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Laika no valsts galvaspittas statusa za@gianas 1940. gadidz & atgiSanai XX
gadsimta dewidesmitajos gados unasu diemam Riga piedzvojusi hoZmigas f@rmaias:
ievérojami paplaSiausas pilstas administravas robezas, madijes iedavotaju skaits un
nacioralais sastvs, izveidoti jauni lo&lie rajonu centri, tor Vecriga - pilgtas \esturiskais
kodols - turpina @it kultarvesturiski svaigaka Rigas apbves sagivdda un pil§tas un valsts
méroga aktiviiSu centrs. Sabiedriski niodigi procesi tiecas realities tieSi tur. idzgi ka
citas viduslaiku apdzotas vietas, arVecigas piinojuma strukira saglabja viduslaikiem
raksturgo infimo vides marogu kdz pat XX gadsimta desmitajiem gadiem, kadkas
ieverojami piltvides prveidoSanas darbi. Sekojat laika tendengm pilsgtbavnieaba, tika
nojaukta vaiku kvartlu apkive Doma bazicas ziemiustrumu sfrna priek un izveidots
Doma (toreiz 15. maija) laukums. Tastibki izmainja esoSaartelpu sargru, un jaunais
laukums kuva par plagko publiskoartelpu Vecrtga. lzmaias skira ar Ratslaukuma apittni.
Ta dienvidrietumu pus nojaucotéetrus apbvetus kvartlus, atbivoja vietu ieceita pilsetas
biroju nama bvnieabai. Sai lailk uzsika ar ta saukto 13. jardra ielas ..regakiju". Tas
ietvaros Veagas dienvidaustrumu Hiabija paredzts iewerojami paplaSiat galveras ielas,
uzhivet monumerdlas jaunceltnes un iekot sk\erus. Sakar ar tautsaimniabas lejupstli
un Eiropas totaliro siskmu briestoSo sadursnisSieceres realétas netika. Otrpasaules
kara posjumi jutami deformgja Veciigas pilstbivnieciskis struktiras viengabalaibu, radot
tukSumus kdreizjas apliives viedis, bet pckara laik Vecingas ¢sturiska telpiska vide
kopuni konsekventi netika atjaunota. AtsekdS zoriis valdods padomju ideolgijas
konteksi veica lokilus posijumu nowrSanas darbus. Visaspadomju ideolgijas spiediens
izpaudis Raslaukuma apiives palieku izitinaSara. Tas izrai§a neapmieriatibu gan
arhitekiiras un piemindi aizsardibas spedilistu, gan plagkas sabiedbas aprinds un
kluva par priekSnoteikumu centieniem atjaunggtwrisko vides kvaliti, tiklidz tas ktu
praktiski iespjams. Rc Otra pasaules kara, neatjaunojaisturisko apbves strukiiru
izpostitajas pilstas viets, izveidojis vaiaki 17dz misdieram saglabjuSies ,,robi" aptve,
kas, d&ji labiekartoti, tiek izmantoti & publiskas artelpas. & radis Livu laukums un
kadreizjais LatvieSu sarkano slieku laukums, & aif skvers Kakju iela pie Rdzenes un
Vecpilsttas ielu krustojuma un ,tulS vietas" Seta Petera bazicas aphrtné. Velak, XX un
XXI gadsimta mij izdaitie pilsstvides prveidojumi, pirnam kartam skara tieSi kara laik
izpositas, bet neatjaunag vietas saigha ar \elmi rekonstr@t noamigakos zaudtos aplves
elementus, aizpiit,.tukis vietas", tostarp agio LatvieSu sarkano stnieku laukumu.

Veciigas pilstvides afistibas jautjumi siki apskatti 1983. gad izstadataja Veciigas
regeneicijas projekd, kura nostdnes kalpoja & vadinijas \esturiskis vides atjaunoSanas
procea XX un XXI| gadsimta mij. XX gadsimta dewidesmitajos gados tika piemti vaiiki
padvaldbas administratie lemumi, piengram, par Vedgas apbves noteikumiem un par
gruntsgabalu apives tieam Vecfiga, kas paredga pirmskara apives iniju atjaunosanu
visa vecpilstas teritorii. SO Emumu visjarigais raksturs pifvides aftstibas kontekat
nebija pietiekami frdorrats, un nogtdnes ne vienar bija savietojamas arcpkara apbves
uzsknojumu veidotagm at¥irigagm planojuma strukiram. Neraugoties uz So dokumentu
nepilrigo atbilstbu reilajai sitlacijai, ka vietgjais likums tie tieSi ietekigja ar vides prveidi
saistto procesu norisi Vema XX un XXI gadsimta mj.

Rigas publiskaartelpu jaugjumi apskaiti ar jaurekaja pilsétas afisibas piinoSanas
dokumeni- Rigas teritorijas ginojuma 2006.-2018. gadam sas4t ieklautap Rigas
vesturiska centra saglat$anas un attfibas plina (turpnak RVC SAP). Tgj iztirzatas visas
UNESCO pasaules kalas mantojuma sarakseklaugs teritorijas prot@mas, bet,aka liela
dda pkna apskaito publiskoartelpu atrodas Vecrig tieSi &m pieerstaipasa uzmaba.
RVC SAP kontekst saasigjas af sabiedrisk aktivitate attietba uz pilta notiekoSajiem
procesiem. 2002. gada septanfBabiedrisks politikas institts veica aptauju, kaur
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respondenti bija miusi tas publiskis artelpas vai apives zonas, kurakotré vinuprat
sagaidmas ar vides transfoatiju saisttas aktiviites:

0 11. novembra krastmala;

0 Peterbazicas aphrtne;

0 Doma laukums;

0 Livu laukums.

Sim artelpam vel var pievienot @l divas probému vietas:

0 LatvieSu stlniekulaukums;

O ta sauki ,Jaua vecpil€ta" jeb kvarilu grupa starp Kungu, Peldu un 13.

janvara iekm un 11. novembra krastmalu.

Ka liecina atsauksmes par izsiito planu, ne visi aspekti @jir pilnvertigi apzirati un
ieverteti. Lai gan sagaiimo probému vietas kopumapziratas, pina vai nu netika, vai bija
nepietiekami izertéta katras atsevidis telpiskis vienbas vieta publiskartelpu kopuna;
artelpu kopums netika apsiatka sistma, kuras atsewigelementi funkcioali un semantiski
darbojas vienatkonteksi. Nepietiekami praei bija defiréti katras vietas funkcionaities un
rekreativifites aspekti, kar aphives strukiras afistbas jaugjumi.

_ Vecrgas afistibas jaujumi XX un XXI gadsimta mi nav apiikoti tikai teoktiski.
Saj laika, galvenokrt pamatojoties uz Vetgas rgenekcijas projekta noatinem, uzketa ar
praktiska pieredze. Rigas Ratslaukuma atjaunoSanas un dmsewghives elementu
rekonstrukcijas (retrospekds renovcijas) prakse atspodnja divas normigakas \esturiskis
videsartelpu un apbves pfinojuma strukiras rgeneécijas un aistibas prolimas:

1) zaudito Vesturiskis aplives fniju nekritiski konsekventu atjaunoSanu;

2) zuduSu vapjomu rekonstrukciju (retrosp@kd reno¥iciju).

Tadgjadi dazdos laikaposmos vajdsi atkiriga attieksme pret pitvides \esturiskim
vértibam un plnojuma un apiives strukiras saglafifanas un astibas jaudgjumiem.
Musdiersis fidz ar valsts galvaspiftas statusa afi§anu Rgas centra ikdienas tes un
swetku aktivitatém pievienojusies reprezénijas funkcija. Liela dia sabiedrisko aktidfu
izverSasartelpas, un pieprgams [Ec tam palielirés. Tadg] ir nepiecieSams pregt noertet
Vecngas publiskaartelpu nozmi visas nisdienu Rgasartelpu kontekdt, ka afm prognozt
optimalos to atistibas virzienus.

Vecfigas pilstbuvnieciskis struk@ras gergzes jautjumus apcegjusi vairaki autori,
atbalstot hipazi par to, ka Ryas dibiasanai iskapam Albertam iadita seno kurSu vikingu
un citu sveSzemju tirgaju pamestu apmeti vieta. Par to liecina Veryas teritorij
konstattas vaiikas apmeiu planojuma strukiras. &dé] Veciigai kopuna nav viena izteikta
centra, betas tekstira saplist vaifikas uz daddiem centriem oriedtas apakSstruétas.
Vecfigas pilstbavnieciskas struktiras veidoSais, funkcioralas un telpisks attstibas
jautajumi, ka an atsevi&i arhitektiras pieminek detaliZti analiZti Andreja Holcmaa
gramag ,,Veciiga - pil€tbavnieabas ansamblis". iBas centra, tai skaitVeciigas publisko
artelpu, afistbas jaudjumiem velits dainu pilsstplanotaja Jana @a (Jan Gehl) 2001. gad
veiktais Etijums Public Spaces and Public Life in Riga City Cenfiaja ski analiZta
daAdu artelpu noslodze da#las diennakts sturad, ka an izvirziti ierosirgjumi vides
kvalitates imepa paaugst#sanai.

! Sap petijuma_ termins rekonstrukcija lietots starptautiski piepemtagpratre,
apZmgjot zuduSu objektu atjaunoSanu aigaja izskata. sizpratne atiras no latviski
izdotajos likumos un normaajos aktos pigem@s, kur ar terminu rekonstrukcija
saprot &du ¢kas m@rbaves veikSanu, kas ir saist ar izmajam tas bivapjons, bet
parbives, kas nav saitas ar_izmajam ¢kas hivapjona, apzméSanai lieto terminu
renovicija. Parpratumu nogrSanai Sai @tjuma starptautiski plgemtea%qlzprgtm
lietotajam terminam rekonstrukcija pievienots paskaidrojums retraspalenovcija.
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Vecrigas pils§tbavnieabas un arhitekiras jauijumi bijusi daudzu autoru uzmdmas
loka gan pirmskara, gan padomju, gaasdienu Latvi, toner vinpu uzmafmba @rsvas bijusi
koncentrta uz aplives pfinojuma strukiras un atsevi@l aphives elementu, nevis
pilsetvides uztveres un &tibas prokdmam kopuna. Publiskoartelpu sistmas afistibas
jaugjumi un &s kvaliiti raksturojoSie aspekti nav bijusi veiktétjumu prineras uzmaibas
loka. Ari vesturisks videsartelpu un apbves piinojuma strukiras réeneacijas un atstibas
probkmas tdz Sim galvenokt apskatas arhitektras \esturiskis un ntisdienu stilistikas
aspekd, nepieersoties jautjumam par to, & vésturiskiipaSi normigu objektu rekonstrukcija
(retrospelva renovicija) var ieteknat vides kvaligti rekreativitites aspekt

Lai apziratu Veciigas publiskairtelpu kopuma k telpiskas sistmas pilstbavniecisko,
funkcionilo un socilo potencilu, apziritu probEmas un veiciatu ta pilnvértigu
izmantoSanu un atibu, darfa izvirziti sekojoSi narki:

o] izpetit Veciigas telpisks vides un publiskartelpu attstbu \esturiski konteksi;

o] apzirit Veciigas publiskoartelpu sabiedrisko n@migumu un funkciofilas
izmantoSanas &ktiecgumu Rgas K Latvijas galvaspidas kontekat
musdieras;

0 noskaidrot pilstas afttstibas dokumentos iegtfato publiskoartelpu visputgas
atistibas jautjumu kvalitti;

0 izstradat Vecigas publisko artelpu sistmas modeli, izmantojot Eiropas

pilsétplanoSanas teorijas jagkas atzpas;

o definct atseviku Veciigas publiskartelpu optinalas atistibas vadhijas.

Izvirzito merku sasniegSanai defithn sekojosi uzdevumi:

O  kritiski izvertét sgka esoSos un izattajamos pinojuma un normatos

dokumentus Veagas publiskartelpu sistmas atistibas kontekat

0 noskaidrot sabietras viedokli attieiba uz Vecigas telpisks vides kvaliites
izmaipam laika no Latvijas Tre#s atmodas un valstigk neatkabas atjaunoSanas
I1dz misu dieam;

0 izstradat publiskoartelpu vides kvaligti ietekngjoSo aktiviiSu nortgjuma

modeli.

Lidz ar to §petijuma objekts ir Vedgas publiskartelpu - laukumu, slaru, ielu un
pagalmu- sigima, un ptijuma priekSmets ir Vetgas \sturiskis pinojuma strukiras
savietojartba ar nasdiengas valsts galvaspigs vajadibam atbilstoSu daudzfunkciala,
reprezentablu un rekreat publiskaartelpu sistmu. Ritijjuma ziritniska novitate ir:

0 pirmo reizi kompleksi veild Vecingas telpisks struktiras izmaju hronolgiska
anaize un nogrtgjums publiskoartelpu kontelkt laika no XX gadsimta
trisdesmitajiem gadiertdz misu dieam;

0 Veciigas publiskartelpukopuma k& sisemas afistibas vadhiju formuleSana un
funkcioralas diferencicijas nosagumu izstadaSana;

0 atsevigu Vecigas publisko artelpu sistmas elementu @tibas prioriiSu
defincSana;

0 publisko artelpu vides kvaliti ietekmsjoSo aktiviiSu nowrtéjuma mode|a
izstradaSana.

