, about old ideas that were interpreted in the GPB in a technically, formatively and systematically new way (Figs. 11 and 12), about the city’s peripheral zones (Fig. 13) and improving Roma settlements (Figs. 8 and 9). A special topic of the interview is Belgrade’s nature center, which is the broader region of the Sava River’s confluence into the Danube River. Macura has been involved in this topic since the early 1980s, primarily from the viewpoint of a harmonious balance between natural factors that have been greatly preserved in the Ušće (Confluence) zone – it is one of the largest bird habitats in Europe with possible tourist, recreational and transportation functions. One of the proposals discussed in the interview is the construction of a bypass waterway for heavy transit river traffic, which would leave Ušćе for recreational boats, nature and river lovers, and tourists in a protected area close to nature. The interview ends with criticism of several new Belgrade projects whose architecture might diminish Belgrade’s identity and beauty. Macura believes that one of the important jobs of an architect is to help preserve regional architectural diversity, using the Pod Dubovicom (Under the Oak) residential neighborhood in Budva to illustrate his point (Figs. 4 and 5).

Figures for the interview with Bojan Bojanić

Fig. 1: no caption

Fig. 2: Macura: Portrait of painter Radomir Džonije Reljić, oil on hardboard 22 x 30.5 cm.

Fig. 3: Macura spent several months in New York in 1968. This drawing of the Guggenheim Museum by Frank Lloyd Wright dates from that time, 20 x 17 cm, India ink and paper.

Fig. 4: D. Ivančević and V. Macura, 1980-1981: Pod Dubovicom residential neighborhood, Budva, was inspired by the architecture of Paštrović, regional, folk, and consisted of around 40 semidetached houses (80 apartments) intended for victims of the 1979 earthquake. Those associated with the project included Prof. M. Pantović and architects M. Bobić, M. Ferenčak and Budva’s head city planner P. Perović. Photo (a): one of the accesses to the houses. Photo (b): interior atmosphere of the “small neighborhood”. The Pod Dubovicom residential neighborhood project received acknowledgement at the 1981 Salon of Architecture for its environmental values and the use of simple and rational building materials.

Fig. 5: One of the drawings from the series Examining the possibilities of preserving the Sava River’s confluence into the Danube River with a close-to-nature look made by Macura in 1983. In the version shown on the drawing, the navigation route does not go along the Danube as it does today, rather it goes through a bypass waterway.

Fig. 6: The 1923 map (a) shows the state of the Sava River’s confluence into the Danube with Ratno Ostrvo (War Island) in the middle. In 1990 Macura and Đ. Bobić examined the phased construction of a bypass waterway that would enable Ušće to become a tourist-recreational marine zone (b). This proposition was examined again in 2011-2012 within the Study of Belgrade’s nature center ((c): rough draft, (d): possible solution) (see Fig. 7).

Fig. 7: First session of four workshop teams that worked for three days on two sheets of paper each in the Urban Planning Institute on the topic of rivers, riverbanks and riverside areas in the broader zone of the Sava River’s confluence into the Danube. This was part of the Riverside Study – Second Phase: Belgrade’s nature center in the Urban Planning Institute led by its director Žaklina Gligorijević. Macura was a consultant on the project.

Fig. 8: In 2006 the city of Belgrade formed a Commission for Roma Issues headed by Živojin Mitrović, one of the most important Roma leaders in Serbia. The Commission was involved in the matter of permanent lodgings for people living under the Gazela bridge. Together with Roma representatives from Gazela, V. Macura, M. Đurić and Ž. Mitrović elaborated a project for these people with around 120 row houses. Unfortunately it was not carried out but in 2008 it received an acknowledgement prize for Europe at the Holcim Awards Competition for Sustainable Construction.

Fig. 9: V. Macura, J. Cvejić, A. Mitrović, Z. Mujbegović 1992: Detail from the competition entry Sustainable Renewal of the Eagle’s Nest Gypsy Enclave, winner of the international competition “A Call for Sustainable Community Solutions”, American Institute of Architects and International Union of Architects, Washington and Paris, 3 sheets 68 x 54 cm, 12 pages of text. Photo (a) shows the state of Orlovsko Naselje at the beginning of the 1990s and (b) shows the proposal of the competition entry to improve the settlement. 

Fig. 10: Belgrade’s 2021 Master Plan can be amended according to current needs, giving Belgrade real prospects of controlling the balance between today’s requirements and what is wanted in the future. Fig a) Initial Master plan from 2003; Fig 10b) Modified plan, 2007. 10c) Modified plan, 2009. (Sources: http://www.beograd.rs/cms/view.php?id=1124 ; M. Ferenčak)

Fig. 11: These two plans show a change of mind regarding what to do with the Sava River’s confluence into the Danube River. (a) shows the 1951 Master Plan’s implementation of Đorđe Pavlovič Kovaljevski’s 1923 idea of connecting Ratno Ostrvo to land and forming a lake out of the Danube’s left channel (see Fig. 12 (a)). The 1972 Master Plan abandoned this idea and Ratno Ostrvo with the broader confluence was seen as an area close to nature. Architect Ljubomir Lukić initiated the change of opinion. This idea was confirmed by the 1985 and 2003 master plans and has been put into effect today (see Fig. 10)

Fig. 12: (a) Đorđe Pavlovič Kovaljevski, head of the Belgrade Master Plan office, 1923: Master Plan of the City of Belgrade. Development of the area between Old Belgrade and Zemun that was marshland in the first decades of the 20th century where New Belgrade would be built after World War II. This drawing by Kovaljevski is often taken as the beginning of New Belgrade’s planning stage. (b) Kovaljevski’s 1932 plan for New Belgrade (Source, G. Antonić, 2012). Kovaljevski’s ideas of connecting Ratno Ostrvo to land and forming a lake out of the Danube’s left channel were upheld in Belgrade urban planning until 1972.

Fig. 13: The bright purple color on the map denotes settlements, parts of Belgrade and smaller areas that spontaneously arose mostly in the second half of the 20th century. The map is part of Belgrade’s 2021 Master Plan (2003 version).

Fig. 14: The map shows Belgrade’s durable goods and is part of Belgrade’s 2021 Master Plan (2003 version). Belgrade’s fortress, Kalemegdan, and its broader area require that new buildings be carefully integrated into the existing environment.

Fig. 15: Olive tree no. 62 photographed from the north, south, east and west was one of around 80 trees photographed by Ivančević and Macura on the construction site of the Pod Dubovicom neighborhood in Budva, 1980 (see Fig. 4). The photographs of these trees and their geodetic surveying helped to position the houses so that as few trees as possible were cut down. Around 80% were preserved.
