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9 villages and their cadastres :
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Maly Kamenec, Velky Kamenec,
Strazne

Zerplin -

L]

La_géinovce

= p
d Bodro§om l

) Fétre:da‘nad Bodrogom
Velky Kamenec

Maly Kameh‘ec

0051 2 3 4
= Kilometers

Strazne




The evalution of recreational landscape pote
Methodology based on authors Andel, Balej, Suchevic (2008)

Set the 4 indicators

1. natural potential (including protected areas)
2. culture-historical potential

3. recreational infrastructure

4. environmental infrastructure

Recreational activities

hiking, cycle tourism, rural tourism, hunting, water recreation and fish hunting, non
specified tourism (flying, paragliding, horseback riding, alternative sports e.g.)




types and ther mmportance for each category
A Natural and culture- Water n0f1
historical potential hiking | 0°F ™3 |ptng  |recreationand |specified
tourism  |tournsm : P .
fish hinting  |tourism
Al Forest areas 4 3 3 4 1 2

The Evaluation of natura

types (number of points is representing category x importance)

category hiking 1:}'1:_,1& ﬂJI'El hunting Waterr&m‘&at&nn non spﬁ&d
14 tounsm | tounsm and fish hunting tounsm
cadastre Zemplin
Al Forest areas 3 12 o o 12 3
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The Micro-region Tarbucka i




Thanks for the attention
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