Pétijums veikts laikaposmno 1999. gadaidz 2006. gadam. @juma izmantoés

metodes:

0 teortiskas izpEtesmetodes:

« pilsétplanoSanas sadd funkciju un arhitektoniski telpiskaj un stilistiskagm
aktualiitem veltito literatiras un projektu matetia apkopoSana un sel@kd
analze;

» Vecrigas publiskartelpu veidoSafs \ésturiski anafze no pilstbivnieciski
un sabiedrisko procesu viedak
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« Veciigas publiskdairtelpu attstbas modk prognozSana telpiski struktalaja
un sodcilaja aspek;

0 emfriskas eksperimeatas metodes:

e anketSana, lai izziatu publiskoartelpu lietogju viedokli par Vecigas
publisko artelpu vizdalajam un funkciodlajam aktualiittm Rgas
astaisimtgades konteksR001. gad

e anketSana, lai izziatu vides veidoSanas spagstu viedokli par Vecigas
publiskoartelpu vizdilajam un funkcionlajam aktualititém;

e aptauju rezuftu apkopoSana un segjimmu izdarSana;

« reali£to attstibas projektu rezuitu kontentanate;

o] grafoanatiska metode: izptes gaitas un rezatt grafiska atspodasana.

Prognozjamie rezuliti un to praktisk izmantoSana. @juma rezulita izveidota
publisko artelpu aktiviaSu klasifikacijas skala un formatas atsevifu Vecigas publisko
artelpu sistmas elementu a#ibas vadhijas, kas izmantojamas fitplanoSanas saisto3o
dokumentu un aplves noteikumu izsidaSari. S petijjuma nosidnes var kalpot &«
teorctiskais pamats konktu objektu projektSanas nosgamu un funkcioalas izmantoSanas
programmu izsidaSara.

Bez autora paSa veiktajiengtjumiem, starptautisko, valsts un pasSualdinstiticiju
publicstas un nepublietas informacijas un arivu materilu izpstes ga# iegatas informacijas,
darks izmantoti af citu Latvija un arpus is robezm veikto Etijumu dati un secijumi, kas
publicsti sekojoSu autoru (alféta lkartiba): Arnheim R., Asaris G., #&ule 1., Breines S.,
Cullen G., Bividsone 1., Gehl J., Grava S., Hester R.T.Jr., Holcmanis Awmikavs A.,
Jansons G., Krasg8 J., Krier L., Lejnieks J., Lynch. K., Marana I., Melbergs G., Pozo A.G.,
Puwin$ E., Roze A., Spitis O., Stradi$ J., Strautmanis I., Vasiljevs J., Zandberga R., u.c.
darbos. Btjjumu gaita un rezditi requhri atspoglpti refefitos ziratniskaps konferenes un
publikacijas periodiskajos izdevumos. PubticsekojoSi darbi:

Bratus$kins U. Vedgas laukumu sigtna// RTU Ziratniskie raksti. Arhitekira un

buvzinatne. Rga, 2005. - 26.-34. Ipp.

2. Bratuskins U. Vedgas publisks artelpas Rgas &sturiska centra saglat$anas un
attistibas pfina skajuma// RTU Zinatniskie raksti. Arhitelira un livzinatne. Riga,
2004. - 18.-25. Ipp.

3. Bratuskins U., Treija S. Publiskotelpu funkcionla diferencicija un rekreativittes
potenciils // RTU Ziratniskie raksti. Arhiteldra un luvzinatne. Rga, 2003. - 17.-22.
Ipp.

4. Treija S., Bratuskins U. Lielanoga dzvojamo rajonu atstibas prokidmas Rga // RTU
Zinatniskie raksti. Arhitekira un lavzinatne. Rga, 2003. - 77.-83. Ipp.

5. Bratuskins U. Vedgas publisks artelpas sabiedbas értéjuma// RTU Zinatniskie
raksti. Arhitektira un livzinatne. Rga, 2002. - 25.-36. Ipp.

6. BratuSkins U. Publiskartelpu attstiba Vecrtga // RTU Zinatniskie raksti. Arhitelara
un hivzinatne. Rga, 2001. - 16.-21. Ipp.

7. Strautmanis |., Bratuskins Uids Atsnama veidols // Latvijas Arhital®. - 2000. -
Nr. 2(28) - 68. Ipp.

8. BratusSkins U. Piemes Rgas Ritslaukuma atdzimSanas sakaRTU Zinatniskie
raksti. Arhitektira un lvzinatne. Rga, 2000. - 14.-18. Ipp.

9. Bratuskins U. Rias Ritslaukuma renesanse// Latvijas Arhitiiet.- 1996.- Nr. 5-
42. Ipp.

PublicSanai pieemts sekojoss" darbs:

. Bratuskins U. Pilsétas aples strukiras atjaunoSanas un publisitelpu atistbas
mijiedarhiba // RTU Ziratniskie raksti. Arhitekira un lavzinatne. Rga, 2006.
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Promocijas darb analiztas Vectgas publiskaartelpu atistbas pilstbavnieciskas un
sochlas konsekvences XX gadsimta widin otraj pus, ka am prognoztas to atstibas
tendences XXI gadsimta. Promocijas darbsagasi tis nodd&m. Katra nodi sastv no tfis
apaksnodam.

Darba pirmaj dda iztirzati publiskas artelpas §dziena teditiskie aspekti un msdienu
publisko artelpu semantikas un funkcionatiés probtmas sturiski pilsétvide. Akcentti
funkcionaliites un rekreativites sodilie aspekti dagas artelpu lietofiju grugas.

Darba otraj dda hronolgiska kartiba apskatas Vecigas arhitektoniski telpigkvides
XX un XXI gadsima attstbas un prveides aktualites, \&rSot uzmatbu uz daZdos laikos
notiku&m izmaiam viduslaiku pilstas piinojuna un telpiskaj strukiira. Analizeti izmaigu
politiskie un sodili ekonomiskie €loni un izdarti secirgjumi attiegba uz to ietekmi uz
publiskoartelpu kvalititi. Sikak iztirzata Rgas Ritslaukuma atjaunoSanas gaita, raksturojot,
ka politisko un sodlo procesu ietekmsvarstas sabiedbas attieksme pret kafvesturiskis
vides saglaifanas un attibas jaugjumiem.

Darba treSaj dda apskaitas Vectgas publiskoartelpu atistibas perspekies
starptautisko un vigjp kultiras mantojuma sagladanas un aizsardims dokumentu un
Rigas atstibas dokumentu kontekistka an sabiedibas értejuma. Analiztas publisko
artelpu atisibas konsekvences un progétes perspektas. Dots ptijuma ietvaros veikto
Veciigas afstibas aktuali#Su sabiedrisko aptauju datu apkopojums.

Secirmjumu un rekomeritiju dda prognoztas Vecigas publiskoartelpu atistbas
aktualiites, akcergot ideju par vienotas si8has izveides nepiecieS@m. Argumernita
doma par publiskartelpu sistmas paplaSiisanuarpus Vecigas robeam, ietverot taj ai
Daugavas akvatorija vialo telpu, k am Rigas \ésturiska centra un Brdaugavaartelpas.

PaplaSinoties pitsu teritorigm un tieces laukiem, papladi af pilsétu centru
semantisks robezas, toan publiskas artelpas Vedga, lidzigi ka citu Eiropas pilstu
viduslaiku centros, joprain saglah pievilcibu. Lidz ar to gan valstij un sabiabai
nozZmigas periodiskas,akan ikdienas sadees aktivitites galvenaoit notiek tiesi tur. Katra
politiska vara pirnam kartam pilsstbavnieaba un arhiteldira sevi apliecina &sturiska kodola
ietvaros, unitendence jopram nav zudusi. Vetga par to visspilgtk liecina XX gadsimta
trisdesmitajos gados redie pilsstbavnieciskas struktiras girveidojumi un apbive Doma
laukun® un & aplartne, padomju varas gadastenot LatvieSu sarkano stnieku laukuma
izveide un aptive, ka arf atjaunolis valstiskis neatkabas apgklos realiztais nusdienu
vides transforricijas piengrs - Ritslaukuma rgeneacija.

Ka liecina @tijumi, piepragums fEc publiskaim aktivitattm paplaSias, atbilstoSi
pieaug arto piedivajums un sabiedloas ieinteredtiba tajis piedaties. Tadgjadi pieaug ar
publisko artelpu apmeldtaju skaits. Lieliks apmeldtaju skaits savukt izraisa
nepiecieSambu mekét iesggjas rekracijas platbu paplasiaSanai, téu Vecigas kompalds
pilsétbavnieciskis struktiras ietvaros itiska publiskoartelpu paplasiisana nav iegama.
Veiktie patijumi lauj prognozt, ka publiskartelpu attstiba notiks divos virzienos:

0 Veciigas esas telpiskas vides potenéla inventariacija un funkcionla
intensifikacija, paredzot dariam aktivitattm atbilstoSos r@mus un, kur vien
iesEjams, publiskm nori€m maksinali izmantojot af iekSpagalmu platas;

o artelpu sistmas paplaSiisanairpus Vecigas robezm.

Nakotné ir butiski turpinat Veciigas semantiss preciziites nostipriaSanu, afstot
polu un sintagmu siginu atbilstoSi publisks izmantoSanas interii. Veciigas telpisks
vides funkcionlas intensifikicijas aspekt maksinali jasaglala eso&s artelpu platbas,
pielaujot to samaziiSanu (aizbvéSanu) tikai & iznémuma paémienu esoSo telpiski
nenobeigto vietu sakoSanai. idzSirgja prakse liecina, ka jauriku bivnieaba ne viennar
tiek respekita sabiedbas interese i@f jaunas publiski lietojamas telpasa pientram,
Ratslaukum restoranam un kafejoai paredztaja €ka iekartotas Rgas domes tehnisk
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personla darba vietas. Lai nediutu fdzigu sitwaciju rasanos, aplves noteikumigpapildina
ar prasbu eku ieejas imeni maksinali izmantot publisi@m funkcijam, paredzot tikai miniali
nepiecieSas vertikalo komunikaciju telpas satiksmei ar aug&eiem. Publiskim funkcijam
nepiecieSams rezedtvafi pagrabstvu un otro sivu platbas. Visur tur, kur vides sakoSanai
nepiecieSama apilve, maksinali jasaglala zemes imepa telpiskais un funkciatais
publiskums, & arf iesgjami javeicina pagalmu plabu izmantoSana publigkn nori€m.
Vecrigas laukumu un ielu strukta jaatfista K telpiska sistma, kuras atsevi$ elementi var
funkciorgt atsevi&i ikdiena vai sastgties kogja reAima izmantoSanai namigu sabiedrisku
aktivitaSu gadjumos.

Spriezot [gc paSreigjas atistibas, Rgas &sturiskais centrs aturpmak saglaldis Rigas
,,galvera centra" funkcijas, unatnoZme visas pilstas un valsts kontekspieaugs. Ldz ar to
pieaugs ar Vecrigas sabiedrisko intereSu daudzuba un publiskas artelpas notiekoSo
aktivitaSu skaits.Artelpu attstibas tendencegauj prognozt, ka Vecigas ielas un laukumi
konteksa ar Karilmalas apgtdijumu un buldru loku, K& affi abas Daugavas krastmalas un
Pardaugavas publigs artelpas turpniik bis galvel Rigas publiskoartelpu sistma. Tai
janodroSina gan ikdienas, ganetwu, ganipaSi organiztu plasu sabiedrisku pa@lsumu norise.
Publisko artelpu sistmas paplaSi@8anai jiveicina abpus Daugavai esoSo \Migai tu\gjo
rekreacijas platbu un \Esturiski &rtigas aphves teritoriju iesaiséana sabiedriskajapri. Ta
ka Rigas pil§tas pinojuma kompotijas sistma noZmigu vietu imem Daugava,ayeicina
publisko aktiviaSu paplaSiaSaras alas tas krastmalds, atistot ,,d2vi pie adens" un ,,dwi uz
tdens". dizveido tidens fmepa értaka sasniedzatha, paredzot noejas uragnes, fizbiave
laivu un upju kgu piestitnes. dveicina vizdlo un funkcioralo saiSu paplasSasaras pari
Daugavai, pilnveidojot 11. novembra krastmalas proidenn izveidojot gj&ju promeradi
anm Daugavas kreisaj kras& vismaz posm starp Dzelzck un VanSu tiltiem. #lak
Pardaugavas publigis artelpas iesgjams atistit Uzvaras parka, Brupites apstdijumu un
Agenskalna &sturiska centra {pasi koka apitves kvarilu) virziena. Otrs Vectgas publisko
artelpu paplaSiaSanas virziens ir pittas kaalmalas apstdijumi, kas Vectgu sasaista ar
bulvaru loku un XX gadsimta Ryu. Saji virziena atsevikas publisks artelpas ir
izmantojamas atsew§ jo to sasigSanu plazka sisema apgiitina tis atdalo8s intensvas
satiksmes ielas.

