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1. ZKOTroi EVOTNTOG

2Tnv evotnta auth Ba diatuttTwBoUuv Ol YeVIKOI opIouoi Kal Ba TTapoudiacBouv ol
MEBOSOI avaAuong TTou Ba xpnoiyoTroinBolv oTn cuvéxeia Tou yabnuartog. EmmimAéov
Ba oulntnBei n TToAucnuia TNG €vvolag TOU TOTTIOU.

2. MNepiexOpeva evoTNTAG

2.1 H NoAuonuia tng ‘Evvolag Tou Totriou Kai n AvtiAnyn Tou

H evétnTa auTr) aoxoAeital Ye Tnv TToAucnuia TnNg £€vvolag Tou TOTTIOU Kail TNV ‘OAOTNTA
WG BACIKOG XAPOKTNPIOTIKO TWV TTPOCEYYICEWY TTOU TO agopouv, Je 181aiTeEpn £Peacn
oTNV TTONITIOUIKA avAyvwaor Tou ToTTiou. ETTiong €x€l WG OTOXO VA 0OG QEPEI OE ETTAPN
ME TNV EPTTEIPIA TOU TOTTIOU KaI va 0ag yvwpioel TI eival cuPBoAIKS ToTTio. ApXIKd Ba
00BoUv pIa O€lpd aTTd OPICHOI yia TO TOTIO, OPICHOI TTOU TTpoépxovTal aTrd
OIOQOPETIKEG ETTICTNHUOVIKEG TTAPADOTEIC KOl £€XOUV DIAQPOPETIKOUG OKOTTOUG. 'ETTeiTa
amd TOUG OpICUOUG, TTApoudIAdeTal Mo eloaywy oTn  Bewpia  avtiAnwng,
CUMTTEPIPOPAS Kal aAANAETTIOpAONG TOU avBpwTTou HE TO TOTTO, Padi YE avaAUTIKG
EPYOAEIa yIa TNV KATAVONGON TWV OXETEWY QUTWV.

2.1.1 To TOAITIOHIKO TOTTiO

O1 kKolvwvieg 0Oev  €ival oOTaTIKOI KAl OTTOPOVWPEVOI  OoXNUOTIOPOoI.  AvTiBeTa,
MeTaBdaAAovTal Kal aAANAETTIOPOUV PETAEU TOUG CUVEXWG O€ BIOPOPETIKOUG Babuoug, ol
otroiol ouvnBwg eapTwvtal T600 aATTO QUOIKA — YEWYPAPIKA XAPOKTNPIOTIKA
(atropdvwan, QUOIKA 6pIa, ACUVEXEIEG), OO0 KAl aTTO ECWTEPIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA TWV
KOIvwVIwy (doun, eCwoTpépela, KTA.). KdBe koivwvia yevikd onpioupyei  €va
Tapaywylké cUoTAPA, TO OTTOI0 XPNOIYOTIOIEITAI ATTO Ta PEAN TNG yia va TTapaxBouv
TPOPIUA A Kol ayaBd TTou XPnNOoIYEUOUY yia TNV avatmapaywyr Tous. Ta TTapaywyikd
oucThPaTa gival €miong HeTaBAnTd 1600 0TO XPOVO GO0 KAl OTO XWPO KAl EEAPTWVTAI
1600 a1d TO TTEPIBAAANOV KAl TOUG TTEPIOPIGHOUG TTOU aUTO BETEl OTIC TTAPAYWYIKEG
ouvartoTnTeg KABe TTEPIOXNG (TTX. TTEPIOPICUEVN BIABECINOTNTA QUOIKWY TTOPWY,
aKpaieg TTEPIBANNOVTIKEG TUVONKEG, QUOIKA OpIa, KTA.), 600 KAl ATTO TIG TTAPAYWYIKEG
OX€0€IG HEoa o€ KABE Kolvwvia TTou Kabopifouv TIG OIKOVOMIKEG OopEG. O OXETEIg
QUTEG PTTOPOUV VA ava@EéPovTal o€ PJeyAAn TTOIKIAIG TTapayOvTwy OTTWG Ta KABEOTWTA
IDI0KTNOIAG, TA TTONITIKG CUCTAMATA, O KOIVWVIKEG DOMEG, TA TTPOTUTTA KANPOVOUIAS K. Q.
KdaBe mmapaywyiké oUoTnUa avTIKATOTITRICETAl OTO TOTTIO TNG TTEPIOXNG. TO TOTTIO £TOI
gival KaT TEPIc0OTEPO aTTd pIa ‘Béd’, gival pia ouvBeTn évvola TTou TTepIAaBAvel Kal
kaBopileTal atro yia ocipd TTapayoviwy. H Bewpnon autr Tou ‘repiBaAAOVTOG Kal TNG
‘puonG’ wg ‘ToTriou’ gival TTOAU cUyXpovn.

