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Abstract — Author reviews Kuldiga property owners’ wishes to
improve historical buildings and environment functionality and
it’s possible influence on historical environment. Environment
and cultural landscape is perceived as important value in
planning preservation activities, but requirements of nowadays
society determines necessity of functional elaborations of
historical buildings and town environment in general. Examples
of improvements in Kuldiga old town buildings — improvement of
energy efficiency, building extensions, construction of lofts etc. —
are analyzed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

To develop historical centre of the town Kuldiga in the way
“nowadays needs satisfaction does not affect needs to be satisfied
for next generations” [1], sustainable planning principles has to be
considered. Aims of sustainable environment are: preservation of
cultural heritage, rational exploitation of buildings, improvement
of public space, promotion of cultural interaction and integration
of society, improvement of living space and conditions. There
are three dimensions for sustainable environment — economical,
social and environmental -, and its development has to be planned
in balance [1].

The development strategy of Kuldiga is “..to preserve its
unique cultural heritage — complex of old town and nature..”
says in town development program [2]. At the same time balance
between environment and cultural heritage preservation and
economical development of territory is needed. Although cultural
environment, cultural landscape is perceived as important value
in planning preservation activities, however requirements of
nowadays society determines necessity of functional elaborations
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of historical buildings and town environment in general. To
preserve the values what have mentioned inhabitants, specialists
and tourists, sustainable development has to be considered. First
of all values has to be defined, then most important functional
elaborations and after that — borderlines has to be set to find the
possibilities to implement.

II. VaLugs oF KuLpica OLb TowN

To set the acceptable functional historical environment
elaborations, cultural values have to be defined, what has to be
preserved and cannot be changed.

Structure of Kuldiga old town environment has some typical
features:

* Roof landscape, what shows chronologically different
building, planning structure and typical differences
(materials, color etc.);

* Character of street building: compactness, scale, specific
environment components;

¢ Composition, proportions, traditional building materials,
color schemes and textures of size and facades;

* Medieval town street planning.

The content of Kuldiga cultural heritage is made from
protectable and preservable features:

e All component parts are authentic, including later layers,
what has no destructive impact;

* Space structure: silhouettes and panorama, sight
perspectives, street network, reallotment, historical
building, its scale and proportions, water drains and
watercourses etc.;

e Cultural layer of archeology;

* Interaction of arts: ornamental art, artifact of building craft,
technologies, local traditional materials, color, texture;

Fig. 1 and 2. Hotel “Metropole” — from the point of Kuldiga inhabitants, the best renovated building in old town. In accordance with building terminology — renovated

building.
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Fig. 3. Kuldiga municipality museum renovated according with conservation
principles of historical buildings. In accordance with building terminology —
restored building.
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Fig. 5. Map of feeling, what shows (according to the opinions of inhabitants)
most valuable, pleasant, unpleasant, authentic and best renovated places in the
old town. [4]
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Improvement of public space: landscape architecture,
street greenery, street and square covering and surface
engineering structure;

Cultural landscape, what has formed from human and
nature interaction;

Interiors.

In total such values forms unique historical town environment,
what cannot be radically changed, otherwise contextual balance
would be destroyed.

In relation to Kuldiga historical centre values, such elements
have to be mentioned:

e structure of medieval town planning;
river Venta, ancient valley and waterfall (important
geological and geomorphologic object) and Venta
channel,
ancient brick vault bridge;
red clay tile roof landscape;
medieval historical centre around river Aleksupite;
details of buildings: elements of building joinery (doors
and ventilation panes above them, windows, jagged
classifieds), entrance steps (perrons), hammered work
(vanes, handrails, gates).

The value of Kuldiga historical centre is formed by landscape,
where testimonials are remained as from human intentions to
change the nature, as well from different ages describing cultural
heritage objects.

The value of Kuldiga old town, as well as any other value of
artwork, inhabitants define from the criteria understandable for
themselves. For someone Venta waterfall with brick Vault Bridge
is a value, for others — particular wooden cladding doors of an
ancient building. The survey from 2009 shows, understanding
of inhabitants is different from the specialists (heritage explorers
and preservers) in this matter. For example, there answer of
inhabitants on the question “Which of the buildings is the best
renovated?l was “it is a hotel Metropole”, but actually in the
reconstructions there are no rules followed for principles of
preservation of historical buildings. This building is built as new
(Figures 1 and 2) [3].

While Kuldiga museum, what historical building conservation
and renovation principles are followed, is mentioned by three
inhabitants. Restored building shown in Figure 3 [3].

The result of survey shows — continuous society education is
needed to renovate cultural heritage environment with important
functional improvements, in accordance with principles, materials
and methods of historical building preservation.

Inthe answer on question about Kuldiga old town mostimportant
values, inhabitants mostly mentioned generally recognized ones,
which are advertised as a part of the town image, for example,
ancient brick vault bridge and Venta waterfall, old town with its
small streets and backyards, red clay tile roofs (Figure 4) [3].
In these answers details of buildings are not mentioned — like
doors, transoms, woodcuts etc., which defines characteristics of
historical buildings. Its uniqueness is expressed as craftsman hand
work in particular building. In many Kuldiga old town buildings
such details are authentic with natural patina.

Places inhabitants like and dislike, are showed in survey’s
“map of feeling” in Figure 5. It shows that the values of Kuldiga
old town are concentrated around brick Vault Bridge and Venta
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waterfall. As authentic objects are mentioned: brick Vault Bridge,
Kalna and Rumba street, square of town hall. These places have to
be preserved and renovated with a special care and understanding
about historical values [4].

Is it functional improvement because of accessibility of nowadays
technologies and materials or subjective emotional caprice of
inhabitants to submit craftsman made ancient doors to plastic doors?
In case of Kuldiga old town, the answer on this question is found
in normative document — town building rules, that define possible
improvements of historical buildings and environment.

