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BLOCK 19A

Case Study at a Glance

Block 19A, a residential neighborhood in New Belgrade, occupies a highly valued and well-connected
urban location. On December 16, 2023, the Republic Directorate for Property of the Republic of Serbia
publicly announced the sale of a parcel of land within Block 19A, establishing January 15, 2024, as the
deadline for submitting bids. Prior to the announcement, the localized planning process had not included
public consultations or community engagement initiatives regarding the future development of this
specific parcel.

In response to the public notice, the community of Block 19A mobilized during the mid-winter holiday
period, demonstrating local community resilience. Residents quickly organized to express their unified
opposition to the potential conversion of this open space into a commercial development. This rapid
response highlighted the community’s commitment to preserving the neighborhood’s existing green
infrastructure. Ultimately, this proactive and unified grassroots initiative underscored the importance of
establishing a collaborative platform where residents actively participate in local urban planning and
land-use decisions.

This report was prepared by the team of the University of Pristina in Kosovska Mitrovica within the
UPRUN project. The team of the University of Pristina in Kosovska Mitrovica is responsible for the
content and the accuracy of the statements presented in this report.

Unless otherwise indicated, the rights to all images, figures, and photographs included in this report
belong to the authors or the respective university team. Any third-party materials are used with
appropriate permission or attribution where required.
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Case Study Profile

Topic

[] Community Gardening & Urban Agriculture
Community Hubs & Cultural Activities
Urban Design & Planning Processes
Public Space Development & Management
Local Economic Development
Urban Regeneration & Rehabilitation

OOXXO

Scale

[] Metropolitan / city region
O City scale
Neighbourhood scale
Block scale

] Building scale

Resilience Challenge
Environmental and ecological resilience
00 Social & cultural resilience
[0 Infrastructure and technological resilience
O Economic & livelihood resilience

Duration
Immediate (less than 1 month)
[0 Project-Based (1-12 months)
[0 Programme-Based (1-3 years)
[0 Strategic (3—5 years)
00 Structural / Transformative (more than 5 years)

Stakeholders

Community members

Local government

[ Non-governmental organizations (NGOs)
L1 Private sector

[0 Academic and research institutions

Type of Civic Engagement Supporting Neighborhood Resilience

Resident-led and grassroots initiatives

Collaborative planning projects or processes

Advocacy and capacity building

Volunteer and community service projects

Short-term, more flexible project-based engagement

Long-term, more institutionalized engagement (development of stable structures, etc.)
Protest and resistance mobilization

Art-and culture-based civic Engagement

OXOXOOO

Level of Civic Participation

Information

Involvement or participation

Collaboration or co-creation

0 Empowerment

Resistance and protest-based empowerment

X
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Empirical Basis and Methodological Approach

The Block 19A case study analyzes the rapid, grassroots mobilization of a New Belgrade neighborhood
community in response to an unexpected public notice to sell a vital 7485m? open green parcel for
commercial development. By utilizing digital networks and conducting an intensive four-day signature
drive, the residents successfully forced the immediate cancellation of the sale notice, transitioning their
collective momentum from a defensive stance into a proactive, long-term stewardship platform for
neighborhood-scale ecological preservation.

The research methodology underpinning the Block 19A case study integrates several complementary
approaches to ensure a comprehensive and multi-layered evaluation. Data collection commenced with a
thorough analysis of data sources and materials, including archival data, public records, planning
documents, newspaper articles, institutional website posts, and social media content. Newspaper articles
allowed us to reconstruct the chronology of events and understand how Block 19A was publicly framed.
Institutional website posts were analyzed to review formal decisions regarding the Block 19A land
parcel, as well as to evaluate institutional willingness and active involvement in resolving the issue.
Finally, social media posts from public Block 19A profiles (encompassing calls to action, petitions,
photographs, and narrative updates, alongside printed material such as posters and pamphlets
disseminated throughout the neighborhood) helped us understand the perspective, scope and methods
utilized by residents in their campaign to preserve vital neighborhood green space.