Pilsttas pknojuma strukira neviel véstures laikmet nav veidojusies un pasijusi
pati par sevi k atseviga, ipaSa ¥rtiba. Ka liecina gEtijumi, tas formeéSanos un atstibu
noteikuSas izdagas funkciodlas saites starp atseki®m sabiedibas intereSu objektiem.
Sakotngjiem tirdzniedbas un aizsardkzas intereSu objektiem pievieasj publiskis d4ves
reprezenicijas un saviggas aktivitates. Diferengjoties funkciorlajam vajadzbam un
sabiedriskis atraktiviites paldipei dazdas publiskis artelpas zoras, akivakajos
funkcioralajos mezglos veid@s plasiki telpiski elementi - laukumi. Mi@gas afistibas
apstklos, nemainoties pi&vides polu un sintagmu attitmam, neveidojs jauni, no
tradicioralas struktiras atgirigi uzsknojumi, ja par &diem neuzskata atseki$ sikaku
elementu sapBanu liefikos, pientram, apvienojoties blakuseso3ajiem gruntsgabaliem.
Krasaki parveidojumi, dagji deformgjot agrkas strukfiras, rads vai nu izmainoties
attieabam starp poliem un sintagim, izveidojoties jauim funkcioralajam saitm, vai ar
izmainoties vides kvalites kri€rijiem. Attistoties tehnikas sasniegumiengstas
sasniedzafiibas zonas papladifas, un jaunie tieces lauki atkal i@l nepiecieSambu korigét
esods pilstbavnieciskas struktiras, lai apmieriatu jauras prasbas @c értam un esttiski
pievilcigam funkciorélajam sai€m. Tada veida gan saglafijot, gan nardot agiko paaudzu
atséito mantojumu un @& vieta uzshnojot jaunas kvalites, katras pi&tvides identiite
izkristaliz€jas ne tikai arhitektoniski aksliniecisku apssrumu vadta, bet at ievérojot
attiedga laika tehniskos sasniegumus un tiem atbiEtdgsgjas.
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Petijumi liecina, ka XX gadsimtamsdesmito gadu aphei, padomju laika aktivitem
un nusdienu pilstvides pirveides centieniem Vega bija kardirali atskirigi pamati.
Trisdesmitajos gados bija ideja par jaunas nacitlas valsts aplieci$anos bvmaksla. Sis
idejas realizcija notika ngrktiecgi un apziati. Tika paplaSiats Doma laukums un vakas
ielas, bet jaunveidotie apbes elementi tika ierakstvesturiskaj planojuma strukira. Tikai
atsevi§os gagumos pil€tas plinojumstrukiira, likvidgjot dazas maknozmigas ielas,
pielava lokala rakstura izmaias. B, pieneram, céot Kara muzeju, likvidja vienu Trok&u
ielas posmu, Finansu ministriju - visu M. Aldaru ielu un M. Zirgu ielu, Armijas ekonomisko
veikalu - ddu Keninu ielas, torar pilsétas pfinojuma strukiras ngrogs kopura So paskumu
realizcijas gait izmaints netika. Savukt laika péc 1941. gadaidz devidesmito gadu
sakumam notikuss mrmaipas bija saistas gan ar karadatias rattajiem posjumiem, gan
peckara laild valdoSo padomju ideglgas spiedienu, kas nefiga sagraudis telpiskis vides
atjaunoSanu agkaja meroga un kvaliits. Tas viel izmantoja esturiskajai videi izteikti
kontrastjoSus profesiofias izteiksmesitizeKus. Lidz ar to pckara apbve uzskama par 8
laika uzsinojumu, attiecinot uz to kultvésturiskis vides aizsardbas pagkumus, kdus
paredz starptautiskun vietja méroga saistoSie dokumenti. Tonso faktoru ilgstoSa ietekme
Veciigu XX gadsimta otraj pus novedaidz kritiskas defornacijas robeZai, aiz kuraast
telpiskas vides viengabalaipa vairs nebija uztveramaad®] XX un XXI gadsimta mi
pilsétvides parveide atkal notika mrktiecigi un apzimati, labojot kara laika sagrauto un
peckara gados ideoliska spiediena rezuita deforngto Veciigas pinojuma strukiru. Ka
liecina izstadato projektu priekSlikumu arie, \Esturiskis vides rgeneicija & perioda
sakotngjas versifis tika trakéta ki laika gaifi radito aphives elementu integ$ana
atjaunojamaj telpiskaji sisema. So ieceru realizija tika uzgkta nekagjoties, tikiidz tas
kluva iespjams- uzreiz pc PSRS sabrukuma un valstiskneatkaribas atjaunoSanas
Melngalvju nama atjaunoSana reakhis 1999. gada nogglbet Rgas Domes jaunais nams
tika atklits 2003. gada novembfTadgjadi Rigas Ratslaukuma atjaunoSana bija Latvijas
Tre&s atmodas pilsbavnieciska un arhitektoniska liba.

Tris Rigas Ritslaukuma vietimes - Seta Petera bazfcas tornis, Melngalvju nams un
Ratsnama @sturiskis fasides - tika atjaunotas, respgét to \esturiskos veidolus. &turisko
vietZzimju rekonstrukcija (retrospal renovacija) ka izpeémuma paemiens tika realizta
saskaa ar starptautiskajos kiltas pieminelu aizsardibas dokumentos defitajam
nosadném. Rekonstrukcija (retrospékd renowcija) attiecirama tikai un viefgi uz
neprvaramas varas (force majeure) iedaals @& zuduSu piemindk atjaunoSanu vides
telpiskas kvalitites atgSanai, ja citdi So kvaliiti nav iesgjams atgt un viengi tad, ja
pieejamo saglaiusos ¥stures liethu — fotodokumentu, uzEnjumu Azmgjumu, aprakstu un
citu materilu - klasts nodroSina piigu un vispuggu priekSstatu par atjaunojamo objekta. K
liecina daidu autoru viedokl anaize, zaudta Ratslaukuma telpa ®as kontekat bija
noZmiga kultiras \ertiba. Ne maak svaigs bija fakts, ka atjaunojatst vesturisko plinojuma
strukfiru un svaigakas vietZmes, nebijaazaudt citas, &lak uzshnotas rtibas. Spriezotge
arvien pieaugasapmekétaju skaita Rislaukunma masdierss redzams, ka, neraugoties uz
ddas profesiofilu un sabiedbas neg&fo nostju, realiztais rekonstrukcijas (retrospakis
renovacijas) pacmiens ir bijis efekgs dzeklis vides kvalittes un rekreativites imena
paaugstiaSars, un Ritslaukums kist par vienu no asdienu Rgas identiites vietzmem.

Novertgjot Ratslaukuma rekreativites palieliaSanos tieSi sai&k ar rekonstrukcijas
(retrospelvas renovcijas) paémienu atjaunas aplives elementiem, radies jauims, vai
&du paémienu Vectga varctu izmantot arcitu zuduSu apives elementu atjauno$armNav
zinams neviens cits zudis noaigs objekts, kasiu atradies #da telpiski tik nozmiga viets,
ka bez i §s vietas identitte bitu neatgriezeniski defortta. S iemesla d| nav pamata
uzskait, ka uz ¢l kada zuduSa objekta atjaunoSanwsiaattiecirit So izZiémuma pacmienu.
Apbives elementu atiba \Esturiska vide risilama kontekstili, ieverojot nerogu,
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proporcijas un detalizijas intensiti, izmantojot nasdieras aktalus arhitekiiras valodas
Iidzelus. Lidzgi kriteriji jaattiecina ar uz aplaves strukiiras rgenefciju vietas, kur &
deforneta. A agako apluves iniju rekonstrukcija (retrospak renowcija) ir izpémuma
paxémiens tikai un viefyi nepirvaramas varas iedabas @] zuduSas un tikai kajis
pilsétbuvnieciski telpisks kvaliites atgSanai nepiecieSamas dapies strukiras
atjaunoSanai, ja aitli So kvalifiti nav iesgjams atgt. Pilstvides kvalifiti iespgjams atgt,
respekgjot vesturiskos strukiras veidoSanas principus - zemesgabalu lielumu, ielutgabar
ielu un laukumu attigbas. Sie principi izmantojami, risinotu laukuma, Doma laukuma
(zora starp Tirgau, <kianu un Rozna ielu), neaplveto kvartlu teritoriju starp 13. jarara
ielu un Kaégju ielu, u. c. apbives afistibas jaugjumus.

Vides kvaliite un pieejanba. Ka liecina ptijumi, funkciorala diferencécija ir
publisko artelpu sistemas afibas paeémines, kas rada priekSnoteikumus daudzZgeisl
vides izveidoSanai pita. Vesturiski Vectgas publiskartelpu sistma ka nosEgtas telpiskas
vieribas izveidojuSies #&slaukums, Doma laukums, Herdera laukumisuLlaukums un
Vecpilstas laukums, bet Jekaba laukums, Pils laukumslngtku laukums un Alberta
laukums izvietojuSies pie Vagasargja perimetra un ir dgji noskgti. Par diji noslkegtam
artelpam uzskatmi an ielu telpiskie paplasiumi Teatra un Kdku iels starp Vau ielu un
Aspazijas buliri, ka am SmilSu iefi starp Topa ielu un Basteja budvi. Péterbaziicas
laukums atrodas vecpitss iekSied, un attietha pret apkrtejo vidi ir noskgts, beti aprises
nav telpiski skaidri determétas. No veiktajiem gijumiem izriet, ka namigaka loma vides
kvalitates paaugsti$ara ikviena artelpa ir iesgejamam aktivitatem, ko ietekna ne tikai pass
artelpas, bet ari 4s aptvero3aj aphivé piedivatas funkciorilas norises. Siemesla d|
apkartgja arhitektoniskaj vide apmekétajiem pieejanis horizondlajas un vertikilajas
robezs faveicina fidu funkciju darlba, kas ietver rekfieijas aspektus.a3rerka sasniegSanai
jaizmanto gan juridisés, gan ekonomigk sviras. Tas pakams, no vienas puses iadfjot
attiedgajos saistoSajos dokumentos (likumos uivnieteikumos) normas, kas paredz
sabiedriski akru funkciju piesaigéanu jauntivejamam un rekonstrigjamam ékam, no otras
puses elaggi pientrojot stimutjoSus fdzeKus (nodoku atlaides) par @lu funkciju
uzturgSanu. Arhitektonisis telpas aistiba jirisina kontekst ar aplirtejas vides struktuti
funkcioralas attstibas aspektiem. I2ugjot ieceftu jaunievedumu grktiecigumu, pirnam
kartam javadis no vides funkciailas diferencicijas paplaSimSanas unat rekreativiites
I[imeya paaugsti#Sanas vieddiem.

1slaidgo jeb pagaidu vju celtniedba liecina parartelpu potencila nepilngu
izmantoSanu- nepietiekamu funkcitn piegitinagjumu un vides semantisku nenobaigt
Veciigas publiskais artelpas gadu no gadaerojams liels kiosku, paviljonu un citslaiagu
buvju ipatsvars. Pret to eskefju un pilttelpas piegrpojumu pvérSas administratiem
lidzeKiem, liedzot projekSanas un tivnieabas daujas.islaiagas lives Edzienu vides
piegrpojuma aspekt nedikst attieciat uz sezonas rakstura nojegm ko izveido tieSi pie
sabiedrisko intereSu objektiera lekStelpas paplaSijumu vasaras lail tatu bivstavosi alus
paviljoni, kioski un citas fives, kas aiEemartelpu platbas, paradam jauzskata pat tad, ja tie
izbuveti ekspluatcijai vairaku gadu garum

Ka liecina promocijas darba ietvaros veiktigtijumi, vides kvalifte un publisko
artelpu rekreativite ir tieSi proporciofia artelpas notiekoSam aktivitatém. Daudzveitjas
aktivitates veicina apmeltidju piesaistiartelpam. Pamatojoties uz veikto aptauju datiem,
izveide'-; kri€riju skala, lai raksturotu vides kvalies un publiskaartelpu aktiviaSu
savstarpjas sakabas. Uz grafika horizoiis ass atlikti kritriji, kas augo# kartiba raksturo
pilsétvides kvalitites imeni:

o] kafejmcas un (vai) firi telpas ar skatlogiem besra €dvietam;.

0 tirdznietba telgs ar skatlogiem;

0 staciofiras vai mobilagra tirdznie@bas vietas;
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artelpas bez papildus aktigiem;

vieta vai iesjja sarkot ara atrakcijas, ks apmeldtaji piedaks;
vieta vai iesjja satkot priekSnesumus, kurus apniii vero;
artelpas vizali pievilciga pilsstvide bez papildus aktivitem;
ara kafejncas un (vai) &ri artelpas vizali pievilciga pilsétvidg;

o] nekomeralas, ikvienam lvi pieejamas affias detaliedtas (solji, u.tml.).

Uz grafika vertikilas ass a#lots katra kri¢rija ietekmes imenis, izteikts vidjos
punktos gc respondentudvtéjuma un procentos. Viena Kiitjia maksinalais punktu skaits
ir 10. Ka redzams grafik visakivak vides kvalititi ietekn® nekomerdlu atpitas dethekartu
briva pieejartba, K an vietuara kafejncas vizuali pievilciga pilsétvidé esariba, kuru

[elelNelNelNe]

Publisko artelpu vides kvalitati ietekmejoSie krit eriji.

