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OTPABEHA HACE/bA Y EBPOIIU
~ HOMOIHOCT VIV COILIJATHU 3A30B?

Caxxerak: OBaj paji ce daBU KO HaC C1ado MCTpaXXMBAaHUM KOHIIEIITOM orpabennx
Hacesba (MOMUTHMKA CTAaHOBama) Koju je cpenyHoM 20. Beka passujeH y CAJL, anu je y HoBuje
BpeMe TocedHO adupMIuCcaH y HeomndepasrHoM APYLITBY, mupoM cBeTa. Orpabena Hace-
Jba IIOCTOje U 'y CoLlMjaileMOKpaTckoj EBpomy, Te ywiaHak M3ydaBa NOCIefuULIe IIpYMeHe
OBOT KOHIIEINTA, Tj. yTHiaj orpaheHnx Hace/ba Ha TeMOKPATCKM X TPajia M TeMOKpaTCKe
U pa3BOjHe IIOTEeHIVjale Tpajia, Ha y30pKy rpasosa y EBporn (Opannycka, bpurannja u
Vpcka), y3 u3Bnaderbe NOyKa.

Orpabena Hacema umajy dpojHe noute epexte Ha 3ajeqHuLy. Baactu sa motpede
orpabeHux 3ajeHuIIa YecTO IpNBaTU3yjy caodpahajHiule, jaBHe IPOCTOPE, KAO U IPYUCTYII
IpeoCTalVM jaBHUM MOBPIIMHAMA, Ha IITeTy Beh1He CTAaHOBHMKA, 32 KOje YUNTaBY KOM-
IJIEKCH Y Tpafly ocTajy HegocTymHn. To cTBapa dpojHe colujaiHe, IPOCTOPHE HEIpaB/e,
YJMe ce aKTVBHO ITOTKOIIaBa JJeMOKPAaTCKY AYX M KanmauureT rpaga. OBu IpoLecu ¢y y
cykody ca IeMOKPATCKUM KOHIIEIITOM OTBOPEHOT I'Pajia 11 MOJIe/IOM MEIIIOBITOT CTAHOBAba,
HETOBAHOT Y BpeMe Ap>KaBe darocrama.

YnaHak ce ocama Ha aHam3e mocTojehux ncrpaxnBama 1 CTyauja orpaheHnx Ha-
ce/ba 'y CBETY KpO3 MHAMKATHBHE IIpMMepe U CTyAuje CTydaja (aHamM3a cafpiKaja, CUHTe3a,
reHepajysalja, KoMmnapamyja). Y oBUM CTyAMjaMa Cy 4ecTo KopuirheHe CTaTUCTUYKE
MeTojle, aHa/IM3e IPOMeHe pery/aTuBe, MHTEPBjyy ¥ aHKeTe CTaHapa, MeHallepa pa3Boja,
nonmuTi4dapa u cryxdennka. KoMmapaTuBHOM METOIOM Y OBOM pafy ce Hopefe CIMYHOCTH
U pasmyKe orpaheHNx Hacesba y pasHMM 3eM/baMa, IIITO je OCHOB 3a 3aK/bYUKe 1 IIPeropyKe
3a ONTUMAJIHY ITOJINTUKY CTAHOBAaMba 11 pa3Boj IpajioBa (CMHTE3a).

YraHaK yBOOM OBY M3a30BHY TeMY Y IIPOCTOP fiedare NOMUTIIKIX U JPYIITBEHNX
HayKa (IoJ/be YpOaHMX CTyquja), Aiaje MpuKas nocrojehux nmocnemuia, Te myTeM KoMIapa-
nuje omoryhasa fja cuHTeTNYKM JOheMo [0 mpenopyka 3a 1380p ONTUMAIHE OTUTIKE
CTaHOBama (y4ere U3 UCKYCTBA).

Kipyune peun: orpabene 3ajennniie (Hacerba), COLijaIHa Cerperaryja u CKpOMAIITBO,
JEeMOKPATCKM JIYX M KallallUTEeTU IPajia, YTPOXKEH jaBHYU IPOCTOP, IPMBATH3ALINja.

! sneskal52@gmail.com

> Pap je HaCTao Kao Jie0 Hay4IHO UCTPAKMBAYKe EATHOCTH MOAPXKaHe CPeACTBIMA MuHICTapCcTBa
IPOCBeTe, HayKe J TeXHOJIOLIKOT pa3Boja Perrydmke Cpduje, kpos yropop ca PakyaTeTOM IOMNU-
TUYKIUX HayKa, dpoj 451-03-68/2022-14.
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YBO[

Orpabena Hacepa kao u degemuMa 3amrunhenn rpafoBy OuIn Cy Of/IMKa Haceba
Y aHTMYKOM ¥ CPellbOBeKOBHOM 7100y. Y 10da KannTanmsMa Cy cayyBaH) HEKV BUJIOBU
3aITHUTE U NOJIBajaba, M TO OOMYHO MO OOTaTCTBY, I1a MOCTOje doraTe WM CHPOMAIIIHe
4eTBpTH y rpay. [loHeKay y rpajy BeIUKIX HejeHAKOCTI U KOH(IMKATa OCTajy HeKe BpCTe
orpafia 3dor uyBama curypHocti. Jlodap npumep je bepmnu xao nopepen rpaj nsmeby
IBa MOIMTUYKA CUCTEMA U ABE APKaBe, 3aTIM AYrO TOKOM MCTOpUje ma o cpepuHe 20.
BeKa JepycanuM je Mofie/beH Ipaji IpeMa peTurmjcKoj pumagHocTi (JeBpeju, MycIiMaHu,
xpuinrhann) uta. (Bagaeen & Uduku, 2010).

Vnak, y BpeMe fip>kaBe O/larocTama Koja ce 3aCHIBA Ha COLMja/IIeMOKPATCKIM
BPEJHOCTUMA apypMIUILIE Ce IPYHIIUII OTBOPEHOT Ipajia KOjIi IIPUjaTe/bCKY MIPUMa IPUJIO-
IIUINIIE ¥ JOCTYIIAH je CBUMA. JloIyhaBa ra KOHIIEIT MEIIOBUTOT CTAHOBAba, KOjII 3HAYN
Ia rpabaHu pasHUX COLMja/THMX I'PYIIA )KMBE 3ajeHO y MCTUM 3TpajiaMa 1 Hace/buma. To
modpo yTude Ha yIIO3HaBabe /bYAY, dobe MehycodHo pasymeBare 1 BbIIMe Ce jada JeMOo-
KpaTCKa 3ajeflHNL Y TPALY, @ TUME U JPYIITBY YOILLITE.

Heommdepanto foda, mehyrum, 03dupHO mpoaydssyje jas y doraTcTBy mbyau (Be-
JIMKU JIe0 Cpefiibe K/Iace CHPOMAIIIN), a CMabIBatbe AaBamba 3a jaBHE YC/Iyre 00jeKTUBHO
odapa KBamuTeT X1BoTa BehnHe rpabana, 4nMe ce omeT mopcTIYeE COLMjaTHO HOABajabe
cranoBHuka rpaga (Neil, 1996; Neil & Williams, 2007; Ward, 2014).

JloCTyITHOCT KBalTUTETHOT CTaHA M JOOPOT CTAaHOBAbA Of BE/IUKOT je 3Hauaja 3a CBaKoT
I0jefMHIIa, TIOpel 00pa3oBatba, 3alolbaBama I 3pasba. OBa 001aCT TPAXXU aKTUBHO
3aj1ararbe BaCTH (pyKaBe I JIOKATHUX BJIACTI), /1Y HEOTIMOEePaTHO APYIITBO IPEHOCH Te
IIOC/IOBE Ca jJaBHOT Ha IIPUBATHNU CEeKTOP (KYIIOBYMHA MM PEHTHUPatbe CTaHa Ha TPXKULITY).
I[Tpenasak Ha HeonudepanHu KOHLENT ypdaHor ypehera 11 cTaHOBaba JUPEKTHO y3pPO-
Kyje HaCTaHaK Be/IMKIX IpodjieMa 3a OCeT/bMBe COLMjaIHe TPyIle Y IPafioBMMa INPOM
wraHeTe (Glasze, 2005). Tparosu oBux mpodieMa 1 HeIIpaBAy CY BUIJBUBY U y I'PajjoBYIMa
PasBMjeHNUX eBPOIICKIX 3eMaba (C/1ad KBaIMTET CTAaHOBAba, pacT dpoja deckyhHuka), Tok
cy cnaduje pasBujeHe 3eM/be Y jOLI TOPEM CTamby, aKO Cilefie oBe KoHIenrte. OHe ce 1ecTo
CaBeTYjy WIN Ce Off VX TPAXKI fa IPaTe 0Baj KOHI[EIIT, Pajiy PALMOHATHOCTY IIOTPOLIbe
jaBHOT CeKTOpa.

Orpalyene 3ajegHuie y 0BOM KOHTEKCTY ITPECTAB/bajy HOFATHY MpUTALyjy 3a Behuny
rpabaHa, jep UM ce Iopes HeBO/ba KOje MMajy ZOJATHO Offy3UMa IIPUCTYII Jle/IOBMMa Ipaja
KOjut Ou Tpedajo Aa Cy MM JOCTYIIHY, aKo je rpaf otBopeH (Lefebvre, 1996). DtaBHu pasmor
3adpaHe je BIXOBO CUPOMAIITBO I CYMIbIUYehe 3a Moryhe KpMMIHAIIHE pajiibe, YMMe ce
KOJ, ’bUX pasBuja ocehaj aHMMosuTeTa mMpeMa ypehemy, BpefHOCTIMA U MIeOTIOTHj ! TPajia,
amu n ocehaj HenpujaTe/bcTBA U MpXKIbe U3Meby cTaHOBHUKa rpaja.

