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Abstract

The preamble to the European Landscape Convention states, that the landscape is an important part of economic
life, affecting culture, the environment and social issues. It is a basic component of the European natural and
cultural heritage, building both national and local identities of society. The Convention also regards landscape as
a key element of social well-being, meaning its protection and improvements to its quality and variety, yield eco-
nomic value and depend on each of us. This conception of space provides a basis for building the sustainability in
landscape, a challenging and multi-dimensional problem, whose foundations can be found in ecophilosophy.
Therefore, this publication seeks to combine the world of philosophy and realistic spatial management in order to
answer some fundamental questions about the nature of this relatively new idea. The author discusses the chances
of this perspective gaining popularity and presents her understanding of the concepts of landscape and landscape
sustainability.
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Streszczenie

W preambule do Europejskiej Konwencji Krajobrazowej czytamy, ze krajobraz stanowi istotny element zycia
gospodarczego, wiaze si¢ z kultura, ekologia i sprawami spotecznymi. Stanowi on podstawowy komponent euro-
pejskiego dziedzictwa przyrodniczego i kulturowego, buduje tozsamo$¢ narodows i lokalng spoteczenstwa.
Zwraca sie¢ w niej takze uwage na to, ze krajobraz stanowi kluczowy element dobrobytu spoteczenstwa, a jego
ochrona i planowanie to podnoszace jako$¢ i roznorodnos¢ wazne elementy gospodarki i obowigzek kazdego z
nas. Takie podejscie do przestrzeni daje podstawy budowania zrownowazenia w krajobrazie, problemu trudnego
i wielowymiarowego, ktorego fundamenty mozna odnalez¢ w ekofilozofii. Dlatego publikacja ta stara si¢ potaczyé
swiat filozofii i realistycznego zarzadzania przestrzenia, by odpowiedzie¢ na podstawowe pytania o istot¢ tej sto-
sunkowo mlodej idei, o to czy problem ten ma szans¢ na zaistnienie jako wazny element wizji przysztosci. Nie-
zbedne bylo takze przedstawienie swojego rozumienia pojec krajobraz i krajobraz zrbwnowazony.

Stowa kluczowe: krajobraz zrownowazony, ekofilozofia

1. Introduction by the skeptics, and involved our view of the sur-

rounding reality, including landscape. Is it then pos-

Man is the measure of all things, of things that are,
that they are, and of things that are not, that they are
not, claimed Protagoras. This phrase can be applied
to many aspects of the surrounding reality and un-
derstood in a variety of ways, and one possibility is
to recognize the fact that every person has his or her
own criterion of truth. This would, however, mean
deep subjectivity, and thus the absence of an objec-
tive truth. Such relativism was believed for example

sible to find an absolute criterion of truth, to clarify
which human behaviour towards the landscape is ap-
propriate? Following Protagoras' thought, one can
conclude that everything we undertake should be for
the benefit of others. If there were no humans, nei-
ther the beauty nor the logic prevailing in nature
would be recognized or appreciated at all, since man
as the only being in the world is 'someone’, while all
other beings are 'something' (Wojtyta, 2001a).



82 Luc/Problemy Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable Development 1/2014, 81-88

Each argument can be countered, and reality is seen
depending on the vantage point, thus every human
being sees in a different way. It would seem, too, that
all cognition and, in the longer term, activities un-
dertaken by people make sense, when the entity con-
stituting its essence is taken into account. If, there-
fore, landscape is such an entity, we should ask ques-
tions about what behaviour towards it is appropriate:
(1) Is this assumption similar to that of H.
Skolimowski, that the world is a sanctuary, which
deserves respect, honour and reverence (Tyburski,
2008)? (2) Do we see the world from an economic
perspective, which is one basis of human existence?
(3) Or maybe we incline more towards the idea of
anthropocentrism, or even utilitarianism, where the
measure of all things is man, and his or her happiness
is a value above all others?

H. Vontobel (2006) draws attention to people's abil-
ity to interpret the interdependence of the economy,
culture, general human values and historical experi-
ence. Perhaps such an approach and developing
ethos with regard to landscape gives hope for finding
a new way to avoid errors repeated so far and, in do-
ing so, allows us to sketch such a vision of landscape
in which a certain era is over and a new one begins,
characterized by civil courage and breaking the tra-
ditional thought patterns.