2 = Punkti

—rir

Thuenocha  Stackoakim vie  Anclpas bz Vieos vul kovpbin Viets v wapbjn Anclpas vizudl  Ars kndejilear  Nokimerediis,
elpls motilis S paupikius wartkon drw sarflunt piovikigh  um biri ikl ikvicnam hifvi

g PR sirakeine, kol prickoevann,  pilviE her  vieul presilcigh  plesiaivas
R i len s 1k Vielan apmekiEiby lewrus ppikiuy pildevaid mplias
v i prodalis  upmokiziig vire  wkiiviiiim victaliekhne
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ietekmes imenis tuvojas maksiffajiem 10 punktiem. So kitiju ietekme ir iegrojami

lielaka par iesgiam sarkot priekSnesumus, kurus apn@hji vero vai ara atrakcijas, kas

apmekétaji piedaks. Vismazk vides kvalititi ietekn® sabiedriskas funkcijas tag kuras ar
artelpam saista tikai ieejas komunttijas, bet ne vizila un funkcioala iesgja iekStelpas
paplasiat, daju aktiviiSu izwerSot artelpas. letekmju skala izmantojama katras ketakr
vietas sabiedrisko priofigu defirtSanai. Sumgjot atsevikiem kriterijiem atbilstoSos
punktus, iegst konkgtas vietas miniralo un maksimlo (min/max) vides kvalittes &ditaju.

So aditaju iesgEjams izmantot piltas afistbas dokumentos, nosakot opilm vietas
izmantoSanas variantu.

Stradajot pie vides kvaliites paaugstiianas, gveic paskumi vides pieejaibas
nodrosinsanai. Gjgju cdu iesegumigveido &, lai paratli tradicionalajam briggjumam tiktu
lietoti alternaivi ieseguma matedli, kas lauj iedit lidzeriku segumu, padarot tertak
izmantojamu cilgkiem aripa$m vajadizbam. Realizjot transporta intengiles samazasanu
ka vienu no Vecigas afisttbas prioriiteém, ir iesgjams samaziit gajéju ietvju
paaugstipjumu attie@a pret brauktuvesreni idz ritepkrésliem grvaramam augstumam,
vai gajgju zoras no & atteikties vispr.

Publisko artelpu sistma. Pieaugot sabiatas interesei par & laika pavatsanas
iesgEjam Rigas centt, pieaug Vedgas publiskartelpu noslodze. idzSirgja prakse liecina,
ka Vecigas publisks artelpas darbojas divos izteikti ki¥gos ekspluatijas reZmos -
ikdienas un sitku redma, pie tam ikdienas re@ham nuisdieras rakstuigs pieaugoss
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pieprajums [Ec rekrécijas aktiviittm. Spriezot pc atistbas prognaam, § tendence
saglalasies, pie tam $iku reZma loma palielinsies. $iemesla d| lidzas komunikatvajam
saiem arvien lieiku noZmi iegist katrasartelpas rekre@tais piedvajums, kas nosaka
konkretas artelpas identitti. Rekreatvajam piedvajumam ir tendence paplasires,
piesaistotartelpam arvien jaunus apmedtijus, tidgjadi ikdienas ekspluatijas reims
transforngjas par ,,laisks ikdienas" reimu, kam rakstdgs liels rekracijas aktiviaSu

Rigas centra izjita respondentu - nejausi izvaltu Vecrigas apmekétaju - intuit wvi
emociorala uztvere:

B Doma laukums H Stacijas laukums
B Laimas pulkstenis O Brivibas piemin.
{ O Ratslavkums Beciti

Rigas centra izjiita respondentu - profesionilu arhitektu - intuitivi emocionala uztvers:

@ Doma laukums B Stacijas laukums
B Laimas pulkstenis O Brivibas piemin.
O Ratslaukums & Bulvaru loks

B Vecriga ORVC

Vecrigas aplave pec respondentu - nejausi izeletu Vecrigas apmekétaju - domam

@ pardomati un vides kvalitite paaugstinas

[ nevar pateikt

O haotiski un raksturTgais 2ad
L

Vecrigas aphuve pec respondentu - profesioalu arhitektu - domam notiek:
&

..

6% O haotiski un raksturigais zid J

16% B3 pardomati un vides kvalitdte paaugstinds

© nevar pateikt ‘

izmanto#ju patsvars ikdiem Dazdas artelpas §tendence ir akiriga. Publisks aktiviites
Vecnga visintensvak norisiras telpiski nosigtajos laukumos, pie tamaRlaukums, Doma
laukums un ivu laukums piesaista vislido apmekétaju skaitu. Saskg ar Etjumu
datiem, visinterisaka gajeju plisma Veciga ikdiera konstatta Kdku un Audju ielas, bet
visilgak apmelkétaji uzkavejas Doma laukuim ka aff Livu laukuna un Vdnu iel. Petijumos
konstatts, ka to veicinartelpu funkcionlais piedivajums - Kdku un Audju ielas ir
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iecientas gjgju trantsatiksmes trases, kas nodroSina komuhikatsaites, bet Doma un
Livu laukuma ir Vecriga vislielakais skaitsara kafejricu un faru, ka an atpitas vietu, kas
lidzas komunikalvajam saitm veicina rekracijas aktiviaites. Gan Kku, gan Véu, gan
SmilSu iel atrodas virkne veikalu, kafdgu unara tirdzniegbas vietu, kas piesaista
gaamgajeju uzmanbu, &idgjadi an tur piedivajot rekreacijas iesgjas.

Izveidojotartelpu sistmu, kué atsevi§am artelpam defirctas diferenétas funkcioalas
prioritates, iespjams apmieriat daudzveithas intereses un kopumpadatt pilsetvidi
apmekétajiem pievilagu. Ka liecina darba ietvaros veikto aptauju datizinieki un pilstas
viesi \Elas pil€ta vairak apstdijumus, vides dizaina elementus, nekonatasi atpiitas vietas
un iesgjas aktvam izpausram. Katram funkciodlajam reZmam fizveido optinali darbibas
apstk|i, izmantojot gan staciarus, gan mobilus telpas i@kojuma pagmienus un
apiikojuma idzelus. Fakts, ka atsekids paskumos, pieraram, Rigas ast@imtgades
svinibu diera, Vecigas publiskoartelpu kapacitte sasnhiedza maksimumu un jaunu
apmekétaju pieptidums drofbas apssrumu c] netika pi¢auts, liecina par nepiecieSam
rekreacijai izmantojamo Veggas publiskoartelpu sistmu attstit arpus fis robeZm.
PaplaSiata publiskoartelpu sistma ietver Kaalmalas apatijumu loku un bulsru loku kdz
Elizabetes ielai, aiz kurasikas intentvas aplives zona ar salzinoSi nelielu rekrazijai
pienerotu artelpu ipatsvaru. Publiskartelpu sistma pattista ar Pardaugavas virzien
ietverot Uzvaras un A#klijas parku, umgenskalna ssturiskis koka apives kvarlus starp
Barinu, Talsu, Nomeiu un Slokas ielu. Turpinot Rigas awes tradciju sabiedriski
nozZmigaséekas izvietot apatijumu teritorips, Uzvaras pagkiesggjams uzlavet, piereram,
koncertali.

Vecrgas publiskartelpu sistma noazmigako vietu imem laukumi. K liecina @tijumi,
funkciorila slodze un lietoSanas priatés, ki af izmantoSanas interatie dazdos laukumos
at&iras, idz ar to tie piesaista dafu apmeldtaju skaitu. So iemesludllir nepieciesams
precizt katra laukuma vietu Vergas kopja telpiskaj sisEma, ka an prognozt to atistbas
vadlinijas un iespjamas probEmas. Trim visinteriszak izmantotajiem laukumiem ir
at&kirigas funkcioalas priorites.

Ratslaukuma prioritte ir reprezentijas funkcija. Tai nepiecieSama vifiuvienota
laukuma telpa. Reprezanijai palartota ir komunikawa funkcija un pasvas rekracijas
funkcija, kuru iespjams afistit pa laukuma perimetru.

Ratslaukuma rekreativites potendla paaugstiiSanai apkrtejas ekas vismaz pirm
stava imen jaizmanto publiski pieejaam funkcijam, kas spj piesaistt apmekétajus
iesigjami gagka laika. Ta sauktaj Zilas gvardes namvispientrotaka funkcija ir tur jau
sakotrgja bavprojekt paredzta kafejrica, kaslauj iesgju efekivi izmantot gan pret
Ratslaukumu, gan Lielo Svaru ielu inEtas vasaras terases.

Pasvas rekracijas funkcija un ar to saitdis artelpu detéiekartojums Ritslaukuna
tomér nevar kit domirgjoSs. Artelpu mobilis detdiekartas nedikst izvietot tlak par
6 metriem no apktejo namu fasdém. Ta ka Melngalvju nama un Sbes nama fagu
izgaismoSanai izveidota gaismas unpskafle, tas optinglas rosanas zona izvietojas
pregja laukuma pug t.i., gar Ritsnama fagli un M. Jaunielas gal Sim notikam ar tur
izvietojamas mobilasartelpas dethekartas. Ka perspeklivs rekreativiites potendilu
paaugstinoSs paleums \ertcjama af iecere Rtsnama augja teras izvietot zvanu sgi.
Sinhronizjot Ratsnama zvanu §fp ar Melngalvju nama un Sbes nama fagu gaismu s,
vargtu iedit kvalitaivu priekSnesumu, kuragroSanai, idzigi ka citas Eiropas pildas, tiktu
piesaisits liels skaits interesentu. Optitas laukuma telpas izmantoSanas vides latesit
raditajs ir 21/43.

Ratslaukuma tuskas aplartnes apbve, kas izveidota laikpec Otra pasaules kara-
Rigas Tehnisis universiites administrata eka Kdku iela 1, davojamas ekas ap S#ta
Petera bazrcu, Okupacijas muzeja ansamblis ungdas 3. vidusskolagka -jasaglala ka sava
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laika profesionlas domas lietbas, un @s neizmaifta, nesadata un nesagraatveida
jaintegie perimetalaja kvartilu aphives pfinojuma strukira.

Doma laukums arturpmik bis vispladka Vecrigas nosgta publiska artelpa. &
dimensijas]auj erti realizt gan komunikavas saites, gan nodrodinrekreicijas rakstura
aktivitates. Misdieras laukuma poterdls netiek izmantots viengrgi. Intensvi izmantot
ikdienas rekrécijas zona aigem nelielu da]uirtelpas starp iginu, RoZna un Tirgau ielu,
kas struktuali nemaz Doma laukumam nepieder, &oratrodas vienatvizuala un emocioala
telpa ar to. Argjo laukuma diu dazdos virzienos tranta érso gyjgji, un, @ ka laukuma
metanisko transporitizeKu kustba nav aizliegta, aautobraugji.

Doma laukuma atibas prioriite ir pasvas rekracijas funkcija. Tai paitotas ir
reprezericijas, akivas rekrécijas un komunikcijas funkcijas. Reprezeitijas un akwas
rekreacijas funkcijai rezergjama vizdli vienota laukuma telpa starp Doma bazas ziemg
fasadi un laukuma aplvi lidz Rozna ielai. Komunikcijai izmantojama laukuma iva telpa.
Zona starp Kinu ielu, Jaunielu un Reéra ielu via platba izmantojama mobilu rekiieijas
detdiekartu (ara kafejncu nebdu, u.c.) izvietoSanai pags rekrécijas vajadibu
apmieririSanai. Lai nodrstu girmérigu laukuma pieginaSanu ar rekiEijas mobilajim
detdiekartam, to izvietoSanaianosaka sekojoSas zonas:

0 pie Rigas birzas nama stargkaba un Pils ielas apbes iniju turpinajumu

krustoSaas vietai;

o] starp&kaba un Zirgu ielu n@psniedzot 10 metrus no apkes perimetra;

o starp &inu ielu un Jaunielu nepsniedzot 10 metrus no Zirgu ielas
ziemdrietumu puses aples tnijas turpirajuma, saglafjot Rozna ielas fizisks
komunilkacijas sagigumu ar Doma laukuma telpu.

Doma laukuma rekreativite liela méra ir saistta ar pil§tas davé noZmigiem
notikumiem, kas tajregubiri gadu no gada tiek atwéti. Starp gadsktejiem pagkumiem
minams Z|u dienas tirgus vasaras un Ziematay egle ziemas saulgriezos. Bez tam Doma
laukuna notiek daZdi safkojumi, koncerti un citas aktivites, kas piesaista apmetijus un
padara to par iecign ridzinieku un pilstas viesu atfitas vietu.

