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I BACKGROUND:

Origially we Finns hav been lived in the middle of forests, wilderness or in lake/sea
archipelagos and by rivers with free rapids and salmon species. Up to 1950-1960 most of
population were countrymen...
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I BACKGROUND:
Urbanisation has taken place quite late anc
promptly: now almost 80 % of population

in Finland 1s living 1n cities or towns.



I BACKGROUND

Wood processing industry was for a long ime  a leading industrial branch. Our forest lgislation was prepared to

serve mainly industrial purposes, but was also used for management of urban forests .
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I BACKGROUND: 1960-1980" s modernisation of urban structure took place m most of Finnish
cities/towns. As a result of late urbanisation and demolition of older buildings the amount of historical

monuments and buildings in Finland is less than in most EU countries.

Fotos: J-P. Flander
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I BACKGROUND: Our cities/towns have been built according to the principales

or 1deology typical for each era.

The absolute integrity _o_f natural and The harmonous dialegue befiecn "
man—;n.z}dg elements.. 1odern architecture and nature.
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FEven to day infill building 1s distroying the
mtegrity of historical quarters.

The dominance of cars, aspfalt and
concrete - at sea side!




I BACKGROUND:

Common trend m urban planning and building 1s to get from urban sprawl
towards more compact cities - in the name of sustainability...

The Challenges of the Consolidated
Towards a Sustainable City 1994 Building 1997

Suomen ympiaristo

Toimittanut
Kristiina Keskiaho

Eheyttavan
suunnittelun haasteet

Neuvottelupaivat
ymparistoministeriossa 1997
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But here 1S aﬁnoﬂlebmde on the coin: Sl

.. More compact means more underground
g'constructlons, which can have direct/indirect and
irreversible impacts on cultural and natural values,
water cycling etc. - also outside_the tfansformatiqg
area.
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I BACKGROUND Reguiments of private '
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| cars are dominating the mtensification
process of urban structure n Flnland
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A new waterfront route in Hameenlinna NUP

I Background ,
NUPs are managed as outdoors living rooms, where we

fafour pedestrians and cyclists before car drivers.
Turku NUP Foto: J-P..Flander



I BACKGROUND

Empty or uneftectively used mdustrial areas has often a huge
potention for new construction 1n city centres.




I BACKGROUND
Harbours are leaving city centres. They could

serve a potention for good quality urban mlheu
with 1nteresting seaside park land, .




I BACKGROUND
... but the exchange of contaminated land can be very expensive and
the costs are often compensated by an effective construction and/or
privatisation of best sea views. ,
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I BACKGROUND

New massive commercial buildings 1 Saint Petersburg has replaced a part of
earlier harbour buildings and constructions. Integration of new buildings with
historical milieu 1n the neighbourhood 1s not always the best one.



I BACKGROUND

View of ecologists and architects to elements in urban environment can differ
very mutch from each other.
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Ecologist's view: a shoreline is a Architect’s view: a shoreline is man
zone with interesting geomofological made waterfront, an architectural element
features and high biodiversity values. with straight lines and strict forms.



I BACKGROUND

Architects and "city planners” love rich
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Office towers and residencial blocks with man-made
waterfront constructions have come more and more common.
- Where are seaside ecosystems, cliffs - and the people?

Fotos: J-P. Flander
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I BACKGROUND
Korkeaa ra kentamist a This is what we are building today!
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Transformation of earlier fishing harbour
and mdustrial area to "marime” recidential
area 1s taking place 1n the neighbourhood of
Mustikkamaa recration area and
Korkeasaar Zoo.

Foto: J-P. Flander



I BACKGROUND

Original urban nature 1s very sensitive for wear

on it. How can urban nature stand the growing
pressure of citizens broaght to them by infill

building ?

Mustikkamaa recreation area with its seminatural
forests and ancient waterfront cliffs in the neighbourhood
of Kalasatama recidential area.




