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   1.1     Background 

 The collection of  chapters in this book comprises 
different studies related to land governance, 
 gender, land tenure, land management and land 
policy. The volume brings together scholarship 
from various disciplines in the legal, humanities, 
geographical, physical, spatial, and social sciences. 
It explores the socioeconomic, environmental, 
political, and socio-spatial contexts of  the tenure–
gender nexus to offer readers a multidimen-
sional lens on land governance (including land 
management and land policy issues). To achieve 
this aim and provide a multidisciplinary per-
spective, the volume includes contributors from 
various disciplines and geographical contexts. 
The contributors’ differing cultural and socio- 
spatial contexts lead to a first-hand knowledge 
on land governance and tenure–gender nexus 
realities. The contributors approach their chap-
ters from a wide diversity of  tools that facilitates 
a unique understanding of  the interlinkages be-
tween land tenure, land governance and gender. 
In this way, the book provides a variety of  dis-
ciplinary perspectives. Some chapters include a 
policy dimension that links land governance 
principles and practice and its tenure–gender 
 dimensions.  

  1.2     Why Land Governance, Land 
Tenure and Gender Matter 

 There are several arrays of  the concepts of  land. 
They include the concepts of  land as  terra firma  
(the ground upon which people stand), com-
modity, natural resource, factor of  production, 
physical space, the environment, consumption 
good, human right, property institution, capital, 
spirit or deity, community, and nature ( William-
son  et al ., 2010 ). These myriads of  the concepts 
of  land (and there are still many others unmen-
tioned) rightly reflect all aspects of  human needs 
(including wants and desires) that are hinged on 
land. Putting it very succinctly and simply (and 
considering the current wave of  globalization), 
land is an invaluable, but immovable factor of  
development. Therefore, land is intricately tied 
to development initiatives all over the world. 

 The primary source of  development chal-
lenges around the world is the failure of  institu-
tions and weak policy performances concerning 
how land (and related natural) resources are 
managed. This implies that interventions geared 
towards improving the current state of  develop-
ment affairs globally, especially in economically 
developing countries, should put land-related 
goals at the forefront of  policymaking and 

      1      Introducing Land Governance and 
Gender in the Context of Land Tenure   

    Uchendu Eugene   Chigbu   *   
 Department of Land and Property Sciences,  Namibia University 

of Science and Technology ,  Windhoek ,  Namibia          

  * Corresponding author:  echigbu@nust.na  



2 U.E. Chigbu 

programme implementations. The need for estab-
lishing an enabling environment for development 
to thrive is one of  the reasons the governance of  
land and natural resources have become a big 
concern. That is also why there is an urgent con-
cern to understand and monitor land governance 
to enable the creation of  sustainable societies 
( Azadi, 2020 ). Nevertheless, the chances of  achiev-
ing development objectives (whether global, national 
or local) are minimized when the land-and-
human (land tenure) and gender relations are 
adequately reconciled. 

 The urgency for creating sustainable societies 
(i.e. development) has stretched the debates on the 
practical concepts, principles, instruments, and 
practices to support human and environmental 
developments. These principles, instruments and 
practices keep evolving. This has been the case in 
many parts of  the world during a pandemic (e.g. 
during the COVID-19 or coronavirus pandemic 
situation) or in a post-pandemic period. The impli-
cation is that at the centre of  the urgency to de-
velop sustainably lies the concern about people’s 
welfare. People are a concrete factor in develop-
ment because everything that is done in develop-
ment practices is centred on ensuring that the 
living conditions of  people rise above primary live-
able conditions. Whether it is the improvement of  
landscapes, institutions, socioeconomic situations, 
politics, climate change, sociospatial issues, for-
estry, wildlife protection or any other environmen-
tal concerns, the underlying factor is always a 
concern for humans (or people). How these issues 
affect people is the foremost reason why scholars, 
activists and practitioners worry about them. 
However, improving the living conditions of  people 
in societies (or aspects of  their lives in their soci-
eties) always depends on the nature of  decisions 
and actions applied in the management, policy 
making, and implementation of  processes con-
nected to natural resources or land. This makes 
land governance a unique subject. It also makes 
land tenure, and its associated gender equality 
concerns crucial aspects in the governance of  land.  

