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DARBA VISPAREJAIS RAKSTUROJUMS

Promocijas darba aktualitate un problematikas formuléjums. Pedgjas
desmitgades vesturisko darzu un parku nozime, to vertibu apzinasana un attistibas
planoSanas pieejas ir aktualiz€juSas Iidz ar ilgtspgjigas attistibas jautajumiem.
Veésturisko darzu un parku pétniecibas t€ma ir komplicéta, jo vésturiska ainava ka
kultiras un dabas mantojums apvieno vesturiskos, zinatniskos, estgtiskos,
ekologiskos un socidlekonomiskos aspektus, kas ari raksturo jomas
multidisciplinaro kontekstu [181]. Lidz ar to paradas ar1 vesturisko darzu un
parku zinatniski petnieciska aktualitate, kas kops 20. gs. otras puses piesaista ar
vien jaunas zinatnieku kopas, profesionalus un praktiz&joSus specialistus no
daudzveidigam fona disciplinam [100, 797; 21].

Darziem un parkiem, salidzinot ar citam vizualam makslam, piemit pasa
laika dimensija [186, 61], kas izpauZas caur dabas un kultiiras mijiedarbibu
[5, 23]. Darzu un parku ainavas veidoSanas gaita cilvéks izveérSas un izsaka vina
attiecibas ar dabu [189, 300], kas uztur §1 dinamisma kvalitati. Ari Eiropas
konvencijas ainavas definicija ir skaidra un pilniga: ,, Ainava ir teritorija, kuru
uztver cilvéks, kam ir dabas un/vai cilvéka darbibas un mijiedarbibas raksturs”
[274]. Partriikstot cilvéka un dabas mijiedarbibai, dinamisms turpinas, tikai bez
kontroles un pieradinatam funkcijam, ka rezultata daba parada savu patieso
raksturu, pakapeniski, bet neatlaidigi mazinot darzu un parku arhitektoniski
makslinieciskas un filozofiskas vertibas. Latvijas konteksta, sarezgito vesturisko
notikumu ietekm&, §1 problematika ir seviSki nozimiga, ko pierada Eiropas
kultiras mantojumu dienas regulari piemingtas problematikas saistiba ar
vesturisko ansamblu kvalitati un attistibu, jau vairakus gadus pec kartas
[229, 230, 131, 132, 62]. Latvijas vésturisko darzu un parku ainaviskas kvalitates
liela mera ir ietekm&jusi politiskie faktori, tai skaita 20. gs. Pasaules kari. Saja
perioda vesturiskie darzi un parki ka muiZu ansamb]u sastavdala tiek sadaliti starp
neskaitamam saimniecibam, ka arT attistiti atbilstos$i ansamblu galveno &ku
funkcionalo parmainu un ta laika socialas dzives vajadzibam un prasibam
[117,245]. Ka rezultata vésturiska ainava tiek vizuali un funkcionali
sadrumstalota un papildinata ar jauniem biivapjomiem, kas tikai retos gadijumos
ir saskana ar vesturiskas ainavas kompozicionaliem principiem. Tapat politisko
speku maina Iidz ar Latvijas Republikas pasludinasanu 1991. gada ienes butiskas
parmainas vésturisko darzu un parku attistiba, ka rezultata vesturisko darzu un
parku teritorijas atkartoti zaud€ viengabalainibu jeb integritati, IpaSumtiesibu
atgiSanas procesos. Saja perioda lidz pat miisdienam notiek muiZu ansamblos
esoSo eku funkcionala transformacija, kas vairakuma gadijumu nav vésturisko
darzu un parku ainavisko kvalitaSu paaugstinoSas. Lidz ar to vienlaicigi
pazeminas Latvijas kop&jas kultlirainavas kvalitate uz ka fona izvirzas uz
vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas planoSanu attiecinami problémjautajumi: Ka
apzinat un novertét vesturiskas ainavas vertibas un to nozimibu dazados
planosanas Itmenos? Ka apzinat socialekonomisko lietderibu? Ka sekmét vietas
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regeneraciju? Ka planot ilgtsp&jigu attistbu kultiras un dabas mantojuma
vertibam vienlaicigi nodrosinot mantojuma p&ctecibu nakosam paaudzém?

Pasreizgjie priekSstati Latvija par vésturiskiem darziem un parkiem, to
attistibas planoSanu profesionala vide saistds ar kultliras un dabas mantojuma
aizsardzibas savstarpgjam nesaskanam, nozares ekspertu un valsts finansiala
atbalsta trikumu. Tadel, 1pasu Sajos ekonomiski saspringtos laikos, ir batiski
domat un planot ilgtermina, kas arT ir galvenais pamatprincips vesturisko darzu
un parku attistibas plano$ana. Veésturisko darzu un parku kultiiras un dabas
mantojuma optimala aizsardziba, parvaldiba un attistibas planoSana ir iesp&jama
tikai ar kultlrvesturiskas vides pilnigu izpratni un ilgtsp&jigas attistibas stratégiju
izstradi. Tadgjadi apzinot vesturisko darzu un parku lietderibas koeficientu, kas
savukart atspogulojas socialo kvalitaSu nodroSinajuma un ekonomisko apstaklu
pakapeniska izaugsmé, 1pasi lauku apvidu attistiba [199, 49-50]. Tade] Pasaulg,
ipasi Eiropa notiek regularas diskusijas par kultiiras un dabas mantojuma
daudzveidibas saglabasanu ikgad@jas starptautiski zinatniskas konferences,
kongresos un seminaros, ka arl notiek nopietna specializ€Sanas vesturiskas
ainavas attistibas, tai skaita konservacijas un parvaldibas jautajumos. ArT Latvija
periodiski ir atzim@jami gan individualu personibu, gan grupu ieguldijums So
problematiku sistematiska aktualizéSana vietgja, valsts un starptautiska ltment.
Tomér tam neseko secigs turpindjums realu risinajumu panémienos. Latvija
kultiras mantojuma specialistu darba ir ari paaudZu problémas [291, /0], kas
norada uz jauno specialistu neesamibu un robu izglitibas sisttema. Tas arT dalgji
izskaidro problematiku aktualizéSanas mérenumu, jo nav pietieko$i ekspertu, kas
popularizétu So Latvijas dabas un kultiiras unikalo mantojumu un vienlaicigi
noradot uz ta vertibbam un nozimibu gan vietas, gan sabiedribas ilgtsp&jigas
attistibas un labklajibas veicinasana.

Promocijas darba izstradeé aptvertas pétijumu jomas un ieprieks
veiktie pétijumi. Promocijas darba t€ma aptver vairakus pé€tnieciskos virzienus,
kurus nosaka vésturiskas ainavas kvalitates — dabas un kultiiras mantojuma un
ainavu politikas pamatnostadnu — aizsardzibas, parvaldibas un planoSanas
izpetes nepiecieSamiba promocijas darba uzstadita mérka un uzdevumu
risinasanai. Tadel Saja petijjuma vesturisko darzu un parku dabas un kultiras
mantojums apliikots no estétiskiem, ekologiskiem, socialiem un ekonomiskiem
aspektiem, kas nemti par pamatnosacijumu visa darba ietvaros, gan izp€t€, gan
iespg€jamo risinajumu izstrade. Lidz ar to darba izstrades pamata izmantotas,
galvenokart, ainavu arhitektiiras, dabas un kultiras mantojuma un ainavas
attistibas planoSanas zinatniskas atzigas un teorijas, ka arT ainavu arhitekttra
lietotie aizsardzibas, saglabasanas un parvaldibas principi, tai skaita normativie
akti.

Ieprieksgjie petijumi pasaulé promocijas darba t€mas konteksta saistas
ar vairakiem pétniecibas virzieniem, bet ka biezak p&dgjas dekades sastopamos
var minét sekojoSus virzienus: dabas un kultiiras mantojuma konteksta izpéti;
aizsardzibas, saglabaSanas un parvaldibas planoSanas un procesu izpéti;

5



vesturisko darzu un parku atjaunoSanas un attistibas izpeti. PlaSu kultiras un
dabas mantojuma izp@ti, zinatniskaja literatiira veidojusi galvenokart Eiropas
zinatnieki, kuru p€tniecibas virziens saistits ar kultiras un dabas mantojuma
izpratni dazados kontekstos [2, 292-300; 5, 21-34; 6, 427-446; 52, 63, 75, 55—
74; 76, 69-83; 85, 109, 180]. Tomer vesturiskie darzi un parki ka kultiras un
dabas mantojuma bitiska sastavdala ir pétita salidzino$i retak [54, 64, 80, 87,
101, 134]. Latvija kultiras mantojuma pé&tniecibas virzieni aprakstiti RTU
PilsétplanoSanas un attistibas fakultaté J. Dambja, I. Strautmana un J. Zilgalvja
zinatniski pétnieciskas publikacijas [61, 201, 140-153; 226, 25-44; 227, 228,
14-25]. LLU Lauku inZenieru fakultateé M. Urtanes un A. Ziemelnieces vadiba
pétitas kultlirveésturiskas ainavas gan to veértibu, gan aizsardzibas konteksta
[210, 221, 222,223, 224].  Aizsardzibas, saglabaSanas un parvaldibas
planoSanas un procesu aprakstus Pasaules zinatniskaja literatira veidojusi
galvenokart anglu zinatnieki, kuru petniecibas virziens saistits ar ve&sturiskas
ainavas izpeti [21, 22, 23, 33, 34, 87, 184, 185, 186]. LU bitisku pé&tijumu par
kultiiras mantojuma aizsardzibu un attistibas planoSanu ir veikusi I. Stire [202].
Latvija aizsardzibas, saglabaSanas un parvaldibas planoSanas un procesu izp&te
vel ir saistita ar meZa ainavam, aizsargdjamam dabas teritorijam un
kultirainavam — identitates mekl&jumos. Sadi pétijumi veikti LU geografijas un
Zemes zinatnu katedra O. Nikodemusa un A. Mellumas vadiba [152, 153, 154].
Lai arT dabas un kultiras mantojums un aizsardzibas, saglabasanas un
parvaldibas aspekti ir pétiti caur vairakam citam fona disciplinam, vésturisko
darzu un parku attistibas jautajumi zinatniska ITment ieprieks ir maz péfiti. Pilu un
muiZu darzu un parku pétnieciba un praktiskajos darbos Latvija ieguldijusi I. M.
Janelis [116, 117], I. Lancmanis [136, 137, 138, 49-61; 139, 11-47], O. Sparitis
[194], D. Brugis [38, 39, 36, 77-102], V. Antipovs un A. Zvirgzds [4], ka arT
K. Buivids [42] un R. Cinovskis u. c. [50].

Ka neatpemama promocijas darba aplukotas tematikas dala ir vesturisko
darzu un parku vertibas, kas apskatitas ainavas vesturisko un esoSo aspektu
konteksta — estétikas, ekologijas, socialie un ekonomiskie aspekti. V&sturisko
darzu un parku dabas mantojums balstas uz estétiskiem un ekologiskiem
principiem un kvalitateém, ka sakaribas pedejas dekades ir pétijusi vairaki
zinatnieki [47, 1-9; 86, 54-64, 236]. Pavisam nedaudz ir aprakstitas ainavas
vizualas noveértéSanas metodes, kuras tiek pielietotas visa pasaule. Tas
galvenokart ir balstitas uz ainavas estétisko kvalitaSu krit€rijiem [121, 353—
355; 123, 3-32; 29]. Ka norada zinatnieks Deivids DZakues (David Jacques)
patiesiba starp terminiem ,,vertiba” un ,kvalitate” nav atSkiribas [115, /07—
113], lidz ar to ainavas kvalitates ITmeni nosaka taja esosas vértibas, kas
savukart caur cilvéka uztveri ir estetiski vizualas kvalitates meraukla
[160, 229-237]. Sis metodes ietver ari kvalitates standartus (anglu valodas
termins — standards of quality), kas attiecinami uz vésturisko darzu un parku
izmantoSanu [148, 557-579]. Veésturisko darzu un parku kvalitati, Ipasi ped&jos
gados zinatniski pétnieciska literatlira, apsprieZ caur ,autentiskuma” un
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Lintegritates” terminu izpratni. Sie termini klfist arvien nozimigaks kritérijs un
méraukla jebkuras kultirvesturiskas ainavas un taja esoSo elementu un
struktiru  saglabaSanas pan@mienos un vérttbu apzinasana [200, 2/-
36; 97, 319-356; 119, 1-16].

Tomér tikai kop§ 20. gs. otras puses tika attistitas ekologiskas pieejas,
integr&jot tas ainavas parvaldiba [5, 22]. Seit minami tadi zinatniskie p&tnieki
ka ekologs Rids Noss (Reed Noss), K. Davsons (K. Dawson), ainavu ekologi G.
Benets (G. Bennett) un J.M. Kalemans (J.M. Kalemani) [163, 355-364; 19, 82,
95, 81-96]. Autoru izvirzitie komponenti atspogulo biologiskas daudzveidibas
veidotaju uzturé$anas un parvietoSanas vietas un lidz ar to 1paSas vajadzibas.
Latvijas ainavas ekologiskie p&tijumi, galvenokart, ir saistiti ar meZa ainavam un
aizsargajamam dabas teritorijam, kur dominé Latvijas zinatnieku O. Nikodemusa
un A. Mellumas petijumi [152, 129]. Sadarbojoties Lielbritanijas Mezu komisijai,
Latvijas Valsts meZza dienestam un Latvijas Universitatei, 2001. gada tika veikts
pétijums ,,Ainavu ekologiskie planojumi Latvija”, ka ietvaros S. Bella (Simon
Bell) un O. Nikodemusa vadiba tika izstradatas ,,Ainavu ekologiskas plano$anas
vadlinijas”. Nozimigs ekologisko, estétisko un cilvéka uztveres pétjjums tika
veikts Daigas Zigmundes izstradataja promocijas darba ,Latvijas urbanas un
lauku ainavas ekologiska un estétiska mijiedarbe” [225], izvertgjot Latvija 21.gs.
sakuma jaunu apdzivotu vietu veidoSanos piepilsétu teritorijas, ainavas
ekologiskaja un estétiskaja mijiedarbe.

Ka atsevisks, bet visnozimigakais vesturisku darzu un parku komponents
ir vegetacija. Pasaules méroga pétijumi par misdienu seno vegetaciju,
galvenokart, ir saistiti ar meZa rekreativam ainavam, atseviski nozimigam grupam
pilsétainava un ainavu ekologiskiem un biologiskas daudzveidibas aspektiem [47,
1-9; 86, 54-64; 159, 229-237, 160, 239-250; 161, 119-131; 15]. Pedgjas
desmitgad€s pasaules pétljumos arvien vairak vesturiskie darzi un parki tiek
atztméti ka klimatu parmainu apdraudeti objekti, kuros visvairak tiek ietekméeta
tiesi vesturiska vegetacija [106, 707-716; 44, 45,27, 162, 3—15; 182, 119-
124; 183, 395-401]. Dazi vesturisko darzu un parku pétnieki Latvija arl ir
balstijusies uz floras un dendrologijas izskaidrojumiem un tos ir veikusi
zinatnieki un praktiki [50, 117].

Socialie un ekonomiskie aspekti dabas un kultliras mantojuma konteksta
pasaules zinatniskos petijumos ir daudz aprakstiti [7, 65-66; 55, 56, 3,7, 172, 131-
175; 180, 207, 275-285], tomer precizi petijumi par veésturisko darzu un parku
attiectbam ar socialiem un ekonomiskiem jautajumiem ir maz, tie, galvenokart,
norada uz to popularitati tirisma industrijas sféra ka vienu no nozimigakajiem
apskates objektiem [85, 164]. Zinatniski petnieciska literatiira izvirzitas vairakas
metodes ve&sturisko darzu un parku socialekonomiskas lietderibas novertesana.
Anglu zinatniece tirisma joma Dzoanna Konela (Joanne Connell) ir izstradajusi
vesturisko darzu un parku apmekletaju noverteéSanas metodiku, kas balstas uz
veiktam sociologiskam aptaujam apmekl&taju, pas$nieku un/vai parvalditaju vida
[55, 56, 229-247; 63]. Lidzigu pielietoto pieeju izp&té ir minami arf citi zinatnieki
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ka DZesika Brovna (Jessica Brown) un Rojs Balantins (Roy Ballantyne) [32].
Vesturiskas ainavas ekonomiskas vertibas, kultiiras un dabas mantojuma konteksta
ir petijusi zinatniece Klara Askvita (Clare Askwith) ka ietvaros defin€jusi vesturisko
darzu un parku ekonomiskas vertibas piecas kategorijas [7]. Latvija nozimigu un
inovativu pétfjumu par vesturisko darzu un parku socialiem un ekonomiskiem
aspektiem veic zinatniska grada pretendente ekonomika Tamara Grizane [90, 29—
34; 91, 249-256; 92, 91-96]. Ka ar Latvijas kultiiras mantojums tiiriSma nozares
konteksta tiek pétits un analizets I. Sttires promocijas darba [202].

Lielaka dala iepriekSmingto aspektu zinatniskie petfjumi ir veikti ar merki
izprasts vésturisko darzu un parku vertibas un veicinat to attistibas procesus,
tadejadi noradot uz atjaunosSanas jeb restauracijas, rekonstrukcijas un renovacijas
procesiem, ko aprakstijusi vairaki zinatnieki [151, 69-78; 192, 147-156;203].
Ainavas vesturisko liecibu izpete domingé gan teorétiskas, gan praktiskas metodes
[72, 80, 57-66; 134,216, 245]. Teoretiskas metodes izvizrijusi britu petnieki
Davids Lamberts (David Lambert), Peters Gudcailds (Peter Goodchild) un Judite
Robertsa (Judith Roberts), kas vesturisko liecibu izpgtes procesu balsta uz seciguma
principiem [216, 32; 134]. Savukart, pétniece Karmena Feliu (Carmen Feliu)
vesturisko liecibu izpgti iedala vairakos posmos, vertgjot vesturiskas liecibas ciesa
misdienu konteksta [80, 57-58]. Pie praktiskam vesturisko liecibu izpéetes
metodém minama darzu arheologija [76, 77, 261, 50; 59, 30, 144, 13, 255] un
vesturiskas ainavas raksturojums (anglu valodas termins — Historic Landscape
Characterization) (35,76, 69-83;219, 33-46]. Minétas metodes ieguvusas plasu
popularitati visa Eiropa, 1paSi Lielbritanijai piederosas salas. Ka izcili pasaules
atjaunosSanas piemé&ri minami viens no pirmajiem angju ainavu darziem Vacija —
Worlitz un Anglija — Stowe ainavu darzi. Latvija izcils darza atjaunoSanas piemeérs
ir Rundales pils komplekss, kura atdzimSanas procesus jau vairak ka 40 gadus
koording makslas vésturnieks Imants Lancmanis un Lauma Lancmane.

