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Abstract

Cultural landscapes (CLs) is a recognized concept within urban and rural landscapes since introduction
by UNESCO in 1992. CLs are valued for the landscape characters and heritage values attached to them.
Memories due to history that shape identities are also important contribution by CLs. Studies on CLs in
Africa as part of the Global South are scanty despite the importance of these landscapes. The study involved
content analysis of open access articles on “cultural landscape” and related term of “cultural heritage
landscapes”. Findings reveal three categories of various CL typologies and scales by UNESCO with
several inscribed-on world heritage list so far. Apart from the culture and nature as the main ingredients
in CLs, studies among scholars have been carried to assess and document various sub dimensions that vary
from place to place depending on landscape characteristics and aspects of culture. Areas of concern in the
discourse include threats from land uses due to urbanization, agriculture. There is need for public
participation in preparation of inventories through identification and assessment, need for policies to guide
their conservations at different levels. The study recommends enacting of local policies at the national and
lower levels to protect, conserve and manage the CLs that have already been recognized for protection
after inventorying.

Keywords: Cultural Landscapes, Cultural Heritage Landscapes, Cultural Heritage Sites, Conservation,
Urban Heritage, Landscape Approach, UNESCO
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Introduction

There has been increasing attention placed on cultural landscapes since UNESCO 1992 introduced it under
the world heritage categories. According to UNESCO (2002) CLs have become a hot topic in the past years
in the world’s heritage work due to the man and nature combined aspect that they represent. The inclusion
of CLs under World Heritage Convention should help to promote greater awareness of landscape issues in
general everywhere (UNESCO, 2002). According to UNESCO (2009:19) cultural landscapes “are regions
of the world that express along and intimate relationship between peoples and their natural environments,
reflecting specific techniques of sustainable land use, the characteristics and limits of the cultural
environment they established in a specific spiritual relation with nature” (UNESCO, 2009). In 1992, the
World Heritage Committee agreed that CLs could meet the criteria of “outstanding universal value”.
Section 37 defines CLs as “diversity of manifestations of the interactions between humankind and its natural
environment”. Vernacular landscapes are found in both UNESCO and IUCN provisions protected
landscape approach. According to ICOMOS (2008) a cultural landscape is defined as “a combination of
nature and man-made works that emphasizes the structural and harmonious interactions between man and
their environments”. Assessments of CLs have been carried out by both International Council on
Monuments and Sites (ICOMOS) and International Union for Conservation of Nature (IUCN) in
conjunction with support of UNESCO. The importance and recognition of CLs across the world is being
championed by these three international bodies among others.

Toma and Buisson (2022); Jelen et al., 2021 ; Viami et al. (2017); Cuerrier et al. (2015); Nezhad et al.
(2015), Taylor and Lennon (2011); Mitchell and Buggey (2000) support the consideration of cultural
landscapes as landscapes that are a reflection of interactions between the people and environments over a
long period of time. Toma and Buisson (2022) however posit that in terms of geography, the current
research is strongly based in Europe and North America (Toma & Buisson, 2022). Cuerrier et al. (2015)
introduce the term cultural key places (CKP) within the discourse of cultural landscapes. These authors
opine that CKP is a way that portrays places that exhibit strong cultural attachments and that they need to
be considered in any proposed development activities. CKPs according to these authors are critically
important to a people’s life and identity and as such need effective protection from biocultural perspective
in addition to special conservations and preservations because they are vital to cultural groups. The salience
of such places is due to the historical ties, sense of identity in addition to cultural practices, features within
the geographical locale. The role of the people within it in shaping them up is also of importance as this
happens in a dynamic manner (Cuerrier et al., 2015).

