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From a Tonga-New Zealand partnership: this summer photograph shows members of the Editor’s family 
with their hosts from the Tongan community on Ha’apai, Kingdom of Tonga.  Professor Paula Jameson 
(left) heads the School of Biological Sciences, University of Canterbury, New Zealand. In partnership 
with others, the School is developing a number of initiatives, including Tongan high school projects on 
biological and environmental issues relevant to local communities and landscape.  
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New Year’s greetings from the summery 
Southern Hemisphere!  

This No. 80 issue of IFLA News brings together 
articles from some of the many partners with which 
IFLA enjoys important and productive relations. Our 
authors probe the future for developments they see 
as important in 2009, and the part that IFLA, its 
members, and all with a concern for the 
environment can play towards achieving common 
goals. At the transition from one year to the next, 
we also look back to some events that took place 
towards the end of 2008. Reports of these show the 
enthusiasm and diligence with which the 
development and practice of landscape architecture 
are being pursued worldwide. This is a bumper 
issue of IFLA News to allow the spanning of both 
the recent past events and the future; Issue No. 81 
will return to a more typical length to focus attention 
on Cultural Landscapes. 

Ed.  

From the President 
The New Year, whether it is celebrated on January 
1 or later in the year according to each culture, is 
often a time for review, reflection, and planning for 
the year ahead. 2009 will be no different. Plans will 
be made, but the financial upheavals of 2008 
demand different strategies for 2009.  

In December, I heard educators from different parts 
of the world saying that the students who next 
graduate may not find jobs. I heard managers 
discussing redundancies being issued, with 
contractors given two hours notice. Another 
manager told me that the last recession had taken 
several years to reach a marked downturn in 
landscape architecture projects. This financial 
recession though may be more widespread than in 
earlier years, and those in relatively buoyant 
economies might at least expect more competition 
from others searching for work.  

However, this is a time of opportunity. For those 
who were so busy that there was scarcely time to 
plan or extend skills, that hoped-for time may now 
be here. This may be an ideal time for landscape 
architecture associations to work with new 
graduates, and to undertake projects that were 
previously impossible when people were too busy. 
Using a strategy of volunteers, investigations might 
be undertaken that could benefit the profession as 
well as give graduates experience. It may also be 
an ideal time to plan contacts with high schools to 
promote the profession, and to give high school 
students experience of project work so that in due 
course the graduates who were previously so 
scarce will be starting to build in numbers again.  

It might also be a good time to plan a diverse range 
of continuing professional development (CPD) 
courses with universities so that practitioners can 

broaden their skills. And it may be a good time to 
develop better contacts with other professional 
groups, particularly those that are less traditional, 
so that the profile and status of the profession can 
be promoted more effectively. It may be a good 
time for making connections with other groups on 
common threats, such as climate change, so our 
profession can make a more effective contribution. 
Most of all this is a good time for encouraging 
collegiality within the profession so that those who 
need support can be assisted.  

And what strategies should IFLA be adopting? I 
think we need to maintain and diversify our 
traditional contacts, our strategy of affiliations, so 
that we move into new fields of decision makers 
and leaders, while maintaining our traditional links. I 
think we need to maintain and develop our strategy 
of volunteers so that any practitioners who are 
searching for experience can work with us on 
projects that will otherwise remain just ideas. I think 
we also must focus on the initiatives that are 
leading to change for our profession, the 
environmental impacts including climate change, as 
well as the European Landscape Convention, and 
build our contribution in those two areas. Finally, we 
too must maintain and improve our dialogue with 
members so that we share experiences and 
enhance rather than diminish our professional 
status. 

The New Year is a symbol of change. Those who 
are caught up in change tend to feel powerless, but 
by anticipating, planning and most importantly 
working together as a profession rather than as 
isolated practitioners and companies, 2009 could 
be a year of learning, of innovation, and of powerful 
ideas for the landscape architecture profession.      

Diane Menzies 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Sunset in the streets of Montevideo: colours and lights of 
the Old Town, the Port and the Bay.  “All sunsets are the 
promise of a new day.” From Fernando Britos, IFLA 
delegate of AUDADP. 
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IFLA and ICOMOS: 
cooperation in light of 
their new agreement 
 

Gustavo F Araoz 

President, ICOMOS 

 

ICOMOS, in coordination with the ICOMOS-
IFLA International Committee on Cultural 
Landscapes looks forward to engaging IFLA 
and its Cultural Landscapes Committee as the 
opportunities to activate our agreement are 
formulated and pursued in the days ahead.   

The new cooperative agreement signed by 
ICOMOS and IFLA on the occasion of the 2008 
ICOMOS General Assembly in Quebec was not an 
accidental breakthrough. It is a re-affirmation of 
René Pechère’s dream that to protect the heritage 
of landscapes, both organizations need to work 
together, strengthening and expanding their long-
standing collaboration through the shared 
ICOMOS–IFLA International Committee on Cultural 
Landscapes.  

40 years have passed since René Pechère dared 
IFLA to form a section on Historic Gardens; and it 
has been 37 years since he dared the ICOMOS 
General Assembly in Oxford with the question 
“…what are you doing for gardens?” Out of this 
challenge was born the ICOMOS-IFLA Committee 
on Historic Gardens and Sites. The wake of this 
long trajectory travelled together by ICOMOS and 
IFLA since Oxford is richly sown with the 
instruments for the protection of our cultural 
environment. 

During these early years and as the Committee’s 
original name implied, its focus was on historic 
gardens, which for the first time posed for the 
heritage conservation community the paradox of 
“preserving” an organic object whose natural growth 
and evolution are not within absolute human 
control. From the beginning of the 19

th 
Century, and 

well into the 20
th
, the growth and maturation of the 

cultural heritage professions had been based 
exclusively on the conservation of the image and 
fabric of inanimate architectural and construction 
materials. The apparent oxymoron of preserving 
gardens flew in the face of then-accepted dogma.  

Undaunted by the general lack of understanding, 
the series of biennial expert meetings convened in 
the 1970s by ICOMOS-IFLA in Fontainebleau, 
Granada, Zeist , Prague, Bruges, Madrid and 

elsewhere, created an abundant legacy of theory 
and praxis in garden conservancy. This led in 1981 
to the historic adoption by ICOMOS of its very first 
doctrinal document: the Florence Charter on the 
Preservation of Historic Gardens.  The Florence 
Charter had a far more transforming effect on the 
field of preservation than it is normally given credit. 
The new vision of heritage advanced by the Charter 
thrust upon preservation practitioners the new duty 
of managing processes whose patterns of change 
are outside human control, along with the traditional 
responsibilities of preserving historic fabric.  

The impact of the Florence Charter, however, did 
not stop there. Greater convergence was to follow, 
and is still occurring. As a metaphor of historic 
garden conservation, the shift in focus of landscape 
architecture away from narrow garden design 
towards the larger encompassing landscape has 
irreversibly linked the traditional design objectives 
of the past with the management of the social 
processes that are constantly re-shaping the human 
habitat. In the field of heritage, the rapidly 
expanding concept of the monument as one 
indivisible unit with its broader setting led to seeing 
the heritage place as an integral part of its broader 
environment.  

The historic hydroelectric power plant in Tyssedal, 
Norway: the cultural landscapes of the fjords. 