Doma laukuma atitbas jaudjumi saisis ar diviem probleatiskiem aspektiem: gar
Doma bazfcas ansienu izveidat padzjinajuma funkcionlo piepildjumu un skéra starp
Skanu, RoZzna un Tirgau ielu iespjamo aplavi. Virsmas padinajums gar Doma bazras
sansienu, kas vizili lauj apskat bazncas apjomu pili augstura, atdala dau laukuma
platbas, kas izveidojad imeyu starpbas @| Iidz Sim nav pilnertigi izmantota. Laukuin
istenojamo noriSu daudzvdids palieliaSanai laukuma zeniajdda iesgEjams izvietot
apmekétaju interesi saistoSas funkcijasari nepiecieSaas telpas iesfiams palvét zem
laukuma augga limepa, virspus izveidojot terasi. Taautu pilnrtigi izmantot Saartelpas
ddu, it ipasSi tidel, ka mrgjais Doma laukuma perimetrs no rekrealivds viedolka ir
apmekétajiem izteikti nedraudigs. Aplartéjos namos nav nevienas iekStelpas, kas tos
funkciorali un vizuali saisftu ar laukumaartelpu, atskaitot nelielo kafeieu Rozna un
Jaunielas ati. Toties ap skiru starp &inu, RoZna un Tirgau ielu izvietojusis vaitikas
kafejricas, kas siltaj sezoa piediva apmekétajiem af ara €dvietas, kompensgjot to
trikumu girgja laukuma dii. S iemesla dl skwveru apliivét nav \Elams. Tas ir apzamots un
labielartots, un, pat izveidojot maksiith caurredzamu aplvi Sai viet, vizualas saites, kas
Tirgonu ielas namos esis kafejncas un to vasarasa €dvietas sasaista ar Doma laukuma
telpu, tiktu zaudtas. Aphivét pielaujams tikai d skwera, cikél tas nepiecieSams, lai
nosegtu blakusesoSo namu pretuguirers. Atlikus&s skwra ddas labiekrtojums
japilnveido, saglafjot un papildinot apdamojumu, kas Vedga ir ipaSa @rtiba. Jkorige
Veciigas satiksmes orgaadijas skima, lai izstgtu transporta caurbrauk§8anu Doma laukum
Doma laukuma telpas izmantoSanas vides kteditaditajs ir21/39.
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Livu laukums, vu laukuma prioriite ir pasvas un akivas rekrécijas funkcijas. &s
iesggjams attsfit visa laukuma plaba, izveidojot vietu ar atrakciju vai priekSnesumu
saftkoSanai. ivu laukums, idzigi ka agikais LatvieSu s@ilnieku laukums, rask, nowcot
Otra pasaules kara drupas. TieSi ar karadmab nejauibu izskaidrojama gan Veigas
mérogam un strukirai neadekgti liela laukuma plaba un neregétais phnojums, gan ar
raibais pret to ekspongto pretugung§rmun dazaduspaSumus atdaloSo nozogojuma elementu
juklis.

Sarezitas telpiskis konfiguicijas un lieh aplartéjo ielu piestegumu skaita &|
komunikaivas saites ivu laukuna daudzviet krustojas,apklajas un sazarojas. Ja ziasn
laukuma vienveithas dqajéju tranatsatiksmes @ tas darbojas sa@ma netrauéti, tad,
iestijoties siltagm sezoam un diferengjoties laukuma noslodzes funkaij, visam vietas
nepietiek. Rekracija, galvenokrt ara kafejncas un alus @zi, parpem iewrojamas
komunikacijai vajadigas plaibas, atsevigs zoris neatstjot pat nepiecieSamo minimumu.
Tada laika Livu laukuma telpa kist publisku aktivilSu pieatinata, toner paliek telpiski un
arhitektoniski nenobeigta. Laintu laukumaipa$ gaisotne aisfitos izteiksriiga pilsétvide,
nepiecieSams veiki aphives telpiski funkcioalo optimizaciju.

Par nepietiekamu vides pimajumu un funkcioalo noslodzi Livu laukuna liecina
pagaidu lavju celtnieciba, kas Sai Vagas viel ipaSi strauji ik gadus uzplaukst aitsezonas
sakuma. Atskirtba no Doma laukuma un fii ari Ratslaukuma, Evu laukumu ietverosaj
aphuve ir sangra daudz publikas interesi piesaistoSu objektiaex atpitas vietas. Atpsties
gribgtaju skaits tondr parasti @grsniedz no apitéjam ekam apkalpot iesgamo cilveku
skaitu, un ddg] laukuns tiek izbavéti papildus kioski, un izvietotasdvietas ap tiem. 2003.
gada pavasamotika kardila Livu laukuma labiektojuma p@rbive, tongr ta neatrisiraja
galveno prokimu - arhitektoniskiemitizediem padait laukumu telpiski sadctotu. Sim
nolikam nepiecieSams izveidot apib gar ekspostajiem pretugunsiriem un nozZzogojuma
elementiem, paredzot iegpami daudz plabas publiskm aktivitittm namos vismaz zemes
Iimeri, ka an aphivei tieSi piekaujoSajis laukuma zo#s. Optinilas laukuma telpas
izmantoSanas vides kvdlies aditajs ir 21/43.

Peterbaziicas jeb Ptera laukuma robezas neveido vienoti uztveraartalpu, bet no
dalgji eso&m un ddgji daba nepasivosim aphives vienbam aptver ierobeZotu teritoriju,
kuras viel sinu ma# atrodas Sva Petera bazfta. $ teritorija sastv no divam atsevi§am
zonam:

o0 paplaSiajums starp Kungu ial izbavéto davojamo naju pagalma fasdem,

apzdumoto pagalmu un St Petera bazrcas rietumu fasdi;

o Otrap pasaules karsagrauto kva#lu starp S¢ta Petera bazicas ziemku fasadi

un Skarpu ielu iztiiksto& aphive posna starp Rterbazicas un Moatu ielam.

Telpisku uztveramu laukumu veido tikai pigmno mirgtajam zoram, kuras
izmantoSanas vides kvaites @aditajs ir 11/25. Otraj zora ddgji labiekartojuma, d#eji
pagaidu lavju lidzeliem vasais darbojadira alus drzi. Kvalitativu aktivitaSu paplasSiajumu
Sai zon piedava eka Skarmu iela 7 izhavétas kafejncas arara terasm, kas véstas pret atlto
artelpu. § zona ir viena no nedaudaaj Veciga, kur vagtu atistit apsidijumus, ieskaitot
kokaugus, kas telpiski aizpitth robus apbve, izveidojot labiekrtotu miefgas atpitas vietu
Sai pil€tas dda. Siltaja sezo@l aktivitaSu kistu vagtu papildirat aif ara kafejnca, tongr Sai
funkcijai nevajadetu Klat par domigjo3o. Artelpas izmantoSanas vides kvatlits aditajs ir
11/28. Rterbazncas ielai, kas sasaista abas teritorijafkaslagar S&ta Petera bazicas
dienvidu faadi, atdalot G&cinieku ielas apiivi, saglalatos dgij&ju tranatsatiksmes funkcija.

Vecpilstas laukuma publisko aktidi$u piedivajums funkciorali un kvalitatvi atbilst
§is artelpas dimensim un raksturam, neprasifasus prveidojumus. Vides vizilo kvalitati
uzlabotu apkrtéjo namu fagzu remonts. Optidlas laukuma telpas izmantoSanas vides
kvalitates &ditajs ir 11/14.
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Alberta laukums paSrei izskat pieskaiims ddgji noslegtiem, bet, atjaunojot
aphuvi kvartala starp Katju un 13. jangra iem, tos iegtu nostgtu raksturu. T ka laukums
atrodas &mus no galvenam Vecfigas gj&ju plismam, a iesgjama attisba skaima
konteksi ar Kakju ielas un 13. jariva ielas atstibas perspektam. PaSreiz laukumtrakst
jebkada publisko aktivitSu piedvajuma. Laukuma telpas izmantoSanas vides kitafit
raditajs ir 7/25.

Jekaba laukums un Pils laukums ir Vegasargja perimetraartelpas. Tie pielaujas
trok§ainajai KriSina Valdenara ielai un ir idzgi gan publisko aktivitSu piedvajuma, gan
labielartojuma un apatijumu kvaliates zha. Pils laukuma raksturs, pateicoties pret to
pavrstajai Valsts prezidenta imes ieejai, ir rakstar formalaks. Sie laukumi nav
izmantojami plagm publiskim aktivitatem, bet ir pierdroti miefgai atpitai. To veicina skait
nedaudas atpitas vietas sajliem un kafejicas. kaba laukuma telpas izmantoSanas vides
kvalitates aditajs ir 7/10, bet Pils laukuma - 7/24.

LatvieSu stElnieku laukuma aistibas priekslikumi gan teetiska, gan projektuimen
kops pagjus gadsimta dewidesmitajiem gadiem tikuSi izatati daudzkrt, torrer Iidz Sim
neviena koncepcija nav ieguvusi néilatzinigu \ertgjumu. Laukuma telpa ir atita pret
Daugavu, 2 tiek utilitari izmantota gjeju tranztsatiksmei, un taj iekartotas vaiikas
autosivvietas, k& an pilsitas sabiedrigktransporta galapunktsisdvietas atstiba risirima
pakapeniski. Vispirms laukumsigtbiivo no transporta, tai skaisabiedrisk, tieSas Ktbatnes
un pagaidu vem, jasakirto iesegums un apsijumi. Tikai pic tam kontekat ar Daugavas
krastmalas publigis artelpas un laukumu ietveroSo es@m attstibas vadhijam risinrams
jautajums par laukuma turpiko izskatu kopurm Laukuma telpas izmantoSanas vides
kvalitates aditajs ir 5/18.

11. novembra krastmala ir pid artelpa, kas pidaujas Vedagas perimetram no
Daugavas puses. Ikdifa ir intensvi noslogota autotransporta pistrale, kas liedzstenot
gajeju kvalitativu plaismu starp Vecrigu un krastmalipags rei£s, kad autotransporta
kustba tiek slgta, posra starp Akmens un Vansu tilta tr tradiciorala masu pakumu
norises vieta, un neviena cita atskaisrtelpa nevar ueemt vaiek apmekétajus. Daugavas
krastmalas ikdienas rekigjas piedvajumu nevar uzskat par visai baatigu vai
daudzveithu, betidens klaidam ifpaSs pievilthas spks un aiz apatijumu barjeras, kas
relakgicijas zonu nodala no blakusez®3ransporta ngstrales, iekirtotas atpitas vietas
pienerotos laika apgklos ir mierigas aiffas krotaju iecierntas. Laiki, kad vakara
izbraucienos pa Daugavu dodagi®y krastmalas apmeithju skaits iegrojami palielirs.
Sads piedvajums ierojami paaugstina Daugavas krastmalas rekreséisitmeni, jo cifi
laika taja pad viela apmekétaju skaits ir ie¢rojami mazks.

Daugavas krastmala sadigma ki plaSa promeite, ilgtermpa paredzot transporta
plismas piligu sEgSanu. Rekreativites imepa paaugstififanai apirtejas ckas iespju
robezs jasizmanto apmekkajus piesaistasn funkcijam. lewrojot Daugavas straumes
plismas intensiti un adens imepa swrstibas, pazemiams zemes inenis publiski
pieejamaj krastmalas da un tur izlivejamas laivu piegtnes. Papildus servisa objektus
iesggjams izhuvet terasveid zem esafs ielas atimes tied tudens tuvura, izmantojot
augstumu stafpu starp promeades un krastmalasntiemiem. NoZmigu sarkojumu
gadjumos izmantojams aDaugavas akvatorijs.

Lai noskaidrotu jaunasulnieabas vai vides labi@ktoSanas pakumu lietdergumu,
katra atsevi§a gadjuma veicama vispuga publisks telpas ange, ietverot gjgju un
transporta tranisatiksmei nepiecieSamo koridoru apfanu un noskaidrojot iegps
funkciorala spektra paplasi$anai. Optimigjot konkietas artelpas gabaus un izstdajot tas
lietoSanas nosgamus, priekSroka dodama aktiitim, kas paplaSina gan vides funkdion
daudzveitbu, gan paaugstinag rekreativiites imeni. Artelpas izmantoSanas vides
kvalitates &ditajs ir 7/35. Talaka perspektva risinams jautijums par divimegpu kustbas
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organizSanu 11. novembra krastraalzveidojot satiksmes trasi ar autbstietam pazemes
Iiment un saglabjot plaso publisko promedi virszemesimen.

11. novembra krastmalas no® piltas aitelpu sistma nakotné pieaugs, aktivigjot
publiskam nori€m arteipas ar Daugavas kreisajkrast. To veiciris gan sabiedriski n@miga
aphive posma starp Dzelzcka tiltu un Agenskalnaiti, gan gj&ju promerades izveido$ana
krastmafi. Akmens tilta arveidoSana par tiltu ar prioti gajéjiem veicinmas kopgas
rekreicijas telpas izveici abos Daugavas krastos.

Satiksmes atsfibas modelis. Satiksmes orgaitgas prioriite Veciiga ir tur atrodoSos
objektu nodroSiaSana ar transportu miniin nepiecieSamaj apjona. Tas nomng, ka katrs
objekts ir sasniedzams no ierobezatga perimetra sektora, un tam nav pieejas no @itg@
perimetra sektora, iz&lzot caurbrauiSanas iesgu un maksinili reducsjot transporta
plismas. Vedgas argja perimetd visur, kur vien iespjams, pattista pazemesithena
izmantoSana, paredzot tur autstietu izveidoSanu.

