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Abstract - The Romanian Rural Space And Its Landscapes: Attraction And Motivation For Relocating 

Townspeople. It is an easily noticed fact that a new generation of residents has been establishing new 

habitation structures all over Romania. This also applies to the south-eastern Oradea Suburban Area, in 

north-western Romania. The analysed suburban landscapes bring out open attitudes in former city dwellers, 

strongly biased pro-landscape (78.52% of all interviewees). The landscape criterion ranks second in reasons 

for relocation, indicating that local nature meets the expectations of the new residents. Indubitable spiritual 

benefits are also involved, the new residents’ perception of local landscapes being dominated by responses 

like beauty, repose, naturalness. However, the new residents do not have a narrowed-down, specialised 

definition in their minds when expressing opinions on local landscape physiognomy in detail, and on 

outstanding features that render local landscapes attractive. Even the landscape management interventions 

of new residents and of local authorities revolve around land estate categories and tailored urbanistic 

requisitions. Consequently, the configuration of neo-landscapes with a distinct suburban identity emerges. 

The major directions of this case study may serve as groundwork for further studies on the issue of 

landscape as subject matter in attracting city dwellers to suburban locations. 
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1. Introduction. Suburban 

Landscapes: Culture of Landscape 

Choice, Consuming and Planning 

The theoretical and practical existent 

approaches mostly study particular links 

between suburban areas and the landscapes 

pertaining to it. Although the number of studies 

dedicated to this subject is not very large, the 

landscapes as resource (Domon, 2011), do act as 

a strong reason of attraction for inner city 

dwellers (Stockdale and Catney, 2014).  

There also exist some rare studies tackling 

issues beyond usual practice. These refer to the 

displacement of individuals from cities (even 

the creation of new migratory fluxes) directly to 

rural areas (not to suburban areas first as a 

transitory location); the motivation of this act is 

purely the choice of those landscapes for a 

better quality of life, for example, the 

integration of building with its rural landscape 

(Jeong et al., 2013). The new residents become 

'actors-managers' of their new space (Davodeau, 

2005).  

People do not leave cities for the countryside 

simply because of economic cutbacks and new, 

alternative occupations. The emergent 

possibilities are:  a. inner- city dwellers make 

the choice because of the landscape itself (a 

situation reflected in the nonmetropolitan 

American rural landscape of the decade 

19902000: McGranahan, 2008); b. the new 

residents‟ focus is on environmental limitations; 

c. the new residents‟ focus is on finding about 

natural hazards which may affect the former 

urban landscape (in the central USA: Larsen et 

al., 2007).  
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Some studies show that the city dwellers‟ 

decision to migrate to rural areas is more than a 

counter-urbanisation phenomenon. The decisive 

factors are: living close to family and friends 

(Bijker and Haartsen, 2012), the amenity of an 

idyllic rural setting, the history of the place, the 

residential value, the proximity to the 

workplace, the location, the physical qualities of 

the environment (Bijker et al., 2013) and the 

importance of childhood memories (Stockdale 

et al., 2013). All these facts occur since there is 

a specific pursuit of and attraction to elements 

of the landscapes proximate to the new 

residents. 

 

 

Figure 1. Types of landscapes in the south-east of Oradea Suburban Area.  The territory  of Oradea , the main 

provider of residents  for suburban landscapes: 1. urban plains and flood plains of the maximum density of 

individual and collective housing;  2. urban residential landscapes of gentle sloping hillsides with pastures and 

orchards; 3. flood plain landscapes with terraces, industrial and residential environments. Receptor-

landscapes for new residents: 4. moderately human modelled landscape of  large terraces with agricultural 

and fallow land; 5. subnatural landscapes of  small slopes and hilly interfluve bridges, with agricultural or 

fallow land or  pastures; 6. subnatural landscapes of plains with pastures; 7. subnatural landscapes with flood 

plains and large valleys with agricultural land and fallow land; 8. moderately human modelled landscape of  

upland plains with agricultural land and power lines; 9. industrial landscape/ power plant; 10. subnatural 
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landscapes with low-lying hillsides and fallow land; 11. subnatural landscapes of undulating  hillsides and 

large valleys with fallow land; 12. subnatural landscapes with gentle hillside slopes, with agricultural fallow 

land and poor quality hay/grass; 13. subnatural landscapes of low- or moderate-lying hillside with young thick 

hornbeam and fir forests; 14. subnatural landscapes with steep hillside slopes  having avens and poor quality 

pastures; 15. subnatural landscapes of large valleys with small grass paths, orchards , agricultural land and 

forest; 16. subnatural landscapes with moderate undulating hillsides with agricultural land; 17. subnatural 

landscapes with hillsides and large valleys covered with shrubs; 18. rural and agricultural landscape with old 

and new individual housing; 19. neo-landscapes;  20. boundary separating sectors with units of landscape 

having distinctive potentials of attraction  for new residents; 21. perimeter of the suburban sectors analysed; 

22. panoramic views; 23. the correspondent of landscape in photographs 

 

The pursuit and attraction also manifest 

themselves in the forms of satisfaction, 

preference, attachment and spiritual needs with 

regard to the preferred environment or the 

dwelling (Niezabitowski, 1987; Boyle and 

Taylor, 2001; Giuliani, 2004; Ge and Hokao, 

2006). 

