
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Eiropas Savienǭbas StruktȊrfondu tematiskǕ izvǛrtǛġana 

 
 

 
 

EIROPAS SAVIENǬBAS STRUKTȉRFONDU  

2004.-2006.GADA PLǔNOĠANAS PERIODǔ 

APSTIPRINǔTO PROJEKTU  

IETEKME UZ REǤIONǔLO ATTǬSTǬBU LATVIJǔ 
 

 

IZVǚRTǚJUMA ZIǹOJUMS  
 

 

 

 

 

 

PasȊtǭtǕjs:  

 

LR Finanġu ministrija  

Smilġu iela 1, Rǭga, LV ï 1919 

 

IzpildǭtǕjs: 

 

SIA ĂPKCò 

Paġvaldǭbu konsultǕciju centrs 

M.Pils iela 1, Rǭga, LV 1050 

Reǥ.Nr. 40003376414 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Rǭga, 2008.gada augusts 

 

 
 

 

PKC 



SIA ĂPKCò, 2008.gada augusts  2 

 

SATURA RǔDǬTǔJS 
 

Kopsavilkums angǸu valodǕ 3 

Kopsavilkums 21 

SaǭsinǕjumi 24 

Ievads 25 

1. ReǥionǕlǕ attǭstǭba un reǥionǕlǕ politika LatvijǕ 27 

1.1.  ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas rǕdǭtǕju dinamika 27 

1.2. ReǥionǕlǕ politika 35 

2. IzvǛrtǛġanas metodoloǥija 39 

3. VPD (2004-2006) un reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas savstarpǛjǕ sasaiste 43 

3.1. ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas jautǕjumi VPD 43 

3.2. VPD prioritǕtes un finansǛjums 44 

3.3. VPD pasǕkumu ǭstenoġana Latvijas teritorijǕs 47 

4. VPD prioritǕġu aktivitǕġu finansǛjums reǥionos 49 

4.1. 1.prioritǕte 49 

4.2. 2.prioritǕte 53 

4.3. 3.prioritǕte 62 

4.4. 4.prioritǕte 65 

4.5. VPD finansǛjuma sadalǭjums pa plǕnoġanas reǥioniem 72 

5.  VPD un ilgtspǛjǭga attǭstǭba 76 

6. ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas komponente VPD ǭstenoġanǕ 78 

6.1. VPD prioritǕġu un plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas mǛrǵu savstarpǛjǕ 

sasaiste 

78 

6.2. ES SF Vadǭbas informǕcijas sistǛma 81 

6.3. TeritoriǕlie kritǛriji vǛrtǛġanas vadlǭnijǕs 83 

6.4. Atbalsta intensitǕtes diferencǛġana 85 

6.5. ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas horizontǕlǕs prioritǕtes atspoguǸojums 1.lǭmeǺa 

starpniekinstitȊciju pusgada ziǺojumos 

86 

6.6. ReǥionǕlo aktivitǕti veicinoġas institȊciju darbǭbas 87 

6.7. VPD iznǕkuma rǕdǭtǕji 88 

7. SecinǕjumi un priekġlikumi 90 

7.1. ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas tendences 90 

7.2. ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas komponente VPD 92 

7.3. Nozǭmǭgums 94 

7.4. RezultativitǕte 99 

7.5. EfektivitǕte 100 

7.6. Ietekme 103 

7.7. IlgtspǛjǭba 104 

Izmantoto avotu saraksts 106 

Pielikumi  

1. ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas rǕdǭtǕji Latvijas teritorijǕs 

2. AktivitǕtes ar teritoriǕlu ietekmi VPD prioritǕtǛs 

3. Pieġǵirtais finansǛjums aktivitǕtǛs, pasǕkumos, prioritǕtǛs un kopǕ sadalǭjumǕ pa 

reǥioniem 

4. InformǕcija par plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas dokumentiem analizǛtajǕ plǕnoġanas periodǕ 

5. ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas horizontǕlǕ prioritǕte 1.lǭmeǺa starpniekinstitȊciju pusgada ziǺojumi 

6. IznǕkuma rǕdǭtǕju apkopojums pa prioritǕtǛm no 2.lǭmeǺa starpniekinstitȊciju 2008.gada I 

ceturkġǺa ziǺojumiem 

 



SIA ĂPKCò, 2008.gada augusts  3 

 

SUMMARY  
 

THE EVALUATION OF IMPACT OF THE EU STRUCTURAL FUNDS ON 

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT IN LATVIA  

 

In order to evaluate the use of EU SF funding in accordance with Single Programme 

Document and the efficiency of structural funds management, the Managing 

Authority (Ministry of Finance) organizes thematic evaluation on SPD priorities and 

activities. 

 

The objective of this evaluation is to analyse the impact of projects approved under 

EU SF (2004-2006) on regional development in Latvia. 

 

The evaluation report consists of seven chapters. First chapter contains background 

information on regional development and regional policy in Latvia. Second chapter 

explains the methodology used in evaluation. Third chapter is devoted to regional 

development aspects within SPD. Fourth chapter contains the analysis of current 

situation of the implementation of SPD activities. In this chapter each activity is 

analysed in breakdown by planning regions and finally all activities of all four 

priorities are summed up. In the fifth chapter all activities of SPD are divided in to 

groups according their influence to sustainable development. Sixth chapter describes 

territorial factors within implementation of SPD. Final seventh chapter consists of 

conclusions and recommendations. All data and calculations are included in Annexes 

of the report.   

 

The evaluation reports is prepared by the ñMunicipal Consulting Centre Ltdò(ñPKCò) 

and the project manager of this evaluation is dr.oec. Inga Vilka (director of ñPKCò, 

assistant professor of the University of Latvia of the Public administration 

department). 

 

 

Breakdown of EU SF public financing by planning regions 

 

According to the Financial plan the total planned financing for implementation of 

SPD is 857ô236ô907 EUR, where 625ô568ô826 EUR are the funding of EU SF and 

231ô668ô081 EUR ï Latvian public funding
1
.  

 

Commited financing of the territorial activities forms 88,7% from total committed 

public financing within four priorities. There is a very high proportion of territorial 

activities in the 1st, 2nd and 4th priority, whereas the 3rd priority contains a high 

proportion of national scale activities.  

                                                 
1
 http://www.esfondi.lv 

 

http://www.esfondi.lv/
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Picture 1. Total public financing of SPD activities and the financing of territorial activities within 
priorities 

 

 
 

There are five planning regions in Latvia. Within this evaluation the breakdown of 

public financing by planning regions is analyzed in four priorities.  
 

Picture 2. Breakdown of public financing of SPD by planning regions  

 
 

The analysis reflects that the majority of total amount of public financing is 

committed to Riga region (43%), but the least ï to Latgale region (9%).  

 

There is a direct coherence between total committed financing and socioeconomic 

development level in regions ï more developed region attracts more funding. 
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Picture 3. Commitment of public financing of SPD by priorities in planning regions  

 
 

The analysis of committed financing per capita shows the situation in comparing 

amounts. Average committed financing in Latvia is 296 LVL per capita. Largest 

amount of committed financing per capita is in Kurzeme region (380 LVL), but least - 

in Latgale region (166 LVL). Difference between the largest and the least is 2.3 times.  
 

Picture 4. Committed public financing per 1000 capita in territorial activities by planning regions  
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CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMM ENDATIONS 
 

REGIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  TREND  
Conclusions 

 

Justification Recommendations 

1. Major disparities within socio - economic 

development level between different territories of 

Latvia exist for a long period. 

Comparing five planning regions, as well as 33 

administrative territories by statistical data 

reflecting socio economic situation and their 

dynamics shows that all together the disparities 

among the strongest and weakest territories do not 

decrease, on the contrary ï they increase.  

If the regional policy guidelines are not abolished 

or the goals modified, the regional development 

component needs to be integrated into all 

development planning documents of the state, 

sectors and separate territories as a real principle 

(not formal and demonstrative) and needs to be 

taken into account by implementation. 3 

 

When defining the regional development goals, 

Ministry of Regional Development and Local 

Governments (hereinafter ï MoRDLG) needs to 

indicate concrete instruments for achieving these 

goals. If there is no new regional policy 

formulated in this moment, instruments for 

achieving the goals stated in current guidelines 

need to be determined. In opposite ï it needs to be 

stated in different state, EU funding and other 

international finance programmes, if it is related to 

regional development and to which goal 

specifically. The expected outcome in the country 

needs to be determined as well as its territorial 

division (approximate, indicative). 2 

 

2. The development indicators within the last years 

show that the development of Riga region has 

been much more rapid than in other regions, and 

thus the region keeps its significant dominant over 

other regions. 

Changes in the number of inhabitants, GDP per 

capita, number of economically active 

entrepreneurs and enterprises per 1000 inhabitants, 

dynamics of territorial development index. 

3. Latgale region remarkably lags behind the Riga 

region and other Latvian regions, as well as 

countryôs average indicators. 

Latgale region shows slow growth of the socio 

economic development level (GDP, 

unemployment); however it is the least developed 

region in most of socio economic development 

indicators. The decrease of population in Latgale 

is one of the most crucial obstacles in 

development. 

4. The development indicators within the last years 

show that the socio economic indicators of 

Kurzeme, Vidzeme and Zemgale regions become 

closer. That is happening as the increase tempo of 

Kurzeme region indicators is slowing down, 

whereas the two other regions are developing 

more rapidly. In some indicators Vidzeme region 

has overtaken Zemgale region.  
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5. In total Latvia remarkably lags behind the 

average development level of Europe. Also the 

Riga region development indicators lag behind the 

European Union and especially other European 

metropolitan regions. It is actual for Latvia to 

develop the whole country territory and to bring it 

nearer to the average European level, however the 

least developed territories in Latvia should be 

stimulated with more specific instruments.  

 

Comparison of average EU GDP and GDP in 

separate countries to Latviaôs GDP. Although after 

establishment of EU-27 Latvia has improved its 

position in relation to the average EU indicator, 

the comparison in absolute numbers and 

comparison to most developed countries show that 

the development level in Latvia is not satisfying.  

 

6. The regional policy in Latvia is too general. It 

lacks a concrete implementation mechanism.  

After reading the planning documents and reports 

of the MoRDLG, which is the state authority 

responsible for the regional policy, it is not clear 

with which instruments will the goals stated in 

policy guidelines be achieved. There is no praxis 

yet to evaluate the results of regional policy. 

However the statistical data show increasing 

territorial differences and therefore a conclusion 

can be made that there is no drive towards one of 

the most important goals of regional policy.  
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REGIONAL  DEVELOPMENT  COMPONENT  WITHIN  SPD 
Conclusions 

 

Justification Recommendations for the next 

periods 

NSRF (2007.-2013.) 

1. SPD (2004-2006) cannot be 

evaluated as a targeted national 

regional policy document and it 

has also not been foreseen to have 

such a role. 

Within SPD regional 

development aspects are 

included, but at the same time 

it has been set that SPD is not 

a plan foreseeing to improve 

the problems of differences in 

socio economic development 

level among territories of 

Latvia.  

Target indicators by 

territories are not set within 

SPD. 

By defining tools (instruments) of the 

regional development policy, 

MoRDLG should provide suggestions 

which and to what extent goals of 

regional development policy should 

be reached with the support of EU 

structural funds. If it is foreseen, 

appropriate resultative indicators by 

territories should be elaborated. 2 

 

Two horizontal priorities in the NSRF (2007-

2013) ï ĂBalanced territorial developmentò 

and ĂInternational Competitiveness of Riga 

Cityò need to be applied by planning and 

implementing the EU funds activities, as well 

as the indicators for monitoring these 

horizontal priorities. Thus the regional policy 

goals stated in the Regional policy guidelines 

are incorporated into NSRF.  

 The regulation no.419 by Cabinet of 

Ministers (26.06.2007) set the order, how the 

institutions involved in management of EU SF 

and Cohesion Fund provide preparing 

planning documents and implement these 

funds. Point 3.3. states that MoRDLG is 

responsible for coordination of above 

mentioned horizontal priorities. 

Impact of each measure and activity on 

implementing these horizontal priorities and 

the implementationôs territorial principles are 

set in NSRF OPs and Programme 

Complements (hereinafter ï PC). 