To supplement documentary evidence with physical and spatial context, the desk-based research was
paired with on-site field visits to the Block 19A location. This allowed for direct observation of the
environmental, infrastructural and urban conditions of the contested parcel. Furthermore, to gain a deeper
understanding of community perception, local solidarity, and the grassroots connectivity fostered during
the mobilization, we conducted an in-depth qualitative interview with a Block 19A neighborhood
resident. This first-hand account provided valuable insights into how residents perceived institutional
barriers and how the collective petition-signing action successfully transitioned from a defensive stance
against land privatization to a proactive, collaborative urban greening initiative. Ultimately, the
comparative triangulation of empirical data streams, field observations, and qualitative testimony
allowed for an in-depth analysis of the local community’s spatial resilience.
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Compendious summary

Introduction

Block 19A, a residential neighborhood in the highly sought-after area of New Belgrade, occupies a prime
strategic location. Its boundaries are clearly defined by the E-75 highway, Milentija Popovic¢a Street, and
Vladimira Popovica Street. Furthermore, the block benefits from close proximity to both the Sava River,
lying a mere 500 meters away, and the iconic Gazela Bridge.

Since 2004, the area has undergone considerable changes, marked by the new construction of several
buildings. Specifically, two office buildings, each towering with nine or more floors, have been erected.
In addition to these commercial structures, four new residential buildings have also been added to the
landscape. These developments collectively represent a significant alteration to the neighborhood’s
original urban and architectural character from the 1970s. Prior to these land transactions, the localized
planning process did not feature direct public consultations or formal notification channels for local
residents. This procedural gap in early-stage community engagement has subsequently coincided with a
number of significant challenges for the neighborhood’s existing infrastructure systems. These
challenges include, but are not limited to, a noticeable and growing scarcity of available parking spaces,
increased instances of flooding along the edges of the block and in the area beneath the Gazela Bridge,
and a persistent sewage odor emanating from a system not originally scaled to manage the increased
volume resulting from the newly constructed buildings.

Mirroring earlier cases, the Republic Directorate for Property of the Republic of Serbia publicly
announced the sale of an additional land parcel within Block 19A on December 16, 2023. The deadline
for submitting offers was set for January 15, 2024. The scheduling of this public notice during the mid-
winter holiday period structurally limited public scrutiny and awareness, as community attention is
typically focused on seasonal celebrations and travel.

The case study delves into the concept of social resilience at the neighborhood level, specifically
examining how the community of Block 19A in New Belgrade responded to significant environmental
and infrastructural challenges posed by the proposed sale of a land parcel within their immediate vicinity.
The investigation highlights the proactive and organized efforts undertaken by the residents when faced
with external pressures threatening their living environment.

The pivotal moment and central action of the Block 19A case was the successful withdrawal of the
contested Sale Notice for the aforementioned land parcel. This significant achievement was spearheaded
entirely by the local community, demonstrating their collective agency and determination. The initiative
not only secured a crucial victory but also effectively fostered heightened resident engagement
throughout the process. This was achieved through transparent and consistent information sharing, which
kept all community members informed, and through robust collaborative efforts that united diverse
residents under a common cause. Ultimately, the sustained engagement served to showcase the
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community’s profound commitment and active involvement in shaping the future and preserving the
integrity of their cherished neighborhood.

Neighborhood challenge

Block 19A, officially designated as a “valuable modern architectural-urban ensemble”, was constructed
between 1978 and 1982. The buildings within this neighborhood are characterized by their unique
architectural expression, which today represents significant examples of 20th-century heritage
architecture in Belgrade. The layout of Block 19A is notably irregular, shaped by its surrounding streets.
Unique among New Belgrade neighborhoods, the buildings within Block 19A are positioned diagonally.
This distinctive design choice was purposefully influenced by microclimate conditions and dominant
wind patterns, aiming to optimize environmental comfort. Furthermore, all buildings are set back
significantly from the adjacent highway, a strategic urban planning measure intended to minimize traffic
noise and maximize residential tranquility and comfort.

