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Abstract: The paper deals with the concept of cultural landscape with retrospective of different approaches and courses of 
development.  Modern development processes make the landscape transformation more intensive and cause the complexity 
of cultural systems growth as they reproduce problems that actually determine sustainable development whatsoever. A 
more rational management of the landscape is a social reality that has found its place among other policies of social 
practice. The paper aims at the issue of the cultural landscape paradigm (as a prerequisite of sustainable development) 
from both theoretical and practical aspects. 
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INTRODUCTION

The fact is that the geo-space along with 
its natural and cultural contents (landscape) 
is susceptible to constant alterations. We have 
been recently facing the dynamic landscape 
transformations that are causally connected 
with turning natural landscape into the cultural 
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one. 
Essentially, cultural landscape re  ects 

the materialization of human activities within 
space. It is characterized by complex genesis, 
development intensity, morphogenesis, and the 
intensity of spatial impacts. It is a composite 
mechanism full of causal connections and 
dynamic, evolutionary systems. Modern 
processes of development quickly transform the 
environment and make the cultural landscape 
development and these future-wise problems 
even more complex. 

Ever more complicated social relations, 
interrelations between the human society and 
material world, culture and nature, all raise 
questions of a more rational spatial-functional 
organization, i.e.  more adequate social practices 
and sustainable development by making the 
cultural landscape concept more actual. 

The landscape concept is based upon 
geography and is a pertinent part of its 
theoretical considerations and researches. 
Modern development processes and issues 
provide geography with a more active role 
when it comes to investigating both social 
processes and those that are determined by 
them. The modern world ‘asks’ geographers to 
deal with its dynamic structures and challenges 
(Johnston, Taylor, Watts, 2002). „Geography is 
not the only science that focuses its theoretical 
considerations upon the landscape. Often, 
the results provided make the basis for the 
extraction, evaluation, protection, and various 
planning of the landscape“ ( , 2012, 

. 43). Therefore, a pre-planned approach to 
cultural landscape development and other types 
of social planning are a reality of the modern 
society and a prerequisite of the sustainable 
development.

PERCEPTION AND CONCEPT OF 
LANDSCAPE IN GEOGRAPHY 

The theoretical works of geographer have 
not yet reached agreement on the perception 
of landscape (definition and essence of the 
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concept). Hence, many questions about the 
theory of landscape have not been given 
scientific answers and the social practice 
have not been more objectively approached 
to, which makes it more difficult to define 
these issues in a more qualitative manner. The 
landscape planning that has been so tangible 
and demanding these days based all the 
solution mostly on the geographical scientific 
research results. By this, we do not wish to 
minimize the role and relevance of other 
sciences that make contribution with their 
adequate solutions. 

Speaking about the term landscape 
(French peysage) geographers usually refer 
to the part of the Earth’s surface (scenery) of 
a homogeneous physiognomy that extracts it 
from its surrounding area. Apart from the term 
landscape, both expert and scientific Serbian 
speaking literature uses the term landschaft 
(German origin), which the classic German 
geography identifies with the term landscape. 

Starting with mid 19th century, the 
modern courses of geography development 
in Germany and France, and then in other 
European countries, treated the concept of 
landschaft (landscape) through numerous 
geographers’ work. Two geographical 
approaches to landscape – studies of natural 
and cultural landscapes – emerged under the 
impact of natural determinism and possibilistic 
studies (geographical paradigms), i.e. based 
on the physical-social geography dualism. 
The studying of natural landscape became 
the subject of physical geography and social 
geography (i.e. cultural geography as its sub-
discipline) studied the cultural landscape.

Ever since the concept of landscape was 
set in geography until the recent perceptions, 
holistic perception and physiognomy 
principles have been dominant. (Vresk, 1997). 
Therefore, landschaft refers to the appearance 
of the geo-space expressed through different 
forms of natural, i.e. cultural content, which 
is a consequence of the interaction between 
nature and human society. It is about the 
specific, homogeneous, and dynamic spatial-
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physiognomic categories that make the 
unforgettable and inseparable part of the 
Earth’s surface.

Studies about landscape have been the 
starting point for spatial differentiation 
(physiognomic regionalization) attaining both 
scientific and applicable relevance. 

*        *       *

During the historical development, 
through their labor, human society have been 
changing and adjusting the environment in 
order to meet their needs. The intensity of 
anthropogenic activities affected the level of 
living space alterations and the basic division 
of landscape formation was divided into: 
primary (natural) and secondary (cultural) 
landscape. When it comes to cultural 
landscape planning, what is relevant is all 
the social activities that affect and initiate 
development processes. Therefore, different 
types of human actions under specific natural 
and social-historical circumstances generate 
different content that are a final version of 
geo-political expression ( , 2010). 
Namely, it is about typical functional systems 
(rural, urban, agrarian, industrial, touristic, 
or infrastructural) that adapt to various 
conditions and development options ( , 
2006). Therefore, the level and character 
of the cultural landscape modification, 
i.e. specificity of the landscape’s ‘cultural 
identity’, depends on the processes that 
resulted from a life organization at a specific 
place and specific time (Ruppert, Schaffer, 
Maier and Paesler, 1981).