MoRDLG has elaborated methodology for 

implementing the horizontal priorities of 

balanced territorial development and 

international competitiveness of Riga City 

(hereinafter ï methodology). The 

methodology should provide a unified 

approach for integrating the goals and 

2. Within the SPD implementation 

system, there is a Management 

Information System (MIS) 

planned, reflecting operational 

information about supported 

projects in Latvia and allowing to 

analyse the data. However the 

centrally accessible information 

about the SPD implementation is 

incomplete, as in this period the 

system fails to provide resultative 

measures by territories.   

Also some technical problems 

appear, including insufficient 

communication of system 

administrators to the users. 

 

In order to carry out the 

territorial analysis, the 

necessary data from MIS 

need to be regrouped by 

taking into account the 

territorial scale of each 

activity.  

The Managing Authority needs to 

improve the EU SF MIS in order to 

provide more correct and precies 

information about the implementation 

of the plan by territories.3 

It is important for MIS to provide the 

data by territories.3 

It is advised for MIS to deal with 

regional data division by using six 

statistics regions (NUTS 3) and 

national scale projects instead of 

using five planning regions and 

national scale projects.  
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3. The monitoring of territorial 

differences foreseen in SPD has 

been performed by 1st level 

Intermediate Bodies in their semi- 

annual reports. Overall this 

monitoring is very formal. There 

are only some positive exceptions 

(Ministry of Welfare, Ministry of 

Health), which have analysed the 

situation in relation to territories. 

 

Analysis of the chapter 

ĂHorizontal prioritiesò in the 

semi-annual report of the 1st 

level Intermediate Bodies.  

In the regular monitoring reports 

institutions need to indicate if and to 

what extent their activity is targeted 

to a horizontal priority of regional 

development. Actions for its 

implementation need to be indicated, 

(for example, criteria in guidelines, 

differentiation of the support 

intensity, territorial quotas), the 

division of the allocated funding and 

expected results by territories. 3 

principles of the horizontal priorities in the 

process of planning, implementing and 

monitoring the EU funds, thus fostering the 

realization of regional policy goals. 

Methodology defines the goals of priorities 

and creates mechanisms for their 

implementation (i.e. evaluation of activityôs 

impact on implementing horizontal priority, 

application of territorial principle ï specific, 

territory-targeted activity, specific project 

evaluation criteria, differentiated co-financing 

rate or territorial quota). Mechanism is set also 

for monitoring the implementation of these 

activities.  

In order to estimate the contribution of EU 

funds activities in fostering balanced 

development, an agreement was concluded 

among responsible institutions about support 

planning and monitoring by territories, where 

indicators according to the planning regions 

were set for each OP action line and activity. 

 

4. Lack of the unified information 

system composing the information 

about the implementation of 

different (national and EU) 

development programmes is the 

obstacle for the thorough situation 

analysis of their implementation in 

territories of Latvia. 

The implementation of SPD, 

Rural Development Plan, 

Cohesion Fund, state regional 

development support 

instruments and other 

development programmes is 

not analyzed in integrated 

(unified) system. 

MoRDLG (in the framework of the 

planned Regional development 

monitoring and evaluation system) 

should provide the gathering and the 

evaluation of the mentioned 

information by territories for the time 

period till 2008 (inclusive), by 

including only input indicators. Input 

and output indicators should be 

gathered by starting the 

implementation of period 2007-2013.  

At the same time other state 

institutions should provide 

accessibility of their information 

systems for the needs of Monitoring 

and evaluation system of regional 

development.3 
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SIGNIFICANCE  

The significance of EU Structural Funds support for the planning regions of Latvia and territorial cohesion 

 

Conclusions Justification Recommendations NSRF (2007.-2013.) 

1. SPD is important tool for the 

development of the whole 

country. 

The amount of SPD funding in 

comparison to different budget 

positions and other development 

programmes shows its significance in 

development of Latvia in period 2004 -

2006.  

It was confirmed by the thematic 

evaluation about the macroeconomic 

impact of EU funds made by BICEPS in 

2008.  

During the next planning period one 

of the most important development 

tools will be implemented by EU 

funding within the framework of 

NSRF and Rural Development 

Strategy. Therefore it is important 

that these documents and their 

subdocuments (like NSRF 

Operation Programmes (hereinafter 

ï OP) and Activity Regulations) 

incorporate the principles of 

national regional development, 

which should be formulated by 

MoRDLG. 3 

 

MoRDLG has elaborated the methodology 

for implementing horizontal priorities ï 

balanced territorial development and 

international competitiveness in Riga City 

ï into NSRF.  

2. SPD has a major role in 

regional development or 

development of separate 

territories of Latvia. 

88,7% of SPD planned funding is 

allocated to territorial activities, which 

result in concrete territories, thus having 

impact on their development. 

3. SPD promotes the 

development of Specially 

Assisted territories (less 

developed territories). 

One of the main regional development 

tools (instrument) in Latvia - The 

development programme of Specially 

Assisted territories - has been continued 

by integrating it into SPD in the form of 

grant scheme. The average financing for 

this programme with the support of EU 

SF per year considerably exceeds the 

funding available from the Regional 

Fund in the last years (in the framework 

of SPD those were nine million lats, 

whereas before it was appr. one million 

lats from Regional Fund). 

It is recommended to continue 

special activities for Specially 

Assisted territories.2 

An activity ñCo-financing to the 

Investments in Micro and Small-sized 

Enterprises Operating in the Specially 

Assisted Areasò within the OP 

ñEntrepreneurship and Innovationsò will 

be implemented (under Ministry of 

Economics). 
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4. Municipalities with the 

lower development level are 

promoted to implement EU 

structural funds projects (in 

specific SPD activities). This 

opportunity is to certain extent 

targeted towards reducing 

regional disparities. 

Regulation of Cabinet of Ministers no. 

124 (02.03.2004) defines the process of 

provision of subsidy from the State 

Budget to municipalities for the 

implementation of projects supported 

by SPD programmes. The Territorial 

development index is being used for 

determining the volume of the subsidy; 

all together municipalities can receive 

up to 60% of the needed national 

funding. Municipalities are ranked into 

five groups, and as the Territorial 

development index is higher, as smaller 

is the subsidy from state budget. 

3. It is suggested in next planning 

period to continue differentiation of 

the support depending on the 

development level of 

municipalities. 2 

4. MoRDLG should elaborate 

methodology for estimating the 

territorial development index, by 

taking into account the results of 

Administrative territorial reform. 2 

MoRDLG has elaborated Regulation of 

Cabinet of Ministers, which defines the 

estimation and application of territorial 

development index to local and district 

municipalities, as well as planning 

regions. Another Regulation defines the 

process of provision of subsidy from the 

State Budget to municipalities for the 

implementation of projects supported by 

EU SF and CF.  

After approval of above mentioned 

regulations, the regulation no.124 

(02.03.2004) will become invalid. 

 

5. There is coherence between 

the division of the total 

funding of SPD four priorities 

and the socio economic 

development level of the 

region 

The most developed region (Riga 

region) has attracted the biggest 

funding, least developed region (Latgale 

region) ï the smallest funding. 

Therefore a direct coherence between 

the attracted amount of funding and 

Territorial development index exists.  

MoRDLG should state in the 

regional policy, if the 

implementation of NSRFD is to 

reduce the territorial disparities. 2 

 

 

 
6. Due to the implementation 

of the SPD, Kurzeme region, 

Vidzeme region un Zemgale 

region can increase their 

development level close to the 

development level of Riga 

region. 

Within the SPD the amount of EU SF 

funding per capita differs in regions - 

Kurzeme region, Vidzeme region and 

Zemgale region receive more than Riga 

region and Latgale region. 



SIA ĂPKCò, 2008.gada augusts  12 

 

7. The projects funded by EU 

SF (2004-2006) within the 

framework of SPD will 

increase the difference in 

development level between the 

less developed region ï 

Latgale and other regions. 

In total Latgale region received the 

smallest funding both in absolute and 

relative numbers. 

 

8. The activity of project 

applicants differs by territories 

because of different subjective 

and objective factors. 

The activity of project applicants 

depends on the existing experience and 

professional competence, as well as 

interest and activity of staff involved. 

There are cases when the activity of 

project applicants of one SPD activity 

in particular territory has increased 

because of larger number of potential 

project applicants (target group) or 

problems to be solved by this SPD 

activity is crucial. 

Planning regions should evaluate 

the Project pass-rates within 

activities, and analyse, in which 

activity the pass-rate has been the 

lowest and accordingly organize 

stimulating activities, for example, 

distribute additional information, 

consult, analyze the mistakes and 

the best practice. 2 



SIA ĂPKCò, 2008.gada augusts  13 

 

9. In overall, the differentiation 

of the support intensity is not 

enough applied within the SPD 

activities.   

Activities, where the 

differentiation has been 

applied, have been marked as 

having a positive impact to the 

stimulation of regional projects 

outside Riga. 

 

The differentiation of the support 

intensity is foreseen: 

- In projects of municipalities 

depending on the territorial 

development level in accordance to 

Regulation of Cabinet of Ministers, 

- In some activities of Rural Support 

Service depending on advantageous and 

disadvantageous territories, 

- From 2006, in some Grant Schemes of 

Latvian Investment and Development 

Agency (LIDA) depending on the 

territory (in Riga least portion of 

support intensity). 

Institutions responsible for 

preparing the activity guidelines, 

should foresee wider support 

intensity differentiation by 

territorial development level or 

some other territory related 

indicator. It is advised to consult 

with MoRDLG in regards to this 

matter. 2 

It is advised for Ministry of 

Economics to foresee the support 

intensity differentiation in the 

activities supporting Specially 

Assisted territories (especially 

because the assisted territories 

cover a very large territory). 2 

 

Ministry of Economy has elaborated 

Regulation no.798 (20.11.2007) of 

Cabinet of Ministers for implementing 

activity ñCo-financing to the Investments 

in Micro and Small-sized Enterprises 

Operating in the Specially Assisted Areasò 

within the OP ñEntrepreneurship and 

Innovationsò. Its annex no.6 ñEvaluation 

criteria for project applicationsò contains a 

criterion that gives points according to the 

scale of territorial development index. The 

most points are given for the projects 

handed in by entrepreneurs from Specially 

Assisted Territories with lower territory 

development index.  

Rural Development Programme 2007-

2013 and Action Programme for 

implementing support of Financial 

Instrument for Fisheries Guidance also 

contain specific project evaluation criteria, 

which give forehand to projects from 

territory with lower development index or 

for agricultural activities in 

disadvantegous territories. There is also 

differentiation for support rate foreseen by 

application of the division in territorial 

development index groups. 
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10. The representation in 

regions of institutions involved 

in administration of EU SF 

affect positively the activity of 

final beneficiaries and project 

applicants. 

The experience of Rural Support 

Service, State Employment Agency, 

Central Finance and Contracting 

Agency shows that the Project 

applicants and final beneficiaries use 

the possibility to hand in the documents 

as close as possible to where they live 

(work). In the opinion of the planning 

regions representatives it would be 

useful to provide regional operation of 

LIDA.  

It is advised to consider a 

possibility to establish regional 

units also for other institutions. Not 

necessarily there should be a branch 

office in each region, whereas a 

special attention should be paid to 

Latgale region as it the remarkably 

weakest region and the most further 

from Riga (centre). Therefore it is 

advised to establish a branch office 

of LIDA i n Latgale region. 2 

 

 

 

 

EFFICIENCY   

Is it possible to reach the planned results (in accordance to indicators set) by the available resources 

 

Conclusions 

 

Justification Suggestions  

1. Target indicators set in SPD and in PC do not 

describe the development of planning regions, 

but the development of the whole country. 

Wherewith the forecast about the achieving the 

targets of indicators can be made for whole the 

country. 

Any of target indicators in SPD and in PC are not set by 

territories, but about whole country. 
Target indicators by territories should be 

set in the monitoring reports of the 

implementation of NSRF (not necessarily 

all of the indicators). 3 
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EFFECTIVENESS  

To what extent regional development can be promoted by available resources (funding)  

Conclusions 

 

Justification Suggestions 

1. Regional development planning documents in 

the period of 2004-2006 are overall and wide. 

Regions have not defined a limited number of 

targeted priorities. 

Positive changes in the future might be reached by 

strengthening the status of planning regions, as 

well as the guidelines for preparation of territorial 

strategies made in the framework of MoRDLG 

and OECD LEED Programme.  

Most of the regional planning documents include 

wide set of priorities to avoid the situation that 

support provided in any of fields are not in 

accordance to regional planning documents. 

As the solution, after the approval of planning 

document, regions should define limited set 

(number) of priorities (measures and 

activities). Or within the limits set ranges for 

measures and activities ï e.g. very significant, 

significant and not so significant. 

