& K 4 The Satoyama Initiatives Regional Workshop : A

oL * Revitalizing production landscapes in Europe:
Travel and dialogues for people and biodiversity

Firenze 27-29 May 2014
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The European Landscape

as a cultural product

natural features

- geophysical formations 7
- cimate eland cover natural
- abiotic ressources (soil, water,...) ebiodiversity > [ Ratwral iandecepes ] landscapes

- biotic ressources (fauna, flora)
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Data source: European Commussion (1998)

- agricultural landscapes. including 44 5% agricultural land and 33 % wooded land
- other areas: urban and industnial area, roads, railways, wastasland, stc.
- natural landscapes: own assassment



Reduction of farmed land and increase of
forests

irea as percentage of total area]
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* X % From farming to abandonment:
i s ‘hature ”is back

+ 75.000 /year in Italy 1920-2005
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Cinque Terre

Environmental
Disaster

October 2011

-88% of landslides on
Abandoned terraces




Industrialization and : .
Technological development of agriculture
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Industrialization and .
Technological development of agriculture *
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B Coech Repubhic

~ Novodvorsko and
- Zehusicko 1950-2002
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Industrialization and

Technological development of agriculture

Sentmenat

Sentmenat

In 1950-56

Catalonia - Spain

FOREST

POPLAR GROVE

SCRUB OR BRUSHWOOD
WASTELAND OR PASTURE
CEREALS

ALMOND OR HAZEL TREES
IRRIGATED LAND
VINEYARDS

OLIVE TREES

UNKNOWN

URBANIZED
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Garrabou and Tello 2005
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LEGENDA
I arcfusto di cerro
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] macchia mediteransa
B pascolo
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A ‘| / monitoring

Castello d’Albola,
Podere Marangole
(Chianti Siena)
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UDS1954
Carta di uso del suolo del 1954
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Firenze 1954 — 2003: + 50%
but same population

Sviluppo socio-economico

B Rurale

Semi-rurale

B Urbano
B Duzle
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* x The Tools:
European Landscape
Convention (Florence 2000)

“‘Landscape means an area, as perceived by people, whose
character is the result of the action and interaction of natural and/or

human factors”



ELC (Council of Europe)
-Landscape policy
-Landscape quality objectives
-Landscape protection
-Landscape management

-Landscape planning
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38 countries have ratified
but not Germany

Meetings between EU-ELC
for incorporation in CAP




European Common
Agricultural Policy

1960: production 2014: landscape?
1992: environment (set aside)



- AXis |
Improving competitiveness of the agriculture and the forestry sector

landscapes as an “added value” for the rural territory

-Axis Il
e Improving the environment and the countryside

“‘Enhance biodiversity due to human action considering the
characters of Iocal Iandscapes |
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N Axis Il
@8 quality of life in rural areas and diversification of the rural economy




Agritourism in Tuscany 2003-2011: + 55,7%
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Landscape actions in the
Italian RDP 2007-13

Isole
® misure
potenzialmente
Nord Italia negative
® misure
Sud Italia potenzialmente
positive
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All areas mapped: 500 m2

Terraced olive orchards — Vallecorsa

Data

Total surface area (ha)

1314,16
Number of land uses
25
Number of patches
1161
Average Surface Area of patches (ha) 113
Average Surface Area of arable land patches (ha) 114
Hill’s Diversity Number
8,98
Edge Density (m/ha
g y (m/ha) 1012
Landscape Integrity Class (I-VI) "
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Abandon in protected
areas
(Ministrv of Environment)

4 4 .
1900 -

protected areas

abandon outside protected areas

forestation outside protected areas

forestation inside protected areas _
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MR .
Zi#% The National Observatory for Rural Landscape

Development of planning and management strategies
Definition of landscapes types

National register of historical rural landscapes
Landscape monitorying

Definition of landscape quality objectives

Development of international collaborations
Landscape prize
Landscape certification
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EU CAP 2014-20
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# - Protection of biodiversity and the state of EU landscape

2« -Diversification of crops (more diversity at landscape scale)

¥4 -Ecological Focus Areas (Landscape elements such as
*; terrace, buffer, strips , afforested areas ecc. )

f‘s -Restoration of landscape and cultural and natural heritage 3%
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Nature 2000 : the identification of “natural habitats”
in a cultural landscape

15-18% of the EU territory

Birds Directive

hv-’ v

NATUORA 70 .] ) Special
Habitats Directive Protection
Areas
Annex I: : List of Sites :
: National Special
Habitat Types| _ : . of . | Natura
, » list of > : »  Areas of >
Annex II: : Community : 2000
. sites Conservation
Species Importance




* * EU forest landscape

*% % MCPFE 1992
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* & EU forest landscape

MCPFE 1992



UN Initiatives

U N ESCO Natural properties

Properties in this
W H C 1 9 7 2 part of the diagram
meet one or more
of the natural
criteria (vii-x) only

0.0.000...0.

