
┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃
┃
┃
┃
┃

┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃
┃┃┃

┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃
┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃



DOCONF/2023ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

Facing Post-Socialist Urban Heritage 

  



ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

DOCONF2023 / Budapest / http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 1 

FACING POST-SOCIALIST URBAN HERITAGE 
PROCEEDINGS 

DOCONF2023 / conference 
5-6-7 t h  October  2023,  Budapest,  Hungary   

http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 

Proceedings of the 5th international doctoral−postdoctoral conference organized by the 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, Faculty of Architecture, Budapest University of 
Technology and Economics (BME) and the Foundation for Urban Design, Budapest. 

 
  

http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/


DOCONF/2023ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

2 Facing Post-Socialist Urban Heritage 

Organizers: 
BME Department of Urban Planning and Design  
 
Foundation for Urban Design (Városépítészetért Alapítvány, Budapest) 
 
Partners: 
BME Faculty of Architecture Future Fund Program (BME Építészmérnöki Kar Jövő Alap Program) 
National Cultural Fund of Hungary (Nemzeti Kulturális Alap)  
Contemporary Architecture Center (Kortárs Építészeti Központ)  
MTA Hungarian Academy of Sciences, VI. Section of Engineering Sciences, Committee on 
Architecture, Standing Committee on Urban Planning and Design 
Docomomo / ISC Urbanism + Landscape 
 
 
 
 
 
© BME Department of Urban Planning and Design, 2023. 
Editor: Melinda BENKŐ 
Design and technical edition by: Györgyi CSANÁDI-SZIKSZAY, Károly ZUBEK 
Photos: Tamás FENES  
 
ISBN 978-963-421-932-3 
 
All rights reserved. 
The e-proceeding is open access.  
http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 
 
Disclaimer: the language of the articles is the responsibility of the authors. 
 
Publisher: 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, Faculty of Architecture 
Budapest University of Technology and Economics (BME) 
H-1111 Budapest, Műegyetem rkp. 3. 
Tel.: +361463-1319 
E-mail: info@urb.bme.hu 
www.urb.bme.hu 
 

https://urb.bme.hu/
https://epitesz.bme.hu/rolunk/a-kar/jovo-alap/
https://nka.hu/
https://kek.org.hu/
https://mta.hu/vi-osztaly/tudomanyos-bizottsagok-105558%23epiteszeti_tudomanyos_bizottsag
https://mta.hu/vi-osztaly/tudomanyos-bizottsagok-105558%23epiteszeti_tudomanyos_bizottsag
https://www.docomomo.com/
http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/
https://urb.bme.hu/
mailto:info@urb.bme.hu
http://www.urb.bme.hu/


┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃
┃
┃
┃
┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃

┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃
┃┃┃

┃┃┃┃┃┃┃┃

5 opening & 6-7 October 2023, Budapest, Hungary

Faculty of Architecture / Budapest University of Technology and Economics (BME) / https://urb.bme.hu/
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FOREWORD 

The bi-annual DOCONF series provides a comparative overview of current doctoral 
research in architecture, urban design, urban planning, and landscape architecture 
focusing on the urban challenges related to the inherited environment of post-socialist 
cities in Central and Eastern Europe (CEE) and post-Soviet Asia.  
DOCONF2023 proposed five thematic sessions: leisurescapes, industrial sites, mass 
housing neighbourhoods, public spaces, and heritage. Each session was prepared, 
proofread, and moderated by members of the scientific board, who are university 
teachers, and in most cases also doctoral supervisors either at the BME Department 
of Urban Planning and Design, Budapest, at a university in another post-socialist city 
(Belgrade, Bratislava, Bucharest, Cluj, Prague, Sofia) or in a Western country 
(France, Germany, Italy, Netherland, Scotland, Switzerland). 
The organizers, the BME Department of Urban Planning and Design and the 
Foundation for Urban Design wish to promote international cooperation facilitating 
academic network building for scholars active in these specific fields of research 
through meeting in person to teach and learn from each other. Nevertheless, 
DOCONF2023 featured successive sessions consisting of presentations and 
discussions among scholars. This year the selected 36 speakers - doctoral students, 
candidates, and post-doctoral researchers (holding a doctorate degree for less than 5 
years at the time of the conference) - study at various doctoral schools of thirteen 
European countries and make their research on post-socialist urban issues. We 
believe that the DOCONF conference series is an important step towards learning 
about each other’s research fields, comparing research methods, giving presentations, 
and writing academic papers published in this open access, double proofread e-
Proceedings. 
 
As DOCONF’s Founder and Chair, I would like to thank you all for being active in this 
shared experience, working on (preparing or proofreading) papers, and presenting and 
participating in the discussions in Budapest on October 5th, 6th and 7th, 2023. In 
addition, I would like to say a big thanks to my colleagues, especially Anikó 
BOSÁNSZKI, Dr Bálint KÁDÁR PhD, Dr Árpád SZABÓ DLA, Dr Domonkos 
WETTSTEIN PhD, and students at the BME Department of Urban Planning and 
Design for their contribution to the success of the 5th DOCONF. 
 
I hope that we continue the DOCONF series in Budapest, this exceptional international 
doctoral meeting, and we contribute to the learning and teaching activity of the future 
generation scholars focusing on the challenges of the post-socialist urban heritage. 
 
http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 
See you in 2025! 
 