TEOPUJCKIM OKBMP

Y HOBUjOj TUTEpATypPU He CaMo Jja ce CBe BUIlle M3HA/Ia3e OIpaB/lakba 3a I0CTojatbe
OBOT MOJie/la OpraHm3alje IpocTopa 1 cTaMOeHNX Hacesba, Beh ce 1 mporupyje mmucTa
ToOpUX CTpaHa OBOT KOHIIEIITA CTAHOBAMbA, 4 3aMepKe Cy cBe pele mmu ux yommre Hema.
JlonaTHO HacTaje HOBY COLIMjATHY, YPOAHUCTUYKY TTOKPET KOjit 0fodpaBa U Belda Mpexe
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3aTBOpeHux orpahernx Hace/pa Kao mpumMepe godpor ypdanusma (Bagaeen & Uduku, 2010;
Bagaeen, 2015). OBakBa TyMadema Cy CUTypaH 3HaK IIPMBIKaBaIba Ha Be/IMKe COLIMjaTHe
pasnuke y fpyurBy, nosehane cymme y MOTYhHOCT IIPMjaTHOT U CUTYPHOT CY)XXMBOTA
rpabana u Mypema ca cTambeM — Jla Ipaji He MOXKe PelINTH NUTalkbe HejefHaKOCTH, He-
npasjy 1 KpuMuHana y gpymtsy (Glasze, Webster, Frantz, 2006; Low, 2003; McKenzie,
2006). Te Terode u cmadocTy cTora Tpeda OrpafnTy, MapriHA/IN30BATU M YKIOHUTY 13
Bupiokpyra. OBaj HauVMH pa3MUI/batba IIpeBuba f1a je HEOIIXOTHO IIPOMEHUTH CUCTEM jep
Ko3MeTHKa 1 GpusudKo orpahyBame 3ajeiHNMIIE caMo TIpoayd/byje mpodmeme. Ilo cmraroM
npunumITy, rpagosu y CAJl, r/ie je 0Baj KOHIIENT ¥ HACTAO, [ielieHnjaMa Cy Ce IPUINIHO
HeYCIIeNTHO SOPWIN IPOTHB reTa, pace/baBajyhu cupomairte rpahaHe reta mmpom rpaja.
Ta mpemernrama, MehyTum, HUCY TaTa HUKaKBe pe3ynTaTe. JeI)HN yCIeNIaH Ha4lH Jja ce
reTo yK/I0HM MO je [ia ce peln y3pok npodema: momoh cupomainnym rpahannma fa ce
npexBanudukyjy n nponaby nocao, ypehusame Hacepa (kBanureTHe kyhe n cTaHOBM),
Ipy>kame KBaJIMTETHUX YCIyTa: KO/, BpTuh, 10M 34paB/ba, CHadeBame I 3alITUTa
nomnuuuje, a 1 ce cy3dyo KpuMMHAI KOjH je Kao ITIaBHA ,IPMBPE/IHA IeNaTHOCT IIBETA0
y rery. la du 0BO Hacerbe OVJIO OBPKUBO, Ipaf je MOpao fa dpuHe o beMy (ofpKaBarbe)
u a 0de3denu makete mofpuIKe 3a yoyayhe, ykomnko 3a to mocroju norpeda (Pordevié,
1998; Peterson, 1985).

Hacynpot Tome, eBpOIICKM COLMjaIeMOKPATCKM KOHIIENT pa3Boja APYyIITBa, IIa
u rpagoBa, odezdebusao je Behy jemnakoct rpabannma u Behy nomoh cupomamnmnma,
Te eBPOIICKM TPaJIOBH CBe JI0 MojaBe HeonndeparHoT ypehema HUCY UManM OBe BPCTe
npodieMa, YMMe C IIPaBOM HOCe 03HAKY JIeMOKPATCKM ypehenux rpagosa. Heonmudepanna
TONIMTHKA CTAHOBAha V1 y eBPOTICKE IPajioBe JOHOCK UCTY BPCTY IIPodieMa Koju II0CToje y
CA[JL: pact dpoja cupomarnnux rpahana, cmada focTymHOCT cTaHOBa 3a rpabane (mpodem
JIOLINX M HPEeCKYIIX CTAHOBA) 1 pacT dpoja deckyhunka. [Ipakca ypenTpudukarje rpera
- BOMe Ce pace/baBa CPOMAIIaH fleo Ipajia fia 81 ce ypesuo 3a CTaHOBambe OOraTuXx, 3a
OU3HUC U TProBaukKe YeTBPTI U TYPUCTUYKe aTpaKIje, a CUPOMALIHN CTAHOBHUIIY He
nodujajy HuTa off Tor fodpa, Beh ce pace/paBajy Ha meprepisjy y joLL rope yCIoBe Ku-
Bora (Janoschka & Salinas, 2013; Lees, Shin, Lopez-Morales, 2016; Renau & Martin, 2015).

Orpabena Hace/ba Kao IIpoRyKT JIoruKe orpahusarma of IpodeMa 1 BberoBor Jaber
Ipopyd/buBama HICY fodap MOJeN CTaHOBamwa. Y 10dpo ypeheHoM mpymTBy, de3 mpe-
BeNIMKMX COIMjaTHMX PasinKa I de3 CMpOMAIITBa, 3a IITa Cy fodap mpumep orpabena
Hacesba Ha HoBoM 3emanpy (Dupuis & Dixon, 2010), oBakaB BiJ Hace/ba HIje caM IO
cedu cropas, jep HeMa 3a OCHOBY HY)KHO OfiBajare CTaHOBHMKa. JImmak, y caBpeMeHOM,
IySOKO TIO7IeTheHOM HeonMdepaTHOM APYIITBY OBO OCTaje 3a1CTa IIpod/ieMaTYHa 110jaBa.
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KOMITAPATVIBHA AHAJIM3A OTPAHEHIVIX HACEJBA
M TTOKPETA Y EBPOIICKMM I'PAJOBVIMA
(OPAHITYCKA, IPCKA, BPITAHIJA)

Opannycka

Jeman Spoj dpaHIycKux ayTopa ce daBMO OBMM TeMaMa Ha IPYMepPY MHOTUX IPajioBa,
nocedHo rpasa [Tapusa, 1j. leropor MeTpononuteHckor pernona — Vi ge ®@panuc (ile-de-
France). Onu cy younnu dpojue npumepe orpabeHnx Hacespa, ca TyBapyMa 1 Kamepama Wi
de3 BIX. AHaIM3UPa/IN CY CHeV(PIIHOCT CBAKOT Hace/ba Y CMIC/TY HACTAHKA, COLjaIHe
CTPYKType CTAaHOBHMKa (IIpodecroHaIHe, CTApOCHEe, SOTraTCTBO), BUXOBUX ITOTpeda, CTiIa
XKVIBOTA, K40 1 KBaJIMTEeTa OJHOCA Y CaMOM Haceby. IIpare ce moHekay 11 peHOMEHM JjajbeT
orpabuBama mpocTopa y3 Hace/be U IIOC/IENNIIE KOje TO 1Ma 3a ipyre rpabane. OBae hemo
IpMKa3aTy HeKOMMKO TAKBUX Hacerba: Hacesbe MoHTpety (Montretout), Buma MormopeHcn
(Villa Montmorency) u Buna me Ipasujep (Villa des Gravilliers), 3aTum 3aTBopeHa Hacespa
Curpu (Sigri), Ban ne Bjesp (Val de Biévre) ys ITapk Paren (Parc Ratel) u orpabheno naceme
[Tapk Maprunnjep (Park de la Martiniere). Ykasahemo Ha pasjiore HacTaHKa OBUX Hace/ba,
KBaJINTET )KMBOTA CTaHapa ¥ IOC/Iefulle 1o gpyre rpabhaHe.

Hacese MoHTpeTy cMemTeHO je y 3anagHoM geny [lapusa, seanom Cen-Knog
(Saint-Claude) Ha odanmu Cene. Y uctopuju je oBaj mpocTop d10 Heo Kpa/beBCKOT Ioce-
Ta, ca 3TpajiaMa 3a rapfy 1 opuiype Koju cy 4yBanmu umame. Ca ykuameM MOHapXuje
Hocey je IIpOfiaT, ca IU/beM fla Ce Ha TOM IIpeTIeTIoM MeCTY, ca JUBHMM IIOI/IefloM Ha PeKy
Ceny, HanpaBu euTHO Hacerbe (1832). Bynyhm BrnacHuim ctanoBa cy ogMax OCHOBau
CKyIIITYHY BIACHMKA CTAHOBA’, KOja IIOCTaje CYB/IACHNUK OBOT IIPOCTOpA.

VicpBa ce mnaHupa usrpajma 37 CTaMOeHNX jefMHNI[A U PETY/IATUBOM Ce Ha TOM
IpocTopy 3adpamyje duIo KakBa aKTUBHOCT OM3HIICA 1 I'pajiba Kadea WM IVIeCHYUX JBO-
paHna. Topuae 1932. ce Hapasbe 3adpamyje IelKame dVI0 Koje mapliesie Ha TOM IIPOCTOPY
(1.000 M?) 1 duito KakBa Jpyra rpajiia, Te JaHac MocToju 50 eKCKIY3MBHUX CTaMOEHMX
jemuHMIa ca yKynHo 400 cranoBHMKa. OBO Hacesbe je off movyeTKa duso orpaheno, nmano
je raheHe 4yBape 1 0CTaIo je HEJOCTYIIHO 3a ipyTe rpahane.

Y HOBUje BpeMe je HacTao KOHMINKT Kafia Cy CTAHOBHUIIM Hace/ba TPasKMUIM ITOCTa-
B/batbe KaMepa pajy 00/be KOHTPOJIe TPOCTOPA U 3aLITUTE. JefjaH Off CTaHapa, AeCHUYap-
cky nonutryap XKan-Mapn Jle Ilen (Jean-Marie Le Pen) cTanHa je MeTa MHTepecoBama
HoBuHapa 1 TB penoprepa, Te ce Tpa>kimio mocTas/bame KaMepa. OBaj 3axTeB je MehyTum
oz1dujeH Kao HeIPYXBAT/bUB, Y3 odjalllibelbe fla ce He MOXKe 3a HOTpede NPMBATHOT NHTepe-
ca OfoOpUTH CHUMalbe jaBHOT IIPOCTOpa Y/INIIE, TPra, jaBHor caodpahaja, kao u rpabaHa,
nponasuuka (Le Goix & Callen, 2010, str. 95, 96)* (Bupern Crmuky 1).

Buna MorMopeHcr® je cMelTeHa Ha orpal)eHOM apuCTOKPAaTCKOM MMamwy y 16 au-
CTPUKTY, y ceBepo3sanagHoM neny Ilapusa. [opnne 1853. je penoBupaHo nsrpagmom 120

> TAssemblee Syndicale des Proprietaires
* ¥ Ilapusy cy pahena ucTpaxkupama TOKOM ceflaMieceTux rofgusa 20. Beka 11 y TO BpeMe ApKaBe
dmarocrama rmocrojaso je yak 1.500 orpalenux Hacesba, BUIA ¥ IPUBATHUX Y/INIIA, KOjIIMA YIIPaBIbajy
CKYIIIITNHE BTACHMKA CTaHOBA.

° Tlocnenme nBe BIACHMIIE Cy: KHeTMIba MOHMOpPEeHCH 1 KHernmba of Bydrepa.
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JIyKCY3HMX CTaMOEHNX jeIMHNIIa Ha BemkoM oceny. Hacerbe je o moueTka duo orpaheno
u nmaro je wiahexe uysape (Le Goix & Callen, 2010, str. 96; Pincon & Pincon-Charlot,
1994, 2001) (Bupgetn Cnuxy 2).

3aHnMbUB je IpyMep orpabeHor Hacerba Buia e [paBujep, Hanpas/beHoOT 3a hadpuuke
pazuuke 1897. roguue. OBaj cMeo rpal)eBMHCKI HOOYXBAT je MHCIMPICAH pafoByMa yTOIINj-
CKOT COLIMja/13Ma, KOjU Cy Ce 3a/1araiy 3a IpaBa pajjHMKa Ha CBUM MosbyMa (So7pu ycmoBn
papa, I1aTe, OOMOPY U CBAaKAKO KBAJIMTETHU)U VM IOCTYIIHM CTAaHOBM), KAO ¥ KOHIIEIITOM
rpaga damre® (Garden City) (Bupetn Cnuky 3). Peanusanuja osor mpojexra je omoryhena
HOJIMTUKOM JlaBama IIOBOJBHMX KPEUTa, Te Ce OBa IIpaKca Ipajitbe HacTaB/ba 1 ¥ 19. Beky.

