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Abstract: Landscape architecture plays an increasingly important role in large-scale, projective urban design and
vision projects. This article briefs the pedagogical design and innovation for a third-year bachelor-of-landscape-
architecture studio curriculum that transfers knowledge from spatial scenario planning. The imported tools and
processes, combined with the characteristics of landscape architecture, evolve into the following key contents:
multi-perspective comparison and discussion of the future through scenario analysis and vision formulation,
quadrant analysis for scenario planning process; the formulation of vision, spatial strategy and spatial model
to train cross-scale design thinking; and the design expression rooted in the core of the landscape through
qualitative spatial depictions and design. The scenario design pedagogy promotes and cultivates process-
oriented design tools, with processes, tools and design thinking that encompasses quantitative and qualitative
elements, as a way to respond to open-ended and variable design challenge.

Keywords: landscape architecture education; vision planning and design; pedagogical approach; spatial

planning; scenario planning; design process
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Cross-scale, multi-perspective, future-thinking example in
practice: drawings from Chongging Twin-river Four-bank

Vision Planning
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Cross-scale, multi-perspective, future-thinking example in
practice: drawings from Campus Planning for Tecnolégico
de Monterrey
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The data map drawn by students discovers the
economic and geographical characteristics of the site
at the “junction”
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The landscape design concept diagram by students
in the subsequent phase. The concept is “junctional
transition landscape”, inspired by the earlier geo-data
analysis
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Collages made by students to represent four quadrants in
image forms

5-1 FHERFIRNRIKE: REQHTEER—FEEENN
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Spatial strategy map drawn by students expresses the
structure, coherency and connectivity offered by public
space, and added urban buildings and functions
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Spatial strategy map drawn by students expresses public
space program and building relationship in key areas
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Small-scale spatial axonometric drawings drawn by students
fully define the space and its qualities and composition
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