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The Use of Public Open Spaces in Large-scale
Housing Estates in Riga

Sandra Treija, Riga Technical University, Ugis Bratuikins, Riga Technical University,
. Edgars Suvorovs, Riga Technical University

Abstract —~ The paper explores planning principles, development
features and current status of public .open space in large-scale
housing estates. A study carried out analysis of design project for
typical courtyard in Purvciems, cartographic materials, field studies,
as well as the public opinion survey results. In the first decade of 21
century public open space of large-scale housing estates of Riga has
lost its meaning, which was planned in the original projects of the
area, both quantitative and qualitative aspects.

Keywords — public open space, large-scale housing estates, quality
of living space. '

A readily accessible public open space is a centre of public
activities that may affect the everyday life of people and
development of the entire neighbourhoed. The public open space
is beyond the control of individuals, it is an element linking the
private living spaces of inhabitants and it is used for different
functional and symbolic purposes [6]. Public open spaces of
the living environment are an essential component of a home,
“an extension” of the personal living space outside [9]. It is an
environment where everyone expands their understanding of a

home, through daily activities transferring it from their flats to. .

public open spaces. As the inhabitants are actively using these
_spaces, they “are appropriating” this physical space and this
feeling of intimacy allows people to identify this place as their
own, giving a sense of identity [1]. Gradually people are trying
to seize control over it — whether through legal actions or active
utilisation or a controlled access for “strangers”, attempting to
transform public open spaces into public/private spaces [3]. There
is a close relationship between the character of the built-up area
and human lifestyle, since the surrounding environment largely
determines the processes of human life. In many cities large-scale
housing estates, originally aimed at creation of a green public
open space, are the prevailing type of residential construction.
Although the majority of large-scale housing estates in Europe
were built after 1960, the idea of large-scale development
finds roots in the second half of the 19% century when mass
industrialization resulted in mass urbanization. In many parts of
Europe, blocks of residential buildings provided dwellings fast
and in large quantities. Very often these residential areas were of
poor quality, with unhealthy environment. This situation prompted
a need for a healthier living environment leading to an idea of
the Garden City at the turn of the 19* and 20™ centuries, which
was based on the principle of combining the best of “urban and
rural” [2]. Among other urban planning principles a requirement
was set to ensure high hygienic and insolation standards what is
complicated and sometimes even infeasible task in the cities. The
idea of the Garden City spread to several other European countries,
until in the 1920-30s, owing to economic and political conditions,

44

it found a more radical expression. The International Congress
of Modern Architecture (Congres International d’Architecture |

Moderne, CIAM) organised several international congresses that ’f t
had the most direct impact on large-scale construction. In 1930, at %

the third CIAM Congress it was postulated that the old and dirty
city should be replaced with a new and healthy one. The new
city: “It will not be created for an observer, pleasant sights or a ‘:

dilettantish tourist, but for the prosperity of people who live, work 8§

and relax in this city” [9]. At this congress Le Corbusier presented #&
his famous concept of a radial city as a universal solution to the &
housing problems in Europe. Le Corbusier proposed a new urban

construction principle — multi-storey apartment buildings located
within a green nature area, freely accessible for fresh air and |
sunlight.

Le Corbusier’s ideas became very popular in many parts of the

world. According to estimate data in Europe approximately 40 mill ‘&
inhabitants are living in large scale housing estates [11]. Also, in 4§

many cities of the former Soviet Union, large-scale residential areas f '
are the dominant type of living environment. In the period between
1971 and 1980 as many as 37.8 million square meters of living areas

were constructed in the Baltic Republics, i.e. 19.4 million square ]
meters in the Lithuanian Soviet Socialistic Republic (SSR), 10.9 |

million square meters in the Latvian SSR and 7.4 million square §
meters in the Estonian SSR [13]. Today large-scale housing estates &
are considered to be a serious problem involving spatial, social and
economic issues with technical (high energy losses, corrosion of 1

concrete structures, lack of proper maintenance of buildings over §
- the years, poor quality of ventilation), aesthetic (dull, uninteresting ‘&

architecture) and social aspects (lack of communication between
neighbours, local governments and building managers, inactivity of

residents, poor social infrastructure). All these aspects are reflected &

in the problems pertaining to the public open spaces of the housing #
estates. » |
The construction boom of multi-apartment buildings in |
Latvia and also in Riga began in the late 1950s and continued §
until the beginning of the 1990s. About 40 % of the existing §
housing stock of Riga was constructed in this period. This |

housing stock mostly consists of slab apartment blocks. &

These huge large-scale housing estates are a phenomenon of ;

the Soviet era the establishment of which was determined by &
political, social and economic factors. The thirteen districts of §
Riga acquired an urban structure that was new by content and §
form. Every resident within the boundaries of the housing estate §

was provided with all necessary public services. According

to the architect Gunars Melbergs, who had designed several
large-scale housing estates in Riga: “the layout scheme of §
housing estates, which originated in England, derived from the §
situation when construction was quite extensive with the height 3
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not exceeding four floors and where all everyday processes
_actually took place in one horizontal level. The underlying
principle of this system allowed children to reach educational
establishments; schools and playgrounds without parents’
assistance and without a need to use. transport and cross the
streets, besides all their movements could be observed through
the apartment’s window.” The architect also stated that the
organization of -the built-up area was substantially affected
by the requirement to ensure optimal microclimate and
sanitary conditions, as well as to arrange public open spaces
right next to the dwellings for recreational needs [7]. In the
new districts, the traditional pattern of perimeter blocks with
corridor-like streets was replaced with free-standing buildings
amid the greenery. Plantations became. an important element
of residential districts. They were essential for creation of
a microclimate and sanitary conditions, for establishment of a
recreational environment and an expressive urban landscape.
Although having been based on a number of ambitious
ideas, soon after implementation, the concept of large-scale
housing estates was much criticised in Europe. In the article
published in 1979, Gunars Melbergs also expressed doubts
about sustainability of the implemented housing policy: “the
scale  of residential construction in our country has reached
such a level (9 flats per 1000 inhabitants a year) that it prompts
a need for serious reassessment of the quality standards
applied in this sector” [7]. Plantations in these districts
covered 40-45 % of the territory, therefore it was important
to find out how intensively these areas were used for everyday
leisure. activities, and whether inhabitants were satisfied with