Issues concerning landscape research are multidi-
mensional and their understanding requires a combi-
nation of a number of research trends in the field of
humanities and sciences, including environmental
science. However, rarely does the work of naturalists
approximate the philosophical foundations of the
concept of landscape, in particular the idea of its sus-
tainability. This publication aims to fill this gap,
since, according to A. Papuzinski (2013, p. 7), it is
after all the works of philosophers that are the
source of all of the ideas, world views, values and
methodologies on which depend the picture of the
world and the corresponding way of viewing and
solving the problems of sustainable development. In
order to achieve this goal we need to look at existing
philosophical beliefs regarding sustainable develop-
ment in the context of landscape. In addition, we
need to provide against this background a definition
of landscape and sustainable landscape that renders
the essence of the approach. Finally, we should con-
sider whether sustainable landscape can be achieved,
if it is at all necessary, or rather whether the state of
balance of the geographical environment, which is
reflected in landscape, is a utopia.

2. What do we mean by landscape?

I suggest exploring the concept of landscape by first
reflecting on with the etymology of the word as dis-
cussed by Pietrzak (2002). In my opinion this well
represents the discussion of the definition of land-
scape held for many generations. It is accepted, that
this concept originated as far back as the Book of

Psalms (48), where, in a song celebrating the great-
ness of Zion, a mountain in Jerusalem, the Hebrew
word noff, deriving from yafe or beautiful, appears.
The term was probably first introduced in Polish by
J. Lelewel in the sense of the history of the country,
and W. Pol propagated it in physiognomic terms. In
German, the word Landschaft may derive from
schaft, used for things having common characteris-
tics, or from the word schaffen, to shape. A. von
Humboldt defined Landschaft as the comprehensive
nature of an area. In English, however, the term land-
scape comes from the Latin landscepi and is con-
nected to the word shape, shaping, forming.

As we can see, from the very beginning attention was
paid to the visual aspect of surrounding areas, peo-
ple's feelings and their conscious efforts to use the
goods of nature. On this basis a number of defini-
tions were adopted regarding either the paradigm of
the discipline undertaking landscape studies, or
treating a part of nature characterized by a specific
structure and dynamics, as a system consisting of the
subsystems assigned to it (Richling, 2004).

Perhaps the most common definition of landscape
today was embodied in the European Landscape
Convention (p. 2, 2000), signed in Florence on 20"
October 2000, in which landscape is an area as per-
ceived by people, whose character is the result of ac-
tion and interaction of natural and / or human fac-
tors. P. Goodchild sees it in a different way (2007).
He believes landscape is a concept, an idea, a real or
imaginary look at an area in which natural and semi-
natural elements can be significant, dominant or
unique. Landscapes may include humans and anthro-
pogenic objects. They are a combination of visual
features, ways of using, perceiving and understand-
ing places that are part of open space (Goodchild,
2007). Another approach is represented by A. Farina
(p.17, 2010), who treats landscape as an entity
shared by different philosophers, different para-
digms and different methods and scaling. It requires
a common semantic basis and related principles.

In the ordinary sense of the term landscape, how-
ever, we define the reality surrounding us, perceived
in different ways, but whose most common form is
scenery (Andrejczuk, 2010). This reality, i.e. the sur-
roundings, is associated with a set of elements of the
natural and social environment in which there are nu-
merous links and its various components interact
with each other and form a coherent system (Degor-
ski, 2009). At the same time, it is worth stressing that
the term system refers to a certain whole, order, or-
dered structure composed of different elements, but
harmonizing with one another. In this understanding
of landscape we can refer to the philosophical con-
cept of the ecosystem and its surroundings, i.e. to
ecophilosophy as a science of the systemic expres-
sion of philosophical issues of the natural and social
environment (Dotega, 2006). It should also be noted
that a philosophical approach, contrary to common
beliefs does not preclude a practical one and the use
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of philosophical knowledge in spatial planning and
management. J.M. Dotegga (2006) writes, in relation
to landscape research, it seems this concept is best
reflected in the systemic and informative approach
to eco-development, which is justified and applied in
forecasts of human development and assumptions of
sustainable development.