These environments should be marked out 

by green spaces, proximity of parks, pleasant 

views of the parts with vegetation and water, the 

garden and gardening practices (Gilbert cited by 

Bhatti and Church, 2001), which are also the 

criteria imposed by the real estate market in the 

suburban part of Guangzhou, southern China 

(Jim and Chen, 2007). It is only in this way that 

a city dweller grasps the relevance and the 

attraction of the suburban space, socialising 

with his/her environment and therefore with the 

landscapes pertaining to it. This act also 

includes the experience of knowing and getting 

used to animals and plants, thus creating a 

context for interventions and sustainable 

planning in metropolitan areas (Wheeler, 2000; 

Rowe, 2009).  

Besides the natural elements of landscapes, 

residents are also interested in the cultural 

aspects. In new suburban areas, new residents 

have the opportunity to take part in outdoor 

activities, and thus may come toknow and enjoy 

landscapes that are‟natural‟. 

The outdoor activities are connected to the 

residents‟ preference to use the space behind the 

house at the expense of that in front of the 

house: gardening at the back versus the front. 

This happens despite the fact that the 

residence‟s frontage exhibits a superior value 

from urbanistic, compositional, structural and 

functional points of view, as in the case of some 

parts of Toronto‟s outskirts (Hess, 2008).  

The formula of being in touch with nature, 

of socialising with the ambience sought after 

and longed for is achieved by urban residents, 

and even by new residents, through strolling and 

talking. Thus, they discover the qualitative 

values of nearby nature and new ways of being 

close to it (Waitt et al., 2009). Frequently the 

following features are reinforced: appetite, 

preference, tendency to choose surroundings 

resembling natural environments (as in the case 

of the Salzburg neighbourhood). These features 

apply both to environments and to landscapes 

associated with them through attributes and 

quantifiers (Weichhart, 1983). 

In other cases, the emphasis is on the 

constraints arising from the necessity to 

preserve the cultural heritage of suburban areas, 

so that the landscape‟s reserves of natural 

attraction may stay annexed to a spatial 

assemblage with strong cultural marks, as in the 

case of some areas in the south of Norway 

(Swensen and Jerpåsen, 2008). 

When modern industrial or agricultural 

activities become norms of everyday practice, 

the historical landscapes of urban fringes (such 

as the satoyama-s in Japan, see Ichikawa et al., 

2006), will lose their traditional content and will 

reflect new socio-economic dynamics.  

Moreover, it is the very administrative and 

institutional authorities that set certain 

restrictions on the sprawl or intrusion of the 

artificial part of residential area; hence the green 

areas are squeezed out and remain only as 

enclaves of vivid green. A new style of local 

landscapes is thus configured (Jim, 2004). 

 

2. Objectives 
 The departure point is that around every 

major city, a new entity is gradually forming, a 
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suburban ring with its own landscapes and 

transforming power; the new residents also have 

different expectations about quality of life. The 

question of landscapes adjacent to cities and 

their importance for European citizens resorting 

to moving there is frequently admitted by 

experts and regulated through the framework 

policies of community regulations (Howard, 

2005).  

The expansion of suburban areas and their 

new „appearance‟ depend on a series of 

restrictive or enhancing factors that lead to new 

developments and new lifestyles. Such a factor 

that represents the main objective of this study 

is the establishment of landscape types and the 

way their identity can attract a significant 

number of inner-city residents to move 

permanently to suburban areas. The study 

establishes the traits, features and configuration 

of local environments as accumulations of 

landscape. These signifiers are selected based 

on geographical and landscaping potential, 

along with aesthetic impact, that may bring 

about favourable, positive psychological 

behaviour on behalf of inner-city residents who 

are drawn to settle in the former rural  

currently suburban  space.  

The analysed space can be considered a 

common one, from the perspective of 

attractiveness or spectacular features of its 

landscapes, without remarkable natural elements 

and infrastructure. Another reason for choosing 

only this south-eastern part of Oradea Suburban 

Area for analysis is the acknowledged highest 

rating in the whole Oradea Suburban Ring 

regarding: dynamics of the spatial evolution of 

the south-eastern sector, landscape 

environmental changes (Josan et al., 2003, 

Bucur, 2012) and the strong desire of city 

dwellers willing to move here.  

 

3. Study area 
The territory belongs to the Crişana Province 

of Romania and is located in the western part of 

the country (Fig. 1, inset), close to the border 

with Hungary (15 km). Its area is 101.73 km
2 

and it lies in the south-eastern part of Oradea 

Suburban Area (Fig. 1), thus including an 

assemblage of geographical elements, such as 

woodlands, pastures, a lake, streams, an aven, as 

well as man-made elements: vegetable gardens, 

wheat fields and orchards. All these elements 

make up 12 rural settlements, arranged in three 

sectors according to morpho-hydrographic 

conditions. These conditions imply a 

geomorphological space interfacing with a 

plain, and the intervention of low hills  less than 

200 m high, and featuring gentle slopes.  

 

4. Methods 
The development of this study was done by 

combining fieldwork with indoor research. 

Outdoor activities included: listing geographical 

components and their role in the configuration 

and assembling of the visual elements of 

landscape (Bell, 2004); a geomorphologic study 

as well as vegetation studies; identification of 

agricultural usage of land; the structure of rural 

settlements; and photographic analysis. 

