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Tieksme  saSaurinat  Baltijas  jaras
piekrastes aizsargjoslas jégu lidz vienkarSotai
normativai izpratnei, nosakot aprobeZojumus
pec atseviSkiem faktoriem, kas verojama gan
likumdoSanas, gan viet€jo aktivitaSu Itment,
vark]atparvienunonopietnakiemapdraudejumiem
piekrastes unikalitates saglabaSana. Dabas
un kultrvesturiskas ainavas neatgriezeniski zaude
telpisko logiku, fragmentacija un psihologiska
atsvesSinaSanas deformé ainavu un bieZi rada gan
emocionalas, gan fiziskas barjeras publisko tiesibu
realizéSanai.

LidzSingjie planoSanas dokumenti Latvija,
it Tpasi Aizsargjoslu likums, to visparinajuma
del nerespekte piekrastes situacijas daZadibu,
liekot vienad maisa Jarmalu un Jarmalciemu,
stavkrastu un randu plavas, AinaZus un
Bolderaju, ieslédzot Eiropas ainavu konvencijas
pamatnostadnes aizsardzibas vazas. Ka zinams
planoSanai musdienas jaoperé galvenokart
ar daudzveidibas, identitates wun attistibas
jédzieniem, ,,...Tstenojot tos savstarpgji vienojoties
ekonomikas un socialaja joma” [1].

AtseviSkas paradibas nereti tiek izceltas
(biotopi, erozijas procesi) kamér cita, tikpat
batiska informacija atstata novarta, pieméram,
akumulacija ,,..L&zeno juras krastu attistibu
pédéjo divu desmitgadu laika raksturoja
akumulacijas parsvars” [2]. Domajot globalak
- publiskaja telpa ,,...ar trauksmes c€l€ju paniku
mes esam blokejusi sapratigus risinajumus,
un tas noved pie sliktas politikas.” [3]. Tadejadi
detalplanojums ka vienigais planoSanas etaps,
kur varetu individualizet, padzilinat un precizet
teritorijas planojuma risinajumus, respektgjot
konkreétas vietas identitati praktiski, tiek izsleégts
no aprites.

Aizsargjoslu likuma kart€jo grozijumu

izstrades laika Merniecibas un teritorijas
planoSanas uznémums ,,Metrum”, izmantojot
specialo aerofotograféSanas aparataru,

ir veicis lidojumus virs Rigas Iica un Baltijas
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juras piekrastes zonas Latvijas teritorija.
Uz iegltajiem ortofoto materialiem apkopojot
atseviSsko  piekrastes  pagastu  planojumos
noteiktas aizsargjoslas un salidzinot tas ar
atbilstoSi speka esoSajiem normativajiem aktiem
generéto, varam Konstatét, ka ”...kopuma situacija
ir apmierinoSa un dala konstate€to nepilnibu,
iespéjams, radusas dazada meéroga noteiktibas
un dazada rakstura karSu izmantoSanas rezultata”
[4].

Ministru kabineta 2008. gada 12. augus-
ta sédes protokola Nr. 58 4§ noteikts uzdevums
Regionalas attisttbas un pasvaldibu lietu
ministrijai ~ Latvijas  ilgtermina  attistibas
stratégija iestradat prasibu noteikt piekrastei
nacionalas nozimes teritorijas statusu un
izstradat Piekrastes telpiskas attistibas strategiju,
kuras ietvaros ir sagatavoti ,,Priekslikumi
Baltijas joras un Rigas joras lica piekrastes
ilgtspéjigas parvaldibas nodrosSinasanai”
(biedriba ,,Baltijas Vides Forums”) ka arT
veikts Kurzemes un Rigas planoSanas regionu
specialistu  apjomigs darbs ,Parskati par
problemam un Konfliktsituacijam piekraste”.
Nemot véra, ka eksisté arl planoSanas regionu
telpiskie planojumi, kas satur teritorijas planojuma
vadlinijas, varétu domat, ka piekrastes t€ma
ir pietiekami skaidri strukturéta un piepildita
ar zinasanam planosanas ITment.

Tomér publiskaja telpa nerimst dazadu
piekrastes konfliktsituaciju uzjundiSanas tendence,
apstiprinot té€zi, ka konkréti vides aspekti tikai
socialos procesos noteiktas vietas formulEjas
ka problémas. Izpaliek vai arT tiek nepietiekami
atspoguloti attistibas ,,veiksmes stasti”, bet
galvenokart tomér pietrikst skaidras nostadnes,
ka antropogéno ietekmju neievértéSana degrade
vides daudzveidibu un ka procesu kvalitates
uzturéSanai tieSi iesaistitais cilveku resurss
ir nepietickams. Ta saukta ,ieintereséta” jeb
,»skarta sabiedriba” var pildit ,sargsuna” lomu
publisko intereSu aizstavibai, bet korekts
uzstadfjums prasa risinat lokalas problémas



detalizeti, saglabajot kop&jo vertibu sistemu
un e&rtu iesp&ju dazadu Itmenu intereSu un
dalibnieku interaktivai iesaistei planosanas
procesa.

