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New Theories is a section of Manzar aca-
demic journal which is dedicated to the spe-

cialized workshops of Nazar Research Center
that has started since 2009. It provides an op-
portunity for academics to share and discuss
their findings as the result of delving into an-
cient themes. These theories are presented
to readers as comprehensive reports.

The workshop of new theories has hosted “Dr.
Mohammadreza Mehrabani Golzar” in October
2013. He presented a report based on his Ph.D.
thesis in Nancy Polytechnic University under su-
pervision and guidance of “Dr. Vincent” and “Dr.
Seyyed Amir Mansouri”.

Why to assess a landscape project?

“Landscape architecture”, began as an inde-
pendent and efficient knowledge in the organiz-
ing human life environment. In such a case, this
“knowledge” should follow scientific methods
and be equipped with essential accessories.

“Review and Assessment” is among the in-
structions in knowledge. Different branches of
science require assessment for their evolution
and development to fix their errors and boost
their positive aspects. The most significant goal
of “assessment” is reducing mistake repetition
and their negative impacts to achieve the “ob-
jective”.

Due to the complexity of the “adverse im-
pacts”, the types of knowledge that concern “hu-
man decisions” in “human societies” need to be
more evaluated and assessed.

Learning from architecture

Taking a hundred years of experience in the
architectural field into consideration, the essen-
tial role of “review and assessment” is undeni-
able whereas it could lead to major failures and
setbacks in case assessment is lacked. The
problem started when the architecture was not
criticized correctly. Emotional praise was gradu-
ally replaced by criticism which led to unsuc-
cessful experience of modern architecture.

Therefore, the weaknesses were uncovered
and lack of a mechanism in assessing architec-
tural projects in the 70s faced the world with an
unexpected setback. Demolition of “Pruitt-lgoe”
10 years after the construction was among the
failures of architecture in ignoring overview and
assessment.

When did Assessment begin?

Before “landscape” was considered as a disci-
pline, “environmental assessment” with the sim-
ple and common definition of “environment” was
discussed in developing countries (today we
know that “landscape” is nit the “environment”).

The significance of assessment in projects
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fin introduction to
landscape Assessrment

dates back to mid 70s. At first, large-scale proj-
ects such as dams and highways were assessed
since they could leave negative impacts and
damage the environment more tangibly. Envi-
ronment Impact Assessment was introduced as
a new field at that period. As a result of “Sustain-
able Development’, assessment was empha-
sized more and then gradually the assessment
became an important subject in urban projects.
Thus, bio-environmental, economic, social and
cultural impact assessment became an indis-
pensable part in the approval of projects related
to the environment.

In Britain, assessment methods (including
BREAM) were presented for architectural proj-
ects. In the mid 90s new guidelines were devel-
oped and published under the term “Landscape
Assessment”. In developing this approach, LA
was considered as a subset of the EIA, although
landscape was developing in this period which
distinguished it from in term “environment”. The
instruction was published in the Britain in terms
of a subset of EIA which was divided into visual
assessment and character assessment (physi-
cal assessment) despite the fact that they were
both subjective and physical issues. In contrast,
landscape assessment was defined indepen-
dent of ecological assessment in France due to
subjective-objective essence of landscape and
subjective assessment was researched as well.

Complexity of landscape assessment

The perceived landscape is not the seen land-
scape. Landscape assessment seems to be dif-
ficult due to its being an “inseparable objective-
subjective” matter. In assessment (generally) ,
one has to separate the issue into its compo-
nents and then summing the results of the com-
ponents assessment and assessing the whole
issue. However, this method is not applicable
due to the inseparable essence of landscape.

Moreover, separations of objective and sub-
jective factors are not efficient methods are for
subjective assessment. From one hand, human
perception of space depends on personal and
social background and on the other hand, trans-
forming these data into quantifiable data is er-
roneous.

LA is at the dawn of beginning. Although it is
obviously required in professional societies, it
still needs to be institutionalized in society. In ad-
dition, “Landscape Science” requires a scientific

approach which assessment can enhance. Con-
sideration of integrated essence of landscape
and its dependence on time and space relations
are essential in LA.

Conclusion

There are two major challenges in assess-
ing landscape which distinguishes it from other
issues specifically “environment”. Landscape
assessment as a “whole”, is a theory in which
philosophical and phenomenological research
is needed for explanation and understanding.
Therefore, it is necessary that landscape sci-
ence present a perception method of a whole
independent of the perception of components
and combining them parallel to introducing land-
scape as an inseparable whole. This will be a
theoretical basis for the design and assessment
method of landscape.