 
Emerging from this is the cultural landscape as new 
heritage paradigm. Recognized by the World 
Heritage Convention in 1992, cultural landscapes 
were included and defined in an encompassing 
heritage category. The cultural landscape is still 
today, some 17 years and 60 World Heritage 
inscriptions later, an ongoing area of important 
inquiry and research. Through our work in ICOMOS 
and IFLA with cultural landscapes, we have come 
to understand that cultural values, once assumed to 
rest entirely on the material fabric of the place, are 
also carried by intangible vessels that need to be 
identified and documented. In many cases, these 
are impossible to preserve in the traditional sense, 
such as memories associated to place, traditional 
land uses, and geographically specific communal 
rituals.   
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Not only do we need to deepen our grasp of the 
complex nature of the culturally significant 
landscape, we also need to develop the tools to 
protect – or at least manage - its tangible and 
intangible carriers of significance in the cultural 
landscape. These management objectives may 
impose limits on the extent and pace of change and 
the parallel level of continuity that results from 
cultural and natural processes over time. In the face 
of accelerating change, we need to assess whether 
the changes resulting naturally from these 
processes are beneficial, detrimental or neutral to 
the cultural significance of heritage. 

Nowhere are these issues more urgent than in the 
current discussion on the concept of Historic Urban 
Landscapes (HULs), whereby historic cities are 
viewed as organic cultural products that are in 
constant change and yet, remain heritage. Recent 
challenges in the modernization of high-rise 
architecture infrastructure are raising new questions 
on how much change a heritage place can absorb 
without losing its cultural values. Over the past 
decades, one historic city after another has been 
the object of radical changes that are falsely 
attributed to their natural development and growth.  

The successes thus far in protecting or managing 
cultural landscapes are finding applicability to most 
aspects of the conservation endeavour and its 
specialties.  

Previously dissociated disciplines are being inter-
related in unprecedented ways with landscape as 
the instigator. The valuable lesson learned from 
cultural landscapes is that it requires a multi-faceted 
conception. To embrace this multiplicity, we must 
simultaneously address tangible and intangible 
heritage, natural and cultural heritage, permanent 
and ephemeral heritage while we interface with the 
management of the natural and social process that 
are constantly bringing about change.   

The cooperative agreement between ICOMOS and 
IFLA responds to the new need for both institutions 
to engage in new, more audacious actions. It 
comes at the right time to address the new global 
realities. Landscapes are no longer the exclusive 
domain of the ICOMOS-IFLA International 
Committee on Cultural Landscapes, or the IFLA 
Cultural Landscapes Committee. The disciplines 
involved in protecting and managing cultural 
landscape extend to all professions in ICOMOS and 
IFLA, as well as the global community. The 
challenge of cultural landscapes demands the 
integration of previously independent disciplines 
and pertains to all who are concerned about the 
ethical transmission of our heritage to future 
generations. 
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Relations between 
IFLA and ISOCARP 
in facing common 
challenges 

Pierre Laconte 
President, ISOCARP 

Challenges 

The challenges facing landscape architecture and 
city and regional planning are more than ever 
largely common:  

� Urban Sprawl is mixing built space and residual 
open fields. It is to be addressed by both 
planners and landscape architects. 

� Shorter life-cycle of built space is leading to an 
oversupply of developed land, what has been 
called in Germany “Shrinking Cities”, i.e. more 
supply of urbanised lands than demand for 
them. They raise a challenge to all land related 
professions. 

� Global warming and climate change are 
beginning to affect land use, and require new 
skills to deal with floods, desertification, and 
changing flora and fauna.  

 

� Globalization of real estate markets poses a 
challenge of its own to the land-related 
professions: the need to be able to work in a 
diversity of climates, professional fields, and 
cultural backgrounds. These challenges require 
a trans-disciplinary research approach and a 
cross-fertilisation of professional training and 
practice.  

Complementarities and synergies 

Land related professions are represented worldwide 
by a remarkably large number of organisations, 
ranging from world ones and regional ones down to 
national organisations with international activities. 
Many more are representing related professions. 
ISOCARP [International Society of city and 
Regional Planners; www.isocarp.org] has attempted 
to start an inventory of these with a view to 
assessing complementarities and developing 
synergies. This has led to a growing number of 
Memoranda of Understanding and partnerships. 
These include the International Federation of 
Landscape Architects (IFLA), for the reasons I 
mentioned before.  

Such memoranda provide exchanges of information 
and announcements of each other’s activities, as 
well as mutual invitations to events. In last month’s 
ISOCARP.NET we were pleased to congratulate 
IFLA’s President, Commissioner Diane Menzies, on 
her appointment as Officer of the New Zealand 
Order of Merit for services to the environment. 
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Among the challenges faced 
by all land related 

professions is the land-water 
interface, treated from 

different angles in both 2008 
IFLA and ISOCARP 

Congresses. In the case of 
the ISOCARP 2008 

Congress, it was approached 
jointly with the Urban 

Planning Society of China, 
and was followed by a tour of 

six water-towns along the 
former Shanghai-Beijing 
Grand Canal (photo of 

Zhouzhuang). A restoration 
project of the Canal by the 
Tongji University team of 

Professor Ruan Yisan won 
one of the 2008 Awards for 

Excellence in Planning 
[www.isocarp.org]. 
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Synchronised calendars 

A further stage in collaboration would be to have a 
general draft calendar of future space-related 
international events, so as to avoid, inasmuch as 
possible, an overlapping of their dates. For the first 
time this year, this will be the case between the 
International Federation for Housing and Planning, 
which will hold its congress in September, while 
ours will be on 19-23 October in Porto (Low Carbon 
Cities). In previous years, our congresses usually 
overlapped. We are now considering moving to a 
common address. We will be very glad to announce 
IFLA’s 2009 events as soon as details are 
available. 

International collaborative research 

Among the areas of collaboration between 
members of both IFLA and EFLA and our members 
we see the development of research projects in 
collaboration with international organisations such 
as WHO or with European institutions. Our Brussels 
Liaison Office has been selected to participate in 
different EU-projects (by no means limited to EU 
countries!): research on urban planning and 
management, exchange of experiences at the local 
and regional level, expertise on urban planning, 
development and environment, peer reviews, 
invitations to potential experts for participating in EU 
workshops and working groups.  

For example, the project called "Plan4All” aims to 
build a network of local, regional and national 
authorities, stakeholders and organizations to 
harmonize Spatial Data Infrastructure (Budget of 
4.5 million Euros), and the project called “Fighting 
Urban Sprawl in Europe” (Budget of 1 million 
Euros). Our office is managed by Didier Van 
Cutsem, Stadtplaner und Landschaftsarchitekt, 
Munich.  

Conclusion 

Networking between professional organisations has 
a large potential to meet the common challenges to 
professionals. It includes education and training, 
complementarities in programmes of events, and 
common international projects. This is first and 
foremost the case with IFLA and ISOCARP.  

 

 

 

International 
Federation of Parks 
& Recreation 
Administration 

Alan Smith  
Chief Executive 
 

Members of Ifpra and IFLA have many values 
and objectives in common. The relationship 
between the two organisations was taken 
forward through the signing of a Memorandum 
of Understanding at the recent Ifpra Asia 
Pacific Conference in Christchurch, New 
Zealand. 

 

 

Early developments 

Ifpra was formed in 1957, following a meeting in 
Brighton, UK, of Parks Managers drawn mainly 
from the public sector and mainly from the UK and 
the northern areas of mainland Europe, in particular 
The Netherlands. This group of park enthusiasts 
decided to form Ifpra to formalise a network through 
which best practice could be exchanged. This 
objective was achieved through annual 
conferences, exchange of correspondence detailing 
experiences, and numerous exchange visits. 

The initial number in Ifpra was small – between 50 
and 100 – and was dominated by members from 
the UK and The Netherlands. The emphasis of 
interest of the early Ifpra members was horticultural 
excellence, although “recreation” was, and remains, 
in the organisation’s title. 

For the next four decades, the focus of Ifpra varied 
little from technical horticultural excellence, 
particularly civic horticulture. This was an era of 
great civic pride in local parks and floral displays, 
and Ifpra members during that time played a major 
role in the development of the relevant best practice 
within the UK and across mainland Europe. 
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From the late 1980s onwards, local pride in public 
parks and the use made of them by the community 
began to wane. In times of financial constraint, 
parks and public horticultural displays were easy 
targets for financial savings. There was little public 
opposition to the steady decline in funding for parks 
and open spaces as this coincided with a decline in 
the use of parks. 