Lai risin@jumi batu individuali, attiecigo
prasibu definéSana teritorijas planoSanas praksé
ir delegeta detalplanojumiem, bet pastavot to
realai finanséSanas iesp€jai, no ierosinataja
grati prasit kvalitativo raditaju vai papildus
aprobeZojumu sloga palielinaSanu publiskas
telpas vertibas pieaugumam. Joprojam pastav

planoSanas  sisttmas Ilimenu nesaiste, ko
vél wvairak pastiprina pragmatiskas lokalas
vienosanas, iesp€jama  aizsargjoslas jégas

izpratnes saSaurinasana, detalizacijas un tiesisku
argumentu trikums likuma Itment, lai realizétu
aprobeZojumus, kas neizb&gami ir viena no
teritorijas planosanas konsekvencém piekrastg.

Precizak tas izteikts citata no kadas
interneta diskusijas .,....PlanoSanas Itmeni nav
nekada “matrjoska”. Vienigais Itmenis, kur
pastav detalizacija, ir viet€jais, kad teritorijas
planojumu  ir  iesp§jams  detalizét  ar
detalplanojumu.” [5]. Tikai detalplanojumu
Itment var tikt izverteta teritorijas
planojumos atlauta/planota publisko funkciju
ainavekologiska  kapacitate. ~ Antropogénas
slodzes un to izpausmes Iidz Sim reti nonakuSas
petijumu redzesloka, lidz ar to nepiecieSama
infrastruktira, un  aprobeZojumi teritorija
nav pietiekami formalizéti, lai tiktu pielietoti
teritorijas normativaja planosanas un monitoringa
praksé. Kaut arT FEiropas konteksta daZadu
indikatoru meérfjumu mérogs Latvijas krasta
var likties nenozimigs, tomer gan Katra atseviska
vieta, gan Latvijas piekrastes konkurétspéjai
ka resursam kopuma tas var izradities kritisks.
Tas pamato modeléSanas pieeju ka pienemamako
un ilgtspjigako metodi gan konkrétas vietas,
gan konkurences areala.

APF  veiktajos  piekrastes  attistibas
modeléSanas  projekta etapos ir  attistits
arhitekta radosajai sftibai atbilstosSs skatfjuma
rakurss — darit vietas labakas no teritoriju
ka vertibu kopuma analizes uz planoto piekrastes
pieejamibas tiklu, kas nodroSina kultdrainavas
lietojumu gan iedzivotajiem, gan apmeklétajiem,
respektivi - kultdrainavu, kada ta planota caur
So ekspozicijas un uztveres prizmu, nevis tikai
no vertibu esamibas, bet gan to fiziskas pieejamibas
un vizuali - ainaviskas ekspozicijas kvalitates
kritérijiem, ka arT eventualajam slodzém.
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IepriekSejos projekta etapos ArcMap 9.3
ir izveidota geografiskas informacijas sisteéma,
ietverot visu Sobrid pieejamo  geotelpisko
iformaciju  piekrasts. Saja projekta etapa
ir savietoti visu piekrastes pagastu teritoriju
planojumi Baltijas joras krasta, kas, ka jau
to bija iespgjams  prognozet, legendu
nesavienojamibas  de€] veido visai raibu
kopainu. Ta tomér dod iesp&ju ekspertu ITment
interpretét atlauto planoto situdciju attistibu
un konsekvences konkrétas ainavu situacijas.
Latvijas krastu aptver arT pietiekami plasi lokalie
petljumi un informacija par dabas procesiem,
biotopiem, projektiem u.c. Visa pieejama
kartografiska informacija tiek ietverta GIS un,
kombingjot to ar vizualo situaciju fotofiksacijam,
tieck raditi trisdimensiju modeli un ainavu
ekrani konkrétas ,,strategiskas situacijas”.

Balstoties uz §is platformas, ir realizets
arT darba uzdevums arhitektiras profesionalas
programmas studentiem teritoriju planoSanas
specializacija ,,Arhitektaras (arhitekta) loma
Latvijas pickrastes telpiskaja attisttba” ar merki
piedalities nacionalas nozimes aktualo planoSanas
nosacTjumu un telpiska ietvara veidoSana
fpaSas profesionalas darbibas teritorijas un
ieglit specifiskas zinaSanas planoSanai Latvijas
piekrasté, ka arT atrast ,arhitektiras formatu
planosana” un definét arhitekta vietu planoSanas
procesa, vizualiz€jot publiskas telpas vértibas,
kritérijus un prasibas. ST pieeja paver jaunu iesp&ju
planoSanai iznakt no verbala, plakana formata
un atvérties ar konkrétu vietu saistita vizija,
klat saprotamai.

