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Abstract
Artisanal and small-scale mining (ASM) in sub-Saharan Africa creates considerable dynamics in rural landscapes. Many
studies addressed the adverse effects of mining, but few studies use participatory spatial tools to assess the effects on land
use. Hence, this paper takes an actor perspective to analyze how communities in a mixed farming-mining area in Ghana’s
Eastern Region perceive the spatial dynamics of ASM and its effects on land for farming and food production from past
(1986) to present (2018) and toward the future (2035). Participatory maps show how participants visualize the
transformation of food-crop areas into small- and large-scale mining, tree crops, and settlement in all the communities
between 1986 and 2018 and foresee these trends to continue in the future (2035). Participants also observe how a mosaic
landscape shifts toward a segregated landscape, with simultaneous fragmentation of their farming land due to ASM. Further
segregation is expected in the future, with attribution to the expansion of settlements being an unexpected outcome.
Although participants expect adverse effects on the future availability of food-crop land, no ﬁrm conclusions can be drawn
about the anticipated effect on food availability. The paper argues that, if responsibly applied and used to reveal community
perspectives and concerns about landscape dynamics, participatory mapping can help raise awareness of the need for
collective action and contribute to more inclusive landscape governance. These ﬁndings contribute to debates on the
operationalization of integrated and inclusive landscape approaches and governance, particularly in areas with pervasive
impacts of ASM.
Keywords Participatory mapping Artisanal/small-scale gold mining (ASM) Food cropping Landscape conﬁguration
Inclusive landscape governance Ghana
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Introduction
Reconciling global and local needs for sustainable food and
energy production while achieving poverty reduction, biodiversity conservation, and climate resilience are key challenges in multifunctional landscapes (Sayer et al. 2013;
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Milder et al. 2014). Landscapes are continuously changing,
particularly when new livelihood activities are introduced.
One such cause of landscape dynamics throughout the
Global South is the mining industry, speciﬁcally the proliferation of artisanal and small-scale mining (ASM)
(Cuvelier 2019; Verbrugge and Geenen 2019). Ghana is no
exception, and extensive literature exists on both the
expansion and effects of mining (e.g., Antwi et al. 2017;
Pijpers et al. 2020) and the associated land-use dynamics
(e.g., Basommi et al. 2016; Awotwi et al. 2018; Wu et al.
2019). These land-use changes may create synergies across
livelihood activities (Banchirigah and Hilson 2010; Okoh
and Hilson 2011; Hilson et al. 2013) and trade-offs (Cuba
et al. 2014; Nyame and Grant 2014; Ferring and Hausermann 2019). Regarding the latter, speciﬁc concerns exist
about the degradation of farming land and the disruption of
local food systems (Botchwey et al. 2018; Hausermann and
Ferring 2018; Kumah and Adum Nyarko 2018). Therefore,
monitoring and assessing rural landscape change are
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essential for preventing such trade-offs and the governance
of rural mining landscapes.
Many studies have assessed land-cover changes using
remote sensing (e.g., Benefoh et al. 2018; Moomen and
Yussif 2019; Obodai et al. 2019) or modeling (Awotwi
et al. 2018). Seeking to explain the underlining causes of
observed patterns, practitioners increasingly resort to contextually embedded knowledge (van Ewijk and Baud 2009;
Pfeffer et al. 2013). In this paper, we deﬁne contextually
embedded knowledge as all forms of non-codiﬁed (generalized/scientiﬁc) knowledge, including tacit practicebased knowledge, technical expert knowledge from
experience, and contextual cultural knowledge (‘the way of
doing things’) (van Ewijk and Baud 2009). In doing so, we
acknowledge that rural people are custodians of locally
embedded knowledge about their environment and associated problems and capable of providing and suggesting
possible solutions (see also Somuah et al. 2021 and Asubonteng et al. 2021, this issue). Mapping (‘spatializing’) and
collectivizing such knowledge can be an important means to
uncover people’s perspectives of landscape change. As
such, it creates a basis for awareness-raising, collective
action, empowerment, and inclusive landscape governance
that takes views of local inhabitants into account (Pfeffer
et al. 2013; Somuah 2018; Asubonteng et al. 2021, this
issue). Hence, this paper focuses on local spatial knowledge, which we deﬁne as place-based knowledge that
people acquired through their long-standing relationship
with the landscape where they live and work (McCall
2021). Such knowledge is best gathered through participatory approaches (IFAD 2009).
Participatory mapping has emerged as a powerful
example of participatory approaches for development with
prospects of empowering marginalized groups (McCall and
Minang 2005; Chambers 2006; Sletto 2009). It encompasses “accessible and free-ranging visual methods in an
individual or group interview setting to interrogate qualitative research questions” (Emmel 2008, p. 1). Participatory
mapping entails the visual representation on maps of all
resources and socio-cultural and natural physical features
that community members identify as part of their environment, backed by a story (IFAD 2009). However, certain
features are sometimes deliberately left out to obscure their
presence for outsiders (Somuah 2018; McCall 2021).
Mapping potentially excites the interest of community
members in pressing land issues, leading to inclusive
decision-making (IFAD 2009; Sletto 2009).
However, studies using perception-based landscape
change assessment are scarce (but see Asubonteng et al.
2021, and Somuah 2021, this issue). To our knowledge, this
paper is among the few that employ participatory mapping
to investigate landscape changes across time in a mineexpanding landscape from the perspective of landscape
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users (i.e., small-scale farmers and miners). We chose this
approach to trigger participants’ reﬂection on the adverse
effects of past and future land-cover and land-use changes.
Hence, the objective of this paper is twofold. First, we aim
to unravel how communities in mine-expanding landscapes
perceive the spatial dynamics of their landscapes and the
implications thereof, notably on land available for food
production. Second, by taking an actor perspective to the
analysis, we aim to contribute to the debate on how participatory spatial tools such as participatory mapping can
stimulate landscape actors such as small-scale farmers and
miners to take a proactive stand in landscape governance.
After providing context on Ghana’s bifurcated mining
sector, we present the research methodology with a
description of the study area and data collection and mapping methods. In the results section, we analyze the perceptions of landscape dynamics in six communities based
on participatory maps of landscape composition and conﬁguration in the past (1986), present (2018), and anticipated
future (2035). In the discussion, we explain the observed
spatial trends and deliberate on the value of participatory
mapping for inclusive landscape governance. Regarding the
latter, we argue that participatory mapping helps trigger
participants’ insights into the potential effects of landscape
change and how adverse outcomes in the future can be
avoided. The concluding section answers the research
question, highlights implications, and formulates policy
recommendations and suggestions for future research.

Ghana’s Mining Sector
Ghana is rich in mineral resources, including gold, diamonds, bauxite, manganese, and—more recently—oil and
gas. Dating back to the 4th century (Gbireh et al. 2009), gold
mining has a long and important history in the county,
especially in the Birimian and Takwain gold belts in the
Ashanti, Western and Central Regions (Hilson 2002; Smith
et al. 2016). In 2019, the mining sector contributed 4.5% to
the country’s real gross domestic product (GSS 2018). With
minerals accounting for the highest gross merchandised
receipt of 43%, gold is Ghana’s leading contributor with
export receipts of USD 6.230 billion in 2019 (The Ghana
Chamber of Mines 2019). The sector provided direct
employment for 42,576 people in 2015 (GSS 2015).
Ghana knows two distinct types of mining operations:
large-scale and artisanal, and small-scale mining (ASM).
There were 13 large-scale mining companies in 2015
(Minerals Commission 2015), and an estimated 1350-1400
licensed ASM operations in the country in 2017 (Hilson
2017). ASM is a form of mining that uses simple machinery
to mine precious minerals (Ofosu-Mensah 2016). In Ghana,
ASM focuses mainly on gold production, and it is currently
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the only way of sourcing diamonds (Bansah et al. 2018). In
addition to the registered ASM operations, there are unlicensed operations, colloquially referred to as galamsey
(ibid). There is no distinct difference between registered and
unregistered ASM miners regarding their organization and
technology, except that registered ASM operators have
secure land tenure rights (Teschner 2012; Ofosu-Mensah
2016). In the past, ASM operations mainly employed simple tools such as head pans, pickaxes, and shovels to mine
gold in circular dug pits called mine pits, with an approximate diameter of 1 m and measuring several meters in
depth (Kyeremateng-Amoah and Clarke 2015). However,
under the inﬂuence of Chinese miners, the activity is
becoming more sophisticated with heavy machineries such
as trommels, changfans, excavators and bulldozers, and
varying forms of labor organization (Ferring et al. 2016;
Yankson and Gough 2019). ASM accounts for more than
30% of the country’s gold output and provides livelihoods
in areas with few or no alternative employment opportunities (Bansah et al. 2018). The sector employs over
200,000 people, of whom an estimated 85% operate illegally (Eduful et al. 2020).
Before the 1980s, ASM was unregulated and received
almost no government support (Ofosu-Mensah 2016).
However, the Small-Scale Gold Mining Law (PNDCL 218)
was passed in 1989 to legalize the activity, and the Mercury
Law (PNDCL 217) and Precious Minerals and Marketing
Corporation Law (PNDCL 219) were put in place to formalize the sector (Hilson et al. 2007). High registration fees
and bureaucratic processes threatened the formalization
process, producing a semi-formal sector that operates with
different degrees of legal documentation (Teschner 2012).
Due to mercury use and continuous pitting and trenching,
the ASM sector has adverse environmental effects on water
and land in particular (Clifford 2017; Kumah and Adum
Nyarko 2018; Eduful et al. 2020). Moreover, concern exists
about the degradation of farming land due to ASM operations and its implications for food production (Kumah and
Adum Nyarko 2018; Ferring and Hausermann 2019; Eduful
et al. 2020). Due to these challenges, ASM has been tagged
as a ‘menace’ that has to be fought by the government
(Hilson 2017), resulting in a ban and a military-style
approach in recent years with limited success (Eduful et al.
2020; Hilson and Maconachie 2020; Osei et al. 2021).
This paper focuses mainly on the spatial implications of
expanding ASM operations in rural areas from a community
perspective, recognizing that ASM and farming are intricately entwined (Maconachie and Hilson 2011; OfosuMensah 2016; Mkodzongi and Spiegel 2019). ASM is an
economically powerful livelihood option in rural areas,
supporting households’ livelihoods and threatening farming
land and forests on mineral-rich lands. Because of this,
mining in agricultural and forest landscapes is an issue of
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great scholarly and policy concern in an era when forests
have become essential in ﬁghting climate change and concerns exist about how to ensure food security of a growing
population (Hirons et al. 2014; Ickowitz et al. 2014; Hirons
2015).