A changing focus 

Ifpra continued to pursue the development and 
exchange of best practice, although the focus 
gradually changed.  Throughout the 1990s and into 
the 21

st
 Century the realisation developed of the 

contribution that public open spaces could make 
towards social harmony. They began to be seen as 
a tool to combat social challenges, such as social 
integration, physical and mental health of all ages, 
obesity and drug use. 

Ifpra reacted to these changes in attitude. While 
retaining its interest in horticultural excellence, it 
embraced the resurgence of public open spaces 
and now has many strands to its focus.  Ifpra is now 
concerned with all aspects of the management and 
development of public open spaces, whether in 
public or private ownership.  Ifpra is now committed 
to the promotion of International Best Practice, not 
only in design and maintenance of public open 
spaces, but in the enhancement and recognition of 
the role that public open space can offer as a social 
tool.  

Although the focus of Ifpra has changed 
significantly during the five decades of its existence, 
it still retains its original name, which does not truly 
reflect its range of interests. 

Current position 

Ifpra now has members in over 50 countries, with 
every continent represented. There are two Ifpra 
Regions: Ifpra Asia Pacific and Ifpra Europe, and 
there are moves to bring about two more 
recognised Ifpra Regions (Ifpra Africa and Ifpra 
Americas). While the profile of the membership 
during the early years was almost solidly 
horticultural, this too has changed with the changing 
focus of Ifpra. More than 60% of the membership is 
employed in the public sector, the remainder being 
drawn from the private sector, academia and 
consultants.   

There is a strong corporate membership, including 
cities, local authority departments, academic 
bodies, commercial open space management 
companies, and commercial suppliers to the 
industry.  As Ifpra has expanded, its areas of 
concern, so has its activities, designed to deliver its 
main objective of the development and exchange of 
International Best Practice. 

The Federation is governed by a World 
Commission consisting of members democratically 
elected by the membership.  The administration of 
Ifpra is based in the UK.  The President appoints an 
Executive Committee from within the membership 
of the Commission, with each member having 
“cabinet” responsibility for a defined issue. Ifpra 
publishes a magazine, Ifpra World, which is 
distributed quarterly to members.  A number of 
Working Groups are active, researching various 
topics of interest to members, and consideration is 
being given to the launching of an Ifpra professional 
qualification. Each year an Ifpra Congress is held in 
a different venue around the world.  

 

Out-reach policy 

In recent years Ifpra has reached out to develop 
relationships with other bodies to work together on 
common issues.  This out-reach policy has led to 
the signing of a Memorandum of Understanding 
with IFLA.  The Memorandum commits both 
organisations to promote each other’s activities and 
to work closely together on common issues. 

 

Ifpra contacts: Email:  ifpraworld@aol.com; Ph:  +44 (0) 118 946 
1680 
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UIA goals for 2009: 
prospects for 
collaboration 

Louise Cox 
President, International Union of Architects 

It was a pleasure meeting IFLA President, Dr 
Diane Menzies, at the ICOMOS General 
Assembly in Quebec City in September 2008. 
Many topics of mutual interest were discussed, 
and I look forward to following up on these 
when meeting the IFLA Executive in Brussels 
in March. With the signing of an Agreement 
between IFLA and UIA, 2009 should be the 
year in which we begin to work together to 
achieve our goals.  

UIA Goals in 2009 

Sustainable practices 

Sustainable practices should underpin everything 
we do. All our Work Programmes have been asked 
to explain their own sustainability principles and 
practices related to scientific, educational, social, 
environmental, economic, and cultural issues. This 
is in line with the United Nations 2001 Universal 
Declaration on Cultural Diversity, entrusted to 
UNESCO to carry out, and will ensure that their 
policies are formulated to assist UIA in its main 
goals, and that their work is a resource for UIA. I 
am sure that IFLA is also involved with sustainable 
practice, and that we could share experiences. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Disaster relief 

We have set up a global Disasters Relief Hub on 
the UIA website, as an information resource for all, 
reinstating the previous Work Programme. All of its 
publications related to the prevention of disasters 
will be updated. What does IFLA do in this area? 

Diversity and social equity 

To ensure equity for all we are reinstating Action 
without Borders as a UIA Work Programme. This 
will have respect for human rights as its mandate: 

� to bring about much greater equity into all 
societies; 

� to support as many of the different cultures and 
religions in harmony; 

� to nurture the arts and tangible and intangible 
heritage; 

� to encourage the retention of local languages; 

� to sustain and care for the built environment 
and natural places; and 

� to respect and maintain difference to ensure 
true cultural diversity continues.  

It will also discuss ways of dealing with 
discrimination between local practitioners and 
projects. There would be similar situations that IFLA 
members have to confront; we should share our 
experiences and solutions. 

 

Rag pickers and houses in Mumbai. Photo courtesy the author.  
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Architecture and quality 

We want to debate Architecture and Quality in our 
Council Meetings, including not only the buildings, 
but the context in which they sit. There are too 
many situations where no cognisance is taken of 
the surrounding context and inappropriate projects 
occur that make no attempt to consider this context. 

International organisations 

We want to reinforce our contacts with UN, WHO, 
WTO, IOC and UNHabitat to make sure that UIA 
becomes an even more powerful advocate for all 
architects, especially with regards to local 
professional barriers. We want to re-engage with 
UNESCO in many areas, including higher 
education, world heritage, children, and 
sustainability. 

Both UIA and IFLA are represented as partners on 
the UNESCO ad hoc Working Group on Historic 
Urban Landscapes, which is working towards new 
definitions of historic urban landscapes, impact 
assessment tools for site management of historic 
urban landscapes, whether or not these are of 
World Heritage significance. There are new 
challenges, including climate change, social 
changes in historic cities, and development 
pressures and challenges that require new 
management tools. These should be flexible and 
allow for sustainable change. It is good for UIA and 
IFLA to be working together here. 

Students and young graduates 

We are working towards student/young graduate 
representation on UIA Council. These people are 
really important; they are our future. At the moment, 
because we are a federation of national architecture 
organisations, we do not really come into contact 
with students in dealing with our member sections, 
other than competitions for students and young 
graduates, for instance. What consideration does 
IFLA have for student inclusion in their work? 

Continuing professional development 

Our new web based UIA CPD resource is now 
available to all through the UIA website. We are 
collecting product information and relevant links. 
IFLA and UIA should be able to provide suitable 
product to each other through this vehicle. 

International competitions 

We need to develop innovation by promoting more 
international competitions. Already both UIA and 
IFLA have representation on the jury for the 
Torsanlorenzo Prize, each year. There will be more 
opportunities in 2009 and beyond for collaboration 
in international competitions. 

Cultural heritage education 

Cultural Heritage and Global Climate Change are 
like “managing static remains in a dynamic 
landscape.” The practice of conservation needs to 

become more “green”
1
. That is why Reflection 

Group 7 of the UIA Education Commission has just 
prepared a paper on Heritage Education that we 
hope will be consulted by universities when 
preparing their curricula for undergraduate and 
postgraduate courses.  

The slow degradation and/or catastrophic 
destruction of cultural heritage places and 
communities, as well as the vast array of natural 
cultural heritage sites, will have major impacts on 
the travel patterns and choices of the enormous 
number of international tourists and the countless 
domestic tourists. Apart from the impact on those 
places that travellers will no longer see as 
attractive, the increased impact on those that are 
currently less affected could be significant, such as 
Venice in Italy.  