the greenery and landscape elements. The survey conducted™

under the guidance of the architect Modrite Luse already in
1967 and 1968 showed that inhabitants of the new housing
estates in the Latvian SSR did not use much the green areas
of inner courtyards. On average 87.85 % of respondents
expressed desire to spend leisure time in the green areas of the
housing estates, while only 37 % of respondents actually did
it. The main reason was dissatisfaction with the arrangement
of these areas, which did not correspond to the concept. of
well-planned plantations that the. inhabitants had, and which
were not appealing either aesthetically or functionally.
As a result, large urban territories, where immense resources
were invested, were not fully utilised and the invested funds
did not pay off. The decisive factor in increasing utilisation
intensity of residential districts appeared to be the type and
appearance of plantations. Utilisation intensity grew faster in
the areas where plantations included mature trees with large
crowns. Most of inhabitants wanted to devote their efforts to
improvement of plantations in residential districts. To involve
as many people as possible in this work and to use the time and
energy devoted efficiently, Modrite Liise suggested various
forms for organisation of community work [5].

As a result of denationalisation and privatisation processes
(1992-2005), the original spatial composition of the districts was
disarranged, thus creating a legal basis for new construction in the
public open spaces of large-scale housing estates. The economic
growth between 2001 and 2007 increased the demand for housing
in Riga. It is estimated that over five years about 50 residential

a8

Fig. 1. Greenery design project, 1968. [8]

‘buildings with more than 1000 apartments have been built in the

public open spaces of large-scale housing estates. Following the
protests of inhabitants of surrounding buildings, in 2006 the Riga
City Couneil imposed a moratorium on construction in inner
courtyards. The moratorium refers to approximately 1700 plots
of land in inner courtyards, what is almost five per cent of the
total area of the city. In December 2009 due to changes in Riga’s
Building Regulations, a moratorium on building courtyard was
canceled. ~

In the initial phase of large-scale residential construction a
spacious courtyard surrounded by standard multi-storey apartment
blocks was seen as the most important element of a public open
space [12]. Purvciems — one of the largest residential districts,
which was built between 1965 and 1975 in Riga, is a typical
example of large-scale housing estates constructed that time
(architects G. Melbergs, R. Paikune, M. Medinskis and others) [4].
The spatial plan of Purvciems bristles with pararegular (derived
from regular, complex — authors’remark) and polygonal layout
structures. The spatial plan of the district is based on a regular
120° module network where a five-storey residential building
forms each side of a hexagon. The main streets and centres of
public activities are supplemented with separate rows of nine-
storey buildings. The spacious inner courtyards are intended for
recreation of inhabitants. '

The analysis of a typical courtyard in Purvciems in a time
frame illustrates the development of events. In 1968, a project
for improvement of the territory was elaborated for a group of
buildings in the area between Vaidavas and Unijas iela (street) at
the design institute Latgiprogorstroi (authors A. Fogele, I. Drande,
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Fig. 2. Courtyard in 1999. [10]

N.-Kirjuhina) [8]. It was intended to arrange a hierarchically
organised network of pedestrian paths in the spacious public
open spaces. In the courtyard enclosed by 6 five-storey buildings
of Series 467 with 60 flats, a basketball court, a gym area, an
area for table tennis, groups of 8 seats for quiet relaxation and
3 playgrounds were planned for leisure activities. It was also
intended to have two sheds for drying laundry and an enclosed
area for waste containers. It was planned to plant 42 trees
(12 different species), a considerable number of shrubs
(also 12 species) and perennials, to sow a lawn, and to retain
the existing fruit-trees in the courtyard. Plantations were going
to create a landscape of the courtyard environment, separate
different functions, and show directions of pedestrian paths.
It was also intended to plant rose bushes at the entrances to the
buildings to accentuate their location (Figure 1). '

The situation observed in 1999 (Figure 2) shows the state of the
courtyard after 30 years. The constructed network of pedestrian
paths only partially corresponds to the initial plan. The courtyard
area is evenly overgrown with trees and shrubs, the remnants of
one playground and one group of seats envisaged in the 1968 plan
can be barely discerned. ,

In 2004 (Figure 3), a six-storey residential building with
47 flats was constructed in the courtyard. The house is located on
a fenced-off plot of land with an area of 3585 m? beside a parking
lot for 30 cars and a driveway.

The analysis of the information acquired as a result of the study
of a project for a typical courtyard in Purvciems, cartographic
material and a site visit lead to a conclusion that most of the
originally planned landscape elements and plantations had not
been arranged. Smaller architectural elements of the public open
space — benches and parts of the playground — have deteriorated
or have disappeared altogether. Plantations have been preserved
partially. The new building and its fenced-off territory covers

Fig. 3. Courtyard in 2004. [10]

more than a quarter of the courtyard what may lead to spatial as
well as social conflicts.