Spécigu ietekmi uz vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas procesiem ir
radijusas pasaules konvencijas un hartas [274, 266, 277, 299, 301, 267, 269, 271,
270]. Tpasi pedeja pus gadsimta ir bitiskas izmainas vésturisko darzu un parku
aizsardzibas, saglabaSanas un parvaldibas jautdjumos. Izmainas radija ari jaunie
defingjumi kultiiras mantojuma. Florence Charter (Florences harta) vesturiskie
darzi un parki tika nodefinéti ka ,dzivie pieminekli” (anglu valodas termins —
,living monuments”), tadjadi attalinoties no arhitektoniskiem pieminekliem
attiecinamam regulam. Milzigu ieguldijumu veésturisko darzu un parku attistibas
veicinasana ir ieguldijusi Anglijas organizacija English Heritage, aktivi publicgjot
dazadus saistitos jautajumus un izdodot vadlinijas un rokasgramatas praktiskiem
nolikiem [72, 73, 105, 216]. Tapat English Heritage ir attistijis citu organizaciju
izveidi, piemeram, English Lottery Fund, kas sniedz finansialu atbalstu v&sturisko
darzu un parku attistibas planosanai un realizacijai, ka arT izdod praktiska rakstura
vadlinijas un rokasgramatas [198, 245, 105]. English Heritage filozofija ir
izpletusies pa visu Eiropu, ka arT Australiju, kur veidojas lidzigas organizacijas un
atbalsta fondi.



Promocijas darba pétijuma priekSmets: V@esturisko darzu un parku
kultiras un dabas mantojums. V&sturisko darzu un parku ainavu politikas un
socialekonomiskie aspekti Latvijas lauku ainava, 21. gs.

Promocijas darba pétijuma objekts: Latvijas v@sturiskie darzi un parki ka
pilu un muiZu ansamblu neatnemama sastavdala misdienu lauku ainava.

Promocijas darba hipotéze: v&sturisko darzu un parku ilgtspgjigas
attistibas planosana, ir viens no priekSnosacljumiem socialekonomiskas
labklajibas veicinasanai Latvijas lauku ainava.

DARBA MERKIS UN UZDEVUMI

Promocijas darba meérkis: izpetit veésturisko darzu un parku kultiiras un
dabas mantojumu, ta ainavu politikas un socialekonomiskos aspektus Latvijas
lauku ainavas konteksta un konstat€t vesturisko darzu un parku perspektivas
iespgjas ilgtsp&jigas attistibas planosanai.

Promocijas darba mérka sasniegSanai izvirziti sekojosi darba uzdevumi:

e izpetit vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas procesus un analizét ainavisko
kvalitasu izpétes pieejas teorgtisko nostadnu konteksta. Izpétit vésturisko
darzu un parku kultiiras un dabas mantojumu, ainavu politikas aspektus un
attistibas planoSanas tendences;

¢ analizet vesturisko darzu un parku ainavas veidojoSo kvalitaSu ipaSibas.

Konstatét vesturisko darzu un parku ka kultiras un dabas mantojuma

ainaviskas kvalitates, ainavu politikas un attistibas planoSanas problematikas

Eiropas, tai skaita Baltijas valstu konteksta;

e analizet vesturisko darzu un parku ainavisko kvalitasu apzinaSanas un
novertésanas pieejas caur izpetes piemeriem Latvijas lauku ainava;

® izvirzit vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas planoSanas koncepcijas,
ilgtspgjigas vides nodroSindjumam un izaugsmei.

PETIJUMA IZMANTOTAS METODES

Promocijas darba hipotezes parbaudei, mérka sasniegSanai un uzdevumu
risinaSanai izmantots zinatniski pétnieciskas, tiesiskas, praktiskas un arhiva
materialu apkopojums un analizes. P&tjjuma objekta eso$as situdcijas un
attistibas planosanas tendencu izp€ti papildina struktur@tas kvantitativas un
kvalitativas sociologiskas aptaujas un intervijas. Aptaujas procesa iegiitie dati
apkopoti ar statiskajam datu apstrades metodém. P&tfjuma izmantotos avotus
veido teorétiskie materiali par vésturiskiem darziem un parkiem, to attisttbu un
problematikam dabas un kultiras mantojuma konteksta. Petijuma izmantota
indukcijas metode zinatnisko pienémumu un kopsakaribu formuléSanai, kas
pamatojas uz eso$o vésturisko darzu un parku novéro$anu un analiz€Sanu
Eiropa. Evristiska jeb intuitiva metode tika pielietota atsevisku krit€riju
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fikseéSanai un noteikSanai vésturiskos darzos un parkos Latvijas lauku ainava.
Rezultatu apkopoSanai un noteikSanai izmantota monografiska jeb aprakstosa
metode, kas pamatojas uz petjjuma iegiitam zinatniskam atzinam un teoriju.

PROMOCIJAS DARBA APROBACIJA

Atseviski pétfjuma rezultati ir publiceti 5 zinatniskajos rakstos. Autore ir
piedalijusies 22 starptautiskas un 1 viet€jas nozimes konferencés. Nolasiti 20
referati starptautiskas konferencés Latvija un arvalstis.

Publikacijas:

1. Dreija K. Historic Gardens and Parks: Challenges of Development in the Context
of Relevant Regulations, Definitions and Terminology. Journal ‘Science — Future
of Lithuania’. K. Seselgis’ Readings — 2012. Lithuania: Vilnius Technika, 2012, p.
167-175. ISSN 2029-2341.

2. Dreija K. Kultirvesturisko parku resursu izmantoSanas potencials sabiedribas
ilgtsp&jigas attistibas veicinaSanai. Biznesa augstskolas , Turiba” konferencu
rakstu krajums. XII starptautiska zindatniska konference: Jaunas vértibas tirisma
un sabiedribas attistibai. Riga: 92.—100. Ipp. ISSN 1691-6069.

3. Dreija K. The Development of Cultural Historical Parks of Latvia. Annual 16th
International Scientific Conference Proceedings. Research for Rural Development
2010. Jelgava: PERI, 2011, p. 174-179 ISSN 1691-4031.

4. Dreija K. The Meaning of Historical Parks in the Settlement Landscape Ecology.
Annual 17th International Scientific Conference Proceedings. Research for Rural
Development 2011. Jelgava: PERI, 2011, p. 193-200. ISSN 1691-4031.

5. Dreija, K. The Development Opportunities of Latvian historical parks. Example of
Kurzeme. Science - Future of Lithuania, Conference for Junior Researchers.
Lithuania: Vilnius Technika, 2011, p. 45-52. ISSN 2029-2341.

Par promocijas darbu nolasiti referati zinatniskajas konferences:

1. ,Latvijas kultirvesturisko parku attistibas iesp€jas”, International Landscape
Architecture Conference: Rural Landscape Identity and Development Scenarios,
Jelgava, 23.-26. 04. 2009.;

2.,/ The Characterization of Quality Criteria of Cultural Historical Parks”, Annual
15th International Scientific Conference: Research for rural development 2009,
Jelgava, 20.-22. 05. 2009.;

3., The Characterization of Quality Criteria of Cultural Historical Parks”, Sth
International Scientific Conference: Students on Their Way to Science”, Jelgava,
30. 05. 2010,

4. ,The Development of Cultural Historical Parks of Latvia”’, Annual 16th
International Scientific Conference: Research for rural development 20107,
Jelgava, 19.-21. 05. 2010,

5. ,Latgales regiona kultiirvésturisko ansamblu klasifikacija un attistibas potencials”,
Starptautiski zinatniskais II Latgales kongress, Daugavpils, 10.—11. 11.2010.;

6. ,Kulturvesturisko kompleksu atlases klasifikacijas un ainavas struktiiras izpétes
principi”, Latvijas Lauksaimniecibas universitates starptautiska ainavu arhitektiiras
zinatniska konference: Dzives stils un ainava, Jelgava, 9.—11. 02. 2011.;
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

,Historic Parks on The Borderline of Latvia — Lithuania”, Starptautiska studentu
zinatnes un makslas darbu konference: The Unity of the Balts under the Sun,
Liepaja, 24.-25.02.2011.;

,Harmony and Dramatic Character of Kurzeme Landscape”, Starptautiska
zinatniska konference: Telpiska stratégija ilgtsp&jigai attistibai, Kuldiga, 26.—
28.04.2011.;

,»The Meaning of Historical Parks in the Settlements Landscape Ecology”, Annual
17th International Scientific Conference: Research for rural development 2011,
Jelgava, 18.-20. 05.2011.;

,.Kulttirvesturisko parku resursu izmantoSanas potencials sabiedribas ilgtspgjigas
attistibas veicinaSanai”, XII Starptautiska zinatniska konference: Jaunas vertibas
turisma un sabiedribas attistibai, Riga, 2.-3. 06. 2011.;

,Historic Parks of Latvia”, Starptautisks seminars: Kuressaare Castle Park 150 is
Calling, Kuressaare, 9.—11. 06. 2011.;

,»The Assessment of the Historic Park Landscapes Transformation in Impact of Site
Structure”, 24th NJF congress: Food, Feed, Fuel and Fun — Nordic Light on Future
Land Use and Rural Development, Uppsala, 14.—-16. 06. 2011.

»The meaning of landscape’s esthetical evaluation and human’s perception.
Projection of the Latvian cultural landscape protective zones”, ECLAS
international conference: Ethic / Aesthetic, Sheffield, 7.-10. 09. 2011.;

»Landscape Design Solutions — The basis for the development of technical
documentation of Eleja manor park”, Workshop ,Interactive Public Space —
achievements and visions”, Zalenieki, 4.-5. 10. 2011.;

»Ainavas dizaina piedavajums — bazes dokumentacija tehniskajam projektam
(ieklaujot kokaugu audita galvenos secinajumus)”’, Seminars: Elejas muiZas parks —
interaktiva sabiedriska vieta, Jelgava, 14. 12. 2011.;

,Dabas un kultiiras mantojums Latvijas vesturiskos darzos un parkos: vertibas un
nozimiba”, Starptautiska ainavu arhitekttiras zinatniska konference: Kompozicija,
koncepcija un konteksts ainavu arhitektiira, Jelgava, 05.-06. 03. 2012.;

,»The Basic Principles of Conservation and Management Planning for Historic
Gardens and Parks in Latvia”, Annual 18th International Scientific Conference:
Research for rural development 2012, Jelgava, 16.-18. 05. 2012.;

,Latvian Cultural and Natural Heritage — Historic gardens and Parks: Vision of
State and Community”, International Conference: Green Infrastructure: from global
to local, Saint-Petersburg, 11.-15. 06. 2012.;

»Latvian Parks: Past and Present”, Devepark Final Conference, Alatskivi Castle,
29.06.2012.;

»Results of the Tree audit of Eleja Manor Park and Landscape design solutions —
the basis for the development of technical documentation”, Workshop: Place
Marketing — way to sustainable development of municipality, Jelgava, 5.—
8.07.2012.

Par promocijas darba tému prezentéti stenda referati zinatniskajas

konferences:

1.

,»The Development of Cultural Historical Parks”, ECLAS international conference
2009: Landscape & Ruins - Planning and design for the regeneration of derelict
places, Genova, 23.-27. 09. 2009.;
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2. ,Latvijas kulturvesturisko ansamblu atlases klasifikacijas principi: Vidzemes
piemérs”, Latvijas Universitate 69. zinatniska konference: Ainavas pétfjumi, Riga,
2.02.2011,

3. ,,The Development Potential of Latvian Historical Parks: Strategy and Methods”,
EFLA Regional Congress of Landscape Architecture: Mind the Gap: Landscapes
for a New Era, Talinn, 2.—4. 11. 2011.

Par promocijas darba temu publicétas tezes zinatniskajas konferences:

1. Dreija, K. Latvijas kulttrvésturisko ansamblu atlases klasifikacijas principi:
Vidzemes piemérs. Latvijas Universitate 69. zinamiska konference: (eogrdfija,
Geologija, Vides ziname. Referatu tézes. Riga: Latvijas Universitate, 2011, 81.-82.
Ipp.

2. Dreija, K. The Assessment of the Historic Park Landscapes Transformation in
Impact of Site Structure. 24th NJF congress: Food, Feed, Fuel and Fun — Nordic
Light on Future Land Use and Rural Development. Book of Abstracts. Uppsala:
SLU, 2011, p. 111, ISSN 1653-2015.

3. Dreija, K. The meaning of landscape’s esthetical evaluation and human’s
perception. Projection of the Latvian cultural landscape protective zones. ECLAS
international conference: Ethic / Aesthetic. Abstracts book. Sheffield: 2011, p. 61—
62.

4. Dreija, K. Latvian Cultural and Natural Heritage — Historic gardens and Parks:
Vision of State and Community. International Conference: Green Infrastructure:
from global to local. Conference proceedings. Saint-Petersburg and Uppsala:
SPbSTU, 2012, p. 3940, ISBN 978-5-7422-3540-8.

Par promocijas darba téemu konteksta iegiitie granti un apbalvojumi:
2010. gada augusta iegiits grants Eiropas Sociala fonda ierobeZotas atlases projekta
konkursa ,,Atbalsts doktora studiju programmu istenoSanai” projekta ,,Atbalsts
LLU doktora studiju 1stenosanai”.

ZINATNISKA NOVITATE UN DARBA PRAKTISKA NOZIME

Promocijas darba zinatniska novitate. Promocijas darba apkopotas
zinatniskas atzinas un teorijas sniedz butisku analizi un vért€jumu par vésturisko
darzu un parku attistibas planoSanas procesiem un aktualajam tendence€m globala
Itmeni. Promocijas darbs dos ieguldijumu Latvijas vesturisko darzu un parku ka
kultiiras un dabas mantojuma kopuma izp&te, kas no ainavu arhitekttiras skatu
punkta Iidz Sim ir maz pétits Latvijas lauku ainavas mantojuma segments. Ka
rezultata tiks aktualiz&€ta un pamatota ve@sturisko darzu un parku ka kultiiras un
dabas mantojuma kopuma izmantoSana ainavu arhitektlras nozares izpete.
Kultiras un dabas mantojuma un ainavu politikas materiala izmantoSanai
vesturisko darzu un parku attisttbas planoSanas izpet€ ir piemeroti dazadi
metodologiskie risingjumi, kas dos ieguldijumu ne tikai promocijas darba
priekSmeta izp€t€, bet sniegs arl jaunas atzinas par vesturisko darzu un parku
lomu Latvijas lauku ainavas ilgtsp€jigas attistibas veicinaSana, nodroSinot
kvalitativu ainavisko telpu un labklajibas Itmeni esoSai un nakoSajam paaudzém.
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Promocijas darba iegiita informacija, rezultati un secinajumi kalpos ka zinatniska
baze turpmakiem pétfjumiem un ka teordtisks un metodisks paliglidzeklis STs
jomas pétljumiem un apmacibai.

Promocijas darba praktiska nozime. Promocijas darba aplikota
problematika ir reala misdienu Latvijas situacija, kas atspogulo vesturisko darzu
un parku ka kultiras un dabas mantojuma kopuma neapzinatas vértibas un
nozimibu lauku ainavas konteksta. Analiz&tie ainavu kvalitates apzinasanas un
novertéSanas principi, saglabaSanas un parvaldibas pamatnostadnes un izvirzitas
ilgtspgjigas attistibas planosanas koncepcijas, izmantojamas vésturisko darzu un
parku praktiskajos pétfjumos un ar tiem saistitos attistibas planoSanas procesos
gan privatpersonam, gan paSvaldibam. P&tfjuma izmantotds pieejas veicinas
starpdisciplinaru sadarbibu starp vésturiska darza un parka ipaSniekiem un/vai
parvaldniekiem un tadam valsts institicijam ka kultiiras mantojuma aizsardzibas
un dabas aizsardzibas parvaldém.