  1.3     Grasping Land Governance as 
an All-Disciplinary Concern 

 The notions concerning land governance and its 
role in the development process are fluid. This is 

not only because it involves the exercise of  legal 
or normative frameworks over land-based deci-
sions and activities. It encompasses a domain of  
knowledge that crosses traditional academic 
disciplines, boundaries of  professions, lines of  
geographies, and schools of  thoughts. Land gov-
ernance embraces any academic or professional 
field where the concern is on decisions and activ-
ities related to the land or natural resources – be 
it the social sciences, arts and humanities, legal 
studies, natural sciences, medical and health sci-
ences, engineering and technological or applied 
sciences and beyond. Being an all-discipline subject 
(i.e, a subject that cuts across all disciplines and 
sectors of  development practices), it is difficult to 
understand land governance without embed-
ding it within specific contexts or perspectives. 

 This chapter is an attempt to unpack the 
land governance discourse in the context of  tenure 
and gender in a manner that allows emerging 
scholars and practitioners in the land-related 
disciplines and professions to grasp it simply. 
Creating such an understanding of  land govern-
ance is necessary to build and disseminate know-
ledge on the crucial aspects of  land and natural 
resources studies in a detailed manner.  

  1.4     Unpacking Land Governance 

 Land governance has been described in various 
ways.  Palmer  et al . (2009)  consider the way land 
access is defined and managed land governance. 
This definition alludes to the need for setting up 
of  rules, norms, and procedures to be followed 
by people to gain access to land. From another 
perspective,  Enemark  et  al . (2010)  described 
land governance as a process that entails the 
assessment and implementation of  sustainable 
land policies based on the enablement of  strong 
relationships between people and land. Putting 
it very directly,  Ayelazuno (2019, p. 844)  referred 
to land governance as ‘a range of  laws, regulations, 
norms, procedures, and policies which constitute 
the regime governing land ownership, rights, 
distribution, access, and use in a particular society’. 
All these definitions provide an understanding 
of  land governance. However, they evoke (and 
embody) more land-related concepts, that if  left 
unboxed, hides the broad meaning of  land gov-
ernance in its barest definition, especially as it 
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relates to land tenure, gender and other land 
issues. 

 The clearest graphical description of  land 
governance is one provided by the  Department 
of  Land and Property Sciences of  Namibia 
University of  Science and Technology (DLPS-
NUST, 2018) , which was an adaptation of  an-
other provided by  Williamson  et  al . (2010) . 
However, the unpacking of  land governance 
and its associated concepts did not boldly de-
pict the place of  land policy in a land govern-
ance system. 

 To advance the works of   Williamson  et  al . 
(2010)  and DLPS-NUST (2018), it is crucial that 
a clearer understanding of  land governance and 
its relationship with associated concepts be fur-
ther delineated to ensure a better grasp of  tenure 
and gender issues. 

  Figure 1.1  is relevant because it allows for a 
more straightforward illustration of  what land 
governance entails when viewed in the context 
of  other land-related concepts – e.g. land man-
agement, land policy, land administration, among 
many other concepts. Any framework for land 
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governance will differ widely between countries 
because they are influenced by the legal jurisdic-
tions, legislations, policies and land-sector cul-
tures in different countries. In a general sense, 
land governance entails decision-making and 
activity-inducing interventions which are used 
to address land and natural resource use and im-
plement policy options. Land policy is a critical 
element of  land governance that includes the 
framing and enforcement of  relevant plans, 
 visions, rules, norms and regulations; and strat-
egies of  coordinating them with stakeholders 
(including individuals and organizations) across 
different spatial and administrative levels. 

  Land governance entails an acceptable man-
ner of  making and implementing policies, processes, 
and institutions so that land, property, and nat-
ural resources are managed efficiently and effect-
ively ( Global Land Tool Network, 2018 ). Being an 
overarching concept in development practice (as 
well as in emerging development theories), the 
importance of  land governance in strengthening 
gender relations in land rights is immense (Chigbu, 
 2020 ,  2021 ). Land governance influences land 
systems (land management, land administra-
tion and land information systems) directly. It 
also influences these systems through land policy 
frameworks. In direct terms, land governance in-
fluences land policy, and vice versa. It influences 
land management, which entails activities to 
conceptualize, design, implement and evaluate 
sociospatial interventions to ensure the quality 
of  life and the resilience of  livelihoods of  people 
and the environment ( de Vries and Chigbu, 2017 ). 
Consequently, land management activities pro-
duce land information and determine land ad-
ministration systems. Land administration systems 
provide the infrastructure for implementation of  
land policies and land management strategies 
informed by land governance. This makes the 
operational component of  the land governance to 
be embedded in land administration functions, 
specifically in land tenure, land value, land use, 
and land development interventions. These inter-
ventions nurture information systems for land 
management. 

