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The 4th Baltic Sea Region Cultural Heritage Forum “Cultural Heritage — Contemporary Challenge” was
organized upon the initiative of and collaboration with the Monitoring Group on Cultural Heritage in the
Baltic Sea States* by the State Inspection for Heritage Protection of Latvia with the support of the France
- UNESCO Convention for Heritage and the UNESCO World Heritage Fund.

Altogether 250 participants, including cultural heritage professionals, municipalities, representatives from
education and research institutions, non-governmental and international organizations, museums,
owners, architects, planners, builders, economists, developers as well as interested politicians, shared
their experience and participated in discussions in four parallel sessions - Environmental assessment of
historic buildings, Restoration of cultural heritage and authenticity, Cultural heritage and contemporary
architecture, Cultural heritage as a public good and an asset for regional development - and agreed
on the following joint resolution.

RESOLUTION

We, participants of the 4th Baltic Sea Region Cultural Heritage Forum “Cultural
Heritage — Contemporary Challenge”, having assembled in Riga on 9 and 10
September 2010, state that:

1. Cultural heritage can contribute to sustainability as built resources, tested
examples of enduring solutions as well as experienced excellences and best
practices of well being. Cultural heritage plays an important and decisive role
in a person’s inter-action with the environment; it attributes a person his
identity and provides the understanding of authenticity in all aspects.

2. The conservation of cultural heritage and new development are equally
important to the quality of human life. Even the historic environment needs
good-quality contemporary architecture and design; however it must not be
based on the destruction of heritage. Today, development principles must be
aimed at the protection of natural and cultural heritage values, encouraging
sustainable development as well as viewing each new high-quality
conftribution as potential future cultural heritage.

3. It is important to note that heritage includes both tangible and intangible
elements and qualities above the earth and underwater. In order to ensure
the long-term quality of human life, protection of individual heritage objects
should be extended to sustainable management of places, sites and the
environment as a whole. Thus, in the protection of cultural heritage, not only
the visual aspect of a place and its aesthetic understanding is important, but
all factors which form the place, such as the relations between humans and
their environment are as important as rational and intelligent use of resources.
The contemporary understanding of the integrated concept of cultural
heritage needs to be promoted and encouraged in all countries of our
region.
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4. Heritage is a non-renewable asset whose authenticity is one of the most
important values. An authentic object provides reliable information and is
specific fo its own atmosphere of a place. This cannot be achieved by
imitating historical expressions. The quality of layers left by all periods including
natural erosion and deterioration of the asset serve as witnesses of the era
and can be of heritage value. At the urban level integrity is an important tool
for safeguarding and preserving historic wholeness and legibility. Together
integrity and authenticity contain the historic significance of cities, towns and
urban areas.

5. In the ongoing process of fast global transformation and economic ups
and downs, we shall use all existihg means to preserve and strengthen
regional identity and cultural assets for future generations. Heritage values
should be taken into careful consideration when in response to actual
development challenges such as reducing emission, energy saving and other
approaches towards an ecologic balance in our societies. Existing
cooperative legislation and the promotion of new ones aimed at protection
of cultural heritage, need strengthening within the Balfic Sea region in order
to provide stability and guarantee well-considered actions in the long term.

6. The quality of the spatial environment always reflects development of the
society — culture, science, economy, democracy and social life. We
encourage national governments to be more involved in safeguarding
cultural heritage so that in the long run their actions will strengthen the
ambience and attractiveness of the place and ensure the prudent
development of the region.

* The Monitoring Group is appointed by the Ministers of Culture referring the political
framework of the Council of the Baltic Sea States. The members represent the national
heritage insfitutions in Denmark, Estonia, Finland, Germany, Iceland, Latvia, Lithuania,
Norway, Poland, the Russian Federation and Sweden as well as the Chairpersons of the five
thematic regional Working Groups.
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Session “Environmental assessment of historic buildings”

Referring to the presentations:

Life Cycle perspectives on built heritage by

Chris Butters, Architect, GAIA Architects — Norway

Historic buildings - resources and challenges by

Marte Boro, Architect MNAL, Directorate for Cultural Heritage — Norway

Traditional windows - the best choice by

Thomas Kampmann, Architect MAA , Civ. Ing., Center for Bygningsbevaring i Raadvad — Denmark

Moderator Harald Ibenholt, architect, Directorate for Cultural Heritage of Norway
Recommendations

Framework

Historic buildings and fowns represent invested resources in addition to economic and cultural values.
Buildings influence the environment in their life fime by energy consumption and environmental impact
during construction, use, maintenance, demolition and waste. The resources invested in buildings should
be administered in the best way for as long a time as possible. Major pressures foday for changes in our
cities and built environments are climate, sustainability and energy conservation. These forces may be a
threat to cultural heritage, by a one-sided focus on technical efficiency, in particular for energy.

