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Introduction

Cultural Ecosystem Services and Their Significance for Society

Cultural Ecosystem Services (CES) represent intangible benefits that humanity derives from ecosystems.
These benefits include aesthetic contributions that can serve as inspiration, reinforcement of cultural
identity, a sense of belonging to the place where people live, spiritual experiences, or recreational activities.

Local Action Groups

Local Action Groups (LAGs) act as independent networks of citizens, non-profit organizations,
entrepreneurs, and public institutions dedicated to the development of rural regions, supporting the
agricultural sector in accessing financial support from national and European Union funds through the
LEADER method.

The main mission of LAGs is to support the quality of life and protection of the environment in rural areas,
which includes effective management of grant funds.



Method

Three steps:

• Mapping the resources of (cultural) 
ecosystem services

• Identification of cultural ecosystem 
services

• The value of the significance of the 
resources of cultural ecosystem services 
in terms of the goals of management 
and use



Method

Mapping os Ecosystem services sources:

Consolidated Ecosystem Layer

(KVES developed by CzechGlobe)



Method

Unification of the original CICES ecosystem service classes:

9.1.1.1 Characteristics of ecosystems that enable activities supporting health, recovery, or pleasure
through active physical or impressive interactions

9.1.1.2 Characteristics of ecosystems that enable activities supporting health, recovery, or pleasure
through passive or observational interactions

9.1.1.3 Characteristics of ecosystems that enable intellectual interactions, research activities,
or education

9.1.1.4 Characteristics of ecosystems with heritage value - cultural, historical, traditional, regional
heritage

The overall value of significance for cultural ecosystem services is calculated according to the formula:

Cultural Ecosystem Services (CES)

CES = 9.1.1.1 + 9.1.1.2 + 9.1.1.3 + 9.1.1.4



Method

The assessment of cultural ecosystem services → expert estimation of the significance of ecosystem
services based on their management or utilisation

The proposed scoring for the importance of individual types of ecosystems in providing, utilizing,
and managing ES under current conditions in the Czech Republic is as follows:

H – Main ecosystem service - almost always managed (usually the main goal of management), utilized
(protected by law, subject to trade, intensity of visitation) – value 4

V – Secondary ecosystem service - almost always utilized (consumed, used), but not always the goal
of management - value 3

O – Occasional - the ecosystem has the potential for its utilization (produces function), but it is deliberately
utilized rather rarely or, if frequently, in negligible scale - value 2

T – Theoretical - The ecosystem has the potential for ES utilization but is not utilized as much (or was
utilized in the past) - value 1

Unused or unmanaged ecosystem services - value 0, without designation.
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KVES Cathegories

124233Alluvial meadows

94221Swamps

124233Beech forests

10100Transport units

124233Oak and oakhornbeam forests

113233Intensive coniferous forests

113233Intensive broad-leaved forests

113233Intensive mixed forests

82231Degradated grasslands

124233Alluvial forests

74210Macrophyte vegetation of water bodies

132344

Artificial urban green areas – parks,

gardens, cemeteries

124233Mesic meadows

84220Wetlands and littoral vegetation

83221Introduced shrub vegetation

81322Discontinuous urban fabric

74201Arable land

103241Orchards and gardens

20200Industrial and commercial units

114232Natural shrub vegetation
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KVES Cathegories

114232Natural shrub vegetation

94221Peatbogs and springs

124233Bog forests

124233Scattered greenery

103232Human influenced water bodies

32100Artificial rocks

62202Natural rocks

10100Dump and construction units

124233Spruce forests

30111Continuous urban fabric

80134

Artificial urban green areas – recreation

and sport areas

124233Dry pine forests

124233Dry grasslands

124233Ravine forests

114322Water courses

124233Heaths



Results

health, recovery, or pleasure
through active physical or

impressive interactions

health, recovery, or
pleasure through passive

or observational
interactions

intellectual interactions, 
research activities,                            

or education



Results

heritage value -
cultural, historical, 
traditional, regional

heritage
Cultural Ecosystem Services (CES)



Conclusions

• The (social) importance of the Třeboňsko LAG landscape in terms of cultural
ecosystem services is above average - high

• Evaluating the importance of cultural ecosystem service resources in terms of
management and use goals is only a partial step towards the evaluation of ecosystem
services in the territory → use within more comprehensive evaluations

• The method represents a general view that does not reflect local specifics → it is
necessary to establish a coefficient / indicator - of the current state and a coefficient /
indicator of declared social importance

• The value of the significance of the resources of cultural ecosystem services in terms of the
goals of management and use needs to be further objectified and specified
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