All these have ensured the identification of 

local types of landscapes when dealing with city 

dwellers moving closer permanently or 

temporarily. The final results were unified in a 

distinct cartographic structure, through the 

processing of the information acquired with the 

help of ArcGis 9.2 (ArcMap software) thus 

leading to a new cartographical structure 

(Fig. 1).  

 

5. Results 
5.1. Features of Local Landscapes when 

Choosing a New Place to Move to 

The scientific approach starts with the 

identification of different types of local 

landscapes through the analysis of natural and 

human elements: patrimonial analysis and 

analysis of visual elements of landscape; through 

visual structure analysis, these accessory 

components are perceived visually and mentally, 

aesthetically and artistically, by any observer. 

The observers are, in the analysed case, not only 

potential visitors, but also the new owners of 

houses and land, who integrate into the 

landscapes and potentiate the landscapes to 

which they were attracted, thus leading to the 

formation of new structures and spatial-temporal 

organisations of the neo-landscape type, showing 

the face of another rurality.  



GEOGRAPHIA
 N

APOCENSIS A
N IX

, n
r, 1

/20
15

 

ge
og

rap
hia

na
po

cen
sis

.ac
ad

-cl
uj.

ro

The Romanian rural space and its landscapes: attraction and motivation for relocating townspeople  

 25 

The sector of our study can be divided into 

subsectors based on the two boundaries (1a and 

1b in Fig. 1, legend). This demarcation has been 

created by several factors: local topography, the 

presence of vegetation (forests, grasslands, 

streams, clean air) or recreational amenities (the 

thermal spring of Băile Felix Spa, the hot lake 

and protected natural area in Băile 1 Mai Spa, 

and the spectacular aven of Betfia Nature 

Reserve). In this way, the three subsectors are 

distinctly separated, with landscapes of 

personalised features, and display different 

potentials of attractiveness for the demands of 

city dwellers.  

a) While examining the landscapes of the 

south-east Oradea Suburban Area (Fig. 1) it 

becomes obvious that the largest pressure 

coming from new dwellers goes to the central 

subsector. The landscapes of this subsector are 

in high demand due to their assembling in 

groups of harmonious structures, which are, at 

the same time, balanced, toning, emotionally 

engaging and attractive from the point of view 

of spectacle, at a reasonable distance away from 

Oradea, between 3 and 8 km.  

The central subsector concentrates most new 

structures and assemblages together (cottages, 

villas, old and some modernised housing, 

villeggiatura, garages, fencing of modern 

appearance, landscaped yards or allotted to the 

production of certain agricultural articles, 

annexes etc.); the situation shows a dynamic at 

the level of settlements confirmed by the 

growing number of building permits for new 

dwellers, in a space that is still dominated by 

rural-agricultural features (Fig. 2), a new facet 

of rural-agrarian landscape, that we call neo-

landscapes (see Fig. 1, legend: no. 19). This is 

where the modern habitat is replenished by a 

land made up of medium-sized gardens of 

500700 m². These gardens are often 

landscaped and they serve other domestic 

purposes, also: as vegetable gardens, as small 

orchards or as gardens embellished with wild 

trees. 

The transition from the old uninhabited 

territory to a new one with habitation requires a 

reframing and another layer of the landscape, of 

domestic hallmark.  

 
 

Figure 2. The subnatural landscape complex of 

gently sloping hills and large, wide plains with 

pastures, mature broadleaf forests, tourist resorts 

and settlements with old houses and neo-landscapes. 

It predominantly includes landscape elements from 

the central subsector (see Fig. 1) 

 

The people living in this subsector, who 

actually migrated from the city to the rural area, 

demonstrate a certain behaviour in relation to 

the change of pre-existent landscapes. They 

become landscapes of yards, gardens, or access 

roads, shaping clearly the idea of life frame 

from behalf of the ecologic landscape fund that 

they could access (Fig. 3). The behaviour style 

of new residents aims at psychological gain, 

another science of choice and certain individual 

domestic practices. The emotional benefits 

imply self-absorption, rest and making a pact 

with the offer of immediate nature. The science 

of choice is linked to the correct distinction 

between the forces of natural elements and the 

so-called vicious character of urban living 

(Fig. 4). The new residents behave domestically 

diversely in the new structures of living, in 

rhythms recalling the balance of the rural world:  

● additional time allotted to sitting in the 

yard or garden (average of 12 hours daily); 

● farming of rows of vegetables (tomatoes, 

aubergines, courgettes), cultivation of small and 

medium-sized flowers (roses, zinnias), cultivation 

of ornamental bushes, especially thuya, fruit trees 

(pear, apple, plum, peach and cherry trees and of 

vineyard (especially vine arbour);  

● activities such as non-commercial activ-

ities, exercise, recreation, and immediate appre-

ciation of the elements they envisioned; 
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Figure 3. A type of neo-landscape in the subcentral 

sector. The transforming of the landscape through 

the specific attitudes and behaviours of the 

Sânmartin neo-residents 

 

 

Figure 4. Neo-landscapes from Cordau. The neo-

residents make good choices based on the relief and 

the closeness of the forest 

 

● quick adjustments of the size of the yard 

behind or in front of the house from a simple 

configuration to a designed landscaped 

configuration, dominated by the minimalist 

style. 

