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In search of sustainability 
In 1987, the Brundtland report Our Common Future was produced and our language and 
thoughts about landscape planning, design and management changed. Or did it? Prior to 
this, landscape architects had generally designed for endurance and long term health, but 
now there was an explicit focus. Sustainable management and sustainable development 
became our goals. This was confirmed through the Agenda 21 report formulated at the 
United Nations conference in Rio de Janeiro thirteen years ago. The IFLA World Congress 
this year, in the same city, has as its theme Green Infrastructure: High Performance 
Landscapes. It is of course about sustainability. The word sustainability is much used, but 
what do we mean? Ane Øverlie challenges us to clarify, identifying this lack as a reason for 
apparent failures to provide for urban ecology in competitions in Norway. Landscape 
architects Bertram de Rooij and Pieter Boone point out in our first article that sustainability 
can be better achieved by structural change that allows for learning and modifications along 
the way, it is not simply about doing bad things a little bit less. Jürgen Breuste is equally 
explicit, showing how we might measure sustainability in cities. 

Whatever the approach in our articles and in the wealth of perspectives in presentations to 
be shown in Rio de Janeiro, we landscape architects have a duty to our clients, to the 
people who are affected by our designs and to biodiversity itself, to act as stewards of 
landscapes. Our duty is to conserve and enhance landscapes so that they function and 
endure. Certainly, we design for beauty, but that is not the end of it. We also design for 
sustenance, health, diversity and connectivity, and so that community rights in our 
landscapes are maintained. 
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Sustainability in 
spatial development 
 

Bertram de Rooij 

Senior landscape architect 

Pieter Boone 

Supervisor spatial planning 

Government Service for Land and Water 
Management, The Netherlands 

 

Inspiration: C2C 

In 2007, a documentary on “Cradle to Cradle” (M. 
Braungart & W. McDonough) burst onto television 
in the Netherlands. In one blow, it became the main 
subject in discussion on architecture, research, 
planning and design, and even in public 
management. 

Why was this? Probably because of three different 
reasons that created a kind of window opportunity:  

• The Netherlands do have a tradition in 
sustainable techniques, e.g. in architecture and 
water management. 

• Since Al Gore we have a lively sense of urgency 
on climate change and the need for adaptation 
(half of our country lies below sea level). 

• One of the main C2C messages is that we should 
not “do bad things a little less” but “do the good 
things” in terms of environment. This appeals very 
much to our Calvinistic culture and brings 
unexpected thoughts. 

Within the frame of this small article, I am assuming you 
are somehow familiar with the C2C theory. If not, please 
read the book [Cradle to cradle: remaking the way we 
way we make things by W. McDonough & M. Braungart. 
North Point Press, 2002, or refer to 
http://www.c2ccertified.com/]. 

 

Assignment on spatial planning and 

development 

In fact, C2C is partly based on known technology 
and has already been used for years on consumer 
products and buildings. “It’s not new, it’s a 
rediscovery”, the writers tell us. The heart of the 
C2C theory is that “waste is food”! Creating product 
cycles this way bring us totally surprising new 
insights on welfare growth in relation to the pollution 
of our natural environment. Imagine a car that 
produces clean air! Imagine fuel from our 
“garbage”! 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
However, what could C2C do in spatial 
development? This question kept us busy. How do 
we go from the consumer product level, through the 
level of the building, to the spatial development of a 
whole area? Does that demand special principles? 
Does it work in the Netherlands? Braungart and 
McDonough showed us one example of what could 
be done on a large scale: the Ford plant in Rouge, 
Detroit, USA. It was useful and impressive, but not 
greatly relevant to Dutch practice because of our far 
more complicated organisation and legislation in 
spatial development, e.g. public-private 
partnerships. 

The Government Service for Land and Water 
Management (where Bertram de Rooij and I work 
as landscape architects) got an assignment to 
develop some focus on this matter. We brought 
several specialists on the subject together in a 
vision-group, started to analyse already realised 
projects, and attended meetings and debates on 
C2C, several times with Michaël Braungart. 

Five important guidelines 

Quite soon we became aware that a sustainable, 
more structural change in the way we do things in 
spatial development does not start on a technical 
level (e.g. windmills, sunroofs, CO2 heating) but in 
the planning processes that lead to building cities, 
nature protection areas, in fact all spatial 
developments. In short, we know what we should 
achieve but the main problem is that we do not 
know how to do it. And this is mainly the result of 
the dominant aspects in our community that are 
artificial, dominated by legislation (“see you in 
court”), conflicting rules, slow legal procedures, and 
a very, very complex way of organising 
responsibilities. 
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In fact, we are living in “a golden cage” with too little 
room to move! Thus, we came up with the following 
five guidelines (even principles): 

1. Design clean cycles in time and space 

2. Create value in people, planet, and profit 

3. Spatial development is strategic and 
operational 

4. Use existing identities: the landscape and the 
people who live and work in it 

5. Look at spatial development as a way of 
evolution 

That’s all. But it might be a good thing to give you 
some explanation… 

 

1. Design clean cycles in time and space 

This comes, of course, right at the heart of C2C. 
There are cycles present at different scales: be it a 
small village, a farm or the groundwater system of a 
landscape, e.g. a polder. Some cycles are slow to 
change, e.g. geomorphological; some are fast, e.g. 
crops, or recreational trends. These cycles must be 
known before development takes place. This is, in 
addition to C2C, not only a matter of technological 
and biological cycles, but also of financial and 
social-cultural aspects of development. 

The tendency is to overlook the importance of a 
thorough analysis of these cycles. We often begin 
development by creating an image of the final 
product that lies in the future, a sparkling 
‘masterplan’ as a 3-D image. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2. Create value in people, planet, and profit 

You will recognise the 3 P’s as already used in the 
Brundtland reports on environment in the 1980’s. In 
90% of the spatial developments we work on 
nowadays, still the land exploitation is leading 
decision making and it is based on short term 
profits for those who invest. It is, of course, far more 
sustainable to keep fees or profits (together with the 
investing players) in the area for a longer time, even 
past the phase of realisation and into a phase of 
maintenance. Profits will be higher because of the 
added value in the area in terms of environmental 
qualities, growing social and cultural structures, and 
smart partnerships in maintenance, energy 
production, and so on. 

