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Results of both the legislative analysis and researto the heritage status indicate that the exgsti
heritage protection measures can no longer stoptivegchanges springing up in this sphere. Reduall
heritage of historical memory and cultural assagsyell as tourism resources and component charigase
identity of cultural landscape, appliance and corat@®n have never been complexly studied either
theoretically or practically not only in Lithuanibut in neighboring states too. Protected areasa(Sh990,
Fairclough 1999, Thomas 2003) have a special statusost countries, if they want to solve this peoh.
Although theoretical and practical basis estahtigiprotected territories and their network was fetnfrom
environmental provisions in Lithuania, howeverjdigal documents of protected territories evideti the
function of complex protected territories i.e. thednservation, restoration and the use of culiyralluable
landscapes and cultural objects is not being pmddr After the Restoration of Independence, Litladuas
started to focus more on real cultural heritag@rotected territories, especially in regional parst the
threat of losing the heritage has not disappeakajlect of heritage regulation and transformatiofis
juridical basis of protected territories system dnav strong impact on the changes in conditionseaf r
cultural heritage in Lithuanian complex protecteditories — regional parks. Study results of raatural
heritage in Lithuanian regional parks, their quatitie and qualitative changes educed from tesiltses
obtained in the heritage evaluation of proposeeksitith reference to a paradigm of real culturaithge
suggested by the author are being discussed irticte.

Keywords: real cultural heritage, monitoring of real culturdieritage, the paradigm of analyzed
changes in real cultural heritage, regional park.

1. Introduction

After the Restoration of Independence of ourprocesses are difficult to be combined with the
state 30 new regional parks were established ireservation of authenticity, whereas systematic and
Lithuania. Regional parks occupy 54% (446 thousandonstant mechanism of monitoring qualitative and
ha) of all protected territories and they cover theguantitative changes of heritage has not been
cultivated landscape areas. According to theleveloped yet. Cultural heritage policies and hgst
International Nature and Natural Resourcesmonitoring are still unkept, although the main gofl
Conservation Union (IUCN) guidelines national parkscultural heritage in protected territories is t@eggrve
are planted due to environmental interests to ptotethe heritage of all detected values and to maintain
large natural areas, while regional parks — togmiot regional cultural identities, while the main objeet
exceptional areas of cultivated landscape, givingn development of protected areas is to protect
priority to the usage and management of landscapathuanian natural and cultural property and toctea
values for cognitive recreational needs (Parks 1994 the level of other European countries, also adgptin

The use of real cultural heritage under newthe management of heritage to new economic and
conditions encourages renovation and eversocial conditions (Valstybis 2007).
conversion of regional parks. However, innovative



Studies of Immovable Cultural Heritage

ChangeseégiBnal Parks of Lithuania

The aim of the article is to discuss protection and¢changes.Internal factors have an effect on both
usage issues (which would help securing valuablenaterial and physicaheritage object feature changes,

property preservation of real cultural heritageyexl
cultural heritage in Lithuanian regional parks, to
consider their quantitative and qualitative changes

rate methodological provisions for heritage changesistorical
traditional leveling; the flout of ethical elementke

evaluation based on the monitoring principles.

2. Paradigm of research into real changes of

cultural heritage

Conception of real cultural heritage and
tendencies to change it. Changes in real cultural
heritage can be defined as a fixed physical heritag
change with valuable character transformation
deterioration/amelioration of object condition, the
change of structure and complexity over time.

A changeis understood as incidental change
being influenced by external and internal factars i

tenor. In current Lithuanian language glossary a

change is defined as a special mutation and

recognized in a more linguistic meaning (Dabartinis

2002). Meanwhile, scientific literature usually
includes not a concept of change, but actuallyrsetfe
the interface change in any particular area oresatpj

ideological or spiritual change of significance giving

a sense to the object. Thapiritual / ideological
significance of change includes: giving a sense to
memory; phylotopic value changes;

loss of communication with nature and cultural
background (Minkewius 2005), etc.

The analysis of heritage protection system
before and after the Restoration of Independence in
Lithuania shows the following main provisions:

Both political and heritage protection activities
were ambivalent in Soviet times. The biggest
transformations of sacred objects, old seats of
manor houses, ethnographic values were
sustained during that period.

