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Casxerak: Pagom ce akTyanmsyje mpobieMariKa KOHIETITa KYITPHOT Tejcaxa y PEeTPOCICKTY PasMHuIUTHX MPUCTYIA
U mpasaia pa3poja. CaBpeMEHH pa3BOjHH MPOIECH WHTCH3MBHPA]y TpaHC(hOpMaIUjy Tejcaxa M YCIOKEaBaj)y pa3Boj
KyJITypHUX CHCTEeMa, pemnpoaykyjyhu mnpoOieMe Koju JIETepMHUHHUINY OAPKUBH pa3Boj. PanuoHanHuje yrpasibame
MEjCaKOM JIPYIITBEHA je HEMHHOBHOCT KOja CBE BHIIIC HANIA3W MjECTO Y PA3IMYATHM MOIUTHKAMa JPYIITBCHE MpakKce.
OCHOBHH ITHJb Pajia je MPoOIeMaTH30BaAKE MapaJUrMe KyITypHOT Mejcaka ca TEOPETCKOT M MPAKTHYHOT CTAHOBHUIIITA KA
MPETIOCTABKE OAPIKHBOT Pa3Boja.

Kibyune pujeun: [lejcax (ranmmadr), KyITypHH IEjcax, KylITypHa reorpaduja, Tpanchopmarmja, OIpKUBUA Pa3Boj,
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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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YBO/ INTRODUCTION

YumeHnlia je Ja je reonpocTop ca CBOjUM
OPUPOJHUM WM KYATYpHHUM  cajpXajuma
(mejcaxkom) TOJIJIOYKaH KOHCTaHTHUM
npoMjeHama. MzpakeHa AMHAMUYHOCT PELICHTHE
nejcakHe  TpaHcpopmanmje |y  Y3pOUHO-
MOCJEIMYHOM j€ OJHOCY CBE WCIIOJbEHH]ET

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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npeodpaskaja MPUPOTHOT Yy KYJITYPHH I€jCax.

KyntypHu nejcaxx, y HpUHIMILY, OIpakaBa
MarepHjaau3alujy JbYJICKUX aKTUBHOCTU Y
npoctopy. Kapakrepuiie ra KOMIUIEKCHOCT
y3pOKa reHese, MHTEH3UTeTa pa3Boja, Mopdore-
He3e U MHTEH3UTEeTa yTullaja y mpocropy. Panu ce
O CIIOKEHOM MEXAaHU3MY Y3POYHO MOCIEINYHUX
OZIHOCA M3PA3UTO JMHAMHYHUX, EBOJYTHBHUX
cucrema. CaBpeMeHM Pa3BOjHM  IPOIECH
yOp3aHO TpaHC(HOPMHUILY IKHBOTHY CpPEAUHY
yCIOXKbaBajyhu pa3Boj KyATypHOT Tejcaxa Kao
U pobJyiemMa Koju JeTepMuHuIy OyayhHOCT.

CBe KOMIUIEKCHUJU MPOOIEeMHU APYIITBEHUX
ogHoca, MehyyTuimaja Jeyackor ApymiTBa U
MaTepujalHOr CBHUjeTa, KyAType U MpUpoe,
OTBapajy MNHUTama palMOHAIHHUjE TPOCTOPHO-
(yHKIIMOHAJIHE OpraHu3aluje u ypehemwa
MIPOCTOpa, OIHOCHO oOJroBapajyhe apyIITBeHe
Ipakce M OJPXKUBOT pasBoja, akTyauusyjyhu y
KOHKPETHOM KOHIIENT KYJITYpHOT I€jcaa.

Konnent nejcaxa yTeMeJbeH je ¥y
reorpad)CKoj HayIl U Ba)KaH jeé CETMEHT HEHUX
TEOPETCKUX pa3Marpama W  HUCTPaKHUBabA.
CaBpeMeHH pa3BOjHU MPOLECH U TPOOIEMH /1ajy
reorpaduju aKTUBHY YJOTY y HCTPaXHUBaby U
U3y4yaBamwy JPYIITBEHUX M HUMa YCIOB/HEHUX
nporeca. CaBpeMeHH CBHjET ,,TpPaKU® Of
reorpada fa ce no3abaBe HETOBUM AMHAMUYHUM
cTpykTypama u wu3zaszoBuma (Johnston, Taylor,
Watts, 2002). ,Ilopen reorpadmuje mnejcax y
(OKyC CBOJUX TEOPETCKHUX pa3MaTpara CTaBJbajy
u Jipyre Hayke. YecTo, lUXOBU PE3YyNTaTH YWHE
OCHOBE 3a W3/IBajarbe, BPEAHOBAE, 3ALITUTY U
pasnIn4uTe BUAOBE IUTaHupama nejcaxa’ (Tomuh,
2012, ctp. 43). Jaxine, mIaHCKU IPUCTYII Pa3BOjy
KyJITypHOT TiejcaXka, pa3IMYUTUM BHUIOBUMA
MOJMTUKA JAPYHITBEHOT IUIaHMpama, I0CTaje
peasHOCT CaBPEMEHOI JIPYIITBA M IPEAYCIIOB
OAP>KHUBOT Pa3Boja.

