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in a garden and those you get by
contemplating a garden or a part of a
garden from a certain point in a precise
direction. If you use the words stage
and scenery instead of architecture and
picture it, what I mean may be more
evident. The stage is the place where
you act, are in action, it is a space, laid
out and equipped for people, who do
something. The scenery is a static pic-
ture, which in itself represents the
meaning or possibly forms the back-
ground for the activity. Both the formal
and the landscape garden work as well
with the stage (the architecture) as with
the scenery (the picture), but it is evi-
dent that the landscape garden espe-
cially makes use of the scenery. Be-
sides you can notice that the landscape
gardenrecruited its skilled workers from
the ranks of the painters, while formal
garden art had been a matter for archi-
tects and gardeners. The interest in the
scenery, the picture, the beautiful sight,
could have been so dominant that the
architecture of the garden was ne-
glected. It may be suspected, that those
landscape gardens which became dilet-
tantish in a negative sense of the word,
were just missing the spatial structure
that makes the garden of practical use
and possible to maintain. Piper is the
example of a garden artist who, starting
from the architectrue, knew how to
work with the picture and gave it the
right place in the spatial structure.
The expanse and the lines, the
fix-points and the landscape.

The landscape garden is most often
described in relation to garden art of
baroque and as a contrast. The com-
parisons are often influenced by per-
sonal opinions to the benefit of one or
the other kind of garden, not unusually
connected with ethic evaluations. This
leads to lack of objectivity, that I will
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try to avoid. I would like to see the
landscape garden as an independent
phenomenon and describe it from its
own conditions. I would like to say
however, the architecture of the land-
scape garden is most easily understood
if it is seen in relation to the so-called
formal garden and is described in the
same terms.

The European garden of the Middle
Ages appears as a fenced place, a space
of moderate size with dense walls or
palisades on all sides. The expanse can
be organized in different ways, for cul-
tivation or living, and the garden’s rela-
tion to the surroundings is loose or at
any rate of secondary importance. This
gardenisrestingin itself. C.Th. Sorensen
mentions it as the “Garten an sich”. As
architectural structure it can be reduced
into one room, an expanse surrounded
by walls. Atthe transition to the Renais-
sance we find such enclosuresadded to
unities still resting in themselves.

The garden image of the Renais-
sance is a closed well-bounded ground
with a precise, most often symmetrical
space organization. To the expanse and
the walls are now added fix-points in
the shape of sculptures, summer-houses
and fountains. The main building can
be placed outside, but is gradually
brought into the composition, playing
the part as the most important fix-point.
The parts of the garden are each of them
symmetrically shaped and are typically
arranged to form an entire symmetrical
composition. The symmetry-axis
gradually appears as an important lin-
ear element, added to the well known
structural elements: the expanse, the
walls and the fix-points. The landscape
designer has got a wider register to play
with.

The garden is, however, constantly
resting in itself although there are now
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opened views into the landscape. This
is, however, constantly Regarded as
something basically different from the
garden.

The garden of the Middle Ages can
schematically be shown as an expanse
encircled by an unbroken demarcating
line. The outline of the Renaissance
garden is a symmetrical divided ex-
panse with fix-points along the symme-
try-axis and with an opening in the de-
marcating line, that presents a view out
into the lamdscape.

It is customary to place the dividing-
line in the history of European garden
art between baroque and romanticism.
One must, however, also determine the
transition from the renaissance to the
baroque by the change in the relations to
the landscape. While the Renaissance
pardens are always clearly demarcated
in relation to the landscape, even if they
open to extensive views, the baroque
gardens are to be seen as landscapes
under an artistic will, the aim of which
is the illusion that this created land-
scape continues outside the sight limits
in all directions. “Il ne pouvait souffrir
les vues bornees” is a statement con-
nected to le Nostre. It is not only an
expression of his demand for dimen-
sions, but also, and more interesting, an
architecture-philosophic manifesto: the
garden should seem infinite by giving
the impression of being a smaller part of
the totality which in every respect was a
garden. You should imagine that the
world could spread from the fix-point,
that dominated the main axis of the
visible garden.

The schematic outline of the
barogue garden has the fix-point as
the dominating element from which an
axial or radiating structure spreads
widely over an expanse not clearly de-
marcated.

The architectural intentions of the
landscape garden.

Now we come to the landscape gar-
den. How is this parden as to expans

to the landscape?
[t is banal to note that the landsea
garden tries to avoid geometric fo

gardens of the baroque: you go in
the illusion of the endless extensi
The decisive difference involves

the organized landscape radiates fr
one dominant fix-piont; in the lan
scape garden you try to give the illusi
that the fix-points are casually plac
in a casual sector of an endless lan
scape.

Thus the spatial structure of
landscape garden must give the illusi
of being boundless and casual. The fi
is obtained by the curved course.
space disappears behind a rideau

of linear courses. In the barcque g
dens the line is used either to show
depth of the perspective or to empha-
size the spatial demarcations of the s¢t
pieces. The walking lines are typical
placed in the symmetry-axes or at
foot of high hedges or edges ofaw
by the sides of the open expanses. Y
therefore get your sensations alo
those lines that give the spatial strug-
ture. But in the landscape garden
walking lines have an independet
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course in relation to the spatial struc-
ture; you walk transversely to the pat-
tern of space and therefore experience
it as if you happened to be a visitor in a
strange world. And this was exactly the
purpose. The connoisseurs of the land-
scape garden used gravel walks as nec-
essary remedies for enjoyment and ab-
stracted from them.