Y ®paniyckoj je mporec orpahusarma Haceba JoHeK/Ie crienyyyan 300r fpyraduje
Tpaguiyje n ypeherma (apucTokparcka gpyaBa y MpOLITOCTU U COLMjaIeMOKPaTCKa’ TO-
koM 20. Beka) Hero, Ha mpuMep, y CAJl, ajin mocrenuiie omeT BOfie CINYHOM COLMjaTHOM
CTamy. 3aKOH peTy/IMIIIe Ia aK0 ce orpaheHo Hace/be Haasy Ha 0dasu peke, jesepa, Mopa
WIN U3/1a3) Ha OpyTe jaBHe IIPOCTOpe Kao LITO Cy HapKOBM, M3/IETUIITA, Hace/be MOpa
0de3dennTy ocTaMVIM CTAHOBHMIMIMA I'pajja IPUCTYII TUM jaBHUM IpocTopuMa. Bemku
Jleo OBMX Hacejba je CMEIITEH Ha JIefIoBJMa HeKa/Jalllib/X apUCTOKPATCKMX MMatba, HIyMa
1 JIOBHUX IIOfIPYYja, T€ je OBO pelllerhe BaXKHO.

Vnak, 3akon omoryhaBa 1 nsBecHa ofcTymnama, gajyhn Ha 10 roguua mpaBo Ha
pecTpUKIIyje OIIITe JOCTYITHOCTY HEKUX NOBPIINMHA KaJa X ofodpu CyH, y3 MoryhHocT
Jia ce Te pecTpuKuuje u npoxysxe. [IpuMepu HaM II0Ka3yjy Aa je Ipakca 3aTBapama ymia
U CMambeHOT TIPMUCTYIIA jaBHUM IIOBPIIMHAMa 3a Apyre rpahane gecta. VIHAMKaTUBHY Cy
IpyMepu OBaKBe Ipakce orpahennx Haceba y odmactu Curpi, cMenteHoj 20 KM Ha jyT off
nentpa [Tapusa. [Tpsu npumep je Hacesbe Ban e Bjesp® y3 [Tapk Parer, koju je 00HOB/beH
U peHOBUPaH, a o Kora rpabanm cycemHMx Hace/ba JMPEKTHO JoJIa3e YIMULOM Koja ufie
nocpep orpabenor Haceba.” CTaHOBHUIIM orpaheHOr Hacesba 3aTBapajy yIULY U Ha peru-
OHAJTHOM CYJy ce ToTBphyje BUX0BO MpaBo fja 3aTBOpe IIPOJIa3 jep ce yIuIla TpeThpa Kao
IpPOIy>XeTaK IhIXOBUX IPUBATHMX iBopuIITa. [[pyru rpahanu cy normnyHno onemoryhexn
fla KOPUCTe IIPOCTOP MapKa, KOji TaKO (PaKTUUKY IOCTaje IIPMBATAH.

Jpyru npumep je orpaheno nacespe Parc de la Martiniere,'° cmenrrero Takohe na odasmm
peke bjeBp. CraHOBHMIY OBOT Hace/ba Cy 3aTBOPYIIY IIpeJIell IIPOJIa3 o apka Koju ce Ipo-
Texxe 00aJIOM peKe, Majia ce Pajiy 0 jaBHOM IyTY U cyf, To ofodpasa. Octamu rpahanu Mory
npuhu odanu peke Ha APyTUM [eNOBMMA, a [0 mapKa Mory gohu 3aodumasehn oBo Hacerpe 1
Hajuenthe Bosehn ce mpeontepehennm ymunama (Le Goix & Callen, 2010, str. 102, 104, 105).

Orpabene sajennuie y @paHIfyckoj cy ofp>KuBe U OIINYHO Ce YKIANajy Y CUCTeM
MaIiX omuTrHa. ! EMIpujcka ncrpakmBarma II0Kasyjy fa ce Jby/iy OIpefierbyjy 3a )KUBOT y

¢ Konuenr rpaza daure (Garden City) umju je ayrop Bpuranan Edenusep Xayapz.

ITox cormjanaeMOKpaTCKOM TPaiUIIMjOM IOfIpa3yMeBaMo pa3BuUjeHy ApXKaBy dlIarocrama, Kojoj
je Ha IPBOM MeCTY KBaJIUTET KMBOTA IpabhaHa, Kao M3BeCHA CYNPOTHOCT MOEPaTTHOM KOHIEITY
(CAJ), y KoMe yBeK IPUOPUTET OCTaje MPOGUT, TPKUIIHA ePUKACHOCT U ePeKTUBHOCT.

¢ HasBaHno 1o uctonmeHoj peun Bjesp (Bievre).

°  Vnuua je jaBHa U Jiefn Hace/be HAIIoNIA.
10

7

OBo Hace/be MMa CBera 0CaM CTaMOEHNX jeAMHMIIA.

dpaniycka nMa oko 37.000 omuTiHa, Koje cy Beoma Maje (Hajmame y EBporn) u nmajy y
mpoceky 1.700 craHoBHUKa (0dnuHO o 500 1o 2.000 craHOBHMKA). OrpaheHa Hacepa cy HeKaKo
IPMPOIHO 0OMKOBAaHA CaMOYIIPaBHa CTaMOeHa jeIMHNIIIA.

11
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orpabeHoj 3ajefHULV 300T MANINYHOT, CEOCKOT HaulHa )KMBOTA, CUTYPHOCTH 1 BPEHOCTH
VIMOBYIHE, KOja je ¥ BUJi ;oOpe MHBeCTHUIINje 1 y/Iarama y CUTYPHOCT 3a Hoponuy. IIpusiadn
ux godpo ypebeme 1 ansaju Hacepa, fodap KBanuTeT yoayra u 3adase.'? Baxxan MOTuB je
dorarcTBO coumjanHIX MpeXKa y Hace/by, IO3HAHCTaBa, O/IM3MHA POfd1He 1 IIpujaTesba,
Kao 1 Onm3nHa onyHo miaheHnx mocoBa — Bp/io duTHa 3a 0dpasoBaHe MpodecroHarie.
Y oxonmuHu cy cmenrrery noronu HoBux VT ¢adpuka, rieHTpase GMHAHCH]CKMX MHCTUTY-
111ja, TOTOHN aBUO-UHAYCTpUje, padprke podoTa, HAyIHO UCTPAKMBAYKUX [TAPKOBA UTH. "
Cranapu cy dorarit /byAM 1 UCTpaXKiBakba IIOKa3yjy fa Cy BeoMa COLMja/THO aHTa)KOBaH!
u ydeurheM y OpraHuMa yipas/barba Hace/beM.

Y 0BOM KOHTEKCTY OCTaje 3a JPYLITBO jeAHO IIPOodIeM IOCTOjarba BeluKe Hejel-
HAKOCTY ¥ KBa/JIMTeTa )XMBOTA OCTAMNX rpabaHa, KOjii Cy MCK/by4eHN U3 TAKO IPUjaTHOT
aMOujeHTa ¥ JIMIIeHN CIMYHOT KBa/IUTeTa XKUBOTA y cBojuM Hace/buMa (Charmes, 2005,
2007; Le Goix & Callen, 2010, 107-111).

Npcka

Vpcka je, IOIyT MHOTUX 3eMajba, YCBOjI/Ia KOHIIENIT orpal)eHux Hacesba, Te ce de-
CTO rpajie HOBa Hacesba TOr Tuma. To Cy o MpaBuU/Iy Hace/ba dOraTUX U YTULIAJHUX JbYAN,
IIa ce Ipaficke BIACTH YTPKY]y fa IOAUTHY KOM(OpP U OArOBOpe CBUM >Ke/baMa HbIXOBUX
cTaHOBHMKA. YecT cuMOOII OBOT ypOaHOT IIPOCTOPA jecy O3HaKe: ,IIPUBATHO, ,CAMO 32
craHape’, ,Hije [03BojbeH npuctyn nth. OTyaa ¢y ucrpaxusadn y Vpckoj dumn gocra
¢dboxycrpaHy Ha IPMBATU3ALNjy jaBHOT IPOCTOpa 1 orpabuBae pasHUX IPOCTOPA Y3
Hacesba, Te Ha IOC/IeyIle OBOT ITpolieca Ha KBaJIMTET )KMBOTA OCTA/INX CTAHOBHIUKA Ipaja
(mpocTopHa Henpaspa).' (Kenna, Linehan, Brady, Hall, 2015, str. 114-118)

HeomudepanHo ApymITBo 1 Ap>kaBa MMajy y OBOj 3eMIbJ CIMYHE OfIIUKe Kao y APY-
MM ap>kaBama. HaxkamocT, mpucyTHa je nmpakca KpMMMHAIM3alyje CMPOMAIIHNX JbY/IN,
deckyhHuMKa 1 MIafyX Koju HeMajy MepCIeKTIBY, Te Ce IbJIX0Ba CYIIKYATypa dyHTa IPOTHB
TAKBOT CUCTEMA WIM CTWI XXMBOTA U 3adaBe CMATPajy MpodIeMaTNIHUM. Y TOM KOHTEKCTY
ce ycBaja TepMUH AHIllU- COUUjanHo ioHAuawe, KOjJ KOPUCTe IIOIUTIYapy, LIeHTpy Mohu
U CBaKaKo SOraTuji ColjaIHu CII0j Ia OIpaB/ajy orpabnBama 1 cMamuBambe MOryhHOCTI
3a CyCpeT ca OBUM COLMja/TH/M IPyIIaMa.

VctpaxnBameM je upeHTrdyKoBaHo &3y 600 MHTepBeHIMja OBOT TUIIA Y HajBehym
rpagosuma Vpcke, a ckopo 80% mux YiHe 3aTBaparba IPUCTYIHMUX Iy TeBa HIeTa/IMIITIMA,
IapKOBMMa 1 IPYTMM jaBHUM NoBplIMHaMa. [lopers Tora, Kanuje 1 mpernpexke Ha pasHUM
MecTuMa fofatHo orpabyjy Benuke nmpocrope 3a ocrase rpabane (8. Tadema 1).

[pabanuMma ce Tako yecTo ocTaB/ba MOIryhHOCT fla KOpMCTe Heke IpeonTepehene u
He dalll aTpaKTMBHE OKO/IHE Iy TeBe /ja M OTHIIIN Ha 0daJTy peKe, OKeaHa, Ha MIeTa/IMIITe
wn y mapk. YecTo craHoBHMIM Ha penaiyju kKyha-nocao-xyha mopajy, yeren orpahennx

"2 JemHa op TakBUX MaHu(ecTanja jecy Jauu npocnase jaropa y Hace/by Ban e Bjesp.

I Bnmsy Hacerpa Bain ne bjesp, Ha ceBepy, je Kiamap, 1ieHTap aBMo-uHAYCTpHje, ay TOMaTH3alje,
podoTta 1 nHPOpMaLMOHKX TexHOoruja. Y dnusunnm cy u Caxile — IleHTap 3a HyK/IeapHa MCTpa-
KuBama, 1 Opce — HayYHN UCTPAXMBAYKY TApK YHUBep3uTeTa. Ha jyry ce Hamasm VIBnmH, mosHat
II0 UCTPA)XXMBAYKOM LIEHTPY.