Promocijas darba aizstavamas tezes:

e vesturisko darzu un parku ainavas kvalitatei, to aizsardzibas, saglabaSanas un
parvaldibas procesiem ir noteicosa loma vietas ilgtsp€jiga attistiba caur dabas
un kultiras mantojuma apzinasanos, ko iesp&jams regulét, pielietojot
atbilstoSus novértéSanas un planoSanas instrumentus;

o vesturisko darzu un parku ainaviskas telpas, dabas un kultiiras mantojuma
kvalitates pazeminaSanos, tai skaita Latvijas lauku ainavas degradaciju,
veicina mantoto vértibu un to nozimibas neapzinaSanas visos valsts Iimenos,
jo 1pasi lokala, ko ietekmé nepilnibas Latvijas normativajos aktos un Sis
jomas specialistu trukums;

e v&sturisko darzu un parku veértibu un nozimibas apzinaSanos, ilgtsp&jigas
attistibas planoSanas nozimibu, galvenokart, iesp&jams veicinat caur vietas
izpratnes un dabas un kultiras mantojuma izglittbu dazados aspektos —
vesturisko materialu un procesu izzina, normativo aktu iepazisana, pieredzes
apmaina un lokalas sabiedribas lidzdarbibas motivacija;

e vesturisko darzu un parku saglabaSanas un parvaldibas procesi atspogulojas
vietas attistibas procesos, kas Latvijas lauku ainava ir ar negativu likni,
mazinot gan ainavisko kvalitati, gan labklajibas limeni. Lai veicinatu vietas
attistibu ir maksimali jaapzina lokalie resursi un jaiesaista visos valsts
Itmenos.
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DARBA STRUKTURA UN APJOMS

Promocijas darba struktira un apjoms. Darba saturs izklastits trijas
galvenajas nodalas. Darba kopgjais apjoms ir 260 lapaspuses. Taja ir ieklauti 76
atteli no tiem 17 atteli reproducéti, 13 tabulas, 29 pielikumi un 370 izmantotie
literatiiras avoti. Promocijas darba visi bez atsaucém ievietotie fotouzpeémumi un
izveidotas sh&€mas, tabulas ir autora petfjuma gaitd iegiitie materiali. Promocijas
darba saturs:

IEVADS
Darba aprobacija
1. 18.-21. GS. DARZU UN PARKU AINAVAS UN AINAVU POLITIKAS
RAKSTURIGAS IEZIMES UN PIEEJAS TO IZPETE
1.1. 18.-21.gs. darzu un parku ainavas raksturojums, pieejas to izpeté
1.2. Kultiiras un dabas mantojuma kopums
1.3. Ainavu politikas principu raksturojums
1.4. Ilgtsp&jigas attistibas planoSanas tendences
2. ATTISTIBAS PLANOSANAS PROBLEMATIKA VESTURISKO DARZU
UN PARKU KONTEKSTA
2.1. Ainavas kvalitati ietekmgjosie faktori
2.2. Ainaviskas kvalitates problematika kultiiras un dabas mantojuma konteksta
2.3. Ainavu politikas aspektu funkcionalitate
2.4. Attistibas planoSanas problematiku un risinajumu raksturojums
3. VESTURISKO DARZU UN PARKU ATTISTIBAS PLANOSANAS
PANEMIENI LATVIJAS LAUKU AINAVA
3.1. Veésturisko darzu un parku klasifikacijas modelis
3.1.1. Klasifikacijas modela metodikas izklasts
3.1.2. vésturisko darzu un parku klasifikacija Jelgavas novada piemeéra
3.2. Ainavas kvalitates novertejums tris izpétes piemeros
3.2.1. Autentiskuma un integritates noveértgjums Elejas un Remtes muizZu
parku pieméra
3.2.2. Ainavu ekologiska kvalitate Kuldigas, Alsungas un
Skrundas novada pieméra
3.2.3. Socialekonomiskie faktori izstradata tlirisma marSruta piemera
3.3. Ilgtsp€jigas attistibas planoSanas koncepcijas
GALVENIE REZULTATI UN SECINAJUMI
IZMANTOTIE AVOTI
PIELIKUMS
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1. 18.-21. GS. DARZU UN PARKU AINAVAS UN AINAVU POLITIKAS
RAKSTURIGAS IEZIMES UN PIEEJAS TO IZPETE

Vesturisko darzu un parku attisttba sakot ar 18. gs. piedzivo krasas
parmainas, kas visada zina tuvina cilvéku dabai. Velakos gados apzinoties to
vertibas, ka arl nozimibu vides, sociala un ekonomikas joma, par svarigu
jautajumu izvirzas to aizsardzibas, saglabaSanas un nakotnes attistibas procesu
aspekti kultiiras un dabas mantojuma kontekstos. Tadg] §1s nodalas ietvaros 1.1.
apaksnodala tiek raksturota 18.—21. gs. darzu un parku vesturiska attistiba un
pieejas vesturisko darzu un parku ka kultiiras un dabas mantojuma kopuma
estétisko, ekologisko un socialekonomisko aspektu izp&te, kas atklaj vesturisko
darzu un parku vertibas un nozimibu misdienu izpratng€ Pasaul€ un Latvija. 1.2.
apaksnodala kultiras un dabas mantojums ka vesturisko darzu un parku vertibu
un nozimibas klasifikators, tiek analizéts teorétisko pieeju un normativo aktu
kopumu izpratné visos valsts ItTmenos. Tad&jadi pamatojot un pieradot kultiiras
un dabas mantojuma ka kopuma nozimibu vésturisko darzu un parku ainavu
izp@tes, izpratnes un attistibas planoSanas procesos. 1.3.apaksnodala veikta
vesturisko darzu un parku aizsardzibas, parvaldibas un planoSanas jeb ainavu
politikas principu izp€te, raksturojot un analiz€jot zinatniskas, teorgtiskas un
praktiskas atzinas, ka arT pamatojot un pieradot ainavu politikas pamatnostadnu
un ar to saistito izmantoto metodiku nozimigumu vesturisko darzu un parku
attistibas planosana. Nodalas p&deja apakSnodala analiz€tas un raksturotas
vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas tendences, to pienesums vides, socialas un
ekonomikas joma caur ilgtsp&jibas principiem, tadgjadi atspogulojot attistibas
planoSanas procesos izmantoto panémienu elastibu un iesp&ju daudzveidibu.

1.1. 18.-21.gs. darzu un parku ainavas raksturojums, pieejas to izpéte

Robeza starp terminiem darzs un parks nav novelkama un ta lietojums ir
atkarigs no katras valsts valodas lietojuma telpa esosas kultiiras Ipatnibas,
iedibinajusas tradicijas, paradibu veért€jumi, u. c. [127, 150], ka arT konkrétas
vesturiskas ainavas attistibas Tpatnibas. Tadg] §1 p&tijuma ietvaros tiek lietoti abi
termini kompleksi — darzi un parki.

Vesturisks darzs un parks ir dabas, makslas, socidlo, ekonomikas un
humanitaro zinatnu izp&tes objekts un tapéc to interpretacija pasaul€ ir atkariga
no attieciga briza kontekstuala skatfjuma un pétfjuma mérka, kas vienlaicigi
pierada ar1 darzu un parku multidisciplinaro kontekstu musdienas [181, 25-35].
Tomeér neskatoties uz min€to zinatnpu nozaru daudzveidibu, katrs izpétes
process sakas ar vesturiskas attistibas izklastu un teoretisko nostadnu izzinu.

Vesturisko darzu un parku vertibas dazados zinatniskos petijumos pasaulé
tiek izteiktas caur sekojoSiem aspektiem:
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e filozofiju — abstraktuma izpausmes, caur garigam dimensijam, kas ir
mentalas sajitas, parsteigums, attiecksme pret lietam, domasanas veids un
izskaidrotajs. Filozofisko aspektu pamata ir ideja [110, 81, 93];

e arhitektoniskie aspekti — tas ir dizaina teorijas, kas ietver telpiskuma un
lietu biitibu un izkartojuma teorijas [209];

e estétiskas vertibas — ka vizualais un uztveres iespaids, kas veidojas caur
gadsimtiem. Parki un darzi ir liecitba par 1paSu ve&stures posmu,
maksliniecisku vai tradicionalu veértibu un IpaSa dzivesveida vai pat
civilizaciju atspogulojumu tas augstakaja punkta [254];

e ainavu ekologiskie aspekti — ka galvenais elements ir ve&sturisko darzu un
parku biologiskas daudzveidibas un antropologiska ietekmes mijiedarbe
[236, 47];

e socialekonomiskie aspekti, kas atspogulojas caur vértibu apzinasSanos un
attieksmi, v@sturiskas ainavas lietderibu un ilgtsp&jibu tas izmantoSana
[180, 94, 55].

1.2. Kultiiras un dabas mantojuma kopums

Vesturiskie darzi un parki vairakuma pasaules valstu tiek definéti zem
kultiras un dabas mantojuma pieminek]u statusiem. Kultiras un dabas
mantojuma teorétiska izpratné ir izvirzitas tris teorijas, kas raksturo katru
mantojuma tipu individuali un, kas raksturo kultiiras un dabas mantojuma ka
lidzvertiga kopuma veselumu, to saskarpunktu jeb mijiedarbibas
atspogulojuma. Kultiiras mantojuma, ta daudzveidiba, tai skaita kultiirainavas
teorijas balstds un pamatojas uz materialam un nematerialam izpausmém, kas
vesturisko darzu un parku konteksta atspogulojas caur kultliras mantojuma
fiziskiem elementiem, arhitektoniski makslinieciskajam kompozicijam un
vietjiitu izpausmém. Petijuma apkopotas un analizétas kultlras mantojuma
apzina$anas un novértgjuma metodikas ka galvenie riki tiek izvirzitas ainavas
kvalitates novertejums caur elementu, struktiiru un kompoziciju autentiskuma
raksturojumiem. Savukart, dabas mantojuma teorijas balstas uz vegetativo un
tdens elementu un struktGru vienibam, biologiskas daudzveidibas un ainavu
ekologiskiem aspektiem. P&tjjuma apkopotas un analizétas pieejas dabas
mantojuma izpete, priekSplana izvirza integritates jeb viengabalainibas
principus, biologiskas daudzveidibas raksturelementu identifikaciju un ainavas
ekologisko norisu izpratni un identifikaciju.

1.3. Ainavu politikas principu raksturojums

Ainavu politikas pamatprincipi ka promocijas darba pétijuma priekSmets ir
vésturisko darzu un parku ka kultiiras un dabas mantojuma attistibas planoSanas
galvenais instruments. Zinatniski pétnieciskas teorijas, kas skar gan ainavu
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politikas, gan ainavas kvalitates mérkus, izvirza v&sturisko darzu un parku
attistibas planosSanas formas caur aizsardzibas, konservacijas, apsaimniekoSanas
un parvaldibas planoSanas metodikam. Min&to metodiku pamata ir vesturisko
ainavu sistematiz€ts un detaliz&ts vietas analitiskais parskats, kas ir par pamatu
konservacijas politikas attistibas nostadn€m caur ainavas kvalitates mérku
formulgjumu, kam seko reals ilgtermina ricibas plans izvirzito nostadgu un
mérku pakapeniskai, planotai realizacijai. Pieejamo metodiku spektrs ir plass
gan dzili teorgtisku, gan praktisku piemeru pétijjumos. Konservacijas
parvaldibas plans ka veésturisko darzu un parku attistibas planoSanas riks
pédgjos gados ir iemantojis nozimigu popularitati Apvienotas karalistes un citas
Eiropas valstis, tai skaita Igaunija, kas 2012. gada sakuma valstiski apstiprinaja
vesturisko darzu un parku parvaldibas vadlinijas.

1.4. Ilgtspejigas attistibas planoSanas tendences

Attistibas planoSana ir principu, me&rku un to sasniegSanai nepiecieSamas
ricibas izstrade noliika istenot politiski noteiktas prioritates un nodro$inat
sabiedribas un teritorijas attistibu [264]. Veésturisko darzu un parku attistibas
planosanas tendences pasaulé teorétiskaja un praktiskaja Iimeni atspogulojas
caur atjaunoSanas veidu, tai skaita izmantoto riku un izp&tes metodologiju
raksturojumiem un diskusijam par to piemérotibu vésturiskas ainavas ka
dinamiskas vides renaturalizacijas procesos. Veésturisko darzu un parku
attistibas planoSana iesaistiti vairaki sekojos$i aspekti, kas raksturo miisdienu
tendences:

e vésturisko darzu un parku atjaunoSanas veidi, kas tiek piemeroti atkariba
no attistamas teritorijas vesturiskiem un socialekonomiskiem faktoriem, ka
arT no attistibas mérkiem un vizijam [100, /196-213; 111, §3—-88; 149, 169];

e attistibas planoSanas riki, kas tiek pieméroti vesturisko darzu un parku
ilgtsp&jigas attistibas realizacijai [72, 73, 87, 97, 319-356; u. c.];

e  vésturiskas izpetes metodikas, kas atklaj jaunus veidus ka veikt izp€ti un
apzinat kultlrvesturisko mantojumu, vienlaicigi paplaSinot attistibas
iespgjas [80, 57-66, 75, 55-74; 241, 69-83; 219, 33-46; 135, 144, 178-
179;261,u.c.].

Visos attistibas planoSanas aspektos paradas vides ilgtsp€jibas princips un
jasecina, ka galvenas vesturisko darzu un parku attTstibas tendences pasaulg tiek
balstitas uz kultiras un dabas mantojuma ka vienlidzigu resursu kopuma
integraciju sabiedribas procesos, nodroSinot ta saglabasanu nakamajam
paaudzém. Ka arT viens no prioritariem punktiem ir maksimali saglabat
vesturisko vidi autentisku ar visam tas izmainam visos vésturiskos posmos. To
pilnvertigi sp&j nodroSinat gan minétie attistibas planoSanas riki, gan izpétes
metodikas.
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2. ATTISTIBAS PLANOSANAS PROBLEMATIKA VESTURISKO
DARZU UN PARKU KONTEKSTA

Balstoties uz ieprieks€ja nodala apkopotam un analiz€tam zinatniskam
petnieciskam atzinam un teorijam, Sajas apaksnodalas tika analiz&ta vEsturisko
darzu un parku attistibas planoSanas problematika, ainavas kvalitati
ietekmé&joso faktoru, ainavu politikas nostadnu funkcionalitates un attistibu
ietekmgjoso faktoru konteksta Baltijas valstls un Eiropa kopuma. Problematikas
izzina tika balstita uz subjektiva un objektiva viedoklu kopuma analizi
vesturisko darzu un parku ainavas kvalitates novert€jumos.

Ar vesturiskiem darziem un parkiem saistita problematika analizgta, veicot
lauku pétijjumus, apsekojot vé&sturiskos darzus un parkus Latvija, Lietuva,
Igaunija un Zviedrija. Kopuma apsekoti 166 vésturiskie darzi un parki: Latvija
— 97, Lietuva — 29, Igaunija — 34, Zviedrija — 6. Lai giitu pietiekoSi plasu
petijuma objekta esoSas situacijas atspogulojumu problematikas konteksta,
atlasei izvirziti atbilstoSi kritériji. Problematiku teorgtiskas nostadnes analizétas
sekojosas Eiropas valstls — Somija, Zviedrija, Irija, Anglija, Vacija, Austrija,
Slovakija, Polija, Krievija un Ukraina. Apmekl&jamie objekti katra valst1 tika
izveleti nejausas atlase rezultata un verteti pec ieprieks sastaditas novert€juma
matricas, kurai par pamatu tika izvirziti ainavas kvalitates, pieejamibas un
saskatamibas nosacfjumu kriteriji, kas aprakstiti 2.1.nodala. Kvalitativai
problematikas konstatéSanai un izzinaSanai pétjjuma veiktas tris veida
sociologiskas aptaujas: (1) strukturéta anonima sociologiska aptauja nejausi
izveletu respondentu starpa, (2) strukturéta aptaujas anketa IpaSai respondentu
grupai, kuru sastada Latvijas vésturisko darzu un parku paSnieki un parvalditaji
un (3) ekspertu intervijas, kuru sastdda latvieSu un arzemju specialisti no
Igaunijas un Somijas.

2.1. Ainavas kvalitati ietekmgjosie faktori

Ainavas kvalitate ir definéta, ietverot plasus vides, ekologiskos, socialos,
kultaras un psihologiskos faktorus. Ainavas kvalitates limeni nosaka taja eso$as
vertibas, kas savukart caur cilvéka uztveri ir estétiski vizualas kvalitates
meéraukla [160, 229-237]. Pétama objekta ainavas vizualo kvalitati ietekme ar1
dabas un antropologisko faktoru mijiedarbiba. ST pétijuma ietvaros, balstoties
uz zinatniskam teorijam un atzinam, tika izvirziti ¢etri ainavas mainibas faktori:
laiks, klimats, valsts un sabiedriba. Lidz ar to secinams, ka v&sturisko darzu un
parku ainavas kvalitati noteicoSie faktori ir novert€jami raksturlielumi un caur
to globalu izpratni un apzinasanu veidojas katrai konkr&tai vietai pietuvinatu
problematiku izpratne. Ainavas kvalitati galvenokart veido dabas un maksligie
materiali un elementi, laika faktors, ka rituma notiek dabas un cilvéka procesi,
ietekmgjot ainavas est€tisku un ekologiju, un socialekonomiskie un politiskie
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faktori, kas atspogulojas sabiedribas uztveré un attieksmg, un valsts organu
varas pozicijas.

2.2. Ainaviskas kvalitates problematika kultiiras un dabas
mantojuma konteksta

Vesturiskie darzi un parki ka kultiiras un dabas mantojums ir atziméts
pasaules konvencijas un hartas. Kultlras un dabas mantojuma vistie§ak
uztverama dala ir kultiras un dabas pieminekli. V&sturiskos darzos un parkos
parasti ir sastopami vairaku tipa kultras pieminekli — arhitekttiras, makslas,
vestures un arheologijas pieminekli. Savukart kultiiras mantojuma nematerialas
vertibas ir saistitas ar netveramibas jédzienu, kas tiek izteikts caur sabiedribas
pagatnes procesiem. Turpretl dabas pieminekli ir vesturisko darzu un parku
dinamiskas struktiiras elementi, kas veido gan ainavas horizontalo, gan
vertikalo struktiru. Dabas mantojums ir ne tikai atseviski pieminekli, bet arT
geologiski vai fiziologiski veidojumi un stingri noteiktas zonas, ka ari
ievérojamas dabas vietas vai ierobeZotas dabas teritorijas, kam ir paSa nozime.
Lidz ar to vésturisks darzs un parks var bt arT kada dabas mantojuma apvidus
sastavdala. Gan kultliras, gan dabas mantojuma elementi vésturiskos darzos un
parkos veido ainavas kompoziciju, kas dazadu faktoru ietekmé ir mainijusies,
kas ar1 galvenokart nosaka ar kultiiras un dabas mantojumu saistito ainaviskas
kvalitates problemloku. Ieprieks analizétas teorétiskas nostadnes iedala kultiiras
un dabas mantojuma elementus un struktiiras, kas attiecigi ir nemtas par pamatu
problematikas izklastam. Eiropas ve&sturisko darzu un parku ka kultiras un
dabas mantojuma kopuma problematika ir apskatita: (1) ainavas mainibas,
(2) ainavas elementu un struktiiru un (3) mantojuma apzinasanas un lietderibas
konteksta. Ainavas mainibu vésturiska griezuma nosaka laika faktors, klimata
faktors un cilvéka faktors, kas atspogulo ar ainavas mainibu saistito
problematiku:

e laika faktora ietekme ainavu transformacijas etapi atspogulo v&sturiskos
procesus un caur to izpratni raksturo misdienas fikséto problematiku loku.

e klimata faktora ietekmé vésturiska darza un parka komponenti var
mainities pakapeniski un ilga laika posma, bet Sis faktors var but arl
neparedzams un tas var ienest krasas izmainas ve&sturiska ainava loti 1sa
laika posma, kas savukart ir neparedzamo problematiku loks jeb ainavas
risks.

e cilveka faktors nosaka ve@sturisko darzu un parku funkcionalitates tipu,
attiecigi ienesot vidé fiziskas parmainas caur tas izmantoSanas un
apsaimniekoSanas veidu, intensitati un kvalitati, misdienas atspogulojoties
caur vesturisko darzu un parku autentiskuma un integritates saistitam
problematikam.