Getting acquainted with these rules, what has to be followed in
renovation process of historical buildings, very often inhabitants
are not satisfied. According to citizen opinion — if they live in such
unique place, the municipality and government has to provide
financial support for building renovations. The answers to question —
would you like to live in buildings that are built according to modern
requirements, like — would you like to move to the many store block
house outside the centre? — mostly were negative. The reasons are
various: do not want to live in a block house; high expenses for
heating; like to live in old town etc. On other hand, those who would
like to move to block house outside the old town, mentioned reasons:
there would not be bureaucratic obstacles; in the old town there is a
lack of facilities and exists wooden heating etc [3].
IMPROVEMENT OF HISTORICAL ~ BUILDINGS
AND ENVIRONMENT

III. FuNcTIONAL

There are different ways of environmental renovations and
elaboration of historical town centers.
They are defined by different town development aspects:

e preserved the environment without essential substance
loses, for example, Kuldiga and Cgsis, or an environment,
where are big original substance loses (buildings, even
blocks lost in the war), like Dobele, Talsi;

* historical environment legal frame — regulations, which
regulates requirements of preservation, protection and
renovation;

* political position — understanding of town council about
necessity to preserve cultural heritage.

Kuldiga old town according with mentioned aspects is preserved
without big subsistence losses — with medieval planning and a big

part of building from mid 19" century. Historical environment
is protected by normative documents: the historical centre of the
town is monument of town building and archeology (protected
from 1969), where separate monuments of architecture, history,
art and archeology are situated. Town building rules strictly define
requirements for environment preservation. Political position of town
council for many years has been to preserve and popularize cultural
heritage. It is included in the town development program, where the
main strategic guidelines are mentioned: “..to preserve its uniqueness
of cultural heritage — complex of old town and nature” [2]. Historical
centre is included in world heritage (UNESCO) temporary list of
Latvia and has received award of European heritage.

Assessing these aspects and Kuldiga cultural environment,
author has concluded that according to normative documents
what regulates old town renovation processes, mostly restoration
should be used — “renovation of building’s historical form,
based on scientific research of historical information” [5], with
small exceptions renovation is possible — “buildings or parts
of them (capital repairs) to renovate buildings or their parts by
replacing outworn bearing elements or constructions, as well as
implementation of focused functional or technical improvements
for the building without changing its size and function” [5].

Preferable functional improvements of owners of the buildings and
other inhabitants mostly are related to renovation of building leaving
town environment to the municipality. Working in municipality and
hearing daily desires of owners about functional improvements of
buildings, author concludes that most recognized are:

* increasing thermotechnic’s stability: heat insulation,
replacing of windows and doors;

* modern communications: central water pipe, sewerage
system, heating, internet, satellite TV;

* improvement of building’s visual and technical condition —
replacement of bearing constructions, decoration of facade,
roof change;

¢ function change for building or group of premises;

¢ enlargement of buildings — block up of outbuildings or
increasing the number of stores;

* building the roof store;

* accessibility for disabled persons;

* visual communication objects (advertisement, information etc.).

Fig. 6 and 7. On the left — roof building does not respond to historical environment. On the right — building responds to environment.
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IV. ExampLES oF KuLpica OLD TowN BUILDING RECONSTRUCTIONS,
BY ASSESSING DESIRES OF OWNERS TO IMPROVE FUNCTIONALITY

Summarizing the desires of building owners and assessing their
implementation, it may be concluded: even so old town building
regulations define strict requirements for renovation of historical
environment and buildings, still functional improvement, if

Fig. 8. Improvement of window energy efficiency: replacement of inside wooden
frame with plastic frame and double glazed units. Inside sash is without split and
with wide part of frame, without profiling — that does not fit to historical wooden
building facade overview.

they are not planned with a respect to the heritage of the past
and if principles of historical building renovation are obeyed,
undesirables and permanent marks can be brought to the historical
environment. There are examples witnessing.

To build the roof store, it has to be lightened up. To preserve
the Kuldiga old town traditional red clay tile roof landscape, it is
prohibited to use plastic windows on the roof, but is allowed to
build a roof store: “Building of reconstructed building roofs are
formed with symmetric two slope or convex roof according to
particular building’s architectural style and block context.” [6] In
Figure 6 roof building can be seen as a result of wrong insulation,
does not fit to building’s architectural style, block context and
is not characteristic to historical environment. In Figure 7
historically based roof building can be seen (from the analogue
examples of old town from the beginning of 20™ century).

To improve energy efficiency of windows, building owners
mostly desires to replace them with plastic frame windows with
double glazed units. Until 2007 there was a compromise in the
town — it was allowed to replace inside window frame (Figure 8).
Such solution preserved outside window frames and improved heat
stability. Still, allowing this activity, some solutions of window
frames of particular buildings and ages were lost. Windows are
one of the unique values of town building, because there are
authentic, craftsman made window frames with hammered work
details preserved in some buildings. To preserve total historical
environment, it should not be replaced. To improve window
energy efficiency, they should be regularly maintained: cleaned,
painted and, if it is possible, to pack with rubber.

Insulation of historical building facades from outside is
prohibited not only because of losing authentic decorations,
but also because it is impossible to ensure cornice solution with
jagged classifieds (Figure 10) characteristic for Kuldiga old
town. In Figure 9 the building that is insulated from outside and
where instead of cornice characteristic to Kuldiga old town, is
constructed “wind box”.

It should not be promoted to extend the buildings in historical
environment, where the main values are planning, buildings,
which are preserved from the beginning of 19" century and its
backyards, because that would destroy historical and traditional

Fig. 9 and 10. On the left — insulated building, where instead of cornice is constructed “wind box”. On the right — cornice with jagged band peculiar to Kuldiga old town.
Buildings can be insulated only from inside not to lose cornice solutions and brick elements.
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planning, compactness of buildings. For example, assessing to
extend the town hall, there were couple of projects defined. One
of them was to extend the building, from the point of authors, less
harmful for historical environment — outbuilding on the basement
level, that could not been seen from the street, meanwhile it
would destroy traditional landscape of the backyard. Appraising
this way and the situation in the nature, the best solution was
found — to rebuild subsidiary building of town hall — garage
adapt as administrative space (Figure 11). To find the place for all
functions, the existing buildings in the old town should be used.