It is important to promote vernacular architecture as 
energy efficient, as well as socially, culturally and 
ecologically efficient. The energy efficiency of 
traditional buildings can be upgraded, but there are 
many lessons to be learnt from traditional ways of 
solving environmental issues that can be used in 
buildings today. Traditional vernacular ensembles 
are often totally tied into the landscape, both 
because the construction materials are those 
readily available in a given region, but also because 
their form may have evolved over centuries as a 
direct response to the local environment. 
Archaeological landscapes can also lose value and 
require greater interpretation because of landscape 
degradation and flooding. Depopulation and 
abandonment of living sites is possible as a result 
of climate change. As their inhabitability becomes 
untenable, their defining characteristics are at 
stake. IFLA must be involved in this area and UIA 
would like to share experiences here. 

20
th
 Century architectural heritage 

UIA has had a wonderful 20
th
 Century architectural 

heritage website resource since 2000, which was 
given a new look and many more aspects in 2008. 
This was launched at the UIA World Congress in 
Turin, Italy last July, and is now linked with 
Docomomo International. There are new 
opportunities to share this further. Is IFLA 
interested? 

 

In conclusion, it is obvious that our two 
organisations have many items of common interest 
to discuss further, and with which we can work 
together in 2009 and beyond. We should start now. 

 

 
                                                           
1
 York Factory, Canada, Marc de Caraffe (with Mell Chapple) 

presentation at the ICOMOS Scientific Council Symposium 
“Cultural Heritage and Global Climate Change”, Pretoria South 
Africa, 7th October 2007. 
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The LE:NOTRE 
Project – 
Understanding the 
‘Bigger Picture’ 
 

Richard Stiles 

Vienna University of Technology 
LE:NOTRE Project Network Coordinator 

The LE:NOTRE Thematic Network Project 
(Landscape Education: New Opportunities for 
Teaching and Research in Europe) has now 
entered its seventh year. Since it started in the 
autumn of 2002, the European Union-funded 
network of higher education institutions has 
grown in size and expanded geographically 
beyond its original European scope to cover 
five continents.  

The project has begun to expand conceptually in 
other ways too. While LE:NOTRE is still a network 
linking universities and other stakeholders in the 
higher education process, it is becoming 
increasingly clear that networks themselves, as a 
form of social organisation, are becoming far more 
than just loose groupings of institutions. Instead, 
they are increasingly seen as being at the centre of 
a wider social, economic, and commercial 
revolution that is at least as ground breaking as the 
industrial revolution was nearly two centuries ago. 
Information technology lies at the heart of this 
transformation. 

Largely because of the way in which the project 
website [www.le-notre.org] has been placed at the 
centre of LE:NOTRE, the project can now be seen 
as being at the forefront of this revolution, involving 
the creation of the new “Network Society” as it has 
been dubbed by the Catalan-American sociologist 
Manuel Castells (Castells, 2000). 

From the start of LE:NOTRE, the website has been 
developed as an interactive platform for collecting 
information and a tool for communication rather 
than just a passive electronic noticeboard. Although 
it was not until 2004 that the term “Web 2.0” was 
coined by internet guru Tim O’Reilly, it was clear 
from the start that the vision for the LE:NOTRE 
website was based on the concept of interactivity 
and user generated content.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It is now widely recognised that the internet 
revolution is going to re-structure fundamentally 
many aspects of society across the globe. The 
situation is described by Harvard Law Professer 
Yochai Benkler in his book The Wealth of Networks 
(Benkler, 2006) as follows: 

It seems passé today to speak of “the 
Internet revolution”. …But it should not be. 
The change brought about by the 
networked information environment is 
deep. It is structural. It goes to the very 
foundations of how liberal markets and 
liberal democracies have coevolved for 
almost two centuries. 

A series of changes in technologies, 
economic organisation, and social 
practices of production in this environment 
has created new opportunities for how we 
make and exchange information, 
knowledge and culture.  

Universities are central to the production of 
information, knowledge and culture, and it is, 
arguably, here that the internet revolution can be 
expected to have some of its greatest impact. So 
how are we to react? Whether the internet turns out 
to be a threat or an opportunity in the long run will 
depend on how we respond now. At the moment it 
has the potential to be both.  

Of course, the information revolution has the 
potential to affect all disciplines equally, not just 
landscape architecture. However, it does not take 
much vision to see that longer established and 
more deeply rooted disciplines have an inherent 
ability to survive disruptive events, which is better 
than that of their newer, smaller, and less well-
resourced counterparts. Where landscape 
architecture fits within the international higher 
education landscape is up to you to judge.  
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One thing that seems increasingly clear is that in 
general universities are not aware of how they 
should react to the internet revolution. For most of 
them, it is just a case of developing e-learning 
centres for their own students within an intranet-
based environment. In taking this route, however, 
they are completely missing the wider potential of 
the internet – to create communities of interest that 
spread beyond the boundaries of existing 
institutions, linking individuals with similar interests 
and responsibilities, and giving them the opportunity 
to collaborate in the creation of new knowledge and 
information. It is not just the key importance to the 
discipline of this collaborative creation of content. It 
is, above all, the process of collective deliberation 
leading to international teaching that joint internet 
working can enable, as Sunstein (2006) makes 
clear. 

This is where the LE:NOTRE Network presents 
landscape architecture with a potentially significant 
advantage over other fields. It can provide our 
discipline with a means to explore and demonstrate 
what web-based collaboration in the internet age 
can mean for higher education. The project and its 
website have now created much of the necessary 
web-based infrastructure for exploiting such a 
competitive advantage, but it is still up to the 
landscape architecture academic community to 
grasp this opportunity and to turn the potential 
advantage into an actual one. 2009 will tell whether 
we have the maturity and vision to rise to this 
opportunity and demonstrate that “the Network is 
the University”. 

If your university is not already part of the 
LE:NOTRE Network, please contact the Network 
Coordinator [richard.stiles@tuwien.ac.at] to get 
access to the website. We are also interested to 
involve private practices and public offices more 
closely in the project. 
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Building up education 
towards sustainable 
urban development: 
the role of UNESCO 
Chairs 

B. Colin 
UNESCO

2
 

Context 

In cities, urban, social, cultural and educational 
policies often have to cater for highly contrasting 
populations. Dispensing social, cultural and 
educational services to all, in particular to women, 
and including people with disabilities, the poorest, 
migrants, and indigenous peoples, is a complex 
exercise requiring expertise and the collaboration of 
numerous partners. 

Education for sustainable urban development forms 
part of UNESCO’s urban sustainability strategy for 
the 21

st
 century.  Its main objectives are to make 

the city a centre of solidarity and citizenship, to 
provide decent housing for all, and to ensure 
efficient management of natural resources: the 
bases of urban sustainability. In view of socially 
sustainable urban development, UNESCO 
encourages initiatives to improve the quality of life 
and to promote the exercise of citizenship in urban 
environments, involving public authorities, local 
authorities, civil society and the private sector. The 
UN Decade of Education for Sustainable 
Development offers UNESCO, the United Nations 
Department of Economic and Social Affairs 
(UNDESA), UN-Habitat and its partners the 
opportunity to redirect education to raise an 
awareness of our commitment to work for a better 
future for the planet, and to further the development 
of human resources, education and training for a 
sustainable future in urban areas.  

                                                           
2 International Migrations and Multiculturalism 
Section, Architecture and Cities, Division of Social 
Sciences, Research and Policy UNESCO (United 
Nations Educational, Scientific & Cultural 
Organisation) 

http://www.unesco.org/shs/urban 
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Sustainable development entails improvement of 
the quality of life of population groups and of human 
settlements; education for sustainable urban 
development therefore plays an important role in 
the promotion of knowledge and in educating 
people to make the urban environment more 
sustainable for future generations.  The very notion 
of sustainable urban development implies that an 
awareness of intergenerational solidarity should be 
at the centre of urban policies. Sustainable Urban 
Development at UNESCO aims to enhance cities’ 
roles as places for: 

� Good governance 

� Proper planning and landscape 

� Multicultural expressions and societies 

� Social inclusion 

Education for sustainable urban development thus 
should be seen as a strategy to enable individuals 
to take informed and responsible decisions and 
actions at all levels of urban life, now and in the 
future.  This is important for society as a whole, 
because understanding is the foundation for people 
to play their roles as responsible citizens. 

