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ABSTRACT. The focus of the research was to analyze how the
use, re-use and the preservation of the architectural heritage could
contribute to the socioeconomic revitalization of historic urban
centres. The research was based on the analysis of literature and
examples and was carried out from the global perspective: the
experience of different countries on how the architectural heritage
could become a socioeconomic catalyst was reviewed and compared.
The results of the research include the conceptual framework for
the architectural heritage as a socioeconomic opportunity for
rehabilitation of historic built environment based on the idea that
sustainably managed use, re-use, preservation, and maintenance
of architectural heritage can have multipartite positive impact
on revitalization and successful development of historic urban
environment.
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The structure and architecture of many European cities started
to develop during the Middle Ages or even earlier. The historic
cores of numerous Lithuanian cities and towns also have deep
historical origins, and some of them started to evolve together with
the Lithuanian state. The urban cores surrounded by the historical
suburbs have gradually become the centres of contemporary cities
and are constantly evolving. They are affected by the tendencies
of decline and destruction; the initiatives and movements of
preservation also take place there. For example, the historic
centres and districts of many European cities in democratic
countries and behind the “iron curtain” had undergone the
so-called post-war modernization or renewal, which had
demanded numerous sacrifices of built heritage, authentic urban
fabric, and cultural identity. This unprecedented destruction had
encouraged numerous heritage preservation movements and
fostered the contemporary ideas of preservation and management
of historic urban environment as a whole [1]. Even if, according to
A. M. Tung [1], the dramatic changes of the 20™ century in
the historic cores of urban settlements in democratic and non-
democratic European countries seem similar, it is necessary
to consider that the comprehensive works of rehabilitation of
Lithuanian and other Central and Eastern European historic
urban centres were carried out during the period of the
communist rule. The insularity of the Soviet empire, ideological
reasons and the absence of the private property had determined
certain architectural expressions and solutions for the social
problems. After the restoration of the country’s independence
the problems and tendencies typical of Western city centres, such
as increasing influence of economic and cultural globalization,
commercialization, gentrification, mass tourism etc. started
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to appear in Lithuanian historic urban cores. It contributes to
the analysis of the characteristic features of rehabilitation of
historic urban centres in the post-communist transition countries.
This analysis, performed in our previous studies [2, 3, 4], allowed
distinguishing the main aspects, which should be regarded
revitalizing historic urban environment in the transition countries:

The insertion of new architecture into the historic urban
fabric should be seen and treated as the means for the heritage
preservation. In such sensitive urban areas new architecture
cannot be based on mere requirements of functionality or
the aesthetic tastes of the architect or his client. The issues of
contextuality and visual integrity of the historic environment
should be regarded. The main challenge in this case is to find
the middle path between the radically contrasting modernist
insertions and neo-historicisms directly repeating the historical
forms and to secure continuity and evolution of historic urban
fabric.

Improvement of the ecological situation, which is important
not only in the peri-urban areas, but also in the densely built
historic urban centres, usually lacking greenery and open spaces.
However, the lessons of post-war modernization should be
regarded, and the insertion of the additional greenery should not
compromise the distinctiveness and integrity of historic urban
structure.

Development of sociocultural networks, strengthening of the
centrality in the historic urban environment, and development of
new sociocultural centers and attractive spaces. The sociocultural
viability of the historic urban environment is of considerable
importance in the transition countries, as the societies and
communities in the post-communist space are often characterized
as passive, closed, and sceptical about any social, cultural, or
economic initiatives and innovations [5].

Innovations of different kind are crucial for the continuous
evolution of the historic urban environment. Their spectrum
can be very wide ranging from the architectural design and
contemporary heritage preservation technologies to the
development of augmented reality projects for tourism or art and
business incubators.

It was also determined that the shift in heritage preservation
attitudes was needed: the preservation of urban and architectural
heritage, which in the post-communist space is often limited
to strict regulations and development restrictions, should
be seen not as the financial burden, but as a driver of social,
cultural, and economic viability. The experience of very
different developed and developing countries demonstrates that
heritage preservation programs and projects not solely require
considerable financial investments; they can be beneficial for the
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Fig. 1. Hypothesis of the research.

society, local communities, and the physical built environment
form various points of view: can generate additional household
income and jobs, foster small businesses related to restoration
and maintenance of historic buildings and other directly and
indirectly related economic activities, improve the image of
the city and foster sustainable cultural tourism, strengthen local
communities, provide affordable housing opportunities, thus
encouraging extensive sustainable renovation and repair of the
built environment, and even can contribute to the sustainable use
of resources and the improvement of the ecological situation [6,
7, 8,9, 10]. Such socioeconomic promises by the preservation
and maintenance of architectural heritage seem attractive to
the historic cities of the post-communist space, which often
lack funds not only for heritage preservation, but also for the
social and cultural programs. It is possible to presume that the
preservation, maintenance, and appropriate use of architectural
heritage can foster other above-mentioned aspects desirable
in revitalization of historic urban centers, such as sustainable
innovations, development of sociocultural networks, improvement
of ecological conditions, and preservation of the integrity of
valuable urban fabric (Figure 1). This allows analyzing the global
experience of how the architectural heritage can be beneficial
from the socioeconomic point of view for revitalizing the historic
built environment. The characteristic features of transition
countries also make it possible to perform such an analysis: the
socioeconomic potential of built heritage has been completely
ignored by the communist rule, and the radical recent political,
cultural, and economic shifts urge to analyze how the new
tendencies of globalization, commercialization, gentrification
etc. can be dealt with in the historic urban environment, how
preservation of the built heritage can become socially and
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economically beneficial without compromising its identity and
multiplicity of meaning involved.

