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ABSTRACT The twenty-first century has seen a remarkable revival of interest in landscape by
disciplines of spatial design, such as landscape architecture, urban design and architecture.
Inspired by the principles of the European Landscape Convention (ELC), several authors have
suggested extending the concept of landscape into a metaphor for inclusive multiplicity and
pluralism in design and planning. However, the implementation of the ELC is rather complex
as it deliberately contains no methodological or practical guidelines. In this paper, we explore
whether or not the holistic approach towards landscape in the spirit of the ELC actually affects
Flemish design in practice. To this end, we study interviewees’ perspectives on the use of
landscape in design and their experiences with it by means of a qualitative interpretive
research design with multiple triangulation of data collection methods. First, we present the
perspectives of the study on landscape as a medium to facilitate integration in design projects,
by discussing four separate topics where this is the case. Second, we conceptualize the
integration of landscape in spatial design as an expertise which can be obtained by spatial
designers, regardless of their disciplinary background through awareness-raising, training and
education.

Introduction

Landscape is increasingly a focal point of a range of disciplines and a field of interest for

many (Antrop, 2004; Corner, 1999; Selman, 2006; Tress & Tress, 2001; Waldheim,

2006a). This paper focuses on the interest in landscape by disciplines of spatial

design. By design, we mean “the search for forms that satisfy a program” (Lynch &

Hack, 1984, p. 127), assuming that spatial design refers to the creation and manipulation
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of three-dimensional forms (Lynch & Hack, 1984; Steenbergen & Reh, 1996;

Swaffield, 2002c). It refers to the creative process of giving form to physical

phenomena at every scale as well as to the final product in the form of a specific plan

and its realization (Leinfelder et al., 2008). In contrast to planning, it is not an

administrative, legal or policy-making activity, although planning and design

are in practice closely linked and work in tandem (Lyle, 1985). In this paper, we

regard landscape architecture, urban design and architecture as disciplines of spatial

design.

A Growing Interest in Landscape by Design Disciplines

In 1968, Hackett (in Laurie, 1975) stated that landscape is the medium in which landscape

architects work and which makes the essential difference between landscape architecture

and other design professions. Today, however, this way of thinking may be outdated. Since

the beginning of the twentieth century, landscape—urban and rural, big and small—is a

field of interest for different design disciplines (Corner, 1999; Marot, 1999; Schafer &

Reeser, 2002).

Traditionally, landscape architecture as a design discipline reconciles a thorough

understanding of the existing landscape and its constituent parts with a strong,

forward-looking vision of the future landscape. The use of landscape as a source of infor-

mation and inspiration for design is a point of view which is customary in landscape

architecture, and landscape design methodologies are based on this belief (Lagro,

2001; Provost et al., 2004; Marot, in Steenbergen & Reh, 1996). Several authors

(Geerts, 2005; Laurie, 1975; Provost et al., 2004; Sijmons, 2002) discuss how design

projects in landscape architecture have gradually broadened from garden and park

design to large-scale and public projects such as landscape plans for wetlands, concepts

for infrastructure, rehabilitation of town centres or the design of urban and rural areas. At

the same time, the projects of urban planning and architecture have expanded from the

design of urban spaces to more “green” design objects, such as the development of old

industrial sites, trails in nature reserves and public gardens (see Figure 1). During the

past decade, the growing interest in landscape led to the emergence of landscape urba-

nism, as “a disciplinary realignment in which landscape supplants architecture’s histori-

cal role as the basic building block of urban design” (Waldheim, 2006b, p. 37).

Adherents of the movement call for landscape as the model of contemporary urbanism

(Corner, 2006) and urban, economic and social order (Waldheim, 2010) and see land-

scape as “a lens through which the contemporary city is represented and the medium

through which it is constructed” (Waldheim, 2006a, p. 15). As for architecture, the

renewed interest in landscape has been indicated by Birksted (in Birksted, 1999). He

argues for “a graduated and gradual axis where one end represents architecture as land-

scape and the other end represents landscape as architecture with a range of continuous

variations between the two” (pp. 3–4). This is also illustrated in the Spring 2010 issue of

Oase, a bilingual (Dutch/English) journal featuring architecture, urban design and land-

scape design. This issue was dedicated entirely to the relationship between the territory

and its (architectural) design. One of the contributions in the issue is an adapted and

translated version (Gregotti, 2010) of Gregotti’s article “The form of the territory” of

1965, where he pled to widen the territory or scope of architecture beyond the matrix

of the historical city.
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Towards a New Approach of Landscape in Design

In most European countries, cross-breeding between urban design, architecture and land-

scape architecture is intense (Girot, 2004; Kapper & Chenoweth, 2000; Preece, 1991) and

there is evidence that professional practice is becoming increasingly diverse (Swaffield,

2002a). The increasing complexity of spatial problems is the main argument to involve

a broader spectrum of disciplines and expert knowledge in projects investigating and

solving these problems (Tress et al., 2005b). More and more, experts join forces in multi-

disciplinary teams to cope with the growing complexity of design projects. Experience

shows that fragmented sectoral policies and top-down approaches are not the answer to

control today’s extremely complex spatial claims and fast evolutions. There is a

growing body of opinion (Antrop, 2003, 2005; Buijs et al., 2006; Déscamps, 2000;

Naveh, 2001; Naveh & Lieberman, 1994; Tress et al., 2005a; Van Eetvelde & Antrop,

2009b) that integrated projects offer specific opportunities to converge divergent spatial

demands in order to create a better spatial quality. In practice, it is becoming increasingly

common for separate design disciplines to work together on the same projects.

Several authors (Corner, 1999; Kaplan, 2009; Selman, 2006; Weller, 2008) state that

landscape has sometimes been treated in a fragmented fashion or as a “sectoral” interest,

with the result that it has been perceived as only an accessory to physical planning and

Figure 1. The cross-breeding between landscape architecture, architecture and urban design. On the
right side of the diagram, design objects are indicated from top to bottom ranging from rather green
design objects at the top to the more “mineral” design objects. Landscape architecture has gradually
broadened its focus from garden and park to various larger projects in rural, suburban and urban
areas. Meanwhile, architecture and urban design have shifted their focus from buildings and cities

to the same design objects.
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design or as a resource to be extensively exploited by various cultural interventions.