Methodology
Study Area
The study area covers two administrative districts in the
Eastern Region of Ghana: Abuakwa South Municipality and
Fanteakwa South District (Fig. 1). The area is located in the
moist semi-deciduous southeast subtype ecological zone
(Hall and Swaine 1981). The mean annual rainfall of
2,000 mm falls in a bimodal pattern with a peak from May
to June and September to October. The mean annual temperature is 30 oC (Fanteakwa South District Assembly;
Abuakwa South Municipality Assembly 2018). The landscape is well-drained by rivers, several of which are seasonal and ﬂow from the Atewa Forest Reserve, which
borders the landscape on the eastern side. The region has
fertile lands where staple foods (mainly plantain, maize,
cocoyam, cassava, and vegetables) and tree crops (cocoa
and oil palm) are grown. The landscape falls within the
country’s ‘food baskets’ (Hilson and Garforth 2013). The
area is endowed with mineral deposits such as bauxite,
kaolin, and alluvial gold, which has attracted many miners
(RMSC 2016). Because of the agricultural activities,
mineral deposits, and the prevalence of ASM (both legal
and illegal), this area was selected for this study on the
perceived effects of ASM on a mixed farming-mining
landscape.

Sampling
Six communities were purposively selected from the
Abuakwa South Municipality and Fanteakwa South District, based on varying proportions of farming and ASM in
the landscape. Communities were categorized to distinguish between high farming-low mining, low farming-high
mining, and high farming-high mining communities, based
on RMSC (2016), which mapped mining activities in the
environs of the Atewa Forest Reserve. From each category,
two communities were selected where participants actively
engaged in farming, ASM, or both (Table 1). Other
selection criteria included the willingness of chiefs and
communities to participate in the study, accessibility, and
safety considerations. To protect the safety and anonymity
of communities and participants, we anonymized the
selected communities by using the pseudonyms presented
in Table 1.

Environmental Management (2021) 68:720–737

723

Fig. 1 Map of Abuakwa South Municipality and Fanteakwa South
District in the Eastern Region of Ghana (Source: Adapted from https://
data.humdata.org/dataset/ghana-administrative-boundaries). NB The

actual community names and their geographical locations are not
shown to honor the anonymity agreement between the researchers and
respondents

Table 1 Selected communities in the Abuakwa South Municipality
and Fanteakwa South District based on the relative prevalence of
farming and mining (Source: Adapted from RMSC 2016,
unpublished)

current features of the landscape. The mapping exercise,
held in 2019, was done with eight members from each
community, with equal gender representation where possible. The number of participants was limited to eight per
community for easy group management, team building, and
time and cost-effectiveness.

ASM
Farming

High

High

Gyesamea
Nanaase

Low

Low

b

Makisaa

Mudawkaa
Osaub
–

Wanoisob
a

Abuakwa South

b

Fanteakwa South

Participants in the mapping exercise were selected in
collaboration with community leaders, based on (i) whether
they had lived long enough in the community to have
witnessed signiﬁcant changes in the landscape, (ii) their
knowledge of the landscape, and (iii) involvement in ASM
and/or farming in the past and/or present. The age range of
participants was between 40 and 75 years—with those
closer to 40 giving more input on recent changes and

Uncovering Landscape Dynamics
The study employed elements from PROFOR toolkit 3—
timelines and trends (see Shepherd and Blockhus 2007)—
before starting the mapping exercise to trigger participants’
thoughts and understanding of land-cover and land-use
change across time. In focus group discussions, participants
agreed on the main land-cover and land-use types in each
community: food- and tree-crop lands, settlement, mining
sites, forest, and water bodies. Participants then discussed
the prevalence and status of these landscape components
and the natural and anthropogenic drivers causing changes.
This was done to help visualize and map the land-cover and
land-use types for the past and present. A future landscape
scenario based on business-as-usual was also discussed.

724

Considerations in determining the start of the timeline were
major past events and respondents’ memory span over time.
Participants agreed that 1986 would be a good starting
point, as it was the year in which the landscape had
recovered from natural bushﬁres that hit the country in
1983. The year used for the present situation was 2018,
which was the immediate past before the mapping exercise.
The year 2035 was selected for the future landscape scenario because it represented a foreseeable future for most
participants. Participants discussed the resources and land
uses present in the landscape at the three time points and the
causes of the changes. This discussion helped visualize
landscape composition and conﬁguration at the three time
points to uncover dynamics along the selected timeline
(1986–2035).

Visualizing the Land Cover and Land Use
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map. The base map was then divided into four, and in each
portion, a river and a major road were used as reference
points for landscape features identiﬁed in the plenary discussions. Participants were asked to go back in time to map
the past landscape when it was recovering from the 1983
nationwide bushﬁres (a historical event well marked in the
minds of many). Based on recall, discussions on timeline
events, and using the map of the current landscape as a
benchmark, participants mapped the settlement boundary
and landmarks present in 1986 and subsequently populated
the map using the approach used for the 2018 map (present). Building on the current landscape and assuming a
business-as-usual scenario, participants then mapped their
future landscape, subsequently discussing the effects of the
changes in land use.
A total of 18 participatory maps were produced; three for
each community for the past (1986), present (2018), and the
anticipated future (2035), respectively. The latter map
represents participants’ forecasts based on current trends
and policies. Each set of maps reveals trends in land cover
and land uses. During validation meetings in each community, all inhabitants were allowed to give inputs to the
maps, and the consequences of land-use changes were
discussed. This meeting was usually organized on a taboo
day—a day speciﬁc for each community on which farming,
forest, and ﬁshing activities are prohibited.2 All discussions
during the mapping process and map validation were
recorded with the permission of the participants.

Land cover and land use were mapped using participatory
mapping. Tools used for the mapping exercise included
markers, pencils, erasers, a 2017 Google Earth (high-resolution) image of each community, and a base map1 of each
community digitized from the 2017 Google Earth image
using ArcGIS software and printed on A0 paper. The base
maps comprised of roads extracted from Google Earth and
water bodies and forests drawn from national shapeﬁles
(Ghana at a glance, EPA), with only the base map for the
present showing the extent of settlement area digitized from
the Google image. The Google image and base map of the
community helped participants to orient themselves geographically. All participatory maps were drawn on a foldable table, which stood at breast height for ergonomic
reasons. The mapping started with explaining what community mapping is, the techniques involved, and how to
read a map. Training of participants was crucial to ensure a
collective understanding of the mapping process. For ethical
reasons and to gain trust, the purpose, time needed, ownership of outputs, and the sketching itself (names of features
and symbols used for them) were discussed in detail
(Rambaldi et al. 2006a and b; Emmel 2008; Verplanke et al.
2016). Considering the ongoing ban on ASM and militarystyle government interventions to combat illegal mining,
safety issues also required explicit attention to take away
any feeling of insecurity.
As the participants were most familiar with the current
landscape, this was the ﬁrst to be sketched after the participants had familiarized themselves with the 2017 Google
image and the base map of their landscape. First, they
mapped the landmarks that were not visible on the base

The participatory maps were scanned into digital format for
legend harmonization. Scanned maps were imported into
ArcGIS version 10.6 for manual digitizing of mapped features into shapeﬁles. A standard and appropriate symbology
was adopted for all maps, imitating ground features to make
it easier to relate the map to features in the real world.
Recomposing the maps ensured a clear delineation of features, and the common legend allowed for the comparison
of individual maps across years and communities. The
audio recordings of the negotiations and discussions from
the mapping process were repeatedly listened to, from
which we took note of the reasoning behind perceived
changes in the landscape.
The community perceptions of the spatial dynamics in
the six landscapes across time were analyzed in two parts.
First, we analyzed perceived changes in the land-cover
types mapped and their relative sizes (composition). Second, we analyzed the perceived changes in the spatial

1

2

Considering the large numer of communities in the area, we feel that
the use of base maps does not compromise the desire of the communities to remain anonymous.