Jelen et al. (2021) present the term heritage landscapes and defines it to mean landscapes that are as a result
of historical cultural landscape elements that possess religious meanings. They are especially observed
landscapes that are specific and highly individual (Jelen et al., 2021). Capelo et al. (2011) state that many
CLs represent high heritage values and as such should be classified as heritage landscapes. This is supported
by Taylor and Lennon (2011) who describe CLs as historic landscapes with heritage values. Schulp et al.
(2019) state that CLs are valued for character and heritage values within their landscapes despite threats
from urbanization and agricultural activities that result from land use changes on CLs. Mitchell and Buggey
(2000) supported by Scazzosi (2004) present a perspective that recognizes the continuity between the past
and the people within a given CL. The people concerned could be living or working on the CL land today.
Pillars of importance for such CLs should include concepts of sense of place, connections to past life
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experiences in addition to cultural identity. All these aspects should act to deepen and broaden the relevance
of CLs in terms of conservation. These authors posit that the major concern for CLs has been on aspects of
human history, cultural traditions in terms of continuity and lastly the ecological values and other values
associated with social life and aspirations. (Mitchell & Buggey, 2000).

Research Methods

The study employed content research design in investigating the cultural landscapes concept. The review
covers relevant secondary data from peer-reviewed journal articles among other online sources. Relevant
sources picked for this study were mainly from open access platforms like Google and Google Scholar that
are free. The search for the review materials was by using the main term “cultural landscapes”. Allied
concepts of “cultural heritage landscapes”, “cultural heritage sites” were also included in the study. Each
source was analyzed according to its contents for any inclusion of the cultural landscape concept within the
title, abstract and key words. The review included articles and book chapters in English language. All the
relevant sources that were relevant to the study topic were included from all regions. This review provides
a discourse on cultural landscapes as a common concept since introduction by UNESCO 1992 under the
world heritage categories. The review attempts to give a nuanced understanding of this important aspect of

both the urban and rural landscapes alike.
Theory

Scales and Typologies of Cls

UNESCO (1992) recognized cultural landscapes under three categories. These include landscapes of
universal value that are worth listing under heritage listing. The categories include: “Clearly defined
landscapes that are designed and intentionally created by man, the second category are “organically evolved
landscapes in two categories first as relict or fossil landscape in which an evolutionary process has come to
an end but where its distinguishing features are still visible, second is the continuing landscape which retains
an active social role in contemporary society associated with a traditional way of life and in which the
evolutionary process is still in progress and where it exhibits significant material evidence of its evolution
over time. The third and last category comprises “associative cultural landscapes, the inclusion of such
landscapes is justifiable by virtue of the powerful religious artistic or cultural associations of the natural
element rather than the material cultural evidence” (UNESCO, 1992). According to UNESCO (2009:36)
many vernacular and associative landscapes are places of living heritage with intangible values, they are
often shaped by traditional land use practices which are influenced by developments within a larger
economic environment. The policies under these provisions act to promote the protection, management,
planning and governance of the vernacular landscapes as part of the cultural landscapes.

Sirisrisak and Akagawa (2007), Munarriz (2010) state that CLs have different characteristics in each region
that depends on the cultural backgrounds and geographical conditions. According to UNESCO (2002) the
committee on CLs seems to have given little thought to the urban landscapes. This is despite the fact that
several CLs contain whole or significant extents of urban settlements. Towns are indeed a marked
characteristic of world heritage CLs in practice. This points out that urban landscapes can be excellent CLs
(UNESCO, 2002). CLs have been studied by various authors in various contexts and scales. Burgi et al.
(2017b) inquires if CLs also include everyday landscapes that are not necessarily of aesthetic appeal or
valuable historically but have also been shaped by activities of humans. Cuerrier et al. (2015) state that
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there are different ranges of different types of sites that are culturally significant and the scales at which
they may be identified. These authors opine that what may be profoundly significant to particular
individuals or a family of people may as well be considered at a broad scale in terms of assessment at a
broader scale to be cultural landscapes.

TUCN (2005) describes CL as a meeting point between nature and the people, between the present and the
past and between the values that are considered as intangibles and the tangible. According to [IUCN (2013)
the International Union for Conservation of Nature has an interest in CLs in terms of advice on natural
aspects. Its activities has convergence of interest with UNESCO’s world heritage committee because of
two reasons: First, some of the places are of value both as protected areas and as world heritage CLs and
second because the same ideas have been at work in both [UCN’s view of protected areas and within the
world heritage community (IUCN, 2013). IUCN (2013) and UNESCO (2012) have identified several
natural heritage qualities of CLs. These include conservation of biodiversity in the wild nature, conservation
of biodiversity within the farming systems, sustainable land uses, enhancing of scenic beauties (IUCN,
2013).