Accordingly, all SPD activities include one 

project assessment criteria (number of points) 

related to development priorities defined by 

regions. 2 

 

2. Due to the different composition of regional 

planning documents (in different regions) it is hard 

to compare them with each other and with SPD. 

There is no regulation on the unified composition 

for regional planning documents. 

3. In general priorities and measures set by regions 

in planning documents (which have different 

structure) comply with SPD priorities. 

All of the regional planning documents include 

such priorities as the socio economic development, 

the human resource development, infrastructure, 

living environment and rural development, etc. 

 

4. The analysis of the measures of regional 

planning documents (operational level) shows that 

most of the measures can be supported and 

promoted by SPD, but there is also a set of 

measures of planning regions that cannot be 

supported by SPD. 

All planning regions have issued the need for more 

funding for the development of transport 

infrastructure. Housing as one of crucial problems 

have not been addressed  

In the fields that are not supported by SPD but 

should be promoted to stimulate regional 

development planning regions should seek for 

(attract) another support instruments (tools), 

concentrate local resources or attract private 

investments (initiatives).2 

5. Priorities of regions differ. Riga region points the necessity for more funding 

for HRD infrastructure development, in particular 

crucial is a lack of investments in pre-school 

educational institutions.  

Kurzeme, Zemgale and Latgale regions have 

marked the lack of investments in the business 

Specifically targeted measures/ activities for each 

of the planning regions (based of precise, targeted 

and narrow set of priorities) could be considered. 

For example, the support to the development of 

business related infrastructure is actual necessity 

outside Riga, but construction of pre ï educational 
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related public infrastructure (e.g. business, 

technological and industrial parks, business 

incubators). The development of the Public ï 

private partnership should be promoted by SPD. 

Lack of funding in health care infrastructure has 

been issued by Zemgale region. Vidzeme region 

has planned to attract more funding for tourism 

and Latgale region highlights the necessity of 

promotion of the development of international 

airport within the region. 

institutions for children (kindergartens) are actual 

necessity for Riga region.2 

6. National programmes are a tool how to ensure 

strict division of support by territories or to 

particular territories targeted support. 

Within this planning period some National 

Programmes include division of financing by 

planning regions (in few it is equally divided by 

planning regions). 

SPD activities that should ensure justified 

territorial division should be implemented by 

National Programmes and the territorial division 

of financing should be justified by the comparison 

of needs.2 

7. Project evaluation criteria do not assure the 

application of regional development aspects.  
Assessing the regional development aspects 

(components) included in project evaluation 

criteria, they are formal and overall in most of 

SPD activities. There are some exceptions ï e.g. 

SPD activity no 1.3.2. 

Thematic evaluation of horizontal priorities was 

carried out by Ernst&Young in 2007.  

It is suggested to include more territory related 

criteria in guidelines.3 

 

8. It is considerable as good that the cooperation 

between planning regions (development agencies 

and since 2007 ï administrations) and national 

institutions in management of EU SF increase. 

It has been express by the representatives of 

planning regions and national institutions. The 

regional EU SF information centres supported by 

TA will promote this cooperation. 

To ensure the cooperation between representatives 

of planning regions and national institutions, and 

to continue the representation of planning regions 

in the Monitoring committee. 3 

9. Although the status of planning regions 

becomes more certain, it will be complicated for 

planning regions (administrations) to implement 

EU SF projects in future (especially the ones of 

bigger scale).  

The status is not clear enough. Small amount of 

own resources, which doesnôt allow to take credit 

for pre-financing or to ensure the co-financing in 

projects. Municipalities are not interested in co-

financing regional institutions.  

Regional scale projects can be more efficient than 

local projects, if similar activities are to be 

implemented in wider territory (like activity 

1.3.2.), as the administrative costs can be saved. In 

future regions should be able to implement 

regional scale projects for municipalities. 2 
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10. One of the initial obstacles for municipalities 

to implement EU structural funds projects more 

actively was preïfinancing principle. 

Municipalities had to borrow complying with 

overall rules. Positive changes have been made in 

the regulations, and thus municipalities can 

operatively and successfully borrow accordingly 

to their yearôs credit limit.  

 

According to the changes in legislation, the 

lending requests are evaluated in the Control and 

Monitoring Council of Municipal Lending and 

Guarantee in a prior sequence, and only for those 

municipalities, whose projects are already 

approved. 

 

To keep and strengthen the system, that approved 

projects receive lending without out of turn.3 

 

 

IMPACT   

EU structural funds impact on balanced territorial development and development of whole Latvia 

 

Conclusions Justification Suggestions 
1. SPD activities in 2004-2006 have significant 

macroeconomic impact, and an overall positive 

impact to Latviaôs development.  

Thematic evaluation by BICEPS about the 

macroeconomic impact evaluation of EU 

structural funds.  

 

2. Implementation of SPD increases differences 

between the weakest Latgale region and other 

planning regions. 

It is assumed that SPD financing in comparable 

amount (amount of financing per capita) is closely 

related to the impact on the development level of 

territory ï more financing per capita, faster 

growth in development level.  

The national planning documents, including those 

related to use of EU SF funding, should contain more 

specific regional activities, use the principle of 

support intensity differentiation more widely and 

include territory related criteria in the project 

evaluation criteria.2 
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3.No SPD activity foresees use of planning 

region quotas, however those could be useful in 

the case of clear regional policy.  

 

Central Statistical Bureau carried out a survey to 

the Heads of municipalities in 2007. The answers 

to the question if the territorial quotas were useful 

by implementation of Public Investment 

Programme, were following: 

Yes ï planning regions ï 9,5%; 

Yes ï districts ï 25,5%; 

Yes ï local municipalities ï 55,4%; 

No ï not needed ï 7,7%. 

Territorial quotas whether per planning or statistical 

regions should be used in activities, where certain 

results by territories are expected. 

Taking into account the implementation of 

Administrative territorial reform, small territorial 

quotas are not recommended. The division of quotas 

should be well justified. At the current regional policy 

quotas should be allocated by following principles: 

 as equal as possible the absolute support for all 

regions; 

 bigger support for the region with the weakest 

standing in the activity; 

 bigger support for the weakest region in total; 

 bigger support for the region where the activity is 

of highest priority; 

 bigger support for the region, which previously 

has received the smallest funding in similar 

activities.2 
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SUSTAINABILITY   

Will the sustainable development of Latvia be ensured by projects supported within SPD 

 

Conclusions Justification Suggestions 
1. EU structural funds ensure 

sustainable development, 

however the possibilities to 

promote sustainability in the 

development have been used 

insufficiently.  More 

sustainable activities would 

provide more stable 

development of Latvia in 

future. 

Dividing all SPD activities in those that strongly 

promote sustainability and those that do not, in 

accordance to total planned amount of financing (plan 

of 1 January 2006), 58% of total planned public 

financing compose activities that strongly promotes 

sustainability and 42% that do not promote sustainable 

development directly. 

The development planning documents supported by EU SF or 

national funding should include more activities that strongly 

promote sustainability.2 

Within measures under Priority 2 more emphasis should be on the 

development of innovations, creation of new enterprises (financial 

instruments for start - ups) and development of infrastructure. 

However there is low demand by financial beneficiaries (enterprises) 

for the support in the field of the innovations and shared equipment 

(laboratories) development. Provision of support measures 

(programmes) for development of business environment (business 

support centres, business incubators, business and technology parks 

etc.) instead the direct support (grants) to enterprises could be 

envisaged. Thereto territorial differences within the supply market of 

business support services should be taken into account. 

For instance, there is no need for business support centers in Riga, 

whereas the creation of them is important in Latgale, Zemgale, 

Vidzeme and Kurzeme regions in order to develop business 

environment in these regions. 

Under Priority 3 more emphases should be put on the activities 

related to researches and development (improvement) of training 

programmes. 
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2. The proportion of activities 

promoting sustainability under 

priorities differs. The major 

part of activities promoting 

sustainability is under Priority 

1 and least part of such 

activities is under Priority 4. 

The proportion of activities under priorities strongly 

promoting sustainable development is as follows: 

Priority 1 ï 100%; 

Priority 2 ï 37% 

Priority 3 ï 61%; 

Priority 4 ï 12% 

Under Priority 4 more emphases should be on the development of 

rural and port infrastructure development. 

 



KOPSAVILKUMS   

 
Kopġ Latvijas iestǕġanǕs Eiropas SavienǭbǕ 2004.gada maijǕ Latvijai pieejams 

ievǛrojams apjoms ES fondu lǭdzekǸu. ES struktȊrfondu lǭdzekǸu pieġǵǭrums un 

nozǭmǭgǕkǕ daǸa publisko investǭciju un atbalsta tiek ǭstenoti Latvijas Attǭstǭbas plǕna 

jeb VienotǕ programmdokumenta (MǛrǵa 1 programmas 2004.-2006.gadam) ietvaros 

(turpmǕk VPD). SaskaǺǕ ar Finanġu plǕnu kopǛjais plǕnotais finansǛjums VPD 

ǭstenoġanai ir 602 469 527 LVL, no tǕ 439 652 273 LVL  ir ES SF finansǛjums un 162 

817 254 LVL ir Latvijas publiskais finansǛjums
2
. 

 

AttiecǭbǕ uz teritoriǕlo ietekmi visas VPD aktivitǕtes (apakġaktivitǕtes) var sagrupǛt 

divǕs grupǕs: 

- AktivitǕtes, kurǕm ir nacionǕla mǛroga darbǭbas rezultǕts; 

- AktivitǕtes, kurǕm darbǭbas rezultǕts izpauģas konkrǛtǕ teritorijǕ (teritoriǕlǕs 

aktivitǕtes). 

SaskaǺǕ ar izvǛrtǛġanas gaitǕ veikto analǭzi pieejamais finansǛjums teritoriǕlajǕs 

aktivitǕtǛs veido 88,7% no kopǛjǕ pieejamǕ publiskǕ finansǛjuma ļetrǕs prioritǕtǛs 

kopǕ. IevǛrojamais finansǛjuma apjoms, kas vǛrsts uz konkrǛtu teritoriju attǭstǭbu, 

apliecina, ka VPD ir bȊtiska nozǭme reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas virzǭbǕ LatvijǕ. 

 

Apkopojot kopǕ datus par katras prioritǕtes sadalǭjumu pa plǕnoġanas reǥioniem, var 

iegȊt gan absolȊto apstiprinǕto (pieġǵirto) publisko finansǛjuma apjomu katrǕ reǥionǕ, 

gan arǭ finansǛjumu uz 1000 iedzǭvotǕjiem katrǕ reǥionǕ. 

 

1. attǛls. VPD aktivitǕtǛs pieġǵirtǕ publiskǕ finansǛjuma sadalǭjums  

pa plǕnoġanas reǥioniem, % (aprǛǵini pǛc ES SF VIS datiem) 

 

 
Ļetru prioritǕġu ietvaros 11% no pieġǵirtǕ finansǛjuma ir nacionǕla mǛroga 

projektiem ï tie ir gan projekti aktivitǕtǛs, kas visas klasificǛtas kǕ nacionǕla mǛroga 

aktivitǕtes, gan arǭ daǸǕ teritoriǕlo aktivitǕġu tiek ǭstenoti nacionǕlǕ mǛroga projekti 

                                                 
2
 http://www.esfondi.lv 
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(rezultǕts pozitǭvi ietekmǛ visas valsts teritoriju). Datu apkopojums un analǭze liecina, 

ka pieġǵirtǕ finansǛjuma lielǕkais absolȊtais apjoms VPD ietvaros ir vǛrsts uz Rǭgas 

reǥionu (43% jeb 297,04 miljoni latu), mazǕkais ï uz Latgales reǥionu (9% jeb 75,73 

miljoni latu). 

 

VǛrojama tieġa sakarǭba starp piesaistǭtǕ (pieġǵirtǕ) finansǛjuma apjomu un reǥiona 

teritorijas attǭstǭbas indeksu ï jo augstǕks teritorijas sociǕlekonomiskǕs attǭstǭbas 

lǭmenis, jo lielǕks piesaistǭtǕ finansǛjuma apjoms.  