 

3. Spatial development is strategic and 
operational 

We see that process management in general is 
based on linear planning towards a masterplan that 
was agreed upon in the first stage of planning. And 
we try to stick to this for processes that sometimes 
last 10 years or more. Although the Demming Circle 
(Plan-Do-Check-Act) is common knowledge to all 
process managers, it is seldom used. This is 
usually due to political urgencies to have a concrete 
final picture excluding risks of all kinds.  

A more open ended process would be better. The 
Demming Circle is actually a spiral-like strategic 
process in time, with operational and concrete 
results continuously being developed and designed 
during the process.  

So, this is not a proposal to just talk and talk but to 
set examples and reconsider, decide and so on… 
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4.  Use existing identities; the landscape and 
the people who live and work in it 

Working in spatial development is like writing a new 
page to a long existing book. The chapter may 
(even must) be new, but it has to fit with the story 
so far. Besides, it will hopefully not be the final 
chapter. In the Netherlands, landscape architects 
are very well trained in good landscape analysis: 
how to use the qualities and more technical aspects 
of an area in the new chapter. However, we get less 
and less time for this (see Principle 1). Getting to 
know the energy of an area or landscape, the 
energy that is stored in the social-cultural heritage 
of the people who live there, is a far more difficult 
matter, and one that is mainly overlooked in spatial 
planning and development. It takes too much time, 
it’s fuzzy and full of risks even to ask people their 
opinion. That is not to say that we do not speak of 
committing these people to our projects and 
working with them. No, we have legal procedures 
for this that cost years of time and millions in 
advocacy. It looks like an industry on its own. But a 
growing number of small scale examples of very 
successful projects where people play their part and 
join in the development show us how rich the 
results are and how sustainable they promise to be. 
There is a more authentic result, more landscapes 
with diverse identities, and players connected to the 
area for a longer time. 

5. Look at spatial development as a way of 
evolution 

Sustainability is the start of a development, and in 
fact, the main goal of C2C. It is not one of the points 
in the program of development as if we could say 
“We are going to build 500 houses, a highway, 100 
acres of wetland, and we will employ sustainable 
measures”. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Combining the five guidelines, you might conclude 
that the way we look at planning projects in spatial 
development has been too much a “start-end” 
approach. It should be a more continuing strategy.  

As we said before, the biggest threat to these 
principles, and therefore to a sustainable approach 
in processes, are rules that are no longer aids to 
achieving certain goals but have become goals in 
themselves. The standards for noise, odour, CO2, 
and so on are the critical ones in spatial 
development. Thus, a cow or a pig is no longer an 
animal but the centre of a “stench circle” in which 
you are not supposed to live, and therefore you are 
not allowed to build a house next to a small farm! If 
you make this a little more abstract it’s obvious that 
planning mixed functions on a fine scale as we 
have done for centuries (and which brought us 
highly appreciated landscapes) is no longer 
possible. 

If standards become the quality, quality will never 
become the standard! 

So, there is a lot to be done before the sustainable 
and highly sophisticated technical solutions will get 
to be used on the right scale in our modern society. 
Many of these technical solutions are in fact already 
there but we do not know them. We think they are 
too expensive, or, in the worst case, we have made 
them impossible because they do not meet the 
“standard”. 

But, as McDonough and Braungart say themselves; 
“we will not be able to start all over again, start 
practicing tomorrow and give it your best!” 
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Urban Sustainability: 
European 
perspectives for new 
and old urban design 

Jürgen Breuste 

Paris-Lodron University Salzburg, Austria 
Urban and Landscape Ecology Working Group 

Why urban sustainability? 

A sustainable city is an ecologically healthy city. It 
decreases environmental burden/stress, improves 
living conditions, and helps to achieve sustainable 
development through a comprehensive urban 
improvement system involving planning and 
management of land and its resources, and 
implementation of environmental improvement 
measures.  

People oriented, urban sustainability requires a 
comprehensive understanding of complex 
interactions between environmental, economic, 
political, and socio-cultural factors based on 
ecological principles. It implies that the use of 
energy and materials is in balance with the “natural 
capital” pattern of nature spaces and processes, 
such as photosynthesis and waste and pollution 
assimilation. The benefits are reduced energy 
budgets, reduced material consumption, and a 
smaller, more compact urban pattern interspersed 
with productive areas to collect energy, grow crops, 
and recycle wastes. 

What is urban sustainability? 

Cities and towns of the new century should be 
ecologically designed to enhance the health and 
quality of life of their inhabitants and maintain the 
ecosystems on which they depend. Urban 
sustainable development integrates administration, 
ecologically efficient industry, people's needs and 
aspirations, harmonious culture, and landscapes 
where nature, agriculture and the built environment 
are functionally integrated.  

The ideal urban form is an important element of 
urban sustainability. In particular, it will depend to 
some extent on the nature of the energy supply 
options. For example, higher densities make most 
efficient use of district heating and public transport 
networks, while lower densities may make solar 
energy more viable. The location, gross density, 
and form of new development should therefore be 
determined in conjunction with programs for energy 

supply and conservation technologies. Many 
studies demonstrate that the pattern of growth is 
more important than the amount of growth in 
determining the level and efficiency of resource use 
and traffic congestion. Urban sustainability is 
measurable by the fulfilment of certain criteria 
(Table 1). However, most cities targeting urban 
sustainability are focusing only on selected targets 
to be efficient and successful. This is a point of 
criticism but it shows the difficulty of fulfilling all 
aspects of urban sustainability at the same time.  

