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Communitybased Mixed Method ResearthUnderstand Rapidly Changing Cultural
Landscapes

Aylin Alisan-Yetkin

(ABSTRACT)

Tangible and intangible heritage values of cultural landscapes are becoming lost or
transforming under the threat of rapidly changing landscapes. Researeméed
doamenting methods are missing significant meanings of landscapes for local
communities. Communithased methods can reveal both tangible and intangible heritage
of landscapes without missing important values for local communities.

This dissertation studyrpposed a communigased mixed method researchidgealand
documentcultural heritageor other valuesfrom the perspectiveof local community
membersn the casestudyareaof Findikli in Rize/TurkeyF i n d icuitdrallamdscapés
underthethreatof rapidly changingandscapeueto newlyintroducedagriculturepractice
Tteaproduction.To reveallost or transformedangibleandintangibleheritagemeanings

of the F i n d icldtlral lansiscapemultiple communitybased research methods were
used forcollecing data from local residents as well as those with family or community
connections to the area. Community workshops, individual and group interviews, and
surveys gathered information on the social and cultural relationships, as well as locations
of past and present agricultural activities, land uses and built structures. Analysis of family
and community photographs and aerial imagery, as well as community produced land use
and cognitive maps helped place these in spatial relationship to the landscap

Results of this dissertation stuthade contributions to case stuahga witha rich archive

of Findi kl i s tdiatahgiblei landseape eteraemtg, iabdictdturala n
landscape studiesith a method otliscoveng traditional cultural heritage and landscape
values under the threat of change and a guidance to document them with the community
based methods to increase quality and quantity of information.



Communitybased Mixed Method Research to Understand Rafidgnging Cultural
Landscapes

Aylin Alisan-Yetkin

(GENERAL AUDIENCE ABSTRACT)

Physical and social values of cultural landscapes are becoming lost or transforming under

the threat of rapidly changing landscapes. Documenting physical and social values of

| andscapes via researchersd point of Vi ew
landscapes for local communities. Engaging community in the revealing landscape
meanings process provides more information c

This dissertation study proposed a commubaged mixed method researchidgealand
documentcultural heritageor other valuesfrom the perspectiveof local community
membersn the casestudyareaof Findikli in Rize/TurkeyF i n d icuitdrallaindscapes
underthethreatof rapidly changingandscapelueto newlyintroducedagricuturepractice
Tteaproduction.To reveallost or transformedsocially andculturally importantmeanings

of the F i n d icldtliral lansiscapemultiple communitybased research methods were
used forcollecing data from local residents as well as those vathily or community
connections to the area. Community workshops, individual and group interviews, and
surveys gathered information on the social and cultural relationships, as well as locations
of past and present agricultural activities, land uses aittcsbructures. Analysis of family

and community photographs and aerial imagery, as well as community produced land use
helped place these in spatial relationship to the landscape.

Results of this dissertation studhade contributions to case stuahgawith a rich archive
of Fi ndi kIl phyisal and sacthlilandseaapealements, arcultural landscape
studieswith a method ofdiscovemg traditional cultural heritage and landscape values
under the threat of change and a guidance to documamt\hith the communitpased
methods to increase quality and quantity of information.
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CHAPTER ONE: INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background and Theoretical Framework

Rossler(2003) emphasizedhe importanceof cultural landscapevecauseheyii pr otha d e

basisfor agenetigpoolfor thecropsoft o mo r wooldviheyarethebasisof theculture,identity
andbeliefsof the peoplewho live within t h e (md4). Cultural landscapesanbe sustainedy
preservatiomndmanagemenmlansandactivitiesthataddresshevalue,integrity andauthenticity
of contributinglandscapeelementsin this regard,observingand documentingandscapesnd
p e o p lared€capeperceptionsreveats physical and social landscapeelementé meanings.
Interpreting the landscapeelementsin terms of value, integrity, and authenticity becomes
importantfor sustainingculturallandscapes.

Landscapesare shapedby human conditions, behaviors,and decisionsas well as natural

systemgJones& Dougstad, 1997 Marcucci,200Q Plieninger& Bieling, 2012 Hardenet al.,

2014. J.B.Jacksorbelievedthatlandscapetavebeenshapedsincethe first humaninteraction
with nature,andthat landscapefaveevolvedgradually,changingin time throughboth natural

and cultural impactson them (Jackson 1980/2002 p.12). Landscapegonstantlychangeand it

doesnot matterwhatcauseshe change Somechangesarederivedfrom thelandscapétselfd for
example seasonathangesn the physicallandscaper naturaldisastersuchasearthquakeand
floods. Some changes,on the other hand, are causedby human actions, such as industrial
develgpmentand other pressuregrom humanpresencefi L a n d sscanagibe drozenp &aid

Phillips (2005) aslong aslife is goingon. Changes inevitable.For example Jandscapeshange

dueto theirinherentnaturaldynamiccharactergvenif humaninteractionswvith naturearestable.
Also, landscapeghangewhen they adjustthemseles to new conditions.However,landscape

changas considered challengdor culturallandscapstudiessuchaspreservationsustainability



and managemenit thereis rapidlandscapehange For example Han (2012 definedlandscape
changeaschallengingdueto rapidurbanizatiorandglobalization(p.106).Rapidlandscape&hange
causedi | ocobdsversity and ecologcal capacitiesand alsoin damageto historically valuable

culturall a n d s Rolpedss1894 Mojses & Petrovic, 2013; fi | 00§ identity of cultural

landscapesindthusalsoa lossof senseof p | a @/andetvelde& Antrop, 2009;and loss of

tracedrom pastandlossof uniquelocal heritagg(Yahner& Nadenicek1997). Accordingly,rapid

landscapechangetransformsthe traditonal landscapesnto newly regulatedones (Thurston,

1999. Underthesecircumstancegheproblemis thatreadingandscapesuchasrevealingnatural

andculturallandscapelementsandinterpretingtheidentity of landscapesnight be hardbecause
thel a n d s dyagmeEdhaactemight causemeaningdrom differenttime periodsto become
muddled.

The United NationsEducational ScientificandCultural OrganizationWorld HeritageCentre
(UNESCOWorld Heritage) The National Park Service(NPS) and The InternationalCouncilon
MonumentsandSites(ICOMOYS) prioritize understandingaturalandculturallandscapelements
to revealmeaningf thelandscapefor culturallandscapgreservatiorandmanagemergtudies.
Howeve, landscapesre losing their naturaland cultural heritagewhen landscapegxperience

rapid change Especiallyon alocal scale mostof the physicalandsociallandscapelementghat

represensocialandculturalvalueshavebeenlost. FagerholmandKayhko (2009)pointedoutthat
in developingcountrieslocal scalesociallandscape&aluesaremissing,whereasaturalresources
areunderthe pressureof newdevelopmentgp.44).In this regard Jandscaparansformationgan
be evaluatedvhenthey emerge but only by going backin time the conditionsthat gaverise to
thosechangesanbe understoodPastlandscpescanrevealthe meaningf the pastby speaking

with communitymembersaboutthem.As commurities areaffectedin amoreor lesschaoticway



asaconsequencef rapid landscapechange(Antrop, 2006, communitybasedmethodsbecome
theessentialvay to capturepastandpresentandscapéeneanings.
1.2 Problem and Rirpose Statement

Thegenerabproblemis thattangibleandintangiblequalitiesof pasttraditionallandscapeare
becominglost whenlandscapesapidly changedueto contemporaryandscapegracticessuchas

contemporaryagricultural practices.(Roberts, 1994 Yahner & Nadenicek,1997% Mojses &

Petrovic,2013 Van Eetvelde& Antrop,2009

Tangible and intangible qualities are importantto sustaincultural landscapeas well asto
strengthensenseof belonging for the community. Therefore,organizationalbodies such as
UNESCO,NPS, EuropeanLandscapéConvention(ELC) conductcultural landscapestudiesto
reveal landscapaneaningsvia researche sobservationand experience However, researcher
orienteddocumentingstudiesare limited revealingchangingtangible and intangible meanings
especiallyin termsof significanceof landscapetor thelocal community.Althoughimportanceof
local communitiesis emphasizedy organizationalbodies,thereis not a developedguidance

presentedet. (Tan,et.al, 2018

Thepurposeof this researchs to revealculturalheritageor othervalues from the perspective
of local communitymembersvenasthelandscapeandlandscapelementsarerapidly changing
and/orosingculturalandsocialsignificance Also, thisresearclis meanto developacommunity
based cultural landscapestudy method for documening tangible and intangible landscape

elementdor preservatiorandmanagemenrdctionsin culturallandscapetudies.

I Valueis definedassignificanty meaningfulfor the communityhistorically, economially, andculturaly.



1.3 Research Questions

The aim of this research is to discover landscape meaalioigyg with their cultural and social
importance in a continuous cultural landscémmen the perspective of the communignd to
develop a method for documentiagjturally and socially significanc#f landscape elements. The
following research question wasked:

How have local actors perceived change of landscape and their engagement with the

landscape over time?

How changenl ocal actor sd engage me sithe landscape idéntitye | a n
is thequestionasked to learn thiandscape meanys in the community evelasthe landscapes
and landscape elements are rapidly changing and/or ltsgultural and social significance.

In order to answer main research question;regbarch questions are formulated for a better
understanding in tweub-sets.

The first set of questions is about landscape element changes:

1 What landscape/landscape element changes have people perceived?
1 How have people perceived landscape/landscape element changes?
1 Whatdo community members perceive to haaeised landscape change?

The second set of questions is about landscape values change:

T What | andscapes/ |l andscape el ementsd i mport

1 How has importance of landscape/landscape element changed?

1 What tangible and intangible landscape elementsefars identified with cultural
landscape?

1 How has cultural landscape identity changed?



1.4 Study Significance

Revealing landscape meanings from the perspective of local compeontparing past and
present life styles, cultural traditional practice&®ries, memories, experiences,-etdll produce
documentation othe past and present conditions of both physical and social landscapes. Keller
and Keller (1992) has emphasized that documentation is necessary for tartrgy the
significance and integrity of landscapes (p. 12). Documentation is the first and essential step for
not only preservation and conservation studies but also for landscape management and
sustainability. Without documentation, a central goal ofdtZape studie$ enabling the
management and preservation of physical and cultural landscapasot be met.

Since communitypbased methods reveal landscape meanings from the perspective of
community, acase study area should hawvéving population with an experience of landscape
changeand a ommunity knowledge about past and present physical landscape and activities.

Based on that, Findikli, a district of Rize province locatedortheastern Turkewasselected
as a case studhrea Findikli is:

1 representing a cultural landscape wighdistinct natural and cultural identjty

1 experiencing rapid landscape change that causes losing traditional physical landscape and

cultural knowledge

1 with a living population who has experiengeast traditonal landscapes and activities.

In addition, for the purpose of the study preliminary studies showctiramunitybased

methods are likely to be accepted by the Findikli commuiitgnn & Hann, 20011 Also, the

researcher is familiar to the area, which is important in ethnographic studies for gaining trust in

the community(See Figure 1)1




TURKEY RIZE FINDIKLI

bk el il

Figure 1.1 Location of Findikli (Alisan, 2013)

This research studyevelops a communitgased cultural landscape study method to document
tangible and intangible assetsanf area as well as a documentatiok of n d ivatukdisdcial and
cultural landscape elementas a step toward conserving the signur e el ement s of
landscapes (e.g., garden pathways and traditional ceremonies).

This studymadecontributionsto casestudyareaandculturallandscapetudies.

1) To casestudyarea,this studyprovidesarich archiveof F i n d itr&ditianatangibleand
intangiblelandscapelementghataredocumentedbeforetotally becomingost.

2) To culturallandscapestudies this studyprovidesa methodto discovertraditionalcultural
heritageandlandscapealuesunderthe threatof changeanda guidanceto documenthemwith

thecommunitybasedmnethoddo increaseguality andquantityof information.

1.5 Study Organization

This dissertation is organized six chaptersThe first chapter presenin introduction of
relevantbackground and theoretical framework, gesb and purpose statemerasd significance
of the study.The second chapter is a literature review about cultural landscape and community
based methods as well as an ethnographic background of the case saudyharthird chapter
discusses data collection, conducted methods, and analysis procedures. The fourth chapter reports
all results from the quantitative and qualitative method analyses. Theliditer discusses the
significant findings of this dissertah study and exaines the findings of the research method

terms of importance for professional cultural landscape stut@iies sixthchapterpresentghe



implicationsof study findings connected with literaturand the conclusion of the study with

contributions and recommendatians



CHAPTER TWO: LITERATURE REVIEW

OCul tural | andscapeb6 is a term used to denot
encompassing fields such as geography, landscape architecture, architecture, uiban stud
history, ant hropology, and archeol ogy. Il n oth
combination of cultural, natural, and social studies come together. Cultural landscape studies in
cultural geography and ethnography present theordiesés for understanding the following:
relationships between humans and nature, critical thinking from different perspectives and in
relation to different definitions of cultural landscapes, and research methodologies in field studies.

This chapter is didedinto four sectionsSection 2.1states the two cultural landscapéh
definition andheories cultural geography and ethnograf@ection2.2discusses the key concepts
for understanding cultural ldscapes in terms of definition of landscgpdandscape
characteristics, anthndscape perceptiorgection 2.3explores the role of communityased
approach ircultural landscapstudies Section 2.4isausses ethnographic background of the case
study area.

2.1 Cultural Landscape

This section presents the cultural landsadgfnition and cultural landscape theories.
2.1.1 Cultural Landscape Definition
The term o6cul tur al | andscaped was first useoc

1896) andanother German geographer i ncl udi ng Ot t o™ cBrauny(Jgneser i n

2003,p.21;Jones & Daugstad, 19918.267).In the 1920<gultural landscap&erm was firstused
in English literatureby Carl Sauera founder of cultural geography in the United States who
defined cultur al | andscape tnedfromawatyral laridcépe c u | |

by a culture group. Culture is the agent, the natural area is the medium, and the cultural landscape



i s t heSauee®26l tpd @ 6) . Sauer 6s defi ni tapestudiesn t he

focused on the relations between nature and culture.
What differentiates cultural landscapes from other kinds of landscapes has to do with how

meanings are framed in the given context. For exarimglerson 2000)defined cultural landscape

as a fiway of seeingo r at h ban(201Rspecifidl that a uituali a |
| andscape should fApresent human per s@eThei ves
general view is that cultural landscape represents a natural area shaped by human activities

(Roberts, 1994p.133;Taylor, 2002 p.94;0 6 D o n 20@8Ipl12;Riesenweber, 200$.23). It is

the human toudh virtual or otherwisd that makes a landscape a cultural landscapesrth

(1997)p o i n t eCity, subutb, coufitrysidend even wilderness are all human constructs, all

\

(

touched by human management . Al l are cultural

human intervention throughout the plan@apoport, 2006p. 122).When we frare discussions
about cultural landscapes, we need to understand in what way human interaction takes place in
them. Human intervention in landscapes is not only a physical phenomenon but also a virtual one,

and asAlanen andMelnick (2000 have pointed out, both virtual and physical human interactions

transform landscapes into cultural landscapes (AS8)in the example of Mount Fuji, natural

elements are perceived as cultural elements, and consequently the natural lanelsoanes a

cul tur al | andscape because of hinabaa2012 2li7)n g s 0
Studying cultural landscapes involves both natural andme elements of the landscapes

and their transformatioim time (Longstreth, 2008p.1).As cultural landscapes are hurratated

landscapes, the focif @ultural landscape studies includamanrelated activities, relationships
andforms, SeeFigure 2.2 which Jones (1988jivides into seven categories in cultural landscape

studies 1) culturallandscape as an aerial categorg@jural landscape as a chajogical stage



of development 3gultural landscape dmiman components in any landscapedljural landscape
as countryside 5¢ultural landscape aseritage 6)cultural landscape as scenavith esthetical
qualities 7)cultural landscapes as elements in the landscape with meaning for human activity

(p.154 157).

2.1.2 Cultural Landscape Theories
More recently cultural geography has relied heavily on metaphors to understand the field it
studies as well as its own theoretical workidggdon (1991pointed to this new feature in cultural

geography when she presenfed he met aphor o fJordoa d@spd4,xitngas Ot

how James Duncan (1990) had used this metapho

AThe metaphor of | andscape arasommuniGative deviaes tlelas s u me

encode and transmit infor mat Joodanfl®91gMBuncan, 19
Cultural geographers focus on describing m@ade patterns on the landscapes by

understanding relainships between humans and nature. They see cultural landscapes in terms of

the metaphor of a window opened to the past and present simultanddeigly. Armstrong

addressed that cultural geography mostly focuses on physical descriptions of landscdgies via

gathering and categorizing landscape pattefsngtrong, 2001p.4) Cultural landscape covers

physical descriptions of landscapes as well as their intangible meanings (e.g. sense of place) since
the human interan has started with landscapes. Therefore, cultural geography and cultural
landscape are not always interchangeable; howewubural geography theories enable cultural
landscape researchers to see a whole range of interactions between humans and nature.

Cultural landscapes studies are interested in htnelated sources and therefore include
et hnographic studies. Maanen (1988) defined

cul t ur e 0 Pdwells20X)p.45ePdwell (2010) added to this the view that ethnography is

1C



a process of interpreting cultural activities and settings. Ethnography is considered because of its
representative feature as an essential approach to the documentation of both tangible &id intang

cultural resources in the landscap@saham (20095 t at e d , AEt hnographic wc

understand local ideologies of intangible culture in relation to safeguarding, documentation and
representational practices ( p. 186) . Edepthrreseprchatpchnygdes enable cultural
landscape researchers to understand especially the intangible cultural values of communities.

The National Park Service (NPS) has made u-:¢
addras t he i mportance of stwudying natural space
does not refer to something that is distinct from the cultural landscape; rather, it is a category of
cultural landscape that is heavily based on cultural produtitsén the landscapes rather than

natural objectsEvans, Roberts, & Nelson, 2004.53). Besides the NPS definition of ethnographic

landscape, an important contribution to our understanding of this idea comegi&mimsty
(2000) who pointed out that ethnographic landscapes represent the landscapes as seen from a
specific cultural perspective. Hardesty saw the term as a way of transforming nature to culture
(p-169). In this regard, theftBrence between cultural landscapes and ethnographic landscapes
might be explained the following way: a cultural landscape represents all cultures formed in it
throughout history, but an ethnographic landscape refers to a specific culture and howed evolv
in the landscape during a particular time period.

Approaches of cultural geography and ethnography provide a wide perspective for
understanding tangible and intangible landscape elements of cultural landscapes.
2.2 Key Concepts for Understanding Cultual Landscapes

Understanding cultural landscapes relatesitegfundamental areas: Landscajesfinition,

Landscape Chacteristics, and Landscape Perception

11



2.2.1 LandscapéDefinition

Reading, meaning, and framing

Cultural landscapes cannot be defined without defining what landscapes are. How to read a
landscape, or to understand natural and cultural systems and their relations to the landscapes, is
the first step of the def iensitotairiving at anruderganding o6 Re
of how the landscapleas beenshaped by natural and cultural syste@se immediate question
ariseswhen reading a landscap&’hat landscapes should be read? Many scholars have tended to
read the landscapes that haveuwall or natural importance. J. B. Jackson, on the contrary, claimed
that not only landscapes with importance but also ordinary landscapes should be read. He believed

that every landscape had a meaning and a story {ddekson, 1984Pierce Lewis (1983greed

and stated, ABefore rushing to judge a | andsc

how it came to be, and what lewis, $983ps8). about t he
The process of reading a landscape requiees\thluation of the landscape frearious points
of view, such as in the context of nature, culture, or histawis (1979)proposed sevefacts or
6axiomsdé6 for how to read | andscapes (p.15). T
believed that we can read a landscape by understanding its culture because the culture is
unintentionally embedded in the landscape. Tvgooresin the same landscape may hasitected
similar characteristics not just because of physical factors such as climate and topography, but also
because of cultural factors in the regioRsom that pointjf regions look like each other, their
cultureissmi | ar. The second axiom is that there 1is
other words, every element of a landscape has equal importance because all elements go to make
up the whole. The third axi om isargeedthatoedtharyit he &

common landscapes such as interstate roads, rest areas, and city dumps should not be ignored as

12



they occupy a | arge space in the whole | andscas
Only on the basis of knowledge ofthea st can we evaluate a | andsca
fifth, fAgeographilewis(I®979)s¢ adledgi G)EI @axmeomso of a
make little cultural sense if they are studied outside theirgepgni ¢ (i . e. , | ocat.i
(p.24). The sixth axiom is Athe axiom of envi
landscapes are intimately related to physical environment. Thus, the reading of cultural landscape
also presupposes some basctkwl edge of p h yewis,cl@7b p.25)aThe last a p e O
axiom concerns @Al andscape obscurityo and st at
Ssystems, they Ado not <conveYyewbH¥E) mpséyesLewi
answer to how to make the | andscape fAspeako i
How does it work? Who designed it? Why? When? What does it tell us about the way our society
wo r k ke®is, 1979 p.26).

Readinghelandscapes in their own contexts is a means of trying to understand their meanings.
This is the second step of the process of defining landscape. Where does the meaning come from?

Sauer (1925)Tuan (1979)andMeinig (1979)are all largely in agreement that the way to read a

| andscape (or understand i trtyvameéami g )fhiag thr ort
the landscape as an image portrayed by mind and feelings, and they empbasize¢p | e 6 s
perception as one source of meanidgses (1988pok a different approach in understanding the

mearnng of landscape. He claimed that meanings of landscapes are derived from the visible
surroundings created by nature or humans (p. 153). Unlike Sauer, Tuan, and Meinig, Jones focused

on tangible forms of landscapes to obtain meanifgans, Roberts, and Nelson (20piyposed

an integrated approach of these two viewpoints:

If we want to discover the meaning of landscapes for people, it is best to think of them not
as collections of material objects placed in geographicalkespmut as social and cultural

13



constructions 0
environment so t
environment. (p.53)

f the people who wuse them.
hat people create to give
The third step in the process of defigilandscape is framing the landscape elemErasing
is important to gain meanings from the landscape elements. For example, if landscape elements in
a region such as houses, bridges represent same cultural meanings, there is a cultural integrity. The
integrity of landscape elements reveal the predominant meaning of the region. Based on that,
preservation and management actions may have been deveédgpedking at the meanings of
landscapes, we can frame the landscape elements that enables us ébadl@sigecape types such
as natural or cultural, urban or rural, traditional or modern. In this regard, if cultural elements are
more privileged than other elements in the landscape, we frame the landscape in a cultural context.
However, it might not be agasy task to designate the landscape tyqees (19882xplained this
difficulty by stating:
Difficulties arise in areal classifications because it is often difficult or impossible to place
particular landscapes unambigisty in one or other category. There arise many
transitional forms, and the boundaries between different types of landscape tend often to
be rather arbitrary. The extent of human influence will also depend on the scale or
geographical level to which onerisferring. (p.154)
By looking at these three stépseading, meaning, and framidigve are able to identify a
landscape by type. In a cultural landscape study, the first step is to designate the landscape as a

cultural landscape based on the process jutihed. For example, this key concept will guide my
study in Findikli when | define the cultural landscape area.
2.22 Landscape Characteristics

Scholars and practitioners using landscape characteristmd landscapesLandscape
characteristickan be groupeth three categories by formalizirigeir main landscape features:

palimpsest, dynamic and heritage.

14



1 Multilayered

PalimpsestCharacter

The first cat e patmpyesthasacterPalimpsest characierzds s landscape
with its layers that have been developed over time by successive individual or group of people.
Pierce Lewis pointed out that reading landscapes was not easy, using the metaphor of a damaged
book, reedited many times and with missing pages, to convey the diffiofiltiscerning and
sorting out a | anlews BOpIP.023. Likk Ldwis, dianeaenBoombra (2006) s (

noted the layered character of landscapes and the challenges they present to readers who seek to

extract the@ meanings (as cited iknaap &Valk, 2006p.87).
Many scholars have used the metaphors of palimpsests and acaexpsain the layered

nature of landscapedMcClelland, 1991p.108; Marcucci, 2000p.68;Meinig, 1979 p.44;Palang

and Fry, 2003p.6).

Palang and Fry (2003ven provided a figure that represents landscapes as palimpsests,

il lustrating -@ppatieamwmhscaspedmy mdkel ement(s6).from d

(See Figure 2)IThis figure illustrates thpalimpsesbf landscape elements in linear time as well

as presence and absence of the elements over time.

20

Landscape
element

18 'i’ 1 I

2 I

Figure 2.1Landscape as a palimpsest of elements (after Vervloet 1988gn{ang & Fry,
2003, p.§
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1 Landscape Change

DynamicCharacter

J.B. Jackson believed that landscapes have been shaped since the first human interaction with
nature, and landscapes have evolved gradually, changing in time through both natural and cultural

impacts on themJadkson, 1980/2002 p. 12) . fALandscapPhillipsx2006pt be ¢

as long as life is going on. Landscapes constantly change, and it does not matter whether they
change slowly or rapidlySomechanges areattived f r om t he | andsdafarpeds n
example, seasonal changes in the physical land0#per. changesre caused by human actions,

such as industrial development aagdricultural practicesrom human presence. lndscape

shows its dynamicharacer as it adjustéo new conditionsPeopletend to notice landscape

changes when a transformation disrupts their ongoing livesafden et al. (2014yr ot e, A ét h e

effects of cultural and economic changes may be slow dorbe visible in the landscape, and
changes, such as loss of soil fertility, might not be noticed until they disrupt social or economic
systemso (p.9). Landscape transformations can
back in timewhere transfomation beginghe conditions that gave rise tiliose changes can be

understoodMarcucci (2000ktates:

A more accurate metaphor is to think of landscapes as legacies. A landscape existing today
results from previousonditions and events in that locale, and it follows that landscapes of
the future will be legacies of the elements and processes occurring today. (p.68)
Reading the | andscape might be hard because
meanings fom the different time periods to become muddéea landscape elements and

characteristics to be lost, diminished or elevateoweéler, the process of change might reveal

how capable the landscape is of undergoing transformation.

16



In one sense landscapeadige is considered a challenge for preservation studies. For example,
Han (2012describedandscape changhie to rapid urbanization and globalizatama challenge
because they vanish landscape elements and their sigoditram the landscage.106).

Tangible and Intangible Forms

Heritage Character

The third category is |l andscapeds heritage
landscape as a museum, in which human traces and natural events serve as metaphorical exhibits.
Heritage values are reflected in landscapes in tangible and inafagitns Tangible elements are
easilyseenas they are visible in the landscaged can be read by the researchExamples are
monuments and artifacts. However, imgéble elements might be invisible lBndscape readers as
they are abstract culturalrfos, such as language, folk dance, or craftsmanghgb of those that
are of social/cultural relationshigscholars agree upon two emphases regarding heritage. The first
emphasis is on heritage as a collective memory of landsdapbsrfs, 1994p.135;Francaviglia,

2000, p.45; Butland, 2012 p.192;Mitsche et al., 201,3p.69). The second emphasis is on the

necessity of evaluating tangible and intangible values togdRudrefts, 1994p.133;Ruggles &

Sinha, 2009p.79 Mitsche et al., 20130.69).

Haig (2010)pointed out that for this reason studying intangible heritage can be difficult:
Intangible Cultural Heritage is difficult to manage because it seems to have limitless
variables. It is the culture that people practice a$ @f their daily lives, it is beliefs and
perspectives, ephemeral performances and events that are not tangible objects of culture
like monuments, or paintings, books or artifacts. (p.368)

If the intangible forms of heritage can be expressed througjibtarobjects, landscapes can

be read thoroughly in terms of understanding both physical angmgical elementsGraham

(2009)suggests that a means of making intangible forms tangible is through documentation:
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The degee to which social groups share the assumption that intangible forms of cultural
expression should be O06made tangibledd via
is an open questioné The degree to which p
(or some of these practices) as O06objects
managed as tangible forms, particularly by outsiders, is open to ethnographic investigation.
(p.187)
By looking at these three landscape characpafsmpsestlynamic,heritage researchersan
know what tolook for in landscapes. Landscapes characteristics as a key concept guide us to
understand landscapes.

2.23 Landscape Perception

Perception is an important aspect of understanding landscapes because of the rdlalindiv

observation pl ays Faircloagh (PO0OShtasratgeetd,i ngdé t hem. As
If landscape must have definitions, then, they should be about perception. They should be
based on how people look at and experience the# € r o n me n t when o6co
landscape, not on the material things that we think it is comprised ofi $7)66

Personal perception comes into play when we talk about how people view the landscapes

around them and value their living spaces. A-may r ocess i s involved i
perception of a | andscape. First, peopl e Oup
6downl oadé the uploaded values and feelings a
byNaveh (1995)ié not only do cul tural i mpacts shape o
is also a product of culture and this, in tur

1 Value, Significance, Integrity, Authenticity
Peopled Up | Tonehda®® peopl e perceive as fAvaluedo

Peopl ebs perception begins with what they ve
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significant for them. For exampl&tephenson (2008heorized that individuals @erience the

value and significance of a landscape when they are part of its cultural context or positioned to
observe and understand it (129).

Stephenson (2008ptegorized values in three components: forms, relatiosisind practices.
Forms consist of the physil forms of landscapes such as landforms, vegetation and water sources

Relationships are based on huatedhhuman or humaito-landscape interactionsSée Figure 2)2
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Figure 2.2 The three fundamental components of landscape: forms, practices, and
relationships (Stephenson, 2008, p.134

Torre (2002) def

De | a

i ned v al

ue as Athe q
particular the positive characteiist s ( act u al Waerthing and @ond (2008) defined 0
significance as fAvarious vVval Weakkitova, 28146mx2200.t ed wi

Russell and Winkworth (2001) defiesignificance as follows:

Significance means the historic, aesthetic, scientific and social values that an object or
collection has for past, present and future generations. Significance refers not just to the

physical fabric or appearance of an objecthr, it incorporates all the elements that
contribute to an objectds meaning, i ncl udi
spiritual values (as cited findlay, 2013p.119).

Significance shows that what issmciated with the lives pf people. Therefore, significance
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provides the meanings of landscapes and landscape elements.
The National Park Service focused on déinteg

landscape (as cited Rottle, 2008 p.136). Keller and Keller (1992asked 3 questions to evaluate

the | andscapesd integrity:
1. To what degree does the landscape convey its historic character?
2. To what degree habke original fabric been retained?
3. Are changes to the landscape irrevocable or can they be corrected so that the property
retains its integrity? (p.6)
Value, significance, and integrity are all interdependentewelala | andscapeds i de
thehéattitcd character of identity, | andscapes

60Aut henti c 6 Kmaaicka aticcBuchecked (20085 a phenomenon for the true and

transparent appearance that represerdgtdul image of reality (p.116). Concerning the meaning

of authenticity for the individual, they wrote,

At the individual |l evel , the attribute nau
of life, and seHperception. In this regard, authentcilenotes a distinctive identity:
Through living authentically, which means

forms and arti cul Haneka & Buchedkey, 200§p.017)i dent i t y.

Authenticity represats not only tangible forms but also intangible forms in the landscape.
Emphasis on the authenticity of intangible forms was elaborated at the ICOMOS symposium in

San Antonio in 1996 (as citediho b y | i Espkbb), 2006

The identity of a landscape is shaped by the value, significance, integrity, and authenticity that
al | are derived from peopleds perception of tl
landscape in tangible or intangible forAll of these reveal the meaning of landscape from the

perspective of people.
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1 Sense of Place, Place Attachment, Genlusci, Memories

Peopl e O Dwhatthé landsdape is identified with

Landscapeseflectp e opl eds values through a 6dsense of |
and genius | oci are all concepts that rel ate

Dolores Hayden (199 ®mphasized that throughet individual perception of a landscape, people

can experience Athe personality of a | ocation

What exactly is asharedsense of place? According do B. Jackson (1995), t is dAa | i

awareness of the familianeironment, a ritual repetition, a sense of fellowship based on a shared

experienceo (p.25). This feeling iIis in many r
What brings us together with people is not that we live near each other, but stzrae
the same timetable: the same work hours, the same religious observances, the same habits
and customs. That is why we are more and more aware of time, and of the rhythm of the
community. It is our sense of time, our sense of ritual, which in therlomgreates our
sense of place, and of communitja¢kson, 1995.25)

Thought of this way, sense of place can be thought of as something that evolves over time but

takes shape within a space. This perspective diredis iegad landscapes within the context of

their time and plac&knox and Mayer (2013dlescribed sense of place as an expression of how

people define themselves in the physical environment. (p.76). Williams and Stewart (1998)
claimed that sense of place is a complex <con
beliefs, symbols, values, and feelings that ir

(as cited inClemetse, Krogh, & Thoren, 2011p.231).The @mmon sense of place shared by the

all stakeholders in the area is equivalently importard i ndi vi dual s sense
individual may experience the sense of place in a more different way. For exametentligthnic

background reflects different sense of place for people who live in a same place.
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Cooperider (2013)xplored how people become attached to places because of shared

experiences as well as individual feelings
How individuals are attached to place varies from culture to culture, and reading those
differences on the landscape is often problematic at best. We relate to the landscape through
shared experience and we label place with that familiarity. So wordtharichdition of

words or labels also link us to place. Over years of attachment and use we develop deep
affinity for place, a ritual of meaning that informs our emotional connection to the world.

