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Abstract 

The profession of landscape architecture in Puerto Rico is 

described and important issues affecting the profession are dis

cussed. The basis for this report is the three months the author 

spent in Puerto Rico. Research included reading related literature, 

interviewing landscape professionals, and experiencing and photo

graphing landscapes. The three most important issues identified 

are (1) changes in the land ethic, (2) conflicts between American 

and traditional Puerto Rican ideas and values, and (J) domination 

of the profession by architecture. Improving economic conditions 

were seen as the major impetus for the growth of the profession of 

landscape architecture in Puerto Rico. 



I. Introduction 

The purpose of this paper is to document the state of the pro

fession of Landscape Architecture in Puerto Rico. This paper repre

sents the culmination or three semesters of Honors Independent Study' 

in Landscape Architecture at the University of Arizona. The purpose 

of the study was to explore the general nature of the profession of 

landscape architect~re in Puerto Rico in order to develop a broader 

personal understanding of professional practice. 

Professor William H. Havens gave valuable guidance throughout 

the course or this study. In overworked yet sincere rhetoric, the 

stuqy could not have been completed without his enthusiastic help. 
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II. The Setting 

A brief description of the physical and cultural environment of 

Puerto Rico is offered so that the reader may understand the context 

in which the stu~ was conducted. 

Puerto Rico is a small tropical island, about the size ot Conn

ecticut, 110 miles long b)" )6 wide •1 It is set in the Caribbean 

Sea, approximately 1000 Jililes southeast or the tip or Florida. The 

island is covered in vegetation. The terrain varies from broad coastal 

plains to rugged central mountains. The climate is nearly tropical 

with significant variation across the island and between seasons. 

The diverse roots of the people are reflected in the complexity 

of Puerto Rican culture. A native Indian population was subjugated 

by the Spanish in the early 1500 1 s • The Spanish brought African 

slaves in the 17th century, and welcomed many European refugees from 

the revolutions or the 18th century. Since 1898, when the island 

became a posession of the United States, many North Americans have 

emigrated to Puerto Rico. The customs, tradi tiona and values held 

by Puerto Ricans reflect a blending or the cultures of all these 

groups. The primar;r infiuence has been Spanish. Spanish is also 

the principal language or Puerto Rico. The influence of the U.s. 

is e~cial~ strong in economics and politics. Thus, the use of 

English is quite common. Puerto Rico's political status is that or 

1 Puerto Rico: a profile, Kal Wagenheim, Praeger 

Publishers, New York, 1970, p. 24. 
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an "Associated Free State," sharing in some resposibilities and benefits 

with the u.s •• 

The population and economic base of' Puerto Rico have changed 

dramatically during this century. Population density is very high: 

an average or 900 persons per square mile. 2 For comparison, the 

density of Florida is 166 persons per square mile .3 In Arizona it 

is 24 persons per square mile. h Rapid population growth and the 

transition from agriculture to industr.y have resulted tn the rapid 

growth of urban centers. The largest city is San Juan, with a popu

lation of nearly one million. This represents one-third of the 

entire population of Puerto Rico. Most of the people in San Juan 

live in typical American subdivisions. They conmute to nine-to-five 

jobs in traffic jams. And they enjoy television and McDonalds. Never

theless, an important segment of the population-and the roots of the 

culture-still remain in outlying rural areas. 

2 "The Uncertain State of Puerto Rico," Bill 

Richards, National Geographic, April 1983, p. 522. 

3 1980 Census of Population, General Population 

Characteristics, Florida, Bureau of the Census, u.s. 

Gov't. Printing Office, Washington, D.c •• 

4 1980 Census of Population, General Population 

Characteristics, Arizona, Bureau of the Census, 

U.s. Gov•t. Printing Office, Washington, D.C •• 
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San Juan is the focus or the island. Likewise it is the focus 

of the practice of landscape architecture in Puerto Rico. Hence, 

the greater part of this study was conducted in metropolitan San 

Juan. Here a clustering of landscape professionals and the presence 

of the University or Puerto Rico presented the best opportunities 

for research. 
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III. The Program of Research 

The goals and process of research were first outlined at the 

University or Arizona during the spring semester of 1982. In the fall 

semester, specific goals were refined and the stu~ process was re

organized into a program of non-sequential component tasks. This was 

required due to new opportunities and constraints discovered after 

arrival in Puerto Rico. The program tasks were not carried out in 

linear, step-like fashion, rather, they were performed simultaneous~ 

and continuously. Research never stopped: only the type (of research) 

changed. 