¥V Mpckoj je y nepuopy oz 2000. 0 2011. ropmHe JOLIIO 10 MHOIMX IOMEHYTUX MHTEPBEHIja

y IPOCTOPY TaKo LITO CY Ce 3aTBapaJie jaBHe MOBPILINHE I TOCESHO MPUCTYIIHM Ty TEBI.
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IPOCTOPA, TIyTOBATU 3HATHO Jy>Ke, IITO je ¥ CKyIUbe ¥ NCHpIUbyjyhe. Bmactn y rpagy pormry-
IITajy OBe IIpOMeHe de3 MKaKBMX KOHCYIITAlja ca 3ajeHAIIOM U He daBe ce mpodiemMmma
KOju Cy TMe HacTasm 3a BehuHy cTaHOBHMKa, 1ITO KOZ rpahaHa passuja ocehaj aa cy onn
3a TpajicKe BIACTy HeOUTHM U fa cy rpabanu gpyror pega (Kenna et al,, 2015, str. 122-123).

AyTtopu nocedHo npare uckycTsa rpagosa Jladmix u Kopk, koju nMajy Hajsehnu dpoj
orpabeHnx Hacespa, Te TaKO HyJie dOraTHju MaTepujas 3a UCTpaXKMBambe. BueTn mamy
Mpcke (Cauxa 4) ca Hajsehum rpagosumMa onypanumM Hajuemrhe Ha odamama Vpckor,
Kenrckor Mopa mmm AT/aHTCKOT OKeaHa.

Emnupujcka nctpakuBama'® 1 aHa/Iu3e IPUKYIUbeHNX MIOJaTaKa II0Ka3yjy aa je
Ipollec 3aTBaparba IIPpuIasa I MyTeBa yBeK off0dpaBaH Off CTpaHe OIIITUHCKIX CKYIIITHHA
Ha OCHOBY HeKO/MuKo pasyora. Hajuemhm pasior je omacHOCT off aHTHCOIMjaTHOT TIOHA-
Iama y CyceicTBY. VcmocTaBuio ce fia je S1mo JOBO/BHO Ja MOAHOCHIIAI] 3aXTeBa HaBefie
Taj CTIOTaH M OfITyKa 811 ayToMaTcKu dua noapkana. OBe OfiTyKe Cy loHeTe de3 MKaKBUX
JIOKa3a U fjaBarba IIpuMepa yrpoXKeHOCTH Hace/ba min Kyhe, a 3anpaBo Hajuerrhe TakBux
npuMepa yommTe ¥ Huje dumo. JIpyra fiBa pasmora ¢y Takobe ocTa HauenHe IpUpoze:
3aXTeB 300T [jajber pasBoja Hacerba MM pajy 3adpaHe IPHCTYIIA BO3WIIA JATOM IPOCTOPY.

OB npyMepy Cy MHAMKATUBHY jep NIPUKa3yjy JOMMHALM]Y OOraTuX M yTUIQjHUX
JBYIV KOjU MIMajy Moh [ja ImofpyKe MOUTIYApe WIN fla YTpo3e IBbUXOBe Kapujepe, ITO
je ounTO OMIO MPECyHAHO 3a IO3UTHBAH OJTOBOP Ha IIOJHETe MOIOe CTAHOBHMKA OBUX
Hacespa. [Ipoctop rpaga ce ypebyje mpema myxosuM norpedama, a octanu rpahanu co-
jUM OTpaHMYEHNM ¥ OTEeXXAHMM KpeTameM Kpo3 rpaj mwiahajy meny nosehama komdopa
orpabenux Hacema. (Kenna et al., 2015, str. 126-127)

Benuka bpurtannja - counmjanau nokper ,,3aysmu Jlougon”

Occupy London je conyjanuu nokpet Hactao y JIongony 2011. ronuse. ITokper je
duno oTBOpeH 3a cBe rpahaHe koju mere oBe ujeje, a MHCIIUPUCAH je IIOKpeToM rpahaHa y
Ibyjopky mox umenom Occupy Wall Street, koju je HacTao Kao OATOBOP Ha BeTMKe COLMjaTHe
HellpaBJie Koje cy cMeTasne rpabanmuma.'s

IToxpet Occupy London ce takobe ycMmepuo Ha puHaHCHjcKM fucTpUKT Y JIOHTORHY,
anu ce GOKycUpao Ha ipodnem cmaruearea jaHoi ipocitiopa y rpajy, MOTUCKIBAbE
cupoManIHKjux rpabana us neHTpa rpaga Ha nepudepiujy, Ha cBe BUA/bUBUjU IIPOLIeC
orpabuBama'’, OHM yKa3yjy Ha IOTUCKMBambe CBUX (GOpMI 3ajeHUINTBA I JeMOKPATCKIX
cafipXaja, 4MMe ce oropiuasa KBanuret )kxuBora ehune rpabana. ITokper je d1o modyna

15 Ypal’)eHe Cy aHa/M3€e 3alMCHMKA Ca CeAHMIIA CKYIIIITNHE U Ib€HUX paTHUX Tea, odaB/beHn cy

pasroBopu ca WiaHOBMMa Beha 11 cTpyumalMa Koju Cy pafuin y Kpenpamy ofIyKa.
6 Hamnme, danxapcku cextop y CAJl Kao I1aBHM BUHOBHUK Kpuse 2008. ropuHe, Koja ce U3 oBe
3eM/be IIpe/IiIa Ha 11€0 CBET, yMeCTO fia IVIaTH [ieo Halpas/beHe mTeTe (upMe cy daHKpoTupaie,
/pynu cy usrydunu xyhe, geo neHsnonux GpoHgoBa 1 MHOIM 3ananajy y deny u deckyhumuirso),
SuBa dpojHNM 3akoHVMMa 3amTuheH oy rydurTaka, Te OH HaCTaB/ba [ja pajiii Makbe-BUIIe II0 CTAPOM
(y3 dmaxe xopekuuje). Cnendenniyu nokpera Occupy Wall Street cy 3axTeBanu fa ce nmoumeHie
upenTndUKYyjy KpuBIM 1 fa ofrosapajy. Ha Vicmanpy cy, mpumepa paam, daHkapu ofrosapanm 3a
HaIlpaB/beHe MIPOIIYCTe 1 TPelIKe U 0CyheHy cy Ha 3aTBOPCKe KasHe.

17 3rpage, ynulie, Ia ¥ TpOCTOPU KOjU Cy HeKajla SVIM jaBHM MOCTasM CY IPUBATHIL.
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IPOTUB eMUTUCTUYKMX MOMUTUYKUX MHCTUTYLIMjA KOje Cy INTUTIIe KPYTIaH KaluTal 1
O/IUTrapXVICTUYKe NHTepece, He Bofiehm pauyHa o morpedama 1 nHtepecuma Behune rpabana,
YyMe ce aKTMBHO IoApuBa feMokparuja.'® (Robinson, 2015, str. 41).

IToxper je HanpaBuo kamn nouupajyhu ce y Cnrnjy (City) xao cBeTckoM duHaH-
CUjCKOM LIeHTPY U Haj60raTMj0j JIOHJJOHCKO] ommuTyuHm. IToxperT je Tako Ha MOBPIIMHY
usdanyo dpojHe anomanmje Kojux rpabanu Jlonpona 1 bputaHuje HUCY YecTo HM Sum
csecuu (Robinson, 2015, str. 40). ITpsa nokaumnja dua je Ha tpry Ilatep Hoctpu (Pater
Nostri), anu ce Ty HUCY BYT0 3afp>Kau jep ce MICIOCTABUIO Ja je Taj TPr IPOJiAT I1a BIIIIE
Hje jaBHM Beh mpuBaTHM mpocTop. [Tommiuja je nHTepBeHncana ynyhyjyhu wianose mo-
KpeTa Ha 3aKOH I ITPABO Ha 3alITUTY TMYHe UMOBUHe. IlokpeT Mema moKalujy 1 OfiIasu y
meopuire Karegpane Cs. ITasia (St. Paul's Cathedral). Taj unH je n3a3Bao Benuke peaxuuje
KJlepa U nopiene Mehy muMa: ja I IyCTUTY TOKPeT Jia Ty ocTaHe nu He? Vcnpsa cy ce
KaJIUIN [ia CMETAjy YIacKy BepHIKA y LPKBY (IITO HUje YOIILITe dI/IO TauHO), a 11 KacHuje
MICTAK/IM JIa IM je IIpodJIeM IITO ce CMamyje Opoj TYPUCTUIKUX Typa IO KaTepaiy Te UM
HOKpeT yTude Ha maj 3apazie. OBo je duma ocHOBa 3a JedaTe 0 TOMe KaKoO je I[pKBa Kao
IyXOBHA OpraHM3allija II0CTaIa CakpanHa Bofehy ce IpeBacXomHO CBOjUM KPAaTKOPOUHUM
(bUHAHCH]CKUM MHTEPeCcOM a NrHopuinyhn Hamope moxpera fa IITUTY OIIITE ZOOPO 1
npyxu ornop Henpaspama (Odih, 2013; Nyong'o, 2012, str. 137).

IToxper je ykazao Ha HECIIOCOOHOCT eKOHOMIje 3eM/be fIa TPaj U IOKpeHe KaluTasl
OKO OMTHMX TeMa ¥ TIOCTAIo je jaCHO Ja ce 1o OOraTCTBa JJ0/Ia3y BaH 3eM/be, KPO3 pasHe
IUbauKe U BOjHE MHTepBeHIMje. Y Tpajy Cy MalMpaHy pasHy HekopumheHM 08jeKTi Kao
IITO CY IIKO/IE ¥ CYAOBM KOjI Cy HAIYLITEHU jep Cy ocupoMalienu rpahann HamycTumm
Ipeckyn feo rpaza. OBe pasHe MHCTUTYLMje Cy Ouite cMMOO/ ClMadoCTy eKOHOMCKOT 1
HOIMTUYKOT CUCTEMa, Kao ¥ MHANGEPEeHTHOCTH jaBHUX MHCTUTYLIMj, 32 KOje OBU IIPO-
Llecy He IIPefCTaB/bajy HuKakas npodiem. [pancke BracTu cy dp3so ,,pemne mpodmem”
pyiehiu oBe srpage, jep cy HempujaTHO mogcehare Ha CMPOMAIITBOM OTepaHe HeKaflalllibe
xopucHuke (Robinson, 2015, str. 42).

ITokperT je MamMpao OHa jaBHAa MecCTa 11 OHe 0djeKTe y Tpajy KOjU Cy BaKHM 32 JIpy>Ke-
e U cycpete rpabhaHa, a Koju Cy yrpO>KeHH, 3alyLITEHN, CTad0 WM HIUKAKO Ofjp>KaBaHu,
tpaxxehn ma rpazg o Tome dpune. Mebhytum, uneonoruja Heonmudepanusma BULY pellIee ¥
IpeHolIeY 00aBese Ofp)KaBama jaBHOT HoOpa Ha IIPUBATHUKE, de3 00311pa Ha TO MITa OHI
ca TiM ypajie. Kpo3 akTMBHOCTY ITOKpPeTa IIOCTAJIO je jaCHO Jia Cce pellerbe jefMHO MOoXKe
HahV IpOMEHOM TaKBOT CHCTeMa, MeOTIOrNje I BpeTHOCTIL. U/IaHOBY IOKpeTa Cy yMeCTOo
orpajie 1 3aTBOPEHNX BpaTa Ha CBe HauMHe adupmucani oii60peHoCill u ipanciaperin-
Hocifi. OCHOBaHa je OTBOpEHA r'eHepaIHa CKYIIIITIHA KOja je jABHO OCBeT/baBasia mpodjeMe
U HelpaBJie y rpafy 1 adupMucaia \bIXOBO 3ajeHIYKO pelllaBarbe. IIokperT je mokpenyo
BakHe fiedare, oxpadpmo rpabane ma ce n3dope 3a pyre BpeJHOCTY U y M3BECHOj MepH
YTUIIA0 Ha IOMUTHYKY clieHy. VmakK, IIoKpeT ce orpajino of eTUKeTe fa Cy 3a JMPEKTHY
IeMOKpATHjy, YCIIe Be/IKe arpecije Koja ce y SpMTaHCKOM APYIITBY 0OpylIaBa Ha CBe

'8 Oaj BuJ BIafama je 00jeKTMBHO ITyTOKPATHja — BIACT dOraTux.