In the autumn of 2008, as part of the project Utilisation
Intensity of Inner Courtyards in Purvciems — a Large-scale
Housing Estate in Riga a poll was organised in order to find
out public -opinion about the importance and role of public
open spaces in the assessment of the quality of life in large-
scale housing estates. As many as 246 people were questioned
who resided in the northern part of Purvciems, in the territory

* bordering on Vaidavas, Dzelzavas and Stirnu iela. The basic

built-up structure consists of sections of 9-storey buildings as
well as four and six sections of 5-storey buildings arranged
along one side of the street. The five-storey buildings are
positioned at an angle of 120 degrees in the plan, forming
hexagonal inner courtyards. New buildings have appeared in
almeost all inner courtyards in the quarter bordering on Unijas,
Stirnu, Dzelzavas and Vaidavas iela (Figures 4-6). The main
built-up area consists of 17 four-section five-storey buildings,
3 six-section five-storey buildings and sections of 9-storey
buildings (altogether 20 sections) aligning the main arterial

- road — Dzelzavas icla in a stretch from Stirnu to Vaidavas iela.

46

A kindergarten is located in one of the inner courtyards, and
several multi-storey apartment buildings have been constructed
in five courtyards. Three public buildings have been built in
the courtyard opening towards Vaidavas iela: a shop selling
building materials, a grocery store and a pharmacy, a café and
a hairdressing saloon. In the area surrounding the territory
several public and service objects are located — schools, sports
centers, a supermarket, a health centre, shops, etc. Most of
these objects are concenfrated directly around this quarter
where the intensity of new development is higher. Public
transport (buses, trolley buses and mini buses) runs along
Vaidavas, Dzelzavas and Stirnu iela, along the perimeter
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Fig. 4. The old playground next to the new building. (Photo by Edgars Suvorovs)

of the quarter there are 13 public transport stops. Every day
- the movement in inner courtyards is very intensive, as people
cross them walking to and from service objects. The residents
of standard-type buildings park their cars along the roads in
inner courtyards and on the green belts along the roadsides, as
well as in the area in front of the staircases. The residents of
the new courtyard buildings can use private car parks. Only in
one of the inner courtyards, near the new residential buildings
there is a separate parking lot, which is arranged in the place
of a former sperts ground.

A quantitative direct (face-to-face) method of interviewing was
used in the survey, focusing on several objectives: ,

1. to determine the overall assessment of large-scale housing
estates;

2. to find out how satisfied are the residents of large-scale
housing estates with different aspects of the living
environment;

3. to ascertain the role of public open spaces in establishment
and maintenance of social contacts among inhabitants. ‘

The survey polled 246 people. Predominant number of
respondents — 92% were residents of multi-storey buildings.
Among the respondents, 68% were women, 32% - men. The
majority of respondent’s age group was people aged 35-54
years. 28% of respondents represented households with children.
Respondents were mostly people who lived in the area 10 years
and more (47%). The new occupants, who live in the current
dwelling for less than one year, were only 7%.

The results of the study proved that the assessment of large-scale
housing estates is relatively high. According to the survey, overall
72% of the population like the district, mentioning a shop or arry

other service object, as well as the number and location in the area -

of educational establishments as the most appealing qualities. 68%
of the population are satisfied with public transport.services in the

Fig. 5. Private fenced off area around the newly erected building in the yard.
(Photo by Edgars Suvorovs) ‘

Fig. 6. Newly created freely accessible playground next to the new building.
(Photo by Edgars Suvorovs) :

district. Most satisfied with their district are inhabitants in the age
group over 70, and least satisfied with their district are people aged
18-34. Most of respondents {63%): are not satisfied with the level of
safety in the district what is mainly. caused by poor lighting in the
evenings and a number of gaming clubs located in the vicinity.

When answering questions related to the improvement quality
of the residential district, most satisfied were inhabitants in the age
group over 70. Overall, the majority or 67% of respondents were
dissatisfied, mentioning as a reason the untended courtyards and
plantations, destroyed and neglected landscape elements, lack of
benches and playgrounds. 34% of respondents used the courtyard only
for parking of cars, 26% admitted that they did not use the courtyard
at all. 78% of inhabitants said that they were not familiar with their
neighbours — inhabitants of the adjacent buildings. Inhabitants were
also dissatisfied with poor parking options near their homes.

The conducted study leads to a conclusion that in the first decade
of the 21% century the public open spaces of large-scale housing
estates of Riga have lost their meaning originally planned in the initial
projects. Although public open spaces are treated as an important
element of the living environment, their utilisation considerably
differs from the intended one. The reasons are associated with social
as well as economic aspects. In most cases landscape elements and

greeneries planned in the original projects were not arranged, open

a7
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spaces were not regularly tended and renewed, what led to their
degradation. As a result, they have created an image of a neglected,
unsafe, unappealing environment which today is often simply
treated as an unused potential of the territory where new houses are
constructed, thus irretrievably losing the public open spaces of the
large-scale housing estates envisaged in the original plans.

In the first decade of the 21* century. the public open spaces of
large-scale housing estates of Riga have lost their meaning originally
planned in the initial projects. Although public open spaces are
treated as an important element of the living environment, their
utilisation considerably differs from the intended one. The reasons
are associated with social as well as economic aspects. In most
cases landscape elements and greeneries planned in the original
projects were not arranged, open spaces were not regularly tendéd
and improved, what led to their degradation. As a result, they have
created an image of a neglected, unsafe, unappealing environment
which today is often simply treated as an unused potential of the
territory.
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gandra Treija, Ugis Bratuskins, Edgars Suvorovs. Publiskas artelpas izmantoSanas problematika Rigas lielméroga dzivojamajos rajonos

Lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu publiskas artelpas ir nozimigs dzivojamas vides kvalitates indikators. So rajonu buvniecibas sakuma posma ki nozimigikais publiskas
artelpas elements tika planots plass pagalms, ap kuru grupgjas tipveida daudzstavu dzivojamie nami. Tipiska Purvciema pagalma labiekartojuma projekta, kartografiska
materidla un vietas apsekojuma laika gitas informacijas analize lauj secinat, ka no orjginali planotajiem labiekartojuma elementiem un stadijumiem lieldka dala nav
tikusi realizeta, bet projekta Tstenotie elementi ir nolietoti un nekopti. Jauna apbiive un tas noZogota teritorija aiznem ievérojamu dalu no ori ginali planotas apzalumotas
teritorijas, radot gan telpisku un socialu konfliktu draudus. ledzivotaju aptaujas rezultati liecina par iedzivotaju neapmierinatibu ar publisko artelpu kvalitati Purvciema:
Petijuma rezultata jasecina, ka 21. gs. pirmaja dekade Rigas lielmeroga dzivojamo rajonu publiskas artelpas ir zaudgjusas to nozimi, kas tika planota rajonu originalajos
projektos. Lai art publiskas artelpas kalpo ka nozimiga dzivojamas vides sastdvdala, to izmantoSana ievérojami atSkiras no iecergta. Misdienas tas ir ieguvusas pamestas,
nedrosas, neestetiskas vides telu, kas Sodienas konteksta bieZi tiek vienkarSoti uzlokots ka neizmantots teritorijas resurss un tiek apbvets, lidz ar to neatgriezeniski
zaudgjot originali planotas lielméroga dzivojamas vides publisko artelpu kvalitates. ‘

Sandra Treija, Ugis Bratuskins, Edgars Suvorovs. Problems of Use of Public Open Spaces in Large-scale Housing Estates in Riga

Public open space of large scale-housing areas are an important indicator of quality of living environment. In the initial phase of large-scale residential construction a
gpacious courtyard surrounded by standard multi-storey apartment blocks was seen as the most important element of a public open space. The analysis of the information
acquired as a result of the study of a project for a typical courtyard in Purvciems, cartographic material and a site visit lead to a conclusion that most of the originally
planned landscape elements and plantations had not been arranged, but developed elements have deteriorated or have disappeared altogether. The new building and its
fenced-off territory covers big part of the’courtyard what may lead to spatial as well as social conflicts. The results of resident’s survey show dissatisfaction with quality
of public open space. In the first decade of the 21+ century the public open spaces of large-scale housing estates of Riga have lost their meaning originally planned in the
initial projects. Although public open spaces are treated as an important element of the living environment, their utilisation considerably differs from the intended one.
Today they have created an image of a neglected, unsafe, unappealing environment which today is often simply treated as an unused potential of the territory.

Canppa Tpeits, Yrac Bparymkunc, 3arape Cysoposc. TIpoGiemMn ucnons3oBaHHe 0GINECTBEHHBIX OTKPBITBHIX MPOCTPAHCTB KPYMHOMACHITAGHBIX KHIbIX
pasionoB ropoga Puru

OGLIECTBEHHBIE OTKPBIThIE TIPOCTPAHCTBA KPYMHOMACINTAGHBIX SKUJILIX PAdOHOB SIBIAIOTCS BaKHBIM MOKAa3aTeseM KauecTBa KWIOH cpelbl. B HauansHOM 3Tane
CTPOUTEJILCTBA ITUX PAHOHOB B KAueCTBE OCHOBHOIO 3JleMeHTa OGIIECTBEHHOTO OTKPHLITOrO NPOCTPAHCTBA 3aIUIAHMPOBAH NPOCTOPHBIH JBOP, BOKPYI KOTOPOTO
rpYNIUPYIOTCS MHOTO3TAXHBIE JoMa. [laHHbIE, IONyYeHHBIE B XOIE aHAJIM3a IPOeKTa B1aroycTpoHCTBO M KapTorpach4ecKMx MaTepUalioB TUIIMYHOTO JBOPA B paioHe
I[TypBuyeMc ropopa Pury, npenosaraior, 4To GOJbILEHCTBO U3 NEPBOHAYATLHO [ITTAHMPOBAHHBIX JJIEMEHTOB G1aroycTPORCTBO He GbUIM PEaTH30BaHbl, d pealH30BaHble
- M3HOIICHBI M HEYXOXeHHbl. HOBOE 3maHHe M OrOPOXKEHHAs TEPPUTOPHMS 3aHHMAIOT 3HAYMTEJIBHYO YACThH TIEPBOHAYANBHOIO IUIAHHPOBAHHOTO OGILECTBEHHOIO
“OTKPBITOrO NPOCTPAHCTBA, B PE3YJIbTATE BO3HUKAIOT YTPO3kl MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX U COUMANBHBIX KOHGIUKTOR. OGCIeoBaHus IOKA3BIBAIOT HEHOBOJILCTBO HACEIECHHS
10 OBOJTY Ka9eCTBA OTKPHTIX HPOCTpaHCTs paiioHa Ilypsmuemc. Mccnenopanne nokasano, 4TO B TCYEHHH HEPBOTO ACCATHACTHS 21-T0 BeKa OBMIECTBEHNbIE OTKPBITHIE
MpOCTPaHCTBAa KPYNMHOMACIITAaGHBIX JKUIBIX PAfioHOB ropofga PUrM morepsany cBoe ucxopHoe 3HaueHue. XOTH OOIIECTBEHHBIE OTKPBHITBIE NPOCTPAHCTBA SBIAIOTCH
BAKHBIM KOMIIOHEHTOM JKHIIOH CPefibi, HX UCHONb30BaHUE 3HAUMTENBHO OTIMYACTCH OT MPEeNnoJaraeMoro. B HacTOsliiee BpeMst 3FM IIPOCTPAHCTBA o0penu o6pa3
3a6polIeHHON, HeGe30nacHol U HENPUIJIIHOM Cpelbl, KOTOPas B COBPEMEHHBIX YCIOBUSIX YacTO YIPOIIEHHO PACCMATPUBAETCA B KAUSCTBE HEUCIIOIB30BAHHOTO PECYpca
1 3aCTPauBaeTCs, TEM CaMbIM HEOGPAaTUMO TEPss NePBOHAYANLHO IUIAHUPOBAHHBIC Ka4eCTBA OOIIECTBEHHBIX OTKPBITBIX IPOCTPAHCTB KPYNHOMACINTAGHBIX KUJbIX
PpaiiOHOB.
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Publiskas artelpas izmantosanas problematika
Rigas lielméroga dzivojamajos rajonos

Sandra Treija, Rigas Tehniska universitate, Ugis BratuSkins, Rigas Tehniska universitate,
Edgars Suvorovs, Rigas Tehniska universitdte

Atslegas vardi: publiska artelpa, lielméroga dzivejamie rajoni,
dzivojamas vides kvalitate.

