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Abstract — Starting from the year 2010, each year one
European city is selected as the European Green Cagitof the
year. The award is granted to a city that has a coisent record
of achieving high environmental standards, and isammitted to
ongoing and ambitious goals for further environmenal
improvement and sustainable development, as well aan act as a
role model to inspire other cities and promote bespractices to
other European cities. Riga participated in the comgtition once,
but did not fulfill the conditions, therefore an open discussion
“Riga — European Green Capital” was organized by a
nongovernmental organization “Association of Enviremental
Science Students”. The aim of the discussion was ttevelop
suggestions for the Riga city council on how to wirthe title
“European Green Capital”. Students of technical and
engineering sciences were involved in the discussito give their
vision on what is needed for the city to comply wit all the
criteria of the competition. Thus, another aim of thke discussion
was to promote collaboration between students andé Riga city
council in terms of environmental thinking.

As a result of the discussion, a nine-page letteras prepared
with recommendations to the Riga city mayor on howo develop
the city in a sustainable manner and outlining berfés which
could arise if the city of Riga got the title. Howeer, the most
important outcome of the discussion are the skillerhich students
gained from the experience of presenting their idea and
discussing them with specialists of the specificefid. This should
help in further studies and work, as well as in indsidual
professional development. The discussions were alsostarting
point for further collaboration between the Riga cty council and
students from the Association of Latvian Environmenta Science
Students.

Keywords— Environmental science, discussion, green capital,
students.

|l. INTRODUCTION

Students are the most progressive part of sodietywever
frequently, due to a lack of experience, they hdittée
opportunity to
governments, municipalites and other
Additionally, if such opportunities appear, they dmt
necessarily mean that the authorities will lis@ften, in order
to achieve some goal, a group of people who thiike as
formed.

The aim of the paper is to introduce a group odstiis who
have established a nongovernmental organizatiod, tan
present one of the organization’s first undertakirgan open
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influence decisions made by national
authorities. Several

discussion where the overall topic was the futieeetbpment
of the city of Riga.

The reason for choosing such a form for discussias
because this method is rarely applied in the exarydaching
process of students, and because it presentedpfietanity
to talk to municipal authorities on an equal level.

Il. STUDENTS NONGOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATION

In the beginning of the year 2010, a nongovernnienta
organization “Association of Latvian Environmenttience
Students” was established. The idea of an enviratashgouth
organization evolved already in 2008, when a meeth
environmental science students was organized. Oneheo
meeting’s main goals was to consolidate environalent
science students from all over Latvia to work ormomon
goals. The meeting was attended by students froiga R

Technical University, Latvia University of Agriculte,
Daugavpils  University, Rezekne University, Liepaja
University, and Olaine College of Mechanics and

Technologies. After the meeting, discussions on the
establishment of a united nongovernmental orgapizato
consolidate all environmental science students fraih
universities in Latvia were initiated.

The main aims of the established students associate:

1) To represent the rights of environmental science
students of Latvia;

2) To promote environmental science as a scientific
field in Latvia;

3) To consider and to stand up for principles of
sustainable development;

4) To improve the level of knowledge about
environmental issues, paying special attention to
youth education; and

5) To stand up for human rights in regard to global

climate change.

projects have been implemented within the
framework of these aims, one of which is an opestudision
“Riga — European Green Capital”, where environmenta
science students were involved.

A discussion is a conversation between two or rpeaple,
which allows for people with different views on apic to
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learn from each other. Discussion is a teachinghatktas
well.

The discussion method owes its origin to the Greek

philosophers-educators, particularly Plato, who efiell
against the authoritarian type of lecturing systefm the
Sophists. This teaching device is basic to the deatic
process and involves an entire class
interchange of ideas between the lecturer andei@nérs and
concurrently among the fellow-learners.
members in the class approach the discussion tatticmany
and varying points of view, the group leader, ite lecturer
or instructor, will attempt to focus the discussion the
direction most conducive to effective and purpolskfarning
[1].

