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1st draft Latvian MSP – on 
national geoportal
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https://geolatvija.lv/geo/map?mapitemkey=ef47a19b-bf9f-8464-8494-5d6936d287d2&call_id=gallery

https://geolatvija.lv/geo/map?mapitemkey=ef47a19b-bf9f-8464-8494-5d6936d287d2&call_id=gallery


Latvian OUTPUT data includes:

 Priorities and conditions set in national 
MSP

 Conditions (incl. restrictions) set in laws 
and regulations

Thematic data (INPUT) removed – for 
easier operation with data 

3



Two versions sent to Maili:

Version I –

• rather fast 

• using the existing 
data and 

• adding just the 
main SeaUse, 
SeaUseType and 
short Description 

• the priority uses
are first to be
indicated

Version II –

• more complicated

• more explicit – all 
uses added

• more values to the 
same geometry –
up to 3

• Priority use is 
indicated first, 
then forbidden and 
restricted uses
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Version I
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Version II
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Putting data together...

Main issues that we addressed:

 Understanding the content of data –
description and glossary file

 Focusing on bordering area

 Trying to visualize data according to fields 
«SeaUse» and «SeaUseType»

Using ArcMap v.10.3
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Problems with coordinate system 
– data needs to be transformed
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Lack of the description to understand 
the background of each zone
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How to visualize the data - hard to 
do that with multiple seaUse and 
SeaUseType
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Inconvenience with different 
geometries – mostly lines versus
polygons
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Conclusions

 More attention needs to be payed to the 
description of data

 Need to agree on how to deal with 
different geometries – how 
conditions/restrictions can be shown 
without using polygon

 Almost impossible to evenly visualize data
from both countries

 Possibly the best solution is to visualize 
data thematically in different ways, e.g.:

 sectoral data

 priorities set by MSP

 restrictions to the sea use
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Suggestions for next steps in test 
cases

 Understanding the content of data –
description to be improved (to what 
extent?)!!

 Discuss the structure of the data –
important if the data is to be aggregated 
in one web map

 According to the structure – update the 
minimal requirements (prepared by 
Jakub) 

 Exercise on visualization of test cases
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Thanks! 

kristine.kedo@varam.gov.lv

armins.skudra@varam.gov.lv
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