(p.86)

In this regard, memories play an important rolecémnect people with their landscapes.
Memories are generally about famibyiented sharing or traditional evenda¢kson, 1995.25).

And memoryrather than outside knowledgeatters when people need to tie themselogheir
past and their own understanding of place.

Peoplebs | andscape perceptions are formed i
terms of sense of place, place attachment, or genius loci. To read landscapes, we need to focus on
peopl e b slpercaptonssanddnuutual perceptions, especially for understanding intangible
part ofculturallandscapes.

2.3 Cultural Landscape Recognition

Cultural landscapes are recognized by cultural landscape professionals and local communities.
This sectiorpresents the approach of organizational bodies in cultural landscape studies and the
local community role with the communityased methods.

2.3.1 Cultural Landscape Recognition via Organizational Bodies

Organizational bodies play a role in cultural langecstudies because they are involved in the
recognition and regulatiénparticularly the nomination, management, and proteétiohmany
cul tur al | andscape spaces. These organizati on

various scales, from glabto local.
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1 Global Scal® UNESCO
The UNESCOGWorld Heritage Convention of 1972 categorized heritage sites as either natural

or cultural. Since 1972, the criteria of the nomination of properties for inscription on cultural,

natural, and mixed heritage sites have been developed. Mixed sites do not include rural landscapes;

the term cultural landscape was therefore developed to recognize rural landSbap@gorid

Heritage Convention became the first international organizat@mking on the recognition and

protection of cultural landscap@s 1972 Fowler (2003)characterized cultural landscapes as

Acombined works of natiure and of mano that il
The evolution of human society amseéttlement over time, under the influence of the
physical constraints and/or opportunities presented by their natural environment and of

successive social, economic and cultural forces, both external and internal (p.18)

According tothe 2005 Operational Guidelines, World Heritage Committee (208i89s

designated asorldc ul t ur al | andscapes ummusvte rrseafl| evcatl ufieaon:
Outstandinguniversal value means cultural and/or natural significance whickois
exceptional as to transcend national boundaries and to be of common importance for
present and future generations of all humanity (p.14)
There are different levels of significance: global, regional, and local. UNESCO World Heritage

addresses only worlar global level and ignores the significance for smaller levels.

Authenticity and integrity are additional criteria for cultural landscapes to be considered for

the heritage site designati on. O0Aut heemitisi ci tyo
lociin terms of i1its uniqueness and specificity.
show 6éauthenticitydéd within the | andscape as a

UNESCO defined cultural landscapestegoriesbased on their significant, authentic
characeristics in response to landscape integrity in global |&vue first category iithe clearly

defined landscape designed and created intentionally by mar{World Heritage Convention,
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2005 p.19 20). This category includes garden and parkland landscapes designed for aesthetic or

religious reasons or other monumental buildings and ensembles. The second catéiery is

organically evolved landscape (World Heritage Convention, 2005p.19 20); it has two

subcategories. One of the subcategorieBaigelict (or fossil) landscap® (World Heritage

Convention, 2005p.19 20) that shows the evolutionary process from the past to qrese

tangible form. The other one i®& continuing landscap@ (World Heritage Convention, 2005

p.19 20) that still maintains traditional ways of live within contemporary societies. The third

category isfithe associave cultural landscaped (World Heritage Convention, 200p,19 20)
that reflects intangible forms of powerful religious, artistic, or cultural associations of the natural
element.

The list below shows the other selecticriteridd both cultural and natulfor cultural
landscapes. To becomrld heritage sites, these landscapes must first do the following:

() represent a masterpiecEhuman creative genius;

(i) exhibit an important interchange of human values, over a span of time or within a
cultural area of the world, on developments in architecture or technology, monumental arts,
town-planning or landscape design;

(iii) bear a unique or at least exceptibtestimony to a cultural tradition or to a civilization
which is living or which has disappeared,;

(iv) be anoutstanding example of a type of building, architectural or technological
ensemble or landscape which illustrates (a) significant stage(s) imhustary;

(v) be an outstanding example of a traditional human settlement$&ndr seaise which

is representative of a culture (or cultures), or human interaction with the environment
especially when it has become vulnerable under the impact wéiisible change;

(vi) be directly or tangibly associated with events or living traditions, with ideas, or with
beliefs, with artistic and literary works of outstanding universal significance. (The
Committee considers that this criterion should preferablyded in conjunction with other
criteria);

(vii) contain superlative natural phenomena or areas of exceptional natural beauty and
aesthetic importance;

(viii) be outstanding examples representin
record of ife, significant orgoing geological processes in the development of landforms,
or significant geomorphic or physiographic features;
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(ix) be outstanding examples representing significant ongoing ecological and biological
processes in the evolution and depenent of terrestrial, fresh water, coastal and marine
ecosystems and communities of plants and animals;

(x) contain the most important and significant natural habitats fsitunconservation of
biological diversity, including those containing threatéapecies of outstanding universal
value from the point of view of science or conservatidiorld Heritage Convention, 2005
p.19 20).

1 National/Regional Scale€ELC

The Europeahandscape Convention (2000 def i ned a | andscape as A
peopl e, whose character is the result of the
(p.9). This definition resembles definitions of cultural landscape in thamphasizes the
interaction between nature and human. By considering both cultural and natural aspects of
landscapes, the ELC leaves openings for possibilities in sustainable development and the use of
natur al resources f or e perspective, the types dfilandscapes and=r o m
their physical characteristics are |l ess impor

The ELC rates the importance of landscapes based upon their morphological, archeological,
historical, cultural, and natural charactgas as well as interrelations and changes in these
characteristics. The ELC6s policy is to exten
between them on the basis of their valeE, 2000p.31).

According to the ELC, recognition and evalu

people perceive their landscapes during the landscape identification process. The ELC prefers to
avoid terms such as Opi ct ur e smnytaad taking thepaditionr a | b
that each state should point out its own needs for protection by listing characteristics and specific
protection measures for each protected site.

It seems preferable to avoid criouéstandi nigl

type, as these belong to cultural concepts specific to earliecc2athry legislation on the
protection of monuments and sites. Reasoni
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may be supplemented or replaced by reasoning based oculzarsensitivities or risks.

For such places, each state should specify according to its own needs:

i general and specific protection measures and instruments: for example, a classification
or a simple list, use of existing institutional instruments sisgparks and reserves (cultural
parks, regional parks, archaeological reserves, etc.); creation of new instruments; its own
provisional protection measures;

I characteristics of listing and protection instruments: for example, description of the site
andthe main reasons for protecting it, with official notification to the public and private
owners. CoE, 2000 p.67 68)

Compared to UENSCO, ELC has more emphasis on significance of provincial or local levels.
TheNPS has defined cultur al | andscape as fia

cul tur al resources, associ at e dNatwomal Hark Service, st or i

2009 p.ii). Cultural landscapes are graapinto four categories based on their characteristics, with
historical importance as the greatest priority.

A Historic designed landscapes,

A Historic vernacular landscapes,

A Historic sites,

A Ethnographic landscapes.

In order to identify the significant characteristics and features of landscapes, the NPS views
them through the lens of important historic events, trends, or figaraational importancdlPS
emphasizes that landscapes are dynamic systems that chantieedirae.

The identification and management of an appropriate level of change in a cultural
landscape is closely related to its significance. In a landscape significant for its association
with a specific style, individual, trend, or event, change mayirdsh its integrity and

needs to be carefully monitored and controlled. In a landscape significant for the pattern of
use that has evolved, physical change may be essential to the continuation of the use. In
the latter case, the focus should be on pegbety the use while maintaining the general

character and feeling of the historic period(s), rather than on preserving a specific
appearanceNational Park Service, 202

According to NPS guidelines, landscape componermslgipresent historical significanae

national level and all features and their relationships should have integrity. The first goal is to
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define values that are represented by historical significance.

Research and preliminary field surveys are conduotddtermine the existence of cultural
landscapes. ldentifying the significant characteristics and features of a landscape involves
understanding its physical modifications and use, along with any ethnographic values and
affiliations. (National Park Service, 20D2

National Park Service defined significance in national level to develop an appropriate level
of preservation and management landscape plans and actions.

In local level recognition, local organizations, for examplee Virginia Department of
Historic Resources (DHR)are in charge of designation significance and integrity of local
landscapes. Virginia DHRecognizes two registry programs: the Virginia Landmarks Register and
the National Register of Historic PlaceddR is interested in the preservation of tangible heritage
structuressites, objects, and districtBhere is no specific definition related to cultural landscapes.
However, Opropertyd refers in DHR evalobiati on:c
evaluation, a Opropertyd must retain physical
of integrity: location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, feeling, and association. In its
registers DHR emphasizes historical significance operties and sites over their aesthetic beauty
and bases its determination as to the degree of significance on factors such as the historical research
and understanding of historic architecture, engineering, and/or archeology.

The ter m A s iagartichlar meamng when ithcanses to the National Register
and Virginia Landmarks Register. The quality of significance in American history,
architecture, archeology, engineering, and culture is found to be present in districts, sites,
buildings, structues, and objects that possess integrity of location, design, setting,

materials, workmanship, feeling, and association, and that meet at least one of the four
Register Criteria.\(irginia Historic Department, n)d

To be nominated, a property should have at leagea0 significance, meet one of the Register
Criteria, and retain physical integrity. There are four Register Criteria stated. Criterion A states

that the property should have direct association withtarigally significant event or pattern of
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events. Criterion B is about the property association with a significant figure in the American

history.
The property should be the | ocati on of t
contributions to history, tether it is a dwelling, place of business, government building,
church, school , research | aboratory, farm

(Virginia Historic Department, n.d)

Criterion C states that the properepresents a distinctive architectural or engineering
achievement or is the work of a master, possessing high artistic value or representing a distinctive
entity. Criterion D concerns the propertyos
Archeological sites are examples of this criterion.

There are two steps in the process of nominating and evaluating a property as a historic place
(on a national scale) or a Virginia Landmark (on a local scale). The first step is completing the
Preliminary Inbrmation Form (PIF). It must be filled out with basic architectural, historical, and
locational information, including property photographs. PIFs are evaluated by the team, which
consists of archeologists, architectural historians, and historians. TheRetdaew Board, made
up of multidisciplinary professionals, can request some additional investigations for the property
if it is necessary. The second step is completing the National Register Nomination Form (NRNF).

In this form architectural and histoalcinformation should be stated as well. However, the
difference between PIF and NRNF is that NRNF is evaluated by a nationwide committee.

As a summary, organizational bodies on global level or local level address significance of
landscapes to embrace culil landscape integrity. The problem of addressing significant values
of landscapes is that organizational bodies are seeking the unique values of a landscape as a world
significance, thus a value that is significant only for the local community is missthe global
scale. Another problem is that the significance of landscapes for the local community is revealed

by researcheoriented documenting studiesatk of communitybased study guidance in heritage
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placescauses missing of some landscape values.

2.3.2 Community-based Approach in Cultural Landscape Studies

Communitybasedapproaches are techniques used to collect data from the field in qualitative,
guantitative, or mixed nmemmumtgbased ,e stelaeg crhe Idetse dy
o6community engagement 0, ocommunity participat
the literature on this subjecin this section, first, what theommunitybasedapproach is

introduced; second common commurtigsed methadare explained.

2.3.2.1 What is a community-based approach?
Studies that provide the basis for planning, designing, regulating, or governing a location are

often conducted by governmental or organizational institutions. Projects such as city development,
urban renewal, or street improvement in a neighborhood show that decisions made by governing
bodies without asking local people about their needs, thoughts, or requests do not work and are

not sustainable Henry Sanoff (R00) pointed out that politicians and bureaucrats often exclude

ordinary people from the community development process (p.1). In response to past failures of
planning, regulation, and decisiomking processes, some commusbsed participatory

approacheshave been developedvértinez, 2008 p. 340). Israel et al. (1998)defined a

communitybased approach as a cooperative process that bridges the gap between community
groups and researclserthereby helping to establish a new knowledge base and a deeper
understanding among researchers of the commurheg study (p. 177). Communityased

studies encourage people to speak out, lending their voices to studies that seek to understand and
impact their communitiesSanoff (2000)emphasized that community building is necessary
because | ocal people fAHare more aware of the

professionals. They have a sense of whatwitl r k and what wi | | not wor k
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we understand that communities should play an important role in the projects that directly affect
them.

How is a researcher to design a community engagement process that can serve as a source of
vital information for research and planning? Some of the questions to answer in advance of
designing a study with community input are as follows:

- Who are the participants? What individuals or groups will be impacted by the study and

should therefore be involved?

- What ar e t he researcherso expectations

engagement process?

- What are the goals of the project?

- What form should involvement in the community engagement process take?

- When should participants be involved to the prooéske study?$anoff, 2000p. 9).

When the researcher answers these questions, s/he can begin the process of seeking community
engagement, but first some principles of community engagement will need to be addressgd. Dur
the engagement process all stakeholders should have mutual trust, respect, and commitment; they

should all share power and resources; they should all agree upon the mission, aims, and values of

the study Brown et al., P06, p. 15).

A communitybased approach is a good method for studying the role of the community in
the landscape. In my study, which uses the community as source of information, | aim to
understand peopl esd r el at i actians detweewo differendethoic h e r
groups, as well as human relations with the surrounding landscape. A question | will pursue is
whether the way different population groups relate to their shared landscapes reflects ethnic
differences between groups andoalsow these differences affect the landscapes themselves.
Through community engagement methods, | can learn about what a surrounding landscape means
in the eyes of a community by studying the meanings, values, and significance with which they

imbued it.

3C
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2.3.2.2 Commorcommunity-based nethods
Communitybased methods are used to obtain more information about a community and its

affiliations. Fagerholm and Kayhkd (200@pinted out that in developing countries local scale

social landscape values are missing, whereas natural resources are under the pressure of new
developments (p.44). The way to learn local scale landscape values is possiclemmthnity
basedmethods.There are various ways to engage people (individuals or groups) in community
projects. The specific characteristics of a particular study, such as its project goals, objectives, and
time frame, determine the most effective means of engaging communities projectSanoff
(2000)classified recent community participation techniques in five major categories: awareness
methods, indirect methods, group interaction methods,-epdad methods, and brainstorming
methods (p. 6872).

- Awareness Methods: This method is an introduction of a project to a community for the
purpose of recruiting potenti al partici pan
the communitybased project, exhibits, news media, and walking tcamsbe used.

- Indirect Methods: Surveys and questionnaires are counted as indirect methods.

- Group Interaction Methods: Examples of these methods are focus groups and other face
to-face interactions.

- OpenEnded Methods: This method is used to inform peoptgrtétng community
projects. Public meetings enable project leaders to inform communities about the processes
involved in a project.

- Brainstorming Methods: Brainstorming is a teamwork exercise in problem solving, and
classic brainstorming is a verbal methblbwever, there are other brainstorming methods,
such as o6brainwritingdéd, which can be used
the same time. A combination of verbal and written brainstorming, called interactive
brainstorming, is another good egise to use in community gatherings: people first write
their ideas down and then share their thoughts orally.

These categories allow researchers to consider what techniques would work best for their own
studies. Cultural landscape studies throogmmnunity-basedesearch are carried out using these
techniques. Community surveys, oral history interviews, plioice recordingsandmapping are

some of the techniques that reveal the information needed for understanding cultural landscapes.
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a) Community surveys

Surveys and questionnaires enable researchers to obtain statistical data from the field. In
cultural landscape studies, for instance, demographic information plays an important role.
Information about age groups, race, ethnic groups, education levely@adconomic status in
a population can be obtained from surveys. As a quantitative technique, a survey can provide a

gener al Il mage of a community in terms of numt

population by ageAsah, Lenentine, and Blahna (2QJebnducted mixed methods research on
what motivates volunteerism in urban landscapes. They used a survey to create categories such as
gender, race, and education levels in the community population. Then they titiézstegories
derived from the quantitative variables arranged in a table to evaluate data from interviews on a
gualitative theme. For example, their research found an affiliation between education levels and
landscape values that suggested that as\wkedéeducation increases, the awareness of landscape
values also increases. (p. 111). | plan to use a similar approach to understand differences and
similarities between diverse groups of people and look at how various groups, such as those who
share a articular ethnicity or gender, compare in their relation to the landscapes around them and
their sense of place. The role of ethnicity in the feelings of individuals and communities about the
surrounding landscapes will be part of the general picture uny still seek to illuminate.
b) Oral history interviews

Interviews are formed by conversations rather than structured queries in researct\studies
2009,p.106). In this sense, oral history interviews might be considereceizations about the
past. Oral history is a type of interview in which interviewees talk about their memories and

experiences that took place in the padacKay (2016)viewed oral history as a method of

documentation thragh personal stories. SimilarhAbrams (2016)defined oral history as a

32



practice that reveals meanings of the past (p. 12). Cultural landscape studies can use oral history

interviews in much the same way, as readings ofpth&t. AsAbrams (2016)st at e d , ATh

6interviewd refers to the proeptsls odneagagt ng!
Using or al hi story interviews, we cawmitis earn
affiliated with the personal memories of individuals, even if the landscape might be changed.

Oral history interviews enable the researcher to extract what was and what has happened based
upon personal memories and experiences that may not le@ve dveviously documented or
recorded. They can provide a means of understanding on a personal scale regarding the meanings
of cultural landscapes.
c) Photo-voice recordings

Photev oi ce recording is a technique that conve

in image form rather than in oral or written foridvang and Burris (1997)efined photevoice

recording as a process thatenalpesopl e t o Aidenti fy, represent,
(p. 369). The photwooice recording can be used in research as an expression of how people view
their lives and physical and social landscapes, especially when verbal expressions appear
inadequat. In cultural landscape studies, a phatice record might be evaluated as evidence of
individual perception. For example, a person might be asked to take a picture of the landscape
el ement that most represents éghews usandhe picturet h at
reflects how s/he perceives the landscape, and this enables us to see an aspect of the relations
between particular landscapes and communities.

Wang and Burris (1998utlined three main goals in thise of photevoice recordings:

- Enabling people to record and reflect their community

- Promoting critical thinking and discussion in the community
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- Reaching policymakers (p.370)

These goals make the phatoice recording a useful tool in participatory research. Cultural
landscape studies, because of the focus on both individual and community perceptions, can
potentially use photwoice recordings to understand peelaledscape rakions.

d) Community mapping
Maps are instruments that show physical and social characteristics of landscapes. Many

scholars view maps as tools for extracting the geographical, personal, or social meanings of a place

(Robers, 1994 p. 135;Boyer, 1996 p. 206;Powell, 2010 p.539). These meanings are derived
from the relationships or connections between human beings and metureaps are used to
illustrate hav people view the area in which they live, mapping is a useful tool for understanding
landscapes in various ways. For example, when we try to address the cultural meaning of a
particular landscape, we generally tend to map the cultural elements asseithatiedt landscape.
The specific aspect that we are using the map to illustrate shapes the kind of mapping we do. For
instance, we illustrate social relations and lives by means of social mapping; we represent tangible
and intangible cultural systems byans of cultural mapping. What maps show us depends upon
what we consider important. AZowell (2010)put it,
Mapping can offer researchers a view into how pebgleildren, parents, community
memberd see their world, whas important to them, what their lived social relations are,
and where they spend their time. More than providing a sense of the physical spaces that
we traverse through, maps can shed light on the ways in which we traverse, encounter, and
construct racialethnic, gendered, and political boundaries (p.553).
In cultural landscape studies both geographical maps illustrating physical components of
landscapes and social mapslustrating social, cultural, and psychological connections between

people and lasiscapes$ are used to understand cultural landscapes in a wider sense. Mapping a

physical landscape is easier than mapping a social landscape as physical components take visible
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form. Mapping social values is harder as it conveys individual perspectilies are difficult to

measure Kagerholm & Kayhkd, 20Q9p.44). However, community mapping via mapping

techniques such as cognitive mapping, deep mapping, and Participatory Geographical Information
System (PGIS) makes it possible to illustrate social values.

Cognitive mapping was introduced Bgvin Lynch (1960)an urban planner, as a means of

expressing peoplebs images of their surroundi
what their sense of place is, and what is important for them can all be mapped out gisitngeco
mapping. People draw their own maps and write about their perspectives, creating a physical
landscape that is associated with their personal perspectives. Deep mapping is another technique
for illustrating social values and representing them iddaapes alongside physical components.
Biggs (2010)defined deep mapping d@®mn intensive topographical exploration of a particular
(often small, rural) place, using engaged documentary writing of literary quality, sometimes
combined with photography and illustrationo (
visual illustrations and narratives.

Participatory Geographic Information Systems (PGIS) is one of the community mapping
techniques that enables local peopleapture spatial and geographical information as well as

social values in landscapdsagerholm & Kayhké, 2009.44;Moylan, Brown, & Kelly, 2009

p.447 448; Brown & HayEdie 2014 p.43. For exampleBelize Barrier Reef Reserve System
NGOs used PGIS as a technique for engaging local people in the process of capturing local

meaningsBrown & Hay-Edie, 2014 p.44)

Mapping ofers an easy way to read multilayered landscapes and to document both physical
and social components of landscapes in cultural landscape studies. Mapping is an essential way to

make landscapes more readable.
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2.4 Case Study Ared&thnography
T ur k @ivetss ethniccharacteris evidentin t he countryo6és many di s

languagesAslan et al. (201Bconducted a study to map Turkish Ethnic Geography from the late

Ottoman period to 1965. The study showed fourte#mic languages on Turkish territory:
Abkhazian, Farsi, Arabic, Albanian, Bulgarian, Circassian, Armenian, Georgian, Kurdish,d.azuri,
Pomak, Romai&reek, Turkish, and Hebrew (3).

In the northeastern, East Black Sea region the spoken languages ar€eluakish, Georgian,
Armenian (in this region it is called Homshetsma, a dialect of Armenian), and Kurdish. Although
Turkish is the common language in the region, $and Hemshihare the dominant ethnicities
and cultures that shape the communitiesré&foee, many studies conducted in the East Black Sea
region show results mainly related to the Lazi and Hemshin cultures.

Henceforth the region referred to in this paper will be the East Black Sea region. First, the key
features that have emerged in stgdié the region by researchers in the fields of ethnography,
anthropology, and related disciplinaee introduced Af t er war d, the aspect s

have become relevant to research on the East Black Sea aegjipresented

2.4.1 Key Features bEthnographic Studies of the Region

The previous ethnographic studies of the region focuse@tbnicity, religion (Islam) and
state regime (secularism and Kemalism), and economy. These are the main areas essential for
under st andi ng -ctittwad and ethgic lmackgraunds These features characterize the

relationships within the society, which in turn can be used to categorize studies of the region. Here

2 Lazuriis referredto as the_azi languagethe Laz languageor Lazca (in Turkish)

S6Lazi 6 to refer to the Lazi ethnic group, not the Laz
4TheHemshin peoplare alsaeferredtous i n g t HHemshirddr nadhedd ©(in Turkish) Hemshinli means
O0people who hail from Hemshind6. The area is also call e
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i s a breakdown of the main approaches to stu
essential relationships:
- Studying people in relation to one another: how people from different ethnic groups live in
the shared environment.
- Studying people in relation to the state: how a community responds to national policies.
- tudying people in relatiorotthe surrounding landscapes: how community characteristics
such as religion and ethnicity are represented in the landscape, whether in tangible or
intangi bl e for m. (A communityodos relation

0l ands c ap e televart ta the shudies;d pnesent this relationship in section C.)

2.4.1.1 Ethnicity
Studies have shown that ethnicity is an inf

another, to the state, and to the landscape.
Although the current populatioof Findikli is composed of variety of ethnic people such as
Turks, Lazi, twomajor ethnic groups characterize tiadikli society: Laziand Hemshin.

Studying people in relation to one another: Hemshirmzi relations

Lazi and Hemshin are the earliethnic groups to have lived in the region; each of these
ethnicities constitutes a distinctive community within East Black Sea society. The Lazi people are
originally from the Caucasus and have lived in the region sincetcerBury BC, as we know

from the Kingdom of Colchis archeological excavatioMeéker, 1971 Hann & Hann, 1995

Aksamaz, 1997/Kociva, 2000Hann & Hann, 2000 . The Hemshin peopl eds

from Armenia, migrating to the region in 79D. (Redgate, 20Q7Simonian, 200} Ersoy,

2007B. Both Hemshin and Lazi were converted from Christianity to Islam between frantl5

19" centuries $imonian, 2007Ersoy, 2007h Hann (2007has pointed out that more is known

about the history of Lazi than about Hemshin. Both groups have turned away from their Christian
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pasts ThelLazi people generally acknowledge their Caucasian connection, while this has not been
found tobe the case with the Hemshin people and their Armenian roots (p.340).

Lazi and Hemshin relationships are organized according to both ethnic differences and ethnic
similarities. The different geographical locations in which they live can also be said to play an
important role in the relationships between Lazi and Hemshin conties. The Lazi people reside
near the sea coast, whereas the Hemshin people live in the mountainous areas where the high
plateaus are located. Based on the characteristics of the settlement locations, the two groups have
different lifestyles. For exam@) Ersoy (2007ahas pointed out that their ways of life differ in
terms of l and use activities: AThe Hemshin vi
vill ages, and their agricultural l and is very
betterfor crop cultivation(p.199). In the same veilRlann (2007 has pointed out that the Hemshin
people engage in animal husbandry rather thap cultivationas they live in more upland villages
and pastures (p.341). As a camsence, the Hemshin people have a diet rich in meat and dairy
products whereas the Lazi people tend to eat seafood and vegetinias Z007p.341). These
differences have given rise to trade between the two peoples, azitblying Hemshin meat and
dairy products and the Hemshin people buying vegetables and seafood from the Lazi people. In
addition to trade, transportation has also promoted interactions between the Lazi and Hemshin
peoples. As the Lazi people live close itmajor roads, they have traditionally provided
transportation services to the Hemshin people.

How a Hemshin defines a Lazi or vice versa can show what kind of relationship they have.

Hann and Hann (200, ]JHann (2007 andErsoy (2007lbhave characterized some of the stereotypes
that define how Lazi and Hemshin identify each other and themselves. Examples include Hemshin

people describingLaz peopl e -alsoodoagd] ebr & wanp, 200FfpB42nandr v o u s 0
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Lazi people characterizing themselves as nervous and very quick to provoke fights, in contrast to
the Hemshinli, who purportedly seek peaceful solutions to conflicts $esau o f their ¢
charactersifann, 2007 p.342).

Ersoy and Hann have enumerated other perceptions among Hemshin and Lazi concerning the
characteristics of their respective ethnic groups and communities. For example, sosieirH
people described themselves as more educated and civilized than Lazi gespie 2007ap.
203). However, some Lazi argued that they were more civilized because they could easily adapt
to life in cities such as tanbul Hann, 2007 p.342). In part because of these perceptions of
different ethnic identities and characteristics, intermarriages between two groups have tended to
occur rarely. Some Hemshin people opined that Lazi mendmmake bad bridegrooms for
Hemshin women because of the Lazids &édnervousb?é
hand, expressed the view that Hemshin people are strict and exploit women in traditional life in
the high pastureddann, 2007p.343 344).

Despite these negative perceptions of each other as groups, the Hemshin and Lazi people have
also shared seliefining experiences, such as migrating to Russia in the |&teel@ury to work
and send money back to th&milies in the region. While the Hemshin people became masters in
baking and pastry, the Lazi people became masters in building and construction. Still, even with
these shared experiences and similar histories, in addition to a common Christian past, the
separate ethnic identities are dominant features that separate them. For example, language has been
a historical barrier between these two ethnic groups that has continued to keep their cultures largely

separated despite frequent interactions arourabanech as trade and transportation.
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Studying people in relation to the state: the role of ethnicity

Since the Lazi and Hemshin people have different historical backgrounds, | will examine their
relations to the Turkish state separately.
HemshinTurkish state relationsThere are three Hemshin communities defineVayx (2007)

two of which reside within TurkefHann, 2007p.343)

- Western Hemshin: Sunni Muslims who speak Tshkand reside in Rize province,
Turkey

- Eastern Hemshin: Sunni Muslims who speak Homshétsnd reside in Artvin
province, Turkey

- Northern Hemshin: Christians who speak Homshetsma and reside in Georgia and Russia
(p.257).

Blasing (2007 rndHachikian (2007have referred to Eastern Hemshin as Hopa Herfiahih

to Western Hemshin as Rize Hemslhilachikian (2007as idenfied differences between Hopa

Hemshin and Rize Hemshin in terms of language and traditions:
- Hopa Hemshinli call themselves Hamshetsi or Homshetsi; Rize Hemshinli do not use this
Armenian term. Rize Hemshinli call their region Bash Hemshin.
- Hopa Hemshinldo not celebrate Vdava Festival; Rize Hemshinli do.
- Hopa Hemshinli speadomshetsma; Rize Hemshinli do not.
Even though studies have pointed out that the Hemshin people are known to deny their
Armenian roots, Eastern Hemshin reflect their Armemiackground by speaking Homshetsma,
and Western Hemshin people reflect it by celebrating thdavarfestival. Also, there are some

differences, noted by researchers (Bégsing [2007],Vaux [2007], Ersoy, [2007b]),between

Eastern and Western Hemshin communities in terms of life styles. (For example, in general the

5Homshetsma is a dialect of western Armenian (Vaux, 2007, p.258).

8 Hopa is a town district in the province of Artyihis inhabited by speakers of theemshin language.

"Vardavar festival is an Armenian festival celebrating the transfiguration of Jesus in Armenia, celebrating pasture life
in Rize.
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Eastern Hemshin are engaged in the transportation business, whereas Western Hemshin tend to
work in bakeries, restaurants, and hotels.) | will examine the Hemshin ethnic group as a whole,
both Eastern and Western, in relation to the Turkish state.

How the Hemshin people see themselves in relation to the Turkish nation state is a subject that
remairs to be studied thoroughly. Even though there is strong evidence that the Hemshin people

have roots in Armenian rather than Turkic peopfsipnian, 2007/Hachikian, 200Y, researchers

have noted that theontemporaryHemshin people demphasize their Armenian origins in favor
of their identity as TurksHrsoy, 2007p : Aithe Hemshinli would rather
origins as the majority; natuhathey wish to reinforce their integration rather than being seen as
part of a oOda®®P2By.ousd mMinorityo

It has generally been argued that the Hemshin community by and largdeséfies as
Turkish rather than Armenian and that this is a sgsafer avoiding discrimination within the

Turkish stateidlann & Hann, 2001Ersoy, 2007h

Lazi-Turkish state relations

The wordLazhas two meanings in Turkey: it can designate all of the peoples of the Black Sea
region in Turkey or the ethnic Lazi, whose people live in the eastern Black Sea idgmief,
1977). Lazi and Turkish peoples beganitteract socially when the Ottoman Empire conquered

the Empire of Trebizond in 146 AKsamaz, 1997Hann & Hann, 2001Kociva, 2000. At the

same time, the Lz peopleconverted from Christianity to Islam graduallygnn & Hann, 2001

Simonian, 2007Ersoy, 2007h Therefore, the Lazi people began to share thes szation and

religion with the Turkish peopl&arigil (2009)d escr i bed the Lazi peopl e

Turkish state in this way: Aln brief, even i

8The reference to the association with Ar menArmaenians 6dang
and Turksh people
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aware of thei distinct origins, language and culture, interestingly they tend to treat those

di fferences as somet hi ng e mHadahckHhnnW20abhtittn Tur k

iAt present, few L az igareteikgrup’Treyfeseemone stronglgabout o n's t |
other belongings: to localities, to counties, to their country and to the universal community of
|l sl amo (p.208).