Discussion is an effective method how to get stizlén
think constructively while interacting with the teef the
group. Furthermore, it is proven, that students arere
motivated, and internalize material more effectwehen they
participate actively as learners in the classro®m [

The discussion method of teaching has been emplfnred
many years and with considerable success in theahities,
business, educational, legal, medical and othetdsfie
However, as stated further in the paper, despitthalmerits
of the discussion method as a teaching tool, lit lstis not
been employed widely enough in such fields as emging
and technical sciences.

A. Advantages and disadvantages of the method

As with every teaching method, discussion alsoitsagros
and cons. The advantages of the method are maséied to
students’ skill
discussion process. Conversely, disadvantagessaariated
with the skills and professionalism of a teacheinstructor,
which have been gained before and are applied glutie
discussion process.

If to talk about a student group discussing a tofhen
several advantages can be pointed out:

in an extended

Althoughe th

2) Lecturer has to be able to involve everyone in the
discussion and not allow domination of some
students. It has to be done tactfully without Igsin
trust of all students;

3) In some cases, the lecturer has to be able to leecom
one of the group members, which might be hard
for an authoritative person [1, 3].

B. Experience of using discussion method for studéteshnical
and engineering sciences

It is not common to see, the discussion methodieghph
tuition of students of technical and engineeringersces,
however, some reports can be found on such anaprdaus,
for instance, Challen and Brazdil [2] have reported case
study usage as a basis of discussion for chemsstiyents.
There students were provided with case studies @nlalyzed,
which afterwards were discussed together with #wtuker
and other students for better comprehension of esaasd
results of the cases. Students confirmed that suatethod
was helpful to increase their understanding ofrttaerial and
was of use in helping to see how the material thayned can
be used in realistic situations. Discussing casgliet can
work successfully, and additionally they can indstedents
to give more consideration to real world problemsl ahus
encourage student to work with a deeper level
understanding [4].

Hutchinson [5] has also reported very good resalissing
interactive teaching methods in a chemistry coukée.has
found that the combination of interactive teachamgl concept
development studies has been both effective andreedived

of

and knowledge acquisition duringe th by students.

As Blackwell [6] states “the implementation of suah
interactive method as discussion in a technicalrssihas
shown good results - the average grades in two stenseare
up by 52% in the group-discussion topics, and #reainder
of the semester the grades did not change fromiquev
semesters. This resulted in a 13% increase in bwyarse

1) It allows everyone to participate in an activegrades compared to the semesters in which the asthnd
learning process, stating students arguments d@cture techniques were used. The enthusiasm gederathe
their previous experiences, thus exchangingroup portion of the course carries over into tast of the
opinions; course with increased classroom participation leyrtfembers

2) It sharpens the students' ideas and concepts whighthe class.”
are expressed in their own words. This promotes As Omatseye [7] concludes in her report on discunsas a
intellectual comprehension by integration ofteaching method “discussion is interactive, cooperaand
learning and experience; participation by all. It is also a teaching stratebat could

3) It stimulates students to think about the issuab arstimulate imaginative and conceptual thinking ansbng
problems discussed within a frame of theirstudents. Importantly, it is anticipated that a el of this
intellectual understanding; nature is appreciated in tertiary institutionssljuite exciting

4) It develops students’ skills essential for effeetiv especially for students who are hitherto used ¢ottaditional
group discussion and verbal communication, thuecture method which is sometimes quite less iotam.”
promoting their self confidence [1, 3].

At the same tame discussion has to be professjonall
directed to the point, which is part of the lectum
instructor. This leads to disadvantages of the oueth

1) It requires lecturer’s group handling skills, tach
the goal of the particular discussion;

IV. THE OPEN DISCUSSIONRIGA — EUROPEANGREEN
CAPITAL”

One of the first projects implemented or eventdized by
the “Association of Latvian Environmental Sciendedgnts”
is an open discussion “Riga — European Green Qapitavas
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held in spring 2010 in the Riga City Hall. The aof the
discussion was to develop suggestions for the Riip
council on how to win the title “European Green {Ealpand
in general to promote the collaboration betweendtiuelents
and the Riga city council in terms of environmerlé@hking.

