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Fig. 9
Analysis of landscape 
characteristics in the 
panoramic view of 
Didžiųjų Lapių village 
(from 1 photo fixation 
point). Compiled by  
D. Marcinkevicius

1. Panoramic view. 
2. Contour of layout. 
3. Layout of industrial and residential zones. 

4. Dominants and focus points. 
5. Village layout and an ortpho-photo.
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The industrial zone occupies a relatively large territory and visually is bigger than the residential 
zone, but in reality it occupies the territory that is half of the residential zone. The village singles 
out by the integrity of its silhouette in the landscape. The only focus point is a water tower, which 
is not tall and which is located on the southwest of the village. There are no dominants and focus 
points in the industrial zone, because all the buildings in the industrial zone are of large scale, 
massive but their sizes insignificantly differ from each other. However, the shortage of landscape 
dominants and focus points is not felt there, because the height and hilly terrain compensate the 
view. The farms in the residential zone of the village have been richly planted with large trees, 
which act as a background and an element creating closeness.

After having summarized the results of the research on the visual characteristics in the 
landscape of the former collective farm villages following J. Bučas evaluation method on land-
scape characteristics, it is necessary to inform that the villages have been designed by the same 
fundamental principles as when applying standardized constructional processes. They visually 
look different because of the various peculiarities of silhouette in the landscape. The composi-
tional characteristics of the villages in the landscape greatly depend on the type of the elements 
of nature, namely terrains, abundance of greenery and etc. From the point of view of composition, 
the skylines of the villages have been designed better, i.e. the residential and industrial zones have 
been located within a distance and without blocking each other, which has supplemented better 
apprehension of the functionality of the zones, their purpose and scale of the buildings.

After having investigated the unbroken view of Ručiūnai, Čičinai, Didžiosios Lapes villages, the 
most successful and best compositional characteristics in the landscape have been exhibited in 
Ručiūnai village, where all the most fundamental elements of the landscape could be found or in 
other words there is one principal dominant, several focus points, a small forest creating insular-
ity (Fig. 7). The functional zones of the villages have been separated and visually do not obscure 
each other; their mission could be easily perceived.

1 The former collective farm villages could be defined as the urban centres built in the So-
viet period, having a single function to provide service within a certain territory allocated 

for agriculture development and prescribed for the village. The former collective farm villages 
are considered to be the most widely spread urban structures throughout territory of Lithua-
nia. However, the shortage of data concerning the collective farm villages is felt in the literary 
sources. The number of scientific research studies is not sufficiently enough to have a more 
extensive analysis of the characteristics of their development as well as the examination of 
the problems.

2 Currently, the former collective farm villages have already lost their initial function and a 
great number of villages have not attained any other new functions. Huge and abandoned 

former industrial structures used for farming are collapsing nowadays. Unemployment prevails 
in the villages and the number of the population tends to decline rapidly causing majority of 
social problems. Making judgements from urban, landscape, and architectural points of view, 
the most problematic are considered the buildings and structures of the industrial –farming 
complexes of the former collective farm villages, the largest proportion of which, have been 
completely abandoned and are falling down. Those farming complexes have turned into the 
active visual objects of pollution within the surrounding landscape.

3 The sociological research studies have proved that renovation, modernization of the for-
mer collective farm villages and especially the adaptation of the former industrial farming 

centres for the current and future needs is relevant. The communities feel the shortage of work-
places and new jobs, which were ensured in each former collective farm village and which could 
be revived and adapted in the premises of the former industrial farming complexes.

Conclusions
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4 Former collective farm villages require new conception to be brought to life again and 
adjusted to current functions. The most potential are former collective farm villages that 

are located the peripheral influence zone of the largest cities of Lithuania with the access roads 
close to the more significant infrastructure in terms of services or communications. The objects 
have to be big enough, consequently located in urban territory to be in a relatively good physical 
condition in order to justify the cost-based renovation, adaptation or modernization of the un-
used industrial farming buildings of the former collective farm villages. The industrial farming 
complexes located in the former collective farm villages could be adapted to unusual multifunc-
tional activities. However, the number of such samples to be adapted has to be insignificant and 
they have to be located not far from the main regional centres. It is considered that the greater 
number of such centres could not be sufficiently effective within a limited domestic market.

ReferencesBaležentis A. Kaimo vietovių raida ir modeliai: 
darnaus vystymo požiūris [Management theo-
ry and studies for rural business and infrastruc-
ture development] 2011; 2 (26): 1-9. (Accessed 
18 Nevember 2016). Available at: http://etal-
pykla.lituanistikadb.lt/fedora/objects/LT-LDB-
0001:J.04~2011~1367175156724/datastreams/
DS.002.0.01.ARTIC/content

Bielinskis F., Stanevičius St. Lietuvos TSR žemės 
ūkio gyvenvietes kuriantieji veiksniai ir jų reikšmė 
praktikoje [Developing factors of Lithuanian SSR’s 
agricultural settlements and their significance in 
practice]. Lietuvos TSR architektūros klausimai, 
1966; 3: 5-18.