G. J. Ashworth [11] distinguished three main uses or functions
of cultural heritage: cultural, social-political, and economic.
It is evident that the economic function of architectural heritage
encompasses not only its direct economic benefits, such as
the profits from the purchase and sale transactions of heritage
buildings, entry and rent fees, and other services, but also the
indirect influence of this heritage, its preservation, and use on
the economic development of settlements, regions, and states and
the wellbeing of the society. The analysis of literature allowed
distinguishing 5 main categories of the social and economic
influence or the socioeconomic potential of the architectural
heritage and its preservation relevant to the revitalization of
historic urban environment: 1) influence on wellbeing of local
communities, 2) influence on businesses, 3) role in the tourism
sector, 4) influence on the real estate prices and the renovation
and repair of the built environment, 5) influence on the ecological
situation and rational use of resources.

1. INFLUENCE oN Economic WELLBEING OF LocAL COMMUNITIES

The economic wellbeing of society and local communities
is one of the main aspects in the context of preservation and
sustainable development of the historic built environment. In the
second half of the 20" century, the turn in cultural policy of the
developed countries form the subsidized culture to the culture
enhancing economic development [12] induced the interests
in the influence of cultural heritage to the economic wellbeing
of the society. The main quantitative indicators defining the
economic wellbeing of the society and communities are the
household income and employment; however, the long-term
wellbeing cannot be secured without the economic viability and
competitiveness of communities.

Income and employment. The influence of the architectural
heritage and built historic environment on the employment and
household income was comprehensively analyzed in the United
States; such analyses were also carried out in Australia, Norway,
Sweden, Great Britain, and Palestine [7, 8,9, 10, 13, 14, 15, 16,
17]. The largest part of such studies is limited to the analysis of
the market data and presents the quantitative information on the
new employment possibilities and the increase in the household
incomes generated by the certain heritage preservation project,
regional or national preservation program. For example, the
research commissioned by the Colorado Historical Society (USA)
has demonstrated that in the period between 1981 and 2002 the
expenditure of 1.5 billion dollars on the heritage preservation in
the State of Colorado created 21 327 jobs and 522.7 million dollars
of additional household income [15]. D. Rypkema [8] indicates
that in Norway the programs of renovation of historic buildings
create 16.5 percent more jobs than the sector of new construction.
Such studies are usually carried out in order to demonstrate the
economic benefits of the heritage preservation or the economic
use of a certain preservation project in quantitative terms. Even
if one-sided and potentially tendentious such studies demonstrate
that the architectural heritage and its preservation positively
influence the above-mentioned aspects of the economic wellbeing.
This influence can be very important preserving the physical fabric
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and socioeconomic viability of the historic urban environment
in the developing and underdeveloped countries. Heritage
preservation projects financed by the Swedish International
Development Agency implemented in Palestine demonstrate
that heritage preservation can contribute to the employment and
self-improvement possibilities and create additional household
income to local population simultaneously improving the quality
of the built environment even in very complicated political and
economic circumstances [8, 9].

Self-improvement and innovations. The analysis of literature
allowed concluding that the preservation and maintenance
of architectural heritage could contribute to the wellbeing of
communities not only in a short-term but also in a long-term.
For example, the positive economic influence of the heritage
preservation is determined not only by new employment
possibilities, but also by the character of the jobs created.
Restoration and renovation of historic buildings are not only
labour intensive. The jobs in heritage preservation sector also
require high qualification and are well paid. Moreover, the
demand for such professionals is increasing. Other sociocultural
aspect related to working in heritage preservation sector also
exists. Local construction traditions and skills vanish if they are
not transferred from generation to generation; however, these
skills can be maintained simultaneously, by creating new jobs
for local communities. Revitalization of local construction skills
and techniques and their employment in heritage preservation
activities are typical of the rural areas. However, in some
regions mud-brick dwellings and other vernacular construction
techniques are characteristic of historic urban centres. Works
of the Egyptian architect H. Fathy demonstrate how mud-brick
constructions can be revived and widely employed in renovation
of historic buildings and new construction. Similar strategies not
only provide the employment possibilities, but also replace the
imported knowledge and materials with local ones [7, 8, 10, 14,
18]. This is also useful from the economic development point of
view: revived vernacular technologies based on local resources
can become a stimulus for the sustainable innovations.