A. The title “European Green Capital”

The idea of a European Green Capital was originally

conceived at a meeting in Tallinn, Estonia. The tmgewas
held in May 2006 upon the initiative of the form@ity
Mayor, Juri Ratas. 15 European cities and the Aaton of
Estonian cities signed a joint memorandum [8] pedpg the
establishment of the European Green Capital aweinénse.
Currently, more than 40 major European cities,udtig 21
EU capitals support the initiative, and major atifeom all
over the EU are getting ready to take part in taise for
environmental recognition [9].

The general aim of the initiative is to improve theropean
urban living environment — and thus the environmasta
whole. With 80 % of the European population liviirg an
urban environment [8], it is natural that citieayla key role
in making the environment greener and improvingghality
of life of its citizens.

The award aims to provide an incentive for citiesnispire
each other and share best practices, while at dahee gime
engaging in friendly competition. Thus, the citscome role
models for each other [9].

As stated on the official website of the title [Starting in
2010, one European city is selected each yeareaBuhopean
Green Capital of the year. The award is given ¢ayathat:

Local transport,
Green urban areas,
Sustainable land use,
Nature and biodiversity,
Quality of local ambient air,
Noise pollution,
Waste production and management,
Water consumption,
Waste water treatment, and
Environmental management of the local authority.
The first competition was announced in year 20Q8tle
years 2010 and 2011. In total 35 cities appliedthar title.
Stockholm was announced to be the winner in the 840,
whereas Hamburg - winner in the year 2011. Riga als
participated in the first competition, placing i@™position.
For Riga, the indicator showing the worst resulsWacal
contribution to global climate change”, where iteived only
1.00 out of maximum 15.00 points [12].
The second competition was announced at the bewjrofi
2010 and only 17 cities have applied. Riga wasomet of the
applicant cities.

B. Participants of the discussion and their task

Since discussion method has not been widely used in
technical and engineering sciences, it was decidedvolve
students from the Riga Technical University in tligcussion.
Most of the students were representatives of th&-fiear
master degree programme in environmental sciermsever
also students from such programmes as heat, gasvate
technologies and transport structures were involved

e Has a consistent record of achieving high Irreplaceable participants were representativesn frihe

environmental standards;

Riga city council, as well as scientists and academAn

e |s committed to ongoing and ambitious goals fohonorable guest of the discussion was the Latviamstér of
further  environmental improvement  andthe Environment.

sustainable development;

Since the aim of the discussion was to develop esstgans

e Can act as a role model to inspire other cities arfdr the Riga city council on how to win the titl&tdropean
promote best practices to all other EuropeaGreen Capital” and in general to promote the coltabon

cities”.

between the students and the Riga city councilenms$ of

Cities from European Union member states and catelid environmental thinking, then students receivedsh tdready a
states, as well as from European Economic Areatdesn few weeks before the discussion. The students wsided

(Iceland, Norway, Lichtenstein) exceeding 200 tlamas
inhabitants are eligible to participate in the ceition. In
Latvia only one city complies with this criterion Riga.
According to data of the Central Statistical Buredhe
population of Riga in 2009 was 713 thousand pedapi€, the
second largest city — Daugavpils — had only appnaxely
105 thousand inhabitants [11].
In the applications, the cities are asked to ogtlin

e Present environmental status and results achieved
e Measures implemented to improve the urban

environment
e Future commitments and initiatives

e Programme of activities and events to disseminate

into five groups, each of which was assigned actopi
e City environment (covered three of the European
Green Capital competition’s indicators: green
urban areas, sustainable land use, nature and
biodiversity),

e Air quality and greenhouse gas emission reduction
(covered two indicators: local contribution to
global climate change and quality of local ambient
air),

Local transport (also included noise pollution from
transport),

e Waste production and management (one indicator),

Water consumption and waste water treatment (two

experience and best practice on environmental indicators).

matters.
The main evaluation indicator areas are:
e Local contribution to global climate change,

30
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covered, with the exception of the environmentahaggement
of the local authority.