Atseviskos modelus apvienojot Google
Earth vide, tiek nodroSinata €rta datu apmaina
ar sabiedribu un demonstréta arhitekta ka
“publiskas telpas advokata” loma piekrastes
attistiba un identitates saglabasana. Precizu datu
kopuma izveidei un apmainai ar paSvaldibam
un attistitajiem tiek izmantots ArcReader Esri
formats

Tomeér ir arT vietas, kuru vertibu
saglabasanai var nepietikt ar Aizsargjoslu
likumu un telpisko modeléSanu. Ipasa situacija
ir Nicas pagasta Jarmalciems. Ta ir vieta, kas
varétu kalpot par kvalitates centru, vienojot Tpasi
aizsargajamas dabas teritorijas - Papes dabas
parku, Bernatu dabas parku, kas pats par sevi
klast par ,,problému teritoriju” nacionala ltment,
nespéjot nodro§inat nepiecieSamo kapacitati
un pamazam kldstot par citas mentalitates



Fig. 1. A fragment of a map showing permitted planned utilisation. Jirmalciems, Nica parish

kaiminu ietekmes zonu. Seit jau starptautiska
konteksta japanak vienoSanas par vertibam,

kuru  del  teritorijas  planojuma  limeni
Jarmalciema planojuma ir iestradati batiski
aprobeZojumi  piekrastes  TpaSumiem, kas

var izradities par vajiem un nepietieckamiem
kultdrainavas saglabasanai. Zinamas Saubas par
§Ts tiesiskas situacijas ,,noturtbu” jau 1998. g.
ir paudusi arT [lma Cepﬁne, sakot: ,,...no vienas
puses, Ipasnieks ir tiesigs iebilst, piemé&ram,
par aizsargjoslu noteikSanu uz vina zemes,
jo Aizsargjoslu likums paredz, ka aizsargjoslas
noteikSanas metodiku nosaka Ministru kabinets”
[6].

Jarmalciema gadijums uzskatami pierada
kopégja ciema detalplanoSanas procesa un vizualas
argumentacijas nepiecieSamibu, jo pagasta
teritorijas planojuma nosacijumi nepietieckami
detaliz€  katra atseviSka ciema  specifiku,
kas Nicas pagasta 7 ciemos ir krasi atSkiriga.
Atlautas planotas izmantoSanas kartes fragments
skatams 1. attela.

Lielakaja dala piekrastes  gadijumu
aprobeZojumu apjoms, kas nepiecieSamas
kultdrainavas saglabaSanai un publisko funkciju
nodroSinasanai, ir proporcionali Joti liels,
kamér kompensacijas mehanisma sameériguma
nodroSinasanai vietgja Itmeni praktiski nav.
Ja likums neietver batiskos kriterijus
kultarainavu un identitati, tad pietrakst argumentu
aprobeZojuma radiSanai planoSanas procesa
viet€ja liment, un pienemtie aprobeZojumi var tikt
apstrideti.

Aizsargjoslas, kas noteiktas atbilstosi
aizsargjoslu likuma prasibam, un planojuma
reali apgratinatas teritorijas proporcijas skatamas
2. attela. Savukart mehaniska aizsargjoslas
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noteikSana var radit linearu telpisku efektu, kas
arT ir pretruna ar iedibinato vésturisko apbuves
principu. Lidziga situacija ir izveidojusies
Sakas novada Akmensraga, kur neskartas dabas
un attfstibas katalizatoru attiecibu scenariju
neizdevas realizét, nosakot koncentréta ciema
statusu. Rezultata skaidri redzama cilveka faktora
nepiecieSamiba identitates un unikalu dabas
ainavu saglabasanai, kas telpiski degradgjas,
jo perimetra gar krasta kapu aizsargjoslu veidojas
retinatas apbuves loks bez kvalitativi izteikta
centra. Akmensraga baka driz bas jaglabj
ar dargiem krasta stiprinaSanas pan€mieniem,
bet ta vieta, lai ieguldfjumu rezultata kalpotu
ka izcils apmeklgjuma objekts, nodroSinot
koncentrétu, pieprasijumam atbilstoSu
kvalitati Ziemupes dabas lieguma, vieta paliek
bez cilvékiem centra. Nav pamata apSaubit,
ka korekta un tiesiska planoSana visos Itmenos
prasa ietvert iesp€ju modelét un realizacija
kontrolét jebkuru planoto vietu pretstata
neorganizétam publiskumam paklautam
teritorijam.

DiemzZel Latvija piekrastes zona lidz §im
ir  pieaugusi  planoSanas  fragmentacija,
pasvaldibam savu autonomo funkciju teritorijas
attistibas ~ planosana  deleggjot  atseviskiem
attistitajiem, neuzdroS§inoties noteikt
pietickamu teritorialu un intereSu saskanoSanai
nepiecieSamu  aptvérumu. Ipasas apdzivoto
vietu identitates, apdzivojuma  struktdras
un arhitektdras jautajumi lidz ar to izpaliek.
Daudzkart tiek pausts viedoklis, ka piekrastes
telpiskaja attistiba visskaidrak izpauZas kopgjas
ilgtspéjigas  attistibas  principu realizacijas
problémas un celi mérku sasniegSanai. Latvijas
piekrastes situacijas analizei ka aktualas var tikt
izvirzitas sekojoSas t€mas:



2. att. Aizsragjoslas, kas noteiktas atbilstosi aizsargjoslu likuma prasibam un planojuma reali apgratinatas
teritorijas proporcijas Nicas pagasta Jirmalciema
Fig. 2. The proportion of the protective belts that have been determined according to the requirements of the

Protection Zone Law and the territories to which the actual restrictions apply in the plan in Jarmalciems, Nica
parish

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

Piekrastes tema vispiesarnotaka
ir publiska (mediju, zinaSanu un
prieksstatu) telpa, kas jaatbrivo no
aizspriedumiem, intrigdm, meliem,
un aizvainojumiem. Piekrasté nedzivo
laundari, kas jaaprobezo nezkadai
sabiedribai par labu.

Piekrastes iedzivotaju (cilvékresursu)
kvalitate ir batiskakais trokstosais
segments gan kvalitatei, gan ilgtspéjibai,
ko piekraste ir zaud€jusi So 50 g. laika.
Tikai saprotot un novértéjot cilvéka vides
vietu un nozimi, var runat par piekrastes
ilgtsp&ju, konkurenci un attistibu.

Piekraste ir dazada, tas planoSanas
uzdevumi  sastav. no  dazadam
strategiskam situacijam, kur katrai ir
savs adresacijas ITmenis un prioritates.
Generalizacija ~ var  tikt  veikata
struktur€jot $Ts stratégiskas situacijas
nevis sakot ar kop&jo vienadoSanas
panémienu.

Piekrastes attistibai resursi ir jora
— starptautiskaja telpa, nevis Riga.
Viet€jam pateripam batu janodroSina
eksistences bilance.

Planosana ar moderno tehnologiju
palidzibu var klat par vidutaju jebkura
meéroga telpisku Iémumu pienemsana,
patiesas un konkrétas informacijas
lietosana.

Administrativi  teritorialas reformas
ietvaros javeicina apdzivojuma struktru
attistiba iekSzemes virziena, nodroSinot
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labu piekluvi piekrastei, bet pasargajot
to no  tranzita plismam (Kolkas
struktdrplana piemers);

7) Maksimali jasaglaba arT vésturiski
veidoto linearo apbuves struktiru.
Stratégiskas vietas (pieméram, dzelzcela
Iinijas trakts ar bijuSajam staciju
vietam) no Liepajas lidz Mazirbei var
kalpot par perfektu tarisma koridoru
(vésturisko vienojoso asi ), izvietojot
bijuSo staciju vieta tdrisma objektus
(renovgjot stacijas — dzelzcela jauna
elpa)

8) Nacionala ItmenT piekrasté janodroSina
pietieckama zinasanu kapacitate, kas
publiski atvertas GIS informacijas veida
kalpotu gan parvaldibai, gan attistibai
un marketingam, gan aizsardzibai.

9) Japiepem lémumi par masdienigas
planosanas tehnologiju infrastruktiras
veidosanu, kas ieverojami Jaus uzlabot
valsts un pasvaldibu darbibu planoSana
un nepiecieSamo zinaSanu Itmeni, kur
tas nepiecieSams konkrétam ricibam.

Latvijas piekrastes apdzivojuma struktiiras
optimizacijai, identitates un konkurétspgjas
saglabaSanai nepietiek ar aizsardzibas reZima
noteikSanu, ja vienlaicigi netiek panakta
dinamiska un koncentréta attistibas parvaldiba
ar pietickamu kapacitati, ko varétu veicinat
uzsakta administrativi teritoriala reforma.

Tadel, arvien vairak pieaugot prasibam pec
kvalitativas vides un garantétiem, paredzamiem
attistibas scenarijiem gan katra konkréta vieta,



gan piekrast€ kopuma, par galveno kritériju
perspektivai planoSanai klast konkuretsp€jas
veicinaSana caur kvalitati planoSanas procesa
un definétam telpiskas perspektivas attistibas
iespéjam ar holistisku pieeju procesam, kas
integrétu pieejamas zinaSanas un cilveku ka
neatnemamu Si8 teritorijas vestures un ilgtspejibas
garantu.

Visbeidzot - Piekrastes likums ar atsevisko
vietuindividualajiemnoteikumiemdetalplanojumu
formata un atbilstosa meroga lielakajai dalai
Ipasi aizsargajamo dabas teritoriju, nodrosinatu
piekrastes nozimibai atbilstoSu tiesisko ietvaru un
ambicijas.

DEVELOPMENT OF THE BALTIC SEACOAST AS ONE OF THE ESSENTIAL FACTORS
IN PRESERVATION OF UNIQUE QUALITIES OF THE LOCAL SCENERY

J. Brinkis, I. Strautmanis, E. Bérzins

Keywords: spatial planning, quality of special environment, spatial modelling, monitoring of planning

A tendency to diminish the importance of
the coastal protection belt along the Baltic Sea,
perceiving it as a simplified regulatory norm and
imposing restrictions on the basis of individual
factors what can be seen at the legislative level
as well as at the level of local activities, may
become one of the major threats for preservation
of the unique qualities of the coastal area.
Natural, cultural and historical landscapes
are irretrievably losing their spatial logic, but
fragmentation and psychological estrangement
distort the scenery and often turn into emotional
and physical barriers for enforcement of public
law.

