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MAYBE AFTER DESIGN EFFECTS ON
ECOLOGICAL VALUES ARE CHECKED (EIA?)
MAINLY SCIENCE DRIVEN MAINLY ART DRIVEN
< RESOURCES ECONOMIC SECTORIAL SECTORIAL
o PROVISION )~ |  VALUES _"( STRATEGY ] — (PLANNING ]_"
T
= J
AFTER AND DURING DESIGN EFFECTS ARE
CHECKED ON ECOLOGICAL VALUES AND
- MAYBE ALSO IN ECOLOGICAL VALUES (SA?) MAINLY ART DRIVEN WITH
E MAINLY SCIENCE & STAKEHOLDER DRIVEN F STAKEHOLDER ENGAGEMENT
w
w
< ECOSYSTEM ECOSYSTEM 5 [ ECOSYSTEM LANDSCAPE SECTORIAL
e 5 —_ e
= (FUNCTIONS] ( SERVICES J ( VALUES J ( STRATEGY J (PLANNING ]
5
a
w AFTER AND DURING DESIGN EFFECTS ARE
E 'CHECKED ON ECOLOGICAL, SOCIAL AND
ART & STAKEHOLDER ECONOMICAL VALUES
ART & STAKEHOLDER DRIVEN
SCIENCE & STAKEHOLDER DRIVEN
L .
o0 «
>
E LANDSCAPE LANDSCAPE LANDSCAPE , [ LANDSCAPE » [ LANDscAPE LANDSCAPE LANDSCAPE
2 [MANAGEMENJ (STRUCTURE] (FUNCTIONS) ( SERVICES J ( VALUES ] ( STRATEGY J (PLANNING J
= I3
w
w
o MUST BE ASSESSED IN:
w
£
AN
l CONFLICTS:
1.TRADE OFFS +
2.DEMANDVS
CAPABILITY
Figure 2. Scheme of the past, ideal present, and best future of spatial planning (our framework).
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Figure 3. Phases, model of Indicators, and recommended stakeholders’ engagement techniques.
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