H otadiakf aAAayr) Tou auecou TTePIBAAAOVTOG TOU avBpwTTou aTrd TNV «aypia» euaon
O€ QYPOTIKEG KAl TEAIKG O€ QOTIKEG KOIVOTNTEG, 0OynNOE 0TN METABOAN TNG OTAONG TWV
aQvOpWTTIVWV  KOIVWVIWY aTTévavTl oTnv  @uon. Méxpr oxemikd Ttpdogara, ol
TEPIOTOTEPOI TTONITIONOI Bewpolcav Tnv @UCN w¢ dAypia Kol AatmelAnTIK  Kal
avadnroloav ao@AAEIa O0€ OIKIOPOUG Kal YeVIKA avBpwTroyevr) TepIBaAAovTa (Tuan,
1974). H petaBoArn oTov TPOTTO PE TOV OTTOIO yiveTal avTIANTITH N UOoN, ApxIoe YETA



TNV Avayévvnon Kal Kupiwg PJeTa atd tnv Blounxavikn emavdoTtaon. H ammoudkpuvon
atrd TNV QUON, €iXE WG CUVETTEID TV OTABIAKK] EKTINON TG WG AVTIKEIUEVO AIOBNTIKAG
agiag (avtioToixo HE €pyo TEXVNG): «O0 GvBpwiro¢ amooupbnke amd TNV €IKOvA Kai
yUpioe va tnv Koitaéel» (Bourassa, 1991, oeA. 4).

H TepuavoyevAg AéEn landscape, n otroia peta@pddetal ota EAANVIKG wg TOTTO,
TTpoépxeTal atrd TNV ouvBeon TNG AéENng land (Tng oTroiag n onuacia otov Meoaiwva
ATAV OPYWHEVO XWPAP! 1 AUAOKIEG apOTPOU, VW apyoTEPO OuvdEBNKE WE
OUYKEKPIYEVO (OPIOUEVO) TUAMA TNG YAIVNG ETTIQPAVEIAG, onUacia TTou dIaTnPEi akoun
kal ofpepa (TepkevAn, 1996, Cosgrove 1998)) - kai TNG A£ENG scape (shape), n otroia
ONAwWvel Hop@r Kal oXAUd, EVW WG deUTEPO CUVBETIKO £XEI TNV onuaacia Tng ouvleong
Tapouoiwy avTikeipévwy (TepkevAn, 1996). OmoTe, n apxikh onuacia TnG AEENg
landscape (TTepitrou pia XINETIO TTPIV) €ival AuTrG Tou ‘OAOKANPWHEVOU CUCTAUATOG
QAYPOTIKWY XWPWV'.

Tov 16° aiwva, n AéEn emmaveiocdyeral otnv AyyAikrp YAWooa atmd Tnv €icaywyr] Tou
OAAavdikoU landscap 1A landschap (Jackson, 1984, oeA. 5), n omoia dnAwvel
QTTEIKOVIOEIG TNG YNG, O€ avTiBeon We TIC Badacooypaieg, TTOAU KoivéC oTnv OAAavoia
NG €ToXNAGS (ZTaBdTOG 1996). H eTavasicaywyr] AoITtov TnG AéEnG, OUVOEETAI TTAEOV g
TNV omrmikn didaracn, (Cosgrove, 1988) ce avriBeon pe TNV PéEXPI TOTE Oonuacia Tng,
TToU ouvoedTav POVO WE xpnaTikh aia. AT 2uvBson aiwy, petatpémmeral o€ Eikova
uiag 6éag 1 KaAAirexvikn arrédoon piag 6éag (TepkevAl, 1996), ouvdedpevn OTevd e
TNV CWypa@IKA TOTTIOU N TOTTIOypa®ia, OTTOKTWVTAG £TOI OIACTACEIC aAIoONTIKOU
avTikelyévou (Cosgrove, 1998).