CuTH je ONIITKHA KOja MMa CIIeL[MjaIaH CTATyC y OfIHOCY Ha JpyTe JIOHJOHCKE OIIITIHE: BeJMKe
daHKe MMajy IpaBo I71aca 1 JOHOCE OJITyKe Off jABHOT 3Hayaja 3a OBY OIIIITUHY y3 OCTOjambe Cpefi-
FOBEKOBHOT ITPMHIINIIA TAjHOCTH I7Iacamba. VIMajy mocedan npuctyn BpuTaHCKOM IapiaMeHTy u
IIpaBO Ha ayTOHOMHY KOHTPOJIy CBOje COIICTBeHe nomuiuje (rpaj, y rpagy).

19
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IITO JIMYM Ha COLMjal-AeMOKpaTujy, Hasusajyhu To conujamuctnakum daykom® (Odih,
2013; Robinson, 2015, str. 43).

PE3YIITATU N1 JVICKYCHUJA

Konmenr orpalenor Hacerpa fienv rpabane mpema doraTcTsy, mpomydibyje mocrojehn
jas u oapyBa IeMOKpAaTCKe KalaluTeTe 3ajefHuIIe ¥ Tpafy. Y CBETY U Y eBPOIICKNM Tpa-
[OBMMa II0CTOje dpojHM ImpuMepu Koju To noTBphyjy. Orpahena Hacepa uMajy norydue
HOCTIeAMIie IO OIMMCKOCT JbY/Y, IO KBAJIUTET 3ajeJHNUIIe M JIeMOKPATHjy YaK U Y MHOTYM
eBPOIICKMM I'PajioBMMa ca [yroM TpagunujoM dpure o dmarocramy cBux rpabana, oTBo-
PEHOCTY U MapTULMIATUBHOT ofTy4dnBama. Crora KoHIent orpaheHor Haceba He du
Tpedano npenopy4nTy Kao godap u Tpeda ra MermarTu.

Bpojuu ayropu felieHnjaMa yKasyjy fa HeonndepaaHa Ap>KaBa U Ipajicke BIacTU
Bofie SUTKY /ia BbUXOBY IPAZOBU OYYBajy 1 Ojauajy KOMIIApAaTUBHE IPEHOCTY U OCTAHY
Bozieht cBeTCKY eKOHOMCKY, PuHaHCKjcKu, VT, yemy>KHu 1 yMe THUYKY LIeHTPY [100aTu-
30BaHOT CBeTa, pyB/adeh pa3BojHe pojeKTe, KAIMTa/l M BUCOKO Pa3BUjeHy pajiHy CHary.
ExoHOMCKU pasBoj 11 IPOQUT CY aICOMYTHI IPUOPUTETH U IIpeMa TOMe OHU OOIMKY]y
CBOje IpajioBe, I1a 1 cTaMmdeHa Hacerba (Sassen; 2002; Neil, 1996).

Taxko ce y MeTpOIO/IMTEHCKOM pernony rpasia ITapusa ys ucrpaxusauke, VT nenrpe
U IocTpojema uupgycrpuje VT, mammHa Busuja, podora, aBUO-UHAYCTpUje UTH. IpaBe
eMTHA Hacerba 3a BIIACHUKeE, IUPEKTOpe, MeHallepe I BICOKO 0dpa3oBaHe CTPyUmaKe y
0BOM ceKTopy. UnmeHnIa fa ce feo orpal)eHnx Hace/ba OCHIBA Ha apYICTOKPATCKUM ITOCe-
IUIMa ¥ 3[jab}IMa CMOOMTIYHO OffpaskaBa XeJby CBETCKe e/INTe JIa BPaTy HeTOAVNP/bUBOCT

20

Kammnama Ilepemnja Kopduna (Jeremy Corbyn), Bohe Spuranckux madypucra og 2015. no 2020,
dua je mpahena onty»daMa oBOr THIIa, KOje YKa3yjy fa je HeonudepasiHa MIeoNoryja yIia y arpe-
cuBHY ¢asy mrrutehy mpaBa KanmTana Ha ,,HeCMETaH paji’ KOji YecCTo IOfipasyMeBa eKCIUIoaTallljy.
Taxo je y HeonudepanHoj eKOHOMMjI IIPUCYTHA IIPAKCa yIPOXKaBaha IIpaBa 3alOC/ICHNX Ha 0CMO-
YACOBHU PaJiHY JIaH, Ha MMHUMA/IHE HaIHUIIE, Ha IHEBHM, TOAVILIN ofMop uTh. OBM cTaHgapAn
cy gyro uyBaHu y EV, mma cy To Suu Heku off ITTaBHUX pasjiora 3a ofyIyKy jAa Bpuranuja HamycTn
EY - Bpersur. HeonmmdepanHa fpyuiTsa mTuTe Npaso Ha nosehame npoduTa o cBaky IieHy, IITH-
Tehu mpaBo Ha eKcIUToaTalujy pajgHNUKa, eKCIUIOaTallujy APYIUX HApOfa, IIPaBo Ha pasHe BUIOBE
OTHMamba, 110 IleHy yrpoXKaBarba KBaIMTeTa )KUBOTA JbYAM Y CBOjUM APYIITBUMA (OCHpOMallekbe,
HpeMelnTame ycuef JeHTpudyKalyje, HICTaHaK CUPOMAIITHVX Hace/ba M YeTBPTIL) MU pace/baBamba
u ydujamwa rpabana gpyrux semaspa (paToBU, MHTepBEHIUje, HeouMIlepujanusam). IIpumepa nma
BeoMa MHOTO: VIpak, ABranucras, JIuduja, Cupuja, seM/be HeKaflalllibe JyrocnaBuje, YKpajuHa uty.
Crnnyan ¢eHoMeH je d11o BubuB 1 TokoM nsdopa 3a npencennuka CAJJ 2016, kajia je Kammama
cjajuor eMoKparckor Kauauaata bepunja Canznepca (Bernie Sanders), Koju je 3saroBapao pasBoj
COLIMjaIAeMOKPATCKIX MHCTUTYIIMjA KOje d1 YHele KopeKIije y BeluKe COoLjaiHe HejeTHAaKOCTH Y
IPYLITBY, HAIAIHYTa ,,CH)KHOM padaTHOM Ia/bOOM™ M3y3eTHO YTUIIAjHMX lleHTapa Mohu 1 Meniuja.
Taj MenMjcKu TVHY je Off Hera IpaBUo U3JajHUKA KOjU 3aroBapa collMjanmsaM U Koju je ,Ipuja-
Tesb Pyca”, mto je yonen pycododuje Beh ycTabeHo Kao jenHa off HajTeXxux eTnkera. Ha Taj HaunH
CaHpiepc je dp30 eIMMIHUCAH MaKo OU BberoBe ujieje eBpOIICKe COlMjanieMOKpaTyje IpuMerbeHe
Ha aMepMYKo IPYIITBO 3aMCTa yOmaxkue MHore cnadocty 1 peunie ropyhe mpodneme (cupoma-
IITBO, pacTyhe colujaHe pasiinKe, IpecKyIle MKoje 1 GaKkynTeTy, cnada 3alTuTa paJHIKA, HICKe
HaJHuIle, BeKy dpoj deckyhHmka utn.)
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nopamrheHNx Kao feo ¢eypaane Tpagunmje, KyIType I CTUIA )KUBOTA, YMMe Ce IOHM-
IITaBajy AeMOKPATCKe BPEHOCTY APYIITBA jefHaKuX rpabana.

Y JloHpoHY je, IOpey, aMONIIUje BberoBor JJa/ber jadara Kao Pa3BOjHOT U YCITY KHOT
IIeHTPa, OATHO jaka rmoTpeda jadarsa 1 3amryute JIOHOHA KaO CBETCKOT (PMHAHCUCKOT
nenrpa (City). Tako HacTajy dpojHa enmTHa 1 orpahena cramdeHa Hace/ba, Y3 jaBarbe OPOjHUX
IpuUBWIETHja BUX0BUM cTaHoBHuIMMA (Butler, 2007. str. 763, 769, 770, 772-777, Atkinson
&Flint, 2004, str. 875-892, Grant & Mittelsteadt, 2004, str. 913-930). IToxpeiti 3aysmu
JloHgoH je yka3ao Ha IIOC/IeAMIie 110 CYOMHY CMPOMAIIHUjUX 1 BehHe CTaHOBHUKA, Ha
YIPOXKaBarbe jaBHIX IPOCTOPA, MHPPACTPYKTYPE 1 030M/bHO ypyIIaBarbe JeMOKPATCKIX
KamanuTeTa. JJelieHrjaMa MCTpaXMBadM aHAIUSNUPa)y »,doraTy” Ipakcy leHTpudmKanmje
U pace/baBarma CPOMAIIHIX CTAHOBHMKA Ha Iepudepljy y mpolecuma 0dHOBE MHOTMX
IenoBa OBOT rpaja. VI mopen KpUTHKA, IPaficka BJIACT OCTaje HOC/IefHa OBOM KOHIICITY,
mrabyhu Tako HOPYKy jaBHOCTH ia je pa3Boj u mpodut cse. Ko He MOXke ga My gonpuHece,
Mopa Jja ce YKIOHM Ha nepudepujy i fa opie u3 rpaga (Lee & Butler, 2006).

VIpcku rpajioBy Cy IpUMEp KaKo II0 ay TOMATH3MY, YK/bY4MBatbeM KOHI[EIITa Orpa-
bennx Hacerpa, Konmasy Ko MofBajamba CTAHOBHUKA, KAKO Ce YpYyLIaBa AyX AEeMOKpPATCKe
3ajellHNUIIa y TPajy, KaKo ce Haces/ba I CTAHOBHMUIIY Pas/iBajajy 1o OOTaTCTBY M KaKo ja3
usMeby muX pacre, y3 o4nITIefHY MapPIMHAIN3ALI)Y, 3aHEMAPUBatbe, T1a I TOTLEhUBabe
OCHPOMAIIEHNX CTAHOBHNUKA. HeomndepanHa ekOHOMMja CTBapa CUPOMAIIIHE, A BIACTI
pasBujajy IpemMa BIMa AaHUMO3NUTET, [IPE3VP, HEITOBEPEeIbe, 11a Y HEIPHjATe/bCTBO.