The previous planning documents issued
in Latvia, especially the Protection Zone Law, are
too generalised and do not respect the diversity
of the coastal situation, applying the same
regulations to Jarmala and Jarmalciems,
outcrops and coastal meadows, AinaZi and
Bolderaja, putting them into the protection chains
imposed by the guidelines of the European
Landscape Convention. It goes without saying
that today the planning should be based on the
concepts of diversity, identity and development
“...implementing them by common accord with
economic and social sectors” [1].

Very often attention focuses on individual
aspects  (biotopes, erosion), while other
information of similar importance is neglected,
e.g. accumulation, “...Over the last twenty years,
accumulation has prevailed in development
of gently sloping seashore” [2]. Thinking more
globally — in the public space, “...panicking like
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scaremongers, we have blocked all reasonable
solutions what leads to bad policy” [3]. Thus,
a detail design as the only stage of planning where
solutions of spatial planning can be individualised,
expanded and specified, respecting the identity
of a particular place, has been practically excluded
from the circulation.

During the elaboration of new amendments
to the Protection Zone Law, the company Metrum
specialising in land survey and spatial panning,
using special equipment took aerial photographs
of the Riga Gulf and the Baltic Sea coastal zone
in the territory of Latvia. Ascertaining on the basis
of the acquired orthophoto materials the protection
zones determined in the plans of individual coastal
parishes and comparing them with those falling
in this category according to the corresponding
normative acts in force, we can conclude that
“...in general, the situation is satisfactory and part
of the identified shortcomings might have arisen
as a result of using differing scales and different
types of maps”[4].

Minutes N° 58 §4 of the session of the
Cabinet of Ministers of 12 August 2008 set the
task for the Ministry of Regional Development
and Local Government to introduce into a
long-term strategy for the development of Latvia
a requirement to assign a status of a territory
of national significance to the coastal area and
to develop a strategy for its spatial development.
Within its framework “Proposals for Sustainable
Administration of the Coastal Area along the
Baltic Sea and the Gulf of Riga” (“The Baltic
Environmental Forum™) were prepared together



with a voluminous report “The Outline of Problems
and Conflict Situations in the Coastal Area” that
was drawn up by the specialists of Kurzeme and
Riga planning regions. In view of the existence
of spatial plans of the planning regions, which
contain guidelines for spatial planning, we may
assume that the coastal theme is well structured
and filled with knowledge at the planning level.

Nevertheless, there is still a tendency in
the public space to set off conflict situations,
proving the thesis that certain environmental
aspects evolve into problems only in certain areas
defined by social processes. However, there are
almost no “success stories” of development or
they have insufficient coverage, though mostly,
there is no clear realisation that underestimation
of anthropogenic influences is degrading the
diversity of the environment and that human
resources directly involved in maintaining the
quality of the processes are insufficient. The
so-called “interested” or “concerned society” may
act as “a watchdog” protecting public interests,
while it would be more sensible to solve local
problems in a detailed way, retaining the system
of common values and providing an opportunity
for interactive involvement of different levels of
interests and participants in the planning process.

To make solutions individual, definition
of the respective requirements in the spatial
planning is the task of detail designs, but as they
are likely to be financed, it is difficult to require the
initiator to increase qualitative indices or determine
additional restrictions in order to raise the value
of the public space. There is still an incongruity
among stages of planning system aggravated
even more by pragmatic local agreements,
possible narrowing of a concept of a protection
belt, the lack of detailed elaboration and legal
arguments for applying restrictions at the
legislative level what inevitably influences the
spatial planning in the coastal regions.

The same idea was more precisely
formulated in some internet discussion:
“...Planning stages do not follow the “matryoshka”
principle. Detailed elaboration exists only ata local
level, where the detail design is used as a means
for specification.” [5]. Only at the detail design
level, the landscape and ecological capacity of the
public functions permitted/planned in the spatial
plans can be assessed. So far, anthropogenic loads
and their manifestations have been rarely studied,
thus, the necessary infrastructure and restrictions
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in the territory are not properly formalized in order
to be applied in the official spatial planning and
monitoring practice. Although in the European
context, the measurement scale of different
indicators may seem insignificant for the Latvian
coastal areas, yet in each area as well as for
the competitiveness of the Latvian seacoast as
for the resource in general, it may prove to be
crucial. It substantiates the modelling approach as
being the most acceptable and sustainable method
both in individual places and in the competition
area.

Elaborating a model of coastal development
at the Faculty of Architecture and Urban Planning,
the essence of the architect’s creative mission was
established — to make places better, analysing
territories as a set of values and creating the
planned network for access to the coast and
the cultural scenery for both residents and visitors,
i.e. the cultural scenery that is planned through
this prism of exposition and perception, not only
according to the criteria of the existing values,
but also their physical accessibility and the quality
of the visual landscape exposition, as well as
according to the eventual loads.