[NIOUMABA U KOHIIEIIWJA ITEJCAXA YV
I'EOT’PA®UIN

VY TeopHjckuM pagoBuMa reorpada mojam
nejcaxka (oapehuBame W CyIITHHA KOHIIETITA)
HUje y MOTHYHOCTH paspujemieH. [Ipema Tome,
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one.

Essentially, cultural landscape reflects
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* (Tommh, 2012,
p. 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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[0 MHOTMM MHUTamUMa TEOpHje Mejcaxa Huje
JIONIIO JI0 HAayYyHUX YOIIITaBamba, TUME H
00jeKTHUBHM]jET MPUCTYIA IPYIITBEHO] MPAaKCH,
IITO OTeXaBa KBAJIUTETHHUjE carjielaBambe
panom aedunucane npobdiaemaruke. [lnanupame
nejcaka, JIaHaC CBE aKTyeJHMje, 3aXTjeBHHje
U KOMIUIEKCHHU]E, 3aCHHBAa CBOja pHjelICHa
NPBEHCTBEHO  HA  HAYYHO-UCTPAKMBAYKHM
pesynratuma reorpaduje. OBUM ce HE KeIu
YMamUTH yJora M 3Hadaj APYTUX HayKa Koje
JONPUHOCE aJIEKBAaTHUM pHjeIICHIMA.

Ieorpagu mox mojmom ,mejcax  (¢p.
peysage) Hajuemhe moApa3yMujeBajy MO
3eMJbMHE TOBpPIIMHE (MPEAHUO), XOMOTEHE

¢u3znoHOMHUjE, KOjOM C€ H3]1Baja OJ OKOJIMHE.
Ilopen mojma mejcax, y CTPyYHO] U HAy4dHO]
JUTEpaTypy CPICKOT TOBOPHOT  IOJPY4H]a,
KOpPHUCTH ce 1 rojam nanamadt (sem. landschaft),
KOJU je Yy HEeMaukoj KJIACHYHO] reorpaduju
noucTtoBjeheH ca 1mejcaxom.

Ca  MomepHMM  TEpHOJIOM  pa3Boja
reorpaduje, ol MOJIOBUHE JICBETHAECTOT BH]jEKa,
pa3Buja ce y Hbemaukoj, morom y @paHIlyckoj,
KacHHje y JApYIMM €BpOIICKUM 3eMJbama
KOHLeNIMja Tanamadra (rnejcaxa), HoACTakHyTa
u nonpaheHa OpojHUM pagoBuMa reorpada.
[lon yTHuajeM NPUPOTHOT JETEPMHHU3MA U
MOCUOWJIMCTHYKOT y4eHa, Kao MapagurMu y
reorpaduju, OAHOCHO Ha TUCKYpCY Jyajau3ma
¢usnuka — apymTBeHa reorpaduja, HacTtana
Cy JBa MpHUCTyna reorpadCKor InpoydyaBama
nanamadra, MIpOy4aBamke IPUPOIHUX
U TOpoydaBame  KYITYpHHX  JaHAmadgTa.
[IpoyuaBame npupoaHux Janamadra (mejcaxa)
nocraje mnpeaMmeroM ¢usuuke reorpaduje, a
KyJATYpPHUX JPYIITBEHE, OJHOCHO KYJITypHE
reorpaduje Kao mweHe CyOIUCIUITIIHHE.

On ycrocTtaB/bamka KOHIENTa JaHamadTa
y reorpaduju, ma [0 HAJHOBHjEr MEepHoaa
y EroBOM IOMMamy, MPEOBIaJaBajo je
XOJUCTUYKO CXBaTame U (PU3MOHOMCKO HAyello
(Vresk, 1997). Jlannmadt nakie, noapasymjena
U3IJIe]] TeONpPOCTOpa MCIOJBEH Kpo3 oxapeheHe
dbopmMe NPUPOJHHMX, OAHOCHO  KYIATYPHHUX
caapxaja, Kao TMOCJbEOUIE HMHTEpaKIUje
npUpoAe M JbyIACKOr apymrTsa. Pagm ce o
cneun(UYHUM, XOMOT€HUM M JUHAMUYHUM

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 19" 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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MIPOCTOPHO-(PU3MOHOMCKUM KaTeropujama, Koje
YMHE HETMOHOBJbUB U HEIUjeJbUB U0 3eMJbUHE
MOBpIIIKHE.

Yuewe o naHamadry MOCIYKWIO je Kao
Mojia3uillHa OCHOBAa Tpu AudepeHuunjanuju
npocropa ((pU3MOHOMCKA peruoHaIn3aImja),
nonpuMmajyhu mopen HayyHor cBe Behu
alTMKaTUBHU 3HAYa).