The new residents living in this subsector 

having the landscape as a great advantage also 

benefit from urbanistic endowments and 

landscape design. They are characterised by 

youth, courage and a sense of innovation and 

practical orientation. 50% belong to the age 

group of 3145, but the group of 4660-year-

olds is also important through its representation 

(25% of all subjects in this subsector). These 

new residents are sometimes confronted with 

the choice of less auspicious solutions for 

placing their households in harmony with the 

most well endowed assemblage of landscapes. 

The reason is a moderate educational level of 

the population (most of the respondents have 

secondary education – 60%). The percentage of 

city dwellers, coming mostly from Oradea, is 

important (56.25%).  

In this subsector, the wealth of landscapes 

within comfortable reach from one‟s residence 

awakens the new residents‟ desire for relocation 

and the landscape-generated response to this 

urge. Through the material and visual 

consumption of these landscapes, the new 

residents‟ need for a pleasant and healthy 

landscape environment will be fulfilled. They 

will even convince other city dwellers to build 

new houses. This is the case for the landscapes 

numbered 5, 6, 10, 11, 12, 13 and 17 in the 

legend of Fig. 1. They display a character close 

to naturalness, according to the requirements of 

landscape science. This quality is imposed by the 

result of the interplay of their components: 

forests, orchards, grasslands, haygrass, forms of 

relief etc.  

From the patrimonial point of view, these 

landscapes feature elements such as:  

 they are made up of sufficiently 

remarkable forms of relief and morphologically 

evident (hillsides with interfluve having largely 

rounded surfaces, gentle and steeple slopes, 

predominantly under 30º, large river valleys, 

even valley corridors) – without the risk of 

landslide; 

 the presence on a large scale  over 90% 

of the total surface  of ruderal vegetation 

(fallow weeds or fallow pastures) and of mature 

broadleaf forests; the tilled lands and the shrubs 

are less well represented; 

 the localisation of protected natural 

components (hot water lakes with water lilies, 

unique algae and fish); fast flowing waters are 

rare, with the presence of only one river, the 

Peţea; 

 the existence of transport infrastructure, 

with two main roads leaving Oradea, and lots 

more local roads connecting different villages. 

A jogging path and other paths for walking are 

present in Băile Felix Forest and Băile 1 Mai 
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Spa. Infrastructure of treatment and recreational 

facilities also exist in specialised hotels.  

 The crucial impact on choosing the central 

subsector landscapes for the purpose of living is 

given by the visual elements of landscape, 

reflected in a. aesthetic values and b. affective 

reactions fostered by the new inhabitants. The 

affective reactions imply: experiencing spiritual 

freedom and freedom of observation, invitation 

to repose, attachment to place. The assemblage is 

harmonious and ordered, with clear edges and 

relaxingly low volumes of basic shapes, 

agreeable textures and an attractive range of 

colours (aesthetic values). These effects are 

created by: opening angles and long axes of 

vision, power lines oriented from barely zigzag 

to largely undulated lines, few landscape planes 

(due to the forms of relief and forest vegetation), 

vertical structuring lines of moderate height 

(houses) up to imposing ones (buildings 

attracting tourists), where the only ones more 

prominent are the horizontal ones (the street grid, 

limits of properties, and the polygonal aspect of 

agricultural or fallow land); all these make up the 

visual elements of the landscape.  

b) In the subsector adjacent to Oradea 

there is a crisis due to a clash of forces which 

are interdependently connected: territorial 

forces, environmental forces and building 

services forces.  

This crisis is due to the scarcity of attractive 

landscape features in a territory marked by a 

certain monotony. It leads to potential new 

residents avoiding and giving up the opportunity 

of the local landscape; therefore, a smaller number 

of people decide to move there, so there are fewer 

neo-landscapes being created (more so in the 

western part of the subsector). The new residents 

in this subsector come mostly from Oradea 

(66.66%). They manifest specific tastes and 

behaviours in coping with the landscapes where 

they live, due to their distinct sociological profile: 

most of them belong to the age group 3145 

(42.6%) with secondary education (68%). They 

are adults with high expectations and prolific 

entrepreneurial activities, without a background of 

higher education and general knowledge. 
The established pattern goes from a longer 

form to a double axis that expresses natural 

components (there is an obvious intrusion of 
artificial elements, often economic units – power 
lines, an old power plant – numbers 8 and 9 in 
the legend, see Figs.  1 and 5). Despite an ample 
opening of the view, we assist at a monotonous 
and jumbled effect of coverage and development 
of the masses (an unsightly mélange of free 
building terrain, waste land covered with weeds 
and semi-industrial equipment)  with a false 
representation of wilderness (solitary trees and 
weeds of over 1 m  height). 
 

 
Figure 5. Subnatural landscape of field in fallow 

land, with modernised road, high tension power 

lines and a poor representation of human habitats. 

Subsector in the neighbourhood of Oradea 

 
This is the detailed picture of the poor 

attractiveness of the landscape components of 
the subsector nearest to Oradea, especially in 
the way patrimonial elements are revealed, 
despite its sharing of almost similar features to 
the middle subsector, which has positive points 
of attractiveness: 
 plains, and relief in the form of hills with 

large interfluves, rarely having a slope that is 
steeper than 25°, followed by a river valley with 
large terraces;  
 the prevalence of arable land, covered 

with natural grassland vegetation, up to 

0.60.8 m  high, seldom covered by pastures 
and lacking forests; 
 the existence of a road network, mainly 

made up of unmodernised road to the western 
subsector, where neo-landscapes have already 
been formed. 