Now, if you could consider the prob-
lem as solved when you had created the
illusion of an endless and casual land-
scape, then the task will be simple. But
the landscape garden, just like all other
architecture and art, definitely demands
the quality of identity - the unique char-
acter of the entirety and of its compo-
nents. After all it is quite simple: from
any work of art you demand that it
should be distinguishable from another
and it must be possible to familiarize
oneself with any physical structure.
These claims do not agree with the
claims of boundlessness and fortuity -
they are in reality diametrically oppo-
site and to unite them in one composi-
tion make great demands on the artist.

Then, with which methods did the
landscape gardeners solve this delicate
protlem? To answer the question we
shall look at some examples of what is
ranked as eminent landscape gardens. I
choose Stourhead in England, Liselund
inDenmark and Hagain Sweeden. Here
must parenthetically be inserted that
the problem was not always solved.
There exist, you know, poor gardens
just like poor paintings and bad novels.
Stourhead, Liselund and Haga ana-
lysed as spatial structures.

You can visit Stourhead without dis-
covering that there is a manor house. It
has succeeded so well to create the
illusion of an Arcadia which rests in its
own timeless dream and at the same
time spread boundless in all directions.
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Nevertheless the garden has its own
identity also independent of many tem-
ples and other buildings rich in asso-
ciations. It partly depends on a well
considered genius loci, the treatment of
the scenic conditions of the ground, but
rather more on the clear and efficiently
varied principles of composition.

As soon as you arrive you notice the
large open landscape, the glade in the
wood with the lake as the dominant
element. Besides, it is characteristic,
that you regard the glade as the ground
itself; the wood only serves as wall and
demarcation, one of the conditions of
the garden. This clear structure would,
however, be an obstacle to the desired
atmosphere if it did not allow doubt.
But this it does, by the irregular form of
the lake and by the irregular relation
made between the wood and the shore
of the lake, so that the actual dimension
of the lake cannot be regarded in one
glance, and the wood, thanks to the
irregular edge, gives hope of many other
adjoining glades.

Piper’s studies from 1779 show how
the garden can be regarded as a series of
sceneries, each of them characterized
and defined as to its atmosphere by
buildings. But Piper’s plan also shows
how all these “pictures” are kept to-
gether by a single path that goes around
the lake.

When simplified, the plan of
Stourhead can be designed with three
lines that form irregular, concentric
rings; one for the waters edge, one for
the path and one for the fringe of the
wood. But the architectural meaning of
theselines is very different. The content
of the line representing the fringe of the
wood is three-dimensional. It empha-
sizes the wall of the landscape space.
The line of the lake has a weak plastic
effect, yet this effect is still very strong
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as the water is such a strong element,
both through the horizontal expanse
and through the very substance of the
water. Finally, the line of the path has
no effect in itself. It is line of experi-
ence, the practical arrangement for the
accessibility of this Arcadia. Further-
more it is the means by which the expe-
rience is tied to time as it determines the
sequence in which you pass the scener-
ies.

It is characteristic that none of these
lines are lines of sight or repeating lines
of sight. You could get the impression
that the line of sight did not exist in the
landscape garden, but it does. Piper has
even drawn them. They combine the
building-components in all directions
over the lake.

You can wonder at the meaning of
this system. Does this not reduce the
moment of surprise? Wouldn’t it be
enough that you could enjoy the special
arrangements, such as grottos, temples
etc. one at a time from the path during
the wandering? Evidently not, and the
meaning must be partly that you should
feel like walking on and partly that
every arrangement, beyond its own at-
traction, also is the point from where
you shall enjoy the sight of another.
The system means that you do not only
fix the order of experience through the
course of the path. It also emphasizes
the observation - points, those places
from where the sceneries look their
very best, the places where you oughtto
stop and enjoy “a picture” , a pictur-
esque view,

Thus, to the three concentric wave-
lines should also be added a number of
points mainly united with the line rep-
resenting the path. These points shall be
different, but none of them may domi-
nate the others in dimension or impor-
tance. The sheet of water has very ef-

fectively taken over the principal part
from the predominant point of the ba-
roque. And that is a matter of genius,
the intention taken into consideration.

Seen in this way Stourhead appears
as a very firm architectural composi-
tion. Liselund is one of the first land-
scape gardens in Denmark and even the
most consistently and artistically ac-
complished landscape gardens in Den-
mark. It is especially remarkable as it
primarily is garden and does not con-
tain any proper main building, only a
place for staying overnight, and fur-
thermore because the garden in spite of
all international impulses appears as a
synthesis of Danish landscape, culture
and mentality.

Architecturally Liselund can be seen
as a development of Stourhead’s com-
position model. There is the glade in the
wood as the dominating space, obtained
by the planting of trees which the plan-
ners carried into effect several years
before the buildings were created. There
are the many pavilions, mainly spread
along the edges of the wood and in most
cases mutually combined with lines of
sight.

Here is water too, even several lakes,
butused in the plan in quite another way
than at Stourhead. At Liselund the wa-
ter is a brook, the spring of which is
dimly seen in the dense nightingale
shrubberies. It proceeds in rhythmical
jumps with sparkling water, glossy
sheets of water and hidden
undergrounded passages until the final
meeting with the sea.

The combination of the static resting
glade and the course of the brook is very
efficient and must be seen as the key to
an understanding of the architecture of
the place and to its special grace.

At Liselund the system of paths is
not as clear as at Stourhead. Most im-
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