The four component tasks of the program of research were identi-

fie d. They are briefiy explained as follows: 

Literature Search: A thorough investigation of design and planning
oriented publications was made in libraries or 
the University of PR. Publications included do
mestic periodicals, trade journals and general 
works on Puerto Rican culture. 

Interviews: 

Experiences 

PhotographY: 

Professionals in academic, public and private practice 
were interviewed by the author. The basic format for 
the interviews consisted of questions about their per
sonal background, the background or their office or 
agency, work experiences, perspective on unique aspects 
of landscape architectural practice in PR, and canpleted 
projects. Modification of the questions was made to take 
advantage or varying professional strengths and interests. 

(Observations): This component or research involved active 
observation of the environment by the author. 
Goals were to notice (a) the qualities and 
characteristics or the pby8ical landscape, 
(b) the interaction between people and land
scape, and (c) personal and subjective per
ceptions or (a) and (b). 

Images of rural and urban landscapes and specific land
scape arcbi tectural projects were recorded on 35 mm slides. 
Selection of subjects was based on recommendations or 

-4-



professionals and subjective measures such as visual 
quality, uniqueness and representativeness. 
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IV. Results 

A. Description of Professional Practice 

An objective description of the practice of Landscape Architecture 

in Puerto Rico is here presented. This account is based largely on 

the content ot the interviews. Re-interpretation or elaboration on 

the subject was restrained in the interest of objectivity. 

Academic 

The University of Puerto Rico in Rio Piedras is the one academic 

institution offering some training in landscape architecture. 'nle 

training, however, is indirect. Landscape architecture is taught 

in two seperate schools of the university as a profession that supports 

and is subsidiaey to other professions. 

The Graduate School of Planning, directed by Dr. Herm.enegildo 

Ortiz, offers cours• of study in all facets of planning, with an em

phasis on the urban environment. Texts for the courses include numerous 

works on environmental psychology, site planning and regional planning. 

A wide range of topics central to landscape architecture are studied 

by students of planning. While planning is largely program-oriented, 

the School · appeared to espouse concem for the physical appearance of 

the environment and its fitness to man. 

In the School of Architecture, explicit instruction in landscape 

architecture is more near}7 realized. There are no courses designed 

specifical~ for such instruction, but two members of the faculty and 

a wll-stocked libraey present landscape architecture as a profession 

with diverse and vlauable skills. 
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Professor Carlos Lavandero has an undergraduate degree in Archi

tecture. He also has master's degrees in Landscape Architecture and 

Planning from Harvard University. He worked for a private architectural 

firm in PR after graduating, and is now a private consultant and Pro

fessor of Architecture at the University. In the design studios, Snr. 

Lavandero teaches the need for sensitive site planning and ecologically 

sound planting design. He cites the works of Kevin Lynch and Hideo 

Sasaki as important influences on architecture. 

Eugene C rommet, and Archi teet trained in the U.s., also teaches 

some landscape architectural skills to students of architecture. Ian 

McHarg's methods of composite mapping and ecological analysis of the 

coastal zone were taught to be the basis for plaming and design 

of a resort community by Mr. Cranmet. Unfortunately, Mr. Crommet was 

unavailable for an interview. 

To sununarize, there are no programs for the education of Land

scape Archi tecta •v However, some professional skills are taught to 

students of planning and architecture at the University of Puerto Rico. 

Private 

The number of Landscape Architects engaged in private practice in 

metropolitan San Juan is approximately ten. Nearly all were trained 

in landscape architecture in U.s • schoools. The majority work as 

sole-proprietors of small offices, often in association with nurseries. 

