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7 Inscribing Wilderness:

3 Redrawing Lines of Landscape and Vision on Western Public Lands, USA

5
i3 Abstract ...
- SRS RINEHN S 1E Overlapping boundaries and ambiguous jurisdictions have shaped
= Sara JACOBS B BRI the landscapes of the western United States. Inscribing Wilderness
Master of Landscape Architecture, Harvard =, H?F]“E“éftﬂ FERAEN T XA THAAR, B proposes expanding the Arizona National Scenic Trail, the rectilinear
GSD PIEBBNSEEEN L= \EUJfF FR 2 — 8 geometries that have defined the borders of these landscapes create
A?]&Tfiﬁ»?#/’ﬁ‘aﬁé layered histories where physical and juridical space does not always
#iF Translated by / Z2 1% Jindong CA EiEZ £/ match. Understanding that wilderness is a construction where
&% Proofread by / 5 Tina TIAN Z boundaries are plural and porous, the proposal recalibrates lines of
R, X | [Estelbe control, as displayed on maps, and lines on the ground, the result of
MNEH d/\yhﬂ‘ﬂ BRI X)) F EE PR T2 BK landscape maintenance. The trans-state, trans-agency trail would create
AERUMHBEN N T HIRIEHHANIRINE, an autonomous territory, thus redrawing space through map and plan,
B | THHFAFUNIRNX — K TR PSRRI RE where the irony of wilderness is exposed to confront visions, value, and
expectations of conservation.
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1. Views between wilderness and leasable land shift as the
trail passes through the burned areas. Time is registered
as new plant species colonize the area.
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2. Narratives and histories of extraction, native uses,
and resource potential are often left out of discourses
surrounding how we view uninhabited land. Instead
these landscapes are reduced to a composed view of
wilderness as a place void of human intervention. The
top image is the John Wesley Powell's map of western
watersheds overlaid with geometries from the Public
Land Survey System, highlighting the contradictions of
applying rigid boundaries to diverse topographies.
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The fastest growing urban areas in the western United

States overlaid with federally designated wilderness 5.

areas.
Existing public land jurisdictions, boundaries, and

overlaps along a 100-kilometer trail section between
the north rim of the Grand Canyon and Highway 89, the
major east-west interstate, just north of the Utah border.
The newly proposed trail is repositioned to run along
the 112°W latitude, only deviating from this path when it
encounters extreme topographic changes.
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“There is nothing natural about the concept of
wilderness. It is entirely a creation of the culture
that holds it dear, a product of the very history it
seeks to deny. Indeed, one of the most striking
proofs of the cultural invention of wilderness is
its thorough going erasure of the history from

which it sprang.” "
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6. Current land uses (left) are divided by policy rather
than use or biophysical characteristics. These land
designations are redefined (right) terms of use and
ecology, rather than governing agency.

7. Instead of organized by agency, the new map is
organized as protected, leasable, and cultural or scenic
landscapes. This allows for more multiple use landscapes
to emerge and integrating ideas of wilderness and
extraction into the same spaces.

8. The view of sagebrush in the figure of a roadbed
becomes an expanded view of wilderness that includes a
visual reminder of human activity.

Landscape Architecture Frontiers

The western United States, as 650 million
acres, is a landscape of conflicted histories
and overlapping territories, a myriad of
federal agencies and private interests control
the land revered as sacred and sublime, wild
and barren, conquerable and exploitable.
The administrative boundaries of these lands
have been drawn by politics and Cartesian
geometry, distributing cartographic lines of
“power equally across space” without regard
to physical or ecological geographies.”

Inscribing Wilderness proposes the
expansion of the Arizona National Scenic
Trail, part of a national system of walking
and hiking trails, to explore landscape-scale
conservation strategies that build toward
a projective vision of wilderness. The
management of a trans-state, trans-agency
trail across multiple jurisdictions of public
lands positions the trail as an autonomous
agency, thus creating a new pattern of
territory. Drawing on precedents such as the
Appalachian Trail, the Land Art Movement,
and landscape photography, the project

proposes continental scales of conservation

that would redraw public lands through map
and plan, creating new inscriptions to mark
the surface of the landscape. Focusing on
landscape maintenance practices that emboss
the land, the trail design would expand views
of wilderness by either reinforcing political
lines or drawing new lines that blur and cross
over existing boundaries. The edge is not an
end; the interaction of physical spaces with
cartographic lines will create new sites to
rethink conservation as a type of wilderness
and vise versa.