When the groups were formed, they were provideti tie
basic information on the competition, evaluatioritecia,
environmental indicators, as well as on the exgs8ituation
in Riga. Each group was asked to analyze the dlaildata
and information on the topic regarding the city Rifya, to
compare it with the best practice examples and réxpee in
other cities of the world and to give suggestiond provide
ideas for sustainable improvements in Riga. Allup® were
then asked to prepare a presentation, showing deesi
developed.

The representatives from the departments of tha Rity
council received a task as well. The task was tgreggate
information and to prepare a presentation on thistiag
situation in the city and the future developmenangl
regarding the topics discussed. The departmentesepted
were: Housing and Environment Department,
Department and City Development Department.

issues within the students and representativekeoRiga city
council and other participants.

At the end of the event, an overall summary of the
discussion was made by drawing the basic conclasam
making a decision to submit a letter of suggestiorthe Riga
city mayor for sustainable city development in fineire.

D. Summary of the discussed topics

On the topic of local transport, presentations wgven by
a representative from Traffic Department, who exdathe
development of cycling traffic in the city, and bg
representative from the City Development Departmeito
informed participants of the discussion about teeetbpment
of the Riga city street infrastructure and the smvinent. He
also tried to answer a question, whether highwaystraction
plans can be environmentally friendly. The enviremtal
science student, in his turn, outlined the exispngblems and

Traffi@ave suggestions for solving them, such as theteanion of

the North crossing in Riga in order to divert timfiway from

All the other participants (the minister, sciergjst the city center, increasing public transport rougesl runs,

academics, representatives from
organizations a.o.) were involved in the discussiegment of

nongovernmentgtroduction

of time-tickets in public transport,
implementation of a school-bus system to minimigafit

the meeting. They were asked to share their knayeled jams caused by taking children to schools by peiteansport

experience and the overall point of view on eactheftopics.

C. Structure of the discussion

The discussion was organized in collaboration WithRiga
city council, and was held in the Riga city halls Atated
before, one of the most important roles during diseussion
process is leading it. For this reason, the disonos®Riga —
European Green Capital” was presided over by aepsidnal
moderator.

The discussion was started with a keynote speectheof
Minister who emphasized importance of the discussiostir
the Riga municipality into sustainable environmértetion.
With regret, the Minister also concluded that pties guided
by Riga city council do not correspond to environitadly
friendly direction.

Further on an introduction on the title of Europeareen
Capital was given, stating its basic aims, evatumairiteria
and indicators. Then the information on the prefiama
process and results of Riga’s first applicationtfor title was
provided by a representative from
Environment Department. Afterwards, work on theidsp
started: all the topics were presented by at wastdiscussion
participants — representatives from correspondimga Rty
council departments and students. The
department representative provide an overview erettisting
situation and planned future developments regarthiagopic,
whereas student give their vision on how the dguaknt
should move further for raising sustainability bétcity, thus
increasing chances to win the competition of Euanp&reen
Capital. The year 2014 was stated as a referenae fpe
application submission.

and other suggestions.

Regarding the waste production and management, tthygc
main problem identified by the representative frahe
Housing and Environment Department was the ladkiroding
normative acts for the Riga municipality, which wesolve
the major waste management problems in the citysoAl
students had identified the problem of the needdgislative
acts; therefore it was one of the main suggestiBesides
that, it was advised to create a compostable wsaiténg,
collection and treatment system, to develop extensi
education programs on waste management, as wedl tsd
solutions for heat utilization produced in the Riganicipality
landfill Getlini, since now the heat produced thé&eamerely
emitted in the air.

The chief specialist on air quality from the Housiand
Environment Department gave a presentation ondiutpon
sources and air quality monitoring system in the. Gtudents,
in turn, emphasized the city’s minimal or no effoirt solving
issues related to global climate change, suggesthg

the Housing aninplementation of a greenhouse gas emission mamitor

system and the allocation of financial resourcesfthe city
budget for climate change mitigation.
A lot has already been done regarding the develapwie

idea was thgeen areas in the city. However, for further inygnment of

the city’s environment, students identified suchimportant
aspect as the involvement of people living in thiy én
creating parks and public gardens with all amesitiet only
in the center of the city, but also in the subuimaa. Also, the
need for further development of public beachessamichming
grounds was emphasized.