Another key feature of the Block 19A design is the deliberate separation of pedestrian and vehicular
traffic. Building entrances are thoughtfully elevated above ground level, with dedicated pedestrian
walkways traversing the central part of the neighborhood. These walkways are equipped with benches,
providing resting spots, and a prominent sports court occupies the central area, serving as a hub for
recreational activities. Additionally, a children’s playground and outdoor exercise equipment are
conveniently located within the expansive green space on the south side of Block 19A, further enhancing
the neighborhood’s livability and communal amenities.

The key urban indicators of Block 19A in its original state, prior to the construction of subsequently built
residential buildings, are presented in the table below.

Table 1: Key urban indicators of Block 19A (source: Journal Urbanizam Beograda 49, 1978)

Indicator Value
Residential area of the neighborhood 9,112 ha
Area under residential buildings 1,594 ha
Free area with pedestrian paths 5,046 ha
Traffic surfaces 2,472 ha
Total residential built-up area 91 000 m?
Garage area 21 000 m?
Number of apartments 915
Number of residents 3200
Population density 312 residents/ha
Average building height (in floors) 5,7

The primary neighborhood-level challenge that spurred the civic initiative described in this case
study is the potential reduction of green spaces due to proposed new construction, which would
further burden the block’s infrastructure and directly contribute to increased local pollution.
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Response to the challenge

The civic initiative in Block 19A was directly spurred by a significant neighborhood-level challenge: the
proposed sale of a land parcel for the construction of a new mixed-use commercial and residential
building. A new development would have reduced the block’s open green space, further altering its
existing infrastructure and potentially increasing localized environmental pressures. In response, the
local residents established a clear and focused goal: to prevent the sale of the specific parcel in Block
19A and, by extension, to preserve the existing green spaces within the neighborhood.

On December 16, 2023, the Republic Directorate for Property of the Republic of Serbia published
Announcement No. 38, advertising the sale of a substantial 7485 m? public land parcel within New
Belgrade. Upon learning of the sale, the administrators of the official Block 19A community social media
page promptly posted the announcement on December 17, 2023. This initial step allowed residents to
receive the information, share immediate comments, and offer suggestions over the following two weeks,
demonstrating the utility of digital communication networks in rapid community awareness.

Immediately after the winter holidays, a grassroots campaign was launched. From January 4 to 7, 2024,
residents organized the distribution and posting of informational posters at building entrances while
simultaneously conducting a large-scale signature collection effort in the central pedestrian areas of the
neighborhood and at building entrances. This intensive four-day drive successfully garnered 1300
signatures in support of a formal appeal against the sale of the parcel.

The core of the residents’ opposition was articulated in a detailed formal request submitted to various
local and national authorities. The key points of this appeal included:

— Anurgent request to cancel the public advertisement;

— A challenging valuation — highlighting that the starting price did not reflect the broader socio-
environmental value of losing one of the neighborhood’s primary open green spaces;

— Questioning land use designation — noting that while the parcel was designated as a commercial
zone for educational purposes in the General Regulation Plan for Belgrade, local residents had not
been actively engaged during its public display or adoption phases;

— Concerns regarding construction scale — expressing apprehension that the land-use designation
could facilitate a large-scale commercial project rather than low-rise public infrastructure, thereby
altering the architectural-urban integrity of Block 19A and degrading the immediate residential
environment;

— Procedural concerns. The request detailed several arguments reinforcing community reservations,
including: 1) the adoption of the General Regulation Plan without resident participation; 2) the
absence of state or municipal entities as the primary investors on public land; 3) the sale price being
perceived as below market value relative to the neighborhood’s historical real estate patterns; 4) the
procedural choice of closed bids rather than a public auction; and 5) scheduling of the bidding
process during a major holiday period, which residents argued limited broader public awareness and
mobilization;
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— Stated long-term objective. Residents declared categorical opposition to any development not
serving the explicit public interest, expressing an intent to instead implement community-led tree-
planting initiatives on the site;

