ZAKLJUCCI
SAVJETOVANJA DRUSTVA POVJESNICARA UMJETNOSTI
O ZASTITI SPOMENIKA KULTURE U ZAGREBU

Drustvo povjesnicara umjetnosti SR Hrvatske na svojem
plenumu i savjetovanju odrzanom dne 16, 17, 22. i 28. pro-
sinca 1982. godine razmatralo je pitanja zastite spomenika
kulture u gradu Zagrebu i ocjenjuje da stanje spomenika
kulture i njihova zastita u Zagrebu ne zadovoljavaju.

1. Razmotrivéi u ovom trenutku problematiku starog
srediSta Zagreba, Drustvo uofava neke kriti¢ne situacije na-
stale, s jedne strane, zapu$tanjem spomenika i, s druge,
pojedinim pogre$nim intervencijama.

Drustvo smatra da zagrebacki Gornji grad ima vrijed-
nost kao cjelina, pa ga treba i odrzavati kao cjelinu. Kon-
statira se da su zanemareni radovi koji bi pomogli Goxr-
njem gradu kao urbanisti¢koj cjelini, a izvrieni su zahvati
samo na pojedinim objektima, koji su katkad bili opsez-
niji i skuplji nego $to je u interesu spomeni¢kog integrite-
ta tih objekata.

2. Zapustanje spomenika rezultat je nedovoljnih dru-
Stvenih materijalnih ulaganja u njihovo uzdrzavanje, nedo-
voljnih ulaganja u razvoj sluzbe zastite spomenika kultu-
re, te komercijalnog, zemlji$no-rentijerskog manipuliranja
u zasticenim zonama i na spomeni¢kim objektima, §to i iz-
lazi i rezultira iz nedovoljno razvijene svijesti sredine o
vlastitoj bastini.

3. Zapustanje spomenika — od pojedina¢nih objekata do
ve¢ih ambijentalnih cjelina — pretvara se zatim desto u
argumentaciju za njihovo rusenje, ili gdjekad za takvo »o-
suvremenjivanje« koje im oduzima identitet.

Nakon utvrdivanja vrijednosti zbog koje se spomenik
obnavlja slijedi razmi$ljanje o suvremenoj namjeni i ko-
risti, $to ne moze biti jedino motivacijom obnove, bududi
da je svrha podlozna promjenama i njezinim diktatom moze
se zauvijek unistiti trag pravog izgleda i znac¢enja spomeni-
ka.

4. Drustvo povjesni¢ara umjetnosti SRH ukazuje na pri-
mjere nedopustiva uni$tenja povijesno-graditeljskog naslje-
da u Zagrebu kao $to su: pregradnja bivseg isusovackog sa-
mostana i obnova kule Lotr§caka, a posebno osuduje meto-
de koje su do njih dovele — nepostivanje struénih argume-
nata i neadektavne administrativne intervencije nastale u
uvjerenju da izrazavaju visi drustveni interes.

5. Na ishod obnove bivieg isusovatkog samostana Drus-
tvo povjesnicara umjetnosti odbija svaku moguénost da je
do takvog rezultata do$lo zbog nesposobnosti stru¢nih ka-
drova ili krize struke, te stoji na gledistu da su rjesenja
koja su izvedena, donesena mimo stava i unatod protivlje-
nju sluzbe za zastitu spomenika kulture i pojedinih strué-
njaka koji su meritorni poznavaoci problematike i vrijed-
nosti kompleksa.

6. Za svaki zahvat koji je u toku ili koji se priprema u
vezi sa graditeljskim nasljedem, a koji nadilazi konzervator-
ski rad redovnog odrzavanja spomenika, Drustvo zahtijeva:

a) pravodobno i potpuno informiranje javnosti, ¢ime se

pruza mogucénost Siroke i efikasne diskusije;

b) raspravu na odgovarajuéem stru¢nom nivou:

¢) konzultiranje najkvalificiranijih stru¢njaka i njihovu

obaveznu suradnju s operativnim organima sluzbe za-
Stite i odgovarajuéim dru$tvenim organima;

osiguravanje dovoljnih novéanih sredstava za sustav-
no istrazivanje spomenika prije definitivne projektne
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tehnicke dokumentacije, prije pocetka radova i u
toku radova;

e) da se za projektiranje na spomenicima kulture viso-
kih kategorija provede javni natjecaj ili ako to nije
moguce da se projektiranje povjeri iskljucivo projek-
tantima koji su potvrdili svoje iskustvo ili mogu do-
kazati sposobnost rjesavanja kompleksnih zadataka
na spomenicima kulture i da se omogudéi nadleznom
zavodu za zaStitu spomenika kulture da sudjeluje u
odabiranju projektanata i izvodaca za radove na spo-
menicima kulture;

f) neka se omogudi da konzervatorsko-restauratorske ra-
dove na spomenicima kulture izvode ili nadziru spe-
cijalizirane konzervatorsko-restauratorske radionice.

7. Na temelju nekih katastrofalnih primjera i mnogih ne-
gativnih iskustava iz prakse Drustvo u okviru nuznog proce-
sa revitalizacije, zastupa preferiranje metode asaniranja
spomenika uz adekvatnu namjenu nad metodama bitne
transformacije graditeljskog nasljeda.