 

2. attǛls. Pieġǵirtais publiskais finansǛjums VPD ļetrǕs prioritǕtǛs un plǕnoġanas 

reǥionu teritorijas attǭstǭbas indekss 

 
 

 

ObjektǭvǕks par iepriekġminǛto ir reǥionu salǭdzinǕjums pǛc finansǛjuma apjoma uz 

iedzǭvotǕju skaitu. CaurmǛrǕ LatvijǕ ġis finansǛjums ļetrǕs prioritǕtǛs ir 296,08 

tȊkstoġi LVL uz 1000 iedzǭvotǕjiem. LielǕkais finansǛjums ir pieġǵirts Kurzemes 

reǥionam (380,92 tȊkstoġi LVL). Salǭdzinoġi lǭdzǭgs finansǛjums ir Rǭgas reǥionam 

(271,10 tȊkstoġi LVL), Zemgales reǥionam (261,61 tȊkstoġi LVL) un Vidzemes 

reǥionam (253,91 tȊkstoġiLVL), bet izteikti mazǕkais finansǛjums ir Latgales 

reǥionam (165,75 tȊkstoġi LVL). Starpǭba starp reǥionu augstǕko un zemǕko rǕdǭtǕju 

ir 2,3 reizes. NacionǕla mǛroga projektu finansǛjums ir 33,20 tȊkstoġi latu uz 1000 

valsts iedzǭvotǕjiem. 
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3. attǛls. VPD ļetru prioritǕġu aktivitǕtǛs pieġǵirtais publiskais finansǛjums uz 1000 

iedzǭvotǕjiem plǕnoġanas reǥionos, LVL 

 

 
 

4. attǛls. VPD ļetru prioritǕġu aktivitǕtǛs pieġǵirtais publiskais finansǛjums uz 1000 

iedzǭvotǕjiem plǕnoġanas reǥionos 

 

 
 

PieǺemot, ka lielǕks relatǭvais finansǛjums spǛj nodroġinǕt straujǕku teritorijas 

attǭstǭbu, var secinǕt, ka VPD ietvaros paredzǛtais ES SF finansǛjums sekmǛ 

Kurzemes reǥiona attǭstǭbas lǭmeǺa paaugstinǕġanos un tuvinǕġanos Rǭgas reǥionam. 

Taļu pǛdǛjo gadu sociǕlekonomiskie statistikas dati liecina par Kurzemes reǥiona 

ekonomisko pozǭciju pavǕjinǕġanos. MazǕkais finansǛjums nenodroġina Latgales 

reǥiona straujǕku attǭstǭbu un tuvinǕġanos citiem reǥioniem. Lǭdz ar to var secinǕt, ka 

ES SF ietekmǛ atġǵirǭba starp visvǕjǕko Latvijas reǥionu ï Latgales plǕnoġanas 

reǥionu - un pǕrǛjiem Latvijas reǥioniem palielinǕsies. Statistikas datu analǭze liecina, 

ka pǛdǛjos gados atġǵirǭbas starp spǛcǭgǕko un vǕjǕko reǥionu palielinǕs.
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IZMANTOTIE  SAǬSINǔJUMI 
 

APK  AtklǕtais projektu konkurss 

CFLA  CentrǕlǕ finanġu un lǭgumu aǥentȊra 

CSP  CentrǕlǕ statistikas pǕrvalde  

ELVGF Eiropas Lauksaimniecǭbas virzǭbas un garantiju fonds 

EM  Ekonomikas ministrija 

ERAF  Eiropas ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas fonds 

ES  Eiropas Savienǭba 

ESF  Eiropas SociǕlais fonds 

EUR  Eiro 

FM  Finanġu ministrija 

GS  Grantu shǛma 

GSA  Grantu shǛmas apsaimniekotǕjs 

IIN   IedzǭvotǕju ienǕkuma nodoklis 

IKP  Iekġzemes kopprodukts 

ǬAT  Ǭpaġi atbalstǕmǕs teritorijas 

KF  KohǛzijas fonds 

LAD  Lauku atbalsta dienests 

LAP  Latvijas Lauku attǭstǭbas plǕns Lauku attǭstǭbas programmas 

ǭstenoġanai 2004.-2006.gadam 

LAVSP Latvijas Lauku attǭstǭbas valsts stratǛǥijas plǕns 2007.-2013.gadam 

LIAA   Latvijas Attǭstǭbas un investǭciju aǥentȊra 

LLKIC   Latvijas Lauku konsultǕciju un izglǭtǭbas centrs 

LR  Latvijas Republika 

LVL   Lats 

NAP  NacionǕlais Attǭstǭbas plǕns 

NP   NacionǕlǕ programma 

NRAP  NacionǕlǕ ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas padome 

NUTS   TeritoriǕlo vienǭbu klasifikǕciju statistikas nolȊkiem  

(Nomenklature des unites territoriales statistiques (franļu val.), 

saǭsinǕti) 

NVA  NodarbinǕtǭbas valsts aǥentȊra 

VSID   Valsts stratǛǥiskais ietvara dokuments 

DP  Darbǭbas programma 

PIAA  ProfesionǕlǕs izglǭtǭbas attǭstǭbas aǥentȊra 

PP  Programmas papildinǕjums 

RAPLM  ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas un paġvaldǭbu lietu ministrija 

SF VIS  StruktȊrfondu Vadǭbas informǕcijas sistǛma 

1SI  PirmǕ lǭmeǺa starpniekinstitȊcija 

2SI  OtrǕ lǭmeǺa starpniekinstitȊcija 

SIF  Sabiedrǭbas integrǕcijas fonds 

SPP  SociǕlo pakalpojumu pǕrvalde 

VIAA   Valsts izglǭtǭbas attǭstǭbas aǥentȊra 

VPD  Vienotais programmdokuments jeb Latvijas Attǭstǭbas plǕns 2004. 

2006.gadam 

VRAA  Valsts reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas aǥentȊra 

ZVFI  Zivsaimniecǭbas vadǭbas finansǛġanas instruments 
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IEVADS 

 
Lǭdz ar Latvijas iestǕġanos Eiropas SavienǭbǕ valstǭ ir pieejami ES struktȊrfondu 

lǭdzekǸi. PirmǕ struktȊrfondu apguve LatvijǕ notika saskaǺǕ ar Latvijas Attǭstǭbas 

plǕnu (2004.-2006.gadam) jeb Vienoto programmdokumentu (VPD), kurǕ noteiktas 

valsts attǭstǭbas prioritǕtes, to ietvaros pasǕkumi un aktivitǕtes, un kuru ǭstenoġanǕ 

paredzǛts ES struktȊrfondu lǭdzfinansǛjums. Programmas papildinǕjums detalizǛti 

skaidro pasǕkumus un aktivitǕtes, nosaka projektu atlases kritǛrijus, sagaidǕmos 

rezultǕtus un to sasniegġanas indikatorus.  

 

Lai noskaidrotu struktȊrfondu finansǛjuma izlietojumu saskaǺǕ ar 

programmdokumentu, kǕ arǭ struktȊrfondu vadǭbas efektivitǕti, VPD ǭstenoġanas gaitǕ 

VadoġǕ iestǕde (Finanġu ministrija) organizǛ tematiskǕs izvǛrtǛġanas par 

programmdokumenta prioritǕtǛm, pasǕkumiem un aktivitǕtǛm.  

 

Finanġu ministrijas pasȊtǭjumǕ laikǕ no 2008.gada maija lǭdz 2008.gada augustam 

SIA ĂPKCò (Paġvaldǭbu konsultǕciju centrs) ir sagatavojis tematisko izvǛrtǛjumu 

ĂEiropas Savienǭbas struktȊrfondu ietekme uz reǥionǕlo attǭstǭbu LatvijǕò. 

 

IzvǛrtǛjuma pamatmǛrǵis ir izvǛrtǛt ES struktȊrfondu 2004.-2006.gada plǕnoġanas 

periodǕ apstiprinǕto projektu ietekmi uz reǥionǕlo attǭstǭbu. SaskaǺǕ ar darba 

uzdevumu, veicot analǭzi par ES struktȊrfondu 2004.-2006.gada plǕnoġanas periodǕ 

apstiprinǕto projektu ietekmi uz reǥionǕlo attǭstǭbu, jǕatbild uz ġǕdiem jautǕjumiem: 

1) nozǭmǭgums: cik nozǭmǭga ir struktȊrfondu resursu pieejamǭba Latvijas 
plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbai un attǭstǭbas rǕdǭtǕju tuvinǕġanai; 

2) rezultativitǕte: vai ar plǕnotajiem resursiem iespǛjams sasniegt paredzǛto 

attǭstǭbu saskaǺǕ ar noteiktajiem indikatoriem; 

3) efektivitǕte: cik lielǕ mǛrǕ ar plǕnotajiem resursiem iespǛjams veicinǕt 
plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbu; 

4) ietekme: kǕdu ietekmi struktȊrfondu ievieġana atstǕs uz reǥionǕlo atġǵirǭbu 
izlǭdzinǕġanu un Latvijas attǭstǭbu kopumǕ; 

5) ilgtspǛja: vai struktȊrfondu lǭdzfinansǛtie projekti nodroġinǕs Latvijas 

attǭstǭbas ilgtspǛju. 

 

IzvǛrtǛjuma ziǺojums sastǕv no ievada, kopsavilkuma angǸu valodǕ, kopsavilkuma un 

septiǺǕm nodaǸǕm. DaģǕdi izvǛrtǛjuma gaitǕ apkopotie un analizǛtie kvantitatǭvi un 

kvalitatǭvi dati iekǸauti ziǺojuma seġos pielikumos. 

 

ZiǺojuma pirmajǕ nodaǸǕ sniegta pamatinformǕcija par reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas 

tendencǛm LatvijǕ, kas balstǭta uz statistikas datu analǭzi, un par reǥionǕlo politiku 

LatvijǕ. OtrajǕ nodaǸǕ aprakstǭta tematiskǕs izvǛrtǛġanas veikġanas metodoloǥija. 

JǕatzǭmǛ, ka pamatǕ attiecǭbǕ uz izvǛrtǛjuma pamatjautǕjumu interpretǕciju ġǭ 

izvǛrtǛjuma metodoloǥija balstǕs uz 2006.gadǕ veiktǕs tematiskǕs izvǛrtǛġanas 

metodoloǥiju, bet atġǵirǭgs ir pamatdatu par VPD projektiem avots ï ġajǕ izvǛrtǛjumǕ 

ir izmantota ES SF Vadǭbas informǕcijas sistǛma. TreġajǕ nodaǸǕ analizǛts reǥionǕlǕs 

attǭstǭbas aspekts VPD, kǕ arǭ katra aktivitǕte izvǛrtǛta attiecǭbǕ uz tǕs rezultǕta 

teritoriǕlo mǛrogu (nacionǕla mǛroga aktivitǕte vai teritoriǕla aktivitǕte). CeturtǕ 

nodaǸa ietver VPD aktivitǕtes raksturojoġo rǕdǭtǕju analǭzi sadalǭjumǕ pa Latvijas 

plǕnoġanas reǥioniem. Ġǭ nodaǸa strukturǛta pa VPD prioritǕtǛm, kam seko 

kopsavilkums par visǕm prioritǕtǛm kopǕ. CeturtǕs nodaǸas pielikumǕ pieejami dati 
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par katras VPD aktivitǕtes pieteikto, apstiprinǕto projektu skaitu, absolȊto publisko 

finansǛjumu un publisko finansǛjumu uz 1000 iedzǭvotǕjiem katrǕ plǕnoġanas reǥionǕ. 

PiektajǕ nodaǸǕ visas VPD aktivitǕtes sagrupǛtas divǕs grupǕs, vǛrtǛjot pǛc to 

ietekmes uz ilgstǛjǭgas attǭstǭbas sekmǛġanu. SestajǕ nodaǸǕ aplȊkota teritoriǕlu 

faktoru izpausme VPD ǭstenoġanas gaitǕ, tai skaitǕ iekǸauta VPD prioritǕġu un 

pasǕkumu savstarpǛja sakarǭba ar plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas plǕnoġanas 

dokumentos noteiktajǕm prioritǕtǛm, mǛrǵiem un rǭcǭbas virzieniem. SeptǭtajǕ jeb 

noslǛguma nodaǸǕ veikti secinǕjumi un sniegti priekġlikumi, atbildot uz darba 

uzdevumǕ izvirzǭtajiem jautǕjumiem.  