Publisko artelpu kvalitaiva atisfiba ir iesgjama, realigjot merktiecigu funkcioralo
diferenciciju, ieertgjot katras telpas specifisk vajadibas un rezemjot tam nepiecieSaas
platibas. Vides pievilthas kpinaSanaiipaSa ¥riba velaima rekreato funkciju spektram,
kam paplaSinoties, pieaug publiskarteipas rekreativiites fmenis. Ta pilnvertigai
realizacijai nepiecieSams pietiekami plaSs servisa un izklaidesapafgmu klasts, k& af
atbilstoSs apkojums konkgto aktivitaSu iz\erSanai. Pagatot objekivam komunikaivajam
saitm, noZamigakajas Vecigas publiskajs arteipas rekreavais piedivajums &l nav
uzskaiams par pietiekamu. lerobeZst apliives iespju dél lielaka \eriba hitu veltama ipasi
Vecrigai projek&tu mobilu detgapiikojuma vienbu radSanai, kasitiz ar pakpeniskoartelpu
apmekétaju skaita pieaugumu nodrodim vinu augofs vajadibas [gc atpitas pieejartbas.
Daudzveidga un kvalitaiva pilstvide ir svatgakais pil€tas publiskartelpu piedvajums.
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During the period of time since 1940 when the city of Riga lost its status as the capital
city through regaining it in the nineties and to the present Riga experienced significant
changes: noticeable expansion of the city limits, change in both population density and ethnic
make-up, formation of new neighborhood centres. Nevertheless, the city's medieval core -
Vecfiga (Old Town) - continues to be one of the most important cultural and historical parts
of urbanized Riga and the main activity centre at both the local and national level. Important
public proceedings tend to take place precisely there. Similar to other medieval urban areas
Old Town development structure maintained the intimate medieval environmental scale up to
the nineteen thirties, the beginning of extensive urban planning changes. Following the urban
planning trends of the time, several built-up blocks in front of the northeastern wing of the
Dome cathedral were demolished to form the Dome (at that time the 15th of May) Square.
This essentially changed the scale of the existing open space and the new square became tl
largest public open space in Old Town. The changes also affected the area surrounding the
Town Hall Square. On the southwestern side, demolition of four built-up blocks opened up
space for planned municipal office building construction. Also, during this period the so
called 13th of January Street "regulation” was started. Its framework envisioned the widening
of the major streets in southeastern Old Town, building of monumental new construction and
creation of new squares. Due to the economic downturn and escalating conflict between the
European totalitarian systems these visions were not realized. The destruction during World
War Il visibly changed the uniformity of the Old Town urban development, creating openings
in previously built-up areas. In the post war era, Old Town historical spatial environment as a
whole was not consistently renewed. In individual areas, within the framework of the ruling
Soviet ideology, work was performed to eliminate local damage. The Soviet ideology
pressure manifested itself most acutely in the obliteration of the remnants of the Town Hall
Square. This caused discontent not only within the ranks of architectural and preservation
specialists, but also, the public at large and became the basis of endeavors to renew as soon
feasible the quality of the historical environment. After World War 1l, a number of ‘gaps' in
the development were created by not restoring the historical development structure in the
destroyed city areas, which remain to date and partially improved, are used as civic open
space. Thus,iku Square and the former Latvian Red Riflemen square were formed, as well as
the square at Kgu Street at the crossing ofidzenes and Vecpiitas streets and 'open
spaces' in the area surrounding St. Peters Church. At the turn of'ttenfliry, as a result of
the intent to rebuild the most notable elements of the lost development, to fill in the ‘empty
spaces', initial urban environmental changes made touched the war devastated but no
renewed sites, amongst them the former Latvian Red Riflemen Square.

Old Town urban development matters were studied in detail in the Old Town
regeneration project developed in 1983, its viewpoint served as a guideline for the historical
environment renewal process at the turn of tifec2htury. In the nineties several municipal
administrative rulings were adopted, for example, Old Town development ordinances and
land use rights in Old Town, which anticipated the renewal of the pre war building lines in the
entire Old Town territory. In the context of urban development, the overall characteristics of
these rulings were not fully considered by stratified diversely created planning structures, and
the approach was not always compatible with post war development. Not withstanding the
inadequacy of these documents to the actual situation, as local ordinances they clearly
affected the course of environmental change in Old Town at the turn of'tberdry.

Issues of civic open space in Riga were also examined in the most recent city
development plan - Riga's Historical Centre Preservation and Development Plan (henceforth
RHC PDP) included in the body of Riga City Development Plan for the years 2006-2018. The
plan discusses the problems of the area included in the UNESCO World Cultural Heritage list,
but, since a large part of the civic open spaces examined in the plan are located in Old Town,
particular attention is focused precisely there. The RHC PDP also intensified public activity in

The issue of Old Town urban development and architecture has been the focus of
many authors in pre war time, as well as during soviet and present times. Nevertheless,
attention was mostly concentrated on building design patterns and individual building
elements, not on awareness and development problems of the urban environment as a whole
Issues of civic open space structure development and aspects of its quality characteristics have
not been the primary focus of the studies. A%iitionally, issues of historical open environment
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o] critically evaluate legislation in force and under consideration as regards to Old
Town civic open space development;

o] determine public opinion as to changes in the quality of Old Town spatial
environment from the so called Latvia's Third Rebirth and renewal of
sovereignty to the present day;
create a model to evaluate activity impact on the quality of civic open space.

As a result, the scope of this thesis is the Old Town civic open space - plaza, square,
street and court - system, and the subject of the research is the compatibility of the
historical Old Town planning structure with present day capital city multifunctional,

representational and recreational requirements of a civic open space system. The researct
novelty is:

o] the first complex chronological analysis and evaluation of the change in Old
Town spatial structure from the nineteen thirties to the present day;

o] formulation of development guidelines of Old Town civic open space as a total
system and development of functional delineation provisions;

o] definition of development priorities of separate elements of Old Town public
open space system;

o] creation of a model for the evaluation of activity impact on the quality of civic
open space.

The research was performed from 1999 to 2006. The methodology used:
o] theoretical:

e compilation and selective analysis of literature and project material
devoted to urban planning social function and architectural spatial and
stylistic topics;

« analysis of historical development of Old Town civic open space from
urban planning and social process viewpoint;

. prediction of a development model of Old Town civic open space spatial
structure and social aspect;

o] empirical experimental:
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«  survey of civic open space users about Old Town civic open space visual
and functional events during Riga's eighth centennial in the year 2001;

«  survey of environmental planning specialists about Old Town civic open
space visual and functional events;

e compilation and conclusions from survey data;

e analysis of concluded development projects;

o] graphical method: research process and conclusion graphical displays.

Predicted conclusions and their practical use. As a result of the research, a civic open
space activity scale has been created and development guidelines for separate elements of a
Old Town civic open space system have been formulated for use in urban planning ordinance
and building code development. The approach of this research can serve as a theoretical basi
for development of design requirements and functional programme for actual building.

In addition to the author's own research, national and municipal institution published
and unpublished information and archival material data gained during the research; other
Latvian and foreign research data and conclusions published in works from the following
authors (in alphabetical order): Arnheim R., Asaris GkuBe |., Breines S., Cullen G.,
Davidsone |., Gehl J., Grava S., Hester R.T.Jr., Holcmanis A., lkonnikov A., Jansons G.,
Krastip$ J., Krier L., Lejnieks J., Lynch. K., Marana I., Melbergs G., Pozo A.Gip®k&.,

Roze A., Spatis O., Stradi$ J., Strautmanis 1., Vasiljevs J., Zandberga R., and other were

used. The course of the research and results were regularly presented at professional

conferences and published in periodicals. The following works were published:

1 BratusSkins U. Vedgas laukumu sisina // Scientific Proceedings of Riga Technical
University. Architecture and Construction Science. - Riga, 2005. - Pp. 26-34. (Square
System of The Medieval Part of Riga City Centre; in Latvian)

2. Bratuskins U. Vedgas publisksartelpas Rgas \ésturiski centra sagla$anas un
attistibas péina skatjuma // Scientific Proceedings of Riga Technical University.
Architecture and Construction Science.- Riga, 2004.- Pp. 18-25. (Public Open
Spaces of Old Riga in The View of Preservation And Development Plan of Riga
Historic Centre; in Latvian)

3. Bratuskins U., Treija S. Publiskotelpu funkcionla diferenciicija un rekreativites
potenciils // Scientific Proceedings of Riga Technical University. Architecture and
Construction Science. - Riga, 2003. - Pp. 17-22. (Functional Differentiation And
Recreational Potential of Public Open Spaces; in Latvian)

4. Treija S., BratuSkins U. Lielemoga dzvojamo rajonu atstibas prokdmas Rga//

Scientific Proceedings of Riga Technical University. Architecture and Construction

Science. - Riga, 2003. - Pp. 77-83. (Development Problems of Large Scale Housing

Estates in Riga; in Latvian)

5. BratuSkins U. Vetgas publisks artelpas sabietras rtcjumal// Scientific
Proceedings of Riga Technical University. Architecture and Construction Science, -
Riga, 2002. - Pp. 25-36. (The Public Open Space of Riga City Centre - Estimated by
People; in Latvian)

6. BratuSkins U. Publiskartelpu attstiba Veciga // Scientific Proceedings of Riga
Technical University. Architecture and Construction Science. - Riga, 2001. - Pp. 16-
21. (Development of Public Open Spaces in Riga City Centre; in Latvian)

7. Strautmanis |., Bratuskins Uids atsnama veidols // Latvijas Arhitel. - 2000. -

Nr. 2(28). P. 68. (Shape of Riga City Council House; in Latvian)

8. BratuSkins U. Piémes Rgas Ritslaukuma atdzimSanas salarScientific
Proceedings of Riga Technical University. Architecture and Construction Science. -
Riga, 2000. - Pp. 14-18. (Remarks With the Rebirth of Riga City Hall Square; in
Latvian)
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9. Bratuskins U.1Bas Ritslaukuma renesanse // Latvijas Arhitekt - 1996. - Nr. 5. -

P. 42. (Renaissance of Riga City Hall Square; in Latvian)

The following paper has been accepted for publication:

. BratusSkins U. Pit&as aplaves strukiiras atjaunoSanas un publisitelpu attstbas
mijiedarhiba // Scientific Proceedings of Riga Technical University. Architecture and
Construction Science. Riga, 2006, (Interaction Between Renewal of The Urban
Structure of City With Public Open Spaces Development; in Latvian).

The doctorate thesis analyses Old Town urban planning and social consequences of
civic open space evolution from the mid nineteen hundredths, as well as predicts future
development trends. The doctorate paper consists of three sections. Each section has thre
subsections.

The first section discusses theoretical aspects of the concept civic open space and
modern day civic open space semantic and functional problems in the historical city centre.
Functional and recreational social characteristics of various open space user groups are
emphasized.

The second section examines in chronological order Old Town architectural spatial
environment development in the twentieth and twenty first centuries and present changes,
focusing on changes to the medieval urban plan and spatial structure during various time
periods. Political and socioeconomic causes are analysed and conclusions are drawn as tc
their impact on the quality of civic open space. The renewal progress of Riga's Town Hall
Square is examined meticulously, depicting the changing social attitude towards preservation
of the cultural historical environment and development issues influenced by political and
social processes.

The third section examines the outlook of Old Town civic open space development in
the context of international and local cultural heritage preservation and protection documents
and Riga's development document, as well as society's evaluation. Civic open space
development consequences are analysed and its potential predicted. The compiled data of the
public opinion survey of the Old Town recent development is presented.

In the conclusion and recommendation section, Old Town civic open space rational
development is predicted, stressing the need for development of a unified system. The idea of
expanding the civic open space system outside of the boundaries of Old Town, to also include
the river Daugava visual space, as well as Riga's historical centrarmagdidaiva's open
space is argued.

Expansion of city territories and their gravity areas, also expands the city centre
semantic boundaries, nevertheless, the civic open space in Old Town, as in other European
medieval centres maintains its attractiveness. Accordingly, signifies i periodical, as well as
daily social activities for both the state and community occur precisely here. Each political
power, in the area of urban planning and architecture, first validates itself in the historic core;
and this tendency still has not disappeared. In Old Town, the most glaring evidence is the
urban planning structure changes and building in the Dome square and its environs in the
nineteen thirties, the Soviet era Red Riflemen Square establishment and buildup, as well as
the renewed independence era environmental renovation example - regeneration of the Town
Hall Square.

As witnessed by the research, with the increase in demand for public activities, the
options and society's desire to participate also increase. Thus, the number of civic open space
users also increases. An increased number of users necessitate finding the means for
expansion of the recreational space, yet within the Old Town compact urban structure
substantial civic open space expansion is not feasible. From the research we can predict that
civic open space development will occur in two directions:
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o] assessment of Old Town existing spatial environment potential and function
intensification, foreseeing appropriate timetables for various activities, and,
wherever possible also utilizing inner courtyards for public proceedings;

o] expansion of outdoor space beyond Old Town boundaries.

In the future it is imperative to continue strengthening Old Town semantic accuracy,
developing a pole and syntagma system consistent with the intensity of society's usage. As
regards to Old Town spatial environment functional intensification, existing open space areas
must be maximally preserved allowing for a reduction (by building) only as an exception to
complete existing spatially unarticulated areas. Previous experience illustrates that new
construction does not always respect society's desire to gain new publicly usable space. Thus
for example in the buildings enclosing Town Hall Square, Riga's City Council technical
personnel work space is located instead of placing there initially intended restaurant and
coffee shop. To avoid similar situations, zoning ordinances should be supplemented with the
provision that the street level be mostly reserved for public use, providing only the minimally
necessary vertical access space for upper floor traffic. Both, the lower level and second floor
should also be reserved for public use. In all areas that require construction to complete the
setting, the ground floor space and use should remain public as much as feasible; as well a
the use of inner courts for public events should be encouraged. Old Town Hall Square and
street system should be developed as a spatial system, whose separate elements can functi
individually on a daily basis or as a network for significant public activities.

