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Questionnaire Survey on Rural Landscape and Land Use

O FxE* EA EAk** I K aE*
SAKURAI Yoshimi*, OCHIAI Mototsugu™ and YAMAJI Eiji™

I.ER-HN FIHORZEDLWNIY, BRARELCHEREORESKE., Ml B OMfifE
BORAREDOBEBREPLEL OV PREWLRET~LRERATIEICIZ. RBLEWVD
T—IERNPERND LR D, 2004 FICHIE S NZRBIEE, BFLRBRBEROBEE L
Bz, BEROVNLVTHSMICEA L, RBERAICRREIND LS RBBEICXL 2 B
REBER~DINETORVMEALEZ, BERELLTEBEHALLELILETELDTH S D,

—F T, BNRBIIAENRAEICNA CERLOEELRY, REL2EBRITI2ERIIR
BT LENRZNEZABEZ,

AHTIE, TOOEL LWENORB-RE 30X sRbon, £, ToOBNER
BRSBEDIICEMTEINCELT, 707 — NI X3EBEBRELITRV., BENEE
DRI -MREBICBALTEER2TR o,

I.45% £HI1821 TITHOBNEBEFBELYBEO FE2x8E LT, ER#ERORE - ERIC

BE4+5747—bRAE %, #£1 BBEORMCEALT
Table 1 Municipalities’ the land 1
2006 ﬁ:—; 12 H &\:%w L/?’:o ﬁ a e';‘? illCIDa 1_:es awareness on e andascape aw
AELED | ARTRD b | mE e
BHEIE$1E 597 HRTH TH o ___|HoTus [ moTng A
: o . JeEE | 26 36.1)] 36 (50.0)| 8 (1L.1)| 2 (2.8)| 72 (100.0)
7z (B 32.7%) B | 19 @7.5)] 41 Go.4)| 9 a3.0| o o.0| 69 (100.0)
) . B OEAEIC BER 11 (11.7) 67 (71.3)| 13 (13.8)| 3 (3.2)| 94 (100.0)
&R -5 SRBLIE I B HRER 27 (20.5)| 82 (62.1)| 18 (13.6)| 5 (3.8)] 132 (100.0)
LCH-TWABalolt & blis 10 (14.5)] 45 (65.2)] 13 18.8) 1 1.4 69 (100.0)
S fEs | 3 (8.6)] 24 (68.6)] 8 (22.9)| 0 0.0 35 (100.0)
5 AR OH->TND ) & HE 4 12.9)] 23 (74.2)| 4 (12.9| o 0.0 31 (100.0)
WHEENREBL . &fn JUl- M8 13 3.7 64 67.4] 16 (16.8)] 2 (21| 95 (100.0)
&2 | 113 (18.9)] 382 (64.0)] 89 (14.9)] 13 (2.2)] 597 (100.0)

64.0%% 5TV (FE 1D, [N SRET - R (%)
BELEDH-TWVD] 1X 18.9%., M D2V X 14.9% T, RBEEOFERAEREIIHE V&
BNTVWARNWI ERbND, RBEOERMCIOVWTHIENICAS L TRELEDM> T
5] DEEPELEWVOIZILEE T 36.1% 7 >72, KIZHEIL 27.5%., $TE 20.5% DIEIZ
mhol, [ARIBRLH->TWVWS] OEEPELEVOIIFET 74.2% 7 o7, RIZEKE
71.3%. MU[E 68.6% DIEIZE 22> 7=,
FRENOTHEMNOBELYEREZS TOOL LWEMNORE AR LT, BnE
NEBDE 3ODUATHEL TCWEZEWE, BB, 22 TWH5 TOORTH LWERN O RE -
Bl Lid, BEEFVWRZBR>TWAIADORATENERDENFoTE RV AR
BB, thzR3LNEo T2 IRAE-BE, OO EWVWXITZORER -RB L VST
EXE2RATHD, R, HRRS ORZE PR HEL . RIC [KHE], THE -8 E#
Erole (£2), SHLIEANBRBE 2SR LE LERBECESS REBHESCRBELRE
MEBEHEHEORERALZEZE L CWEEWEE ZA, BREBOZ T E-BEH)

* R KFE R PO EEA R A 7R Institute of Environmental Studies, School of Frontier Sciences,
The University of Tokyo **RAFliE A\EBABIFAEZES Rural Development Planning Commission
¥—U—F: BB, B8k tHFIA. 77—+



£2 T[TOO0OHTL LWENRE) L RBEHBEOREICELT

Table 2 Rural landscape represening their municipalities and establishment of landscape plan
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Table 3 Rural landscape represening their municipalities and sustainability of the landscape
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