Main factors, which influenced heritage changes
after the Restoration of Independence, were:
noneffective facilities privatization, social-
economic conditions, inopportune management,
lack of information and education activities, etc.
Analysis of the system of Lithuanian protected
areas has revealed that the change of complex
protected areas into the heritage status change has
been most affected by the processes related to the

for example: climate change, demographic changegeturn of the forest and land to former owners, by

social and environmental change, etc. It is noked t
the concept of change is often used and wel
examined in the fields of economy and managemen

intensification of forest exploitation, construatjo
intervention, flagging administrative proceduresi an
tesponsibilities, lack of information after the

discussing companies’ organizational managemerRestoration of Independence. These processes are
and their changes being in process (Stoskus 2005jften taking place in regional and national pass,

Usually the conception of a terolhangedenotes the
process of change or action, whitdangeoveris
transformation of specific object characteristics.

well as in under-controlled protected areas of
conservational use — reserves.
Source analysis or theoretical studies have

Changes can be contingent or implemented t@hown that the most importavarying elementsf the

improve or even radically to amend one or the othe

6bjects in real cultural heritage are: the object

elements, according to the physiognomy of changenvironment, the object and object details, and

(Quinn 1980, Magnusen 1981).

Concepts of bothchange and changeoverare
rarely found in heritage conservation,
heritage conservation is based on preservationsof i
valuable characteristics and its physical statd, thr
whole cultural heritage in an exterior is treatedaa

variable characteristics of these elements:
authenticity, relevancy, aesthetic appeal and physi

becauseondition. Transformation characteristics of valéab

determine the changes and the importance of cultura
heritage as a value (Fig. 1).
There is an essential need of constant change

static and unchanging valuable object. Thus, chenggrocesses evaluation of real cultural heritage and
in the concept of heritage assume a negative seng@ristical mechanism regulating the processes of a

because they are used only when it comes to tige lo
of authenticity or other valuable features. However

real changes in the cultural heritage are a complegvaluation is neither regulated in Lithuania nortoa

8hange in an ongoing heritage change processes of
various directions. Meanwhile, real heritage change

phenomenon that can have both negative and positivaternational law basis, i.e. there is no defimitiof
consequences of change, where the negative Cha_ngﬁﬂturalheritage changeandchangeregulation tools
of heritage are supported by the destructiven Lithuanian and international juridical documents

intervention, and positive
interventions (Ashwort 2008).

by the essential

concerning the heritage protection sphere. The
following factors influencing the changes are being

Changes in real cultural heritage were affectednentioned in the international juridical documents:

by many factors in Lithuania: economic, social,
juridical, and many others, which can be dividet in
internal and external effect factors.External factors
have an effect ofndirect impact of heritage items,
and a general effect, influencing all groups ofitage
values. The characteristics @ternal effects are
characterized in morenaterial or physich object
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social, economic, political, and the others, wihiie
national law basis, which should mainly rely on the
international documents, has change regulation and
change security policies described very vaguelyodr
mentioned at all. For example: the Immovable
Cultural Heritage Protection Act of the Republic of
Lithuania defines the management and recovery
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(rehabilitation) measures, which could serve the Thus, it can be assumed that in the absence of a
heritage implications of changes in the eradicationreal change in the regulatory mechanism of cultural
environmental monitoring of the Republic of heritage, without realizing the importance of regi
Lithuania, there the Law on Amending the lawchanges, without ensuring the cultural heritage
regulates only the natural elements of change,ra pasuccession of evolution, the objectionable preess

of the landscape (as a whole), but the real cultureoncerning the cultural heritage objects will
Heritageas an integral part of the cultural landscapecontinuously take place in Lithuania.

is not covered.

Territory —Regional Park

Object — Immovable Cultural Heritage

Factors Elements that The character of

i . are subjects to change:positive,

influencing change:the negative, direct,

change: object itself, its indirect, qualitative,

internal, : ' antitative, long-
environment and quanutative, long

external details term, short-term,

instant

Features that are subjects to chang authenticity, significance, aesthetic
quality, physical state

The consequence of changes — quality of culturalddscape

Fig. 1. Principal model of immovable cultural heritage clgas in regional parks (presented by A. MlinkausRien
Evaluation of real changesin cultural heritage. -  Diagnostic monitoring when the objects’