MeTd Tov 19° aqiwva, TO TOTTIO «OTTOYOAQKTICETaI» ATTO TN CWYPAPIKA KAl CUVOEETAI
oTadIAKA UE TNV S1IauopeWaOn XwWPWYV, TNV KNTTOUPIKA. ATTOCUVOELETAI JE TNV OTTEIKOVION
TNG 6€ag Kal ammokTd Tnv onuacia ¢ idiag tn¢ 6éag¢ kab’ ecautic. O TARPENG
S1axwpPIoHOS TNG (WYPAPIKAG TOTTIWV aTTd TOV OXEOIOONO TOTTIWY, AaNBAVEl XWwpPa OTO
0elTEPO MICG TOu 200U aiwva, OTav apXifouv va diaxwpifovial wg YVWOTIKA
avTikeiyeva (Norton, 1989) n moAImouIK yewypagia, n apxITEKTOVIK) TOTTIOU Kdl 1
oikoAoyia torriou. KaBe éva atrd Ta Kaivoupyia autd yvwoTIKE avTikeipeva, opidel Tnv
évvola Tou TOoTTiou ME BAon OIaQOPETIKA XAPOKTNEIOTIKA TOU, UTTAPKTA 1 un, ME
aTroTéAeapa va gival d1aBéoipol TTOAAOI SIaPOPETIKOI OPICHOI TOU TOTTIOU, avAaAoya HE
TOUG OKOTTOUG TTOU KOAEITAI va UTTNPETAOEI KABE £vag. H anuavTikdTEPN OUWG HETABOAR
otov 20° aiwva, gival n dlieupuvon TNG £VvoIag TOU TOTTIOU Kal TNG oUVOEONG TOU HE
TTONITICUIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA, 0dNYyWVTAG OTA TOAITICUIKG TOoTTia, TOTTia dNAadr) Ta oTToia
O1a0éTouV TTEPICOOTEPEG ‘DIACTACEIS ATTO TIG TPEIG TOU XWPEOU Kal Tov Xpovo. Me autd
Tov TPOTTO, TO TOTTO QTTOTEAEl €vav ‘UTTEPXWPO’, OTTOU Ol ETTITTAéOV DIAOTACEIG
OTTOTEAOUV TIG EQUNVEUTIKEC TTAPAPETPOUG TOU TOTTiOU Kal peTaBdAAovTal avdAoya pe
TOV EPUNVEUTA KaI TIG “TTOMITIOUIKEG OTTOOKEUEG TOU. O1 S100TACEIG AUTEG UPioTAVTAI ‘EV
OuvauEr Kal atroTeAoUV Ta TTOAITIOUIKA XOPOKTNPIOTIKA Tou ToTTiou. ‘ETOl, n dlagopd
avaueoa oTo TTEPIBAAAOV KAl OTO TOTTIO, €yKeITal oTo OTI TO TTEPIBGANOV UioTATAl WG
avegapTNTN OVTOTNTA, EVW TO TOTTIO OeV ‘uPioTaTar, NEXPI va Yivel ‘avTIANTITO’ atrd Tov
avBpwTro (Bourassa 1991), kaBwg n avtiAnwn auth kabopilel kal TNV a1o6nTIKA agia
Tou. O1oTE OAa T TOTTIA €ival TTONITIOYIKGA, KABWG TO TTONITIOPIKG TOTTiO Ogv €ival
ouvaTtov va €ePPNVEUTEN ‘QUOIKA’, OnAadrn Xwpic va uTtreiocéABouv ol TTOMITIOUIKEG
OTTOOKEUEG TOU epunveuTr. H TTOMImMIopIK auTh avdyvwon &gv gival OPwG KoIva
a1TOOEKTN ATTO OAEG TIG ETTIOTAUESG TTOU PEAETOUV TO TOTTIO OAUEPA, OTTWG Ba Qavei Kal
OTN OUVEXEIQ PE TOUG BIAQOPETIKOUG OPICHOUG, aAAG avau@ioBATNTa €Xel KEPDIOEI
ONUAvTIKO £€6a@0og OTrn OUVOAIKN HEAETN Kal avAAuon Tou TOTTiou