Changes of building or space functions should be planned
in the way auxiliaries needed for providing functions would be
“hidden”. For example, planning cafe in the historical gallery type
shed, the place for switching substation box, air conditioner and
other technical matters should be foreseen so it does not disturb
the landscape of backyard, as it is showed on Figure 12. Mostly
such devices should be placed in subsidiary buildings or in roof
store, not to be next to facade.

Improvement of historical town environment in most cases
is a responsibility of municipality. It is renovation of streets
and squares, small architecture forms: lighting, flower boxes,
indications etc. Municipality specialists work out or approve
guidelines for renovation of historical environment, and these
guidelines are considered in each project implemented. For last
few years special attention is paid to the environment available
for disabled persons: blind, deaf and with movement defects, as
well for mothers with a baby carriage and cyclists. In historical
environment theses requirements can be considered partly because
of creative projecting, for example, convex ramp in Figure 13 or
transferable ramp at entrance to the building.

Nowadays we may see layers from 50" and 60" in town
environment that physically and ethically are old. Sometimes
dismantling is not an option because they have become technical
necessity for the buildings. For example, fastening wall of Venta
riverside next to ancient brick Vault Bridge. There was a solution
found to improve the functionality of this wall, modifying it
as recreational terrace and view point (Figure 14 and 15). It is
important to consider environment style, materials, language of
forms when you choose improvement elements.

V. ESTHETICAL AND PROFESSIONAL RESPONSIBILITY PLANNING
HistoricAL ENVIRONMENT

Planning in historical environment has to recognize
responsibility that is defined by ethical and professional aspects.
It is not enough to look at particular building or place to build. To
understand specific and protected values of environment, place
has to be observed in wide context, get acquainted with building
style.

Client’s requirements can’t affect projecting personnel so far
that they ignore values and characteristics of particular place.
Designer has to try to find common solution among client and
specifics of the environment. Environment features and it’s
requirements has to be explained, has to try to find possibilities
to implement the clients requirements in respect to cultural
heritage. Client mostly has no understanding about common
values of old town and that his building is a part of complex.
Owners think that authentic parts are preserved only because of
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former owners had no money to renovate and replace. If they find
finances, according to owners, building has to be renovated in
modern style. Interests of owners meet requirements of cultural

Fig. 11. Historical depot, what will be rebuilt for administrative use, to avoid
building outbuilding to town hall (in background).

Fig. 12. Cooling device next to historical gallery type shed where café is
situated.

Fig. 13. Convex ramp (on the left) provides accessibility to the places of
different levels, at the same time it is an element that fits into the old town
environment.
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environment protectionists, but specialists assess environment as
a whole, including particular building for renovation.

Heritage of Kuldiga old town is protected already for a long
time, therefore new regulations should not be defined or from
political position should not be decided to preserve historical
environment or not. Requirements are included in town building
rules: “..in case of lost or destroyed buildings it is prohibited
to form parks, squares or parking lots instead, but the building
should be renovated in its historical place and size..” [6].

Designer is a professional mediator between client, his desires
and protectors of monuments, whose interest is to preserve context
of historical environment. In case the designer with essential
responsibility has no understanding about common features of
environment and specific requirements, then it is difficult to reach
results appropriate to historical environment.

New formations in historical environment cannot be appraised
by principle “like — dislike”, “nice — not nice”, but according to
authentic criteria. It’s appraisal in scale of point or “positive —
negative” system can relatively objective show appropriation of
planned object. Important, that professional working on tasks of
planning and architecture, considers the same principles. Then,
apprising project conception and drafts according to the task and
terms, it is quite objective to assess [7].

In historical environment, where are small original substance
loses (like in Kuldiga), modern architecture should not be created as
a contrast to historical buildings, because it may destroy perspective
of streets and backyards, and roof landscape. In such environment,
buildings as author’s copyright that shows specific authors manuscript.
Building has to be projected according to building traditions as for
size as for materials and details. Such approach should be used in
renovation of Kuldiga old town buildings.
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Fig. 14 and 15. Elements of town environment — supporting wall of Venta riverside — functional transformation providing recreational terrace.
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Jana Jakobsone. Vésturiskas vides atjaunosana un saglabasana Kuldiga funkcionala konteksta

Raksts tapis, lai izvértétu TpaSnieku veélmes péc vésturisko eku un vides funkcionalajiem uzlabojumiem un to iesp&jamo ietekmi uz vésturisko vidi kopuma. Kuldigas
attistibas stratégija ir “..saglabat tas vienreizgjo kulttrvesturisko mantojumu — vecpilsétas un dabas kompleksu..”, teikts pilsétas attistibas programma [2]. Vienlaicigi
nepiecieSams Iidzsvars starp vides un kulttrvésturiska mantojuma saglabaSanu un teritorijas ekonomisko attistibu. Kaut arT Kuldiga kultarvide, kultdrainava tiek
uzskatita par nozimigu veértibu, planojot konkrétus pasakumus tas saglabasanai, tomér musdienu sabiedribas prasibas nosaka nepiecieSamibu funkcionali uzlabot gan
vesturiskas ekas, gan pilsétvidi kopuma. Lai gadiem ilgi saglabatu vértibas, kuras min&jusi pilsétnieki, specialisti un tiristi, nepiecieSams ieverot lidzsvarotu attistibu
un vispirms definét vertibas, tad svarigakos funkcionalos uzlabojumus, kas lautu sabiedribai komfortabli dzivot vesturiskaja vide, un tikai tad noteikt robezas, kadas
uzlabojumi iesp&jami. Raksta analizeti Kuldigas vecpilséta realizéti vésturisko €ku uzlaboSanas piemeéri: energoefektivitates paaugstinasana, éku paplaSinaSana, jumta
stava izbuve u.tml. Raksta izverteta arT Kuldigas iedzivotaju aptauja par vecpils€tas vertibam un vinu izpratne par tam, par pareizu atjaunoSanu un nepiecieSamibu
saglabat. Raksta analizéta Kuldigas kulturvesturiska vide un definétas tas vértibas autores skatfjuma. Apskatits arT jautajums par arhitektu &tisko un profesionalo
atbildibu, projekt&jot vésturiska vide.