The Lazi community has faced accusatieyns of
seek to preserve their own langua@ezuri), andsuch traditionsas folk dance and music. For
example, some Lazi intellectuals have published a Lazuri mag&@n&!® and some Lazi bands,

such as Zugasi Berepthave composed songs in Lazukkéamaz, 1997Sarigil, 2009. In the

nationalist view, this sort of cultural endeavor is linked to the separatist activities of a major

terrorist group in southeastern Turkey (PKK, Kurdist@orkers Party) Benninghaus, 1989

Sarigil, 2009. Sarigil (2009)has argued that the Lazi people considered themselves part of the
Turkish nation and hadeveloped statist, nationalistientations and loyalties to Turkey because
they believed that the Turkish people had saved the Lazi from Russian occupation in thé late 19
century.

Al l in all, ethnicity is an i mportant key f
anothe and to the state. Neither the Hemshin nor the Lazi reject their national identities as part of
Turkey, and both peoples actively seek to preserve their ethnic heritage as living traditions through
festivals, music, and folk dance. In the case of the te@imunity, preservation of their native

language appears to be a priority, while the same cannot be said for Hemshin people.

SEtnik grupme ans 6éet hnic groupd in Turkish.
00gni (in Lazuriymeané headvduyé6rin Tur ki sh.
11 Zugasi Berepe (i Lazuri) means children ofthesemé deni zi n cocuklari o in Turkish.
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2.4.1.2 Religion and the stateagime
Among the researchers who have conducted studies in the region, Meeker as well aglHann a

Hann have paid the most attention to the impact of religion and the state regime on the society.
Meeker (2002xonducted historical ethnographic research by using archival documents from the
Ottoman Empire and from foreign offices (such as the British and French offices). Meeker also
based his research on the work of local historians and on his own field wakk iegion in the

1960s. He tried to understand how a conservative society shaped by an Ottoman Islamist

perspective could be maintained in a secularist Turkish RepHiiainy and Han2001) made six

field trips to the regiofrom 1983 to 1999 and derived data from site observations, questionnaires,
and interviews.

Religion as it influences community relations

Especially in conservative societies, religion has as its priority the regulation of daily lives.
The region of northestern Turkey represents a conservative society that follows a strict form of
Islam.Meeker (2002 has identified two powerful figures in the communities of this region: aghas
and hodjas. Aghas, as local elites, were thjbdst local authorities during the time of the Ottoman
Empire and also in the early days of the Turkish Republic. After the Turkish Republic was founded,
the aghas gradually lost much of their power. Hodjas are representatives of Islam in their
communities Even today hodjas continue to be powerful figures, in some rural communities
especially, not only in the region but all across Turkey. Hodjas are respected leaders, and
community members continue to turn to them to learn about Islamic law and headtheahe 6

religious discourses.

Meeker (2002)nade several observations that illustrate how the region conforms to Islamic
belief and practice. He even experienced this firsthand when conducting his research: eager to

assimilde outsiders into Muslim society, the community assigned him the Muslim name of
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Mahmut 6 to r epl adann dnd dann(2008Eso noted irc thea edearch how

embedded | sl am i s i n ercralit$egmslthatfekgion was thelsieglemesg i o n :
i mportant principle for the regulation of soc
their experience during Ramadan of looking in vain for an open restaurant during daylight (fasting)
hours inRize province (p.160).

Religion has a profound impact on the role of women in the sodietgker (197} divided
the perceptions of women in the region into 0
woman who ks contact with a man who is not a family member is shunned lmptheunity
basedon an honor code determined by strict Islamic rules. These restrictions on women because
of religious considerations have an impact on relations between community menaba&nseaen
greater effect on relations between communities.

The state regimeds role in the relations of c

Thet erm Ostate resgiomaddehelrua ki shr Rfeprubl i cds
perspectives. Secularism is definesithe principle of separating government institutions from
regulations based on religion. In other words, it means governing a country by means of non
religious laws. As secularism does not represent any religious standpoint, it is not welcomed by
T ur k egngewative communities. Isome communities of the East Black Sea region,
secularism is largely seen as a way of destroying religion rather than diminishing the power of

religion in political, social, and cultural affairs. Studies by déeker (2002andHann and Hann

(2001) have shown that some people in the region still experience conflicts between secularism
and Islam.
The Kemalist view of t heisVewrdileresttand Restpanithe i c 6 s

attitude that all people living within the boundaries of Turkey are Turks regardless their ethnic
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backgroundsdann and Hann (200t)or mul at e t he vi ew t hi storway: AT

state; whose citizens allegedly share a single national culture. At least, that is the official view, the
Kemal i st viewo (p.19). This perspective IS nc
perceive it as a Turkish policy of ethnic and cult@sdimilation.

Hann and Hann (200Defined the change between two regimeéle Ottoman government

and the Turkish Republicas fit he &6bi g bangd model of change
an Islamist point of view and a8 a multinational empire until the Turkish Republic brought
secularism and a single national culture to
conflicts among various communities: Kemalists versus individual ethnic groups and secularists

versuslslamists.

2.4.1.3 Economy
The economy is one of the key features contributing to the fabric of any community, and the

communities of this region are no exception. When the Turkish Republic was founded, the new
government sought new strategies for depmg especially the rural areas of Turkey. Tea was
selected as a suitable crop for Rize (a province in the region) since the climate and soil conditions

were good for tea agriculturgitinioglu, 2008. After tea prodution was introduced to Rize, the

agricultural economy became more dominant.Hen and Hann (2000 b s er v e d, ATea

brought wealth and | and prices are among the

The economy and iteole in shaping community relations

Tea production has both advantages and disadvantages forfnedaaing communities and
the landscapes in Rize. For example, the tea industry brings economic advantages to a community,
bringing both wealth and mamgw job opportunities. Once tea factories were established in Rize,
local people started to work in the factories as seasonal workers (tea factories operate only in the

summer, during the tea harvedtlann and Hann (200lals o poi nt ed out t hat f
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introduced a new <c¢cl ass of managers into the
economic advantage to developing this industr

(Hann & Hann, 2001p.51) created the need for women to join the labor force. This development

strengthened the role of women in the economy and in society overall. On the other hand, the tea
i ndustry fcreated new spatfibgl ciomégual intgi eesdov a
|l ocalities close to the coast, wher eHaobm&mmuni c

Hann, 2001p.51). In this sense, because of the locations of Lazi settlements, the Lazi pgeple h

profited from their arable lands, whereas Hemshin settlements are not as suitable for growing tea
as the Lazibs are. Therefore, l nequal ity betw
from these economic forces.

The economy and its role inommunity relations with the state

Even though the tea industry was introduced to the region as a result of development on a

national scale, it informs economic relations among communities on a locaHsmabeand Hann

(2001)vi ewed this econdmwodbcbHaewmgbopment 6(ppd9) .
Rize communities and the state created by the tea industry is that tea production invests workers
and their communities in the national economy as they are giversfiansgbility of growing tea
to meet nationwide demand. Via tea industry, communities in Rize could establish an
interdependent local economy and it helped the region to developed economically
2.4.2 Community-based Approach in Response to the Case Study é&a

Communitybasedmethods are likely to be the most effective approach to understanding the
relations between the landscape and people in Findikli. With adeBiied project goal and a
project that is welcomed by the community, the researcher has a good chance of wideting

acceptance in Findikli.
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Findikli has not been the subject of any cultural landscape documentation to date, but it is a
good candidate for@ommunitybasedapproach to understanding the Findikli landscape and how
the local community relates to itu&eys and questionnaires, interviews, and brainstorming have
already been carried out in the area.

Surveys

Surveys are widely used as a technique for obtaining information about communities. Findikli
represents one of the communities where surveys migttessfully be applied. Preliminary
studies in various areas show that the survey method is acceptable to the community. For example,

Ozen, Keles, and Engin (201&)nducted a systematic survey to understand the physidalgeer

of the region. They documented traditional construction techniques in vernacular houses of the

region. Another example, a studyAglan et al. (2013)aid out all of the ethnic groups in Turkey.

The study producedatistical tables that show percentages of residents from the different ethnic
groups in terms of language, location, and change in time.

Karatas (2006used a qualitative research ment hodol

northeastern Turkey. She also asked structured questions to obtain demographic information from
the studydés participants. She did not menti o
conducting surveys.

Based on the sample studies, it is reabte to assume that community surveys would be
accepted by the community.

Interviews

Oral history interviews are useful means for obtaining information about the past from

witnessesHann and Hann (200 Xarried out researdh northeastern Turkey to understand the

socicanthropological structure of the region after the founding of the Turkish Republic. They
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made six field trips to the area in seventeen years and derived data from site observations,

guestionnaires, and inteews (p.24). One of the study areas was the village of Sumer in the

Findi kIl i town district. They stated, nWe wer e
familieso (p.27). As they pointed out ,essiWe ar
di fferentlyébut we would |ike to emphasize th
were wel|l di sposed towards uso (p.30). From

studying the community is a likely outcome.

Similarly, Akyuz (2013)andAlisan (2013)used oral history interviews in their studiégyuz

(2013) carried out oral history interviews in her study to learn about the histattyeaborder

between Turkey and Georgia in terms of economic issues and ethnic and gender differences within
the society from the point of view of communities in the region (the Lazi and Hemshin people
especially). She conducted oral history interviews etk to face and using focus groups (p.20
22).Alisan (2013p ort rayed the change in Findiklids | an
terms of agricultural land use cover and changes in traditional agriculturdicesaas they

affected the social landscapes of Findikli. Physical maps before and after tea production that
displayed features such as topography, geology, and vegetation were used to illustrate physical
landscape changes in Findikilisan (2013)used oral history interviews as a method for
understanding |l andscape patterns and peopl eds
participants were selected from among the oldest members of the population so that the data would
cover a widespan of time and capture the changes before and after tea was introduced to the area.
There were not any restrictions or limitations noted, and interviews were accepted by the

community.
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A wor kshop, AFIi ndi k1 i i n t hneFindikli and organizéedbywa s h e
four cultural associations in Istanbul, Ankara, Izmir, and Rize. Sessions were open to all
participants. Session topics were Youth and Sports, Education, Food and Agriculture, Tourism and
Advertisement, Environment and Ecolodytbanism and Social Life, Small and MeditBized
Enterprises, Women, Health, Participation and Representation, Culture and Art. Brainstorming
activities took place in two ways: using pin cards (writing down thoughts on flash cards) and
galleries (discussimoand notdaking on a white board). Participants were free to express their
thoughts on the session topics. Based on brainstorming activities, participants prepared reports for
each topical area. Reports were published and presented to the public,qygeaieations, and

governmental authoritieBayraktar et al., 2012

Communitytb ased met hods are applicable to the cas
goal is assumed to be welcomed by theriFrd i k1 i 6 s community. The stud
so far and grassroots movements such as &ésavi
the acceptance of positive impacts and the rejection of negative impacts on the community

regardless andifferences such as ethnicity and religious perspectives.
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CHAPTER THREE: METHODOLOGY

The objectivesof this researchare to reveal cultural heritageor other valuesfrom the
perspectiveof local community memberseven as the landscapesnd landscapeelementsare
rapidly changingand/orlosingculturalandsocialsignificance andto developacommunitybased
culturallandscapetudymethodfor documening tangibleandintangiblelandscapelementsasa
culturallandscapédentity.!? To fulfil | theseobjectives a mixed methodsesearclwasutilized: a
structuredsurvey oral history interviews, photo survey photovoice recording, and mapping
were usedto collect data. This chapterdescribesthese methodsand the rationale for their
individual andcollectiveuse.

This chapteris organizednto five sectionsThefirst sectiondiscussesesearclyuestionsand
how eachquestionis addressedh this study. The secondsectionhighlightsthe researchdesign
and rationaleof usinga mixed methodsapproach.The third sectiondescribesdatacollection,
analysigproceduresandsamplefor eachmethodusedin this study. Thefourth sectionpresenthe
way of mixing quantitativeand qualitativestrandsof this study. The fifth sectionhighlights the

limitations of the methoddor this study

3.1 Research Questions

Tangible and intangible qualities are importantto sustaincultural landscapeas well as to
strengthensenseof belonging for the community. Therefore,organizationalbodies such as
UNESCO,NPS, EuropeanLandscapéConvention(ELC) conductcultural landscapestudiesto
reveal landscapaneaningsvia researche sobservationand experience However, researcher

orienteddocumentingstudiesare limited revealingchangingtangible and intangble meanings

12 Cultural landscape identity refers the integrity of the landscape with its authentic and unique landscape elements
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especiallyin termsof significanceof landscape#or thelocal community.Althoughimportanceof
local communitiesis emphasizedy organizationalbodies,thereis not a developedguidance

presentedet (Tan,et. al, 2018

Depending on the stated problerse big research questi@stated in the following:
How have local actors perceived change of landscape and their engagement with the
landscape over time?
How change of | ocal a c scape gejdefieenttpdtuyablandscape wi t h
identity was also addressed in four research quesk@aieh. research questi@discussed in terms
of how it contributed to the study with the description of appropriate methods to discover answers

to each question.

3.11 Research @Qestion 1 (RQ1)
RQ1la: What landscape and/or landscape element changes have people perceived?

Thisfirst quantitativeresearch questiseeks answers for what landscape or landscape element
changes have been perceived by the local commUitity question is tdocument andnderstand
in what degreephysical landscape and its elemtse have changed asellv as outdoorsocial
activities and local traditionsFor this analysis, data were collected based on participants rating
responses through the survey questionnaiiso, photemapping forland useanalysis by
comparing past and contemporary aerial nmpsided percentage of degree of physical land use
change. Percentage of degree of social land use change was calculated by defining social activities
associated with physical lands consultation with local resid@his design and implementation

are desdbed in detail for the photmapping method igection 3.3.1.1for the survey method in

Section 3.3.1.2.
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RQ1b: How have people perceived landscape changes and/or landscape element changes?
To dbtain a rich explanation of the communityembesd perception on landscape change

people were asketlow they have perceived the changs well aswhat has changed. This

qualitative research question identifies chanigeerms of lanelise, agricultural @ctices, spatial

organization, and community relations. For example, quantitphigse identifies the high degree

of change iracorn field whereas qualitative phase identifies whether the size of the field dhange

or corn pr odchangd. Dhae proonedtirds uskd te collect the data are described in

detailin Section3.3.2.1 Section3.3.2.2,Section3.3.2.3 andSection3.3.2.4.

3.12 Research Question 2 (RQ2)

RQ2: What do community members perceive to hae caused landscape change?

The second research question identifastevents and/or activities causthe landscape change
people perceivedrindings from this questiatontributed to understanding general reasons
for change in the perspective of the local community.

Quantitativeanalysis for this question was based on the four independent variables introduced
as choices in the questionnaire: agricultural practicestromtion work, environmental hazards

and other. Ttessand me way ANOVA analyses were computegrovide a better understanding

for theanswerof this question.

Qualitative information about reasons for landscape change were diouedhe indepth
interviews. Findings from this question detailed the quantitative question and provided more

understanding.
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3.13 Research Qestion 3 (RQ3)
RQ3a:What | andscapes and/ or | andscape el ementso
The third quantitativeesearclguestion identifiesheimportance of the landscape elements in
the past and presenThis question is important faunderstanshg what landscapes and/ or
landscapes elements were significantly meaningful for the commuxigyg, what landscapes
and/or landscapes elements have gained significant meanings over time via landscape change was
captured from this question-t€st analysis was conducted to answer this question.
RQ3b: How importance of landscapes and/or landscape elements changed?
This qualitative question provided more detailed explanation of how the importance of
landscapes and/or landscape elements have ahawge timein terms of aesthetic, culture,

economy, heritage, history, and nature

3.14 Research Q@estion 4 (RQ4)
RQ4a: What tangible and intangible landscape elements were/are identified with or symbolic
of cultural landscape?

Landscapes and landscape elements can be important symbols of cultural identities in one
ethnic culture or in a culture shared by many ethnicities. efbier, symbolic landscapes or
landscape elements as tangible landscape elements can represent the cultural landscape identity.

T-test was computed to analyze data to have a better understanding of difference between
symbolic landscape elements in the past and tdéiagings from this analysis contributed to
understanding wheth#ne saméandscape elements symbolizeth ethnic altures or not.

RQ4b: How has cultural landscape identity changed?
To provide a rich explanation of the cultural landscape idehtty the landscape identity has

developed was asked in qualitative phase. This question provided the relations betvwsapéand
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elements andultural landscap#lentity as well as how landscape elements were weighted by the
community over time.
3.2 Research Design

In orderto answerstatedsubresearclguestionssurvey,oral historyinterview, photosurvey,
photovoice recading, cognitive mappingand group mappingcommunitybasedmethodsare
designedAlso, intermsof methodologymixedmethodresearcliesigns selectegssubresearch
guestionshavebeendividedin bothquantitativeandqualitativeaspects(SeeTable3.1)

Table 3.1Quantitative and qualitative sub-research questions

Main Research Question

How have local actors perceived change of landscape and their engagement with the landsg
time?

Quantitative Sub- ResearchQuestions Qualitative Sub-Research Questions

la What landscape and/or landscape elen 1b. Howhave people perceived landscape char

changs have people perceived? and/or landscape elemarftangs?

2. What caused landscape change? 2. Whatcausedandscape chan@e

3a. Wh a 't |l andscapes al 3b. How importance of landscapes and/or landsc|
importancechange@ elements changed?

4a. Whattangible and intangible landscape elem¢ 4b.How hascultural landscape identity changed?
were/are identified with or symbolic of cultir
landscape?

Mixed methods research has been defined by many scholars as research in various fields that

integrates qualitative and quantitative research methodoldgiesson et al. (200dgfined mixed

methods research as a combination of qualitative and quantitative research elements (p. 123).
Mixed methods research not only combines qualitative and quantitative data but also enables

researchers to become more engaged with the research Gragye (2007¢haracterized mixed
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met hods research as Amultiple ways of seeing
social worldo (p. 20).

Mixed method research was usddr this study because both quantitative and qualitative
research tools are neededo acquire specific and general landscape meaniagshancdhe
ability to capture and analyzandscape meanings via diverse tools and data, andrease the
amount of data collected from the field. The ability to enhance cultural analysis of -human
landscape interactions using both quantitative and qualitative data makes this a promising
approach.

General informationa b o u t peopl e dandscape rclrargp wasteoed osing |
guantitative method&hereasanin-depth understandingf perceptual information was collect
peopl ebs exper i enc egualitattvéemethod @uantitatigerdata ware deoved e s
from structured survey gagonnaires and landse map analysis, and qualitative data were derived
from oral history interviews, photo survey, photice recording and mappinQualitative data
were obtained more than quantitative data, prigity was given tdhe qualitative $rand in this
guantitative and qualitativ@ethods research study.

To fulfill objectivesof this studyirevealing and documenting landscape meaihings

convergenmixed methods researdesign was utilizedSee Figure 3)1
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Figure 3.1 A convergentmixed methods research diagram (ggram illustrates where
gualitative and quantitative strands are seprated and mixed for this study)

The research design is a lingdrase process but some phases are representingdeed
loops. According to design process, the first phasthe data collection. Quantitative and
gualitative data were collected separately but at the same Earécipants were recruited
sequentially. First survey participants were recruited and then interviewees were recruited for the
oral history interview, photo survey, phetoice recording and cognitive mapping.

Phases 2 and 3 are for the data analysesrédearchestarted qualitative data analysis first
due to time constraint. For example, transcribing and coding took a great amourAls§oe.

analyzing qualitative data enabled the researcher to classify sockaldaadh quantitative photo
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mapping anlysis. Phase 3 is quantitative data analypéstomapping and survey. Analysis
process for these two methods were conducted separately but at the same time.

Phase 4 is for derivinguantitative results téeay outgener al communi tyos
lands@pe changand phase 5 is for obtainirgyalitative results to add details of perception of
landscape chang® the general community perception of landscape change derived from the
guantitative results

In phase 6 bth quantitative and qualitative resulvere interpreted by mixingor example, a
guantitative result of community perception of landscape change is explained by qualitative result

in terms of reasons behind the landscape change.

3.3Data Collection, Analysis Procedures and Sample

This sectim introducesselection criteria for the study area and participasa collection,
data analysisand sample size for each conducted method. Based on the data type and analysis
procedure, methods were described in tadgpquantitative and qualitative
Selection Criteria and Study Area

Since communitypbased methods reveal landscape meanings from the perspective of
community, acase study area should hawvéving population with an experience of landscape
change and a ommunity knowledge abouigst and present physical landscape and activities.

The studyareawas selectedo fulfill the purposeof this study. Thus,the studyareashould
representcultural landscapddentity, and has experiencedor is experiencingrapid landscape
change Local community would be helpful to qualify the timing of changeandthe awareness
Also, pastandpresenfphysicalandsociallandscapelementsare capturedoy communitybased

methodsasthecommunitieexperiencall landscapehangeslirectly. In thisregard astudyarea
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wasselectedo conductcommunitybasednethodgo understanthowandwhylandscapéasbeen
changedaswell aschangeof thelocal peoplé sngagemenwith thelandscape.
Forthisresearctstudy,Findikli wasselectedasa studyareafor thefollowing reasons:
- Findiklids cultural | andscape has a disti
cultural identity is represented by a shared envimminfor different ethnic groups and
traditional wayg of life whereas natural identity is represented by endemic plant and animal
species, forests as habitat for many living creatures.
- Findikli has been under the threat of lositggtraditional physical landscape and cultural
knowledge due to rapid landscape chamgused by the recent monoculture agricultural
pattern of tea production and governmental policies for regional development, such as the

implementation of hydroelectric power plaf#disan, 2013)Also, there is a livingpopulation

with an experience of recent landscape change in Findikli.

- Findi klids cultural | andscape has (seet beer

Figure 3.2

4

Figure 3.2 eview ofdowntown area ofFindikli in 20 17 (us with permission of
Erkan Aksu)
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Participant Selection
Nonrandomizedgamplingin thequantitativephaseandpurposefusamplingn thequalitative
phasavereusedto selectparticipantdor this study.Participantsvereselectedy nonrandomized
samplingasthe participantsshouldmeetthe criteria shownin the following to providerelevant
informationaboutthis study:
People who aréom Findikli, living in Findikli, or lived in Findikli for at least more than
ayear |t is important because the study is ab
thus participants needed to be familiar with the study area.
People who are olderdh 18 years old. It is important because people who are older than
18 years old have mature knowledge abilities due to more length of experience and engagement
with place.
This criteriawas also selectefdr the purposeful sampling in qualitative phalse. Fi ndi kI i 0
case, residents who are older than 65 years old are important since they provide landscape change

between before and after tea producti@reswell and Clark (201 Defines:

APur posef ul s avenedearalm gheansrthatqesearichers atentionally
select (or recruit) participants who have experienced the central phenomenon or the
key concept being explored in the study. o

Datacollection as the first phasein this researchdesignwere conductedin two site visits.
Archival documentollection field visits, andfield observatios wereconductedasa groundwork
study during the first site visit, whereasadditional field observationsand communitybased

methodsvereconductedduringthe secondksite visit (SeeFigure3.3).
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2.SITE VISIT

Gaining Access to Community Members in Community

Gaining Trust

Determining Community Access Way

Community Association } { Community Association

Presentation in Association } [ Meeting with the President

Initiating IRB Research Protocol
Preparing Survey Questions
Preparing Interview Protocol
Preparing Photo Survey Questions
Preparing Consent Forms
Preparing Recruitment Flyers
Preparing equipment for each method

To Do To o

List-serving to Members J { Visiting Each Headman

[
[
[
[
[[
[
[

Member & Resident in Findikli J { Share Cropper & Wage Worker

[ Meeting with Community

Snowball Effect on Accessing

Pin-up Flyers of Meeting

Community Meeting for Survey

Setting Time/Date/Location ]

Photo Voice Recording and Cognitive
Mapping
via Survey

Setting Meetings for Interview

~—

Recruiting Participants for
Oral History Interview,
Photo Survey,

Conducting
Oral History Interview
Photo Survey
Photo Voice Recording
Cognitive Mapping

4 N\
Selecting a Settlement with the Largest

Number of Participants Based on the
Survey Participation

Recruiting Participants for Community
Mapping via headman of the settlement

Setting Time/ Date/ Location

)
~—

Conducting Group Mapping

)
~—

6C

Figure 3.3Flow chart of site visits and conductedesearchmethods



First Site Visit asa Groundwork: December2'd, 2016- January 25", 2017

During the first site visit, groundworkstudy was conductedto initiate the data collection
processDatacollectionwasconducedin four areasarchivaldocumentollection,sitevisits, field

observationandcommunity-basedmethodgSeeFigure3.4).

I i Data Collection i 1
Archival Research Field Observation Visits CommunitybasedViethods
Historical Archives Field Notes GovernmentaDffice Discussion
PastandPresenMaps Photography Grassroot Organization Survey
PastandPresentAerial Photos Drawings Local Association Oral History Interview

Academicians PhotoSurvey
Key People Photevoice Recording
Mapping

Figure 3.4 Data collection areas

Thegroundworkstudyconsisteaf threemainparts:archivaldocumentollectionof old maps,
photographsdrawings, sketches field notes, story narratives,poems, songs, etc.; visits for
contactingwith key peopleandgroupsin governmentahgenciesnpongovernmentabrganizations
(NGOs)andgrassrootgroups,scholarsandlocal volunteersijnitial field observatiorio determine
the studyareaboundariesandto observecommunityrelationshig with the landscapealuringthe
first sitevisit.

Archival document collection wasimportantto obtain historical daa of Findikli andto be

ableto understandhelandscapes the pastandpresentandto comparethe differencesArchival
documentassessmentvas an essentiaktepto discoverand spatially locate physicaland social
landscapehangsin thearea. Survey andinterviewquestionsverepreparedasednthegeneral
understandindrom the archivaldocumentollection.

Archival documentollectionwasconductednly in the first site visit. To comparepastand
preseniandscapesf Findikli, the researchecadlectedarchivaldocumentdrom severalplaces.
Cultural inventoriesof the regioni physical landscapeslementsmostly buildings designedin

vernaculararchitecturestylel, memories,battle diaries, songs, idioms, stories and Findikli
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advertisementookles from thepubliclibrarieslocatedn bothRizeprovinceandFindikli district,
Findikli associationsocatedin Findikli andAnkarawereobtained aswell. Thelist belowshows
thedetails:
Books that include Lazuri, Hemshiand Turkish poems, songs, idioms, stories were
obtained from the Findikli Public Library
Cultural inventory of Rize province was obtained from the Rize Public Library
Findikli tourism, local history, and local cultub@oklets were obtained from TRendikli
Municipality and Findikli Association in Ankara.
Memories written by the local people were obtained from The Village Headmen
Association in Findikli.

Government and Community Visits were plannedto establisha communitynetworkin the

casestudyareaandobtainunpublisheandlimited availabilityworksproducedy differentgroups
-governmentabr nongovernmentalvolunteerstudiestakenplacein the area,andacademically
conductingresearched/isits enabledheresearcheto understanavhatstudieshadtakenplacein
the casestudyareaandto find credibleparticipantdor the study.

Visits to the governmentabffice headquarteren Ankaraand regionaldivisionsin Trabzon

andRize; to the LandscapéArchitectureDepartmenin the Black SeaTechnical University; to
local culturalassociationsocatedin AnkaraandFindikli. Documentsvereretrievedto compare
pastandpresenphysicallandscapesf Findikli. Theseincluded

Aerial photos taken in 1959, 1969 and 1989 were obtained from nati@pging agency

(The General Command of Mapping).

Landuse maps createdh i198% and reports were obtained from Ministry of Food,

Agriculture and Livestock
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Orthophotos of Findikli taken between 202@13 were obtained from Rize provincial
institute.

2012 Map-vegetation cover in Findikli (resource: Ministry of Forest and Water Affairs),
2012 Mapgeology of Findikli (resource: General Directorate of Mineral Research and
Exploration), 1975 Mapemography of Findikli, 2012 Magoil of Findikli (resource:
Ministry of Food, g r i cul t ur e a n dCultdral and Rhysical Geagphyafn d
F i n daskiridérgraduate seminar paper were obtained from a geographer Hilal Pehlevan.
Findikli downtown map as dwg file was obtained from The Findikli Municipality.

Findikli Cultural Inventory as pdf file was obtained from Findikli District Governorship.
Findi kl i &s past and present photographs
photographer, Erkan Aksu.

Visits to Findikli associationsand grassroot initiative groups where relationshipswere

establisheavith member®of associationgyrassrootinitiative groups andtheheadmerof Findikli
settlements.

Field observatiorns allowedtheresearcheto producefield notes photogaphy,anddrawings

to recordherown undersanding andquestionf landscapelementsuchasland usepatterrs,
circulation patterrs, and the spatial organizationof the landscapeslements.Photographyand
drawingsprovidephysicalvisualdocumentatiomf presentandscapefomther e s e a painh er 0 s
of view.

Field observatioriook placein bothvisits. During the first sitevisit, theresearchedetermined
the boundaryof the study areabasedon the historic and currentlocationsof ethnic groupsin
Findikli. Two ethnicgroupsresidein Findikli aslocalresidentsHemshinandLazi. BothHemshin

and Lazi settlementsare dispersedn the Rize and Artvin provincesof Turkey. The researcher
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visited both the Hopa district in Artvin provincewhere Lazi culture dominatesover Hemshin
cultureandthe Camlihemshindistrict in Rize provincewhereHemshinculture dominatesover

Lazi culture. The researchemet communitymemberdn both districtsto be ableto understand
HemshinLazi relations in the landscape.To some extent, in both locaionsHopa and

Canlihemshin Hemshinand Lazi peoplelive their culturesindependentlyHowever,thesetwo

ethnicg r o uglatodwasquite differentin Findikli asErsoy(2007)emphasizedhat Hemshin
peoplein Findikli aredifferentthanotherHemshinpeople.Therewasno explanationaboutthe

differencestatedby Ersoy.In this regard the researcheobservedhatHemshinpeopleandLazi

peoplein Findikli sharetheir cultureratherthan living independentlyTherefore the boundaryof

thestudyareawasdeterminedasFindikli districtlimits definedby the nationalauthority.

The researchertook photographsof the Findikli downtown area and rural settlements.
Communityactivitiesduring the winter time wereobservedWinter time is a free seasorfor the
mostof the peope in Findikli, asfield work is done by the end of the October.The researcher
observedhe typesof activitiestakenplacemostly in downtownareaduring winter time. A few
families live in villages during winter and the activities takenplaceinside the housessuchas
cooking, cleaning, and visiting neighborswere observed.The researchetook notesof her
observatiormostlyaboutpresensociallandscapén thefirst sitevisit.

Betweerthe First and SecondSite Visits: January 25th 201 7April 16th2017

Betweenthe first and secondsite visits, a duration of two monthswas given to initiate a
researchprotocol for Institutional Review Board (IRB). IRB is requiredfor communitybased
methodsto be conductedwhich were discussionsurvey,oral history interview, photo survey,
photovoice recording, and mapping. Regardingto implementationof these methods, the

researchegainedthetrustof andaccesgo the communitymembergo recruitparticipantdor the
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communitybasedmnethodsn thefirst sitevisit. The secondsite visit wasfor the implementation
of thecommunitybasedmethods.

IRB researchprotocol consistedof questionsfor survey,oral history interview, and photo
surveymethods;consentforms for eachmethodto be conductedyecruitmentscript for flyers;
photoreleaseform to obtain photographgrom personalcollections;and the interview protocol
(AppendixA). Also, anaerialphoto mapwascreatedor the communitymappingactivity. Final
IRB approvalinitiated the processof the secondsite visit to implementmethodsandto inform
communitymembersaboutcommunitymeetingto be held (AppendixB).