Liela dala Latvijas kultliras mantojuma ir kritiska stavokli, jo lauku ainava
péckara gados ir degrad€jusies un joprojam nav pilnvertigi sakopta. Veésturiskie

19



darzu un parku ainava pédejo simts gadu laika ir piedzivojusi biitiskas un

mazak bitiskas parmainas.

Apzinot vesturisko notikumu procesus un esoso

situaciju, var izdalit galvenos v&sturisko darzu un parku ainavas transformacijas
faktorus, kas tiesi ietekmégjis vesturiskas ainavas vizualo kvalitati, uzskatami

ilustréts 2.1. att€la.

Ainawas transfermacijas faktori
un izraisito seku analize

Pozitivas un negativas ietekmes

Attels 3
analize

Urbanas slodzes palielinaianas

Ilgtermina sekas
Sarezgitalikvidicija

Kompleksa teritorija ienesti jauni
bowapjomi

“+" teritorija ir apdzivota, nodroginata
infrastruktora, darbaspéks;

g °-" mainas kompozicija, skatu kvalitate.

Kompleksu galveno aku
funkcienalitates maina

|

Tstermina sekas
Viegla likvidacija

lﬁ'Parké ienestas jaunas struktoras.

"+ * reguldri izmantots, apsaimniekots;
|"-" mainds ainavas kompozicija, reljefs,
segums, skatu kvalitite

Jaunas infrastruktiras izveida

l

Ilgtermina sekas
Maiesp&jama likvidacija

Parka teritorija sadalita

*+" augsta wizudld un fiziska pieejamiba;
*-" mainas kompozicija, reljefs, skatu
kvalitate. Zudusiintegritate

Industrialo objektu attistiba lauku 5 ¥

ainava

28

Ilgtermina sekas
Saresitalikvidicija

“Kompleksa kultOrvésturiskajd apjoma
ienesti jauni bdvapjomi.

“+* nav pozitvas ietekmes;

“-" mainas kompozicija, estétiskd kvalitate
gan wizuils, gan kognitfwa sajdtu menr.

Lauksaimniecbas masivizacija
(monokultiras)

v
Tstermina sekas
Cxal&ji wiegla likvidacija

Parka ainawva izoléta.

“+" augsta vizu3l3 pieejamba;
“-" izoléta parka ekolodiska sistéma,
neskaidra pieejamiba,

Militaro objektu izveide

l

llgtermina sekas
Meiesp&jama likvidacija

Parka ainava pilntba transforméta, ienesot
J|aunas struktdras.

“+" war kalpot ka militarais westures
piemineklis;

*-* zudusi vEsturiskd parka koncepecijs;
degradéjusies, pamesta ainava.

Ipasumtiesibu faktori: Teritorijas
sadrumstaletiba

Ilgtermina sekas
Sarezgitalikvidacija

Parka ainava ir daiidas attisttbas stadijas.

K "+* parka ainava var b0t daudzveidigs;

*-* konflikti dafadu interedu dél, neviendda
izmantofanas un apsaimniekofanas

W kvalitate, intensitate utt., vizuala ainavas

degradacija

2.1. att. Vesturisko darzu un parku ainavas mainibas aspektu raksturojums un

analize.
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Apsekotajos Baltijas valstu vésturiskos darzos un parkos analizetie ainavu
mainibas faktori norada, ka biezak sastopamie faktori tika konstateti Lietuvas
vesturiskos darzos un parkos, turpreti Igaunija mainiba miisdienas atspogulojas
visretak. Tas norada uz kultiiras un dabas mantojuma apzinasanos un ilgtermina
skatfjumu jau pagatnes ainavas planojumos un izmantosana.

2.3. Ainavu politikas aspektu funkcionalitate

Sis apak$nodalas ietvaros ir noskaidrota ainavu politikas aspektu
funkcionalitate Eiropas valstu konteksta, analiz&jot zinatniski pétnieciskas atzinas
par Latvijas, Lietuvas, Igaunijas, Somijas, Zviedrijas, Irijas, Anglijas, Vacijas,
Italijas, Slovakijas, Polijas, Krievijas un Ukrainas normativiem aktiem, kas
attiecinami uz vesturisko darzu un parku aizsardzibu, saglabaSanu un parvaldibu.
Galvenas problematiku grupas Eiropas valstu starpa ir saistitas ar kultiiras un
dabas mantojuma aizsardzibas intereSu konfliktiem un attistibas planoSanas
principu eksistenci. Latvija pastav lidzvertiga situacija ka citas minetas Eiropas
valstis, kas atraduSas postpadomju savienibas teritorija. Tomeér Igaunijas piemeérs
starp postpadomju valstim izcelas ar sakartotibu tados jautajumos ka kultiiras un
dabas mantojuma saskana, kas izpauZas regularos ar vésturisko darzu un parku
risinamo jautdjumu abu puSu piesaiste un diskusijas optimalako risinajumu
meklgjumos. Savukart, normativos aktos un lémumos iestradatus detalizetas
norades un kriterijus vesturisko darzu un parku aizsardzibas un attistibas
jautajumos sniedz Eiropas valstis ka Zviedrija, Anglija, Irija, Italija un Vacija. Ka
viens no optimalakiem risindjumiem ir praks€ ieviestais konservacijas un
parvaldibas plana riks.

Valsts aktivitates problematisko jautdjumu risinaSana ir visnota] plasas,
tomér jasecina, ka problematikas atspogulojumi un risinajumu mekl&jumi caur
diskusijam pagaidam nav devusas pozitivus rezultatus. Savukart, sabiedribas gan
ka patérétajas, gan parvalditdjas izpratne par kultiras un dabas mantojuma
vertibam un nozimibu atsaucas uz vésturiskas ainavas kvalitati, kas diemzel ir ar
negativu likni. Problematikas risinaSanai ir nepiecieSams parskatit uz
vesturiskiem darziem un parkiem attiecinamos valsts normativos aktus, nemot
vera UNESCO un ICOMOS izdotas regulas un kaiminu valstu, pieméram,
Igaunijas pieredzi Sajos jautajumos.

2.4. Attistibas planosSanas problematiku un risinajumu raksturojums

Pedgjos 20 gadus ir bijusas aktualas izmainas kultliras mantojuma plano$ana
— ir apstiprinati nozimigi normativie akti, vadlinijas un rokasgramatas pasaules
meroga. Bet par spiti tam, gan pétnieki, gan praktiki loti vaji apzinas ka patiesiba
vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas planojums darbojas un kas ir prioritars.
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2.1. tabula

Eiropas valstu vésturisko darzu un parku attistibas planosanas
problematiku un risinajumu raksturojums

21 Problematika Risinajumi
1. | Novecojusi Vegetacijas, ipasi seno koku atjaunosanas pieejas,
vegetacija galvenokart balstitas uz ainavas ekologijas principiem un
uz pakapeniskas atjaunosanas principiem [174, 234,
108, 321-335].
2. | Klimata ietekme Klimata ietekmg visbatiskak cie$ send vegetacija un

risinajumi tiek mekl&ti So problematiku aktualiz&$ana,
kas ir jauns p&tniecibas virziens [182, 119-124; 183,
395-401; 27, 387-393; 44, 45, 106, 707-716; 162, 3—15].

3. | ApsaimniekoSanas ApsaimniekoSanas pieejas tiek balstitas uz

lidzsvarotiba pakapeniskuma principiem, saglabajot darzos un parkos
daudzveidigas vides telpas: intensivi koptas, vid&ji
intensivi un reti koptas teritorijas [251, 8, 65, I-19].

4. | Specialistu trikums | Specialas apmacibas un kvalifikacijas celSanas kursi, kas
apsaimniekoSanas norit uz vietas eso$as apsaimniekojamas teritorijas, ka art
joma tiek izmantota darbinieku motivacija caur mantojuma

vertibu un nozimibas izpratni [1, /1/9-131].

S. | Ainavas estétisko Tiek panakts izmantojot apsaimniekoSanas principu
un ekologisko pakapeniskumu, nodalot darzu un parku zonas est&tisko
saskarpunktu un ekologisko kvalitasu atspogulojumam [128, 239—
nozimigums 254;220].

6. | Biologiskas Ekologijas un biologijas ka fonu nozaru pastiprinata
daudzveidibas izzinaSana [19; 95, 81-96].
nozimibas izpratne

7. | Saspil&jums starp Tiek nodalitas tiirisma nozares attiecigi péc katra
tradicionalo un konkréta darza un parka pastavéSanas un attistibas
moderno prioritatem [164, 249-260].

8. | Turisma slodze Tiek limitéta izmantojot valstu normativos aktus un

izglitibas sist€émas [55, 185-201; 143].

9. | Konflikti starp Tiek limitéti izmantojot izglitibas sist€émas un sabiedribas
mantojumu un lidzdarbibas programmas [241, 85, 213-228].
sabiedribas interesém

10. | Identitates Tiek populariz&ts caur nemateriala kultliras mantojuma
novertgjums un skaidrojumiem, ka arT caur cilvéka mentalas uztveres
saglabasana nozimibu labklajibas nodrosinasanai [109, 52-54].

11. | Autentiskuma un Intensivas diskusijas caur pagatnes, tagadnes un nakotnes
integritates nozimiba procesu ietekmgjosam kategorijam [97, 3719-356; 195, 1-16].

12. | Atjauno$anas Atjaunosanas pieejas, tiek balstitas uz vesturiskas izpetes

formas, saglabajot
visus vésturiski
nozimigos slanus

un vietas izpratnes principiem, tadg&jadi apzinot
vesturisko uzslanojumu batiskumu [168; 15-18;
192, 147-156].
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Eiropas méroga minétas problematikas un attiecigi arl to risinajumi ir
konstateti vismaz desmitgadi atpakal. Uz So bridi Eiropas valstis, kas vesturisko
darzu un parku attistibas jautajumos aktivi darbojas kops pagajusa gadsimta,
prieksplana ir izvirzijusies citi attistibas konflikti. Lidz ar to analiz&ta attistibas
planoSanas problematika un risinajumi Eiropas valstu pieméros ir apkopota
2.1. tabula. Sie Eiropas problematiku aspekti ir konstatéti jau v@sturisko darzu
un parku planoto attistibas procesu realizacija un salidzinajuma ar Baltijas
valstim ir secigs problematiku loks atjaunoanas planu realizacijas gaita. Sobrid
ir plasas problematiku diskusijas zinatnieku un nozares specialistu vidd, kas ar1
izvirza jaunus risindjumus un pieejas problematiku mazinaSana un atrisinaSana
caur dazadam attistibas formam.

Vesturisks darzs un parks ir spécigs komponents cilvéka labklajibas un
dzives kvalitates nodroSinasana. Tas ir komplekss organisms ar koncentrétu
vertibu kopumu, kas veidots ar mérki radit emocionalus pardzivojumus.
Eiropas vésturisko darzu un parku daudzveidiba atklaj gan pozitivas, gan
negativas ainavas vizualas kvalitates iezimes piemérus caur vesturisko
notikumu procesiem un aizsardzibas, saglabasanas un parvaldibas pieredzi.

3. VESTURISKO DARZU UN PARKU ATTISTIBAS PLANOSANAS
PANEMIENI LATVIJAS LAUKU AINAVA

3. nodalas ka darba eksperimentalas dalas ietvaros, pamatojoties uz p&tijuma
iepriek$€jas nodalas ieglitiem rezultatiem un secinajumiem, tiek analizeti
vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas planoSanas panémieni Latvijas lauku ainava.
3.1. apaksnodala analiz&ta Latvijas vesturisko darzu un parku ainavas kvalitate
kultGiras un dabas mantojuma un funkcionalitates kontekstd, ka rezultata
izstradats vesturisko darzu un parku klasifikacijas modelis, kas pielietots Jelgavas
novada izpétes pieméra. 3.2. apakSnodala, pamatojoties uz petnieciska darba
teorétiskam un analitiskam nostadném, pétita ainavas kvalitate estétiskos,
ekologiskos un socialekonomiskos aspektos, izmantojot tris izp&tes piemerus
Latvijas lauku ainava. 3.3.apakSnodala izvirzitas ilgtsp&jigas attistibas
planoSanas koncepcijas, kas pamatojas uz darzu un parku vésturisko liecibu
izpétes, konservacijas un parvaldibas planoSanas pieejam, ka ar1 konstat€to
vertibu ka resursu integraciju tiirisma konteksta, nemot véra Latvijas vesturisko
darzu un parku raksturojosas ipasibas un planosanas Tpatnibas.

3.1. Vesturisko darzu un parku Klasifikacijas modelis

S1 pétijuma ietvaros vésturisko darzu un parku grupéSana ir izvéleti
kultiras un dabas mantojuma nozimibas un funkcionalitates lielumi.
Klasifikacijas modelis izstradats ar merki sekmé&t vesturisko darzu un parku
aizsardzibas, saglabaSanas un to resursu ilgtsp&jigu attistibu, lauku ainavas
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kultiirvésturiskas  veértibas paaugstinaSanu un vietas atpazistamibas
palielinaSanu. Izstradatais modelis izmantojams viet€jo paSvaldibu teritorijas
planojuma un attistibas programmas izstrad€, novadu kultirvesturiska mantojuma
detaliz&ta apzinaSana un noveért€Sana. Savukart, §T petfjuma ietvaros izstradatais
klasifikacijas modelis, tiek testts Jelgavas novada piemera izp&te, pec klasifikacijas
modela principiem, identificgjot, novertgjot un analiz&jot novada esoSos vesturiskos
darzus un parkus.

Izpétes pieméra konstatéts, ka Jelgavas novads ir bagats ar vesturiskiem
darziem un parkiem un gandriz visi ta pagasti var lepoties ar valsts noveértetu
un aizsargatu kultlrvésturisko mantojumu un ainavas daudzveidibu. Tapat
lielaka dala pagastu So kultiras un dabas kopuma bagatibu prot novertét, to
lietderigi izmantojot socialaja dzive, kas, savukart, nodroSina regularu parka
ainavas apsaimniekoSanu un viet§jo iedzivotaju, Ipasi jaunas paaudzes,
kult@irvésturiska mantojuma un identitates apzinasanos.

3.2. Ainavas kvalitates noveértéjums tris izpétes pieméros

Par izpétes piemeéru analitisko izveli kalpoja §1 pétfjuma ietvaros izvirzitas
pétnieciskas teorijas un atzinas, kas balstitas uz vesturisko darzu un parku
estétiskam, ekologiskam kvalitatém un socialekonomiskam aktivitatém kultiras
un dabas mantojuma konteksta. Bet par izpétes pieméru vietas izvéli kalpoja
vesturiskie, geografiskie un zinatniski pétnieciskie aspekti un Latvija noteiktie
planoSanas Itmeni. Konkréetie izp&tes objekti un teritorijas atlasitas apzinati, kur
nakotn€ biutu iesp&jams veikt vEsturisko darzu un parku attistibas pasakumus,
nemot vera visas iepriekSmin&tas analitiskas pozicijas.

Autentiskuma un integritates novértéjums Elejas un Remtes muizu
parku piemeéra. Vizuali estetisko kvalitaSu analitiski salidzino$a pieeja
izmantota Elejas un Remtes muiZu parku izp@tes piemera, ar noliiku aktualizet
kultiras un dabas mantojuma veértibas un nozimibu lokala meroga, par
vienojoSo aspektu izmantojot muiZu parku vésturiskas liecibas — IpaSumtiesibu
un arhitektoniski maksliniecisko izpausmju analogiju.

Salidzinot Elejas muiZas parka un Remtes muiZas parka ainaviskas un
arhitektoniskas transformacijas, ir jasecina, ka abu muizu parki ir vienlidz
autentiski visos arhitektoniski kompozicionalos nosacijumos. Lai gan japiebilst,
ka autentiskums ir proporcionals sastopamo arhitektonisko elementu
daudzumam katra parka individuali, ka arT daZu elementu 1pasi augsta
autentiskuma pakape dal&ji mazina citu elementu bojaejas faktu. Lai maksimali
saglabatu musdienas konstatétas augstas autentiskuma kvalitates un nepielautu
turpmaku parka elementu un struktiru degradaciju un pat bojaeju, ir
nekavé&joties nepiecieSams strat€gisks ilgtermina plans to konservacijai un
parvaldibai. Konservacijas un parvaldibas plana sastadiSanu un realizaciju var
veikt vairakos posmos, sakot ar parku struktiram un elementiem, kam ir
nepiecie$ama prioritari konservacijas darbi. Saja gadijuma lielako atbildibu ka
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galvenajam starpniekam ir jauzgemas VKPAI, kam biitu jarod kompromisu
risinajumi un janodroSina valsts aizsardziba esoSo elementu, ka arl
kompozicionalas vienotibas saglabaSanu nakosam paaudzém. Lai ar1 Elejas
muizas parks miisdienas juridiska zina ir sadrumstalots, ta popularitate, aktiva
kultiras dzive un teju triskarSs apmekl&taju picaugums ped&jos gados (1994.
gada Elejas pils parku apmekl&jusi 3400 apmekletaji [367], bet 2011. gada — ap
8000 [260]), uztur ceribu, ka parka galvenas vertibas tiks saglabatas un
kvalitativas nodotas nakamam paaudze€m. Savukart, Remtes muiZas parks, lai
arT nedaudz piemirsts, ir potencials vél viena anglu ainavu parka atjaunoSanas
objekts. Jo gan Elejas, gan Remtes muiZas gadijuma vésturiskie parki ir
nozimigi lokalas vides gan materialais, gan nematerialais kultiiras un dabas
mantojums, ka arT identitates nesgjs.