A representative from Riga Water Ltd., told aboribking

After presenting each of the topics, the discussiorwater consumption and quality, as well as aboutiavaster

commenced, promoting the brainstorming on envirartaie

treatment in the city. Environmental science stiglen
accentuated obsolete water pipeline systems, whrelate
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bigger or smaller failures almost every day. Thésp agave
suggestion on how to reduce water consumption.

V.RESULTS OF THE DISCUSSION

As a result of the discussion a nine-page letter
suggestions to the Riga city mayor was preparedhawm to
develop the city in a sustainable manner and wieaefits
would evolve if Riga got the title. However, the sho
important outcome of the discussion was the skillsich
students gained from the experience of presentieg tdeas
and discussing them with specialists of the spediéld. It
should definitely help in further studies and waak,well as in
the students’ personal development. The discussiens also
as a starting point for further collaboration betweahe Riga
city council and students from the Association atvian
Environmental Science Students.

A. Letter of suggestions

sides of Daugava River, which could provide a comet and
rapid movement of ships or other water transpoross the
Daugava River. Crossing the River Daugava is nasibte
yet without the use of bridges, which are currently
&oncentrated in the center of Riga.

The need for new cycling development programs &ed t
maintenance of existing cycling infrastructure videntified.
On many streets the bicycle paint is worn, the smafis
damaged. This is not an incentive to choose a leicgs a
main method of transport when the roads are in suadr
condition. The implementation of a "Bike and Ridg/stem
could also help in promoting cycling popularitynfiarly to
how bikes can be placed on trains, the publicspart in the
city should also be able to ensure a place to sduikes. The
proposal is based on the Hamburg and Chicago urban
experience, where each bus is equipped with a dosiaind
for bicycles on the front or back of the bus. Bieyc
transportation would be free of charge. Such amoptould

Each group of students developed suggestions feir thencourage the city center workers to go to workbimycle

specific topic. Regarding the transport sector tnein
suggestion was that the priority should be consitooof the

from the suburbs. There is a necessity for secuanking
places for bicycles. It is recommended to encourage

Riga bypass and the Riga Northern Transport Carrideentrepreneurs or investors to develop closed, gaaparking

Therefore the traffic flow would be reduced in ttenter of
Riga, thus improving the air quality and giving epdor non-
motorized transport. At the same time, measurentourage
collective use of private vehicles should be introetl. This
could be, for example, by the establishment ofiariy lane
for cars carrying at least three passengers. Qiyremn large
proportion of the people using private transpoitelalone in
their cars, thereby, significantly increasing thsat road
traffic in the streets. The development of a schn@ system
was also identified as necessary. Each year, atnlbeof the
school year, there has been a significant reduati@ar traffic
in the city center streets. Unfortunately, the sdhahildren's
parents have no safe alternatives for how to btimgir
children to school. The introduction of school bsgstem
would reduce the traffic flow.

Another suggestion was building a one-way streewok
in the city center, constructing the remaining pdithe streets
into pedestrian and bicycle zones. At present, Rsgaery
unfriendly for non-motorized transport such as bieg. There
is no space on the city center roads, as traftie fls very
intense.

Regarding public transport, the establishment of @ed
strengthening existing routes connecting the perplf Riga
"not through the center" would help in traffic mirization in
the city center. There are no radial public tramspoutes
developed in order to get from one neighborhoodrtother in
Riga, almost always people need to go through #mec
which is twice as expensive and twice as long and
unnecessary strain on the center of Riga. Likewibe,
introduction of time tickets would reduce publiarnsport
costs for getting from one place to another in ¢hg, thus
raising its popularity among city inhabitants.

Also, the promotion of water transport in the oty Riga
was suggested. It is necessary to create a shipnstan both
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places for bicycles. Also part of the existing pagkareas

could be used for locked boxes/containers to stacgcles.