A geographic information system (GIS)
has been established with ArcMap 9.3 in
the previous stages of the project, including
all currently available geospatial information
on the coast. At this project stage, spatial plans
of all parishes located at the coast of the Baltic
Sea were combined, and as it was anticipated,
quite a multi-coloured picture was acquired due
to incongruity of the legends. However, it gives
an opportunity for the experts to interpret the
development of the permitted/planned situations
and foresee consequences in the particular
landscape situations. A sufficient number of local
studies have been performed along the Latvian
seacoast providing information about different
natural processes, biotopes, projects and so on.
All available cartographic information is included
inthe GIS and combining it with the photo fixations
of visual situations, 3D models and landscape
screens in the particular “strategic situations”
are created.

This platform served as a basis for realisation
of the work assignment “The Role of Architecture
(Architect) in the Spatial Development of
the Coastal Areas of Latvia” for the students
of  professional architectural  programme
specialising in spatial planning. Its aim was



to involve students in the development of new
planning conditions and spatial framework
of national importance for the specific territories
of professional activity and to acquire special
knowledge on the planning in the coast areas
of Latvia, as well as to find “the architectural
format in planning” and to define the place
of an architect in the planning process, visualising
values, criteria, and requirements of the public
space. This approach opens new opportunities
for planning and allows it to come out of the flat,
verbal format and become a clear, intelligible
vision for a particular place.

The separate models combined in the
Google Earth programme ensure an easy exchange
of data with the public and demonstrate the role of
the architect as “an advocate of the public space”
in the coastal development and preservation
of its identity. ArcReader Esri format is used
for compilation of precise data and its exchange
with local governments and developers.

However, there are also places where the
Protection Zone Law and spatial modelling may
be insufficient for preservation of their values.
The situation is complicated in Jarmalciems, Nica
parish—aplace that may serve as a centre of quality,
uniting the specially protected nature territories
— Pape Nature Park, Bernati Nature Park, but
what becomes the “problematic territory” at the
national level, being unable to ensure the
necessary capacity and gradually becoming
a zone of influence of the neighbours with other
mentality. Here, already in the international
context the agreement should be reached on the
values that were taken as a basis for incorporation
of the serious restrictions for properties located
in the coastal area in the spatial plan of
Jirmalciems, what may turn out to be weak
and insufficient for preservation of the cultural
landscape. Ilma Cepane expressed certain doubts
regarding the “stability” of this legal situation
already in 1998, saying that “on the one hand, the
owner has a right to object, for example, to the
determination of protective zones on his property
because according to the Protection Zone Law,
the methodology for determination of protection
zones is defined by the Cabinet of Ministers” [6].

The case of Jurmalciems clearly proves
the need for a single detail design process
for the village and visual argumentation because
the requirements of the parish’s spatial plan are
not sufficiently detailed and do not take into
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account the specific nature of each village what
differs considerably in the seven villages of
Nica parish. A fragment of a map of permitted
planned utilisation is shown in Figure 1.

For the most part the restrictions required
for the preservation of cultural landscape and
provision of public functions in the coastal
area proportionally are very large, while there
is practically no mechanism for appropriate
compensation at the local level. If the law does
not include essential criteria — cultural landscape
and identity, there are no arguments for application
of the restriction in the planning process at
a local level and the adopted restrictions may
be disputed.

Figure 2 shows the proportion of the
protective belts that have been determined
according to the requirements of the Protection
Zone Law and the territories to which the actual
restrictions apply in the plan. At the same time
mechanic determination of protective belts
may create a linear spatial effect what also
contradicts the established historical principle of
construction. A similar situation is in Akmensrags,
Saka parish, where an attempt to model a
scenario of proportion between the pristine nature
and the development catalysers failed, keeping
with a status of a dense village. As a result
the need for a human factor is evident for
preservation of the identity and unique natural
scenery what is degrading spatially as a circle
of a scarcely built-up area without a clear centre
is forming along the protective belt of the coastal
dune. Soon for the salvage of the Akmensrags
lighthouse expensive coast reinforcement methods
will be needed, but instead of serving as a unique
tourism object and ensuring the quality appropriate
for the demand in the Ziemupe Nature Reserve
following the investments, the place remains
without people in the centre. There is no reason
to doubt that appropriate and judicial planning
at all levels includes a possibility to model and
control in realisation any planned area as opposed
to the territories subjected to unorganised public
access.