 Gender relations are embedded in all as-
pects of  land governance. This is because both 
gender and tenure are driven by power dynamics 
and relationships between people and land 
(through prevailing land-based activities, be-
haviours, cultures and decision making). The 

challenges posed by the intertwined relation-
ships between tenure and gender – in ensuring 
that institutions work in ways that improve peo-
ple’s living conditions and the state of  the envir-
onment – is the role that land governance is 
meant to play.  

  1.5     Unfolding New and Emerging 
Tenure–Gender Nexus of Land 

Governance 

 Land tenure is how the rights, restrictions, priv-
ileges and responsibilities that subsist on the 
land are held by people (whether as individuals 
or groups). Tenure security implies the rights such 
individuals or groups have adequate protection 
by the state against forced eviction avoid per-
manent or temporary denial of  their land rights 
against their will ( UN-Habitat, 2008 ). Pro-poor 
tenure means any type of  tenure arrangement 
that can be beneficial to everyone, including 
poor people. A gender-balanced tenure entails 
tenure practices that are non-discriminatory to 
any gender identity. It is important to note that hu-
manity is now more gendered than ever before, 
stretching the list of  sexes beyond the traditionally  
socially constructed male and female gender. Other 
existing (and emerging) gendered groups include 
individuals who identify as females, non-binary, 
males, transgender, two-spirit, agender, gender-
neutral, third-spirit, pangender, genderqueer, 
and all other gendered groups (including none 
or a combination of  these). These growing cat-
egories of  gender constitute new and emerging 
ways of  understanding gender relations. To-
gether, they form new and emerging evidence 
that gender exacerbates class. Land governance 
systems must provide an environment to recon-
cile these differentiated gender classes within a 
tenure arrangement that caters for all. 

 What has been frequently focused on about 
land and gender is that gender is not only about 
women. Even so, what is frequently left out in the 
land and gender debate is that gender is about 
people. Everyone! Gender is (and should be) 
about women, men, all the previously mentioned 
groups, and the youth (girls and boys). All these 
gendered segments of  the human population (in 
addition to the youth) have differentiated needs 
and face variable vulnerabilities in land and 
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natural resource access, tenure security and 
use. Access to land (and its security of  tenure) 
elude vulnerable men, women, and youth be-
cause their land rights are frequently hindered 
by patriarchal orientations and paucity of  pro-
poor practices that are embedded in land gov-
ernance systems through culture, unjust laws, 
and counter-developmental tenure practices. 

 Land governance is an embodiment of  the 
institutions (laws, regulations and organiza-
tions) which can decide on and who administers 
land use, land ownership, land tenure, land value 
and land development, among many others. 
Land governance is instituted to  govern  land and 
its relationship to people. Therefore, the people 
element is as important as the land element in 
land governance. That is why land governance 
can determine the mechanisms of  people’s ac-
cess to land, the nature of  people’s rights on 
land, the security of  tenure people enjoy or have 
in their use of  the land. Hence, people matter be-
cause gender issues are a real aspect of  land gov-
ernance. By determining the nature of  rights 
exercised on land, it influences the role citizens 
can play in land management, land administra-
tion and land information systems’ decisions. It 
also dictates how governments can be held ac-
countable for land-related actions, decisions, 
and related matters. Through its influence on 
land policies, it can also dictate the administra-
tive and management approaches that deter-
mine project and programme delivery within the 
general domain of  development at national, re-
gional, and local levels. 

 Every country or community has some sort 
of  prevailing land governance system. Whether 
these systems provide appropriate governance 
of  tenure depends on whether the prevailing 
governance system, in normative terms, is effect-
ive, weak, efficient, good, developmental, or bad 
to the tenure and gender needs of  the people. 
Generally, land governance systems cannot enable 
gender-balanced and pro-poor land tenure if  
they are weak. Considerable literature (see Chigbu 
 et  al .,  2019a , b ;  Paradza  et  al . 2020 ;  Doss and 
Meinzen-Dick, 2020 ;  Chigbu, 2020 ) show that 
implementing gender and tenure responsive 
land governance systems in many countries 
have met severe challenges. This is due to the 
embeddedness of  patriarchy in the body of  many 
land governance systems, especially in the eco-
nomically less developed countries around the 

world. Patriarchy is one of  the dominant institu-
tions governing resource access along with gov-
ernance structures and institutions that draw 
power from a variety of  sources, including the 
government, the dominant political party, trad-
itional authorities, and formal legislation. Even in 
jurisdictions where the laws have been strength-
ened to become gender-responsive, ‘equality be-
tween the sexes is about equal rights, equal 
opportunities and equal recognition before the 
law and society’ remains a problem due to a lack 
of  the political and social will to implement the 
applicable laws ( Chigbu, 2016 , p. 37). Whether 
a governance system can deliver pro-poor and 
gender-balanced outcomes depends on its struc-
ture. It also depends on whether all the stake-
holders involved in the gender continuum play 
their respective roles in land governance.  