2.1.1.1 Opiopoi Kal XapAKTNPICTIKA

H olvTtoun Trapouciacn TnG I0TOPIAG TNG €I0QYWYNG TNG £vvolag TOU TOTTIOU TTOU
TTPoNYyRBNKe oTNV TTPONYOUNEVN TTAPAYPAPO WG Béa, wg eIkova, aTTAOTIOIE O€ PHEYAAO
BaBud pia £vvoia, n oTToia OrUEPQ TEIVEI VO XPNOIKOTTOIEITAlI OAO KAl TTEPIGOOTEPO ATTO
TTOAAEG DIAQPOPETIKEG ETTICTIMEG VIO TNV TTEPIYPAPH TNG AAANAETTIOPATNG TWV KOIVWVIWY
Kal Tou TTEPIBAAAOVTOG.
‘ET01, 01 opiopoi KivouvTal atrd Tnv aiodnTikr) Tou TTepIBAAAOVTOG:
Totrio €ival «uia ekTeTAEVN TTEQIOXN EIKOVWV TTOU TTAPATHPOUVTIAl Ao évd
OUYKeEKPIUEVO uépocy». (Haber atmd Wascher, 1999, oeA. 147)),
Q¢ TNV KaBapda PHOPPOAOYIKA TTPOCEYYION:
Totrio €ival «0Aa Ta QUOIKG XapaKTHPIOTIKA OTTWS O aypoi, ol Abgol, Ta ddon
Kai T0 VEPO TTOU OIaKPIVOUV TNV Ui TTEPIOXN TNS yNgS arro uia aAAn» (Steiner atré
Wascher, 1999, oeA. 147).
Mia péon TTpooéyyion avayvwpicel 6Ti Ta ToTTia €ivat:
«ITpoidvia NS aAAnAsmidpaonc ueraéu Twv avlpwITIvwy KOIVWVIWV Kal
TOU TTOAITIOOU TOUS UE TO QUOIKO epIfdAAov. Q¢ TéToIq, Ta TOTTIA UTTOPOUV
Va avayvwpIoToUV WS XWPIKES EVOTNTES OTTOU TTEPIPEPEIAKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA KAl
OlEpyaaisc avravakAolv QUOIKA Kai TTOAITIoOUIKG aya8d i tnv ioTopia uiac
TTEPIOXNS LE Eva 0paTl, 16£ATO KAl LIEPIKG LETPOIUO uovo TpdTro. E§airiag tng
METABANTAS UONC TwWV avOpWITIVWV Kal QUOIKWV SIEpyaciwy, Ta ToTTia
givai duvauika cuorijuara» (Wascher, 1999, oeA. 147, uttoypauuio€lg OIKEG
Hou),
H 6T givan:
«N €KQPAan TTOAAWY OXECEWV TTOU UTTAPXOUV O€ Ui OEOOLEVN XPOVIKI TTELIOOO
UETaéu evo¢ aréuou n pIag¢ Kolvwviac Kai [Ia¢ TOTTOYPA@IKA OpIoUEVNS
TTEPIOXNS, N EUPAVION TNS oTToiac gival To amoTéAsoua tng dpdong uéoa orov
XPOVO QUOIKWYVY Kal avlpwIrivwv mTapayovrwv Kai o ouvduaouos Kal Twv
ouo e1dwv dpdaonc» (ECNC, 1996, Draft, oeA. 15, uttoypaupioelg dIKEG Jou).
O emionuog opIopo6g otnv EupwTraiki X0ppaon yia 1o Totrio amd 10 XupBouAio TnG
Eupwtng (Keg. 1, dpBpo 1, Map. 38, BAETTe kal TTAaiaio 1) opilel To TOTTiO WG €ENG:
Q¢ «Tormio» opileral pia {wvn N pia TEPIOXH OMWC Yiveral avriAnmri amo
VTOITIOUG I} ATTO ETTIOKETTTES, TA OTTTIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA KAl O XAPAKTHPAS THS
orroiag givai 1o ammoTéEAETUA QUOIKWY N/Kal TTOAITIGUIKWY (dnAadn avBpwITivwy)
opdocwyv. O opioudS autds avravakAd tnv 16éa omi Ta Totria uetaBdAdovrar ue
TO XPOVO WG QTTOTEAECUA TOU OTI QUOIKEC OUVAUEIS Kal avBpwriva ovia
emevepyouv mavw tous. Emionc ummoypauuiler 611 éva tomio oxnuaridel éva
guvoAo (‘6Aov’), Tou oTTOiOoU TA PUOIKES KAl TTOAITIOUIKES OUVIOTWOES Eival
padi kai ox1 xwpiord (Keg. 1, apbpo 1, Map. 38, uttoypapuioeig SIKES pou).
2710 opIoud auTo €I0AYETAI KAl N £vvola TNG avriAnwng Tou TOTTIOU Kal TNG ouddag mou
70 avriAauBadverai, Oivoviag OTO TOTTHIO TO POAO TTOAITIOUIKOU HOPPWHOTOG, ME
OUMPBOAIKS pbdho, wg deéauevn kai uéoo auAroyiknc uvnung (Cosgrove, 1998, ogA. 65),
EKTOG ATTO TTPAYMATIKO QUOIKO TTEPIBAAAOV, WG OIKOVOUIKOS Kal TTEPIBAAAOVTIKOS TTOPOS
onAadn. ‘ETol, TO TTONTIOUIKG TOTTIO €ival PIa pIa TTOAITICUIKN €IKOVQA, €VAG TPOTTOG YIa
TNV avatrapdoTaon, TNV d1apBpwan Kai Tov CUPBOAIoHS Tou TTepIBGAAOVTOG péoa aTTd
eikéveg (Daniels and Cosgrove, 1994, oeA. 1). Eivai:



«uIa  ouykpotnuévn  OUvBeon  xwpwv, EiTE  avBpwITOyEVWY, - EiTE
TpOTTOTTOINUEVWY ATTO TOV GVvBPWITO, TTOU XPNOIUEUEI WS XWPOS CUAAOYIKNG
oiaBiwang» (Jackson, atmmd TepkevAn, 1996, oeA. 17).

EVa¢ XWPOS EKTOS OUYKEKPIUEVNS KAIUAKAg 1 yewypagiag, TTou o dvepwirog
avriAauBdverai, vonuarodorei Kai SIAUOpPWVEl CUNQWVA [E Ta uéoa Kai
1IC ekaorore emdiwéeic Tou» (TepkevAn, 1996, ogA. 18, uttoypappiocig dIKEG
Mou).
MoAAoi akéun opicpoi £€xouv 80B¢i yia To ToTTio. ESW XpnoigoTtroiouvTal ol TTapaTTavw
OPIOUOI PE EUPacn OTa TTOMITIOUIKA XAPOKTNPIOTIKA, aAAG Xwpi¢ va ayvonBouv Kai ol
UTTOAOITTOI TTOU AOXOAOUVTAI KUPIWG PE QUOIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA.
2uvoyidovtag Tnv oulATnon, MTTOPOUV va atrodobouv OTo TOTTio o1 €¢AG 1ID1OTNTEG
(TepkevAn, 1996, aeA. 18):
To romio amoreAsi moAimiouikny kAnpovouid QUOIKAG €EEAIENG Kal avBpwTTIving
£TTidpaONG.
OAa ra romia givar moArriouikd, utropei SnAadn n ‘KATAoKeUR' TOUG va aTnpileTal
0t QUOIKA ‘UNKA —To @uOikd TTepIBAAAOV- aoAAG TO TOTTiO €ival ‘avrikeiuevo
avBpwrITivng mIvonong, aTo o1roio ouykpouovTal pIfIkG SIaQOoPETIKES [TTOAMITIOUIKEC]
aéiec: 10 10IWTIKO Kal Ta KOIVd, TO BoaxutTpOBs0uo Kai TO UAKPOTTPOBsou0, aTTardAn
kai ouvtipnon. H 1déa Tou Totmiou. ..« TTPOUTTOBETEl LIa OUYKEKPIUEVN avTiAnwn NS
QUONG Kal TOU TTWS aVTIUETWTTICOULE TOV QUOIKO KOOUO»' (ZTa0dT0G, 1996, O¢eA. 14).
Ta romia civar oupBoldikd, Acitoupyouv &nAadn wg ‘amobrnkes/ deéauevég
VONUATWY Kai EVVOIWV TTOU TTPOEpXOovTIal armmd TIC KOIVWVIKES OUAOEC TToU Td
karaAauBavouv twpa, N 1a karaAduBavav oro mapeABov. Kabe emagpn ue 10
repiBaAAov urropei va BewpnBei emmikoivwvia autwv Twv evvoiwy (TepkevAn, 1996,
oeA. 18)
H avriAnwn Tou romiou givar vontikn, yivetal dnAadr diauécou Tou yKEPAAOU Kal
avAAOYQ UE TO EPUNVEUTIKO Kal YVWOTIKO KAEIOi TTou BIaBETEl 0 KaBEvag, avaloya e
TO TTONITIOMIKG CUCTNPA OTO OTTOIO AVAKEI KAl TIG TIPOCWTTIKEG TOU 1DIAITEPOTNTEG.