Perception of the basic idea of cultural 
landscapes logically indicates their definition 
in terms of complex geo-spatial systems 
that came out of human labor throughout 
civilization development. The authors who 
deal with these issues mostly regard the 
cultural landscape from the aspects of human 
society and nature, accenting the evolution 
from natural to cultural landscapes.   
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The cultural landscape concept started 
with the emergence of cultural geography 
at the early 20th century. German-American 
geographer, K. Sauer, is considered to be 
the pioneer of this concept (founder of the 
„Berkley cultural geography school“), who, 
in 1925, introduced the term of cultural 
landscape into cultural geography in his paper 
„Morphology of the scenery“. So, ever since 
the beginning of cultural geography, cultural 
landscape has been the main subject of its 
study, and has been regarded as a result of 
transformation of natural landscape under the 
influence of human cultural communities and 
it has been that way ever since. Geographical 
studies on cultural landscape rest on the 
humans-nature ratio and its physiognomic 
consequences. 

The new theoretical-philosophical 
impacts and paradigms in geography in 1970s 
contributed a more constructive development 
of geography as a science and the cultural 
geography as its sub-discipline. Traditional 
cultural geography has been exposed to too 
much criticism due to its focus on material 
contents, visual aspects, and historical 
character (Duncan, 1980; Jackson, 1989). 
New methodological approaches (humanistic, 
radical) and new topics typical of ‘cultural 
transition’ were introduced into cultural 
geography “( , 2011). Nevertheless, 
it still holds down to some basic traditional 
features (humans-nature ration, cultural 
identity, cultural scenery, etc.). According to 
horologic paradigm advocates, geographical 
scenery is defined as an inseparable and 
inimitable territorial unit (functionally 
unified), i.e. we are then talking about scenery 
geo-complexes and geo-systems. Such one 
approach was typical in works of Bobek, 
Nef, Turovski, and some other geographers. 
A step forward within the cultural landscape 
perception was made by the advocates of 
spatial organization paradigm. Namely, they 
refer to cultural landschaft as „a product of 
a rationally planned action run by human 
society...“ ( , 2012, . 44). The 
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new cultural geography made the cultural 
landscape a part of policies of various social 
practices, becoming a backbone of modern 
planning strategies. 

In late 20th century, there was the impact 
of a new, post-modernist, social-philosophic 
movement so we can now freely speak about 
a post-modernist paradigm in geography. 
The new theoretical-methodological 
approaches caused a wider range of scientific 
interest of cultural geography that focuses 
on „characteristics of modern times“- 
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  (  Harveyju, Hollyiu, 1981)                  (according to Harveyju, Hollyiu, 1981)
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globalization, cultural clashes, cultural 
boundaries, many social and moral issues, etc. 
( , 2011, .11). The concepts of space, 
locations, and natural surroundings have been 
redefined, which provided a new dimension to 
the cultural landscape concept. 

The basic insight into the theoretical-
methodological development of the landscape 
concept indicates that each paradigm, in its 
own way, treated the landscape issues, giving 
them an adequate role in social practices. 

We should also mention that, to a certain 
extent but not sufficiently, both directly 
and indirectly, cultural landscape has been 
discussed by Serbian geographers from Jovan 
Cviji  to Mirko Gr i ’s recent papers. 

CULTURAL LANDSCAPE AND MODERN 
SPATIAL TRANSFORMATION

The landscape transformation has been 
influenced by several factors such as natural, 
civilization, cultural, social-economic, and 
historical-political ones (Figure1).

The Figure indicates the factors of 
landscape transformation taking into account a 
specific space and timeline. More specifically, 
all possible types of relations and connections 
are considered as well as the co-relation of 
multiple inter-dependences. The interaction 
of the impacts determines the development 
processes of different character and intensity 
as they transform the landscape of a specific 
geo-space. 

Difference in the space-time civilization 
development framework caused various 
types of cultural landscape throughout the 
world. They differ in more than one aspect:  
formation, level of transformation, change 
dynamics, and dominant factors of formation 
(Myga – Piatek, 2011). Basically, these are 
determined by the structure and physiognomy. 
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The cultural landscape as an evolutionary 
extension of natural landscape can be regarded 
as a reflection of evolutionary development 
of human skills and ability to use and alter 
the environment – agro-genesis, technical-
genesis, and info-genesis (Andreychouk 
2008). The same author said that the recent 
landscape is a result of the processes based 
upon technical-genesis and info-genesis. 

The development of human population 
and civilization standards puts pressure on 
environment and space ‘consummation’. The 
landscape, formed throughout centuries, is 
susceptible to quick transformation that results 
in: spreading of residential quarters, „tourist 
colonization“, commercial usage of protected 
areas (tourism, hunting, fishing, etc.), 
commercial settlements, traffic infrastructure, 
development of „artificial“ landscapes 
(techno-polises, artificial lakes, artificial 
islands, etc.), agricultural industrialization 
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Fig. 1 The factors that in  uence the evolution of landscapes (Myga-Piatek, 2011)
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and spreading of  de-agrarian areas (Myga-
Piatek, 2011). There is a causal connection 
between the cultural landscape development 
and ecumenism spread. 