  1.6     Deconstructing Gender 
as a Continuum: From Bilinear to 

Multilinear Concepts and Applications 

 Future societal requirements in land governance 
would vary between the global poles (north and 
south) and between countries and regions 
within countries. This is not surprising because 
national, regional and local needs are different 
everywhere. Hence, each land governance juris-
diction would have its own sets of  problems to 
address and would operate within its own locally 
unique ecosystem. However, common land 
governance concerns – such as the search for 
strategies to improve tenure security and gender- 
balance in land matter, and how to apply solutions 
in transparency and efficient ways – would per-
sist. Research in land governance is expected to 
stand at the centre of  land governance decisions 
and activities. This is because  research, more 
than ever before, would be needed to produce 
land data and evidence for decision making. 

 Prevailing thoughts on gender and tenure 
would need to be expanded to accommodate the 
scope of  challenges to be tackled through land 
governance. Understanding gender as a con-
tinuum in land governance is crucial. For in-
stance, contemporary land governance systems 
embrace gender issues in bilinear lines – that is 
women and men. This bilinear lens of  gender ex-
cludes the youth, and the several other gendered 



6 U.E. Chigbu 

groups (e.g. non-binary, intersex, transgender, 
two-spirit, agender, gender neutral, third-spirit, 
pangender, genderqueer, among others) who 
may have different tenure needs in land matters 
within their societies. These existing and emer-
ging gender groupings are explained below.

   •   Intersex: Those who consider their gender 
to be ambiguous. They are people who could 
be born with genitals that appear male on 
the outside but have female-typical anat-
omy internally.  

  •   Transgender: Those whose gender does not 
align with the congenital (anatomical) gen-
der they were assigned at birth. They can be 
trans-male or trans-female.  

  •   Two-spirit or third spirit: Those who are 
biological males or female but culturally 
identify as belonging to a gender that is sep-
arate from male and female, and culturally 
distinct such that they fulfi l one of  the 
mixed gendered roles within their trad-
itional environment ( Wilson, 2011 ). These 
can be found among the indigenous peoples 
(including Native Americans and Canadian 
First Nations indigenous groups) ( Hollimon, 
2015 ).  

  •   Gender fl uid and pangender: Those whose 
gender can change and vary over time. Some 
people can be born males but feel more 
comfortable to identify as females (and vice 
versa) at different periods of  their lives.  

  •   Gender neutral: Those who do not identify 
with any sort of  gender identity at all.  

  •   Genderqueer and agender: Those who iden-
tify as neither man nor woman nor a com-
bination of  both. They can feel like a woman 
one moment and feel like a man in another 
moment.  

  •   Youth: These are intermediary mix of  all 
the above-mentioned gender groups whose 
lifecycle is between childhood and adult-
hood (depending on what adulthood and 
childhood mean within any land govern-
ance jurisdiction).  

   There are many non-binary gender classifica-
tions ( Sharp, 2019 ;  Johnson  et  al ., 2020 ). The 
outline of  different gender emerging from the 
men-and-women traditional group is indicative 
that gender, as a concept, is in a state of  flux 
( Chigbu, 2015 ). It is also a continuum which 
would continue to grow or shrink according to 

the constructs of  specific social groups or soci-
eties. Therefore, any gendered objective of  future 
land governance must be framed to cater for the 
needs of  all these gender groups (multilinear), 
rather than the current focus on men and 
women (bilinear). Such reframing of  gender re-
lations must also incorporate the youth as an 
all-encompassing gender group because every 
other gender (whether emerging or existing) is 
embodied in the future ( Fig. 1.2 ). 