Table 1 Criteria to measure urban sustainability 

Open Space 

• Use existing vegetation and landforms to moderate climate 
conditions and provide protection for native habitats 

• Plant native or well-adapted species 

• Use greenbelts and protected wetlands to create a 
continuous web of native habitats 

• Create open space for recreation and child’s play 

• Use roof gardens 

Energy 

• Energy-Conscious Urban Planning 

• Use renewable energy sources and energy conservation 

• Passive Heating and Cooling 

• Daylighting 

Traffic 

• Location around or close to public transport nodes and 
frequently used routes 

• Planning around a network of pedestrian routes which 
encourage walking and cycling 

• Limit on-site parking 

• Carpooling strategies should be encouraged in addition to 
mass-transit use 

• Use existing vehicular transportation networks to minimize 
the need for new infrastructure 

• Minimize noise disturbance 

Water 

• Use permeable surfaces 

• Collect and use rainwater (harvesting and storage system) 

• Reduce overall water use 

• Utilize greywater for non-potable purposes 

• Use constructed wetlands 

Waste 

• Minimize use of resources - reuse existing buildings 

• Minimize waste generated from construction, renovation 
and demolition of buildings 

• Minimize waste generated during building occupancy 

Materials 

• Design for future reuse and adaptability 

• Use durable products and materials 

• Choose low-maintenance building materials 

• Avoid materials that will off gas pollutants 

• Choose building materials with low embodied energy 

• Buy locally produced building materials 

• Use salvaged building materials when possible 

Urban Form and Land Use 

• Renovate older buildings 

• Create community 

• Encourage in-fill and mixed-use development 

• Minimize automobile dependence 
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Urban sustainability in a new town:  

Solar City Linz-Pichlarn, Austria – renewable 
energy in architecture and design 

Linz is one of the biggest cities in Austria, located 
on the Danube River, the capital of the federal state 
Upper Austria, shaped by industry, and a typical 
central European urban development.  

The urban sustainability initiative began in 1990, 
when the City of Linz introduced a policy of low-
energy social housing. Awareness was increasing 
that the high consumption of fossil fuels to generate 
energy was a significant contributor to the 
greenhouse effect. Both factors provided decisive 
arguments for the development of an ecological and 
sustainable housing scheme. It was decided to 
construct a major development on low energy lines 
with a minimised consumption of fossil fuels. So the 
idea for building a "Solar City" was born. The name 
implies an extensive utilization of solar energy 
according to the European Charter Solar Energy in 
Architecture and Town Planning, formulated in 
1996. The term “solar” is to be understood in a 
broad sense and includes the following functions: 

• designing according to the principles of solar 
architecture; 

• utilization of active and passive solar energy; 

• direct use of the sun to increase the welfare of 
people inside as well as outside of buildings; 

• general utilization of renewable energies; and 

• emphasizing aspects of nature and leisure. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The City of Linz commissioned leading architects 
Norman Foster and Richard Rogers from England, 
and Thomas Herzog from Germany to plan the first 
630 homes. The EU General Directorate XII for 
Research and Development subsidised the 
planning work with a contribution of 600,000 €. The 
construction started in 2001 and finished in 2005 
(Figure 1).  

 

Thirteen hundred flats could be built on an area of 
approximately 34 ha, embedded in nature (Figure 
2). 
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Urban sustainability in an old town: 

Salzburg, Austria - management of urban nature  

Salzburg, with 142,000 inhabitants, is the capital of 
the Austrian federal state of Salzburg, located on 
the Salzach River. It is as world heritage site 
famous for its baroque urban core but also for its 
embedding in natural surroundings (Figure 3).  

 

Especially to improve and develop this connection 
between built-up areas and (urban) nature the 
municipality decided in 1985 to secure all green 
open spaces as open land (“Greenland 
Declaration”). For the development of “The 
Salzburg Urban Landscape” the city identified 11 
individual urban landscape units, connecting built-
up and open spaces in a characteristic form (Figure 
4).  

These units are used for the conservation of nature 
and of cultural heritage to develop of a modern 
urban concept connecting utilization and 
conservation. For each of the 11 units in the 
landscape development program the development 
and management targets are clearly formulated, 
meeting and preserving the individuality of the 

different urban areas. Binding tasks are formulated, 
such as the naturalization of streams, woodland 
succession in selected places, and the sensitive 
urban farming, and rules are defined for the 
recreational use of landscapes, and biodiversity 
conservation (e.g. bogs, lakes, old walls and 
heathlands). For each landscape, the urban and 
ecological functions (ecosystem services) are 
determined, and the targets set to develop them 
further and not to destroy them by insensitive 
utilization (Figure 5). 
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Facilitating 
indigenous interest 
through eco-planning 
in Bukit Duabelas 
National Park, 
Indonesia 

Soehartini Sekartjakrarini PhD  

Eco-tourism Planner, Executive Director IdeA 

Innovative development for eco-Awareness, 
Indonesia 

Bukit Duabelas National Park occupies 
approximately 58,300 ha of Jambi Province land in 
Sumatera, one of the five biggest islands of 
Indonesia. The park lies on three regencies and is 
the watershed of the wide and long river of 
Batanghari. It also represents a tropical rainforest 
ecosystem and the home of the indigenous Suku 
Anak Dalam who have enjoyed the richness of the 
park landscape for years. The diversity of flora and 
fauna, which until now has not been thoroughly 
explored, is relatively high, and among this, 
different fauna are listed in the IUCN red book as 
endangered. Through the tribe, about 101 species 
of plants, including 27 species of fungi and some 
wildlife, have been developed for medicine. 
Different ornamental plants, most of them orchids, 
have also been found in the park.   

Since its establishment in 2000, the park has 
suffered from encroachment and illegal logging that 
limit the activities of the Suku Anak Dalam who 
heavily depend on natural forest production. 
Several problems, including lack of a clear 
boundary, a community development program, 
integrated regulation, and an inventory of flora and 
fauna, challenged the management of the park. In 
2004, the park started to be managed in six zones 
to save the following three features: (1) the spatial 
pattern of living of the Suku Anak Dalam, (2) the 
potential sanctuary for endangered species, and (3) 
the unique geographical characteristics of the park.  

Based on Indonesia Act 5/1990 for the 
Conservation of Natural Resources and its 
Ecosystem, activities like research, education, 
science, tourism and recreation are allowed in the 
utilization zones. The diminishing space for Suku 
Anak Dalam to hunt, plant medicinal plants, 
undertake subsistence farming, and live, has meant 
the park management has had to integrate tourism 
and traditional utilization zones.  

This integration has fostered indigenous group 
interests, and at the same time has maintained the 
park establishment objectives, i.e. to protect the life 
supporting system, preserve biodiversity and 
ecosystems, and use the natural resources and 
ecosystem in a sustainable way. 

An eco-planning process was applied to assure that 
the unique ecological, social, and cultural features 
are displayed without changing the landscape 
characteristics. This process also provides 
guidance for harmonizing the environment with the 
facilities needed by Suku Anak Dalam to continue 
their activities. A comprehensive and integrated 
environmental mapping was first conducted to 
identify resource potential for the development of 
centers for (1) the Suku Anak Dalam community, 
(2) Sumatran endemic wildlife, and (3) medicinal 
and ornamental plants. 