Budapest, 07th October 2023 

Dr. Melinda BENKŐ habil. Ph.D. 
Founder and Chair of DOCONF series 

 



DOCONF/2023ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

6 Facing Post-Socialist Urban Heritage 

  



ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

DOCONF2023 / Budapest / http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 7 

  

SCIENTIFIC BOARD 



DOCONF/2023ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

8 Facing Post-Socialist Urban Heritage 
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Department of Urban Planning and Design (URB), Faculty of Architecture (FA), 
Budapest University of Technology and Economics (BME), Budapest, Hungary (Hu) 
 
Secretary of the DOCONF series: 
Dr. Domonkos WETTSTEIN PhD 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
 

Members of the Scientific Board of the DOCONF2023: 

Proofreaders of the full papers ■ 

Moderators of the sessions in Budapest • 
 
 
Dr. habil. Melinda BENKŐ PhD ■ • 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
Prof. Aleksandra DJUKIĆ PhD ■ • 
Department of Urbanism, Faculty of Architecture, University of Belgrade, Serbia 
Dr. Botond DOBOS DLA ■ 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
Prof. Barbara ENGEL PhD ■ 
Department of Architecture, Karlsruhe Institute of Technology, Germany 
Dr. Willeminj Wilms FLOET PhD ■ • 
Faculty of Architecture and the Built Environment, Delft University of Technology, 
Netherland 
Dr. Mariann FONYÓDI PhD ■ 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
Prof. Miles GLENDINNING PhD ■ • 
College of Art, University of Edinburg, Scotland, UK 
Dr. Gergely HORY PhD ■ 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
Dr. Bálint KÁDÁR PhD ■ • 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
Dr. Daniel KISS PhD ■ • 
ETH Zurich, Network City Landscape, Switzerland 
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■ Dr. Kornélia KISSFAZEKAS PhD 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 

■ • Prof. Richard KLEIN PhD HDR 
Lille School of Architecture and Landscape, France 

■ • Prof. Angelica STAN habil. PhD 
Department of Landscape and Urban Planning, Faculty of Urbanism,  

Ion Mincu University of Architecture and Urbanism, Bucharest, Romania 
■ • Dr. Árpád SZABÓ DLA 

Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
■ Dr. Julianna SZABÓ PhD 

Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 
■ • Dr. habil David TICHY PhD 

Department of Building Theory, Faculty of Architecture,  
Czech Technical University in Prague, Czech Republic 

■ • Prof. Endre VÁNYOLOS DLA 
Faculty of Technical and Human Sciences of Sapientia /  

Hungarian University of Transylvania, Cluj-Napoca, Romania 
■ • Dr. Federica VISCONTI PhD 

Department of Architecture, Federico II Naples University, Italy 
■ Prof. Ľubica VITKOVA PhD 

Department of Urban Design and Planning, Faculty of Architecture and Design, 
Slovak University of Technology in Bratislava, Slovak Republic 

■ • Dr. Domonkos WETTSTEIN PhD 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, FA-BME, Hu 

■ • Dr. Veneta ZLATINA-PAVLOVA 
Department of Urban Planning, University of Architecture, Civil Engineering, and 

Geodesy, Sofia, Bg 
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5th OCT 2023 / THURSDAY  
venue: BME, 1111 Budapest, Műegyetem rkp. 3. / 2nd. floor room 10 
17:00pm – 18.00pm BME guided walk 
18:00pm – 21.00pm OPENING 
 
Prof. János LEVENDOVSZKY DSc / Vice-Rector for Science and Innovation, 
Budapest University of Technology and Economics, BME  

Dr. Bálint KÁDÁR PhD / Vice-Dean for Science, Faculty of Architecture & Associate 
Professor of the Department of Urban Planning and Design, BME  

Dr. Melinda BENKŐ, habil. PhD / Founder and Chair of the DOCONF conference 
series, Associate Professor at the Department of Urban Planning and Design, BME & 
Head of Standing Committee on Urban Planning and Design, Hungarian Academy of 
Sciences 
 
6th OCT 2023 / FRIDAY  
venue: BME, 1111 Budapest, Műegyetem rkp. 3. / 2nd. floor room 10 
9:00am – 11:00am LEISURESCAPES 
Chairs:  
Dr. Domonkos WETTSTEIN PhD / BME, Budapest, Hu  
Dr. Dániel KISS PhD / Zürich, Ch  
Dr. Federica VISCONTI PhD / Naples, I 

Ágnes BERTYÁK / BME, Budapest, Hu p090 
co-author: Dr. Kornélia KISSFAZEKAS PhD / Hu-BME 

Border situation – case study of Őrség area, Hungary 

Elena ANDONOVA / Madrid E  p030 
co-author: Prof. María Cristina GARCÍA GONZÁLEZ PhD 

"Sur les pavés, la plage!" Societal self-management shaped leisure, post-socialism 
denounced it: a case study of SRC Treska, North Macedonia  

Kinga SÁMSON / BME, Budapest, Hu  p316 
The bittersweet story of the Hungarian amusement parks 

Alexandra Ioana RADU / Bucharest, Ro p306 
Painting the Postcard - Sunset on Commercial Centers, Bars and Restaurants, 
Romania 

Ruxandra BALCANU / Bucharest, Ro p066 
(RE)Use of communist sports public spaces in Romania 

Gabriel SILVA DANTAS / Budapest, Hu  p326 
co-authors: Mayte ALEJANDRA CUESTA TABARES & Dr. Réka Ildikó 
BÁTHORYNÉ NAGY PhD / Budapest, Hu 