Ikvienam pieejama -publiska artelpa ir sabiedrisko aktivitasu
centrs, kas var ietekmét gan iedzivotaju ikdienas dzivi, gan
visas apkaimes attistibu. Publiska artelpa ir vieta arpus individu
kontroles, ta ir vidutajs starp dazadu iedzivotaju privatajam
telpam un ta tieck izmantota dazadiem funkcionaliem un
simboliskiem noliikiem [6]. Dzivojamas vides publiskas artelpas
ir butiska majokla sastavdala, individualas dzivojamas vides
“paplasindjums” artelpa [9]. Ta ir vide, kura caur ikdienas
darbibam individi paplaSina sava majokla izpratni no dzivokla
uz publiskajam artelpam. ledzivotaji, tas aktivi izmantojot,
~piesavinas™ fizisko telpu, ko identifice ka sev piederoSu [1].
Ar laiku iedzivotdji realizé dazada veida kontroli par to — vai ta
biitu ar juridisku speku, vai aktivu izmantoanu vai piekluves
kontroli ,,sveSajiem”, Iidz ar to publiska telpa pakapeniski klast
par publisku/privatu telpu [3]. Starp apbuves raksturu un cilveka
dzives veidu pastav viscieSakais sakars, tieSi apkarteja vide ir
ta, kas liela méra nosaka cilvéka dzives procesu norisi. Daudzas
pilsétas domingjosais ‘dzivojamas apbiives veids ir lielméroga
dzivojamie rajoni, kuru viens no sakotnéjas izveides vadmotiviem
ir bijis tiesi apzalumotas publiskas artelpas.

Lai gan vairakums lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu Eiropa ir celti
pec 1960. gada, to idejas aizmetni ir rodami 19. gs. otraja pusé, kad
masveida industrializacija rezult&jas masveida urbanizacija. Atri
uzbuvétie dzivojamo namu kvartali daudzviet Eiropa atrisindja
steidzamo nepiecieSamibu péc majokla. Sim dzivojamajam
fondam bieZi bija raksturiga zema majoklu . kvalitate un
neveseliga vide. ST situacija radija iemeslus veseligakas dzives
vides meklgjumiem, kas 19. un 20. gs. mija rezultgjas ,,.Darzu
pilsétas ideja”, principa tiecoties apvienot labako no ,,pilsétas
un laukiem” [2]. Starp citiem pilsétplanoSanas principiem tika
izvirzita prasiba nodro$inat augsta standarta sanitari higieniskos
un insolacijas apstaklus, kas lielpilsgtas ir sareZgits un bieZi
pat neizpildams uzdevums. ,Darzu piepilsétas” ideja turpingja
attistities vairakas Eiropas valstis, Iidz 20. gs. divdesmitajos un

trisdesmitajos gados, bazgjoties ekonomiskajos un politiskajos

apstaklos, ta uzplauka daudz radikalaka veida. Modernas
arhitektiras starptautiskais kongress (Congres International
d’Architecture Moderne, CIAM), organizgja vairakus kongresus,
kuriem bija vistie§aka ietekme uz lielméroga bavniecibu. CIAM
IIT kongresa 1930. gada tika postuléts, ka vecd un netira pilséta
ir jaaizvieto ar jaunu un veseligu. Jauna pilséta: ,,Nebis radita
verotdjam, jaukiem skatiem vai diletantiskam tdristam, bet
iedzivotaju labklajibai, kuri dzivo, strada un atpiSas $aja pilseta”
[9]. Saja kongresa Le Korbizje (Le Corbusier) iepazistindja ar
Radialas pilsétas koncepciju ka universalu risinajumu Eiropas
majoklu problemam. Le Korbizje piedavaja jaunu pilsétas

N
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apbuves principu — daudzdzivoklu daudzstavu €kas izvietotas
zala dabas teritorija, brivi pieejamas svaigam gaisam un saules
gaismai.

Le Korbizje idejas guvusas milzu izplatibu daudzviet pasaule.
Tiek lests, ka tikai Firopa apméram 40 milj. iedzivotaju dzivo
lielmeroga dzivojamajos rajonos [11]. Ari daudzas bijusas
Padomju Savienibas pilsetas lielme&roga dzivojamie rajoni ir
doming&josais dzivojamas. vides veids. Laika perioda no 1971.
lidz 1980. gadam tikai Baltijas republikas vien tika uzcelti 37,8
milj. m? dzivojamas platibas, no tiem Lietuvas PSR (Padomju
Socialistiskaja Republika) — 19,4 milj. m?, Latvijas PSR - 10,9
milj. m? un Igaunijas PSR 7,4 milj. m? [13]. Sodienas konteksta
lielmeéroga dzivojamie -rajoni tiek uzskatiti par nopietnu
problému vietu, kur fokusgjas telpiskie, socialie un ekonomiskie
jautajumi. Tas ir gan tehniskas (augsti energijas zudumi, betona
korozija, pienacigas eku uzturéSanas trikums ilgus gadus, slikta
ventilacijas kvalitate), gan estétiskas (nabadziga, vienveidiga
arhitektiira), gan socidlas (komunikaciju triikums starp kaiminiem,
pasvaldibu, apsaimniekotajiem, iedzivotaju pasivitate, nabadziga
sociala infrastruktura). Visi Sie aspekti guist atspogulojumu rajonu
publisko artelpu problematika. ,

