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Context
The attractivity of cities depends, amongst others,
on its cultural ecosystem services: the nonmaterial
benefits people obtain from ecosystems through
spiritual enrichment, cognitive development,
reflection, recreation, and aesthetic experiences
(MEA, 2005). A better understanding of the
general appreciation of these services can help
managing them and may allow city planners to
provide a more attractive city for their residents.
This study focusses on the valuation of cultural
ecosystem services in the urban-rural fringe. It tries
to unravel the appreciation residents have for the
various services that are offered by the different
landscape elements in and around the city. Specific
attention will be paid to differences in valuation
along the urban-rural gradient and their relation
with proximity (distance from home location) and
scarcity (relative abundance) of preferred
landscape elements.

Research questions
 What is the quantitative relation
between the inhabitants’
appreciation of cultural ES and their
residential distance?
 What are the factors that contribute
to the residents’ appreciation?
 How does the inhabitants’
appreciation of cultural ES change
along an urban-rural gradient?

Method
 Literature review on
types and evaluation of
cultural ES;
 Spatial analysis to define
landscape elements
associated with cultural
ES;
 Map-centered
questionnaires to obtain
local residents’ most
preferred and disliked
landscape elements;
 Regression analysis to
explain landscape
valuation from landscape
attributors, residents’
characteristics and their
home location.
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Study area
Initial analyses have been performed for the
Amstelland region, south of Amsterdam. Currently
field work is ongoing in the Maastricht region.
Landscape elements in Maastricht and surroundings

Questionnaire

Among the map-centered sites:
 What is your most favorite place for cultural
heritage?
 What is your most favorite place for recreation
(outdoor) and outdoor sports?
 What is your most favorite place for aesthetic
appreciation of natural and cultivated?
 What is your most disliked place for general
recreation?
Personal information (postcode, age, gender…)
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