Unfortunately, since the local governments
entrust their autonomous function in spatial
planning to individual developers without
defining a certain framework for harmonisation
of territorial considerations and interests, so
far the fragmentation of planning has increased
in the coastal area in Latvia. Thus, unique



identities of populated areas, structures of
population distribution and architectural issues are
left out of consideration. Very often opinions can
be heard that the overall problems in realisation
of sustainable development principles and ways
for achieving the goals most clearly show in
the spatial development of coastal areas. For
the analysis of the situation in the coastal areas

of Latvia, the following themes may be
proposed:
1) The coastal theme is the most

contaminated public space (with media,
knowledge and notions) that must be
freed from prejudices, intrigues, lies and
insults. The coastal area is not inhabited
by scoundrels who must be restricted for
the benefit of some obscure society.
2) The inhabitants of the coastal areas (the
quality of human resources) are the
most essential missing element both
for the quality and sustainability which
the coastal area has lost over those
50 years. Only understanding and
evaluating the place and importance
of the human living space, we may speak
about the sustainability, competitiveness
and development of the coastal area.
3) The coastal area is diverse, its planning
tasks include various strategic situations
where each of them has its own target
level and priorities. Generalisation
may be performed by structuring these
strategic situations and not by starting
with a collective equalizing method.
4) The development resources of the
coastal area are in the sea — in the
international space, not in Riga.
The existence balance should be ensured
for the local consumption.
5) Planning via application of modern
technologies may become a mediator in
making of spatial decisions at any level,
in use of true and specific information.
6) The development of the population
distribution structure in the inland
direction should be facilitated within
the framework of the administrative
and territorial reform ensuring a good
access to the coastal area but protecting
it from transit flows (an example of the
structural plan of Kolka).
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7) The historically established linear
structure of built-up areas should
be preserved as much as possible.
The strategic places (e.g. the railway
track with the former stations) from
Liepaja till Mazirbe may serve as
a perfect tourism corridor (a historical
uniting axis) setting up tourism objects
instead of the former stations (renovating
station buildings — a new breath to
the railway).

At the national level a sufficient
capacity of expertise must be ensured
in the coastal areas what would serve
in a form of a publicly accessible GIS
for administration, development,
marketing and protection.

8)

9) The decisions should be made regarding
establishment of a modern infrastructure
of planning technologies what would
allow improving considerably the
actions of the state and municipalities
in planning and ensuring the necessary
level of expertise where it is required

for specific actions.

The application of the protection regime
is not enough for optimisation of the population
distribution structure in the coastal areas of Latvia
and preservation of identity and competitiveness
if simultaneously a dynamic and focused
administration of development with sufficient
capacity is not realised what may be fostered by
the initiated administrative and territorial reform.

Therefore with the growing demands
for high-quality environment and guaranteed,
predictable development scenarios in each
particular place and in the coastal area in general,
the main criterion for prospective planning
is the increase of competitiveness through
quality in planning process and defined
possibilities for prospective spatial development
with a holistic approach to the process that would
integrate the available knowledge and human
resources as an integral guarantee for the history
and sustainability of this territory.

Finally, the coastal areas law with the
individual regulations for separate areas in
a form of detail designs and in corresponding
scale, as for the most part of the specially
protected nature territories, would ensure a proper
legal framework and ambitions appropriate
for the significance of the coastal areas.
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J. Bripkis, I. Strautmanis, E. Bérzins, Baltijas juras piekrastes zonas attistiba ka viens no butiskiem fakto-
riem vietéjas ainaviskas savdabibas saglabasana

Raksta merkis — nesasaurinot piekrastes aizsargzonu un noteikt Baltijas jiiras piekrastes apdzivojuma sistemas
biitiskakos arhitektoniski telpiskas transformdcijas virzienus, saglabdjot labveéligu un ilgspejigu dzives, darba
un atpitas vidi. Lidz Sim teritorijas planojums bieZi tika uzskatits par formalu procediiru radrtu, aprobeZojosu
dokumentu, kas piekrastes gadijuma veidots, galvenokart dabas aizsardzibai pieskanojot to aizsargjoslu likuma
definicijam. Prakse ir pieradijusi, ka formalu tiesisku procediiru ieveérosana (art lietojot terminu ,,sargasana”

vien negaranté legitimu rezultatu sabiedribas lidzsvarotas attistibas interesés. Tadel, arvien vairak pieaugot
prastbam péc kvalitativas vides un garantétiem, paredzamiem attisttbas scendrijiem gan katrd konkreéta vietd,
gan piekraste kopumd. Par galveno kritériju perspektivai planoSanai kliist konkuretspejas veicindsana paugstinot
kvalitati planosanas procesa un defineétam telpiskas perspektivas attistibas iespejam, kas integretu gan pieejamas
zindasanas un cilveku ka neatnemamu $Ts teritorijas veéstures un ilgtspejibas garantu. Sadas situdcijas atrisinasana
prasa risinat konkrétu probleému iedzilinoties (ieejot) taja. Piedavatais vizudalas modelesanas veids balstits uz
Jjauna un visiem pieejama GoogleEarth modela pielietojumu, kas piekrastes planojumos ar to pastavigi mainigo
situdciju varétu bt vis ilgtspéjigakais, ertakais un pieejamdkais visur un visu limenu daltbniekiem vienlaictigi
gan plano§anas procesa gan monitoringam lielos un lokalos modelos neatkarigi no to merogiem. PlanoSana
klast atverta un tas rezultati vizuali prognozejami. Telpiskas planoSanas metodes rezultata nacionald planojuma
liment biitu iespéejams iestradat kopejo verttbu sistema balstitu strategiju kas, respektéjot unikalo atseviska vietd,
nodroSinatu ilgtspejigu attistibu Latvijas piekrastei kopumd.