Landscape changes are identified and evaluated “testing” is performed, as well as comparing

through monitoring. Similarly, fixation of the real irregularities of physical condition,

cultural heritage changes as an integral part of  environmental impact risk and protection
landscape may be based on the observation recommendations are being declared;
(monitoring) principles. Thus, the objective of k®y -  Systematic monitoringwhen the reports with
change detection — monitoring is observation of  recommendations to heritage protection for five
systematic changes, analysis and theory, by stgdyin years are being prepared (EU-Project
the environment, evaluating changes of natural  DEMOTEC-A. 2004).
conditions and anthropogenic impact changes The system of real cultural heritage monitoring
(Valstybire 1998). has been developed since 1998 in tRessian
Real cultural heritage monitoring systezan be  Federation These on-going investigations and
reasonably attributed to the international ac®@gtin  projects are mainly related to the ecological
Europe - the DEMOTEC (Development of amonitoring of real cultural heritage.
Monitoring System for Cultural Heritage) program A wide variety of documents related to heritage
run by the European Union countries. It formallgha monitoring studies dominate the law basis of the
its start in Norway in 2003 and currently involves Russian Federatianan order ,06 yrBepxicHus
many European countries: Norway, Finland, Swedenzopsiaka nposeaenns o6iepoCHiickoro MOHITOPHHTA
Great Britain, Italy, Estonia, Germany and Lith@@ni cocrostaus u HCHONB30BaHMS TAMATHUKOB HCTOPHH 1
Mentoring powers of this project were given to thexynsrypsr*; an order. ,06 06bekTax KyjlbTypHOrO
NIKU (Norwegian Institute for Cultural Heritage macnmenms (nmaMsTHMKaX WCTOpPMH M KyJIbTYpbI)
Research). The following key components oOfgaponos Pocuiickoit ®emepauuu“. The latter
monitoring, according to this project, were ideetif mentioned with a different name exists in our cognt
by analyzing real cultural heritage: however, article 39 of the Russian act states that
- Retrospective monitoring when the initial regular information updates about the state of the
physical condition of an object or area, object, periodically monitoring object change minst
environmental risk and protective preliminary done during 5-year cycle Tlpukas 2002;
recommendations are being declared examiningenepansasiii 2002).
archival data;
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Taking the Russian Federation as a model, thao solid monitoring program and no research
object monitoring uses the following analysis mode: methodology approved.

- Data collection In collaboration with the other The base of the paradigm prepared and proposed
databases, the information about immovablen this article for real cultural heritage stud@msists
cultural heritage object that is required for objec of the following parts (Fig. 2):
preservation is being collected (data about the- preparatory studies — territory selection for the
technical condition of the object, protection study;
zones, photo-capture, etc.). The request for retrospective monitoring — object selection for
information from the other databases is sent, if  the study and analysis of heritage objects

the supplied data is not sufficient. archived data;
- Data analysis and processin@nce monitoring -  diagnostic monitoring:

assessment value has been added, the project o quantitative changes analysis;

offers on protection regulation are declared; 0 (qualitative changes analysis;
- Results report In accordance with the -  systemic monitoring:

monitoring results the corrections are introduced 0 generalization of the results;

to the information basis. o formulation of conclusions and changes

Meanwhile, the monitoringnformation system forecast.
of the Russian Federation is based on these Preparatory studies are necessary for the
information databases: selection of evaluation assessment of real cultural
— National cultural heritage registry; heritage changes territory (territorial research
—  Documents selection database; edification). The aim of such studies is to clarify
—  Historical-cultural maintenance plan. favorable territories for real cultural heritage

Ecological monitoring studies are implementeddevelopment, utilization and preservation with
in all the territory of Russia, clarifying an impanf  reference to the spread of protected complex
environmental factors on immovable cultural hertag territories.

