What does ‘right to landscape’
means

An analysts through the concept.




Commons/ common good/ CPRs: definitions

Common good: sociological/philosophical meaning

- it 1s a good belonging to the community and endowed with a political appeal (Olwig
2003). il
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from landscape as a view to landscape as a m/u
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Commons: rivalry and excludability

Rlvalry A good is rivalrous if one person consuming it ‘uses
it up’, meaning that someone else cannot consume 1t (C

N
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- G. Hardin The tragedy of commons (1968)

' TRAGEDY
OF THE
COMMONS?

v

ELINOR OSTROM &

2009 Nobel Laureate
in Economic Sciences

- Contemporary theories: contesting capitalism/private property as the only
solution to CPRs exhaustion — HR and landscape



G. Hardin (1968):
-Malthus’ theory -
COMMONS

-Men pursue their logical and
rational interest in a society which
believes in the freedom of
commons

tragedy  of

lomo homini lupus/dog eats
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E. Ostrom (1990):
-She questions Olson’s theory; Hardin’s theory
and prisoner’s dilemma game

-cogperation as

a key factor in management of




Ostrom’s philosophy: CPRs and management:

The appropriators are considered | |,
as part of an autonomous
institution, working and Self—organization
deliberating on them, and nof RS

merely a group of indiiduals seeking

for Drofit (participation-
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Community

overcomes both  the|




Contemporary theories on commons

- Contesting capitalism and Basis of commons:
liberal theory of the State

- Democratic  access to
CPRs (everyone has the
right to access to air, water,
natural resources)

> property cannot be




: are rights that humans have in common by the
fact of being human, they are neither created nor can be

abrogated by any government. They are supported by several
institutions (such as the UN Unzversal Declaration of Human right

in 1948) and they include cultural, economic, political, religious
rights.

The term /landscape is never mentioned.

Art. 22 and 24: a possible connection between HR and
landscape

Landscape and HR share: universality / violation of HR-
landscape atfects the whole population




Human rights — landscape - environment

Art. 22: everyone as a| |Art. 25: everyone as a member
member of society has the of society has the right to a
right to social security, and| |standar of hvmg adeu :

is entitled to realization
il ] of the economic,
] and cultural rlghts
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Antecedents
Furopean Landscape /\.\
Convention (2000):

landscape contributes to sl
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Human rights and landscape

Which landscape? Right to landscape?
* BEveryday landscapes (EL.C)  ° ’e lity tc live it
he

* Not only conflicts zones
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Has landscape rights per ser?

1) A right to landscape as a right to a
perceived landscape (how people perceive
landscape) "*“ S

2) Landscape as a right per se:
onsidered as a ¢

-
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The right to a percetved landscape

ELC — “landscape is an area perceived by people, whose
character 1s the result of the action of interaction of natutz
and/or human factors” . |

|- Landscape: /and (geometrical,
uts, 1nd1v1dual r1ghts
nmunit rlg
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Landscape as a right per se

Heological domain: reconceptualization of human rights in the
context of climate change

-use of Universal declaration of

rights




-the rioht to landscape .is more complex because it 1s
comprehensive of the environment, of cultural references and
meanings.

-landscape could become an important tool to promote social
justice (Egoz, Makhzoumi, Pungettt 2013: 4)

- a healthy landscape promotes social cooperation and sharing of
resources

-both human ri%hts and landscape are important for survival and
for the spiritual, emotional and psychological needs of human

beings.

~landscape as a medium for political arena (or a political value)
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