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VISUAL CROSS-BORDER RESEARCH ON COMMON CROATIAN AND HUNGARIAN 
RIPARIAN LANDSCAPES  
 
Dina Stober, Imre Nagy  
 

Original scientific paper 
The first part of the paper gives an overview of research papers on the landscape with special emphasis on the visual and environmental studies. Long-
time development of visual research landscape provides a basis for a critical review pointing to the need to increase the validity of visual research, the 
category selection, visual perspective of a landscape, as well as the technical characteristics of the performance of visual material. In this paper the results 
of research of attitudes of Hungarian and Croatian students, conducted through visual materials and questionnaires on river landscape transformation are 
interpreted. The results indicate the need for harmonization of cross-border categorizations of the observed landscape, as well as the complement of the 
objective parameters by the parameters which include cultural accumulation.  
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Vizualna prekogranična istraživanja zajedničkog hrvatskog i mađarskog riječnog krajolika 
 

Izvorni znanstveni članak 
U prvom dijelu rada dan je pregled radova koji analiziraju istraživanja krajolika s posebnim ostvrtom na vizualna i ekološka istraživanja. Dugogodišnji 
razvoj vizualnih istraživanja krajolika pruža podlogu kritičkom osvrtu koji upućuje na potrebu povećanja validnosti vizualnih istraživanja u kategori 
odabira, prezentnosti krajolika kao i u tehničkim karakteristikama same izvedbe vizualnog materijala. U članku se interpretiraju rezultati istraživanja 
stavova mađarskih i hrvatskih studenata vizualnim materijalima i upitnikom o promjenama riječnog krajolika. Rezultati upućuju na potrebu usuglašavanja 
prekograničnih kategorizacija promatranog krajolika kao i dopunu objektivnih parametara parametrima koji uključuju kulturne akumulacije. 
 
Ključne riječi: prekogranični krajolik, riječni krajolik, vizualno istraživanje 
 
 
1 Introduction  
 

European Landscape Convention [1] presented a 
definition of landscape, broad accepted and cited in 
scientific literature. The core of the definition is that 
landscape is in action and interaction with human 
perception. River area planning comprises complex 
dynamic ecosystems and human cultural systems. 
Relationship variables can be found in the group of 
objective characteristics of landscape and in the 
subjective-objective characteristics of the observer and 
his/her conditions [2]. River basins are also cross-cultural 
links as well as conflicting elements in different thematic 
discourses (energy use, agriculture, biotope protection, 
transportation flow, border territory, upstream-
downstream, etc.). The existing positive example [3] of 
cross-border cooperation in the management of the Alpine 
– CIPRA - is the basis for the reflection of other valuable 
natural units stretching across several countries. In line 
with this, this study explores the variety of attitudes and 
values of different nationalities on common natural 
feature. The focal area is the cross-border area of 
Slovenia, Hungary and Croatia with the Rivers Mura and 
Drava. The Drava River forms a big part of the Croatian-
Hungarian border while the Mura River forms a small 
part of the Austrian-Slovenian, Slovenian-Croatian and 
Croatian-Hungarian border.  
 
2 Visual and ecological concepts related to landscape 

structure 
 
 There has been an attempt to bridge the chasm 
between the subjectivist and the objectivist paradigm in 
researching the relation between the ecological and the 
visual quality of landscape. According to Lothian [2] 
there is a subjectivist theory in the core of the objectivist 

paradigm and, vice versa, in the subjectivist paradigm we 
strive to measure some experience in an objective way. It 
is supposed that the category of quality for this paradigm 
has been derived according to the clear, objective criteria 
for some decided indicators. In keeping with this is 
objective assessment, too by using the psychophysical 
methods which use statistical instruments and 
mathematical models to classify visual quality of 
landscape. In that way we have quantificational methods 
to define landscape we find more beautiful than the 
others. Lothian [2] based his analysis on a basic 
dichotomy between the source of value and a moral 
subject: whether the value of landscape is inherent or 
whether it is in the "eye of the beholder". By analysing 
both theoretical and review articles the author presents the 
basic differences in the subjectivist and the objectivist 
paradigm. 

Kaplan et al. [4] defined in four categories the 
dimensions relevant for preference and tested them 
empirically. The results of regression analysis showed 
that the variable perceptual domain is the strongest 
predictor, whereas physical domain did not show any 
relevant influence on preference. From the set of twenty 
dimensions the authors extracted the following 
dimensions as influential for landscape preference: 
mystery and smoothness as positive variables and weedy 
field, scrubland and openness as negative variables for 
landscape preference. 

Ode et al. [5] combined the research connected both 
to the subject and the object and researched landscape 
preference in relation to various socio demographic 
factors and to three indicators of perceived naturalness. 
The theoretical framework comprised four dimensions 
according to which three indicators were set: level of 
succession, number of woodland patches and shape index 
of edges. The results showed that socio demographic 
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factors influence preference to a lesser degree than 
naturalness indicators. Among socio demographic 
indicators it was gender and profession and country as 
factors which showed some indicative influence on the 
observed. The study showed a strong relationship with 
preference for both the level of succession and number of 
woodland patches, and a weaker relationship with shape 
index of edges. 