The research work Qxonoruueckuii MOHHTOPHHT The selection of study territorial edificators,
KyJIbTYpHOTO Hacienus” was carried out in this way. depending on the study extent, can be performed in
It was important in methodological basis and pradti two ways:

work which was focused on natural environmentat  selection of regional park as a territorial study

heritage identification and captur8efienun 1998, edificator;

Benenun 2004). - selection of an area in a regional park, as a
Real cultural heritage monitoring was defined in territorial study edificator.

the Lithuanian Real Cultural Heritage Protectiort,Ac My intention is to offer to carry on research on

which singled out the concept obbservation real cultural heritage monitoring in those regional

(monitoring), defining it as periodic monitoring, parks that match with Lithuanian territories

capture of cultural heritage objects and theirpossessing recreational potential; registered real
condition, and evaluation, generalization and cultural heritage territories and heritage valuable

prediction of the destruction/spoliation effects on hoard stations. The selection of some area in a
their valuable characteristics in Lithuania. regional park, as a territorial study edificatarpbased

Real cultural heritage object monitoring on the local territory which is characterized by a
regulations approved in 2005 include cultural lagiig  number of registered real cultural heritage and its
object condition assessment of a five-point scalevariety, fixation (based on functional zones sefgara
where the course evaluation status isluable in a regional park) and selection (based on funetio
characteristics changephysical conditions change zones separated in a regional park) of the teyritor
environmental change(Lietuvos 2005, Kuftros which most heritage objects changes have been
2007). However, the detailed evaluation of therecorded.
methodology does not exist, therefore, it is Retrospective  monitoring is based on
recognized as subjective, because the evaluatiddentification of research objects, on historicaltal
depends on assessor’s understanding of valuabtmllected on studied heritage objects and on
heritage objects characteristics and their charge alescription of their primary physical condition and
well as physical condition changes. cultural value.

The initial assessment of real cultural heritage The research object selection is based on the
changes in Lithuania was performed in complianceselection and filing of the heritage objects theg a
with the UNESCO requirements for heritage objectavithin the national, local (municipal) and regional
monitoring. This research is based on the expert'park.
evaluation by filling it in the questionnaire prepd Diagnostic monitoring is one of the most
by the committee (Ataskaita 2005) and byimportant stages of real cultural heritage turnover
implementing fixation of urbanized environmentsassessment that help establishing quantitative and
changes. Meanwhile, an assessment of the regualitative heritage changes.
cultural heritage changes is not being implemened Quantitative changes analysis is based on the
the country or in some urbanized territories, thiere fixation of heritage object changes in quantitythie

fixed territory. The basis of these studies is:
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— data about the heritage object quantity in the- summary of quantitative changes analysis is
studied territory gained during the analysis of based on quantitative indicators which are the

archived data; figures obtained using a mathematical method;
— revision of heritage objects quantity in the—  results of qualitative changes analysis are being
concerned territory. processed on the basis of comparative and

Qualitative changes analysis is based on the qualimetric analysis by evaluating qualitative
assessment of valuable characteristics and physical changes quantitatively (Kavaliauskas 1992).

condition of the real cultural heritage object het Research data are presented in the form of a
concerned location and also on the social survag. T written report.
changes of heritage object valuable characteristies Research results on real -cultural heritage

being identified by fixation of value changes, wées changes are recommended to record on a digital
the assessment of physical condition is based ogatabase.
identification of the object, its components ang it Systematic supervision and fixation of real
environment physical characteristics. cultural heritage objects would prevent a rapid
Systematic monitorings based on the summary heritage objects decline, and test results would be
of results and presentation of research data. Theeneficial for establishment of heritage objects
summary of results is based on the filing and datachanges, for fixation of valuable characteristios i
processing methods depending on the type of thebjects that are on the decline, for identificatioh
research: objects that are experiencing the biggest quaivitat
and qualitative transformations, for forecasting
heritage objects changes.

Paradigm of valuation of immovable cultural heritage
changes in regional parks

— =

Selection of the territory for analysis:
@|1- Selection of a regional pads the territory f
S|analysis; 2. Selection of the territory in a rewgil
=] .

% | park as the sample for the analysis

Li 7 ....................................

= Selection of the object for analysis:
5|1. Cult. heritage objectsnéluded into nation
‘Z |registers; 2. Cultheritage objects existing in t
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Analysis of quantitative changes:
1. Accounting of the cultheritage objects includ
into national register®. Accounting of the objec
recorder orthesite
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Preparator—

Analysis of qualitative changes
1. On site assessment of changes of val
features of cult. heritage object®. On sit
assessment of physical. state change$ienitag -

Generalization of the results:
1. Systematization of the results of the dagk
analysis;2. Systematization of the results of
analysis o the site

i?