The shortage of new inhabitants ready to 

move here is mainly the result of the lack of 
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major natural landmarks and of any hills at all, 

thus creating a space that has no great views. 

This makes new inhabitants think that this 

subsector is less attractive, with landscapes 

displaying no empathy for their wishes of a 

better quality of life; people feel burdened and 

estranged. Despite the relatively ordered pattern 

of the landscape, its aesthetic and sentimental 

values do not seem to change; people are simply 

not interested in moving here, in establishing 

the neo-landscapes and the new dwelling 

structures found elsewhere. The main visual 

elements of landscape are: landscapes too 

horizontal, lacking natural landmarks; the wide 

angle of the view (120°), reaching almost 2 km 

in length; angles of elevation and depth of 

values predominantly under 15°, the small 

number of landscape plans and belvedere points, 

the existence of high-tension powerlines, with 

almost rectilinear tracing, chromatic tones of 

beige and the colour of dirty brick, lacking 

expression, energy and freshness. The 

landscapes of the adjacent subsector lack variety 

in colour; they induce a feeling of fatigue and 

dullness (affective reactions). On top of this, it 

might seem that this rurality cannot outweigh 

the memory of urban landscape. Not only does 

living in modern city like Oradea have certain 

benefits, but the city itself is typologically and 

qualitatively more competitive through the 

catalogue of its landscapes (Oradea„s landscapes 

are varied – 1, 2 and 3 in Fig. 1 legend); the 

small distances to the city might also become 

disadvantages (24 km to Oradea) due to the 

persistence of artificial elements in the visual 

field.  

c) The outer subsector (peripheral) is 

perceived as a special accumulation of 

landscapes. It contains the landscape with the 

most potent features (structurally, functionally 

and aesthetically qualitative) compared to the 

previous two subsectors.  

Within this subsector, there are features 

regarding: the wild aspect of a great deal of the 

area; with a large number of mostly natural 

elements, gradated geomorphologically and 

biocenotically (reasonable slopes, adjoining 

vegetation and fauna typical to rural areas 

further away); a harmony and variety of natural 

structures and of those marked by the local 

community (hills, forests, bushes, cultivated 

lands, hay/grass, fallow land, rural roads); 

sinuous elements (large valleys and dales); 

remarkable details, in small numbers but 

attractive, with well-positioned high places, , 

allowing an accurate to very accurate level of 

view (Fig. 6).  

 

 
Figure 6. The subnatural landscape complex, 

blending  woodland, the village of Betfia, hillsides 

with agricultural land, shrubs and poor quality 

pastures. Outer subsector 

 

We participate in a „negotiation‟ between the 

needs of habitations and the gradual discovery 

of other facets of heading towards a sector with 

more and more convincing landscapes in terms 

of visual resources and components.   

The new residents settle here driven by the 

desire to valorise landscapes with sufficiently 

poignant natural accents (even the maintenance 

of agricultural encumbrances in a land occupied 

by cornfields, fruit trees and vineyards) without 

losing sight of the quality of landscape as 

setting. Residence is enriched by relaxation and 

by the transformation of some parts of the house 

into board and lodging for tourists (Fig. 7).   

For some city dwellers who access this 

subsector only at weekends, in architecturally less 

imposing residences, we engage in occupations 

with a certain social significance. This makes 

reference (significance) not so much to landed 

property exploitation, as to a certain time allotted 

and channelling the interest in their gardens.  

From the attitude defined as „loisir‟ 

(spending leisure time), with slight bourgeois  
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Figure 7. Example of neo-landscape in Hidişelul de 

Jos in the outer subsector. Subnatural landscapes of 

valley and  slopes with beech trees, houses and 

tourist pensions in a modern style, separated by 

parcels of land with hay/grass and young orchards 

 

accents, the city dwellers head towards the 

democratisation of relationships with people, to 

becoming popular with places and its resources 

and adapt their intentions to the culture of 

„allotment garden‟ (a phenomenon noticed in 

Saxony by Groening and Schneider, 1994), in a 

frame of strong rural influence. Agricultural 

produce is grown more for one‟s own 

gratification rather than the saving of costs.  

Although the majority of new residents had 

come from Oradea (67.39% of the total number 

of subjects in the subsector), most of them assert 

that their displacement so far away from their 

former residence was determined by the local 

landscapes. They made a choice according to 

their personal experiences, based on 

accumulations of knowledge specific to their 

age (the larger group is of 4660 year olds: 

36.95%) and on skills in adjusting financial 

resources. However, the modest adaptations to 

the ecological frame and infrastructure in this 

subsector by other types of households bear the 

mark of poorer education and the culture of the 

subjects (secondary education: 65.21%).  

The new residents are obviously engaged (in 

some measure) in new housing and in creating 

neo-landscapes; they have become consumers 

and observers of neo-landscapes at the same 

time. However, the landscape reserves become 

crucial for the future inflow of new residents, 

from both patrimonial and aesthetic viewpoints. 

The landscape structure is derived from a series 

of components that give them dynamic features. 