Jacobs and Buijs [6] adopted a different approach to 
reveal various dimensions of sense of place. Instead of a 
theoretically determined categorization, they formulated 
dimensions on the basis of an open, in-depth account of 
people’s place meanings as elicited in two studies. Five 
categories of abstract place meanings emerged from the 
data-driven analysis: beauty (place meanings related to 
aesthetic judgments), functionality (place meanings that 
express ways of using the landscape), attachment (place 
meanings that convey belonging relations between 
subjects and the place), biodiversity (place meanings 
pertaining to species and nature), and risk (place 
meanings that articulate worries about current or expected 
problems).  
 
3  Research on landscape in Croatia  
 

Although it was published and translated in Croatia 
thirteen years ago, the document of European Spatial 
Development Perspective (ESDP European Spatial 
Development Perspective) [7] now provides a legal basis 
for the idea of sustainable development for the European 
continent. The fact that two years earlier, the first 
strategic document - Strategy of the Spatial Planning of 
the Republic of Croatia [8] had been published, and that 
terminology does not follow the European document, the 
Croatian document follows the principles of a sustainable 
planning. 

The chapters Landscape and Nature Conservation 
present goals and deal with the term "landscape". 
Simultaneously with the Program of the Spatial Planning 
of the Republic of Croatia [9] the publication Landscape -  
Content and Methodical Background of the Landscape 
Basis [9] was issued, consisting of the suggestions for the 
methodology of landscape management plan, as well as 
texts by various authors indicating the criteria to ensure 
the protection and proper evaluation of spatial units that 
due to their qualities, values or sensitivities require 
adequate attention in the preparation of regional plans. 
The publication ends with recommendations for further 
work on the basis of a landscape, which highlights the 
need to develop a unified model for the level of the state 
as a basis for developing the Croatian landscape 
management plan, preceded by the landscape typologies 
research as well as spatial trends and changes. 

Currently, the protection of the landscape in Croatia 
implements management plans of protected areas, zoning 
documents, the instrument of the impact assessment 
(PUO) and the instrument of the strategic assessment of 
plans and programs on the environment (SPUO).  
 
4 Visual research on landscape in Croatia  
 
 Authors Andlar et al. [11] provide an overview of the 
concept of landscape in the following systems: within 

legislation, spatial planning, environmental protection, 
nature conservation, cultural heritage and in the system of 
sustainable development and rural development. In a 
review of previous research related to cultural landscapes, 
the group of authors [11] present a number of Croatian 
papers critically placed in relation to the principles of 
landscape classification, highlighting the need for a 
comprehensive evaluation of the landscape that takes into 
account all its components. In the same review the authors 
emphasize the positive examples that have contributed to 
the identification and evaluation of cultural landscapes 
and determining the landscape typology. The review of 
national literature and scientific papers about the 
landscape also emphasises the ones that use visual 
materials [12, 13, 14], Pereković et al. (2007) [15], Cifrić 
and Trako (2008) [16], Butula et al. (2009) [14] and 
Stober et al. (2012) [17]. 
 Aničić [12] in her work on the house-garden 
relationship deals with the structural relationship between 
exteriors and interiors in the context of traditional and 
modern culture of habitation. The study uses a semantic 
differential instrument. The same instrument was used by 
Cifrić and Trako [16] to differentiate various types of 
landscapes in the distribution of natural and cultural 
landscapes. Students’ population research results [17] 
indicate that the young population prefers intact natural 
landscape, having, on the other side, no preferences for 
the polluted industrial landscape. The instrument of the 
semantic differential confirmed the four dimensions of 
subjective perception (aesthetic, stability, activity and 
religious), for all six types of landscapes. 
 Butula [14] also uses a semantic differential, for the 
purposes of the evaluation of visual material of the river 
landscape, but with the aim of identifying preferences of 
different stakeholders, potential and direct users of the 
observed landscape. The study was aimed to determine 
the differences in opinions and attitudes of different social 
and stakeholder interest groups about the recognition of 
the river landscape, the need to participate in decision-
making, in relation to the environment. The results 
confirmed the growing need for the participatory nature of 
the planning process, for the preparation and design of 
landscape evaluation criteria. 
 Identification of the interests of different groups in 
the river landscape was explored by Stober et al. [17] but 
in a transnational scope. The results showed differences in 
the perception and evaluation of the transformation of 
river landscapes, applied on the sample of both, students 
and professionals. 
 Group of authors Andlar et al. [11] gave a general 
critique on all domestic landscape and cultural researches, 
which pointed to an uncoordinated terminology, excessive 
dispersion of defining cultural landscapes and lack of 
development of techniques and procedures in the study. 
None of the studies directly addresses the development of 
innovations in techniques, but assumes already tested 
methods of the western, more experienced scientific and 
technical experts (Slovenian, Dutch, English, and 
German). But as a key issue in the review of national 
publications resulting excessive drift from the recent 
strategic document that announced the momentum in 
research, inventory and protect the landscape of Croatian 
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territory, which resulted in a non-directional, randomized 
positive studies, but with insufficient results. 
 