Nowadays, it seems that multi-, inter- and transdisciplinary cooperation and the exchange

of knowledge, experience, values and concerns all lead to new insights into the landscape

concept. Reflections on a new approach of landscape in planning have been made by

Selman (2006), arguing for “planning at the landscape scale”. In his study on cultural land-

scapes, he discovered “surprisingly convergent views about the importance of landscape

as an organising framework for analysis of and purposeful intervention in the process of

land use change” (p. 5), through which policy can be delivered and actions can be inte-

grated. Similar views have been put forward by the adherents of landscape urbanism

(Corner, 1999; Weller, 2008) focusing on urban design and architecture. Corner (1999,

pp. 1–2), for example, calls for attention to the “yet-to-be-disclosed potentials of land-

scape ideas and practice”. He suggests that, rather than “the passive pastoralism of

previous landscape formations”, landscape might serve as “a metaphor for inclusive

multiplicity and pluralism, as in a kind of synthetic ‘overview’ that enables differences

to play themselves out”. He pleads for landscape’s full efficacy to be extended to that

of a synthetic and strategic art form, one that aligns diverse and competing forces into

newly liberating and interactive alliances. These recommendations are in line with the

principles of the European Landscape Convention (ELC).

Landscape, Design and the European Landscape Convention

The ELC is the first international treaty to be exclusively concerned with all aspects of

European landscape, facilitating European cooperation on matters regarding landscape.

The convention was adopted on 20 October 2000 in Florence (Italy) and came into

force on 1 March 2004 (Council of Europe Treaty Series No. 176). As it is open for

signature by member states of the Council of Europe and for accession by the European

Community and European non-member states, it has an important influence on the concep-

tualization of landscape throughout Europe. It defines landscape as “an area, as perceived

by people, whose character is the result of the action and interaction of natural and/or

human factors” (article 1). As such, the ELC “covers natural, rural, urban and peri-

urban areas. It includes land, inland water and marine areas. It concerns landscapes that

might be considered outstanding as well as everyday or degraded landscapes” (article

2). It also underlines that a landscape forms a whole, whose natural and cultural com-

ponents are taken together, not separately (Council of Europe, 2000b). In the preamble

(Council of Europe, 2000a), it is stressed that “the landscape is a key element of individual

and social well-being and that its protection, management and planning entail rights and

responsibilities for everyone”. It notes that landscape has an important public interest role

in the cultural, ecological, environmental and social field, and that “landscape is not a

question to be treated as a specialist field of public affairs” (Council of Europe, 2000b).

The general and specific measures (Council of Europe, 2000a, 2000b, articles 5 and 6)

mention the necessity to “systematically accommodate landscape into the country’s

spatial and town-planning policies, its cultural, environmental, agricultural, social and

economic policies, and any other policy sector, which may have direct or indirect

impact on the landscape”. Hence landscape objectives should be taken into account in

all relevant sectors of public life. This holistic approach (Sarlöv-Herlin, 2004) towards

landscape in the ELC undoubtedly offers interesting opportunities for spatial design dis-

ciplines. Moreover, the ELC reflects the idea that landscapes evolve through time, as a
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result of being acted upon by natural forces and human beings (Council of Europe, 2000b).

Although it does not give a separate definition of design, it is implicit in the definition of

landscape planning, which is considered a “strong forward-looking action to enhance,

restore or create landscapes” (article 1f). The Explanatory Report emphasizes that “in

seeking the right balance between protection, management and planning of a landscape,

the convention does not aim to preserve or ‘freeze’ the landscape at a particular point

in its lengthy evolution” (Council of Europe, 2000b). It states that, as landscapes have

always changed and will continue to change, the aim should be to manage future

changes in a way that recognizes the great diversity and the quality of the landscapes

that we inherit and that seeks to preserve, or even enhance, diversity and quality instead

of allowing them to decline. Landscape planning in this respect is defined as “the

formal process of study, design and construction by which new landscapes are created

to meet the aspirations of the people concerned” (Council of Europe, 2000b).

From Theory to Practice

The implementation of the ELC is rather complex, because the definitions and suggested

measures deliberately contain no indications for procedures and methods. Follow-up con-

ferences and workshops are organized on a regular basis to discuss theoretical, methodo-

logical and practical guidelines for implementation. Furthermore, the Council of Europe

Conference of Ministers Responsible for Spatial/Regional Planning (CEMAT) evaluates

the implementation. In 2006, the European Network of Local and Regional Authorities

for the Implementation of the ELC (RECEP-ENELC) was established to support the inter-

ested local and regional authorities in the scientific, technical, political and administrative

aspects of their activities aimed at implementing the ELC’s principles within their terri-

tories. More recently, the networks Uniscape and Civilscape have been set up with

similar aims. Member states and organizations also organize similar discussions at inter-

national, national and regional levels. However, these discussions and related research

literature focus mainly on policy (e.g. Council of Europe, 2008; RECEP-ENELC, 2009;

Roe et al., 2008), and less on the consequences of the ambition of the ELC for spatial

design practice (Van Damme & Antrop, 2010).

Holistic landscape conception is an important tradition in landscape research (Antrop,

2005; Naveh, 2000, 2001). According to Naveh (2000), holism refers to approaches of

wholeness, connectedness and ordered complexity. As such, he refers to a paradigm

shift “from parts to wholes”, from “dissection, fragmentation and analysis of wholes

into smaller and smaller particles, towards integration, connectedness, synthesis and com-

plementation” (p. 8), perceiving all parts in their full context. However, several authors

report that there is an “applicability gap” between the development of theoretical

models and their contribution to design practice. (Hohmann & Langhorst, 2005; Kapper

& Chenoweth, 2000; Lagro, 1999; Lawson, 1980; Milburn & Brown, 2003; Milburn

et al., 2001). Hence, a contradiction might emerge between landscape “hailed” as a holistic

planning tool and how the integration of landscape in spatial design operates in practice

(Antonson, 2009; Macpherson, 2005). Likewise, Selman (2006) and Corner (1999)

refer to the opportunities of landscape as “organising framework” or as a “metaphor

for inclusive multiplicity and pluralism”, but they do not discuss its application in

design practice.

1132 S. Van Damme, H. Leinfelder & P. Uyttenhove
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The research aimed to assess if, and to what degree, landscape as an integrative concept

affects design practice. First, the aim of this research was to explore whether spatial

designers consider the integration of landscape to be valuable, irrespective of their back-

ground and the design project. Second, it sought to evaluate whether the approach of

landscape in their design projects is actually integrative. This research aimed to establish

if and how different categories of designers use landscape to connect “parts” in their

designs or, in other words, if and how they use landscape as a medium to facilitate

integration and synthesis in design projects.