Secor SiteVisit: April 16th20177 June 15th 2017

Community-basedmethodswereconducedwith communitymembersn thecasestudyarea.

This phasewas important to gather information of past and presentlandscapesrom the
c 0 mmu npointyfoveew. Also, community-basedmethodscould reveal information about
landscapelementsandeventswvhich werealreadylost physicallybutliving in p e o prhire@ls
wasanopportunityto extractlost traditionalactivities, traditionaltools,andlandscapetructures

Community-basedmethodsand field observatios were conductedconcurrentlyduring the
secondksitevisit.

Theresearchereconnecte@ndmetpeopleto conductresearchmethods Reconnectiorwith
the communitymemberswvasheld in coffee housesto gener#e aninterestaboutthe study; and
with Findikli HeadmenAssociationto invite eachheadmanof the village to the community
meeting.

Communitybasedmethodswere designedto conductin a certain sequenceFirst survey
methodwasconductedo recruitparicipantsfor oral historyinterviewaswell asto seethegeneral

distribution of the community. Oral history interview was the secondmethodto reveal deep
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perceptionof the landscapechange.Oral history interview was followed by the photo survey

methodto illustrate newly sharedmemorieswith the photo examplesof physical and social

landscapelementsPhotevoicerecordingwasconductedaterif therewerea missinglandscape
elemenin thephotoalbum.Cognitivemappingwasdesignedo extracttheindi v i dperadptem
of thespatialorganizatiorof socialactivitiesin thelandscapé¢hatis noteitherexplainedoy words

or illustratedby pictures. Groupmappingwasdesignedor the samepurposewith the cognitive

mappingbutfromthec 0 mmu nper¢eptions

Field observatiors in the se@nd site visit took placewhile condud¢ing communitybased

methods.The researchetook notesaboutthe physicalsettingof the communityandindividual
meeting places such as weather,number of people, and indoor or outdoor settings. Also,
part i adagiiasotthe siudywereobserved Thesenotesenabledheresearcheto seethe
interestof the communityin the study.

The researcheobservedactivities taking place in the landscaperom a distanceand did
drawingsto illustraterelationshipbetweempeopleandlandscape®During oral historyinterviews,
shedid sketche®f pastlandscapeto illustratethetraditionalway of life. Thesesketche®nabled
theresearcheto interpretlandscapethatshehasneverexperiencedbefore.Visual interpretations
providedmeaningof thelandscapeffomther e s e a pantotview msedn the storiesand
memorieswvhich wereexperiencedy someonelse.

3.3.1 QuantitativeData Collection
Quantitatve datawerederivedfrom photomappingandsurveyasdescribedn the following

sectiongespectively.

3.3.1.1 Photomapping
Photemapping analysis was conducted to identif\angs in physical landscape and social

activities associated with physical settingghelandscape. Photmapping was used to quantify
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land-use areas on aerial maps derived from the archival research. Findings from this method
provided landscape land use type changes in percentage over nearly sixty years.

Old andcontemporary aerial photoseve usedo show physical and social landscape change.
Old aerial photos were obtained from General Command of Mapping, TUitkeyarliest aerial
photo of the case study areasamaken in 1959. Because mionetary limitationonly 3 aerial
photos were dlained: he earliest one 1959, 10 years later 126@l 20 years later 1989. During
aerial photo selection from 1959 to 20&érial photos were reviewed. 1969 and 1989 have shown
the most dramatic change in terms of land usdlaarbanization patternoenpared to the earliest
aeri al photo 1959. Al so, the quality and the
photos.A mapping institute cartographer relatidt the quality of aerial photo is redd to the
weather condition othe date takeand theavailabletechnology. For exampléand uses in the
1959 aerial photo areot clear due to both technology and weather condition. 1969 and 1989 aerial
photos present better resolution and clear views of the land use. Therefore, for compaarssbn of |
use and landscape change between years2@bD 1969 and 1989 provided better information
than other years
Methods

1 Drawing on MapsThe most recent map, 2017 was used as reference map as it has higher

resolution compared to old @& photos and iis in color Resolution quality enabled the
researcher to identify land use types much easier and the researcher could distinguish
agricultural products based on the color tones.

First, the researcher printed cedich settlement of each year 2017, 198%9 and 1959 and

then colored the existing landscape elements on trace aageompared to each one with

recent one.
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1 Using Arc GIS Pro 2.1Defining areas on the hard copy to the digital maps by using Arc GIS

Pro 2.1 to calculate area size in numbersach year for the percentage of landscape change.
Four separate projects were created for each year. Each aerial J8&fp 1969 and 1989

were georeferenced by adding control points as coordinates were not known. Landscape
features have been existisgnce 1959 were selected. Bridges, hill topsd thehistoric
mosque were the control points. By adding control points on the raster data and the default
map 2017 were rectified. After rectified raster data, boundaries were defineblowitrame

for ead settlementdowntown, neighborhoqdnd village. Polygon feature was created for
land area such as buildings, tea fielt®d line feature was created for road types such as trails,
motor vehicle roads. Separate attribute tables werguced for each gement ineach year.

For example, an attribute table that shows area size downtown 1959. By doing so, quantitative
data wee obtained from the photmapping analysis to compare downtown area size in

different landuse types with each year downtown argavall as neighborhood and village.

3.3.1.2 Survey
In order to designthe quantitativephase,two main determinersshould be known in the

guantitativeresearchmethodologymanipulationandrandomizedampling.Manipulationmeans
briefly controllingcharacteristicef theindependenvariabled®, whereagandomizedsamplingis
howtheresearchedrawthe sampleof peoplefor the studyfrom a population(Trochim,2006).In
thisstudy,thequantitativephaseof theresearchvasbasednthenonexperimetal designbecause

therewasneitherrandomizatiomor manipulationin theresearchdesign(SeeFigure3.5).

13Independent variable is defined as a relation: it he
(Trochim, 2006).
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manipulated
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Is there random
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True (Randomized)
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Figure 3.5 Quantitative phaseof the researchdesign(diagram illustrates that quantitative
phasewasdesgned asan observational study)

Variables
If we interpretthe main researchquestionin quantitativebase- How haslocalact or s 6
engagemenwith thelandscapehangedvertime?- independentariableis landscapejependent

variablé“ is local actors.Variableswere groupedin eachresearchquestion.(SeeTable 3.2)

Independentariablesepresenthelandsapeelementsn eachlandscapé physicalor social and
determinedactorsthatcausdandscapehangeDependentariablesrepresenthelocal actorsin
the communitywith their demograpic backgroundand farming practicé®, and pastpresentas
time. Therelationshipbetweerthesetwo grougs of variablesshowwhatlandscapelementhave

changedrom the perspectivef participants.

14Dependent variable is defined as a relation: fAthe depe
(Trochim, 2006).

15 Farming is defined as people who are actively working on the field. Either land owners, wage workers or share
croppers. Nosself-farming is defined as people who are not working in the field.
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Table 3.2Independentand dependentvariables
IndependenYariablesfor RQla,RQ3a,RQ4a
NaturalLandscapélements
PhysicalLandscape Agricultural Landscapdlements
Buildings
Settlements
TransportatiorNetwork

Communication
SocialLandscape Solidarity
CustomsandTraditions
IndependenYariablesfor RQ2

Agricultural Practices
ConstructionWork
EnvironmentaHazards
Other
DependenVariablesfor RQ1a,RQ2
Gender
Age
EmploymentStatus
IncomeStatus
Ethnicity
Residency
FarmingPractice

DependenVariablesfor RQ3a,RQ4a
Time

Theprerequisitesor surveymethodwereliteraturereviewandarchivaldocument®f thecase
studyareato preparea surveyquestionnairandinitial sitevisit to knowF i n d iphkydicalandg
sociallandscapesA paperbasedsurveyquestionnairavasdevelopedy theresearcheasa first

researchmethodin this study All surveyquestionswere preparedin English first, and then
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translatedo Turkish. Also, the researchehadadditionaltranslation(Lazuri) help to understand
thespecializederns for the agriculturallandscapandlandscapelementsasneeded.

Survey methodwas usedto collect demographichackgroundinformation of the Findikli
communityandthec o mmu nperteptd@aimformationof culturalandsocialvaluesof landscape
elemerts andtheir change.

A paperbased survey was designed to gather information inskectrons.

a. Information about demographic background of the community (Local actors as dependent

varables for RQla, RQ2

b . I nformati on ab o ufarm(leocapactedas depeaderdidbiesofar s hi p s
RQla, RQ}

c. Information about peopledbs perception of

d. I nformati on about peopleds perception of

landscapelements (RQ3a, RQ4a)
All survey questions were translated in Turkish by the researcher.

a. Information about demographic background of the community

The first sectionwas to collect demographicinformation of the community and fifteen
guestionswere designedwith multiple choices.Participantsvere askedto answerwhat defines
their demographidackgroundrelevantto the question.Thirteenquestionsn this sectionwere
askedn thefollowing order:genderage maritalstatuspnumberof householanembershousehold
members educationlevel, employmentstatus,monthly income, ethnic status,religious status,
birthplaceorigin, residencyThequestionaboutfi r e s i Wasdaetiledin a subsectioncalled
A F i n daduhkderstandf peopk live outsideof Findikli, how often andfor how long they visit

Findikli. Thisis importantto seeresidentand nonresidentperceptios of landscapehangeas
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thesegroupsmay experiencehe changedifferenty timesof the year,suchasseasonabr anrual.
If thestatedchoiceddid notfulfill thep a r t 1 dackg@undn®rénation,participantslescribed
the relevantinformationin the i o t Hiree fobthe appropriatequestionsThis section provided
categoricadataabouteachp a r t i denpg@hic iackgroundo usefor inferentialstatistical

analysis.

b . |l nformati on about peopleds relationships t
In the secondsection guestions about peopl eds relati ol

people use(d) their landsdfor what purposes.fi s secti ondés questions w

and present interactions between people and landscapes such as change of agricultural practices.

This section consists six questions. Some questions were respondedyeishot 0=no such as

whether the partipant ownedand to farm or not. Some questions were responded with multiple

choices 1= checked or O=unchecked such as what used to grow in the past for family use.

C . Il nformation about peoplebs perception of e
Thisseti onb6s r esponses What landscapel and/oe kdndstape eRi@ehta :

changes have people perceived? Participants were asked to rate in what degree physical and social

landscapebave been changed. The questions for level of landscape change were measured using

a fourpoint Likert scale, where 0=no change, 1=low change, 2= medium change, 3= high change.

Examples of the questions are stated below:

How much hasheriver changed?

How much have houses changed?

How much have religious activities changed?
How much has local clothing changed?

= =4 =4 =4

Theresponses of thguestion for what caused landscape cham&€)2 and itvas asked with
multiple choices. Three reasons were listed as possible redmsdrcsiused landscapédiange:

agricultural practices, construction work, and environmental hazards. Participants added if they
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thoughtanotheo r addi t i on al line. Ehes questic was meaduoet! With *=checked
and O=unchecked.
d. I nformati on about peopl eds perception of ¢
social landscape elements

I n the | ast category quest iaangenwpartancead b o ut [
physical and social landscape elements for the ethnic cultures in Fihdikire responses for
RQ3a: What | andscapes and/ or | andscapa&sked!| emen:
to check what landscape elements wenee and with onesare now culturally and socially
significant forwhich ethnic culture. Physical and social landscape elements were categorized in
two separate tables. This question was measured with 1=checked and O=unchecked. Examples of
the statements are stataelow:

1 Forest was an important landscape element for Lazi culture.
1 Barnis an important landscape element for Hemshin culture.

Related to this question, participants were asked to gbkefive most important landscape
elements for each ethnic culturEhis question was measured with 1=checked for 5 selected
landscape elements.

Another question type in thisesct i on i s p e o pwha ldmnslscapeealementst i o n
identify the cultural landscape for each ethnic culture as symbolic tangible and intangible
landscape elementReponses are for RQ4¥hat tangibleand intangble landscape elements
symbolized the cultural landscape in the past? And what Rastitipants were asked to check
what landscape elements represenast and/or present symbols in lealture. Physical and
social landscape elements were categorized in two separate tables. This question was measured
with 1=checked and O=unchecked. Examples of the statements are stated below:

1 ADolmata® House is a symbol of Lazi culture.
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1 Corn mill was asymbol of Lazi culture.
1 filmecé® is a symbol of Hemshin culture.

Related to this question, participants were asked to deketive most symbolic landscape
elements for each ethnic culture in the past and at present. This question was measured with
1=checked for 5 selected landscape elements.

The final question in the survey questionnaire was asked whether participants would be willing
to add more information regarding landscape change, cultmalsocial landscape values. Also,
participants weresked to provide their nameontact phonaumberand email, if' they would be
willing to be contacted about participating in an oral history interview.
Survey Procedure

This sectionpresentgilot surveyprocedureresearctprotocol,andparticipantrecuitmentfor
surveyandimplementatiorof the surveymethod.
a. Pilot Survey

Survey questionnaire was tested before the implementation of the survey method for data
collection. The researcher conducted survey in person with five particfpantthestudyarea to
test clarity of the questions f omngaetfromB0a ent a
80 yearso | d . Based on the pilot test participant s
revised and finalized.
b. Research Protocol

A researchprotocol was submittedfor VT Institutional Review Board (IRB) approvalto
conductthe communitybasedmethodsIRB researchprotocol consistedof a coverletter of the

study,questiondor survey,andconsenform for the surveymethod.Final IRB approvalenabled

18 |meceis a solidarity work that people work volamily in the field if someone needs help.
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theresearcheto implementsurveyfor this study.All IRB protocoldocumentsveretranslatedn
Turkishby theresearcher.
c. Recruiting Participants

To recruit participantsfor the study the researchesoughtaccessto Findikli community
membersParticipantsvererecruitedfor the surveymethodin four ways:

1 Findikli AssociationList Sere; Findikli Associationin Ankarainvited the researcheto

introducethe studyto communitymemberqSeeFigure 3.6). Thirty-five peopleattendedo the

meetingandcreateda contactlist to cometogetherin Findikli for the communitymeeting.This
becamea part of therecruitmentp a r t i ametpodfor the siirveymethod.Oncethe meeting
date,time, and placein Findikli was determined Findikli Associationin Ankarainformed its

membersaboutthe meetingvia list serving.

1 Findikli AssociatiorAnnualMeetingParty; Theresearcheattendedheannualmeetingto
meetmore community members Flyers aboutthe study were handedout in the party and the
researcheannouncedhe communiy meetingin person.

1 CoffeeHouseMeetings;Theresearchemet community members in coffee houses where
peopleusually meetFreeformd i scussi ons about FindikIliés phys

generated an interest about the study among community members. The researcher informed the
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community members about thg-coming community meeting for the survey rhetl and
announcedhedate, timeand place.

1 Flyers; The researcher pinned up fiy@announcinghe community meeting the several
community gathering places. Also, people heard about the meeting by word of mouth. There was
a snowball effect in the Fikdi community to recruit participants.

d. Conducting Survey Method

A community meetingwas held in the Findikli Municipality Community Centerwith the
permissionfrom local governanceffice in Findikli. Surveyquestionnairesverehandedutin the
communitymeeting Eachsurveyquestionnairénada coverletter, which introduceghe studyand
a consenform which wassignedby the participant.Sixty-two peopleparticipatedn the survey
duringthecommunty meetingandall participantdurnedin thesurveyquestionnairewith consent
formstotheresearchdby meetingn adeterminedollectionpoint. Thecommunitymeetingasted
for 2 hoursfor presentatiorof the studyanddistributionof the surveyquesionnaires.Collecting
all the surveystook one week. Somesurvey participantsprovided namesfor the researcheto
contactfor theinterviewmethod.The names of people who would be well informed on landscape
change and local cultural heritage. By doingeight participants were recruited via snowballing.

The researcher conducted the survey in person with these eight participants during the interview

process. Consequently, seventy survey questionnaires were collected at the end of the data

collectionprocess. $ee Figure 3)7
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Figure 3.7 Distribution of number of participants in eachmethod
Statistical Proceduresfor Data Analysis
This sectionintroducesthe statisticaltechniquesiusedfor the interpretationof datacollected
via survey.All statisticalanalysesvererelatedto theresearclguestionsn the quantitativephase
RQla&2&3aand4a.MATLAB softwarewasusedto conductstatisticalanalysesA significance
level of 0.05wasusedto test all analysesDescriptivestatisticswere producedto organizeall
responsefor the surveyquestiongelatedto theresearclguestionsT-testandoneway ANOVA

wereperformedon the differencesbetweenndependentariablesanddependentariables.
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a. DescriptiveStatistics

Descriptive analysis was applied to landscape change in both physical and social landscape
elements, reasons for landscape change, changgrarivedmportance olandscape elements,
and symbolictangible and intangible landgma element change¥he researcher measured the
mean score, standard deviatiand number of respondents of each variable.
b. T-test

T-test was used to examine differences between variables in two categories, such as gender
and ethnicity. In order to detemi ne whet her the group variances
was computed. -Test enabled the researcher to reveal whether the means of two categories are
significantly different from each otheh significance level 00.05was used to test fdr-ted.
c. Oneway ANOVA

Oneway ANOVA was used to examirtbe difference between variables in more than two
categories, such as age groups and income-HomsMultiple Comparison analysising Tukey
HSD was used to identify which group is significantly diffet if there is a result that shea
significant difference in oreray ANOVA. A significance level oD.05was used to test for one
way ANOVA analysis.
3.3.2 Qualitative Part

The qualitative phaseof the researchwas conductedin accordancewith the norms of

ethnographicesearchEthnographicesearchs definedby RossmamndRallis (2012)asthestudy

of culture.Theystatedthatthe purposeof ethnographistudyis seekingto understandhe culture

of peopleor settingg(p.92).As Graham(2009)hasemphasizedi} Et h n o workasmécessary

to understandbcal ideologiesof intangibleculturein relationto safeguardingdocumentatiomnd

representationgb r a c t(p.186). b &eepingwith this setof goals,the presentethnographic
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study set out to describethe diversity and characterof F i n d icltural lanslscapedor the
purposesof revealinglandscapemeaningsfrom the perspectiveof the local community and
documentingheirtangibleandintangibleassets.

Qualitative data were collected via oral history interviews, photosurvey, photcvoice
recording and mapping methods.Each methodis introducedfor eachone in four sections
recruiting participants,researchprotocol, questionsand conductingmethod. Qualitative data

analysigs describedn onesectionfor all methods.

3.3.2.1 Oral history nterview
Oral history interviewswere conductedo collectin-depthinformationregardingperceptual

physical and social landscapechangeand values. Stories, memories and experienceswvere
extractedoy askinggquestionsaboutpastandcomparingpastandpresentOral historyinterviews
providedspecificdetailsinp e o prhirel€alBouttherelationshipbetweerpeopleandlandscape.
Recruiting Participants

The researcher conducted oral history interviews with twimge participants. Out of a total
of twentythree interviewees, fifteen participants were recruitedthvecommunity meeting as
they provided their nanseind contact information at the end lbétsurvey questionnaire.

The researcher askaederviewees recruited via survey at the end of the interfaethhe names
of otherpeople who would be well informed on landscape change and local cultural heritage. By
doing so, eight participants werecruited via snowballingF o u r participantsé®é
provided and because they were over 80 years old, they could compare the distant past and present
landscapesThed her f our participantsé names were gi Vv

heritage and local craftsmanship.
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Eighteen interviewees were male and five interviewees were female. More detailed

demographic background of the interviewees is shown in the followirghprés. See Figure 3)8

m Hemshin mLazi @mOther B Female mMale

4%

mHigh mMedium mN/A mWorking ©Non-working m Non-self-farminga Self-farmin

mAfter Tea mTransition mBefore Tea  ONon-resident mResident

Figure 3.8 Denographic background of the interviewees

Research Protocol

A researchprotocolfor Institutional Review Board (IRB) to get permissionfor conducting
communitybasedmethods.The IRB researchprotocol consistedof interview protocol with
guestionandacorsentform. Final IRB approvalenabledheresearcheto implementoral history

interviewfor this study.All IRB protocoldocumentsveretranslatedn Turkishby theresearcher.
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Interview protocol for this study was developedto detail surveyquestions.The researcher
designedthe interview questionsas openendedto provide a more flexible format to talk with
participants.

Questions

Interview questionswere groupedin two sections:physical landscaperelated and social
landscaperelaed. The purposeof the questionswas to initiate the conversationbetweenthe
researcheandthe participant.All interview questionsveredesignedo build uponresponseso
the paperbased survey questions used at the community meeting To obtain in-degh
understandingf the landscapemeaningsand thick descriptionof cultural and social valuesof
landscapeelements,i h o ana A w h guiestionswere developedin addition to the survey
guestionsParticipantprovidedmoreinformationthanthe questionsvarranted It wasthe result
of theflexibility of theoralhistoryinterviewmethod.

Interview questionsaaredescribedelatedto qualitativeresearchguestionsBoth physicaland
sociallandscapeelatedinterviewquestionsaregroupedundertherelatedresearclguestion.
RQ1b: How have people perceived change of landscapes and/or landscape elements?

1 How do/did you experiencephysical and social landscapechangein your family

farmstead/neighborhood/village/valley/town?

1 Howwasyourliving environmentandsociallife differentin the past?How did you learn?

Whatis the differencebetweerpastandpresent?

1 Howwasanordinarydayof yourchildhood”How is your daynow?Whatis thedifference

betweeryour childhoodlife andpresentife?

1 Whatwasyour daily interactionwith your neighborHow is it now?Is thereanychange?

If yes,why did it chang®

1 Wheredid you gettogetheiin thepast?Publicgatheringpolaces2Vheredo you gettogether

atpresent?

1 Arethereanyplantsthat arenot grownat presentout usedto be grownin the pastWhat
arethey?Why theyarenot existinganymore?

How wasthetransportationn the past?How is it now?Whatis thedifference?

How werethe marketareadn the past?How aretheynow?Whatis thedifference?
Whathasbeenchangedn the physicalandsociallandscape¥vhy?

= =4 =4
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These interview questions provided past and present physical and social landstaipes
of land-use, agricultural practices, spatial organization, and community relations.
RQ2b: What do community members perceive to have caused landscape change?

1 If youthinkthatyourc h i | d physicalahdsociallandscapes changedwhatcausd
it? Whendid it start?Whatis lost?Whatis gainedbecaus®f change?
1 Whathasnotbeenchanged®hy?

These interview questions providedormation about reasons for changgew and whythe
landscape change started
RQ3b: How/Why importance of landscapes and/or landscape elements changed?

1 What physicaland social landscapeslemens are importantfor you? Why? What was
importantin the past?Samef no,why did it chang®@

1 Whatkindsof ceremoniesfestivals,events gamedid you havein thepag? Whatdo you
havenow?ls thereanychange?f yes,why did theychang€

1 Whatkinds of craftsmanshigools did you havein the past?What do you havenow?Is
thereanychangef yes,whatchanged?

1 Whatkinds of craftsmanshipbuilding techniqueslid you havein the past?Whatdo you
havenow?Isthereanychangef yes,whatchanged?

1 How wasmusicin the past?How is it now? Instrumentssongs,makinginstrumentsetc.
Is thereanychangef yes,why changed?

1 How wasfood in the past?Cookingtechnique® Recipes™How is it now?Is thereany
changef yes,whatchanged?

1 Whatlanguagealid you learnasa motherlanguage®hatdo you speaknow?ls thereany
changef yes,whatchanged?

1 What/HowwerethereligiousactivitiesAVhat/Hownow?Is thereanycharge?If yes,what
changed?

1 Are thereany ceremoniesgvents,daily communicationhabits, etc. that you have not
experiencedut heardaboutfrom older peopl® If yes,whatarethey?Why theyarenot
existinganymore?

These interview questions providedrere detailed explanation of how the importance of
landscapes and/or landscape elements have change over time and why this change happened.
RQ4b: How/Why cultural landscape identity has changed?

1 Whatphysicalandsociallandscapelemensymbolizes your culture?Whatis your cultural
background?
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1 Are there any cultural/traditional physical and social landscapeelementsthat are
abandoned/forgotten®hat arethey?Why werethey abandoned/forgotten? anyarein
use,whatarethey?Why theyarestill in use?s there anychangan theirfunction?

1 Would you pleasedescribewhatyou would namea contemporary.azi dwelling area? A
Hemshin? Would you pleasedescribea typical Lazi dwelling areafrom the past(of how
longago?)A pastHemshindwelling area?alsoof howlongago?)

These interview questions providadich explanation of the cultural landscape idenétd

how and why the landscape identity lchanged over time.
Conducting Method

The researcheconductedoral history interviewsin 2-weeksbetweenthe last week of May
2017 and secondthe week of June2017. Once the surveyquestionnairesvere collected,the
researchecontactedthe participantswho provided namesand contactinformation for the oral
history interview. Fifteeninterviewswere scheduledn the phoneandthe researchevisited the
participantsin their homesto conductthe interviews.Fifteeninterviewswere conductedn one
week.Theresearchecontactedhe eightkeyinformantsthatwererecommendestia snowballing.
Eight participantsverevisitedin theirhomesor work placesfor theinterview.

Par t i chonpsaveressléctedasthe interviewlocationin anticipationof their ability to
point to whatchangedn their living environment.This wasan opportunityfor the researcheto
understandvhateachparticipantmeantaboutchange.

Onsite oral history interviewswere conductedndividually andin groups Groupinterviews
were formed by the physical setting of the interview location. Interviews took place where

participantdive, thustheir family membersor neighborsspontaneouslgngagedn the activity.

Basedon thenumberof peoplewith theactualinterviewee smallor largegroup'’ interviewswere

17 Group sizes ranged from small groups withrZ participants)arge groups of 4 to 8 participants.
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establishedParticipantswverefree to talk while walking aroundor sitting at the table inside or
outside.

The researchemhandedout the interview protocol and consentform and startedthe
interview after obtaining the signed consentforms from the intervieweesandfiune xpect e d ¢
participants. The researcherensuredall participants about confidentiality and asked the
participantsto pick a pseudonymby themselvesThe pseudonymsvere usedduring the data
analysis.Also, the researchemformed the intervieweeshat participationin the interview was
voluntarily and that they were free to endthe interview anytime.Eachinterview was recorded
using a voice recorder.Interviews typically lastedfor an hour dependingonthep ar t i ci pant
regponsesTheresearchetook field notesduring eachinterview aboutthe physicalsettingof the
locationsuchasweathertime,andthep a r t i @utlpokamdreactionso the questionsField

notesprovidedinsightson the participantsvhentheresearberwascodingthe data.

3.3.2.2 Photo srvey
Photosurveywasdevelopedo collectinformationaboutlandscapendlandscape | e me nt s 6

meaningsUnlike the surveyquestionnairephotosurveywasusedto collect qualitativedataof
par t i cmemaiesansg éperiencesabout physical and social landscape.Visual images
establishstrongconnectiondetweerpeopleandtheir pastexperiencesnemoriesandstories thus
photosurveyprovidedimagesrelatedto the verbalinformation.
Recruiting Parti cipants

Photo survey was conducted with the participants of oral history interviews who were willing
to participate in the photo survey method. Out of a total of twimge interviewees, eight

participants were willing to participate in the photo survey.
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Research Protocol

A researchprotocol for Institutional Review Board (IRB) to get permissionfor conducting
communitybasedmethods.The IRB researchprotocol consistedof an image booklet with
guestionsanda consenfform. The Final IRB approvalenabéd the researcheto implementoral
history interview for this study. All IRB protocol documentswveretranslatedn Turkish by the
researcher.

Theimagebookletfor this studywasdevelopedisingarchivaldocumentspersonatollections
from community members (used with their permissiol), literature review on thesesand
dissertationgboutFindikli, andphotostakenduringthefield trip. Therefore, the prerequisites for
the photo survey method wethe literature review, archival documents, and initial site visit to
establish connections with people who had photo collectionsc t ur es r epr asde n't
present physical landscapdver, mountains, agridtural lands, vernacular houseand social
landscapé ceremonies, games, social meetifbe pictures were numbered and arranged in an
8. 50 x 1 larienfechboakiset€tha poeklet was designetith clear, large pictures for
older participants to see details in the pictures. Teeareher designezpenendedquestions for
each image to provide more flexildescussion
Questions

Participantsvereaskedo answerthefollowing questiongor eachimage:

1 Are you familiar with this landscape element as shown in the photograph? Yes No

1 How was this landscape element in the past? Is there any différemesertoday andhe

past?

1 Please describe the photograph with a short sentence.
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Each image represented landscape element, thus questions were asked by naming the
landscape element in the image suclaaser, barn, and a traditional agricultural to8locial
landscape was illustrated with pictures of activities. For example, there were pictureslef peop
working in the field together that represents solidarity work; children swimming in the river
represents c¢ hi Padigpantsdold winatthered was,rhdwhangedandwhat they
feel about the images. Photo survey questions providednafmn to answer RQ1b.

Conducting Method

On-site photo surveyswere conductedndividually or in a groupimmediatelyafter the oral
historyinterviewwith volunteerintervieweesTheresearcheinitiated the methodafter obtaining
asignedconsentorm fromtheparticipantEachphotosurveywasrecordedisingavoicerecorder.
Either the researcheor the participantheld the imagebookletand turnedthe pageswhenthey
were done talking about an image. Also, the image number was recordedfor the easeof

transcribingthe information

3.3.2.3Photo-voice recording
The ghotovoice recording method was conducted to identify what landscape elements

had/have cultural and/or socsignificance for the community:oliv people described what they

saw and the relaton bet ween the actual photo and the
Another significant point of this method was to be noted whether people rely on the facts to
interpret what they see whetherthey rely on their feelings, thoughtsd storés.In other words,

via photovoice recording participants could present their thoughts and feelings by looking at the

visual material.
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Recruiting Participants

Photcvoice recording was conducted with the participants of oral history interviews who were
willing to participate in the photwoice recording methoddf twenty-three interviewees, four
participants were willing to participate in the phetmce recording.

Research Protocol

A researchprotocol for Institutional Review Board (IRB) to get permissionfor conducting
communitybasedmethodsincluding photovoice recording. Final IRB approval enabledthe
researcheto implementphotovoicerecordingfor this study.

The participans wereaskedto takea pictureof whatis mostimportantin thelandscapeThe
researcheprovideda camerao the participantfor taking picturesof suchelementsasteafields,
housesor rivers.Onepatrticipantselecteda picturefrom theimagebookletasthe mostimportant
landscapelementasit nolongerexists.

Questions

Questionsfor the photovoice recording were developedon-site regardingp ar t i ci pant
feelings and storiesabout the landscapeslementin the picture. Responsesrom photovoice
recordingprovidedanswergo the RQ3b.

Conducting Method

On-site photovoice recordingswere conductedindividudly. The researcherllowed the
participanto takea pictureafterobtainingthe signedconsenform. Participantsvereaskedo tell
aboutthemeaningof pictureby looking atthe pictureonthecameraTheresearcheaccompanied

the participantduringthe processEachactivity wasrecordedusinga voicerecording.
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3.3.2.4 Mapping
The mapping method was used to collect information of past and present spatial organization

of physical and social landscape elements,-lasg] and social activities takptace in Findikli.
The importance of this method was to identify visual landscape change.

A researchprotocolfor Institutional Review Board (IRB) to get permissionfor conducting
communitybasedmethodsincluding mapping Final IRB approval enabledthe researber to
implementmappingfor this study.

Theresearcheconductednappingmethodin two separatevaysdetailedin thefollowing.

a. Cognitive mapping Participantsproducedhanddrawn cognitive mapsin responseo direct

guestions(SeeFigure3.9) Participantdor this methodwereoral historyintervieweesvho were

willing to be a part of the cognitive mappingactivity andtook placeright after the photovoice
recording. The researcherasked participantsto draw both their past and presentchildhood
neighborhood.They were free to write where their activities took place on the maps.Nine
intervieweegarticipatel in the cognitivemappingactivity andtheresearchecollectedthe signed
consenformsandthe mapsat the endof the processResultsfrom the cognitivemapswereused
in photomapping analysisto determinespatial organizationof landscapeelementsin past

traditionallandscapgattern.
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b. Group mapping: Group mapping methodwas conductedin the settlementwith the most
participantan surveymethod.Participantdor the groupmappingwererecruitedwith the help of

the village headpersonGroup sizewas a large group with eight participants(SeeFigure 3.10

Theywere given an aerial photo of the settlemento point out whattherewasin the past,what

thereis now, andthe pastandpresentctivitiestakingplace.