Green-Regeneration of Modern heritage: The role of Green Infrastructure in Urban 
Morphology 

Károly ZUBEK / BME, Budapest, Hu  p432 
Late modern architectural heritage of Balatonalmádi in the online space 
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11:30am – 1:30pm INDUSTRIAL SITES 
Chairs:   
Dr. Árpád SZABÓ DLA / BME, Budapest, Hu  
Dr. Willeminj Wilms FLOET PhD / Delft, Nl  
Prof. Angelica STAN PhD / Bucharest, Ro 
 
Dóra SZUSZIK / BME, Budapest, Hu  p376 
Making acquaintance with a stranger. The patterns of the late modern buildings in the 
towns of Hajdú-Bihar County 
 
Ana Ileana ABOS / Cluj, Ro p018 
The transformation of the city centre image after 1948: A case study of Toplița and Tg. 
Mureș  
 
Daria VOLKOVA / Weimar, D  p408 
“Leave It For Now, It Will Hold On For a While ”: Slowly Unpacking Crisis of the 
Infrastructure in Mass Housing Neighborhoods of Aktau 
 
Yiping ZHANG / Gent, Be  p418 

co-authors: Prof. Yves SCHOONJANS & Prof. Gisèle GANTOIS  
Informal Transformation of Socialist Living Space:  Village of Powers in Harbin, China 
 
Jana KUBÁNKOVÁ / Prague, Cz p226 
Transformation of large housing estates in northwestern Bohemia as a necessary 
prerequisite for the resuscitation of a structurally affected region 
 
Uroš ANTIĆ / Niš, Sr p042 
 co-author: Dr. Ljiljana JEVREMOVIĆ PhD 
Effects of post-socialist industrial brownfields transformation on the revival of the 
historic urban network - a case study in the city of Niš, Serbia 
 
Ildikó LIHĂT / Bucharest, Ro  p238 
Brownfield Regeneration Possibilities for Supporting and Developing Green 
Infrastructure, Railways as green corridors, Transylvania, Romania 
 
 
3:00pm – 5:00pm MASS HOUSING NEIGHBORHOODS  
Chairs:  
Dr. Melinda BENKŐ habil. PhD / BME, Budapest, Hu   
Prof. Miles GLENDINNING PhD / Edinburg, Sco   
Dr. David TICHY habil PhD / Prague, Cz 
 
Bence BENE / BME, Budapest, Hu  p078 
Are they Urban Injections? : comparing the small-scale socialist housing estates in 
Budapest  
 
Olesya CHAGOVETS / Kharkiv, Ukr  p116 

co-author: Dr. Anastasiia BOZHENKO PhD 
From workers’ settlements to mass housing estates: evolution of post-socialist city 
(Kharkiv case)  
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Mariia TUMUREEVA / Karlsruhe, D  p388 
Renovation of mass residential development 
 
Mihajlo STOJANOVSKI / Skopje, NMK  p350 

co-author: Dr. Ana Ivanovska DESKOVA PhD 
Buildings, parks and humans: The case of Aerodrom Neighborhood, Skopje 
 
Ondřej CHUDÝ / Prague, Cz  p130 
Value and financial valuation of the transformation of modernistic housing estate’s 
structure 
 
Liudmila SLIVINSKAYA / Dortmund, D  p338 
Using Photography to Approach Space and Place in Mass Housing Estates  
 
Olga SUSLOVA / Paris, F  p364 
Continuities and Anti-Continuities of Post-Socialism: a Case of the worker’s settlement 
Narvskaya Zastava in Saint Petersburg, Russia 
 
 
 
 
7th OCT 2023 / SATURDAY  
Venue: KÉK, 1111 Budapest, Bartók Béla út 10-12. 
9:00am – 11:00am PUBLIC SPACES 
Chairs:  
Prof. Endre VÁNYOLÓS DLA / Cluj, Ro  
Dr. Melinda BENKŐ habil PhD / BME, Budapest, Hu  
Prof. Aleksandra DJUKIĆ PhD / Belgrade, Srb 
 
Krzysztof GROCHAL / Kraków, Pl  p190 
Spatial integrity of the socialist planned cities in Hungary. Comparative study of their 
urban cores. 
 
Dániel VASS / Cluj, Ro  p398 
Socialist-era civic centers in Romanian cities. Miercurea-Ciuc: a case study. 
 
Anna Kornélia LOSONCZY / BME, Budapest, Hu  p260 
Traditional, modern, or contemporary? – a main square's search for identity, District 
IV, Budapest 
 
Júlia BÖRÖNDY / Budapest, Hu  p106 
Introducing walking interview as a methodology to explore gendered socio-spatial 
relations - A case study, Budapest 
 
Valentina FESENKO / BME, Budapest, Hu  p168 

co-authors: Dr. Krisztina SOMOGYI PhD & Dr. Árpád SZABÓ DLA  
Public spaces analysis of Budapest’s Klauzál Square with a focus on perceived safety 
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Iva LOKAS / Belgrade, Srb  p250 
co-authors: Dr. Zoran DUKANIVIĆ PhD & Dr. Jelena MARIĆ PhD  

The Impact of Mixed Culture on Open Public Spaces in urban areas: A Case Study of 
Mega - Block 70, New Belgrade 
 
Rania Mohammad MATROUK / BME, Budapest, Hu  p272 

co-author: Dr. Shaha Mazen MATEIH PhD / Pécs, Hu 
Mobility network in Post-Socialist Mass Housing Neighborhoods: Case Studies of 
Havanna and Kőbánya-Újhegy Housing Estates from Budapest 
 