5  Research on landscape in Hungary 
 

The adoption of the Law on Spatial Development and 
Urban Planning 21/1996 allowed the possibility of 
defining the spatial landscape of the protected zone in the 
spatial planning at the national level in Hungary. 
Structure of the content of spatial plans is determined by 
the Ministry having a jurisdiction over urban planning, 
regional planning, rural development, etc. The system of 
spatial planning includes a part under a title – Plan 
Proposal for Landscaping and Nature Conservation [18].  

Landscape issues, landscape planning, protection of 
landscape area have all been dealt with in national 
environmental programs, the regional development 
strategies, operational plans at different levels (national, 
regional, micro level). 
The main objective of the National Programme for the 
Environmental Protection (NPC II) is to ensure the 
principles of sustainable development, and integration of 
environmental objectives and the nature into various 
development plans and programs. Parliamentary decision 
96/2009 (XII 9) adopted the National Programme for 
Environmental Protection (NPC III/2009-2014) that, 
among other things, consisted of the following aim:"...the 
maintenance and protection of areas that require 
rehabilitation of the landscape." The objectives of the 
National Programme for Environmental Protection within 
agriculture (NAKP), which was adopted by the 

Government Regulation 2253/1999, were related to the 
protection of landscape values as well: 
-Retention of rough grassland or abandoned arable land 
by bringing them into a form of cultural landscapes by 
extensive forms of business activities 
-Development of the tourism potentials of the region and 
improvement of the ecological landscape and rural 
tourism. 

Regional Plan of West Transdanubian Region 
(RPWTD) defines the protection of characteristic 
landscape, maintaining the character of typical landscapes 
with characteristic landscape crops. The program for 
environmental management in Western Transdanubia 
defines two priorities including measures to protect the 
landscape. 

At the beginning of this century, landscape defined 
categories were misaligned, nor were there unique 
principles according to which they were defined in the 
counties having protected landscape areas. Having the 
insight into several regional spatial plans, it was 
determined that the defined protected landscape areas did 
not provide a good basis for the establishment of a unique 
national landscape territory of valuable landscape areas, 
because of the lack of unified methodology. When 
creating a new national spatial plan, a new methodology 
of defining the national territory of protected landscape 
areas has been made, this became the basis for the 
definition of these patches in the physical plans of 
counties [19]. 

 
 

Figure 1 Hungarian landscape typology [20] 
 

The landscape system in Hungary had been made by 
the Institute of Geographical Research of the Hungarian 
Academy of Sciences at the end of the last century [20] 
and in 2010 the system was revised and expanded. 
Standardization is in a three level form and consists of 
macro-, mezzo- and micro- types of landscapes, whereas 
the macro-landscape types retain traditional physical and 
geographical features (Fig. 1). This system of landscape 

types is trying to integrate several mutually irreconcilable 
and contradictory scientific disciplines. 
 
6 Visual research on landscape in Hungary 
 

Within his textbook, Csemez [18] analyses in details 
the concepts of landscape planning and landscaping. The 
author defines landscaping planning and landscape 
designing based on environmental, technical and 
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economic impacts, and on the aesthetic principles 
enhancing the physical changes, productivity, space and 
visual values. 

Mezősi [21] was the first one in Hungary to 
accomplish the evaluation of landscape using GIS. In 
addition to environmental, social and quantitative 
methods, he uses a photo-analytical method as well as a 
measurement of visual absorbing capacity ("Viakom") - 
the ability to change the landscape despite the fact that 
some scenery objects remain undetected due to the relief 
inaccessibility. In determining "Viakom"-the author uses 
the following indicators: the angle, relative relief, location 
and size of forest areas [22],[23]. According to Mezősi 
[21], the combination of the aesthetic values of the 
landscape and the "Viakom" results in criteria for both, 
the management strategy of aesthetic resources, and areas 
for the purposes of rural and regional development. 

In the evaluation of landscape aesthetics, Karancsi 
[24], in his study of landscape aesthetics of space around 
Medvesa, uses a variety of scientific methods for 
determining the aesthetic value of the landscape. Starting 
from Mezősia [21], using a database that relates to 
changes in land, with a help of a computer graphics 
program he seeks to visually reconstruct historical 
landscape paintings, photographs, aero- photos for the 
period of the last 50-60 years. At the same time, he uses, 
as data, art paintings, landscape paintings. Thus 
systematically gathered photographic material is suitable 
for further research, using quantitative photo-analytical 
methods. 

Within a sociological method, the concept of 
aesthetic landscape value tends to be objectified. The 
author, Karancs [24], using a questionnaire, includes 
residents of the investigated area in the survey, people 
from other parts of the state and foreign citizens. The 
study was conducted on a representative sample of 2000 
people. The sample of respondents was planned according 
to the respondents' experiences, with other respondents 
included, who had not previously observed the landscape. 
The representativeness of the sample was ensured by the 
relevance of the results as a landscape evaluating 
category. 

Taking into account the evaluation of physical factors 
using computer methods (Point Lookout, visibility, 
accessibility, slope) it is possible to identify the areas that 
are of a great touristic importance. 

According to Csemez [18], and Karancsi [24], the 
landscape indicators for the evaluation of the environment 
in Hungary are grouped based on two aspects: on the one 
hand there are measures of counting and frequency of 
landscape elements; on the other hand we determine a 
schedule, location and character of the landscape 
elements. For the purposes of a quantitative description of 
landscape elements, internationally accepted indicators 
are used: (a) biological, physical, an indicator of 
biodiversity, (b) socio-economic indicators, and (c) an 
indication of aesthetic landscape, grouped on visual 
indicators, the effect index and the index of coherence. 
 