— Historical and architectural value — emphasizing Block 19A’s reputation as an integrated modern
urban space and its historical planning as a protected architectural entity, designed alongside the
neighboring Block 23. The appeal also referenced prior commercial infill projects in the southern
part of Block 19A that had already induced infrastructural strain;

— Broader environmental considerations — warning of potential localized microclimate consequences,
particularly regarding air quality and the creation of urban heat islands;

— Alternative spatial proposals — presenting a community-supported alternative to develop an
“ecological buffer zone” on the contested land to mitigate environmental pollution;

— Direct institutional appeal — calling for the Republic Directorate for Property to annul Public Notice
No. 38 and recommending that the City of Belgrade acquire the parcel for public use to align with
environmental protection goals and preserve Block 19A’s architectural heritage.

The request concluded with an expression of hope for a prompt response and was signed on behalf of
citizens of Block 19A. The appeal was strategically submitted to a wide array of key institutions,
including the Office of the President, the Prime Minister, the Republic Directorate for Property, the
Ministry of Construction, Transport and Infrastructure, the Mayor of Belgrade, the Chief Urbanist, the
Urban Planning Institute of Belgrade, and the President of the New Belgrade Municipality.

Concurrently with the institutional submissions, residents engaged local media. On January 8, 2024, the
daily newspaper Politika published an article detailing the initiative, incorporating substantial portions
of the community’s formal text. This media coverage elevated public awareness, provided a transparent
platform for community concerns, and reinforced the visibility of the initiative.

The immediate outcome of the combined mobilization was recorded on January 9, 2024, when media
portal E-kapija and the official website of the Republic Directorate for Property of Serbia confirmed that
the public notice for the land sale had been officially canceled. A follow-up article published by Politika
on January 10, 2024, documented the cancellation, validating the efficacy of the collective civic response
in preserving the contested neighborhood space.

Mechanisms of civic engagement

The Block 19A case demonstrates the dynamics of informal, localized activism when navigating top-
down urban planning decisions. Citizen engagement encompassed a multi-pronged approach:
systematically informing residents about the impending land sale, efficiently organizing a large-scale
signature drive to request the annulment of the public notice, and strategically publishing critical
information in the prominent daily newspaper Politika. This collective action, driven independently by
local residents at the neighborhood level, highlights a noticeable gap in formalized mechanisms for early-
stage citizen involvement in broader urban development processes.
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The circumstances surrounding Block 19A initiative presented significant structural challenges. Due to
the limited timeframe imposed by the bidding deadline, further compounded by the concurrent winter
holiday period, participation was necessarily concentrated among residents at the immediate
neighborhood level. Despite the temporal constraints, the community response proved highly effective.

Following the swift annulment of the sale notice, the nature of the community engagement evolved. A
new initiative was promptly established with representatives of the Municipality of New Belgrade,
shifting the community’s focus from a defensive stance toward the proactive improvement and
preservation of the neighborhood’s existing green spaces. The transition underscores the community’s
capacity to move beyond immediate crisis response toward long-term stewardship.

The outcome of Block 19A case can be attributed to the community’s rapid, large-scale, and highly
organized mobilization in response to the administrative decision to sell the parcel. The collective action
ultimately led to the withdrawal of the public notice. Crucially, throughout the process, consistent
information sharing supported a high degree of internal social cohesion and democratic participation
within the neighborhood.