 

ZiǺojuma gatavoġanas gaitǕ tika izmantoti interviju materiǕli ar visu pirmǕ lǭmeǺa un 

otrǕ lǭmeǺa starpniekinstitȊciju intervijǕm no 2006.gada izvǛrtǛjuma par reǥionǕlo 

attǭstǭbu, 2008.gada jȊnijǕ, jȊlijǕ klǕtienes intervijǕs tika aptaujǕti ġǕdi institȊciju 

pǕrstǕvji: Gatis Silovs (EM), Arina Andreiļika (RAPLM), MǕrtiǺġ Irbe, JǕnis VaǸǥis 

(LAD), Gints Priede (LIAA), Lǭga LejiǺa (VIAA), Alda Sebre, Anna Pavlina 

(VRAA), kǕ arǭ ar paġvaldǭbu un LPS pǕrstǕvjiem.  Tika precizǛti dati un informǕcija 

ar CFLA, NVA pǕrstǕvjiem. 25.jȊliojǕ notika apaǸǕ galda diskusija, kurǕ piedalǭjǕs 

plǕnoġanas reǥionu un RAPLM pǕrstǕvji. Darba gaitǕ izvǛrtǛjuma veicǛjiem bija 

regulǕra sadarbǭba ar Finanġu ministrijǕs pǕrstǕvǛm Irumu Kravali un Aiju 

JaunmuktǕni. 

 
ZiǺojuma sagatavoġanu vadǭja Inga Vilka (SIA ĂPKCò valdes locekle, LU docente), 

ziǺojuma sagatavoġanǕ piedalǭjǕs Ligita Zaļesta (LPS ǥenerǕlsekretǕre, LU lektore) , 

ekspertu diskusijǕs piedalǭjǕs Edvǭns Vanags (LU profesors), PǛteris ĠǵiǺǵis (SIA 

ĂReǥionǕlo pǛtǭjumu un plǕnoġanas centrsò direktors, LU profesors), MǕris PȊǵis 

(LPS vecǕkais padomnieks, LU docents), datu apstrǕdi veica Dace Bondare (LPS) un 

Zane DȊze (LPS), kartes sagatavoja Ronalds KrȊmiǺġ (SIA ĂReǥionǕlo pǛtǭjumu un 

plǕnoġanas centrsò). 
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1. REǤIONǔLǔ ATTǬSTǬBA UN REǤIONǔLǔ POLITIKA  LATVIJǔ 
 

PǛdǛjos gados lǭdz 2007.gadam bija vǛrojama Latvijas tautsaimniecǭbas sekmǭga un 

strauja attǭstǭba, ko raksturo tǕdi rǕdǭtǕji kǕ IKP pieaugums, ekonomiskǕs aktivitǕtes 

pieaugums, vidǛjǕs bruto darba algas pieaugums, nodarbinǕto iedzǭvotǕju skaita 

pieaugums u.c. TajǕ paġǕ laikǕ valstǭ bija saskatǕmas arǭ negatǭvas attǭstǭbas 

tendences, starp tǕm viena no kritiskǕkajǕm bija iedzǭvotǕju skaita samazinǕġanǕs. 

Taļu sǕkot ar 2007.gadu, ekonomikas attǭstǭbǕ vǛrojamas negatǭvas tendences, kas 

turpina palielinǕties ï pieaugusi inflǕcija, samazinǕjies IKP pieauguma temps, 

palǛninǕjies ekonomiskǕs aktivitǕtes pieauguma temps, palielinǕjies bezdarba lǭmenis.  

 

1.1. REǤIONǔLǔS ATTǬSTǬBAS RǔDǬTǔJU DINAMIKA  

 

Neskatoties uz to, ka Latvija ir salǭdzinoġi neliela valsts (tǕs teritorijas platǭba ir 64 

tȊkstoġi kvadrǕtmetru un tajǕ dzǭvo 2 miljoni 281 tȊkstotis iedzǭvotǕju (2007.gada 

sǕkumǕ pǛc CSP datiem), starp Latvijas teritorijǕm pastǕv ievǛrojamas 

sociǕlekonomiskǕs situǕcijas atġǵirǭbas, ko dǛvǛ arǭ par reǥionǕlajǕm atġǵirǭbǕm.  

 

Ġǭs atġǵirǭbas starp daģǕdǕm teritoriǕlǕm vienǭbǕm uzskatǕmi raksturo tǕdi rǕdǭtǕji kǕ 

iedzǭvotǕju skaita izmaiǺas, IKP uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju, ekonomiski aktǭvo komersantu 

un komercsabiedrǭbu skaits, reǥistrǛtǕ bezdarba lǭmenis, iedzǭvotǕju ienǕkuma 

nodokǸa ieǺǛmumi (1.PIELIKUMS 1.-6.tabulas). 

 

Valstǭ izteiktas teritoriǕlǕs jeb reǥionǕlǕs atġǵirǭbas pastǕv gan starp mazǕkǕm 

administratǭvi teritoriǕlǕm vienǭbǕm (vietǛjǕm paġvaldǭbǕm, republikas pilsǛtǕm un 

rajoniem), gan starp lielǕkǕm teritorijǕm ï reǥioniem. Bez tam ievǛrojamas atġǵirǭbas 

ir arǭ starp teritorijǕm (pilsǛtǕm, novadiem, pagastiem) reǥionu ietvaros, kǕ arǭ 

kopumǕ starp pilsǛtǕm un laukiem.  

 

Lai izstrǕdǕtu un analizǛtu statistikas informǕciju pa teritorijǕm, atvieglotu un 

unificǛtu problǛmreǥionu noteikġanu un ǭstenotu reǥionǕlo politiku, Eiropas 

Savienǭba, ir izstrǕdǕjusi un lieto TeritoriǕlo vienǭbu klasifikǕciju statistikas nolȊkiem 

(Nomenklature des unites territoriales statistiques (franļu val.), saǭsinǕti NUTS). 

NUTS sistǛma sastǕv no trǭs lǭmeǺiem (NUTS 1, NUTS 2, NUTS 3) un pamatǕ NUTS 

lǭmeǺu reǥoni tiek veidoti saskaǺojot to ar administratǭvo sadalǭjumu attiecǭgajǕ valstǭ. 

Taļu nav prasǭba, ka NUTS lǭmeǺu reǥioniem jǕsakrǭt ar valsts administratǭvi 

teritoriǕlo iedalǭjumu. TǕ kǕ iedzǭvotǕju skaits Eiropas valstǭs ir Ǹoti atġǵirǭgs un ir 

valstis ar salǭdzinoġi nelielu iedzǭvotǕju skaitu, ne visǕs valstǭs NUTS lǭmeǺos ir 

atġǵirǭgs teritoriǕlais dalǭjums. NUTS 1 lǭmenis sadala valsts teritoriju veselǕ skaitǕ 

reǥionu, ievǛrojot prasǭbu, ka iedzǭvotǕju skaits reǥionǕ ir robeģǕs no 3 miljoniem lǭdz 

7 miljoniem. Ja ġǕds dalǭjums nav ispǛjams, tad NUTS 1 lǭmenǭ ir visa valsts 

teritorija
3
. LatvijǕ NUTS sistǛma tiek lietota kopġ 1999.gada, bet 2004.gadǕ tika 

veiktas izmaiǺas NUTS 3 lǭmenǭ. NUTS 1 lǭmenǭ ir visa Latvija, arǭ NUTS 2 lǭmenǭ ir 

visa Latvija, NUTS 3 lǭmenǭ ir seġas teritoriǕlǕs vienǭbas jeb seġi statistikas reǥioni 

(Rǭga, Pierǭgas reǥions, Kurzemes reǥions, Zemgales reǥions, Vidzemes reǥions un 

Latgales reǥions).  

 

                                                 
3
 http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/ramon/nuts/basicnuts_regions_en.html 

 

http://ec.europa.eu/eurostat/ramon/nuts/basicnuts_regions_en.html
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Kopġ 1996.gada LatvijǕ sǕkotnǛji pǛc paġvaldǭbu iniciatǭvas sǕka veidoties un 

darboties plǕnoġanas reǥioni. SaskaǺǕ ar reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas likumu valstǭ plǕnoġanas 

reǥioni ir Kurzemes plǕnoġanas reǥions, Latgales plǕnoġanas reǥions, Rǭgas 

plǕnoġanas reǥions, Vidzemes plǕnoġanas reǥions un Zemgales plǕnoġanas reǥions. 

Ministru kabineta 25.03.2003. noteikumi Nr.133 ñNoteikumi par plǕnoġanas reǥionu 

teritorijǕmò nosaka plǕnoġanas reǥionu teritorijas (skat. 1.1.1.attǛlu). Rǭgas plǕnoġanas 

reǥionǕ ietilpst Rǭgas statistikas reǥions (Rǭga) un Pierǭgas statistikas reǥions, bet 

pǕrǛjie ļetri plǕnoġanas reǥioni sakrǭt ar attiecǭgajiem statistikas reǥioniem (NUTS 3). 

 

ĠajǕ izvǛrtǛjuma ziǺojumǕ pamata teritoriǕlǕ analǭze veikta par piecu plǕnoġanas 

reǥionu teritorijǕm (turpmǕk ziǺojumǕ saukti reǥioni), bet vienǕ aktivitǕtǛ, t.i., ar 

reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas politiku vistieġǕk saistǭtajǕ aktivitǕtǛ informǕcija sniegta un 

apskatǭta arǭ par otrǕ lǭmeǺa administratǭvi teritoriǕlo iedalǭjumu jeb 33 administratǭvi 

teritoriǕlajǕm vienǭbǕm (7 republikas pilsǛtǕm un 26 rajoniem). JǕpiezǭmǛ, ka valstǭ 

noris administratǭvi teritoriǕlǕ reforma un paredzǛts, ka tǕs ǭstenoġanas rezultǕtǕ pǛc 

2009.gada paġvaldǭbu vǛlǛġanǕm LatvijǕ bȊs tikai viena lǭmeǺa paġvaldǭbas ï 

republikas pilsǛtas un novadi, bet rajonu lǭmeǺa vairs nebȊs. SaskaǺǕ ar Ministru 

kabineta 2007.gada decembrǭ apstiprinǕto administratǭvi teritoriǕlǕ iedalǭjuma 

projektu paredzǛts, ka LatvijǕ bȊs 9 republikas pilsǛtas un 103 novadi. Taļu 

2008.gadǕ diskusija par galǭgo iedalǭjumu turpinǕs, kǕ arǭ Satversmes tiesa ir 

pieǺǛmusi izskatǭġanai vairǕku paġvaldǭbu lietas, kas apstrǭd reformas ietvaros 

apstiprinǕtǕ administratǭvi teritoriǕlǕ iedalǭjuma tiesiskumu. Lǭdz ar to tikai pǛc 

diskusijǕm un Satversmes tiesas spriedumiem bȊs skaidrs galǭgais administratǭvi 

teritoriǕlais iedalǭjums pǛc paġvaldǭbu vǛlǛġanǕm 2009.gadǕ. 

 

1.1.1.attǛls. Latvijas plǕnoġanas reǥioni 

 
Avots: VRAA 
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1.1.1.tabula. PlǕnoġanas reǥionu teritorijas platǭba un iedzǭvotǕju skaits 2007.g. sǕk. 

 Teritorija  

 

Teritorijas platǭba IedzǭvotǕji 

km
2
 % LatvijǕ skaits % LatvijǕ 

Rǭgas reǥions 10441,5 16,2 1095683 48,0 

Kurzemes reǥions 13600,8 21,1 306052 13,4 

Zemgales reǥions 10741,6 16,6 284669 12,5 

Vidzemes reǥions 15257,6 23,6 240347 10,5 

Latgales reǥions 14547,2 22,5 354554 15,5 

Latvija  64588,7 100,0 2281305 100,0 

Avots: CSP dati 

 

PǛc teritorijas platǭbas reǥioni ir salǭdzinoġi lǭdzǭgi, taļu ievǛrojami atġǵiras 

iedzǭvotǕju skaita sadalǭjums starp Rǭgas reǥionu un pǕrǛjiem reǥioniem. Rǭgas 

reǥionǕ dzǭvo gandrǭz puse Latvijas iedzǭvotǕju (48%). 

 

1.1.2. attǛls. IedzǭvotǕju skaita sadalǭjums plǕnoġanas reǥionos 2007.gada sǕkumǕ  
(Avots: CSP dati) 

Rǭgas reǥions

48%

Vidzemes reǥions

11%

Kurzemes reǥions

13%

Zemgales reǥions

12%

Latgales reǥions

16%

 
VisǕ LatvijǕ kopġ neatkarǭbas atjaunoġanas ir raksturǭga iedzǭvotǕju skaita 

samazinǕġanǕs (1.PIELIKUMS 1., 2.tabula). 2007.gada sǕkumǕ valstǭ dzǭvoja 2 

miljoni 281 tȊkstotis cilvǛku, kas bija par 3,5% mazǕk nekǕ 2001.gada sǕkumǕ. 