Thus, given the numerous definitions, it can be as-
sumed with some simplification, following P.L.
Knox and S. Marston (2001 p.179; vide Pietrzak,
2010), the term landscape is understood by everyone
differently. Therefore, in my approach | treat land-
scape holistically (after Richling and Solon, 1998),
with emphasis on its physiognomy (after
Schmithiisen, 1978). I assume landscape is what we
call a part of space repeated in a similar form (after
Forman and Godron, 1986), relating to the natural
and cultural (geographical) environment (after Bog-
danowski, 1994), which continues to be shaped un-
der the influence of the natural, political, social and
technological processes occurring in it (after Naveh,
2000). It is a system of natural and anthropogenic
components reflected in land use and land cover, has
an inherent structure and internal links (after Kon-
dracki and Richling, 1983) and provides aesthetic
feelings (after Szczgsny, 1971). This system reflects
the social and economic needs of society at a given
moment in time. A human being should blend into
the landscape and not be its dominant form, should
function in such a way as to take advantage of the
benefits that landscape can offer, while acting in ac-
cordance with his or her knowledge and experience
to mitigate the negative effects of his or her actions
in the past, and above all, not treat landscape in a
utilitarian way. Landscape deserves respect and rev-
erence, because it provides for the needs of people
who live and function within it.

It is also worthwhile noting the different definitions
of the terms related to the environment depending on
interest groups. This includes such words as land-
scape, nature, development, sustainability, protec-
tion, harmony and aesthetics.

3. What is the idea of a sustainable landscape?

Alarming changes are observed in the landscapes of
many parts of the world. They are related to the over-
exploitation of goods coupled with the lack of some
sort of compensation, which would allow balance to
be maintained. Another problem is the uneven distri-
bution of attractive landscape resources which is as-
sociated with a greater concentration of people in
those areas. Exploitative spatial management results
in a lack of order in a space, lowers its cultural value
and causes the degradation of landscapes. There are
more and more such areas since the consumption of
space increases along with the consumption of goods
and services. Such a state of affairs cannot be over-
looked, nor can it continue forever. It is therefore
necessary to take measures to manage landscape

properly as soon as possible. Therefore, the idea of
sustainable landscape is a response to the growing
demand for relevant, planned, responsible, sensible,
and sustainable spatial management.

Sustainable landscape, like sustainable develop-
ment, is a multidimensional concept, combining nat-
ural, economic and social aspects of human behav-
iour in the environment, but also institutional, spa-
tial, moral, and spiritual aspects connected to quality
of life, although not necessarily considered in terms
of material goods. This concept is commonly desir-
able, since its main objective is progress, and this
provides an opportunity for correct, reasonable plan-
ning and spatial management. For it is important to
find such areas of compromise (balance) between
nature and human activities that do not disturb exist-
ing functioning mechanisms. The benefits of nature
(landscape as space) can be enjoyed in accordance
with the principle of balance, and simultaneously,
care must be taken not to destroy existing values, in-
cluding those of landscape. Assuming further devel-
opment, we must begin to adapt the changes intro-
duced to the capacity and capability of the environ-
ment. Evaluation, a tool for integrating the basic as-
sumptions of this idea, ultimately leads to strategic
decisions and plays a key role in this process (Langer
and Schon, 2002).

Does the introduction of the concept of sustainable
landscape within the context of consolidating the
concept of sustainable development mean a multipli-
cation of entities? It seems to me that it does not. In-
stead this narrows the assumptions made for analysis
of the entire space to landscape, i.e. in accordance
with the previously adopted definition, to the portion
of space relating to the natural and cultural environ-
ment. Sustainable development and sustainable
landscape are not equivalent terms but subordinate
to each other. Sustainable landscape, just like the
whole idea of sustainable development, aims to en-
sure a high standard of social life in a healthy and
aesthetically pleasing environment, while respecting
the environment and maintaining reasonable limits
of consumption and use of natural resources. In order
to make it possible to implement such an approach,
market, educational and protective mechanisms
which would promote efficient and proper manage-
ment of landscape resources should be introduced.
In the discussion of the definition of the concept of
sustainable landscape a group of supporters of the
so-called dynamic approach has emerged, as op-
posed to the supporters of the evaluation of land-
scape structure in terms of the level of sustainability.
For example, R. Haines-Young (2000) argues that
sustainability should be measured and evaluated
through the prism of the changes taking place in the
landscape, and not through its condition at any time.
Similarly, M. Antrop (2006) believes this issue
should be discussed in its two aspects: (1) maintain-
ing certain landscape values and absolute continua-
tion of activities that maintain and organize this