Case study findings and lessons learned

The efficient and rapid self-organization of residents at the neighborhood level, despite compressed
timeframes and challenging temporal conditions, demonstrates the capacity of local communities to
actively safeguard localized urban heritage against external real estate pressures. A primary lesson from
the Block 19A case is that effective, transparent communication networks are crucial to the speed and
success of grassroots spatial mobilization. While this specific initiative did not result in immediate
structural or innovative spatial transformations, it highlights a critical systemic vulnerability: the
disconnect between statutory urban planning mechanisms and early-stage citizen engagement, a gap that
exists independently of economic constraints. Ultimately, institutional decision-makers halted further
action on the parcel sale upon recognizing the high degree of internal community cohesion and the
residents’ readiness to pursue formal administrative and legal remedies. The positive outcome
underscores the idea that community resilience is not only reactive, but can serve as a catalyst for re-
evaluating top-down spatial interventions.

Conclusion

The Block 19A case study demonstrates the efficacy of community engagement and neighborhood
resilience when navigating rapid spatial interventions. It highlights how residents achieved swift, large-
scale organization, mobilizing effectively despite compressed timeframes and complex situational
constraints.

Similar to other localized initiatives, the Block 19A case underscores the critical need for formal urban

planning frameworks and municipal policies to align with the perceptions, lived experiences and needs
of local communities. Currently, these grassroots actions rarely result in structural modifications to urban
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policy. It is, therefore, imperative to integrate community representatives into the urban planning process
from its inception. Early-stage public integration ensures the comprehensive evaluation of all stakeholder
interests, facilitating co-creative, balanced spatial solutions that prioritize the well-being of both the
immediate neighborhood and the wider urban ecosystem.

The replicable aspect of the Block 19A case lies in the community’s agile, highly efficient organizational
structure and its unified approach to advocating for localized spatial needs. The adaptive capacity and
collective action offer a valuable framework for other urban communities navigating comparable spatial
and infrastructural challenges.
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Photos

i &I 7 . ‘ Legend

# GTC residential and commercial buildings
# Parcelin question

Figure 1: Block 19A, showing the parcel in question (purple) and the area where numerous residential
and commercial buildings have been constructed since 2004 (red) (Map Data: Google Earth Pro ©
Airbus 2025)
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KoMmiuje us baoka 19a npotus
IIpojiaje IUBaJe U lheHe ypbaHu3aluje

K:Mu.mje u3 bnoka 19a ne xene yphanusauujy nusane
cnoj ceojix nposopa. 3aro he o1 AaHac 1 HapeAHa TPH
AaHA 13 CKYILUBAjY nornuce koa nposagsuue Jon enn ro”
o1 18 10 19 yacosa NPOTHE HIMPALILE KOMEPLUHjaTHHX ca-
np#aja ua rlapuenu on 7485 KBajpaTHHX MeTapa y3 YJmuy
B amng yra Caga ueHTpa, pasasaja
HX Byneaap Apoemtja Yapuojesuha (ayro-nyr), kojy je Pe-
nyGaHuKa aupexuuja 3a umosuny (PAH) npomnor meceua
oraackaa sa npoaajy. To semmuwre je v jasnoj ceojunn Cp-
Guje, a y ornacy o oryhewy napuene PIH je Haseo na je peu
0 HensrpaheHoM rpal)eBHHCKOM 3eMBHIITY.

HE cpeauHe ¥ yphanoM jesrpy, Bogehi pnlmm o Broky 19a
K0 apXUTCKTOHCKO-YP KOj

- Baok 19a nosuar je kao JeneHa oasa y I:errrpy rpana”.
Y3 cyceanu Brok 23 n Bnok 19a nnannpan je na Gyie saummH-
hexa ypiaHHCTHUKO-APXHTCKTOHCKA ETHHA Kao Harpaluea-
HH NPOjeKaT HAWET MOSHATOT APXHTCKTE H aKAIeMHEK npod.
ap Munana ﬂnjauuue HILErOBHX koJlera npod. 1p I‘Ipc,n,para
Llaruha, B ] uP Mapuha. Ca jy-
AHE CTpaHe G0Ka Ha noueTky Yanue \{uny-mnn Munanko-
eiha seh cy uarpahene noc.ﬂonuc arpaie u cramGeHH KoMm-
niexe L[lapk anaprMann”, ynpaso na seaetoj nOBpuInmi