Ainavu ekologiskas kvalitates izpéte Kuldigas, Alsungas un Skrundas
novada pieméra. Ainavu ekologisko kvalitaSu analitiski salidzino$a pieeja
izmantota Kuldigas, Alsungas un Skrundas novadu izpétes pieméera,
pamatojoties uz 2002.gada The World Conservation Union (Pasaules
konservacijas savieniba) Eiropas programmas ietvaros izstradato Kuldigas
rajona ekologiska tiklojuma karti [190]. Ainavu ekologijas analitiska pieeja
veikta ar noliku atspogulot v&sturisko darzu un parku biologiskas
daudzveidibas, apsaimniekoSanas intensitates un kvalitates un apdzivotas vietas
slodzes nozimibu ainavu ekologisko procesu noris€, regionala, nacionala un
Eiropas limen.

Vesturiskie darzi un parki Kuldigas, Alsungas un Skrundas novados ir
vieni no galvenajiem ainavu ekologiska Iidzsvara nodro$inatajiem tieSi
apdzivotas vietas, kas ir ar vidgji koncentrétu apbiivi un augstu lauksaimnieciba
izmatojamu zemju Tpatsvaru. Ainavu ekologiska kvalitate vairakuma gadijumu
ir atkariga no sabiedribas izpratnes par ekologiskajiem principiem un vélmi ne
tikai pec estetiskam kvalitatem, bet arT p&c vides biologiskas daudzveidibas.

Socialekonomisko faktoru izpéte izstradata tarisma marsSruta
pieméra. Socialekonomisko aktivitaSu analitiska pieeja izmantota Eiropas
regionalas attistibas fonda lidzfinanséta ,.Devepark — ilgtsp&jigas vésturisko
parku parvaldiba un attisttba Somija un Igaunija no 2009.-2012. gadam”
(turpmak teksta ,,.Devepark™) [258] projekta ietvaros izstradata izp&tes turé pa
Latvijas vesturiskiem darziem un parkiem. Izpétes tiires ietvaros atlasito
vesturisko darzu un parku socialekonomiska izpéte veikta ar noliiku atspogulot
Latvijas lauku ainavas kultiras un dabas mantojuma resursu potenciala
izmantoSanas pan@mienus, intensitati un daudzveidibu, ka ar1 balstoties uz
iegiitam atzinam, dot analitiskas prognozes turpmaka attistiba. Izp&tes pieméra
iegiitie rezultati iedalami sekojosas socialekonomiskas grupas:

e vésturiskie darzi un parki, kuru attistiba ir virzita un balstita uz
ekonomiskiem aspektiem — proporcionali ieguldijumiem parka uzturgSanai,
pakalpojumu sniegSanai un citam apmekl&tajus piesaistoSam aktivitatém,
iegiit iep@mumus. Tadejadi tiek giti tieSi iep€mumi no sniegtajam
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estétiskajam, izglitojo§am un garigam kvalitatem, ka ar to pieejamiba ir
kontrol&ta un limit&ta. Pieméram, Rundales pils parks;

vésturiskie darzi un parki, kuru attistiba ir balstita uz mérki giit pelpu. Sada
gadijuma papildus nemonetariem labumiem, ko sniedz vesturiskie darzi un
parki, tiek pievienotas dazadas monetaras aktivitates, pieméram, laivu un
makskeréSanas piederumu noma, velosipgédu noma vai informativa rakstura
piedavajumi, piemeéram, gida pakalpojumi. Tadgadi papildus
pamatbiznesam, kas vairakuma gadfjumu ir saistits ar viesnicu
pakalpojumiem, tiek giiti netieSi ienémumi no kultiras un dabas
mantojuma resursiem. Vairakuma gadijumu tieSa vesturiska darza un parka
pieejamiba netiek kontroléta un limitéta. Pieméram, Smuku muiZas un
Karlu muizas parks;

vesturiskie darzi un parki, kas ir pievienota vertiba dazada rakstura
iestadém, piemeram, viesnicai vai izglitibas iestadei, sniedzot nemonetaros
labumus. Sada gadijuma parks var biit publiski brivi pieejams, ka ari
pieejamiba var bt ierobezota un limiteta. Piem&ram, Remtes, MeZotnes un
Annas muizas parks;

vesturiskie darzi un parki, kas tiek maksimali izmantoti socialo aktivitasu
nolikos, bet netiek piesaistitas investicijas to attistibai, tai skaita
apsaimniekoSanai un uzturé$anai. Tadejadi vesturiska darza un parka gan
kultirvesturiskie, gan dabas resursi pakapeniski un vairakuma gadijumu
neatgriezeniski tiek izsmelti. Pieméram, Elejas muiZas parks;

vesturiskie darzi un parki, kas netiek izmantoti ne socialam aktivitatém, ne
ekonomiskiem noliikiem. Vairakuma gadijumu konkrétai kultiirvesturiskai
ainavai ir nozimigs potencials vietgjas teritorijas socialekonomiskaja
attistiba, bet to TstenoSanai ir virkne problematiku, tai skaita sadrumstalotas
Ipasumtiesibas un zems finansialais nodroSinajums. Piem&ram, Lindes
muiZzas parks.

-

3.3. Ilgtspéjigas attistibas planosanas koncepcijas

Ta ka vesturiskie darzi un parki ir vieni no kultiiras un dabas mantojuma,

ka arT socialekonomiski nozimigakajam vides vértibam, to planoSana ir biitiska
gan vides aizsardzibas, gan attistibas kontekstad. V@esturisko darzu un parku
attistibas planoSanas mérkim, nosakot attistibas planoSanas koncepcijas, biitu
jasekmé wvalsts ilgtsp&jigu un stabilu attistibu, ka arT iedzivotaju dzives
kvalitates un labklajibas uzlaboSanos. Lai to sasniegtu ir nepiecieSama
planosanas pakapeniskuma un nepartrauktibas principu pieeja, ko iesp&ams
stenot, izvirzot sekojosas koncepcijas:

vietas izpetes koncepcija, kas pamatojas uz vésturisko liecibu izpétes
pieejam un misdienu esoSas situacijas analitiski salidzino$u novertgjumu,
tadejadi sekméejot vietgjo kultiiras un dabas mantojuma vérttbu un
nozimibas apzinaSanu un aizsardzibu;
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®  mantojuma saglabasanas koncepcija, kas pamatojas uz konservacijas plana
pamatprincipiem un paredz vesturiska darza un parka vertibu aizsardzibu,
nodrosinot droSu integraciju turpmakos attistibas procesos;

® mantojuma parvaldibas koncepcija, kas pamatojas uz parvaldibas plana
pamatprincipiem, paredzot sistematiskas apsaimniekoSanas aktivitates
ilgtermina, ietverot finanSu un nodarbinatibas aprekinus;

e attistibas koncepcija tirisma nozares konteksta, kas paredz vésturisko
darzu un parku attistibas strat€gijas, pamatojoties uz eso$§am veértibam.
Izvirzitam vesturisko darzu un parku ilgtsp&jigas attistibas planoSanas

koncepcijam nav viena universala pieeja, jo misdienu skatijuma katra
veésturiska darza un parka attistibas planoSanu nosaka, pirmkart, ta individualas
pasibas, kas ir vesturiska attistiba konkr&tos laika periodos un geografiskais
novietojums gan attieciba pret dabas pamatni, gan cilvéka veidoto ainavu. Un
otrkart, tas ir vispar€jas ainavas attistibas planoSanas tradicijas, kas liela méra
nosaka misdienu pieejas kultiiras un dabas mantojuma izpratné un to
integracija socialos, ekonomiskos un politiskos procesos. Bet taja pasa laika
izstradatas koncepcijas ir elastigas un par pamatbazi kalpojosas daudzveidigu
situaciju pielagosanai un risinasanai. Tomér izstradatas ilgtsp&jigas attistibas
koncepcijas ir balstitas uz pakapeniskuma un nepartrauktibas pieejam, kas Saja
gadijuma ir vienojoSais aspekts un, neskatoties uz veésturisko darzu un parku
daudzveidibu, pakapeniskuma un nepartrauktibas principi nodroSina ilgtspgjigu
attistibas planoSanu.

SECINAJUMI

1. Darzu un parku attisttbu 18. gs. sakuma bitiski ietekm&ja romantisma
izpausmes poétikas un makslas teorijas, kas izmainija uzskatus par ainavas
veidoSanu un to funkcionalo lietderibu. Raditas filozofiskas un
arhitektoniski makslinieciskas idejas deva iesp€ju pilnveidot cilveka garigo
dimensiju, izmantojot dabas pirmatniguma skaistumu.

2. Aktivs rekreacijas uzplaukums 19. un 20. gs. mija veicindja darzu un parku
kultirvesturisko  veérttbu péctecibas nozimibas apzinu un tiesisko
aizsardzibas sisttmu pirmsakumus. Turpmaka vésturisko darzu un parku
komercialo dimensiju izaugsme tirisma nozaré sekmé&ja jaunu fona
disciplinu piesaisti, kas dod iespg&jas integrét izp&tes metodikas no dazadam
zinatn€m, tostarp socialam un ekonomikas zinatném.

3. Vesturisko darzu un parku attistibas planoSanas tendences caur
daudzveidigu izpetes metodiku un riku pielietojumu pasaulé nodrosina
ainavas vesturiski nozimigako slagu autentisku saglabasanu nakamajam
paaudzém un kultiiras un dabas mantojuma ka vienlidzigu resursu kopuma
integraciju socialekonomiskos procesos.
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10.

Eiropas valstis vésturiskos darzos un parkos sastopamo problematiku loks
pieprasa kompleksus risinajumus, ko liela méra nodroSina starptautisko,
valsts sektora un nevalstisko organizaciju apstiprinatas un izdotas
rekomendacijas, vadlinijjas un rokasgramatas. Eiropas problematiku
risinajumu pan€mieni ir arT izmantojami Latvijas v&sturisko darzu un parku
attistibas strat€giju un viziju nostiprinasana.

Baltijas valstu vesturisko darzu un parku degradacija, pedgjas simtgades
politisko notikumu ietekmé, misdiends traucé uztvert un izprast
vesturiskas ainavas vertibas un nozimibu. Ilgtsp&jigas attistibas planoSanas
noliikos nepiecieSams nodroSinat darzu un parku kultiirvésturisko liecibu
izpétes pieejas nacionala un vietgjos planoSanas limenos.

Ar Latvijas vesturiskiem darziem un parkiem saistito problematiku
aktualizacijas mérenums nacionala Itmeni skaidrojams ar izteiktu $Ts jomas
specialistu trikumu, neveicinot ari stratégisku risindgjumu ievieSanu
atbilstosi Eiropas Itmenim.

Latvijas v&sturisko darzu un parku kultiiras un dabas mantojuma kvalitates
raditajus batiski ietekmé Iidz S§im neorganiz€tas, nesistematiskas
planoSanas un darbu realizacijas aktivitates ne tikai viet&ja, bet arl
nacionala méroga.

Vesturisko darzu un parku veértibas un nozimiba vairakuma gadijumu
nenodroSina to socialekonomisko lietderibu Latvijas lauku ainava, jo trikst
strategiskas izpratnes ipaSnieku un parvalditaju starpa. NepiecieSama
kompetentu nozares specialistu piesaiste viet€jos planoSanas ITmenos, kas
veicinatu apzinato veértibu un nozimibas integraciju socialekonomiskos
procesos.

Vesturisko darzu un parku kultiiras un dabas mantojuma identifikacijas un
novert§juma pieejas ir izmantojamas ilgtsp&jigu attistibas planu radiSana
kultarvesturiskas ainavas regeneracijai, piedavajot stratégiskus risinajumus
kultarvésturisko, ekologisko un socialekonomisko aspektu izp&te.

Izvirzito ilgtsp&jigas attistibas planoSanas koncepciju secigums nodrosina
iesp&ju planot vésturisko darzu un parku attistibu pakapeniski, nepieprasot
tulitejus lielus finansialos ieguldijumus. Ilgtsp€jigas attistibas planoSanas
koncepcijas ka Latvijas vesturisko darzu un parku apzinaSanas, parvaldibas
un attistibas veicinaSanas rikus nepiecieSams integrét nacionalos un
vietgjos planoSanas Iimenos.
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GENERAL RESEARCH DESCRIPTION

The topicality and the discussed problems of the Ph. D. Thesis. Recent
decades, the meaning of the historic gardens and parks, the identification of their
values and planning approaches of development have actually been brought up
along the issues of sustainable development. The research topic of historic
gardens and parks is complex, because historic landscape as a cultural and natural
heritage involves historical, scientific, aesthetic, ecological and socio-economic
aspects, which provides the research area with a multidisciplinary context [181].
Hence, the scientific and research topicality of the historic gardens and parks
arise, which since the second half of the 201 century has attracted ever new
scientist groups, professionals and practicing specialists from diverse background
disciplines [100, 197; 21].

Gardens and parks have a certain temporal dimension in comparison with
other modes of visual arts [186, 61], which is expressed through the interactions
between nature and culture [5, 23]. Through the process of creating gardens and
parks, human beings open up and express their relationship with the nature [189,
300], which determines the quality of this dynamics. The landscape definition as
formulated in the Europen Landscape Convention is also clear and complete:
“Landscape is an area, which is perceived by the human, which has the
characteristics of nature and/or human action and interaction” [274]. When the
interaction between the human and nature is suspended, the dynamics continue
without the control and accustomed functions. As a result, nature manifests its
real characteristics, progressively, but consistently reducing artistic and
philosophical values of the gardens and parks. In the Latvian context, due to
complicated historical events, this problematic is particularly important. It is
reflected in the European Culture Heritage Days regularly mentioning the
problematic in relation to the quality and development of the historical heritage
for several years in a row. [229,230, 131, 132, 62]. Landscape qualities of
Latvian historic gardens and parks have mostly been influenced by political
factors, including both world wars in the 20™ century. During this period, the
historic gardens and parks as part of the manor ensembles were divided between
numerous farms and developed according to the functional changes and the needs
of and requirements of social life of the main buildings of the ensembles [117,
245]. As a result, the historic landscape is visually and functionally fragmented
and supplemented with new construction volumes, which rarely are in accordance
with the compositional principles of the historic landscape. Similarly, the change
of the political regime alongside with the declaration of the Republic of Latvia in
1991 introduced significant changes in the development of the historic gardens
and parks. Consequently, the territory of the historic gardens and parks repeatedly
loses wholeness or integrity in the ownership recovery processes. During this
period up to nowadays the functional transformation of the existing buildings in
the manor ensembles has been occurring, and in most occasions it is not
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increasing the landscape qualities of the historic gardens and parks. Thus, the
general quality of the cultural landscape in Latvia decreases and hence the
problem issues related to the development planning of the historic gardens and
parks arise: How to identify and assess the values of the historic landscape and
their significance at various planning levels? How to identify the socio-economic
efficiency? How to facilitate the regeneration of the site? How to plan sustainable
development for the cultural and natural heritage values, at the same time
ensuring the heritage continuity for future generations?

The current concepts of Latvian historic gardens and parks, their
development planning in a professional environment relates to the mutual discord
of the cultural and natural heritage protection, the lack of the industry experts and
financial support from the government. Therefore, especially in these
economically disturbing periods, it is essential to think and plan in long-term,
which is also the main principle for the development planning of the historic
gardens and parks. Optimum protection, management and development planning
of the cultural and natural heritage of the historic gardens and parks are possible
only in the circumstances of a thorough understanding of the culturally historical
environment and the formulation of the sustainable development strategy.
Therefore, identifying the efficiency modules of the historic gardens and parks,
which in its turns reflects in the social quality provision and progressive growth
of the economic conditions, especial in the rural landscape development
[199, 49-50]. Therefore, on a global scale, and particularly in Europe, discussions
on the conservation of biodiversity of the cultural and natural heritage take place
on a regular basis in annual international scientific congresses and seminars.
Also, considerable knowledge and experience is obtained on the issues of the
historic landscape development, including conservation and management. In
Latvia, too, periodical contribution both on behalf of individuals and groups can
be observed in this field systematically updating the problematic on a local,
national and international level. However, it is not followed by successive
continuations by elaborating real solution approaches. Furthermore, problems
related to generation gap often arise in the work of Latvian cultural heritage
specialists [291, 0], which also indicate the lack of young professionals and a
gap in the education system. It also partly explains the moderate updating of the
problematic, due to the lack of the experts who would promote this unique
heritage of Latvian nature and culture and simultaneously point to the values and
importance to facilitate a sustainable development and welfare of both the place
and society.

The subject of research and the previously conducted studies comprised
in the development process of the Ph.D. Thesis. The subject of the Ph.D.
Thesis covers several research directions determined by the necessity of research
in the protection, management and planning of the quality of the historic
landscape — natural and cultural heritage and landscape policy — to achieve the
aim of the Ph.D. Thesis. Therefore, in this research the natural and cultural
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heritage of the historic parks and gardens is analysed from the aesthetic,
ecological, socio-economic aspects, which are considered to be the main
preconditions within the framework of the entire dissertation, both in terms of the
research and elaboration of the potential solutions. Accordingly, scientific
knowledge and theories of the landscape architecture, natural and cultural
heritage and landscape planning, as well as protection, conservation and
management principles used in the landscape architecture, including laws and
regulations have been applied in the research.