UNESCO Chairs 
UNESCO Chairs are used to gather together 
representatives from universities, local 
governments and UNESCO during annual site 
workshops and international seminars. They seek 
to offer a discussion space to exchange 
experiences, and to present concrete examples of 
actions as well as projects designed to reach out to 
the “excluded” in cities. They aim to train trainers, 
and to promote the exchange of students between 
South/ North countries, or South/South countries 
while building bridges between research and policy 
making at the local level. A first phase was 
implemented from 2004 to 2006 in the Arab States, 
and a second phase was launched for Asia in 2007. 

As lead agency for the UN Decade of Education for 
Sustainable Development, UNESCO views cities as 
the chief centres of thought and action when it 
comes to education and learning about sustainable 
urban development. Education and learning are an 
essential component of city life for ensuring that 
harmonious cities are: 
� socially just  

� ecologically sustainable 

� economically productive 

� politically participatory 

� culturally vibrant 

Cities are thus places where people can acquire the 
tools and skills for sustainable living, helping our 
world learn its way to sustainability.  

Education for Citizenship with UNESCO chair in 
Lyon: Urban Policies and Citizenship 
The city is an essential link between individual and 
state, between citizenship and democracy. The city 
has an important role to play in ensuring that city-
dwellers become citizens through education for 
citizenship: citizens must have the means to 
express themselves publicly and to exert an 
influence on their city. 

Urban sustainability involves improvement of city 
dwellers’ quality of life, equality for all, and poverty 
reduction. With that in view, education plays a 
crucial part in various aspects of urban social life. 
The Universal Declaration of Human Rights 1948 
could provide a common set of values, to be 
achieved at the city level, thereby addressing the 
many aspects and underlying principles that are 
essential to the humane development of inclusive 
cities.  Human rights in the city as conceived in 
recent years take this approach, including both 
rights, responsibilities and citizenship in the city. 
The consequences of the impacts of urbanization 
on the environment are largely determined by urban 
dwellers’ behaviour, consumption patterns, and way 
of life, which are often independent of the scale of 
the surrounding human settlements. Education for 
sustainable urban development is, therefore, 
necessary in the context of efficient urban 
governance, with policies designed to mitigate the 
impact of human activities on the urban 
environment. The UNESCO chair Urban Policies 
and Citizenship in Lyon organizes international 
conferences and promote publications, such as The 
Right to the City: New Challenges and New Issues 
(Sweden in 2008, and France 2009).  

Education towards sustainable urban 
landscapes and historic districts with UNESCO 
Chairs in Montreal and Seoul 

A massive rural exodus leading to under-occupation 
of rural areas and other adverse physical and social 
consequences has sometimes been witnessed, with 
an ongoing burgeoning of uncontrolled urbanization 
particularly in Asia and Africa. The need for survival 
and the illusion of improved life conditions have 
drawn the rural masses to urban areas that are 
reaching, if they have not already done so, the 
limits they are able to handle.  

The diversity of physical and social environments 
was advocated as well as the development of 
landscape ecology. The preservation of natural 
areas and ecosystems and the protection of rare 
and endangered species, plus the goal of 
conservation policies, became a recommended 
research topic, which also included man-made 
landscapes. Environmental education at all levels is 
needed within the context of global environmental 
concerns. 
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Education for building inclusive multicultural 
cities promoted by UNESCO chair in Venice: 
Social and Spatial Inclusion of Migrants: Urban 
Policies and Practices 

Racism and discrimination are on the rise in many 
parts of the world. They are a serious threat to the 
development of individuals and groups, they divide 
communities and trouble their peaceful coexistence. 
Local governments functioning at the most practical 
level and being most involved in the lives of their 
residents, have a strategic role to play when it 
comes to counteracting racism and all forms of 
discrimination. In cooperation with the Venice 
UNESCO chair, the UNESCO initiative International 
Coalition of Cities against Racism, aims to offer a 
platform to cities that wish to share their 
experiences in improving their policies to fight these 
phenomena. The crucial role of the municipality as 
a community, sharing responsibility for the respect 
and the promotion of human rights and diversity, is 
highlighted. In this context, measures taken by the 
UNESCO chair in Venice to combat racism and 
discrimination through education promote active 
democratic citizenship and respect of cultural 
diversity. 

In conclusion, to learn to become part of the planet 
involves many challenges: learning to live, share 
and communicate; learning also to be inhabitants of 
this planet, and not just to be part of a culture. A low 
level of education is a factor limiting people’s 
responsiveness and is a marker of passivity in civil 
society. Education systems, like UNESCO chairs, 
are therefore the basis for people’s participation in 
civic and democratic life in cities. The most 
disadvantaged people must be encouraged to 
participate in political life at the local and national 
levels. In particular, children and young people 
must be encouraged to contribute to the urban 
environment. 
 

Two years ago, IFLA was readmitted to the 

International Union for the Conservation of 
Nature (IUCN) as an International NGO, after an 

absence of a number of years. Antonio Sopesens of 

Asociación Española de Paisajistas (AEP) 
attended the Members’ Assembly at the IUCN 

World Conservation Congress, Barcelona in 

October 2008, and took part in elections for IFLA. 

He has agreed to continue to represent IFLA and 

the European Region, and representatives are 

sought from other parts of the world.  We welcome 

volunteers. In addition, a number of members of 

IFLA associations are members of IUCN 

commissions, which cover a range of topics 
including environmental law and protected areas. 

IUCN provided the following report (dated 11 

December 2008) on their World Conservation 
Congress. 

Shaping a 
sustainable future – 
IUCN’s 4th World 
Conservation 
Congress 
 

Sue Mainka 

IUCN Progamme and Policy Development and 
Coordination Group 

 

Every four years, IUCN’s Members, Partners and 
Commissions meet to discuss and debate the work 
of the Union. In October 2008, in Barcelona, more 
than 7,500 of the world’s leading decision makers in 
sustainable development from governments, NGOs, 
business, the UN and academia met. Their 
objective: ideas, action and solutions for a diverse 
and sustainable world. 

IUCN’s Congress comprised two events – the 
World Conservation Forum (6-9 October) where the 
conservation world debates the issues at stake, and 
the Members’ Assembly (10-14 October) where 
IUCN’s Members discuss and agree on policy, and 
a programme of work for the coming four years. In 
Barcelona, participants had lively discussions and 
took important decisions about the direction of 
conservation and its links with economics, 
development and social issues. 

The World Conservation Forum offered 970 events 
over four days including debates, workshops, 
dialogues, art and film, roundtable discussions, a 
poster competition, training courses, music and 
exhibitions. The most popular issues presented at 
this year’s Forum included the role of protected 
areas; marine governance and fisheries 
management; latest issues in species conservation, 
the nexus between biodiversity conservation, 
ecosystem services and human well-being; and 
rights-based approaches to conservation. Several 
launches took place including the release of the 
2008 IUCN Red List of Threatened Species 
[http://www.iucnredlist.org/], the Marine Protected 
Areas Layer in Google Earth 
[http://www.protectplanetocean.org/] and the Forest 
Dialogue Statement on Forests and Climate 
Change.  This year’s Forum welcomed 
unprecedented participation by business and 
included extensive debate on the pros and cons of 
private sector engagement in conservation.  