84 Luc/Problemy Ekorozwoju/Problems of Sustainable Development 1/2014, 81-88

space, and (2) keeping balance as the main principle
of shaping landscapes in the future, i.e. potential
landscapes strengthen the balance particularly in ru-
ral areas through proper planning and management.
Also M. Kistowski (2008) represents a view saying
the balance of landscape lasts, not is, and so just a
single snapshot of landscape will not be enough to
examine it, but a comparative analysis of its condi-
tion in at least two periods, or better in a longer se-
quence of time, should be made. On the other hand,
J. Solon (2004) argues that landscape can be sustain-
able regardless of the degree of its naturalness, and
—what is more important — some activities related to
the maintenance of landscape character lead to stop-
ping or delaying the renaturalization processes.
Thus, for Solon, the capability of landscape to main-
tain a specific structure (including its functioning) at
a given time is called landscape sustainability.
Finally, we can define sustainable landscape as a
landscape that has not been converted into another
type of landscape, and it is characterized by struc-
tural stability under the conditions of unchanging
land use. Nor has it degraded, i.e. it still functions
and is shaped under the influence of natural and an-
thropogenic phenomena and processes, and has not
been fully determined by anthropogenic processes
(Degorski, 2009).

4. Does landscape research need ecophiloso-
phy?

W. Tyburski (2008) believes ecology needs philoso-
phy. | believe that this statement can be paraphrased
as follows: applying similar justification, landscape
research needs philosophy. As in ecology, in land-
scape research one should closely examine the need
to expand ethical judgement and carry out an assess-
ment of the moral activity of man. One should not
miss the importance landscape education should
have, shaping sensitivity to the importance of land-
scape to people, as well as the attitude to conscious
planning and to the harnessing of social, environ-
mental, economic and cultural qualities of the envi-
ronment. All of these elements build the ethical pro-
tection of landscape and are bound by the need to di-
agnose the causes of the ecological crisis that the
contemporary world is experiencing, to develop the
best concepts of resolving it and to construct such a
philosophy of development which would take into ac-
count both human needs and the needs of nature (Ty-
burski, 2006). In my opinion, this statement can pro-
vide the philosophical foundations of sustainable
landscape. We can also find similar assumptions in
H. Rolston 111 (1989). He suggests an analysis of
people's interactions with the environment based on
a formulation of rules that would provide political
foundations for local and global, legislative and ad-
ministrative decisions. Such a comprehensive ap-
proach to the environment can also be applied to
landscape. The possibility of using economic and

business solutions (so-called holistic ecological phi-
losophy), which in turn creates the foundations of
sustainable landscape, is also analysed.

Landscape research falls within the scope of general
philosophy as it relates to the substance, nature and
condition of the natural and social (geographical) en-
vironment and the changes that occur in it. Moreover
it is connected with both the sources of these changes
and their impact on human life and health, as well as
with seeking philosophical foundations to protect
landscape as a timeless good. It also overlaps with
the anthropological research of ecophilosophy, since
it tackles the issues of demography, migration and
cultural elements, including art and religion. Sustain-
able development is defined in terms of the quality
of life, justice, rationality and progress, which
clearly highlights their philosophical character. The
same statement can be applied to the concept of sus-
tainable landscape. However, for balance in land-
scape to stand a chance of developing, a radical
change in social awareness is needed, as called for
by representatives of the philosophy of deep ecology.
They advocate the idea of protecting the diversity of
life, self-restraint in consumption and a reduction in
our needs. Life forms do not form a pyramid with
our species at the top, but rather a circle, where eve-
rything is connected with everything (Tyburski,
2008), so it seems it is important not to make an eval-
uation of the importance of man and nature, nor to
treat nature possessively, anthropocentrically, but
also not to protect wildlife at all costs, not to build a
kind of sanctuary. Such a direction of change should
be proposed that would not deny the value of pro-
gress or science, and at the same time would be prag-
matic in nature and constitute a different view of hu-
mans in the reality constructed by nature. Different
does not mean better or worse; different in this sense
is to be holistic and balanced, to reconcile the inter-
ests of different parties.