This paper contributes to this exploration through the illustration of case study research

in Flanders, Belgium. It presents interviewees’ perspectives on the use of landscape as a

medium for integration in spatial design projects and their experiences with it. The follow-

ing section lays out the choice for the case study of Flanders and the applied qualitative

research methodology. The results of the research are then discussed and illustrated by

means of excerpts from the interviews and secondary sources (SS). The discussion

section considers the integration of landscape in spatial design in an evolving professional

practice, and concludes with some general implications for future education and policy-

making.

The Case of Flanders (Belgium)

Flanders, the northern part of Belgium, is one of the most densely populated regions in

Europe. With 70% of the Flemish population residing in an urban–rural complex, it is

a place of omnipresent network urbanity and fragmented multifunctional open spaces

(Bomans et al., 2010). The extreme urban–rural overlap and related multi-functionality

make it a suitable model to research the use of landscape as a medium in the spirit of

the ELC.

Landscape and Design in Flanders

The shift from a design practice predominantly focusing on private gardens and estates

towards landscape did not progress at the same rate across Europe (Imbert, 2007a).

This is one of the reasons why the integration of landscape in spatial design varies exten-

sively, depending on the country (Sijmons, 2002). In Flanders, the development of land-

scape architecture as a professional practice made rather slow progress compared with the

strong tradition in garden and park architecture. Since the beginning of the twentieth

century, internationally renowned professionals like René Latinne, Jules Buyssens and

René Péchère have developed strong practice in Belgian garden and park design, as a

result of a local horticultural tradition. Today, Belgian garden and park design practice

still flourishes, with names like the Wirtz family and Erik Dhondt embodying its inter-

national success. Imbert (2007a, 2007b) describes how international congresses and organ-

izations in the twentieth century reflect the discussions about the identity of landscape

architecture’s emergent professional body, its prerogatives regarding associated

professions and its academic standing. In Belgium, these discussions were dominated

by the “old guard of garden architects” (Imbert, 2007a, p. 15), such as Buyssens and

Péchère, who represented an “attachment to horticulture and design as a decorative art”,

often displayed by abundant floral arrangements (Imbert, 2007a, p. 9). An exception to

this traditional movement was Jean Canneel-Claes. Influenced by Louis Van der
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Swaelmen and his studies in garden art, urbanism and architecture at the Decorative Arts

Institute of La Cambre, his design projects indicated a strong belief in the cause of mod-

ernism and architecture. According to Imbert (2007a), he represented the new practitioner,

arguing for a design generalist who combines the skills of an architect and an urbanist and

who is capable of shaping the environment from the scale of the garden to that of the city.

However, this stance isolated him from “the old guard”, and his search for a modern theory

and broader practice ultimately led him to seek international collaborators to further

advance the cause of modernist landscape architecture. This debate was characteristic

for the situation of Belgian landscape architecture in the first half of the twentieth

century: while most of the European countries “leaped the garden fence” (Olwig,

2002), the private garden continued to serve as a ground for testing health and formal

ideals in outdoor living in Belgium (Imbert, 2007a). As a result of this traditional prefer-

ence for horticulture and garden and park design, the shift from private to public design

objects, from garden to city planning, design of infrastructure and the cultural landscape

advanced with difficulty. During this period, landscape architecture was strongly polar-

ized, with a clear schism between the publicly present garden designer and the nearly

absent landscape designer, who only played a limited role as a technical advisor in plan-

ning (Imbert, 2002).

This situation would last for decades. The building of infrastructure during the 1960s

and 1970s, such as the construction of highways hardly took the landscape context into

account (Jacobs, 1995) and the quality of public parks and gardens remained inadequate

(Vandromme, 2005). The Belgian state reforms of the 1980s saw responsibility for

spatial planning and policy devolved to regional governments. Consequently, the attention

for landscape in design has developed differently throughout Flanders. Although research

in landscape ecology had an established reputation in Flanders ever since the 1980s

(Antrop, 2000) it did not have a strong relationship with creative three-dimensional

design. Methods for landscape planning were defined (Allaert, 1979; Verhoeve &

Antrop, 1980), but when applying these methods in practice, the emphasis was on the

inventory and the assessment of landscape qualities in texts and maps. The objectives

were mostly restricted to guidelines and recommendations for planning and spatial

policy (e.g. Barbery, 1994; De Pelsmaeker et al., 1988). Exceptions to this were the

land consolidation plans, large-scale landscape plans for rural areas oriented towards agri-

culture, where inventory and assessment led to design and construction.

Traditionally, Flemish landscape research involved historical and regional geographers

(Antrop, 2000) and evolved from regional geographical monographs to more applied

research that focuses on the specific problems in each of the regions (Antrop, 2004).

Gradually, more interdisciplinary studies involving geographers, historians, archaeolo-

gists, agronomists, foresters, ecologists and nature conservationists generalized landscape

research and applications became oriented towards spatial and environmental planning

(Antrop, 2004). Landscape typologies (Antrop, 1997; Van Eetvelde & Antrop, 2009a,

2009b) and assessments (Antrop, 2001; Hofkens & Roosens, 2001; Van de Genachte

et al., 2001; Van Eetvelde & Antrop, 2005) have been developed as a source of infor-

mation for landscape management, spatial planning and heritage. There has been a

growing interest for landscape protection and management in Flemish policy since 1995

(Van Damme & Antrop, 2010). Landscape research has contributed to the fact that land-

scape care is a point of attention in various recent policy documents on spatial planning,

like the Spatial Structure Plans, and is taken into account in the elaboration of zoning plans
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(Leinfelder, 2004). However, its relevance for spatial design is limited because of the large

scale of the landscape typologies, the general focus on heritage and the absence of a vision

on development (Leinfelder & Notteboom, 2006).

Since the beginning of 2000, there has been a remarkable recovery of landscape in

Flemish theoretical reflection and education in spatial design. The policy document

2005–2010 of the Flemish Government Architect (Smets, 2006) designated landscape

as a significant design challenge, and in the Research Report of the government institution

responsible for heritage conservation, a separate chapter was devoted to landscape design

(Leinfelder et al., 2008). Research has been developed on landscape urbanism (De

Meulder & Shannon, 2010), landscape development in degraded landscapes (Boonen &

Peleman, 2004), recommendations have been formulated regarding research, policy-

making and measures concerning heritage (Studiegroep Omgeving, 2004) and explorative

research was conducted regarding urban fragmentation (Onderzoeksgroep Stedenbouw en

Architectuur KUL, 2007). Some conferences have been devoted to the relationship

between landscape and design and the number of publications regarding the subject is

increasing. There is now specialized training in landscape development and landscape

is also increasingly a focus in educational programmes in spatial planning, urban

design, landscape architecture and architecture.