 
11:30am – 1:30pm HERITAGE  
Chairs:  
Dr. Bálint KÁDÁR PhD / BME, Budapest, Hu  
Prof. Richard KLEIN PhD HDR / Lille, F  
Dr. Veneta ZLATINA-PAVLOVA PhD / Sofia, Bg 
 
Flóra PERÉNYI / BME, Budapest, Hu  p296 
The legibility of the socialist cult building’s memorials. The case study of the Labour 
Movement Pantheon in Budapest 
 
Irena DRAGIYCHEVA / Sofia, Bg  p154 
The Place of the Civil Rituals in the Post-Socialist City 
 
Zsófia DOMBROVSZKY / BME, Budapest, Hu  p142 
 co-author: Balázs KEMES DLA 
Experimental Infrastructure of the Socialist Houses of Culture in Hungary 
 
Dimitra JEZDIMIROVIĆ / Novi Sad, Srb  p202 
Facing Yugoslav memorial parks in three case studies in the Republic of Serbia 
 
Bálint BALÁZS / Budapest, Hu p054 

co-authors: Iván Zsolt BERZE, Prof. György ALFÖLDI DLA, Prof. Andrea 
DÚLL PhD DSc 

Perceived attractiveness of the city’s features among residents: A case study in 
Nyírbátor, Hungary 
 
Agne GABRENIENE / Vilnius, Lt  p180 
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ABSTRACT 
Public spaces are important in the cultural landscape of a city, as they provide opportunities for social interaction, 
recreation, and civic engagement. The way these spaces are designed and managed has a significant impact on 
their use and meaning. This paper explores the influence of mixed culture on open public places, focusing on 
housing mega-blocks – the „Block 70“ in New Belgrade as a case study. Block 70 is a mixed-use development 
that includes residential, commercial, and cultural facilities. It is located in one of the most prominent areas of 
New Belgrade, which has undergone significant transformation in recent years. The study uses a combination of 
quantitative and qualitative methods to analyze the cultural influences on the use and perception of open public 
spaces in Block 70. The paper begins by providing an overview of the theoretical framework for understanding 
the relationship between culture and open public spaces. It highlights the key concepts of cultural identity, social 
practices, and the role of the cultural impact seen from the aspects of urban design that is shaped and redefined 
by diferent cultural trends. The study then presents the results of a survey conducted among the residents of 
Block 70, first shown in non published paper which examines their perceptions of the cultural influences on urban 
design in open public spaces. The survey results indicate that the cultural diversity of the residents is reflected 
in the use and perception of open public spaces in Block 70. The study identifies several cultural factors that 
influence the use of these spaces, including social norms, gender roles, and cultural traditions. For example, 
women tend to use the public spaces in Block 70 less frequently than men, due to cultural norms that dictate their 
roles in open public spaces. The paper also examines the architectural features of Block 70 and their impact on 
the use and perception of public spaces. Additionally, the study highlights the importance of creating inclusive 
and accessible open public spaces that reflect the cultural diversity of the community. The findings of this study 
have implications for urban planners, designers, and policymakers, as they seek to create public spaces that 
promote social interaction, civic engagement, and cultural exchange. 
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open public spaces, culture, transformation, mega block 70-New Belgrade  
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Figure 1. An axonometric drawing attempts to map informal changes in today's Block 70. 

(Source: author) 

1. Introduction  

1.2. Plan for the new city 
New Belgrade began as a city of great ideas that produced significant 

architectural and urban initiatives while it was being built, but in the end, public and 
social housing with undeveloped open space became its primary use. Between 1960 
and 1980, this new city was rapidly constructed in order to address Belgrade's ongoing 
shortfall of 50,000 housing units. The Athens Charter and microrayon system, which 
organized residential complexes around compact neighborhood hubs with stores, 
services, and centers for primary education and health, served as its urbanistic 
foundation. In the context of the former Yugoslavia, the municipality of the planned 
modern expansion of the capital, New Belgrade, was exposed to intensive urban 
development (Jovanović and Stupar, 2021). 

From the very beginning, this new “city within a city” was planned with the 
dominant function of state administration, however, over time it gave priority to much 
needed housing (figure 2). The basic idea of the development was the construction of 
blocks with large residential buildings, the articulation of basic geometric shapes, an 
orthogonal matrix with a series of services and large areas of open public green areas, 
which represented the essence of modern urbanism (Blagojević 2007).  

The paper focuses on Block 70, due to the fact that this superblock underwent a 
large transformation in spatial and functional way, and regarding the fact that because 
of the functional services in this area it is rather inhibited with different cultures, mostly 
Serbian and Chinese. The surface area of Block 70 is approx. 137 ha, with the built 
area of approx. 8,000 apartments for 15,700 inhabitants. The superblock is bounded 
by a huge green buffer zone next to the main road (Jurija Gagarin Boulevard) on the 
north, and a green promenade next to the Sava River in the south. 
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Figure 2. Masterplan of New Belgrade, 1950. (Source: Archives of the Urban Planning 
Institute of the City of Belgrade) 

 
In 1962, the municipality of Novi Beograd adopted a regulatory plan. It was 

planned that a settlement with about 60,000 inhabitants will be built on the green area 
of the village of Bežanija and along the Sava River. On the basis of this plan, the urban 
design of a typical block was developed. The two similar superblocks, 45 and 70, 
represent the largest housing unit in New Belgrade, with surface of approx. 800 x 800 
meters. In 1965, on the Yugoslav competition for urban planning concepts the first-
prized design was done by Ivan Tepeš and Velimir Gredelj, and Milutin Glavički and 
Jovan Mišković made a detailed urban plan according to the initial design (figure 3). 