Processing the Maps

Taboo days are forms of traditional natural resource governance and
informal institutions for the management of natural resources (Colding
and Folke 2001; Osei-Tutu 2017).
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Dynamics in Abuakwa South Municipality

The anticipated future shows previously mined lands along
water bodies being mapped as food-crop lands again
(Fig. 2c), with cocoa dominating in-land and a somewhat
less segregated landscape than the present, as food crops
and cocoa are mapped in an alternating pattern. Selected as
a high farming-high mining landscape based on RMSC
(2016) (Table 1), the participatory maps rather reﬂect an
evolution from very high farming-very low mining-very
low settlement in the past to high farming-low mining-very
low settlement in the present. The expectation is that the
landscape will move toward high farming-no mining with
moderate settlement cover in the future (see Fig. S1 and
accompanying text in the supplementary material for the
method used for the landscape categorization).

The Gyesame Landscape

The Makisa landscape

In terms of composition, the participatory maps of the
Gyesame landscape show a predominantly agrarian landscape despite the occurrence of ASM activities in the present and anticipated settlement expansion in the future
(Fig. 2a–c). Past mining is mapped as mine pits along water
bodies and a major road and in farms in the West (Fig. 2a).
These are replaced with ASM in substantial areas along
water bodies in the South in the map depicting the present
(Fig. 2b). Food crops and cocoa are the main crops in all
maps, causing signiﬁcant deforestation from the past to the
present, as no forest outside the forest reserve in the East is
mapped in the present. Food crops are mapped along water
bodies in the past and in concentrated patches in the western
part of the present landscape but have disappeared from the
center area where cocoa has expanded. Participants expect
this to recover and foresee a mixed cocoa-food crop landscape again for the future (Fig. 2c). Citrus is not mapped in
the present (Fig. 2b) but is anticipated to reoccur in the
future, while the isolated patches of oil palm in the West
(Fig. 2b) disappear in the future (Fig. 2c). Unlike the other
crops, coconut was mapped only in 2018. The maps show
continuous settlement expansion into farmlands, with participants predicting expansion up to the borders of the
forest reserve on the western side. The forest reserve in the
West and water bodies and roads remain stable features in
the landscape.
In conﬁgurational terms, the maps suggest that the
Gyesame landscape has moved toward a segregated landscape. Whereas the mapped past landscape shows mixed
land use, the present map shows increasing homogenization (Fig. 2b). Different land-cover types are mapped as
distinct features, with farmlands and settlement areas being
the dominant features. Forests mapped as patches surrounded by food crops and cocoa in the past (Fig. 2a) are
converted to cocoa farms in the present, and ASM has
replaced food crops and some cocoa in the South (Fig. 2b).

In the Makisa landscape, the mine pits scattered over the
landscape in the vicinity of rivers on farming land with food
crops and cocoa are evidence of past mining activities
(Fig. 3a). Mine pits are associated with ASM and mapped as
such in the current landscape (Fig. 3b). They are expected to
disappear in the future. A stretch of rafﬁa palm along a river
in the mid-east has given way to ASM and is expected to be
school land in the future (Fig. 3c). Changes in the composition of land-cover types reveal that crops grown in the past
were mainly food crops and cocoa. Sugar cane and rafﬁa
palm, which occurred naturally, and the non-timber forest
products cola nut and bamboo no longer recur on the maps for
the present and future. In 2035, food and cocoa are expected
to grow on previously mined lands. A forest reserve in the
Northwest remains a stable feature in the landscape. At the
same time, a private timber plantation appears in the present
landscape and is expected to extend further toward the East
but will lose its southern half of the area to school land.
This school land is expected to cover previously mined
lands stretching from a major road to a boundary river on the
east. A stand of bamboo shrub in the southwestern portion of
the 1986 map (Fig. 3a) is replaced with the underlying
marshy land in the present and expected to be part of the
settlement area in 2035. The settlement area shows a trend of
continuous expansion, taking up nearby farmlands in 2018
(Fig. 3b) and previously mined lands in the future, to become
the dominant land cover in 2035 (Fig. 3c). Forest, water
bodies, and roads remain fairly constant.
In terms of conﬁguration, the past Makisa landscape was
already mapped as somewhat segregated: mixed-use only
occurred in the form of mine pits on farming land. In the
present, this is more pronounced, with ASM, settlement, and
the timber plantation mapped as dominant land uses, and a
cocoa stand in the West. The cocoa stand in the Southwest is
being interplanted with food crops. The mapped future
shows a landscape dominated by a settlement surrounded by

arrangement (conﬁguration) of the land-cover types and the
degree of landscape integration (heterogeneity) and segregation (homogeneity).

Results
Below we present the results of the participatory mapping
for Abuakwa South Municipality and Fanteakwa South
District, respectively, in the order of communities characterized by high farming-high mining, low farming-high
mining, and high farming-low mining (Table 1).
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Fig. 2 Participatory maps of the Gyesame landscape in 1986, 2018 and 20353

a timber plantation and mixed cocoa and food-crop patches.
Participants position future food-crop patches on remaining
lands around the settlement, including previously
mined lands.
The maps suggest a shift from moderate farming-high
mining-very low settlement in the past to very low farminghigh mining-low settlement in the present, conﬁrming the
basis on which this community was selected (Table 1). This
mine-dominated landscape is expected to move toward low
farming-no mining outside the settlement area in the future,
with some farms occurring on previously mined land and
food and cocoa occurring in almost equal portions. Settlement cover is expected to be remarkably high in the future
(Fig. S2, supplementary material).
The Mudawka landscape
The participatory map of the past Mudawka landscape
(Fig. 4a) shows mining pits in the North, which were not
3
Here and in Figs. 3–7, the scale is based on the base map used for
participatory mapping. It should however be noted that the features on
the map are not drawn to scale, as is inherent in participatory mapping.

mapped for 2018. However, mining is widespread in the
2018 map as mining sites along water bodies, with portions of past marshy land converted to ASM (Fig. 4b). The
map of the anticipated future landscape (Fig. 4c) shows
that farmers expect ASM to disappear from the landscape
and that mining sites will be converted to settlements
and farms in 2035. The mapped future shows an underground large-scale mining site in the West, replacing
citrus and food crops.
In terms of composition, the most notable change in
Fig. 4a–c is how participants perceive and anticipate the
expansion of the settlement. They also perceived the disappearance of crops such as sugar cane, cola nuts (Cola
nitida), and coffee between the past and present. The maps
further show how participants see the growing expansion of
cocoa, mainly at the cost of forest and tree cover (‘bushes’)
and land for food crops. The food-crop area has expanded
from past to present, for instance, on previous marshy land.
Still, farmers expect food-crop farming to drastically reduce
in the future, primarily because they expect better and more
secure incomes from cocoa production.
In terms of spatial conﬁguration, the participants observe
growing segregation in the landscape. Whereas the past

Environmental Management (2021) 68:720–737
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Fig. 3 Participatory maps of the Makisa landscape in 1986, 2018 and 2035

landscape shows shaded cocoa in the East, after replacing
bush with food crops and citrus in the present, the tendency
is toward increasing homogenization with cocoa becoming
dominant. This increasing segregation is also reﬂected in
the dominance of the settlement and disappearance of bushy
and fallow lands. While food crops were mapped as
homogenous patches in the past, the map of the present
shows more intercropping with cocoa, notably in the western portion of the landscape. While this intercropping
remains in the Northwest, food crops disappear from cocoadominated areas in the East and Southwest in the mapped
future. Instead, they appear in the marshy area and are
further concentrated as a few patches along water streams
and the southwestern border of the settlement (Fig. 4c).
Based on the relative proportions of land cover, the
Mudawka landscape moved from low farming-very low
mining-very low settlement in the past to high farming-low
mining-low settlement in the present, the latter in line with
Table 1. The landscape is expected to retain its agricultural
features in the future, but like the Makisa landscape,

settlement coverage is expected to increase substantially.
Hence a new trend is anticipated for the future, with moderate farming, very low mining but high settlement coverage (Fig. S3, supplementary material).