The number of design projects combining landscape and design has grown noticeably in

recent years. Several government projects such as infrastructure, industrial estates, public

spaces, nature development or recreational parks now choose to include landscape design.

Smaller scale projects also show increased attention to landscape quality (Leinfelder &

Notteboom, 2006). This growing attention is illustrated in the entry of landscape projects

in the Flemish Yearbook of Urban Design and Spatial Planning (Borret et al., 2006), the

best practice books for the Day of the Public Space and the journal of the Flemish Organ-

isation for Space and Planning.

In terms of design practice, Flanders is now making up the ground it lost in landscape

design during the previous century. However, the number of large-scale projects is still

small (Meirlaen, 2009; Antrop in Uyttenhove, 2006; Van Dooren, 2009) and the inte-

gration of landscape in design projects varies greatly, depending on the goodwill and

the available expertise of the policy advisers and the designers involved (Van Damme

& Antrop, 2010). Moreover, Flemish landscape architecture both as a profession and as

a discipline is still struggling for full recognition. Indicative are the lack of a specialized

Flemish master’s degree in landscape architecture, the limited theoretical base of the

profession (Geerts, 2005) and the lack of a powerful professional organization (Van

Damme, 2011). In general, landscape design lacks the power to weigh on Flemish

spatial policy and political decision-making and internationally it still has a rather

restricted reputation (Pinte, 2006).

However, more and more parties are joining forces in multidisciplinary teams and cross-

border partnerships to cope with the growing complexity of landscape design projects.

Consequently, landscape architecture, architecture and urban design converge signifi-

cantly, which is seen in the exchange of methods, concepts and design principles. This

research wanted to find out if this convergence has actually led to the use of landscape

as a medium for integration in design practice, regardless of the discipline. To this

end, we study interviewees’ perspectives on the use of landscape in design and their

experiences with it by means of a qualitative interpretive research design with multiple

triangulation of data collection methods.
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A Qualitative Research Methodology

International academic reflection and research on landscape and design has been relatively

immature and scarce (Sarlöv-Herlin, 2004; Sijmons, 2002; Turner, 1996), and is in Flan-

ders almost non-existent. Qualitative research offers important advantages and possibili-

ties regarding explorative research (Baarda et al., 1996; Boeije, 2005; Patton, 2002;

Van Ijzendoorn, 1989). Moreover, the ambition of the study was to capture a wide

range of perspectives and vivid experiences with the integration of landscape in spatial

design practice. It wanted to look for concepts and observations by various experts, pre-

serving the richness and detail of their findings. Data collection and analysis procedures

were designed in order to gain in-depth understanding, and embrace the context of the

study so as to generate new ideas and concepts (Lamnek, 1989 in Buchecker et al.,

2003; Patton, 2002). Our qualitative research on landscape and design used a conventional

interpretive research design with multiple triangulation of data collection methods

(Mathison, 1988; Patton, 2002; Richards, 2005; Yin, 2003). In-depth interviews were

taken from Flemish policy-makers, academics and practising designers who are familiar

with the working field of landscape and design. These interviews were combined with

SS, i.e. literature research and exploration of design practice in Flanders. This section

describes the selection of the key informants (KIs) and the data-triangulation and analysis.

Selection of the KIs. The interviewees were KIs who are a rich source of information, or

who are specifically enlightening in relation to the research questions (Patton, 2002). As

experts, they are capable of making well-grounded judgements regarding the research

subject. However, more than “regular” experts, KIs are able to provide more information

and a deeper insight into what is going on around them, as a result of their personal skills or

position in society (Marshall, 1996). According to Tremblay (in Burgess, 1989), being

“natural observers”, they are interested in the behaviour of those around them. They

observe the development of their culture and often speculate, or make inferences about

both. All KIs are regarded as brilliant experts by those around them. Because of their

extensive experience they have mostly acquired a certain status, which is commonly

acknowledged in the field. They stand out for their clear vision, which they make explicit

through the execution of a profession, the writing of articles or books, or the presentation

of lectures. They are persons who are involved in policy-making regarding landscape and

design, persons who teach or conduct research on the subject or persons who have a very

distinct experience in landscape and design (see Figure 2). As indicated in Table 1, the

interviewees have backgrounds in the field of spatial planning, architecture, garden archi-

tecture, landscape architecture, landscape science, ecology, urban design and heritage con-

servation.

Aiming for a profound understanding, the integration of landscape in spatial design in

Flanders was approached from various angles. Therefore, the respondents were selected by

means of conceptually driven sequential sampling (Miles & Huberman, 1994). Four KIs

were selected on the basis of literature research, a thorough exploration of the working

field and discussions with persons involved. At the end of each interview, KIs were

invited to suggest other KIs who could be approached to further the research. Their sug-

gestions were ranked and evaluated. Progressive understanding of the research subject by

means of the interviews led to the selection of additional KIs, who were similar or extre-

mely different to the KIs previously selected. In this way, the final sample frame of 16
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interviewees was composed in the course of the data gathering (see Figure 2). The KIs

were invited by phone or by e-mail to take part in the research. One of the suggested

KIs declined to participate.

Data-triangulation. Triangulation is essential to enhance the quality and validity of

qualitative research results (Patton, 2002; Richards, 2005). Data-triangulation (Denzin,

1970) involved in-depth expert interviews and SS, with the intention of discussing differ-

ent aspects of the research questions.

It was assumed that the selected KIs possessed an important amount of tacit knowledge

regarding the research subject. The transfer of this individual and contextual knowledge

and experience, encompassing ideas, beliefs and opinions, is difficult. Semi-structured

expert-interviews with open questions are suited to this aim. Allowing the interviewees

to emphasize, specify and clarify their view on particular issues opens possibilities to

reveal filtered or denied tacit knowledge (Ambrosini & Bowman, 2001). The KIs received

an introductory letter with the research objectives, and a topic list with interview themes,

offering them the opportunity to prepare for the interview. The use of an interview guide

enabled the interviewer to frame the topics and keep participants on track. The interviews

were conducted at locations convenient to the KIs, often at home or at their office. The

interviews lasted between one-and-a-half and two-and-a-half hours. The semi-structured

interviews started with questions to assess the training and experience of each respondent.