Components of CLs

According to Jelen et al. (2021) identification of the different types of CLs requires consideration of both
the natural and cultural elements that are in place. Schulp et al. (2019) state that a common understanding
of the CLs should encompass the qualities that make up their structure in addition to the meanings of high
value to the people concerned. Shamsuddin et al. (2012) classify and describe landscape in cultural terms.
This is according to a cultural environment that they opine evolves with changes in nature. Back as early
as 1925 Sauer opined that the CLs are fashioned from natural landscapes by culture groups in which culture
is the agent and the natural area is the medium of action thus resulting in the cultural landscape as the end
product (Sauer, 1925). ICOMOS (2008) Principle 3 part 4 states that “the surrounding landscape, natural
environment and geographical setting and integral parts of a site’s historical and cultural significance should
be considered in its interpretation” (ICOMOS, 2008). The following Table 1 summarizes the components
and sub-components that have been included by some selected researchers in analyzing CLs.

Table 1: Components and Sub-Components of Cls

Authors Cls Area Of Concern Components Sub-Components
Ziyaee (2018) -Matrix of CLs in -Materials -Natural forms in terms of topology,
assessing urban identity vegetation

-Manmade forms in terms of gardens,
monuments, buildings and roads
-Immaterials -Beliefs in terms of ideologies, religions and
values.
-Rules
-Behavior in terms of stories, myths,
activities, meanings, icons, social practices,
symbols.
-Links Time and process in terms of memory and
history
Cuerrier et al. -Conservation, restoration -Socio economic -Fuel & shelter, food security, biodiversity
(2015) in CKPs as part of CLs & environmental | resources.
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-Cultural & -Collective memory, traditional activities,

environmental spiritual and ritual practices, language &
stories, traditional management, cultural
keystone species.

-Socio-economic = -Travel, exchange of goods & knowledge.

& cultural Archaeological preservation and tourism

Munarriz (2010) = -CL concept components  -Historical, Geographical, Cultural, , Aesthetic, Meanings and
values

Source: Authors tabulation (2025)

Ziayaee (2018) supports earlier works by Schama (1995) who states that landscape is a cultural construct
that mirrors our memories and myths. All these are embedded in meanings which can be interpreted and
are real. Ziyaee (2018) is further supported by Berhbahani et al. (2017) who opine that cultural landscapes
of heritage value show signs and legacies of civilization in history and culture. This is through the
landscapes that are important in attracting tourists. Earlier, Wrbka et al. (2004) opined that landscapes CLs
can be regarded as an interplay between the socio-economic and biophysical factors that have historical
variable outcomes with several landscape patterns. The patterns include the naturalness, structure of the
landscape and the diversity it possesses. These are as a result of ecosystem processes that finally influence
both the natural factors such as landforms, climate in addition to the socio-economic factors at play within
the CLs (Wrbka et al. 2004).