Dynamics in Fanteakwa South District
The Nanaase landscape
The maps of the Nanaase landscape show a mineexpanding landscape (Fig. 5a–c). Mining in the past is
mapped as mine pits in farming land (Fig. 5a). The map of
the present landscape reveals the dominance of large-scale
mining (Fig. 5b), which is perceived to persist in the future
(Fig. 5c). Food crops and cocoa appear in all maps but in
decreasing sizes, while taro and oil palm mapped in the
past (Fig. 5a) no longer appear on the maps of the present
and future (Fig. 5b, c). Participants mapped citrus in the
present, but these areas are expected to be converted to
cocoa in the anticipated future. A unique feature in the map
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a: 1986

c: 2035

b: 2018
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Tree plantation
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Oil palm
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Main road
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Cocoa

Cola nut

Water body

Park

Food crop

Coffee

Fig. 4 Participatory maps of the Mudawka landscape in 1986, 2018 and 2035

of the anticipated future is the substantial portion of
reclamation sites for oil palm (Fig. 5c), which replaces
most of the current large-scale mining area (Fig. 5b). The
maps show that settlement is expanding southward at the
cost of farming lands (cocoa and food crops). The forest
that borders the landscape on the West, water bodies, and
roads remain fairly constant.
The participatory maps of Nanaase show a shift from
mixed land use in the past (Fig. 5a) to a highly segregated
landscape in the future (Fig. 5c). The mine pits in farmlands
and along water bodies and taro growing in marshy land are
evidence of mixed land use in the past and present. Foodcrop land is consistently mapped as homogenous stands: in
the past west, south, and northeast of the settlement; in the
present, more concentrated in the southern portion of the
landscape, seemingly partly replacing cocoa. Food-crop
land is virtually absent in the anticipated future, with a small
portion remaining on the eastern side as an island surrounded by large-scale mining. In the present and anticipated future, mining and reclamation sites are concentrated
on the landscape’s western side.

The maps of the Nanaase landscape suggest an evolution
from a high farming-low mining-very low settlement
landscape in the past to a moderate farming-moderate
mining-low settlement landscape in the present (Fig. S4,
supplementary material). The latter somewhat deviates from
the typology in Table 1 as high farming-high mining. Participants mentioned that areas marked as reclamation sites
in 2035 are to be reclaimed with oil palm. This reclamation
is anticipated to increase areas under farming, which would
push Nanaase toward a high farming-very low mining
landscape in the future with moderate settlement coverage.
The Wanoiso landscape
Mining in the past Wanoiso landscape is mapped as mine pits
in food-crop land (Fig. 6a), with most of them converted to
ASM sites in the present (Fig. 6b). No traces of ASM are
mapped for the future, but a mining concession is expected
instead (Fig. 6c). Participants expect mined areas and farmland
on the southeastern side in 2018 to be converted to marshy
land in 2035 due to the prevalence of water bodies and the
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a: 1986
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Citrus
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Taro

Forest

c: 2035

Fig. 5 Participatory maps of the Nanaase landscape in 1986, 2018 and 2035

effects of mining. Cocoa, citrus, and food crops remain constant in the landscape, while a ﬁshpond, rafﬁa, and oil palm are
mapped only in 2018 (Fig. 6b). The anticipated absence of oil
and rafﬁa palm in the future is attributed to the expansion of
mining and settlement (Fig. 6c). Water bodies and roads
remain relatively unchanged.
Regarding spatial conﬁguration, participants mapped the
past as a mixed land-use landscape, with mine pits in farmland and food crops in cocoa farms, and food crops mapped
closer to the settlement than cocoa (Fig. 6a). In the inhabitants’ perceptions, the Wanoiso landscape is moving toward
a segregated landscape with the spatial impact of ASM seen
along water bodies and farmland. Signiﬁcant portions of
farming land in the present landscape are mapped as mining
sites (Fig. 6b). The anticipated future landscape is entirely
segregated and dominated by the expanding settlement and
mining sites and concessions, with farmland substantially
reduced and appearing only in the North (cocoa) and
Southwest (food crops) (Fig. 6c). Remarkably, future food
crops and citrus cultivation only appear in and around the
mining concession in the Southeast. Citrus appears

consistently across the three periods, but its location changes
from predominantly in the East in the past to patches in the
Southwest and center North in the present and a patch in the
Southeast in the anticipated future.
From a high farming-low mining-very low settlement
landscape in the past, the present Wanoiso landscape is seen
as a mine-expanding landscape with moderate farmingmoderate mining and is expected to transform into a moderate farming-low mining-high settlement landscape in the
future (Fig. S5, supplementary material). The community
perception of the landscape differs from the low farminghigh mining characterization on the basis of which this
landscape was selected (Table 1).
The Osau landscape
Like Nanaase, Osau is a mine-expanding landscape. Mining
in the past landscape was mapped as mine pits located in
food-crop land along water bodies (Fig. 7a). In the present,
mining occurs on a large scale and is the prominent land
cover (Fig. 7b). Large-scale mining is perceived to be
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Fig. 6 Participatory maps of the Wanoiso landscape in 1986, 2018 and 2035

signiﬁcant in the future landscape, as a concession in the
Northeast and as hard-rock mining in the Southwest.
Regarding composition, food crops and cocoa are mapped
as the dominant crops in the past and present, with citrus and a
tree plantation appearing in 2018 (Fig. 7b). The latter two are
expected to be converted to settlement and large-scale mining
in 2035 (Fig. 7c). In 2035, a mining settlement is mapped
separately from the main settlement area. That makes settlement areas, together with large-scale mining, the dominant
land cover in the anticipated future. Oil palm appears on
previously mined lands in the West as a result of reclamation.
Water bodies and roads remain fairly unchanged.
In terms of conﬁguration, the participatory maps reveal
mixed land use in the past, as evidenced by mine pits in
farming lands and food crops in cocoa farms. However, cocoa
and food crops are mapped separately, suggesting some degree
of segregation. The maps of the present and anticipated future
show a highly segregated landscape. In the present, farmland
mapped on the western side appears as islands due to large-

scale mining around them. Food crops in the present are
mapped as a small patch northwest of the settlement (next to a
timber and citrus plantation). Their area expands again in the
anticipated future, notably in the South and Southeast.
The Osau landscape belonged to the high farming-low
mining-very low settlement category in the past and has
changed to a moderate farming-high mining-low settlement
landscape in the present, contrasting the classiﬁcation in
Table 1 as high farming-low mining. In the anticipated
future landscape, large-scale mining remains invariably
high, while farming is expected to further decrease and the
settlement to expand. Hence the qualiﬁcation as a low
farming-high mining-moderate settlement landscape in the
future (Fig. S6, supplementary material).

Explaining the Trends and Discussing Effects
In 1986, farming lands dominated the landscape. Their
dominance in that particular year is an after-effect of an
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Fig. 7 Participatory maps of the Osau landscape in 1986, 2018 and 2035

intense famine caused by a prolonged drought and a
nationwide bushﬁre in 1983 (Dei 1988; Arthur and Arthur
2011). The ﬁres had widely cleared the land from its
vegetation, facilitating its preparation, while the return of
rains and extra labor from Ghanaian returning from
Nigeria facilitated the expansion of food-crop land (Asante
et al. 2017).
‘After the 83 bush ﬁres, food became abundant because
there was no need for land clearing and preparation. You
just planted, so a lot of people went into farming’
(Workshop participant Makisa, June 2019).
In the past, mining was an insigniﬁcant land use due to
simple tools, low capital and technology investments, and
low production and efﬁciency levels. Artisanal mining did
not allow for massive gold exploitation because it required
several months to dig deep and accumulate gold-bearing
rocks without guarantees of ﬁnding deposits. As a research
participant explained:

‘Galamsey became well known in the community in
the late 1980s, but it was not like what we see now. It
was [done by] individuals using their shovels, head
pans, and pickaxe to look for gold in old mine pits’
(Workshop participant Nanaase, May 2019).
The stretch of the Atewa forest reserve that bordered
some communities (Figs. 2, 3, and 5) remained a permanent
feature in the landscape due to its fully protected status as a
so-called Globally Signiﬁcant Biodiversity Area (Weber
and Fahr 2007; see also Somuah et al. 2021 this issue).
In the 2018 maps, both ASM and large-scale mining
have become a prominent feature. The mining activities are
mapped in places where old mine pits exist, suggesting that
the latter are used as ‘gold trackers’. This is based on the
general belief that the old mine pit system of gold mining
was unable to exhaust all deposits:
‘The galamsey people continue with what our grandfathers did. They look for remnant gold in the old
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mine pits found in farming land and clear most lands
with these old mine pits because they know that there
is gold wherever these old pits are. The galamsey
method could not have taken all the gold in the
ground’ (Workshop participant Nanaase, May 2019).
Mining, food cropping, and settlements compete for space
mainly along water bodies. Rain-fed food-crop farming is
mainly done along water bodies because it facilitates easy
watering (Kyei-Baffour and Ofori 2007). Many of these foodcrop lands are transformed into mining sites because of the
alluvial nature of gold deposits. Moreover, farmers prefer
giving up their food-crop lands for mining rather than their
cash-crop land (reﬂected in Figs. 4a, 6a, and 7a, but not 5a),
due to the economic importance of the latter and—speciﬁcally
in the case of cocoa—cultural attachment (Ataa-Asantewaa
pers. comm., 2020).4 Farmers also consider the compensation
package for damage to cash crops inadequate in most cases,
while miners are somewhat cautious regarding mining in
cocoa farms because compensation payments are higher than
for food crops.
‘They (mining operators) paid GHS 1000 for an acre
of a cocoa farm; GHS 900 to the farmer and GHS 100
to the chief, but for food cropland, they paid GHS
500, of which GHS 100 was given to the chief. Those
who sold their lands lost their land and could not do
anything with the meager amount they were given. I
refused to sell my land, and I have been able to take
my kids even to tertiary school’ (Workshop participant Nanaase, May 2019).
Another reason why farmers prefer food-crop land rather
than cocoa to be converted to mining is government support
for cocoa production. This includes seedling distribution, a
free pest, and disease control program, a guaranteed price
and market, the introduction of higher-yielding hybrid
species, and improvements in road infrastructure in cocoa
areas and marketing infrastructure (see also Laven and
Boomsma 2012; Wessel and Quist-Wessel 2015). Cocoa
farms are also regarded as property that can be used as
collateral for credits (Wessel and Quist-Wessel 2015).
‘Now, a farmer can plant several acres of cocoa
because we use weedicides and other farm inputs,
making farming relatively easier. The government
also supports cocoa farmers with inputs, and we sell
our cocoa with almost no difﬁculty’ (Workshop
participant Gyesame, May 2019).
4

Ataa-Asantewaa, M. (forthcoming). Smallholders unpacked: Farmer
diversity and engagement in tree-crop value chains in Ghana. PhD
thesis, Amsterdam.
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This is not to say that no cocoa farms are converted to
mining sites. It is worth the deal for both parties if gold
deposits are promising.
Crops cultivated near mining sites are highly contaminated with mercury, lead, uranium, and arsenic, with
detrimental effects on growth (e.g., Attiogbe et al. 2020).
This—together with the conversion of marshy lands to
mining sites—explains the disappearance of taro, bamboo,
and sugar cane that occur naturally in these areas. Tree
crops such as coffee (Coffea spp.) and cola (Cola nitida)
also disappeared from the maps due to market failures.
Although farmers combine cocoa with citrus to diversify
their tree crops (Michel-Dounias et al. 2015), the occurrence of citrus is inconsistent across time, which can be
attributed to pest and diseases as well as market failures
(Brentu et al. 2012; Asare-Bediako et al. 2013; Asubonteng et al. 2021, this issue). Referring to oil palm,
farmers explained that these were old stands that were
tedious to maintain; new stands to be planted in reclamation sites were still to be planted.
The anticipated future landscape is dominated by settlement areas due to urbanization and infrastructure
development, based on the expectation that mined lands
are more suitable for infrastructure and settlement development than for farming. At the same time, some miners
tend to invest their income in housing to sustain their
wealth. Also, the on-site housing of large-scale mining
workers in the Osau landscape is expected to contribute to
settlement expansion. Despite the anticipated increase in
food-crop area compared to the present, the future landscape is expected to face land scarcity for food cropping.
The remaining fertile lands are destined for cocoa. Farmers
expect to maximize the productivity of their food crops
through intensiﬁcation.
There are no mapped ASM sites in the future. Only
large-scale mining of rock and underground mining is
anticipated to occur in some areas. Participants explain this
by the depletion of gold deposits that can be mined with
ASM technology. Large-scale mining is anticipated to occur
in already demarcated concessions, conﬁrming reports that
large-scale mining receives more government attention than
the ASM sector (Banchirigah 2006).
Although the maps show a few oil palm stands in the
future, in reality, these areas may become more prominent.
Oil palm does well in poor soils and is, therefore, the
preferred crop used in the reclamation of mined lands
(pers. comm. Assistant Municipal Chief Executive April
2019; pers. comm. representative of the Okyehene Environmental Foundation, October 2019). The suitability of
the area for oil palm is evidenced by land cover in the
adjoining districts, where oil palm is the second major tree
crop and appreciated by the farmers for generating a steady
income (Asubonteng et al. 2018). However, participants in
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Nanaase have no hope in these reclamation efforts due to
some unpleasant experiences:
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Discussion
Competing land uses

‘You cannot do anything on the land they leave
behind. They say they are doing reclamation. Go and
see what they call reclamation. They say they are
planting oil palm. It is nothing to be enthused about.
Mining did not come to help us at all’ (Workshop
participant Nanaase, May 2019).
The participants further discussed the consequences of
landscape dynamics. First, they fear rising food prices due
to the conversion of food-crop land to mining sites, cocoa
farms, and settlements. Second, they are aware that the
quality of food crops is compromised due to water and
soil pollution caused by mining and excessive use of
agrochemicals and tuber rot in cassava grown on mined
land and near mining sites. Third, uncovered abandoned
mine pits grown with weeds pose several health risks.
They are death traps to farmers on their way to the farms,
breeding grounds for mosquitoes, increasing malaria
incidence in the communities, and hiding places for
snakes. Fourth, the participants anticipate a declining
farming population due to less availability of food-crop
land. Moreover, the risks have made farming unattractive,
particularly for the youth, who see better prospects in
mining where they can make “quick money”. Fifth, the
trend toward segregation was of concern to the study
participants because of livelihood impacts associated with
declined availability of non-timber forest products from
forests and fallow land.
Last but not least, the mapping process and validation
meeting provoked discussions on actions to be taken.
‘We as farmers should unite and not give our lands to
miners. You think it is only your land you sold,
forgetting that they (miners) will have to pass through
your neighbors’ farms before they get to yours and
even channel their wastewater through farms they
have not purchased’ (Workshop participant Osau,
May 2019).

‘It is about time we become inquisitive about everything
that happens in our community and stop leaving
everything in the hands of community leaders. We
should question happenings in our community we do not
understand and hold our community leaders accountable
(Workshop participant Makisa, June 2019).
Hence, the mapping process triggered participants’
awareness of the need to engage and play a role in landscape governance.

Unlike studies that employ remote sensing to analyze
dynamics in rural land cover and land use (e.g., Moomen
and Dewan 2016; Benefoh et al. 2018; Moomen et al.
2019), this study has employed participatory mapping to
uncover a community perspective of such dynamics. This
resulted in maps revealing how community dwellers in two
administrative areas in Ghana’s Eastern Region perceive
changes in landscape composition and conﬁguration across
a timeline running for 1986–2035. The analysis showed,
ﬁrst and foremost, that participants look at their landscape
holistically. As a result, the maps not only reveal a community perspective of dynamics induced by mining but also
of shifts between land uses due to changes in agriculture
and expanding settlements.
Six observations emerge from the mapped landscapes.
First, both study areas experienced an expansion of mining
activities from the past to the present. In both, mining is
expected to decline, except in Osau, where large-scale
mining prevails, suggesting that ASM is a transient land
use. Second, while this study started assuming that primarily mining would affect available farming land, settlement expansion was an unexpected factor in determining
the decrease in farming land. This suggests a trend toward
rural urbanization, often neglected in existing studies (see
also Asubonteng et al. 2021, this issue). Third, where
mining increases, the settlement area also expanded due to
the accommodation needs of immigrant miners, with a
combined negative effect on land available for farming.
Fourth, while the previous point suggests an anticipated
decline in land under food crops, mixed trends resulted from
a qualitative assessment of the food-crop coverage (Table
S2, supplementary material). Food-crop land is expected to
increase in half of the community landscapes and to
decrease in the other half, with a decline more often mentioned in the Fanteakwa South District where more permanent large-scale mining occurs. Not only mining plays a
role in these trends, but also the expansion of tree crops and
settlements, with no strong relationship to a particular land
use emerging (see Suppl. Mat.). Fifth, we observed differences between our landscape categorization and the RMSC
(2016) typology based on the relative prevalence of farming
and mining that we used for the selection of study communities. These differences are due to the different base
years when both typologies were developed: in 2018, when
the maps of the present were drawn, a ban on small-scale
mining was in place. This was not the case when the RMSC
made its classiﬁcation, resulting in a higher prevalence of
mining in 2016. Finally, the participatory maps suggest that
the landscape has shifted from a generally integrated
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agricultural landscape in the past to a segregated landscape
in the present, with further segregation and homogeneity
anticipated for the future. These ﬁndings conﬁrm the analysis of satellite images by Asubonteng et al. (2018, 2020),
who identiﬁed cocoa and oil palm expansion as the main
driver at the landscape scale. However, at the more localized level of community areas where mining occurs,
landscape actors attribute this to the introduction and
expansion of mining activities and associated settlement
expansion. These shifts in land use and the fragmentation of
farmland where ASM occurs have led to the loss of both
food-crop and tree-crop lands.