The Center for the Suku Anak Dalam community 
has been developed to support interaction between 
Suku Anak Dalam communities and villagers 
outside the park. The center has also been 
designed to provide facilities for health, economic, 
and social activities, such as alternative schools, 
medicinal garden and crop plants, honey extraction, 
hunting, and tourism micro-businesses.  

 

 

 

 

 

The Center for Sumatran Endemic Wildlife 
development is directed to handle the health and 
husbandry of Sumatran endemic wildlife 
confiscated from the community. It also provides 
education facilities for the community to understand 
wildlife habitat conservation and to initiate 
conservation efforts. For example, to educate the 
community, the center will develop a site to display 
the process of freeing healthy confiscated animals 
to the wild, and captive animal breeding. 

The Center for Medicinal and Aesthetical 
[Ornamental] Plants is intended to develop facilities 
for the community to learn about the diversity of 
Sumatran medicinal and aesthetical plants. The 
center will supply a site for research, and where 
indigenous and local villagers can sell their plants. 
Through this program, the park management plans 
to develop a new image for the park, which had 
suffered from encroachment, illegal logging and 
other activities that reduce the quality of 
environment. 

I FLA  News let te r  Is sue  84  Sep tember  2009  



 9

All three programs are presented as a product to 
visitors through guided and unguided interpretation, 
or indirectly displayed through a virtual 
interpretation. It is expected that the product will be 
able to meet community and visitor expectations 
since the park has the necessary resources, and 
the current tourist market shows a positive trend for 
this type of product. The three programs were 
shaped through a GIS overlay method and a tourist 
attraction rapid assessment (TARA). TARA was a 
guideline developed by the Ministry of Culture and 
Tourism of Indonesia, together with IdeA, to help 
local governments identify their tourism resource 
potential for the development of a better and 
sustainable tourism destination. It was undertaken 
to divide the utilization zones into five sub-zones: 
tourist and management facilities, environmental 
awareness education, medicinal plant research, 
wildlife sanctuary and breeding, and traditional 
living activities of the Suku Anak Dalam. Both the 
GIS overlay method and TARA identified the 
utilization zones located in Sarolangun regency as 
the first priority to be implemented, owing to (1) the 
pressures associated with illegal activities are 
relatively low, (2) accessibility to the area is quite 
easy , and (3) less steep terrain and land cover. 
TARA was also able to identify activities that made 
it possible for the Suku Anak Dalam to participate in 
tourism.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The process of eco-planning showed that thorough 
and comprehensive environmental mapping is a 
very critical stage in the development of a 
harmonious resolution of the complex issues. In the 
case of Bukit Duabelas National Park, it is a 
harmonious “home” for an indigenous community to 
continue their activities without threatening the 
resources of the landscape where they live. A 
landscape architect, therefore, has an important 
role to incorporate harmony and sustainability into 
land planning and land design. As Simonds and 
Starke (2006) said, the work of a landscape 
architect is to help bring people, their structures, 
activities, and communities into a harmonious 
relationship with the living earth - with the “want-to-
be” of the land.  

 

Green Point Park, 
Cape Town 

Tamsin Faragher 
 

Sustainability has become an even more 
critical issue in today's world of financial 
crunching. As funding for new projects 
evaporates and the “fat” on existing budgets is 
pared off, the ability of a design to function with 
less, rather than more, will determine its life 
expectancy. 

The Green Point Stadium development, which 
includes the Green Point Urban Park (GUP), is 
located in Cape Town, South Africa. It is a project 
that is tackling these issues, aiming to achieve 
sustainability through sensitive responses to the 
environmental, economic, social and physical 
contexts. It is designed by the homegrown 
landscape architecture team OvP Associates and 
forms part of South Africa's flurried 2010 FIFA 
World Cup preparations. 

It would be naïve to imagine that visitors to South 
Africa will be scraping the carbon off their footprints 
as they arrive, offsetting it against a whole forest of 
indigenous trees. To try to pose a thesis that the 
FIFA World Cup is, or could be, sustainable, is as 
pointless (forgive the pun) as blowing into a blocked 
whistle. Fortunately, the purpose of this article is to 
discuss the GUP, the sustainability strategies 
employed in its design and their possible relevance 
globally, which is very much to the point. 

The challenges inherent in hosting an event of this 
size are further complicated by South Africa's 
contextual landscape of apartheid-scarred cities. 
This tight bird's nest of issues required careful 
teasing out to ensure that equitable decisions were 
made on the City's behalf and, as such, the 
decision to demolish the existing stadium and 
construct a new structure on the Green Point 
Common within an affluent part of town was 
controversial. Regardless of the controversy, the 
City's decision has resulted in the protection, 
through its development, of an important part of the 
City's public open space network, which includes a 
stadium, golf course, sports buildings, and fields. 

The success of the park will be determined on a 
number of levels but for it to achieve its primary 
function of urban park, its accessibility through the 
City's transportation and circulation systems, is 
fundamental.  
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Green: Urban Park site development plan / landscape 
concept plan – incorporating the Green Point Stadium 
and forecourt, the reconfigured Metropolitan golf course 
and sports clubs, and new Green Point Park 

Historically, the City grew from a settlement 
established by Dutch colonists who settled at the 
Cape with the intention to grow fresh produce to 
supply their ships en route to the East. Subsequent 
urban growth was outwards from this central point 
following transport routes in a linear pattern that 
established an early hierarchy, which has ordered 
the City and informed subsequent planning 
initiatives. 

This public transport system and its associated 
hubs, which connect the outlying metropolitan areas 
to the city centre, have long been foci for City 
spending, the idea being that they would become 
areas of economic activity, stimulating communities, 
and initiating sustainable growth. Formalised 
connections between the Stadium and the City’s 
main transport hub, the Station, will create links that 
draw visitors from all over the City and the 
surrounding Green Point neighbourhood via buses, 
pedestrian designated routes, and new vehicular 
connections. One can only assume that this 
additional spending, though aimed at catering for 
the 2010 visitors, will also have long term benefits 
to Capetonians who will be able to enjoy it long 
after the final whistle is blown. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

The Green Point Common and its sport facilities 
have historically played an integral role in the City’s 
public open space system, a role that has been 
reduced in recent years owing to sports club 
concessions and their members-only policies. It is 
therefore fortuitous that with the advent of the 
Green Point Stadium redevelopment, the way has 
been opened for this valuable amenity to be 
corralled back into the public realm in the form of 
the GUP. 