PlǕnoġanas reǥionos iedzǭvotǕju skaits 2007.gada sǕkumǕ, salǭdzinot ar iedzǭvotǕju 

skaitu 2001.gada sǕkumǕ, ir samazinǕjies ġǕdi: Rǭgas plǕnoġanas reǥionǕ -  par 1,7%; 

Kurzemes plǕnoġanas reǥionǕ - 4,2%; Zemgales plǕnoġanas reǥionǕ - 2,7%; Vidzemes 

plǕnoġanas reǥionǕ  - 5,8% un, visstraujǕk samazinǕjies Latgales plǕnoġanas reǥionǕ  -  

par 7,2%. Arǭ pǛdǛjo trǭs gadu laikǕ straujǕkais samazinǕjums ir Latgales reǥionǕ  

(-4,0%), bet salǭdzinoġi lǛnǕkais ï Rǭgas reǥionǕ (-0,3%). Ja salǭdzina 33 

administratǭvǕs teritorijas, tad tikai divǕs teritorijǕs pǛdǛjo trǭs gadu laikǕ iedzǭvotǕju 

skaits ir palielinǕjies ï tas ir Rǭgas rajonǕ un Ogres rajonǕ. Tas liecina, ka Pierǭga kǕ 

dzǭves vieta iedzǭvotǕjiem ir Ǹoti pievilcǭga. JǕatzǭmǛ, ka RǭgǕ iedzǭvotǕju skaits 

samazinǕs. 

 

Viens no nozǭmǭgǕkajiem rǕdǭtǕjiem, kas raksturo teritorijas attǭstǭbu, ir iekġzemes 

kopprodukts (IKP), rǛǵinot uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju. To Latvijas Republikas CentrǕlǕ 

Statistikas pǕrvalde (CSP) aprǛǵina pǛc Eurostat ieteiktǕs metodikas. SakarǕ ar 

sareģǥǭtiem un darbietilpǭgiem aprǛǵiniem jaunǕkǕ informǕcija par statistikas un 
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plǕnoġanas reǥionu IKP, kas pieejama 2008.gada pirmajǕ pusǛ, ir par 2005.gadu 

(1.PIELIKUMS 3.tabula). JǕpiezǭmǛ, ka par IKP visǕ valstǭ ir pieejamǕka operatǭvǕka 

informǕcija.  

 

2005.gadǕ vidǛjais IKP uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju LatvijǕ bija 3938 LVL. Tikai Rǭgas 

plǕnoġanas reǥionǕ IKP uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju (5649 LVL) ir augstǕks par vidǛjo valstǭ. 

PǕrǛjos reǥionos tas ir zemǕks. Atġǵirǭba starp augstǕko rǕdǭtǕju (Rǭgas reǥions) un 

zemǕko rǕdǭtǕju (Latgales reǥions) starp reǥioniem ir 3 reizes (salǭdzinǕjumǕ ar 

2003.gadu atġǵirǭba ir palielinǕjusies). Apskatot situǕciju 33 administratǭvo teritoriju 

griezumǕ, starpǭba starp augstǕko (Rǭga - 7114 LVL) un zemǕko (RǛzeknes rajons - 

966 LVL) rǕdǭtǕju ir 7,4 reizes. 

 

1.1.3.attǛls. IKP uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju Latvijas reǥionos (Avots: CSP dati) 

0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

Rǭgas reǥionsKurzemes reǥionsZemgales reǥionsVidzemes reǥions Latgales reǥions LATVIJA 

L
V

L

2001 2002 2003 2004 2005
 

 

Ja salǭdzina reǥionu IKP dinamiku pa gadiem, tad redzams, ka 2005.gadǕ 

salǭdzinǕjumǕ ar 2004.gadu palielinǕjies ir Rǭgas reǥiona, Zemgales reǥiona un 

Latgales reǥiona ǭpatsvars, bet samazinǕjies Kurzemes reǥiona un Vidzemes reǥiona 

IKP ǭpatsvars kopǛjǕ IKP apjomǕ. Atġǵirǭbas starp Rǭgas reǥionu un pǕrǛjiem ir 

saglabǕjuġǕs Ǹoti ievǛrojamas. LaikǕ no 2001.gada savas pozǭcijas ir mainǭjuġi 

Zemgales un Vidzemes reǥioni. Ja 2001.gadǕ Zemgales IKP uz 1 iedzǭvotǕju bija 

1257 LVL, bet Vidzemes ï 1215 LVL, tad 2005.gadǕ Zemgales IKP uz 1 iedzǭvotǕju 

ir 2192 LVL, bet Vidzemes ï 2309 LVL (te gan jǕǺem vǛrǕ, ka Zemgales reǥionǕ 

iedzǭvotǕju skaits samazinǕs ne tik strauji kǕ Vidzemes reǥionǕ).  

 

BȊtisks ekonomiskǕs aktivitǕtes rǕdǭtǕjs ir ekonomiski aktǭvo komersantu un 

komercsabiedrǭbu skaits (1.PIELIKUMS 4.tabula). 2006.gadǕ LatvijǕ bija 61294 

ekonomiski aktǭvu komersantu un komercsabiedrǭbu, 69,2% no tiem darbojǕs Rǭgas 

reǥionǕ. Pozitǭvi vǛrtǛjams, ka ġǭ rǕdǭtǕja pieaugums ir vǛrojams visos reǥionos. 

AugstǕkais pieauguma temps ir Rǭgas reǥionǕ. 2006.gadǕ Rǭgas reǥionǕ bija 38,7 

ekonomiski aktǭvi komersanti un komercsabiedrǭbas uz 1000 iedzǭvotǕjiem, kamǛr 

pǕrǛjos reǥionos ġǭs rǕdǭtǕjs nepǕrsniedza 20. LatvijǕ vidǛji ir 26,9 komersanti un 

komercsabiedrǭbas uz 1000 iedzǭvotǕjiem. 
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1.1.4.attǛls. Ekonomiski aktǭvo komersantu un komercsabiedrǭbu skaits uz 1000  

iedzǭvotǕjiem Latvijas reǥionos (Avots: CSP dati) 
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Viens no galvenajiem sociǕlajiem rǕdǭtǕjiem ir bezdarba rǕdǭtǕjs. ReǥistrǛtǕ bezdarba 

lǭmenis LatvijǕ 2007.gadǕ bija 4,6% (1.PIELIKUMS 5.tabula). Rajonu un republikas 

pilsǛtu grupǕ zemǕkais bezdarba lǭmenis bija RǭgǕ (2,9%), bet augstǕkais ï Ludzas 

rajonǕ ï 16,1%. Starp reǥioniem labǕkais rǕdǭtǕjs ir Rǭgas reǥionam ï 3,2%, 

Zemgales, Vidzemes un Kurzemes reǥionam ġǭs rǕdǭtǕjs ir samǛrǕ lǭdzǭgs (4,5-4,7%), 

bet Latgales reǥionǕ situǕcija ir ievǛrojami nelabvǛlǭgǕka kǕ citos reǥionos ï tur 

bezdarba lǭmenis ir 9,3%. Pozitǭvi, ka 2007.gadǕ salǭdzinǕjumǕ ar 2005.gadu visos 

reǥionos bezdarba lǭmenis ir samazinǕjies. 

 

1.1.5.attǛls. Bezdarba lǭmenis Latvijas reǥionos  
(Avots: CSP dati) 
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Par iedzǭvotǕju labklǕjǭbu zinǕmǕ mǛrǕ var spriest pǛc ienǕkumiem. RǕdǭtǕjs, kas cieġi 

korelǛ ar iedzǭvotǕju ienǕkumiem, ir iedzǭvotǕju ienǕkuma nodokǸa ieǺǛmumi 

paġvaldǭbu pamatbudģetos. PǛdǛjos gados ġǭs rǕdǭtǕjs ir ievǛrojami pieaudzis, taļu ġis 

pieaugums ir saistǭts ne tikai ar ieǺǛmumu palielinǕġanos, bet ievǛrojama pieauguma 

daǸa saistǭta ar to, ka palielinǕjusies tǕ iedzǭvotǕju ienǕkuma nodokǸa daǸa, kas tiek 

pǕrskaitǭta paġvaldǭbǕm (lǭdz 2005.gadam-71,6%, 2005.gadǕ ï 73%, 2006.gadǕ ï 

75%, 2007.gadǕ ï 79%, 2008.gadǕ ï 80%). TǕpǛc analǭzǛ izmantojams ġǭ rǕdǭtǕja 

salǭdzinǕjums starp reǥioniem vienǕ gadǕ, bet nevar izmantot dinamikas (pieauguma 

tempu) analǭzi. SaskaǺǕ ar aprǛǵiniem, kas veikti pǛc Valsts kases datiem, LatvijǕ 

vidǛjie IIN ieǺǛmumi paġvaldǭbu budģetos 2006.gadǕ bija 215,6 LVL  uz vienu 

iedzǭvotǕju. Tikai Rǭgas reǥionǕ tie ir augstǕki par vidǛjiem ï 276,2 LVL, savukǕrt 

zemǕkie ieǺǛmumi ir Latgales reǥionǕ ï 130,8 LVL  uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju. Pa gadiem 

iedzǭvotǕju ienǕkuma nodokǸa ieǺǛmumu ǭpatsvars Rǭgas reǥionǕ pret valstǭ 

kopǭgajiem ieǺǛmumiem pavisam nedaudz samazinǕs, tomǛr atġǵirǭba starp reǥioniem 

ir Ǹoti ievǛrojama ï 2,2 reizes 2006.gadǕ. 

 

1.1.6.attǛls. IedzǭvotǕju ienǕkuma nodokǸa ieǺǛmumi paġvaldǭbu pamatbudģetos uz 

vienu iedzǭvotǕju Latvijas reǥionos, LVL (AprǛǵini pǛc Valsts kases datiem) 
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Kopġ 1998.gada, lai ǭstenotu Ǭpaġi atbalstǕmo reǥionu atbalsta programmu, Latvijas 

teritorijas tiek ranģǛtas pǛc to sociǕli ekonomiskǕ attǭstǭbas lǭmeǺa. Kopġ 2000.gada 

teritorijas tiek ranģǛtas, balstoties uz teritorijas attǭstǭbas indeksu. ĠajǕ rǕdǭtǕjǕ, 

izmantojot standartizǛto rǕdǭtǕju aprǛǵinus no sǕkotnǛjiem rǕdǭtǕjiem, vienkopus tiek 

apvienoti iepriekġ analizǛtie rǕdǭtǕji. Reǥionu teritoriju attǭstǭbas indeksu aprǛǵinǕ tiek 

izmantoti astoǺi rǕdǭtǕji: IKP uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju (LVL), bezdarba lǭmenis (% no 

darbaspǛjǭgo iedzǭvotǕju skaita), iedzǭvotǕju ienǕkuma nodokǸa lielums uz vienu 

iedzǭvotǕju (LVL), nefinanġu investǭcijas uz 1 iedzǭvotǕju (LVL), demogrǕfiskǕs 

slodzes lǭmenis, ekonomiski aktǭvo uzǺǛmumu skaits uz 1000 iedzǭvotǕjiem, 

iedzǭvotǕju blǭvums uz 1 km
2
, pastǕvǭgo iedzǭvotǕju skaita izmaiǺas pǛdǛjo piecu 

gadu laikǕ (%).  
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1.1.2.tabulǕ apkopoti plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas indeksi. ĠajǕ izvǛrtǛġanas analǭzǛ 

reǥioni sarindoti secǭbǕ pǛc to attǭstǭbas indeksa. 