Jana Jakobsone. Historical Environment Renovation and Preservation in Kuldiga in Functional Context

Article is written to assess owner’s desires to improve historical buildings and environment functionality and it’s possible influence on historical environment in total.
The development strategy of Kuldiga is “..to preserve its unique cultural heritage — complex of old town and nature..” says in town development program [2]. At
the same time balance between environment and cultural heritage preservation and economical development of territory is needed. Although cultural environment,
cultural landscape is perceived as important value in planning preservation activities, however requirements of nowadays society determines necessity of functional
elaborations of historical buildings and town environment in general. To preserve the values for long time that inhabitants, specialists and tourists mentioned, sustainable
development has to be considered and first of all values has to be defined then most important functional elaborations that would allow society to live comfortably in
historical environment and after that - borderlines has to be set to find the possibilities to implement. There are examples analyzed about improvements of Kuldiga old
town buildings: improvement of energy efficiency, extension of buildings, building of roof store etc. in the article. There is evaluation of Kuldiga inhabitant’s survey
about values of old town and their understanding about them, about right renovation and necessity to preserve in the article. Kuldiga cultural environment is analyzed
and defined its values from point of view of author. Question about architect’s ethical and professional responsibility is touched, when the planning is done in historical
environment.

SIna SIkoGcone. OOHOBIIEHNE M COXPOHEHHE MCTOpHYecKon cpenbl B Kynaure B pyHKIMOHAILHOM KOHTEKCTE

Cratsl HamicaHa uTo Obl OLEHNUTD >KEJIAHNUs BJIAJINIbLEB Yy UIIUTh UICTOPUYECKHE 3[1aHNs U (DYHKIMOHATILHOCTE OKPYXKAIOLIE! CPefibl M X MOTEHIMAILHOE BO3/IENCTBIE
Ha MCTOPMYECKYIO cpefly B lenoM. st KoHKpeTHoro ropofa — Kynaura — ncropuyeckuil IEHTpP MJIaHUMPYeTCs U pa3paboTaH TakKMM OOPa3oM, YTO ‘“‘CErofHsIIHuE
MOTPEOHOCTH HE TOJIBEPraeT OMAacHOCThL OyAyLMX IOKOJIEHUIi yNoBIeTBOPSTh UX~ [1], mpuHUMas BO BHMMaHWE NPUHLMIBI NIAHUPOBAHUS YCTOHYMBOrO Pa3sBUTHS.
3ajjayaMy yCTOMUMBOBOU CPEJibl SIBIISIFOTCS: COJIECTBHUE COXPAHEHMIO KYJILTYPHOIO HACHE/IMsl, PALMOHAILHOIO UCMONIL30BAaHMUs 3[1aH1H, YIIyUIIEHUIO OOIECTBEHHOrO
NPOCTPAHCTBA, Pa3BUTUE KyJbLTYPHOIO B3aMMOJEHCTBUS Y UHTErpaly OOLIECTBA, yJydlleH’e YKNU3HEHHOBO MPOCTPAHCTBO U ycjoBUid. OHAa UMeeT TpU M3MEpEeHUs
— 9KOHOMMYECKOE, COLMANLHOE M 3KOJIOTMYECKOe - M UX Pa3BUTHE JIOJKHO ObITh cOanaHcupoBaHHbM [1]. Crparerust pazsutusi Kynaury ©..cOXpaHUTb yHUKaJIbHOE
KyJIGTYPHOE HacJie[iie — KOMILIEX CTaporo ropojia ¥ CPejiblio..”, FOBOPUTCS B IIporpaMme passuTus ropojia [2]. B To ke Bpemst TpeGyeTcs 6aaHc MeX]1y OKpy Karomen
Cpefibl U COXpaHeHHs KyJIbTYPHOI'O HAac/Ie/lisl M 3KOHOMUYECKOro pa3BuTHsi Teputopun. XoTs B Kymjure KynsTypHasi cpefia, KyJIbTYpPHbI JaHAmadT paccMaTpUBaeTCst
KaK Ba)KHOE 3HaUeHue NNPY NJIaHUPOBAHUI KOHKPETHBIX MEP 10 €r0 COXPAHEHUIO, HO ¥ TPEGOBaHKsl COBPEMEHHOI'0 OOIECTBA YCTOHABIIMBAIOT HEOOXOMMOCTb MOBBILIEHUST
(YHKUMOHANIBHBIX M UCTOPUYECKHMX 3[1aHMIl M OPOACKON cpejibl B uenoM. [I1s Toro, 4ro Obl Ha NPOTSKEHUMHM MHOIMX JIET COXPAHUTb LEHHOCTH, KOTOpbIE ObLIM
onpejiesieHbl XKUTENIsIMA FOPOJia, CNIEUUATIMCTAMU U TYPUCTAMU, HEOOXOAUMO CJIEIoBATh COAIAHCMPOBAHHOIO PAa3BUTHsl M BO NEPBbIX ONPEJEUThL 3HaUeHue Haubolee
BAXKHBIX (DYHKIMOHANILHBIX yJTyULIEHHI, KOTOPbIE MO3BOJST OOIIECTBY XKUTh ¢ KOM(OPTOM B ICTOPUUECKON CpeJie, a 3aTeM ONPENIeNIUTh, B KAaKUX MpejieNiax Yy dlieHus
BO3MOXHBI. B cTaThe aHaIM3UPYyIOTCs NIPUMEPBI yJTyulleH!s MICTOPMYECKUX 3/1aHuil B cTapoM ropose Kymuru: sHeprosg ek THBHOCTb, CTPOMTENLCTBO PaclIMpEHNe,
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This work has been supported by the European Social Fund within the project «Support for the implementation of doctoral studies at Riga Technical University».

24



Scientific Journal of Riga Technical University
Architecture and Urban Planning

2010
Volume 4

Vesturiskas vides atjaunosana un saglabasana
Kuldiga funkcionala konteksta

Jana Jakobsone, Rigas Tehniska universitate

Atslegas vardi: vertibas, vesturiska vide, funkcionali uzlabojumi,
atbildiba arhitektara.