The existing research having been done so far on a global level in the
context of the Ph.D. Thesis can be related to a number of the research directions.
However, the following directions can be mentioned as the most frequently
occurring during the last decades: the research of the natural and cultural heritage
context; the research of the protection, conservation and management planning
and processes; reconstruction and development research of the historic parks and
gardens. An extensive research of cultural and natural heritage has been mostly
implemented by European scientists, whose research direction is related with the
understanding of the cultural and natural heritage in various contexts [2, 292—
300, 5, 21-34; 6, 427—446; 52, 63, 75, 55-74; 76,69-83;85, 109, 180].
However, the historic gardens and parks as an essential component of the cultural
and natural heritage has been researched on a fewer occasions [54, 64, 80, 87,
101, 134]. In Latvia, the research directions of the cultural heritage have been
described in the scientific research publications by J. Dambis, I. Strautmanis and
J. Zilgalvis at the Faculty of Urban Planning and Development of the Riga
Technical University [61, 201, 140-153; 226, 25-44; 227, 228, 14-25]. In the
Latvian University of Agriculture, culturally historical landscapes in the context
of the values and protection have been researched at the Faculty of Rural
Engineering under the guidance of M. Urtane and A. Ziemelniece
[210, 221, 222,223, 224]. Descriptions on the protection, conservation and
management planning and processes in the scientific literature of the world have
been elaborated mostly by British scientists, whose research directions are related
to the historic landscape research [21, 22, 23, 33, 34, 87, 184, 185, 186]. In the
University of Latvia, I.Sture has made essential research on the cultural heritage
protection and development planning [202]. In Latvia the research of the
protection, conservation and management planning and processes is also related
to the forest landscapes, protected natural territories and cultural landscapes —
within the quest of the identity. Such research has been carried out at the Faculty
of Geography and Earth Sciences of the University of Latvia under the guidance
of O. Nikodemusa and A. Melluma. [152, 153, 154]. Although the natural and
cultural heritage and the protection, conservation and management aspects have
been researched through several other background disciplines, the development
issues of the historic gardens and parks on a scientific level have previously been
researched on a much smaller scale. I. M. Janelis [116, 117], I. Lancmanis [136,
137, 138, 49-61; 139, 11-47], O. Sparitis [194], D. Brugis [38, 39, 36, 77-102],
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V. Antipovs and A. Zvirgzds [4], as well as K. Buivids [42] and R. Cinovskis,
etc. [50] have contributed to the research and practical works of the gardens and
parks of the castles and manors in Latvia.

Integral part of the topics discussed under the Ph.D. Thesis herein is formed
by the values of the historic gardens and parks, which are viewed in the context
of the historical and current aspects - aesthetic, ecological, social and economic.
The natural heritage of the historic gardens and parks is based on the aesthetical
and ecological principles and qualities, what as relationships in recent decades
have been investigated by several researchers [47, 1-9; 86, 54—64,236]. The
visual assessment methods used in the entire world have been described very
rarely. They are mainly based on the aesthetic quality criteria of the landscape.
[121, 353—-355; 123, 3-32; 29]. As indicated by David Jacques, actually there is
no difference between the terms ,,value” and ,,quality” [115, 107-113], so the
landscape quality level is determined by the existing values, which in turn
through the human perception is a visual aesthetic quality measure [160, 229—
237]. These methods include standards of quality, which refer to the use of the
historic gardens and parks [148, 557-579]. The quality of the historic gardens and
parks, particularly in the recent years, has been discussed by scientists in the
research literature through understanding the terms such as "authenticity" and
"integrity". These terms have become increasingly important criteria and means
of measurement for the examination of any conservation method and value in the
framework of the cultural natural landscape and their existing elements and
structure [200, 21-36; 97, 319-356; 119, 1-16].

However, only since the second part of the 20" century ecological
approaches have been introduced and integrated into the landscape management
[5, 22]. In this aspect, such researchers as ecologists Reed Noss, K. Dawson,
landscape ecologist G. Bennett and J.M. Kalemani must be mentioned [163, 355—
364; 19, 82, 95, 81-96]. The components proposed by these authors reflect on the
stay and relocation places of the establishers of biodiversity, and thus their
specific needs. The ecological research of Latvian landscape mostly relates to
forest landscapes and protected natural areas, where the research carried out by
Latvian scientists O. Nikodemusa and A. Melluma dominate [152, 129]. In 2001,
in collaboration with the British Forest Commission, Latvian State Forest Office
and the University of Latvia research “The Ecological Planning of Latvian
Landscape” was carried out. In the framework of this research, “Ecological
Planning Guidelines of Latvian Landscape” were developed under the guidance
of S. Bell and O. Nikodemus. Important research on the subject of aesthetic and
human perception has been carried out by Daiga Zigmunde in her doctoral
dissertation "Ecological and Aesthetic Interaction in Latvian Urban and Rural
Landscape” [224], where the formation of new settlements in suburban areas has
been examined in interaction of the landscape ecology and aesthetics in Latvia in
the beginning of the 21* century.
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Furthermore, vegetation can be mentioned as the next and most important
component of the historic gardens and parks. On a global scale, the research
carried out on the subject of contemporary ancient vegetation mostly is related
with the recreation landscapes of forests, separate important groups in the urban
landscape and the ecological and biodiversity aspects in landscape [47, I-9;
86, 54—64; 159, 229-237, 160, 239-250;161, 119-131;15]. In the recent
decades of the global research, the historic gardens and parks have been noted the
objects under the threat of climate change, where the historical vegetation is
suffering  [106, 707-716; 44, 45, 27, 162, 3—15; 182, 119-124; 183, 395—401].
Some researchers investigating the historic parks and gardens in Latvia have
based their statements on the conditions of flora and dendrology, and such
research has been carried out both by scientists and practitioners [50, 117].

In the global research, considerable amount of attention has been devoted to
the socio-economic aspects of the natural and cultural heritage [7, 65-66; 55, 56,
3, 7, 172, 131-175; 180, 207, 275-285], however, there are very few
examinations of the relations between the historic parks and gardens and socio-
economic issues. The research carried out on this subject mostly indicates the
popularity of the historic gardens and parks in the tourism industry being one of
the most important objects to visit [85, 164]. Research literature proposes several
methods for the socio-economic performance evaluation of the historic gardens
and parks. British tourism scientist Joanne Connell has elaborated the visitors’
assessment methodology of the historic gardens and parks, which is based on the
sociological surveys carried out between visitors, owners and/or managers
[55, 56, 229-247; 63]. Other scientists, such as Jessica Brown and Roy
Ballantyne, have applied a similar approach in their research [32]. The economic
values of the historical landscape in the context of the cultural and natural
heritage has been researched by Clare Askwith, who has defined the economic
values of the historic gardens and parks in five categories [7]. An important and
innovative research on the socio-economic aspects of the historic gardens and
parks in Latvia has been carried out by the PhD candidate in economics Tamara
Grizane [90, 29-34; 91, 249-256; 92, 91-96]. Also, the Latvian cultural heritage
in the context of the tourism sector has been investigated in the doctoral
dissertation of I. Sture [202].

Most of the previously mentioned scientific research has been performed
with the aim to understand the values of the historic gardens and parks and to
facilitate their development processes, thus drawing attention to the renewal or
restoration, reconstruction and renovation, which have been described by a
number of scientists [151, 69-78; 192, 147-156; 203]. In the research of the
historical evidence of the landscape both theoretical and practical methods
dominate [72, 80, 57-66; 134, 216, 245]. Theoretical methods have been applied
by British researchers David Lambert, Peter Goodchild and Judith Roberts, who
have based the historical evidence research process on the principles of the
continuity [216, 32; 134]. However, researcher Carmen Feliu has divided the
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historical evidence research into several stages, evaluating the historical evidence
in a contemporary context [80, 57-58]. As regards the practical historical
evidence research methods, the garden archaeology [76, 77, 261, 50; 59, 30, 144,
13, 255] and the characterization of the historic landscape can be mentioned
[35, 76, 69-83; 219, 33—46]. These methods have acquired wide popularity in the
entire Europe, especially in the islands owned by the Great Britain. As
remarkable recovery examples on a global scale, one of the first English
landscape gardens in Germany — Worlitz and the Stowe landscape gardens in
Great Britain can be mentioned. In Latvia a remarkable garden recovery example
is the Rundale Palace complex, where its regeneration processes have been
coordinated by art historians Imants Lancmanis and Lauma Lancmane for more
than 40 years.

Strong impact on the development processes of the historic gardens and
parks has been left by the global conventions and charters.[274, 266, 277, 299,
301, 267, 269, 271, 270]. Especially in the last half of the 201 century significant
changes on the issues of protection, conservation, and management of the historic
gardens and parks have occurred. The changes resulted from new definitions
having been introduced in the culture heritage area. The historic gardens and
parks in the Florence Charter were defined as "living monuments" and
consequently offering a rather different formulation from the one mentioned in
the regulations on the subject of architectural monuments. Huge contribution to
the development of the historic gardens and parks has been made by the British
organization English Heritage, actively publishing a variety of articles on the
related issues and publishing the guidelines and manuals for practical purposes
[72, 73, 105, 216]. Also, the English Heritage has developed other organizations,
for example, the English Lottery Fund, which provides financial support for
development planning and implementation of the historic parks and gardens, as
well as the guidelines and manuals for practical issues [197, 243, 106].
Philosophy of the English Heritage has spread all over Europe, as well as
Australia, where similar organizations and support funds have been established.

The research subject: the cultural and natural heritage of the historic
gardens and parks. The political and socio-economic aspects of the historic
gardens and parks in the Latvian rural landscape in 21% century.

The research object: Latvian historic gardens and parks as an integral
part of palaces and manor ensembles in the modern rural landscape.

The hypothesis of the Ph.D. Thesis: sustainable development planning of
the historic gardens and parks is one of the prerequisite for the facilitation of
the socio-economic welfare in Latvian countryside.
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RESEARCH AIM AND OBJECTIVES

The aim of the Ph.D. Thesis: to explore the cultural and natural heritage of
the historic gardens and parks, their political and socio-economic aspects of the
landscape in the context of Latvian rural landscape and to establish the
perspectives of the historic gardens and parks for the sustainable development
planning.

The following tasks were set to achieve the aim of the Ph.D. Thesis:
® to explore the development process of the historic gardens and parks and to

analyse the research approaches of the landscape qualities in the theoretical

section. To explore the cultural and natural heritage of the historic parks and
gardens, as well as landscape policy aspects and landscape planning trends;

e to analyse the characteristics of landscape formation qualities in the historic
gardens and parks. To identify the landscape qualities of the historic gardens
and parks as a cultural and natural heritage, to examine the policies and
development planning problematic of the cultural and natural heritage in
Europe, including the context of the Baltic States;

® to analyse awareness and evaluation approaches applied in the landscape
qualities of the historic gardens and parks through the research examples of
Latvian rural landscape;

e to propose development planning concepts of the historic gardens and parks
for the purposes of sustainable environment provision and growth.

RESEARCH METHODS

To prove the hypothesis, to achieve the aim and to solve the tasks, scientific
research, as well as summary and analyses of legal, practical and archive material
has been used. The research of the current situation of the research object and
development planning tendencies has been supplemented by structured
quantitative and qualitative sociological surveys and interviews. The collected
data obtained through of the survey process have been summarized with the static
data processing methods. The sources used in the research consist of theoretical
materials on the historic gardens and parks, their development and problematic in
the context of the natural and cultural heritage. The induction method has been
used in the dissertation for the formulation of scientific assumptions and
interrelationships, which is based on observation and analyses of the historic
gardens and parks in Europe. The evristical or the intuitive method has been used
to identify and record individual criteria in the historic gardens and parks of
Latvian rural landscape. The monographic or descriptive method, which is based
on the study of the scientific knowledge and theory, has been used to summarise
and determine the results obtained through the research.



APPROBATION OF THE PH.D. THESIS

Various research results have been published in five scientific articles. The

author has participated in one local and twenty international conferences. Twenty
papers have been presented at international conferences in Latvia and abroad.

1.

Publications:

Dreija K. Historic Gardens and Parks: Challenges of Development in the Context of
Relevant Regulations, Definitions and Terminology. Journal ‘Science — Future of
Lithuania’. K. Seselgis’ Readings — 2012. Lithuania: Vilnius Technika, 2012, pp. 167—
175. ISSN 2029-2341.

Dreija K. The Potential of the Use of the Resources of the Cultural Historical Parks to
Facilitate Sustainable Development of Society. Compilation of Conference Articles
published by the Business College “Turiba”. XII International scientific conference:
New Values for the Development of Tourism and Society. Riga: pp. 92-100. ISSN 1691-
6069.

Dreija K. The Development of Cultural Historical Parks of Latvia. Annual 16th
International Scientific Conference Proceedings. Research for Rural Development
2010. Jelgava: PERI, 2011, pp. 174-179. ISSN 1691-4031.

Dreija K. The Meaning of Historic Parks in the Settlement Landscape Ecology. Annual
17th International Scientific Conference Proceedings. Research for Rural Development
2011. Jelgava: PERI, 2011, pp. 193-200. ISSN 1691-4031.

Dreija, K. The Development Opportunities of Latvian Historic Parks. Example of
Kurzeme. Science - Future of Lithuania, Conference for Junior Researchers. Lithuania:
Vilnius Technika, 2011, pp. 45-52. ISSN 2029-2341.

On the subject of the Ph.D. Thesis the following papers have been read in scientific

conferences:

1.

“Development Opportunities of Latvian Cultural Historical Parks”, International
Landscape Architecture Conference: Rural Landscape Identity and Development
Scenarios, Jelgava, 23.-26. 04. 2009.;

“The Characterization of Quality Criteria of Cultural Historical Parks”, the Annual 15th
International Scientific Conference: Research for rural development 2009, Jelgava,
20.-22. 05.2009.;

“The Characterization of Quality Criteria of Cultural Historical Parks”, S5th
International Scientific Conference: Students on Their Way to Science”, Jelgava,
30. 05.2010.;

“The Development of Cultural Historical Parks of Latvia”, the Annual 16"
International Scientific Conference: Research for Rural Development 20107, Jelgava,
19.-21. 05.2010.;

“Classification of Cultural Historical Ensembles in the Latgale Region and the
Development Potential”, the International scientific II Congress of Latgale, Daugavpils,
10-11. 11. 2010.;

“The Principles of Classification of the Cultural Historical Complexes and Landscape
Structure Research”, the International scientific conference on the landscape
architecture at the Latvian University of Agriculture: “Lifestyle and Landscape”,
Jelgava, 9.-11. 02. 2011.;
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

“Historic Parks on The Borderline of Latvia — Lithuania”, the International Student
Science and Art Conference: The Unity of the Balts under the Sun, Liepaja, 24.—
25.02.2011.;

“Harmony and the Dramatic Character of the Kurzeme Landscape”, the International
scientific conference: Spatial Strategy for Sustainable Development, Kuldiga, 26.—
28.04.2011.;

“The Meaning of Historical Parks in the Settlements Landscape Ecology”, the Annual
17" International Scientific Conference: Research for rural development 2011, Jelgava,
18.-20. 05. 2011.;

“The Potential of the Use of the Potential of the Cultural Historical Parks to Facilitate
Sustainable Development”, XII International scientific conference: New Values for the
Development of Tourism and Society, Riga, 2.-3. 06. 2011.;

“Historic Parks of Latvia”, International workshop: Kuressaare Castle Park 150 is
Calling, Kuressaare, 9.-11. 06. 2011.;

“The Assessment of the Historic Park Landscapes Transformation in Impact of Site
Structure”, 24th NJF congress: Food, Feed, Fuel and Fun — Nordic Light on Future
Land Use and Rural Development, Uppsala, 14.—16. 06. 2011.

“The Meaning of Landscape’s Esthetical Evaluation and Human Perception. Projection
of the Latvian cultural landscape protective zones”’, ECLAS International Conference:
Ethic / Aesthetic, Sheffield, 7.-10. 09. 2011.;

“Landscape Design Solutions — The Basis for the Development of Technical
Documentation of Eleja Manor Park”, Workshop ,Interactive Public Space —
Achievements and Visions”, Zalenieki, 4.-5. 10. 2011.;

“Landscape Design Proposal — Base Documentation for the Technical Project
(including the main conclusions from the audit of ligneous plants)”, Workshop: Eleja
Manor Park — Interactive Public Place, Jelgava, 14. 12.2011.;

“Natural and Cultural Heritage in Latvian Historic Gardens and Parks: Values and
Significance”, the International scientific conference on the landscape architecture:
Composition, Conception and Context in Landscape Architecture, Jelgava, 05.—
06.03. 2012,

“The Basic Principles of Conservation and Management Planning for Historic Gardens
and Parks in Latvia”, the Annual 18" International Scientific Conference: Research for
Rural Development 2012, Jelgava, 16.-18. 05.2012.;

“Latvian Cultural and Natural Heritage — Historic Gardens and Parks: Vision of State
and Community”, International Conference: Green Infrastructure: from Global to
Local, Saint-Petersburg, 11.-15. 06. 2012.;

“Latvian Parks: Past and Present”, Devepark Final Conference, Alatskivi Castle,
29.06.2012.;

“Results of the Tree audit of Eleja Manor Park and Landscape Design Solutions — the
Basis for the Development of Technical Documentation”, Workshop: Place Marketing
—a Way to Sustainable Development of Municipality, Jelgava, 5.-8. 07. 2012.
On the subject of the Ph.D. Thesis the following stand papers have been presented

in scientific conferences:

1.

