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Landscape, Law and Justice—20 Years is an edited collection that will no 
doubt be viewed as a seminal text in landscape studies. It is based on the 
papers presented at a symposium to mark the 20th anniversary of the 
publication of the conference of proceedings of the Landscape, Law and 
Justice research group at the Centre for Advanced Study at the Norwegian 
Academy of Science and Letters in Oslo in 2002–2003. This review is not a 
traditional critique of the book but provides some reflections from the 
perspective of a law academic with a particular focus on regulatory and 
governance approaches to environmental protection in Wales. In doing 
so, the aim is to consider how the book can contribute to wider scholarship 
in law and efforts to address the climate and nature crises.
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Reflections on landscape justice and legal scholarship
This book is based on the papers presented at a symposium to mark the 20th anniversary of the 
publication of the conference of proceedings of the Landscape, Law and Justice research group at the 
Centre for Advanced Study at the Norwegian Academy of Science and Letters in Oslo in 2002–2003. 
The original project was focused on the interrelationship between landscape and law and how these 
are both shaped by notions of justice. The contributions were based around three key themes: 1) 
Concepts of environment and landscape linking people and land. 2) Policies, laws and local institutions 
in relation to landscape or its history, focusing on legislation and custom from an historical and 
geographical perspective. 3) The relationship between local communities, property rights and 
landscape, including comparative studies from across the world. The approach was considered, at the 
time, to provide an important point of departure from previous scholarship which had viewed 
landscape synchronically as a venue for symbolic political, social and cultural struggles. 
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The researchers involved in the original Landscape, Law and Justice project have published works 
that have been central in shaping thinking around these important ideas and have inspired new 
generations. The contributors to this book include not only those involved in the original project but 
key scholars that have emerged in the intervening period. Most of the authors are geographers but 
there are notable contributions from other disciplines, including legal scholars, and many of the 
contributions adopt an interdisciplinary perspective. The 20th anniversary symposium on which 
the book is based aimed to reflect on the influence of research on landscape law and justice in the 
last 20 years and the current status of this research ( Jones et al. 2024). Perhaps most importantly, it 
sought to understand how this scholarship might continue to contribute to debates around solutions 
to the societal challenges we face. 

Overall, as one might expect, the book reflects both continuity and change over the last 20 years 
in terms of societal challenges. For example, knowledge of climate change and its consequences for 
society were only just emerging in 2003 but are clearly much more evident today. Thus, notions of 
justice and injustice in adapting to the consequences of climate change have gained particular 
prominence. This is clearly exemplified by the chapter on coastal planning by Germundsson (2024). 
This review will demonstrate how there has also been a sustained interest in the three key themes 
identified in 2003 with respect to landscape, law justice, but equally how the thinking around these 
issues has evolved. Notable in this regard, is Mels’ revisiting of Olwig’s notion of the substantive 
landscape (Mels 2024).

The book will clearly be of interest to geographers and will no doubt be viewed as a seminal text 
in landscape studies. However, as academics across the disciplinary divides are often seeking to 
address the same societal challenges, a key consideration is what the book has to offer the wider 
academic community. Given the subject matter, this is especially important in relation to law. 
Despite the growing body of literature around legal geography, landscape has historically attracted 
little significant attention from legal scholars. This is clearly changing and is demonstrated by the 
inclusion of Strecker in the editorial team. Strecker has emerged as a key figure in landscape, law 
and justice in the last 20 years and now leads a wider research group entirely focused on these 
issues. Nevertheless, defined as the conceptualisation of the complex relationship between human 
societies and their physical surroundings, landscape can be expected to have a much broader 
appeal to law academics. In comprehending the relationship between people and the natural 
environment landscape should also be especially interesting to environmental law academics.

This review is based on the reflections of an environmental law academic. This is in keeping with 
the scholarship in the book itself, which is often reflective, such as Mels’ personal view on the 
substantive landscape as a framework of interpretation, or autobiographical, such as Strecker’s 
account of the development of her research on landscape, law and justice (Strecker 2024). It is an 
approach which can be helpful in understanding different disciplinary perspectives. Of course, 
there is a broad spectrum of research in environmental law so it is important to recognise that the 
author’s research is concerned with the way law can contribute to interdisciplinary research 
(including multidisciplinary and transdisciplinary research) regarding the nature crises as well as 
legal responses to this crisis in urban and rural environments, especially in Wales.

In general, law academics will be intrigued by Mitchell’s chapter on establishing a concept of 
landscape that will assist in developing ideas of social justice based on Rawl’s theory (Mitchell 2024) 
and Setten’s consideration of landscape and the making of competing moralities (Setten 2024). 
Similarly, those contributions that question the nature of law and its significance to society, such as 
Kymäläinen’s contemplation of everyday law, are of particular note (Kymäläinen 2024). Every law 
academic is aware that norms and customs that do not form part of, what is referred to here as, 
formal law are significant in ordering society, but these discussions help to broaden the mind in 
thinking about the nature and role of law. Also of note in this respect, is the way that the contributions 
by Kymäläinen and Peil (Peil 2024) consider the relationships between law, landscape and emotional 
and artistic influences — issues which are rarely considered in traditional legal scholarship.

Spatiality is, of course, as central to research on law, policy and governance as it is to landscape 
studies. However, traditional legal scholarship, anchored to the notion of jurisdiction, focuses on 
the boundaries of local, sub-national and national governments or governance, or those created by 
international (regional) agreements. This is evidenced in Strecker’s contribution which also highlights 
the importance of interactions at these different levels that is equally a common feature of legal 
literature (Strecker 2024). Whilst legal geography, generally, has helped us to think beyond these 
boundaries, landscape studies is particularly significant in often grounding those discussions in the 
relationship between people and their natural surroundings. Notable in this respect is, of course, 



150 FENNIA 204(1) (2026)Reviews and Essays

the work of Olwig on landscape as polity and its foundations in historical and customary law which 
is revisited in the book by Mels (2024).

