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TEL AVIV DOCUMENT
The Tel Aviv Modern Cities Forum, held in 2018, stated that one of the main challenges that
currently face major urban areas is the tension between urban conservation and uncontrolled
development. The global processes such as population growth, urbanization, post-industrialization, socio-economic turbulence and climate change stimulate quick urban solutions to develop
large-scale projects. Consequently, this results in the loss of cultural and historical layers, genius
loci of the place. The cities experience disoriented development that harms the cultural, social and
historical fabric, undermining the integrity of their heritage assets and the well-being of their populations. The 20th century legacy is especially sensitive to these challenges.
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The outcomes of the Tel Aviv Document for the Modern Cities pointed out the importance to
follow the guidance and to stipulate the implementation of the Recommendation on the Historic
Urban Landscape (HUL) tools to enable the coexistence of urban heritage and sustainable urban
development, based on New Urban Agenda (NUA) within the SDG 11. Tel Aviv Document is
a relevant contribution to UNESCO World Heritage protection and its instruments, especially
adaptable in the contexts of UNESCO Modern Heritage Programme.

KAUNAS FORUM
Following the Tel Aviv initiative, the upcoming Kaunas Forum focuses on practical guidance
of Tel Aviv Document for the Modern Cities and
its implementation seeking to apply the proposed
tools and mechanism for the modern legacy preservation, generating the suggestive development
strategies for the territories where 20th century
legacy is an important part of place identity, integrating the sustainable use priorities. Despite the
fact that the heritage of Modern Movement is an
already established definition, the interpretation of
value and the protection measures are still to be
debated. Each city has its different cultural, social
context and different historical urban conditions.
The Kaunas Forum will give an opportunity to
present the diversity of modern legacy and to discuss multiple individual solutions for preservation
management.
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The Kaunas Forum is expected to be the next
step in establishing a long-term network of communication and cooperation among the professionals
and representatives of UNESCO modernism heritage cities. The Forum invites international experts
from UNESCO, ICOMOS, ICCROM, academic
researchers, field professionals and management
bodies, NGO’s and other relevant stakeholders.

MODERN CITIES FORUM
From Modern to Contemporary
Day 1, September 12, Kaunas
Practices in Preserving Architectural Legacy of the 20th Century,
Based on Tel Aviv Document for the Modern Cities
The Forum will focus on experiences concerning Tel Aviv Document for the Modern Cities. Presentations and discussions of the Forum are expected to give the impulse
for creating practical guidance document for implementation of Tel Aviv Document
for the Modern Cities as well as managing modern cities legacy following HUL and
NUA.
The Forum key sessions are:
• Knowledge, Planning Tools and Regulatory Mechanisms
• Civic Engagement Tools and
• Financial Tools
Each session will be finalized by the panel discussion.

Day 2, September 13, Vilnius
Recent Heritage: Acknowledging its Values
On the second day the Forum participants are invited to Vilnius to discuss experiences related with the more recent Modernism heritage. Despite the fact that Vilnius
Historic Centre has been included into the World Heritage list as a historical and
political centre of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, which preserved an impressive complex of Gothic, Renaissance, Baroque and Classical buildings as well as its medieval
layout, in its vicinity coexist more recent history and its architectural artefacts of Soviet
period, which is still to be acknowledged by the today’s society. Forum attendees will
examine case studies of more recent modernism sites, listed on the National Register
and take part in the round-table discussion at the Lithuanian Parliament Palace.

Session 1:
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KNOWLEDGE, PLANNING TOOLS
AND REGULATORY MECHANISMS

To discuss the challenges of development and integration of HUL approach alongside the existing heritage management systems is among the priorities of the Forum.
Integration of HUL approach into state/local planning system (case studies) and different policies involves interinstitutional collaboration between the management, planning and heritage protection sectors. The session invites to share different experiences
and to discuss practical aspects of this process:
• identification of city management and monitoring trends, changes and challenges;
• identifying and mapping the characteristics of modern urban space, including
tangible and intangible heritage;
• applying and developing heritage monitoring methodologies, Heritage Impact Assessment (HIA) and other interactive planning tools;
• applying data management systems used for planning: mapping, technologies, research data and etc.
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Session 2:

CIVIC ENGAGEMENT TOOLS
The character of the place reveals itself not only through the artefacts but also as
a relation between artefact and the society that created or is currently using it. It is
precisely the harmony of different, even contradictory narratives in space that makes it
possible to understand, share and protect heritage. Cultural heritage protection must
create tools that enable wider engagement and cooperation between local, national and
international communities. The session invites to raise questions and discuss different
topics related to this process:
• how to manage civic engagement in contemporary society where population mobility is a constant situation;
• what are the effective collaborative platforms that help to engage all stakeholders;
• how to present the HUL approach for non-professionals and encourage them to
participate;
• how to increase public accessibility by using different instruments; internet platforms, promotion strategies, inclusive participatory activities and etc.?
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Session 3:

FINANCIAL TOOLS
Although social sustainability issues are most often discussed with emphasis on
heritage communities rather than on individual heritage site owners, in practice, the
heritage protection process begins at the individual level. Dialogue between the state
as a creator of the heritage collection and individuals whose daily activities take place
in the buildings belonging to the heritage category is one of the essential preconditions
for the successful modernization of the past. Financial aspect is among critical tools
to enable the success of this dialog on a practical level. Therefore, the session invites to
discuss different topics of this challenge:
• how to “ feed the economic engine of urban vitality” in a context of HUL;
• do we have effective examples of public – private partnership;
• how different collaboration mechanisms, grant programs, attractive models of
investment, taxation laws, incentives for heritage property owners work;
• what is the role of municipalities, public heritage maintenance works, consultancy, etc., as well as infrastructure upgrade, provision of services, renewal of urban
spaces?
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Modernism Heritage in Kaunas
During a short but very intense period, Kaunas lived through the most important phase in
its historical development. The years from 1919 to 1939 were a time of revolutionary cultural
breakthroughs for Kaunas, which was especially evident in architecture. Its status as a capital
city provoked a huge construction boom, aiming to create all the necessary infrastructure. The
architectural landscape of multicultural Kaunas was enriched by the buildings of various ethnic
communities. The area of the city expanded more than seven times (from 557 hectares in 1919 to
3,940 hectares in 1939). More than 6,000 buildings from this period have survived till today.
In contrast with radical schools of Modernism, Kaunas developed in a consistent and continuous way, gaining a form of aesthetic expression that was close to international Functionalism, but
still based on its unique local character. This slow everyday evolution, avoiding strong cultural and
urban shifts and perceived signs, provides an example of urban sustainability, before the actual
concept of sustainable development arose. As a result, the influences of national traditions, the
human scale and close relations with the existing environment gradually formed the local school
of Modernism, and made the city one of the earliest examples of regionalism in the history of the
Modern Movement.
In 2015 Kaunas of 1919-1940 has received a European Heritage Label that proves the importance of temporary capital’s phenomenon in Europe. 44 modernism buildings have been enlisted
to represent it. The same year Kaunas joined UNESCO Creative Cities Network as a City of Design with a pledge to create a long-lasting international cooperation, promote modernist architecture, design and history of Kaunas, as well as urban creativity, quality of life and sustainable urban
development. In 2017 Kaunas modernism nomination Kaunas 1919-1939: The Capital Inspired by
the Modern Movement has been included on the UNESCO World Heritage Tentative List.

At the beginning of 2017, Kaunas and Kaunas district were
awarded the title of the European Capital of Culture for 2022.
Together with various cultural organisations, artists and creatives, we develop a vast, endless and borderless programme that
we call the Contemporary Capital.
Kaunas was considered the de facto temporary capital of Lithuania during the interwar period. After 100 years, the title is still
commonly used. Kaunas 2022 strives to leave the old “temporary capital” legacy behind and transform the city into a modern
contemporary capital. The remaining time until the year 2022 is
our common journey from temporary to contemporary!
https://kaunas2022.eu/en/
The programme “Modernism for the Future” is an open space for initiatives and meetings,
welcoming professionals from various fields, building owners, heritage community and representatives of cultural initiatives for discussions, workshops, art and culture events in order to create
the strategy for preservation, interpretation and dissemination of modernist heritage. The goal is
to awaken responsibility for the environment and create an emotional connection with the urban
landscape and culture. The title of the European Capital of Culture is an accomplishment that
enables a powerful impulse to create the success story of preservation of modernist heritage.
https://modernizmasateiciai.lt/en/
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Recent Heritage: Acknowledging its Values
On the second day Modern Cities Forum participants are invited to Vilnius to discuss the local
experiences related with the more recent Modernism heritage.
Despite the fact that Vilnius Historic Centre has been included into the World Heritage list as
a historical and political centre of the Grand Duchy of Lithuania, which preserved an impressive
complex of Gothic, Renaissance, Baroque and Classical buildings as well as its medieval layout, in
its vicinity coexist more recent history and its architectural artefacts of Soviet period, which is still
to be acknowledged by the today’s society. There are several dozen structures and a few urban complexes of the late Modernism which are enlisted as the national heritage objects and sites. Urban
development and building from the 50s until 80s have been carried out following the legislation of
the former USSR, prevalent political and artistic trends, as well as conditions of the planned economy and state ownership. Therefore, architectural inheritance of the second half of the 20th c. is
still associated with the legacy of the Soviet regime in most people’s minds. On the other hand, the
buildings and urban development of the time have been designed by local architects and planners,
have been built by local contractors. Later, during the Liberation process in the 1990’s, they gained
new memorial and historic values and at present are used by contemporary society.
While modernism was seen as an important tool in social reform, the listing of modern heritage
has been driven primarily by the architectural community, and focused initially on architectural
value. The contemporary heritage preservation is more and more based on a balanced heritage
recognition, when the voice of the communities (inclusive heritage, participatory and democratic
approach) becomes as important as expert assessment (exclusive heritage, elitist and hegemonic approach). In this context it is important to involve the community in the very beginning of heritage
listing process, identifying participatory methods and tools as well as the potential community
groups which have the greatest interest for modernist heritage making.

Vilnius Modernism Sites to be Visited:
Lazdynai Residential District, built in 1960’ and 70’s, one of the most representative housing
projects of the time, still bears an exclusively good image for its architecture and urban design
formed back in the Soviet times. A part of local residents are still proud of living there and do not
wish to change their place of residence. But do the residents perceive the built environment as a
heritage? This is an important site for experimental activities of architects, sociologists, historians
and other professionals working in the city.
Vilnius TV Tower, the tallest (326.5 m; 1974-80) structure in Lithuania with the rotating observation deck (like in Berlin and London) at 165 m high, has acquired a memorial value after the
13th of January, 1991, when 13 unarmed civilians lost their lives and 700 were injured opposing
the Soviet military seizure of the Tower. There are plans to employ the Tower for entertainment
purposes. A challenging question is how to conciliate memorial values and entertainment needs?
Parliament House is an exceptional example of Soviet public architecture. This is the place
where Independence was declared on the 11th of March, 1990. Armless people of freshly restored
Republic were standing to protect the Parliament during the Soviet military aggression of 1991.
After that the building has gained new memorial and historic value.

Organizers:

Partners:

Patron:

Sponsors:

Committee on Culture

CONTACT INFORMATION:
sigita.bugeniene@kaunas.lt