The scope of their services is largely limited to planting design. 
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But in fact, Architects rather than Landscape Architects, perform 

the majority or site planning and planting design. SUlTIDaries of three 

Landscape Architects and one Architect present a more complete picture: 

Vilma Perez Blanco is one of the more successf'ul Landscape 

Architects in PR. She has a Master's of Landscape Architecture degree 

from Harvard University, and has recently become involved in large-

scale design work such as the re-design of Isla Verde International 

Airport. In addition to these projects, Snra. Perez Blanco continues 

to design private gardens for Pennock Gardens, a large nursery catering 

to North American and upper class portions of the population. Generally', 

the rmrseries are not veey well developed of stocked. As a result, 

design is often constrained by the availability of the type, size and 

quantity of plant materials. 

Virginia P. Marl holds a Bachelor of Landscape Architecture degree 

from the University of Georgia. She bas worked on a variety of projects 

in PR ,'over the past 15-20 years. These have included designs for 

private residences, industrial grounds and resorts, one of the most 

notable resorts in the Americana Hotel (now Palace), which was one 

of the first designed by a collaboration of Architects and Landscape 

Architects. Currently, Mrs. Mari is a consultatnt for the El Condado 

Task. Force-citizens involved in improving an important tourist 

district-and for a group concerned with the restoration of disturbed 

tropical environments. 

Mrs. Mari completed her apprenticeship in PR under Hunter Randolph. 

Mr. Randolph is perhaps the father of landscape architecture in Puerto 

Rico. He came to the island in the 1930's from Texas A and M and be-
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came involved in many goverl'llOOnt projects, particularly' housing. He 

was lmown as a sensitive designer with an intimate lmowledge of tropical 

plants. This lmowledge went beyond form, color and texture. He under

stood tropical ecology and the maintenance requirements of each plant • 

He did much work for Architects over the years, notable El Monte, a 

plarmed residential neighborhood that has enjoyed great success. P..r. 

Randolph passed away in August of 1982. His reputation and his work 

will not soon be forgotten. 

A fonner close associate of Mr. Randolph is Thomas Marvel, a 

principal in the architectural finn of Torres, Beauchamp and Marvel , 

(TBM). Mr. Marvel graduated from Harvard University in the mid 1950's. 

He moved to Pr in 1959 to establish the office. The main types or work 

TBM performs are institutional and urban design. Of note are two 

highly successful urban malls: Paseo de Diego in Rio Piedras, and 

Paseo Barbosa in Bayamon. 

It is the policy of TBM to perform, "in-house," the landscape 

design associated with most architectural projects. This is a conmon 

policy among architectural offices in San Juan. Mr. Marvel attributes 

this to the inavailability of competent Landscape Architects in P.R. 

He added that the lack of local professionals forces his office to 

seek Landscape Architects in Florida for projects that involve great 

amounts of landscape design work. 

Public 

The public practice of landscape architecture is characterized 

by {a) a scarcity of funds for projects, {b) a scarcity or landscape 
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professionals, and (c) a bias toward planning and managing coJJI1lOdity 

resources, to the_ neglect of non-commodity resources. 

At the federal level, the United States Forest Service (USFS), 

the National Park Service (NPS) and the Department of Housing and 

Urban Development (HUD) are the three major agencies required by law 

to utilize the services of Landscape Architects on their projects. 

It could not be determined whether the USFS of NPS employed Landscape 

Architects in their local offices or relied on stateside personnel. 

HUD-funded projects, however, have often employed local Landscape 

Architects. Of these three federal agencies, the USFS is having the 

greatest impact an the landscape. 

The USFS publication, "Trees for Urban Use in Puerto Rico and the 

Virgin Islands" may have a large greening influence on the urban land

scape. It is a well-written practical guide to landscape improvement. 

The booklet describes, illustrates and offers information on selection, 

planting, maintenance and appropriate uses of a variet7 of tropical 

trees. It is, however, written in english, great13' limiting its 

audience. 

The USFS is also administering the tropical Caribbean National 

Forest. These are relatively' small land-holdings located primarily 

in the central mountainous regions of PR. Although they produce little 

revenue, they contain rare areas of virgin rain forest that supports 

rare wildlife. Tbe7 are some of the few uninhabited areas in Puerto 

Rico. It was not determined if Landscape Architects are employed in 

the planning and management of these forests. 

