
RELATION OF THE ARCHITECT AND

THE LANDSCAPE ARCHITECT.*

We have been considering the beginning and

growth of landscape architecture. Let us now so far

forget these facts, both historical and present, that we

may conceive of the profession as having at-

tained a recognized membership in the sisterhood of

the arts. The reason for thus taxing your imagination

is that I may discuss, in a general way, the probable

or ideal relation of the architect and the landscape

architect. It will be recalled that the last of the 17th

century found the architect supreme over house and

grounds, but that the beginning of the 18th century

found the architect confined to the house, while the

grounds fell to the independent charge of the land-

scape architect. On the one hand, the architect felt

that his domain had been usurped by a people unsym-

pathetic in their feelings and incapable in their lack

of training to govern that field which he had been

compelled to evacuate ; while on the other hand, the

usurpers no doubt felt, at least to a degree, the justice

of this reproach and were therefore stimulated the

more to differentiate their value,first by ridiculing the

traditional style of designing grounds, and second, by

creating a taste for a new style that in every way

diverged from the traditional. Hence, there was little

success in harmonizng the two interests whicb bac

heretofore been one,for the simple reason thatthere were

two heads for the two distinct departments, working

not only independently but even antagonistically. The

extent to which this spirit of antagonism still lingers

between the architect and the landscape architect is

somewhat uncertain. Opinions will vary according to

experiences. It is certainly less than it was, but more

than it ought to be. It is a question which though easily

solved theoretically, must in practice be worked out

by the sui of individual experiences. This

importance ofselecting the best site and of fixing the

grade of the first floor level is seldoni appreciated.
Upon it depends all consequent arrangement of details,

such as the driveway approach, the house garden, fore-

court and so on. And as these details in their turn

affect and determine all the outlying arrangements of

lawn grades, plantations and other units of the whole

scheme, the importance ot fixing the house grade and

site is stili more emphasized. Thus while all questions

involving the immediate vicinity of the house should be

settled in conference, yet such points as these should

tend to subserve the interests of the whole

arrangement of the grounds; hence Repton's posi-

tion is, that while the landscape architect should

have no official voice in the actual designing of the

house, the style and general arrangement, location and

disposition of the house and grounds should be offici-

ally determined by the necessities of the landscape

architect's general plan ; for as he says further,

"to my profession belongs chiefly the externat part of

architecture, or a knowledge of the effect of buid-

ings on the surrounding landscape."
A similar problem, or rather a part of the same

problear points to the logical ultimate of this question.

The tme poas when the architect was also the engineer,
the painter, the scuiptor, and the landscape architect.

But now the architect eniploys the expert engineer to

determine upon the necessities of construction, and to a
certain extent, cooperates with the painter and the
scuitor-that is, in bis building he allots the spaces
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