
Despite the use of contemporary data, the Map can still provide insights into the potential in the future

The Map is built and explained understandably

The location factors are weighed adequately in the Map

Few location factors are taken into account in the Map

The right location factors are taken into account in the Map

The Typology supports the spatial planning of large business clusters

The Map is relevant for a longer period and should be updated regularly

Joint decisionmaking is required between national and provincial government regarding large logistics developments

In the weighing of location factors too much weight is given to the economy

National steering is required regarding large logistics developments, when provinces produce suboptimal results

The circular economy is adequately taken into account in the Typology

Provincial steering is required regarding large logistics developments, when municipalities produce suboptimal results

The Typology supports the sale of plots to suitable companies in existing business estates

The Typology supports the evaluation of preliminary plans for business estates

The Typology is built and explained understandably

The Map supports the evaluation of preliminary plans for business estates

The Map can play a relevant role in the development of spatial policy

The Map supports the sale of plots to suitable companies in existing business estates

Joint decisionmaking is required between provinces regarding large logistics developments

The Map supports the spatial planning of large business clusters

In the weighing of location factors too much weight is given to landscape and nature

The Map is mostly objective, because input from literature, experts and stakeholders was used

Maps are an effective type of policy instruments

The Map is a one−time instrument for the short−term

The Map is mostly subjective, because everyone can and may weigh the factors differently
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