N

-
—

Figure 3.10Group fnapping process

Theresearcheprovidedahigh -qualityaerialphotqg drawingpaperscoloredpencils,andPost
It notesfor this mappingactivity. After obtainingthe signedconsentforms, the processwas
recordedusingavoicerecorder.

Information gathered via mapping method provided answer§ttbRibout change in spatial

organization of landscape elements and social activities associated with physical landscape

settings.
Qualitative Data Analysis

Eachrecordingderivedfrom theoral historyinterviews photosurveysphotovoicerecordings
and group mapping was transcribedverbatim using Express Scribe transcription software.
Qualitativedatawereanalyzedvith acategoricabpproachn thick desciption. Eightphasestated

in Rossmanand Rallis (2012) were utilized during qualitative data analysisfor this study:

A o r g a watazfamiiayizing yourself with the data,identifying categoriescoding the data,
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geneating themes,interpreting, searchingfor alternativeunderstandingswriting ther e por t o .

(Rossmarg Rallis, 2012 p.273)

The researcheprganizedthe databasedon the conductedmethods:oral history interview,
photo suvey, photavoice recording and mapping. Each recording was transcribedand this
enabledthe researcheto familiarize herselfwith the data. Three transcripts(one from each
method, excluding mapping) were coded on the hard copies preliminarily to identify initial
categories.At this point, physical and social landscapecategoriesidentified in the survey
guestionnairdnelpedto lay outinitial categoriesCategoriesverecreatedsuchasdemographics,
spatial organization,land-use, physical and social landscapeelements,physical and social
landscapehange andphysicalandsociallandscape&alues. Eachcodewasdefinedin the coding
book.Memos initial thoughtsandinferencesverenoted,aswell. Also, theresearcheitlustrated
storieslike agricultumal activitiesin the pastand the spatialorganizationof physicallandscape
elements.

Codes and categories were developed transcript by transcript. When all transcripts were coded,
final codes and categories were completect f@searcher filled alodes inthe Dedoose®© data
management and analysis software for coding.

The researchecreatedthemesto analyzequalitative data. Themesprovide the answersto
researclguestionsn abroadsenseThedetailedprocesss discussedn ChapterFour.

Reliability and Validity

Reliability and validity show whethera study is trustworthy or not. The researcheused

triangulationfor validity of thestudy.Triangulationis definedasbuildingabig picturewith several

sourceof data(e g., transcriptsandmethodge.g.,survey,interview).(Rossmar& Fallis,2012

For this study, theresearchecollecteddatafrom surveys, oral historyinterviews,photosurveys,
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photcvoicerecording,andmapping. CresswelandClarkstatedi R e | 1 laablimited niegning
in qualitativeresearchbutit is popularin qualitativeresearctwhenthereis interestin comparing

codingamongseverakc o d e(€resswel& Clark, 2011, p. 212).

ResearcherBias

Ther e s e a bacKgreundansiexperienceaffectedthe study,asshehas afamily connection
to the Lazi community andhasspentdifferenttime periodsin ayearin Findikli. Beingamember
of Lazi communityprovidedan advantagdor reacling Lazi community membersand gaining
trust in the community. However, she had limited accessto the Hemshin community. Life
experiencen Findikli andawarenessf thelandscapehangesnablecherto compareherpastand
presentimesin Findikli. Thisis anadvantagdor the researcheto lay out domainsof Findikli
suchas changein rural and urbansettlementp e o p daiy difs routine, communicationand
traditionalsocialactivities.Also, assheis familiar with the ethnograpic backgroundf Findikli,
shedid not haveto immerseherselfin the communitybefore conductingcommunitymethods.
This wasan advantagesavingtime in theresearctprocessAll in all, shetried to remainneutral
in all phase®f theresearctsuchascommunitymeeting,coffeehousemeetingsandoral history
interviews evenwith heradvantageanddisadvantages
3.4Mixing Quantitative and Qualitative Methods

This mixed methodsstudy was designedin six phasesas statedin detailsin Section3.2
ResearclDesign. Data collection phasewas conductedby quantitativeand qualitative strands
separatelyQualitative analysiswas conductedseparatly. The quantitativeanalysisphasefor
photomapping especiallyin sociallandusemapping wasconductedoy mixing qualitativeand
guantitativestrands Socialland-useareaswere classifiedby qualitativestrandandcalculatedoy

guantitativestrand.Similarly, quantitativeresultswere explainedby qualitativeresults.Overall,
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mixing occurredby qualifying quantitativedata and resultsfor the interpretationof findings.
Detailsof the quantitativeandqualitativepartswith the phasesredescribedn ChapterFourand
findingsarein ChapterFive.

3.5 Limitations of Method

Therearelimitationsin photomappng andsurveymethodsn this dissertatiorstudy.

Photo-mappinglimitations

1 As old aerialmapsdid not havecoordinatesrectifying themto the 2017basemapwasa
limitation to be ablegetmostaccurateactualland areasize.

91 Dueto low imagequality, definingland-usetypeswasa limitation. For example no area
wasdefinedasmixed woodfruit-vegetablan 1959yearmapandthusassociate@ctivity
with this areai visiting at homé could not be stated However,the researchewasaware
of thelimitation of definingareatype,thusincludevisiting athomeasonly asocialactivity
in 1959but notanareadueto nolandsizevalue.

1 Dueto mixedland-usedefiningareatypewasalimitation for this study.Mixed areasvere
defined as mixed woodhazelnutand mixed woodfruit-vegetablein photemapping
analysisAlso, thereis anothemixedland-usetypewith teaandkiwi. However all defined
askiwi gardenasteawerenotvisible.

Surveylimitations

There are two limitation groupsin survey method:conductingthe method;and clarity of

guestions.

Conductingsurveymethodin the communitymeetingwasa limitation;

1 Two hourcommunitymeetingwasnot sufficienttimeto fill outall surveyquestions,

1 Individually respondedurveyquestionnaireturnedin asincomplete,
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1 Conductingn persorsurveysduringoral historyinterviewsprovidedmoredatacompared
to conductedsurveyin communitymeeting.

Clarity of questionsvasa limitation in thefollowing questiontypes;

Income:participantsespondeceithertotal householdncomeor individual income.

Traditionalagriculturalpracticesthereis no distinctionin the questionbetweenagricultural
products.For example,most of participantsindicatedthat they farm their vegetablegarden
traditionallybutteanot.

Culture: participantswere confusedabou whetherculture referswhole Findikli or specific
culturein Findikli like Hemshin,Lazi.

GamesGameswvhetherreferchildhoodplaysor folk dances not clearfor participants.

Settlemenscale:.Landscapehangeguestionglid notreferwhethewvillage scaleor all Findikli
district scale.Surveysconductedn personrevealedhat participantsndicatedthat for example,

therewasa circulationpatternchangen downtownareabut notin thevillage.
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CHAPTER FOUR: QUANTITATIVE AND QUALITATIVE RESULTS

This chapterreportsthe quantitativeand qualitativeanalysegesults.Quantitativeresultsare
derivedfrom thephotomappinganalysisandsurveyquestionnairewhereagjualitativeresultsare
derivedfrom the oral history interviews,photo surveys phot-voice recordings group mapping
andcognitivemapping.

As statedin Chapter3, the objectivesof this researchwere 1) to reveallandscapemeanings
with their culturalandsocialimportancein a continuousculturallandscapdrom the perspective
of local communityand 2) to developa communitybasedcultural landscapestudy methodfor
documentingangibleandintangiblelandscapelementsasa culturallandscapédentity.

Physicalandsociallandscapehangevasanalyzedo reveda whatandhowlandscapelements
werelost, gained,or transferredo understandiowlocal a ¢ t engagémeniith thelandscape
haschangedvertime Quantitativeandqualitativeanalysesesultsaredescribedn two sections,

respectively.

4.1 Quantitative Results

Quantitativeresults are describedwith photo mapping analysisand quantitative method
survey analysis. Photemapping analysis results provided factual information of physical
landscapechangeand sociallandscapehangebasedon the physicd landscapehange Survey
analysisresultsrevealedperceptionof physicaland social landscapechangein the eye of the
community.
4.1.1 Photemapping Analysis

Communitybasednethodgprovidebothc 0o mmu nandi y d § v pedceptudinfosmation
abaut physicalandsociallandscapehange.To verify perceptualandscapehangeespeciallyin

termsof changen land areasize photomappingwasconductedisingwith GIS. For this method
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old aerialphotosfrom 1959,1969and1989andarecentmap2017werecomparedandland-use

areasizequantitativelycalculated (SeeFigure4.1)

This sectionis describedvith the photomappinganalysismethodandphotomappingresults.

4.1.1.1 Photemapping analysis nethod
Aerial photosfrom 1959201 7wereanalyzedcandcomparedn threestepgo defineboundaries,

to classifyland-useareasandto calculatdand-useareas.
Step 1: Defining Boundaries

Dueto time limitations, photomappinganalysiswasconductedvithin a definedboundaryof
thecasestudyarea.Threeboundariesveredefinedusinggeographidandcharacteristicandbuilt
structuresexistingsince1959to showthe physicalandsociallandscapechange.

Findikli hasthreedifferent typesof settlementpatterns:urban, mixed rural and urban,and
rural. The urbanstructureof Findikli is representetty the downtownarea thusits coreareawas
definedasoneof themappingboundariesMixed rural andurbanstructures representedy eight
neighborhoodettlementsThe oneclosesto the downtownareawasdefinedasanothemapping
boundary.Twentytwo villages form the rural patternof Findikli. They are scatteredalongthe
valleyscloseto theriver or mountainsThe onelocatedon riversideandclosestto the downtown
areawas defined as anothermappingboundary.Any mountainousvillage settlementwas not

defineddueto thelow quality of aerialphotos.
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Three defined settlements characterize the general physical and social landscapes of Findikli.
The most recent map, from 2017, was used as a base map. Each settlement boundary is defined in

the following:

Downtown settlement is defined by contemporaryurban development.The downtown
settlements framedby the coast,endof thelocal governmenarea,andneighborhoodettlement.
The boundaryof the downtown settlementrepresentshe urbanizationpatternand commercial

activities.

Neighborhood settlementis definedby contemporarymixed urbanand rural pattern.The
neighborhoodtlosestto the downtownarea,Y enimahallé® was selectedbecausehe oldestroad
in Findikli passeshroughthatneighborhoodindcomectsthefourteenout of twenty-two villages
andthedowntownarea.

Village settlement is defined by contemporaryrural patterns.The village closestto the

downtownarea,Hara wasselectedasit washerethatthe groupmappingwasconductedVillage
magping-boundarylimits for the village settlementcoversthe centerof the village settlement
ratherthanwholevillage limits asparticipantdocusednthecenterof thevillage whencomparing
the pastandpresentAlthoughHara village is ariversidevill agefor Lazi people,it representshe
generalphysicalandsocialcharacteristicef othervillages.The 1959aerialphotodoesnot show
the selectedvillage settlementclearly. However, the 1959 aerial photo was usedto compare
downtownandneighborhoodettlementsvith otheryears.
Step 2: Classification of Landuse Area

Land-useareaclassificationsvere createdafter consultationwith residentsvho haveknown

theareafor thelastsixty yearsandfrom informationobtainedrom theinterviews,sincetheimage

8 Yenimeans Newmahallemeans neighborhood in Turkistienimahalle New Neighborhood
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quality of aerialmapsi 1959,196%nd1989 werenot clearfor a detailedreadingof agriculture
andbuilding types.

A physicallandscapenapwascreatedy definingagriculturalland-usetypes buildings,paved
lands,watersourcesandtransporationroutes.A sociallandscapenapwascreatedbasedon the
social activities that take placein the physicalsettingsdefinedin the physicallandscapamap.
Socialactivitiessuchasactiverecreationahctivitiestake placein morethanonedefinedarea i
swimmingin river and sea.Also, one physical arealike a corn field represents multi-social
activity areasuchasa traditional agriculturalactivity areaandac h i | dree@lay@rea.Each
mappingclassifications describedn thefollowing sectons.

A. Physical Land-Use Classification: Physical Landscape

Mappinganalysisrevealedive categorie®f land-uses:

1. Agricultural landuse

2. Hardscape landse

3. Softscape landise

4. Waterscape

5. Circulation pattern

Land-usecategorievariedin differentyearsfor eachsettlementThe softscapeategorywas
classifiedonly for the 2017downtownsettlement.

1. Agricultural Land -Uses:Lands are used for agricultural production.

a) Corn: Corn fields, landise for corrproduction only.

b) Tea: Tea fields, landse for tea production only.

c) Hazelnut: Hazelnut gardens, only for hazelnut production. Hazelnut trees, fruit trees, and

forest trees were not distinguished clearly due to the image quality. In order to define a
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d)

g)

hazelmut garden area, spatial organization of the dasel elements information derived

from interviews, cognitive and community mappings were used.

Mixed WoodFruit-Vegetable: Mixed landise for forest trees, fruit trees, and vegetable
gardens. Fruit trees, vet@ble gardens, and forest trees were not distinguished clearly due
to the image quality. Mixed woelluit-vegetable lands were defined after consultation

with the residents who have been living in Findikli and have knowledge abotuseand

the last sixy years. The spatial organization of the lars@ elements information derived

from interviews, while cognitive and community mappings were used to define mixed fruit,
vegetables, and forest areas.

Mixed WoodHazelnut: Mixed landuse for forest trees arzelnut trees. The difference
between mixed woacttuit-vegetable and mixed wodthzelnut is the location of lands in

the area. Hazelnut trees are as tall as forest trees in the region, therefore, it was very hard
to distinguish hazelnut trees from thedst trees. Also, local people told that hazelnut
gardens are embedded in the woodlands, thus they are mixed woodlands. Hazelnut trees
were used as a landscape border element between corn fields in the past and tea fields at
present t o s hodwixedwddhatemumiepreseénts thdt @ther one could

be in that area. Consultation with interviewees, geographic location of forest and hazelnut
trees, and spatial organization of the dwelling area were used to define areas. Based on the
topography, hgh altitudes covered with taller vegetation were defined as mixed-wood
hazelnut, as well.

Kiwi: Kiwi fields, land-use for kiwi production only.

Fern: Fern plant cover, langse for animal needs. High altitudes of the topography with

short vegetation covewere defined as fern after the consultation of residents and
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h)

b)

interviewees. Only in the 1989 aerial photo were fern areas clear and distinguishable from
mixed woodhazelnut areas. Fern land was used for animal bedding rather than as pasture
for the animas.

Prepared for Tea Production: Areas with no vegetation or agricultural cover and seen as
prepared soil were defined as prepared tea. Prepared teaskam@deas were clear in the
2017 map and also match with the photos taken in the field observation.

Hardscape LandUse: Lands are used for manade features as contrasted with
vegetation.

Buildings: Buildings include dwelling units, agricultural buildings, animal buildings, and
industrial buildings. All building types such as houses, barns, storage anis,
governmental offices were classified as buildings because of the limitations of the low
quality of imagery to distinguish actual use.

Vacant land: Vacant land areas with paved surface for indeterminant use.

Paved land: Paved roads, public squaresttandoastal pier were defined as paved land.
Softscape LandUse:Lands are used for recreational uses paved with vegetation cover.
Park: Landuse for parks as playgrounds and/or open green areas built in the residential
areas and public gathering places.

Soccer Field: Landise for sports activity with turf field rather than hard surface.
Waterscape LandUse: Water dominant lands.

Beach: Shore land for the area between sea and the coastal road.

Riverbed: Shore land for both existing water flow and the beek.

Circulation Pattern: Lands used for transportation routes.
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a) Highway: High speed traffic area for motor vehicles, built in filled land area, and parallel
with the coastline with sidewalks on the beachside.
b) Coastal road: Medium speed traffic area fotan@ehicles and parallel with the coastline
with sidewalks.
c) Primary Road: Main road (with sidewalks only in the downtown area) for motor vehicles
and pedestrians in settlement limits.
d) Secondary Road: Roads for motor vehicles and pedestrians, connediemy roads to
primary roads.
e) Tertiary Road: Roads for motor vehicles and pedestrians, connecting individual buildings
to the secondary road.
f) Trail: Pedestrian walkways, connecting fields and buildings to each other and to either
primary, secondary, dertiary roads.
g) Bridge: Bridge that connects either secondary roads or trails to the primary road.
Somephysicalfeatureswere not defined.For example back andfront yards,infrastructure,
boathousesneetingpoints,andbazaarsverenotdistinguisheds separatéand-usesecauseheir
detailedfeaturesverenotclearin theaerialphotos Also, therewasno pasturdanddefinedasthe
selecteboundariesor eachsettlementid notincludepasturdandsin Findikli. Pasturdandsare
locatedcloseto the peakof themountaindor sheepherds Hazelnutgardensvereusedfor grazing
cowsin thepast.
B. Physical Lands for Social Activities Classification: Social Landscape
Socialactivity areasn theregionweredefinedafterconsultatiorwith localresidens whohave

knowledgeaboutthe activitiesandtheir physicalsettings Physicalandscapareasareassociated
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with the sameand/ordifferentactivitiesin eachyear.Oneareacould be associatedvith multiple
activitieswhereaneactivity couldtakeplacein variousland-useareas.

Socialactivitiesweredefinedin thefollowing list.

1. Ceremonial Areas: Where ceremonies, weddings, and other traditional activities take
place in the landscape.

a) Craftmanship Activity Areas: Where people produce their lecattsmanship products
such as agricultural tools and household equipment.

b) Falconry Areas: Hunting areas.

c) Ceremony, Wedding and Festival Areas: Areas for traditional ceremonies like the hazelnut
ceremony and traditional weddings and festivals.

2. Children& Outdoor Activity Areas: Tr adi ti onal chil drenos
associated with landscape.

a) Free Play Area: Chil drenb6s activities in

b) Water Activity Area: Safe waterscape for children.

3. Communication Areas: Where people see each other and meet.

a) Meeting/Gathering Area: In garden communication, meeting on the sidewalks or gathering
in public squares.

b) Visiting at Home: Where people visit each other in private outdoor home places.

4. Contemporary Agricultural Areas: Newly introduced agricultural products,
contemporary agricultural methods for new and traditional products such as new
techniques for hazelnut harvesting.

a) Contemporary Agricultural Practice Area: Where the activities take place in the landscape.

For exanple, hazelnut gardens were not areas for contemporary agricultural activities in
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1959; however, in 2017, hazelnut areas are defined as contemporary agricultural area as
traditional agricultural methods and activities are not taking place.

5. Indoor Living and Working Areas: Private life such as family life and public life such
as government works.

a) Indoor Living and Working Area: Inside the buildings, not in the landscape.

6. Outdoor Recreational Areas:Where people have more structured recreational activities
for multi-age groups.

a) Active Recreational Activity Area: Sports and swimming.

b) Passive Recreational Activity Area: Picnicking and fishing.

7. Religious and Spiritual Activity Areas: Where people expeannce their religious and/or
spiritual activities such as praying, performing ablution.

a) Religious Activity Area: Funeral area or praying area.

b) Spiritual Activity Area: Where spiritual traditions are performed

8. Traditional Agricultural Areas: Where traditional agricultural practices take place.

a) Traditional Agricultural Activity Area: Areas associated with traditional agricultural
practices such as preparing soil, harvesting products, transportation of the products,
preparing land and animaidd.

Step3: Land-useArea Calculation

Eachdefinedland-useareawas calculatedby usingArc GIS Pro 2.1 on the 2017 basemap.
Olderaerialmaps,from 1959,196%nd1989,weregeoreferencedn thedigital 2017map.Older
aerial mapswere rectified using referencepoints shownin all mapssuch as the summits of

mountainsor cornersof buildings. However,the older mapswereslightly offset from the base
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map,thus,eachboundarya r eséwascalculatedaccordingto the2017basemap.Thestudied
areasizefor eachsettlements shownin Table4.1

Table 4.1 Area sizefor eachstudied settlement type

Settlements AreaSize/ km?
Downtown 14
Neighborhood 1.6
Village 0.5

For physicallandscapemapping,four separatgrojectswere createdfor eachyear: 1959,
1969,1989,and2017.The studiedsettlement y p dndarywasbox-framedin eachproject.
Within the box frame for eachstudiedarea,a polygonfeaturewas createdfor landusesuchas
agricultureor hardscapandaline featurewascreatedor circulaion patternsEachy e apolggsen
andline featureswerecreatedseparatelyo be ableto comparewith oneandanotherOnceareas
weredefinedfor eachyear,separateattributetables® wereexportedasExcelfiles to createcharts
for landscapehangebetveen1959and2017.Forexamplethedowntowncornfield areasizewas
0.37km? in 1959and0.24km?in 1969.Basephysicallandscapenapswere createdn ArcGIS
2.1.llustrationsfor the clarity of the mapswerecreatedn AdobePhotoshopgCC 2017.

For the social landscapemapping, social activity areaswere calculatedwith the defined
physicalsettingsthat are associateavith the socialactivities. For example free play areain the
c hi | eutdearadtisity areacategoryin thedowntownsettlementvas composeaf cornfields,
hazelnugardensandvacantiandfor theyear1959.Theareasizeof thefree playareain 1959was
calculatedoy summingup the cornfield, hazelnutandvacantiand areasizesdowntownin 1959.
Sociallandscapenapswerecreate in AdobePhotoshopCC 2017,asa physicallandscapenap

wasusedasabasemap.

19 Attribute table presents the area size for each defined area (e.g. corn field, tea field) as quantitative data.
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4.1.1.2 Photemapping results
PhotemappinganalysisdocumentegbhysicalandsociallandscapehangesFactualresultsof

landscapehangewnereusedto comparewith the perceptuainformationderivedfrom surveyand
gualitativemethods.
1. PhysicalLandscapeChange

Photemappingresuts in all studiedareasin eachsettlementdemonstrateghat agricultural
land-useis the predominaniand-useeventhoughit hasdecreasedrom 1959 (86.7%)to 2017
(71.7%).Hardscapéand usehassignificantlyincreasedrom 1959(3.6%)to 2017(19.1%).(See

Figure4.2)

LANDUSES AS PERCENT OF FINDIKLI'S LAND AREA

1959 1969 1989 2017 2017 (with filled area)
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EAgricultural Area BEHardscape Area B Waterscape Area B Softscape Area

Figure 4.2 Land-usesaspercentof F i n d iladnd areé s
In termsof agriculturalland-usetypes,the highestchangewasin 6 t &@mb1959(1.3%)to

2017(27.7%).0Ontheotherhandd ¢ d ri rehbhsdegreaseby 17%.(SeeFigure4.3)
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AGRICULTURAL LANBE AS PERCENT OF FINDIKLI'S LAND AREA
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Figure 4.3 Agricultural land-useaspercentof Fi n d ilakd area s
Pavedandshavesignificantlyincreasedespeciallyfrom 1989(2.2%)to 2017(10.0%) Also,

buildingshaveincreasedrom 1959(0.6%)to 2017(7.3%).(SeeFigure4.4)

HARDSCAPE LANISE AS PERCENT OF FINDIKLI'S LAND AREA
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@ Vacant Land @Concrete @EBuildings mFilled Land

Figure 4.4Hardscapeland-useaspercentof F i n d ildad areé s
In waterscapelementsthe riverbedareahasdecreasedrom 1959 (6.7%)to 2017 (5.0 %)

whereaghe beachhasdecreasdfrom 1959(2.9%)to 2017(2.4%).(SeeFigure4.5)
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WATERSCAPE LANBE AS PERCENT OF FINDIKLI'S LAND AREA

1959 1969 1989 2017 2017 (with filled area)
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m Riverbed mBeach

Figure 4.5Waterscapeaspercentof Fi n d ilaknd areé s
Circulation patterns have changedin terms of transportationroutes for vehicles and
pedestriansRoadlengthshave significantly increasedrom 1959 (11.7 km) to 2017 (43.5km).

(SeeFigure 4.6) Roadshave also beendiversified for different type of usersi vehiclesand

pedestrians.

CIRCULATION PATTERN OF STUDIED AREA IN FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.6 Circulation pattern askilometers of studied areain Findikli
Figure4.6 demonstratethat primary roadshavechangednly slightly in the studiedareaof

Findikli. Onthe otherhand,secondaryoadshavesignificantlyincreasedrom 1959(1.7 km) to
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2017(18.2km). Also, trails haveincreasedrom 1959(6.1 km) to 1989 (1.7 km), but decreased
between1989 (18.7 km) to 2017 (11.8km). Tertiary roadsand highway haveappearednly in
2017.

Physicallandscap&hangean eachstudiedsettlementypeis detailedin the following.
Downtown

The downtownareahaschangedsignificantly since 1959. Agriculture was the predominant
land-use from 1959 (79.3%) to 1989 (75.2%). However agricultural practices declined
significantly between1989 and 2017. The 2017 map revealsonly 38.7% agriculturalland-use.
Hardscapeland-use becamethe predominantland-use in 2017, especially with downtown
expansiortowardthe sea.Photemappingresultsrevealedhat hardscapéand-usehasincreased
from 1959 (7.6%) to 2017 (43.2%).0Only in 2017, softscapdanduseappearedn 4.9% of the

downtownarea.(SeeFigure4.7 and4.8)

LANDUSES AS PERCENT OF FINDIKLI'S DOWNTOWN LAND AREA
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Figure 4.7 Land-usesaspercentof F i n d idé&wntowi and area
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Figure 4.8 Land-uselayers of eachstudiedyear of Fi n d i downto@rsland area
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Thetype of agriculturalland-usehasalsochangedFor instanceteafields havesignificantly
increasedetweerl959(1%)to 2017(24%).0Ontheotherhand cornfieldsdramaticallydecreased

from 1959(17%)to 1989(4.3%).Cornfields havedisappearetly 2017.(SeeFigure4.9)

AGRICULTURAL LANBE OF STUDIED AREA IN DOWNTOWN FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.9 Agricultural land-useaspercentof Fi n d idewntown fand area
The percentagef hardscapdand usechangevariesin eachyear. For example,pavedland
significantlyincreasedrom 1959(1%) to 2017(24%).Similarly, buildingsincreasedrom 1%¢to

15%betweenl959and2017.(SeeFigure4.10

HARDSCAPE LANISE OF STUDIED AREA IN DOWNTOWN FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.10Hardscapeland-useaspercentof F i n d idé&wntow and area
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Softscapdanduseappearedh 2017andthe percentagef the softscapgandis 5% of thetotal
studieddowntownarea 4% of thesoftscapéandis composeaf parksandtherestof thelanduse

is for socceffields. Softscapdanduseappear®nly in thedowntownsettlement(SeeFigure4.17)

SOFTSCAPE LANBE OF STUDIED AREA IN DOWNTOWN FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.11 Softscapdand-useaspercentof F i n d idéwntown tand area
The waterscapef the studieddowntownareahaschangedonly slightly since1959.Phote
mappingresultsrevealedthat thereis not a significant changebetween1959 and 2017 in the

waterscapef the studieddowntownarea.(SeeFigure4.12

WATERSCAPE LANBE OF STUDIED AREA IN DOWNTOWN FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.12Waterscapeaspercentof F i n d idé@wntown tand area
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The primary roadsin the studieddowntownland areaof Findikli do not showa significant
changeOnthecontrary secondaryoadssignificantlyincreasedrom 1959(1.7km) to 2017(11.5

km). (SeeFigure4.13

CIRCULATION PATTERN OF STUDIED AREA IN DOWNTOWN FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.13Circulation pattern askilometers of studied areain downtown Findikli
Neighborhood
Agriculture hasbeenthe predominantand-usefrom 1959 (93.1%)to 2017 (93.6 %) in the
studiedneighborhoodarea,YenimahalleHowever,hardscapéand-usehasincreasedrom 1959

(0.2%) t0 2017(3.5%). (SeeFigure4.14)
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LANDUSES AS PERCENTBRIMAHALLE

1959 1969 1989 2017
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Figure 4.14Land-usesaspercentof F i n d istkidied rieighborhoodarea
Although thereis not a significantchangein the total agriculturalland-usein Yenimahalle,
agriculturalland-usetypeshavedramaticallychangedFor example cornfields havesignificantly
decreasettrom 1959(13.4%)to 1989(4.5%).The2017maprevealshatthereis nolongeracorn

field in Yenimahalle Teafields , however,increasedrom 1959 (1.3%)to 2017 (29.9%).(See
Figure4.1H

AGRICULTURAL LANBE OF YENIMAHALLE
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Figure 4.15Agricultural land-useaspercentof Yenimahalle
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Hardscapéand-usehaschangedvith theincreaseof building land-use.For example puilding

land-usehasincreasedrom 0.2%in 1959to 2.7%in 2017.(SeeFigure4.16

HARDSCAPE LANISE OFENIMAHALLE
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Figure 4.16Hardscapeland-useaspercentof Yenimahalle

The only waterscapés riverbedareain YenimahalleThereis a slight changen theriverbed

betweenyears1959(6.7%)and2017(2.9%).(SeeFigure4.17)

WATERSCAPE LANBE OFENIMAHALLE
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Figure 4.17Waterscapeaspercentof Yenimahalle
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Trails were the predominantmeansof circulation from 1959 (1.7 km) to 1989 (8.2 km).

However,secondaryoads(5.6 km) havebecomemorecommonthantrails(4.1km) in 2017.(See

Figure4.18
CIRCULATION PATTERN'BRIMAHALLE
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B Trail OPrimary Road @ Secondary Road @ Bridge
Figure 4.18Circulation pattern askilometers of Yenimahalle

Village

Agriculturewasthe predominantand-usefrom 1969(93.8%)to 2017(92.5%) in the studied
village areaHara. Hardscapéand-useincreasedrom 1969(0.9 %) to 2017(2.1%). (SeeFigure

4.19
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LANDUSES AS PERCENHAIRA
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Figure 4.19Land-usesaspercent of Hara
Agricultural landuse has changedin types since 1969. For example, corn fields have
dramaticallydecreasedrom 1969 (14.0%)to 1989(2.3%). The 2017 maprevealedthatthereis
no longerany corn productionin Hara. On the contrary,teafields havesignificantly increased

from 1969(12.9%)to 2017(32.3%).(SeeFigure4.20

AGRICULTURAL LANBE INHARA

/-— 2.2%

100.0% 1.5% 3.1%

90.0%

1.5%
80.0%

70.0% AALELD 37.3%
51.3%

60.0%

50.0%

40.0%

30.0%

20.0%

10.0%

14.0%

0.0% 37
1969 1989 2017

OCorn MEHazelnut EBTea OMixed Wood&Hazelnut BMixed Wood&Fruit&Veg. OKiwi

Figure 4.20Agricultural land-usesin Hara
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The percentag®f hardscapéand usechangevariesin eachyear. The mostobviouschange
hasocaurredin building land-use.Buildings haveincreasedrom 0.5%in 1969to 1.5%in 2017.