Links and connections have been identified as 
important tools to integrate the development into 
the City's morphology, a strategy that has been 
applied not only to the transportation and 
circulation, but also to the planting design, which 
responds to the City's grid and creates visual links. 
Formal avenues in the Cape Dutch space-making 
tradition are used to create werfs, windbreaks and 
protected pockets for people and sensitive plants 
on the often windswept site. The mostly indigenous 
plant material is sourced from the Cape's varied 
water-wise fynbos plant community, though due to 
the lack of suitable indigenous wind resistant trees, 
some exotic species have been selectively used. 
The intention of the planting design is not only to 
create a pleasant environment, but also to offer the 
public the opportunity to learn about water-wise 
gardening. To this end, an area has been 
designated where plant material will be labelled and 
supporting water-wise gardening information 
displayed. 

I FLA  News let te r  Is sue  84  Sep tember  2009  



 11

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Stadium Architects (consortium) simulated image of 
Green Point Stadium on Green Point Common  

Few new structures are planned as the existing 
sport facility buildings, though outdated, are 
sufficient and will be renovated to visually integrate 
seamlessly into the landscape (with the exception 
of the gateway structures, which provide accents 
that celebrate threshold). 

The design for an Eco-Centre, which will form a 
focus for the GUP, is currently underway. It is 
intended not only to exemplify sustainable 
architecture through resource efficiency and design, 
but also to educate the public by providing a visual 
manifestation of appropriate, sustainable 
architecture. The centre will function as a 
community learning centre aimed at teaching and 
promoting “green” living, by including for example, 
re-cycling facilities, and a worm farm. Low energy 
embodied construction materials are available 
locally, which should make it possible to reduce the 
GUP's carbon footprint and meet green star rating 
criteria. This use of local materials, for example 
stone, has given the designers the opportunity to 
evoke the colours, textures and gritty materiality of 
the Cape, within the Park structures. Careful 
lighting design and the strategic aiming of light 
sources and shielding are intended to prevent the 
Park's lighting contributing to the already light 
polluted City skies. This strategy will unfortunately 
no doubt add to the challenge of keeping the park 
safe at night in a City pestered by crime. 

With every element designed and considered within 
the context of functionality and aesthetics for able 
and physically challenged people, it is not surprising 
that the street furniture, children’s play equipment, 
and artworks are viewed not only as functional 
elements within their suites, but also as important 
spatial definers and items of delight within the Park.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Recycled materials have been used for many of 
these items and low maintenance materials chosen 
to avert the drain on the GUP management team of 
future maintenance costs. For many landscape 
projects located within water-restricted areas in the 
world, the water supply for irrigation is a critical 
consideration. Fortunately for the GUP, the re-
discovery of a stream below the City’s streets has 
solved this problem. The water, which is currently 
piped to the sea, will be redirected to the Park 
where it will be stored in a lake, creating a 
wonderful feature and focal point within the design. 
The stream’s rehabilitation is a valuable asset not 
only as a design element, but also ecologically and 
educationally by providing new plant and animal 
habitats and opportunities for children to learn 
about plants and the role of water within the 
environment. 

South Africa is in the unique position of possessing 
an abundance of resources, which is what made it 
possible for her to sustain herself in the years of 
sanctions and isolation. Her biggest question now 
would have to be how she plans to achieve 
sustainability in a global paradigm of economic 
downturn. But it is more likely that South Africans 
are being kept up at night by questions such as 
“Will the paint be dry before the visitors arrive?”, 
and “How is the country paying for all of this?” We 
can only hope that South Africa's FIFA World Cup 
adrenalin will give her the energy she will need to 
finish before the teams run onto the pitch and leave 
them with enough oumpf! to start dealing with other 
issues, when the excitement's all over. How the 
park will be used in the City's future is fundamental 
to its success. It could possibly be argued that it will 
be through its function as an educational facility that 
its greatest impact will be felt, for by teaching 
sustainable living to Capetonians, a living and 
endearing legacy will be given to future 
generations. 
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Sustainability – a 
striking argument? 

Ane Øverlie 

Landscape Architect 

Hjellnes Consult
1
  

The upcoming IFLA World Congress will focus 
on sustainability, as have so many 
conferences over the last 30 years. But are we 
really getting any closer facing the 
environmental challenges? Why is it so difficult 
to achieve what we have come to accept as a 
worthy goal? 

When talking about sustainability today, most 
people think about the process of sustainable 
development. One of the key issues, I would like to 
point out, is that an obstacle to achieving 
sustainability is the confusion around what it is that 
should be sustained and developed. It is my opinion 
that we need to be much more specific about our 
intentions when asking for sustainability. I am 
pleased to see that this year’s congress has defined 
the theme as such: “With the application of 
Landscape Architecture, these designs are guided 
by environmental preservation and social-economic 
benefit to the community, in addition to 
opportunities of aesthetic enrichment of such 
places” 
[http://www.greeninfrastructure.net/content/event/46
th-ifla-world-congress].  

I understand this as placing environmental 
concerns first and the social-economic benefits 
second, in addition to opportunities for aesthetic 
enrichment. This is necessary as the concept 
sustainability is in danger of becoming a blurry 
buzzword for everything that is good and worthy. 
For my diploma, which completed together with 
Nora Mellemstrand in 2008, we investigated the 
terms “sustainability”, “ecology”, and “environment” 
through a literature study and by analysing 
competitions that had focused on sustainability. 

The term “sustainable development” hit the political 
landscape like a bomb in 1987 with the publication 
by the Brundtland Commission, formally the UN 
World Commission on Environment and 
Development, of Our Common Future. Whereas the 
term had originally been used as a physical concept 
for one resource, for instance wood from a forest, it 
was now a social-physical-economical concept 
linked to levels of social and individual welfare that 
were to be sustained and developed. 

                                                           
1
 http://www.hjellnesconsult.no 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sociality, like facilitating contact with others, is often 
included as a sign of sustainability (Parc Citröen, Paris) 

It means that the collected resources, together with 
the natural and environmental resources, include 
human capital, such as education and health. This 
was necessary to get all countries to agree on 
future commitments, accomplished by the Agenda 
21, which was released in full at the UN Conference 
on Environment and Development (the Earth 
Summit) held in Rio de Janeiro in 1992. However, 
with more attention focused on the social and 
economical aspects of sustainability, the ecological 
aspect may suffer.  