Ethics in the philosophy of nature is associated with
the concept of the responsibility that people bear for
their environment within the meaning of landscape
as it exists, is changing or is created. A. Schweitzer
(1974) and A. Pawlowski (2008), among others,
draw attention to this. Responsibility is a constant
concern for the space entrusted to us, not allowing
the balance prevailing in it to be undermined and,
thus, encouraging us to engage in lawful action for
the sake of change, planned management and pre-
vention of improper activities, which is not in oppo-
sition to economic development. People have a duty
to make decisions concerning the creation of new
parallel functions in the environment and, in excep-
tional cases, when necessary, even to destroy one
value for the sake of the emergence of a new one,
necessary for nature or people. In regard to land-
scape, this could mean a transition from one form of
spatial exploitation to another; the problem is to keep
a balance, but is such a balance possible? A.
Schweitzer wrote that in order for right decisions to
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be made, they should be based on a good understand-
ing of the functioning of a given space: Whenever |
injure life of any sort, I must be quite clear whether
it is necessary. Beyond the unavoidable, | must never
go, not even with what seems insignificant (Schweit-
zer, p. 52, 1974). He also draws attention to the need
to determine the economic value of various elements
of landscape, which would then be subject to change,
in order to determine whether they allow us to speak
about the sustainable management of space.

From the typological point of view, the relationship
between philosophy and landscape can be related to
ontological beliefs of the pragmatic philosophy of
sustainable development. These beliefs are based on
the assumption of the uniqueness of humans in the
universe, which entitles us to treat landscape as an
environment that meets our existential needs, real-
izes our desires and provides appropriate aesthetic
impressions. Historiosophical beliefs, on the other
hand, will turn our attention to the development and
progress in people's attitude to the surrounding envi-
ronment, which is directly reflected in the changes
taking place in it. In the conservation philosophy of
sustainable development, however, economic devel-
opment is a priority before the comfort of human life
and the quality of the environment (Papuzinski,
2013). Also, ontological conditions dominate in this
type of philosophy with regard to landscape. People
assume here a subordination of the environment to
their needs and comfort, but take into account the
prohibition against destroying what could prolong
the state of balance. However, | believe the essence
of the philosophy of sustainable landscape is best de-
scribed in the systemic philosophy of sustainable de-
velopment. The ontological, anthropological, axio-
logical or historiosophical assumptions adopted in it
show the equalization of humans and nature, which
leads to respecting all life and assumes the conduct-
ing of operations in accordance with rules that have
always prevailed in nature. A similar approach can
be found in ancient Chinese philosophy and in con-
temporary theology. K. Wojtyta (2001a) believed
that all the elements of the universe are mutually
harmonized and any violation of ecological balance
causes injury to a person. Thus, a scholar will not
treat nature as a slave, but (...) he will approach it
more as a sister having to work with him in order to
open new avenues for the development of mankind.
Maintaining the dynamic balance of ecosystems is
preferred in the systemic approach, and sustainable
management is a function of the efficiency of eco-
systems on which it is based.

M.R. Raupach (2012), however, saw the emergence
of trends in the earth sciences to seek concrete solu-
tions within eco-development, rather than to limit
oneself to carrying out only observations or making
descriptions of the processes involved. He draws at-
tention to the complexity and multifaceted nature of
sustainable development, which requires a multidi-
mensional and multidisciplinary approach. He sees a

solution in conducting activities in a strategic man-
ner so as to be able to transform values, principles,
and aspirations into sustainable goods and introduce
new mechanisms of interactive dialogue at different
scales.