Also such a rather cheap activity is the promotiba website

specializing in local cycling routes and parkingaqas has

been suggested. At present only active cyclistswkalbout the
site. The portal is well designed and containsdaamounts of
useful information for cyclists. Also the compaetiii "rider

friendly!" should be promoted. If there are morerkiag

places for bicycles, there is a greater incentiveravel by
bicycle, especially in the city center. Not all quamnies are
aware of the existence of such a competition.

A lot of suggestions were given on waste management

Some of them were as follows:

1. To introduce or amend appropriate legislation that
defines that waste managers must ensure 100% waste
sorting facilities for inhabitants of Riga,

2. To create a compostable waste sorting, collectiah a

treatment system,

. To develop extensive education programs on waste
management, starting from local kindergarten léwel
further education and lifelong learning programs,

. To ensure local public authorities, as well as jubl
places (such as public transport stops, parks) etc.
with waste sorting containers and information oa th
importance of waste sorting,

. To introduce penalties for apartment house resiént
in the sorted waste containers the unsorted wéste a
is found (fine home for all citizens, regardless of
whom was the guilty party),

6. To develop special receiving-points for little-used
household items, appliances, furniture, clothing,
shoes, etc., which can be reused,

7. To find ways of using the generated heat in “Gétlin
to ensure the nearby villages or greenhouses with
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heat, or use it otherwise, instead of simply "reilleg
into the air",

The suggestions regarding climate change werectease
the proportion of renewable energy sources in theemergy
supply and to promote fuel diversification. At tkeme time,
monitoring of greenhouse gases emitted in thelgjtgifferent
pollution sectors should be implemented. There Ishalso be
subsidies given to inhabitants of the city forabishment of
the connection to the district heating system.dswuggested
to insulate municipal and residential buildings aindtall
energy efficient lighting. The replacement of ahefficient to
more energy-efficient street lighting and tightemtols of
lighting duration would help in the reduction ofegn house
gas emissions. Also, ensuring the inhabitants efcity with
information and knowledge on energy saving measares
climate change would be very valuable. One of thestm
important actions was suggested to be allocatiofinahcial
resources in the city budget for climate changeswmes and
mitigation.

For the topic of air quality, the suggestions wenade
regarding the existing static monitoring system i(temance
to put it in a good working condition) and the depenent of
a new mobile air quality monitoring system. It walso
suggested to clean and moisten the city streete rfien
during the spring time to prevent excessive amoaht
particulate concentrations.

participants of the discussion. That allowed sttslémexpress
their ideas and experience more freely than in df@edard
lecture. At the same time, students acquired neswledge
related to the discussed topics, which was accemgdi by
talking to specialists from the specific fields.

The preparation of the letter for Riga’s furthestsinable
development helped in finalizing suggestions anmthfdating
ideas. It also showed an example of communicatidin w
municipality representatives.

Both, personal and professional experiences aadjiriréhe
discussion and post-procedures will help movingvéod in
developing skills needed in daily life, studies amgsiness
relationships.

C. Future development

One of the main conclusions after the discussios that in
the near future Riga most probably will not get thke of
European Green Capital. The basic reason for thdtide the
municipality’s lack of commitment and financial oesces.
Since Riga is the only city in Latvia which may apfor the
title due to the number of inhabitants, then it wiasided to
promote a local competition for raising the sushitity of
cities by creating a title of Future city of Latviihe main
advantage of the local title would be the applmatossibility
for all of Latvia’s cities, regardless of populatigize. At the
same time, sustainable development would be praimote

The main suggestions regarding water and wastewaterNOW the members of the “Association of Latvian

topics were as follows:
1. The reconstruction of existing drinking water pipin
system and registration and disposal of un-usessiart
wells,

Environmental Science Students” work on developmant
indicators and evaluation criteria of the locdktifThe idea of
the competition has already been supported by timéstvly of
Environment and the Latvian Association of Localdan

2. The inhabitants’ education and information on sgvinRR€gional Governments.

measures of water resources,
3. Promotion of individual wastewater treatment systém

VI. CONCLUSIONS

buildings that do not have city sewer services, but The aim of the discussion has not been fully redche

which have their own sewage pit,

4. Promotion of different applications of wastewatézg.,
the use of sewage heat for city heating),

5. Finding rain water utilization opportunities.

because of the fact that most probably in the hgare Riga
will not win the title of European Green Capitagdause the
implementation of all the suggested actions take® tand
financial resources. At the same time, it can hid Haat the