1. IEvADS

Lai konkrétas pilsétas — Kuldigas — vésturiskais centrs tiktu
attistitsta,ka,,Sodienasvajadzibuapmierina$§ananeapdraudnakamo
paaudZu iesp&jas apmierinat savejas” [1], jaievero ilgtspejigas
planoSanas principi. Ilgtspejigas vides merki ir: kulturvesturiska
mantojuma saglabaSana, racionala €ku izmantoSana, sabiedriskas
telpas labiekartoSana, kultiru mijiedarbibas veicinaSana un
sabiedribas integracija, dzives telpas un apstaklu uzlaboSana.
Ilgtspejigai videi ir tris dimensijas — ekonomiska, sociala un
vides —, un to attTstiba japlano sabalanséti [1].

Kuldigas attistibas strategija ir ,,..saglabat tas vienreiz&jo
kultarvesturisko mantojumu — vecpilsétas un dabas kompleksu..”,
teikts pilsétas attistibas programma [2]. Vienlaicigi nepiecieSams
Iidzsvars starp vides un kultrvésturiska mantojuma saglabasanu
un teritorijas ekonomisko attistibu. Kaut arT Kuldiga kultarvide,
kultirainava tiek uzskatita par nozimigu vértibu, planojot
pasakumus tas saglaba$anai, tom&r musdienu sabiedribas prasibas
nosaka nepiecieSamibu funkcionali uzlabot gan vésturiskas €kas,
gan pilsétvidi kopuma. Lai saglabatu vertibas, kuras atzimejusi
pilsétas iedzivotaji, specialisti un tdristi, jaievéro lidzsvarota
attistiba. Vispirms jadefiné vertibas, tad svarigakie funkcionalie
uzlabojumi un tikai tad janosaka robeZas, kadas tie iesp&jami.

II. KULDIGAS VECPILSETAS VERTIBAS

Lai noteiktu pielaujamos funkcionalos vesturiskas vides
uzlabojumus, janosaka kultGrvesturiskas vertibas, kuras
saglabajamas un nebtitu mainamas.

Kuldiga vecpilseétas vides struktlrai raksturigas vairakas
tipiskas pazimes:

* jumtu ainava, kas atklaj hronologiski atSkirigu apbuvi,
planojuma struktiiru un tipiskas atskiribas (materials,
kolorits u.c.);

* iclu apbiives raksturs: blivums, mérogs, specifiski vides
elementi;

* apjoma un fasazu kompozicija, proporcijas, tradicionalie
buvmateriali, kolorits un faktura;

* viduslaiku pilsétas ielu planojums.

Kuldigas kulturvesturiskas vides saturu veido aizsargajamas
un saglabajamas iezimes:

e visu sastavdalu autentiskums, ietverot
uzslanojumus, kuriem nav destruktivas ietekmes;

* telpiskastruktiira: silueti un panoramas, skatu perspektivas,
ielu tikls, parcelacija, vésturiska apbiive, tas mérogs un
proporcijas, tidensteces, idenstilpes u.c.;

* arheologiskais kulttras slanis;

* makslu mijiedarbiba: dekorativa maksla, bivamatniecibas

vélakus

darinajumi, tehnologijas, vietai tradicionali materiali,
krasa, faktiira;

* publiskas telpas labickartojums: ainavu arhitektiira,

apstadijumi, ielu, laukumu segums un virszemes
inzenierbuves;

e kultiras ainava, kas veidojusies cilvéka un dabas
mijiedarbiba;

* interjeri.

Sts vertibas kopuma veido unikalo vesturisko pilsatvidi, ko nedrikst
radikali maintt, jo tad&jadi tiktu izjaukts kontekstualais lidzsvars.

Runajot par Kuldigas vésturiska centra vértibam, jaatzime sadi
elementi:

* viduslaiku pils€tas planojuma struktiira;

e Ventas upe, senleja un rumba (nozimigs geologiskais un
geomorfologiskais objekts) un Ventas kanals;

* senais kiegelu velvju tilts;

¢ sarkano mala karninu jumtu ainava;

¢ viduslaiku v@sturiskais centrs ap AlekSupiti;

¢ gkudetalas: bivgaldniecibas elementi (durvis un v&jlodzini
virs tam, logi, robdgli), ieejas pakapieni (lievenis),
metalkalumi (v&jraditaji, margas, varti).

Kuldigas vesturiska centra vertibu veido ainava, kura
saglabajusas liecibas gan par cilvéka iecerém parveidot dabu, gan
dazadus laikmetus raksturojusi kultarvesturiskie objekti.

Kuldigas vecpilsetas vertibu, 1idzigi ka jebkura makslas darba
vertibu, iedzivotdji nosaka pec sev vien zinamiem Kkriterijiem.
Citiem nozimiga liekas Ventas rumba ar kiegelu velvju tiltu, citiem
— konkretas senas €kas koka pildinu durvis. 2009. gada aptauja
redzams, ka Kuldigas iedzivotaju izpratne Saja zina ir atSkiriga no
specialistu —mantojuma p&tnieku un sargataju —izpratnes. Pieméram,
uz jautajumu ,,Kura, jusuprat, ir vecpilséta vislabak atjaunota eka?”
pilsétnieki parsvara atbildejusi, ka ta ir viesnica ,,Metropole”, tatu
tas atjaunosana nav ieveroti vésturisku €ku saglabaSanas principi.
St eka ir uzcelta gandriz no jauna (1. un 2. attels) [3].

Turprett Kuldigas muzeju, kura vésturisku eku konservésanas
un atjaunosanas principi ir ievéroti (3. attéls), novert&jusi tikai
tris iedzivotaji [3].

Aptaujas rezultati norada, ka vajadziga nepartraukta sabiedribas
izglitoSana, lai kultirvesturiska vide tiktu atjaunota ar svarigiem
funkcionaliem uzlabojumiem, tomér ieverojot vésturisku &ku
saglabaSanas principus, materialus un metodes.