Formulation of conclusions, forecasting
changes

—

Internal and external factors influencing immovatildtural
heritage changes

FEATURES OF IMMOVABLE CULTURAL HERITAGE SUBJECTEDO CHANGE

ELEMENTS OFIMMOVABLE CULTURAL HERITAGE SUBJECTED TO CHANGES
Systematic monitoring

Fig. 2. Paradigm of the research into the changeseial cultural heritage in regional parks (presedtby A.
Mlinkauskier)
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3. Results of heritage changes research archival dataand objects revision in the area3he
quantity of real cultural heritage objects that are
Dynamics of real cultural heritage regulation  protected or should be protected and their teraitor
in regional parks based on their formation stages.  spread was determined after making archival studies
The regional park formation after the Restoratién olt has been noticed that the quantity of the real
Independence can be divided into the following keycultural heritage objects included in the national
stages: records reduced by 27% after the Restoration of the
- 1% stage — 1990-1992 the period of formation Independence. Main reasons for these quantitative
and establishment of regional parks. Over thihanges in the regional parks were: prolonged tbjec
period, when the regional parts were formed, thénventory, lack of financial support, inopportune
administrative  institutions responsible for objects supervision, inappropriate privatizatiohe t
protection of regional parks were establishedproblem of objects utilization.
juridical basis was prepared. Division of offices Quantitative research carried out on the real
and juridical basis were silhouetted, utilizationcultural heritages in the regional parks has shown
possibilities of the real cultural heritage werethat most of the registered real cultural heritage
restricted; consists of archeological valuables. Historical and
- 2" stage — 1992-2000 validation of planning archeological valuables make less than a quarter of
schemes, park boundaries and zones developdgdotected objects in the studied parks. The langast
over the first stage. The focus was on theof the protected heritage in these territories mte®f
regional parks planning schemes, determinatiorinon vital” valuables whose utilization and adajutat
and validation of the park boundaries andis no longer applicable.
functional zones. During that period the heritage =~ The percentage of the heritage objects found in
situated in the territory of the regional park wasthe analyzed regional parks according to the siratt
inventoried, its physical and cultural value wascomponents of the real cultural heritage (Fig. @) a
fixed. Changes of real cultural heritage objectsarchaeological — 67% (105 objects); event locations
were not separately recorded, however, during@% (3 objects); mythological — 6% (9 objects); buri
that period the reasons of heritage declineggrounds — 3% (5 objects); constructions — 6% (9
became silhouetted: inopportune management gibjects); construction belongings — 13, 5% (21
heritage objects because main attention wagbject); building complexes — 2. 5% (4 objects).
given to the specification of its vestigial objects
and heritage accountings but not to practica
protective activities; 70
- 3Ystage — 2001-2009 the approval of regional 60

80+

parks planning schemes, park boundaries an
zones corrections. At that stage the mair
attention was given to the specification of the
planning schemes. It is related with the heritage
protection peculiarities in the regional parks.
During that period on the initiative of the
Department of Cultural Heritage discussions

Percents

50 4

40 4

304

20 1

10+

o4

were started about the monitoring research of th S o P 2 2 ¢ &
) ; . . & & & & & & F
real cultural heritage objects situated not only in S ¢ & & 55
. & »
the urban but in rural areas as well. I R R G PN PN
. & 2 & &
Research results. After preparatory studieghe R S
research territories i.e. regional parks were s

determined. These protected territories were nieant

the development of recreational activities, due td™9- 3.
which the heritage objects in these territoriesraoee
applicable for today’s needs (tourism and recreatio
Research into qualitative heritage changes wagedarr

out in the regional parks that correspond with the

territories designated on the Lithuanian generahpl There are sixteen thousands objects registered in

as territories with recreational potential and @@t o Reqa| Cultural Heritage register of the Repubfic
heritage collections, i.e. — regional parks of Beri | i ania 7428 (the bias is possible) of which éav
Varniai, Panemuss, Meteliai, Veisjai, Salantai and granted status of nationally protected object. The
Pagramantis. In the meantime, research intQgqast part — 27% is the archeological objects, an
qualitative real cultural heritage changes was dane 55 504 _ pyrial grounds. The smallest part of the

the regional parks typical of a great amount Ofiegistered real cultural heritage in the territarfy
constructional heritage, i.e. Dievenisk historical, | ithuanian Republic is monuments — 2%.