Importance of CLs

Cuerrier et al. (2015) posit that the interrelationships between people and particular places result into
cultural identity (IUCN, 2005; Scazzosi, 2004) in addition to community health and resilience. According
to Moreira et al. (2006) CLs provide various functions and values that include natural resources, economic
benefits in the forms of goods and services, recreational benefits and lastly are important wildlife habitats
(Moreira et al. 2006). They are important for biological biodiversity, natural values in addition to
associative values that include aesthetics, cultural and spiritual (IUCN, 2005). According to UNESCO
(2009) CLs can be seen as the repository of collective memories. It is becoming apparent that historical
identity of individual landscapes is important and that through preservation the landscape itself remains a
lasting memorial to the past. Landscapes exist in people’s memories and imaginations, and these are linked
to the myths, place names and rituals. (UNESCO, 2009). Memories according K’oyoo (2023a); K oyoo
and Breed, (2023; 2024) are important in the formation of urban landscape identity as a result of interaction
with the physical, socio-economic and meaning aspects within a given landscape. This is in support to
Scazzosi (2004) who opines that there is need for extended value of landscapes for collective memories.
According to Jelen et al. (2021) supported by Capelo et al. (2011) and Scazzosi (2004) the history of the
landscapes is also important in terms of the events that took place in the area. This is important in terms of
the reflection they have in the present state of the landscape and the perceptions people have of it. A cultural
landscape therefore reflects the story of the people who shaped it not only in the present but as well as in
the past. Historical CLs have various values and meanings that are important to society. The functional
values of historical CLs include agriculture, environmental, forestry, memorial/religious among others
(Jelen et al., 2021).
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According to the Council of Europe (2000), landscape is recognized as an essential feature of the human
surroundings that contributes to the formation of local cultures. It’s a basic component of the European
natural and cultural heritage that is important in contributing to the European identity (CoE, 2000).
According to UNESCO (2002) CLs represent the places of people’s livelihoods, identities and systems of
belief. This further provides for the recognition of values associated with landscapes and features they
possess to the people who are indigenous. The importance of protecting the diversity exhibited biologically
and the diversity in culture is also acknowledged with CLs. By 2002 from 1992, UNESCO had 30 cultural
landscapes that were inscribed on the world heritage list (UNESCO, 2002). IUCN (2013) states the
convergence of its activities in support of UNESCO in terms of concern for protected areas that double up
as CLs due to their importance in terms of essential biodiversity, landscapes qualities that need protection,
conservation for the sake of sustainable development (IUCN, 2013). UNESCO (2009) supporting the role
of IUCN in CLs state that the global environmental movement is interested in CLs because many are
important for nature conservation and may contain habitats that are of value to biodiversity conservation
(UNESCO, 2009).

Samsudin and Maliki (2015) supported by Gong et al. (2022) opine that CLs in recent years have been used
for tourism reasons especially in the developing countries. These authors state that strategies for landscape
tourism can ensure sustainability of culture in tourism activities. This can ensure acquisition of CL
knowledge (Samsudin & Maliki, 2015). Gong et al. (2022) states that heritage tourism can make their
outstanding and unique values to be known by the public and hence their protection.

Emerging Areas of Concern for Cls

Land Use Threats to Existence of Cls

According to UNESCO (2009:36) “Heritage values of landscapes often include cultural traditions,
intergenerational use and continuity, socio-economic systems, and the natural environment. Since all these
are inherently dynamic factors, landscapes are characterized by cultural and ecological change.
Characteristic landscape materials, such as vegetation and ecosystems as well as certain types of built
features, are ephemeral and subject to change over time According to Plieninger et al. (2014) CLs exhibit
inherent changes from to time and so the focus should be on the drivers of the landscape change.
Urbanization (Schulp et al. 2019; Yu et al., 2016), extraction of non-renewable resources completely
changes landscapes (Plieninger et al. 2014) and decreasing number of farmers and afforestation of fields
and pastures (Stenseke (2009). Cuerrier et al. (2015) point out the eminent and existing threat to cultural
landscapes in terms of activities that alter the landscapes. These include logging, mining and quarrying
activities, transportation corridors and problems from construction of new developments. These authors
opine that these activities usually result in impacts with devastating nature thus affecting negatively the
people who value these places. The values attached by the people to these places include sustenance and
personal spiritual and cultural values. These authors also point out the important aspect of change within a
given time factor in CLs.

The key issue of concern to Bridgewater and Bridgewater (2004) is the threat from homogenization within
various realms and the sweeping globalization trends. They posit that there is need for settings in policy to
ensure the CLs survive the threats attributed to these world trends that are fast making environments similar.
These authors point out the historical and cultural frames that are formed by CLs for various people who
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are indigenous to a given locale (Bridgewater & Bridgewater, 2004). This supports earlier concerns by
Mitchell and Buggey (2000) that raised the issue of rapid social and economic developments. These have
the effect of threatening the most fragile sites where the CLs are found. This is supported by Schulp et al.
(2019); Burgi et al. (2017b) who posit that there is growing attention on CLs that is triggered in the present
times. This is due to the fact that their values and characteristics have been undergoing disappearance and
are threats in many parts of the world. These authors point the greatest threats to include urbanization (Yu
et al., 2016), intensification of human activities through agriculture. This is supported by Plieninger et al.
(2014); Moreira et al. (2006) who also mention urbanization and agricultural intensification as the greatest
threats to CLs. Recently, Burgi et al. (2017a) state that there is need to know the forces that are driving
changes within the CLs. This is because the evolution of the CLs over time may not be in line with the
societal needs (Burgi et al., 2017b). There is need to check CLs over time due to threat of changes over
time. This is supported by Cuerrier et al. (2015). According to these authors natural habitats are dynamic
to the extent that some places may change thus affecting the cultural bond that existed before.