The region of intervention, from northern
Arizona to southern Utah, contains the largest
concentration of protected lands in the US,
and is currently the most rapidly urbanizing
part of the country. The project focuses on a
100-kilometer transect between the north rim
of the Grand Canyon and Highway 89. This
stretch of land is littered with controversy
over its best use, from coal and uranium
mining claims in national monuments, to
private land holdings enclosed by public
lands. The falsely isolated nature of the trail

fits into regional ecological, production, and

$S90014 pue juswWLIdX




Volume 1/ Issue 1/ February 2013

consumption patterns that operate across and

despite lines on maps. Therefore, one of the
first steps of the project redraws the existing
federal land use map to be based on allowance
rather than organized by agency.

Since the founding of the National
Landscape Conservation System in 2000,
885 sites covering 27 million acres of
public lands have been set-aside as areas
of permanent conservation and national
heritage.”! Additionally, the Forest Service
and Bureau of Land Management (BLM)
are currently in the process of increasing the
number of lands designated as wilderness, or
places “where the earth and its community
of life are untrammeled by man”.”’ Rather
than accepting the divergent notion that
wilderness exists outside of humans, this
proposal attempts to reconcile wilderness as
an unnecessary distinction and its relationship
with humans as symbiotic.

The mathematical survey of rectilinear
geometries was most often applied to lands

considered rural, wild, or undeveloped. Still

the guiding principle of property division on
public lands, the PLSS creates a condition
of layered histories where the intended
objectivity of dividing and subdividing based
on geometries reveals unknown landscapes
but also creates a reflection of human
influences. The rectilinear division of property
across topographically diverse surfaces has
resulted in a complexity of claims, purposes,
users, and embedded values. Fractured land
uses on federal lands, such as agriculture,
mining, and livestock grazing have
accelerated patterns of soil loss and erosion.
In this context, debate has shifted from what
should be protected, to how protected lands
should function under a multiple-use mission.
Land that is today culturally valued for scenic
qualities is often layered with histories of
extraction, native uses, and resource potential.
These types of narratives are often absent
from discourses surrounding how we view
uninhabited land, and instead our experience
is reduced to a composed view of wilderness

as a place removed from human intervention.

Many of the existing land and policy
designations, such as National Monuments,
Wilderness Areas, National Forests, and
leasable BLM land, have separate title
designations but similar, albeit overlapping,
missions and agendas. Rather then keeping
these title designations, the new map would
be rezoned in terms of protected, leasable,
and cultural or scenic landscapes, rather then
being organized by agency. This method
allows for more multiple-use landscapes
to emerge and works toward an idea of
conservation that is based on integrating ideas
of wilderness and extraction into the same
spaces. The result translates maps and plans
into the physical ground, while wilderness is
exposed as a designed space and a platform
to confront future visions of conservation
and management. For example, traditional
management practices of trail construction,
prescribed burning, and grazing will be used
in ways that create visual readings of the trail
that inscribe lines not just on paper maps but

onto the landscape. The shift in perception
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of the value of landscape begins with the

visual composition of seemingly opposite
ideas of wilderness as preserved place and
conservation as an active process. Shown
without property lines, new boundaries of
management and maintenance could be
applied.

The trail will be repositioned to run
along the 112°W latitude, the starting point

for the public land survey in Arizona,

and only deviates from this path when it
encounters extreme topographic changes.
This repositioning reinforces the history of
geometric property divisions, while inscribing
the landscape as datum for other processes to
occur along and across it. The construction of
the trail will wax and wane in accessibility,
from moments that emphasize control, to
places of less accessibility where the trail
becomes just a footprint. In the sense that
classic royal gardens have been used as a tool
of display and control over property, the axial
linearity of the trail draws out the irony of
wilderness, the trail construction exposes the
scale of maintenance and defines wilderness
as a designed space.

Overlapping boundaries and ambiguous
jurisdictions have shaped the landscapes of
the western United States. The mission of
simultaneous preservation and extraction
mirrors a narrative of American nature as both
sublime wilderness and conquerable frontier.
Rather than distilling our understanding of
wilderness to a single snapshot, the physical
marking of land through maintenance
should reflect an expanded representation
of wilderness to include human and non-
human systems of management. Rejecting

normative Euclidian geometry to delineate

the margins or intersections of site through

the PLSS, the project redraws and envisions
new territories of wilderness, occupation,
and conservation through the notion that
wilderness is a construction and boundaries
are both plural and porous. Exploring
representation and typological landscape
strategies, inscribing Wilderness positions the
discipline of landscape architecture adjacent
to topics usually reserved for geographers,
regional planners, and ecologists. Lines on
paper become lines on the ground. The result
is a visual interpretation of politics where the
irony of wilderness is exposed to confront the
arrangement of vision, value, and expectations

of conservation.
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9. Sheep grazing, which has a strong historic presence
public land, runs parallel to sections of the trail.

10. The trailhead along Highway 89. Embedding
management strategies into the visual arrangement
of how landscape is read, perceived, and divided
tests the extents of human and nonhuman systems of
management in American wilderness.
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