Jautajuma par Kuldigas vecpilsétas nozimigakajam verttbam
iedzivotaji parsvara mingjusi visparatzitas, kuras pilseta reklamejusi
ka sava tela sastavdalu, piemeram, seno kiegelu velvju tiltu un Ventas
rumbu, vecpilsetu ar tas ielinam un iekSpagalmiem, sarkanos karninu
jumtus (4. attels) [3]. §ajﬁs iedzivotaju atbildés nav mingtas eku
detalas — durvis, virsgaismas lodzini, kokgriezumi u.c., kas nosaka
vesturisko €ku raksturu. To vienreizigums izpauZas ka amatnieka
roku darbs konkréta eka. Daudzas Kuldigas vecpilsétas ekas $is
detalas ir autentiskas, ar dabisko patinu.
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Vietas, kuras iedzivotajiem patik un nepatik, uzskatami norada
aptauja iegtita ,,izjutu karte” (5. att€ls). Taja redzams, ka Kuldigas
vecpilsétas vertibas koncentrgjas ap kiegelu velvju tiltu un Ventas
rumbu. Ka autentiskie objekti minéti kiegelu velvju tilts, Kalna
un Rumbas iela, Ratslaukums. STs vietas jasaglaba un jaatjauno ar
Ipasu rapibu un izpratni par vésturiskam veértibam [4].

Vai iedzivotaju vélme nomainit savas majas senas, amatnieku
darinatas koka ardurvis pret plastikata durvim ir miasdienu
tehnologiju un materialu pieejamibas diktétais funkcionalais
uzlabojums vai subjektivi emocionala kaprize? Kuldigas
vecpilsétas gadijuma atbilde uz S$o jautagjumu atrodama
normativajos aktos — pilsétas apbiives noteikumos, kas nosaka
iesp&jamos uzlabojumus vésturiskajas €kas un vide.

Iepazistot nosacijumus, kadi jaievéro, atjaunojot vésturiskas
€kas, iedzivotaji bieZi vien ar prasibam nav apmierinati. Saskana
ar pilsétniecku domam - ja vini dzivo $ada unikala vieta, tad
pasvaldibai un valstij jarod finansials atbalsts €ku atjaunoSanai.
Uz jautajumu vai iedzivotdji vélas dzivot €kas, kas buvétas
péc musdienu prasibam, t.i., ,Ja jums piedavatu parcelties uz
daudzdzivoklu majam arpus centra, vai jis batu ieinteresets?”,
parsvara atbildéts noraidoSi. Tiek min&ti dazadi iemesli:
neveleSanas dzivot daudzdzivoklu majas; lieli maksajumi par
apkuri; patik dzivot vecpilséta u.c. Savukart iedzivotaji, kuri
veletos parcelties uz daudzdzivoklu majam arpus vecpilsétas,
min §adus iemeslus: nebutu birokratisku SkerSlu; ir labiericibu
trokums un malkas apkure utt. [3].

III. VESTURISKU EKU UN VIDES FUNKCIONALA UZLABOSANA

Vesturiskajos pilsétu centros iesp€jami dazadi vides
atjaunoSanas un papildinaSanas veidi. Tos nosaka atSkirigie
pilsétu attistibas aspekti:

* saglabajusies vide bez biitiskiem substances zudumiem,
pieméram, Kuldiga un Cgsis, vai arT vide, kura ir lieli
originalas substances zudumi (karos zuduSas €kas, pat
kvartali), piem@ram, Dobele, Talsi;

e vesturiskas vides likumiskais ietvars — normativie akti, kas
reglamentg saglabasanas, aizsardzibas un atjaunoSanas
prasibas;

e politiska nostadne — pilsétas vadibas izpratne par
nepiecieSamibu saglabat kultirvesturisko mantojumu.

Kuldigas vecpilséta saskana ar minétajiem aspektiem
saglabajusies bez lieliem substances zudumiem — ar viduslaiku
planojumu un lielu dalu 19. gs. vidus apbaves. Vesturisko
vidi aizsarga normativie akti: pilsétas vésturiskais centrs ir
pilsétbuvniecibas un arheologijas piemineklis (aizsargats jau
kopS 1969. gada), kura atrodas atseviski arhitekttras, vEstures,
makslas un arheologijas pieminekli. Pilsétas apbuives noteikumi
izvirza striktas prasibas vides saglabasana. Pilsétas vadibas
politiska nostadne jau ilgus gadus bijusi saglabat un popularizét
kultirvesturisko mantojumu. Tas ieklauts pilsetas attistibas
programma, kura minétas galvenas strateégiskas vadlinijas:
»..saglabat tas vienreiz€jo kultirvesturisko mantojumu -
vecpilsetas un dabas kompleksu” [2]. Vésturiskais centrs ieklauts
pasaules mantojuma (UNESCO) Latvijas pagaidu saraksta un
ieguvis Eiropas mantojuma vietas godu.

Izvertgjot Sos aspektus un Kuldigas kultarvésturisko vidi, secinu,
ka p&c normativajiem aktiem vecpilsétas atjaunoSana parsvara bitu

jaizmanto restauracija — ,,blives vesturiska veidola atjaunoSana,
pamatojoties uz vesturiskas informacijas zinatnisku izpéti” [5], ar
nelieliem iznémumiem iespgjama renovacija — ,,baives vai tas dalas
remonts (kapitalais remonts), lai atjaunotu buivi vai tas dalu, nomainot
nolietojuSos nesoSos elementus vai konstrukcijas, ka arT merktiecigu
funkcionalu vai tehnisku uzlabojumu ievieSana bivé, nemainot tas
apjomu un funkciju” [5].

Eku T1paSnieku un citu iedzivotaju vélamie funkcionalie
uzlabojumi parsvara saistas ar namu atjaunoSanu, pilsétas
vidi atstajot paSvaldibas zipa. Stradajot paSvaldiba un ikdiena
uzklausot TpaSnieku vélmes péc funkcionaliem uzlabojumiem
€kas, secinu, ka izplatitakie ir:

¢ siltumtehniskas noturibas paaugstinasana: siltinasana,
logu, durvju maina;

* misdienigas komunikacijas:  pils€tas  Udensvads,
kanalizacija, apkure, internets, satelittelevizija;

e gku vizuala un tehniska stavokla uzlaboSana — nesoSo
konstrukciju nomaina, fasades apdare, jumta maina;

¢ ¢gkas vai telpu grupas funkciju maina;

¢ ¢&ku paplasinasana — piebiivju blok&Sana vai stavu skaita
palielinasana;

* jumta stava izbiive;

¢ vides pieejamiba personam ar pasam vajadzibam;

e vizualas komunikacijas objekti (reklama, informacija
utt.).