  Gender as is more of  a social construct than 
the anatomical constructs upon which human-
ity have come to base the identities of  women 
and men or boys and girls or female and male. 
All gendered groups have different needs in rela-
tion to land and property rights. The housing 
rights (including private and public housing 
needs) of  women and men would most likely 
vary from those of  trans-women and trans-men. 
Same applies to other gender groups such as the 
gender fluid, gender neutral, agender, pangen-
der, gender queer, and the others. The type of  
descent-based land ownership and transfers 
may have social and legal implications that vary 
among these groups. The same applies to issues 
land rights, and how land rights are conceived 
as a form of  human rights by the different gen-
ders. An example of  gendered problems is that 
landlessness is associated with women and the 
female gender in the Global South ( Chigbu, 
2019 ). However, in the Global North, non-binary 
genders (such as transgender men and women, 
and other groups) are associated with  property-
lessness  in the Global North ( Corrigan, 2019 ). 
Non-binary genders (especially trans-genders) 
complain about having limited access to public 
bathrooms. Critical gendered questions that 
 future land governance systems must answer 
would hinge on how to ensure gender equity 
and gender parity in access to land and natural 
resources, as well as the use and exercise of  
other forms of  usufruct and hereditary land 
rights. For instance (in the Global South), trad-
itional gendered families – consisting of  man 
and women – may deny their non-binary chil-
dren of  the right to inherit property. Likewise, in 
customary tenure societies, kinsmen may deny 
non-binary members of  the kinship their rights 
to inherit, use and derive benefits from commu-
nal lands. These are critical governance issues 
that must be tackled to ensure that issue of  
equality in the distribution of  land resources are 
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achieved. Removing gender barriers through 
land governance is the way to institute equity, 
equality and inclusion in land resource use, dis-
tribution, and ownership. Other impediments 
grasping the continuum that exist in descent- 
based tenure structures in land governance 
systems.  

  1.7     Multiplicity of Descent-Based 
Tenure Structures in Land 

Governance Systems 

 In the same vein, current gender based land gov-
ernance problems have widely been emphasized 
along two descent-based tenure structures – the 
patrilineal (paternal) and matrilineal (maternal) 
lines of  tenure. Less emphasis has been put on 
understanding other tenurial descents such as 
matrilocal or matrilocality (also referred to 

uxorilocal or uxorilocality), matrifocal or matrifo-
cality, patrilocal or patrilocality, patrifocal or 
patrifocality, and other categories of  group-
based descent lines such as community-centred 
descents, among others. Future tools or instru-
ments for ensuring gender-balanced tenure 
must tap into the tenure knowledge derivable 
from existing structures to devise means for im-
provement. A study of  these descent-based tenure 
could lead to identitying different perspectives 
for ‘gendered allocation of  assets’ that are cap-
able of  securing tenure in more traditional or in-
digenous societies in Africa, Asia, and Latin 
American continents ( Peters, 2019 , p. 46). The 
question that arises is: How can this multiplicity 
of  gendered identities be satisfied in a highly 
emerging descent-based tenure structure? In 
freer societies where legal and social provisions 
allow for the willing of  properties, it is possible to 
encounter minimal difficulties in the descent of  
properties. However, the challenge is dealing 
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with situations where the descent of  properties 
is lightly or strictly guided by the binary notions 
of  gender. Any effective framework going for-
ward will rely on projecting land/property re-
lated decisions (land governance) towards a 
multi-scale gender and tenure responsive actions 
in the future. Several key ideas from this volume, 
 Land Governance and Gender: The Tenure–Gender 
Nexus in Land Management and Land Policy , can 
be incorporated to ensure that land governance 
at various levels contribute towards a gender 
and tenure-responsive future.  

  1.8     Innovations, Scope and 
Overview of the Chapters 

 The contributors for this book come from a variety 
of  career levels – including scholars/practitioners 
in their early-, mid-, established- and late-career 
stages. Tapping from the mix of  academic/prac-
tical wisdom from these scholars, the chapters 
(excluding the editor’s introductory and conclud-
ing chapters) are grouped into four main parts: 
Part 1 (Concepts, Debates and Perspectives on the 
Governance and Gender Aspects of  Land), Part 2 
(Tenure–Gender Dimensions in Land Manage-
ment, Land Administration and Land Policy), 
Part 3 (Applications and Experiences: Techniques, 
Strategies, Tools, Methods and Case Studies), 
and Part 4 (Land Governance, Gender and Ten-
ure Innovations). Below is a discussion and over-
view of  the chapters within each part. 