The original urban plan for New Belgrade from 1948 defined a special urban 
fabric composed of superblocks. New Belgrade was developed as a symbol of the 
modern socialist country in the political and cultural way.  The organization of the state 
was presented through this new developmenat and huge construction, primarily 
developed as the antithesis of capitalism, which fundamentally determined the concept 
and strategy of its development. However, today it represents an illustrative example 
of how the market law can define the spatial organization of the capital (Djukić 2015). 
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Figure 3. Masterplan of blck 70 in New Belgrade, 1965. (Source: Historic archive of 

Belgrade) 

A qualitative research design was employed through expert observation 
techniques such as field study with cognitive mapping, while quantitative research 
utilized online surveys conducted among local citizens residing around Mega Block-70 
New Belgrade.The data collected provided insight into how different cultural 
backgrounds impacted open public space usage patterns. Qualitative research 
methods such as in-depth interviews with more than 10 participants were used in the 
combination with aforementioned methodology. Consequently, qualitative methods are 
used to observe the behaviour of local communities and identify community issues and 
needs from the aspect of open public space usage. Qualitative methods are 
advantageous for this type of research as they provide a basis for planning community 
efforts that lead to long-term change. However, qualitative methods do not always yield 
results that can be reduced to numbers. Therefore, it is important to use a combination 
of both qualitative and quantitative methods in order to gain a more comprehensive 
understanding of overall space characteristics and usage.  

2. Impact of Urban Redevelopment on New Belgrade Block 70 Usage 
The urban redevelopment of New Belgrade Block 70 has changed the cityscape 

of the area and the overall morphology of New Belgrade. City authorities initially argued 
for the sale of land in the area to justify the intensive construction and promote it in the 
area. This has led to under-utilization of open spaces and problems with maintaining 
them, as well as poor maintenance of communications between homes and buildings, 
which has appeared to have a negative effect on the public image of New Belgrade. 
Physical deterioration of housing and semi-public open spaces in Block 70 is also 
evident. New Belgrade follows the principles of scientific urbanism, emphasizing light, 
air, and green space, and in the 1970s there was a socialist construction boom, while 
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in the 2000s new construction aimed to densify the urban fabric. The predominant 
prefabricated structural system in New Belgrade was developed at the Institute of 
Materials of Serbia and widely used in residential construction in Yugoslavia and 
exported to non-aligned countries. 

Traditional theories of ethnicity rely on a straightforward relationship between 
identity and place, even when used to depict cultural distinctions in contexts where 
people from different regions cohabit. Social-scientific representations of space 
provide images of fracture, rupture, and disjunction a lot of attention. The cornerstone 
for the distinctiveness of civilizations, nations, and cultures is the occupation of 
"naturally" discontinuous territories, which appears to be an unproblematic partition of 
space. The concept of discontinuity serves as the foundation for theories that explain 
how cultures and societies interact, clash, and contradict one another (Gupta & 
Ferguson, 1997). 

 
"Experience is a single whole, within which modifications may be distinguished, but 
which admits of no final or absolute division; and that experience is everywhere, not 
merely inseparable from thought, but is itself a form of thought.” (Oakeshott 2015).  
 

The unique sense of physical identity that a place can communicate is one of the 
generalizations with which most authors relevant to the research topic agree. It is 
recognizable in certain ways. It can be a physical unity that is represented by 
topographical details, such as being bounded by hills or mountains or partially or 
completely surrounded by water. Unlike a border, a central landmark, such as a harbor, 
a mountain, or a historically significant structure such as a church, temple, or mosque, 
can provide identity. Identity of Block 70 is defined by existing Chinese shopping 
market, but also by the Riverfront that is most frequently used by citizens for 
socialization and recreational activities, alongside with the river boat restaurants and 
clubs called “splavovi” that represent a perfect example of people tradition and identity 
in Belgrade. To borrow a definition from phenomenology, people are rooted in their 
environment, or, in other words, in their lifeworld. The interaction between an organism 
and its environment is ongoing, and because the two are closely related, our 
conceptual distinctions are often misleading and useful only as heuristics. For 
example, we often refer to the interaction between a person and an object or a person 
and a location. In contrast, there is a merging of concepts that are usually considered 
distinct entities, such as body and consciousness, culture and organism, inner thought 
and outer world, in the most basic sense of existence. Public spaces play a significant 
role in improving the quality of life for those living in urban areas. They provide an 
opportunity for social interaction, physical activity, and mental relaxation. However, 
cultural differences can influence how public spaces are perceived, used, and shaped 
by the community members. This essay explores the impact of mixed culture on open 
public spaces using Mega-Block 70 as a case study in New Belgrade.  