IV. KULDIGAS VECPILSETAS EKU ATJAUNOSANAS PIEMERI, IZVERTEJOT
IPASNIEKU VELAMOS FUNKCIONALOS UZLABOJUMUS

Uzklausot namu Tpasnieku vélmes un izvertgjot to realizaciju,
jasecina: lai gan vecpilsétas apbiives noteikumi izvirza striktas
prasibas vésturiskas vides un eku atjaunosana, tomér funkcionalie
uzlabojumi, ja tie netiek projektéti ar pietati pret pagatnes
mantojumu un ja netiek ievéroti vesturisku €ku atjaunoSanas
principi, vésturiska vidé var ienest nevélamas un neizdzéSamas
pedas. Par to liecina konkréti pieméri.

Lai izbtGvetu jumta stavu, tas jaizgaismo. Lai saglabatu Kuldigas
vecpilsetai tradicionalo sarkano karninu jumtu ainavu, nav atlauts
lietot stikla pakeSu jumta logus, bet ir atlautas jumta izbuves:
,»Rekonstrugjamo &ku jumtu izbtves veido ar simetrisku divslipnu
vai izliektu jumtu atbilstosi katras €kas arhitektiras stilam un
kvartala kontekstam” [6]. Jumta izbtive, kas nepareizas siltinasanas
del neatbilst ekas arhitekttras stilam (6. att€ls), kvartala kontekstam
un nav raksturiga vésturiskajai videi. Atzinigi vértgjama vésturiskam
tradicijam atbilstoSa jumta izbiive, kas veicota péc vecpilséta esoSiem
20. gs. sakuma analogiem (7. attgls).

Lai paaugstinatu logu energoefektivitati, eku Ipasnieki parsvara
velas tos nomainit pret plastikata ramja logiem ar stikla paketi.
Lidz 2007. gadam pilseta bija pielauts kompromiss — driksteja
nomainit logu iek3gjos ramjus (8. attels). Sads risinajums
saglabaja argjos logus un paaugstinaja eku siltumnoturibu. Tomér,
pielaujot So risinajumu, tika zaudeti celtpu tipam un laikmetam
atbilsto$i logu ramju risinajumi. Logi ir viena no unikalajam
pilsétas buvgaldniecibas vértibam, jo ¢&kas saglabajusies
autentiski, amatnieku darinati logu ramji ar metalkalumu deta]am.
Lai saglabatu kopgjo vésturisko vidi, tos nevajadz&tu nomainit.
Lai paaugstinatu logu energoefektivitati, tie regulari jaapkopj:
jatira, jakraso un, iesp&jams, jaapriko ar gumijas blivém.
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Vesturisku €ku fasades siltinaSana no arpuses nebutu pielaujama
ne tikai tadel, ka tiek zaudeta autentiska apdare, bet arT tadel, ka
nav iesp&jams nodroSinat Kuldigas vecpilsétai raksturigo dzegas
risinajumu ar robdeli (10. attels). Dazos gadijumos Kuldigas
vecpilsetas ekam raksturigas dzegas vieta ierikota “v&ja kaste”
(9. attels).

Nebutu atbalstama €ku paplasSinasana vésturiska vide, kuras
vertibas ir planojums, nami, kas saglabajusies kops 19. gs.
sakuma un to iekSpagalmi, jo ta tiktu izjaukts vesturiskais un
tradicionalais planojums, apbtives blivums. Pieméram, izvertgjot
nepiecieSamibu paplaSinat Kuldigas ratsnamu, tika izstradati
vairaki varianti. Viens bija €ku paplasinat, péc autoru domam,
vesturiskajai videi iesp&jami nekaitigaka veida — piebtive cokola
stava limeni, kas no ielas nebiitu redzama, tomér izjauktu
tradicionalo pagalma ainavu. Izveértgjot So variantu un situaciju
daba, tika rasts labakais risinajums parbtivét ratsnama paligéku —
garazu, pielagojot to administracijas telpam (11. att€ls). Lai rastu
vietu visam funkcijam, vecpilsétas apblive vispirms jaizmanto tur
jau atrodosas ekas.

Ekas vai telpu funkciju maina vesturiska celtné japlano ta,
lai paligierices, kas vajadzigas funkciju nodroSinajumam, tiktu
»~hosléptas”. Pieméram, planojot kafejnicu vesturiska galerijtipa
Skaini, japaredz vieta elektrosadales skapim, kondicionieriem
un citam tehniskam iericém, lai tas neboja iekSpagalma ainavu
(12. attels). Parsvara §is ierices butu izvietojamas paligekas vai
jumta stava, lai tas neatrastos pie fasades.

Vesturiskas pilsétvides uzlaboSana vairuma gadijumu ir
padvaldibas parzipa. Ta ir ielu un laukumu atjaunoSana, mazas
arhitektoras formas: apgaismojums, puku kastes, norades utt.
Pasvaldibas specialisti izstrada vai apstiprina vadlinijas vésturiskas
vides atjaunosanai, un projektétaji tas ievéro konkrétos projektos.
Pedgjos gados Tpasa uzmaniba pieveérsta tam, lai vide biitu pieejama
gan cilvékiem ar redzes, dzirdes un kustibu trauc€jumiem, gan
maminam ar b&ru ratiniem, gan velobraucgjiem. Veésturiskaja
vide §Ts prasibas var ieverot tikai dalgji, turklat radoSi projekt€jot,
pieméram, ka ietves Iimena mainas risinajums (13. att€ls) vai
parvietojams panduss pie €kas ieejas.

Misdienu pilsétvide uzskatami redzami 50., 60. gadu
uzslanojumi, kas fiziski un morali novecojusi. DaZreiz demontaZa
nav iesp&jama, jo tie jau kluvusi par tehniski nepiecieSamam
bavem. Pieméram, Ventas krasta stiprindjuma siena pie sena
kiegelu velvju tilta. Tika rasts risinajums So balstu funkcionali
uzlabot, parveidojot par atpiitas terasi un skatu laukumu
(14. un 15. attels). Labiekartojuma elementu izveéle batiski ir
ieverot vides stilistiku, materialus, formu valodu.