EmitrAéov Trnyég:
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MAaiolo 1. Opiopoi yia TO TOTTiO, TNV TTPOOTACIA, dlaxEipion Kal oXeSI00U6 TOU ATTd
TNV Eupwraiki Zoppaon yia 1o Totrio améd to ZuppoUAio Tng Eupwirng

Keg. 1, apBpo 1, MNap. 38 (ueTAPPACN KAl UTTOYPAMMIOEIG OIKEG HOU).:

Q¢ «Tomio» opilstar pia {wvn R pia epioxn OmMwe yiverar avriAnmry amo

VIOITIOUGS I A0 EMIOKENMTES, TA OTTIKA XAPAKTNPIOTIKA KAl O XAPAKTAPAS TNS

orroiag gival 1o amoréAsoua QUOIKWV f/Kai ToAITIOUIKWY (3nAadn avlpwIrivwy)

Spdoswyv. O opiouo6S autos avriavakAd tnv 1déa ori Ta Totria ueradAAovrai ue 1o xpovo

w¢ ammoTéAsoa Tou OTI QUOIKES OUVANEIS KAl avBpwITIva OVTa ETTEVEQYOUV TTAVW TOUG.

Emion¢ urmroypauuider om éva tommio oxnuarider éva ouvoAo (‘6Aov’), Tou orroiou Td

QUOIKEC Kal TTOAITIOUIKES OUVIOTWOES gival uadli kai Ox1 xwploTd').

Mapdaypagog 40:

o «[llpoaracia rou Torriou» givai o1 SpAceIC TTOU dIATNEOUV TOV TWPIVO XapakTipa
Kai 1oioTnTa &€vog romiou, 10 01oio aéloAoyeital w¢ onuavriko Bacer Ng
EeEXWPIOTAC QUAIKNS 1 TTOAITIOIKAS Tou Slaudpewons. H mpootacia autn mpéel
va gival evepyn Kai va mrepiAauBaver Betika pétpa yia 1 diaripnon onuavIiKwy
XAPAKTNPICTIKWY TOU TOTTIOU.

o «Aiaxeipion Tormiou» gival KABe PUETPO TTOU EIOAYETAI, OE CUUQWVIA LE THV apx THS
Biwaoiung avamruéng, yia va kabodnynoer 1i¢ aAAayéc tmou amaitouvial Qo
OIKOVOUIKN, KOIVWVIKN N TTEpIBaAAovTIK avaykaiotnta. Ta uérpa aurd mpérrel va
gival GYETIKA UE TNV OPYAVwWOo TOU TOTTIOU 1) TWV CUVICTWOWY Tou. Oa diac@alifouv
UIQ TAKTIK GUVTAPNON TOU TOTTioU Kai OTi TO TOTTio eEEAicaeTal apuoVIKG Kai UE TPOTTO
TTOU EKTTANPWVEI OIKOVOUIKES KAl KOIVWVIKES avaykes. H mpooéyyion tng
Slaxeipiong pEmel va gival SuvapiKn Kai va EmIOIWKEl va BEATILWOE! TNV TTOIOTNTA
TOU TOTTiOU OTN BACN TWV TTPOTOOKIWY EVOS TTANBUGLOU.

o «2xedlacuog Totriou» civar n tumKkn Oiadikaoia UEAETNS, OxedIaouOU  Kal
KAQTAOKEUNG WE TNV orroia véa torria dnuioupyouvral yia va EKTTANPWOOUV TIC
TPOOOOKIES TWV avBpwWITWY TToU guTTAéKovTal ue auTtd. lNepiAauBaver Tnv emvonon
0pBwv OxXedIAOTIKWY EPYWYV, TTIO CUYKEKPIUEVA VI QUTOUC TTOU TTEPITOOTEPO
emrnpeddovral amro v aAAayn Kai yia Tic TTEPIOXEC TTOU EMIBAPUVOVTAl TTEPICOOTEPO
(yia Tapadelyua mPoAoTia, TTEPI-QOTIKEG Kal BIOUNXAVIKES TTEPIOXES, TTAPAKTIES
TEPIOXEC). O OKOTTOC TETOIWY OXEdiWV gival n PIIKH avauopewan Twv (NUIWUEVWY
N KATeOTPAUUEVWY TOTTIWV.

Mapdaypagog 42:

2mv avalninon g KardAAnAng 1oopporriac ueraét mpoaraaciag, olaxEipions Kai

oxediaaguou evog TotTiou, Ba Tpétrel mavra va utrevBupiletal 611 0 OKOTTo¢ O¢ev givai n

diarpnon i To «MAywa» TOU TOTTIOU O€ UId OUYKEKPIEVN OTIYUN MIAS HAKPIAS

mopeiag. Ta romia mavra aAAadav kai 6a ouveyxioouv va aAAafouv, T600 amo

QUOIKEC OIEpyacisc, 600 Kal amo avBpwririves mpdadeig. [a tnv akpifeia, o oT0x0¢

TPETTEl va gival n dlaxEipion HEAAOVTIKWY aAAaywyv ue TPOTTO TToU va avayvwpilel v

UEYAAN TTOIKIAOTNTA Kai THV TTOIOTNTA TWV TOTTIWY TTOU EXOULE KANPOVOUROEl Kal OoTa

orroia emoIWKel va OIaTNENCEl, i va KAAUTEQEWEI TRV TTOIOTHTA QUTH, avTi va TIC

ETTITPEWEI VA XEIPOTEPEWEL.