Social cohesion, competitiveness, and stability. However,
it is necessary to note that in the contemporary context of
economic and cultural globalization, constant changes, and new
economic development, based on new information technologies,
cultural and creative industries, the wellbeing of the society and
communities is determined not solely by the additional jobs and
household income. The ability of the communities to retain their
competitiveness in the globalizing world, to avoid the threats and
to use the benefits of globalization is especially important in these
circumstances. In the past the competitiveness and wellbeing of
cities and towns were mainly determined by their geographical
location and natural resources. In the last decades the situation
has radically shifted [7, 8, 19]. The economists and sociologists
acknowledge that in the postmodern, postindustrial economy the
experiences more and more often become the most profitable
products [20]. In such circumstances the local identity and
distinctiveness become increasingly important [21]. The urban
communities striving towards the sustainable socioeconomic and
cultural development in the globalizing world must identify their
resources, which could highlight local identity and distinctiveness
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Fig. 2. Influence of historic built environment on the viability and competitiveness
of communities with reference to D. Rypkema. [8, 14]

and contribute to the economic competitiveness. Even small
historic urban settlements have such exceptional resources.
One of them is the built historic environment and architectural
heritage. D. Rypkema [14] has distinguished the main features
of the viable and competitive communities, including the sense
of place and identity, the sense of evolution, ownership, and
community. The architectural heritage can create and strengthen
these features (Figure 2). Competitiveness and cohesion of
communities have become increasingly important developing
cultural industries, which is discussed in the further subsection.

The issues discussed above allow concluding that the identity
and distinctiveness created by the architectural heritage, new
jobs and self-improvement possibilities offered by the heritage
preservation sector may positively influence the economic stability
and wellbeing. The prospects of the economic stability provided
by the heritage preservation sector become very important in the
context of globalization. The threat of economic instability in the
globalizing world is acknowledged by numerous researchers [22]
and is evident in the recent economic downturn. According to
D. Rypkema [9], the scale, costs, and the labour-intensity of the
heritage preservation projects enable to implement them even
in the periods of economic downturns, thus at least partially
contributing to the stability of the local economy.

II. INFLUENCE ON BUSINESS

The analysis of literature has demonstrated that the architectural
heritage may have the influence on businesses both at the local
and global levels. Businesses themselves also influence the
possibilities to preserve the built historic environment. The need
to reconcile the economic benefits of the architectural heritage
and its preservation in the long term encourages the analysis
of its miscellaneous influence on businesses. It is possible
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Fig. 3. Controversial “architectural hill” in the center of Vilnius (photograph by I. Grazuleviciaté- Vileniske).

to distinguish three dimensions of the analysis: the role of the
architectural heritage in the development of local small and
medium businesses; the role of the architectural heritage in the
context of big national, international or global businesses, and the
role in the heritage industries.

Small businesses directly and indirectly related to heritage
preservation. The issues of employment and self-improvement
discussed above demonstrate that restoration and renovation
of historic buildings foster development of small and medium
businesses based on local communities [7, 8, 14]. Moreover,
according to D. Listokin ez al. [10], R. Mason [15], M. Dadswell
and W. B. Beyers [17], the expenditures of governmental, non-
governmental, and private sectors on heritage preservation
and revitalization foster the development of other businesses
indirectly related to heritage preservation.

Office space for small and medium enterprises. The analysis
of literature demonstrates that there are also other ways in which
the architectural heritage can contribute to small and medium
businesses development. After the economic depression of 1970s,
the developed countries started to reorient their economies towards
the businesses and products based on the knowledge, intellectual
potential, creativity, and culture. This shift has enhanced the
importance of the small flexible enterprises [19]. This also
provided the possibility for such small and medium enterprises
to locate themselves not only in the purposefully designed office
buildings in large cities but also in smaller urban settlements
and in re-used historic buildings. For example, the attractive
small urban settlements can become the desirable locations for
the information technology enterprises, which become less and
less constricted by the geographical location. D. Rypkema [7,
14] notes that small and medium enterprises can create more
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jobs than big international businesses: enterprises having less
than 20 employees create 85 percent of all jobs in the United
States. According to D. Rypkema, the historic buildings can
become the incubators of the small businesses. Small enterprises
usually cannot afford to rent or purchase the office space in new
office blocks; meanwhile, the historic buildings in historic urban
districts can be much more affordable. As businesses based on
information technologies require less office space, the lodgement
in the historic buildings can be a good alternative for them.

Attractive environment for big business development
and its impact. Sociologists, heritage preservationists and
researchers from other fields indicate the negative effects of
activities of large international, regional, and global enterprises
on the identity of urban areas and their architectural heritage [22,
23]. For example, Z. Bauman [22] states that global enterprises
are not constricted by the geographical location and can easily
move their departments from one location to another under
unfavourable circumstances; whereas, the local institutions and
communities must solve the problems created by the activities
and retreat of the enterprise. The activities of any businesses or
institutions ignoring the local distinctive features may create the
heritage preservation problems and cause the threats to the local
identity and distinctiveness. These tendencies are undoubtedly
negative; however, it would be inaccurate to state that the big
enterprises completely ignore the environment in which they
institute their departments. For example, V. Rubavicius [24] has
noted that the distinctiveness of the place makes it more attractive
to the investors. This explains the tendency to concentrate new
commercial and residential development in the historic districts
and in the visual neighbourhood of the historic city centres
(Figure 3).
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This trend can have the positive as well as negative outcome.
The interaction between new and historical development can
highlight the distinctiveness of the place, its historical continuity
and the future prospects or can irreversibly damage the urban
structure. The result of the interactions of new development and
the historic built environment depends not only on the abilities
of the institutions to regulate new development but also on the
strategy of the enterprise itself. The enterprises highlighting local
distinctiveness with new high quality architecture, not diminishing
it, can expect the positive attitude of local communities and
institutions and the long-term economic success.