I BACKGROUND
Sankt Petersburg is one of the most well known channel cities in Europe. The
centralmost part of 1t 1s a fantastic mixture of waterways, historical buildings




I BACKGROUND

_..%areal park land.,













I BACKGROUND
Today we are using
stone everywhere 1n our
effectively built city/
town centres.
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I BACKGROUND

Construction consumes about 40 % of
the total amount of the energy and over
10 % of the fresh water used 1 our
globe.

Consruction of parks and other green
areas 1n effectively built parts of urban
fabric needs also much more energy
than 1n those parts where there 1s less
under ground constructions.
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What is a National Urban
Park (NUP)?

The Finmsh National Urban Park
Concept serves as a tool for
promoting sustainable urban
planning while we are building
more compact cities and towns.

It can be used for analyzing,
mterpreting, preserving and
managing mixed natural, cultural
and recrational values inside more
effectively built urban structure.

The NUP Concept 1s a part of

consolidative planning and
building in Finnish cities/towns.

An mitiative for the preparation
and decision of a NUP Site can be
done by every one.







II NUP in Land Use and Building Act (132/1999)

LuBa 68 § (1)
A national urban park may be established to protect
and maintain the biodiversity (add. 2009) and the

beauty of the cultural and natural landscape,

historical characteristics or related values
conserning the townscaping, social, recreational or
other special values of an area 1n an urban
environment.
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ITI NUP in Land Use and Building Act (132/1999): HOW DO WE ESTABLISH

LuBa 69§
Establishing a national urban park

The park may be established at the
local authority " s request.

The decision to establish a national urban park

1s made by Ministry of the Environment.



II NUP mn Land Use and Building Act (132/1999)

LuBA 68 §
The planming of the park.

Areas designed in a plan for the use appropriate for
the purpose of NUPs, may be designated to form a
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II NUP ]Il IJaIId USC aIld Bu'ilding H&meenlinnan kansallinen kaupunkipuisto
Act (132/1999) HOITO- JA KAYTTOSUUNNITELMA P K

THE VALUES OF A NUP ARE
MANAGED ACCORDING TO
THE MANAGEMENT PLAN

LuBA 70§

Regulations conserning the park
”a Management Plan”

Most regulations needed for the maintenance
and usage of the area are 1ssued 1 a
maintenance and usage scheme drawn up by
the local authority.

”A management plan” 1s approved by Ministry The Management Plan for

of the Environment. The NUP of Hameenlinna

KANSALLINEN
KAUPUNKIPUISTO

* Nafamnsl Lotan Perk




MANAGEMENT PRINCIPALES OF A NUP SITE: Transformation of lakeside plywood indusrial

area Into connective recration route with high biodiversity values and beutiful historical views.




MANAGEMENT PRINCIPALES OF A NUP

Foto 1
O1l Harbour of
Kotka

e

Foto 2
O1l Harbour of Kotka in

transformation state...
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III The criteria for NUPs
II URBAN CENTRALITY

A National Urban Park 1s part of urban structure. It should
begin n the core centre of the city or its immediate vicinity.

Foto: J-P. Flander



IIT The cnteria for NUPs

III EXTENT AND CONTIGUOUSNESS

The parkland or green/blue areas in a NUP should be extensive

and contiguous enough to allow one to move through them from one
part of a city/a town to annother .

-~ IVECOLOGY AND CONTINUITY
A NUP should facilitate an ecological corridor overlay process that will contribute to

species movement and interaction and create direct links with natural areas outside the
city and surrounding countryside.

The green-bluestructure of Hanko/Hangé NUP
| —— forms an ecological corndor from trrestrial to

N .

Foto: J-P. Flander marine environment.




The growing network of
NUPs in Finland 2013

..............................................

B Existing NUP site, year of
foundation

The application has been
send by the municipality to
Ministry of the Environment

NUP site under preparation by
the decision of a municipality ~ :

Preparation without political
decision of a municipality

o

Preparation process has been
interrupted or stopped

.............................................

The first NUP site 1in the world was
established in Sweden 199)5.

Decision about Turku NUP was made

5.6.2013.
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