  Part 1 – Concepts, Debates and Perspectives 
on the Governance and Gender Aspects 
of  Land:  This part of  the book comprises Chap-
ters 2, 3, 4 and 5. Chapter 2, written by Colleen 
Murphy and Charles Fogelman, conceptually in-
vestigates how gendered structural inequality 
inhibits the just governance of  land. First, the 
chapter focuses on structural inequality as it ex-
ists for women and how gender inequality im-
pedes just governance of  land. This chapter, 
which is entitled ‘Gender, Structural Inequality 
and Just Governance’, argues (in the words of  
the authors) that ‘tackling inequitable govern-
ance along gender lines will require tackling in-
formal social norms that reflect and justify 
existing laws and practices’. Next, the chapter dis-
cusses the most successful reforms and the areas 

in which they fall short. Further, it then details 
that land interventions should be subjected to 
gender justice to succeed effectively. Lastly, the 
chapter is conceptually connected to the argu-
ments presented by Cynthia Caron (in Chapter 7), 
who calls for widening the horizon of  women’s 
bargaining power in the land and natural re-
source affairs. 

 Chapter 3 (authored by Ikechukwu O. 
Ezeuduji, Antonia T. Nzama, Nontuthuzelo N. 
Mbane and Nompumelelo Nzama) investigates 
the nuanced gender debates in land tenure in 
sub-Saharan Africa and teases out the realities 
and illusions embedded in the discourse. This 
chapter covers the tenure debated in all sub- 
Saharan Africa – East, Central, West and South-
ern Africa. The chapter ends with an eight-point 
proposition for best practices in land policy and 
research in sub-Saharan Africa. The chapter 
covers a broad scope in terms of  theme and 
geography. Hence, it provides a general back-
ground for grasping Stein T. Holden’s specific 
tenure treatise on Ethiopia in Chapter 12. 

 The fourth chapter is a contribution from 
Uchendu Eugene Chigbu and Stig Enemark. The 
chapter frames how land governance and gender 
can support the achievement of  the Global 
Agenda 2030. This chapter begins by conceptu-
ally deconstructing the relationship between land 
governance, gender and the Global Agenda 2030. 
Then, it presents graphical representations of  
these relationships. It also identifies the elements 
of  land governance and gender within the SDGs, 
the key challenges ahead, and the suggestions for 
dealing with the identified challenges. 

 In Chapter 5, Sara Berry examines the con-
cerns of  governing African land in an era of  in-
stability. The chapter looks at the ‘many-faceted 
process’ involved in the governance of  a valuable 
resource, such as land in Africa. Next, the chap-
ter delves into the multiple rules, competition be-
tween authorities and the lines of  conflicts 
encountered in governance practices. 

  Part 2 – Tenure–Gender Dimensions in 
Land Management, Land Administration 
and Land Policy:  This part of  the book com-
prises Chapters 6, 7, 8 and 9. Chapter 6 is about 
‘Advancing Women’s Position by Recognizing 
and Strengthening Customary Land Rights: Les-
sons from Community-Based Land Interven-
tions in Mozambique’. This chapter (by Julian 
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Quan, Lora Forsythe and June Y.T. Po) investi-
gates the transformative outcomes in land-based 
development programmes. The chapter presents 
gender-sensitive lessons from recent land pro-
jects. It demonstrates why gender is essential in 
the planning, design and modification of  future 
land programmes. The chapter presents three 
crucial lessons within the sphere of  ‘gendered 
land tenure and livelihood systems’, ‘private sec-
tor agricultural investments’, and the ‘methods 
involved in delivering land and development pro-
grammes to rural communities.’ 

 Cynthia Caron, in Chapter 7, probes wom-
en’s access to land and bargaining power. The 
chapter provides insights into the bargaining 
strategies associated with customary tenure sys-
tems and land access as an individual and col-
lective concern. The author uses the voices of  
women (through interviews) to reflect on real-
life experiences of  women bargaining with trad-
itional authorities, widows bargaining with 
in-laws, and married women bargaining with a 
husband. Using these various scenarios of  women 
in land bargaining (at both individual and col-
lective levels), the author successfully reveals the 
individual and collective structural problem 
women encounter in land access. 

 Chapter 8, entitled ‘Gender-Sensitivity in 
Land Management: Trajectory of  Housing, Agri-
culture and Land Ownership in South Korea’, 
presents the gender perspective of  land manage-
ment and related practices in South Korea. In 
this chapter, Cheonjae Lee provides a developed 
country perspective of  gender inequality based 
on land/housing and women’s issues. This chap-
ter is both significant and provocative. Very little 
is available in the literature about how gender 
is implemented in land management in the de-
veloped countries of  Asia, where less attention 
has been paid to understand the men-and-women 
situation in property and land-based empower-
ment. This is one of  the few studies that has pre-
sented evidence on East Asia’s land-gender 
perspective of  development. In addition, it high-
lights gender-related land policy issues in South 
Korea. 