8. U odnosu na trenutnu situaciju Drustvo zahtijeva
odbijanje projekta za tzv. »revitalizaciju« Maksimira, te
dosljedno postivanje karaktera i izuzetne vrijednosti ovog
spomenika.

Tok obnove povijesnog perivoja Maksimir je nepro-
vediv ako izravno vodenje poduhvata ne preuzmu Sabor SR
Hrvatske, Skups$tina grada Zagreba, Jugoslavenska akademi-
je znanosti i umjetnosti i Sveudilite u Zagrebu.

9. O rjesenju Tkal¢iceve ulice na potezu od Krvavog
mosta podvojena su misljenja:

— Zahtijeva se da se odustane od projektiranog rusenja
u potezu Tkalci¢eve ulice i da se omogudi alternativna
varijanta arhitektonske reinterpretacije postojeéih o-
bjekata koji ¢e zadrzati svoj volumen i visinske vri-
jednosti;

— prihvada se interpolacija prema varijanti prof. dipl.
inz. arh. Miroslava Begovica koja se najoptimalnije
odnosi spram ambijentu, i to uz uvjet da se sanira ci-
jeli blok Radideva — Tkalcdiceva.

10. Clanovi Drustva pretezno ne prihvacaju izgradnju
upravne zgrade Galerije ATM na najiistaknutijoj tocki sta-
rog Zagreba, te predlazu da se taj sadrzaj prenese u zgradu
gimnazije.

11. O obnovi kompleksa gradevina uz Popov toranj po-
dvojena su misljenja; treba li sa¢uvati postojecu visestoljet-
nu slojevitost objekata u prezentaciji, a zive funkcije (zvjez-
darnica) u funkciji ili interpretirati povijesnu slojevitost na
nacin da se istaknu maksimalne vrijednosti pojedinih po-
vijesnih slojeva u pojedinim objektima uz punu estetsku
integraciju.

12. Drustvo smatra kako je paradoksalno da prostor biv-
Seg isusvackog 'samostana stoji neiskoriten, jer je unatoc
svim propustima funkcionalan. Potrebno je §to hitnije izlaga-
nje zbirke Topi¢-Mimara zbog koje je kompleks i obnovljen.

13. Drustvo upozorava na pojalani pritisak na sredi$nje
1 sjeverne zone starog Zagreba nastao zbog usporavanja eks-
tenzivnog rasta grada i koncentriranje na njegove blize zo-
ne.

14. U tom smislu potrebno je povedati broj stru¢njaka u
zavoima za zaStitu spomenika kulture kako bi mogli pravo-
vremeno reagirati i stru¢no pratiti radove na spomenicima



i pojacati zakonske ingerencije sluzbe zaStite u neminovnim
sukobima s tehnokratskim strukturama.

15. Suradnjom s Institutom za povijest umjetnosti valja
pronaéi mogucnost da se u programe znanstveno istrazi-
valackog rada ukljuce istrazivanja onih spomenika na koji-
ma se ofekuju konzervatorsko-restauratorske intervencije
u skoroj buduénosti, kako bi se konzervatorska praksa mo-
gla bazirati na znanstveno istrazenim spomenicima.

CONCLUSIONS FROM THE CONFERENCE OF THE SOCI-
ETY OF ART HISTORIANS OF THE SOCIALIST REPUB-
LIC OF CROATIAN ON PROTECTION OF CULTURAL
MONUMENTS IN ZAGREB

The Society of Art Historians of the Socialist Republic of
Croatia at their plenum and conference held on 16, 17, 22
and 28 December 1982 discussed certain pressing issues of
protection of cultural monuments in the City of Zagreb and
concluded that the situation of cultural monuments and
their protection in Zagreb are not satisfactory.

1. Reviewing the issues of the old center of Zagreb at
this moment, the Society noted certain critical situations
through on the one hand neglect of monuments, and on
the other, incorrect intervention.

The Society feels that the Zagreb Upper Town has value
as a whole, and ought to maintained as a whole. It contends
that work which might help the Upper Town as an urban
unit, has been mneglected, while individual buildings have
been approached as separate undertakings, which have been
occasionally more extensive and costly than the interest of
the integrity of these buildings as monuments demands.

2. The neglect of monuments is a consequence of in-
sufficient social material investment in their maintenance,
insufficient investment in the development of a service for
protection of cultural monuments, and commercial, real es-
tate, rent-oriented manipulations within protected zones, in
the cultural monuments which results in an inadequately
developed awareness within the environment of the society’s
heritage.

3. Neglect of monuments — from individual buildings to
larger environmental units — often turns into argumentation
for tearing them down, or for such »modernization« that
they are stripped of their identity.

After establishing the values because of which a monii-
ment is renovated, thoughts follow on the contemporar)
purpose and use for these buildings, which must not be the
sole motivation for their renovation, since this goal is su-
bject to changes, and such a dictate might lead to the des-
truction of all traces of the true appearance and meaning
of the monument.