Development of cultural industries. The identity and
distinctiveness of the place created by the architectural heritage
are of crucial significance to the expanding trend of cultural
industries. The heritage industries are the segment of cultural
industries closely related to the architectural heritage. The heritage
industry can be described as the segment of commercial activities
based on the products and services with heritage components
[25]. In this epoch of fast communication and “decreasing
distances” this industry becomes the important economic sector.
According to Y. Aoyama [20] and Z. Bauman [22], the demand
for the cultural experiences and diversity is increasing. The built
historic structures create the indispensable environment for the
development of the heritage industry products. Consequently,
it is possible to presume that preservation, use, and re-use of the
architectural heritage are important for the successful development
of heritage industries. Heritage industries are economically
beneficial; however, heritage preservationists are concerned that
the commercialized cultural heritage reduced to the product of
mass-consumption can lose its multidimensionality and the
multiplicity of meanings [24, 25]. Nevertheless, the profits from
the heritage industries and the economic wellbeing generated
by them can contribute to the preservation of the historic urban
environment. Moreover, the heritage industries based on the
distinctiveness created by cultural heritage should also be
concerned about its preservation. Consequently, considering
the demand for the diverse cultural experiences in the world
market [20] and the ethical and technical heritage preservation
requirements, the creation of diverse heritage products, revealing
the multiplicity of meanings of heritage should be seen as
positive. The idea of management of heritage conflicts expressed
by G. Ashworth [11] would be useful in this context looking for
the ways to reconcile economically beneficial application and
preservation of the architectural heritage.

III. RoLE IN THE TOURISM SECTOR

The constantly expanding tourism industry is one of the leading
sectors in the economy of the world. The researchers of various
disciplines acknowledge that architectural heritage and historic
urban environment play a very important role in the tourism
industry [14, 18]. Consequently, the role of the architectural
heritage in the tourism sectors deserves special consideration.

Diverse impact of tourism. It is evident that numerous
services provided by the tourism industry, such as transport,
catering, accommodation, are based on the distinctiveness
and attractiveness of the place created by its cultural heritage,
including the built environment. The positive influence of
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architectural heritage on the tourism sector theoretically should
foster concerns about its preservation, as the decline of the local
distinctiveness would reduce the flow of visitors. However, the
researchers analyzing the phenomenon of tourism [1, 24, 26]
describe the ambiguous impact of tourism on the built heritage,
historic environment, and the local communities.

In some cases, the prospects of economic wellbeing
offered by the tourism industry had encouraged the local
communities to revive their vanishing identities and traditions.
S. Butkus [27] indicates that some European historic cities and
towns (for example, Amsterdam, Trondheim) base their identity
on certain categories of tourism. However, in other cases the
local population had abandoned the historic centres and districts
because of the increase of the real estate prices and the changes
of the social and cultural environment caused by tourism. In such
cases, the historic built environment becomes a theme park for
tourists [21, 24]. Venice is the characteristic example of such
abandonment. The increasing profits from tourism and rising
real estate prices push out the traditional uses from the historic
city; the traditional shops and meeting places give way to hotels,
restaurants, and souvenir shops. Consequently, the middle-class
families and elderly residents leave the central city. The number
of permanent residents decreases, and numerous historic buildings
are being abandoned or stand empty waiting for the further increase
in the real estate prices. The abandoned historic buildings started
to decay without the continuous maintenance and repair [1].
It is evident that in the case of Venice the economically beneficial
tourism negatively influences the wellbeing of the local residents
and the state of the built environment. The declining heritage
will inevitably reduce the profits from tourism in the long-term.
This case demonstrates that the ignorance of the heritage
preservation and the social issues can bring miscellaneous
economic and non-economic losses. However, A. M. Tung [1]
presents the alternative case of Singapore, which has sacrificed the
unique colonial architectural heritage for the economic wellbeing.
The governmental institutions of the city-state directed their
attention to the built heritage only when the profits from tourism
went down.

Incentives for cultural tourism development. The examples
presented above demonstrate the undeniable links between
the tourism sector and the architectural heritage. However, the
different categories of tourism have different links with and
impact on the architectural heritage and built historic environment.
The mass tourism is usually identified as the most harmful to
the local distinctiveness and cultural heritage. According to
A. M. Tung [1], mass tourists travel in large organized groups
and rarely use the services provided by the local population.
Consequently, the mass tourism is more beneficial to the
international tourism companies, hotel and restaurant chains that
to the local economy. The congestion in the most visited sites,
especially in historic urban cores, created by the mass tourism
brings more damage to monuments than benefits to the host
country (Figure 4). The analysis of literature demonstrates that
the most beneficial category of tourism for the preservation of
architectural heritage and for best revealing its socioeconomic
potential is cultural tourism. The cultural tourism is described
as the travel aimed at getting acquainted with and experiencing
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Fig. 4. Congestions created by mass tourism in the center of Florence (photograph
by I. Grazuleviciate- Vileniske).

the local cultural environment: landscapes, built heritage,
local lifestyles, traditions, and other cultural and -creative
processes [17].

Analysis of literature demonstrates that cultural tourism can
be equally or more profitable as the tourism of other categories.
For example, T. Nypan [18] notes that cultural tourists in the
State of New Jersey (USA) spend 60 percent more money
than other kinds of tourists. The researchers analyzing this
phenomenon [1, 7, 17] state that cultural tourists tend to stay
longer in the place they visit; they use public transport and the
services provided by the local residents. Moreover, individuals
with higher income usually choose such way of travelling.
Besides, cultural tourists tend to travel alone or in small groups,
they have a much wider spectrum of interests and do not create
congestion near the most visited monuments.