 
 
 
 

7 Common Drava and Mura Rivers landscape  
 

The landscape of Hungary in the regional plans is 
categorized according to the new categorization of 
protected landscape areas at the national level. The 
valleys of the River Drava and the River Mura are 
situated in the counties of Zala, Somogy and Baranya. 
The based system of landscape reveals a mezzo-type 
landscape in the territory of Baranya County: the regions 
(Drava mente), which consist of landscape micro units: 
the Drava valley (Drava-sik), The Black water (Fekete-
víz) and Nyarad-Harkanj lowlands (Nyárád-Harkányi-
sik). The whole course of the Drava River valley is a part 
of the Drava-Danube Rivers National Park. In the 
Somogy county, the micro-type landscape represents the 
"middle Drava River". The Somogy County encounters a 
micro-type landscape "the middle Drava River", which 
according to the spatial plan of the County falls into the 
category of the protected landscape area. The regional 
plan includes landscape rehabilitation for the following 
settlements: Gyékényes and Somogyudvarhely, located in 
the valley of the River Drava. In the county of Zala 
"valley of the river Mura" (Mura River part) is a 
landscape micro unit which entirely belongs to the 
category of "protected landscape districts" [25] [26] [27]. 

The principle of vertical integration and coordination 
of the interests promoted by the Regional Planning and 
Construction Law, (Official Gazette 76/07, Article 11), 
requires that the terminology and categorization on the 
national level are both integrated into the level of regional 
plans of counties. The Croatian border area aiming at 
Hungarian border, marked by the river Drava and Mura 
landscapes, includes the following counties: Međimurje 
county, Koprivnica-Križevci County and Virovitica-
Podravina County. All counties’ regional plans have a 
section dealing with landscape protection, although the 
terms of the landscape and scenery are to be found in 
some other chapters (cultural heritage, natural heritage, 
protection of natural values and cultural-historical 
entities, the rational use of natural resources, preservation 
of ecological stability and valuable parts of the 
environment, and others). According to the Croatian 
landscape regionalization (Spatial Planning Strategy of 
the Republic of Croatia), the observed cross-border area is 
a part of the lowland landscape of north-west Croatia, the 
Drava area (Podravina) and Kalnik -Bilogora - Moslavina 
area, and according to the visual regionalization 
(classification by visual experience of a landscape) it 
belongs to the area of the Mura river valley. The 
landscape of Međimurje, according to the regional plan, is 
categorized into several sections: 
-  Urbanized landscape 
-  Cultivated landscape of Lower Međimurje 
-  Cultivated landscape of Upper Međimurje 
-  Close to nature landscape of the Mura river 
-  Close to nature landscape of the River Drava (a very 

small proportion which relates to the old Drava 
River). 
A more detailed land usage of the protected area 

along the Mura and Drava was planned when creating 
PPPPO –the Mura and the Drava, later, in further plans, 
renamed PPPPO the Drava River, and is currently being 
developed. 
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In the Koprivnica-Križevci county, in its particularly 
valuable areas - natural landscapes, the Kalnik Mountain 
area is highlighted in the County plan, as well as the 
wider area of the River Drava, including a protected 
confluence of the Mura, the forest Repaš with the 
surounding units like ponds and lakes, and the forest area 
Kolačke and Rasinje, the Bilogora area, the forest area of 
Križančije, sand surface areas of Đurđevac and the 
surrounding forest lands and valuable individual smaller 
localities. 

The Spatial Plan of the Virovitica-Podravina County 
points to the fact that the document cannot define in 
details the structurally different forms of a landscape. The 
task is transferred to the lower level of regional plans 
considering towns / cities, which dictate that it is 
necessary to define the landscape of the area by its 
features (natural, cultivated, built landscape). 

Published results of the workshop on Natura 2000 
from 2009 [27] are significant for the subject interested in 
the observed area. The results indicate the need for 
identification of valuable elements within each county, 
and as a recognized value in all counties are the elements 
of the landscape of the Drava River.  
 
8 Study instrument and analysis 
 

The purpose of this study was to investigate 
environmental attitudes on the development of the 
common area of the Mura and Drava Rivers in the trans-
border area of Hungary and Croatia. The research was 
undertaken with the hypothesis that a large number of 
respondents, in accordance with their age, would confirm 
the proecological position of the younger population as 
confirmed on a global [29] and regional level [30, 13, 14, 
15, 31]. 

Surveys are one of the most common forms of 
research to reach for collecting cross-cultural attitudes 
[32, 33, 34]. The methodology is quantitative in sampling, 
data analysis, and data inference. Answers were 
quantitatively analysed on a 5-point Likert scale. The 
research was conducted on a convenience sample which 
cannot be generalized to the level of culture/nation but it 
tests the attitude of the young at observed universities. 
 