At the commonwealth level (island-wide), Landscape Architects 

are employed in three agencies: the Department of Natural Resources 1 
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the CCiilpaiV for the Development of Tourism (Fawaento Tourismo), and the 

Campaey for the Evelopment of Recreation (Fomento Recreativo). 

Mr. Anselmo DiPortu is a European-trained Archi teet and Planner 

with the Department of Natural Resources. The Department was formed in 

the 70's ill enthusiastic response to the National Environmental Policy 

Act of ·1969. Its mandate makes it the equivalent of an island-wide 

Environmental Protection Agency, but with the added resposibility to 

plan for and manage all natural resources. Mr. DiPortu indicated that 

the Department recognizes the importance of the Landscape Architect 

to the multi-disciplinary planning team. However, their plans to 

employ- Landscape Architects a·re for the future when funds are more 

available. When fonned, these teams will be charged with the develop

ment of (a) a Coastal Zone Management Plan, (b) a plan for natural 

resource conservation on privately owned lands, and (c), a system for 

managing the visual resource. The one Landscape Architect presently' 

on staff was part of the team inventorying natural resources in Puerto 

Rico's system of Forest Reserves: small land holdings serving mul-

tiple purposes. He was unavailable for an interview. 

It is the responsibility or the Landscape Architect who works for 
,., 

Fomento Tourismo, Snr. Jorge Palou, to review all proposals and plans 

for new tourist development. Currently', there is a lull in such de

velopment. siir. Palou was working as a consultant to a local Archi-

teet, and was unavailable for an interview. 

Snr. Juan Diaz, employed by Fanento Recreativo, if the director 

of the new park, 1Parque MunOz Marin." siir. Diaz graduated from 

Louisiana State University with a Bachelor of Landscape Architecture 
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degree in 1969. Since then he has worked in both the private and public 

sectors. His present position as park director is unique in PR. He 

has been director from the park's inception, and oversees all archi

tecture and engineering. Slowed by lack of funds, Phase I of the park 

is nearing completion. This phase included development of approximately 

300 acres: paths, kiosks, gardens, a visitor center, plant nursery, 

administrative complex and multiple use fields. Phase II calls for the 

. _ :::. development of an a~rial tram, lakdes, aviary, and a small convention 

center on an adjoining 200 acrs. The scale or the park-its urban 

setting in the center or metropolitan San Juan--and the fact that it 

has been under the leadership of a Landscape Architect from the be

ginning make it perhaps the single most significant landscape archi

-- ~ .. ctural project in Puerto Rico. Completion of the park is the top 

priority of Fomento Recreativo. 

B. General Issues 

The preceeding account of professional practice was intended to 

be -free from personal opinion and bias. It was an attempt to objective~ 

-_:-·:: re.port the condition or the profession or landscape architecture in 

Puerto Rico. But to search out and relay factual intomation on pro

fessional practice was only a part or the study-'s purpose. Its fuller 

purpose was to go beyond description; to question and explore the basic 

" - ~_:;, :_ ;_~ture of landscape architecture practice and its position in the larger 

society. As a result of this probing, a number of issues were identi

fied as central to the practice of landscape architecture in Puerto Rico. 

While based large~ on objective research, the issues also reflect 

the author's personal opinions and interpretations or the research. 
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In this section, these general issues are described and discussed. 

There are two "simple" issues related to the practice of land

scape architecture in Puerto Rico: economics and climate. Their in-

~*":."' ; , fluences on the profession are relatively straightforward and conpre-

~~·· . 

• a • ,..., ~ ·, . . ·-

l. 

,.,. __ .,:: ··~- -

.. -

__ ., ~ 

~-·-. .. 

hensible. In addition to these simple issues, three more complex 

issues have been identified: the changing land ethic, conflicting 

American and Puerto Rican values, and the domination or landscape 

architecture by' architecture. The influences or these issues are far-

reaching. These are the issues that most directly' and seriously affect 

the practice or landscape architecture in Puerto Rico. 

The first simple issue to be discussed is that or economic con-

straints. Puerto Rico is still a relatively poor island. The primary 

concerns of the populace and government are jobs, food and shelter. 