4. The Society of Art Historians of Socialist Republic of
Croatia points to the example of inadmissable ruin of the
historical and architectural heritage of Zagreb such as: the
reconstruction of the former Jesuit monastery and the reno-
vation of Lotrs¢ak Tower, and is particularly critical of the
methods which resulted in such failure — a lack of respect
for professional argumentation and inadequate administra-
tive intervention through the conviction that they are expres-
sing a higher social interest.

5. The Society of Art Historians categorically denies any
possibilitiy that the outcome of the renovation of the for-
mer Jesuit monastery had anything to do with the incom-
petence of the professional staff or a crisis in the profession;
it stands on the position that the solutions which were car-
ried out were selected in spite of views and objections rai-
sed by the service for protection of cultural monuments
and individual experts, competent in the field of the issucs
and values of this particular complex.

6. For every undertaking, either ongoing or in preparation
which is related to the architectural heritage and which re-
quires conservational works of the regular maintenance of
monuments, the Society demands:

16. Sugeriramo odsjecima za povijest umjetnosti filo-
zofskih fakulteta da u nastavnim programima posvete ade-
kvatnu paznju odgajanju mladih stru¢njaka za konzerva-
torska zanimanja na interdiscipliniranom i interfakultet-
skom nivou. Valjalo bi osigurati sredstva za ostvarivanje
takvih programa.

Predsjednik:

(Vinko Zlamalik)

a) that the public be informed completely and punctually
as soon as occasion arises for a broad and fruitful
discussion;

that there be debate at the corresponding professional

level;

¢) that the most qualified experts be consulted and their

obligatory cooperation be secured with the operative

organs of the service for protection and the correspon.
ding social organs;

that adequate financial means be secured for a syste-

matic research into the monument pervious to a de-

finitive technical documentation for tle project is
drawn up, before the work commences and during the
work;

e) that plans for cultural monuments of high categories be
organized through a public competition or if this is
not an option, then planning must be entrusted exclu-
sively to planners who have shown their experience
or can prove their capacity for resolving complex tasks
on cultural monuments and the supervisory institule
for protection of cultural monuments to take part in
selecting planners and those to carry out the work on
cultural monuments.

f) that the conservational and restoration parts of the
work on cultural monuments be carried out by or su-
pervised by specialized conservational and restoratio-
nal workshops.
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7. On the basis of several catastrophic examples and ma-
ny negative experiences from praxis, the Society within the
framework of the necessary process of revitalization, pre-
fers methods of preserving a monument along with adequate
intent over the methods of essential transformation of the
architectural heritage.

8. In terms of the current state of affairs, the Society
demands a rejection of the so-called »revitalization« of Mak-
simir, and a literal respect for the character and exceptio-
nal value of this monument.

The course of the renovation of the historical park of
Maksimir is inconceivable if the Assembly of the Socialist
Republic of Croatia, the Assembly of the City of Zagreb, the
Yugoslav Academy of Science and Art and the University
in Zagreb do not take over direct management of the project.

9. Opinions of the resolution of the Krvavi most section
of Tkalciceva Street are as follows:

— a demand for abandoning the projected demolition of
this stretch of Tkalciceva Street and that instead an
alternative variant of architectural reinterpretation of
the existing buildings be introduced which would re-
tain their volume and original height;

— the interpolation according to the variant of Prof. Mi-
roslav Begovié, architect, should be accepted, since
it has the most optimal relationship to the environment,
under the condition that it preserves the entire block
of Radiceva-Tkalciceva.

10. Members of the Society mostly do not accept the
building of a management building for the ATM Gallery on
the most prominent spot in old Zagreb, and suggest that
this function be moved to the building of the gymnasium.

11. On the renovation of the complex of buildings along
with the Priest’s Tower opinion is divided; should the
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existing centuries-old lavered quality of the buildings bc
preserved a long with its living functions (the obseratory)
or to interpret the historical strata by stressing the maxi-
mnal values of individual historical strata in individual buil-
dings, with a full aesthetic integration.

12. The Society contends that it is paradoxical that the
space of the former Jesuit monastery is standing unused,
for in spite of its inadequacies it is still functional. The
cxhibition of the Topic-Mimara building for which the koin-
plex was renovated must shown as soon as possible.

13. The Society warns of the increased pressiirc on the
central and northern zones of old Zagreb which have come
aboui due to the slowing down of the citv's extensive
growth and concentration on its closer zones.

14. In this sense it is necessarv to increase the nuiiber of
experts in the institutes for protection of cultural nioni-
ments so that thev would be able to react and observe in
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time the work undertaken on monmunents and strengthen
the legal involvement of the service for protection in the
inevitable conflicts arising with technocratic structires.

15. Through cooperation with the Institute for Art Histo-
ry the possibility should be established for including pro-
grams of scholarly research in the research of those mnio-
numents for which conservational and restorational inter-
vention is expected in the near future, in order to basc
conservational work on scholarly researched monuments.

16. We suggest that departinents for art historv of the
faculties of philosophy dedicate adequate attention to the
training of voung experts in conservational fields on the
interdisciplinary and inter-faculty levels. Meuns for finan-
cing such programs should be secured.

Chairman:
(Vinko Zlamalik)
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