The value and risks of participatory mapping
Mapping and assessing changes in rural landscapes from a
community perspective is important for two reasons. First, it
potentially creates awareness among landscape actors on
changes in the landscape and the effects thereof. It was
undisputed among the study participants that the landscape
is changing from an integrated into a segregated one. In
their view, the introduction and expansion of mining and
accompanying settlement growth negatively affected the
land available for farming, particularly food crops. Of particular concern to them was how water pollution, unreclaimed mined lands, and forest and biodiversity loss
impacted the provision of ecosystem services (see also
Rodríguez-Loinaz et al. 2015; Asubonteng et al. 2021, this
issue). Participatory mapping and related spatial methodologies also allow landscape actors to learn how their
activities and actions impact the landscape, what is needed
to curb undesired changes, and their potential role in
bringing about the desired change. Such awareness is an
essential precondition for a proactive role in landscape
governance.
Second, participatory mapping helps landscape actors
gain knowledge from the mapping process and the
accompanying engagement and discussions with other
landscape actors. This can have an empowering effect, as
observed in a study by Somuah (2018). As such, it is a
valuable tool for inclusive landscape governance, as it
allows the involvement of community actors in problem
deﬁnition and exploring solutions (see also Asubonteng
et al. 2021, this issue).
However, words of caution are needed as well. Participatory mapping can also be disempowering, for instance, by
creating new power and knowledge disparities between
spatial knowledge holders and other community members
(e.g., see Anthias 2019) or when particular groups are
excluded from the mapping process (e.g., see Pfeffer et al.
2011). This may also be the case if information that could
challenge certain privileges of the local elite (male and
elderly) is withheld from the map (McCall and Minang
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2005: 344). At the same time, mapping resources in the
landscape could expose locations for exploitation, which
communities prefer to be kept secret (such as sacred sites).
Participatory mapping “does not occur in a social vacuum”
(Reyes-García et al. 2012, p. 657) and several ethical issues
should therefore be considered when applying it (Rambaldi
et al., 2006a; see also Somuah et al. 2021, this issue). These
include preventing unrealistic expectations and potential
conﬂicts in a community and extracting information that
favors outsiders only and can even be used against the
community (Chambers 2006). Another limitation of participatory mapping is that the mapped landscape dynamics
only reveal changes of interest to the participants. The
ﬁndings can be made more robust when combined with
other methods (Diniz et al. 2015), which was beyond the
scope of this paper. Finally, participatory mapping may
suffer from a recall bias as far as past dynamics are concerned. This was also a risk in the present study as the past
landscape referred to a period when the younger participants
were children. We attempted to compensate for this by
ensuring that participants were spread over different age
groups, including those who had lived long enough in the
area to witness changes over three decades. We also enabled
all community members to provide inputs in a validation
meeting where the produced maps were discussed.

Conclusions
This study examined how inhabitants of ASM-affected
communities in the Eastern Region of Ghana perceive the
spatial dynamics in their landscapes and their implications,
notably for land available for food production. They
visualized this on participatory maps, which revealed the
location and spatial arrangement of the main land-cover
types in the past (1986), present (2018), and future (2035).
These maps revealed a dynamic landscape, changing from a
predominantly agricultural landscape to a mining or mineexpanding landscape in the present and a more urbanized
landscape in the future. ASM and, to a lesser extent, largescale mining were the main perceived drivers of landscape
change in these purposively selected communities, fueling a
loss of food-crop lands and expansion of settlements. Cocoa
is expected to become the dominant crop in this farmingmining landscape. Whereas we initially conceived a landscape typology based on the relative dominance of farming
and mining, the expansion of settlements and rural urbanization as drivers of landscape change and loss of food-crop
land in this area came as a surprise.
No ﬁrm conclusions can be drawn about trends for land
under food crops. Whereas ﬁndings showed that food-crop
lands declined in four community landscapes from the past
(1986) to the present (2018) due to mining or the expansion
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of cocoa, this declining trend cannot be extrapolated to the
future. Food-crop land is expected to decrease in half of the
community landscapes and increase in the other half, with
varying relationships to other land-cover types.
Regarding the research approach used, the ﬁndings show
the potential of participatory mapping to bring landscape
actors together to deﬁne a common concern entry point
(Sayer et al. 2013) and possible solutions. This can contribute to inclusive landscape governance by raising
awareness of landscape changes and effects and the need
for collective action. Although not resulting from this study
due to the homogeneity of the groups engaged in the
mapping process, the broader literature indicates that power
differences and diverging interests should be considered
and that ethical considerations are warranted to prevent
elite capture and exclusion of less powerful people. Future
research could explore how the perceptions of past and
present dynamics compare with results of remote sensing
analysis and how anticipations for the future compare to
modeling.
Acknowledgements The ﬁrst author acknowledges support from the
Nufﬁc Fellowship Program (project number b/NFP-hD.17/0014-CF
13177) to carry out this research. Thanks are due to Seyram Koﬁ Loh,
Kwame Brako, and Ransford Adjei for research assistance. Sincere
thanks go to the chiefs and inhabitants of the study villages for their
willingness to participate in this research.
Funding Nufﬁc Fellowship Program, project number b/NFP-hD.17/
0014-CF 13177.
Author contributions Study conception and design: JJA, MRT and
KOA, Acquisition of data: JJA, Analysis and interpretation of data:
JJA, MRT, and KOA, Drafting of the manuscript: JJA and MRT,
Critical revision: MRT and KOA, Grant acquisition: MRT and JJA,
Supervision: MRT.

Compliance with Ethical Standards
Conﬂict of Interest The authors declare that they have no conﬂict of
interest.
Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to
jurisdictional claims in published maps and institutional afﬁliations.
Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons
Attribution 4.0 International License, which permits use, sharing,
adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or format, as
long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the
source, provide a link to the Creative Commons license, and indicate if
changes were made. The images or other third party material in this
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless
indicated otherwise in a credit line to the material. If material is not
included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended
use is not permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted
use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the copyright
holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.
org/licenses/by/4.0/.

735

References
Abuakwa South Municipality Assembly (2018) District medium term
development plan 2018–2021. Abuakwa South Municipality
(Unpublished)
Anthias P (2019) Ambivalent cartographies: exploring the legacies of
indigenous land titling through participatory mapping. Crit Anthropol 39:222–242. https://doi.org/10.1177/0308275X19842920
Antwi EK, Owusu-Banahene W, Boakye-Danquah J et al. (2017)
Sustainability assessment of mine-affected communities in
Ghana: towards ecosystems and livelihood restoration. Sustain
Sci 12:747–767. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11625-017-0474-9
Arthur JL, Arthur IAY (2011) Movement under environmental disasters: the case of ﬂooding and bushﬁres for selected periods in
Ghana. COMCAD Working Papers 97. Bielefeld: Universität
Bielefeld, Fak. für Soziologie, Centre on Migration, Citizenship
and Development (COMCAD). https://nbn-resolving.org/urn:
nbn:de:0168-ssoar-422008
Asante WA, Acheampong E, Kyereh E, Kyereh B (2017) Farmers’
perspectives on climate change manifestations in smallholder
cocoa farms and shifts in cropping systems in the forest-savannah
transitional zone of Ghana. Land Use Policy 66:374–381. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.landusepol.2017.05.010
Asare-Bediako E, Addo-Quaye AA, Tetteh JP et al. (2013) Prevalence
of mistletoe on citrus trees in the Abura-Asebu-Kwamankese
district of the Central Region of Ghana. Int J Sci % Technol Res
2:122–127
Asubonteng K, Pfeffer K, Ros-Tonen M et al. (2018) Effects of treecrop farming on land-cover transitions in a mosaic landscape in
the Eastern Region of Ghana. Environ Manage 62:529–547.
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-018-1060-3
Asubonteng KO, Pfeffer K, Ros-Tonen MAF et al. (2020) Integration
versus segregation: Structural dynamics of a smallholderdominated mosaic landscape under tree-crop expansion in
Ghana. Appl Geogr 118:102201. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
apgeog.2020.102201
Asubonteng KO, Ros-Tonen MAF, Baud ISA, Pfeffer K (2021)
Envisioning the future of mosaic landscapes: actor perceptions in
a mixed cocoa-oil palm area in Ghana. Environ Manage. https://
doi.org/10.1007/s00267-020-01368-4
Attiogbe FK, Mohammed AR, Kingslove Q (2020) Assessing the
potential health impact of selected heavy metals that pollute Lake
Amponsah in Bibiani, Western North Region, Ghana. Sci African
9: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.sciaf.2020.e00531
Awotwi A, Anornu GK, Quaye-Ballard JA, Annor T (2018) Monitoring land use and land cover changes due to extensive gold
mining, urban expansion, and agriculture in the Pra River Basin
of Ghana, 1986–2025. L Degrad Dev 29:3331–3343. https://doi.
org/10.1002/ldr.3093
Banchirigah SM (2006) How have reforms fuelled the expansion of
artisanal mining? Evidence from sub-Saharan Africa. Resour Policy
31:165–171. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2006.12.001
Banchirigah SM, Hilson G (2010) De-agrarianization, reagrarianization and local economic development: re-orientating
livelihoods in African artisanal mining communities. Policy Sci
43:157–180. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11077-009-9091-5
Bansah KJ, Dumakor-Dupey NK, Kansake BA et al. (2018) Socioeconomic and environmental assessment of informal artisanal and
small-scale mining in Ghana. J Clean Prod 202:465–475. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2018.08.150
Basommi LP, Guan QF, Cheng DD, Singh SK(2016) Dynamics of
land use change in a mining area: a case study of Nadowli District, Ghana J Mt Sci 13:633–642. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s11629-015-3706-4