Taj nnan Hanasu ce y nogy 30HA
KOMCPUHJATHHX capsaja y caysin ofpasosaia ¥y OKBHpPY
KOje ce MOTY TAHHPATH NPHBATHE NPEIIKOICKE YCTAHOBE,

HHX YHME je yp HHKA -
Ka Beh y NPUAHYHO] MEPH HAPYIIEHA H IITO j¢ H3A3BAT0 HH-
dpacTpyKTypHE np €a KojHMa Gnoka seh
AHBE (Ka0 UITO je HeAOCTaTaK NapKHHI-MecTa,

HIKOIE, CPe H OCKe YeTa-

v

Pey je o napuenu
on 7.485
KBajgparta

npexo nyra

Caga ueHTpa
KOjy je ppxaea
npownor meceua
ornacuna Ha
npoaajy v Ha
kojoj 61 mornu
na ce aupajy
KOMepuMjanHu
caapxajn

Cranapw He ¥ene GeToHWpase HHX0BOT" NO/baHYeTa

HOBC, y3 o6asesy nspaie ypoaHHCTHUKOT NPOJCKTA, NHLIE ¥
oraacy o oryheiny Tor sesuniTa PenyGanyke aupesumje sa
HMOBHHY.

KomMusje TBpAC 2a HUCY SHANE 13 jC HAMCHA IUXOBE JTH-
Bajle 3 Kojy KaKy 713 je 3eneHa 0433 W TAMIOH 30HA 071 npe-

sarabemsa np a M He wene 1a
MM Ce Taj ..mmn aua” ea 50 peankux i 70 maanx crabana
oayIme.

- Oko Hanter Gloka MOCTOje YETHPH JAHBANE W OHE CY Hall
cnac Gyayhu 1a AHEHMO y3 MATTEHE CAMH ayTo-nyT iy Gan-
SHHH H3y3eTHO dpeksenTHor caobpahaja. Ta ausana Koja ce
Caa Noaje MecTo je e ce AeHa HIpajy, 2 M OpacTn JApy#i-
so. Hemamo mojMa wra GH Ty MOIIO 12 ce 3HAa, a14 1T ro
Aa ce naanupa Mu hemo 1ath ese o1 cede 1a To cnpevnmo, He

HH 13 aa MKOBEHH JOLL HEKHM
BHHIL‘CI'IPBTHHLIEHE! H 601‘0![0}[ KQHe 33 Hal JTHCT Mapuja
Tonoy Jjenna on prnt Baoka 19a koje cy okynbsene

aKo Hedop rpyne K je Baoka 19a7

Cai OHH 3aXTeBajy 1a ce No XHTHOM NOCTYTIKY ofycTasy
npofaja AHBaie My aneay, usmehy ocranor, Tpaxe aa PIIH
MOHHWTH nocrynak oryhemsa tax 75 apn seM/bHiTa, a 1a
FPai pasMoTpi cee MOryhHOCTH 33 NPEYINMAaILe CHOCHD OT-
KYILTC KATACTAPCKe Napuese Kojy 61 noroM Morao ypeanra
¥ jasHoM HETepecy rpabasa u ¥ CKAALY €A SAUTHTOM KHBOT-

nojara NoMIarHIK Bofa no obony Groka w wenoa Mocra ,la-

sena” u cMmpan u3 je Koja ounraeino
HHjE NPOJEKTOBAHA TAKO 1a PAH 1 HOBI jeKTe)
Hsrpaama na npcmmuj i AT On