It is a minority of individuals, corporations and government agencies 

that can afford to invest, or realize the full benefits of investing 

money in improving and managing the land. In general, the econmic 

return on a scenic landscape. is not viewed as veey lucrative (despite 

the econmoic importance of tourism). And the social, psychological 

and long-tenn benefits of the landscape are not well understood by 

the •right" people. As a result, there is little work for Landscape 

Architects. Without their professional skills, there is evidence or 

inefficient use or natural resources, and the greater part of the urban 

u .... landscape appears coldly' 'engineered.• There is also a conspicuous 

; · - ··: lack or quality in landscape and urban design and a paucity of effective 

management plans for natural resources, particularly the visual resource. 
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The second simple issue is the influence of the tropical climate 

on the practice of landscape architecture. The three characteristics 

of the climate are wano. temperatures, high humidity and frequent rain. 

These conditions have produced an environment that teems with life. The 

high productivity or the environment has a strong influence on landscape 

architecture. At one scale, the presence of innumerable insects seriously 

diminishes the attractiveness or the landscape as space for leisure. 

Conversely, their presence accentuates the attractiveness and need for 

structures that provide shelter and protection. This situation is re

inforced by frequent rains and high humidity. 

Plants are perceived quite differnetly' in tropical PR than in 

temperate and arid regions of the U.s.. In Puerto Rico, their super

abundance has led to public disregard for plant life. Because plants 

are such a pervasive component of the tropical landscape, it appears 

that individuals feel that their personal indifference, neglect or 

abuse will have no significant adverse effects. This attitude is most 

pronounced in urban and suburban areas wehere land holdings are small. 

As a result, landscape design, particularly planting design, is not 

viewed as an art or skill. And land planning is viewed as a frivolous, 

unnecessary pracice. The profession or landscape architecture is not 

held :in high esteem by the general public. And the landscape as a whole, 

is generally not viewed as a desirable setting for human activity. 

At a larger scale, the productivity or the ropical environment has 

led to mismanagement. The public values that reulate man's activities 

upon the land constitute a land ethic. In Puerto Rico these values are 

undergoing dramatic change. The issue of a changing land ethic has 

far-reaching implications for the profession of landscpae architecture. 

It is the first complex issue that will be discussed. 
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The cause for changes in the land ethic are changes in social, 

political and economic conditions during the present century. The old 

ethic fomed when PR was a lightly populated, predominantly agricul

tural, relatively isolated Spanish coloey. The public held the ideas 

of self-sufficiency and stewardship of the land in high regard. With 

imports unavailable to the majority of the population, the land had 

to met all their needs. To do this necessitated that all land be 

utilized and kept productive. The ethic based on these ideas and 

conditions was widely held for nearly 400 years. 

In marked contrast to these earlier conditions Puerto Rico is 

now an industria~-based, crwoded island which is active in the world 

market and closely associated with the United States. The changes in 

the land ethic stem from rapid industrialization and urbanization and 

increased foreign trade (particularly inports). 

The conversion from agriculture to industry bas brought on larg

scale population shifts and subsequent land development. ~ farms 

have been replaced by mines, factories, subdivisions, housing projects 

and shopping centers, all canmon elements of the modem landscape. More 

and more Puerto Ricans are living in whol1y man-made urban enviromnents. 

These urban environments seperate citizens both spatially and culturally 

from the natural envirollllent. As a· result, Puerto Ricans are becoming 

unfamiliar with, and apatheitc toward, the environment that produced 

their culture. The massive amount of goods inported to PR is acceler

ating the change in ethics. Each imported item reduces the need for 

agricultural productivity and ecological integrity. At the same time, 

it increases the potential for further industrial and residential 

development. Exploitation of the environment is one characteristic or 

the new ethic. 
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Perhaps it is more appropriate to say that the land ethic 

is disappearing rather than changing. The deterioration of the natural 

enviromnent is met by apatl'ly from the new urban majority. Do apathy, 

complacency and indiffexnece reflect a new ethic or the loss of an 

old one? Yet, if one were to describe the difference between past and 

present attitudes toward the landscape a person might say that, in 

general, the landscape is no longer viewed as essential to man's physical 

and cultural survival but as ground to be cleared for expansion and 

development. To many, the new subdi vi.ons have supplanted the green 

countryside as their scenic standard. 