Axo ducmo dymyhu pasBoj rpasa (M [pyIuTBa y LieMHIA) JKeJIeNy a Ha30BeMO JAeMO-
KPaTCKVMM U OTBOPEHMM, TaKoO fIa Y leMy CBU rpahaHy MMajy ncre 1aHce 3a KBaIUTeTaH
XXMBOT (CTaHOBambe TakoDe), a aKTMBHO yTUUY Ha OOIUKOBakbe IIPOCTOPA, Hace/ba I Ipaja
y LeIVHY, OHJ[A HYXKHO HeO/MndepaHN KOHIIENT Pa3Boja APYIITBA I IPajOBa M KOHIEIIT
orpabheHNX cTaMOeHMX Hace/ba OCTajy CTpaHIyTuIa. [Ip>xaBa dlarocTama ca OTBOPEHUM
IPAjiOM JOCTYIIHVM 3a CBe J KOHI[EIITOM MEIIOBITOT CTAHOBAHA HEABOCMIICIIEHO OCTaje
Taneko 00/ba OCHOBA 3a OIPXKUBY Pa3Boj, 3a apuUpMaInjy IeMOKpaTyje U pasBoj AeMo-
KpaTCKe 3ajefHMIIe 3a0BO/bHUX U cpehHux rpahana.

3AK/bYYAK

Orpalbena Hacesba Cy IOTMYHA TOCTEANIA APYLITBA Ca eKOHOMMjOM BUCOKE KOHIIEH-
Tpalje KannuTasaa y rmodannsoBaHOM CBETY, I/ie IABHY YIOTY MIMajy My/ITHHALMOHAIHE
KOpIIOpalyje 1 OMIUrapxujcKu Kanutanr? Vigeonoruja cnadjpera fpkaBe yTude Ha TO Aa
ce BE/IMKII JIeo jaBHUX [IOC/IOBA IIPEHOCH Ha IpuBaTHe akTepe.” [Ipoluec koopanHanyje
BeJIMKOT dpoja pasHOBPCHUX aKTepa I MHTepeca Koju 00aB/ba jaBHM CEKTOP IOCTaje Be-
OMa KOMIIJIEKCAH, YeCTO HEPAa3yM/bIB 3a jaBHOCT U CBAKAKO HIje BPEJHOCHO HEYTpasIaH.
Y OBUM IIOC/IOBMMA 3AIITHUTA jJABHOT MHTEPeCca I jaBHOT H00pa 4ecTo OuBa MOTHUCHYTA, TOK
arpecnMBHO jaua adupMalyja IPyIHNX MHTepeca Hocuala Mohi 1 B/IaCHMKa KaIlniTaa
(Robinson, 2015, str. 38). [leMokpatuja Hy>KHO C1ad.

21 MHoru ayTopu 0BO 00a HasMBajy NOCTPOPANUCTIYKOM MHAYCTPHjaIN3aLIjOM.

IIpxaBa myx (hollow state) upe ckyIia ca KOHIIEIITOM HOBE jaBHe yIIpaBe Y K0joj ce 4eCTO KOPUCTe
jaBHO MmpuBaTHa MapTHepcTBa (public private partnership) Kao BakaH MHCTPYMEHT peanusalnuje
jaBHUX IIpOjeKaTa M IIpy>Karba jaBHUX YCIyTa.

22
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Vineonoruja HeonmudepaTHOr KanuTanmu3Ma ce ahypMIIIe Ha CBUM IIOJ/bMMA, 1A U Y
0071acTI IPOCTOPHOT IUTAaHVpamba I CTaHOBama. AdupMullle ce y>KuBambe y IPUBaTHOM
noceny, ode3deheme 3amTuTe M CUTypHOCTH, 3HaYaj KOHTPOJIe CTaHapa HaJ| Hace/beM I
CTaHOM, KOjI Ce IIPBEHCTBEHO BU/M KAa0o KalnTal KoMe pacte reHa. Kannja Ha orpahernom
HaceJby je CMMOOII eKCKITy3MBUTETA, IYKCY3a, CUTYPHOCTHY J TOCeOHOT ITaKeTa YC/IyTa, a ca
Ipyre CTpaHe je IpempeKa Mame cpehnuM (cupomanraujum) rpahannma ga yax u npuby
osoM npocropy (Robinson, 2015, str. 37).

OBaj aMepnuKy cTaMOeHM KOHLICIIT je M3Be3eH Yy MHOT'e 3eM/be CBETa, ITie je IpIXBa-
heH jep ce oIMYHO yK/IaIa ca BpeJHOCTMMA IVIOOATHOTL, HeoMMdepayTHOT KalliTaln3Ma.
[Mocnepuie 1o feMOKpaTIjy IpafoBa U 3ajeflHNIIA Cy IIOTyOHe.
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(Translation In Extenso)

Abstract: This paper deals with the poorly researched concept of fenced settlements
(housing policy), which was developed in the USA in the middle of the 20th century, but
has recently been particularly affirmed in neo-liberal society, all over the world. Walled
settlements also exist in social-democratic Europe, and the article studies the consequences
of applying this concept, i.e. the influence of fenced settlements on the democratic spirit of
the city and the democratic and development potential of the city, on the example of cities
in Europe (France, Britain and Ireland) with lessons learned.

Gated settlements have a number of negative effects on the community. For the
needs of fenced communities, authorities often privatize roads, public spaces, and access
to remaining public areas, to the detriment of the majority of residents, for whom entire
complexes in the city remain inaccessible. This creates numerous social and spatial injus-
tices, which actively undermines the democratic capacity of the city. These processes are
in conflict with the democratic concept of the open city and the model of mixed housing,
cultivated during the welfare state.

The article relies on the analyses of existing research and studies of fenced settlements
in the world through indicative examples and case studies (content analysis, synthesis,
generalization, comparison). Statistical methods, analysis of regulatory changes, interviews
and surveys of tenants, development managers, politicians and officials were often used
in these studies. The comparative method in this paper compares the similarities and dif-
ferences of fenced settlements in various countries, which is the basis for conclusions and
recommendations for optimal housing policy and urban development (synthesis).

The article introduces this challenging topic into the debate space of political and
social sciences (field of urban studies), presents the existing consequences, and through

! sneskal52@gmail.com

2 The paper was written within the scientific-research activity supported by the funds of the
Ministry of Education, Science and Technological Development of the Republic of Serbia according
to Agreement No. 451-03-68/2022-14, signed with the Faculty of Political Sciences.
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comparison allows us to synthetically arrive at recommendations for choosing the optimal
housing policy (learning from experience).

Keywords: gated communities (settlements), social segregation and poverty, demo-
cratic spirit and capacities of city, endangered public spaces, privatization

INTRODUCTION

Gated settlements as well as walled cities were a feature of settlements in ancient and
medieval times. In the age of capitalism, some forms of protection and division have been
preserved, usually in terms of wealth - rich or poor neighbourhoods in the city. Sometimes
in a city of great inequalities and conflicts, some kind of fence remains for security reasons.
A good example is Berlin as a divided city between two political systems and two states, then
long throughout history until the middle of the 20th century, Jerusalem was a divided city
according to religious affiliation (Jews, Muslims, and Christians), etc. (Bagaeen & Uduku, 2010).

However, in a time of welfare state based on social democratic values, the principle
of an open city that welcomes newcomers and is accessible to all is also affirmed. It is com-
plemented by the concept of mixed housing, which means that citizens of various social
groups live together in the same buildings and neighbourhoods. It has a good effect on
getting to know people, better mutual understanding, and it strengthens the democratic
community in the city and thus society in general.

The neoliberal society, however, seriously deepens the wealth gap between the people
(alarge part of the middle class is impoverished) and the reduction of public service benefits
objectively lowers the quality of life of most citizens, which again encourages the social
division of the city’s inhabitants (Neil, 1996; Neil & Neil, S. & Williams P. 2007; Ward, 2014).

The availability of good quality housing is of great importance for every individual, in
addition to education, employment and health. This area requires the active commitment of
the authorities (state and local authorities) and welfare society procured a huge number of
good public housing for citizens, engaging wide scope of resources for this aim. Neoliberal
society on the other hand, transfers these affairs from the public to the private sector and
each person should buy or rent a housing on the market for himself. The transition to a
neoliberal concept of urban planning and housing directly causes major problems for vul-
nerable social groups in cities all over the planet (Glasze, 2005) Traces of these problems
and social, spatial injustices are visible in the cities of developed European countries (poor
quality of housing, growing number of homeless people) and less developed countries are
in an even worse condition, if they follow this neoliberal concept. They are often advised
or asked to follow this concept, for the rationality of public sector spending.

Gated communities in this context represent an additional irritation for most citi-
zens because in addition to the troubles they have (poor quality of housing); they are also
deprived of access to various parts of the city because of their poverty and suspicion of
possible criminal acts. This practice destroys democratic concept of open city (Lefebvre,
1996), vulnerable population develop a sense of animosity towards the order, values and
ideology of the city government and society in general, together with strong feeling of
hostility and hatred between the inhabitants of the city.
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THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In recent literature, there are more and more justifications for the existence of gated
communities housing concept, but the list of good sides of this concept is expanding, and
objections are becoming rarer or non-existent. Additionally, a new social gated settlement
movement is emerging that approves and glorifies networks of closed gated settlements as
examples of good urbanism (Bagaeen & Uduku, 2010, Bagaeen, 2015). Such interpretations
are a certain sign of getting used to the great social differences in society, increased doubts
about the possibility of a pleasant and safe coexistence of citizens and reconciliation with
the situation that the city cannot solve the issue of inequality, injustice and crime in soci-
ety (Glasze, Webster, Frantz, 2006; Low, 2003; McKenzie E. 2006). These difficulties and
weaknesses should therefore be fenced off, marginalized and removed from view. This way
of thinking overlooks the need to change the system because cosmetics or physical fencing
of the community only deepens the problems. By a similar principle, cities in the USA,
where this concept originated, have for decades rather unsuccessfully fought against ghettos,
displacing poor ghetto citizens throughout the city. Those relocations did not yield any
results. The only successful way to remove the ghetto was to solve the cause of the problem:
helping poor citizens to retrain and find job, arranging settlements (good quality of houses
and apartments), providing good quality of services: school, kindergarten, health centre,
supply and police protection, in order to suppress the crime that flourished in the ghetto
as the main “economic activity”. In order for this settlement to be sustainable, the city had
to take care of it (maintenance) and provide support packages for the future, if there is a
need for it (Dordevié, 1998; Peterson, 1985).

In contrast, the European social-democratic concept of development of society and
cities provided greater equality to citizens and greater assistance to the poor, and European
cities rightly bear the label of democratically organized ones. The neoliberal housing policy
in European cities brings the same type of problems that exist in the USA: the growth of
the number of poor citizens, poor availability of housing for citizens (the problem of poor
and too expensive housing) and the growth of the number of homeless people.

Gentrification is regular practice - poor citizens displace from their settlements to the
periphery in even worse conditions, and arrange these spaces for exclusive rich housing,
for business, commerce and tourist attractions (Janoschka & Salinas, 2013; Lees, Shin,
Lopez-Morales, 2016; Renau & Martin, 2015).