 

Figure 2 Concept of questionnaire 
 

A structured questionnaire consists of two parts: 
visual material and written questionnaire (Fig. 2). In the 
first part there is a visual material displayed representing 
the original and the modified scenes of the Drava and the 
Mura Rivers within four scenarios (Fig. 3). The second 
part of the survey researched a wider system of values 

related to nature, man, technology and culture, as well as 
the attitudes on protection and development linked to the 
river area. 
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Figure 3 Initial and modified vistas from the Mura and Drava Rivers 
landscape 

 
Photo shoots of the Drava and Mura Rivers were 

picked up on the criteria of accessibility [35]. All 
locations are accessible from roads, unpaved roads, 
agricultural and fishermen’s paths. The vistas selected 
represent a typical landscape of the Mura and Drava 
Rivers which does not stand out from other landscapes of 
lowland rivers.  

During selection, special attention was paid to 
balancing the display of the water body, lack of scenicity, 
presence of elements, visibility from both river banks, the 
possibility of implementation of modifying elements 
(residential, traffic infrastructure and hydro power plants) 
and the lack of presence of humans and animals in the 
picture. 

The data collected in the survey were analysed by 
using the methods of descriptive and inferential statistics. 
A χ2 test was used for selecting the worst/best scenes as a 
dichotomous situation. For testing the differences in vista 
ranking among three groups, Kruskal-Wallis H test was 
provided. 
 
9 Cross-border sample 
 

A total of 421 students were involved, from three 
universities – the University on Ljubljana, Slovenia; 
Kaposvar University, Hungary, and the University of J.J. 
Strossmayer in Osijek, Croatia. The study explored 
expected differences among three nationalities but the 
theme exceeded the scope of this paper. The present study 
elaborates results from Hungarian and Croatian students. 
Two included universities lie on the river, Kaposvar on 
Kapos and Osijek on the Drava River. The number of 
students from different countries was balanced, 142 from 
Hungary and 151 Croatian students participated in the 
survey. 
 
10 Results 
10.1 Results for best and worst vistas 
 

The criterion of naturalness as a guiding influence in 
the evaluation of the scene has been assumed according to 
what was suggested in previous researches [35, 36, 37]. 
The assumption that in the planning of new features along 
water courses (the Mura and the Drava Rivers) the 
suitability of new phenomena will be dependent on the 
evaluation of naturalness of the observed location has not 
been confirmed. The hypothesis was disproved by the fact 

that the maximum influence was more acceptable in a 
completely natural environment than in the area where 
there was already a pedestrian bridge. In the case of the 
scene with a beach with a water slide, a mill or a ferry as 
indicators of minor human impact (visible stewardship) 
the transformation of the area into the Energy production 
Scenario was ranked the lowest (Tab. 1).  

The evaluation of the best and the worst images was 
conceived in the manner that the students evaluated all 
images simultaneously and selected the best and the worst 
by inspecting all thirty images. The students saw all 
photos on two occasions, when they were projected on the 
wall at the beginning and at the end of the introduction to 
the survey. There were put six sheets of paper in the A4 
format in order, one next to the other, for a total display of 
all images.  

 
Table 1 Ranking of Scenarios according to mean scores 
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No Human Impact 2 1 3 4 5 
Visible Stewardship 3 1 2 4 5 
Scene with National 
Slovenian and Croatian 
Cultural Heritage 

1 3 2 4 5 

Dominant Human Impact 4 1 3 2 5 
Summary of rankings 10 6 10 14 20 

Ranking 1(best) to 5 (worst) 
 

They had to choose the three best and the three worst 
solutions for the observed areas. The next evaluation of 
the images was done by ranking the scenarios in the frame 
of the modification of the original vista. An A4 sheet 
displayed the scenarios in the following order: original 
vista, Scenario Restoration, Outdoor recreation and 
Tourism, Settlement Scenario and Energy production 
Scenario. The ranking instrument was chosen because of 
the expected small range of grades between the scenarios 
where the variables were altered to a smaller degree. 
Statistically significant differences are found in 11 out of 
30 of the first images for the best vista and in 9 for the 
worst vista (Tab. 2). 

From an overview of the percentages (Tab. 3) we can 
see that the Croatian cluster of respondents selected for 
the most parts those vistas in which recreation and 
tourism by the mill on the Mura were displayed, whereas 
Hungarian respondents did not select this image among 
the first three (Tab. 4).  

 
Table 2 Overview of the three best Vistas by groups of Hungarian and 

Croatian students 
The best Vista 

Nation  %  %  % 
HU 1A 11,7 3A 10,9 2A / 4A 9,5 
HR 3B 14,2 1A 7,6 2B 7,2 

 
A difference appears with the selection of the worst 

scene. The Hungarian respondents selected it by the 
highest frequency (15,8 %). The greatest difference was 
expressed for scene 4A (the Renaturation Scenario/Beach 
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on Mura Confluence) in the set of the best and for the 
scene 1D (the Energy Production Scenario /Total Nature). 
 
Table 3 Overview of the three worst Vistas by groups of Hungarian and 

Croatian students 
The worst Vista 

Nation  %  %  % 
HU 4D 15,8 3D 10,9 6D 10,0 
HR 4D 13,8 1D 13,0 2D 11,7 

 
  The responses of the Hungarian respondents stand out; 
their choice of the best scenes is as a rule the scenario of 
renaturalization. The Hungarian respondents linked the 
transformation of the environment as desirable with the 
notion of birds, non-presence of humans, non-existence of 
infrastructure, appearance of river plants, low greenery 
and extending the river edge for possible retention.  
 