Figure 2. Selection of the KIs (situation at the moment of the in-depth interview). Academics: KIs
engaged in education and/or research. Policy-makers: KIs who have an important influence on

policy. Practising designers: KIs with active practical design experience.
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Table 1. Background of the KIs

KI
Background

No. Spatial planning Landscape architecture Heritage conservation Ecology Landscape science Garden architecture Architecture Urban design

1 X X
2 X X
3 X X X
4 X X X
5 X X X
6 X X X
7 X X X
8 X X X
9 X X
10 X X X
11 X X
12 X X
13 X X
14 X X
15 X X X
16 X X X
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Next, the interview focused on the way designers integrate landscape in their design pro-

jects. This was followed by questions relevant to the way landscape facilitates integration

and synthesis in design projects. The informants were asked broad questions related to the

topic areas and follow-up (probing) questions to encourage further detail. The intervie-

wees were constantly urged to be as practical as possible by encouraging them to

clarify and illustrate their ideas with tangible examples of projects. Each interview was

tape-recorded and transcribed verbatim. The transcripts of the interviews were sent

back to the interviewees for correction and approval.

SS refer to pre-existing documents useful in the scope of the research, but created—

mostly by other people—without any specific intention regarding this research (Clifford

& Valentine, 2003). In this study, two types of SS were involved. First, a broad literature

research was supplemented with documents related to the research. Publications and

policy documents written by the KIs, and publications about them were integrated in

the research as much as possible. In addition, the experts themselves guided us to an

important number of SS. They provided us with their lectures, presentations and internal

working documents in order to make their ideas more clear. Furthermore, they referred to

specific literature they found useful for or which helped to explain specific lines of think-

ing. These documents proved to be especially important so as to be able to put the KIs’

statements into context during the interviews. Second, the exploration of design practice

in Flanders was supplemented with various design projects, which according to the KIs

were particularly interesting regarding the research subject. This proved to be very

useful to clarify, exemplify and illustrate their ideas, aiming for a better understanding

of their points of view.

Data analysis. The interview transcripts and the SS were researched by means of quali-

tative content analysis, i.e. systematic, theory-guided and rule-based analysis following

rules of procedure, dividing the material into content analytical units (Mayring, 2003).

In interpretive analysis, the goal is to generate a framework or structure for understanding

data. Categories and subcategories for common themes, patterns and relationships were

analysed. The data was coded by means of a successive process of open coding, axial

coding and selective coding (Corbin & Strauss, 2008; Neuman, 2007). In the first step

of the analysis, we screened the interviews and the SS line by line in order to identify

notable statements concerning the use of landscape as a medium for integration in

spatial design projects. Specific topics embedded in the data, following the research

questions were categorized and carefully revised within the process of analysis. Words,

categories and themes were not counted or quantified as the purpose of the qualitative

analysis was to gain depth and breadth of meaning. Not only was the manifest content

of the material important, but the latent content and formal aspects were also taken into

consideration. The key feature of the analysis was the emphasis on understanding pro-

cesses as they occur in their context. In order to achieve a comprehensive analysis of

complex phenomena, research questions on “how” and “why” were better suited than

“what” or “how much” (Hartley, 2004).

The entire analysis process was highly repetitious and reflective. Qualitative research

requires the researcher to pay attention to the trustworthiness and internal validity of

the study (Boeije, 2005; Nievaard in Maso & Smaling, 1990; ’t Hart et al., 2005). Pro-

cedures and techniques, as referred to by Miles and Huberman (1994) and Patton

(2002), were included in the research design and analysis process to ensure the study’s
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credibility and internal validity. The researcher took extensive notes during the interviews

and through data analysis, and verified the transcripts and basic interpretation by means of

literature study and screening of Flemish landscape design practice. Data management and

analysis were supported by the software programme QSR International’s NVIVO 8-soft-

ware, a computer programme for qualitative data analysis which allowed the vast amount

of data to be processed and analysed more efficiently.

Results: Landscape as a Medium for Integration

The qualitative analysis of interviews and SS provided insights into how the landscape can

facilitate integration and synthesis in design projects. The following quotes are represen-

tative of the emergent themes across the interviews with the KIs and the SS. They were

chosen to demonstrate most of the interviewees’ experiences across each particular theme.

Regardless of their background, all KIs stressed that an interest in landscape is impor-

tant and that it is becoming more prevalent in Flemish design practice: “In my opinion,

landscape is probably the most suitable way to frame today’s projects”. (KI3) However,

they agree that the integration of landscape in Flemish design practice varies greatly,

depending on the project. During the interviews, they gave various examples of

so-called good and bad projects, referring to projects in which, in their opinion, landscape

was either fully integrated or had not been integrated in an appropriate way. When we

asked the KIs to clarify what distinguishes the “good” projects from the others, they

suggest that in “good” projects, the local landscape serves as a kind of medium for

spatial design in the project area: “A design that intrinsically takes into account landscape,

the framework of integration is landscape” (KI7). They indicate that the integration of

landscape in a design should “really” start “from the landscape”, “from landscape con-

cepts, landscape principles, landscape objectives”. According to them, this kind of

approach offers the possibility “to work in an integrated way and experiment, think and

design almost free of assignments” (KI4).

When we asked the KIs to make suggestions for a kind of “best practice” translation,

they stressed that this approach requires the attention for the landscape to be safeguarded

in the design process, from the beginning of the project through its management and to the

completion of the project. They talk about “opportunities”, “respect”, “landscape reflex”,

“connection with landscape reality” and “landscape quality” to indicate that the designers,

as experts, have to conduct a personal and creative assessment to integrate landscape in

their design in a qualitative way. For all of them, the surplus value of landscape for

design lies in its synthesizing and integrating capacities to facilitate this translation.

Their findings led us to distinguish four ways in which landscape can play a role as a

medium for integration in design.

Structuring capacity of landscape. The structuring capacity of landscape refers to the

added value landscape offers to spatial design because landscape structures can join and

connect various elements in space and in a way set them in order:

In fact, it is the story of: what elements are in it, and where is the coherence between

those elements, and as a designer to play with this in a manner of speaking . . . to do

something with it that generates a later logical time layer for which there are social

needs. (KI2)

1140 S. Van Damme, H. Leinfelder & P. Uyttenhove

D
ow

nl
oa

de
d 

by
 [

K
U

 L
eu

ve
n 

U
ni

ve
rs

ity
 L

ib
ra

ry
] 

at
 0

5:
16

 1
6 

O
ct

ob
er

 2
01

4 



Some of the KIs argue for a more active application of the structuring potentials of the

landscape concept. In their opinion, landscape development can “offer a way out of

spatial fragmentation or ecological questions and the need for regional identity” (SS).

