
The idea for this special issue was born during the Imperfect Modernism con-
ference in a discussion with the guest editors Liutauras Nekrošius and Kateryna 
Didenko. Held in Vilnius in May 2024 and organized by the guest editors of 
this special issue, the conference brought together scholars, architects, and 
experts in heritage preservation from Canada, Cyprus, Eritrea, Georgia, 
Germany, Israel, Kosovo, Lebanon, Lithuania, Poland, Portugal, and Ukraine. 
A wide range of issues was discussed, highlighting the uniqueness of regional 
adaptations in conservation, restoration, and adaptive reuse of buildings, sites 
and neighborhoods of the Modern Movement shaped by each country’s politi-
cal, economic, and socio-cultural factors, while also revealing shared patterns. 

Turning to the discussion on the concept of Modernism, it is worth noting that 
different manifestations and perceptions of modernist heritage have evolved 
throughout the 20th and 21st centuries across diverse contexts and value sys-
tems. Scholarly debates, conservation practices, international initiatives, and 
local experience have shaped the concept as layered and flexible, now encom-
passing not only doctrinal modernist works and interpretations but a broader 
spectrum of modernities.

The earliest doctrinal interpretations linked modernist heritage primarily to 
the work of pioneering figures of the Modern Movement—often originated in 
North-western Europe and North America and considered to be Eurocentric. 
The classic works of Nikolaus Pevsner1, the foundational texts of Hubert-Jan 
Henket and Wessel de Jonge, and DOCOMOMO’s activities since the late 
1980s established the disciplinary canon, presenting Modernism as a coher-
ent doctrine embodied in the works of Le Corbusier, Mies van der Rohe, and 
the Bauhaus. However, this canon soon began to expand, incorporating 
Art-deco, tropical and colonial, and Soviet and socialist architecture, thus 
opening the way to a broader inventory.2 The establishment of the Modern 
Asian Architecture Network (2001) highlighted Asia’s rich local interpreta-
tions of Modernism, while Western-centric approaches continued to shape the 
global canon by focusing on leading figures and schools, and international 
perspectives emphasized Modernism as a universal 20th-century architectural 
language. The issue of 'Other Modernisms' was not only the theme of the 
2006 Docomomo International Conference but was further  discussed in the 
Docomomo Journal 36.3 The integrative framework of UNESCO’s Identification 
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and Documentation of Modern Heritage program (2003) encompassed an 
even broader range—from Art Nouveau to Postmodernism—highlighting the 
diversity of modernist trajectories.4

In the last decades, new horizons have emerged in understanding 
Modernism. The memory-based heritage perspective views modernist archi-
tecture as a carrier of collective memory, tied to everyday practices and 
community attachments, as reflected in the mASEANa Project (2015-2020).5 
At the same time, an eco-cultural and sustainable heritage perspective is 
emerging, highlighting the potential of modernist buildings for sustainable 
development, adaptive reuse, and energy and resource efficiency, as demon-
strated for example in Ecomomo6, a publication by Docomomo Netherlands 
as from 2010 a follow up to the 2008 Rotterdam Docomomo International 
Conference or Docomomo Journal 44 from 20117. Both approaches are still 
further developing but already complement traditional views of modernist her-
itage mainly driven by historical and biographic approaches, broadening the 
horizons of its interpretation and preservation.

Within the growing community of today’s 85 national and regional 
Docomomo Working Parties, this approach gains increasing importance and 
relevance, and poses the challenge of recategorizing and diversifying the 
views to modernist buildings, sites and neighborhoods. It is our privilege that 
the guest editors Liutauras Nekrošius and Kateryna Didenko took up this chal-
lenge and identified manifold examples that might be perceived as ‘imperfect’ 
from a traditional modernist perspective and will help us to understand and 
further define the future scope and limits of Modern Movement.
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