Ha i 1 MehyHapoanoj Manu Cpiuje stor

KBATHTETa BA3AYXA mn Caml Lleurpa Toj je, y3 Mocrapeky
AETLY, UPHA TA4 KA Haler rpasa, Mecto Hajseher saraljersa, a
YKHIAILE 3HAYAJHE ICACHE TOBPUIHHE ITON CATHHIAMA ¥ OBOM
Aeny FPacKkor jesrpa AMPeKTHO NpeicTanba Kpuieme Arenie
2030 Yiennsennx Hatuja, wije npununne Brata PC ueriye
K0 THH pPHTET — jeyaneny y Koju je
wlonmTika” Hmana yBHL
Cropsa nay TPHEYTBaLEM 3ATHO-
PEHHX NoHYAa, 3 kpmepmyn 32 OleHHBaILE ToHYAa Githe Haj-
A noHyhena uena no keanpariom serpy. Ipogajna qoky-
meHTaija Mohi he aa ce npeysse y npocropijasa PIIH-ja v
Yauum kpaka Munana 16 ao 9. janyapa. YHecHHK y NOCTYTIKY
KOjH Mpey3Me NPOAajHY OKYMEHTALM]Y AYAQH je fa Aenosur
yiuars ao 11, janyapa, a moHyay fa J0CTABH 10 15. janyapa Ha
Penytmm P 3a y v loGpHibeko)

11 )’ OTIAcY HUTIE Hitje HareieHo xana he Komucuja 3a mpu-
KyTULaibe NOHYIa 32 oryherbe ensrpaly rpah L
MBHIIT ¥ JABHO] CBOJHHH P\:nyﬁ.rlum. Cpﬁujc OTBOPHTH NpH-
CTHEE OHYIE. M. Myunbaduh

DOTO NM4HA APAHBA

Figure 2: The article “The neighbors from Block 19A against meadow sale and urbanization”
published in daily newspaper “Politika” on 08 January 2024.
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ITapuena y bioky
19a Hyje Ha mpoaajy

Penybinuka fupekiiija 3a MMOBUHY Koja je MPpOLLIOT Mecelia
omtacuia oTyheme 3eM/BHIITA Off OKO 75 apH MpeKonyTa
Casa LieHTpa jyue MOHHILITH/IA OTJIAC, PAa3/Ior Helo3HaT

CCT IaHA YO4H POKa 3a 10-

nouyhava 3a oryhemwe nenarpalenor

3a

TROPEHHUX NOHYA 33 OTY-

hemwe napueae on 7.485
KBAIPATHHX METAPA ¥ JaBHOj CBOJHHN
y wosobeorpanckom Baoky 19a Peny-
GnHYKa AUpeKUmja 3a umosnny (PIOH)
jyue je NOHMIITHAA OTAAC KOjH je ohja-
BITA CPETHHOM Npoutor Meceua. Pey
Jjeonpoaaju naaua (

)
KOjH €& HAMATH ¥ MOBPIIHHAMA OCTATHX
HAMEHA 30HI KOMEPUHJLTHIX canp#aja

p 3IEMBHIITA ¥ jABHO] CBO-
junn Penytinnke Cpouje pann usrpan-
e, OCPEACTROM NPHEY MUbak3 MHEMe-
HHX OHYAA — HABEAEHO j& Ha HHTepHeT
crpannun PenyGanuke aupexunje sa
HMOBHHY.

Jyue je 61O M MoOCTENLN NAN Kata cy
MOTEHLMFATHH KYTILH MOF/H 13 NPEyIMY
NpOAAJHY AOKYMEHTALH]Y, & 01 CBHX Po-
KOBA Y BEIH €3 MPOIAJOM TOT IEMBHLITA
3 ¥y Bramoampa IT ha u npe-