Arguing for more spatial coherence and structure in Flanders, they suggest “Perhaps,

we have to see landscape as the beginning, as something which gives structure instead

of something that no longer has structure” (SS). According to them, successive, individ-

ual interventions rarely yield large structures. They argue for “interventions planned

together in one direction”, as this “can give rise to an important part of landscape struc-

ture”. In contrast to the rather cautious approach of other KIs, this group of KIs decisi-

vely urges for a deliberate and active transformation of space, by means of landscape’s

structuring capacities.

The KIs conceive landscape as the result of the interaction of multiple factors and actors

concerning a particular place and refer to landscape as a “complex relational system” and

the “expression of complex processes” (KI6). To this end, all KIs stressed the importance

of analysis of the local landscape. According to one KI,

it starts with the ability to describe, to analyse the landscape. To look at the land-

scape with a spatial eye. And I am always convinced: if you design properly as a

designer, then you use that context, always. If you didn’t do something with the

landscape for a long time, then this was because in fact you couldn’t describe a land-

scape, you didn’t see things, etcetera. The moment you analyse it, it returns to your

design. (KI15)

Their statements indicate that they all are aware of the basic principles of landscape

ecology on landscape patterns and processes.

However, they have differing opinions about the extent of knowledge needed for land-

scape design. KIs with a background in landscape research argue that an in-depth know-

ledge is indispensable, because this is the only way it is possible to assess the potential

values, in order to decide which of them will be fully integrated in the design. KIs who

are more design-oriented qualify this and state that basic knowledge or even sometimes

a feeling for the place can often be sufficient. According to them, there are more than

enough sources of information on the local landscape identity, and designers have to

select from this available information what they find useful for their designs. All KIs

agree that full knowledge of the local landscape does not guarantee a qualitative landscape

design. Specifically, they point to the often laborious translation of those aspects of the

local landscape that deserve particular attention in a spatial design.

Landscape articulating mindscape. Landscape articulating mindscape refers to the

potential of the landscape concept for design to introduce the mental or social construction

for the identity of place:

High-quality landscape is landscape which we can identify with, which inspires us.

Landscapes can express aspects of our personality and therefore initiate and

facilitate a desired behaviour. This supposes an intensive dialogue between

people and their surroundings, continuously bringing meaning and relevance to

these surroundings. (KI1)
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In this sense, the KIs seem particularly interested in the possibilities of the landscape

concept towards the integration of more subjective values, such as multisensory percep-

tions, experiences, stories, memories, feelings and imagination. They relate aspects of re-

cognition, familiarity and social involvement to the place lived in and experienced by

inhabitants, users and other parties involved, to characteristic features of the territory

and their interaction. “It has something to do with certain values which are socially

acknowledged, but which aren’t directly part of one or another spatial plan. However,

we want to incorporate, conserve, continue them, even though a place is organised for

something” (KI6). More generally, the KIs indicate that “through a better landscape,

they want to make sure that the place is also a place in someone’s mind” (KI4).

In this respect, the KIs draw specific attention to the visual and three-dimensional

aspects of the landscape because of their effect on the use and the perception of a place:

I often regret the fact that spatial policy lacks the ability to envisage what a certain

development will entail three-dimensionally, also in a landscape context in the end,

what it will look like and what it means for the assessment of it. (KI13)

However, not all of the KIs ascribe three-dimensional aspects to landscape in itself, but

regard it as inextricably linked to design: “So, I expect . . . a good designer makes a

designer-analysis. And visual-esthetical aspects are part of design” (KI15).

Landscape reconciling spatial claims. Landscape reconciling spatial claims refers to the

broad approach of landscape bringing together a diversity of interests in order to obtain

better spatial quality. According to one KI:

Landscapes are the expression of a lot of influences and the consciousness of people

who have been working on it, who design it and still live or work there. This means

you have to seek contact with a broad range of interests and opinions, facts and

emotions. It requires continuous cooperation and attuning various interests. (KI1)

Although they admit that it is not an easy way, and a long-lasting and often expensive

process (KI11), they argue for an open dialogue between the different spatial claims,

instead of a confronting or isolated designer’s attitude with a separation of functions (KI1).

A lot of them stress the importance of landscape as a place which has “originated out of

use” (KI11). According to these KIs, traditional planning and design talks too much about

“function, not functioning properly, new function, functionality, multifunctionality . . . and

hardly ever about use, user-friendly, mixed-use, other use or improper use”. They mention

that “far too often, functions are imposed top-down. This often causes problems, as the

actual use afterwards is different, often expressed in inadequate maintenance”. According

to this KI, there is “a kind of detachment of the social world of people and the social world

of designers” (KI11). They assert that landscape has the possibility of bridging this detach-

ment, by bringing up specific expectations regarding the organization of a place by the sta-

keholders. They therefore suggest leaving the commonly used sectoral approach, which

imposes separate functions top-down. Instead of “looking to the landscape with a biologi-

cal, ecological, agricultural perspective” (KI6), they recommend spatial design with an

integrated view, starting from mixed use where one function supports another, with land-

scape as a reconciler of spatial claims. According to one KI, “people find the quality of
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their surroundings increasingly important. This means that you can have more and more

dialogue with them when the landscape is your starting point, and not a function you

have to locate somewhere”. (KI4)

One of the KIs stated:

With landscape—with the scale of a landscape—you have to try to bring together

agriculture . . . a bicycle path and a cemetery . . . You can’t separate this from

spatial characteristics and structure . . . And if you succeed in experiencing that

space in its entirety, that I can do something else than only be farmer or cycle

within that churchyard or . . . accidentally pick a daisy . . . everything: at that

moment that is an intelligent design, the next level, a surplus value. (KI6)

In summary, it may be stated that most of the KIs assert that landscape can play an

important role in spatial design as a sort of neutral medium which enables a dialogue

with local stakeholders across various sectoral claims. Remarkably, however, the KIs

with a background in architecture and urban design hardly mention this approach.

Landscape crossing disciplinary boundaries. Landscape crossing disciplinary bound-

aries refers to the fact that working with several disciplines that understand a place, and

have a philosophy, a statement, an idea about it is crucial and even indispensable for

the integration of landscape in spatial design:

I think that working on a landscape is no longer possible unless you’re working in a

team of geographers, historians, botanists and of course a landscape designer. You

have to gather so much knowledge and give feedback to all of the domains time and

again. (KI4)

According to the key informants, landscape can be integrated in all kind of projects in

Flemish design practice. Their examples range from rural to urban, from small to big and

from public to private and include projects by architects, urban designers, landscape archi-

tects and multidisciplinary offices. When pursuing the matter, the KIs all agree that the

integration of landscape in design projects can and should not be exclusively related to

a particular discipline, training or professional background, and that it is not only a

matter of theoretical knowledge:

So of course, there has to be someone who knows the ropes to design with landscape

ingredients. That can be an architect or an urban designer who has trained himself a

bit. Somebody that has grown into that direction. But there has to be somebody.

