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Landscapes

B hills

uplands
reclaimed peat bogs

river valleys
reclaimed fen lands
reclaimed tidal flats
drained lakes

sea dunes
water

built up area







Al
e L







HELILEEH

... -
L )
—u
: !
R
i g ....&.
| &k
' ¢l
; L.__”J. ..,“..q_.
] L = E
i M_ %m
..r. - | 2
ool gy
r 15 m..
# ﬁ
>
¥ ,._

¢
—.-
‘ .
R
'
n |
"
| B
- .—.

L.Es















chnologlss

BARCELONA’7 YOUR VOTES

2007’;@}0& Technologias, '
& International Surveys /-~




-,

Characteristics of Dutch agricultural landscapes

e lowlands vs uplands = a wide horizon
small scaled matrix

« At end of the century leisur
dominant than agricultu
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Nature developement
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The Dutch landscape is cluttering

‘landscape cluttering’.
often ' o~ result of
trying to achieve varlous different interests

Instead of striving towards one preconceived
plan.
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 Central when necessary, local whe
— Strict spatial development rules i
— Elsewhere: objective to deve
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I VHR gebieden op land &’—’fsp &

| VHR gebieden (water) f
- Robuuste verbindingen en poorten
| Netto-EHS (Nota Ruimts)

|| Nationale Landschappen
| Begrensde EHS Noordzee

qualities .-

— Natu JUU SIles
— National Landscapes
e Landscape gqualities:

— Earth scientific values

— Cultural values (archeol
patterns, historical builc

— Wide horizon of open landscapes (non build up)
— Density of linear plantings in small scale
landscapes

« Monitoring of physical characteristics
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quality should be increas'ed:byé_
2007 | _
* Monitoring of perception




-,

Why monitor perception:and appreciation

You have to discuss landscape quality
* As quality does not have Just a
also a personal and social c

« Than evaluation of polici
of experts and monitorir
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Three dimensions of landscape quality

Matterscape

Powerscape

Mindscape

Physical reality Social reality Inner reality
Assessment Appreciation Perception
Measurement Enquiry Interview

Jacobs, 2006




3-daagse autovakantie Bodegraven

Even helemaal weg in eigen land? Dan heeft
KRAS voor u een geweldige sanbieding! Boek nu 3
heerlijke dagen naar Tulip Inn in Bodegraven
vanaf slechts € 79. Dit is bovendien inclusief
uitgebreld ontbijtbuffet. Boek snell

UITSTAPIES IN DE OMGEVING
Bodegraven, midden in het Groene Hart. van
Nederland maar toch op steemworpafitand van de
steden Amsterdam, Rotterdam, Den Haag en
Utrecht. Deze steden bieden u meer dan genceg
wertier; winkels, culbuur en een keéur san restaursnts
en bars. In Bodegraven zelf kunt u o, een Kijkje
nemen bi] de Weijpoortse molen die bijna ke
zaterdag geopend Is. Liever de natour in? Een

wandellng of een fietstocht behoren tot
de mogelijkheden in deze groene omgeving. De
gezellige restaurants rorgen voor de innerlifke
mans!

—

KRAS.NL |

waarom zou je verder zoeken

HOTEL TULIF INN BODEGRAVEN

Dit 3-sterren hotel lgt in Bodegraven, omringd door
die natwur van et Groene Hart. Het hoted beschikt
over ob, zelfbedieningsrestaurant, brassene met
Mediterrane  keuken, hotelbar  en  gezellige
loungebar.

in het 3-sterren Hoted Tulip inn
-persoonskamer met ontbijt.

Aankomstdata: vrijdag van 23711 tim 252

3 dagen
November—jaruan v, ETD
Februarl v €89
Reserveringskosten € 15 per boeking (verplicht.
Prijzen zijn per persoon, obay. 2 personen. Voor
een uitgebrelde reisbeschrijving/reservering be
wwni kras.nl/24423

of bel 0900 - 9697 =5 2.