 Katriel Marks and Rhonda Phillips, in the 
ninth chapter, explore a global analysis of  
non-legal barriers to land ownership by women. 
The chapter probes ‘the potential factors behind 
why women’s rights to own land are often ig-
nored despite laws permitting women to own 

and inherit land.’ The analysis is based on data 
on measures of  gender equality from the Global 
Gender Gap Index 2020 and data for the per-
centage of  land owned by women by the FAO. By 
correlating data from the Global Gender Gap 
Index 2020 with the FAO data on the percentage 
of  total landowners who are female, the authors 
provided insight into specific factors affecting 
land ownership by women. The authors conclude 
that, among many other issues, ‘a lack of  educa-
tion, access to information, and credit stem from 
economic institutions which do not place 
women on an equal playing field as men’. The 
chapter recommended broad cultural changes 
for bringing equality into women’s land owner-
ship structures. 

  Part 3 – Applications and Experiences: 
Techniques, Strategies, Tools, Methods and 
Case Studies:  This part of  the book comprises 
Chapters 10, 11, 12 and 13. Chapter 10, by 
 Xiaobin Zhang and Yanmei Ye, brings to the fore 
the perspective of  governing tension between con-
struction land expansion and farmland protection 
in rural China, focusing on land consolidation. 
The chapter reveals the evolution of  land con-
solidation. In addition, it provides narratives 
on the process of  changing rural land to urban 
construction land. In general, the chapter delves 
into a critical perspective of  land consolidation 
processes in China, supporting mechanism for 
land consolidation implementation. 

 The eleventh chapter is another provoca-
tive piece. It questions the existence of  matrilin-
eal land tenure systems that do little to empower 
women and lift them out of  land-related poverty. 
The ‘Discourse on Women and Land Tenure in 
Ghana: Does a Matrilineal Land Tenure System 
Make a Difference for Women?’ is written by 
Nancy Kankam Kusi, Frank Mintah, Valentina 
Nyame, Uchendu Eugene Chigbu, Menare Royal 
Mabakeng, Barikisa Owusu Ansah, and Walter 
Dachaga. The study presented in the chapter fo-
cuses on women’s land rights in the Asante eth-
nic group of  Ghana, where matriarchy is part 
and parcel of  the culture. The authors used local 
narratives of  the Asante to show how ‘verbal 
abuse’ (through oral traditions) promotes social 
stereotypes of  women that are disempowering in 
land ownership. Tracing the history and struc-
ture of  matriarchy in the Asante society, they 
conclude that there is either the existence of  
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‘false matriarchy’ or a ‘matriarchy crisis’ that 
has left women land-poor within the Asante. In 
search of  an appropriate concept to describe the 
nature of  ‘matriarchy’ in Asante, they called this 
scenario ‘male matriarchy’. 

 Stein T. Holden, in Chapter 12, gives a his-
torical account of  the gender dimensions of  land 
tenure reforms in Ethiopia 1995–2020. The 
chapter takes readers through the historical 
context of  land tenure in Ethiopia from feudal 
times to 1974 to identify women’s traditional 
positions in land issues. Overall, the chapter an-
swers three critical questions: (i) whether the 
land laws ensure gender equity; (ii) whether 
knowledge and practice of  the law grant gender 
equity; and (iii) whether there is productivity and 
welfare outcome from strengthening women’s 
land rights. 

 Chapter 13, by M. Siraj Sait and M. Adil 
Sait, focuses on the ‘The Paradox of  Islamic 
Land Governance and Gender Equality’. This 
chapter places the Islamic land perspectives into 
historical context and then unties the knotty 
issues concerning Islamic land governance and 
gender equality. It also provides practical ideas 
on improving women’s access to land as an es-
sential element to socioeconomic development 
in the context of  the Muslim world. 

  Part 4 – Land Governance, Gender and 
Tenure Innovations:  This is the last part of  the 
book. It comprises chapters 14, 15, 16, 17 and 
18. Liz Alden Wily, in Chapter 14, details what 
transforming the legal status of  customary land 
rights would mean for women and men in rural 
Africa. The chapter theoretically argues that 
land tenure reform is a ‘potent trigger towards 
equitable land relations between men and women 
in the customary land sector’. It provides a crit-
ical perspective of  the modern-day customary 
tenure and contemporary land reform and ex-
plores the gender provisions in modern land 
laws. This chapter provides a clearer and in-
sightful grasp of  why land tenure regimes can 
best be described as continually in a state of  flux 
in Africa. Lastly, the chapter provides an orienta-
tion to the tenure–gender nexus concerns dealt 
with in Chapters 11 (by Nancy Kankam Kusi 
 et al .) and 15 (by Gaynor Gamuchirai Paradza) 
on Africa and beyond. 