IFLA  News let t e r  I ssue 80 January  2009  



 14

 

Even during the difficult financial times that filled the 
news during the October Congress, it was the 
occasion of substantial investments in conservation 
funding. During the Forum, more than US$125 
million was pledged for conservation, including 
announcements of support by the Mohamed Bin 
Zayed Species Conservation Fund, by the GEF 
[Global Environment Facility], by the Khaled Bin 
Sultan Living Oceans Foundation, and the 
MacArthur Foundation.  

Outgoing IUCN President Mr Valli Moosa presided 
over the Member’s Assembly. Following four days 
of intense discussion, IUCN members agreed on a 
new four year programme of work (Shaping a 
Sustainable Future – 
[http://www.iucn.org/about/work/global_programme/
index.cfm] as well as adopted 136 resolutions and 
recommendations to guide the work of the Union.  

After a heated debate over IUCN’s involvement with 
the private sector, IUCN’s members agreed to 
support carefully thought out engagement with 
business. Much was also done to promote 
improvements in governance on the high seas. As 
an area outside of national jurisdiction, these are 
often exploited by all and managed by none. Proper 
management of fisheries also held an important 
space, with resolutions on tuna fishing and shark-
finning among others. 

The rights of vulnerable and indigenous 
communities received high priority at the World 
Conservation Congress as IUCN’s members called 
on governments to take into account human rights 
implications, in all conservation-related activities. 
Congress saw the beginning of an ethical 
framework to guide conservation activities, where 
poverty reduction, rights-based approaches and 
“Do No Harm” principles can be applied to help 
redefine our relation with nature 
[http://www.iucn.org/congress_08/forum/journeys/bi
oucultural/index.cfm]. 

 

Meanwhile, a clear message was sent by IUCN to 
the UN’s Climate Change Summit that will take 
place in Poland in December. IUCN is demanding 
more specific goals in line with the Bali Plan of 
Action – calling for a 50 to 85 percent reduction in 
CO2 emissions by 2050 and keeping rises in 
temperature below 2°C - and actions on 
biodiversity, ecosystem services and livelihoods 
protection [www.iucn.org/unfccc]. 

Congress also endorsed the need to proceed with 
biodiversity-based climate change mitigation 
actions such as Reducing Emissions from 
Deforestation and Degradation (REDD), as long as 
it remains just and equitable 
[http://www.iucn.org/what/ecosystems/forests/index.
cfm?uNewsID=2395].  

The Congress set the stage for the coming four 
years for IUCN, [although] significant challenges 
face the Union in implementing the Programme. 
The emerging global financial crisis could result in 
decreased investment in biodiversity conservation 
just at the moment when it is most needed. But 
these four years also include two momentous 
milestones at which we will need to take stock.  In 
December 2009, the world will gather in 
Copenhagen to finalise a post-Kyoto framework for 
climate change that IUCN believes must include the 
opportunities that biodiversity can provide in coping 
with climate change impacts.  

And in 2010, we will have to review whether or not 
the world has met its target of reducing the rate of 
biodiversity loss by that year.  At this point, the 
answer seems likely to be no, and therefore IUCN 
will be urging countries to adopt a post-2010 
framework that builds on the positive action 
generated from the first target but moves further in 
support of biodiversity conservation in the next 
decade. 

 

 

Participants on the last day of the IUCN World Conservation Congress Forum. 
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James Taylor 
honored with ASLA 
President’s Medal  
 

Every year since 1978, the recipient of the ASLA 
President’s Medal is a closely guarded secret, 
announced at ASLA Annual Meeting recognition 
dinner.  Members of the Board of Trustees submit 
nominees for this award to the president who 
makes the final selection. This year at its meeting in 
Philadelphia, Perry Howard, ASLA President, 
honored James Taylor, FCSLA, FASLA, with this 
prestigious award, which recognizes “unselfish and 
devoted service to the Society at the national level 
over a period of not less than five years”.   

James Taylor is Professor Emeritus at the 
University of Guelph and is a past president of the 
Canadian Society of Landscape Architects.  He has 
also served as past president of the Landscape 
Architecture Canada Foundation and has been 
active in working with the ASLA, CSLA, IFLA and 
CELA in the advancement of the profession and 
professional education in Latin America. 

James was cited for his international service as 
past IFLA Vice President for the Americas, and his 
current efforts as IFLA Chair of the Africa Project to 
support the development of the profession in Africa.  
His work through the IFLA Education Committee 
related to international education development has 
been significant. It has included the development of 
the UNESCO/IFLA Charter for Education in 
Landscape Architecture, and a Guidance Document 
for International Accreditation and Recognition. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

James Taylor with members of the landscape 
architecture faculty at Jomo Kenyata University of 
Agriculture and Technology, Kenya, Nairobi.   

Istanbul 2008: 
International 
Landscape 
Architecture 
Symposium 
Report from Jala Makhzoumi 

American University of Beirut 

The second International Landscape 
Architecture Symposium was held on the 
Taşkışla Campus of Istanbul Technical 
University (ITU) on 17-18 October 2008. The 
symposium was organized by the Chamber of 
Turkish Landscape Architects, and was 
planned with the full support of IFLA, EFLA, 
and ECLAS. The conference was well 
attended by professionals and landscape 
architecture faculty from various schools in 
Turkey, and by a large body of landscape 
architecture students, mainly from the ITU. 

The symposium theme, The Future of Landscape 
Architecture in Mediterranean Countries: Identity 
and Targets, picks up the recommendations of the 
first symposium held in Athens in 2006. These were 
to broaden the professional and academic 
discourse to include eastern and southern 
Mediterranean countries. Indeed, participants 
included representatives from Palestine (Shadi 
Ghadban) and Lebanon (Jala Makhzoumi).  

The symposium was organized to include an 
intensive first day on campus leaving the second 
day for site visits and informal discussions. Day one 
commenced with a formal welcome by 
representatives from the Ministry of Tourism and 
Culture, the Ministry of Environment, Istanbul Mayor 
and Governor. Mehmet Soganci, President of the 
Union of the Chambers of Turkish Engineers and 
Architects and Aysegul Oruckaptan spoke of 
landscape architecture in Turkey, outlining the 
professional aspiration to develop on the one hand, 
a definition of the profession and on the other a 
national landscape policy.  

Diane Menzies, IFLA President, provided a global 
overview of landscape architecture, drawing on 
words by Ataturk on historical intersects between 
the people of Turkey and those of New Zealand, 
her home country. She spoke of initiatives by IFLA 
that provide accreditation guidelines, and the focus 
on networking education and professional 
recognition as, for example, in the Africa group.  
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Diane concluded with recommendations on issues 
that can be approached in the Mediterranean. 
These include: 

� licensing and legal protection;  

� linking profession with cultural specificity and 
national landscape values;  

� linking profession with education standards;  

� landscape architecture being marginalized by 
architecture; and  

� the need for linking IFLA with international 
organization such as ICOMOS ad IUA.  

Jeroen de Vries, ECLAS President, spoke of the 
process of change initiated by the Bologna 
agreement on higher education, which calls for 
rethinking the structure of programs, competencies 
and qualifications that landscape architecture 
students should master. Landscape architecture, he 
urged, should not only focus on rural and cultural 
landscape, but equally the urban environment: how 
to improve the quality of life in cities, climate 
change, and how to enhance biodiversity. Thanos 
Sklavenitis, President of the Panhellenic 
Association of Landscape Architects, provided a 
valuable overview of the key issues discussed in 
Athens 2006, namely, legislation, education, 
relationship with other professions and future 
action. Ariane Delilez spoke of the problems 
resulting from the French Order of Architects having 
exclusive rights to the title “architect”. Robert 
Holden, EFLA General Secretary, spoke of the 
origin of the term “landscape architecture” in 1828 
in the UK, and milestones in the development of the 
profession. He also covered recent developments 
by EFLA and ECLAS, and the view of the 
profession in the USA and the Landscape Institute 
in the UK. The European Landscape Convention 
and cultural landscape protection were reoccurring 
topics throughout the day. 