Daudzdzivoklu dzivojamo €ku buivnieciba Latvija, arT Riga,
aizsakas 50. gadu beigas un masveida turpindjas lidz 90. gadu
sakumam. Sai laika posma tikauzcelti aptuveni 40 % no pasreizejas
Rigas dzivojama fonda platibas. Trispadsmit Rigas lielméroga
dzivojamajos rajonos tika izveidota p&c satura un formas jauna
pilsetas struktira. Katrs iedzivotdjs sava mikrorajona robeZas
tika nodro8inats ar visiem ikdiena nepiecie$amajiem sabiedrisko
pakalpojumu veidiem. Vairaku Rigas lielmé&roga dzivojamo rajonu
planojumu autors arhitekts: G. Melbergs ir izklastijis to izveides
pamatnostadnes: ,,Mikrorajonu sistéma, kas ieviesusies pie
mums no Anglijas, radas saméra ekstensivas apbiives apstaklos,
kur augstums neparsniedz Cetrus stavus un visi sadzives procesi
praktiski norisinas viena — horizontala Iiment. STs sistémas pamata
ir princips, lai bérni varétu nonakt bernu iestadés un skolas, tapat
arf rota]u laukumos bez vecaku palidzibas — nelietojot transporta
lidzeklus un nedkérsojot ielas, turklat, lai tam visam var€tu sekot
pa dzivokla logu”, ka arT defingjis, ka apbuves organizaciju
biitiski ietekméja prasiba nodro$inat optimalu mikroklimatu un
higienisko reZimu, ka arf artelpu atplitai pie paSa mdjokla [7].
Jaunveidotajos rajonos tradiciondlo perimetralo kvartalu apbiivi
ar koridorveida ielam nomainija zalumos brivi stavosas ekas.
Stadijumi kluva par svarigu dzivojama rajona sastavdalu. Tie bija
nepiecie¥ami, lai veidotu mikroklimatu un higiéniskos apstaklus,
raditu vidi atpiitai un izteiksmigu pilsétas ainavu.

Lai gan balstita daudzas vérienigas idejas, jau driz pec
uzbuvesanas  lielmérogu  dzivojamo rajonu  koncepcijas
realizacija daudzviet Eiropa tika kritiz&ta no profesionalu puses.
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Ar1 G. Melbergs 1979. gada publicétaja raksta izsaka Saubas par
istenotas majoklu politikas ilgtspeju: ,,Dzivoklu celtniecibas
apjoms miisu zeme jau sasniedzis tadu Iimeni (9 dzivokli uz
1000 iedzivotajiem gada), lai visa nopietniba izvirzitu un risinatu
31s nozares kvalitativos raditajus” [7]. Publiskas artelpas $ajos
rajonos aiznéma 4045 % platibas, tapec bija svarigi noskaidrot,
cik intensivi Sis platibas tiek izmantotas ikdienas atputas
vajadzibam un vai iedzivotaji ir apmierinati ar to apzalumojumu
un labiekartojumu. Jau 1967. un 1968. gada arhitektes M. Luses
vadiba veikta iedzivotaju aptauja paradija, ka Latvijas PSR
pilsgtu jaunajos dzivojamajos kvartalos iedzivotaji maz izmanto
kvartala iekStelpas apzalumotas teritorijas. Vele$anos atpsties
dzivojamas teritorijas stadijumos bija izteikusi videji 87,85%, bet
torealiz&ja tikai 37% no respondentu kopskaita. Galvenais iemesls
bija neapmierinatiba ar $o teritoriju izveidojumu: tas neatbilda
iedzivotaju priek$statiem par labi iekartotiem stadijumiem,
neapmierinaja vinus estétiski un funkcionali. P&tfjuma secinats,
ka rezultata lielas pilsstas teritorijas platibas, kuru apguianai
izterets daudz Iidzeklu, netiek pilnveértigi izmantotas, iegulditie
lidzekli tiek dalgji iesaldeti. Tika ari secinats, ka stadijumu veidam
un izskatam ir galvena nozime dzivojamo rajonu teritorijas
izmantoSanas intensitates kapinasana. Visstraujak ta pieauga
tur, kur stadijumos ieklauti koki ar galigi izveidojuSos vainagu.
ledzivotaju vairakums bija izteikuSi veéleéSanos ar savu darbu
uzlabot dzivojamo rajonu stadijumus. Lai $aja darba iesaistitu
iesp€jami vairak cilveku un lai izterétais laiks un energija tiktu
efektivi izmantoti, M. Liuse ieteica veidot daZadas sabiedriska
darba organizacijas formas [5].

Denacionalizacijas un privatizacijas procesu rezultata
(1992-2005) lielmé&roga dzivojamajos rajonos tika radita jauna

zemes TpaSumu struktira, kas bija pretruna ar to planojumi
originalo kompoziciju. Lidz ar to tika radits tiesisks pamats

jaunai bavniecibai lielmérogu dzivojamo rajonu publiskajas
artelpas. Ekonomiska uzplaukuma apstaklos 2002.-2007. g.
strauji pieauga pieprasijums péc dzivojamas platibas Riga.
Tiek lests, ka 5 gadu laika lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu
publiskaja artelpas ir uzbiivétas apméram 50 dzivojamas majas
ar vairak ka 1000 dzivokliem. 'Apkartéjo namu iedzivotaju
protestu rezultata 2006. gada Rigas dome noteica moratoriju
apbitivei iekSpagalmos. Moratorijs attiecas uz aptuveni 1700
zemesgabaliem &ku iek§pagalmos, kas ir nepilni pieci procenti
no pilsétas kopgjas platibas. 2009. gada decembri, sakara ar
izmainam Rigas apbuives noteikumos, moratorijs apbuvei
iek§pagalmos tika atcelts.

Lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu biivniecibas sakuma posma
ka nozimigakais publiskas artelpas elements tika planots plass
pagalms, ap kuru grupgjas tipveida daudzstavu dzivojamie
nami [12]. Raksturigs §i posma liemé&roga dzivojamo rajonu
buvniecibas piemers ir viens no lielakajiem lielméroga
dzivojamajiem rajoniem Riga - Purvciems, kas biivéts no
1965. 11dz 1975. gadam (arhitekti G. Melbergs, R. Paikune,
M. Medinskis u. c.) [4]. Purvciema planojuma dominé
pararegularas, ti. no regularam atvasindtas, sareZfitas,
poligonilas telpiskas struktiras. Rajona plana pamata ir
regulars 120° modula tikls, kur katru seSstira malu veido
piecstavu dzivojama eka. Galveno magistralu virzienus un
sabiedrisko centru zonas papildina atseviSkas devinstavu

sekciju namu virknes. PlaSie iek3pagalmi bija paredzeti
iedzivotaju rekreacijai. ’

TipiskaPurvciemapagalmaanalizelaikagriezumauzskatamiparada
pagalmu telpas attistibas gaitu. 1968. gada eku grupai kvartala starp
Vaidavas un Unijas ielam projekte¥anas institnita ,,Latgiprogorstroi”
tika izstradats labiekartojuma projekts (autori A. Fogele, I. Drande,
N. Kirjuhina) [8]. Taja plaSajas publiskajas artelpas bija
paredzets izvert hierarhisku gdj€ju celipu tiklu. Briva laika
pavadiSanas iesp&jam pagalmd, ko norobeZo 6 piecstavu
467. sérijas 60 dzivoklu €kas, planoti basketbola laukums,
vingro$anas laukums, laukums galda tenisam, 8 sédvietu grupas
mierigai atpaitai un 3 beérnu rotalu laukumini. Saimnieciskam
vajadzibam ieplanotas 2 nojumes velas ZaveSanai, ka ari
norobezots laukums atkritumu konteineriem. Pagalma ' bija
paredzéts iestadit 42 kokus (12 daZzadas sugas), ievérojamu
skaitu kriimu (12 daZadas sugas), ziemcietes, ka art saglabat jau
esoSos auglu kokus un ierikot zaldju. Ar stadijumiem bija planots
veidot ainavisku pagalma vidi, nodalit at3kirigas funkcijas, ka
arT akcentet gajeju celinu virzienus. Lai uzsvertu ieejas mezglus
€kas, pie tiem bija ieplanoti roZu kriimu stadijumi (1. attgls).

1999. gada fikseta situacija (2. attels) ilustré pagalma stavokli
péc 30 gadiem. Gajéju celinu tikls tikai daléji atbilst ieplanotajam.
Pagalma teritorija vienmerigi noaugusi ar kokiem un kriimiem,
no 1968.gada projekta paredzeta labiekartojuma nojauSamas
viena bernu laukumina un vienas sédvietu grupas pédas.

2004. gada pagalma iebuivéta 6 stdvu dzivojama mija ar 47
dzivokliem. Maja atrodas uz norobeZota zemesgabala 3585 m?
platiba, uz ta izvietota ari autostavvieta 30 automaS$inam un
piebraucamais cels.

Tipiska Purvciema pagalma labiekartojuma projekta,
kartografiska materidla un vietas apsekojuma laika gutas
informacijas analize lauj secinat, ka no originali planotajiem
labiekartojuma elementiem un stadijumiem lielaka dala nav
tikusi realizeta. Izbuvetas artelpas detalickartas— solini un rotalu

‘lavkuma elementi ir praktiski nolietoti vai nav saglabajuSies

vispar. Stadijumi saglabajuSies dalgji. Jauna apbive un tas
noZogota teritorija aiznem vairak ka ceturto dalu no pagalma,
radot gan telpisku un socidlu konfliktu draudus.

Lai izzinatu iedzivotaju viedokli par publisko artélpu nozimi
un lomu lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu kvalitates noveértejuma
projekta “Rigas lielméroga dzivojama rajona Purvciems
publiskas artelpas — iekSpagalmu izmantoSanas intensitate”
ietvaros 2008. gada rudenI tika veikta iedzivotaju aptauja.
Ka Rigas lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu attistibas procesus
raksturojoss areals tika izvéléta teritorija Purvciema ziemelu
dala, starp Vaidavas, Dzelzavas un Stirnu ielam. Teritorijas
apbuves pamatstruktiru veido gar vienu ielas fronti virkné
izvietotas devinu stavu sekciju &kas, ka arT Cetru un seSu sekciju
piecstavu gkas. Piecstavu &kas plana ir savstarpgji izvietotas 120
gradu lenkd, veidojot seSstara formas iekSpagalmus. Kvartala
starp Unijas, Stirnu, Dzelzavas un Vaidavas ielam gandriz visi
iekSpagalmi ir apbuvéti ar jaunbuvém (4.-6. attels). Viena no
iekSpagalmiem atrodas b&rudarzs, bet piecos iekSpagalmos ir
uzbivetas daudzdzivoklu dzivojamas €kas. Tris sabiedriskas
funkcijas ekas ir uzbtvétas pret Vaidavas ielu atvertaja pagalma:
biuvmaterialu veikals, partikas veikals un aptieka, kafejnica
un frizetava. Teritorijas tuvakaja apkartng izvietoti vairaki
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sabiedriskas apkalpes objekti - skolas, sporta centri, lielveikals,
_poliklinika, tirdzniecibas vietas u.c. Pa Vaidavas, Dzelzavas un
Stirnu ielu kursg sabiedriskais transports — autobusi, trolejbusi un
marsruta taksometri: Pa kvartalu perimetru izvietotas trispadsmit
sabiedriska transporta pieturas. lkdiena vérojama intensiva
iedzivotaju tranzita kustiba caurt iekSpagalmiem sabiedrisko
objektu virziena un atpakal. Sérijveida ku iedzivotaji automasinu
novietoSanai izmanto iek$&jos pagalmu celus un zalo zonu gar
celu malam, ka ari priekSlaukumus pie namu kapnu telpam.
IekSpagalmos iebuveto jauno €ku iedzivotdjiem ir iesp&ja izmantot
privatas autostavvietas. Tikai viend no iek§pagalmiem netalu no
jaunas dzivojamas €kas ir izveidota atseviSka autostavvieta, kas
ierikota agraka sporta laukuma vieta.