736
Benefoh DT, Villamor GB, Van Noordwijk M et al. (2018) Assessing
land-use typologies and change intensities in a structurally
complex Ghanaian cocoa landscape. Appl Geogr 99:109–119.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2018.07.027
Botchwey G, Crawford G, Loubere N, Lu J (2018) Resource politics and
the impact of Chinese involvement in small-scale mining in Ghana.
Africa 88:867–870. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0001972018000517
Brentu FC, Oduro KA, Offei SK et al. (2012) Crop loss, aetiology, and
epidemiology of citrus black spot in Ghana. Eur J Plant Pathol
133:657–670. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10658-012-9944-1
Chambers R (2006) Participatory mapping and geographic information
systems: whose map? Who is empowered and who disempowered?
Who gains and who loses? Electron J Inf Syst Dev Ctries 25:1–11.
https://doi.org/10.1002/j.1681-4835.2006.tb00163.x
Clifford MJ (2017) Assessing releases of mercury from small-scale
gold mining sites in Ghana. Extr Ind Soc 4:497–505. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.exis.2017.05.007
Colding J, Folke C (2001) Social taboos: ‘Invisible’ systems of local
resource management and biological conservation. Ecol Appl
11:584–600. 10.1890/1051-0761(2001)011[0584:STISOL]2.0.CO;2
Cuba N, Bebbington A, Rogan J, Millones M (2014) Extractive
industries, livelihoods and natural resource competition: mapping
overlapping claims in Peru and Ghana. Appl Geogr 54:250–261.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.apgeog.2014.05.003
Cuvelier J (2019) Mining in comparative perspective: trends, transformations and theories. Extr Ind Soc 6:378–381. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.exis.2019.03.009
Dei GJS (1988) Coping with the effects of the 1982-83 drought in
Ghana. The view from the village. Africa Dev 13:107–122
Diniz FH, Kok K, Hoogstra-Klein MA, Arts B (2015) Mapping future
changes in livelihood security and environmental sustainability
based on perceptions of small farmers in the Brazilian Amazon.
Ecol Soc 20:art26. https://doi.org/10.5751/ES-07286-200226
Eduful M, Alsharif K, Eduful A et al. (2020) The illegal artisanal and
small-scale mining (galamsey) ‘menace’ in Ghana: is militarystyle approach the answer? Resour Policy 68:1–14. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2020.101732
Emmel N (2008) Participatory mapping: An innovative sociological
method. Leeds
Fanteakwa South District Assembly Medium-term development plan
2018–2021. Osino (Unpublished)
Ferring D, Hausermann H (2019) The political ecology of landscape
change, malaria, and cumulative vulnerability in Central Ghana’s
gold mining country. Ann Am Assoc Geogr 109:1074–1091.
https://doi.org/10.1080/24694452.2018.1535885
Ferring D, Hausermann H, Effah E (2016) Site speciﬁc: Heterogeneity
of small-scale gold mining in Ghana. Extr Ind Soc 3:171–184.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2015.11.014
Gbireh AB, Cobblah A, Suglo RS (2009) Analysis of the trends of
gold mining in Ghana. Ghana Min J 9:38–49. https://doi.org/10.
4314/gm.v9i1.42608
GSS (2015) Integrated business establishment survey. National
employment report. https://www2.statsghana.gov.gh/docﬁles/
IBES_Questionnaires/IBES 1 reports/NATIONAL EMPLOYMENT REPORT_FINAL 24-5-16.pdf. Accessed 12 Mar 2021
GSS (2018) Provisional 2017 annual gross domestic product.
https://www2.statsghana.gov.gh/docﬁles/GDP/GDP2018/2017
Quarter 4 and annual 2017 GDP publications/Annual_2017_GDP_April 2018 Edition.pdf. Accessed 12 Mar 2021
Hall JB, Swaine MD (1981) Distribution and ecology of vascular
plants in a tropical rainforest. Forest vegetation in Ghana.
Springer Science+Business Media LLC, Dordrecht
Hausermann H, Ferring D (2018) Unpacking land grabs: subjects,
performances and the state in Ghana’s ‘small-scale’ gold mining
sector. Dev Change 49:1010–1033. https://doi.org/10.1111/dech.
12402

Environmental Management (2021) 68:720–737
Hilson G (2002) Land use competition between small- and large-scale
miners: a case study of Ghana. Land use policy 19:149–156.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0264-8377(02)00003-0
Hirons M (2015) Trees for development? Articulating the ambiguities
of power, authority and legitimacy in governing Ghana’s mineral
rich forests. Extr Ind Soc 2:491–499. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
exis.2015.05.001
Hilson G (2017) Shootings and burning excavators: Some rapid
reﬂections on the government of Ghana’s handling of the informal galamsey mining ‘menace’. Resour Policy 54:109–116.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.resourpol.2017.09.009
Hilson G, Amankwah R, Ofori-Sarpong G (2013) Going for gold:
Transitional livelihoods in Northern Ghana. J Mod Afr Stud
51:109–137. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022278X12000560
Hilson G, Garforth C (2013) ‘Everyone now is concentrating on the
mining’: Drivers and implications of rural economic transition in
the Eastern Region of Ghana. J Dev Stud 49:348–364. https://doi.
org/10.1080/00220388.2012.713469
Hirons M, Hilson G, Asase A, Hodson ME (2014) Mining in a changing
climate: What scope for forestry-based legacies? J Clean Prod
84:430–438. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jclepro.2013.11.025
Hilson G, Hilson CJ, Pardie S (2007) Improving awareness of mercury
pollution in small-scale gold mining communities: challenges and
ways forward in rural Ghana. Environ Res 103:275–287. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2006.09.010
Hilson G, Maconachie R (2020) For the environment: an assessment
of recent military intervention in informal gold mining communities in Ghana. Land Use Policy 96:104706. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.landusepol.2020.104706
Ickowitz A, Powell B, Salim MA, Sunderland TCH (2014) Dietary
quality and tree cover in Africa. Glob Environ Chang
24:287–294. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.gloenvcha.2013.12.001
IFAD (2009) Good practices in participatory mapping. International
Fund for Agricultural Development, Rome, Italy
Kumah D, Adum Nyarko E (2018) Gold mining and its effects
through the lens of an archaeologist: Experiences from the Prestea area, South Western Ghana. West African J Appl Ecol
26:133–148
Kyei-Baffour N, Ofori E (2007) Irrigation development and management in Ghana: prospects and challenges. J Sci Technol 26:
https://doi.org/10.4314/just.v26i2.32996
Kyeremateng-Amoah E, Clarke EE (2015) Injuries among artisanal and
small-scale gold miners in Ghana. Int J Environ Res Public Health
12:10886–10896. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph120910886
Laven A, Boomsma M (2012) Incentives for sustainable cocoa production in Ghana. KIT Royal Tropical Institute, Amsterdam
Maconachie R, Hilson G (2011) Safeguarding livelihoods or exacerbating poverty? Artisanal mining and formalization in West
Africa. Nat Resour Forum 35:293–303. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.
1477-8947.2011.01407.x
McCall M, Minang P (2005) Assessing participatory GIS for community‐based natural resource management: claiming community
forests in Cameroon. Geogr J 171:340–356. https://doi.org/10.
1111/j.1475-4959.2005.00173.x
McCall MK (2021) Participatory mapping and PGIS: secerning facts
and values, representation and representativity. Int J E-Planning
Res 10:105–123. https://doi.org/10.4018/IJEPR.20210701.oa7
Michel-Dounias I, Steer L, Giry E et al. (2015) Development of oil
palm plantations and orange groves in the heart of the cocoa
territory in Eastern Ghana. In: Ruf F, Schroth G (eds) Economics
and ecology of diversiﬁcation: The case of tropical tree crops.
Springer, Dordrecht Heidelberg, New York, p 121–141
Milder JC, Hart AK, Dobie P et al. (2014) Integrated landscape initiatives
for African agriculture, development, and conservation: a regionwide assessment. World Dev 54:68–80. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
worlddev.2013.07.006

