Landscape scenarios for the Swiss Alps
Reto Soliva1, Marcel Hunziker¹
Keywords: mountain agriculture, market liberalisation, wilderness development, landscape
preferences
Introduction
The importance of the values underlying different concepts of biodiversity conservation and
landscape planning is increasingly recognised, and yet these value judgements of the public and of
experts are still poorly understood. Although landscape and conservation management are closely
interrelated, and measures in one field are likely to have effects on the other, the relationship
between biodiversity and conservation values on the one hand (e.g. Duelli and Obrist 2003;
Salomon et al. 2006), and landscape preferences on the other hand (e.g. Bourassa 1991; Aoki
1999; Hunziker et al. 2007) has been hardly explored so far.
The objective of this study (Soliva 2007; Soliva & Hunziker 2009a, b; Soliva et al. in print) was to
empirically examine the aforementioned relationship from an integrated perspective, considering
philosophical, ecological and economic aspects and using items focused on biodiversity. Thus, the
following research questions had to be answered:
How do local stakeholders assess scenarios of agricultural and landscape change?
What are the underlying values that drive the scenario assessments?
Are the scenarios assessed differently if taking place at differing elevation levels (e.g., valley
ground vs. summerfarm level)?
How do different sociodemographic groups in the Swiss population assess the scenarios?
Method
We used qualitative interviews and stakeholder workshops in a mountain region in Switzerland
(Surses), as well as a quantitative survey of the general Swiss public (623 households from all over
Switzerland), with visualisations of potential landscape developments in the Swiss Alps (3
scenarios: trend, biodiversity enhancement and market liberalisation) and items related to
biodiversity and conservationvalues (assessments on a 7point scale).
Results and Conclusions
Overall, lowintensity land use is visually preferred over intensive landuse and reforested
landscapes. At the same time, spontaneous reforestation is slightly less liked at higher elevations
than at lower elevations. Regarding sociodemographic differences, a remarkable result is that
older respondents and mountain residents strongly prefer welltended cultural landscapes over
reforested landscapes, younger respondents and lowlands residents less so. In addition, our
research shows that respondents who prefer reforested landscapes tend to be more concerned
about the conservation of species, landscapes, and natural processes than people preferring
cultural landscapes. Respondents who prefer cultural landscapes are more oriented towards
utilitarian values and are overrepresented in mountain areas as compared to the lowlands, thus in
areas that are more likely to become the target of conservation measures.
Our findings have practical implications for conservation in Switzerland and other mountainous
areas, particularly in times of agricultural decline and land abandonment and their associated
changes in landscape and biodiversity.
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