(SeeFiqure4.21)

HARDSCAPE LANISE INHARA
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Figure 4.21Hardscapeland-usesin Hara
Photemappingresultsrevealedhatwaterscap@nly asriverbedin Hara hasnot significantly

changedrom 1969(5.3%)to 2017(5.4%). (SeeFigure4.22

WATERSCAPE LANBE INHARA
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Figure 4.22Waterscapeland-usein Hara



Primaryroadsin Hara do not showa significantchange Trails hadincreasedrom 1969(1.7
km) to 1989(2.5km), thendecreasetdy 2017(1.7 km). Secondaryndtertiaryroadsappearedn

2017.(SeeFiqure4.23
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Figure 4.23Circulation pattern askilometers of Hara

2. SocialLandscapeChange

Photemappingresultsin all the studiedareasin eachsettlementdemonstratehat social
activitiesin 1959 weremoreassociateavith outdoorspacethanin 2017.Ceremoniesc hi | dr e n 6
outdoor activities, communication,and traditional agricultural activity areasassociatedwith
physica landscapehave significantly decreasedrom 1959 to 2017. For example,c hi | dr e n 0
outdooractivity areassuchasfree play areashavedecreasedrom 2.9 km?in 1959to 0.2 km? in
2017.Photemappingresultsrevealedhatcontemporargagriculturalactivity areashaveincreased
since1959(0.04km?) andthusit hasbecomeredominansocialactivity associateavith physical

landscapén 2017(2.5km?). (SeeFigure4.24)
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Figure 4.24Socialactivity areasin studied areasof Findikli

Thetypeof socialactivitiesin areashavealsochangedForexampleceremoniahctivitiesand

weddingareasavesignificantlydecreasettom 1959(1.40km?) to 2017(0.003km?). (SeeFigure

4.29
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Figure 4.25Ceremonial activity areasin studied areasof Findikli

Freeplay area suchaschildrerd sutdooractivity area, havesignificantly deadeasedrom

1959t0 2017.Photemappingresultsrevealedhatnewfreeplay activity areashaveappeareanly

in thedowntownareaanddisappeareth YenimahallendHarain 2017.(SeeFigure4.26)
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CHILDREN OUTDOOR ACTIVITY AREAS IN STUDIED AREAS OF FINDIKLI

I I I [T 0.5

1959 1969 1989 2017

3.50

3.00

2.50

2.00

1.50

1.00

0.50

0.00

mFree Play Areas mWater Activity Areas

Figure 4.26 Children outdoor activity areasin studied areasof Findikli
Communicatioractivity areashavesignificantlydecreaseth termsof meetingandgathering

areadrom 1959(2.02km?) to 2017(0.34km?). (SeeFigure4.27)

COMMUNICATION ACTIVITY AREAS IN STUDIED AREAS OF FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.27 Communication activity areasin studied areasof Findikli
Contemporaragriculturalactivity areashavesignificantlyincreasedrom 1959(0.04km?) to

2017(2.53km?). (SeeFigure4.28
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Figure 4.28Contemporary agricultural activity areasin studied areasof Findikli
Indoor living and working areashave slightly changé since 1959. Photemappingresults
revealedthatindoorliving andworking areashaveincreasedrom 0.02km?to 0.26km? in 2017.

(SeeFiqure4.29
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Figure 4.29Indoor living and working areasin studied areasof Findikli
Recreationahctivity areashavechangedrom 1959.For exampleactiverecreationahctivity

areashavedecreaseffom 0.29km? to 0.17km? in 2017.(SeeFigure4.30
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Figure 4.30Recreationalactivity areasin studied areasof Findikli
Religious and spiritual activity areashasdramaticallychangedsince 1959. The 2017 map
revealedhatthereis noarealeft for eitherreligiousor spiritualactivitiesin theregion.(SeeFigure

4.31)
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Figure 4.31Recredional activity areasin studied areasof Findikli
Traditional agricultural activity areashavesignificantly decreasedrom 1959 (2.90 km?) to

2017(0.01km?) (SeeFigure4.32)
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Figure 4.32Recreationalactivity areasin studied areasof Findikli
Changen socialactivity areadgs describedn eachsettlementypesin thefollowing.
Downtown
After consultationwith local residentsphotomappingresultsfor studiedareas-downtown,
YenimahalleHara- revealedthattypesof socialactivity areashavechangedor two reasonsi)

changean physicalsetting,2) abandonear newly obtainedactivities.(SeeFigure4.33
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Figure 4.33Socialactivity areasaslayers of ead studiedyearof F i n d idéwntowi s

In thedowntownarea,for examplefalconryasa ceremoniahctivity is associateavith mixed
wood-hazelnutareas.Sincethe size of mixed wood-hazelnutareashasdecreasedrom 1959to
2017,the falconry activity areahasdecreaseds well. In otherwords, as a tradition, falconry
activity hasbeensustainedut becaus®f the physicalsettinglimitation, it hasdecreasedOnthe

otherhand,festivalasanotherceremoniakctivity in the downtownareawasassociateavith the
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pier. However,local festivalshavenot beensustainedincethe late 1990s,thusthe pier hasnot

beendefinedasafestivalareaeventhoughit is still existing.(SeeFigure4.34)
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Figure 4.34Ceremonial activity areasin studied area of downtown Findikli
Freeplay areaasatypeof c h i | dutdooractsvity areahassignificantly decreasedrom
1959(75%)to 2017 (4%) in the studieddowntownarea.After consultationwith local residents,
photemappingresultsrevealedthatthis changehasoccurredbecaus®f two reasonsl) physical
settingdor freeplay areasuchascornfields andhazelnuigardendavebeendecreaseh size;2)
parentsat presentdo not allow their childrento play outsidefreely becausef safetyissueqe.g.,
morecarsaround).Also, free play areahastransitionedo superviseglaygroundareasandonly

in playgroundsn downtown.(SeeFigure4.35
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CHILDREN OUTDOOR ACTIVITY AREAS IN DOWNTOWN FINDIKLI
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Figure 4.35Children outdoor activity areasin studied area of downtown Findikli
Visiting at homeasa type of communicatioractivity hasbeenlostin 2017dueto the lossof
outdoorsettingsor visiting activities.Local residentemphasizeduringphotomappinganalysis
thatvisiting activitiestake placein indoor settings.Also, communicationn gardensdefinedas
meetingandgatheringn socialmaps hassignificantlydecreasetrom 1959(51%)to 2017(24%)
becaus®f bothphysicalsettinglimitations (decreasén sizeof thearea)andabandonedactivities

(e.g.nomorecornproduction).(SeeFigure4.36)
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Figure 4.36 Communication activity areasin studied area of downtown Findikli
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Contemporangagriculturalactivity areasvereonly definedwith teafieldsin years1959,1969
and1989.However afterconsultatiorwith thelocal residentsphotemappingresultsdiemonstrate
thatcontemporaryagriculturalactivity areashavebeendefinedwith hazelnutgardensteafields,
kiwi fields,andmixedwood-hazelnuareasAccordingly,contemporaryagriculturalactivity areas

haveincreasedrom 1959(1%)to 2017(39%).(SeeFigure4.37)
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Figure 4.37 Contemporary agricultural activity areasin studied area of downtown
Findikli

Indoorliving andworking areashavesignificantlyincreasedrom 1959 (1%) to 2017 (15%)

asthebuildingshaveincreasedn the studiedareaof downtownFindikli. (SeeFigure4.38
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Figure 4.38Indoor living and working areasin studied area of downtown Findikli
Recreationahctivity areasfor multi-age groupshave decreasedrom 1959to 2017. Local
residentsindicated that recreationalactivities have not been abandonedput becauseof the
limitation of physicalsettingstherecreationahctivity areashavebeendecreased SeeFigure4.
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Figure 4.39Recreationalactivity areasin studied area of downtown Findikli
Religious and spiritual activity areashave significantly changedsince 1959. For example,

religiousactivity areashavedecreasedrom 1959 (15%)to 1989(10%). After consultationwith
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local residents photomappingresultsrevealedthat religious activities are not associatedvith
outdoorphysicalsettingsanymore.Similarly, spiritual activity area havedecreasedrom 1959
(21%)t0 1969(18%)andwerelostin 1989and2017.Local residentstatedthatspiritualactivities
havebeenabandonedhusevenif the associateghhysicalsettingswereavailablefor the spiritual

activities,theywould not havebeensustained(SeeFigure4.40
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Figure 4.40Religiousand spiritual activity areasin studied area of downtown Findikli
Traditional agricultural activity areaswere definedas hazelnutgardenscorn fields, mixed
wood-hazelnutareas mixed wood-ruit-vegetableareasyiver andbeachin years1959and 1969
andashazelnugardenscornfields, mixedwood-hazelnutareasandmixedwoodruit-vegetable
areasin 1989. However, after consultationwith the local residents,photomapping results
demonstrat¢hattraditionalagriculturalactivitieshavebeensustainednly in mixed woodfruit-

vegetableareasin 2017. Accordingly, traditional agricultural activity areashave significantly

decreaseffom 1959(91%)andlostin 2017.(SeeFigure4.41])
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Figure 4.41Traditional agricultural activity areasin studied area of downtown Findikli
Neighborhood
After consultationwith local residentsphotemappingresultsfor Yenimahallerevealed
thattypesof socialactivity areashavebeenchangedIn Yenimahalle ceremonialactivity areas
havesignificantly decreasedkor example,the falconry activity areahasdecreasedrom 1959
(78%)t0 2017(44%).Also, the2017mapdemonstratetha ceremoniahctivity areassuchasthe

molassegeremonyareasandtraditionalweddingareashavebeenlost. (SeeFigure4.42
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Figure 4.42Ceremonial activity areasin Yenimahalle

13C



Freeplay areahassignificantly decreasd from 1959 (92%) to 1989 (50%) andwaslost in
2017.After consultationwith local residentsphotomappingresultsrevealedthat this changes
relatedto adecreasén populationof childrenin Yenimahallendto achangeofc h i | djames 6 s

(SeeFigure4.43
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Figure 4.43Children outdoor activity areasin Yenimahalle
During photomappinganalysisJocal residentdndicatedthat communicationn gardenshas
significantly decreasedrom 1959 (80%) to 1989 (46%) andwaslostin 2017 becausef both

physicalsettinglimitationsandabandonedctivities.(SeeFigure4.44)
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Figure 4.44Communication activity areasin Yenimahalle
Similarly to thedowntownarea,contemporaryagriculturalactivity areasn Yenimahallevere
only definedwith teafields in the years1959,1969,and 1989.However,after consultationwith
the local residents photomappingresultsdemonstratehat contemporaryagricultural activity
areahavebeenassociatedvith hazlnutgardensteafields, kiwi fields,andmixedwood-hazelnut
areas.Accordingly, contemporaryagriculturalactivity areashaveincreasedrom 1959 (1%) to

2017(94%).(SeeFigure4.45
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Figure 4.45Contemporary agricultur al activity areasin Yenimahalle



Indoor living and working areashaveslightly increasedrom 1959 (0.2%) to 2017 (2.7%)

basedntheincreaseof buildings.(SeeFigure4.46
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Figure 4.46Indoor living and working activity areasin Yenimahalle
Recreationahctivity areasfor multi age groupshave changedsince 1959. River is still an

activerecreationahctivity areain Yenimahalle(SeeFigure4.47)
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Figure 4.47Recreationalactivity areasin Yenimahalle
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Religiousandspiritual activity areasn Yenimahallehavechangedsince1959.For example,
religiousactivity areashavedecreaseftfom 1959(6.7%)to 1989(3.3%).After consultationwith
local residentsthe 2017 map revealedthat religious activities are not associatedvith outdoor

physicalsettingsanymaein Yenimahallelike downtown.(SeeFigure4.48
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Figure 4.48Religiousand spiritual activity areasin Yenimahalle
Traditionalagriculturalactivity areasvereaswith hazelnuggardensgcornfields, mixedwood
hazelnutareas mixed wood-ruit-vegetableareasandthe river in years1959and 1969 and as
hazelnutgardenscornfields, mixed wood-hazelnutareas and mixed wood-ruit-vegetableareas
in 1989.However after consultationwith thelocal residentsphotomappingresultsdemonstrate
thattraditionalagriculturalactivitieshavebeensustaineanly in mixedwoodfruit-vegetableareas
in 2017.Accordingly,traditionalagriculturalactivity areasavesignificantlydecreasettom 1959

(98%)andwere lostin 2017.(SeeFigure4.49
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Figure 4.49Traditional agricultural activity areasin Yenimahalle

Village

After consultatiorwith local residentsphotemappingresultsfor Hara revealedhatthetypes
of social activity areashave beenchangedsince 1969. In Hara, areasfor ceremonialactivity,
c hi | dutdoordctsvity, communicatioractivity, recreationabctivity, religious and spiritual
activities,andtraditionalagriculturalactivity havesignificantlydecreaseftom 1969to 2017.0n
theotherhand,contemporaragriculturalactivity areasandindoorliving andworking areashave
increasedincel969in Hara.

Ceremoniahctivity andweddingareashavesignificantlydecreased Hara from 1969(54%)
to 2017 (0.6%). Falconryactivity asa tradition hasbeensustainedut becauseof the physical

settinglimitation, it hasdecreasefrom 1969(51.3%)to 2017(37.3%)(SeeFigure4.50
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Figure 4.50Ceremonial activity areasin Hara
Freeplay areaasatypeof c h i | dutdooractsvity areahassignificantly decreasedrom
1969(79%)andwaslostin 2017(0%). Localresidentsndicatedfor Hara thatthechangas related
to adecreasén populationof childrenandchangeain childrengameslike in Yenimahalle(See

Figure4.5])
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Figure 4.51Children outdoor activity areasin Hara
Visiting athomeasatype of communicatioractivity hassignificantlydecreasedince1969in

Hara. Localresidentemphasizeduringphotomappinganalysighatvisiting activitiestakeplace
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in indoor settings.Also, communicationn gardensas definedas meetingand gatheringin the
socialmap hassignificantly decreasedrom 1969 (41%)to 2017 (1%) becausef both physical
settinglimitations (decreasén sizeof area)andabandonedctivities(e.g. hazelnutproduction).

(SeeFiqure4.52
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Figure 4.52Communication activity areasin Hara
Contemporanagriculturalactivity areaswereonly definedwith teafields in years1969and
1989 in Hara. However, after consultationwith the local residents,photemapping results
demonstratéhatcontemporaragriculturalactivity areahavebeendefinedwith hazelnugardens,
teafields, kiwi fields, and mixed wood-hazelnutareas Accordingly, contemporaryagricultural

activity areashaveincreasedrom 1969(13%)to 2017(91%).(SeeFigure4.53
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Figure 4.53Contemporary agricultural activity areasin Hara
Indoorliving andworking areashaveslightly increasedrom 1969(0.5%)to 2017(1.5%)as

thebuildingshaveincreasedn Hara.(SeeFigure4.54)
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Figure 4.54Indoor living and working areasin Hara
Recreationahctivity areasor multi-agegroupshavenot significantly changedsince1969in
Hara. Local residentsndicatedthat recreationahctivitieshavenot beenabandone@ndthatthe

physicalsettingsfor thatactivitiesarestill availablein Hara.(SeeFigure4.55
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Figure 4.55Recreationalactivity areasin Hara
Religiousandspiritual activity areashavesignificantlychangedn Hara sincel969andwere
lostin 2017.After consultatiorwith local residentsphotomappingresultsrevealedhatreligious
activitiesarenotassociateavith outdoorphysicalsettingsanymorean Hara,like in downtownand
YenimahalleAlso, spritual activitiesaredefinedasabandonedctivities,thusevenif associated
physicalsettingswere availablethe spiritual activities would not havebeensustainedn Hara.

(SeeFiqure4.56
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Figure 4.56 Religiousand spiritual activity areasin Hara



Traditionalagriculturalactivity areasweredefinedwith hazelnutgardensgcornfields, mixed
wood-hazelnutareasmixed woodHruit-vegetableareas andtheriver in 1969andwith hazelnut
gardenscornfields, mixed wood-hazelnutareas and mixed wood-ruit-vegetableareasn 1989.
However, after consultationwith the local residents,photemapping results demonstratehat
traditionalagriculturalactivitieshavebeensustaineanly in mixed woodfruit-vegetableareasn
2017. Accordingly, traditional agriculturalactivity areashavesignificantly decreasedrom 1969

(86%)t0 2017(1%). (SeeFigure4.57)
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Figure 4.57Traditional agricultural activity areasin Hara
4.1.2 Quantitative MethodAnalysis
Quantitativemethodis the surveymethodwhich was conductedo collect quantitativedata
for this study.This sectionis organizedwith description®f samplesandanalysisresults.

4.1.2.1 Description of ample
Ethnicity, genderjncomestatusfarmingpractice agegenerationfesidencyandemployment

statusarethedemographibackgroundeatureghatmaydiffer in perceptiorof landscapehange.
Ethnicity and gendercharacteristicghat are important demograpic featuresin ethnographic

studiesandin the Findikli communityin termsof p e o prela&idnshipwith the landscapeFor
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exampleJandwork differsby gendeiasw o m e wodk&indm e nwvioek; andethnicculturedefines
traditional activities in land. Income, farming practicé®, and employmentthat affectp e o p | e 6 s
preferencesn the landscapethus thesebackgroundfeaturesmay provide different aspectan
landscapechangeperceptionas well. Age andresidencybackgroundieaturesthat may provide
landscapechangeperceptioninformation basedon how long peopleexperiencedhe landscape
change.

The total survey participant number is seventy (n=70). In terms of majorities in the
demographideatures 77.2%is Lazi and77.2%is male.(SeeTable4.2)

Table 4.2 Distribution ofp ar t i c bagkground®asedon ethnicity and gender

Variables Frequency Percentage
Ethnicity

Lazi 54 %77.2
Hemshin 9 %12.8
Other 7 %10
Gender

Female 16 %22.8
Male 54 %77.2

Themajority of thedemographideaturesn incomeis mediumincomewith 41.4%;in farming
practiceis self-farmingwith 47.1%;andin employmenis nonworkingwith 54.3%.Employment
is groupedby working peopleandnonworking peopleto gathervalid numberdn statisticaltests.

(SeeTable4.3)

20 Farming practice is defined as people actively participate in the farming practices themselves.
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Table 4.3 Distribution of par t i c ibarkgmund sased on income, self-farming,
employment

Variables Frequency Percentage
Income

Low 10 %14.2
Medium 29 %41.4

High 24 %34.2
MissingValue 7 %10

FarmingPractice

Self-farming 33 %47.1
Non-selffarming 31 %44.2
MissingValue 6 %8.7
Employment

Nonworking 38 %54.3
Unemployed 4

Student 1

Retired 33

Working 32 %45.7
Civic Service 5

PrivateSector 7

Land-related 14

Other 6

The majority of the demographideaturein ageis 5564 with 37.1%;and in residencyis
residentwith 78.5%.To understandheimpactof teaproductionon landscap&hangeperception,
ageis groupedasbeforeteagenerationiransitiongenerationandaftertea generationThe before
teageneratiorageis older than 64, the transitiongeneratiorageis betweens5 and 64, andthe

afterteageneratiorageis betweerl8 and54. (SeeTable4.4)
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Table 4.4 Distribution ofp ar t i c bagkgraunddasedon ageand residency

Variables Frequency Percentage
Residency

Resident 55 %78.6
Non-resident 15 %21.4
Age

After TeaGeneration 26 %37.1
18-24 0

2534 3

3544 10

4554 13

TransitionGeneration 26 %37.1
55-64 26

BeforeTeaGeneration 18 %25.8
65-80 13

80+ 5

4.1.2.2 Quantitative method esults
This sectiondescribessurvey methodresultsin the relevantresearchquestions:1) What

landscapand/orandscapelementhangesavepeopleperceive@® 2) Whatcausedhelandscape
change®) Whatlandscapeand/orlandscape | e mémpdrtanéechanged?) Whatlandscape
elementsymbolizedthe culturallandscapén the past?And whatnow?

Quantitativeresultsderivedfrom surveysaredescribedn thefollowing sections.
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1. ResearchQuestion 1a: What landscapeand/or landscapeelementchangeshave people
perceived?

Perception®f landscapehangeareinfluencedby the presenceind/orabsencef landscape
elementsassociatedvith physicallandscapess well as associatedocial activities. As it also
possiblethatuseof the elementsnakesa differenceratherthanjust presencend/orabsence.

Perceptuainformationresultsaboutlandscapehangederivedfrom the surveyquestionnaire
wereanalyzedn two categoriespercetion of physicallandscap&hangeandperceptiorof social
landscape&hangePhysicallandscapdasfive categorie®f physicallandscapelement$! suchas
nature,whereassocial landscapehas three categoriesof social landscapeslement$ such as
solidaity works.

Participantsankedandscap&hangeperceptiorbasednthedegreeof changeonafour-point
scale:0=nochange l=low change2=moderatehange 3=highchange The meanscoredor the
variablesvary in eachcategorybecausearticipantgateddifferently. Evaluationof the degreeof
landscapechangeis definedas low changewith a meanscorebetweenO and 1.5; as medium
changewith ameanscorebetweenl.5and?2.5;andashigh changewith ameanscoreover?2.5.
Perceptionof Physical LandscapeChangeBasedupon P e 0 p Membrgesand Presenceof
PhysicalLandscape&Element

Descriptivestatisticsanalysisshowsthattheperceptiorof physicallandscapehangen natural
landscapeareadby all participantsvashighestin 6 s evih@ meanscoreof 2.58.It waslowest
in6 r i with anteanscoreof 2.38.In four otherphysicallandscapeategoriesthe perceptiorof
physicallandscapehangein agriculturallandscapeslementsvashighestin 6 ¢ o with &mean

scoreof 2.95andlowestin 0 i f | enthdatneanscoreof 2.03.In building elementsthehighest

21 Physical landscape categories and elemangtshown in Table 4.5.
22 Social landscape categories and elements are shown in Table 4.12,
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landscape&hangeperceptiorwasin 6 b o a t with armeancoreof 2.89andlowestin6 br i d ge 6
with ameanscoreof 2.53.In settlementlement® ma rak estasthehighestwith ameanscore
of 2.88,and 6 y a % Was the lowest with a meanscoreof 2.31. The perceptionof physical
landscapechangein transportatiorelementswas highestin 6 ¢ o ar sot aaitltba meanscoreof

2.92andlowestin 6 t rwath améanscoreof 2.62.(SeeTable4.5)

ZYayla is a settlement in the peak of the mountains
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Table 4.5Physicd landscapechangedescriptive statistics

Variables Number Mean StandardDeviation

Forest 66 2.561 0.726
River 66 2.379 0.89
Sea 66 2.576 0.842

Backyard 58 2.362 0.931
CornField 65 2.954 0.276
Frontyard 58 2.345 0.928
Hazelnut 66 2.364 0.888
Kiwi Field 30 2.033 1.098
TeaField 51 2.137 1.114

Agri. Buildings 62 2.774 0.556
Animal Buildings 64 2.703 0.706
Boathouse 57 2.895 0.409
Bridge 60 2.533 0.833
House 67 2.806 0.557
Port 62 2.839 0.518

Dwelling Area 63 2.651 0.826
MarketArea 65 2.877 0.415
Mezre* 45 2.444 0.893
Public Sphere 63 2.365 0.989
Yayla 42 2.31 1.024

CoastaRoad 63 2.921 0.272
Highway 66 2.909 0.29

M-vehicleRoad 67 2.896 0.354
Trail 62 2.629 0.773

2 Mezra is a settlement where agricultural practices taking place between yayla and village.
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Basedon the descriptivestatisticsanalysis,fifteen out of twenty-four physical landscape
elementswere perceivedwith a high degreeof changeand the remainingnine elementswere
perceivedwith a mediumdegreeof change.Thereis not a low degreeor no changedefined
physicallandscapelementoy the participantsTherewasno significantdifferencebetween_azi
andHemshinethnicgroupsin perceptiorof physicallandscapehangebasedn T-testresults.

Genderplaysanimportantrole in agriculturalpracticesn Findikli. Thereforejn orderto have
a betterunderstandingf p e o p perdptsonin physicallandscapechangeasrelatedtoo n e 6 s
activerole in agricultual practices,T-testwas computedusinggenderto seewhetherthereis a
significantdifference P valueis takenasp<0.05.If p valueis lowerthan0.05,thereis asignificant
differencedefined;if p valueis betweer0.05and0.1,thereis a marginaldifferencedefined.

Gendersignificantly differs in perceptionof physical landscapechangeconcerningfive
physicallandscapelementsforest,river, agriculturalbuildings,animalbuildingsandbridge,as
shownin Table4.6. Forexamplefemalep a r t i @erqe@iondf kr@scapehangen animal
buildings([;zs) is significantlydifferentthanmaleparticipants([,‘c: 2.62).

Table 4.6 T-testfor physical changeperception by gender

Variables  T-test Mean Std Size Leveiestds
t df p Male Female Male Female Male Female F p
Forest -26 46.86 0.012 248 2.85 0.77 0.36 52 14 16.87 0O
River -2.57 50.19 0.013 227 273 0.96 0.45 51 15 11.56 0.001
Agri. Bu. -3.27 48 0.002 271 3 062 O 49 13 16.21 0
Ani. Bu. -3/45 49 0.001 262 3 077 O 47 14 16.04 0
Bridge -3.27 5721 0.001 242 292 0.9 0.27 47 13 16.04 0O

Thereis no statisticallysignificantdifferencebetweenwo ethnicgroups-Lazi andHemshin

in T-testresults Ethnicity



Basedon the T-testresults,femaleparticipantsstatedhigh degreeof changein all physical
landscapelementshownin Table4.6 whereador maleparticipantshereareonly two elements
definedwith high degreechange.

ANOVA resultsshowthatincomestatusdoesnotdiffer significantlyin perceptiorof physical
landscapechangein any physicallandscapeslementsHowever,only one landscapeslement-
dwellingarea is marginallysignificantlydifferentfor theincomestatusvariable Posthocanalysis

indicatesthathighincomelevel (];: 2.3) marginallydiffers from mediumincomelevel (Ez 2.87).
(SeeTable4.7)

Table 4.7 Physicalchangesettlementsperception by income

Variables ANOVA PostHoc
df F SS p Low Medium High
M1 M1 M3
Dwelling Area 54 2.87 3.99 0.064 2.67 2.87 2.3

Farming practice significantly differs in only one physical landscapeelement.Non-self
farming participants([;: 2.53) significantly differ from self-farming participants(];: 2.35)in

physicallandscape&hangeperceptiorin 6 b a ¢ k (Eeetalllé4.8)

Table 4.8 T-testfor physical change perception by farming practice

Variables  T-test Mean Std Size Leveneobs
t df p Non-  Self Non-  Self Non- Self F p
Self Self Self
Backyard 2.43 43.83 0.019 2.65 2.07 0.62 1.08 26 28 1259 0

Similarly, employmenstatussignificantlydiffersin only onebutdifferentphysicallandscape

element.Non-working participants([;: 2.88) significantly differ from working participants(];:

2.5) in physicallandscapehangan ¢ a n ibraa |l d(SeeTalded.9)
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Table 4.9 T-testfor physical changeperception by employmentstatus

Variables  T-test Mean Std Size Leveneos:s
t df p Non- Work. Non- Work. Non- Work. F p
Work. Work. Work.
Backyard 2.13 39.39 0.038 288 25 0.4 0.9 34 30 2347 0

Residencystatussignificantly differs in only one physicallandscapeslement.Non-resident
participants([g: 1.64)significantlydiffer from residenparticipants([z: 2.57)in physicallandscape

changeperceptionn 6 p u B b h e($eeTable4.10

Table 4.10T-testfor physical changeperception by residencystatus

Variables  T-test Mean Std Size Leveneobs
t Df 0] Non- Res. Non- Res. Non- Res. F p
Res. Res. Res.
Tea -1.72 49 0.092 1.63 2.27 1.28 1.03 11 40 1.9 0.174
Dwelling -1.91 1691 0.073 2.2 2.79 1.14 0.65 15 48 13.64 0
PublicS. -2.69 16.49 0.015 1.64 2.57 1.21 0.81 14 49 8.34 0.005

Residentgperceivedhigh degreechangein dwelling areaand public spherewhereasnon
residentperceivednediumdegreechangen samelandscapelements.
ANOVA resultsshow that only one landscapeslementi riveri is statistically significantly

differentfor the generatiorstatusvariable.Posthocanalysisindicatesthatafterteageneratior(];
= 2.04) significantly differs from beforeteageneratior(];: 2.68).0n the otherhand,ANOVA

results show that three landscapeelementsi frontyard, tea, animal buildingi are statistically

marginallydifferentfor the generatiorstatis variable.(SeeTable4.11)
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Table 4.11ANOVA for physical changeperception by generation status

Variables ANOVA PostHoc
Df E SS p After Tea Transition Before Tea
M1 M1 M3
River 63 3.3 4.89 0.043 2.04 2.52 2.68
Frontyard 55 2.51 4.11 0.09 2 2.47 2.62
Tea 48 3.01 6.92 0.058 2.4 1.74 2.62
Ani. Bu. 61 2.52 2.4 0.088 2.5 2.7 3

Beforeteageneratiorperceivedall physicallandscapeslementsshownin Table4.11with a

high degreechangecomparedo othergeneratiorgroups.

SocialLandscapeChangeBaseduponP e o p Meenériesand Presencenf SocialActivities

Descriptive statistics analysis shows that the perceptionof social landscapechangein

communicatiorby all participantswashighestin 6 ¢ amillrme e t with gndeanscoreof 3. It

waslowestin 6 n e i g hwith & nneangcéreof 2.78.In othertwo sociallandscape&ategoies,

theperceptiorof sociallandscapehangen solidarityelementsvashighestin 6 b a witth andean

scoreof 2.92;lowestin 6 mo | & £ s @ sotmaym@anscoreof 2.73.1n customandtradition,

thehighestandscapehangeperceptiorwasin 6 ¢ r naahshimft o owittsadneanscoreof 2.77;

lowestin 6 | of coaodlMithda meanscoreof 1.46.(SeeTable4.12)
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Table 4.12Sociallandscapechangedescriptive statistics

Variables Number Mean StandardDeviation

Communication

CornMill Meeting 55 3 0

In Garden 60 2.883 0.372
Neighboring 64 2.766 0.611
Solidarity

Bardi?® 60 2.917 0.462
BurningCorn 58 2.914 0.47
HazelnutCeremony 61 2.869 0.465
Imece&’ 60 2.883 0.454
MolasseLCeremony 56 2.732 0.726

Customé&Tradition

CraftsmanshigBuilding 56 2.643 0.699
Craftsmanshigr ool 52 2.769 0.581
Festival 56 2.661 0.695
Games 55 2.473 0.959
Language 61 2.082 1.13

Local Clothing 50 2.52 0.863
Local Food 50 1.46 1.232
Making Local Instruments 41 2.341 0.938
PlayingLocal Instruments 45 2.133 1.036
Folk Song 52 2.385 0.993
ReligiousActivities 31 1.961 1.199
TraditionalWedding 65 2.677 0.64

Gendersignificantly differs in perceptiorof sociallandscapehangen five sociallandscape
elements:hazelnutceremony,craftsmanshigor buildings, games,ocal clothing and religious

activities, as shownin Table 4.13 For example,femalep a r t i cpergeptianbfdaddscape

25 Bardi is a traditional hay stack.
26 Imece is a type of communal work.
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changein local clothing (];: 3) significantly differs ffom male participants([,'c= 2.38).Therewas

no significant difference betweenlLazi and Hemshin ethnic groupsin perceptionof social
landscapehangebasedon T-testresults.

Table 4.13T-testfor socialchangeperception by gender

Variables  T-test Mean Std Size Leveneobs

t df p Non- Res. Non- Res. Non- Res. F p
Res. Res. Res.

Hazelnut -2.23 49 0.031 284 3 0.5 0 50 11 481 0.032

Ceremony

Crafts. -2.47 4798 0.017 256 291 0.75 0.28 44 12 11.56 0.001

Building

Games -3.17 52,98 0.002 234 291 1.04 0.28 43 12 1552 0

Local -4.11 38 0.001 238 3 093 O 39 11 2175 0

Clothing

Religious -2.36 24.18 0.026 1.8 2.54 1.24 0.82 40 11 4.27 0.043

Activities

Incomestatusandfarmingpracticedo notdiffer significantlyin anysociallandscapelements.
However, ANOVA results show that only one landscapeelement -playing instrumert is
statisticallymarginally different for the income statusvariable. Posthoc analysisindicatesthat
mediumincomelevel (];: 2.5) marginally differs from low incomelevel (E: 1.83).(SeeTable

4.14

Table 4.14 Socialchangecustom and tradition perception by income

Variables ANOVA PostHoc
df F SS p Low Medium High
M1 M1 M3
Playing 38 3 6.05 0.061 1.83 2.55 1.76
Instrument

Employmentstatussignificantly differs in two social landscapeslements Non-working
participants([gz 3) significantlydiffer from working participants([,'c: 2.75)in perceptiorof social

landscapehangan i mo | &3 eean(Geeyable4.15
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Table 4.15T-testfor socialchangeperception by employmentstatus

Variables  T-test Mean Std Size Leveneo:

t df p Non- Work. Non- Work. Non- Work. F p
Work. Work. Work.