It may be that the people of Puerto Rico have only' been caught up 

in the current of the industrial world. If this is the case, then the 

apparent disregard for the landscape would not be so much a rejection 

of traditional values as a m,opic obsession with material progress. 

Nevertheless, the new attitudes run contrar.y to those espoused b,r 

Lnadscape Architects. The ethic of the Landscape Architect places 

great valqe on maintaining the sound ecology of natural enviromnents, 

and sensitivity integrating human enviromnents into the natural en

vironment, with real concem for visual quality. These values are not 

generally held by the majority or Puerto Rico's citizens. 

CloselY related to the dissolution or the land ethic is the issue 

of American ideas and values infiltrating Puerto Rican culture. These 

can conflict with, or complement tFaditional ideas and values. Many 

American ideas and values have been adopted by Puerto Ricans during this 

centt~ry. In some, but certainly not all cases, this has had detrimn.etal 

effects on the landscape and the culture. Conceptions of space and 

aesthetics are two particularlY striking examples. 
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The small size of Puerto Rico, coupled with a large population, 

suggests that space must be used efficiently'. One would expect this 

to be reflected in patterns of land use • Up until the middle of the 

20th century, they dd. Towns and cities were densely inhabited while 

the rural segment spread across the countryside to form almost all of 

the land. Beginning in the 1950's, the American practice of subdividing 

land for low-density residential development was begun in Puerto Rico. 

This impractical practice has cost PR much productive farmland and 

turned metroploi tan San Juan into a maze of giant 11urbanizations, 11 

Spanish for subdivisions. The social implications of the subdivision 

may also be considerable. Individual homeowners may be tending to 

isolate themselves with their 1/7 acre lots. As a result, the tra

ditional values of coJlln.Ullity cooperation and the extended family may 

be declining. 

The American notion of aesthetics in the residential landscape, 

when applied in PR, has also conflicted with traditional values. The 

conO.ict is not evident in areas where incomes are high. Here, the 

American aesthetic has been fully adopted as part of acculturation, 

However, in areas of lesser income and acculturation, the conflict 

is clearlY visible. The American aesthetic general~ calls for well-

kept lawns, foundation plantings and ornamental trees. Yet, most citizens 

of suburban San Juan have moved from rural areas where the surrounding 

landscape contains many plants which are important sources of food. The 

conflict between the two concepts is evidenced in the visual jumble 

in fron and back yards. A "pretty" landscape is sought tJlrough some-

what arbi tracy use of ornamental and food-providing plants. It is most 
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common for the front yard to be primarily- ornamental and the back y-ard 

to contain fruit trees. Such segregation shows segregation of aesthetic 

values. It is a solution that shows the citizen's inability- to reconcile 

the contrasting values. 

The conflicts between American and Puerto Rican ideas and values 

JIJ.lst be noticed by- Landscape Architects if the profession is to create 

valid solutions to local problems. Foreign practices may- not necessarily 

be appropraite in new locations. The Landscape Architect must be 

especial~ critical of imposing common American procitces upon a 

different landscape and culture. 

The final complex issue concerns the relationship between landscape 

architecture and architecture. The profession of architecture completel7 

dominates the environmental eaign in PR. There is little professional 

room for landscape architecture 1 as the entire identity- of the profession 

is suppressed. nlustrations of the dominance include architectural 

focus of local design-oriented periodicals and the fact that landscape 

architecture is not directl7 taught at the University- of PR. Further 

evidence of domination is supplied by' two observations: (1) Architects 

presently- perform the majori t,. of professional landscape design in PR, 

and (2), students of architecture at the UPR are briefly' exposed to a 

few priniples and techniques of landscape architecture with the implicit 

expectation that they will perform such work in professional practice. 

The reasons for the dominance of architecture are diverse. One 

reason is surely economics. Archi tecta are understandably' reluctant 

to send out work that they believe can be done 1 in-house. 1 A second 

reason is availability: the number of practising Landscape Architects 

is very small. With so few professionals, not only' is their availabilit7 
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limited, but so is the range of their expertise • . Yet perhaps the most 

weight,r reason is the perception or landscape architecture held by the 

public and by Architects. Basically, landscape architecture is per

ceived as ~making great contributions to the quality or life in 

Puerto Rico. The general public does not recogqize the profession. 