Varniai, Salantai and Panenisregional parks. The registered real cultural heritage situated in

heri Quangt_a‘uve ;esearch g]to dthe real _Cum:ralthe regional parks is not evenly distributed actagd
eritage objects changes is based onaialysis of  y, the  fixed structural components of the cultural

Percentage of distribution of registered
real cultural heritage in Meteliai, Neris,
Panemuss, Salantai, Varniai and
Veisiejai regional parks (presented by A.
Mlinkauskier)
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heritage (Fig. 4). It is observed that most of thal  outside the regional parks areas.
cultural heritage registered in the National Rexiss

90
80
70
60

50 1

40 +

30 +

20 A

. U0 n
0 ‘ ‘ ‘

SalantaiRP  VarniaiRP  Meteliai RP  Veisiejai RP  Panemuniai Neries RP
RP

Cult. Heritage objects

Regional Parks

O Soviet period B After the restor. of Independance ‘

Fig. 4. Quantity of objects listed in LithuanianFS8ionuments list and registered in the Real Culttiaditage
Register of the Republic of Lithuania situatedhia studied regional parks (presented by A. Mlinkaars)

Qualitative studies about the changes of heritagenfrastructure. The possibility of heritage object
are based on the objects fixation in the are&s. T utilization is also guaranteed in the functionabpty
quantitative evaluation of real cultural heritagasw zones for its recreational priority or residential
carried out by evaluating changes in valuable feastu purpose. However, most of the valuated heritage
and physical condition of its objects In addititm  objects are in conservative priority zones (recoeat
these characteristics, the type of property, cdirrerpriority zones make about 10% of all the studied
utilization, tourism infrastructure and park fumetal parks area, conservative — over 60%) where their
priority area in which the analyzed object wasat#d  utilization is limited. Physical condition of the
were assessed. There was a quality standard get wheritage objects in the regional parks is mostly
standard features evaluated by points for detengini moderate, but it is improving when the object is
the result for a qualitative study. adjusted to any function (not necessarily to thgain

Qualitative (valuable) characteristics of changene). The physical condition of unused objects is
of heritage objects were fixed with reference te th rapidly getting worse. The following relation besve
comparative analysis: taking into comparison thehe authentic characteristics of the object and its
results of the state study performed in 2002-20@4 w physical condition has been noticed: when physical
the records obtained during the study of the peoibd condition is improving, the condition of authentic
2008-2009. Changes in valuable characteristics wereharacteristics is partly getting worse (as welltees
evaluated in points interval from “-4” to “+4”, cultural value).
depending on the nature of the change, i.e. if the  Reasons for real cultural heritage changes.
condition of the valuable characteristics improwed Following from the studies carried on at the aréas,
became worse. Variation of the physical conditibn o established that heritage quantitative and quiséat
the object was evaluated in points interval fro®"“- variations appear due to physiological, i.e. ndtara
to “+3”, assessing its positive and negative vaotes.  anthropogenic factors. There can be distinguisived t

It is determined that utilization of the object hasways to make an impact on changing cultural hegitag
a direct influence on the variation of valuable— direct andindirect, and two groups of factors that
conditions — the greatest changes are recordelgein tinfluence heritage variation external and internal.
objects that are not utilized and are vestigialed,h Heritage objects adjustment for recreation, tourism
having applied to the objects a new function forand cognitive purposes and for meeting and assuring
utilization, their valuable features start changingsociety demands results in the followinmpsitive
partly. Valuable features of the objects persisstbe variation consequencedor the heritage objects
when these objects are being utilized according teituated in regional parks:

their  initial  utilization  function.  Tourism -  maintenance of the optimal ratio between
infrastructure in the regional parks is valuated valuable characteristics and physical condition;
considering availability of the object, layout of -  assurance of the initial or similar to the initial
informative stands, object marking and referenétes. utilization (maintenance of the object viability);
has been noticed that the objects utilized forismy — preservation of historical memory or phylotopic

recreation and cognitive purposes have better features.
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In the meantime in national parks, keeping theassessed while analyzing qualitative variationseaf
heritage object unused, frequent changes of lgerita cultural heritage in the regional parks. It is béthed
managers, failure to comply with the juridical ksasi that in regional parks the main reasons of qualiat

result innegative variations consequences
- loss of valuable characteristics; -
— degradation of physical condition;

— loss of psychic sense.