From the standpoint of an environmental law academic, the essential question when reading this 
book is how notions of law and justice can inform legal approaches to sustainable development and 
the nature and climate crises. Of significance in this respect is the way relating issues of law and 
justice to people and their surroundings emphasises the ‘community scale’. Whatever that might 
mean, it usually involves a scale that is below the local and, as such, brings us closer to nature. 
Emphasising the relationship between people and the natural environment around them, whether 
or not this is conceptualised as their natural heritage, is essential in considering the means of 
tackling nature the crisis ( Jenkins 2026). It is also a useful perspective from which to consider the 
notion of natural boundaries and their significance to law, governance and justice. Particularly 
interesting in this respect was Berge’s contribution on the tragedy of the commons, which 
contemplates the connections between global contexts and natural resource management at much 
lower spatial scales, such as forests (Berge 2024).

At the ‘community scale’, property rights also come into sharp focus. The relationship between 
local communities, property rights and landscape was a key theme of the deliberations, in 2003, and 
the contributions by Jones and Flemsæter demonstrate the continued saliency of these debates 
(Flemsæter 2024; Jones 2024). These chapters are enlightening in thinking about the relationship 
between property rights and land management, how they have emerged historically and with what 
impacts on community life. At the same time, relating the protection of nature to heritage and 
culture, means entering difficult territory around the importance of colonialism and the recognition 
of minority views. This is something that Olwig addresses in his chapter that provides a critique of 
the landscape heritage of blood and soil ethnonationalism (Olwig 2024). This is another aspect of 
the literature on law landscape and justice from which there is much to learn in environmental law 
scholarship.

The book also helps us to reflect on the extent to which researchers are influenced by the spatial 
perspective in which they work, with, for example, Setten’s reference to the way in which Scandinavian 
and American scholars have adopted a more radical and materially grounded approach than many 
British scholars (Setten 2024). It raises questions as to whether there might be distinctions in issues 
related to landscape and justice in formal legal contexts between countries which adopt a common 
or civil law tradition. Additionally, just as a transnational perspective was significant in 2003, it 
remains essential to undertake comparative studies to help address societal challenges today. With 
this in mind, several contributions in this book touch on different national approaches which can be 
related to issues of landscape law and justice in Wales and England.

For example, Flemsæter’s research on the Norwegian outfields resonates very clearly with 
research on the challenges of common land in England and Wales (Flemsæter 2024; Rodgers et al. 
2016); and Germundsson’s consideration of the means of achieving justice in responding to coastal 
erosion arising from climate change is increasingly significant in the southeast of England 
(Germundsson 2024). Germundsson’s chapter also highlights the importance of participation in 
land use planning in considering justice and injustice in this context. Rights to participation in a land 
use planning context are much discussed in the literature in environmental law, given the centrality 
of the Aarhus convention to rights-based approaches to participation in environmental decision 
making (Lee et al. 2013). There is also literature on the way law provides space for landscape evidence 
to be considered in land use planning (Lee 2017; Jenkins 2018). Conversely however, broader 
concerns in land use planning law in England have only recently gained academic attention having 
previously been viewed solely as a concern for practitioners (Lee & Abbot 2013).

Perhaps one of the most significant aspects of this book for the wider academic community are 
lessons about the nature of interdisciplinary scholarship. It is notable that every discipline has its 
own conventions around what is acceptable in terms of interaction between disciplines and even 
between sub-disciplines. Law is generally quite conservative in this respect and there is, traditionally, 
a fairly significant divide between legal theory and doctrinal legal research. Furthermore, most legal 
scholars undertaking interdisciplinary research concentrate on the connection with a single other 
discipline, for example, legal geography, legal history or socio-legal studies. In future, multidisciplinary 
approaches in academic research will be crucial in addressing environmental challenges, requiring 
the academic community to be bolder in engaging with other disciplines. 

It is notable that interdisciplinarity is fundamental to this text. For example, in his contribution 
Jones refers to his body of work that has connected with multiple other disciplines, especially history 
and anthropology. Nevertheless, just as there is more the legal academic community can do to 
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engage with other disciplines including landscape studies there is perhaps a need for literature in 
landscape studies to connect with legal scholarship that addresses similar issues. One example has 
been given with respect to Germundsson’s chapter, and another is Lehtinen’s exploration of 
Posthumanist land and lifescapes which resonates very clearly with legal scholarship on the rights 
of nature (Lehtinen 2024). Perhaps these connections have not been made because whilst in law 
issues of rights and justice are considered inextricably linked, this is not necessarily the case in 
other disciplines. This highlights a key concern around the way academics acknowledge the literature 
in other disciplines whilst remaining committed to the traditions and rigour of our own.

A good book can be informative and may resonate with the reader, but most importantly it can 
inspire and motivate the reader to do something or do something differently. This review has 
endeavored to describe how this book can inform and resonate with a wider audience than might 
be anticipated, using the example of research in environmental law. Ultimately, however, the 
relationship between landscape and law will never be an easy one because law is essentially about 
order and definition, and landscape is a concept that is fraught with complexity. Nevertheless, there 
is certainly much that can be learnt with respect to regulatory approaches to the decline of nature, 
climate change adaptation, and broader considerations around governance for sustainable 
development. This is particularly important in Wales where social and environmental (in)justice is 
central to past and present approaches to natural resource management.
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