In Garden 2.54 28 0.016 3 2.75 0 0.51 31 39 4164 0O

Molasses -2 3454 0.054 256 292 0.93 0.27 30 26 18.63 0

Ceremony

Crafts. 2.06 3481 0.046 282 244 0.38 0.89 29 27 2052 0

Building

Generationstatusand residencystatusdo not differ significantly in any social landscape
elements.However, ANOVA results show that only one landscapeelement-in garden is
statisticallymarginallydifferentfor the generatiorstatusvariable.Posthocanalysisndicatesthat

beforeteageneratior([;: 3) marginallydiffersfrom afterteageneratior([,‘c: 2.75)(SeeTable4.16

Table 4.16 Socialchange-communication perception by generation

Variables ANOVA PostHoc
df F SS p After Tea Transition Before Tea
M1 M1 M3
In Garden 57 2.77 0.72 0.07 2.75 2.95 3

2. Research Question 2What do community members perceive to have caused landscape
change?

Participantswere askedto answerwhat reasonsthat causedlandscapechangein survey
guestionnaireThe questionfor what causedandscapehangewas askedwith multiple choices.
Threepossiblereasongausedandscapehangevereincluded:agriculturalpracticesconstruction
work, andenvironmentahazardsParticipantsaddedf theythoughtanotheror additionalreasons

in6 ot lne. This questionwasmeasureavith 1=checkedindO=unchecked.
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Descriptivestatisticsresultsshow that the perceptionof reasondor landscapechangewas

highestin 6 ¢ o n s tw ourchktith @nmeanscoreof 0.78. Agricultural practicesvereperceived

asareasonwith ameanscoreof 0.67andenvironmentahazardswith 0.48 (SeeTable4.17)

Table 4.17Descriptive statisticsfor reasors for landscapechange

Variables Number Mean StandardDeviation
Agricultural Practices 64 0.67 0.47
ConstructionNVorks 64 0.78 0.41
EnvironmentaHazards 64 0.48 0.5

Other 64 0.45 0.5

In orderto haveabetterunderstandingf p e o ppereept®nn reasongor landscapehange,

T-testandoneway A N O V Avéere computedusingdemographidackgroundgroupsl,2 and3

describedn descriptionsamplésection.

In demographibackgroundeaturespnly gendessignificantlydiffersin perceptiorof reasons

for Iandscape:hange.Femaleparticipants(];: 1) significantly differ from male participants(];:

0.72)in perceptionof reasondor landscapehangein 6 ¢ 0 n s t w aurckOsi te ntherhand,

gendemarginallydiffersin agriculturalpracticesandenvironmentahazards(SeeTable4.18

Table 4.18T-testfor perception of reasonsfor landscapechangeby gender

Variables T-test

Std

Leveneos:s

t df

p

Female Male

Female Male Female F p

Agriculture  0.25 62
Practices

0.797

0.47

14 0.23 0.63

Construction -4.37 49
Work

0.001

0.45

14 56.49 0

Environ. -0.14 62
Hazards

0.896 0.48

0.5

14 0.02 0.883

P e o p tesdénsy,farming practice and employmentmarginally differs in perceptionof

reasongor landscapehange(SeeTable4.19 Table4.20 andTable4.2])
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Table 4.19T-testfor perception of reasonsfor landscapechangeby residency

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Levenebos:s
t df p Non- Res. Non- Res. Non- Res. F p
Res. Res. Res.

Agriculture  -1.56 62 0.125 0.5 0.72 0.51 045 14 50 3.25 0.076
Practices

Construction 0.04 62 0.964 0.78 0.78 0.42 041 14 50 0 0.928
Work

Environ. -1.08 62 0.288 0.35 0.52 049 0.5 14 50 3.84 0.054
Hazards

Other 0.39 62 0.695 0.5 0.44 051 0.5 14 50 0.19 0.657

Table 4.20T-testfor perception of reasondor landscapechangeby farming practice

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneds
t df p Non-  Self Non-  Self Non- Self F p
Self Self Self

Agriculture  -1.19 51.8 024 062 0.77 0.49 0.42 27 31 5.36 0.024
Practices

Construction -1.24 48.29 0.223 0.74 0.87 0.44 0.34 27 31 6.57 0.013
Work

Environ. -0.3 56 0.768 0.44 0.48 0.5 0.5 27 31 0.28 0.595
Hazards

Other 0.74 56 0.458 0.51 041 0.5 0.5 27 31 0.59 0.443

Table 4.21T-test for perception of reasons for landscape change byneloyment

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneds
t df p Non- Work. Non- Work. Non- Work. F p
Work. Work. Work.

Agriculture  -0.45 62 0.658 0.64 0.7 0.48 0.46 34 30 0.79 0.376
Practices

Construction -0.94 62 0.351 0.73 0.83 0.44 0.37 34 30 3.7 0.058
Work

Environ. -1.24 62 0.222 041 0.56 049 05 34 30 0.11 0.736
Hazards

Other -0.7 62 0.487 041 0.5 049 05 34 30 0.93 0.337

3.ResearchQuestion3a: What landscapesand/or landscapee | e memportange changed?
P e o p beecépsionin changeof landscapee | e meimportarceis analyzedin two
categoriesperceptionin changeof physicallandscapee | e memportang@eand perceptionin

changeof sociallandscape | e mémpdrtande.
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Participantsvereaskedo checkwhatlandscapelementsvereonceandwhich onesarenow
culturally and socially significant for the Findikli community in Lazi and Hemshin culture
separatelyThis questiorwasmeasureavith 1=checkedandO=unchecked.

Perceptionin Changeof PhysicalLandscapé& | e mdmmportante

Perceptionn changeof physicallandscapes | e mempadrtangéewas analyzedfor Findikli
communityin landscapesassociatedavith Lazi andHemshincultures.

For Lazi culture,descriptivestatisticsresultsshowthat the perceptionof importantphysical
landscapeslemento ithee p a svastighestin 6 wob di cGrpdé 6 a z g b n dwithnn@ean
scoref 0.9for both,andthelowestin 6 k if w iewithdaéneanscoreof 0.21.0ntheotherhand,
the perceptiorof importantphysicallandscapelementiat presenbwashighestin 6 t fe ia ewlitrd 6

ameanscoreof 0.95,andthelowestin dagwwith ameanscoreof 0.14.(SeeTable4.22

Table 4.22Changeof importance of physicallandscapeelementsfor Lazi culture descriptive
statistics

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation
Past Present Past Present
Natural
Forest 42 0.76 0.73 0.43 0.44
River 42 0.76 0.83 0.43 0.37
Sea 42 0.78 0.69 0.41 0.46
Agriculture
Backyard 42 0.78 0.35 0.41 0.48
BeehiveBogina 42 0.57 0.5 0.5 0.5
CamreMangan&’ 42 0.85 0.19 0.35 0.39
CornField 42 0.85 0.21 0.35 0.41
Frontyard 42 0.78 0.33 041 0.47
Hazelnut 42 0.9 0.42 0.29 0.5

2 CamreMangana is a toll mash fruits especially pears to make molasses.
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Kiwi Field 42 0.21 0.66 0.41 0.47

TeaField 42 0.47 0.95 0.5 0.21
Buildings

Bagu® 42 0.71 0.14 0.45 0.35
Barn 42 0.85 0.19 0.35 0.39
Boathouse 42 0.61 0.61 0.49 0.49
CornMill 42 0.88 0.21 0.32 0.41
DolmatasHousé® 42 0.85 0.42 0.35 0.5
Pier 42 0.57 0.61 0.5 0.49
Serendet’ 42 0.88 0.3 0.32 0.46
StoneBridge 42 0.85 0.33 0.35 0.47
Suspensiomridge 42 0.85 0.28 0.35 0.45
Trail 42 0.8 0.28 0.39 0.45
WoodBridge 42 0.9 0.21 0.29 0.41
WoodHouse 42 0.78 0.23 0.41 0.43
Settlement

Bazaar 42 0.69 0.73 0.46 0.44
Dwelling Area 42 0.69 0.5 0.46 0.5
MarketArea 42 0.66 0.78 0.47 0.41
Mezra 42 0.66 0.33 0.47 0.47
PublicSphere 42 0.59 0.47 0.49 0.5
Yayla 42 0.71 0.28 0.45 0.45

The changewas analyzedby looking at differencethe importanceof landscapeelements
betweenpast and present. Therefore,p e o p peecéptonin changeof physical landscape
e | e manpdrtanéevascomputedvith T-testby usingtime -pastandpreserntvariablewith the

responsef all surveyparticipants.

28 Bagu is a traditional storage building especially gor hazelnut.
2% Dolmatas House is a vernacular house mddtome and wood.
30 Serender is a traditional storage buildings for corn, hazelnut and fruits.
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For Lazi culture, nineteenout of twenty-nine physicallandscapeslementsare statistically
significantly different betweenpastand presentfor all participantsFor instance importanceof

cornfield in past(E: 0.85)significantlydiffer from importanceof cornfield atpresen(E: 0.21)

for all participantsParticipantperceivedhatcornfield importancenasbeendecreaseérom past

to presentOn the otherhand,importanceof teafield in past(E: 0.47) significantly differ from
importanceof teafield at present(]gf: 0.95) for all participantswith perceptionof importance

increase(SeeTable4.23
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Table 4.23T-testfor perceptionin changeof physicallandscapeel e me impostance for
L azi culture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneos
t df Past Today Past Today Past Today F p
Backyard 435 80.1 0.001 0.78 0.35 0.41 0.48 42 42 8.33 0.004
Camre 8.11 82 0.001 0.85 0.19 0.35 0.39 42 42 1.35 0.246
Mangana
CornField 7.63 82 0.001 0.85 0.21 031 041 42 42 2.94 0.089
Frontyard 463 80.47 0.001 0.78 0.33 0.41 0.47 42 42 5.97 0.016
Hazelnut 5.29 66.67 0.001 0.9 0.42 029 0.5 42 42 67.22 0
Kiwi Field -4.64 80.47 0.001 0.21 0.66 0.41 0.47 42 42 5.97 0.016
Tea Field -5.62 55.43 0.001 0.47 0.95 0.5 0.21 42 42 181.22 0
Bagu 6.4 77.17 0.001 0.71 0.14 0.45 0.35 42 42 10.93 0.001
Barn 8.11 82 0.001 0.85 0.19 0.35 0.39 42 42 1.35 0.246
Corn Mill 8.16 77.79 0.001 0.88 0.21 0.32 041 42 42 5.7 0.019
Dolmatas 452 73.79 0.001 0.85 0.42 035 0.5 42 42 36.44 0
House
Serender 6.48 73.42 0.001 0.88 0.3 0.32 0.46 42 42 21.14 0
Stone Bridge 5.71 75.66 0.001 0.85 0.33 0.35 0.47 42 42 1872 0
Suspension 6.4 77.17 0.001 0.85 0.28 0.35 045 42 42 10.93 0.001
Bridge
Trail 5.6 80.44 0.001 0.8 0.28 0.39 045 42 42 4.22 0.042
Wood 8.76 74.25 0.001 0.9 0.21 0.29 041 42 42 9.94 0.002
Bridge
Wood House 5.92 82 0.001 0.78 0.23 0.41 043 42 42 0.26 0.607
Dwelling 1.79 815 0.076 0.69 0.5 0.46 0.5 42 42 6.96 0.009
Area
Mezra 3.2 82 0.001 0.66 0.33 0.47 0.47 42 42 0 1
Yayla 429 82 0.001 0.71 0.28 0.45 0.45 42 42 0 1

Only onephysicallandscapelement thedwelling area- is statisticallymarginallydifferent

betweenpastandpresentor all participantsasshownin the Table4.23 Also, only kiwi andtea

havegainedmoreimportancefrom pastto presentcomparedo otherlandscapeslementshown

in thetable.

For Hemshin culture, descriptive statistics results show that the perceptionof important

physicallandscapeslemento ithep a svasdighestin 6 y a yvithanéanscoreof 0.88andthe
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lowestin 6 k if w i ewlittrdadneanscoreof 0.11.0n the otherhand,the perceptiornof important
physicallandscapelementéat presenbwashighestin 6 t fe ia ewlithtdadmeanscoreof 0.85,and

thelowestin dagwwith ameanscoreof 0.11.(SeeTable4.24)

Table 4.24 Change of importance of physical landscape elements for Hemshin culture
descriptive statistics

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation
Past Present  Past Present
Natural
Forest 27 0.81 0.74 0.39 0.44
River 27 0.66 0.77 0.48 0.42
Sea 27 0.51 0.51 0.5 0.5
Agriculture
Backyard 27 0.74 0.33 0.44 0.48
BeehiveBogina 27 0.55 0.48 0.5 0.5
CamreMangana 27 0.7 0.14 0.46 0.36
CornField 27 0.81 0.33 0.39 0.48
Frontyard 27 0.81 0.37 0.39 0.49
Hazelnut 27 0.59 0.37 0.5 0.49
Kiwi Field 27 0.11 0.51 0.32 0.5
TeaField 27 0.4 0.85 0.5 0.36
Buildings
Bagu 27 0.59 0.11 0.5 0.32
Barn 27 0.77 0.4 0.42 0.5
Boathouse 27 0.37 0.25 0.49 0.44
CornMill 27 0.81 0.33 0.39 0.48
DolmatasHouse 27 0.62 0.29 0.49 0.46
Pier 27 0.44 0.33 0.5 0.48
Serender 27 0.7 0.29 0.46 0.46
StoneBridge 27 0.77 0.33 0.42 0.48
SuspensioBridge 27 0.77 0.29 0.42 0.46
Trail 27 0.85 0.22 0.36 0.42
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WoodBridge 27 0.74 0.22 0.44 0.42

WoodHouse 27 0.74 0.25 0.44 0.44
Settlement

Bazaar 27 0.59 0.66 0.5 0.48
Dwelling Area 27 0.7 0.37 0.46 0.49
MarketArea 27 0.62 0.7 0.49 0.46
Mezra 27 0.77 0.48 0.42 0.45
Public Sphere 27 0.51 0.4 0.5 0.5
Yayla 27 0.88 0.59 0.32 0.5

Nineteeroutof twenty-ninephysicallandscapelementsarestatisticallysignificantlydifferent

betweenpastand presentfor all participants.For instancejmportanceof cornfield in past(];:
0.81) significantly differ from importanceof cornfield at presenl(];z 0.33)for all participants.

Participantgerceivedhatcornfield importancehasbeendecreasefrom pastto preent.On the

otherhand,importanceof teafield in past([;z 0.4)significantlydiffer from importanceof teafield

at presen([;: 0.85)for all participantswith perceptiorof importancencrease(SeeTable4.25
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Table 4.25T-test for perceptionindanged physi cal | a mpatanaepfar
Hemshin culture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneos
t df p Past Today Past Today Past Today F p
Backyard 3.22 52 0.002 0.74 0.33 0.44 0.48 27 27 1.36 0.247
Camre 489 49.03 0.001 0.7 0.14 0.46 0.36 27 27 7.25 0.009
Mangana
CornField 4.01 50.16 0.001 0.81 0.33 0.39 0.48 27 27 6.26 0.015
Frontyard 3.65 49.71 0.001 0.81 0.37 0.39 0.49 27 27 9.33 0.003
Kiwi Field -3.52 43.78 0.001 0.11 0.51 0.32 0.5 27 27 39.4 0
Tea Field -3.74 47.34 0.001 04 0.85 0.5 0.36 27 27 1951 O
Bagu 4.2 4422 0.001 059 0.11 0.5 0.32 27 27 31.11 O
Barn 293 50.61 0.005 0.77 04 042 0.5 27 27 7.93 0.006
Corn Mill 401 50.16 0.001 0.81 0.33 0.39 0.48 27 27 6.26 0.015
Dolmatas 255 52 0.013 0.62 0.29 0.49 0.46 27 27 1.26 0.266
House
Serender 3.21 52 0.002 0.7 0.29 0.46 0.46 27 27 0 1
Stone Bridge 3.6 52 0.001 0.77 0.33 0.42 0.48 27 27 3.25 0.077
Suspension 3.97 52 0.001 0.77 0.29 0.42 0.46 27 27 15 0.225
Bridge
Trail 5.87 52 0.001 0.85 0.22 0.36 0.42 27 27 1.95 0.168
Wood 437 52 0.001 0.74 0.22 0.44 0.42 27 27 0.39 0.534
Bridge
Wood House 3.96 52 0.001 0.74 0.25 0.44 0.44 27 27 0 1
Dwelling 255 52 0.013 0.7 0.37 0.46 0.49 27 27 1.26 0.266
Area
Mezra 2.32 50.33 0.024 0.77 0.48 042 0.5 27 27 11.43 0.001
Yayla 259 4422 0.012 0.88 0.59 0.32 05 27 27 31.11 O

Similarto Lazi, only kiwi andteahavegainedmoreimportancerom pastto present.
Evaluation of value/importanceof landscapeelementsis defined as i | ovalued/low
i mp or twahnneeandcorebetween0.0 and 0.25; asi | enederatevalued/low-moderate
i mp o r twithnmeamstorebetweer0.25and0.50;asfi mo d evalwed/reoderateampor t anc e 0

with meanscore0.50; as i h i-ngoteratevalued/highhmoderatet mp o r twahnnmeanscore

162



betweer0.50and0.75;andasf h ivglied/highi mp o r twighnmeamstorebetweerD.75and
1.

Basedon the evaluation the following tableshowsphysicallandscape | e m empdrtande
thatsignificantlydiffer in pastandpresents notsharedy Lazi andHemshinculturesImportance
of fourteen physical landscapeelementsthat are significantly different in past and present
representslifferentimportancedegreefor Lazi and Hemshinethnic groups.For example,corn
field wasperceivedashigh valuedphysicallandscapelementn bothLazi andHemshincultures
in the past.However,cornf i e imgdodtanceis lessin Lazi culture than Hemshinculture at
presat. Anotherexamplds thatyaylawasdefinedwith high-moderatemportancdor Lazi culture
in the pastandlow-moderateat presentOntheotherhand,yaylawasmoreimportantfor Hemshin

culturein the pastandis at presenthanLazi culture.(SeeTable4.26
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Table 4.26 Physical landscapeelementsthat are significantly different in past and present
representsdifferent importance degreefor Lazi and Hemshin

Variables Lazi Hemshin
Past Present Past Present

Agriculture
Backyard H LM HM LM
CamreMangana H L HM L
CornField H L H LM
Buildings
Bagu HM L LM L
Barn H L H LM
CornMill H L H LM
DolmatasHouse H LM HM LM
Serender H LM HM LM
Trail H LM H L
WoodBridge H L HM L
WoodHouse H L HM LM
Settlement
Dwelling Area HM M HM LM
Mezra HM LM H LM
Yayla HM LM H HM
L: Low Valued/Importance LM: Low-ModerateValued/Importance M: ModerateValued/Importance

HM: High- ModerateValued/Importance H: High Valued/Importance

Perceptionin Changeof SocialLandscapeE | e m elmpbriarice

Perceptionn changeof sociallandscape | e m émpdrtandéevasanalyzedor bothLaziand
Hemshincultures.

For Lazi culture, descriptivestatisticsresultsshow that the perceptionof importantsocial
landscapelemen® ithep a svasibighesin 6 n ey h b canddmegedwith meanscoref 0.82

for both,andthelowestin 6 ma kii nnsgt r wvithe meaisséoreof 0.48.0ntheotherhand,the
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perceptionof importantsociallandscapeslementét presenbwashighestin 6 | of coadwitioa
meanscoreof 0.56,andthe lowestin 6 ¢ omillrmeeting,burningcornleavesandb a r with &

meanscoreof 0.02.(SeeTable4.27)
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Table 4.27 Changeof importance of sociallandscapeelementsfor Lazi culture descriptive
statistics

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation

Past Present Past Present

Communication

CornMill Meeting 39 0.58 0.02 0.49 0.16
In Garden 39 0.64 0.23 0.48 0.42
Neighboring 39 0.82 0.25 0.38 0.44
Solidarity

Bardi®! 39 0.64 0.02 0.48 0.16
BurningCorn 39 0.64 0.02 0.48 0.16
HazelnutCeremony 39 0.74 0.1 0.44 0.3
Imece 39 0.82 0.07 0.38 0.26
Molasse<LCeremony 39 0.69 0.15 0.46 0.36

Custom&Tradition

CraftsmanshigBuilding 39 0.69 0.1 0.46 0.3
Craftsmanshigrool 39 0.64 0.15 0.48 0.36
Festival 39 0.66 0.25 0.47 0.44
Games 39 0.69 0.12 0.46 0.33
Language 39 0.64 0.17 0.48 0.38
Local Clothing 39 0.61 0.05 0.49 0.22
Local Food 39 0.66 0.56 0.47 0.5
Making Local Instruments 39 0.48 0.23 0.5 0.42
PlayingLocal Instruments 39 0.58 0.33 0.49 0.47
Folk Song 39 0.66 0.25 0.47 0.44
ReligiousActivities 39 0.56 0.48 0.5 0.5
TraditionalWedding 39 0.76 0.48 0.42 0.5

P e o pperaptsonn changeof sociallandscapee | e mempdrtanéewascomputedwith

T-testby usingtime -pastandpresent variablewith therespons®f all surveyparticipants.

31 Making Bardi is a method to make hay stacks for animal food made of corn leaves or fern.
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Eighteenout of twenty social landscapeelementsare statistically significantly different

betweerpastandpresentor all participantsForinstancejmportanceof cornmill meetingin past

([g: 0.58) significantly differ from importanceof corn mill meetingat present([g: 0.02)for all

participants.Participantsperceived that corn mill meetingimportancehasbeendecreasedrom

pastto presentThereis nosociallandscapelemenperceivedignificantlydifferentbetweerpast

andpresenwith perceptiorof importancancrease(SeeTable4.28)

Table 4.28T-test for perception in change of social landscapel ee me impostance for
Lazi culture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneos
t df Past Today Past Today Past Today F p

Corn Mill 6.73 45.76 0.001 0.58 0.02 0.49 0.16 39 39 236.28 0

Meeting

In Garden 3.96 74.75 0.001 0.64 0.23 0.48 0.42 39 39 6.02 0.016

Neighboring 5.98 76 0.001 0.82 0.25 0.38 0.44 39 39 2.7 0.104

Bardi 751 46.15 0.001 0.64 0.02 0.48 0.16 39 39 156.78 0

Burning 751 46.15 0.001 0.64 0.02 0.48 0.16 39 39 156.78 0

Corn

Hazelnut 743 67.75 0.001 0.74 0.1 0.44 0.3 39 39 1429 O

Ceremony

Imece 9.81 67.73 0.001 0.82 0.07 0.38 0.26 39 39 7.93 0.006

Molasses 5.66 7181 0.001 0.69 0.15 0.46 0.36 39 39 111 0.001

Ceremony

Crafts. 6.58 65.67 0.001 069 0.1 0.46 0.3 39 39 24.8 0

Building

Crafts. Tools 5 70.57 0.001 0.64 0.15 0.48 0.36 39 39 18.81 O

Festival 3.93 76 0.001 0.66 0.25 0.47 0.44 39 39 2.16 0.145

Games 6.1 69.26 0.001 0.69 0.12 0.46 0.33 39 39 16.69 O

Language 463 725 0.001 0.64 0.17 0.48 0.38 39 39 13.23 0

Local 6.5 52.98 0.001 0.61 0.05 0.49 0.22 39 39 103.77 O

Clothing

Making 241 73.88 0.018 0.48 0.23 0.5 0.42 39 39 1539 0O

Local Ins.

Playing 2.32 76 0.023 0.58 0.33 0.49 047 39 39 1.82 0.181

Local Ins.

Folk Song 3.93 76 0.001 0.66 0.25 0.47 0.44 39 39 2.16 0.145

Traditional 2.65 73.88 0.009 0.76 0.48 0.42 0.5 39 39 1539 0O

Wedding




For Hemshinculture,descriptivestatisticsresultsshowthatthe perceptiorof importantsocial
landscapeelemento ithep a svasdighestin 6 w e d danddrgegéedwith meanscoresof 0.73
for both,andthelowestin 6 | a n gwithaagneadscoreof 0.34.0ntheotherhand,theperception
of importantsociallandscapeelementé@t presenbwashighestin 6 | of coadaitiba meanscore

of 0.65,and thelowestin 6 ma kb anrgdtlh admeanscoreof 0. (SeeTable4.29
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Table 4.29 Change of importance of social landscape elements for Hemshin culture
descriptive statistics

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation

Past Present Past Present

Communication

CornMill Meeting 23 0.52 0.04 0.51 0.2
In Garden 23 0.6 0.26 0.49 0.44
Neighboring 23 0.65 0.3 0.48 0.47
Solidarity

Bardi 23 0.6 0 0.49 0
Burning Corn 23 0.47 0.04 0.51 0.2
HazelnutCeremony 23 0.52 0.08 0.51 0.28
Imece 23 0.73 0.34 0.44 0.48
Molasse<LCeremony 23 0.47 0.08 0.51 0.28

Custom&Tradition

CraftsmanshigBuilding 23 0.43 0.13 0.49 0.46
Craftsmanshigrool 23 0.39 0.13 0.49 0.34
Festival 23 0.6 0.17 0.49 0.38
Games 23 0.65 0.13 0.48 0.34
Language 23 0.34 0.08 0.48 0.28
Local Clothing 23 0.69 0.34 0.47 0.48
Local Food 23 0.69 0.65 0.47 0.48
Making Local Instruments 23 0.39 0.3 0.49 0.51
PlayingLocal Instruments 23 0.6 0.47 0.49 0.51
Folk Song 23 0.65 0.47 0.48 0.51
ReligiousActivities 23 0.52 0.39 0.51 0.49
TraditionalWedding 23 0.73 0.43 0.44 0.5

All sociallandscapelementshownin Table4.29 havelostimportancefrom pastto present.
Fifteenout of twentysociallandscapelementsarestatisticallysignificantly differentbetween

pastandpresenfor all participantsForinstanceimportanceof cornmill meetingn past(E: 0.52)



significantlydiffer from importanceof cornmill meetingat presen(l;: 0.04)for all partigpants.
Participantperceivedhatcornmill meetingimportancehasbeendecreaseérom pastto present.
Thereis no sociallandscapeslementperceivedsignificantly different betweenpastand present

with perceptiorof importancancrease(SeeTable4.30

Table 4.30T-test for perception in changeof s oci al | a n chpoaaqge éor

Hemshin culture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneds
t df p Past Today Past Today Past Today F p

Corn  Mill 4.15 29.13 0.001 0.52 0.04 051 0.2 23 23 108.27 O

Meeting

In Garden 248 44 0.016 0.6 0.26 049 044 23 23 3.27 0.077

Neighboring 2.46 44 0.017 0.65 0.3 0.48 0.47 23 23 0.37 0.542

Bardi 584 22 0.001 0.6 0 049 O 23 23 44352 0

Burning 3.77 29.13 0.001 047 0.04 051 0.2 23 23 108.27 O

Corn

Hazelnut 355 3471 0.001 052 0.08 0.51 0.28 23 23 46.6 0.217

Ceremony

Imece 2.83 44 0.006 0.73 0.34 0.44 0.48 23 23 1.56 0.217

Molasses 3.2 34.71 0.002 0.47 0.08 0.51 0.28 23 23 46.6 0

Ceremony

Crafts. 2.38 38.74 0.022 043 0.13 0.5 0.34 23 23 2329 O

Building

Crafts. Tools 2.06 39.07 0.045 0.39 0.13 049 034 23 23 18.7 0

Festival 3.3 41.45 0.001 0.6 0.17 0.49 0.38 23 23 10.86 0.001

Games 4,19 39.59 0.001 0.65 0.13 0.48 0.34 23 23 1364 O

Language 221 3571 0.033 0.34 0.08 0.48 0.28 23 23 2544 0

Local 246 44 0.017 0.69 0.34 0.47 0.48 23 23 0.37 0.542

Clothing

Traditional 2.15 43.36 0.036 0.73 0.43 0.44 05 23 23 5.1 0.028

Wedding

Basedontheevaluationthefollowing tableshowssociallandscape | e m @npdrtanbehat
significantlydiffer in pastandpresenis not sharedy Lazi andHemshincultures.Importanceof
elevensocial landscapeslementsthat are significantly different in pastand presentrepresents

different importancedegreefor Lazi and Hemshin ethnic groups. For example,in garden
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communicatiorwasperceivedashigh-moderateraluedsociallandscapelemenin both Lazi and
Hemshinculturesin the past.However itsimportances lessin Lazi culturethanHemshinculture
at present Anotherexampleis thatimecewas definedwith high-moderatemportancefor Lazi
culturein the pastandlow at presentOn the otherhand,imecewaslessimportantfor Hemshin

culturein the pastandis moreat presenthanLazi culture.(SeeTable4.37)

Table 4.31 Social landscapeelementsthat are significantly different in past and present
representsdifferent importance degreefor Lazi and Hemshin

Variables Lazi Hemshin

Past Present Past Present

Communication

In Garden HM L HM LM
Neighboring H LM HM L
Solidarity

BurningCorn HM L LM L
Imece H L HM LM
MolassegLCeremony HM L LM L

Custom&Tradition

CraftsmanshigBuilding HM L LM L
Craftsmanshigr ool HM L LM L
Festival HM LM HM L
Language HM L LM L

Local Clothing HM L HM LM
TraditionalWedding H LM HM LM

L: Low Valued/Importance LM: Low-ModerateValued/Importance M: ModerateValued/Importance

HM: High- ModerateValued/Importance H: High Valued/Importance
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Relatedto this question,participantswere askedto selectfive mostimportantlandscape
elementdor todayfor eachethnicculture,Lazi andHemshin.This questionwas measuredvith

1=checkedor 5 selectedandscapelements(SeeTable4.32andTable4.33

Table 4.32 Most valued/important physical landscapeelementsfor Lazi and Hemshin
cultures

Lazi

Variables Number
TeaField 22
River 35

Sea 24
DolmatasHouse 21
HazelnutGarden 15
Hemshin

Variables Number
Yayla 21
TeaField 19
River 18
Forest 18
Beehives 6




Table 4.33Most valued/important sociallandscapeelementsfor Lazi and Hemshin cultures

Lazi

Variables Number
Neighboring 23
Local Food 22
Wedding 18
HazelnutCeremony 17
Imece 16
Hemshin

Variables Number
Wedding 12
Neighboring 11
Imece 8

Folk Song 8
PlayingLocal Instruments 7

4.RQ4a: What landscapeelementssymbolizedthe cultural landscapein the past? And what
now?

P e o pperdptonn changeof symboliclandscapelementds analyzedn two categories:
perceptionin changeof tangiblelandscapeslementddentified with or symbolic of the cultural
landscape®f regionalethic groups,and perceptionin changeof intangiblelandscapelements
identifiedwith or symbolicof the culturallandscapesf regionalethic groups.

Participantsvereaskedo identify thelandscapelementavereonceandwhich onesarenow
symbolic for the Lazi and Hemshin culture separately.This question was measired with

1=checkedandO=unchecked.

17¢



Perceptionin Change of Tangible LandscapeElementsIdentified with or Symbolic of the
Cultural Landscapes

Perceptionn changeof tangiblelandscapelementsdentifiedwith or symbolicof thecultural
landscapesf regionalethicgroupswasanalyzedor bothLaziandHemshinculturesasF i ndi k1 i 0 s
culturallandscapéasbeenshapedy thesecultures.