10.2 Results for vista ranking 
 

Ranking results for six sets with five vistas differ for 
the national groups in most vistas. 

However, differences do not appear for the Energy 
Production Scenario in either of the variants. There is a 
consensus on ranking all the scenes with the hydropower 
plant. There is also no difference with the Restoration/ 
Total Nature, Origin Vista/Mill on the Mura and 
Settlement/Pedestrian Bridge Križnica. Statistically the 
most significant difference can be found for the 
Restoration/Pedestrian bridge Križnica vista. 

The Croatian respondents awarded this radical spatial 
move in most of the cases (58,0 %) a better rank (1 or 2), 
whereas the Hungarians to a lower degree (22,6 %). 

By comparing mean scores acquired according to the 
ranks, the Hungarian students ranked the Restoration 
Scenario to the first place in all sets. The Croatian cluster 
chose most frequently the Outdoor Recreation and 
Tourism Scenario as the first. 
 
10.3 Results on frequency of visiting river area  
 
  Imposing the framework Attachment to the river, the 
second stage of the result analysis attempted to identify 
different groups of respondents in relation to their 
interaction to the river landscape and their behaviour in it. 
Correlations on the total sample are provided for the 
frequency of visiting the river in Tab. 4.  

The connection of the visits to the river landscape is 
expressed for 18 out of 38 items related to the framework 
Environmental orientation, and 4 out of 16 for the 
framework Policy preferences. Lower frequency of visits 
to the river is positively correlated to the items defining 
environmental orientation Anthropocentric-egoistic, 
negatively correlated to one Ecocentric item and 
negatively correlated to two Anthropocentric altruistic 
items according to Shultz and Zelezny [38] definition of 
socio environmental orientations. According to Buijs [39], 
the frequency of being beside the river is also a factor that 
affects the formation of attitudes about the image of the 
river, which is a part of shaping the attitude towards the 
observed landscape. Differences in the frequency of 
visiting the river landscape is most expressed in the case 
of national grouping of respondents (χ2=91,114; p=0,000).  

The Hungarian sample visits the river less frequently 
in a daily or everyday rhythm, while the Croatian 
respondents visit it more frequently (Fig. 4). 

 
Table 4 Spearman Rho correlation between frequency of the visits to the 

river landscape and other statements in the instrument 

Questionnaire Item Correlation 
coefficient 

Sig. 
(2-tailed) N 

I visit the river more frequently 
because of taking walks ,695** ,000 418 

I visit the river more frequently 
because of sports ,373** ,000 416 

I visit the river more frequently 
because of education ,244** ,000 409 

I visit the river more frequently 
because of spending time in a cottage ,182** ,000 417 

Building of hydroelectric power 
plants is important for the 
development of the river area 

,257** ,000 393 

Gravel excavating is important for 
the development of the river area  ,199** ,000 391 

Arranged environment is important 
for planning the purposes in the river 
area 

,213** ,000 414 

Flood protection is important for 
planning the purpose in the river area ,181** ,000 418 

Floods should be fought by 
concrete embankments and 
fortifications 

,171** ,001 403 

Floods should be fought by  
bank extensions and digging of river 
armlets  

,144** ,004 404 

Floods should be fought by  
creating lakes and hydroelectric 
power plants 

,219** ,000 398 

Hydroelectric power plant looks 
attractive by the river  ,209** ,000 409 

**. Correlation is significant at the 0,01 level (2-tailed). 
*. Correlation is significant at the 0,05 level (2-tailed). 

 
 

Figure 4 Frequency of visits to the river area by Hungarian and Croatian 
students 

 
That corresponds to the characters of the area along 

the rivers Drava and Kapos, which were mentioned as the 
last river the respondents visited in the majority of cases. 
The Drava River in Osijek is a town river, from one side 
connected to the town area, on the other to the 
recreational area. The Kapos is a river at the town 
periphery which does not connect to its existence either 
recreation or designed nature. 

 
 

0,0%
10,0%
20,0%
30,0%
40,0%
50,0%
60,0%
70,0%
80,0%

frequently,
daily or

several times
a week

rarely, several
times a year

very rarely,
once every
few years

never

HR HU

Tehnički vjesnik 21, 2(2014), 323-331                                                                                                                                                                                                             329 



Visual cross-border research on common Croatian and Hungarian riparian landscapes                                                                                                          D. Stober, I. Nagy 

11 Discussion and conclusion 
 

Water landscapes are preferred to all landscapes due 
to their scenic beauty and, on the other side are in the 
focus due to a large pressure on ecosystems. Young 
participants of the total sample prefer river areas more 
than other natural landscapes and show pro-environmental 
position toward the transformation of river landscapes. 
The transformation of river landscapes explored by visual 
stimuli shows that the respondents tend to rate landscapes 
with moderate human influence as "more vulnerable" than 
those of complete nature scenes. It was shown that the 
presence of one element carrying an emotion may 
influence the value system of acceptability of a new 
human influence in the river area. It can also be assumed 
that different character of rivers in Kaposvar and Osijek 
also affected responses according to results in attachment 
to the river frame. This research shows that the 
complexity of researching landscape, of individual and 
social values must be applied in the process of planning 
and decision making as well.  

