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Overview

Landcare is sustainable land management that integrates conservation and
development goals to improve a broad range of economic, social, and environmental
conditions (the triple bottom line: 3BL) in local communities throughout global society.
Landcare includes sustainable agriculture, forestry, landscaping, and related land
management practices. Successful landcare requires collaboration on the part of
landowners working cooperatively with their neighbors and strategic partners to
achieve shared objectives that no one can accomplish alone. The term “landcare” was
coined in Australia in the 1980s and has since spread to many other countries where the
landcare movement and industry takes distinct forms in response to specific national
and local context. In the United States, a variety of public and private partners—
including state and federal agencies, the National Associations of Conservation Districts
(NACD), Resource Conservation and Development Councils (NARC&DC), and Regional
Councils (NARC), and numerous local-regional partners—are promoting the landcare
concept. Landcare practitioners include homeowners, landscapers, farmers, foresters,
and related natural resource stewards. As they say in Australia: “everyone,
everywhere”. This course will explore the historical development of the fast growing
landcare movement and industry and examine some of the factors affecting its
continued success.

Learning Objectives
Upon successful completion of this course, students should be able to:
e Think critically and creatively about the science, policy, and practice of landcare
e Demonstrate a broad, transdisciplinary understanding of landcare
o Situate landcare within past, current, and evolving socio-cultural context
e Communicate effectively with specific audiences regarding landcare:
o Define key terms and concepts
o ldentify contributing disciplines, professions, and cultural perspectives
o ldentify significant people, projects and publications
o Describe the history, current status, and future prospects of landcare
e Describe the actual and possible impacts on landcare by government (federal,
state, local), university, extension, civic, corporate, and other institutions
e Conduct independent research and writing regarding landcare in action.



Evaluation/ Grading Criteria
e Discussion & Participation  40%
e Short Assignments 30%
e Final Project 30%
Critical and creative thinking are the keys to success in this course!

Methods
This course includes required readings, class discussion, independent research, peer
review, critical and creative thinking and writing.
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