“The Development of Cultural Historical Parks”, ECLAS international conference
2009: Landscape & Ruins - Planning and Design for the Regeneration of Derelict
Places, Genova, 23.-27. 09. 2009.;
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2. “The Classification Principles of the Selection of Latvian Historical Cultural
Ensembles: the Example of Vidzeme”, the 69™ Scientific Conference of the University
of Latvia: the Landscape Research, Riga, 02. 02.2011.;
3. “The Development Potential of Latvian Historic Parks: Strategy and Methods”, EFLA
Regional Congress of Landscape Architecture: Mind the Gap: Landscapes for a New
Era, Tallinn, 2.— 4.11.2011.
On the subject of the Ph.D. Thesis the following theses have been published in
scientific conferences:

1. Dreija, K. The Classification Principles of the Selection of Latvian Historical Cultural
Ensembles: the Example of Vidzeme. The 69" Scientific Conference of the University
of Latvia: Geography, Geology, Environment Science. Theses of Presentations. Riga:
the University of Latvia, 2011, pp. 81-82

2. Dreija, K. The Assessment of the Historic Park Landscapes Transformation in Impact
of Site Structure. 24th NJF congress: Food, Feed, Fuel and Fun — Nordic Light on
Future Land Use and Rural Development. Book of Abstracts. Uppsala: SLU, 2011, p.
111, ISSN 1653-2015.

3. Dreija, K. The Meaning of Landscape’s Esthetical Evaluation and Human’s Perception.
Projection of the Latvian Cultural Landscape Protective Zones. ECLAS international
conference: Ethic / Aesthetic. Abstracts book. Sheffield: 2011, pp. 61-62.

4. Dreija, K. Latvian Cultural and Natural Heritage — Historic gardens and Parks: Vision
of State and Community. International Conference: Green Infrastructure: from global
to local. Conference proceedings. Saint-Petersburg and Uppsala: SPbSTU, 2012, pp.
39-40, ISBN 978-5-7422-3540-8.

The awards and grants accepted for the subject of Ph.D. Thesis:
In August 2010 there have been achieved grant at a limited selection project
competition of the European Social Fund "Support for the Doctoral Study
Programme Realization" in the project "Support for the Realization of the Doctoral
Study at the Latvian University of Agriculture".

SCIENTIFIC NOVELTY AND PRACTICAL APPICATION OF PH.D. THESIS

Scientific novelty of the Ph.D. Thesis. The scientific conclusions and
theories summarised in the Ph.D. Thesis provide essential analysis and
assessment of the development planning processes and current tendencies of the
historic gardens and parks on a global scale. The Ph.D. Thesis will contribute to
the research of the totality of Latvian historic gardens and parks as a cultural and
natural heritage, which, from the landscape architecture point of view, is a
segment of Latvian countryside heritage seldom researched so far. As a result, the
use the historic gardens and parks as a totality of the cultural and natural heritage
will be highlighted and founded for the landscape architecture field research.
Various methodological solutions have been applied for the material use of the
cultural and natural heritage and landscape policy, which will contribute not only
to the subject research of the Ph.D. Thesis, but will also provide new conclusions
on the role of the historic gardens and parks for the sustainable development
contribution of Latvian rural landscape, providing high quality scenic space and
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welfare level for the existing and future generations. The obtained information,
results and conclusions of the Ph.D. Thesis will serve as the scientific basis for
further research and as a theoretical and methodological aid for the research and
training in this field.

The practical significance of the Ph.D. Thesis. The problem presented in
the Ph.D. Thesis is topical in the contemporary situation in Latvia, which reflects
the neglected values and importance of the historic gardens and parks as a totality
of the cultural and natural heritage in the context of the rural landscape. The
analysed landscape quality identification and evaluation principles, conservation
and management guidelines, as well as the proposed sustainable development
planning conceptions can be used in practical research of the historic parks and
gardens and related development planning processes for both individuals and
local authorities. The approaches of the research utilised in the Ph.D. Thesis will
facilitate interdisciplinary cooperation among the owners and/or managers of the
historic parks and gardens and such public authorities as cultural heritage
protection and natural protection authorities.

The theses of the Ph.D. Thesis:

e landscape quality, protection, conservation and management processes of the
historic parks and gardens play a crucial role for the sustainable development
of place through the awareness of the natural and cultural heritage that can be
regulated using the appropriate assessment and planning tools;

e the decrease of the quality of the scenic space of the historic gardens and
parks, as well as the natural and historical heritage, including the degradation
of Latvian rural landscape, facilitate the neglect of heritage values and their
significance at all state administrative levels, especially local, which is also
affected by the deficiencies in the legislation of Latvia and the lack of
specialists in this field;

® it is possible to raise the awareness of the value and significance of the
historic gardens and parks, as well as the importance of sustainable
development planning particularly through education of the site
understanding and the natural and cultural heritage in various aspects — via
the inquiries of historical materials and processes, familiarization with legal
acts, exchange of experiences and the motivation of participation of the local
public;

e conservation and management processes of the historic gardens and parks
are reflected in the place development processes, which in Latvian rural
landscape are with the negative curve, reducing both the scenic quality and
the welfare level. To promote the site development, local resources should be
recognized and involved at all state administrative levels.
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RESEARCH STRUCTURE AND VOLUME

The structure and volume of the Ph.D. Thesis. The content of the Ph.D.
Thesis is set out in the three main chapters. The total amount of the dissertation is
260 pages. There have been included 76 pictures, with 17 of them reproduced, 13
tables, 29 annexes and 370 sources of bibliography. All the photos and schemes
included in the Ph.D. Thesis, as well as the tables without references are materials
acquired by the author during the research.

INTRODUCTION
Approbation of the Dissertation
1. CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES AND RESEARCH APPROACHES IN
THE LANDSCAPE OF GARDENS AND PARKS IN THE 18" -21*
CENTURY AND THE LANDSCAPE POLICY
1.1. Characterization of the landscape of gardens and parks in the 18" —21*
century, research approaches
1.2. Totality of the cultural and natural heritage
1.3. Characterization of the landscape policy principles
1.4. Tendencies of sustainable development planning
2. THE PROBLEMATIC OF DEVELOPMENT PLANNING IN THE
CONTEXT OF THE HISTORIC PARKS AND GARDENS
2.1. Factors affecting the quality of the landscape
2.2. The problematic of the landscape quality in the context of the cultural and
natural heritage
2.3. The functionality of the landscape policy aspects
2.4. Characterization of the problematic of development planning and solutions
3. DEVELOPMENT PLANNING APPROACHES OF THE HISTORIC
GARDENS AND PARKS IN LATVIAN RURAL LANDSCAPE
3.1. The classification model of the historic gardens and parks
3.1.1. Layout of the methodology of the classification model
3.1.2. Classification of the historic gardens and parks in the example of
Jelgava district
3.2. Landscape quality assessment in three case study examples
3.2.1. Authenticity and integrity assessment in the example of the Eleja and
Remte manor parks
3.2.2. Landscapes ecological quality in the example of the district of
Kuldiga, Alsunga and Skrunda
3.2.3. Socio-economic factors in the provided tourism route example
3.3. Conceptions of sustainable development planning
CONCLUSIONS
LITERATURE SOURCES
APPENDIX
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1. CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES AND RESEARCH APPROACHES
IN THE LANDSCAPE OF GARDENS AND PARKS IN THE 18™ 2157
CENTURY AND THE LANDSCAPE POLICY

Beginning with the 18" century, the development of the historic gardens
and parks undergoes drastic changes, which in many aspects bring human
closer to nature. In the coming years, taking into account their values and
significance in the environmental and socio-economic area, the aspects of
protection, conservation and future development processes are analysed as
important issues in the context of the cultural and natural heritage. Therefore,
within the framework of this chapter, in section 1.1, the description of the
historical development of the gardens and parks in the 18" — 21% century, as
well as the research approaches of the aesthetic, ecological and socio-economic
aspects of the historic gardens and parks as the totality of the cultural and
natural heritage is provided. Consequently, values and significance of the
historic gardens and parks in the modern understanding in the world and Latvia
are revealed. In section 1.2, the cultural and natural heritage as a classifier of
values and significance of the historic gardens and parks is analysed in the
framework of theoretical approaches and totality of legal acts at all state
administrative levels. Thus, the significance of the cultural and natural heritage
as a totality is justified and proved in the context of the landscape research,
awareness raising and development planning processes of the historic gardens
and parks. In section 1.3, research has been carried out in relation to the
principles of protection, management and planning, namely, the landscape
policy of the historic gardens and parks, describing and analysing the scientific,
theoretical and practical conclusions, as well as justifying and proving the
significance of landscape policy guidelines and methodology applied at the
development planning of the historic gardens and parks. In the last section of
the chapter development tendencies of the historic gardens and parks have been
analysed and described, paying particular attention to the contributions for the
environmental, socio-economic field through the sustainability principles,
thereby reflecting the flexibility of approaches and diversity of opportunities in
the development planning processes.

1.1. Characterization of the landscape of gardens and parks in the 18" —
21* century, research approaches

The boundary between the terms ‘garden’ and ‘park’ cannot be drawn and
their use depends on the peculiarities of national languages, cultural
phenomena, established traditions, phenomena ratings, etc.[127, 150], as well
as the particular features of the historic landscape development. Therefore,
within the framework of this research both terms have been used.
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A historic garden and park is the objects of research in areas related to
nature, art, society, economics and humanities. Therefore, its interpretation in
the world depends on the respective contextual view and research purpose,
which simultaneously demonstrate the multidisciplinary context of the gardens
and parks nowadays [181, 25-35]. However, despite the diversity of the
mentioned scientific fields, each research process begins with the historic
development summary and theoretical statement formulation.

The values of the historic gardens and parks of various scientific areas in
the world are expressed through the following aspects:

e philosophy - expression of abstract notions, spiritual dimensions, which
are mental sensations, surprise, attitude towards things, way of thinking
and expositor. Philosophical aspects are based on the idea[110, 81, 93];

e architectonic aspects — design theories, which contain theories of
spatiality, essence of things and layout principles [209];

e aesthetic values - as a visual and perceptual impression formed through
the centuries. Parks and gardens are the evidence of the particular
historical period, artistic or traditional value and particular lifestyle or
even reflection of civilization at its zenith [254];

e cecological aspects of the landscape — interaction between biodiversity and
anthropological impact of the historic gardens and parks is the core
element [236, 47];

e socio-economic aspects, which are reflected through the awareness of
values, efficiency of the historic landscape and sustainability in its use
[180, 94, 55].

1.2. Totality of the cultural and natural heritage

Historic gardens and parks in most of the countries over the world have
been defined under the status of the cultural and natural heritage monuments. In
the theoretical framework of the cultural and natural heritage three theories
have been proposed, describing each heritage type individually and
characterizing the cultural and natural heritage as a totality reflecting on their
mutual interaction. Theories on the cultural heritage, its diversity, including
cultural landscape theories, are based on tangible and intangible manifestations
that in the context of the historic gardens and parks are reflect through the
physical elements, architectural artistic compositions and sentimental place
expressions of the cultural heritage. Landscape quality assessment through the
characteristics of the elements, structure and composition authenticity have
been proposed as the main tools of methodology of the cultural heritage
awareness and assessment. However, theories on natural heritage are based on
the vegetative and water elements and structural units, biodiversity and
ecological aspects of the landscape. The integrity or monolithic principle,
identification of biodiversity features and understanding and identification of
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the landscape ecological processes have been focused on in the framework of
the natural heritage research herein.

1.3. Characterization of the landscape policy principles

Basic principles of the landscape policy as the research subject of the Ph.D.
Thesis play the main role as the core instrument in development planning of the
historic gardens and parks as a cultural and landscape heritage. The scientific
research theories, which affect both the aims of landscape policy and landscape
quality, propose the forms of development planning of the historic gardens and
parks through protection, conservation, management and management planning
methodology. Systematic, detailed and analytical overview of the historical
landscape is on the basis of the mentioned methodology, which serve as
grounds for the development approaches of the conservation policy through the
landscape quality purpose formulation, followed by a long-term action plan
related to a gradual implementation of the proposed guidelines and targets. The
range of the available methodology is wide both in terms of the theoretical and
practical case study research. Conservation management plan as a tool of
development planning of the historic gardens and parks have acquired a
considerable popularity in the United Kingdom and other European countries,
including Estonia, which in the beginning of 2012 approved the management
guidelines for historic gardens and parks at a national level.

1.4. Sustainable development planning tendencies

Development planning includes the principles, objectives and required
action development for the achievement with the purpose to realize politically
defined priorities and to ensure public and territory development [264]. On a
global scale the development planning tendencies of the historic gardens and
parks on the theoretical and practical level are reflected via the regeneration
form, including the applied tools and research methodology characteristics and
discussions of its suitability at renaturalization processes of the historical
landscape as a dynamic environment. In the development processes of the
historic gardens and parks a number of the following aspects have been
included, which characterizes contemporary tendencies:

e the regeneration forms of the historic gardens and parks, which have been
applied depending on the historical and socio-economic factors of the
developed theory, as well as the development objectives and visions [100,
196-213; 111, 83-88; 149, 169];

e development planning tools, which are applied for the sustainable
development implementation of the historic gardens and parks [72, 73, 87,
97, 319-356; u. c.];
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e historical research methodologies, which reveal new forms how to explore
and identify the cultural historical heritage, simultaneously expanding the
development opportunities [80, 57-66, 75, 55-74; 241, 69-83; 219, 33-46;
135, 144, 178-179; 261, u. c.].

Environmental sustainability principles emerge at all the development
planning aspects and it must be concluded that general tendencies of the
development of the historic gardens and parks in the world are based on the
natural heritage as an integration of a totality of equal resources in social
processes, ensuring its preservation for the future generations. As well as the
fact that one of the priority points is to maximally preserve the historical
environment as authentic with all its changes during all historical stages. It can
be fully supported by the mentioned development planning tools and research
methodology.

2. THE PROBLEMATIC OF DEVELOPMENT PLANNING IN THE
CONTEXT OF THE HISTORIC PARKS AND GARDENS

Based on the scientific research knowledge and theories summarized and
analysed in the previous chapter, the development planning problematic of the
historic gardens and parks, as well as the factors affecting the landscape quality
and the factors affecting the functionality and development of the landscape
policies in the Baltic States and Europe in general will be analysed in the
sections hereafter. The investigation of the problematic has been based on the
body analyses of subjective and objective decisions made at the landscape
quality assessment of the historic gardens and parks.

Problems related to the historic gardens and parks were analysed carrying
out field research in 166 historic gardens and parks in Latvia, Lithuania,
Estonia and Sweden. To characterise the European country problems and
solutions, the historic gardens and parks in were analized thru theoretical
approaches in other European countries such as England, Austria, Irland,
Sweden, Finland, Russia, Ukraine, Germany, Poland and Slovakia. The objects
to be attended in each country were selected randomly and evaluated according
to pre-composed matrixes, which were set on the basis of the landscape quality,
accessibility and visibility conditions described in section 2.1. To identify and
investigate the qualitative problematic, three types of sociological surveys were
carried out in the framework of the research. To obtain the quantitative data,
anonymous random surveys for random respondent questionnaires were created
and compiled according to the sequential study of the research object, dividing
the questions into three groups.
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2.1. Factors affecting the quality of the landscape

The quality of landscape has been defined including a wide scope of
environmental, ecological, social, cultural and psychological factors. The
landscape quality level is defined by the existing values, which is a
measurement of aesthetical and visual quality formed through the perception
[160, 229-237]. The visual quality of the research object is influenced also by
the interaction between natural and anthropological factors. Within the
framework of the research, four landscape fluctuation factors have been
proposed on the basis of scientific theories and knowledge: time, climate, state
and society. Consequently, it may be concluded that the crucial factors of the
landscape quality of the historic gardens and parks are evaluable measures and
through their global understanding and awareness it is possible to establish the
problematic for each particular place. The quality of landscape is mostly
established by forms by nature and artificial materials and elements, the
temporal factor that determines natural and human processes, affecting the
aesthetics and ecology of landscape, as well as socio-economic and political
factors, which are reflected in the perception and attitude of society, and in the
position of state institutions.

2.2. The problematic of the landscape quality in the context of the cultural
and natural heritage

The historic gardens and parks as a cultural and natural heritage are marked in
the world conventions and charters. Cultural and natural monuments are the
most directly comprehended part of the cultural and natural heritage. In the
historic gardens and parks different types of cultural monuments can be found —
architectural, artistic, historical and archaeological monuments. Furthermore,
the intangible values of the cultural heritage are related to the intangibility
concept that is expressed through the processes of society in the past. Natural
monuments, in their turn, are dynamic structural elements of the historic
gardens and parks, forming both the horizontal and the vertical structure of the
landscape. The natural heritage consists not only of several monuments, but
also of geological or physiological formations and steady determined natural
territories, which have a particular significance. Consequently, the historic
gardens and parks can also be a part of the natural heritage region. Both the
cultural and natural elements in the historic gardens and parks form the
landscape composition, which due to the impact of various factors has changed.
This factor particularly determines the landscape quality problems related to the
natural heritage. The theoretical guidelines analysed before divide the cultural
and natural heritage elements and structures, which accordingly have been
taken as a base for the summary of problems.
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Figure 2.1. Landscape variability aspects and analyses of the historic parks and gardens

The problematic of European historic gardens and parks as a totality of the
cultural and natural heritage is described in the context of: (1) landscape
variability, (2) landscape elements and structure, and (3) heritage awareness
and efficiency. Landscape variability in historical context is determined by the
time factor, climate factor and human factor, which are reflected in the
problems related to the landscape variability:
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e  Under the influence of the time factor the landscape transformation stages
reflect the historical processes and through their understanding the scope of
contemporary problems may be identified.

e  Under the influence of the climate factor the components of the historic
gardens and parks can gradually change over a long period of time, but this
factor can also be unpredictable, and it can make drastic changes in the
historical landscape in a very short period of time, which in turn poses a
range of unexpected problems or the risk of the landscape.

e  The human factor determines the functionality type of the historic gardens
and parks, respectively bringing a physical change in the environment
through the use and management type, intensity and quality, reflecting
through the authenticity and integrity related problems of the historic parks
and gardens nowadays.

Great part of the Latvian cultural heritage is in a critical condition, because
the rural landscape in the post-war years has been deteriorated and is still not
absolutely cleaned up. The landscape of the historic gardens and parks in the
last hundred years has undergone significant and less significant changes.
Studying the historical processes and the existing situation, the major landscape
transformation factors of the historic parks and gardens that have directly
affected the visual quality of the historical landscape can be defined and they
have been illustrated in figure 2.1.