The factors of an internal impact and their

(Table 1);

variations of heritage objects are:
utilization nature of the real cultural heritage

— development of tourism infrastructure;
— protection of the object with reference to the

influence on the changes of these objects have been

Table 1.

functional priority zoneof the regional park.

Real cultural heritage changes and utilization rmat(presented by A. Mlinkauskign

Real cultural heritage changes and utilization fiioe

Obiject utilization for initial function

Object Uization for the other
function

Object is unutilized

Qualitative heritage development

@

1. Zizmai,Dievenisks historical
regional park,photo by A.
Mlinkauskiere, 2004. Granary, object
is utilized for the initial purpose
(stocks stored).

2. PoskonysDievenisks historical
regional park,view to the village from
the west side, photo by A.
Mlinkauskiere, 2004. Authentic
residential function prevails.

Qualitative heritage development

(.e.):

1. Mos:dzio watermill,Salantai
regional park,2009. After restoration
the object is adjusted to meet social
function — stone museum
administrative facilities.

2. PravydziaiAnyk&iai regional
park, photo by A. Mlinkauskied
2006. Former school currently
applicable for accommodation
function.

Heritage object’s degradation (i.e.) :

1. BradeliSks watermill,Neris
regional park photo by A.
Mlinkauskiere, 2004. Object is not
utilized.

2. Former Veisiejai manor homestea
Veisiejai regional parkphoto by A.
Mlinkauskiere, 2004.A part of the
object is not utilized.

4.

1.

Conclusions

Evaluation of real cultural heritageariationsin
regional parks is an important part of the
heritage protection process of today, which helps
determine the relation between thature of
heritage variation its changing characteristics
and its protection and utilization The chief
means used to identify changes of real cultural
heritage in Lithuanian regional parks is
quantitative and qualitative analysis of heritage
variations based on monitoring, evaluating
heritage objects changes in the fixed territory
during the span of time..

The paradigm has been prepared for the analysis
of real cultural heritage changes, and on the

77

basis of it the evaluation of heritage changes has

been performed in eight regional parks. The

results have resulted in identification of
quantitative and qualitative changes of heritage
objects in the periods before and after the

Restoration of Independence:

- quantitative analysis of real -cultural
heritage changes in regional parks has
shown that the quantity of real cultural
heritage objects in national records
decreased by 27% after the Restoration of
Independence. It is noted that the changing
quantity of valuable objects in the
landscape changes the visual quality of the
cultural landscape.
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assessment of qualitative changes of real

Kavaliauskas P. Metodologiniai

cultural heritage in regional parks haspagrindai. Vilnius: VU, 1992.

determined: within the period of
Lithuania’s Independence the cultural valu

of architectural and ethno-cultural heritage

objects (manors and “palivarko”

Kultarologiniy tyrimy praktikos ataskaita, SalanRP
nekilnojamojo kuliiros paveldo tyrimai (2003), vadé\A.
Mlinkauskiere.

Kulttrologiniy tyrimy praktikos ataskaita, VamuiRP
nekilnojamojo kultiros paveldo tyrimai (2003), vadoA.

e

homesteads, old rural settlements, grangesyjinkauskiere.

single dwellings and farm buildings) has

Kultarologiniy tyrimu praktikos ataskaita, Veisigj

kraStotvarkos

decreased. The mentioned objects have logtP nekilnojamojo kuitros paveldo tyrimai (2004), vadev

their landscape importance and are i
danger to decay. The

construction  belongings and

architectural objects have changed a lot ad"

to their physical condition.

constructions,
small Skyrius: nekilnojamojo kuitros paveldo saugojimas, 2007

nA. Mlinkauskiere.
Kultaros paveldo departamento métiataskaita, VII

Lietuvos Respublikos Kultos ministro jsakymas
.Dél nekilnojamojo kultiros paveldo objekt stelzsenos
etaisykliq patvirtinimo* (2005), Valst.Zin., Nr. 86-3242.