% % %

Jbyacko JpyIITBO j€ CBOJUM DaaoM, y

3aJ0BOJbCHHY  JKUBOTHUX  IMMOTpeda,  TOKOM
UCTOPUJCKOT pa3BOja CTaJHO MHJCHAI0 H
OOIIMKOBAJIO  CBOje  OKpykeme. MHTeH3uTeT

AHTPOIOIEHOI JIjeJIOBaBamba OIPEIMO je€ CTEIeH
M3MH]EHEHOCTH JKUBOTHOT MPOCTOPA U OCHOBHY
NofIjeIty Tejcaxka, IpeMa HaCTaHKY, Ha: IPUMapHH
(MpUpOIHU) U CEeKyHIapHH (KYJITYPHH) IE€jCax.
VY pa3Bojy KyITypHOT Tejca)ka pEJEeBaHTHE Cy
CBE JpYUITBEHE AKTHMBHOCTU KOje WHHLUPAJY
U yTudy Ha pasBojHe mpouece. Ilpema Ttome,
pa3nUuuTH OONMUIM JBYJACKOT JjelioBama Yy
KOHKPETHUM  TPUPOJHMM M JPYLITBEHO-
HCTOPH]CKUM OKOJIHOCTHUMA TeHEepUILY
pa3nuuuTe caapxkaje, Kao Kpajibe OOHUKE CBOje
reonpocTopHe  ucnosbeHoctu  (JKuBkoBuh,
2010). Haunme, pagu ce o KapaKTEpUCTHUYHUM
(YHKIIMOHATIHUM cucteMuMma  (pypapHor,
ypOaHor, arpapHor, UHJLyCTPH)CKOT, TYPUCTHYKOT,
MH(PPACTPYKTYpHOL... KapakTepa), NpHMjepeHH
Pa3IMUUTUM YCIOBMMA U MOryhHOCTHMA pa3Boja
(Tomuh, 2006). [lakme, cremeH U Kapakrep
Moau(uUKalyje KyITypHOT TIejcaka, OIHOCHO
CHEeUU(PUYHOCTH  ,,KYATYpHOI  MJCHTHTETa™
nanamadTa, OBUCaHj€ 0 MPOLIeCUMATIPOUCTEKIIM
u3 oxapeheHux oO01IMKa OpraHu3alyje >KUBOTA
Ha KOHKPETHOM IIPOCTOPY W JaTOM BpPEMEHY
(Ruppert, Schaffer, Maier i Paesler, 1981).
OcTBapeHH yBHJ y OCHOBHY IOJMOBHOCT
KyJITYpHHUX TIejcaka JIOTHUYKH yryhyje Ha ’bUXOBO
neuHuCcame Ka0 KOMIUIEKCHUX Te€ONpPOCTOPHUX
CHCTEeMa HACTIUX JbYICKUM paJioM TOKOM
LUBWJIM3ALIMCKOT pa3Boja. AyTOpH, KOjU cCe
06aBe OBOM TNPOOJIEMAaTHKOM YIIABHOM Cy Ha
CTajaJIMIITY TMPOyYaBama KyITYpHUX Mejcaxa y
KOHTEKCTY OJIHOCA JbY/ICKOT JIPYIITBA U IPUPOJIE,
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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 (JKuskosuh, 2010).
Namely, it is about typical functional systems
(rural, urban, agrarian, industrial, touristic,
or infrastructural) that adapt to wvarious
conditions and development options (Toawuh,
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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C HaIJIaCKOM Ha €BOJYLHjHU Of MPHUPOIHOT [0
KYJITYpHOT IIgjcaska.

KoHlenT KynTypHOT Iigjcaka 3auuibe ce
pa3BojeM KylITypHe reorpaduje y mpBoj oJI0BUHH
XX Bujexa. [IporaroHHCTOM OBOI' KOHIIENTa
cMaTpa Cce aMepuuku reorpad HEMaykor
nopujexia K.Cayep (ocHuBau ,,bepkinjcke mkosue
Kyl1TypHe Teorpaduje”), xoju je 1925. roaune
y wiaHky ,,Mopdonoruja mpeajena‘ yBeo y
KyJITYpHY Treorpadujy mojam KyJlTypHOT Iejcaxa
(manmmadra). Tako ce y KyaTypHOj reorpaduju,
071 CaMOI' HCHOT 3a4€TKa, K0 IJIaBHU HpeIMeT
NpoyyaBamka HAMETHYO KYJITYpPHHU II€jCax, KOjH
je mocMarpaH Kao pe3ynaTar TpaHcdopmaimje
NPUPOTHOT Tejcaxka IMOJ] YTHLAjeM KyilTypa
JbY/IICKUX 3ajelHulla, ITO ce y HajBehoj mjepu
3ajpkano Ao jgaHac. Ieorpadcko mpoydaBame
KYJITYPHOT I€jcaka yCMjepeHo je JaKiie Ha OHOC
YOBjeK-IIPUPOJIHA CpeIuHa U  (PU3MOHOMCKE
HOCJBEIUIIE.