ICOMOS (2005) through the China conference stressed how important the settings are in conservation of
heritage with the fast-changing landscapes and townscapes. It should be acknowledged not only through
protection of the physical aspects but also through the social and cultural dimensions. Both the tangible and
intangibles should be included in this process (ICOMOS, 2005). Later studies by K’oyoo (2023b) and
K’oyoo and Breed (2023; 2024) investigated the importance of urban landscape identity in fast changing
urban realms due to urban renewal changes and found out the value placed on the various elements of the
natural and manmade environments, and which were symbolic and had individual and collective memories
to the residents. Bott (2018); Yu et al. (2016) also support the vulnerable nature of the CLs and in terms of
change and threats from different land uses. The changes threaten heritage and cultural resources that are
associated with natural landscapes that are traditional and man-made environments. The changes are
occasioned by the current changes transforming many places globally. Cuerrier et al. (2015) opine that
change over time affects the CLs as people’s ways of life change and so the people may not identify with a
place that was at one time important in the past to be significant in the present days. They support earlier
study by Scazzosi (2004) who refers to landscapes as a huge archive that is full of traces that are either
immaterial or material and which undergo continuous changes.

Need For Inventories

According to Vlami et al. (2017) CLs are poorly inventoried and evaluated especially in natural areas that
are protected. Jelen et al. (2021) supporting Taylor and Lennon (2011) classification of historical CLs it is
first necessary to identify the most important elements of the natural and cultural environments. There are
many cultural elements within various landscapes that are important in shaping its natural character. Viami
et al. (2017) posit that there is poor inventorying and evaluation of CLs. This is especially so in areas that
are protected and natural in nature. There is need to carry out an assessment of the values and features of
the landscapes in reference to CLs. The analysis for the inventories can be carried along attributes that fall
under heritage values that deal with culture, land uses that are traditional and lastly qualities that relate to
aesthetics. All these qualities can be scored to assess the cultural values of each CL. These authors aver that
basic identification that can generate inventories based on assessments of CLs have been poorly developed
over time especially in the European contexts (Viami et al. 2017). Bridgewater and Bridgewater (2004)
delve into the aspect of CLs in terms of how to identify and maintain them. These authors posit that the
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major factor is the understanding of the world views in terms of what has shaped them. According to
UNESCO (2009) between 1992 and 2009, a total of 66 CLs had been inscribed on the world heritage list.

According to Council of Europe (2000) the identification, description and assessment of landscapes
constitutes the preliminary phase of any landscape policies. These are created to preserve the heritage within
Europe that is unique. The European Landscape Convention thus encourages its signatory countries to
undertake identification and descriptions of their landscapes in terms of analyzing their characters,
functions, qualities (Council of Europe, 2000). According to Cuerrier et al. (2015) assessment of the CLs
should be carried out through several factors. These include agreeing with the importance of a place within
a given cultural group, analyzing the uses in terms of intensity, frequency, diversity, antiquity, diversity in
ecological aspects, uniqueness among other site-specific factors. According to Chuman and Romporti
(2010) classification of landscapes should reflect the interrelationships between the physical and the
cultural. The physical includes the climate, soils, and geological aspects while the cultural encompasses the
land uses in addition to human artefacts and features.