 Chapter 15, by Gaynor Gamuchirai Paradza, 
addresses ‘Women and Land Inheritance under 

Legal Pluralism in Lesotho’. The chapter pro-
vides an overview of  women’s land inheritance 
rights under legal pluralism in sub-Saharan Af-
rica and justifies why land inheritance matters 
for women across Africa. It mainly explores the 
land tenure architecture of  Lesotho as it affects 
women’s rights to inherit land. Key aspects ad-
dressed include the succession planning under 
custom and statute in Lesotho, how women ex-
perience land and inheritance under legal 
pluralism, and how marriage informs land 
inheritance dynamics for Basotho widows in 
Lesotho. 

 Ernest Uwayezu and Marie Jeanne Ny-
iransabimana, in Chapter 16, presents the ‘Ten-
ure-Responsive Zoning Regulations for Better 
Gender Equality in Land Management in Kigali 
City, Rwanda’. The authors approach their argu-
ments from the perspective of  planning, focus-
ing on the land use rights concerns from the lens 
of  spatial planning in Rwanda. This chapter 
(though focused on Rwanda) is linked to the Af-
rican perspectives of  gender and land rights as 
presented in other chapters. In addition, it is 
linked to the themes presented in Chapters 3, 7, 
11, 14 and 15. The authors provide an in-depth 
insight into the ‘Trajectory of  gender equality in 
land ownership from the lens of  the African land 
reform’ as a preamble to their work in Rwanda. 
An essential contribution of  this chapter is that 
it presents various tenure options for integration 
into sociospatial planning for achieving better 
gender equality in land management in Kigali 
City in Rwanda. 

 Chapter 17 (written by Uchendu Eugene 
Chigbu, Michael Klaus and Holger Magel) pre-
sents the best way to create balanced develop-
ment conditions between rural and urban areas. 
First, it denotes how rural–urban migration 
issues often reinforce the concentration of  eco-
nomic activities, accelerated growth and domin-
ance of  cities over rural areas. Then it argues for 
a renewed way for tackling rural development 
challenges by engaging in visions and practices 
of  sustainable development that cater to con-
cerns about rural exodus and a stronger focus on 
urban-to-rural migration. A global outlook of  
the reverse migration occurring in various 
countries worldwide is used as the basis for this 
argument. Theoretically, the chapter frames its 
discussions around the concepts of  pandemic 
liveability, rural development and reverse migration. 
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Then these concepts are used to evoke rural con-
cerns and raise the issue of  rural populations 
during the global pandemic. Next, it outlines how 
to tap into the pandemic crisis as an opportunity 
for a renewed rural development approach in-
stead of  focusing only on its challenges. Then, the 
chapter concisely addresses the future of  rural 
areas under COVID-19, answering the question 
of  what sort of  future rural areas should have 
considering the COVID-19 pandemic. 

 Chapter 18 (by Pamela Durán-Díaz, Emma 
R. Morales and Melissa Schumacher) provides 
an urban cum peri-urban land governance perspec-
tive from Latin America. The chapter presents a 
case study of  how urban literacy was used to 
strengthen land governance and women’s em-
powerment in the peri-urban communities of  
San Andrés Cholula in Mexico. The emerging 
discourse in this chapter hinges on the applica-
tion of  land governance principles in traditional 
peri-urban communities in Mexico and the chal-
lenge it brings to urban development. 

 Concluding the book with Chapter 19, ‘Land 
Governance and Gender for a Tenure-Responsive 

Future’, the volume editor, Uchendu Eugene 
Chigbu, reviews ways to restructure land 
governance for knowledge and practice. This 
chapter also discusses why it is important to con-
sider gender in land governance and how to 
diagnose land governance and gender concerns 
using some essential land methods and tools. Fi-
nally, the editor ends the book by discussing how 
to take the tenure–gender nexus in land govern-
ance forward to better the world. 

 Through the content of  this book and its 19 
chapters, the editor is hopeful that it will gener-
ate more research and discussion on land govern-
ance and gender and its associated tenure–gender 
nexus in land management and land policy. Fur-
ther, it is predictable that as more land govern-
ance and gender challenges continue to emerge, 
it will motivate more interest in exploring the 
approaches presented in the book and fostering 
a deeper understanding of  what can work in 
communities and regions around the world. 
Therefore, the editor encourages readers to con-
tinue to explore these land-related issues to make 
more significant impacts in theory and practice.   
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