I believe that we are responsible for the 
anthropogenic climate change and the accelerating 
loss of different species of flora and fauna. It is our 
responsibility to do what we can to change this, and 
this should have first priority. But I have been 
brought up in Norway, where all my needs have 
been met without the struggle that people in poorer 
countries experience. Can I expect that these 
peoples will put environmental issues before the 
need of food and shelter? No. And that is also what 
the members of the Brundtland Commission had on 
their mind while writing Our Common Future.  

When trying to achieve global sustainability, I think 
rich countries with well developed welfare systems 
(like Norway) should concentrate even more about 
the ecological aspect. Unfortunately, it seems that 
we sometimes call a project sustainable only 
because it is attractive, not necessarily green.  
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An example of this is Bærekraft i Bjørvika, one of 
the five competitions we investigated as part of our 
study. Bjørvika is a harbour area of Oslo in 
transformation. It began with a new opera house, 
and in 2004, the Municipality of Oslo launched an 
open, international competition for a new housing 
area on the adjacent quay: “The intention of this 
competition is to get ideas as to how the qualities 
and character of the open spaces can make 
Bjørvika an attractive and sustainable new district in 
Oslo”. And: “The principles of sustainability 
according to the Environmental Program are to be 
used (…) It is a goal that the urban spaces should 
strengthen Oslo’s blue-green structure, and thereby 
also biodiversity.” Three normative appendices 
were prepared in 2003; an Environmental Program, 
a Cultural Program, and a Design Manual, together 
named Sustainability in Bjørvika.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Illustration of the sea promenade Bjørvika, motto ”Nyt 
byliv” (meaning New Citylife). Illustration from the team 
SLA and Gehl, which won the competition 

 

Despite all the good intentions and suggestions of 
the program, the jury did not recognize the 
environmental aspects in the proposals. It declared 
that the environmental issues were generally poorly 
treated and suggested that the winners’ further 
work could emphasize themes such as the re-use 
of materials and mass balance. This is surprising as 
there were many recognizable solutions to the 
demands of the Environmental Program. For 
example, there were areas with lush and natural 
vegetation, connectivity for pedestrians and 
bicycles, local surface water treatment, and re-use 
of materials.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Is sustainability 

becoming just 

another buzzword 

for all that is 

deemed 

good and worthy? 
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One of the reasons why this was not recognized 
could be that the many programs, all called 
Sustainability in Bjørvika, focused on so many 
aspects that it ended up being more confusing than 
clarifying. It could also be that this competition was 
about the overall scheme; the detailing of the 
outdoor spaces was saved for later competitions. 
And since there were no existing areas of 
vegetation to preserve, maybe the Environmental 
Program did not seem as relevant as the two other? 

In this competition the jury judged ”New Urban Life” 
(by SLA landscape architects and Gehl Architects) 
as the winner of the competition based on the 
design and the aesthetic solutions for social life and 
experiences. In my opinion, it was not sustainability 
but the quality of the design that one the day.  

Generally, this seemed to be the case for all five of 
the competitions investigated. The winners 
appeared to be chosen because of the design of 
the main concept. Many were asked to enhance 
their project in aspects of sustainability, 
environment, or ecology. This was more often the 
case in the competitions where the use of the term 
“sustainable” was unclear. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Collected rainwater and tall grasses make an excellent 
habitat for birds. As well as being an aesthetic feature, it 
represents ecology in an urban environment (Jardin du 
Musee, Quai Branly, Paris) 

 

Parts of competition entries that did not clearly state 
something along the lines “this is a sustainable 
solution” were seldom noticed as sustainable by the 
juries.  

Even when there were external experts handling 
the sustainable aspects of the proposals, they 
seemed to focus on the solutions concerning 
architecture. Resolving outdoor spaces appeared to 
be considered only if it involved the technical, such 
as surface water treatment or special solutions for 
storage of garbage. 

What we concluded in our diploma, was that without 
special competence in ecology within the jury, the 
environmental issues will most likely be ignored in 
favour of aesthetics. So to ensure that urban 
development is more appropriately guided by 
environmental concerns, it might be better to think 
more in terms of urban ecology than sustainability. 
Because landscape architects are already working 
with aesthetics and social concerns, maybe we 
need to be more reminded about ecology.  
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Sustainable 
development of 
landscape 
architecture in China 

Yao Chonghuai 
Associate Professor of Landscape Architecture 
Huazhong Agricultural University, China 

Landscape architecture has aroused wide interest 
over the past two decades, and although there are 
many different interpretations of the profession in 
China, the idea and practice of sustainable 
development is now widely accepted. To this end, a 
series of actions has been undertaken, as follows. 

National Garden Cities 

The National Garden City is an important measure 
to ensure sustainable development in urban areas. 
The criteria for this initiative were first released by 
the Ministry of Housing and Urban-Rural 
Development of the People’s Republic of China 
(MOUHURD) in 1992, and amended in 2005. They 
concentrate on the urban environment and 
ecosystem protection, urban biodiversity and 
landscape protection, the construction and 
maintenance of green space systems, public open 
space, and urban infrastructure. The ratio of green 
space, green space coverage, and the per capita 
green space were included as critical parameters to 
assess the planning, construction and maintenance 
of green spaces. National Garden City encourages 
all cities to focus on the development of landscape 
architecture in urban area and to be aware of the 
importance of sustainable landscapes. A total of 
147 cities have been accredited as National Garden 
Cities in China since 1992. 

Integrated green space systems 

Urban green space systems play a key role in the 
urban ecosystem. Decades ago, green space 
system planning in cities paid little attention to eco-
connection between urban and rural areas. In 2002, 
a national guideline for urban green space planning 
was released that promoted the construction of 
green space systems integrated with “hard” areas. 
It stresses the building of integrated system for the 
cities that include connecting open spaces, 
planning urban parks and other kinds of green 
spaces, preserving the mountains, rivers, lakes, 
forests, wildlife habitats, and scenic areas, restoring 
degraded land and natural systems, and the 
protection of indigenous species. The basic 
principles of landscape ecology have been widely 
used in green space system planning. 