Judging from present-day development, Riga's historical centre will also retain in the
future its "main centre" function, and its significance at the local and state level will increase.
Thus, public interest range and number of activities happening in Old Town will increase.
Open space development trends allow us to predict that Old Town streets and squares, withir
the framework of the city canal landscaping and encircling boulevards, as well as both
embankments of the river Daugava aadiRugava's civic open spaces, will be Riga's future
main civic open space system. It must ensure the course of daily, holiday and planned specia
social events. To expand the civic open space system, recreational space close to Old Tow
and historically important building territory on both sides of the river Daugava should be
encouraged to become part of the public path of circulation. Since the river Daugava has ar
important place in Riga's urban planning structural system, expansion of public activity on
both sides should be encouraged, developing "life by the water" and "life on the water".
Convenient access to the water level should be provided with steps and ramps and mooring:
built for boats and small crafts. Expansion of the visual relationship across the river Daugava
should be encouraged by improving the 11 of November embankment promenade and
creating a pedestrian promenade on the left side of the river, at least in the stretch between th
Cable and Railway bridges. Farther intirddugava’s civic open spaces it is possible to
develop Victory Park, in the direction ofaklipite’s planting andgenskalna's historic centre
(especially the timber building zone). Another Old Town civic open space expansion direction
is the city canal green space which links Old Town with the encircling boulevards "and 20
century Riga. In this direction the separate civic open spaces are utilizable independently;
their linking into a broader system is hindered by the separating intensive traffic streets.

Throughout history, urban planning structure has never developed nor stood alone as a
separate unique value. As the research identifies, its moulding and development has beet
determined by favourable functional links between separate socially significant objectives.
Initial trading and protection functions were joined by public representation and social
activities. Differing functional needs and the level of public attraction in various civic open
spaces created in the most active hubs larger spatial elements - squares. In gradua
development conditions, without changes in the urban environment pole and syntagm system
no new layers, differing from traditional patterns are created, if we do not consider, as such,
separate small element merging into larger ones, for example, the combining of adjoining lots.
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More radical changes, partially deforming previous structures, came about either, by a change
in the relationship of poles and syntagms, creating new functional ties, or by a change in the
criteria for environmental quality. Easily accessible sites increased with the development of
technology, and the new targeted land areas required correcting again the existing urban plar
structure to satisfy the new demands for convenient and aesthetically pleasing functional ties.
In this manner, by both preserving and demolishing previous generation legacies and in its
place layering new qualities, every city environment matured guided not only by architectural
design considerations, but also by applicable technical advances of the period and
corresponding options.

Research illustrates that as far as the building in Old Town in the nineteen thirties,
soviet era activities and modern urban planning modification attempts had cardinally different
basis. In the thirties, it was the idea of validating the new national state in building design.
This idea was realized purposely and deliberately. The Dome Square and several streets wer
widened; however, the newly formed building elements were integrated in the historical
planning structure. Only in specific cases in the city planning structure, by eliminating a few
minor streets, local character changes were permitted. Thus, for example, to build the War
Museum a portion of Trok® Street was eliminated, for the Finance Ministry - all of
M. Aldaru Street and M. Zirgu Street, for the Army department store - pEnfu Street,
nevertheless, the city plan structure scale as a whole did not change during the course of thes
endeavours. On the other hand, from the time after 1941 to the beginning of the nineteen
nineties, the changes that took place were due both to war caused destruction, and to the
pressures of the post-war soviet ruling ideology, that did not permit the renovation of the
destroyed spatial environment to the previous scale and quality. In its place, openly
contrasting to the historical environment, professional expression measures were used.
Therefore, post-war building can be considered this era's layering, as referred to in cultural
historic environment protection activities, as prescribed in international and national scale
binding documents. Sitill, in the second half of the twentieth century, this factor's long term
effect ushered Old Town to the brink of critical deformation, where its spatial environment
integrity was no longer perceptible. Therefore, at the turn of the century, again, the city
environment change was realized purposely and deliberately, correcting the war time damage
and the OIld Town planning structure deformed by post-war ideological pressure. As
confirmed by the completed analysis proposal, in the initial versions the historical
environment regeneration was discussed as the integration of building elements created in the
course of time in the renewable spatial system. The realization of this aspiration was started
without delay, as soon as it was feasible - immediately after the collapse of the Soviet Union
and the restoration of political independence. The reconstruction of one of the site markers of
pre-war Riga — the House of the Black Heads — was finished at the end of 1999, and the Riga
City Council new building was unveiled in November of 2003. Therefore, Riga's Town Hall
Square reconstruction was Latvia's Third Rebirth urban planning and architectural testimony.

Three Riga's Town Hall Square site markers, St. Peter's Church tower, the House of
the Black Heads and the City Council building's historical fagade - were restored, respecting
their historical forms. Reconstruction (retrospective renovation) of the historical markers, as
an exception was realized conforming to the recommendations defined in international
cultural monument preservation documents. Reconstruction (retrospective renovation) refers
to and only to renovation to recover the environmental spatial harmony of architectural
monuments destroyed by an insurmountable force (force majeure), if it is not possible to
recover this harmony otherwise, and only when ample available preserved historical
evidence- photographs, scale drawings, descriptions and other materials - guarantees :
complete and multilateral concept of the renewable object. As per the analysis of various
author viewpoints, the lost Town Hall Square space in the context of Riga was an important
cultural value and identity marker of the city. Not less important was the fact that, renewing
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its historical planning structure and most significant site markers, did not cause the loss
other, later layered values. Judging from the ever increasing number of visitors nowadays
the Town Hall Square we can see that, notwithstanding the negative attitude of som
professionals and general public, the realized reconstruction (retrospective renovatiol
undertaking has been a successful way of upgrading the quality and recreational level of t
environment. The Town Hall Square is becoming one of present day Riga's identity markers.

Considering the increase of recreational activity in the Town Hall Square as a result c
the reconstruction (retrospective renovation) renewed building elements, raises the question
such measures could be used in the renewal of other missing building elements in Old Tow
There is no other significant missing object that we know of that would have been in such
spatially important location, so that without it the location identity would be irreversibly
deformed. For this reason there is no basis to consider that this exception could be applied
the renewal of another missing object. Building element development in the historica
environment is solved contextually, taking into account scale, proportions and detail intensity
utilizing present day architectural language. Similar criteria have to be applied to buildinc
structure regeneration in locations where it is deformed. Early building line reconstructior
(retrospective renovation) is also an exception for and only for loss due to an insurmountab
force, and only to recover the overall urban spatial harmony if not recoverable otherwise
Urban harmony is recoverable, respecting historical structure development principles - parc
size, street dimensions, street and open area relationship. These principals are applica
working out livu Square, Dome Square (area between firg&anu and Rozna streets),
the vacant territory between 1®f January Street and Kal Street, and other building
development issues.

Environment quality and accessibility. The research supports that that function
differentiation is a means of public open space development that generates prerequisites
create a diverse city environment. Historically within the Old Town public open space systen
the Town Hall Square, Dome Square, Herdera Square,3quare and Vecpilsetas Square
were formed as enclosed spatial entities, wiikalia Square, Pils Square, Strelnieku Square
and Alberta Square positioned at the outer perimeter of Old Town are partially enclosed. A
partially enclosed open spaces we can also consider the spatial street widening of Teatra ¢
Kalku streets between Yta1 Street and Aspazijas Boulevard, as well as SmilSu Street
between Torna Street and Basteja Boulevard. St Peter's Church Square is within the old ¢
and as regards to the immediate surroundings is enclosed, but its flow is not spatially clear
established. From performed research it follows that, the most significant role to improve th
quality of the environment in any open space is the possible activity, influenced not only by
the space itself, but also by the function taking place in the surrounding buildings. For thi
reason, in the surrounding architectural environment user accessible borders, bot
horizontally and vertically, functional activity that promotes recreation should be encouraged
To reach this goal, both legal and economic pressure needs to be applied. That is achieva
by, on the one hand, incorporating in the pertinent binding documents (laws and buildin
codes) norms, that provide for socially active function appeal in new construction anc
reconstruction, on the other hand, providing flexible stimulating means (tax discounts) fol
sustaining such functions. Architectural space development has to be solved taking in
consideration the surrounding environmental structural function aspects. Evaluating th
purposefulness of the newly introduced concept, first of all, needs guidance from the outloo
of expansion of environmental function differentiation and its recreational level.

Short term or temporary construction demonstrates open space potential incomplet
exploitation - insufficient functional saturation and environment semantics incompletion. In
Old Town public open spaces, year after year, kiosk, pavilion and other short term structur
pervasiveness can be observed. Administrative means need to address the escalation .
urban space contamination prohibiting planning and building permits. The concept short term

35



structure, as regards to environmental contamination should not be applied to seasonal ty
canopies that are used as indoor summer extensions to public interest objects, however, fi
standing beer pavilions, kiosks and other structures that occupy open space areas are to
considered as such even if built for several years exploitation.

The doctorate thesis research demonstrates that environmental quality and public opt
space recreation capability is proportional to activities happening in the open space. Divers
activities promote user involvement open spaces. Based on the conducted survey data
criteria scale has been created to characterize environment quality and public open spa
activity interrelationships. On the graph horizontal axis, on ascending scale city environmen
quality characteristic levels:

0 Cafes and/or bars with windows, no outdoor seating;

Retail space with display windows;

Stationary or movable outdoor retail space;

Outdoor space with no extra activities;

Space or possibility for outdoor event with participant involvement;
Space or possibility for performance viewed by participants;
Outdoor space in a visually attractive setting with no extra activities;
Outdoor cafes and/or bar in a visually attractive outdoor space; Non
commercial, accessible to all outdoor fixtures (benches, and the like).

The vertical axis indicates each criteria impact level, shown in average points as pe
the respondents and in percentages. Maximum points for each criterion are 10. As seen in t
graph, the accessible non commercial outdoor fixtures, as well as the availability of outdoo
cafes in a visually attractive city environment, has the most impact on the environmen
quality, the impact level approaching 10 points. This criterion impact is noticeably larger thar
the one for the possibility for events with or without viewer participation. The least impact is
from public functions in spaces connected to the outdoors by the entranceway only with ni
opportunity to expand the indoor space, extending part of the activity outdoors. The impac
scale is utilizable to define social priorities for each concrete open space. Adding the specifi
relevant criteria points, determines the minimum and maximum (min/max) environmental
quality indicator for particular sites. This indicator can be used in city planning documents,
determining the site use optimal variant.
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Working to improve the environmental quality, activities to ensure environment
accessibility must be performed. Pedestrian circulation surfaces should be constructed so t
in addition to traditional pavement, alternative materials providing a flat surface more readil
usable by persons with disabilities will be used. Achieving a decrease in vehicular traffic :
one of Old Town development priorities, it is possible to lower sidewalk levels in relation tc
street levels to a height surmountable by wheelchairs, or in pedestrian areas omitting th
entirely.

Public open space system. With the increase of public interest for leisure time optiol
in the centre of Riga, Old Town public open space overload increases. Experience to d
shows that Old Town public open spaces work on two clearly diverse exploitation regimes -
daily and holiday regimes, furthermore, these days an increase in the demand for recreatic
activities characterizes the daily regime. Deducing from development projections, this trer
will continue, and in addition the holiday regime role will increase. For this reason in eac
open space, next to transfer links, recreational opportunities gain an ever increasil
significance that determines specific open space identity. Recreational opportunities tend
increase, attracting ever more people, so the daily regime becomes the "lazy everyd:
regime, characterized by a large daily recreational activity user percentage. This trend va
in different open spaces. Public activities in Old Town most intensely occur in enclose
squares, for instance Town Hall Square, Dome Square mmdSguare attract the largest
number of visitors. According to research data, the most intensive pedestrian flow in O
Town was identified on Kau and Audju streets, but the majority of time was spent in the
Dome Square, as well asvu Square and \lau Street. The research establishes that this is
due to the open space functional alternatives lkiKand Audju streets are popular
pedestrian transit routes providing transfer links, but most outdoor cafes and bars, as well
resting areas that in addition to transfer links provide recreational activities in Old Town, a
in Dome Square andivu Square. At present in Kai, and Végu, and SmilSu streets there
are numerous shops, cafes and outdoor retail areas that attract passer-by attention,
providing recreational opportunities.

Riga's centre respondent opinion - randomly selected Old Town visitor - intuitive
emotional perception:

‘ 13%
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Riga's centre respondent opinior- professional architect- intuitive emotional
perception:
7% 12%
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Old Town building by respondents - randomly selected Old Town visitor - believes that:

Bis planned and environment quality is
improving
@ cannot tell

Ol is chaotic and character is disappearing

Old Town building by respondents — professional architect — believes that:
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By creating an open space system where specific open spaces have defined dive
functional priorities, it is possible to satisfy multiple interests and overall enhance the appe
of the city environment to visitors. The research data establishes that locals and visitors des
more planting, elements of environmental design, non commercial rest areas and opportur
for active expression. For each functional regime optimal activity settings need to b
developed using both stationary and movable space layout methods and equipment resour
The fact, that for specific events, for example, the celebration of the eight hundredt
anniversary of Riga, Old Town public open space reached its maximum capacity and the fic
of more visitors for security reasons was not allowed, shows the need to extend beyond
boundaries the usable recreational Old Town public open space. The expanded public of
space system encompasses the City Canal planting area and encircling boulevards uy
Elizabetes Street, beyond which begins a dense building area with relatively little open spa
suitable for recreation. Public open space has to be expanded alsoard#ugda direction,
including Victory and Arkdijas parks, andigenskalna historical timber building zone
between Brigu, Talsu, Nomeiu and Slokas streets. Continuing Riga's tradition of placing
significant buildings in landscaped territories, it is possible, for example, to build a concel
hall in vast area of Victory Park.