The experience of the European and other countries has
demonstrated that well-organized cultural tourism can contribute
to the economic wellbeing of communities and socioeconomic
viability of smaller and larger urban settlements [28]. The
opportunities of the economic wellbeing offered by cultural
tourism are very important to smaller historic urban settlements
having no natural resources or geographical advantages. The built
heritage of these settlements can become attraction for cultural
tourists or can be re-used for the needs of tourism infrastructure.
Nevertheless, it is necessary to acknowledge that even the
cultural tourism can have negative effects if the flow of tourists
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and the tourism infrastructure are unevenly distributed. In order
to avoid the large concentration of tourists in the most popular
sites, the underdevelopment of less attractive urban settlements,
and to employ the economic potential of the architectural heritage
of different categories and different significance, it would be
favourable to attract tourists to less popular urban areas, to
create and popularize thematic cultural routes encompassing the
architectural heritage of different categories existing in different
cities and smaller urban settlements.

IV. INFLUENCE ON THE REAL ESTATE PRICES AND THE RENOVATION AND
REPAIR OF THE BUILT ENVIRONMENT

Theanalysisofliterature demonstrates thatthe socioeconomic
potential of the architectural heritage is of crucial importance
for the rehabilitation of declining historic built environment.
The migration into the suburbs in the second half of the
20" century caused the abandonment and social decline of
many historic urban cores and central districts in Europe and
the United States [7, 29]. The historic urban centres suffer
from the abandonment and decline in the developing counties
as well [1].

Social catalyst for physical renewal. The analysis of the
influence of architectural heritage on the revitalization of
historic built environment has demonstrated the strong mutual
interconnection between the preservation and renovation of
historic buildings and the socioeconomic viability of the area.
Restoration and re-use of the historic buildings foster different
economic activities and social viability; meanwhile, the viable
communities and economic wellbeing are essential for the
preservation of built environment. D. Rypkema [7] notes that two
important conditions for the viability of historic districts are the
affordable high quality housing and the development of small
businesses and retail. The historic buildings existing in urban
centres and historic suburbs can be useful for the both issues.
The buildings of different sizes, historical periods, and quality
affordable for different social segments can be usually found
in the historic urban areas [6, 7]. As it was mentioned above,
these buildings with affordable prices or rent fees can be used
for various commercial activities. D. Listokin et al. [10] and
A. C. Helms [30] state that the rehabilitation of historic buildings
can work as a catalyst for the historic district: the renovation of
one or several buildings may foster the renewal of the adjacent
ones. The issues of suburbanization and the decline of the inner
urban areas were already addressed in 1970s in Great Britain
and the United States [7, 31]. In the last decades, the programs
targeted at the revitalization of historic centres and districts were
implemented in numerous countries. For example, the policy of
urban renewal in Great Britain encouraging mixed residential,
commercial, entertainment, cultural uses had fostered the social
revival and rehabilitation of the built environment of historic
centres of cities of different sizes (London, Manchester, Bristol,
Sheffield etc.) (Figure 5) [29, 31, 32].

The programs of revitalization of historic urban districts
carried out in France, Netherlands, Austria [1], the United States
[7] had also fostered the restoration of historic buildings and the
improvement of the physical environment; however, they had
brought different social and economic consequences.
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Influence of real estate prices and gentrification. According
to A. M. Tung [1], Roschelle and Wright [33] and Bromley e?
al. [29], the rehabilitation of physical environment of decaying
historic centres and neighbourhoods is often achieved at the
expense of the social diversity and the identity of the place.
The social change induced by the prestige and the specific aura
of the historic environment, when the middle and higher social
classes push out the local residents of the lower social classes, is
usually referred to as gentrification [29, 31, 32]. New residents
of the gentrified historic urban environment usually restore
and renew the decaying historic buildings. The improvement
of the physical environment and the changes of the social
climate often induce the increase of the real estate prices and
rent fees. Consequently, housing in the historic environment
becomes unaffordable for the local individuals and households
because of the high property prices and rents. In the gentrified
areas, the retail chains and commercial centres also push out
the small businesses based on the local communities. Moreover,
the growing prestige and increasing real estate prices attract the
investments and new constructions into historic areas. These
physical changes induced by the process of gentrification can
cause serious heritage preservation problems. In the United
States, it is believed that not only the renovation of the historic
buildings but also their listing may have the influence on the
real estate prices [15, 34]; however, D. Rypkema [35] notes that
this increase may be related not to the fact of listing, but to
the prestige of the historic district, its urban and architectural
significance, the compensations and incentives provided to
the owners of protected buildings, and the guaranty provided
by listing that the identity of the historic environment will be
preserved. In literature, the revitalization of the historic urban
centres and neighbourhoods is usually linked with the process
of gentrification and its socioeconomic consequences. However,
it is necessary to note that the restoration, renovation, or
re-use of historic buildings increase its market price naturally.
Meanwhile, the compensations and incentives provided to the
local residents by the governmental institutions can preserve
the social diversity of historic districts. The revitalization of
Le Marais in Paris is often presented as the example of the efforts
to combine the economic wellbeing, heritage preservation, and
the maintenance of the social diversity [1, 26].