Seeking to answer the question of whether ecophi-
losophy is needed in landscape research, it should be
noted that philosophy does not stand in contradiction
to practice, it does not preclude the use of modern
technology, but it takes into account both the needs
of society and nature, and does not inhibit economic
development. Rationalizing the philosophical ap-
proach to space in its broad sense, or to a narrower
concept of landscape, and taking into account the
values, ways of perceiving the world and attitudes
existing in a given society, we can assume the devel-
opment of skills building systemic, holistic models
of reality should be carried out in parallel with the
technological development of civilization. The phi-
losophy of sustainable landscape could not function
as a separate philosophical stream in science, but ra-
ther, in a more colloquial sense, as a way of showing
the proper place of humans in the universe.

5. Are there any barriers to the prevalence of
balance in landscape?

The development of civilization is both our blessing
and a curse. The benefits of technological and scien-
tific progress are compelling, but at the same time,
paradoxically, raising our standard of living we have
caused a decrease in its quality using the same mech-
anisms. W. Sztumski (2000), who argues that the
contemporary social environment is characterized
by, inter alia, the highest level of aggression and the
worst ecological crisis in history, is of a similar opin-
ion. All of these changes are very well reflected in
landscape. The pursuit of profit is combined with a
rejection of old ethical systems, and this affects land-
scape by treating it as nobody’s property, and thus
potentially able to be used according to one's own
needs. Another attitude creates rivalry, especially for
the most interesting location, which creates a sense
of danger. These behaviours become evident in land-
scape especially in the absence of respect for cultural
heritage. It manifests itself in an expansive develop-
ment of the most attractive space, often lying on the
border of protected areas, or in the modification of
forms of so-called small architecture, consisting in
the implementation of exotic elements, alien to the
given region, (e.g. high fences around private homes,
multi-storey detached houses, brightly-coloured fa-
cades of houses, clear-cut orchards and other trees,
backfilled ditches, ponds, small streams, cutting
down trees). These changes are chaotic in their na-
ture. As a result, we face a degradation of landscape
and its dulling, as it was originally put by Cz. Mitosz
(Myga-Pigtek, 2010).

A. Pawtowski (2008) notices a contradiction be-
tween the relatively simple principle of sustainable
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development and the need to formulate complex
strategies of action which take place in various areas
of human activity. Many of these can also be applied
to landscape. It has long been known that the
changes taking place in landscape at the local level
are a result of current ethical standards and the level
of education of society, regional prosperity, and its
tourist and recreational amenities. At the same time,
they reflect the socio-cultural patterns prevailing in
a given period and political preferences, particularly
of local decision-makers. The environmental aware-
ness of society usually also raises some anxiety.
Both the low level of knowledge about the subject
and the fact that little significance is attached to solv-
ing problems in the field of landscape ecology can
be put down to poor schooling and local government
education, and the lack of faith in the possibility of
obtaining solutions satisfactory to all stakeholders.
Therefore, the first step is to develop a sense of re-
sponsibility in the individual for the consequences of
his or her impact on landscape. This aspect involves
the protection of landscapes, but not at any price.
Therefore, the idea of sustainability in this context
appears to be the only reasonable solution.

One urgent questions is whether we can use the geo-
graphical environment without adversely affecting
landscape. An interesting possibility associated with
the introduction of the concept of sustainable land-
scape is provided by the concept of industrial ecol-
ogy. This can be used in the development of the sys-
tem of functioning of the landscape in a way to com-
pensate for the losses due to the technological devel-
opment of an area. Today, new ideas of spatial de-
velopment such as introducing wind turbines to land-
scape (Synowiec and Luc, 2013) raise many social
controversies, but similar feelings arise in connec-
tion with the development of new, or the expansion
of old, airfields, industrial sites (such as incinerators
and landfills), quarries and many others. It is worth
noting that, in terms of protection, legal instruments
have been functioning in landscape research for a
long time with great success. Issues related to land-
scape planning and management are treated with
much less interest and rather as a niche concern. The
adoption of systemic solutions would provide a
chance to fill this gap, and thus to maintain economic
and environmental balance. This would allow condi-
tions to be created to compensate for losses caused
either by mistakes made in the past, or by the intro-
duction of new objects into a space which disturb
harmony and cause inconvenience to society, or re-
duce the value of that space in its cultural and social
aspects.