HoBu Tteopujcko-Gpuno3opcku yTUIQU U
napagurme y reorpaduju, 70-ux romumHa XX
BUjeKa, JONPUEEIIM Cy KOHCTPYKTHBHHjEM
pa3Bojy reorpaduje Kao Hayke, YHyTap e
KyITypHE Teorpaduje, ¥ HOBOM IOIeTy Ha
KyITYypy ¥ KYyITypHU Tejcax. TpaauuuoHanHa
KylITypHa reorpaduja MOABPrHyTa je OpOjHUM
KpUTHKaMa 300T yCpPEeIOUCHOCTH Ha MaTrepujaiHe
cajupiaje, BHM3yeJIHE acleKTe, HalIaleHor
ucropujckor kapakrepa u cia. (Duncan, 1980;
Jackson, 1989). V xyntypHy reorpadujy yBose ce
HOBU METOIONIOUIKH MPUCTYNHU (XyMaHUCTHYKH,
paauKaH{) U HOBE TEME KapaKTepUCTHYHE 3a
T3B. ,,KynTypHy Ttpamsuuujy (I'pumh, 2011).
MelyTuMm, OHa He HamyIllTa HEKa O OCHOBHHUX
TPaaUIMOHATTHUX OOWJbeKja (OIHOC YOBjEK-
NpUpoaa, MHTEpEC 3a KYATypHE HACHTUTETE U
KynTypHe npexjene). [eorpadeku nejcax, cXoaHo
cxXBaTambUMa IIPUCTAITNIIA XOPOJIOLIKE apaurme,
neduHuIIe ce Kao HeljesbuBa M HEMOHOBJHUBA
TepUTOpHjaiHa  jeAuHUNa  ((yHKIMJOHAIHO
JEIMHCTBO), OJHOCHO TOBOPH C€ O IEjCaKHUM
TEOKOMIUIEKCMMAa M TeocHcTeMHMa. TakBH
MIPUCTYTIM IPUCYTHU €y y pajioBuma bobeka, Heda,
TypoBckor u Hekux Apyrux reorpada. Mckopak y
KpPEaTHBHOM MOUMamy KYATYpHOI IgjcaXka HJe
ca TMPOTaroHUCTHMa MapajurMe OpraHu3alyje

The cultural landscape concept started
with the emergence of cultural geography
at the early 20™ 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 “(I'pumh, 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... (Tomwmh, 2012, p. 44). The
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MPOCTOpa, KOjH KYJITYPHH JaHAT HOCMaTpajy
Kao ,,[POM3BOJ] PAIIMOHAITHE TTAHCKE aAKIIH]je KOjy
je copoBoamio apymtso...” (Tommh, 2012, ctp.
44). HoBom KynTypHOM reorpadujoM KyaTypHH
nejcaxk TMOCTaje U0 TOJUTHKE PA3THYUTUX
BUJIOBAa JpYIITBEHE Tpakce, yrpalhyjyhu ce
MIOCTENIEHO y OCHOBE CaBPEMEHHUX CTpareruja
TUIAaHUPAbA.

Tab. 1. Enemenmu 3a oopelusare napaouemu
y eeoepachuju (npema Harveyju, Hollyiu, 1981)

new cultural geography made the cultural
landscape a part of policies of various social
practices, becoming a backbone of modern
planning strategies.

Tab. 1. Elements for setting geographic paradigm
(according to Harveyju, Hollyiu, 1981)

AyTtop Erzemmap IIpencrasa o 00jekTy Teopuje u Merone [Tapagurme
(mpenmery) 3aKOHU
Ratzel Antropogeographie | OIHOC aHOPTaHCKOT M | JApBUHHU3aM, JeyKTUBHA,; HPUPOITHH
OpraHCKOI' CBHjETa TPUPOIHH Newtonov 3akoH; | AeTEpMHHH3aM
JIETePMUHU3AM | CHCTEMAaTCKH
HPUCTYIH
Vidal de la | Tableau de la Geo- | ctBapame MoryhHoctn | nacin Zivota; TEPEHCKH PaJI; nocubnimsam
Blache Graphie de la 3a Jpyncke 3ajenaune | produktirefle- | Case studies;
France MIPOMjCHOM OJTHOCA ksija odnosa ¢o- | y3pouHH OJJHOCH
BpHjenHOCTH 1 HaunHa | vjek-okolina
JKHBOTA
Sauer Problem of Land BpHjeMe-ueTBpTa KyJITYpHU TEPEHCKH Pal; napaaurma
Clasification, JIMMEH3Uja y Tiejcax, HacTaje | UCTOpHjcKa nejcaxa
Objec- reorpaduju; MEjCAX Y | U3 NPUPOIHOT; | PEKOHCTPYKIH]ja
tives of Geographic | reorpaduju YOBjEK- KYJATYPHOT
Study; The MOTU(pHUKATOP nejcaxa
Morfology of OKOJIMHE
Landscape
Hartshorne | Nature of XPOHOIIOTHja; (YHKIMOHATHA | TEPEHCKU pas; XOPOJIOIITKA
Geography uauorpadceko OJTHOC; KapTUpame mapagurma
CXBaTame KIacuQuKanyja
Schaefer Exceptionalism in | mpocTopHe JIOKaIuje; MaTeMaTHyKe napajaurma
Geography HHTEpaKIHje; LUPKYJIaLHja; U CTaTHCTHYKE POCTOpPHE
MpOCTOpHA IUCTpUOyLMja; | METONe; HAYyYHA | OpraHM3aluje
OpraHusalyja; Hacesba MeTosia
HOMOTETHUYKH
MPUCTYTI

Useop: Ilpema Harveyju, Hollyiu, 1981.
Source: According to Harveyju, Hollyiu, 1981.