V. INFLUENCE ON THE EcoLoGICAL SITUATION AND RATIONAL USE OF
RESOURCES

The analysis of literature demonstrates that the preservation
and appropriate use of the architectural heritage may positively
influence the rational use of the environmental resources and
thus contribute to the improvement of the ecological situation.
It is possible to distinguish two main interrelated aspects of this
influence: the possibility to prevent the expansion of urban areas
simultaneously retaining the socioeconomic viability of urban
centres and the influence of the rational use and re-use of the
historic buildings and territories on the energy savings and the
efficient use of raw and construction materials.

Contribution to compact development. Despite the
above-described revitalization of historic urban areas and
the phenomenon of gentrification, the urban expansion
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Fig. 5. Viable public spaces in the center of Sheffield created as a result of “heart
of the city” city center rehabilitation project (photograph by I. Grazuleviciute-
Vileniske).

and the continuous consumption of natural and agricultural
land are the characteristic processes of the 21% century.
L. Gailing [36] has noted that in Germany 105 hectares of vacant
land are built up every day. As it has been mentioned above,
the rapid urban expansion often causes the decline of the inner
urban areas. The urban sprawl also has other negative social,
environmental, and cultural consequences: the ineffective use of
vast areas, the ineffective transportation system and increasing use
of automobile, the lack of the sense of place and distinctiveness
in the areas of new development, and the declining quality
of life in the peri-urban and inner urban areas. R. Rogers and
A. Power [37] note that the vacant land and natural areas are
not renewing or expanding resources. In order to preserve these
areas, they recommend the rational use of inner urban areas
and the existing buildings. However, these currently popular
ideas are not new. In 1961, J. Jacobs [38] admired the densely
built multifunctional North End district in Boston and criticized
the new low-density urban development. The renovation and
conversion of the existing abandoned buildings, including the
historic ones in the inner urban areas and the former industrial
areas, some of which also have the heritage significance, to the
commercial, residential, cultural and other functions could at
least partially contribute to the sustainable compact development
of urban areas.

Rational use of resources. One of the main aims of the
sustainable economic and environmental development is
the rational use of resources and the reduction of energy
consumption [39]. The adaptive re-use of existing buildings,
including the historical ones, can substantially reduce the
consumption of construction materials and energy. The study
carried out in the United Kingdom has demonstrated that circa
90 percent of mineral resources extracted in its territory not used
for the production of energy are consumed by the construction
sector [40]. It is also necessary to consider that the transportation
of the construction materials consumes the energy form the
non-renewable resources; the waste generated by the construction
and demolition activities constitutes 30 percent of the annually
produced waste in the United Kingdom [16]. The rehabilitation
and re-use of existing historic areas and buildings also offer the
possibility for the more efficient use of the existing infrastructure
and transport system and for reducing the pollution [41].
Moreover, numerous studies demonstrate that the adaptive re-use
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Fig. 6. Conceptual framework for the architectural heritage as a socioeconomic catalyst in rehabilitation of historic built environment.

of historic buildings often is not less economically beneficial or
more expensive than new construction. R. Mason [15] indicates
that in the case, when no demolition of the existing buildings is
required, the renovation and re-use of the existing buildings or
building complexes, for the commercial purposes, usually cost
from 12 percent less to 9 percent more than the implementation
of the new construction project of the same extent. In the case,
when the new development requires demolition of the existing
buildings in construction site, the renovation and adaptive
re-use of the existing structures would cost from 3 to 16 percent
less. The assessment of alternatives for demolition of the existing
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buildings should also include the fact that the existing historic
buildings are the significant investment of energy and capital,
which would be lost by demolishing them.

CONCLUSIONS

Historic urban cores and historic suburbs are the unique
accumulation of architectural heritage. Previous research
demonstrated that retention of visual integrity and preservation
of the urban fabric, improvement of ecological conditions
and quality of public spaces, strengthening social cohesion
and sense of centrality, developing social networks, and
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introducing sustainable innovations are significant for
sociocultural, socioeconomic, and physical rehabilitation of
historic urban environment. The analysis of literature also
demonstrates that rational, appropriate use and adaptive re-
use, restoration, renovation, and maintenance of architectural
heritage can serve as a sociocultural and socioeconomic catalyst.
This allows presuming that shifting the attitudes towards heritage
preservation from the architectural heritage as a financial burden
to the architectural heritage as socioeconomic opportunity can
contribute to the achievement of the above presented issues
desirable for the rehabilitation of historic urban environment and
thus should become a part of strategies and plans of integrated
management of urban environment.

