coming
of age

Landscape architecture is still a very

young profession in Australia: next year the
Australian Institute of Landscape Architects
has its 40th anniversary. From the very start in
Australia, architecture has played a key role

in its sibling profession in a range of ways: -
some of its first members were-architects who
had specialised'in landscape architecture, -
and who started the edueational courses
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Landscape architecture has seemed very
much on the back foot in relation to what
more it can offer than architecture, in terms
of an approach to ‘landscape’. While
architecture in the sixties was interested in
the relationship between the arts and the
sciences as a potential generator of form, in
the 1970s landscape architecture discovered
in the science of ecology a seemingly
objective basis to make design decisions by

discourse in landscape architecture took 10
years to build, and only now is there enough
‘stuff’ to have a broad, sophisticated and
robust discussion about the work. Again,
however, science is being looked to in order
to reinvigorate the discipline — this time from
James Corner and his protégés. There is
no doubt that the science of the landscape
and landscape processes constitutes a
type of ‘material’ for landscape architecture;
however, we should not be deferring design
decisions when we use it, to scientific
method, which will only ever be quasi-
science anyway. There is again the potential
now to regard the making of landscape form
as somehow un-rigorous and subjective.
Landscape architects have a centre of
focus that is the context of architecture: the
broad, external tableaux of the landscape
itself, the field. It is simultaneously every-
where, but often invisible as we search out
objects to look at. Landscape architecture is
a kind of attentiveness to the systems, flows

Australian landscape architecture with the
generalised ‘sense’ of the landscape that
many architects are striving to achieve,
or work with, in their projects. This edition
should be seen as introducing, or consolidat-
ing existing introductions of, practitioners
and thinkers about the landscape from a
discourse where the notion of landscape
is not an abstraction, but is a very real and
ongoing phenomenon.

It would be a missed opportunity if |
did not address the largely architectural
readership of AR about how architecture
and landscape architecture intersect at the
level of budgets. As a landscape architect,
| have noticed on a number of occasions
what | could indulgently describe as (and
utilising ‘fuzzy maths’) the inverse square law
of architecture to landscape: architecture
occupies landscape space and gets expo-
nentially larger budgets, while the budget
for landscape forever diminishes, regardless
of the fact that the landscape, in fact,
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