6. s balance in landscape utopian, or a real vi-
sion of the future?

Landscape, which is dominated by people, reflects
their social and economic needs and priorities, and is
subject to constant change in a more or less haphaz-

ard manner (Antrop, 2006). In this sense, it is diffi-
cult to accept the view, that landscape can ever be
sustainable, but it can definitely be part of the sus-
tainable environment. M. Antrop admits that the
concept of landscape is experiencing a transfor-
mation, so this idea stands a chance of becoming a
viable vision of the future, provided the values of
landscape are well defined and the context of change
and its further functioning is established. Yet the au-
thor sees danger in a situation where the timeframe
for landscape management is not defined accurately,
and then noble ideas become fiction.

A. Papuzinski (2013) expresses his clear opinion on
this matter claiming that balance is utopian, yet it is
not inconsistent with the rational nature of sustaina-
bility in the environment. However, Z. Hull (2008)
shows two diametrically different attitudes of people
in the modern world: one leading to sustainable de-
velopment and the other one predicting an ecological
disaster. Both are considered equally probable, both
also have their raisons d’étre, probably in every cul-
ture on Earth. However, discussing the issue of bal-
ance in landscape from a global perspective, it seems
doomed. Landscape solutions are usually imple-
mented at the local or regional level, much less so on
a nationwide scale, due to the excessive diversity of
landscapes, and thus an unmanageable number of
possible solutions. In addition, one needs to bear in
mind the purely psychological aspect, i.e. people
care most about the environment found in their im-
mediate vicinity (Vail, 2006).

No single answer arises to the question posed at the
beginning concerning an absolute criterion of truth,
and human behaviour with respect to landscape.
There is a range of geographical, cultural (local), po-
litical (at various levels of organization), social (in-
cluding education), economic, ideological (e.g. reli-
gious) conditions which, in accordance with the prin-
ciple of determinism, contribute to making choices
and decisions. However, from an ethical point of
view, there is nothing in the way of working to fur-
ther define landscape, establish criteria for sustaina-
bility in landscape and ways of further functioning
of landscape units of various importance. Such at-
tempts must be made because the implementation of
even just some of the principles of human function-
ing in the geographical environment can help to im-
prove the quality of landscape, regardless of the de-
gree of its naturalness.

7. What are the possible solutions?

Changes constantly occurring in landscape, often
negative in their nature, force us to intensify the
multi-faceted and integrated actions of science, ad-
ministration and society, whose purpose would be to
achieve sustainability. They should work towards
the implementation of a variety of systemic solu-
tions, taking into account local, cultural and social
problems, certainly next to natural ones, as well as
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sociological research on people's new relations with
space and social education in the broad sense. It is
important to create alternative solutions from the so-
cial point of view in order to meet people’s economic
aspirations while maintaining economic activity and
protecting nature. The proposed directions cannot ig-
nore the necessity of taking steps to prevent adverse
developments or to repair devastated landscape. The
key to success is not to maximize benefits, but rather
efficiency, i.e. to implement such spatial manage-
ment that space would be most effectively exploited
without destroying the prevailing order associated
with cultural and natural values. The development of
sustainable landscape must be characterized by real-
ism and pragmatism, and seek permanence in pro-
posed solutions. It is therefore necessary to develop
new strategies for land use that meet new challenges.
One possibility is to build a relocation system of ap-
pealing landscape resources. Another possibility,
provided by M. Lane (2010), is the concept of reduc-
ing population in some areas and redirecting people
to areas that can absorb them.

In conclusion it should be noted that the concept of
ethics is derived from habit and custom,; it is a set of
rules specific to a given community. However, one
purpose of ethics is to seek philosophical premises
on which to develop sets of imperatives in a rational
way. Landscape and the balance prevailing in it fit
these ideas perfectly. There is a need to create habits
of carrying out any activity in the landscape, i.e. the
standards on which decisions regarding landscaping
will be made. However, no ethical argument applies,
if it is not related to the reasons inducing people to
act (Gray, 2001; Papuzinski, 2013).
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