Public spaces are crucial because they foster social cohesion and encourage 
community development (Mostafa, 2021). The design and maintenance of public 
spaces can have various effects on human behavior and well-being (Li et al., 2022). 
Cultural diversity is an essential aspect that adds to the richness of urban public space 
experience (Bulatović, 2022). Mixed cultures refer to various ethnicities or racial groups 
living together within a particular locality. Cultural influences are a major determinant 
of the use of public spaces and can even determine how they are shaped. Research 
indicates that age, gender, marital status, and area of residence are key influencers in 
the utilization of public spaces. Studies have also indicated that public spaces are 



ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

DOCONF2023 / Budapest / http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 255 

essential for the enjoyment and exercise of human rights, particularly cultural rights [6]. 
Furthermore, research has highlighted the importance of interactions between 
behavior and the built environment in public spaces. Indeed, it is important for planners 
and others to consider normative principles when designing and regulating public 
spaces in order to ensure that cultural influences are taken into account. Cultural 
influences have further impacted urban development across the world by influencing 
the design of open public spaces, which provide the means of connecting culture, 
nature and people. Consequently, it is clear that cultural influences must be taken into 
account when planning public spaces in Block 70 to ensure that they meet the needs 
of different cultural groups. While there is little acknowledgement that civilizations have 
irrevocably lost their way, "multiculturalism" is an attempt to integrate this multiplicity 
of cultures into the framework of national identity. Similar to this, the concept of 
"subcultures" upholds the notion of various "cultures" while acknowledging the 
relationship between many cultures and the dominant culture within the same 
geographic and territorial realm. Even when employed to explain cultural variations in 
circumstances where people from different areas coexist, traditional theories of 
ethnicity rely on an unproblematic connection between identity and place (Barross, 
1990; Dovall, 1991). 

Having a culturally diverse public space in Block 70 is incredibly beneficial. For 
example, regarding the connection between culture and public spaces, investing in 
these areas increases access to markets, jobs, and education. It is also important to 
recognize why different people of different cultural backgrounds use public spaces, 
wether it is because of the opportunities or exchange of ideas and experiences, or 
simply to enjoy the natural characteristics of open public space. Studies have also 
shown that urban green spaces influence lower levels of stress thus improving overall 
physical and mental health. Public spaces also bring many different people together, 
creating a positive framework for shaping public space. Moreover, with fresh 
development decisions, urban spaces can change spatially, increasing prosperity and 
extending expectations of modernization.  

 
Figure 4. Photo of usage of green spaces in block 45 and 70 in 1970. (Source: Exibition in 

gallery Neon, 2019) 
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It is evident that spending time in open public space can have a rather beneficial 
impact on the community, but how is this mixed community using these spaces. One 
of the most important benefits of having a culturally diverse public space in Block 70 is 
the ability to create cultural sensitivity, insight, and local knowledge, which can lead to 
higher quality. Therefore, having spaces. Diverse public space in Block 70 is essential 
for creating a safe and welcoming environment for everyone. 

3. Analysis of Cultural Influences on the Usage of Open Public 
Spaces in Block 70  

The utilization of open public spaces in Block 70, New Belgrade is affected by 
both cultural and political factors. The super-blocks in New Belgrade were built as part 
of a modernist urbanism plan, as a statement about the establishment of a modern 
socialist state. This plan resulted in the division of the super-blocks into smaller pieces 
and a current threat of privatization (Jovanović, Vuković / Mitrović 2019), which has a 
direct impact on the utilization of these spaces. These open public spaces are also an 
integral part of the super-blocks and form one of the most interesting aspects of these 
spaces. The super-blocks also became independent local communities to a certain 
extent, and formed an integral part of the everyday lives of the people living in the 
blocks. Therefore, the cultural factors surrounding the use of these public spaces 
should be taken into account before any decisions about them can be made. 

 
Block 70 in New Belgrade, Serbia, is a unique urban area shaped by 

environmental, social, cultural, and spatial factors (Rakonjac, et al. 2022). The open 
public spaces in the New Belgrade waterfront area, in particular, reflect the influence 
of several of New Belgrade's characteristic super-blocks (70a, 70, 44, 45). 
Researchers have studied the structure of settlements and public spaces of the open 
block in an effort to understand the initial planning of sports and cultural areas 
(Milojević, Maruna / Djordjević 2019). This had an important theoretical impact on 
subsequent planning (Prokupljević 2015). Block 70 in New Belgrade is a modernist 
mass housing area that comprises several super blocks (45, 44, 70) (Zivkovic, i drugi 
2019). This has a major impact on the context of the entire housing "Block 70," and by 
bringing new values to urban areas, public spaces can also be expanded to the other 
blocks of New Belgrade (Carlos A. Moreno-Camacho 2019). These factors have 
significant implications for the city structure and network them to have a broad impact 
in terms of functional and cultural aspects of open public places (Đukić / Antonić 2019). 
For example, Block 45 in New Belgrade was designed in accordance with the principles 
of Green Infrastructure (Simić I 2017). In addition, there are urban gardens in New 
Belgrade's Block 23, estimated to affect approximately 70 households (Djokić, i drugi 
2018). Moreover, spatial comfort within open public spaces and comfort with the city 
of Belgrade is widely due to its long cultural-historical impact (Vukovic, i drugi 2021). 
Thus, open public spaces provide terms of sustainability and a new method of cultural 
sustainability. 