 

1.1.2.tabula. PlǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas indekss 2002.-2006.gadǕ 

  2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 

Rǭgas reǥions 0,909 0,975 0,995 1,003 1,011 

Kurzemes reǥions -0,303 -0,429 -0,428 -0,431 -0,520 

Zemgales reǥions -0,440 -0,469 -0,533 -0,590 -0,574 

Vidzemes reǥions -0,835 -0,885 -0,895 -0,877 -0,851 

Latgales reǥions -1,257 -1,310 -1,339 -1,346 -1,341 

Avots: VRAA 

 

1.1.2.tabulas dati liecina, ka tikai Rǭgas reǥionam attǭstǭbas indekss ir pozitǭvs, bet 

pǕrǛjos ļetros reǥionos tas ir negatǭvs. Rǭgas reǥiona indekss pa gadiem palielinǕs, 

kopġ 2004.gada indeksa vǛrtǭba uzlabojas arǭ Vidzemes reǥionam, 2006.gadǕ 

uzlabojums salǭdzinǕjumǕ ar 2005.gadu arǭ Zemgales un Latgales reǥionam, bet 

Kurzemes reǥionǕ pǛc 2004.gada indeksa vǛrtǭba pasliktinǕs. 1.1.8.attǛlǕ redzamas 

plǕnoġanas reǥionu teritorijas attǭstǭbas indeksu izmaiǺas divu gadu periodǕ 2004.-

2006.gadǕ 

 

1.1.7.attǛls. PlǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas indekss pǛc 2006. gada datiem 

 
     Avots: VRAA 

 

 

1.1.8.attǛls. PlǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas indeksa izmaiǺas  

pǛc 2004.ï2006. gada datiem.  

 
        AprǛǵini pǛc VRAA datiem 
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IevǛrojamǕs un pieaugoġǕs sociǕlekonomiskǕs atġǵirǭbas starp Latvijas teritorijǕm 

liecina par nacionǕlǕs reǥionǕlǕs politikas aktualitǕti. SavukǕrt Latvijas 

sociǕlekonomisko rǕdǭtǕju salǭdzinǕjums ar Eiropas Savienǭbas rǕdǭtǕjiem, (pirmkǕrt 

IKP uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju salǭdzinǕjums) liecina,  ka Latvija vǛl joprojǕm ievǛrojami 

atpaliek no ES vidǛjiem rǕdǭtǕjiem. TǕ, piemǛram, pǛc Eurostat datiem 2007.gadǕ IKP 

uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju ES-27 bija 24,8 tȊkstoġi eiro, Latvijai ï 14,4 tȊkstoġi eiro (58,1% 

no ES-27  vidǛjǕ)
4
. SavukǕrt augstǕkais rǕdǭtǕjs ES bija Luksmemburgai ï 68,5 

tȊkstoġi eiro uz vienu iedzǭvotǕju (tas ir 4,8 reizes lielǕks kǕ LatvijǕ)
 5
. 

 

TǕ kǕ Latvijas attǭstǭbas lǭmenis kopumǕ atpaliek no ES vidǛjiem rǕdǭtǕjiem, aktuǕla ir 

visas Latvijas teritoriju attǭstǭbas sekmǛġana, lielu vǛrǭbu vǛrġot uz pǛc iespǛjas 

augstǕku efektivitǕti.  

 

 

                                                 
4
 Latvijas ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnǛs (2004), kǕ viens no mǛrǵa sasniegġanas rǕdǭtǕjiem 

uzrǕdǭts Latvijas IKP uz 1 iedzǭvotǕju pieaugums lǭdz 60% no ES vidǛjǕ. Bet ġeit jǕǺem vǛrǕ, ka mǛrǵa 

uzstǕdǭġanas brǭdǭ ES sastǕvǛja no 25 valstǭm un tǕs (ES-25) vidǛjais IKP bija augstǕks nekǕ ġǭbrǭģa 

ES-27 vidǛjais rǕdǭtǕjs. Lǭdz ar to pamatnostǕdnǛs izvirzǭtais mǛrǵa rǕdǭtǕjs bȊtu jǕpǕrvǛrtǛ. 
5
 Eurostat dati 
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1.2. REǤIONǔLǔ POLITIKA LATVIJǔ 

 

Gan nelabvǛlǭgǕs teritoriǕlǕs jeb reǥionǕlǕs atġǵirǭbas, gan arǭ atġǵirǭgais teritoriju 

(reǥionu) attǭstǭbas potenciǕls (resursi un iespǛjas) pamato mǛrǵtiecǭgas nacionǕlǕs 

reǥionǕlǕs politikas nepiecieġamǭbu, kas nodroġinǕtu reǥionǕlo attǭstǭbu valstǭ. 

ReǥionǕlǕs politikas teorija un vǛsturiskais daģǕdu valstu pieredzes apkopojums 

liecina, ka reǥionǕlǕ politika ir tǕ joma, kur vǛrojama lielǕkǕ valsts intervence 

sociǕlekonomiskajǕ attǭstǭbǕ.  

 

Kopġ iestǕġanǕs ES Latvijai pieejami ES struktȊrfondu lǭdzekǸi. Ġie lǭdzekǸi, ǭstenojot 

Vienoto programmdokumentu jeb Latvijas Attǭstǭbas plǕnu (2004.-2006.), Latvijas 

Lauku attǭstǭbas plǕnu Lauku attǭstǭbas programmas ǭstenoġanai 2004.-2006.gadam, kǕ 

arǭ ievieġot KohǛzijas fonda projektus un citas ES programmas 2004.-2006.gada 

plǕnoġanas perioda ǭstenoġanas laikǕ
6
, nonǕk konkrǛtǕs teritorijǕs un lǭdz ar to ietekmǛ 

to attǭstǭbu.  

 

2004.-2006.gada plǕnoġanas periodam reǥionǕlǕs politikas tiesisko pamatbǕzi LatvijǕ 

veidoja ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas likums (2002) un ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnes 

(2004). SaskaǺǕ ar ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas likumu: 

- reǥionǕlǕ attǭstǭba ir labvǛlǭgas pǕrmaiǺas sociǕlajǕ un ekonomiskajǕ situǕcijǕ 

visǕ valsts teritorijǕ vai atseviġǵǕs tǕs daǸǕs, 

- reǥionǕlǕ politika ir valdǭbas nostǕdnes un mǛrǵtiecǭga rǭcǭba reǥionǕlǕs 

attǭstǭbas veicinǕġanai, koordinǛjot nozaru attǭstǭbu atbilstoġi atseviġǵu valsts 

teritorijas daǸu attǭstǭbas prioritǕtǛm un sniedzot tieġu atbalstu atseviġǵu valsts 

teritorijas daǸu attǭstǭbai. 

 

ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas likums paredz, ka reǥionǕlǕ attǭstǭba valstǭ tiek ǭstenota atbilstoġi 

savstarpǛji saskaǺotiem valsts un reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas plǕnoġanas dokumentiem. Ġie 

dokumenti ir: 

- ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnes; 

- NacionǕlais plǕnojums; 

- NacionǕlais attǭstǭbas plǕns; 

- nozaru attǭstǭbas programmas; 

- plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas programmas un teritoriju plǕnojumi; 

- rajonu attǭstǭbas programmas un teritoriju plǕnojumi; 

- vietǛjo paġvaldǭbu attǭstǭbas programmas un teritoriju plǕnojumi7
. 

 

AttiecǭbǕ uz stratǛǥiskǕs plǕnoġanas dokumentiem jǕatzǭmǛ, ka svarǭgs ir gan to 

izstrǕdes process, kurǕ piedalǕs ar attiecǭgo jomu saistǭtas institȊcijas, organizǕcijas 

no publiskǕ, nevalstiskǕ un privǕtǕ sektora, gan arǭ dokumenta saturs un ǭstenoġanas 

iespǛjas. Pozitǭvi jǕvǛrtǛ pirmie centieni ar Politikas plǕnoġanas pamatnostǕdnǛm 

(2001), Rezultatǭvo rǕdǭtǕju sistǛmas pamatnostǕdnǛm (2003) sakǕrtot politikas 

plǕnoġanas sistǛmu, noteikt to savstarpǛjǕs saistǭbas un kopǭgus izstrǕdes principus un 

struktȊru. TomǛr politikas plǕnoġanas dokumentos vǛl joprojǕm pastǕv zinǕma 

nesakǕrtotǭba. BȊtisks trȊkums sistǛmǕ ir joprojǕm nepietiekoġǕ politikas ǭstenoġanas 

uzraudzǭba un sasniegto rezultǕtu izvǛrtǛġana. Uz uzlabojumiem nǕkotnǛ Ǹauj cerǛt 

                                                 
6
 PlǕnoġanas periods tiek ǭstenots, ievǛrojot N+2 principu, tǕdǛjǕdi 2004.-2006.gada plǕnoġanas 

perioda ǭstenoġana ilgst lǭdz 2008.gada beigǕm 
7
 ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas likums, 2002 
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2008.gadǕ SaeimǕ pieǺemtais Attǭstǭbas plǕnoġanas sistǛmas likums (2008), kas 

stǕsies spǛkǕ no 2009.gada. 

 

Kopġ 2003.gada sǕkuma galvenǕ kompetence reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas jomǕ ir sadalǭta 

starp Ministru kabinetu; NacionǕlo reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas padomi; ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas 

un paġvaldǭbu lietu ministriju; Valsts reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas aǥentȊru; pieciem 

plǕnoġanas reǥioniem un paġvaldǭbǕm. 

 

Ġeit jǕpiezǭmǛ, ka ar reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas jautǕjumiem kǕ horizontǕlu darbǭbas jomu ir 

cieġi saistǭta praktiski visu ministriju darbǭba. Lai sekmǛtu sadarbǭbu, 2007.gadǕ tika 

uzsǕkta koncepcijas ĂKoordinǛta valsts institȊciju valsts investǭciju plǕnoġanas 

sistǛmas izveide un ievieġana valsts pǕrvaldǛò projekta izstrǕde, kuras ietvaros ir 

paredzǛts arǭ ǭstenot valsts institȊciju valsts investǭciju teritoriǕlo koordinǕciju
8
.  

 

2004.-2006.gada plǕnoġanas perioda ǭstenoġanas laikǕ ir mainǭjies plǕnoġanas reǥionu 

institucionǕlais statuss. PlǕnoġanas reǥionu statusu nosaka ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas 

likums (5.pants), kas, saskaǺǕ ar 2006.gada grozǭjumiem  paredz, ka plǕnoġanas 

reǥions ir atvasinǕta publiska persona, kuras lǛmǛjorgǕns ir PlǕnoġanas reǥiona 

attǭstǭbas padome. Lǭdz ar statusa precizǛġanu, plǕnoġanas reǥionu loma kǸȊst 

nozǭmǭgǕka, tai skaitǕ ir pieaudzis valsts budģeta finansǛjums un funkcijas. 

 

Latvijas reǥionǕlǕs politikas mǛrǵi ir noteikti ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnǛs 

(2004), un saskaǺǕ ar tǕm Latvijas reǥionǕlǕs politikas mǛrǵi ir: 

- Latvijas un tǕs reǥionu attǭstǭbas lǭmeǺa tuvinǕġana Eiropas valstu lǭmenim. 

- Latvijas un tǕs reǥionu konkurǛtspǛjas pieaugums pǕrǛjo ES reǥionu vidȊ.  

- LǭdzvǛrtǭgu dzǭves, darba un vides apstǕkǸu nodroġinǕġana valsts iedzǭvotǕjiem 

visǕ LatvijǕ, lai sekmǛtu lǭdzsvarotu valsts teritorijas, reǥionu un to daǸu 

attǭstǭbu. 

- LǭdzvǛrtǭgu uzǺǛmǛjdarbǭbas priekġnoteikumu radǭġana visǕ LatvijǕ, lai 
sekmǛtu lǭdzsvarotu valsts teritorijas, reǥionu un to daǸu attǭstǭbu. 

- Rǭgas kǕ galvaspilsǛtas starptautiskǕs konkurǛtspǛjas palielinǕġana
9
. 

 

Izvirzǭto mǛrǵu sasniegġanai ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnes paredz ġǕdus 

rǭcǭbas virzienus: 

1. NodroġinǕt reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas plǕnoġanas dokumentu izstrǕdi un ǭstenoġanu. 

2. Veidot un ǭstenot savstarpǛji koordinǛtu nozaru politiku. 

3. Veidojot nozaru politiku, ievǛrot visas valsts teritorijas un atseviġǵu tǕs daǸu 

ǭpatnǭbas un identificǛt esoġo un plǕnoto nozaru ietekmi uz teritoriju. 

4. Ǭstenot administratǭvi teritoriǕlo reformu. 

5. NodroġinǕt koordinǛtu atbalsta instrumentu pielietoġanu reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas 

plǕnoġanas dokumentos noteikto mǛrǵu sasniegġanai. 

6. NodroġinǕt valsts atbalsta programmu un ES struktȊrfondu finansǛjuma sadali 
starp plǕnoġanas reǥioniem atbilstoġi plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbas 

programmǕs noteiktajǕm prioritǕtǛm. 