The results of the visual part of the questionnaire 
indicate that the Drava and Mura landscape should be 
categorized not only as natural, cultured and 
anthropogenic, but also according to perceived symbolic 
values. This survey, according to the differences in the 
evaluation of a river landscape of the Mill on the Mura, 
confirmed the need for a cross-cultural discourse study of 
the mutual natural area including differentiations on 
innovation culture to neighbouring transition countries 
[40]. 

Water management and spatial planning should find a 
way to join cultural, global environmental, territorial and 
legislative discourses in order to respond to a global task 
of sustainability of natural resources. A long-term 
dimension of the strategic plan should satisfy global 
aspirations for resource sustainability whereas short-term 
actions should respond to potential conflicts of 
stakeholders or to environmental shock events.  
 
12 Literature  
 
[1]  Council of Europe, European Landscape Convention. 

Florence, 2000. URL: http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty 
/en/Treaties/html/176.htm (24.05.2010) 

[2]  Lothian A. Landscape and the philosophy of aesthetics:is 
landscape duality inherent in the landscape or in the eye of 
beholder? // Landscape and Urban Planning. 44, (1999), pp. 
177-198.  

[3]  http://www.cipra.org/en/CIPRA/cipra-international/ 
activities-and-projects/activities-and-projects (18.05.2011) 

[4] Kaplan, R.; Kaplan, S.; Brown, T. Environmental   
Preference A Comparison of Four Domains of Predictors.                     
// Environment and Behavior. 21, 5(1989) pp. 509-530. 

[5]  Ode, A.; Fry, G.; Tveit, M.; Miller, D. Indicators of 
perceived naturalness as drivers of landscape preference. // 
Journal of Environmental Management. 90(2009) pp. 375-
383.  

[6] Jacobs, M. H.; Buijs, A. E. Understanding stakeholders' 
attitudes toward water management interventions: Role of 
place meanings. // Water Resources Research, 47, 1(2011) 
pp. W01503. 

[7]  ESDP European Spatial Development Perspective Towards 
Balanced and Sustainable Development of the Territory of 

the European UnionLuxembourg: Office for Official 
Publications of the European Communities, 1999. 

[8]  Strategija prostornog uređenja Republike Hrvatske. 
Ministarstvo prostornog uređenja, graditeljstva i stanovanja, 
Republika Hrvatska, Zavod za prostorno planiranje, 1997. 

[9] Program prostornog uređenja Republike Hrvatske. 
Ministarstvo prostornog uređenja, graditeljstva i stanovanja, 
Republika Hrvatska, Zavod za prostorno planiranje, 1999. 

[10] Krajolik - Sadržajna i metodska podloga krajobrazne 
osnove Hrvatske, Ministarstvo prostornog uređenja, 
graditeljstva i stanovanja, Republika Hrvatska, Agronomski 
fakultet Sveučilišta u Zagrebu, 1999. 

[11] Andlar, G.; Aničić, B.; Pereković, P.; Dika, I. R.; Hrdalo I. 
Kulturni krajobraz i legislativa – stanje u Hrvatskoj. // 
Društvena istraživanja. 3(113), 20(2011), pp. 813-835. 

[12] Aničić, B. Usporedba tradicionalne i suvremene kulture 
stanovanja u jednoobiteljskom boravištu na osnovi odnosa 
kuća-vrt. // Studia Etnologica Croatica. 14/15(2004), 
pp.185-212.  

[13] Butula, S. Planning for sustainable development: the 
significance of different social interests in landscape. // 
Društvena istrazivanja. 12, 3-4(2003), pp. 427-441. 

[14] Butula, S. Public preferences towards landscape identity: a 
case study of riparian landscapes in Croatia. // Društvena 
istraživanja. 18, 3(2009), pp. 479-501. 

[15] Pereković, P. et. al. Percepcija osnovnih karakteristika 
otvorenih prostora u stambenim naseljima–primjeri grada 
Zagreba i Velike Gorice. // Društvena istraživanja. 16, 
6(2007), pp. 1103-1124. 

[16] Cifrić, I.; Trako, T. Kultivirani i tehnički krajobraz. 
Usporedba percepcije dvaju krajobraza. // Socijalna 
ekologija. 17, 3(2008), pp. 215-237. 

[17] Stober, D.; Pogačnik, A.; Lončar-Vicković, S. Comparision 
of Students and Experts Attitudes on Planning and 
Managing of The Drava and Mura River Landscape. // 
Technical Gazette-Tehnički vjesnik. 19, 3(2012), pp. 573-
581. 

[18] Csemez, A. Tájtervezés – tájrendezés. Budapest, 
Mezőgazda Kiadó, 1996, pp. 296. 

[19] Csemez A.; Kollányi, L. Tájképvédelmi terület övezetének 
lehatárolása és szabályozása. Az Országos Területrendezési 
Tervről szóló 2003. évi XXVI. törvény módosító javaslata. 
Budapesti Corvinus Egyetem Tájtervezési és Területfej-
lesztési Tanszék Megbízó: VÁTI Kht. Budapest. 2006, pp. 
33. 