Open public spaces have the potential to bring a range of benefits. In Serbia, the 
community has implemented various initiatives to bring greening efforts to the area, 
such as urban gardening workshops, pocket park implementations, and the 
transformation of abandoned places in to places of culture. For instance, Vienna has 
an established system of community gardening that involves local initiatives in formal 
action plans, while Budapest engages a well-organized civil sector to find optimal 
models of cooperation (Simić I 2017). Vienna also provides financial support for 
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community gardens, while KÉK acts as a mediator between local initiatives and the 
local government (Simić I 2017). Block 70 is planed with more than 50% of ocupied 
groud as greenery and spaces for leisure and recreation. Through survey and 
interviews conducted in 2022 and 2023 with residents, denizens and workers insight 
in to how open public spaces is percived is broaden. Residents had answers that 
differentiate based on their gender. For women perception of security is inffluenced 
with neglection of space  

4. Discussion and Conclusion 
Mega-Block 70 exhibits diverse cultural influences due to its proximity to 

residential complexes where people from different cultures reside (Bulatović ,2022). 
These include food markets selling different delicacies from diverse cultures which 
provide residents with choices beyond their traditional cuisines hence leading towards 
acceptance and mutual respect between each other's cultures. This creates a unique 
sense of place with more opportunities for people to interact with each other thus 
breaking down barriers that may exist amongst them.  

Individuals of many social classes, racial and religious backgrounds frequent 
liminal zones, which are heavily and simultaneously used by a large number of 
individuals. Although overuse fosters tension, it also presents opportunities for 
meetings and conversation, which are crucial components of integration. Between the 
socialist mass housing estates and Gagarin Boulevard, the setting of the Chinese 
shopping market could be seen as a kind of transitional area. Interviews as a 
methodology has given insights in to how users percive shared spaces. Questions for 
the interview are based on the answers of the questionnaire that was previusly 
conducted, making the order reverse in search of better research topic understanding. 
Interviews have been conducted in 2023 and do not represent full picture but mearly a 
snippet of users and inhabitants’ realities. Fragments of interviews shown in this paper 
will stive to articulate and examine theorethical framework. Interview conducted was 
with inhabitants who live in block 70, examinees have given insight in to personal 
relation with space and expresed need for better maitening of greenery and 
surroundings of Chinese market place. Same interview questions were presented to 
the workers in Chinese market place. Examinees who work in market place have 
concernes with spac defficiency for their needs. Lack of maintenence of greenery and 
public spaces presented one of the key concernes. As number of them stated, they do 
not use different open public spaces exept for commute. Reasons varied from feeling 
of not belonging to a lack of interest. 

Results indicated that shared values were more important than similarities in 
language or ethnicity for creating a sense of community among the residents. The 
study also showed that cultural differences play an influential role in shaping public 
space usage patterns. 

The interpretation of findings suggests that urban design practices should reflect 
and embrace cultural diversity to encourage inclusivity and promote social interactions 
(Li et al., 2022). It is critical to have sensitivity concerning cultural values, traditions, 
and customs when designing public spaces to ensure they cater to all cultures present 
within the locality(Bulatović ,2022). 

In conclusion, Mega-Block 70 serves as a perfect example of how mixed culture 
can positively influence open public spaces by fostering social interaction and breaking 
down barriers between different ethnicities or cultures. Urban design needs to be 
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sensitive to these differences so that they reflect and embrace the cultural diversity 
present within localities. 

This research was limited by time constraints hence limiting further methods like 
focus group discussions which would provide much deeper insight into how diverse 
cultures were blending together around Mega Block70. Furthermore, the data collected 
are only from one specific area hence not generalizable across other areas with similar 
demographics. 
 

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
This research is carried out with the financial support of the Ministry of Science, 

Technological Development and Innovation of the Republic of Serbia, according to the 
contract on the realization and financing of scientific research work of the Institute of 
Architecture and Urban&Spatial Planning of Serbia in 2023, registration number: 451-
03-1148/2023-03 

 

REFERENCES 
Blagojević, Ljiljana. Novi beograd-Osporeni modernizam (New Belgrade: disputet modernism). 

Belgrade: Institute for textbooks and teaching aids, 2007. 
Carlos A. Moreno-Camacho, Jairo R. Montoya-Torres, Anicia Jaegler, Natacha Gondran. 

“Sustainability metrics for real case applications of the supply chain network design problem: A 
systematic literature review.” Journal of Cleaner Production 231, no. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2019.05.278. (2019): ISSN 0959-6526. 

Diener, Roger, Marcel Meili, Milica Topalović, and Christian Mueller Inderbitzin. Belgrade A Research 
on Urban Transformation: Formal/Informal. ETH Studio Basel, 2011. 

Djokić, Vladan, Jelena Ristić Trajković, Danilo Furundžić, Verica Krstić, and Danica Stojiljković. “Urban 
garden as lived space: Informal gardening practices and dwelling culture in socialist and post-
socialist Belgrade.” Urban Forestry & Urban Greening 30, no. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ufug.2017.05.014. (2018): 247-259. 

Djukić, Aleksandra. “New Belgrade: visions, plans and realisation 1950-2014.” In Planning Capital 
Cities: Belgrade, Bucharest, Sofia, Graz, edited by Grigor Doychinov, Aleksandra Djukić and 
Catalina Ionita, 160-173. Graz: TU Graz Press, 2015. 

Đukić, Aleksandra, and Branislav Antonić. “Urban regeneration in the historic core of Smederevo: a 
tool to redesign and network open public spaces for a prospective tourist destination.” In 
Integrative Strategic Planning and Design for the Strengthening of Identity and Cultural Tourism in 
the Danube Cities : Smederevo, edited by Aleksandra Djukić and Balint Kadar, 108-125. Beograd: 
University of Belgrade - Faculty of Architecture, 2019. 

Jovanović, Predrag, Tamara Vuković, and Biserka Mitrović. “ Searching for the code of New 
Belgrade’s open space: case study of Block 37.” Pécs, Hungary: University of Pécs Faculty of 
Engineering and Information Technology, 2019. 