Het GROENE HART van Nederland

boek online ©.
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Method B>

representative sampling
First enquiry in 2006

Oversampling to describe g
characteristics that deterr

Two samples:

— Representative for Dutch landscapes: 4800 persons
— Representative for Dutch population groups: 1800 persons




Conceptual model

Perception

Social characteristics

of the population Appreciation

* Attractiveness landscape

Physical character-
Isticts landscape

Landscape
policies
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SPEL questionnaire (Coeterier 2000)
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e Ferception cC DasIC quallties aetermir
appreciation of attractiveness:
Unity / Coherence
Order/Organization of functior
Usability for own activities
Historical character
Naturalness
Spatial dimensions
Sensorial impressions

* For each quality several questions on 1 to 10 index

e |Information on recreation activities
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Landscape

Urban green

Housing environment
Happiness

Home

Experienced heath |

| | |
0 20 40 60 80 100
% (very) satisfied population




Unity/Coherence
Accessibility |
Historical identity

Quitness |

Wide horizon
Spontanity of nature
Water

Relief




obstru
horizons

(very) fragmented |
landscape

(very) unattractive 7
landscape =

R |

0.0 10.0 20.0 30.0

% population




age
Income
education
household
origin




Contribution of personal characteristics to explained variation in attractiveness
of landscapes and urban green 2006

[ ] Satisfaction with
A I urban green
. _ . B Attractiveness
xperience
health e landscape
oron
Education
Household
composition _
| ' | ' | | |
0 20 40 60 80

% contribution




Relation between age and perception attractiveness landscape 2006

Appreciation index (1-10)

10—




Recreational activities outside urban areas 2006

Walking B More than
four times
Bicycling a year
Being idle

Nature observation
Picnicing

Bathing in public water
Running

Boating

! | |
0 20 40 60 80 100
% population
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Destinations of recreational activities 2006

I More than f
times a yea

Natural area
and forest

Rural area

Water

City park

Recreational
area

| |
80 100
% population




Appreciation attractiveness landscape, orgin and recreational activities 2006
Walking Bicycling

Foreigners Foreigners

Native

Native
population

population

3 6 7 8 9 10 5 6 7 8 9 10
Attractiveness index (1-10) Attractiveness index (1-10)

Il Very often

[ Often

[ ] Little




Results analysis social characteristics

* Enquiries need to be represe*ntatll |
these characteristics
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Analysis of physical characteristics

Model

Prediction of average appreéiati
area based on physical cha

Tool for:
— Inter- and extrapolation of
— Stratification of samples

For each characteristic one data set
Regression model




Obstruction of the wide horizon

very much
much

some
little

possible




Contribution of physical characteristics to explained variation in attractiveness
of landscapes 2006

Naturalness

Historical
identity

Absence of
urbanization

Absence of
horizon obstruction

Age

| |
0 10 20 30 40 50




Prediction of appreciated landscape
attractiveness based on physical
characteristics

Appreciation index (1-10)

Bl <5
|| 6-865
6.5-7
7-75
I 75-8
Bl s

Urban area
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Results of analysis physical characteristics

U
" .' \ W, LU

characteristics

« Geo-information gives limited in
about perception

« GLAM cannot adequatel
guestionnaires
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Influence of landscape changes

changes

 In first enquiry a question abo
landscape change during
« Additional enquiry on int
elements




Observed landscape changes 1996 - 2006

Residential area

Industrial and commercial area
Infrastructure

Nature development
Recreational area

Agriculture

Windmill and aerial mast
Quarry

Other

| |
0 20 40 60 80 100
% population




Appreciation of landscape attractiveness and observed changes 2006

Nature development

Agriculture

Quarry

Windmill and aerial mast

Recreational area [

Residential area
Industrial and commercial area

Infrastructure

| | | |
-0.6 -04 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6
Deviation to mean appreciation

Bl Significant
[ ] Non-significant
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agricultural barn & silo
high-tension line
horsi-culture

zendmast SR e e

windmills non-linear

high-rise building

golf course ==

windmills linear B - - -

countryside home : ==
exotic livestock

exotic plant =2 ===

0.00 0.50 1.00 1.50 2.00 2.50 3.00 3.50

Decrease index 1to 7




Results analysis landscape changes

Especially development of infrastructt
& commercial areas and greenh




qualltles
* This knowledge is relevant for DC
 Most people appreciate the

e Intrusive landscape elenr
Influence on appreciation, ¢

development of urbanization infrastructure and
modern agro-industrial buildings
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