I To enfonuo AyyAko keipevo eivan to e&fg: “Landscape” is defined as a zone or area as perceived by local people
or visitors, whose visual features and character are the result of the action of natural and/or cultural (that is, human)
factors. This definition reflects the idea that landscapes evolve through time, as a result of being acted upon by
natural forces and human beings. It also underlines that a landscape forms a whole, whose natural and cultural
components are taken together, not separately.




MAaiocio 2. Ta TOAAATTAG VOHOTO TOU TOTTIOU Kal 1 OAIGTIKA TTPpOooéyyion. ATTOOTTOOUA ATTO
Antrop (in press), p. 33-35.

The multiple meanings of landscape

In common language, the word landscape has multiple meanings, and these have
been discussed since the beginning of the scientific study of landscape (Naveh and
Lieberman 1994; Zonneveld 1995; Dover and Bunce 1998; Kolen and Lemaire 1999;
Muir 1999; Antrop 2000b; Olwig 2002; Claval 2004). Landscape does not only refer to
a complex phenomenon that can be described and analysed using objective scientific
methods; it also refers to a subjective observation and experience and thus has a
perceptive, aesthetical, artistic and existential meaning as well (Cosgrove and Daniels
1988; Lowenthal 1975; 1985). Consequently, the perceived landscape is immediately
analysed by the observer, compared and evaluated with his/her knowledge and
previous experiences. Landscape was also used to refer to an organized, managed or
even administrative territory as expressed by the French concept ‘pays’, the German
‘Landschaft’ and the Dutch ‘landschap’. Finally, the term landscape is also used as a
metaphor, such as in media landscape or political landscape. English became the main
common language in this domain, so many specific terms had to be translated. Brandt
(1998) pointed out how difficult it is to translate many fundamental concepts used in
the English-dominated landscape ecology to other languages. Many, subtle shifts in
meaning occur and make exact understanding and communication difficult. Zonneveld
(1995) stressed the exact meaning and epistemology of words in his book ‘Land
Ecology’. Indeed, correct use of concepts is an indicator of the maturity and purity of a
discipline. Many textbooks of landscape ecology contain extensive definitions.
Considering all these aspects, it is not surprising that the approaches to landscape are
very broad and not always clearly defined. Most interest groups dealing with the same
area see different landscapes. The word landscape has complex and multiple
meanings that shift in response to the context in which they are used and by the
background of the users. Also, the meaning of the term changes with changing
environmental conditions. For example, the historical geographer Muir (1999)
describes the following: landscape history and landscape heritage, the practice of
landscape history, the structure and scenery approach, landscapes of the mind,
landscape, politics and power, the evaluation of landscape, the symbolic landscape,
the aesthetic approach, landscape and place. Claval (2004) sees the landscape as the
synthesis that embraces geo-ecological relations, spatial patterns, scenic and
aesthetical qualities and even social and cultural traditions. Cosgrove (2003)
distinguishes two approaches to the landscape: the ecological one and the semiotic
one. Landscapes have a holistic, perceptive and dynamical character according to
Antrop (2000b). The holistic character required a synthetic and transdisciplinary
approach where natural and cultural aspects of our environment are structurally
integrated (Naveh 1995; 2000). Berdoulay and Phipps (1985) recognize two
organizational forms of landscape: the ecological one and the visual or scenic one.
The perceptive character indicates that landscape is essentially a reality in the eye of
the beholder and can only be studied fully when considering the observer as well.
Olwig (2002; 2004) attributes a political power to the scenic aspect that is expressed
symbolically by shaping particular characteristic landscapes. Perceptive qualities of
the landscape are important in settlement geography (Antrop 1988) and
geoarchaeology (Fry et al. 2004). The dynamic character of the landscape refers to
processes and to their functioning (Forman and Godron 1986). Landscapes change
continuously and build a unique history. The relationship between natural and cultural
aspects varies in time and space and forms a basis of the regional component, the
chorology and history.