Landscape variability factors analysed in the surveyed historic gardens and
parks of the Baltic States indicate indicates that the most frequently met factors
were recognized in the Lithuanian historic gardens and parks, while in Estonia
variability is revealed on very few occasions. It indicates the awareness of the
cultural and natural heritage and long-term vision at the level of the landscape
planning and use. Under the impact of historical events not only the
functionally and visually perceptible landscape part, but also the structure and
elements of the historic landscape.

2.3. The functionality of the landscape policy aspects

Within the framework of this section functionality of the landscape policy
aspects has been defined in the context of European countries, analysing the
scientific research knowledge on the legal acts of Latvia, Lithuania, Estonia,
Finland, Sweden, Ireland, England, Germany, Italy, Slovakia, Poland, Russia and
Ukraine, which are related to the protection, preservation and management of the
historic gardens and parks. The core groups of the problematic among the
European countries are related to the interest conflicts on the protection of the
cultural and natural heritage and the existence of the development planning
principles. The situation in Latvia is similar to other European countries, which
are located the the post-Soviet territory. Particularly notable are such European
countries as Sweden, England, Ireland, Italy and Germany, where the normative
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acts provide detailed instructions and criteria regarding the protection and
development issues of the historic parks and gardens. The legislation of these
countries also clarify how the solution for these issues is manifested in the
conservation and management planning tool which is put into practice. Among
the post-Soviet countries Estonia stands out with order in such issues as the
harmony between the cultural and natural heritage, which is manifested in
attracting both parties in discussing the issues related to the historic gardens and
parks on a regular basis and quest for optimal solutions.

State activities in solving the problematic issues are quite extensive,
however, it must be concluded that reflection of the problematic and quest for
solutions through discussions have not produced positive results so far.
Nevertheless, the public understanding — both in terms of the consuming and
managing authority — of the cultural and natural heritage values and importance
refers to the quality of the historic landscape, which unfortunately is with a
negative curve. To solve the problems, it is necessary to review the legal acts
that refer to the historic gardens and parks, taking into account the regulations
of the UNESCO and the ICOMOS, as well as the experience of neighbouring
countries, for example, Estonia.

2.4. Characterization of the problematic of development planning and
solutions

There have been actual changes in the planning of the cultural heritage
over the last twenty years — major legislation, guidelines and manuals have
been approved on a global scale. Nevertheless, both the researchers and
practitioners are hardly aware of how the development planning of the historic
gardens and parks is actually carried out what the priorities are. The problematic
mentioned on the European scale and respectively the provided solutions have
been identified and elaborated at least a decade ago. Currently in European
countries, which have been actively involved in development issues of the
historic gardens and parks since the last century, other development conflicts
have been brought forward. Consequently, the development planning problematic
has been analysed and the solutions for European countries have been
summarised in Table 2.1. These aspects of the European problematic have been
stated already in the implementation of the planned development processes of the
historic gardens and parks. In comparison to the Baltic States there is a successive
scope of the problematic during the implementation of regeneration plans.
Currently there are extensive debates among the scientists and field specialists,
suggesting new solutions and approaches for decreasing the problematic and
providing solutions through various development forms.
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Table 2.1

Characterization of the problematic of development planning and
solutions in the European historic gardens and parks

No Problem Solution

1. Out-dated vegetation | Vegetations, especially the regeneration approaches of
the ancient trees, are mainly based on the landscape
ecology principles and gradual recovery principles
[174,234, 108, 321-335].

2. Climate impact Under the impact of climate ancient vegetation suffers
most significantly and solutions are sought to raise the
awareness of these problems, which is a new direction of
research. [182, 119-124; 183, 395-401; 27, 387-393; 44,
45, 106, 707-716; 162, 3—15].

3. Management balance | Management approaches are based on the principles of
gradualness, preserving diverse environment spaces in
the parks and gardens: intensely cultivated, medium
intensely and rarely cultivated areas [251, 8, 65, 1-19].

4. Lack of specialists in | Special training courses and improvement of professional
the field of skills, which take place on-site at the existing territories, as
management well as the employee motivation used through the heritage

value and understanding of significance [1, //9-131].

5. Significance of the Achieved using the gradualness of the management
aesthetic and principles, separating the areas of the gardens and parks
ecological interface for the reflection of aesthetic and ecological qualities
of landscape [128, 239-254;220].

6. Understanding of the | Intense study of ecology and biology as background
significance of areas [19; 95, 81-96].
biodiversity

7. Tensions between the | Tourism industries are separated according to the
traditional and the priorities of existence and development of each garden
modern and park individually [164, 249-260].

8. Scope of tourism Restricted using the legislation and education system in

each country [55, 185-201; 143].

9. Conflicts between the Restricted using the education systems and community
heritage and the participation systems [241, 85, 213-228].
interests of community

10. | Identity assessment Public awareness is raised through interpretation of the
and preservation intangible cultural heritage, as well as through

significance of human mental perception to ensure
welfare [109, 52-54].

11. | Significance of Intensive discussions through the categories affecting the
authenticity and processes of the past, the present and the future [97, 319-356;
integrity 195, 1-16].

12. | Recovery forms, Recovery approaches are based on the principles of the

preserving all
historically
significant layers

historical research and place understanding, thus
identifying the relevance of historical layers [168; 15—18;
192, 147-156].
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A historic garden and park is a powerful component in ensuring welfare and
quality of life. It is a complex organism with a concise totality of values that has
been created with an aim to provoke emotional experience. The diversity of
European historic gardens and parks reveal both positive and negative visual
quality instances of the landscape via the processes of historical processes and the
experience of protection, conservation and management.

3. DEVELOPMENT PLANNING APPROACHES OF THE HISTORIC
GARDENS AND PARKS IN LATVIAN RURAL LANDSCAPE

In the framework of the third chapter as the experimental section of the
dissertation and on the basis of the results and conclusions obtained in the
previous chapters, the development planning approaches of the historic gardens
and parks in Latvian rural landscape are analysed. In section 3.1 the landscape
quality of the Latvian historic gardens and parks is examined in the context of the
cultural and natural heritage and functionality. As a result, a classification model
of the historic gardens and parks has been elaborated that has been used in the
case study of Jelgava district. In section 3.2, on the basis of the theoretical and
analytic policies of the dissertation, the landscape quality has been analysed
within aesthetic, ecological and socio-economic aspects, applying three case
studies in Latvian rural landscape. In section 3.3 sustainable development
planning conceptions have been brought forward that are based on the research of
the historical evidence of the gardens and parks, conservation and management
planning approaches, as well as the integration of the identified values as
resources in the context of tourism industry, taking into account the characteristic
features and planning peculiarities of Latvian historic gardens and parks.

3.1. The classification model of the historic gardens and parks

In the framework of this research the values of significance and functionality
of the cultural and natural heritage has been chosen in grouping the historic
gardens and parks. The classification model has been elaborated with an aim to
facilitate the protection and conservation of the historic gardens and parks, as
well as a sustainable development of their resources, increase of the cultural and
historical value of the rural landscape and increase the recognizability of the
place. The offered model can be used for the elaboration of the territory planning
and development programmes for local authorities, as well as in detailed
identification and assessment of the cultural and historical heritage of districts.
Furthermore, the classification model elaborated in the framework of the research
is tested in the case study of Jelgava District following the principles of the
classification model and identifying, assessing and analysing the existing historic
gardens and parks.
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In the case study it was stated that Jelgava District is abundant with historic
gardens and parks and nearly all its parishes can be proud of the cultural and
historical heritage highly evaluated and protected by the state, as well as the
diversity of landscape. Also, most of the parishes appreciate this wealth of culture
and nature, using it efficiently in social life that ensures a regular management of
the park landscape and raising awareness of the cultural and historical heritage
and sense of identity among local inhabitants, especially among the young
people.

3.2. Landscape quality assessment in three case study examples

On the basis of the analytic choice of the case studies the research theories
and conclusions made in the framework of this dissertation were used on the
basis of the aesthetic and ecological qualities of the historic gardens and parks
and socio-economic activities in the context of the cultural and natural heritage.
The selection of place was made taking into account the historical, geographical
and scientific research aspects, as well as the planning levels stipulated in Latvia.
The specific objects and territories of research were sought intentionally with a
perspective to carry out the development measures of the historic gardens and
parks in future, taking into account all the analytic positions mentioned before.

Authenticity and integrity assessment in the example of the Eleja and
Remte manor parks. The analytically comparative approach of visually
aesthetic qualities has been applied in the case study of the Eleja and Remte
manor parks aimed at raising awareness of the value of the cultural and natural
heritage on a local scale, using the historical evidence of the manor houses as the
unifying element — the analogy of the property rights and architecturally artistic
manifestations.

Comparing the scenic and architectonic transformations of the Eleja and
Remte manor parks, it must be concluded that the parks of both manor houses are
equally authentic in all architecturally compositional conditions. Though, it must
be noted that authenticity is proportionate to the amount of the architectonic
elements in each park individually. Also, the particularly high level of
authenticity of some of the elements partially decreases the destruction of other
elements. In order to preserve the authenticity qualities identified nowadays to a
maximum degree and not to allow an on-going degradation and even destruction
of the park elements and structures, a prompt strategic long-term plan for their
conservation and management is necessary. The elaboration and implementation
of the conservation and management plan can be carried out in several stages,
beginning with the park structures and elements that are in need of prior
conservation works. In this case the biggest responsibility as the main mediator
must be taken by Latvia State Inspection of Heritage Protection, which should
find compromise solutions and ensure the preservation of the elements under the
state protection, as well as the compositional uniformity for future generations.
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Although the Eleja manor park looks rather hopeless in terms of documentation,
its popularity, active cultural life and nearly threefold increase of visitors during
the last few years (in 1994 the Eleja manor park was visited by 3400 visitors
[357], but in 2011 — around 8000 [258]) keep alive the hope that the core values
of the park will be preserved and transferred to future generations as qualitative.
Whereas, the Remte manor park, although slightly forgotten, is a potential object
of regeneration of another English landscape park. In the case of both the Eleja
and the Remte manor houses the historic parks are significant material and
immaterial cultural and natural heritage, as well as the identity carriers of the
local environment.

Research of the landscapes ecological quality in the example of the
district of Kuldiga, Alsunga and Skrunda.The analytically comparative
approach in examining the ecological qualities of landscapes has been used in the
research example of Kuldiga, Alsunga and Skrunda districts on the basis of the
ecological network map of Kuldiga elaborated in 2002 in the framework of the
European programme of the World Conservation Union [189]. The analytic
approach of landscape ecology has been used with an aim to reveal the
significance of the biological diversity of the historic gardens and parks,
management intensity and quality, and load of a populated place in the run of the
ecological processes of the landscape on a regional, national and European scale.

In general it may be concluded that the historic gardens and parks are one of
the core providers of the landscape ecological balance specifically in populated
places that are with an averagely concentrated building coverage and a high rate
of agricultural lands. The ecological quality of landscape in most cases depends
on the public understanding of ecological principles and desire for not only
aesthetic qualities, but also the biodiversity of environment.

Research of socio-economic factors in the provided tourism route
example. The analytic approach of socio-economic activities has been applied in
a research tour in the historic gardens and parks of Latvia in the framework of the
project “Devepark — Sustainable Management and Development of Historic Parks
in Finland and Estonia 2009-2012” (hereinafter in the text “Devepark’) [256] co-
funded by the European Regional Development Fund. The socio-economic
research of the historic gardens and parks selected in the framework of the
research tour has been carried out with an aim to reveal the approaches, intensity
and diversity of the potential of the resources of the cultural and natural heritage
of Latvian rural landscape, as well as on the basis of the obtained conclusions to
provide analytic forecasts in further development. The results obtained in the
research of the case study can be divided in the following socio-economic groups:
e the historic gardens and parks, whose development is directed at and based

on economic aspects — proportionally to the contributions in the park

maintenance, service provision and other activities attracting visitors — to
obtain income. Consequently, direct income from the provided aesthetic,
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educating and spiritual qualities are gained, and their access is controlled and
limited. For instance, the Rundale manor park;

the historic gardens and parks, whose development is based on the goal to gain
profit. In this case, additionally to non-monetary benefits that are provided by
the historic gardens and parks, various monetary activities are added, for
example, rental of boats and fishing equipment, rental of bicycles or offers of
informative nature, for example, the service of the guide. Thus, additionally to
the core business that in most cases is related to the services of the hotels,
indirect incomes from the cultural and natural heritage resources are gained. In
most cases, direct access to the historic garden and park is not controlled and
limited. For instance, the parks of Smukas and Karli manor houses;

the historic gardens and parks that function as an added value to the
institutions of various scope, for example, to a hotel or an educational
establishment, providing non-monetary benefits. In this case a park can be
accessible for general public, yet, the accessibility can be limited. For
instance, the parks of Remte, MeZotne and Anna manor houses;

the historic gardens and parks that are used for social activities purposes at
the maximum degree, but no investments are attracted for their development,
including their management and maintenance. Thus, the culturally historical
and natural resources of the historic garden and park are gradually and in
most cases irretrievably exhausted. For instance, the Eleja manor park;

the historic gardens and parks that are being used neither for social activities
nor economic purposes. In most cases the particular cultural and historical
landscape has a significant potential in the socio-economic development of
the local territory, but there is a number of problems to implement it,
including fractured property rights and low financial security. For instance,
the Linde manor park.

3.3. Conceptions of sustainable development planning

Because the historic gardens and parks are one of the most significant socio-

economic values of environment and the cultural and natural heritage, their
planning is essential both in the context of environment protection and
development. The aim of development planning of the historic gardens and parks,
determining the development planning functions, would facilitate sustainable and
stable development of the state, as well as the increase of the life quality
and welfare of inhabitants. In order to achieve it, the approach of a gradual planning
and continuity principles is necessary, which is possible to implement proposing the
following conceptions:

the place evidence conception that is based on the historical evidence research
approaches and an analytic and comparative assessment of the contemporary
situation, thus facilitating the awareness and protection of the values and
significance of the local cultural and natural heritage;
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®  the heritage conservation conception that is based on the basic principles of the
conservation plan and envisages the protection of the values of the historic
garden and park, ensuring safe integration in further development processes;

®  the heritage management conception that is based on the basic principles of the
management plan and envisages systematic management activities in long-
term, including financial and work load calculations;

®  the development conception in the context of tourism industry that envisages
development strategies of the historic gardens and parks on the basis of the
existing values.

The proposed sustainable development planning conceptions of the historic
gardens and parks are not referred to one universal approach, because in a
contemporary view the development planning of each historic garden and park is
determined, first, by its individual features which are reflected in a historical
development in certain time periods and geographical location both in relation to
the natural base and the landscape created by a human. And, second, the
development planning is determined by general development planning traditions
that to a great extent stipulate the contemporary approached in terms of the cultural
and natural heritage and their integration in social, economic and political
processes. At the same time, the elaborated conceptions are flexible and serve as the
ground base for adapting diverse situations and finding the appropriate solutions.
Furthermore, they are based on the gradualness and continuity approaches, which in
this case is the unifying aspect and, irrespective of the diversity of the historic
gardens and parks, the gradualness and continuity principles ensure the planning of
sustainable development.

CONSLUSIONS

1. The development of gardens and parks in the beginning of the 18" century was
significantly affected by manifestations of Romanticism in theories of poetics
and arts, which changed the perspective regarding the creation of landscape
and their functional efficiency. The philosophical and architecturally artistic
ideas provided an opportunity to improve the spiritual dimensions of man
employing the beauty of natural primordialism.

2. Active phase of recreation flourishing at the turn of the 19" and 20" centuries
facilitated awareness of the significance of succession of cultural and historical
values of the gardens and parks, as well as laid the foundations for the first
legal protection systems. The following growth of commercial dimensions of
the historic gardens and parks in tourism industry facilitated attraction of new
background disciplines which provide opportunities to integrate research
methodology from various sciences, including social and economic sciences.

3.Development planning tendencies of the historic gardens and parks through
diverse research methodology and application of tools on a global scale ensure
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authentic preservation of historically most important layers of landscape for
future generations and integration of the natural heritage as a totality of equal
resources in socio-economic processes.

4.The range of problems emerging in European historic gardens and parks
require complex solutions that to a great extent are provided by the
recommendations, guidelines and manuals approved and passed by
international, state administrative and non-governmental organisations. The
solution approaches designed for European problematic can be applied in
strengthening the development strategies and visions of Latvian historic
gardens and parks, too.

5.As a result of the political events in the last century, the degradation of the
historic gardens and parks in the Baltic States impedes to perceive and
understand the values and significance of the historical landscape nowadays.
For the purposes of sustainable development planning it is necessary to ensure
research accessibility of cultural and historical evidence of the historic gardens
and parks at national and local planning levels.

6.Moderate public awareness of the problematic related to Latvian historic
gardens and parks at a national level can be explained with a considerable lack
of specialists in this field, thus failing to facilitate the introduction of strategic
solutions according to the European level.

7.The quality indicators of the cultural and natural heritage of Latvian historic
gardens and parks are remarkably affected by planning and implementation
activities not only at a local, but also at a national level that so far have not
been organised and have not had systematic nature.

8. On most occasions the values and significance of the historic gardens and parks
do not ensure the socio-economic efficiency in Latvian rural landscape due to
the lack of strategic understanding between the owners and administrators.
There is a necessity to attract proficient field specialists at the local planning
levels, which would facilitate the integration of the studied values and
significance in socio-economic processes.

9. Identification and assessment approaches of the cultural and natural heritage of
the historic gardens and parks can be used in elaborating sustainable
development plans for the regeneration of the cultural and historical landscape
offering strategic solutions for the research of cultural and historical, ecological
and socio-economic aspects.

10. Successiveness of the proposed sustainable development planning
conceptions provides an opportunity to plan the development of the historic
gardens and parks gradually without demanding instant and large-scale
financial investments. It is necessary to integrate the sustainable development
planning conceptions as facilitating tools of raising public awareness,
administration and development of Latvian historic gardens and parks at
national and local planning levels.
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