Some of these components are:  

  the relief dominated by small hillsides, 

with slopes frequently over 30°, with undulated 

interfluves rarely affected by landslides, but 

with lots of micro-landscapes with distinct 

micro-depression doline areas; 

  the underground layers are made up of 

various types of sand and sand-like rocks (with 

fossils), clays, all of them covered with 

vegetation and soils. Small banks of limestone 

also appear at the surface, creating spectacular 

micro-landscapes of dolines and of an 

impressive aven, grouped in a protected area 

(such as the ones in the Betfia Reservation);  

 large river valleys that have water only 

during rainy periods;  

 very long patches of arable land 

(200400 m), as well as very short ones 

(3050 m) are located along the inclines of the 

hills, with shrubs and other plants forming a sort 

of natural fence between the plots, together with 

pastures and grasslands of bioproductive 

capacity and small areas of forest, creating a 

diverse local vegetation;  

 a small number of neo-landscapes are 

present (Fig.  1) and they lack the rural 

dimensions of the old habitat. This might be 

caused by the difficult road access to Oradea 

and the relatively large distance to the city 

(1822 km). 

All these geoecological aspects which 

function as revelatory identifiers will certainly 

have a decisive role in the development of the 

future neo-landscapes and of the new residential 

structures. These structures are reinforced by the 

low-lying, gentle undulations of the sloping 

relief, by the unified character of the landscape 

and by the derivation of an order of spatial 

display. There is a vertical display of elements 

(Fig. 6), the bases of hills are occupied by 

agricultural land and pastures while the tops are 

forested; there is also a harmonious relationship 

between the geomorphological aspects and the 

rural dimension. Another reason for developing 

new residences here is rendered by the pleasant 

display of details (chromatic and textural), 

emanating a mild elegance, yet of vigorous 
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expression (aesthetical values). This is extended 

to the aesthetic values of the landscape, 

including colour and texture. The aesthetics of 

space where these landscapes coexist cause a 

series of pleasant feelings to arise in each 

observer (local resident, visitor, or incomer), but 

also for the observer to waver and be engaged in 

an antagonistic friction. This happens because, 

beyond the situation of temperate „force‟ of 

natural „spectacle‟, of the unobtrusiveness of 

nature, the consumer of such landscapes finds 

himself/herself seized by the feeling that he/she 

is ready to sign an „amity protocol‟ with the 

immediate wilderness. The next step is that of 

affective reactions, under the form of relaxation, 

spiritual composure, pleasure of observation and 

security, interlaced with an invitation to 

freedom and takeover addressed to the 

landscape assemblage. The psychological 

motivation of being biased in the choice of the 

local landscape also involves the visual 

elements of landscape. They include the great 

number of panoramic views offering the 

beholder an assembly, a scene, a 

toposequentiae, all integrated mentally, the 

multiplication of landscape planes, structural 

axis, volumes, landmark lines, angles of depth 

and elevation (40–50°).   

 

5.2. The questionnaire method 

For a better emergence of the idea of 

potential attractiveness imparted to inner-city 

dwellers by the landscapes of the area in 

question, we have resorted to a survey. 201 new 

home-owners who configure neo-landscapes 

were interviewed between April and October. 

The questions asked, both open and closed, 

were the following: 1. When you took the 

decision to build your house/villa, were you 

interested in the surrounding landscape? 2. 

How important was landscape for you as 

compared to other elements? 3. Before the 

construction of your house, what did that 

landscape evoke to you? Please describe.  

For the first question, the respondents said 

„YES‟ about settling in the landscape. This 

means that an important human community of 

urban origin, namely 78.52% of all interviewees 

among the new residents who either live or 

circulate periodically in the suburbs of Oradea, 

have been decisive; they signally used the 

landscape criterion in guiding their choice of 

temporary or permanent residence in the new 

area (Table 1). At the level of the three 

subsectors endowed with diverse landscapes, 

the number (and percentage) of „yeses‟ increase 

the further south one goes. In this way, a natural 

bond is confirmed between the landscapes 

offered by the local area and the fertile spirit of 

recognition and pertinent choice of new 

dwellings by the new residents. The aesthetic 

quality, diversity and functional complexity of 

the landscapes (detailed in section 5.1) increase 

with distance from Oradea; the city polarises 

people‟s views.  

The percentage of those associating the new 

landscapes with the idea of nature and hearth  

high to very high values (68%91.3%) (Table 1 

and Fig. 8)  rises about 58% every subsector 

further away from Oradea. There is even a 

tendency for this percentage to rise every 

kilometre further away from Oradea, ranging 

from 1.25% to 10%. The values are higher for 

the peripheral sector. This rise is encouraged 

and consolidated by the visible manifestation of 

prepossession of some of the features of the 

assemblage and by other advantages: technical 

building services, territorial and economic.  

The new residents place their dwellings and 

domestic infrastructure in favourable positions 

within the plot they own, which constitutes 

itself a micro-landscape or a landscape unit. In 

this way, they acquire diverse and antagonistic 

states of anima (ranging from indifference to 

tacit acceptance), which arise from their 

personal reasons for moving there. This option 

is contained in the answers to the second 

question. It contains variants suggested by 

questionnaire or expressed by the new residents, 

rating elements/reasons of opting for this sector. 

Our interest is focused on the situation of land-

scapes (Table 1). 