V. ETISKA UN PROFESIONALA ATBILDIBA, PROJEKTEJOT VESTURISKA
VIDE

Projektejot vesturiska vide, jaapzinas atbildiba, ko nosaka gan
gtiskais, gan profesionalais aspekts. Nepietiek tikai ar konkrétas
€kas vai buvvietas apskati. Lai izprastu vides specifiskas un
aizsargajamas vertibas, vieta jaapskata plasaka konteksta,
jaiepazist apbuves stilistika.

Pasttitaja prasibas nedrikstétu profesionalu projektétaju
iespaidot tiktal, ka vin§ ignorétu konkrétas vietas vértibas
un raksturu. Projektétajam jamegina rast kopsaucgju starp
pasttitaju un vides specifiku. Jaizskaidro vides iezimes un no

tam izrieto$as prasibas, jamégina rast iespéja pasititaja vélmes
istenot, respektgjot kultarvesturisko mantojumu. Pasttitajam
biezi vien nav izpratnes par vecpilsétas kopg&jam vértitbam un
to, ka arT vina &ka ir kompleksa sastavdala. Ipasniekiem dazkart
Skiet, ka €kas autentiskas detalas saglabajusas tikai tadel, ka
iepriekS$ejiem iemitniekiem nav bijis naudas tas atjaunot vai
nomainit. Ja finanses tiek atrastas, tad, péc IpaSnieku domam, eka
jauzlabo pec musdienu prasibam. Ipasnieku intereses saskaras ar
kultarvesturiskas vides sargataju prasibam, tacu specialisti vidi
verté kopuma, ieskaitot konkréto atjaunojamo &ku.

Kuldigas vecpilsétas mantojums ir aizsargats ilgstosi, tadel
nav jaizstrada jauna normativa baze vai politiska limenT jalemj,
vai vesturiska vide saglabajama vai ne. Prasibas ieklautas pilsetas
apbiives noteikumos: ,,..zaudétas apbiives vai tas bojaejas gadijuma
aizliegta parka, skvéra vai autostavvietas izveidoSana tas vieta, bet
gan atjaunojama apbuive tas vésturiskaja vieta un apjoma..” [6].

Projektetajs ir profesionals vidutajs starp pasititaju, vina
velmém objekta un piemineklu sargatajiem, kuru interese ir
saglabat vésturiskas vides kontekstu. Ja projektétajam, kuram
batiskais pienakums uzticéts, nav izpratnes par vides kopigajam
iezimém un specifiskajam prasibam, tad vésturiskajai videi
atbilstosu rezultatu grati panakt.

Jaunveidojumus vésturiska vidé nedrikst vértét péc principa
»patik — nepatik”, ,.glits — neglits”, bet gan péc autentiskuma
kriterijiem. To summa vai nu p&c ballu, vai plusu un minusu
sistémas var saméra objektivi noradit planota objekta iederigumu.
Svarigi, lai profesionalis, izstradajot planoSanas un arhitekttras
uzdevumu, ievérotu tadu pasu principu. Tad, vert€jot projekta
koncepciju un skicu stadiju péc uzdevuma un nosacijumu
atbilstibas, var diezgan objektivi to izvertet [7].

Vesturiskaja vide, kura ir mazi originalas substances zudumi
(ka Kuldiga), nav jarada musdienu arhitektira ka vesturisku eku
kontrasts, jo tas var sabojat ielu, iekS§pagalmu perspektivu un jumtu
ainavu. Sada vide nav nepiecieSamas €kas ka autordarbi, kas attaino
konkréta autora rokrakstu. Eka japrojekte saskana ar bvniecibas
tradicijam gan apjoma, gan materialos, gan detalizacija. Sadi biitu
jarikojas, atjaunojot Kuldigas vecpilsétas €kas.
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ATTELI

1. un 2. att. Viesnica ,,Metropole” — Kuldigas iedzivotaju skatfjuma vislabak atjaunota
eka vecpilseta. Saskana ar buvniecibas terminologiju — rekonstrugta eka.

3. att. Kuldigas novada muzejs atjaunots p&c vésturisku éku konservesanas principiem.
Saskana ar buvniecibas terminologiju — restauréta eka.

4. att. Kuldigas vecpilsétas vertibas iedzivotaju skatfjuma. [4]

5. att. Izjutu karte, kas (péc Kuldigas iedzivotaju domam) norada vertigakas,
ttkamakas, nepatikamakas, autentiskakas un labak atjaunotas vietas vecpilséta. [4]

6. un 7. att. Kreisaja attéla — jumta izbuve, kas neatbilst vesturiskajai videi. Labaja —
videi atbilstosa izbtive.

8. att. Loga energoefektivitates paaugstinaSana: iek$gja koka ramja nomaina pret
plastikata rami ar stila paketi. leksgja vertne ir bez dalfjuma un ar platu ramja dalu,
bez profilgjuma — ta vizuali neiederas vesturiskas koka ekas fasades kopskata.

9. un 10. att. Kreisaja attela redzama siltinata eka, kurai raksturigas dzegas vieta
ierikota ,,v&ja kaste”. Labaja attela — Kuldigas vecpilsétas ekam raksturiga dzega ar
robdeli. Eku var siltinat tikai no iekSpuses, lai nezaudétu dzegas risinajumu un kiegelu
apdari.

11. att. Vesturiskais depo, ko paredzéts parbiivét par administracijas &ku, lai pie
ratsnama (fona) nebiitu jace] piebive.

12. att. DzeseSanas iekarta pie vesturiska galerijtipa Sktina, kura ierikota kafejnica.
13. att. Lokveida panduss (pa kreisi) nodroina vides pieejamibu ietves ITmena mainas
vieta, vienlaikus tas ir vecpilsétai atbilstoss pilsetvides elements.

14. un 15. att. Pilsétvides elementa — Ventas krasta atbalsta sienas — funkcionala
parveide par atpiitas terasi.
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