The afternoon session was dedicated to 
Mediterranean delegates. Thereafter, the 
participants prepared for the workshops, which 
were given four themes: professional recognition 
and legal status; visibility; education; and the 
European Landscape Convention. Facilitators of the 
four workshops presented their findings, 
highlighting barriers, opportunities and priorities on 
the national (Turkey) and regional (Mediterranean) 
levels vis-à-vis the European and international 
professional context.  

An invitation was extended by the American 
University of Beirut, Lebanon, to host the next 
symposium in 2010, which was approved by those 
present. The first day of the symposium ended with 
a magical boat trip on the Bosporus, an opportunity 
to enjoy the breathtaking scenery, eat, dance and 
be merry. 

Symposium on 
landscape 
architecture 
education in Latin 
America 

 

Report by Gloria Aponte, Jim 

Taylor & co-organizers 
 

 

The idea to organize an educator symposium 
arose from a conversation between the chairs 
of the IFLA World Education Committee and 
the Americas Region Education Committee 
during the 45 World IFLA Congress held in 
Apeldoorn in July 2008.   
 
The symposium was organized by the IFLA in 
partnership with the Universidad Pontificia 
Bolivariana (UPB) with assistance from the 
American Society of Landscape Architects (ASLA) 
and the Council of Educators in Landscape 
Architecture (CELA). It was held on November 13-
15, 2008 on the UPB campus in Medellin, 
Columbia. In addition to invited international 
speakers from Canada and the USA, the following 
Latin American countries were represented: 
Venezuela (5), Chile (4), Ecuador (3), Bolivia (1), 
Costa Rica (1), Puerto Rico (1), México (1), and 
Colombia (more than 20). 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

To establish the context for the discussion the 
participants enjoyed the presentations of Professor 
Terry Clemens (ASLA - Virginia Tech), Professor 
Michael Robinson (CELA; Auburn University), Dr. 
Jesús Lara (Ohio State University) and Professor 
Jim Taylor (IFLA Chair of Education; University of 
Guelph).  Past IFLA President, Martha Fajardo 
provided an inspirational presentation on the 
profession. 

Symposium objectives 

� provide a venue for Latin American educators 
in landscape architecture to meet and develop 
a network. 

� share information on international educational 
standards and IFLA programmes; and 

� develop an understanding of the current state 
of education in the field internationally, and 
more specifically in Latin America.   

IFLA  News let t e r  I ssue 80 January  2009  



 17

To recognize examples of theory and research in 
Landscape Architecture there were presentations 
from Costa Rica, México, and Chile. Academic 
programme presentations were delivered by 
representatives from Venezuela, Chile, Puerto Rico 
and Costa Rica. Gloria Aponte presented the 
structure of the newly developed Masters in 
Landscape Design, followed by the official 
launching of the programme at UPB. 
 
A highlight of the Symposium was a workshop 
where the following topics were discussed: the 
current education levels for landscape architecture 
in Latin America, recommended length of 
programmes, equivalence, and other standards; the 
naming of programmes (the significance or 
meaning in Spanish of those names); how to work 
towards a recognized system(s) of recognition and 
accreditation; and future modes of cooperation 
among universities in Latin America, IFLA, and also 
with ASLA and CELA for initiatives in support of 
education. For example, in relation to the last topic, 
a “roster of educators” is being proposed with the 
support of CELA members to support Latin 
American programmes. 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
The very successful event was concluded with a 
pleasant lunch at the botanical gardens and a tour 
of developments within the City of Medellín. Gloria’s 
hard work in developing the Symposium was 
acknowledged. This Symposium could serve as an 
excellent model for other IFLA Regions. 

 

 

A landscape culture 
in the Arab World 

Report by Dr. Arch. Shadi Ghadban  

Associate Professor & Chairman,  

Birzeit University, Palestine 

The Department of Architectural Engineering 
and the Masters programme in Urban Planning 
and Landscape Architecture at Birzeit 
University (BZU), Palestine, together with the 
Department of Landscape Architecture at the 
University of Life Sciences (UME) in Norway 
organized a Regional Workshop entitled Do 
and why we need a Landscape Culture in the 
Arab World? The workshop was held in 
Amman, Jordan during 21-23 November 2008.  

Partners in workshop organization were MK 
Associates and Sanabel Landscape Group, 
both of Jordan. The workshop was dedicated 
for landscape specialists in the Eastern Region 
of the Arab World, and was supported by IFLA, 
with its President Dr Diane Menzies sending a 
letter of support to the participants. 

Among the key attendees were the President of the 
Jordan Engineers Association, Arch. Wael Al-
Saqqa, and the Dean of the Faculty of Engineering, 
Birzeit University, Prof. Faisal Awadallah, in 
addition to chairmen of some Departments of 
Architecture in Jordan.  

There was a wide spectrum of attendees (36 in 
total) ranging from academia to private and/or 
governmental sectors in Jordan, Egypt and 
Lebanon, Palestine, Bahrain, Syria, and Norway.  

Opening presentations  

The opening speech was given by Dr. Faisal 
Awadallah, Dean of Faculty of Engineering, on the 
continuous development and expansion of 
academic programs at BZU. These are geared to 
meet market demands, while maintaining an 
eminent academic standard, based on the provision 
of qualified faculty members, sufficient resources of 
high quality, and the selection of promising 
students. Dr. Awadallah expressed his support for 
the aims of the workshop, and urged participants to 
do their best for the development and promotion of 
a landscape culture, profession and education in 
the Arab World. 

 

Workshop conclusions   

� establish a proper committee (several 
people) to promote the growth and 
improvement of education in Latin America. 

� appoint an active representative from each 
IFLA member country, to serve as a channel 
of communication and advisor on 
universities web information regarding 
professional programmes in landscape 
architecture. 

� establish specific parameters for recognition 
and accreditation, under IFLA guidelines, but 
recognizing Latin American particularities. 

� explore equivalence and possible 
internships among education programmes in 
Latin America. 
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Conclusions 

At the final session, an agreement paper in 
Arabic was signed by all participants with the 
intention to: 

� Establish a special website, and a mandated 
committee (Prof. Shadi Ghadban, Arch. Hatem 
Sameh, Arch Maha Issa, Arch. Jafar Budair 
and Arch. Hiba Yassein) to undertake its 
preparation, development, and launching. Initial 
version within six months. 

� Make the necessary preparations for 
establishing a “Society of Arab Landscape 
Architects - SALA” and a mandated committee 
(Prof. Kamel O. Mahadin, Arch. Fatin Al-Saheb 
and Prof. Rafee Hakky) to prepare the 
Society’s outlook statement and 
comprehensive vision. Initial draft within four 
months. 

� Market these ideas and spread the concept 
through contact with other interested 
institutions. Dr. Yazid Anani and Arch. Ashraf 
Al-Attar were assigned these tasks. 

Arch. Wael Al-Saqqa, the President of Jordan 
Engineers Association, affirmed the vital importance 
of the discipline and practice of landscape 
architecture. He referred to prospective landscape 
projects that will be launched by the Association in 
the coming years, such as planting trees on both 
sides of the Highway Road connecting Amman with 
the Aqaba, as well as projects aimed mainly at the 
improvement of open spaces in each city in Jordan.  

Prof. Kamel O. Mahadin, President of MK 
Associates, and Eng. Razan Zuayter, President of 
Arab Group for the Protection of Nature, explained 
their practical involvement through their firms and 
organizations in Jordan. They also outlined some of 
their landscape projects in Amman. Prof. Mahadin 
emphasized the necessity for education in the field 
of landscape architecture in the Arab World and the 
need to create a regional body to promote the 
landscape profession and education in the area. 
Eng. Razan Zuayter introduced the Arab Group and 
its activities not only in Amman but also in the West 
Bank of Palestine, where one of their main projects 
is a campaign of planting one million olive trees in 
cooperation with local municipalities.  