Economical landscapes 

China is faced with enormous pressures on its 
natural resources and environment. In order to 
increase the sustainability of development, the 
concept of economical landscape architecture was 
proposed, and soon reached a broad consensus in 
China. The economical landscape emphasizes how 
to save land resources, water resources and 
materials in the process of landscape construction. 
It pays close attention to decreasing the urban 
greenhouse effect, environment pollution, and 
energy consumption by means of various urban 
green spaces. The economical landscape has 
changed people’s ideas about landscape design, 
and has become a generally accepted principle in 
Chinese landscape architecture. 

Wetlands 

Wetlands are considered the most important 
biodiversity areas of all ecosystems. They also 
provide valuable functions such as flood control, 
water cleansing, water supply, and outdoor 
recreation. China is rich in wetlands but, 
unfortunately, a number of these areas were 
drained in the past. In recent years, China has 
devoted great effort to the protection and 
restoration of wetlands. In Hangzhou, Shanghai and 
Wuhan, initiatives were taken to control wastewater 
discharged to wetlands, to connect separated lakes 
and rivers, to restore the natural bank and 
vegetation, and to build wetland networks. In most 
Chinese cities, wetlands are regarded as critical 
features of urban ecosystem and green spaces.  

Biodiversity protection 

Biodiversity is defined as the variety of all forms of 
life, from genes to species, through to the broad 
scale of ecosystems, and its conservation has been 
the hot topic since 1992. China is one of the most 
diverse countries in the world and was one of the 
signatory states of the Convention of Biodiversity. 
Since the 1980s, the national and regional networks 
for biodiversity conservation, consisting of nature 
reserves, national parks, forest parks, rural parks, 
urban parks and other forms of green spaces, have 
gradually been formed. To landscape architects, the 
conservation of biodiversity has been considered 
one of the most important targets. 

In conclusion, landscape architecture in China can 
point to many achievements in sustainable 
development. However, we still have a long way to 
go. To maintain the delicate balance between 
humankind and nature, for there to be harmony 
between nature and the built environment, to create 
cost efficient, visually pleasing, eco-friendly and 
maintainable landscapes is still the heavy task for 
all those who are involved in landscape 
architecture. 
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IFLA invited to the 
UNESCO-National 
Museum for Egyptian 
Civilization  
Jala Makhzoumi   
Professor of Landscape Architecture 
Department of Landscape Design & Ecosystem 
Management 
American University of Beirut, Lebanon 

For a number of years Presidents and Vice 
Presidents of IFLA have been invited to attend 
UNESCO meetings to provide landscape 
architecture advice on the various cultural projects. 
I was happy to accept the invitation from President 
Diana Menzies to represent IFLA at the 17

th
 session 

of the Executive Committee of the International 
Campaign for the Establishment of the Nubia 
Museum (NM) in Aswan and the National Museum 
of Egyptian Civilization (NMEC), which was held in 
Cairo, 10-12 June, 2009. The meeting was 
attended by representatives of 13 member states 
(Belgium, Canada, Congo, Dominican Republic, 
Finland, France, Iran, Japan, Lithuania, Peru, 
Sudan and Switzerland) who were voting members, 
and representatives from international organizations 
(ICOMOS, ICCROM, UNESCO, and myself from 
IFLA) who were observers.  

The history of the NM and NMEC projects dates 
from the first international campaign by UNESCO to 
save the Nubia monuments in southern Egypt that 
were threatened by inundation from the Aswan High 
Dam.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

A second campaign was launched to house the 
archaeological collections locally in Nubia and in 
Cairo. The NM was completed in 1997, and the 
construction is ongoing for the NMEC, which is 
expected to open in 2010. The Egyptian 
government secured the funds for the construction 
of the two museums, and UNESCO continues to 
provide support in training administrative and 
technical staff for both museums. A visit to the 
NMEC site was illuminating. The 27.2 ha site is 
located in Fustat, in early Islamic Cairo. It was 
originally a garbage dump that had peaked to a 
height of 22 m at its western edge,  tapering 
gradually to the original ground level at the eastern 
edge that is defined by a 12 ha natural lake. The 
mammoth NMEC building (with a footprint of 
approximately 2 ha) had to be carved into the 
garbage mound to ensure structural stability, which 
meant the building was encased on its western side 
by the high walls of the dump. This will require 
extensive land modification to taper off the terrain 
away from the building. The vision is for a hilly, 
flowing parkland landscape that will provide a 
backdrop to the monumental architecture.  

The NMEC building is a complex of underground 
parking, shops and theatres, internal courts and 
volumes designed to house a large collection of 
Ancient Egyptian relics, large stone statues, 
sarcophaguses, and mummies. A pyramid crowns 
the horizontal lines of the building, under which is a 
panoramic outlook onto Cairo. The succession of 
relics is to tell the story of “civilization” from the 
earliest human-environment interaction through 
marathon feats of harnessing the Nile and building 
the pyramids, and of the succession of cultures that 
have left their imprint on the people and land in 
Egypt.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I FLA  News let te r  Is sue  84  Sep tember  2009  



 17

Attending the meetings and walking through the 
site, I could not help but note the commonalities 
between this vision for the NMEC, the idea of 
landscape as palimpsest, and our aspirations as 
landscape architects to reconstruct narratives that 
enable people to experience places, engage with 
the past, and reflect on the present. This was the 
framework for my reading of the NMEC landscape 
as a composition of three complementary 
landscapes. The fist includes the assemblages of 
paved open spaces surrounding the museum, 
which appeared stark, with not a single tree in sight, 
but also because the site was under construction. 
The extensive hardscape of the southern plaza is a 
case in point. I was concerned that a paved space 
on such a scale should be fully exposed to the hot 
arid climate of Cairo, absorbing and storing heat, 
and emitting it during the night. Reflection from the 
light stone pavement also causes considerable 
discomfort. Having had my initial training in 
architecture, I realized the diverging priorities 
between architects and landscape architects, the 
former prioritizing on the built product, the latter on 
processes over time, on diurnal and seasonal 
cycles. While accepting that a plaza by definition is 
not a garden, my recommendation would be to 
search for innovative hybrid solutions that will 
improve the plaza climatically and provide visual 
relief from the hardscape that dominates. 

The second landscape, by far the dominant in terms 
of area covered, would be the flowing parklands. 
This gardenesque landscape was justified by the 
nature of the site and the necessity of rehabilitating 
the garbage dump, especially along the western 
and northern edges of the site. The award winning 
Aga Khan Azhar Park not far from the NMEC site 
set the precedence to wasteland rehabilitation two 
years ago. 