Also suggestions on the development of green cigim of the discussion has been reached becauseheof t

environment were given. The suggestions were basethe
existing situation in Riga, where the green areathé center
are in order, but in the suburbs they are neglestithout a
specific management plan. These suggestions intlude
involvement of city inhabitants in the process efritory
greening and maintenance; creation of exercisesafern
animals, picnic areas, wireless connectivity ing¢rgites in
parks and gardens, as well as stands with infoomadbout
the park or garden and its ecosystems componeagasniaing
and
inhabitants to promote the awareness on green city.

B. Student experience

The discussion teaching method allows everyone to

participate in a discussion about the subjects lespecially
useful after a presentation that can be analyzethd case of
the open discussion, students could feel as equittisother

implementing competitions and clean-up bees for

following reasons:

1) Student ideas have been heard by the authoritigeeof
Riga city council — judging by the reply letters the
prepared suggestion letter, some ideas are goibg to
used in developing the city’s future development
plans,

2) The discussion has developed students’ personal and
professional skills, as well as raised interest in
deepening their knowledge and understanding of the
topics discussed.

3) Furthermore, several representatives from the Biga
council have expressed their interest in further
cooperation with students in the evaluation of
planned future decisions and developments in the
city.
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Elina Dace, Alise Brzipa, Liga Ozolina, leva Lorence. Vides ziatnes studentu piedaaras atklataja diskusija “Riga — Eiropas Zda galvaspil$ta”.
Katru gadu, kop$ 2010. gada, viena Eiropasailtiek iz\lcta nomiricijai “Eiropas Zda galvaspilsta”. S nomiricija tiek piegirta pilsitai, kas iepriek&§os
gados paédiigi centusies sasniegt augstus vides standartus iminizijusi talredZgus un ambiciozus &rkus turpnakai vides uzlaboSanai un ilgg&gas
atfisibas veiciaSanai, i af ar savuicibu iedvesmo citas Eiropas gilas un motie tas parnemt labas prakses pi€ras.

Reiz Rga S&j konkurd jau ir piedaijusies, tdu nesgja izpildit nepiecieSamos nosaenus, &de] jaunieSu nevalstigkorganizcija ,Latvijas Vides ziatnes
studentu apvigba” nokma organizt atklato diskusiju ,Rga - Eiropas Zia galvaspilsta”. Sis diskusijas rerkis bija izstadat un piedivat Rigas pilstas domei
ieteikumus par to, kiegat titulu Eiropas Z# galvaspilsta. Diskusii savu Wziju par nepiecieSamajiem uzlabojumiem, lag#&Ratbilstu konkursa nogfamiem
un kriterijiem, izteica gan tehnisko speciaft, gan inZenierzitpu studenti. K papildus narkis diskusijas ikoSanai bija Rgjas domes un studentu sadbés
veicinaSana vides un ilgtsfigas afistbas jaudjumu risiraSanai.

Diskusijas rezuitta tika izveidota dewiu lapaspuSu gara priekslikumastwle Rgas ngram par to, kK nodrosiat pilsétas ilgtsgjigu attstibu un kdi batu
pilsétas ieguvumi noiitula smems3anas. Ta visnoZmigakais ieguvums §c §s diskusijas ir studentuiati pieredze un prasmes, preZgoit savas idejas un
diskugjot par Em ar konkgto nozaru spesiistiem. Sida pieredze studentienti$ nodeiga gan turpikajas studifis, gan darhy gan af privataja dzve.
Diskusija bija arka atskaites punkts turpkajai sadartbai starp Ryas pilstas domi un ,Latvijas Vides zZithes studentu apvigvas” @rstavjiem.

Jnuna Jaue, Anuce Bep3uns, Jlura O3onuns, Uesa Jlopenne. YuyacTHe CTyJeHTOB HaAyKH 00 OKpy:kalomiell cpele B OTKpPBITOii auckyccun «Pura —
EBponeiickas 3eJiéHas CTOIHLAY.