(KI15)

They mention experimenting, skill, practice, “métier”, learning through experience to

indicate that the application of acquired knowledge is essential and suggest this requires

a specific combination of knowledge, skill and innate talents. One KI graphically

expressed:

A physiotherapist does more than just rubbing a bit, you know. Integrating landscape

in a design means more than just drawing some trees. You have to learn to know the
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body, to follow anatomy, to know where the muscles are, how a skeleton is con-

structed. And only if you know that, you can become a good physiotherapist. So,

if you don’t know which muscle you’re working on, I suppose it won’t work.

And above that to know who you are working on, with which person is a surplus

value. And that is the same with landscape and design: you have to get it, you

have to live it through. And you can’t do that with a course of landscape planning,

so ... (KI10)

All KI argue that project teams should represent both research and design, and that an

intensive “intertwining” between both of them is needed. However, they point out that this

is not always easy. They mention the “seemingly difficult reconciliation between the

design paradigm and the analytical paradigm” (KI7) to indicate that designers and

researchers often have difficulties in understanding each other, as a result of which

cooperation is hampered. Other KIs refer to the difference in approach of researcher

and designers:

Of course, you can do a survey as thoroughly as possible, but sterile, with which

nothing is done. As a designer, you secretly already have design ideas during that

survey. Sometimes even before that survey. So, you should do that survey from

the viewpoint of design, your design hypothesis should determine your way of

surveying. (KI15)

One of the KIs asserts that integrating landscape in design implies another way of

thinking:

. . . either you are working on a disciplinary point of view, or you are using space as a

framework. The big problem of the structuring of our education has to do with the

fact that we divide everything according to disciplines, and that every science claims

its own territory, its own legacy, wants its own journals and as a result in fact isolates

itself from the others. If someone should say: no, the object we are working on is

important, you should have a totally different accumulation. I am now making a

case to work on the object. (KI3)

The other KIs agree with this and stress that cooperation by which each sector indepen-

dently formulates problems, the way they should be solved and the final solution, is

insufficient. According to them, the area to be designed should itself give rise to interdis-

ciplinary cooperation from the beginning of the design process (KI6).

However, they assert that such an integrated approach is not simple, and that it requires

intensive and continuous consultation and dialogue between the team members during the

entire course of the process. One KI reports how discussions between landscape architects,

architects, urban designers and planners are normal and even important in this regard: “Let

there be discussion, let there be some disagreement!” (KI1). According to some of them,

there should ideally be a person who is responsible for the control of the process from the

beginning to the end to safeguard the integration of landscape:

So, it is more than throwing together a number of disciplines and letting each of

them do their discipline and then join or integrate this. No, it is about. . . the
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person who joins it should make something more out of it . . . the sum is more than

the parts. . . the holism . . .. (KI10)

Discussion: The Integration of Landscape in Spatial Design as an Expertise

At the beginning of the interviews, the interviewer and interviewees often used the term

“landscape architecture” when referring to the integration of landscape in spatial

design. However, sometimes the KIs interpreted “landscape architecture” in various

ways. Some of the KIs associated landscape architecture with garden architecture, while

others explicitly turned their back on this interpretation, stating that landscape architecture

had nothing to do with this. Other KIs limited the range of landscape architecture to

“green” projects. The different use of concepts caused resentment amongst some KIs,

and gave way to oversimplified judgements about education or disciplines.

This has undoubtedly to some extent been prompted by the long-lasting dominance of

garden and park design, the converging trajectories of other disciplines and the uncertain

position of Flemish landscape architecture as a profession and as a discipline. Internation-

ally, however, similar findings have been mentioned. Drake (2010, p. 51), for example,

mentions that “even a century after the founding of the American Society of Landscape

Architects the public often conflates landscape architecture with the work of gardeners

and horticulturists”. Discussions about the name “landscape architecture” (Filor, 1994;

Laurie, 1975; Thompson, 2000; Turner, 1990), its identity (Girot, 2004; Kaplan, 2009;

Preece, 1991; Thompson, 2000; Swaffield, 2002a, 2002b) and its perceived value in

society (Kapper & Chenoweth, 2000) have continuously characterized landscape architec-

ture’s theory ever since its origin. Although they have never really quit the scene, these

discussions recur today in the light of the growing interest in landscape by all kinds of

spatial design disciplines. The concept of landscape urbanism has particularly caused dis-

cussion in the world of landscape architecture, focusing on differences or similarities

between both disciplines and their identities (Andersson, 2010; De Meulder & Shannon,

2010; Drake, 2010; Palmboom, 2010).

The findings of this study shine new light on these discussions. They suggest that

Flemish landscape architecture, urban design and architecture all look upon a landscape

approach as a lever for upgrading integration in design projects. Hence, we suggest

seeing the integration of landscape in spatial design as an expertise which can be obtained

by spatial designers, regardless of their disciplinary background (see Figure 3). We under-

stand expertise as being the combination of knowledge, skills, experience and talent that

distinguishes a certain person or a group of persons on a certain field, and by which

someone is acknowledged as an expert by the persons in this field. Although expertise

can be fostered by a specialized training, this is not a precondition.

This view is in sync with the reality of convergence and multi-, inter- and transdisciplin-

ary cooperation in integrated projects in spatial design practice. Moreover, it meets with

the desire for cross-disciplinary attention for landscape in the spirit of the ELC. Consider-

ing the integration of landscape in spatial design as an expertise should not lead to the con-

flation or loss of individual design disciplines like landscape architecture, urban design

and architecture. Precisely the differences between them and their stratification are essen-

tial in order to come to grips with today’s complex design tasks (Déscamps, 2000; Palm-

boom, 2010). This acceptation and confrontation of divergent ways of thinking offers a

specific and important surplus value for multi-, inter- and transdisciplinary cooperation.
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The fact that all of the design disciplines involved make use of landscape in their designs

should be seen as a benefit. During the study, considering the integration of landscape in

spatial design as an area of expertise proved to have the important advantage that it was

debated free of prejudice, and on a conceptual level across the various disciplines and

educations. This resulted in more balanced judgements and constructive discussions.