7. Noteikt valsts atbalsta instrumentu teritoriǕlo diferenciǕciju un paplaġinǕt 
vietǛjo teritorijas attǭstǭbas atbalsta instrumentu klǕstu. 

                                                 
8
 RAPLM informatǭvs ziǺojums ĂPǕrskats par reǥionǕlo attǭstǭbu LatvijǕò (2007.), Rǭga, 27.06.2008. 

9
 ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnes, 2004 
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8. Izveidot sadarbǭbas mehǕnismus reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas jomǕ un sniegt atbalstu 
reǥionǕlǕ un vietǛjǕ lǭmeǺa institȊcijǕm to kapacitǕtes paaugstinǕġanai. 

9. SakǕrtot Valsts pǕrvaldes reǥionǕlǕs struktȊras: 

9.1. atbilstoġi plǕnoġanas reǥionu teritorijǕm; 

9.2. atbilstoġi reǥionǕlo paġvaldǭbu teritorijǕm. 

10. Radǭt priekġnoteikumus Rǭgas, kǕ galvaspilsǛtas, starptautiskǕs nozǭmes un 

konkurǛtspǛjas palielinǕġanai
10

. 

 

Ilgu laiku valdoġais bija uzskats, ka reǥionǕlǕ politika ir tikai atseviġǵu reǥionu vai 

mazǕk attǭstǭtu teritoriju atbalsts un attǭstǭġana. ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnǛs 

izvirzǭtie mǛrǵi, kǕ arǭ paredzǛtie rǭcǭbas virzieni pamato to, ka salǭdzinoġi ġaurais 

reǥionǕlǕs politikas skatǭjums tiek paplaġinǕts, paredzot to, ka reǥionǕlǕ politika 

aptver visus valsts reǥionus, meklǛjot efektǭvǕkos attǭstǭbas instrumentus katram. 

TomǛr lǭdz ġim ne visi ReǥionǕlǕs politikas pamatnostǕdnǛs minǛtie uzstǕdǭjumi tiek 

ieviesti praksǛ.  

 

Iepazǭstoties ar RAPLM pǛdǛjo gadu ziǺojumiem par reǥionǕlo attǭstǭbu valstǭ
11

, 

rodas priekġstats, ka reǥionǕlǕ politika valstǭ vǛl nav skaidra, pastǕvǭga un 

nostabilizǛjusies, bet tǕ tikai top, reizǛm ġai politikai vǛrojams demonstratǭvs 

raksturs, bet.paredzǛtie pasǕkumi netiek konsekventi realizǛti un netiek izvǛrtǛti to 

rezultǕti.   

 

Priekġstats, ka reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas politika ir daǸa no valsts attǭstǭbas politikas, ka 

nozaru (sektoru, jomu) attǭstǭbas plǕnoġanǕ jǕiekǸauj teritoriǕlǕ dimensija (dalǭjums) 

un ka nozaru plǕni jǕsaskaǺo ar reǥionu attǭstǭbas dokumentiem, valstǭ pakǕpeniski 

veidojas. TomǛr ġǕda principa ǭstenoġanas priekġnosacǭjums ir reǥiona spǛja noteikt 

savas attǭstǭbas prioritǕtes, uz ko koncentrǛties. No 2007.gada janvǕra lǭdz 2008.gada 

jȊlijam RAPLM EkonomiskǕs sadarbǭbas un attǭstǭbas organizǕcijas (OECD) VietǛjǕs 

ekonomiskǕs un nodarbinǕtǭbas attǭstǭbas politikas (LEED) ietvaros realizǛja projektu 

ĂStratǛǥiskǕs plǕnoġanas, uzraudzǭbas un novǛrtǛġanas ietvari reǥionu un paġvaldǭbu 

attǭstǭbaiò. PlǕnoġanas reǥionu statusa precizǛġana, lomas un kompetences 

paplaġinǕġana, minǛtie RAPLM pasȊtǭjumǕ sagatavotie metodiskie ieteikumi reǥionu 

attǭstǭbas stratǛǥiju sagatavoġanai liecina, ka nǕkotnǛ reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas jomǕ arvien 

nozǭmǭgǕku vietu varǛtu ieǺemt specifiski uz konkrǛtiem reǥioniem vǛrsti 

instrumenti. 

 

JaunajǕ plǕnoġanas periodǕ reǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas jautǕjumi iekǸauti arǭ NacionǕlajǕ 

attǭstǭbas plǕnǕ, kura izstrǕde tika uzsǕkta 2004.gadǕ ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas un 

paġvaldǭbu lietu ministrijas vadǭbǕ.  Latvijas NacionǕlais attǭstǭbas plǕns 2007.-

2013.gadam (turpmǕk ï NAP) nosaka valsts attǭstǭbas stratǛǥisko mǛrǵi, prioritǕtes ġǭ 

mǛrǵa sasniegġanai, valsts izaugsmes priekġnosacǭjumus, kǕ arǭ risinǕmos uzdevumus 

mǛrǵa sasniegġanai. NAP sadaǸǕ ĂIzaugsme reǥionosò norǕdǭti reǥionǕlǕs politikas 

ietvaros risinǕmie uzdevumi 2007.-2013.gadam. NAP ir veidots, lai kalpotu par 

svarǭgu valsts attǭstǭbas plǕnoġanas lǭdzekli, kas nosaka pamatu ES struktȊrfondu 

lǭdzekǸu izlietoġanas plǕnam nǕkamajǕ programmǛġanas periodǕ (2007.-2013.). 
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Pozitǭvi, ka plǕna izstrǕdǛ RAPLM vadǭbǕ tika iesaistǭtas praktiski visas ministrijas un 

citas valsts institȊcijas, plǕnoġanas reǥionu un paġvaldǭbu pǕrstǕvji, zinǕtnieki, kǕ arǭ 

daģǕdu nevalstisko organizǕciju pǕrstǕvji.  PǛc plaġas dokumenta sabiedriskǕs 

apsprieġanas NAP tika pieǺemts 2006.gada 4.jȊlijǕ. 

 

JǕatzǭmǛ, ka NAP atrodama jauna konceptuǕla pieeja - policentriskǕs attǭstǭbas ideja, 

sekmǛjot pilsǛtu kǕ reǥionu attǭstǭbas dzinǛjspǛku potenciǕla nostiprinǕġanu, kǕ arǭ 

veidojot pilsǛtu tǭklu, radǭt priekġnosacǭjumus lǭdzsvarotai valsts attǭstǭbai. Lǭdz ar to 

pilsǛtǕm ir jǕkǸȊst par nozǭmǭgu katra reǥiona un visas valsts attǭstǭbas virzǭtǕjspǛku. 

KǕ viens no instrumentiem policentriskas attǭstǭbas sekmǛġanai programmǛġanas 

periodǕ no 2007.-2013. gadam tiks ieviesta Eiropas ReǥionǕlǕs attǭstǭbas fonda  

lǭdzfinansǛta pilsǛtvides prioritǕte ĂPolicentriska attǭstǭbaò, kuras ietvaros plǕnotǕs 

atbalsta aktivitǕtes ir vǛrstas uz pilsǛtu kǕ reǥionu attǭstǭbas dzinǛjspǛku potenciǕla 

nostiprinǕġanu, to pilsǛtvides kvalitǕtes sekmǛġanu, kǕ arǭ funkcionǕlo saiġu 

veidoġanos ar pieguǸoġajǕm teritorijǕm saskaǺǕ ar integrǛto pieeju pilsǛtu attǭstǭbai.  

ParedzǛts, ka turpmǕk policentriskas attǭstǭbas sekmǛġanai ir jǕizstrǕdǕ pilsǛtvides un 

pilsǛtreǥionu attǭstǭbas politika pilsǛtu ekonomiskǕs, sociǕlǕs attǭstǭbas un vides 

kvalitǕtes aspektu sabalansǛtai attǭstǭbai, kǕ arǭ pilsǛtu lomas nostiprinǕġanai reǥionu 

un visas valsts mǛrogǕ.  
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2. IZVǚRTǚĠANAS METODOLOǤIJA 
 

ES struktȊrfondu ietekmes uz reǥionǕlo attǭstǭbu 2004.-2006.gada plǕnoġanas perioda 

beigǕm izvǛrtǛġanas metodoloǥija balstǕs uz metodoloǥiju, kǕda piedǕvǕta veicot 

ietekmes izvǛrtǛjumu par periodu no 2004.gada maija lǭdz 2006.gada 1.janvǕrim
12

. 

IzvǛrtǛġanas veikġanai izmantotas tǕdas metodes kǕ centralizǛti pieejamǕs 

kvantitatǭvǕs informǕcijas analǭze un intervijas ar Eiropas Savienǭbas struktȊrfondu 

vadǭbǕ iesaistǭto institȊciju pǕrstǕvjiem, struktȊrfondu finansǛjuma saǺǛmǛjiem, kǕ arǭ 

apaǸǕ galda diskusija ar plǕnoġanas reǥionu pǕrstǕvjiem.  

 

SaskaǺǕ ar darba uzdevumu tematiskǕs izvǛrtǛġanas secinǕjumos jǕraksturo ġǕdi 

kritǛriji un jǕrod atbildes uz sekojoġiem jautǕjumiem: 

 nozǭmǭgums: cik nozǭmǭga ir struktȊrfondu resursu pieejamǭba Latvijas 

plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbai un attǭstǭbas rǕdǭtǕju tuvinǕġanai; 

 rezultativitǕte: vai ar plǕnotajiem resursiem iespǛjams sasniegt 

paredzǛto attǭstǭbu saskaǺǕ ar noteiktajiem indikatoriem; 

 efektivitǕte: cik lielǕ mǛrǕ ar plǕnotajiem resursiem iespǛjams veicinǕt 

plǕnoġanas reǥionu attǭstǭbu; 

 ietekme: kǕdu ietekmi struktȊrfondu ievieġana atstǕs uz reǥionǕlo 

atġǵirǭbu izlǭdzinǕġanu un Latvijas attǭstǭbu kopumǕ; 

 ilgtspǛja: vai struktȊrfondu lǭdzfinansǛtie projekti nodroġinǕs Latvijas 

attǭstǭbas ilgtspǛju. 

 

SecinǕjumu veikġanai izmantota 2006.gada izvǛrtǛjumǕ piedǕvǕtǕ jautǕjumu 

interpretǕcija attiecinǕta uz aktuǕlo kvantitatǭvo datu analǭzi, kǕ arǭ izmantoti ġǕdi ES 

SF tematiskie izvǛrtǛjumi: ĂHorizontǕlo prioritǕġu ievieġanas izvǛrtǛjumsò (SIA 

ĂErnst&Young Balticò, 2007.gada janvǕris), ĂES fondu makroekonomiskǕs ietekmes 

izvǛrtǛjumsò (SIA ĂBICEPSò pirmǕ posma ziǺojums, 2008.gada janvǕris, otrǕ posma 

ziǺojums, 2008.gada jȊnijs)
13

. 

 

Nozǭmǭgums:  

cik nozǭmǭga ir struktȊrfondu resursu pieejamǭba Latvijas plǕnoġanas reǥionu 

attǭstǭbai un attǭstǭbas rǕdǭtǕju tuvinǕġanai. 

 

1) VPD ǭstenoġanai plǕnoto finanġu resursu apjoms salǭdzinǕts ar valsts konsolidǛtǕ 

budģeta apjomu, ar paġvaldǭbu konsolidǛtǕ budģeta apjomu un izdevumu 

kapitǕlieguldǭjumiem kopsummu, kǕ arǭ ar investǭcijas programmas apjomu gadǕ 

pirms sǕkǕs ES SF apgȊġana LatvijǕ. Izmantoti arǭ tematiskǕ izvǛrtǛjuma par ES 

fondu makroekonomisko ietekmi galvenie secinǕjumi. 

 

2) AprǛǵinǕts kǕds VPD aktivitǕġu finansǛjuma ǭpatsvars vǛrsts uz konkrǛtu teritoriju 

attǭstǭbu katrǕ prioritǕtǛ un plǕnǕ kopumǕ. Ġiem aprǛǵiniem izmantota Finanġu 

ministrijas sniegtǕ informǕcija par pieejamo publisko finansǛjumu (bez virssaistǭbǕm) 

katrǕ aktivitǕtǛ uz 2008.gada 31.maiju. InformǕcija par katru prioritǕti attiecǭbǕ uz 

konkrǛtu teritoriju attǭstǭbu dota 2.PIELIKUMǔ. 
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