The recent civilization development 
complicates the human impact on the 
environment and the processes of global 
space ‘consummation’ have become more 
obvious. The growing problems of geo-system 
sustainability (natural and anthropogenic 
alike) initiate the social awareness about 
development priorities and inevitability of a 
more rational approach to landscape planning 
and management. 

CULTURAL LANDSCAPE AND MODERN 
SOCIAL PRACTICES

Processes of globalization (interconnection 
and mutual conditioning of social, political, 
economic, and cultural processes throughout 
the world) complicate the development of 
cultural systems rising up the issues relevant 
for the sustainability. Simultaneously, the 
perception of the landscape importance alters. 
If we embrace Andrejcuk’s opinion that the 
recent landscape is the result of processes 
based upon techno-genesis and info-genesis, 
we infer that science and knowledge are keys 
to modern humankind development. 

Landscape is not a part of consummation 
goods but it should be treated as a strategic 
resource (Gorka, 2008; Redclift, 1996). All 
these opinions indicate a more rational space 
usage, i.e. planning of development processes 
based on the sustainability principles. In 
most European countries, there is a need for 
a new spatial-functional organization and 
democracy with reference to liberalization 
of previously centralized decisions on 
spatial management. In 1970s west Europe 
there were some measures adopted so as to 
protect the value of the landscape in order 
to maintain and regenerate it. Meanwhile, 
landscape planning made a long way from the 
initial concept of protection to the sustainable 
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development concept. The new approaches 
to landscape planning, mostly in European 
Union, refer to protection, management, and 
planning. Furthermore, it is clearly stated 
in the ‘European Convention on Landscape’ 
adopted in 2000 (an international document 
valid in the adopting countries that came 
into force in 2004. The Convention is a 
set of guidelines and legal standards that 
determine the landscape policies. It is about 
the new instruments that mostly refer to 
European landscape protection, management, 
and planning (Gerlee, 2008). Generally, the 
landscape policy is based upon the sustainable 
development perspective. The provisions of 
the Convention stress out the role of landscape 
in social practices. The Convention says that 
landscape is a fundamental resource of the 
economic development crucial from both 
ecological and cultural aspects. Among other 
things, the Convention regulates the landscape 
as a basic component of European natural and 
cultural heritage, which also makes it a crucial 
feature of making European identity stronger 
(Gerlee, 2008). Thus, the total quality of 
landscape significantly impacts the human 
population life standards. 

Due to the new approaches to EU 
landscape planning and European Convention 
on Landscape, the RS and BiH landscape 
should also be considered as a common goods 
and basic development resource. Therefore, it 
is crucial to alter the perception of landscape, 
its evaluation, management and planning, 
taking into account its complexity, multi-
functionality, and economic and ecological 
aspects.

Republic of Srpska is rich in natural 
diversity and cultural-historic heritage, 
projected through heterogeneity of cultural 
landscape. The qualitative features of 
landscape are full of ecological dimensions. 
The treatment of landscape values indicates 
the insufficient perception of valorization and 
institutional systems and is the weakest link in 
treating space and development. The existing 
regressive trend in RS landscape development 
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is most obvious with the rural ecosystems. 
Landscape development management in 
compliance with the development principles 
is defined by several legal acts and laws 
aiming at its protection and improvement Law 
on Environment Protection, Law on Nature 
Protection, Law on National Parks, Law on 
Cultural Goods, etc.). Poor coordination 
within the institutional system and legal 
practice resulted in degenerative forms of 
cultural landscape with possible long-term 
consequences for the geo-system development 
if Republic of Srpska. 

The set of laws recently adopted is the 
starting point of the overall approach to 
natural and cultural values protection, aiming 
at the sustainable development and future 
generations’ needs. This complex approach 
calls for the cooperation at all levels and 
„coordinated activities of the space users and 
the engagement of authorities, educational, 
scientific and cultural institutions “( , 
2010, .33). The current economic usage of 
the RS geo-space lacks spatial planning and 
management, and integral comprehension of 
cultural and natural landscapes, and is full 
of uncoordinated usage of the space and its 
transformation. 

CONCLUSION

The treatment of cultural landscape has a 
spatial-time dimension that is obvious when it 
comes to retrospection of different scientific 
paradigms. The development dynamics and 
globalization intensify the space exploitation, 
which puts the sustainability in risk. 

Both theory and practice of some 
countries undoubtedly showed that the 
cultural landscape concept integrated a whole 
range of development problems relevant 
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for the sustainable development. Modern 
society demands a social atmosphere in which 
responsibility for environment would be a 
moral normative because the geo-system 
capacities and sustainability have reached the. 
All this leads us towards a new paradigm of 
cultural landscape perception. 

The landscape concept lies in the 
geographical science, which gives geography 
the right to actively conduct the development 
processes towards positive transformation. 

The level of landscape design reflects 
the level of civilization development and its 
multi-productivity. 
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