Kutá, Dagmar, and Jan Česelský. “Increasing user comfort of housing facilities blocks of flats in the 
Czech republic.” AD ALTA: Journal of Interdisciplinary Research 7, no. 2 (2017): 108-111. 

Milojević, M.P, M. Maruna, and A. Djordjević. “Transition of Collective Land in Modernistic Residential 
Settings in New Belgrade, Serbia.” Land 8 (2019): https://www.mdpi.com/2073-445X/8/11/174. 

Němec, Michal, and Tomáš Brabec. “Analýza vývoje sociální struktury velkých pražských sídlišť mezi 
lety 2001 a 2011.” Praha: Institut plánování a rozvoje hlavního města Prahy, 2015. 

Prokupljević, J. “Do not throw concrete blocks! Social and public housing in New Belgrade and their 
representations in popular culture.” Fusion Journal 6, no. 
https://search.informit.org/doi/10.3316/informit.227676294430398 (2015): 1-18. 

Rakonjac, Ivana, Ana Zorić, Ivan Rakonjac, Jelena Milošević, Jelena Marić, and Danilo Furundžić. 
“Increasing the Livability of Open Public Spaces during Nighttime: The Importance of Lighting in 
Waterfront Areas.” Sustainability 14, no. 10: 6058, 2022: https://doi.org/10.3390/su14106058. 



ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

DOCONF2023 / Budapest / http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 259 

Schulzová, Kristýna, and Daniela Bošová. “The Impact of Extending the Precast Panel House Loggia 
on the Indoor Environment.” 19th International Multidisciplinary Scientific GeoConference SGEM 
2019. Praha: 19th International Multidisciplinary Scientific GeoConference SGEM 2019, 30 June - 
6 July, 2019, 2019. 565-572. 

Shields, Rob. PLACES ON THE MARGINE: Alternative geographies of modernity . Abingdon, Oxon: 
Routledge, 2003. 

Simić I, Stupar A, Djokić V. “Building the Green Infrastructure of Belgrade: The Importance of 
Community Greening.” Sustainability 9(7):1183. (2017): https://doi.org/10.3390/su9071183. 

Temelová, Jana, Jakub Novák, Martin Ouředníček, and Petra Puldová. “Housing Estates in the Czech 
Republic after Socialism: Various Trajectories and Inner Differentiation: Various Trajectories and 
Inner Differentiation.” Urban Studies (SAGE Publications Ltd) 48, no. 9 (2010): 1811-1834. 

Tuan, Yi-Fu. Space and Place The Perspective of Experience. Minneapolis: University of Minesota 
Press, 2001. 

Vukovic, Tamara, Ashraf M. Salama, Biserka Mitrovic, and Mirjana Devetakovic. “Assessing public 
open spaces in Belgrade -A quality of urban life perspective.” Archnet-IJAR: International Journal 
of Architectural Research 15, no. 3; https://doi.org/10.1108/ARCH-04-2020-0064 (2021): 505-523. 

Witzany, Jiří, and kolektiv. “Metodické a technické pokyny pro rekonstrukce, opravy, popř. výměnu a 
dodatečné zřizování lodžií a balkonů.” Prague: Czech Technical University, 2016. 

Zivkovic, Jelena, Ksenja Lalović, Milica Milojević, and Ana Nikezić. “Multifunctional public open spaces 
for sustainable cities: Concept and application.” Facta universitatis - series: Architecture and Civil 
Engineering 17, no. DOI - 10.2298/FUACE190327012Z (2019): 205-219. 

 



ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

DOCONF2023 / Budapest / http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 443 

  

PHOTOS 
http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/photos-2023/ 

http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/photos-2023/


DOCONF/2023ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

444 Facing Post-Socialist Urban Heritage 

 
 
 
 
 

 

opening 
 
 
 

  

leisurescapes 
  
 
 

 

industrial sites 
  
  



ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

DOCONF2023 / Budapest / http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 445 

 
 
 
 
 

 

mass housing neighbourhoods 
 
 
 

 

public spaces 
 
 
 

 

heritage 
 
  



DOCONF/2023ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

446 Facing Post-Socialist Urban Heritage 

 

FACING POST-SOCIALIST URBAN HERITAGE 
PROCEEDINGS 

DOCONF2023 / conference 
5-6-7 t h  October  2023,  Budapest,  Hungary   

http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
© BME Department of Urban Planning and Design, 2023. 
Editor: Melinda BENKŐ 
Design and technical edition by: Györgyi CSANÁDI-SZIKSZAY, Károly ZUBEK 
Photos: Tamás FENES  
 
ISBN 978-963-421-932-3 
 
All rights reserved. 
The e-proceeding is open access.  
http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 
 
Disclaimer: the language of the articles is the responsibility of the authors. 
 
Publisher: 
Department of Urban Planning and Design, Faculty of Architecture 
Budapest University of Technology and Economics (BME) 
H-1111 Budapest, Műegyetem rkp. 3. 
Tel.: +361463-1319 
E-mail: info@urb.bme.hu 
www.urb.bme.hu 
  

http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/
http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/
https://urb.bme.hu/
mailto:info@urb.bme.hu
http://www.urb.bme.hu/


ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

DOCONF2023 / Budapest / http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 447 

 



DOCONF/2023ǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀǀ 

442 Facing Post-Socialist Urban Heritage 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/ 
 

 
 
 

 

http://doconf.architect.bme.hu/