Gated settlements, as a product of the logic of suppressing, gating the problem and
its further deepening, are not a good model of housing. In a well-organized democratic
society without too many social differences (Dupuis & Dixon, 2010) this type of settlement
would not be controversial in itself. Good example are gated settlements in New Zealand,
which are not based on the separation of inhabitants. However, in today’s deeply divided
neoliberal society, this concept remains a truly problematic phenomenon.
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COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF FENCED SETTLEMENTS
AND MOVEMENTS IN EUROPEAN CITIES
(FRANCE, IRELAND, BRITAIN)

France

A number of French authors have dealt with gated communities in their cities, espe-
cially in Paris and its metropolitan region - Ile-de-France. They noticed numerous examples
of gated settlements with or without guards and cameras. Several such settlements were
analyzed, pointing out the specificity of each of them in terms of origin, social structure of
the inhabitants (professional, age, wealth), their needs, lifestyle and the resulting relations
in the settlement itself. Sometimes the phenomena of further gating of the space next to the
settlement and the consequences it has for other citizens are followed. Here we will show
several such settlements: Montretout, Villa Montmorency and Villa des Gravilliers, then
the closed settlements of Sigri, Val de Biévre next to Parc Ratel and the fenced settlement
of Parc de la Martiniere. We will point to the reasons for their establishment, quality of life
in the settlement and consequences for other citizens.

Montretout settlement is located in the western part of Paris called Saint-Claude
on the banks of the Seine. In history, this area was part of the royal estate, with buildings
for the guard and officers who guarded the property. With the abolition of the monarchy,
the property was sold in order to make an elite settlement on the splendid place, with a
beautiful view of the river Seine (1832). The future owners of the apartments immediately
established the Assembly of apartment owners®, which becomes the co-owner of this space.

Initially, the construction of 37 housing units is planned, and the regulations prohibit
any business activity and the construction of cafes or dance halls in this area. In 1932, it
was further forbidden to split any plot in this area (1000 m2) and any other construction,
and today there are 50 exclusive housing units with a total of 400 inhabitants. This settle-
ment was gated from the very beginning, had its paid guards and remained inaccessible
to other citizens.

In recent times, a conflict has arisen when the inhabitants of the settlement demanded
the installation of cameras for protection and better control of space. One of the tenants,
right-wing politician Jean-Marie Le Pen is a constant target of interest of journalists and
TV reporters, and the installation of cameras was required from city authority. However,
this request was rejected as inadmissible, explaining that the recording of the public space
of the street, square, public traffic, as well as citizens could not be approved for the needs
of private interest (Le Goix & Callen, 2010, pp. 95-96)* (See Figure 1).

Villa Montmorency” is located on a gated aristocratic estate in the 16th district, in
the northwestern part of Paris. In 1853, it was renovated through the construction of 120
luxury-housing units on a large property. The settlement was gated from the very beginning

> LAssemblee Syndicale des Proprietaires

*  In Paris, studies were conducted in the 1970s and, at the time of the welfare state, there were as
many as 1,500 gated settlements, villas and private streets governed by the assemblies of apartment
owners.

> Two last owners were Countess Montmorency and Countes de Boufflers.
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and had its paid guards (Le Goix & Callen, 2010, p. 96; Pincon & Pincon-Charlot, 1994,
2001) (See Figure 2).

An interesting example is the gated community Villa des Gravilliers, built for factory
workers in 1897. This bold construction endeavour was inspired by the works of utopian
socialism, which advocated for the rights of workers in all fields (better working conditions,
salaries, vacations and certainly better and more affordable housing) as well as the concept of
the garden city (See Figure 3) The realization of this project was made possible by the policy
of giving favourable loans, and this construction practice continued in the 19th century.

In France, the process of gating settlements is somewhat specific due to a different
tradition and arrangement (aristocratic in the past and social-democratic® during the 20th
century) than in the United States, for example, but the consequences again lead to a sim-
ilar social situation. The law regulates that if a gated settlement is located on the banks of
a river, lake, sea or exits to other public spaces such as parks, picnic areas, the settlement
must provide other residents of the city with access to those public spaces. A large part
of these settlements is located on parts of former aristocratic estates, forests and hunting
areas, so this solution is important.

However, the law also allows for certain derogations, when the court approve restric-
tions on the general availability of some areas for 10 years, with the possibility of extending
those restrictions. Numerous examples show us that it is a common practice to close streets
and reduce access to public areas for other citizens. Indicative examples are the practice of
gated settlements in the Sigri area located 20 km south of central Paris. The first example
is the settlement of Val de Biévre” next to Park Ratel, which has been renovated. Citizens of
the neighbouring settlements come directly along the street that goes in the middle of the
gated settlement.® Residents of this gated settlement are closing the street and the regional
court was confirming their right to close the passage because “the street is being treated
as an extension of their private yards.” Other citizens are completely prevented from using
the park space, which thus actually becomes private.

Another example is the gated settlement of Parc de la Martiniere’, also located on
the banks of the Biévre River. The residents of this settlement have closed the beautiful
passage to the park that stretches along the bank, although it is a public road and the court
approves their decision as legal. Other citizens can reach the park bypassing this settlement,
by driving through congested streets (Le Goix & Callen, 2010, pp. 102, 104, 105).

Gated communities in France are sustainable and fit perfectly into the system of small
municipalities.'® Empirical research shows that the tenants are rich people and they choose
to live in a gated community because of the idyllic, rural way of life, security and value

¢ By social-democratic tradition, we mean a developed welfare state, which prioritizes the quality

of life of citizens as a certain contrast to the liberal concept (USA) in which profit, market efficiency
and effectiveness always remain a priority.

7 After the Biévre River

8 The street is public and divides the settlement into two parts.

°  This settlement has only eight residential units.

1 France has about 37,000 municipalities that are quite small (the smallest in Europe) with 1,700
inhabitants on average (usually from 500 to 2,000 inhabitants). The gated settlements are somehow
naturally formed as self-government residential units.
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of property, which is also a form of good capital investment and ensuring safety for the
family. They are attracted by the good landscaping and design of the resort, good quality
services and entertainment." An important motive is the richness of social networks in
the settlement, acquaintances, closeness of relatives and friends as well as the proximity of
well-paid jobs - very important for educated professionals.

The plants of new IT factories, headquarters of financial institutions, plants of the
aero industry, robot factories, scientific research parks'?, etc. are located in the vicinity.’
Empirical research shows that tenants are very socially engaged and participate in the
governing bodies of the settlement.

In this context, the only problem for society remains the existence of great inequality
and quality of life of other citizens who are excluded from such a pleasant environment
and deprived of a similar quality of life in their settlements (Charmes, 2005, 2007; Le Goix
& Callen, 2010, 107-111).

Ireland

Ireland, like many countries, has adopted the concept of gated settlements and
new settlements of this type are often built, always for rich and influential people. City
authorities are eager to raise comfort and respond to all the wishes of this population.
A common symbol of this urban space are the signs: “private”, “tenants only”, “access is not
allowed”, etc. Therefore, researchers in Ireland have been quite focused on the privatization
of public space and the fencing of various spaces along these settlements, and finally on the
consequences of this process on the quality of life of other city residents (spatial injustice)"
(Kenna, Linehan, Brady, Hall, 2015, pp. 114-118).

Neoliberal society and the state have similar characteristics in this country as in
other states. Unfortunately, there is a practice of criminalizing poor people, the homeless
and young people who have no perspective and their subculture of rebellion against such a
system or lifestyle and entertainment are considered problematic. In this context, the term
anti-social behaviour is adopted, and used by politicians, centres of power and certainly a
richer social class in order to justify fencing and reducing the opportunities to meet with
these social groups.

The study identified close to 600 interventions of this type in Ireland’s largest cities
and almost 80% of them are the closure of access roads to promenades, parks and other
public areas. In addition, gates and obstacles in various places additionally enclose large
spaces for other citizens. (see Table 1).

Citizens can most frequently use some congested and not very attractive surrounding
roads, to approach the riverbank, ocean, promenade or park. Often, residents have to make

' One of those manifestations is Strawberry Celebration Days in the settlement Val de Bievre.

2 In the vicinity of the settlement Val de Biévre, in the north, there is Clamart, the centre of avi-
ation industry, automation, robots and information technologies. There is also Saclay, the nuclear
research centre, and Orsay, the university scientific park. In the south, there is Yvelines, famous for
its research centre.

3 In the period from 2000 to 2011, there were many above-mentioned interventions in the space
in Ireland, in the form of closing public areas and, in particular, access roads.
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a much longer way on the everyday house-work-house relation, due to the fenced spaces,
which is both more expensive and exhausting. The city authorities allow all these changes
without any consultation with the community, nor do they deal with the problems that
have arisen for most residents, which develops in citizens a sense that they are second-class
citizens, irrelevant to city authorities (Kenna et al, 2015, pp. 122-123).

The authors especially follow the experiences of the cities of Dublin and Cork, which
have the largest number of gated and fenced spaces, which offer richer material for research.
See a map of Ireland (Figure 4) with the largest cities located most often on the shores of
the Irish, Celtic Seas, or Atlantic Oceans.

Empirical research'* and analyses of the data collected show that the process of closing
access and roads has always been approved by municipal assemblies for several reasons.
The most common reason is the danger of anti-social behaviour in the neighbourhood. It
turned out that if the applicants applicants only use that slogan in the request; the positive
decision would be automatically supported. These decisions were made without any evidence
or given examples of endangerment of the settlement or house, and in fact, most frequently
there were no such evidence at all. The other two reasons are also quite of general nature:
a request for further development of the settlement or for the purpose of prohibiting the
access of vehicles to a given area.

These examples are indicative because they show the dominance of rich and influ-
ential people, who have the power to support politicians or jeopardize their careers, which
was obviously crucial for a positive response of city representatives to the requests of the
residents of these settlements. The space of the city is arranged according to their needs,
and other citizens pay with their limited and difficult movement through the city, the price
of increasing the comfort of the gated settlements (Kenna et al, 2015, pp. 126-127).

Great Britain - social movement Occupy London

Occupy London is a social movement, created in London in 2011. The movement was
open to all citizens who share these ideas. It was inspired by the Movement called Occupy
Wall Street from New York as a response to the great social injustices that bothered citizens.*®

The Occupy London movement also was attracted by the financial district in London,
but was dominantly focused on the problem of reducing public space in the city.'* They
were occupied with urban policy that pushed poorer citizens from the city centre to the
periphery, with the increasingly visible process of gating"’ that suppressed all forms of

' The minutes from the sessions of the assembly and its working bodies were analyzed, the council

members and the experts who participated in decision-making were interviewed.

5 Namely, the banking sector in the USA as the main culprit for the 2008 crisis, which then spread
throughout the world, instead of paying for the part of the incurred damage (with companies going
bankrupt, people losing their houses or pension funds, and then becoming poor and homeless), was
actually protected against losses by numerous laws and continued functioning more or less as before
(with minor corrections). The Occupy Wall Street followers of demanded the identification of the
culprits by their names, as well as holding them liable. In Island, for example, the bankers were held
liable for the omissions and errors and sentenced to prison.

' Buildings, streets, as well as areas that were formerly public became private.
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community and democratic content, decreasing quality of lives of most citizens. The
movement was a rebellion against elitist political institutions that protected big capital and
oligarchic interests, without taking into account the needs and interests of the majority of
citizens, which actively undermines democracy'” (Robinson, 2015, p.41).