(2005). Konferencija:

Magnusen K. Organization design Development and

Minkevicius J. Lietuvos kraStovaizdis kaip tautos
Lietuvos

Parks for Life. Action of protected areas in Europe

for Change:

3. Having completed the analysis of quantitativ
and qualitative changes of real cultural heritage
in regional parks, it is found that the appropriateBehavior (1981). New York.
heritage status changes are caused by the
following fundamental factors: dvasios formantas
- utilization function of the object, kraStovaizdZio vizija. Kaunas, Technologija.
- tourism infrastructure,
- nature of protection of heritage objects in (1994), IUCN. .
different park functional purpose zones. | Qun:nr ). 198é0 Sltra.tegles
4. It is established that heritage utilization nerementalism ( ). Inwin.

vouchsafes the possibility of functioning and areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty (1990). Cheksemh
quantitative development of these objects. Thecountryside Commision.

proposed trends of real cultural heritag
utilization are:
- reinstatement of authentic or initial

functional purpose;
adjustment of the heritage object to th
social-commercial function.

It has been also determined that the areas wit

e StoSkus S., BerzZinskién D. Pokyiy valdymas

(2005). Siauliai, VESiauliy universiteto leidykla.

Logical

Smart G., Anderson M. Planning and Management of

Thomas L., Middleton J. Guidelines for Management
Planning of Protected Areas (2003). Gland, Cambridge

e!UCN.

Valstybire aplinkos monitoringo programa (1998).

hietuvos Respublikos Aplinkos ministerija, Vilnius.

recreational purposes which nowadays make up onlyinisterijos nuostatai, [interactive], reviewed Z0®ay 14
10% on the average of the whole park area, are mor& www.vstt.It

favorable to heritage preservation in regional pahk
this way, it is proposed to increase the areas wi

Benenun 10. A. Dxonorudeckuif MOHUTOPUHT
itRyaprypHoro Hacnemus  (1998). Mocksa, WHcrHTyT

recreational purposes in regional parks, the areagcieaus.

where fixed real cultural heritage can be adapted
the needs of today.
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Nekilnojamojo kult iros paveldo pokyiy tyrimai Lietuvos
regioniniuose parkuose

Ausra Mlinkauskiené
KTU KraStotvarkos centras, Architeékos ir kraStotvarkos katedra

(gauta 2010 m. geged nen.; atiduota spaudai 2010 m. birzeliom)

Teiss akyy analizs ir paveldo objekf baklés tyrimo rezultatai rodo, kad esamomis
paveldosaugos priemémis nebegalima sustabdyti kilbs paveldo negatyyipokyiy. Teorine ir
praktine prasme nekilnojamojo kiufbs paveldo kaip istorés atminties ir kuliros turto, taip pat
kaip turizmo iStekliaus ir kulrinio kraStovaizdzio savasties komponento kaitcsnaudos ir
iSsaugojimo problema éra kompleksiskai tirta tiek Lietuvoje, tiek ir kayminése Salyse.
SprendZiant &§i problema, daugelyje pasaulio 3aliiSskirtinis vaidmuo tenka saugomoms
teritorijoms (Smart 1990, Fairclough 1999, Thom#&®3). Nors Lietuvos saugamteritorijy
steigimo ir ji tinklo karimo teorin ir praktin pagrind, sudaé gamtosaugiés nuostatos, téau
saugom teritoriju teistss dokumentuose nurodoma, kad komplekssdaugom teritorijy paskirtis
— iSsaugoti, atkurti ir panaudoti kattniu poziariu vertingiausius kraStovaizdzio kompleksus bei
kultaros objektus. Po Nepriklausonygh atkirimo Lietuvoje pradtas skirti didesnis @nesys
nekilnojamojo kultiros paveldo iSsaugojimui saugomose teritorijoses ypgioniniuose parkuose,
taciau paveldo nykimo gsme neiSnyko. Paveldosaugos nuostaépaisymas ir sauganteritorijy
sistemos teisiis bazs transformacijos daro stippoveilf nekilnojamojo kultiros paveldo tklés
pasikeitimams Lietuvos kompleksse saugomose teritorijose regioniniuose parkuose.
Straipsnyje aptariami nekilnojamojo kiulbs paveldo kiekybimi ir kokybiniy pokyiy
regioniniuose parkuose tyrinrezultatai, kurie gauti atlikus paveldo vertinimietose remiantis
autoks silloma nekilnojamojo kuitros paveldo pokdiy tyrimo paradigma.

79



DOI: 10.5755/j01.erem.52.2.71