[20] Marosi, S.; Somogyi, S. Magyarország kistájainak 
katasztere I-II. MTA Földrajztudományi Kutató Intézet. 
Budapest, Domborzati térképként letölthető, 1990. 
http://www.novenyzetiterkep.hu (31.01.2013) 

[21] Mezősi, G. Kísérletek a táj esztétikai értékének 
meghatározására. Földrajzi Értesítő XL. évf. 3-4(1991), pp. 
251-264. 

[22] Kaplan S.; Kaplan. R. Cognition and environment: 
Functioning in an uncertain world. New York: Praeger. 
1982, pp. 287. 

[23] Brown, T. J.; Itami R. M. Landscape principles study: 
procedures for landscape assessment and management. // 
Australia Landscape Journal. 1, 2(1982), pp. 113-121. 

[24] Karancsi Z.; Horváth G.; Kiss A. Tájesztétikai vizsgálatok a 
Medves-térség területén: Egy klasszikus képeslap motívum 
megjelenítése. A III. Magyar Földrajzi Konferencia 
tudományos közleményei. Budapest, 2006. 

[25] PPB 2010, Physical Plan of Baranja County  
[26] PPS 2010, Physical Plan of Somodj County  
[27] PPZ 2010, Physical Plan of Zala County 
[28] http://www.natura2000.hr/PageTemplates/ 

PageContent.aspx?pageId=82 (20.10.2011) 
[29] Dunlap, R. E.; Van Liere, K. D.; Mertig, A. G.; Jones, R. E. 

New Trends in Measuring Environmental Attitudes: 
Measuring Endorsement of the New Ecological Paradigm: 

330                                                                                                                                                                                                          Technical Gazette 21, 2(2014), 323-331 



D. Stober, I. Nagy                                                                                                     Vizualna prekogranična istraživanja zajedničkog hrvatskog i mađarskog riječnog krajolika 

A Revised NEP Scale. // Journal of Social Issues. 56, 
(2000), pp. 425-442. 

[30] Šundalić, A.; Pavić, Ž. Ekološka svijest mladih: između 
održivog razvoja i tehnocentrizma. // Socijalna ekologija. 
16, 4(2007), pp. 279-296. 

[31] Kantar S.; Razum, O.; Svržnjak, K. Zaštita okoliša u 
stavovima i ponašanju studenata koprivničko-križevačke 
županije. // Socijalna ekologija. 18, 2(2009), pp. 169-188. 

[32] Young, B.; Brown, T. J. A Cross-Cultural Comparison of 
Preferences for Landscape Styles and Landscape Elements. 
// Environment and Behavior. 24, 4(1992), pp. 471-507. 

[33] Burger, J. Valuation of environmental quality and eco-
cultural attributes in Northwestern Idaho: Native Americans 
are more concerned than Caucasians. // Environmental 
Research.111, (2011), pp. 136-142. 

[34] Stephenson, J. The Cultural Values Model: An integrated 
approach to values in landscapes. //  Landscape and Urban 
Planning. 84, (2008), pp. 127-139. 

[35] Lamb, R. J.; Purcell, A. T. Perception of naturalness in 
landscape and its relationship to vegetation structure. // 
Landscape and Urban Planning. 19, 4(1990), pp. 333-352. 

[36] Kaplan, R.; Kaplan, S.; Brown, T. Environmental 
Preference A Comparison of Four Domains of Predictors.  
// Environment and Behavior. 21, 5(1989), pp. 509-530. 

[37] Ode, A.; Fry, G.; Tveit, M.; Miller, D. Indicators of 
perceived naturalness as drivers of landscape preference. // 
Journal of Environmental Management. 90, (2009), pp. 
375-383. 

[38] Schultz, P. W.; Zelezny, L. C. Values as predictors of 
environmental attitudes: evidence for consistency across 14 
countries. // Journal of Environmental Psychology. 19, 
(1999), pp. 255-265. 

[39] Buijs, A. E. Public support for river restoration. A mixed-
method study into local residents’ support for and framing 
of river management and ecological restoration in the 
Dutch floodplains. // Journal of Environmental 
Management. 90, 8(2009), pp. 2680-2689. 

[40] Ivanović, M.; Keser, T.; Blažević D. Capitalization of 
knowledge -innovation processes in transitional countries. // 
Technical Gazette-Tehnički vjesnik. 18, 1(2011), pp. 15-22. 

 
 

Authors' addresses 
 
Dina Stober, dr. sc. dipl. ing. arh. 
Sveučilište Josipa Jurja Strossmayera u Osijeku 
Građevinski fakultet Osijek 
Drinska 16 a  
HR-31 000 Osijek, Croatia 
E-mail: dstober@gfos.hr  
 
Imre Nagy, Prof. dr. sc. dipl. geograf 
Univerzitet u Novom Sadu, Prirodno-matematički fakultet  
Trg Dositeja Obradvića 3. 
SER-21000 Novi Sad, Srbija 
E-mail: imre.nadj@dgt.uns.ac.rs 
Research Centre for Economic and Regional Studies,  
Hungarian Academy of Sciences 
Pappnnövelde 22 
H-Pécs 7200, Hungary 
E-mail: nagyi@rkk.hu 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tehnički vjesnik 21, 2(2014), 323-331                                                                                                                                                                                                             331 



<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [595.276 841.890]
>> setpagedevice