The European Landscape Convention defines landscape as “an area, as perceived by
people, whose character is the result of the action and interaction of natural and/or
human factors” (Council of Europe 2000). This definition contains many important




elements. First, landscape refers to an area, ergo a well-defined territory that is
organized and managed. People perceive landscapes, and thus their scenic and
aesthetic qualities for humans should be considered. Different landscapes exist
because of their distinct character, which is the result of the continuous interaction of
natural processes and human activities. History and ecology are essential factors in
the structuring and understanding of landscapes. No reference is made to ‘special’
landscapes such as ‘spectacular’ or ‘ordinary’ ones, to rural, industrial or urban ones;
all landscapes should be considered equally.

The European Landscape Convention also defines landscape protection as “actions
to conserve and maintain the significant or characteristic features of a landscape” and
landscape planning as “a strong forward-looking action to enhance, restore or create
landscapes” (Council of Europe 2000). The goals are twofold: preserving the
landscape diversity that gives regions and places their unique character, and to
improve the quality of landscapes if necessary by restoration and creation of new
landscapes of quality. However, no time horizon is given, and sustainability can only
be assumed. The definition of landscape in the Landscape Convention returns to the
original concept where landscape is seen as a unique synthesis between the natural
and cultural characteristics of a region.

Rethinking some fundamental concepts

Holism, scale and hierarchy, context

Holism is a bio-philosophical theory that originated with the naturalists during the early
19th century. Although Alexander von Humboldt did not use the term holism, the
‘Gestalt’ idea is present in most of his work. Holism was also important for the Gestalt
psychology and in particular as a theory to explain how human perception works. It is
therefore not surprising that von Humboldt in his writings emphasizes the aesthetic
and the emotional experience of the landscape simultaneously with the rational
observation and measurement of physical variables such as temperature. A similar
approach is found in J.G. Grand’s work (Gran6 2003). The perceptive dimension in
landscape is fundamental, as the landscape concept integrates an area of land with its
appearance, the scenery. Interaction between mental concept and construct,
perception of the environment and adapted behaviour leads to landscaping, i.e.
shaping and organizing the land according to the needs of a (local) society and
according to political, ethic and aesthetic values (Olwig 2002). As the needs and values
change, landscape becomes a dynamic phenomenon that is in continuous transition.
The holistic principle also implies that the significance of individual elements is not only
determined by their intrinsic properties and values but is also determined by their
context. This is a basis for coherence between elements forming an ensemble of
greater complexity and often of a unique composition and history. Context values are
important for ecology, aesthetics and heritage valuation (Antrop 2004a; 2004b).
According to holism, the landscape should be considered a complex whole that is more
than the sum of its composing parts. This indicates that all elements in the spatial
structure of the landscape are related to each other and form one complex system.
Many new concepts were introduced to describe the properties of the metastructure of
the landscape. Common ones are pattern, patches, mosaic, structure, holon,
connectivity and connectedness and context. Very often they are used as synonyms
or in a rather loosely defined way, causing confusion.

For many researchers nowadays, holism is outdated and not taken seriously in
scientific study (Antrop 2001). This may be because holism is an abstract concept that
is inherently difficult to apply, in particular when using so called objective quantitative
methods. A useful additional concept that allows an easier practical application of
holism is the concept of a holon, which was introduced as building block of the Total
Human Ecosystem by Naveh and Lieberman (1994). They defined a holon as an open
system that is part of a hierarchy. The ecodevice concept is closely related (Van
Wirdum 1982). A holon is a more or less autonomous subsystem that functions and
has emergent properties as a whole. It contains holons at a lower hierarchical level




and regulates them, while higher hierarchical levels also regulate it. As holons work
more or less autonomously, we do not need to gather data of ‘the whole is more than
the sum of its composing parts’ (which is impossible), but need only data of what is
related to the intrinsic properties of the feature studied and its context that determines
its major functioning. The context defines the scope of the study. The first step in the
study should be the definition of the scale and context at which a feature should be
studied. Hierarchical structuring of landscapes is a classic method in land evaluation
of land classification (Webster and Beckett 1970; Vink 1980; Howard and Mitchell
1980; Pedroli 1983; Zonneveld 1995). It offers an approach to break down the extreme
complexity of landscape into more comprehensive entities that can more easily be
handled, classified, studied and managed. A first and important task in all landscape
studies is the definition of the scale at which the study will be done; a task that is mostly
achieved indirectly by the definition of the study area, the scope of the study, the
density of surveying and sampling and the resolution of mapping. Scale became a core
concept in landscape ecology (Forman and Godron 1986; Turner et al. 1989; Burel
and Baudry 2003) as well as the information content in spatial patterns (Phipps 1981;
1984). Instead of a static property of a map, scale became an important explanatory
variable in geostatistics.