Kpajem mpomior Bujeka y reorpaduju
ce mouMme ocjehatm  yTUI@)  HOBOT,
MOCTMOJICPHUCTHYKOT, JPYLITBEHO-
¢uno3odekor mpasia, ma ce ¢ MPaBOM MOXKe
TOBOPUTH O TAapaJurMU TOCTMOAEpPHU3MA Y
reorpadhuju. HoBU TeOpHjCKO-METOMOIONIKH
NPUCTYIIM JIOBEIM Cy J0 UIMpeHma CIEKTpa
HAy4YHOI MHTEpECOBama KYJITypHE reorpaduje
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In late 20™ 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®-



KVIITYPHU ITEJCAX Y TEOPUIN U ITPAKCHU ITPOCTOPHOTI INTAHMPABA
CULTURAL LANDSCAPE IN THEORY AND PRACTICE OF SPATIAL PLANNING

Koja ce (okycupajy Ha ,,0cCO0EHOCTUMA HOBOT
BpeMeHa*- Tmnobanu3aiujy, CykoO KyiaTypa y
nporecy miobanuszanuje, KyITypHE TpaHuUIE,

OpojHE colWjalHE W MopajHe mpolieMe
na”ammwuie,... (Ipaunh, 2011, crp. 11).
Penedunucana je koHuenmuja MpocTopa,

JIOKaJUTEeTa M MPHUPOAHE CpPEAMHE, IITO je
Jal0 HOBE JMMEH3HMj€ KOHIENTY KYJITYpPHOT
nanamadTa.

Enementapaun  yBHI =y  TEOPHjCKO-
METOJIOJIONIKM Pa3BOj KOHIENTa JaHamadpra y
reorpadguju ynyhyje Ha 3akibydak Ja je cBaka
napajurma Ha ceOM CBOjCTBEH Ha4MH TPeTUpaja
npobieM nejcaxa, 1ajyhu My afiekBaTHy yjaory u
3Hauaj y APYUITBEHO] MPAKCH.

Jla Harmomenemo, na ce y oapeheHoj mjepu,
aJI He ¥ JIOBOJbHO], HA TUPEKTaH WK HHAUPEKTaH
HAYMH, KYITypHUM I€jcakoM OaBUIIM M CPIICKH
reorpadu, ox Josana llpujuha 10 HOBHjUX
HayuHuX pagosa M. ['punha n apyrux.

KVIITYPHU ITIEJCAX 1 CABPEMEHA
TPAHCOOPMAIINJA ITPOCTOPA

Ha Tpanchopmanujy mejcaxka yTuue
BulIe (hakTopa MPHUPOIHOT, IMBUIIM3AIIN]CKOT,
KYJATYpPOJIOLIKOT,  IPYIITBEHO-€KOHOMCKOT U
MCTOPU]JCKO-TIOJUTUYKOT Kapakrepa (ciuka 1).

Hatu mpunor ynyhyje Ha  ¢akrope
Tpanchopmanuje mejcaxa, moapasymjeBajyhu
IIPY TOM KOHKPETaH IIPOCTOP U BPEMEHCKH OKBHUP.
VY KkoHKpeTHOM, Moryhu cy cBM 00nMIM OHOCA
U Be3a, Kao U KopeJjalyja BUIIECTPYKOT OHOCa
MehyoBucHocT. Mel)yiejcTBO BbUXOBUX yTHIIaja
NPEIUCIIOHNpa Pa3BOJHE IMPOIECe PA3THUYUTOT
MHTEH3MUTETa U KapaKkTepa, KOju TPaHC(HOPMHUIITY
Tejcak KOHKPETHOT Te€0NpPOCTOpa.

[IpocTopHO-BpEMEHCKH pas3IU4UT
IUBWIN3ALMJCKA  Pa3BOj  IMPEIOAPEano  je
pa3nuyuTe  TUIIOBE  KYATYpHOT  Iejcaxa

mbeM 3emsbe. OHM ce pasnuKyjy 1O BHIIE
OCHOBa: TOCTaHKY, CTENeHy TpaHchopMmalmje,
JMHAMUIM ~ TpOMjeHa W JOMHHAHTHHM
¢dakTopuma obnukoBama (Myga — Piatek, 2011).
Y OCHOBM [ETEPMUHHMCAHU CY CTPYKTYpOM
u  ¢uznonomujom. KynTtypHu mejcaxxk Kao

globalization, cultural clashes, cultural
boundaries, many social and moral issues, etc.
(I'puuh, 2011, p.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¢ié¢’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 (Figurel).