J. Bripkis, I. Strautmanis, E. Bérzins, Development of the Baltic Seacoast as One of the Essential Factors
in Preservation of Unique Qualities of the Local Scenery

The aim of the article — without narrowing the coastal protection belt, to determine the most essential architectural
and spatial directions for transformation in the population distribution system along the Baltic seacoast, preserving
a favourable and sustainable living, working and recreational environment. So far the spatial plan was very often
regarded as a restricting document generated by formal procedures, what in the case of coastal areas, was made
mostly adjusting it to the definitions of the Protection Zone Law for the nature protection needs. The practice
has shown that observance of formal legal procedures (also using the term “protection”) does not guarantee a
legitimate result in the interests of balanced development of the society. Therefore with the growing demands for
high-quality environment and guaranteed, predictable development scenarios in each particular place and in the
coastal area in general, the main criterion for prospective planning is the increase of competitiveness through
quality in the planning process and defined possibilities for prospective spatial development what would integrate
the available knowledge and human resources as an integral guarantee for the history and sustainability of this
territory. The solution of this situation requires solution of concrete problems probing into them. The offered
method of visual modelling is based on a new and publicly accessible GoogleEarth programme that can be the
most sustainable, convenient and accessible means for the planning in coastal territories with their ever-changing
situation for the employees at all levels both in the planning process and for the monitoring in large and local
models irrespective of their scale. The planning becomes open and its results are visually predictable. The method
of spatial planning would allow incorporating the strategy based on the common system of values at the national
planning level, what, respecting the unique qualities of an individual place, would ensure sustainable development
for the coastal areas of Latvia in general.

A. bpunkuc, U. Ctpayrmanuc, 3. bep3unbii, Pa3sutue npudpe:knoi 3oup1 bantuiickoro mops, kak
O/IHO¥ 13 pemaoMX (haKTOPOB COXpPaHeHHUsI JOKAIBHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO CBOE0OPa3Hst

Obwas yeab cmamvu 8 YCAOBUAX OUGEPEHUUPOBAHHO0 PAIBUMUA ONPEOeAUMb B8AXCHellle HANPasieHUs
aApXUMeKnypHO-nPOCMPAHCMEEHHOI MPAHCHOPMAUUL HCUAUUHOU CUCEMbL npudepeicHoll 30Hbl baamuiicko20
MOps, COXpaHAsn Haubosee 6AazONNPUAMHbBLE U 00A208PEMEHHbLE YCAOBUSA 0 paDOMbL U 0MObIXa cpede. 1o cux
nOp MePUMOPUAALHOE NAAHUPOBAHUE HEOOHOKPAMHO PACCMAMPUBAAOCH KAK POPMAAbHAL NPOUEOYPA OAsL MO20,
4moobbL Co2AaCO8aMb NPUPOOHO-OXPAHHbLE MEPORPUAMUA C OePUHUUUAMU 3AKOHO8 OXPAHHBIX 30H. OOHAKO, KaAK
noxkasvieéaem NPamukda, cooa00eHue GoPMALbHBIX NPOUEOYP CAMO NO cebe ewé He apanmupyem Ae2UmuMHbLl
Pe3YAbManm 0OXpambl 00UueCMEEHHbIX UHMEPeCO8. B CO8PEMEHHBIX YCAOBUAX 2AABHBIM KPUMEPUEM NEPCNEKMUBHO20
NAGHUPOBAHUE BCE HaALe CMAHOBUMCA PASBUMUE KOHKYPEHMHOCNOCOOHOCMIL, NOCMENEHHO NOBbIUAMb KA4eCME0
NAGHUPOBOUHO0 NPOYECCA 8 YeAoM. [Iped.aazaemca MoOeab BU3YAALHO0 MOOCAUPOBAHUA 8 OCHOBHOM OA3UPYENCSL
Ha ucnoavidosanuu Hoeeiiueli mooeau GoogleEarth, xomopoe 00CMynHO Npakmu4ecku 6cem Y4acmHUKAM
NAGHUPOBOUHO0 Npoueccd. B peayabmame NAaHUpPOSarue Mepumopuu CmaHo8UmMca OMKPUMbIM U 8U3YAAbHO
npoeno3upyemovim. Ha yposne HAUUOHAALHO0 NAAHUPOBAHUS MO NO3BOAUNL pA3pabomamv CMpameuro
00WUxX YeHHOCmell, KOmMopble 8 C80H0 04epedb 0becnedum 00A208PEMEHHOCMb NAAHUPOBOYHBIX MEPONPUAMULL
npubepeixcroii 3oubl Baamuiickozo bepeza 8 yeaom.
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