Squares hold the most significant rank in Old Town public open space. As establishe
by the research, functional load and use priorities, as well as use intensity differs in vario
squares, thus they attract different numbers of visitors. For this reason, it is imperative
precisely determine the rank of each square in the overall spatial Old Town system, as well
predict its development guidelines and potential problems. The three most intensively us
squares have different functional priorities.

The Town Hall Square priority is representation function. It necessitates a visually
uniform space. Communication function and passive recreation function that can b
developed at the square perimeter are subordinate to the representation function.

To potentially increase the recreation function in the Town Hall Square, publicly
accessible functions able to attract visitors for an extended duration should be used, at leas
the ground level of the surrounding buildings. In the so called Blue Guards building the be
possible function is the originally planned cafe that allows effective usage of the summe
terraces facing both the Town Hall Square and Lielo Svaru Street.

Still, passive recreation function and the related outdoor fixtures in the Town Hall
Square cannot become the dominating feature. Outdoor movable fixtures should not be plac
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further than six metres from the facades of the surrounding buildings. Since the facades of |
House of the Black Heads andaBes House have got their lighting features, the optimal
viewpoints to the light and sound play are located at the opposite side of the square, along
front of the Town Hall and at the end of M. Jauniela Street. For this purpose movable outdo
fixtures are also to be located there. A future recreational potential enhancement to |
considered is the coveted bell performance on the Town Hall upper terrace. Synchronizing t
Town Hall bell play with the House of the Black Heads anib&y House facade light play,
could result in a quality performance, which similarly to other European cities, would attrac
large numbers of interested spectators. The optimal square spatial usage environmer
quality indicator is 21/43.

The Town Hall Square closest surrounding building, built in the post war era - Riga"
Technical University administration building onlka Street 1, residential buildings around
St. Peters Church, Occupation Museum complex and Riga's 3rd High school - are to |
maintained as an expression of that era's professional outlook, and unchanged, undivided
preserved, integrated in the planned surrounding perimeter layout.

In the future the Dome Square will also remain the largest enclosed public open spa
Its dimensions allow for both easy communication links, as well as guarantee recreation
type activities. Currently the square potential is not utilized consistently. The intensively use
recreation area takes up a small section of open space betyaaen Fozna and Tirgau
streets, that structurally are not a part of the Dome Square, nevertheless are a visual
emotional part of it. The remaining part of the square is crisscrossed in various directions |
pedestrians in transit, and since vehicular traffic is not forbidden, also by automobile drivers.

Dome Square development priority is passive recreation function. Representatiol
active recreation and communication functions are subordinate to it. The visually cohesiy
area between the Dome Church northern facade and buildings uEiaBtzet is reserved
for representational and active recreational functions. The square free space is usable
communication function. The entire area betweem® Street, Jaunielu and Roz streets is
usable for locating movable recreation fixtures (outdoor cafe furniture and other) for passi\
recreational needs. To avoid excessive saturation of the square with movable recreati
fixtures, their placement should be in the following zones:

0 By Riga's Stock Market betweegkdba and Pils streets at the crossing

building line continuation;

0 Between &kaba and Zirgu streets no further than ten metres from the building
perimeter;

0 Between S&unu Street and Jaunielu no further than ten metres from Zirgu
Street northwest building line continuation, maintainingdRazStreet physical
communication link with the Dome Square space.

Dome Square recreational activity is mostly related to significant urban life events tha
are observed regularly year after year. Among the annual events are the Midsummer Nigt
Eve Market on the summer and the Christmas tree on the winter solstice. In addition, in tl
Dome Square various events, concerts and other activities are held that draw visitors a
make it a favourite local and tourist leisure spot. Dome Square development issues relate
two challenging aspects: functional fill of the depression along the side wall of the Dom:
Church and the possible building-up of the area betwkamuSRoznu and Tirgau streets.

The surface depression along the Dome Church side wall, which visually allows th
observation of the church size in its entire height due to the difference in level separates p
of the square area, to date has not been fully utilized. To increase the squares feasi
multiform development at the lower level it is possible to set up functions attracting visitors
The required space for this can be built below the upper level of the square creating a terr:
at the surface. This would allow the full use of this part of the open space, especially becau
the rest of the Dome Square perimeter from the recreation point of view is visibly unfriendly
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to visitors. In the surrounding buildings there are no interior spaces that neither link t
functionally nor visually with the square open space, with the exception of the small ca
the corner of Ranu and Jauniela streets. Nevertheless, several cafes have been estat
around the square betweekiftu, Rozenu and Tirga streets, which in warm weather alsc
offer visitors outdoor seating, compensating this deficiency in the rest of the square. Fo
reason building-up the square is not desirable. It has greenery and provides all amenitie:
even creating maximally transparent building in this location, the visual links that con
these cafes and the outdoor seating in the buildings omuiigfeet with the Dome Square
space would be lost. Construction can be permitted only as required to cover the ad|
building firewalls. The remaining square amenities have to be improved, retaining
improving the greenery, which is of special value in Old Town. Old Town traffic pattern |
to be corrected, prohibiting thru traffic in the Dome Square. The Dome Square spatial
environmental quality indicator is 21/39.

Livu Square priority is passive and active recreation function. Development is pos
in the entire square area, including creating space to organize shows and performance:
Square, similarly to the former Latvian Rifleman Square, was formed by razing World W:
debris. A direct warfare contingency to both the scale and structure of Old Town explain
exceedingly large size and irregular plan, as well as the diverse exposed firewalls and v
property separating enclosure element muddle. Due to the complex configuration and
number of connecting streets, the communication linkavn Bquare in many places cross,
overlap and branch out. If the square in winter, due to the uniform pedestrian transit tr
works reasonably well, then, at the commencement of the warmer seasons and the diff
in the squares functional load, there isn't enough space for everything. Recreation, n
outdoor cafes and beer gardens, takes over significant areas needed for communicat
some areas not even leaving the indispensable minimum. At this NmeShuare space
becomes saturated with public activity, nevertheless remains architecturally and spe
inarticulate. For the Livu Square unique atmosphere to evolve in a responsive urban sett
is necessary to optimise the spatial function.

The temporary building construction, which in this Old Town area crops up every \
at the beginning of the warm weather, substantiates the insufficient environment satur
and functional load. Differing from the Dome Square and partly the Town Hall Square, ir
surrounding building there are relatively many objects that attract public interest, as we
outdoor leisure areas. However, the number of people seeking leisure normally excee
serving capability of the surrounding buildings, and so, additional kiosks encircled by se:
areas are built in the square. In the spring of 2003 cardinal improvement of the p
amenities was undertaken, still the main problem was not resolved - architectural eleme
make the square spatially articulated. For this purpose, it is necessary to build alon
exposed firewalls and separating enclosure elements, providing large enough space for
activities at least at the ground level of the buildings, as well as the square areas contigu
the buildings. The optimal square spatial usage environmental quality indicator is 21/43.

St. Peter's Church Square oftdta Square boundaries do not form a unifie
comprehensible open space, but partly from existing and partly from no longer exis
building units contain an enclosed territory, with St Peters Church on one side. This ter
consists of two separate areas:

o The widening between the apartment building facades on Kungu Street,

planted courtyard and the western facade of St. Peter's Church;

o The World War Il razed quarter between the northern facade of St. Pe

Church and Sknu Street missing building in the stretch from St. Petel
Church and Mottu Street.

Only the first mentioned area forms a spatially comprehensible square, whose s

usage environmental quality indicator is 11/25. In the second area, with part improv
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amenities, part temporary structures in the summer operate outdoor beer gardens. Qua
activity increase in this area is offered in the building arifskStreet 7 by the cafes with
outdoor terraces facing the open space. This is one of the few areas in Old Town whe
planting could be realized, including trees, which spatially could fill in the gaps in the
building, creating an improved quiet leisure area in this part of the city. In the warmer seasc
the activity choices could also be supplemented by an outdoor cafe, though this functic
should not become dominant. Open space usage environmental quality indicator is 11/
Peterbazicas Street, which links both territory areas along the southern facade of St. Pete
Church, isolating Gicinieku Street building, would retain its pedestrian transit traffic
function.

Old Town Hall Square public activity opportunities functionally and qualitatively are
compatible to this open space size and character, not requiring unique improvement. T
environment visual quality would be improved with the renovation of the surrounding
building facades. The optimal square spatial usage environmental quality indicator is 11/14.

Alberta Square as presently configured can be counted as a partly enclosed square,
renewing the building in the quarter betweeng<abnd 1% of January streets, it would
attain enclosed character. Since the square is alongside of the principal Old Town pedestr
flows, its possible development is considered in the context of Kalgja Street 'Araf 13
January Street development prospects. At present the square lacks any public activ
opportunity. The square spatial usage environmental quality indicator is 7/25.

Jkaba Square and Pils Square are Old Town outside perimeter open spaces. They
next to the noisy Kridha Valdenara Street, and are similar in both public activity
opportunities and quality of facilities and landscaping. The character of Pils Square, as
result of facing the entrance to the Presidential Residence is more formal. These squares
not usable for extensive public activities, but are appropriate for leisure. This is encourage
by quite a few spaces for benches and in cafkabd Square spatial usage environmental
quality indicator is 7/10, but Pils Square - 7/24.

Since the nineteen nineties several development proposals for the Latvian Rifleme
Square have been offered at both the theoretical and planning stage, nevertheless none o
concepts has received undivided positive approval. The square space is open to the ri
Daugava; it is conveniently used for pedestrian transit traffic; and it includes a number ¢
parking spaces, as well as a route end for urban transportation. The development for this &
has to be resolved in stages. To start with the square has to be freed of motor vehicl
including proximity of public transportation and temporary structures, and the pavement ar
planting organized. Only subsequent to this, in the context of the river Daugava'
embankment public open space and the existing building surrounding the square developm
guidelines, resolution of the issue of the overall appearance of the square can take place.
square spatial usage environmental quality indicator is 5/18.

The 11" of November Embankment is the broadest open space that lies next to th
perimeter of Old town from the side of the river Daugava. On a daily basis it is ar
overburdened major traffic route, which impedes qualitative pedestrian flow between Ol
Town and the river embankment. On special occasions when vehicular traffic is banned, tl
stretch between Stone and Cable bridges is the traditional mass event occurrence location;
other single open space can handle more visitors. The river Daugava embankment da
recreation opportunity cannot be considered as overly abundant or diverse, but wat
recreation has a unique draw and behind the planting barrier, which separates the leisure ¢
from the adjacent major traffic route, in appropriate weather conditions the positionet
relaxation spaces are appreciated by quiet relaxation seekers. The number of visitc
noticeably increases when boats set out for the evening boat rides on the river Daugava. S
an opportunity noticeably increases the river Daugava embankment recreational level, since
other times the number of visitors there is noticeably smaller.
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The river Daugava embankment is to be retained as a broad promenade, anticipating
the long term the complete elimination of the traffic flow. To increase the recreational level
the surrounding buildings, within limits should be used for functions attracting visitors. The
publicly accessible level should be lowered and boating docks constructed taking into accou
flow intensity and water level changes of the river Daugava. Additional service facilities car
be built as terraces close to the water below the adjacent street level, utilizing the difference
level between the promenade and embankment. For significant events the river Daugav
waterway space can also be utilized.

To evaluate the effectiveness of new construction or environmental enhancemer
occurrence, each instance requires a thorough analysis of the public space, includir
necessary knowledge of pedestrian and transportation corridors, and determination of t
possibilities of functional spectrum expansion. Optimising the dimensions of an actual opel
space and working out its usage conditions, preference is given to activities which increa:
both the environmental functional diversity and the recreational level. The open space usa
environmental quality indicator is 7/35. The issue of two level movement organization on the
11* of November Embankment, creating a traffic route with parking spaces on the
underground level and maintaining the broad public promenade at the grade level is for futul
resolution.

The significance of the IMof November Embankment in the urban open space
system in the future will increase, activating open space for public events also on the left sic
of the river Daugava. This will be promoted by both socially significant building in the
section between the Railway Bridge and the Agenskalna inlet, and creation of a pedestri:
promenade on the embankment. The transformation of the Stone Bridge to a mainl
pedestrian bridge will promote combined recreation space sources on both shores of the riy
Daugava.

Traffic development model. Transportation priority in Old Town is to provide the
minimally necessary transportation to the on site buildings. That means that each building
accessed from a restricted outside perimeter area, and it does not have access from a diffe
outside perimeter area, eliminating the possibility of thru traffic and maximally reducing
traffic flow. Underground use for parking has to be developed at all possible Old Town
perimeter locations.

Quality public open space is possible, implementing focused functional differentiation,
assessing the specific needs of each space and reserving for them the necessary area
enhance the appeal of the environment, special consideration is devoted to the recreatio
function spectre, whose expansion increases the public open space recreational lev
Consequently, sound implementation requires a wide enough choice of service and recreati
opportunities, as well as appropriate facilities for concrete activity development. Sustainin
impartial communicative links, the recreation opportunities in the most significant Old Town
public open spaces are not yet considered adequate. Due to the limited building possibility tt
main consideration, especially in Old Town, should be given to the production of designes
movable fixture units, which with the gradually increasing number of open space visitors
would guarantee their increasing needs for accessible leisure. A diverse and high quali
urban environment is the most important urban public open space offering.
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