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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NATURAL FACTORS

GEQLOGICAL STRUCTURE
HYDROLOGY

RELIEF, WATERS, S0OILS
CLIMATE, PLANTS, ANIMALS

CIVILIZATIONAL FATORS

TECHNICAL INVENTION
TOOLS, DEVICES, WAYS OF
USING AND MANAGEMENTS
OF THE GEOGRAPHICAL
SPACE ARCHITECTURE
COMMUNICATION

TRANSFORMATION
OF LANDSCAPE

CULTURAL FACTORS

PATTERNS OF BEHAVIOUR
TRADITIONS CEREMONIES,
RELIGION LANGUAGE,
SYMBOLIC CULTURE
CULTURAL INSTITUTIONS

HISTORICAL
AND POLITICAL FACTORS

POLITICAL RELATIONSHIPS

ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISION
LEGAL SYSTEMS

AUTHORITY STRUCTURE

SOCI0-ECONOMIC
FACTORES

FORMS OF THE SETTLEMENT
PROFESSIONAL STRUCTURE
OWNERSHIP STRUCTURE
SOCIAL RELATIONS
TOURISAM

Cn. 1. @axmopu npomjene nejcaxca (Myga-Piatek, 2011)
Fig. 1 The factors that influence the evolution of landscapes (Myga-Piatek, 2011)

€BOJYIIMOHHU TPOAYKETaK MPUPOIHOT Tejcaxa,
MOXE C€ TIOpea OCTAJIOT CMaTpaTtd Opa3oM
€BOJIYIIMOHOT pa3Boja JbYACKHX BJEIITHHA U
CIOCOOHOCTH J1a KopucTe U ipeypel)yjy okonunHy
— arporeHesa, TEXHOTeHe3a H WH(OTreHe3a
(Andreychouk 2008). Mctu ayrtop KoHcCTatyje
Ja je pELEeHTHH Tejcak pe3yaTaT mpoleca
yTeMeJbeHUX Y TEXHOTeHE3H U HH(OoTeHe3 .
Pact spyncke momynaruje v IUBUIIU3AIIN]-
CKMX CTaHJIapja WHTEH3WBHpA NPUTHCAK Ha
JKUBOTHY CPEIMHY H ,,JIOTPOIIBKY IPOCTOpA.
[lejcaxk, 0ONMKOBAaH BMJEKOBHMMA, MOJJIOKAH
je 6p30j TpaHchopmanujH, Koja Ce UCIOJhaBa:
[IHPEHEM CTAMOCHHX MOBPIIHHA, ,,TYPHUCTUIKOM
KOJIOHU3AIIH]OM ", KOMEPIIH]jaTH3alli]OM
3alITHheHux nojipyuuja (TypusaM, JIOB, BUKEH]T
Hacesba...), IO/HU3ambEeM KOMEPIIMjaTHUX
KOMILIEKCA, pa3Bojem caobpahajue
uH(ppacTpyKType, pa3BojeM  ,,BjeIITAUYKUX
nejcaka (TEXHOMOJIMCH, BjelITauka je3epa,
BjeIlITaYKa OCTPBA ...), MHAYCTPH]jATU3ALIH]OM
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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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MOJbOTIPUBPEZIE M LIMPEHEM JIerpajupaHux
noapyyja  (Myga-Piatek, 2011).  Pa3Boj
KYJATYPHOT TI€jca)ka y y3pOuHO-IIOCIbEUUHOM je
OIHOCY Ca IIUPEHEM EKyMEHE.

Peuentau MBUJIN3AIU]CKU pa3Boj
yCIOXKHbaBa YTUIQ] JbYACKOT JIpyIITBA Ha
KHUBOTHY CpPEIHHY, JIOK Cy TNpOLecH IodamHe
,IOTPOLIKBE  TMpOCTOpa  CBE OYHTHUjH.
Hapacrajyhu npobiemMu OJP’KUBOCTH
reocucreMa (IPUPOAHU U BjEILTAYKN) OJCTHUY
JAPYIITBEHY CBHJECT Ha TNPOMjEHY IIIEAMIITA
pa3BOjHUX NPUOPUTETa M  HEMHUHOBHOCTH
palMoOHAaNHUjer  MpHUCTyNa  IUIAHUpamy |
yIpaBJbamby MejCaXKHUM KOMIUIEKCUMA.

KVIITYPHU ITIEJCAX 1 CABPEMEHA
JPYILITBEHA ITPAKCA

[Tpouecu rmobanuzanuje (mehymnosesanoct
1 Mel)yyCIOB/bEHOCT IPYIITBEHUX, ITOJIMTHYKHUX,
E€KOHOMCKMX U KYATYpPHHUX IIpoleca TUJbeM
CBHjETa) YCIOXIaBajy  pa3Boj KyJITypHHUX
cucremMa oTBapajyhu npobieme OUTHE O BUXOBY
OJIP’KUBOCT. YIIOPE0 C€ MUjCHa U TEpIeirja
BAXHOCTH TI€jca)ka, OO0 KOHIENTa OAPKHUBOT
pa3Boja. YKOJIMKO NPUXBAaTMMO Beh HaBeneHO
MUIIJbEHE AHpEIjUyKa, J1a je PELEHTHHU I1ejCax
pe3ynTar mpoueca yTeMeJbeHUX Yy TeXHOTCHE3U
u uH(]OreHesu, aoiga3u ce J0 CIHO3Haje Ja
HayKa-3Hambe T0CTaje KJbYYHH (hakTop pasBoja
CaBPEMEHOTI' YOB]€YAHCTBA.