Haumnas ¢ 2010rona kaxxaslii rox BerOupaercst EBponetickuii ropox B Homunanuu «EBpomeiickas 3enéHas cTonuIa». 9Ta HOMHHANUS IPHCBAEBACTCS TOPOLY,
KOTOpPBIH B INIPOLIJIOM IOy CaMOCTOSATENBLHO CTapajicsl JOCTHYb CTaHIAPThl OKpY)Karomleil cpeisl M BBIABUHYN JalbHOBHAHbIE M aMOMIMO3HBIE LEIM AT
JTaNbHENIIEro yaydIleHHs OKPYKalollel Cpesibl, J0IrOCPOYHOrO Pa3BUTHs, a TAKXKE CBOMMH JEHCTBHAMM BIOXHOBISIET U MOTHBHpYET Apyrue EBpomnelickue
ropoia BOCIIOIB30BaThCS IIPUMEPOM XOPOIIEil IPaKTHKU.

Onun pa3 Pura yxe ygaBcTBOBasla B 3TOM KOHKYpCE, OJHAKO HE CMOIVIA BBIIOIHUTH HEOOXOAUMBIC YCIIOBHS, MO3TOMY MOIOAEKD U3 HEroCyAapCTBEHHOU
oprannsaimu «O0benuHeHne JIaTBHICKUX CTYAEHTOB HAayKH 00 OKPYXKarollel Cpeie» pelinmiia OpraHu30BaTh OTKPBITYIO JucKyccuio «Pura — EBponeiickas
3enéHast cronuna». llens naHHOW MuUCKyccuH ObUIa pa3paboTaTh M IPEMIOKUTH Pmkckoil myme, kak momyduuTh THTyd EBpomeiickoil 3enéHodl cromumel. B
JICKYCCUH CBOE MHEHHE O HEOOXOANMBIX YIy4IICHHUSX UL JOCTIDKCHUS ey (4To0bI Pura cOOTBETCTBOBAIA YCIOBHSM H KPHUTEPHSIM KOHKYPCA), BBICKA3bIBAIN
CTYIEHTBl Pa3HBIX CIELHUATLHOCTEH: TEXHUYECKUE CIHELMATMCThl U WHXKEHEpHl. JIONMOMHUTENbHOH IIeNblo Ul OpraHM3aliM JMCKYCCHU OBLIO YIydIlleHHe
B3aHMHOTO COTPYIHHYECTBA MEKIY PHyKCKOH TyMOli M CTy/IeHTaMH B BOIIPOCaX OKPYKarollei cpeibl ¥ J0IrOCPOYHOro Pa3BHTHS.

B pesynbrare auckyccuu ObLIO MOATOTOBICHO MUCHEMO Ha 9 JHCTaX PrkckoMy Mdpy ¢ MPEATIoKEHHSIMHU, KaK 00ECIICUHTh JOITOCPOYHOE Pa3BUTUE TOPOa, a
TaKke ObLIM MpeJCTaBIeHbl NPUEMYIECTBA, ecau Pura momyuut tutyn EBponelickoii 3enéHoii cromuisl. OHAKO camMoe INIaBHOE JOCTHKEHHE I0cIie JaHHOH
JTUCKYCCUM ObUI IOTyYEHHBIN CTYJ€HTAMH OIBIT M 3HAHUS BO BPEMsl NIPE3CHTALIMU CBOMX MJEH U AUCKYTHPYs O HUX C OTPACJIEBBIMH cHelManucTaMu. JlaHHBII
OIIBIT CTYAEHTOB OBLI BakKeH B yd4eOHOM Impolecce, Ha paboTe M B JIHYHOH Ku3HE. JIUCKycCHsS Takoke IOCTYXWIa TOYKOH OTCUETa Ul JalbHEHIIero
COTpYIHHYECTBA MKy Prokckoi mymoii u npeacTaButensiMu «O0beanHeHns JIATBUICKHUX CTYACHTOB HayKH 00 OKpY’KaIOIIeH cpene».
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