Cultural Landscapes 1992

Mixed properties
Meet at least
one cultural
and one
natural criterion
6
Mixed
Natunalie properties
roperties
P Cultural
properties
cultural ..........Q.l..
landscapes Cultural properties
? ® Properties in this part of
g » the diagram meet one
. : or more of the cultural
> p criteria (i-vi) only
Some cultural landscapes Cultural landscapes
can also be mixed sites. are inscribed under
They are identified as the cultural criteria,
cultural landscapes representing the
under the cultural criteria, combined works
but their natural values of nature and man

are also sufficient
to meet one of the

natural criteria



UNESCO WHL

UNESCO WHL
cultural landscapes:

A — Landscape created by the man
(parks and gardens)

- B - Organically evolved landscapes
1 — relict or fossil landscapes

2 — continuing landscapes A
(they retains an active social role in society closely associated
with traditonal way of life in which evolutionary process is stil
In progress. It exibits significant material evidence of its evolution

over time).

c - Associative cultural landscapes
(religiuos , artistic or cultural association of the natural elements)



UNESCO WHL

Criteria and requirements:

- Statement of outstanding and universal value
(unigue cultural traditions, land use, natural habitats)

- Authenticity

- Integrity




UNESCO WHL

Considering 45 cultural landscapes inscribed in the WHL
42 clearly rural landscapes but rural landscapes are not
mentioned as a category

- Dossier vary from 6 to 800 pages..

= Only 12 dossier put rural Iandscapes rea
-Features of crops and landscape mosaics often not properly
-Biodiversity mostly refers to natural habitat and species
=Integrity lack of effective assessment and indicators

-Rural communities not central

- Evaluation made by ICOMQOS
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“  Globally Important Agricultural Hentage Systems
A néw tool for Europe?
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Globally Important Agricultural Heritage Systems

Natural Capital:
nature’s goods and services
(waste assimilation, pollination, storm
protection, water supply, wildlife)

Human Capital:
the status of individuals -
health, skills, knowledge

Social Capital:
cohesiveness of people
and societies -
trust, reciprocity,
rules and norms,
networks and institutions

Physical Capital: Financial Capital:

Infrastructure, roads money, savings
markets



Local food and livelihood security

Biodiversity and genetic resources

Indigenous and Local knowledge of
individuals and community

Cultural Diversity of Agri-"Culture”
including product and service diversity

Landscape diversity and aesthetic values
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oJ | Linking Biological MUral Diversity 117

UNESCO-SCBD Joint Programme 2010

The need for a new paradigm

natural

tangible |
habitats heritage

Linking
Biclogical and
Cultural Diversity
UNESCO-SCBD

Programme
man

| affected intangible |
X habitats heritage
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J Linking Biological and Cultural Diversity Tt
UNESCO-SCBD Joint Programme oINS o

Florence Declaration — 11 April 2014

Recognizing further the importance of the links between
cultural and biological diversity, and in this context noting the
concept of Biocultural Diversity and the relevance of
cultural services provided by ecosystems

The current state of biological and cultural diversity in
Europe results from the combination of historical and

on-going environmental and land use processes and
cultural heritage;



9/’( Linking Biological and Cultural Diversity T a&

UNESCO-SCBD Joint Programme ol

Florence Declaration

As It assimilates economic, social, cultural and
environmental processes in time and space, the European
landscape is predominantly a biocultural multifunctional
landscape. As such, it provides a crucial and effective
space for integration of biological and cultural diversity for

human wellbeing, including in the context of rural
territories;



Landscape as the future o, 3 : A
approach to sustainable development ? =~ *

(COP 12 — Korea)

The landscape as the result of the interrelationships among systems

In space and time

"'r

-

O
.

o
. .

n
-
-~ ’ 2
Q

“
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e + Revitalizing production landscapes in Europe: 7’5,,‘
b e Travel and dialogues for people and biodiversity

Firenze 27-29 May 2014

CONCLUSIONS

- Rural landscapes are not yet
according to their cultural nature

- Most of their assessment still based on tools developed
for nature conservatien, =«

- International programmes and policies rarely recognizes their
Importance as addedd value for the economic developement of the

rural territory

- tourism can play an -importar‘\t role but the quality of food
strictly associated to landscape seems a better option