According to Capelo et al. (2011) the criteria for evaluation of heritage landscapes comprises several
factors. These include the natural biotic and abiotic factors, how rare the heritage is, antiquity of the
landscape, recreational potential, scientific potential, pedagogic potential, conservation factors in addition
to the symbolic importance, degree of conservation, qualities of aesthetics and lastly the monumental
aspects. According to Scazzosi (2004) there is need for appropriate concepts and guidelines that can be
used to read and assess CLs for their material and immaterial components. This can be in terms of how
authentic, complete they are, their integrity in order to necessitate their restoration, conservation,
rehabilitation and preservation (Scazzosi, 2004). Sirisrisak and Akagawa (2007) decry the UNESCO list
of CL sites that are inscribed in the UNESCO list. They opine that there is imbalance in the number of sites
that are listed as CLs in the world heritage list since adoption in 1992 by UNESCO. They claim that most
of the CLs in the list are found in North America and European region (Sirisrisak & Akagawa, 2007). Yu
et al. (2016) opine that inventories can be used to support the development of strategies to manage that can
be used to protect CLs. This is important in guiding conservation of landscapes and land use policy makings.

Need For Public Participation

World heritage site management recognizes the contributions of the people who live in the CL designated
areas. Public participation is well stated in the European Landscape Convention (Council of Europe, 2000).
It’s important to involve the locals in the decision-making processes that arerelating to CLs. This is
important for their sustainability. The people should help in their identification, to describe their values,
and assist in their nominations in addition to implementing any educational roles for their long-term success
in terms of outcomes. Mitchell and Buggey (2000) propose the mechanisms that are vital for effective
community participation for any CLs. This is important in their management and development. The
participation approaches should lead to their sustainability. Xu et al. (2019) demonstrated that public
participation added innovations to the planning and development of CLs.

ICOMOS (2008) state the importance of involving the public through communication in CL conservation
processes. This is terms of dissemination, popularization, presentation and interpretation. These should
relate to their wider contexts in terms of social, cultural, historical and natural settings. Appreciation and
understanding of CLs is achieved through involvement of the public. Vlami et al. (2017) posit that effective
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communication, education and demonstration projects are needed to raise level of awareness regarding the
importance of sustainable utilization of attributes like cultural aspects from the CL protected areas. This is
pointing to importance of participation by the public. Stenseke (2009) supports the need for public
participation in conserving and maintaining their cultural and biological values. This author however points
out several factors for success, potential problems and hindrances to participation of the public in CL issues.

Need For Local Policies to Protect, Conserve and Manage Cls

According to UNESCO (2009) managing the CLs requires addressing of a myriad of issues that should be
undertaken from a multi-disciplinary perspective. There is need for education and training on the various
ways in which landscapes can be used that include tourism, industry, forestry and agriculture among others
(UNESCO, 2009). UNESCO’s 16" session in 1992 adopted categories of world heritage CLs through its
world heritage committee to ensure the recognition of the combined works of man and nature that
outstanding universal value. According to UNESCO (2009:36) management of cultural landscapes is
“about managing change in such a way that environmental and cultural values endure: change should take
place within limits that will not disrupt those values.” (UNESCO 2009:36). IUCN (2005) states that more
than half of all world CLs that are currently inscribed on the UN list have natural values that are considered
to be sufficiently important to merit them to be designated as areas that are protected by the national and
provincial levels of authority (IUCN, 2005).

Dastgerdi and Kheyroddin (2022) explored how policy recommendations can make CLs more resilient to
natural hazards. These authors opine that governance, and policy may provide room for enhancing cultural
heritage in a resilient manner. According to Dastgerdi and Kheyroddin (2022) posit that CLs constitute
cultural heritage and so should be managed and protected through policies. As cultural heritage, CLs are of
paramount value to the communities they are found within. Both the heritage that is tangible and intangible
links us to the past and informs our identities and developments. Haaren (2002) opines that planning of
landscapes of cultural nature is presently hindered and that it should be supported by instruments. The
instruments should ensure effective implementation to regulate the trends of consuming from nature within
the CLs.

According to Alanen and Melnick (2001) CLs are faced with issues that include preservation. This is in
terms of uniqueness, their different interpretations and ways of appreciating them. The difficult decisions
regarding their preservation by various land managers is also an issue of concern. According to the World
Heritage guidelines the protection of CLs can contribute to modern techniques in land use. This can act to
maintain and enhance the natural values within a given landscape. Nezhad et al. (2015) supported by
Cuerrier et al. (2015) argue that authenticity of cultural landscapes is a changing aspect that should be
considered from time to time. These authors argue for consideration of CLs as process and intangible
aspects rather than as products of heritage tangible aspects. The time factor and change aspect is supported
by Scazzosi (2004) who posits that landscapes undergo evolution over a given time and so are the economic
and social conditions too. This means that society can change its view of the potential CLs and their
elements (Scazzosi, 2004).