Environmental Management (2021) 68:720–737
Minerals Commission (2015) Artisanal & small scale mining (ASM)
framework. https://www.mofep.gov.gh/sites/default/ﬁles/reports/
economic/ASMFRAMEWORK.pdf. Accessed 12 Mar 2021
Mkodzongi G, Spiegel S (2019) Artisanal gold mining and farming:
Livelihood linkages and labour dynamics after land reforms in
Zimbabwe. J Dev Stud 55:2145–2161. https://doi.org/10.1080/
00220388.2018.1516867
Moomen AW, Bertolotto M, Lacroix P, Jensen D (2019) Exploring spatial
symbiosis of agriculture and mining for sustainable development in
northwest Ghana. In: 8th International Conference on AgroGeoinformatics (Agro-Geoinformatics). IEEE Xplore, Istanbul
Moomen AW, Dewan A (2016) Investigating potential mining
induced water stress in Ghana’s north-west gold province. Extr
Ind Soc 3:802–812. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2016.04.002
Moomen AW, Yussif I (2019) Evaluation of farmland availability and
large-scale mining sector activities at village scale. In: 2019 8th
International Conference on Agro-Geoinformatics, AgroGeoinformatics 2019. IEEE, Istanbul, pp 1–5
Nyame FK, Grant JA (2014) The political economy of transitory
mining in Ghana: understanding the trajectories, triumphs, and
tribulations of artisanal and small-scale operators. Extr Ind Soc
1:75–85. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.2014.01.006
Obodai J, Adjei KA, Odai SN, Lumor M (2019) Land use/land cover
dynamics using landsat data in a gold mining basin-the Ankobra,
Ghana. Remote Sens Appl Soc Environ 13:247–256. https://doi.
org/10.1016/j.rsase.2018.10.007
Ofosu-Mensah EA (2016) Mining in colonial Ghana: Extractive capitalism
and its social beneﬁts in Akyem Abuakwa under Nana Ofori Atta I.
Afr Today 63:22–55. https://doi.org/10.2979/africatoday.63.1.02
Okoh G, Hilson G (2011) Poverty and livelihood diversiﬁcation:
Exploring the linkages between smallholder farming and artisanal
mining in rural Ghana. J Int Dev 23:1100–1114. https://doi.org/
10.1002/jid.1834
Osei-Tutu P (2017) Taboos as informal institutions of local resource
management in Ghana: Why they are complied with or not. For
Policy Econ 85:114–123. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.forpol.2017.09.009
Osei L, Yeboah T, Kumi E, Antoh EF (2021) Government’s ban on
artisanal and small-scale mining, youth livelihoods and imagined
futures in Ghana. Resour Policy 71: https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
resourpol.2021.102008
Pfeffer K, Baud I, Denis E et al. (2013) Particpatory spatial knowledge
management tools. Empowerment and upscaling or exclusion?
Inf Commun Soc 16:258–285. https://doi.org/10.1080/
1369118X.2012.687393
Pfeffer K, Martinez J, Baud I, Sridharan N (2011) Knowledge production in urban governance systems through qualitative geographical information systems (GIS). Environ Urban Asia
2:235–250. https://doi.org/10.1177/097542531100200207
Pijpers RJ (2020) Ghana: A history of expansion and contraction. In:
Verbrugge B, Geenen S (eds) Global Gold Production Touching
Ground. Palgrave Macmillan, Cham, pp 169–184
Rambaldi G, Chambers R, Mccall M (2006a) Practical ethics for PGIS
practitioners, facilitators, technology intermediaries and
researchers. Particip Learn Action 54:106–113
Rambaldi G, Chambers R, Mccall M (2006b) Participatory spatial
information management and communication in developing
countries. Electron J Inf Syst Dev Ctries 25:1–9
Reyes-García V, Orta-Martínez M, Gueze M et al. (2012) Does participatory mapping increase conﬂicts? A randomized evaluation
in the Bolivian Amazon. Appl Geogr 34:650–658. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.apgeog.2012.04.007
RMSC (2016) Mapping of mining areas within and around Atewa
globally signiﬁcant biodiversity area (Mimeo). Resource Management Support Centre of the Forestry Commission, Kumasi,
Ghana

737
Rodríguez-Loinaz G, Alday JG, Onaindia M (2015) Multiple ecosystem services landscape index: a tool for multifunctional
landscapes conservation. J Environ Manage 147:152–163. https://
doi.org/10.1016/j.jenvman.2014.09.001
Sayer J, Sunderland T, Ghazoul J et al. (2013) Ten principles for a
landscape approach to reconciling agriculture, conservation, and
other competing land uses. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA
110:8349–56. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1210595110
Shepherd G, Blockhus J (2007) The PROFOR Poverty-Forests Linkages Toolkit. In: International Conference on Poverty Reduction
and Forests. Bangkok, pp 1–21
Sletto BI (2009) We drew what we imagined: participatory mapping,
performance, and the arts of landscape making. Curr Anthropol
50:443–476. https://doi.org/10.1086/593704
Smith AJB, Henry G, Frost-Killian S (2016) A review of the Birimian supergroup-and Tarkwaian group-hosted gold deposits of
Ghana. Episodes 39:177–197. https://doi.org/10.18814/epiiugs/
2016/v39i2/95775
Somuah DP (2018) Empowerment through knowledge? A study of
local spatialised knowledge production in Ghana, and its
exchange and use for forest conservation and governance. PhD
Dissertation, University of Amsterdam, Amsterdam
Somuah DP., Ros-Tonen MAF, Baud ISA (2021) Spatialized community knowledge on threats to forest conservation in Ghana’s
high forest zone. Environ Manage. https://doi.org/10.1007/
s00267-021-01455-0
Somuah DP., Ros-Tonen MAF, Baud ISA (2021) Spatialized community knowledge on threats to forest conservation in Ghana’s high
forest zone. Environ Manage. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00267-02101455-0
Teschner BA (2012) Small-scale mining in Ghana: The government
and the galamsey. Resour Policy 37:308–314. https://doi.org/10.
1016/j.resourpol.2012.02.001
The Ghana Chamber of Mines (2019) Performance of the mining
industry in 2019. Annual report 2019. https://ghanacha
mberofmines.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/05/Performance-ofthe-Mining-Industry-in-2019.pdf. Accessed 12 Mar 2021
van Ewijk E, Baud ISA (2009) Partnerships between Dutch municipalities and municipalities in countries of migration to the
Netherlands; knowledge exchange and mutuality. Habitat Int
33:218–226. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.habitatint.2008.10.014
Verbrugge B, Geenen S (2019) The gold commodity frontier: a fresh
perspective on change and diversity in the global gold mining
economy. Extr Ind Soc 6:413–423. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.
2018.10.014
Verplanke J, McCall MK, Uberhuaga C et al. (2016) A shared perspective for PGIS and VGI. Cartogr J 53:308–317. https://doi.
org/10.1080/00087041.2016.1227552
Weber N, Fahr J (2007) A rapid survey of small mammals from Atewa
Range Forest Reserve, Eastern Region, Ghana. In: McCullough J,
Alonso LE, Naskrecki P, et al., (eds) A rapid biological assessment of the Atewa Range forest reserve, Eastern Ghana. Conservation International, Arlington, p 90–98. 178–180
Wessel M, Quist-Wessel PMF (2015) Cocoa production in West
Africa, a review and analysis of recent developments. NJAS Wageningen J Life Sci 74–75:1–7. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.njas.
2015.09.001
Wu Z, Lei S, He BJ, et al (2019) Assessment of landscape ecological
health: A case study of a mining city in a semi-arid steppe. Int J
Environ Res Public Health 16: https://doi.org/10.3390/
ijerph16050752
Yankson PWK, Gough KV (2019) Gold in Ghana: The effects of
changes in large-scale mining on artisanal and small-scale mining
(ASM). Extr Ind Soc 6:120–128. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.exis.
2018.09.009