The analysis of literature and experience allowed concretizing
and developing the hypothesis of the research. It has been
determined that sustainably managed use, re-use, preservation,
and maintenance of architectural heritage can have multipartite
positive impact on development and rehabilitation of historic
urban environment (Figure 6): it can positively influence the
wellbeing of local communities through development of economic
activities related to heritage preservation; architectural heritage
can contribute to the development of businesses by creating
attractive distinctive environment and providing an affordable
office space; architectural heritage can play a significant role in
the economically significant tourism sector as an incentive for the
development of sustainable cultural tourism and cultural routes;
by creating local distinctiveness and attracting new residents
it can serve as a social catalyst and contribute to the physical
rehabilitation of the built fabric; adaptive re-use of architectural
heritage can positively influence the ecological situation and
rational use of resources.
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Indré Grazuleviciiité—VileniSké, Vilius Urbonas. Arhitektiras mantojums ka socialekonomiska iesp&ja pilsétu vesturisko centru atdzivinasanai:
globala perspektiva

Pedgjas desmitgades Rietumeiropas valstis un Amerikas Savienotajas Valstis kultiiras mantojuma, jo TpaSi vésturisko celtnu, aizsardziba tiek pamatota ne tikai ar to
kulttrvértibu. Pienemot lémumus, tiek nemta vera arf sociala nozime, ka arf ekonomiskais labums, ko mantojuma objekti var dot. Tas norada uz $T pétTjuma aktualitati.
Petijuma merkis — izanalizet, ka pareiza arhitekttiras mantojuma lietoSana, ta atkartota izmantoSana un aizsardziba var palidzet pilsétu vésturisko centru socialaja un
ekonomiskaja atdzivinaSana. gajﬁ gadijuma analize tika veikta globala perspektiva. Tika analizéti literatiiras avoti un pieméri dazadas pasaules valstis un pilsétas,
kas atklaj, ka arhitektiras mantojums un ta sakartosana var klat par socialekonomisko katalizatoru. Tomér §is pétijums ir svarigs, raugoties arf regionala un lokala
perspektiva. Valstis, kas atradas aiz dzelzs priekSkara, arT Lietuva, padomju okupacijas gados mantojuma socialais un ekonomiskais potencials tika ignoréts. Tade] Seit
arT Sodien arhitektliras mantojums bieZi vien redzams ka stabils un nemainigs un tiek traktéts ka finansu nasta. Petfjums paradija, ka arhitektiras mantojums var ne
tikai sniegt ekonomisko labumu, piemé&ram, no ieejas maksas, nomas vai citu sniegto pakalpojumu sanemamajiem ienémumiem. Sim mantojumam var bat daudzpusiga
ekonomiska ietekme uz sabiedribas labklajibu, uznéméejdarbibu, harmoniskas attistibas mérku TstenoSanu. Literatiiras analize paradija, ka arhitektiiras mantojuma
aizsardzibai un izmantoSanai var biit pozitiva ietekme uz iedzivotaju majsaimniecibu iengmumu palielina§anos un nodarbinatibu. Turklat, mantojums var pozitivi
ietekmét sabiedribas ekonomisko dzivotsp&ju un konkurétspgju globalizacijas konteksta Tstermina un ilgtermina. Konstatéts, ka arhitektiras mantojums, ta raditas vietas
savdabibas un ekskluzivitates, ka arf plaSo pielietojuma iesp&ju d&l, var biit nozimigs ne tikai tGrisma un mantojuma nozaru sektoriem, bet arf lokalas mazas un lielas
nacionala, starptautiska, regionala un globala limena uznémejdarbibas konteksta. Arhitektiiras mantojuma objektu izmantoSana un pielagosana jauniem uzdevumiem
tapat var ar palidzet racionali izmantot resursus un pilsétu iek$gjas un argjas teritorijas, ka arT uzlabot ekologisko situaciju. Pettjums atklaj, ka arhitektiras mantojuma
sniegtas nodarbinatibas, apdzivotibas un uznéméjdarbibas attistibas iesp€jas, ta raditas vietas savdabiba un ekskluzivitate veicina vesturiskas apbiivetas vides fiziska
stavokla uzlaboSanos un socialo, ka arT ekonomisko dzivotspgju. Minétie aspekti atklaj, kadu lomu arhitektiras mantojums un ta aizsardziba varétu ienemt pilsétu
vesturisko centru atdzivinasanas stratégijas un integrétas parvaldes planos.

Huape I'paixynesuuyte-Bunennmxke, Buiaroc Yp6oHac. ApXHTEKTYpPHOE HAaCJIeIUe KAK COLUATbHO-9)KOHOMHYECKasi BO3MOKHOCTh BO3POKACHHS HCTOPHYECKHX
IIEHTPOB I'OPO/I0B: IN100A/IbHasl MEPCHeKTHBA