And, making a broad generalization, Architects see the skills of the 

Landscape Archi teet as existing only in planting design. As previously 

discussed, the beauty and integrity of plants and the landscape are 

generally taken for granted. 

Conversely, architecture is almost synonymous with progress in 

Puerto Rico. Architecture is definitely perceived as making a great 

contribution to the quality or life, and rightly so. For it is within 

buildings that the most important human activities take place. The in

convenient, unpredictable landscape is hardly an appropriate setting 

for such activit,. 

In Puerto Rico, it might be said that architecture represents 

man's ability to order and rise above the apparent disorder or the 

natural environment. Landscape Architecture, due to its focus on the 

natural enviromnent and things natural, might be said to operate on 

a less noble plane. It is in this atmosphere that architecture dom

inates its complementary profession of landscape architecture. 
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tV. Conclusion 

At this point, it is appropriate to discuss a major limitation 

of this work. This is one of veracity. While the report is founded 

in objective research, the opinions expressed are personal. These 

opinions show the author 1 s biases and limited data base as well as 

his insights. Expression of these personal views in no way signifies 

an end to learning, but rather, a commitment to continue to adjust 

hypotheses and opinions to more accurately describe and explain the 

profession of landscape architecture in Puerto Rico. 

There are two final points that deserve emphasis. The first is 

that, in the opinion of the author, the most significan issue facing 

the profession of landscape architecture in Puerto Rico is domination 

by' the profession of Architecture. Landscape architecture lllUst es

tablish a dignified relationship with its sister profession. To do 

this will require that Landscape Architects be perceived in a new way 

by' Architects and the public. This will take time. Landscape Architects 

must demonstrate their value to society through masteey of a wide range 

or essential and unique skills. 

The most basic and :illlmediately marketable skill Landscape Archi

tects have is planting design. Landscape Architects must first es

tablish themselves in the eyes of Architects as posessing a thorough 

knowledge of tropical plants and ecology, as well as develop an under

standing of how Architects feel regarding plant materials in relation 

to buildings. It is the author's opinion that with this as the corner

stone or the Landscape Architect-Architect relationship, further colla

boration between professionals is possible. 
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Increased collaboration will surely require that Landscape Archi

tects speicalize and develop competency in areas such as housing, park 

planning and urban design. Continued collaboration will eventually 

bring public recognition of the profession. 

The greater skills of Landscape Architects in manipulating natural 

materials allows them to improve the environment in ways that an Archi

tect cannot. The preofessions are mutually dependent of the skills of 

each other. The role of one should complement and reinforce the role 

of the other. Indeed, the quality or the enviromnent , both urban and 

natural, relies on the harmonious practice of both professions. 

Finally, the greatest cause for optimism in Puerto Rico is the 

islan 1d improving economic condition. Despite the present recession, the 

advances made are substantial. In the past, the majority of the popu

lation was less than affluent. Their primary focus was to provide 

themselves and their families with food and shelter. Landscape im

provement, the role of landscape architecture, was a luxury that could 

not generally b)" afforded. This situation is changing. The industrial 

development that disturbed both the land and the land ethic has also 

brought prosperity and a growing profession of landscape architecture 

to Puerto Rico. Currently, there is landscape architectural work 

being performed in public agencies in natural resource management and 

urban redevelop~nt. And plans are being made for projects in urban 

landscape improvement and visual resource management. This reflects 

most directly an increase in the supply of discretionary monies. But, 

seeing that government actions reflect the public's values, it appears 

that public concern for the environment is also on the rise. 
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Economic conditions greatly affect the practice of landscape 

architecture in all countries. Particularly because most of the en

vironments created, improved or managed generall do not produce revenue. 

The benefits they generate are 'intangible,' but are real nonetheless. 

Economic growth has spawned greater interest in these intangible 

benefits. Fran this perspecti. ve, the future of landscape architecture 

in Puerto Rico is dependent upon continued economic growth. 
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