Blaževičius K. Lietuvos kaimo pertvarkymas 1946 
– 1970 metais [Reorganization of the Lithuanian 
village in 1946 - 1970]. Lietuvos TSR architektūros 
klausimai, 1976; 5(1): 4-35.

Bučas J. Lietuvos kaimo kraštovaizdžio raida ir is-
torinės vertybės. Vilnius: Mokslas; 1988.

Bučas J. Kraštotvarkos pagrindai. Kaunas: Tech-
nologija; 2001.

Butkevičius I. Lietuvos socialistinio kaimo gyvenvie-
čių formavimasis, 1952-1978. Vilnius: Mokslas; 1980.

Gricius V. Lietuvos vienkieminės apgyvendinimo 
sistemos likvidavimo raida 1967-1985 metais [Devel-
opment of the Lithuanian farmsteads accommodation 
system liquidation 1967-1985]. Urbanistinis ir rajoninis 
planavimas, Vilnius: Mokslas; 1990; 16: 16-36.

Kriaučiūnas E., Krupickaitė D., Pociūtė-Sereikienė G., 
Ubarevičienė R. Lietuvos kaimo gyvenviečių funkcijų 
kaitos regioninės ypatybė […] Geografijos metraštis, 
2014; 47: 1-18. (Accessed 10 September 2016). Avail-
able at: http://www.gamtostyrimai.lt/uploads/pub-
lications/docs/11800_ab0f408b75b6474d240da2ff-
358c457b.pdf

Lietuvos TSR administracinio teritorinio suskirsty-
mo žinynas [The Administrative Territorial Break-

down Guide of the Republic of the Soviet Lithuania]. 
Vilnius: Mintis; 1972; 2: 396.

Lietuvos TSR kaimo gyventojų aptarnavimo įstaigų 
ir įmonių išsidėstymo schemos [The scheme of 
distribution of the establishments for maintenance 
and services for the population in the rural areas of 
the Republic of the Soviet Socialist Lithuania]. 1986-
1989. Respublikinis žemėtvarkos projektavimo in-
stitutas. Kauno Žemėtvarkos skyrius.

Mardosa J. Lietuvos gyvenvietės ir kaimai 1976–
2006 m: demografinis tyrimas [Lithuanian rural 
settlements and Villages 1976-2006: Demograph-
ic study]. III-oji nacionalinė mokslinė konferencija, 
Kaimas Lietuvos istorijoje: kraštovaizdis, ben-
druomenė, gyvenimo būdas, 2007 gruodžio 7. Li-
etuvos edukologijos universitetas; 2007; 62-70.

Milius J. Valstybės kryžkelės ir žemės reformos 
[State Crossroads and Land Reforms]. Mokslas ir 
gyvenimas, 1998; 4: 3-4.

Šešelgis K. Žemės Ūkio gyvenviečių optimalių dy-
džių klausimu [On the optimal size of agricultural 
settlements]. Lietuvos TSR architektūros klausima, 
1964; 5(2): 117-125.

Šešelgis K. Lietuvos kaimo gyvenviečių tipologijos 
klausimai [Typology issues of Lithuanian rural set-
tlements]. Urbanistika ir rajoninis planavimas, Vilni-
us: Mokslas; 1991; 17: 84-59.

Šešelgis K. Teritorijų planavimo raida Lietuvoje 
[Development of Territorial Planning in Lithuania]. 
Urbanistika ir architektūra, 1996; 1: 4-28.

Šešelgis K. Lietuvos TSR gyvenviečių tipai [Lithua-
nian SSR types of settlements]. Statyba ir architek-
tūra, 1961; 1: 187-205.

Šešelgis K. Apie Lietuvos TSR gyvenviečių tinklą ir 
jo tyrimų metodiką [About the methodology of Lith-
uanian SSR residential networks research]. Statyba 
ir architektūra, 1996; 2: 181-207.

http://www.miestai.net/forumas/showthread.
php?t=12143 (Accessed 10 September 2016).



Journal of Sustainable Architecture and Civil Engineering 2017/2/19
28

DEIVIDAS MARCINKEVIČIUS

Master student

Kaunas University of Technology, Faculty of Civil 
Engineering and Architecture, Departament of 
Architecture and Urbanism

Main research area

Protected rural landscapes

Address

Studentu 48, LT-51367 Kaunas, Lithuania
Tel. +370451546
E-mail: deividas.marcinkevicius@ktu.lt

About the 
authors

VILMA KARVELYTĖ BALBIERIENĖ

Assoc. Professor

Kaunas University of Technology, Faculty of Civil 
Engineering and Architecture, Departament of 
Architecture and Urbanism

Main research area

Protection of cultural heritage; research of small 
towns and ethnographic villages 

Address

Studentu 48, LT-51367 Kaunas, Lithuania
Tel. +37068236358
E-mail: vilma.karvelyte_balbieriene@ktu.lt