Historic buildings may thus be either forn down, or renovated badly, in the rush to reduce carbon
emissions; assisted by short tferm economic calculations.

Theses

There is a large potential for energy efficiency of old buildings. Improvements must be made with
respect to both the physical aspects and the cultural values. For listed buildings and national
monuments there is a limited potential for energy improvements, but passive house standard is possible
to achieve for a substantial part of the building stock.

Original and traditional windows can be easily improved. By adding a new inner frame, they become
nearly as good as modern windows regarding energy loss and noise reduction. As renovated windows
will have a service life 3-6 times longer than normally used replacement windows, this will cause a
considerable environmental and economic advantage for society and for heritage.

The heritage sector offers an important, indeed essential, counterweight in the debate about
sustainability. Tools like the Sustainability Value Map create a real understanding of the full meaning and
value of heritage for sustainable development. Standardized methods for assessments and measures for
energy efficiency in historical buildings should consider life-cycle reviews and take embodied energy
into account. Research on historical buildings is looking into the future, not only the past.

Provocative questions
Why are we not doing complete life cycle assessments on rehabilitation of existing buildings versus
demolishing and building new ones?

Energy cost will be decisive in Environmental Accounts. Can energy/climate experts prove that
demolition and building new low energy buildings is better in a complete life cycle perspective than
preserving and improving existing ones?

Cultural heritage has recognised advantages in the fields of society and culture. How can we bring
forth and communicate better the ecological advantages?
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Session “Restoration of cultural heritage and authenticity”
Referring to the presentations:

Avuthenticity in building restoration by

Pal Anders Stensson, Senior Architect, National Heritage Board - Sweden
Avuthenticity in management of Cultural Landscapes by

Kolbjorn Waern, landscape architect -Sweden

Authenticity for the small scale property owner by

Lennart Edlund, County Heritage Officer — Sweden

Authenticity in restoration of the Modern Movement by

Petur Armannsson, Architect FAI - Iceland

Moderators: Christian Runeby, Head of the Heritage Support Unit, National Heritage Board of Sweden, and
Péteris Blums, Architect, State Inspection for Heritage protection of Latvia

Recommendations

Authenticity is the most important aspects when measuring the quality of cultural heritage
objects. An authentic cultural heritage property has a high social and economic value for
the owner and is of great importance to society. Authenticity is a quality for everyone
involved, the property owner, the neighborhood, the businesses and the fourists. An authentic
architectural object contains fundamental and unique information and is a positive trade
mark which stimulates as well as enriches the surrounding urban or rural areal!

The concept of authenticity can be defined as originality or genuineness. It involves overall
landscape and urban context, architecture, interiors and details. The quality of authenticity is
dependent on the reliability and credibility of the messages conveyed by the object.

Original materials, shapes, colors and construction methods are of utmost importance but
the original use and function are also of great importance. The original design has a great
value but changes or additions throughout the life of the object are equally important, if they
are of adequate quality.

In order to respect or achieve authenticity, a good documentation is necessary, including the
architectural and structural design as well as the historic technical and functional
development of the object. Every architectural object and relevant archives should be
surveyed in view of future maintenance and restorations.

When cultural heritage is subject to interventions, the aspect of authenticity should be a
major consideratfion for the decisions by property owner, expert and the authorities.
Insensitive changes, additions or reductions of the design or function of an architectural
object reduces the value.

Avuthenticity can be preserved and even strengthened in a well planned intervention. The
owner and experts have o preserve and respect the original design of the cultural heritage
object as well as the successive historic alterations. In the renovation or restoration project,
original materials, shapes and colors should be used; any addition or new function has to
coincide with, and not damage, the authentic qualities of material, structure and design.

These principles apply to the object or landscape of high cultural historical value as well as to
the normal urban and rural buildings and interiors.



4TH BALTIC SEA REGION
CULTURAL HERITAGE FORUM 53
8.-11.09.2010. RIGA, LATVIA AT*

CULTURAL HERITAGE - CONTEMPORARY CHALLENGE ittt

Session “Cultural heritage and contemporary architecture”

Referring to the presentations:

Contemporary architecture in historic environment by

Janis Krastins, Ph. D. arch, Riga Technical University —Latvia

City-densification and high-rise building in Baltic and Nordic capitals by

Odd Iglebaek, Architect and editor of “Journal of Nordregio”, Nordic centre for Spatial Development — Sweden
Urban Heritage Analysis DIVE - studying the development potential and capacity for change of historic areas by
Dag Arne Reinar, Architect, Directorate for Cultural Heritage — Norway

Designing in historic environment by

Andris Kronbergs, Architect, Head of Architects bureau "Arhis”, President of Latvian Architect Union — Latvia

Moderators: Juris Dambis, Ph.D.arch. Head of State Inspection for Heritage Protection of Latvia, and Janis Dripe, Riga
City architect

The discussion has taken place gathering 107 specialists (architects, planners, art historians,
entrepreneurs efc.) and the recommendations were elaborated for the promotion of the dialogue and
cooperation between cultural heritage field and contemporary architecture.