According to Cuerrier et al. (2015) limits to CLs can be through developments that limit people’s ability to
access such locations. Places that may not be considered as important to the past or even generations in the
present may potentially be considered of high significant value in the coming years. Schulp et al. (2019)
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supports the inclusion of policies that focus on qualities of the landscape in managing of the CLs. They
aver that when policies are properly designed then they act to alleviate any potential threats to CLs by
accounting for impacts from agricultural activities, nature and those policies that regulate spatial aspects.
They posit that the policies as well may be a hindrance to the CLs if not properly designed and implemented.
According to Council of Europe supported by Schulp et al. (2019) the European Landscape Convention
calls for the identification of CLs and taking note of any changes within them. This is however impeded by
lack of policies at European Union level apart from the segregated ones that exist in various sector policies
that however impact the landscapes. Moreira et al. (2006) states that there is need for frameworks that are
restorative and integrative to address the cultural values that are intangible in addition to the scenic features
of the CLs to mitigate and address the threats to the CLs.

Conclusions

CLs exist in various contexts and scales in both rural and urban landscapes. CL concept is important in
guiding land use planning to guide growth and development and the conservation that is needed for these
landscapes. CLs as part of landscapes are under transformations and so careful consideration should be
given in planning for their preservation and management. The review concludes by stating that CLs are
valued in different places for the various characters of landscapes the exhibit. Several research have been
conducted on cultural landscapes. Cuerrier et al. (2015), Toma and Bisson, (2022); Nezhad et al. (2015);
Alanen and Melnick (2001) considered their conservation and restoration, Ziyaee (2018) assessed urban
identity through CLs components, Taylor and Lennon (2011) analyzed their bridge in terms of culture and
nature, Behbahani et al. (2017) considered their ecosystem services, Mitchell and Buggey (2000) is
concerned with the protection, proper management in addition to need for public participation. Growing
concern on CLs is on their very existence as they are threatened by anthropogenic existence and activities
that cause landscape changes (Burgi et al., 2017). Plieninger et al. (2014) analyzed the CLs from an
ecosystem services perspective in landscape research. Recently Dastgerdi and Kheyroddin (2022) explored
the need to make the CLs resilient to natural disasters through governance and policy recommendations.

There are few existing studies on various aspects on CLs in Global South contexts especially in Africa,
current research is mainly based in Europe and North America. This study concludes that CLs studies
among scholars have been carried out to assess and document various dimensions that vary from place to
place depending on landscape characteristics and aspects of culture. Areas of concern to CLs include threats
from land uses due to urbanization, agriculture that threaten their very existence. There is need for public
participation in preparation of inventories during identification and assessment. Local policies should be
enacted at the national and lower levels to protect, conserve and manage the CLs that have already been
recognized for protection after inventorying.

Recommendations

There is need for studies on CLs within Africa as part of the Global South on various areas of concern on
CLs. There is need for more research in this area that has potential for identification, inventorying,
conservation and management of these important landscapes that shape our way of life in various
environments.
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The following general recommendations have been suggested based on the review:

Need to carry out elaborate identification, assessment and inventorying of CLs existing in various

[
jurisdictions
protection, conservation and management of the CLs in various jurisdictions.

Need to develop and implement local policy recommendations (concepts and approaches) for the
To implement land use laws that deal with the safeguarding of the CLs in all areas to avoid threats

from urbanization and other anthropogenic activities that threaten their very existence in the present

days.
conservation and management to encourage and foster environmental stewardship.

Need for public participation in all aspects that involve CLs in terms of identification, assessments,
There is need for partnership to enhance ad foster sustainable development of CLs at the local,

national and regional landscape level from landscape and multi-disciplinary perspectives.
Need to create awareness about the special landscapes that can constitute CLs amongst the public

to ensure environmental stewardship.
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