[lejcasx HEe cmajga y MOTpOLIAYKO J00poO,
HaNpoTUB Tpedara TPeTUPATH MOIYT CTPATEIIKOT
pecypca (Gorka, 2008; Redclift, 1996).
HaBenena  pasmunubamba  MOJPa3yMHUjEBajy
palnMoHanu3ajy eKOHOMHCamba IPOCTOPOM,
OZIHOCHO TUIAaHUPAE pPa3BOJHUX Ipoleca Ha
NPUHIUIMMA OAPKUBOCTH.

Y Behunu 3emassa EBpome ocjeha ce
norpeda 3a HOBOM MPOCTOPHO-(PYHKIIMOHATHOM
OpPraHU3aIMjOM U JIEMOKPATH3alMjOM y CMHCITY
nulepanu3anyje  paHdje  IeHTPAIN30BAHUX
ONTyKa O ympaBjbaky MPOCTOPOM. Y 3eMibaMa
3amagHe Espomne, 70-ux roamHa mpouuiora
BHjeKa, Tpeay3uMajy ce Mjepe 3allTHTe
BPHMJETHOCTH, OJpKaBamkba U pereHepanyje

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

Processesofglobalization (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

69



MWJIEHKO JXUBKOBU'R U MUPA MAHJIN'h
MILENKO ZIVKOVIC AND MIRA MANDIC

nejcaka. Y MehyBpeMeHy, IIaHUpame Mejcaxa
€BONIyHpalo je oI MPBOOUTHOT KOHIICTITA
3alITUTE J0 KOHLENTa OIP>KUBOT pa3Boja. HoBu
NPUCTYNIM TOJMTUIM IUIAHUpama Iejcaxa,
NPBEHCTBEHO y EBporckoj yHUju, cTaBibajy y
MIPBH IIJIaH 3aIUTHUTY, YIPABJbAkE U TNIAHUPAIHE.
Ha 1o nac ymyhyje ,,EBporicka koHBeHIHja 0
nejcaxy ‘(MehyHaponHu IOKyMEHT Bakehu 3a
3eMJbe Koje cy ra ycojune), nonemena 2000.
ronune (Ha cHa3u on 2004). KoHBeHIIU]y YMHU
CKYIl OIpEIHUIIA U 3aKOHCKUX CTaHJIapia Koju
JETEPMUHUILY TI€jCaKHE MOTUTHKE. Y NHUTAY
CY HOBM MHCTPYMEHTApPHU]jU KOjH C€ MPEBACXOTHO
OZTHOCE Ha 3aIUTHUTY, YIPABJbake U MJIaHUPAHbE
nangmagpra 'y Espomum  (Gerlee, 2008).
I'enepanHo, MOJMTHKA TM€jca’ka 3acHOBaHA je
Ha TIEPCIIEKTUBU OJPKUBOT pa3Boja. Oapende
KOHBEHI[H]€ UCTUYY YJIOTY Iejcaxkay IpyIITBEHO]
npakcu. KoHBeHIM]ja Haramasa J1a rnejcaxx YnHu
(GyHIaMEHTAIHU pecypc €KOHOMCKOI pa3Boja M
UCTHYE HErOB EKOJOMIKM W KYITYPHHM 3HAyaj.
W3mely ocrasor, KOHBEHIMja PEryIulle Mejcax
Ka0 TeMeJbHY KOMITOHEHTY €BPOTICKOT TPUPOIHOT
U KyATypHOT Haciujeha, mTo je yjenHo u pakTop
jauama eporickor uaenrurera (Gerlee, 2008).
Jlakiie, yKyIHU KBAJIUTET I€jcaka UMa 3Ha4ajHy
YJIOTY Ha KBAJIUTET KHUBOTA JbYACKE MOMYyJIaIHje.

CXOIHO HOBHMM MPHUCTYNHMA Yy TOJUTHIN

IUIaHUpama Mejcaxa EBporcke yHUje H
EBponickoj KOHBEHIMjH O TI€jcaxy, Iejcax
Penybnuke Cpncke, ogHocHo bocHe n