Every element/reason in the answer was 

given a score, the marking being as follows: 1st 

place (3 points), 2nd place (2 points), 3rd place 

(1 point). The addition of the points gives an 

overall ranking regarding units of landscape and 

neo-landscape, and also for each of the three 
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subsectors (Table 1). For the whole researched 

sector, the landscape criterion ranked a high 

position with 229 points, second only to the 

criterion proximity to the city (338 points), thus 

defining clearly and honestly the main motive of 

city dwellers relocating to suburban areas. 

However, the most accurate illustration of the 

rise in potential attractiveness exerted by local 

landscapes is outlined by the situation in the 

various subsectors: the further we go from 

Oradea, the more the number of natural 

elements increases. Therefore, in very close 

proximity to the city, the criterion landscape 

(4th place) comes behind the criteria closeness 

to city (1st place), absence of pollution (2nd 

place) and easy access (3rd place). In the other 

subsectors further from the city, the landscape 

criterion occupies a steady second place with a 

consistent points difference from the next 

criteria. 

The attachment of the new residents towards 

the terrain that is to support their housing and the 

psychological effect given by the landscapes 

proximate to their sector are comprised in the 

answers of the third question in the 

questionnaire. Every answer was given by the 

new residents according to their own conviction, 

taste, understanding and expectations. The results 

are shown in Fig. 9, corresponding to each 

settlement. For the whole sector, the landscape,  
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Figure 8. Percentage at village level of landscape opinions: favourable and definite of those who opted for 

temporary or permanent residence in the south-east of Oradea Suburban Area 
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Figure 9. Answers to question 3 of new residents by settlements 
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the pivotal reason of the initial decision-making 
and building of a house, was more frequently 
perceived as indicating repose (129). Next, there 
is a great number of answers referring to states as 
beauty (98), naturalness (92) and, to a lesser 
extent, comfort (70). At the level of every 
subsector, repose is the dominant answer. This is a 
sign that the organisation and functioning of 
sought after elements of the new dwelling place 
are attuned with a pleasant ambience at home, 
with calm shapes, good composition and without 
damaging the environment. For the subsector 
close to Oradea (landscape space predominantly 
belonging to Cheriu, Sânmartin and Cihei), the 
beauty featured in the perception of landscape 
loses ground, as a consequence of the amazing 
extent of the artificial interfering with the visual 
field. In the same key, it is harder to accept the 
result regarding the high number of answers for 
naturality (37 points). These answers, combined 
with those for comfort and refuge suggest a state 
of „expectation‟ and of gratification through the 
encouraging „offer‟ of landscapes here (details in 
section 5). In the central subsector (the landscape 
assemblage pertaining to the settlements of 
Cordău, Băile Felix Spa, Băile 1 Mai Spa, Rontău 
and Haieu), due to the increasing quantity of 
natural elements, and to a phenomenology 
associated to naturalness, the dominant landscape 
perception is maintained through the attributes 
mentioned before (naturalness, comfort, refuge, 
beauty). 

The more the spa-tourist elements increase 
in importance in a framework highlighting 
naturalness, the more plentiful the options for 
savageness, respect towards nature, 
diversity/variety become (between 7 and 15 
answers). This is made evident for the 
peripheral (outer) subsector (the landscapes of 
settlements Betfia, Hidişelul de Jos, Hidişelul de 
Sus, Sântelec) through varying answers on 
beauty and naturalness (despite the superiority 
of natural representation) towards: comfort, 
savageness or „refuge‟ (between 16 and 18 
answers). The explanation lies in the city 
dweller‟s search for emotional and motivational 
equilibrium, rendered by the ambivalence of 
local landscape components to be at the same 
time decor and life frame. 

5.3. The new Residents‟ Provenance: Is there 

a Constant Influx of City Dwellers into the 

Analysed Sector? 

Out of the total of 201 new residents 

interviewed, 126 (62.68%) declared that they 

had left the city of Oradea for the suburbs either 

looking for: a. permanent resettlement or b. 

weekend or casual lodging for family reunions.  

The other 28.87% come from villages further 

away than the Oradea suburban area. In the last 

few years, due to economic or social reasons 

(e.g. retired people, businessmen from other 

cities looking for attractive places), there is a 

substantial rate of settlement in this suburban 

sector. The 17 new residents interviewed 

(8.45% of the total) who come from 12 towns 

and cities other than Oradea (Fig. 10) fit into 

one of the following criteria: they moved from 

a. towns which are relatively near the analysed 

sector; b. from medium-sized towns in the tens 

of thousands of inhabitants; c. from towns 

without a tradition of providing suburban 

dwellers; d. from cities 2–3 hours away (the 

most numerous group of new residents), proving 

stability and good knowledge about the theme 

of local landscapes; e. seven new residents 

come from cities situated up to 150 km away.  

As for the remainder, among which there 

was a foreigner (from Verona, Italy), they had 

left cities situated further than 150 km away 

from their new residence. This proves that they 

know the features of landscapes and the 

qualitative-aesthetical and functional values of 

places here.  