B nocnenuue mecstuneruss B €BPOIIENICKMX CTpaHax U B Coepunennbix IllTarax AMepI/IKI/I 3alIUTa KyIbTYPHOTO HAC/IeNN, 0COOEHHO UCTOPUYECKUX coopy)KeHMi{,
O60CHOBaHa HE€ TOJ/IbKO UX KyHbTypHO]Z LEHHOCTBIO. Hp]/[ Ipueme peme}mi{ y‘{I/ITbIBaeTCH TAaKXX€ coyazibHaA U S3KOHOMMYECKaA BbITO/A, KOTOpyIO 06’I)CKT])I Hacmequsa
MOTYT HPMHOCUTD. DTO CBUIETENBCTBYET 06 aKTYa/lbHOCTHU HACTOAIIETO MccaefoBanns. Llenb nccmenoBannsa — MpoaHaIu3MpoBaTh, KaK IPaBUIbHOE MOTb30BaHME
apXI/ITeKTyprIM HacnenueM, €ro IOBTOPHOE MCIIO/Ib30BaHME U 3allTa MOXET BIMATH HAa COLMATbHOE M 3KOHOMMYECKOE BO3POXAECHNE MCTOPUIECKUX LIEHTPOB
TOpOMOB. AHanmus III/lTepaTyprIX JAaHHBIX U 06p3311bl 3 pasHbIX CTPaH M TOPOJOB IIOKA3bIBAKOT, YTO avameKTypHoe Hacinenue u praBHeHI/IC IM MOXET CTaTb
KaTa/lM3aTOPOM IOIOKUTE/IbHBIX M3MEHEHMI B COLIMAIbHOI S5KOHOMMUKe. VIccIeoBaHMe TakKe IMeeT PerMoHaIbHOe 1 JIOKaJIbHOe 3HaueHne. B cTpaHax, oka3aBIIMXCA
3a “XKe/Ie3HBIM 3aHaBeCOM , TAK)Ke KaK ¥ B JIUTBe B TObI COBETCKOI OKKYIALMHM COLMA/IbHO-9KOHOMUYECKIIT TOTEHIIMA/l HACTeVs UTHOPUPOBAIN. B ¢Bsi3u ¢ atum
3[1eCb U IO Ceil AeHb apXUTEKTYPHOE HAC/IeNyie TPAKTUPYeTCsl KaK CTaOW/IbHOe, He MEHsIoeecs M CYnTaeTcs GpMHAHCOBON HOuION. VccenoBaHms OKa3au, 4To
apXMUTEKTypHOE HaC/efyie MOXeET IaTh He TONbKO SKOHOMIYECKYIO M0/Ib3y B BUJie TOXOJI0B 3a BXOZIHbIE OM/IEThI, apeH/y uau Apyrue ycryru. Hacnenye MoxeT okasarb
pasHo06pasHoOe BIMsIHME HA 6/IATOCOCTOSIHIE OOIeCTBEHHOCTH, Pa3BUTIe O¥3HeCA, CTATh OFHIM U3 CIIOCOOOB OCYILECTB/IEHN Lie/lel YCTOIYMBOrO PasBUTHUSL. AHA/IN3
JIMTEPATyphl TOKa3aJl, YTO 3allfUTa U MCIONb30BAHNE HAC/TENMsI MOXET OKa3aTh MOJIOKUTETbHOE BIMAHNME HA 3aHATHOCTb HACENEHUS M POCT JOXOMOB MOMALIHIX
x03s15icTB. Haceqie MOXeT MOJIOXKUTENBHO BIMAT HA 9KOHOMUYECKYIO JKM3HECIIOCOOHOCTb U KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOGHOCTh COOOIeCTB B KOHTEKCTe II00aIn3aLmum
KaK B KPaTKOCPOYHOIA, TaK ¥ JIOITOCPOYHOII TIepPCIIeKTHBE. YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO apXUTEKTYPHOe Hac/leie B CBA3M C MHOTOOOOpasueM U UCK/TIUNTETbHOCTBI0 MeCTa,
Ha KOTOPOM OHO HaXOAUTCA, IIMPOKNMI BO3SMOXHOCTAMMU VMCIIO/Ib3OBAHUS, MOXKET 6bITb Ba)KHBIM HE€ TOJIbKO [I/Is1 CEKTOPOB I/IHJIyCTpI/H/[ TypmsMa, HO I B KOHTEKCTE
JIOKA/IBHOTO MEJIKOTO ¥ KPYIIHOTO HALMOHATIBbHOTO, MEX/AYHAPOJHOIO, PETMOHHOTO M II06AIbHOrO YpOBHell O61u3Heca. Vcronp3oBaHne 06beKTOB apXUTEKTYPHOTO
Hacnennsa U IpUMEHEHNE UX 111 HOBBIX ueneﬁ MOXET CHOCO6CTBOBaTb paunouaanOMy JICIIO/Ib30BaHUIO pecypcos, BHyTpeHHI/IX ¥ BHEIIHUX Tepvnopnﬁ ToponoB
n y]Iy‘{].L[CH]/IIO 9KOJIOTMYECKOI chyaumm. MCCTICJIOBaH]/IH IIOKAa3bIBAKT, 4YTO yBem/Iqeﬂme 3aHATHOCTM, CO3[1aHME HOBBIX MECT /I IPOXMBAHUA HACE/ICHUA,
y/IydLIeHe BO3MOXHOCTeI [Isl pa3BUTHs OM3Heca 1 APyTrie BBIFOMbI, KOTOPHIM CIIOCOGCTBYET apXUTEKTYPHOE HAC/IeNIe, TAKKe caMoobpasiie 1 UCK/TIYNTEIBHOCTD
MECT, Ha KOTOPBIX OHO HaXOJMUTCH, COLCMCTBYeT YAydLIeHNIO (PM3NYeCKOrO COCTOAHMA MCTOPUYECKON 3aCTPOEYHON Cpefibl, €e COLMAIbHOM 1M 9KOHOMMYECKO
xusHecroco6HocTi. O6CyKIeHHBIE ACIIeKThI [IOKa3bIBAIOT, KAKOE 3HAYEHIE U POJIb MOIVIO GBI METb apXUTEKTYPHOE HAC/Iee U €T0 3all/Ta B [I/IAHAX BO30OHOB/IEHNsI
MCTOPUYECKMX IIEHTPOB TOPOAOB U MHTETPMPOBAHHOTO praB)’[eHI/IH.
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