However, the KIs also indicate that the integration of landscape in Flemish spatial

design practice varies and largely depends on the goodwill and the expertise of the

designers and policy-makers involved. This implies that the integrative approach

described by the KIs is not necessarily taken into account in all spatial design projects.

The statements of the KIs reveal that even in the projects where the integration of land-

scape is considered as “good”, the disciplinary background of the users and the context

in and the purpose by which it is used to some extent affects their interpretation of the land-

scape concept. Several authors (Antrop, 2005; Cosgrove, 1998; Kuçan, 2007; Meinig,

1979; Selman, 2006; Sijmons, 2002) agree that the concept of landscape has complex

and multiple meanings based on a construct of ideas. As such, the contributions to the

concept of landscape by different disciplines is remarkable: each of these disciplines

reads and tells landscape through its own tunnel vision of perception, value, tool and

action, as each of them works in a specific context and with a particular background,

their narrowness of knowledge, experience, values and concerns (Kaplan, 2009;

Selman, 2006; Spirn, 1998; Tress & Tress, 2001). Hence, they all construct their own tra-

ditional applications and concepts of the term and thus reach new insight into landscapes

alongside their professional practice.

The findings of the study suggest that landscape has indeed evolved from a sectoral or

fragmented approach which considers only specific aspects of the landscape system such

Figure 3. Transdisciplinary approach of landscape design. The research findings suggest a shift from
the traditional disciplinary point of view to a more integrated approach of the integration of land-

scape in design as an expertise, with the local landscape as a framework for integration.
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as heritage or visual quality, into a medium which can integrate spatial dimensions with

mindscape, varying spatial claims and various disciplines involved. For designers, this

shifting interpretation of the landscape concept offers important advantages as it

enables them to interpret the landscape concept freely and creatively depending on the

specific design projects. However, the study findings suggest that, at the same time, this

broad and shifting interpretation constitutes its weak point. Because the landscape

concept is so open to interpretation, possible wrong use or even abuse is not inconceivable.

Hence, we run the risk of landscape being used as an opportunistic alibi to legitimize

design proposals.

The attention given to awareness-raising, training and education regarding landscape

matters in the ELC (Council of Europe, 2000a, article 6) and in the guidelines for

implementation of the ELC (Council of Europe, 2008) makes it likely that the Council

of Europe expected shortcomings regarding the interpretation of the landscape concept.

In particular, the Council encourages the development of specialized training courses

“aimed at training designers, managers, engineers and technicians specialising in land-

scape protection, management and planning” or provided “for elected representatives,

the technical staff of public authorities of all levels and sectors, professionals in the

private and public sectors whose activities affect the landscape and the associations con-

cerned” (II.2.3C). A lot still needs to be done in the training of designers regarding the

landscape concept. Seemingly, they still “retreat to the ‘safety’ and familiarity of their

own disciplines when faced with problems of extreme complexity” (Groffman &

Likens, 1994 in Déscamps, 2000). In addition, Antrop (2005) and Tress et al. (2005a)

argue that the lack of a common language and a good communication can hinder inte-

grated projects. Especially when pursuing more integration of landscape into other

areas of policy—as the ELC advocates—and taking into account the reality of conver-

gence and multi-, inter- and transdisciplinary cooperation in integrated projects in

spatial design practice, it is likely that more cross-disciplinary discussion regarding the

integration of landscape in design will be necessary (Jones, 1991 in Arler, 2000; Tress

& Tress, 2001). Besides disciplinary knowledge regarding landscape research, integrated

landscape design projects require additional expertise in the integration of landscape in

spatial design. The findings in this research indicate that it is particularly important for

designers and researchers to be attuned and communicate effectively with each other.

An integrated approach requires designers to be open to the ideas of the researchers. On

the other hand, researchers should be sufficiently compliant to adhere to the way of think-

ing of the designers. The “seemingly difficult reconciliation between the design paradigm

and the analytical paradigm”, as mentioned in the research by one of the KIs has been

described by several authors (Ahern, 2005; Hobbs, 1997; Nassauer & Corry, 2004;

Opdam et al., 2002) indicating that integration of landscape research and design is of

crucial importance, though not simple. Therefore, it is essential that awareness-raising,

training and education focus on creating harmony between users, clients, researchers

and designers so as to acquire the knowledge and skills needed to integrate landscape

as a holistic concept in design.

Conclusion

At present, 30 countries have ratified the ELC. Belgium signed the ELC in 2000, which

came into force on 1 February 2005. The implementation of the Convention is a matter
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of regional authority and therefore differs in Flanders, Wallonia and the Brussels Capital

region. Various discussions deal with the way in which the ELC can be implemented

theoretically, methodologically and practically. This research applies to these discussions.

It aimed to explore the integration of landscape in spatial design practice in Flanders by

means of a conventional qualitative interpretive research design with multiple triangu-

lation of data collection methods.

In spatial design, the reputation of landscape is becoming increasingly established

throughout several European countries, firmly rooted through institutions, education,

organizations and legitimization. The results of this research indicate that a landscape

approach also affects spatial design projects in Flanders. The KIs ascribe to the local land-

scape a key role in design as a medium for integration with a surplus value regarding four

particular topics: its structuring capacities, its capacities as mindscape, its capacities as

reconciler of spatial claims and its capacities to cross-disciplinary boundaries. Its use

creates opportunities for more connectedness, synthesis and complementation in design

projects. This approach matches the principles of the ELC and the views on the integration

of landscape in planning and design by Selman (2006) and Corner (1999). Moreover, the

inherent flexibility of the landscape concept offers important opportunities, as designers

can use it in a creative and personal way in design projects. When applied properly,

this might lead to an improvement of the quality of design projects, offering an added

value regarding “traditional” design.

However, it is clear that to ensure the credibility of landscape design and to embed it in

the modern professional field, Flanders needs more than a flourishing design practice. Its

professionalism requires expertise in the use of landscape as a medium for integration in

spatial design, likely fostered by cross-disciplinary awareness-raising, training and edu-

cation.
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liere (Ed.) Het landschap: vier internationale landschapsontwerpers: Hargreaves associates, Desvigne and

Dalnoky, West 8 landscape architects, Lapeña y Torres, pp. 125–138 (Antwerpen: DeSingel) (in Dutch).

Kaplan, A. (2009) Landscape architecture’s commitment to landscape concept: A missing link?, Journal of

Landscape Architecture, 4(1), pp. 56–66.

Kapper, T. & Chenoweth, R. (2000) Landscape architecture and societal values: Evidence from literature,

Landscape Journal, 19(1–2), pp. 149–155.
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