Aptaujai tika izmantota kvantitativa tie$as (face-to-face)
interveSanas metode. Aptaujai bija vairaki merki:

1. noskaidrot lielm&roga dzivojamo rajonu. novértgjumu
kopuma;

2. izpetit  lielm€roga dzivojamo rajonu = iedzivotdju
apmierinatibu ar dzivojamas vides dazadam kvalitateém;

3. noskaidrot publiskas artelpas lomu iedzivotaju socidlo
kontaktu dibinaSanai un uzturé$anai.

Aptauja tika aptaujati 246 iedzivotaji vecuma no 15 gadiem.
Domingjosais respondentu skaits — 92 % bija daudzstavu
dzivojamo maju iedzivotaji. Aptaujato vidd 68 % bija sievietes,
32 % — virieSu. Lielaka aptaujatd vecuma grupa bija iedzivotaji
vecuma no- 35-54 gadiem. 28 % respondentu parstavéja
majsaimniecibas ar berniem. Respondentu vida parsvarda bija
iedzivotaji, kuri attiecigaja rajona nodzivojusi 10 un vairak gadu

(47 %). Jaune iemitnieku, kuri pasreizeja majokli dzivo mazak { 5. Lise M. Latvijas pilsétu dzivojamo kvartdlu apstadijumu izmanto3ana.

par vienu gadu, bija tikai 7 %.

Pétijuma rezultati 'piérﬁdija lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu
salidzino$i augsto novértéjumu. Par to liecina iedzivotaju
aptaujas dati, rajons kopuma patik 72% iedzivotaju, ka galvenas
kvalitates minot veikalu, citu servisa objektu, ka arT izglitibas
iestdZu daudzumu un izvietojumu rajond. 68% iedzivotdju
ir apmierinati ar sabiedriska transporta pakalpojumiem
rajona. Visvairak apmierinato ar savu rajonu bija vecuma
grupa virs 70 gadiem, vismazak savs rajons patik cilvékiem

vecuma no 18 1idz 34 gadiem. Vairums aptaujato (63%) nav -

apmierinati ar dro§ibu rajona. Tas galvenokart tiek saistits ar
slikto apgaismojumu vakaros, ari vairaku spélu klubiem tieSo
tuvumu. ' ‘
Jautajumos par dzivojama kvartala labiekartojumu, procentuali
visapmierinatakie bija iedzivotdji;, kuriem ir vairak neka 70
gadu. Kopuma lielaka dala — 67% ir neapmierinato, par iemeslu
minot to, ka pagalmi netiek kopti, labiekartojums ir izpostits
un to neatjauno, nav solinu, bérnu laukumu, apstadijumi ir
nekopti. 34 % aptaujato pagalmu izmanto tikai automasinas
novieto$anai, 26 % atzinu$i, ka vispar neizmanto pagalmu. 78%
iedzivotaju noradijusi, ka nav pazistami ar kaiminiem — blakus
maju iedzivotajiem. ledzivotaji ir neapmierinati arf ar sliktajam
iespgjam novietot automasinas pie savam dzivesvietam.
Petijuma rezultata jasecina, ka 21. gs. pirmaja dekade Rigas
lielméroga dzivojamo rajonu publiskas artelpas ir zaudgjusas
to nozimi, kas tika planota rajonu originalajos projektos. Lai
ari publiskas artelpas kalpo kd nozimiga dzivojamas vides
sastavdala, to izmantoSana ievé€rojami atSkiras no iecergta.

Temesli ir gan sociali, gan ekonomiski. Originalajos projektos
planotais labiekartojums un apzalumojums vairuma gadijumu
netika realizé&ts, artelpas netika atbilsto$i regulari koptas un to
labiekartojums atjaunots, kas novedis pie artelpu degradacijas.
Rezultata tas ir ieguvuSas pamestas, nedroSas, neestétiskas
vides télu, kas Sodienas konteksta bieZi tiek vienkarSoti
uzlikots kd neizmantots teritorijas resurss un tiek apbuvets,
lidz ar to neatgriezeniski zaudgjot originali planotas lielmeroga
dzivojamas vides publisko artelpu kvalitates.

ATTELI

. att. Pagalma labiekartojuma plans, 1968. [8]

. att. Pagalma situacija, 1999. [10]

. att. Pagalms p&c jaunbiives pabeigsanas, 2004. [10}

. att. Vecais iekSpagalma rotalu laukums pie jaunbuves.

. att. NozZogota privata teritorija ap jaunbtvi kvartala pagalma.

. att. Jaunizveidots brivi pieejams rotalu laukums pie jaunbaves.
(4.-6. att. - Edgara Suvorova fotografijas)
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