The third landscape component is that of the Ain 
Elsera Lake. The sheer size and naturalness of the 
lake begs a different approach from the intensive 
parkland landscape, namely reconstructing the lake 
and surroundings as a wild habitat for native flora 
and a bird sanctuary. The lake will provide visual 
and functional diversity within the NMEC project 
site. The ecologically and environmentally 
sustainable landscape will thus broaden the vision 
for the NMEC to embrace not only cultural heritage 
but also Egypt’s natural heritage.  

It is still early to judge how the landscape of the 
NMEC will develop; whether the site will succeed in 
furthering the profession challenge to landscape 
architecture in North Africa and the Middle East 
beyond the prevailing (mis-) conception that the 
profession is concerned with “beautification”. The 
opportunity is certainly there. I hope that the 
challenge will be taken up by those that envisioned 
the project as a pioneering concept for a museum.  

Historical 
Landscapes in the 
Modern Era 

Maria Ignatieva 
Lincoln University 
 

Report from a Conference held on 1-3 June 
2009, St. Petersburg, Russia 
 
The conference “Historical Landscapes in the 
Modern Era” was the third in a succession of 
summer conferences organised by the St. 
Petersburg Forest Technical Academy, the 
Administration of St. Petersburg, and Lincoln 
University (New Zealand). The first conference in 
2007 covered numerous topics under the theme of 
globalisation and landscape architecture, and the 
2008 conference concentrated on issues of urban 
design and ecology. The aim of these conferences 
was to develop dialogue between Russian 
landscape architects and their international 
colleagues. The Russian landscape architecture 
profession has been blooming for a decade and 
needs to be exposed to western audiences. 
Russian professionals from private practice and 
academia seek an exchange of ideas and 
opportunities to learn from positive practical and 
theoretical experiences.    
 
This year’s conference was dedicated to the 110

th
 

anniversary of the birth of Professor Tatyana 
Dubygo from the Forest Technical Academy, one of 
the central figures in Russian garden history and 
restoration. The theme of the conference influenced 
the choice of sites for a three day pre-conference 
tour. This included a special excursion to Gatchina 
Park and Palace (one of the latest examples of 
restoration in the tsar’s suburban palace 
complexes), a day trip to Novgorod (one of the 
oldest Russian cities, which has also experienced 
massive restoration and reconstruction works), and 
an excursion to the Summer Garden (the oldest 
garden of the Venice of the North). These sites 
highlighted the different achievements of Russian 
landscape architects, as well as problems, and 
helped participants to experience St. Petersburg’s 
unique UNESCO Heritage Landscapes. 
 
The conference was also organised to coincide with 
the second international garden show festival, 
“Imperial Gardens of Russia II”, which took place in 
the historical Mikhailovsky Garden. The organisers 
of the garden festival, the State Russian Museum, 
provided the recently restored and historical 
Mikhailovsky Castle, as the conference venue.  
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Gatchina Park and Palace 
 

Approximately 140 participants from 22 countries 
gave the conference a truly international flavour. 
The conference was also attended by many 
postgraduate and undergraduate students who had 
a great opportunity to hear from a wide range of 
international scholars and practitioners. It was great 
to see so many young faces in the auditorium! 
Compared to the previous two conferences in St. 
Petersburg, the historical theme attracted many 
more colleagues from private and government 
landscape architectural firms. They shared their 
experiences in restoration and reconstruction of 
historical landscapes.  
 
The three days of the St. Petersburg conference 
covered a very wide spectrum of historical 
landscapes. The keynote presentation by the main 
Landscape Architect of St. Petersburg, Larisa 
Kannunnikova, overviewed different aspects of 
retrofitting some historical landscapes to the needs 
of the modern city, and constraints and 
opportunities of modern urban design approaches. 
IFLA President, Dr Diane Menzies, focused on the 
involvement of the International Federation of 
Landscape Architecture in historical gardens 
issues. She presented four international case 
studies where historical landscape principles have 
inspired modern design and been adapted to meet 
very practical needs (Beijing Olympic Forest Park, 
Chapultapec Park in Mexico City, the National 
Stadium in Lisbon and the reconstruction of the 
historical centre in Gent, Belgium). Robert Page 
from the USA, the Director of the National Park 
Service, Olmsted Centre for Landscape 
Preservation, introduced a long experience of 
historic landscape preservation in the United State 
and recent project work in the US national park 
system to preserve and enhance the historical 
character of significant landscapes as well as their 
management in the modern situation.   
 
There was several interrelated conference sessions 
based on the themes “Historical parks and garden 
restoration, protection and interpretation”, 
“Sustainability of cultural landscapes”, “Historical 

landscapes: memory, phenomenology and design 
narrative”, “Historical landscapes and nature 
protection” and “Public spaces and historical 
landscapes, legal aspects of historical landscapes”. 
Case studies included Austria (Salzburg), Brazil 
(Rio de Janeiro), UK (London), Turkey (Kaleici Old 
Town and North Eastern Anatolia Region), Portugal 
(Porto City Park), Canada (Toronto), Slovakia 
(Bratislava), Serbia (Belgrade), Iran (Tehran), 
Estonia (Tartu) and Armenia (Yerevan).  
 
A special session was offered and presented by 
Dutch colleagues who have a very rich experience 
of historical landscape restoration and its 
adaptation to the modern market. They even 
introduced the new term “timescape”, stressing the 
necessity for the reinterpretation and use of 
cultural-historical treasures. Unsurprisingly, many 
presentations in the special session “Restoration of 
historical landscapes” came from Russian 
specialists (Moscow, Saratov, Voronezh, Irkutsk, 
Alupka, and Nizhniy Novgorod). Very interesting 
examples from the oldest and strongest historical 
gardens restoration school in St. Petersburg 
permeated many sessions. This conference will 
also be fondly remembered for very passionate 
discussions, fierce debates, and fantastic 
participant enthusiasm. 
 
The conference was sponsored by the City of St. 
Petersburg Administration, St. Petersburg State 
Forest Technical Academy, and Lincoln University. 
The conference received tremendous support from 
IFLA and ALAROS (the Association of Landscape 
Architects of Russia). The conference proceedings 
were available by the time of the conference, and 
included abstracts and peer-reviewed short papers 
in two languages. 
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