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Siete v krajine

Siete sa vyznacuju vlastnostami, ktoré odpraddvna putali pozornost
¢loveka. Krajinné siete st zloZené z pomyselnych ramien a spojovacich bo-
dov, tzv. uzlov. M6zu mat prirodzeny, antropogénny a zmieSany charakter.
Vsetky stavebné prvky krajinnych sieti maju svoje opodstatnenie a plnia
cely rad funkcii. Principidlne maju biologicko-ekologicky, technicko-eko-
nomicky a esteticky vyznam. Krajinné siete su médiami a tepnami toku
hmoty a energie v krajine, arealmi biodiverzity a ndstrojmi ekologickej
stability i tvorby krajinného obrazu. Okrem toho svedcia o vyvojovych
aspektoch prvkov, zloziek a celostnych systémov krajinného priestoru. Su
v nich zakédované casopriestorové znaky foriem a spdsobov vyuzivania
krajiny, ovplyvriuju jej vlastnosti a stav.

Siete na jednej strane spdjaju body ¢i uzly, na druhej strane rozdeluju
plochy. Schopnost spdjat body je velkou vyhodou, moze vSak spdsobit
rozmanité tazkosti. Riecna siet, idolna siet, komunikacna siet, ekologicka
siet, potrubnd siet, elektrorozvodna siet nepochybne spajaji body s rozny-
mi vlastnostami. Vdaka tomuto prepojeniu vznikajui intenzivne fungujtce
systémy. Niektoré siete su ,jednosmerné” - hmota, energia, pripadne
informadcie ,pretekaji” iba jednym smerom. Naopak, ,obojsmerné” siete
umoznuju toky v pozadovanych smeroch sticasne i striedavo.

Ak sa pozerame na siete z hladiska pouzivatela, sme obycajne spo-
kojni, ked pozadované toky prebiehajt podla nasich potrieb a predstav.
Uplne inak vnimaju takéto siete napriklad zvieratd, ktoré sa preto musia
pohybovat v obmedzenom priestore. Touto dichotémiou disponuju vlastne
vietky siete, kazda mad svoje zdporné stranky suvisiace s delenim priesto-
ru. Mnohé siete kultirna krajina zdedila od krajiny prirodnej, dalsie pridal
c¢lovek. Dopravné siete maju bezosporu vela vyhod, ale obyvatel domu tesne
vedla dialnice alebo rusnej Zeleznice si to nemysli. Rieka je zdrojom vody,
energie, prijemnych zaZitkov, je spojovacim médiom, ale v pripade povodni
prinasa cloveku skazu. Udolnd siet v hordch vedie Iudi az po vrcholy a sedld,
ale na plosinach predstavuje prekdzku pre dopravu kazdého druhu.

Iba nedavno ¢lovek zacal v ,rozdrobenej” prirode tvorit siete, ktoré
ju opét spoja. O uzitocnosti ekologickej stabilizacnej siete vacsina ludi
nepochybuje, ale malokto chce, aby viedla jeho pozemkom. Prekdza mu
v jeho vyuzivani, zavadzia vo vyhlade, pripadne je dtociskom nevitanych
zivocichov a rastlin.

Zivot cloveka so sietami bude vzdy kompromisom, budd fungovat, ak
sa o ne bude primerane starat a kontrolovat ich. Pavucina sieti signalizuje,
ze krajina Zije, funguje, reSpektuje potreby ludi aj prirody.

Jaromir Kolejka, Jan Supuka
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Networks in the Landscape

Networks are charakterized by features, that encouraged attention of
a man for a long time. Landscape networks are composed from imagina-
ry arms and communication points, so called junctions. They can have
natural, antropogenous and mixed character.

Every structural elements of the landscape networks have their sense
and fulfil their functions. Technically they have biological-ecological, tech-
nical-economical and aesthetic significance. They are media and arteries
of the material and energy flow, areas of biodiversity and instruments of
ecological landscape stability and creation of landscape scenery. They also
reflect about developmental aspects of the elements, components and
complex systems of the landscape. They contain encoded spatiotemporal
signs of forms and ways of land-use of the landscape, they influence the
character and state of the landscape.

Networks connect points or junctions on one side, separate areas on
the other one. Ability to connect points is an advantage, but it also can
cause various difficulties. There is no doubt, that riverine network, valley
network, communication network, ecological network, pipeline network,
electrodistributing network connect points with various characteristics.
Thanks to these connections, intensive functioning systems are arising.
Some of the networks are ,unidirectional” - material, energy or information
»are flowing” oneway only. On the other side, ,bidirectional” networks
allow to flow by desiderative directions together as well as alternately.

From the user point of view we are usually satisfied, if desiderative flows
run in accordance with our needs and notions. Animals that have to move in
limited areas perceive networks differently. Every network is characterized
by this dichotomy, every network has its negative aspects in connection with
division of the area.Cultural landscape inherited a lot of networks from the
natural landscape, some of them were added by humans. Transport networks
have a lot of advantages, but people that live near the motorway or busy
railway has different opinion. River is the source of water, energy, pleasant
experiences, it is connecting medium, but in case of flooding it brings devas-
tation to humans. Valley network leads people to the peaks and saddles in the
mountains, but represents barrier for any type of transport on plateaus.

Humans started to create networks in the ,crushed” nature, that will
connect it again recently. Nobody doubts on utility of territorial system
of ecological stability, but hardly anybody wants it on his land. It is the
barrier for utilizing the land, it is an obstacle to free view, it could become
the refuge for unwelcome animals and plants.

The life of man with networks will always be a compromise, they will
work, if the man will suitably take care of them and control them. Cobweb
of networks signalizes, that landscape is alive, that works and respects
the needs of humans and nature.
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