The movement created a camp by locating itself in the City as the world’s financial
centre and the richest municipality.'® The movement thus brought to the surface numerous
anomalies of which the citizens of London and Britain were often unaware (Robinson,
2015, p. 40). The first location of the camp was in Pater Nostri Square, but they did not stay
there for long because it turned out that the square had been sold so that it was no longer a
public but private area. The police intervened, pointing the members of the movement to
the law and the right to protection of personal property. The movement changes location
and goes to the yard of St. Paul’s Cathedral. This act provoked great reactions from the
clergy and divisions among them: should the movement be left there or not? At first, they
complained that they were hindering the entry of believers into the church (which was not
true at all), but later they pointed out that the number of tourist tours around the cathedral
is decreasing that negatively affect their earnings. This was the basis for debates about how
the church as a spiritual organization became sacred, guided primarily by its short-term
financial interest and ignoring the movement’s efforts to protect the common good and
resist injustice (Odih, 2013; Nyong’o, 2012, p. 137).

The movement points to the inability of the national economy to build and mobilize
capital on important topics, but it is already becoming clear that wealth is gained outside
the country, through various robberies and military interventions. Various unused buildings
have been mapped in the city, such as schools, courts that have been abandoned because
impoverished citizens have left an overpriced part of the city. These empty institutions were
a symbol of the weakness of the economic and political system as well as the indifference of
public institutions for which these processes do not pose any problem. The city authorities
quickly “solved the problem” by demolishing these buildings, which unpleasantly reminded
of the former users who were driven away by poverty (Robinson, 2015, p. 42).

The movement mapped public places and facilities in the city that are important for
meetings and socializing of citizens, but which are endangered, neglected, poorly or not
at all maintained, asking the city to take care of it. However, neoliberal city leaders see a
solution in transferring the obligation to maintain the public good to private individuals,
regardless of what they do with it. Through the activities of the movement, it became
clear that the only solution could be found by changing this system, ideology and values.
Instead of a fence and a closed door, the members of the movement affirmed openness
and transparency in all possible ways. An open general assembly was established, which
publicly illuminated the problems and injustices in the city and affirmed their joint solution
(participative decision-making). The movement sparked important debates, encouraged
citizens to fight for other values and made some impact on the political scene. However,

17 This form of government is, objectively speaking, plutocracy - the power of the rich.

8 The City is a municipality with a special status in comparison to other London municipalities:
large banks have the voting right and make decisions of public importance to this municipality, with
the medieval principle of secret voting. They have a special access to the British Parliament and the
right to autonomous control of their own police (a city within the city).
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the movement distanced itself from the label that they are for direct democracy, due to the
great aggression that is falling on everything that resembles social democracy in British
society, calling it a socialist specter' (Odih, 2013; Robinson, 2015, p. 43).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The concept of a gated settlement divides citizens according to wealth, deepens
the existing gap and undermines the democratic capacities of the community in the city.
There are numerous examples in the world and in European cities that confirm this. Gated
settlements have disastrous consequences for the closeness of people, for the quality of the
community and democracy, even in many European cities with a long tradition of caring for
the well-being of all citizens, openness and participatory decision-making. Therefore, the
concept of a gated settlement should not be recommended as good and should be changed.

Numerous authors have pointed out for decades that the neoliberal state and city
authorities are fighting for their cities to preserve and strengthen their comparative advan-
tages and remain the world’s leading economic, financial, I'T, service and artistic centres
of the globalized world, attracting development projects, capital and a highly developed
workforce. Economic development and profit are absolute priorities and accordingly they
shape their cities and residential areas (Sassen, 2002; Neill, 1996).

Thus, in the metropolitan region of the city of Paris, in addition to research, IT centres
and facilities of the I'T industry, machine vision, robots, the aviation industry, etc. they make
elite settlements for owners, directors, managers and highly educated professionals in this
sector. The fact that part of the fenced settlements is founded on aristocratic estates and
buildings symbolically reflects the desire of the world elite to restore the untouchability of
the privileged as part of the feudal tradition, culture and lifestyle, thereby cancelling the
democratic values of a society of equal citizens.

19

The campaign of Jeremy Corbyn, the British Labour leader from 2015 to 2020, was accompanied
by accusations of this type, indicating that the neoliberal ideology entered its aggressive stage by
protecting the rights of capital to “unobstructed work’, which often involved exploitation. Therefore,
in neoliberal economy, there is a practice of affecting the employees’ right to eight-hour day at work,
minimum wages, daily of annual holiday etc. These standards were maintained in the EU for a long
time, and those were some of the key reasons for Britain’s decision to leave the EU - Brexit. Neoliberal
societies protect the right to increase profit at all costs, defending the right to endanger the quality of
life of the people in their societies (impoverishment, relocation due to gentrification, formation of poor
settlements and quarters) or displacement and killing citizens of other countries (wars., interventions,
neoimperialism). There are numerous examples: Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya, Syria, former Yugoslav
republics, Ukraine etc. A similar phenomenon was recorded during the US presidential campaign
in 2016, when the campaign of Bernie Sanders, excellent democratic candidate who advocated the
development of social-democratic institutions for the purpose of correcting huge social inequalities,
became the target of “strong burst fire” of extremely influential power centres and media. The media
lynch made him a traitor who was in favour of socialism and a “Russian friend”, which is established
as one of the worst labels due to Russophobia. In that way, Sanders was soon eliminated although his
ideas of European social-democracy applied to the American society would definitely have alleviated
many weaknesses and solved burning problems (poverty, increasing social differences, excessively
expensive schools and colleges, poor worker protection, low wages, a large number of the homeless etc.).
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In London, besides the ambition of its further strengthening as a development and
service world centre, there is an additional strong need to strengthen and protect London
as a world financial centre (City). This is how numerous elite and gated settlements are
created, with numerous privileges granted to their residents (Butler, 2007, pp. 763, 769, 770,
772-777; Atkinson & Flint, 2004, pp. 875-892; Grant & Mittelsteadt, 2004, pp. 913-930).
The Occupy London movement pointed to the consequences for the fate of the poor or the
majority of residents, the endangerment of public spaces, infrastructure and the serious
collapse of democratic capacities. For decades, researchers have been analyzing the “rich”
practice of gentrification and displacement of poor residents to the periphery of city, in
the process of rebuilding many parts of this city. Despite the criticism, the city government
remains consistent with this concept, thus sending a message to the public that development
and profit are everything. Those who cannot contribute to it, must move to the outskirts
or leave the city (Lee & Butler, 2006).

Irish cities are good example of how automatically, with the inclusion of the concept of
gated settlements, there is a division of residents, how the spirit of democratic communities
in the city collapses, how settlements and residents are separated by wealth and how the
gap between them grows, with obvious marginalization, neglect and even underestimation
of impoverished inhabitants. The neoliberal economy creates the poor, and the authorities
develop animosity, contempt, mistrust and even hostility towards them.

If we wished to call the future development of the city (and society as a whole) dem-
ocratic and open, so that all citizens have the same chances for a quality life (housing as
well), to actively influence the shaping of space, settlements and the city as a whole, then
necessarily the neoliberal concept of the development of society and cities, as well as the
concept of gated settlements, remain a side track. The welfare state, with an open city ac-
cessible to all and the concept of mixed housing, unequivocally remains a far better basis
for sustainable development, for the affirmation of democracy and the development of a
democratic community of satisfied and happy citizens.

CONCLUSION

Gated settlements are a logical consequence of a society with an economy of high con-
centration of capital in a globalized world, where multinational corporations and oligarchic
capital play a major role®. The ideology of weakening the state (hollow state), influences the
transfer of a large part of public affairs to private actors?. The process of coordination of a
large number of diverse actors and interests, performed by the public sector, becomes very
complex, often incomprehensible to the public and is certainly not value-neutral. In these
affairs, the protection of the public interest and the public good is often suppressed, while
the affirmation of the group interests of power holders and capital owners is aggressively
strengthened (Robinson, 2015, p. 38). Democracy necessarily weakens.

2 This era is called post-Fordism industrialization by many authors.

2 The hollow state goes together with the concept of new public administration, which often uses
public private partnerships as an important instrument of the implementation of public projects and
provision of public services.
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The ideology of neoliberal capitalism is affirmed in all fields, even in the field of spatial
planning and housing. The enjoyment of private property, the provision of protection and
security, the importance of tenants’ control over the settlement and the apartment, which
is primarily seen as a capital whose price is permanently rising, are affirmed as priority.
The gate on the gated settlement is a symbol of exclusivity, luxury, security and a special
package of services, and on the other hand, it is an obstacle for less happy (poorer) citizens
event to approach this space (Robinson, 2015, p. 37).

This American housing concept has been exported to many countries around the
world where it has been accepted because it fits perfectly with the values of global, neoliberal
capitalism. The consequences for the democracy of cities and communities are disastrous.
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APPENDIX/ITPUJIOT

4= HA3AL

@ BACK

Cnuxka 1. Cen MoHTpeTy Cnuxa 2. Buna MouMopeHcu
/ Figure 1. St. Montretout / Figure 2. Villa Montmorency
VisBop / Source: https://www.prestigeproperty.co.uk/ VsBop/Source: https://www.google.com/search?q=
for-sale/europe/france/properties/paris--ile--de-- Villa+Montmorency+Paris&tbm, Magazines Belles
france/yvelines-78/north-west-of-paris/ Demeures.

4= HA3AL

@ BACK

Crnuxa 3. Ipaduyku mpukas KOHILeNTa
rpaga damre (Edenusep Xayapn)
/ Figure 3. Graphic presentation of the
Garden City concept (Ebenezer Howard)

VisBop/Source: https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/
File:Garden_City_Concept_by_Howard.jpg
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Tadera 1. Bpoj oipahenux iipunasa jasnum ipociiopuma (0godpenis 0g ORUTAUHCKUX
ckyawiiuna: 2000-2011) / Table 1: Number of gated roads leading to public areas
(approved by municipal assemblies: 2000-2011)

lpaposu / Cities Bpoj 3aTBOpeHix
npunasa v nytesa
1. JabnuH / Dublin 260
4m HA3AL 2. Kopk / Cork 78
3. ®unHran/ Fingal 72
4 BACK
4. JyxHun flabnux / South Dublin 64
5.0aH/Dun 43
Ceu rpagosu / All cities? 576
VIsBop: aytop npepaauo npema: Kenna, T., Linehan, D., Brady, W. and
Hall, J. (2015, str. 120) / Source: Redesigned by the author according:
Kenna T., Linehan, D., Brady, W. and Hall, J. (2015, p. 120)
o
[t}
4= HA3AL \
ATLANTIC 0 Gelway .T;::O"r:e"i;}_' Irish
- BACK OCEAN ARAN .fnﬁ“ Wicklowl e
ISLANDS 7 Arklow,/
g4 éhannon ]
~+ *Limerick i
FOynss  ow Ross,
L ‘{J Killarney Waterford] B san |
':ga.'raunroohur .Q‘I%_lﬁ_g‘--' : I..
I ‘v Celfic Sea
1

Cnuxa 4. Ipagosu Vpcke
/ Figure 4. Irish cities
VisBop/Source: https://sr.wikipedia.org/wiki/
%D0%94%D0%B0%D1%82%D0%BE%D1%82%D0
%B5%D0%BA%D0%BO0:Ei-map.png npucTynbeHo
15.06.2022.

2 Ocranu rpaioBu u3 ysopka cy: Tonsej, JIumepuk, Borepdopn u Jlupu-Patpays. / Other cities
from the sample are Galway City, Limerick City, Waterford City and Laoghaire-Rathdown
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