MOTTHCE NPOTHE G0 KAKBE HArpalibe
Ha jeHoj 07 MeTHPH JTHBaNe, SeAeHE No-
BpILHHE, Hepe Hawmx srpana. [Tpunpe-
MIUTH CMO W anet koju heso oBux Aana
VIIYTHTH HAUTEAHHM TPATCKHM W peny-
GAHMKHM HHCTHTYLMjaMa jep He #ean-
MO /I3 C€ 3 TIET HUTH AECET FOHHA NOHOBH
OBAKAB OF/AC. JAXTERAMO 12 CC ITPOMEHH
HAMCHA TOT 3eM/LHIUTA 1 1a Gy/e japua
 3enena - uerwde Mapuja Tonopossh,
cranapka Broka 19a koja ce npuapysina

P tjama y Gophi na sawrm-

3a xuTeme bnoka 19a koju cy NpeTXoaHMX AaHa ycTanu npoTvB npoaaje napuene
3a KOjy Kaxy Aa je kUxoBa NMBaAa W WTKT 04 6NU3KHE ayTo-nyTa U NpeBenuKor
3arafjetba NOHUILITA] OrNaca je HeouekuBaHa, anu u gobpa eect

¥ eny:xin 00pasoBaiba y OKBHPY Koje ce
MOTy . paTH NPHBATHE NP
CKE YCTAHOBE, OCHOBHE WKOJE, CPELho-
WKQICKE H BHCOKOWKONCKE YCTAHOBE,
yaobasesy H3paje ypoaHHCTHYKOT IPo-
jewxra. lliTa je panor 3a oBaKBY OUIYKY
P[IH-ja nuje No3HATO HWTH je ¥ T0KY-
MEHTY — MOHHIITA) OrAaca - KojH je ob-
jaun;en Ha 3IBAHHYHOM C-’IjTj" OBE HHCTH-
TYUHjE HABEAEHO BH0 WTa WwTo 6H no-
TeHUMJATHO YKA3A10 HA 083 noTes.

- OBHM Or1acoM NOHMWTABA CC ¥
uenocti ornac Gpoj 38 sa cnposobe-
e MOCTYNKA H300pa HajnoBoBHMjEr

konyra Casa uenTpa, pasigaja nx Byne-
pap Apcennja Yaprojesiha (ayTo-nyr),
¥ ornacy u3 feuemGpa npouste roinne
Huje Givto naseaeno kana he noxyne Gu-
T oTBopene. 3axumene Baoka 19a koju
CY MPETXOIHHX TAHA YCTATH POTHE NPo-
Jlaje napuete 3a Kojy KKy 1a je iuxosa
JIMBAIA M WTHT O/ GUIHIMHE ayTO-TyTa M
npesennror saraheka NoHHILITA] ormaca
je HeovexHBana, aTH M 106pa BecT.

- Huemo ce wanam aa he ornac G
TIOHHIITEH W CBE TO j€ H MiUbE MO BEIoM
Heke Tajhe. Kako Giio, Mi npaTHMo ck-
TYALM]Y H HACTARAAMO 13 MPHKYTLHAMO

Te, KaKO KKy, 3e1eHy oasy ca 120 craba-
na Koja cy #mressu Tor aena Hoeor Beo-
rpana THK y3 Jaseny” nocamwmm.

¥ aneny cy, namehy ocranor, Hase-
au aa Tpaxe aa PAH nonsurmy nocry-
nax oryhersa oko 75 apy 3eMBHIITA, @
Aa rpaa pasmorpi cee MoryhHocTH 3a
NPeysHMae, OHOCHO OTKYT TE Kata-
CTAPCKE MAPLete Kojy 61 NoToM Moo
YPEAHTH ¥ jaBHOM HHTepecy rpabana
¥ CKIaY €A 3aTHTOM AHBOTHE CPelH-
He y ypbanom jesrpy, ronehn pauyna o
Baoky 19a ka0 apxHTeKTOHCKO-yphani-
CTHYKO] ™ . My h

Figure 3: The article “Parcel in Block 19A not on sale”, published in in daily newspaper “Politika” on
10 January 2024. (digital article available online at: https://www.politika.rs/sr/clanak/593553/Parcela-
u-Bloku-19a-nije-na-prodaju)
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