Xepuerosune, Tpeda MOCMaTpaTH Kao OIILITE
no0po W TeMeJbHU pas3BojHU pecype. To
Mojjpa3yMujeBa  NPOMjeHy Mepueniuje o
T€jCaky, HOBU IPUCTYII M3/1Bajarba, BpeTHOBAbA,
ylpaBJbamkba U IUIAHUPAA, MPETIOCTaBsbajyhu
KOMIUIEKCHOCT, MYNTU(QYHKIIMOHATHOCT,
€KOHOMHUYHOCT, TPaJHOCT, €KOJIOTMYHOCT.
Peny6nuky Cprcky KapakTepHlle HU3pasuT
MPUPOAHN TUBEP3UTET KA0 M CHEeUU(PUUHOCTH
KYJATYpPHO-UCTOPHU]CKOT Hacnujeha,
MIPOjEKTOBAHUX KPO3 XETEPOr€HOCT UCTI0JbaBaha
KyATypHOr Tejcaka. KBamuTatuBHa CBOjCTBA
nejcaka MPOoXKeTa Cy EKOJOLIKOM TUMEH3H]OM.
[Ipuctyn y TpeTupamy HETOBUX BpPHUjEAHOCTH
nokaszaresjb je Heu3rpal)eHOCTH BpPHjEIHOCHOT
U MHCTUTYLMOHAJIHOT CHUCTEMa U IpeJCTaBiba
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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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Hajcabuju CerMEeHT y TpeTHpamy MpocTopa U
pa3BojHUM nonuTuKama. [IpucyTHu perpecuBHU
TpeH Yy pa3Bojy nejcaxa PC HajyousbuBHjH je KOA
PYpaTHUX EKOCHUCTEeMa. YIPaBJbalkbe Pa3BoOjeM
nejcaka y CKjaly ca pa3BOjHUM IMPHHLUINMA
Ae(UHUCAHO je C BUIIE IPaBHUX akara Hu
3aKOHA y LIMJbY HETOBE 3alITHTE U yHarpehema
(3akoH O 3alITUTH >KUBOTHE CPEIMHE, 3aKOH
O 3AIUTUTH TPUpPONE, 3aKOH O HALMOHAIHUM
MapKOBMMa, 3aKOH O KYJITYPHMM J00pUMa...).
HekoopanHucaHocT yHyTap HHCTUTYLMOHATHOT
cucrema, n3Mel)y 3aKOHCKe perysaTuBe U Ipaxce,
MaHupecTyje ce y JereHeparuBHUM (opmama
KyJATYpHOT Tigjcaxka, M Tejcaka YOIIITe, C
Moryhum ayropoyHuM mHocjbeauliama Ha pas3Boj
reocuctema Pemybnuke Cpricke.

Cer JOHECEeHUX 3aKOHa MpPEACTaBJba
MoJIa3HU KOpaK Yy CBEOOYyXBAaTHOM MPHUCTYITY
npobieMaTHld  3alITUTE  OPUPOAHUX U
KyJATYPHUX BPHJEIHOCTH Yy IHJbY HHUXOBOT
OApPXKHMBOI pa3Boja M morpeda HapemaHuX
reHepauyja. KomIiuiekcaH mpHCTYyIl 3axTjeBa
capajilby Ha CBUM HHMBOMMA U ,,KOOPJAWHHUCAHE
aKTUBHOCTH KOPUCHHKA MTPOCTOPA, T€ aHTAKMaH
HA/IJIS)KHUX HAy4YHUX, 00Pa30BHUX U KYATYPHHUX
uHctutyumja“ (I'maro, 2010, ctp. 33). Y Haunny
aKTyeJIHOT ~ EKOHOMHCama  T'€ONpPOCTOPOM
PenyOnuke Cpricke HariamieH je HeAoCTaTak
NPOCTOPHOT  IUIAaHMpamka W yIpaBJbama,
MHTETPAJHOI  camiefaBama  KyITypHOT |
INPUPOAHOT TMejcaxa Kao M HEKOOPAUHHCAHO
JjeNIOBabe aKTepa y KOPHUILTEHY MpOCTOpa U
HETr0BOj TpaHChOopMaLUju.

3AKJbYYAK

OnHoc mpema KyJITYpHOM Iiejcaky HMa
MIPOCTOPHO-BPEMEHCKY JTUMEH3H]Y BUIJBUBY Y
PETPOCIEKTY PA3TUUYUTUX HAYYHHUX MapaurMu.
JluHamMuKa pa3BOJHUX TMIpolleca U HUXOBA
m1o6anu3aiyja MHTEH3UBUPAJy EKCIUIoaTalujy
MPOCTOPa, YUME CE JIOBOAU Yy IHUTAHmE HEroBa
OAPKHUBOCT.

Teopuja ¥ Tmpakca TMOjeIUHUX 3eMajba
HEIBOCMHCIICHO Cy TIOKa3ajle Ja KOHIENT
KyATypHOr  JaHamadTa  HMHTErpUIle  HU3

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 “(I'maro,
2010, p.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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pa3BOjHUX TMpobiemMa OUTHUX 3a OIPKUBHU
pa3Boj. YCIOCTaBIbabe IPYLITBEHOT aMOM]jeHTa,
y KOjeM je OArOBOPHOCT pacmnonarama
KMBOTHOM CpPEIMHOM MOpAJHa HOpMa, MOCTaje
HEOIXOJHOCT ~ CaBPEMEHOI' JApYUITBa, 300T
JIOCETHYTOT' Tpara TOJepaHIMje U OAP>KUBOCTH
KamalureTa TeOoCHCTeéMa, IITO MPEeTIOCTaBsba
HOBY MApaJIUrMy y HOMMamYy KyJITYPHOT Tejcaxa.
Konuenrt mejcaka MMa CBOje yTEeMEJbEHE
y reorpad)Cckoj HaylH, IITO jOj Jaje MpaBo Ha
aKTHBHY YIOTY Yy YCMjepaBamby pPa3BOJHUX
npolieca y npasily MO3UTUBHE TpaHCPOpMaIHje.
Crenen ypeheHocTn mejcaka ofpaxkaBa
HUBO LMBMUJIM3AIMJCKOT DPa3BOja U HEroBe
MYJITUIIPOYKTUBHOCTH.
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