1. Growing challenges of globalization urges us to establish mutually strong strategies to bridge
the contemporary architecture and cultural heritage so to preserve and maintain the common
identity of the Baltic Sea region and to promote sustainable and quality development of
society and space where it is living;

2. Contemporary understanding of the preservation of cultural heritage includes the
development of quality architecture within historic environments; quality architecture can
compliment heritage values. Quality and excellence in contemporary architecture adds value
and is the cultural heritage for the future.

3. Each site needs a concise, clear, philosophically comprehensive and strong analysis of its
cultural values, well defined and culturally sensitive and specific policy for economical
development and clear and viable spatial vision.

4. In order to develop architectural spaces in harmony and without creating conflicts,
contemporary architecture must respect existing dominant qualities of the place, acknowledge
the spatial specificities, building volume and character of the place and regard the traditional
materials and historically created sense of place, yet recognizing/ allowing also the use of new
innovative materials and forms which contribute to the value of the place.

5. The original is the highest value within the historical environment, despite its age. By destroying
the original society looses part of its heritage which cannot be recreated. Sense of place
cannot be developed by reconstruction. To build a copy means to give a preference to a
certain time period or architectural style and to neglect the value of continued development
of the humanity and cultural diversity.

6. Each period in architecture has its specific characteristics; these periods correspond to each
other. Only continuous and quality synergies between these developments secure sustainable
and well thought-out development of the society and the place — heritage and memories
inspire emerging new quadlities which later on become the heritage itself. Society is defined by
the sense of ifs herifage and sense of the place it is living in. This sense is characterized by the
contemporary architecture and developments which therefore mirror the self-respect of the
culture.

7. Itis necessary to continue and strengthen professional cooperation within the Baltic Sea region
in order to facilitate discussions which improve the development of comprehensive and
relevant national policy documents on the development of architecture and architectural
space.
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Session ,,Cultural Heritage as a Public Good and an Asset for Regional Development”
Referring to the presentations:

Heritage as a Good by

Christer Bengs, Professor, Department of urban and rural development, Swedish University of Agricultural Sciences
Heritage management and place marketing - theoretical and practical issues by

Krister Olsson, Assistant professor, Division of Urban and Regional Studies, Royal Institute of Technology — Sweden
The role of manor houses and castles in the context of land branding by

Stefan Wenzl, Architect, Ministry for Transport, Building and Regional Development in Mecklenburg-Western
Pomerania - Germany

Seaplane hangars in Tallinn - creating a new museum and attempts how to combine in that development state and
local interests with public awarness by

Urmas Dresen, Director, Estonian maritime museum

Moderators: Mikko Mdalkki, Architect and researcher, Centre for Urban and Regional Studies, Aalto University in
Finland, and Gunta Lukstina, Architect, spatial planner and lecturer at University of Latvia

Recommendations

Cultural Heritage functions as a special attraction, as a generator of economic activities and
development, and as a source of local pride and identity. Heritage has an intrinsic value for
human culture, and it produces both public and private benefits. It is even an asset in the
market. One of the key questions concerning the preservation of Built and Maritime Heritage
is: What can be done to develop the sustainable utilization of these assetse

Baltic Sea Region Cultural Heritage Forum recommends that public and private actors,
representing varied fields of expertise, work together to advance the public discussion on the
multiple values of heritage, from various actors’ perspectives, so that both actualized and
potential values of heritage can be fully taken into account in policy and decision making.

The Forum also recommends that all stakeholders working with sites and other material or
immaterial issues of cultural importance — including Heritage professionals, planners and other
public authorities, as well as NGOs and private sector — work on developing and advancing
new co-operation models in the management, utilization and maintenance of Built and
Maritime Heritage.

The Forum emphasizes the importance of exchanging know-how and information on good
Heritage management practices in the Baltic Sea Region. Sharing the knowledge and
experiences of successful practices between all stakeholders and experts, both nationally
and internationally, is essential for developing and elaborating the current practices further,
and for strengthening the local and regional co-operation.