Dr. August E. Rosnes, Professor at the Department 
of Landscape Architecture and Spatial Planning at 
UME, explained that the workshop was an outcome 
of the partnership between the UME and BZU, 
accentuating the importance of landscape 
architecture and valuing its professional role in the 
fields of landscape conservation and spatial 
planning. 

 

 

The last of the presentations was followed with an 
open, round table discussion chaired by Prof. Rafee 
Hakky, in which all participants focused on basic 
issues and actions to take forward from the 
workshop. These basic issues were seen as: the 
vision, principles, name, and scope of the 
profession, and the language of communication.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Visit by workshop participants to the Dead Sea area 
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Session speakers 

A number of speakers made presentations at the 
Do and why we need a Landscape Culture in the 
Arab World? Regional Workshop, as follows: 

� Prof. Shadi Ghadban, Chairman of the 
Department of Architectural Engineering, BZU: 
Landscape education at Birzeit University. 

� Dr. Julie Weltzien, Assistant Professor, 
Department of Architecture, American 
University of Beirut, Lebanon: Can the 
education of landscape design/architecture 
contribute to our better understanding of our 
humanness? 

� Architect Farhat Yousef, RIWAQ Center for 
Architectural Conservation in Ramallah, 
Palestine: Comprehensive approach towards 
rehabilitation of cultural heritage.  

� Dr. Samar Nazer, Assistant Professor, 
Department of Architectural Engineering, BZU: 
Landscape diversity in Palestine. 

� Arch. Zeena Al-Ja’ja, Sanabel Landscape 
Group: Child’s identity, child’s sanity. 

� Dr. Manal AL-Bishawi, Assistant Professor, 
Department of Architectural Engineering, BZU: 
Gender issues and urban landscape. 

� Prof. August Røsnes, Department of 
Landscape Architecture and Spatial Planning, 
UME: Significance of landscape planning in the 
region. 

� Eng. Razan Zuayter, Sanabel Landscape 
Group: Pumping spirit into dull cities through 
urban landscape: bringing people together 
through landscape. 

� Prof. Kamel O. Mahadin, President, MK 
Associates: Approaches to landscape 
architecture in the Mediterranean. 

� Dr. Rafee Hakky, Coordinator, Interior Design 
Program at the University of Bahrain: 
Landscape architecture in the Arab World: the 
concept and  the mission. 

� Dr. Yazid Anani, Assistant Professor, 
Department of Architectural Engineering, BZU: 
IFLA: institutional structure, highlighting aspects 
of partners, codes, measures and objectives of 
IFLA.  

� Prof. Karsten Jørgensen, Department of 
Landscape Architecture and Spatial Planning, 
UME: ECLAS & Le: Notre. 

� Arch. Maha Issa, Assistant Professor, 
Department of Architecture, American 
University of Beirut: Challenges facing 
landscape architecture practice and education 
in Lebanon.  

 

 

  

The Right to 
Landscape: 
contesting landscape 
and human rights  
Cambridge Centre for Landscape and People UK 

 

http://www.cclp.group.cam.ac.uk 

 

Report by Shelley Egoz 

Lincoln University 

The potential of the concept of landscape and 
the visionary thinking that is at the heart of the 
profession of landscape architecture underpin 
The Right to Landscape ©2008 initiative that 
was launched by the Cambridge Centre for 
Landscape and People (CCLP) UK on the 60th 
anniversary of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights.  

 

The inception of the idea for the theme came from 
two landscape architects: Shelley Egoz from 
Lincoln University, New Zealand and Jala 
Makhzoumi from the American University of Beirut. 
Both share research interests in social justice, 
conflict resolution and ethics associated with 
landscape, space and design. Together with the 
Director of CCLP, Gloria Pungetti, from the 
Department of Geography at the University of 
Cambridge, the three organised a two and a half 
day symposium at Jesus College, Cambridge 
during 8-10 December 2008.  
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The goal was to explore the concept of The Right to 
Landscape based on the premise that Landscape, 
as an umbrella concept of an integrated entity of 
physical environments, is imbued with meaning and 
comprises an underpinning component for ensuring 
the well-being and dignity of communities and 
individuals. The proposition of this workshop was 
that “landscape is a shared resource and all human 
beings deserve the right to landscape”. The call for 
papers, which went out in January 2008 aimed at 
landscape scholars and professionals across 
disciplines, attracted an overwhelming response, 
mostly from landscape architects.  Due to the 
nature of the workshop and the need to maintain a 
small scale event only 30 participants were invited 
to present a range of case studies that formed the 
basis for stimulating discussions. 

The first afternoon session was open to the public 
and included a talk by Maguelonne Dejeant-Pons 
from the Landscape and Spatial Planning Division 
of the Council of Europe.  Her presentation on 
taking the European Landscape Convention from 
concept to law was highly relevant to the 
workshop’s theme. It highlighted that “the 
landscape forms a whole whose constituent parts 
are considered simultaneously in their 
interrelations”, and that discussing rights also 
implies responsibilities that governing bodies and 
individuals would have towards landscape. 

The International Federation of Landscape 
Architects endorsed the initiative. In her opening 
speech, IFLA President, Diane Menzies, 
emphasised the challenges landscape 
professionals face in light of the state of the planet, 
and the need for landscape architects to take on 
“the ethical responsibility to act as stewards of our 
landscapes”. 

An endorsement by Amnesty International was 
conveyed by Stefanie Rixecker, Chair of the 
Governance Team, Amnesty International and the 
Dean of the Faculty of Environment, Society and 
Design at Lincoln University, New Zealand. She too 
highlighted environmental degradation and climate 
change in particular as the major threats to human 
well-being impacting on human rights at the most 
basic levels. She called for the need for robust 
discussions to understand place, identity and 
landscape better, and the necessity for creativity 
and imagination in order to be able to address 
these forthcoming acute problems in a meaningful 
way. 

The two keynote speakers, both well-known 
academics who have made seminal contributions to 
the field of landscape, were Michael Jones from 
Norway University of Science and Technology, and 
Kenneth Olwig from SLU-Alnarp, Sweden. Both 
offered their perspectives and inspiration on the 
notion of the right to landscape.  

Michael Jones discussed the relationship between 
legal rights, landscape, local identity and cultural 
heritage. He presented the examples of Orkney and 
Shetland and maintained that contested 
interpretations of history often underpin conflicts 
over territory and legal systems disputes.  

Kenneth Olwig’s talk focused on the relationship 
between the conceptualization of landscape and the 
definition of the right to landscape. He argued that 
differences in interpretation of entitlements would 
stem from the way in which “landscape” is 
understood: whether landscape is seen as the often 
referred to visual representation, or as custom 
practices embodied in the concept. Olwig 
suggested that if the latter understanding is 
adopted, it can form the basis for both legal and 
extra-legal action.  

Other presentations included a range of case 
studies from various parts of the world, including 
The Middle East, Africa, North America, Europe and 
Oceania. 

Discussions revolved around the aim of the 
workshop, which was “to collectively define The 
Right to Landscape”.  Generating one definition 
proved as difficult as trying to achieve one definition 
of landscape. However, the fact that the call for 
papers attracted so many scholars and 
professionals attests to the potency of the concept. 
Participants agreed to continue to debate and 
contribute to the evolution of the concept.  Further 
avenues for facilitating discussions and actions are 
to be developed by CCLP. Workshop papers will be 
published in due course. 

 

The Right to Landscape workshop  

was supported by: 

 

    

and endorsed by: 
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