These aspects imply, from the point of view 

of our respondents‟ opinions, the advantages of 

the advantages of the balneal and recreational 

spa, protected and interesting geomorphosites 

(the aven of Betfia Reservation), other natural 

advantages (thermal waters and reservoir/lake in 

1 Mai Spa), extensive forests, hay/grass and 

flowing waters, defining a pleasant ambience, 

affectively engaging. Without considering these 

distractions and settling in this subsector as very 

consistent, we must appreciate the appetite of 

other-than-Oradea city dwellers for local 

landscapes. The numeric superiority of new 

residents from cities belonging to the western  
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Figure 10. The provenance and influx of new dwellers who become new residents in the south-east of 

Oradea Suburban Area 
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half is substantial, with more from the north-

western part. This influx manifested itself 

preponderantly until the end of 2008, with the 

economic crisis tempering the appetite of city 

dwellers from other cities than Oradea to come 

here and become new residents, taking into 

consideration the attractiveness of suburban 

local landscapes. All the new residents, be they 

former city dwellers, or from rural areas further 

away, have come to this sector animated by the 

more attention-grabbing or the more 

imperceptible features of landscapes. The 

landscapes they are attracted to and on which 

they base solutions of organising their domestic 

infrastructure recommend themselves as a 

powerful resource, if not decision-influencing, 

at least a viable one. Because of the permanent 

exploitation of landscape as a resource from the 

economic and urbanistic point of view, the 

communities of new residents develop affinities 

regarding the landscape‟s force of expression in 

the three subsectors of the analysed suburban 

territory (Fig. 11). The subsector in the 

proximity of Oradea displays a modest level of 

attractiveness due to patrimonial poverty; the 

city dwellers avoid the landscapes incapable of 

raising an aesthetic interest. What matters here 

is the potential of the construction and 

enhancement of neo-landscapes, using the 

advantageous positions rendered by the 

generosity of space and the nearby 

infrastructure of Oradea. In the middle subsector 

we have an obvious positive factor of 

attractiveness, moderated only by the higher 

density of activities artificialising the landscape 

space. Most of the city dwellers in this subsector 

get in touch with the landscape of the Oradea 

suburbs and carry out their wish to valorise the 

landscape. Even without the direct influence of 

its remoteness from Oradea, the outer 

(peripheral) subsector has an important amount 

of attractive landscape and desirable housing. 

The outer subsector landscapes are a powerful 

resource; the city dwellers do not avoid them, 

but the number of those settling there is reduced 

because of less developed infrastructure, relief 

and major distances from big commercial units 

and cultural institutions. The potential of 

attractiveness of landscapes is given by the 

prevalence of the naturalness of elements in the 

most expressive amounts and forms, with a 

latent energy from the physical and 

psychological points of view of local 

environments.  

 

 
Figure 11. The scheme of levels of attractiveness 

generated by the landscapes pertaining to the south-

eastern sector of the Oradea suburban area: 

1. boundaries  separating subsectors with 

interfacing landscapes and close values of 

attractiveness; 2. subsector with landscapes of poor 

attractiveness, but satisfying  group of neo-

landscapes; 3. subsector of landscapes with 

moderately  high attractiveness, with neo-

landscapes in maximum expansion; 4. subsector of 

landscapes with high attractiveness, but with weak 

representation of neo-landscapes 

 

6. Conclusions 
Our study demonstrates that a small – but 

significant as a theme – migratory influx of city 

dwellers is heading to the south-eastern sector 

of the suburban area pertaining to Oradea city. 

The large majority of these (almost 80%) is 

willing to settle in this sector. They have been 

animated by the desire to have, in front of their 

eyes, interesting, captivating landscapes, which 

are, at any rate, ranked as superior to the 

landscapes with artificial traits in the urban area. 

Although a great number of the new residents 

declare themselves pro-landscape  the 
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landscape displayed in front of them matters in 

defining the longed for nature  they rank the 

landscape as the second priority, below the 

advantage of living close to the city and of 

having a clean, unspoiled living environment. 

For the subsector of landscape adjacent to 

Oradea, the defining element is the persistence 

of weeds and wild bushes and the dominance of 

almost horizontal topography. These features, 

combined with immediate closeness to the city, 

cause a severe limitation of the option for these 

landscapes and for construction. In the central 

part of the researched sector, even though the 

new residents go there for the attractiveness of 

the landscape (more so than in the previous 

sector), they do not thoroughly interact socially 

with the landscape. Instead of a communion 

with the nature around, they resort to a series of 

individual habits and sense of property. The 

desire of the new resident here to have access 

through his/her habitat to a generous portfolio of 

landscapes (in many cases dealing with 

landscapes of normal, common character) is 

sufficient to barricade one‟s self in one‟s own 

yard, without seeking very good acquaintance 

with one‟s neighbours. In the third sector, the 

furthest from Oradea, although the potential of 

attractiveness reaches high peaks, due to the 

hilly landscapes, valleys and forests, the density 

of new residences is rather low, despite the 

quality of landscapes. This landscape space 

matters mainly as a reservoir for the future 

generations of urban inhabitants, rich landscape-

seekers, and as a buffer entity between the 

suburban area and the preserved rural area. 

However, where a neo-landscape is being 

initiated, due to the construction of new 

dwellings, we witness a veritable amalgamation 

and identification between the new residents 

and the rural agricultural space. The space 

mainly utilised is that behind the houses, the 

plots being generous in area and surrounded by 

natural elements (groves, cultivated land, 

collections of shrubs, vegetation of weeds, 

dales, etc.). All the findings of this study 

conclude that for the new residents of Oradea 

Surburban Area the landscapes are a major 

physical and spiritual resource, influencing 

decisions, shaping the appearance of local 

space, and moulding individual and collective 

attitudes towards nature. 
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