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PREFACE

Regaining the Wisdom of Poetic Dwelling in the Anthropocene

Our discussion of the national landscape heritage system roots in a
fundamental question of knowledge: Is there another perspective, that is,
landscape conservation, to be explored more than landscape design and
landscape planning when landscape is used as an artificial intervention
method of national land space? Such a question is based on the following
basic knowledge: The national landscape does not simply equal to the
visual scene on the earth’s surface. What is more important is the man-
land relationship contained therein, which is in flux.

The national landscape was formed by macroscopic tectonic motion
and meso-microscopic surface shaping power. In the 4.6-billion-year
history of the Earth’s evolution, the landscape we see today is a later-day
product. Following the end of the Himalayan orogeny 3 million years
ago, the intense geological activities tended to stabilize and the landform
pattern of the global landscape (especially the national landscape of
China) basically took shape. Africa began to transit from fossil anthropoid
to primitive humans during this period. With the end of the glacial epoch
in the quaternary period 11,000 years ago, the global climate began to
warm up. The distribution of plants and animals in the world gradually
approached that in the modern times. The shapes of meso-microscopic
ground obijects for the present global landscape were finally distributed.
Humans started the agricultural stage and the Earth’s history entered
the Holocene, a geological age that continues to this day. However, with
the arrival of the Industrial Revolution in the 18th century, technological
changes greatly improved man’s ability to change the Earth’s environment
and surface landscape. Such ability sometimes worked conclusively. In the
new research on philosophy, anthropology and geography, Anthropocene
is used to name the anthropocentric age in which we now live, a newest
geological age that transcends the geological significances.

>

In the era of “man and nature in harmony”, “man” in the
traditional agro-society usually fayed with land and nature. The specific
ethnic groups lived in the clearly-demarcated geographical environment.
The sensed terrain, landform, ground objects and climate, together with
producing activities in agriculture, forestry, animal husbandry and fishery,
as well as immaterial living customs and beliefs, jointly form the endemic
environment of a place. In the national landscape generated by the
dependence of man and land are incorporated the “five mountains and
four tivers” that ate included in the social set of etiquette, the “places of
interest” that repose humanistic emotions, and the “sacred mountains and
sacred places” that bear spiritual beliefs. It is also inclusive of the scenes
of people’s daily life in specific places. It is the general fact combined by
the material and immaterial elements of the above-mentioned endemic
environment.

In the current Anthropocene era, “man” in the industrial and
information society is growing away from land and nature. Modern
industrial division of labor, together with increasingly advanced industry
and information technology, has freed human production and settlement
from the constraints of the natural environment. Human activities can
change regional terrain, landform and climate, and even create a highly
artificialized urban ecosystem. The national landscape existed originally
on the local endemic environment. Now such a landscape is no longer
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seen as a general fact that locals, land and objects are harmonized with
one another, but has turned into a mere means of production or a place
for recreation. The national landscape interwoven by man, land, and
nature has gone through the “disenchantment”. As far as we now know,
what technology has produced in the Anthropocene is not totally a
beautiful vision of the future, but the pitfalls after the separation of man
from land. Man has become “techno-man” instead of “natural man”.
The poctic habitats of dependence on land and nature are receding
further and further away from us. Modern technical conception divides
and drives human activities. The national land space shaped thereby is
becoming increasingly mechanical, convergent and unsustainable.

In the mid-19th century, British pioneer environmentalists launched
a landscape campaign soon after the beginning of the Anthropocene. This
aimed to protect the natural scenery and traditional idyllic surroundings
from being destroyed along with modern industrialization, while allowing
people to relieve the depression from the increasingly homogeneous and
stagnant urban life by approaching nature and the countryside. To date,
Europe, the United States, Japan and other countries have developed
their own systems of national landscape conservation in the form of
legislation. China, in addition to building a system for protection of scenic
areas in 1982, has started to explore national park protection in recent
years. Moreover, we have seen such world heritage sites as Mount Tai,
Mount Huang, Mount Lu, Mount Wutai, West Lake Cultural Landscape,
Hani Terraces Cultural Landscape, Huashan Cliff Painting Cultural
Landscape and others. Their successful application for being included
in the world heritage list is based on the value of traditional man-land
relationship. Meanwhile, the heritage conservation system concerning
nationally important agricultural sites, industrial sites and irrigation
works is becoming a new hot spot for heritage conservation. It is our
hope to grasp this opportunity to explore the feasibility of systematically
protecting the national landscapes as heritages, and regain the traditional
wisdom of man-land relationship and man-nature relationship contained
in national landscape heritage. This differs from the existing ecological
conservation and biodiversity conservation, from the conservation of
purely tangible and intangible heritage, and even from the conservation
of emerging cultural landscape heritages. The research and conservation
of national landscape hetitage system should be based on the objective of
preserving, witnessing and analyzing the traditional wisdom of sustainable
management of man-land relationship. Also, such research and protection
should take highlighting its heritage value as the means to finally dispel
the alienation tension between man and land in the Anthropocene era.

In the current Anthropocene, it becomes imperative for us to seek
ways to redress the imbalance between man and land in technological
civilization in the study and conservation of the national landscape
heritage system of “enchantment”, and regain the wisdom of poetic
dwellings in harmony among man, land and nature. This is exactly what

we should do to explore the method of “landscape conservation”.
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