For Laz culture,descriptivestatisticsresultsshowthat the perceptionof symbolic physical
landscapelemento ithep a svasbighestin 6 r i anédr déo | rha tu avidlh & meanscoreof
0.73,andthe lowestin 6 k i with & meanscoreof 0.16.0n the otherhand,the perceptionof
symbolicphysicallandscapelement tr e swashigh@&stn 6 r i with an@eanscoreof 0.91,
andthelowestin 6 p i wétlr abneanscoreof 0.15.(SeeTable4.34)

Table 4.34 Change of tangible landscapeelementswith identified or symbolic of cultural
landscapefor Lazi culture

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation
Past Present  Past Present
Natural
Forest 42 0.61 0.66 0.49 0.47
River 42 0.73 0.91 0.44 0.28
Sea 42 0.71 0.75 0.45 0.43
Agriculture
Backyard 42 0.3 0.24 0.46 0.43
BeehiveBogina 42 0.3 0.33 0.46 0.47
CamreMangana 42 0.33 0.24 0.47 0.43
CornField 42 0.54 0.26 0.5 0.44
Frontyard 42 0.3 0.31 0.46 0.46
Hazelnut 42 0.57 0.44 0.5 0.5
Kiwi Field 42 0.16 0.37 0.37 0.49
TeaField 42 0.61 0.84 0.49 0.36
Buildings
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Bagu 42 0.35 0.22 0.48 0.42

Barn 42 0.3 0.17 0.46 0.38
Boathouse 42 0.4 0.26 0.49 0.44
CornMill 42 0.35 0.37 0.48 0.49
DolmatasHouse 42 0.73 0.73 0.44 0.44
Pier 42 0.19 0.15 0.39 0.36
Serender 42 0.57 0.66 0.5 0.47
StoneBridge 42 0.33 0.37 0.47 0.49
SuspensioBridge 42 0.3 0.33 0.46 0.47
Trail 42 0.23 0.22 0.43 0.42
WoodBridge 42 0.28 0.33 0.45 0.47
WoodHouse 42 0.28 0.31 0.45 0.47
Settlement

Bazaar 42 0.16 0.2 0.37 0.4
Dwelling Area 42 0.23 0.26 0.43 0.44
MarketArea 42 0.26 0.28 0.44 0.45
Mezra 42 0.3 0.24 0.46 0.43
PublicSphere 42 0.19 0.22 0.39 0.42
Yayla 42 0.19 0.2 0.39 0.4

In orderto have a better understandingT-test was computedusing past and presentfor
perceptiorof symbolictangiblelandscapelements.

Fourout of twenty-ninelandscapeymbolictangiblephysicallandscapelements river, corn
field, kiwi field and tea fieldi have statistically significantly different perceptionsof change
betweenpastand presentfor all participants.For instance,corn field as a symbolic tangible

landscapelementin past([;: 0.54)significantlydiffer from presen([;: 0.26)for al participants.

Participantsperceivedthat corn field was a symbolic tangible landscapeelementin the past
comparedo presentOntheotherhand teafield asa symbolictangiblelandscapelementn past

([g: 0.61)significantlydiffer from presen([g: 0.84)for all participantsParticipantgperceivedhat
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teafield is a symbolictangiblelandscapelementat presenttomparedo past. (SeeTable4.35
Thisreflectsactualchangesn theland areausedfor cornandteaproduction.

Table 4.35T-test for perception in dhange of tangible landscape elements with identifie
or symbolic of cultural landscape for Lazi culture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneos
t df p Past Today Past Today Past Today F p
River -2.14 69.4 0.036 0.73 0.91 0.44 0.28 42 45 2164 0
CornField 2.74 821 0.007 054 0.26 0.5 0.44 42 45 10 0.002
Kiwi Field -2.26 82.07 0.026 0.16 0.37 0.37 0.49 42 45 21.18 0
Tea Field -2.42 75.62 0.018 0.61 0.84 0.49 0.36 42 45 2394 0

Riverandteafield havegainedmoresymbolicmeaningrom pastto presentomparedo other
landscapelementshownin Table4.35.

For Hemshin culture, descriptive statistics results show that the perceptionof symbolic
physicallandscapelemen® ithep a svasbighestn 6 f o withsameanscoreof 0.77,andthe
lowestin 6 b 0 a t hnod s iendr admeanscoreof 0.04.0n the otherhand,the perceptionof
symbolicphysicallandscapelementd tr e swashigh@&stn 6 r i with an@eanscoreof 0.78,

andthe lowestis samewith the past.(SeeTable4.36

Table 4.36 Change of tangible landscapeelementswith identified or symbolic of cultural
landscapefor Hemshin culture

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation

Past Present Past Present
Natural
Forest 22 0.77 0.75 0.42 0.44
River 22 0.68 0.78 0.47 0.41
Sea 22 0.22 0.21 0.42 0.41
Agriculture
Backyard 22 0.36 0.17 0.49 0.39
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BeehiveBogina 22 0.4 0.32 0.5 0.47

CamreMangana 22 0.54 0.28 0.5 0.46
CornField 22 0.54 0.28 0.5 0.46
Frontyard 22 0.36 0.21 0.49 0.41
Hazelnut 22 0.45 0.35 0.5 0.48
Kiwi Field 22 0.22 0.25 0.42 0.44
TeaField 22 0.5 0.64 0.51 0.48
Buildings

Bagu 22 0.27 0.14 0.45 0.35
Barn 22 0.45 0.35 0.5 0.48
Boathouse 22 0.04 0 0.21 0
CornMill 22 0.36 0.32 0.49 0.47
DolmatasHouse 22 0.31 0.35 0.47 0.48
Pier 22 0.04 0 0.21 0
Serender 22 0.36 0.35 0.49 0.48
StoneBridge 22 0.31 0.25 0.47 0.44
Suspensiomridge 22 0.27 0.17 0.45 0.39
Trail 22 0.31 0.28 0.47 0.46
WoodBridge 22 0.31 0.21 0.47 0.41
WoodHouse 22 0.59 0.5 0.5 0.5
Settlement

Bazaar 22 0.31 0.28 0.47 0.46
Dwelling Area 22 0.22 0.14 0.42 0.35
MarketArea 22 0.31 0.28 0.47 0.46
Mezra 22 0.31 0.42 0.47 0.5
PublicSphere 22 0.27 0.17 0.45 0.39
Yayla 22 0.72 0.71 0.45 0.46

There is no physical landscapeelementas a symbolic tangible landscapeelementthat

statistically significantly differ from pastto present.However, only one out of twentynine



physical landscapeelements-corn field- is statistically marginally different betweenpastand

presenfor all participants(SeeTable4.37)

Table 4.37T-test for perception in dhange of tangible landscape elements with identifie
or symbolic of cultural landscape for Hemshinculture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneos
t df p Past Today Past Today Past Today F p
Corn Field 1.86 42.83 0.068 0.54 0.28 0.5 0.46 22 28 4.15 0.047

No landscapelementhasgainedmoresymbolicmeaningirom pastto present.
Perceptionin Changeof Intangible LandscapeElementsidentified with or Symbolicof the
Cultural Landscapes

Perceptionin changeof intangible landscapeslementsidentified with or symbolic of the
culturallandscapesf regionalethic groupswasanalyzedor both Lazi andHemshinculturesas
Fi n d icuitdrallandscapdasbeenshapedy thesecultures.

For Lazi culture, descriptivestatisticsresults show that the perceptionof symbolic social
landscapelementd ithep a svasbighestin 6 i m envtheaéneanscoreof 0.82,andthelowest
in 6 c | o twith ammgpanscoreof 0.3. On the other hand, the perceptionof symbolic social
landscapelement tr e swaghighéstino | of coaoMithéa meanscoreof 0.74,andthelowest
in6é c anill)Mme et 6 b g ® 1o memao,l occlad t with argednscoreof 0.1. (SeeTable

4.3
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Table 4.38 Changeof intangible landscapeelementswith identified or symbolic of cultural
landscapefor Lazi culture

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation

Past Present Past Present

Communication

CornMill Meeting 39 0.41 0.1 0.49 0.3
In Garden 39 0.51 0.23 0.5 0.42
Neighboring 39 0.69 0.53 0.46 0.5
Solidarity

Bardi 39 0.43 0.12 0.5 0.33
BurningCorn 39 0.41 0.1 0.49 0.3
HazelnutCeremony 39 0.71 0.35 0.45 0.48
Imece 39 0.82 0.3 0.38 0.46
Molasse<LCeremony 39 0.58 0.25 0.49 0.46

Custom&Tradition

CraftsmanshigBuilding 39 0.53 0.38 0.5 0.49
Craftsmanshigrool 39 0.35 0.2 0.48 0.4
Festival 39 0.46 0.23 0.5 0.42
Games 39 0.33 0.2 0.47 0.4
Language 39 0.64 0.51 0.48 0.5
Local Clothing 39 0.3 0.1 0.46 0.3
Local Food 39 0.64 0.74 0.48 0.44
Making Local Instruments 39 0.28 0.23 0.45 0.42
PlayingLocal Instruments 39 0.33 0.35 0.47 0.48
Folk Song 39 0.51 0.51 0.5 0.5
ReligiousActivities 39 0.35 0.33 0.48 0.47
TraditionalWedding 39 0.61 0.64 0.49 0.48

Nine out of twenty sociallandscapelementsas symbolicintangiblelandscapelementsare
statisticallysignificantlydifferentbetweerpastandpresentor all participantsForinstancejmece

asasymbolicintangiblelandscap&lementn past(],'(: 0.82)significantlydiffer from presen(],'(:



0.3) for all participants.Participantgperceivedthat imecewas a symbolic intangiblelandscape

elementin the pastcomparedo present(SeeTable4.39

Table 4.39T -test for perception in dhange of intangible landscape elements with identifie
or symbolic of cultural landscape for Lazi culture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneos
t df p Past Today Past Today Past Today F p

Corn  Mill 3.28 63.25 0.001 041 0.1 049 0.3 39 39 51.78 0

Meeting

In Garden 265 73.88 0.009 0.51 0.23 0.5 0.42 39 39 1539 O

Bardi 3.17 66.63 0.002 043 0.12 0.5 0.33 39 39 4152 O

Burning 3.28 63.25 0.001 041 0.1 049 0.3 39 39 51.78 O

Corn

Hazelnut 3.36 76 0.001 0.71 0.35 0.45 0.48 39 39 2.04 0.157

Ceremony

Imece 526 73.55 0.006 0.82 0.3 0.38 0.46 39 39 7.13 0.009

Molasses 3.12 7494 0.002 0.58 0.25 0.49 0.44 39 39 7.53 0.007

Ceremony

Festival 217 7394 0.032 046 0.23 0.5 0.42 39 39 1447 O

Local 228 65.67 0.025 0.3 0.1 0.46 0.3 39 39 24.8 0

Clothing

No sociallandscapelementhasgainedmoresymbolicmeaningfrom pastto present.

For Hemshinculture,descriptivestatisticsresultsshowthatthe perceptionof symbolicsocial
landscapelementd ithep a svasbighestin 6 f s lokagd®d t r a dw d d d with d idean
scoreof 0.77,andthelowestin 6 | a n gwitla ayneeé@nscoreof 0.22. On the otherhand,the
perceptionof symbolic sociallandscapeslementé gptr e swashigliestin 6 f & lo knwgtid a
meanscoreof 0.76,andthelowestin 6 b u r ma rmagddédh a z e £ n @ matmayméanscore

of 0.04.(SeeTable4.40
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Table 4.40Changeof intangible landscapeelementswith identified or symbolic of cultural
landscapefor Hemshin culture

Variables Number Mean Standardeviation

Past Present Past Present

Communication

CornMill Meeting 18 0.44 0.09 0.51 0.3
In Garden 18 0.61 0.19 0.5 0.4
Neighboring 18 0.72 0.38 0.46 0.49
Solidarity

Bardi 18 0.55 0.09 0.51 0.3
Burning Corn 18 0.38 0.04 0.5 0.21
HazelnutCeremony 18 0.55 0.04 0.51 0.21
Imece 18 0.61 0.38 0.5 0.49
Molasse<LCeremony 18 0.38 0.14 0.5 0.35

Custom&Tradition

CraftsmanshigBuilding 18 0.38 0.14 0.5 0.35
Craftsmanshigrool 18 0.27 0.09 0.46 0.3
Festival 18 0.44 0.33 0.52 0.48
Games 18 0.61 0.38 0.5 0.49
Language 18 0.22 0.09 0.42 0.3
Local Clothing 18 0.66 0.42 0.48 0.5
Local Food 18 0.61 0.71 0.5 0.46
Making Local Instruments 18 0.44 0.33 0.51 0.48
PlayingLocal Instruments 18 0.66 0.61 0.48 0.49
Folk Song 18 0.77 0.76 0.42 0.43
ReligiousActivities 18 0.27 0.23 0.46 0.43
TraditionalWedding 18 0.77 0.57 0.42 0.5

Six out of twenty social landscapeslementsas symbolic intangiblelandscapeslementsare
statistically significantly different betweenpast and presentfor all participants.For instance,

neighboringasa symbolicintangiblelandscap&lemenin past(E: 0.72)significantlydiffer from
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present([g: 0.38) for all participants.Participantsperceivedthat neighboringwas a symbolic

intangiblelandscapelementin the pastcomparedo present(SeeTable4.41)

Table 4.41T -test for percepton in change of intangible landscape elements with identifie
or symbolic of cultural landscape for Hemshin culture by time

Variables T-test Mean Std Size Leveneobs
t df Past Today Past Today Past Today F p

Corn Mill 254 26.59 0.017 0.44 0.09 0.51 0.3 18 21 2987 O

Meeting

In Garden 2.85 3251 0.007 0.61 0.19 0.5 0.4 18 21 6.88 0.012

Neighboring 2.2 37 0.033 0.72 0.38 0.46 0.49 18 21 1.78 0.189

Bardi 3.35 26.59 0.002 0.55 0.09 0.51 0.3 18 21 2987 O

Burning 2.67 2245 0.013 0.38 0.04 0.5 0.21 18 21 5353 0

Corn

Hazelnut 3.91 22.26 0.001 055 0.04 051 0.21 18 21 69.83 0

Ceremony

Molasses 1.73 30.22 0.092 0.38 0.14 0.5 0.35 18 21 12.49 0.001

Ceremony

Crafts. 1.73 30.22 0.092 0.38 0.14 0.5 0.35 18 21 12.49 0.001

Building

Therearetwo sociallandscapelementsassymbolicintangiblelandscap@lementsmolasses

ceremonyandcraftsmanshigor buildings thatstatisticallymarginallydiffer from pastto present

asshownin Table4.41 No sociallandscapelementhasgainedmoresymbolicmeaningrom past

to present.

Relatedto this question participantsvereaskedto checkwhatlandscapelementsvereonce

andwhich onesare now symbolicfor eachethnicculture,Lazi andHemshin.This questionwas

measuredvith 1=checkedand O=uncheckedor 5 selectedandscapelemants. (SeeTable4.42

and4.43
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Table 4.42Five (5) most selectedtangible landscapeelementswith identified or symbolic of
cultural landscapefor Lazi and Hemshin cultures

Lazi

Variables(Past) Number Variables(Present) Number
DolmatasHouse 22 River 26
River 21 DolmatasHouse 24

Sea 18 TeaField 23
TeaField 16 Serender 21
Forest 14 Sea 20
Hemshin

Variables(Past) Number Variables(Present) Number
Yayla 13 Yayla 16
River 9 River 14
Forest 9 Forest 13
WoodHouse 8 TeaGarden 9
CornField 6 WoodHouse 8
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Table 4.43Five (5) most selectedintangible landscapeelementswith identified or symbolic
of cultural landscapefor Lazi and Hemshin cultures

Lazi

Variables(Past) Number Variables(Present) Number
Imece 21 Local Food 21
HazelnutCeremony 16 Wedding 17
Language 14 Language 16
Local Food 14 Neighboring 15
Neighboring 13 Folk Song 14
Hemshin

Variables(Past) Number Variables(Present) Number
Neighboring 7 Local Food 10
Local Food 7 Wedding 9

Imece 6 Folk Song 9
Wedding 5 PlayingLoc. Instrument 8

Folk Song 5 Neighboring 6

4.2 Qualitative Results

Quialitative results were derived from oral history interviews, photo surveys, photovoice
recordingsandcognitiveandgroupmappingsEachqualitativemethodrecordingwastranscribed
andcodedusingDedoosesoftwareto identify andcategorizahemesn landscapehangeThemes
werecreateasednthedataobtainedrom all qualitativemethods.Resultsareintroducedn the

following sections.

4.2.1 Qualitative Results for Research Question 1b (RQ1b): How have people perceived
landscape changes and/or landscape element changes?

According to conductedqualitative methods,participantsindicaed that thereis a physical
landscapechangein eight categories:agriculture + nature, hardscapesoftscape waterscape,

settlementgirculation/infrastructureandscapestructuresandtraditionalagricultureequipment.
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Participantgespondedbouthow physicallandscapéaschangedn termsof whathasbeenlost,

gained,andtransferred(SeeTable4.44 For example elementaryschools smallgrocerystores,

and multi-purposeshopsin village settlementhave beenabandoné or destroyedthus social

educationakervicebuildingsarelost in the village scalephysicallandscapeOn the otherhand,
concretehousesteafactories,andteadelivery pointsare new building structuresn both urban
andrural settlementsin termsof landscapestructuresparticipantsemphasizedhatthey do not
seefences,gardengates,and wheelwhetstonesn eachfamily farmsteadany longer.However,
they noticedthat families havebegunto build gardenwalls to separatdandsevenwithin same
family. In general all respondentstatedthatuseof yayla, mezra,andbackandfront yardshave
transitionedrom agriculturaluseto recreationalisein termsof socialactivitiesfrom communal
activitiesto individual activities. Communityrecreationaplacesin village settlementgfestival
areaandinformal soccerfield havereplacedwith teafield) havechangedrom recreationaliseto

agriculturaluse.However,in the downtownarea parks,playgroundsandorganizedsocceffields

haveappeared.
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Table 4.44Qualitative resultsin perception of physical landscapechange

PHYSICAL LANDSCAPE CHANGE

Lost Gained Transferred
No LongerPresent Decreased Ssgreatlon Gggcultural Gzzthetlc
Shops* Animal Build. ConcreteHouses Boathouse Serender
Schools* Agri. Build. TeaDelivery Points | as 0s
Cornmill DolmatasHouse | TeaFactories houseo
Hardscape StoneBrid.
SuspensiomBrid.
WoodBrid.
WoodHouse
32
Landscape Krosta™
Tikshay?
Structures Fences
Cornfield HazelnutGarden | Teafield B.&F.yards
; Hempgarden Forest Kiwi field
+
Qgrlculture ong Seafish
ature Trad. natural| Riverfish
seeds
Traditional Bardi Bogina FenniKovan
Agriculture Omchvetel®
. Camremangana
Equipment
Circulation/ Manchghd® Riveraccess Motor vehicleroads
Seaaccess Trails Telpher
Infrastructure Electriclines
Softscape Soccerfield*
Toba’
Waterscape Natural
coast/Beach
FestivalArea* Mezra as
Public Sphere* picnicarea
Skiing Area
Settlement Traditional Yayla as
SettlemenPattern camping
area

* Onlyin ruralarea

82 Krosta is a wheel whetstone.
33 Tikshayi is a garden gate

34 Ona is a garden for millet.

35 Omchvetela is a traditional natural manure pit
3¢ Manchgha is a traditional aqueduct

3" Toba is a river pond.
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Physicallandscapechangewas perceivedas either a developmenbr a deteriorationby the
participants For example concretebuildingsrepresena modernurban areaasstatedby Gunes
Yildiz-Ay:

fi | time pasttherewerebuildingslike baguin the downtownarea but now Findikli

isaci ty! o

i Bo at Mecansmmortantnow,theyare6 slie@auses 60
Ontheotherhand,Yildirim stated:

i Bo at Hha anky eck peoplenow! Theyarenot usedfor their main purpose:

fishing. Rich peopleturnedall boathouseto summeh ous es ! 0

In sociallandscapehangeparticipantstatedhattheyperceivedhechangean six categories:
solidarity, communication,custom and tradtion, agricultural activities, special events, and
demography/lifeThey respondedbouthow sociallandscapéiaschangedn termsof what has

beenlost,gained or transferred(SeeTable4.45 Forinstancecommunalworkscalleddmeceéin

corn field works, hazelnutworks, buildings, transportatiorand forestry works were lost in the
social landscapeParticipantsexplainedthat thereis no replacemenbf the solidarity works, so
nothingis gainedn thissenseAgriculturalactivitiesrelatedio cornwerelost, hazelnuproduction
andassociatedctivities havedecreasedandteaproductionhasincreasedApiculture activities
havetransformedrom traditionalto contemporarynethods.

Physicallandscapeas defined by social landscapeSince animal relatedactivities are lost,
physicalsettingsfor animalactivitiesarelosttoo. For example pneof theintervieweesyYildirim,

stated:



A Ani merdusedto grazein yayladueto thelargelandarea.Also, peopleused

to grow vegetableghere.They usedto live therein whole summerseasonNow,

thereis nobody,nogardenandnoa ni mal ! o

Similarly, sociallandscapés definedby physicallandscapeP e o prelaid@nshipwith

theseahasdecreasedccordingo Badulasi:

A | the past,we were able to crossroadto reachthe beacharea.Therewas a

connectiorbetweerpeopleandseaBut now,connectiornis lost! Theyleft big rocks

onthebeachBlack Seaturnedto RockSed® o

%Bl ack means o6Karad, Rock means ODBeaiytardedto lSagdenizne ans o6 Deni
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Table 4.45Qualitative resultsin perception of sociallandscapechange

SOCIAL LANDSCAPECHANGE
Lost Gained Transferred
Extinct Decreased Eraditional to Routineto Special
ontemporary

Communication

Meeting while
working in the
field
Visiting-sleep
over

Visiting-daily

SpecialEvents

Soccer
tournament
Trad.Wedding
6Bayr amd

Festivals
Animal related Hazelnut Tearelatedactivities | Apicultureactivities Fishing(recreation)
activities Related
Hemp related| Activities
. A activities Molasses
Agri. Activities Corn related| Activities
activities
Craftsmanship
Tools
Imece:Corn,
Hazelnut,
Solidarity Activities | Buildings,
Transportation,
Timberwork
Winter Village  Chi | dr e] New cultural group Year round village life
Life outdoorlife 6sharecro to seasondife
. Extendedamily | Village New ethnic group
DemographyiLife Life Population 6Georgian
Local People] Economicwelfare
Population
Tea related work
Contemporary activities
Activities Kiwi related work
activities
Playing local | Local FoodCooking Local Food
. instruments
Custom/Tradition Making local
instruments

4.2.2 Qualitative Results for Research Question 2 (RQ2)What do community members
perceive to have caused landscape change?
Participantgespondedboutwhatcausedandscapehangen four categoriesenvironmental

hazardsteaproductiontechnologyandpolitics. Most of the participantgerceivedechnologyas



both an advantageand a disadvantagdor both physical and socid landscapesFor instance,
technologygavepeopleanadvantagevhentransportinghe productsusingtelphercable.On the
otherhand traditionalsolidarityworkslike hazelnutceremonieso harvesthazelnutsith acrowd
of peoplewerereplacedwith mecranizedpatos$® which diminishedwork time.
Teaproductionandenvironmentahazardsvereperceivedashavingnegativeimpactson the

physicallandscape(SeeTable4.46 Forexamplepbothenvironmentahazardsandteaproduction

causedand-slidesthatdamagedettlementshuildings,agriculturallands,androads.
Peopleheavilysuggestedhatafterteaproductionp e o pdregercesavetransferredrom
communalto individual. The purchasingpowerof land ownersin the markethasincreasedisa

resultof teaproduction.

3% Patos is an agricultural equipment for winnowing hazelnuts. Patos winnows one ton of hazelnut in three minutes.
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Table 4.46Qualitative resultsin perception of reasonsfor landscapechange

REASONSFORLANDSCAPE CHANGE

PhysicalLandscape

SocialLandscape

Lost Gained Transferre] Lost Gained Transferred
d
Extinct Damaged Extinct Damaged
. Historic Buildings
Environmental | guiidings | Infrastructure
Hazards Agri. Land
Functional Agri. Land i Solidarity | Communi | Cash money| Closed
use of | land slide due works cation more economy to
Serender | to tea imece with flexibility in | global
. Diversity | equipment types neighbors | themarket | economy
TeaProduction in  agri. | Soil, water,
productio | air- pollution
n due to tea
manure
River,seasoil | Easy Ceremoni | Comfort at
- pollution transportation es due to | home
-telpher lines agri Easy access
roads machinery| to
Technology Easy work- Communi | information
agri. cationdue | Awareness
machinery to TV, | of
internet environment
Diverse Job Local Agri.
agri. opportunit Policies  to
Landuse ies local National Agri.
Social migration Palicies
educationa out
", | Year
Politics buildings* round
village
life-
consolidat
ion of
schools

4.2.3Qualitative Results for Research Question 3b (RQ3b): How importance of landscapes

and/or landscape elements changed?

Participantsrespondedabouthow the importanceof landscapesnd/orlandscapeslements

changedby addressingvaluesof the elements.Thesevaluesare definedin six categoriesfor

physical landscapeaesthetic,cultural, economic,heritage,historic, and natural basedon the

gualitativedata.Peopleidentified the changeof importanceof landscapelementsaslost value,
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gainedvalue, or transferredvalue in responseo nature,agriculture,buildings, settlementand

agriculturalequipment(SeeTable4.47)

Participantsindicated that traditional agricultual lands have lost both their cultural and
economicvalues.Forexample hazelnutgardenandcornfield do nothaveculturalandeconomic
importanceor theFindikli community.Ontheotherhand teafield gainedaneconomicvaluebut
notaculturalvalue Participantstatedthatteafields only meanmoney.

Somelandscapelementdhavemorethanonevalueaccordingop a r t i @ergeionEFos 0
example yaylasettlementvasusedfor agriculturaluselike animalhusbandryn the past.People
emphasizedhatyaylastill hasaneconomicvaluebut the usewastransferredrom agricultureto
tourism.Also, yaylasettlemenis definedwith naturallandscapelementshusit representsatural
valueaswell.

Participantperceivedhatthedolmatashousehasgainedits multi-generationaheritagevalue
and historic value as well as cultural value with its unique vernaculararchitecture Similarly,
serendeusedto havean economicvalue sinceit was usedfor storing traditional agricultural
productsn thepag, however jts economicvaluewastransferredrom agriculturaluseto tourism
use.Participantsnoticedthat peopletendto build serendeias lodging buildings along cultural

tourismroutes.
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Table 4.47 Qualitative results in perception of changein physical landscapee | e ment s 6

importance

PHYSICAL LANDSCAPEE L E ME NIMBGRTANCE

Lost Gained Transferred
Downtown area due to high-story | TeaField-its shapeandform
buildings Vernacular buildings material
Urban&rural settlements due to] woodandstone
. concretebuildings and infrastructurg] Agricultural equipment: camre
Aesthetic like electriclines mangana, krosta corn mill-
River dueto concretechannels functionsto decorative
Seacoastdue to highway and rocky
beach
Cornfield DolmatasHouse
Cultural HazelnutGarden Serender
Cornmill
CornField Teafield Yayla:agri. Economyto tourismeconomy
HazelnutGarden Kiwi field Serenderagri economyto tourismeconomy
Vegetable&FruitGardens Teafactories
Bardi NaturalelementsRiver, seaforest
Economic | Animal Buildings
Agricultural Buildings-Mandre,
Bageni,Bagu
Agricultural Equipment
Mezra
DolmatasHouse
. Abandonedvillage schools
Heritage Serender
Yayla
Historic DolmatasHouse
Forestafter timber work-natural
preservation
Valley-after HEPR natural
Natural preservation
Mezraafter abandonedturned to
naturalarea
Yayla

In termsof the importanceof sociallandscapelementsparticipantsstatedthe changen

three categoriescultural, economic,and heritage.(SeeTable 4.48 Participantsperceivedthat

native languagehas lost its heritagevalue but gainedcultural value. Village life haslost its
economicvaluewhereasurbanlife hasgained.Traditionalagriculturalactivitieslike cornimece
andhazelnutharvestinghavelost both culturalandeconomicvalues however teawork activities

createda culturein F i n d isdcibl lar@scapenith its economicvalue. For example,aslocal
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peoplegainedmoremoneywith teaproduction theyhiredsharecropperBom neighboringcities

andthe sharecropperbecamein chargeof managinglands This resultedin diminishinglocal
peopleinteractioneachotherin thefieldswhereaslominatings h a r e ¢ commynieatiagwith
eachotherandteabuyers®.

Table 4.48 Qualitative results in perception of change in social landscapee | e ment s 0

importance

SOCIAL LANDSCAPEE L E ME NIMB@RTANCE

Lost Gained Transferred
Imece Native Language
Ceremonies Playinglocal instruments
Cultural Weaving Teawork activities
Traditionalfarming Traditionalcraftsmanshigor tools
Village Life Urbanlife Traditional craftsmanship for tools-heritage
Trad.FarmingActivities Traditional Craftsmanship for | economyto tourismeconomy
Economic | Animal HusbandnActivities building

ContemporanFarmingActivities
Craftsmanshigor instruments

Native Language Musical Instruments
Heritage | Craftsmanshigor buildings
Craftsmanshifor instruments

4.2.4 Qualitative Results for Research Question 4b (RQ4b): How has cultural landscape
identity changed?
Participantsesponde@boutpastandpresentandscapelementshatwere/aresymbolicin or
were/aresymbolicof F i n d iclktural l@&ndscapeBasedon the perceptionof pastand present
@symbol$ the researcheranalyzedthe perceptionin changeof cultural landscapeidentity.
Participantsperceivedchangein tangible landscapeelementsthat identify F i n d iclltural 6 s
landscapen five categoriesnature,agriculture,building, settlementandtraditionalagricultural

equipment(SeeTable4.49

40Tea buyers are working for governmental or private tea factories.
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Accordingtop ar t I aasporsesnostof the tangibleelementsassymbolsin Fi ndi k|l i &'s
cultural landscapéhasbeenlost. For example,corn field and hemp gardenusedto identify the
cultural landscapenow it is identified by teafields. Sinceagriculturalproductshavebeenlost,
relatedtraditionalagriculturalequipmensuchasmekiyaloni,omcvetelaandcamremangandhat
weresymbolictangibleelenentsin F i n d icuttdrallaihdscapdecameextinctaswell.
Table 4.49 Qualitative results in perception of change in tangible landscape elements

identified with or symbolic of cultural landscape

TANGIBLE LANDSCAPEELEMENTSTHAT IDENTIFY CULTURAL LANDSCAPE

Lost Gained Transferred
Extinct Decreased
Mezra
Settlement Yayla
CornField Hazelnut TeaField
Agri. Land Ona
HempGarden

Animal Buildings | Teafactories
Building Trails TeaDelivery Points
CoffeeHousedn UrbanArea

Natural  plants,
boxwood and

Nature rhododendron
Toba

Orme/Ormesa Bogina

Traditional ’é"e'g.ya"’”'

. ardi

Agnpulture Omevetela

Equipment Camremangana
Taka

In termsof intangiblelandscapeslements participantsperceivedchangein four categories:
communication agricultural activities, customand tradition, and solidarity. Participantsstated
whatintangiblelandscapelementsdentify the culturallandscapén termsof whatis lost, gained,

andtransferred(SeeTable4.50
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Local food culture,nativelanguageandlocal musicareintangibleelementghatidentify the
culturallandscapeTheseintangiblelandscapelementscreateda recognitionof the regionon a
nationalscale.

Imecein buildings, hazelnutwinnowing, and making molassesare maintainedas nostalgic
eventsatpresent.

Table 4.50 Qualitative results in perception of changein intangible landscge elements

identified with or symbolic of cultural landscape

INTANGIBLE LANDSCAPEELEMENTSTHAT IDENTIFY CULTURAL LANDSCAPE

Lost Gained Transferred
Extinct Decreased Nostalgia Recognition
Shepherdisit Freewintertime
L epherd/isits
Communication Sleepovenisits
Animalrelated | Hazelnutrelated Molasses
. - Cornrelated Fishingin River Ceremony
Agri. Activities Hemprelated Fishingin Sea Hazelnut
Ceremony
Custom& Yayla activities 6shar ecutwep per g Native Language
diti Localplays _ Local Fooq
Tradition Trad.Wedding Local Music
Building Building
Corn Hazelnut
Solidarity Hazelnut Molasses
Timberwork
Transportation
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CHAPTER FIVE: FINDINGS

The objectives of this research were 1) to rewedtural heritageor othervaluesfrom the
perspectiveof local community memberseven as the landscapesnd landscapeelementsare
rapidly changingand/orlosing cultural and social significanceand 2) to develoa community
based cultural landscapestudy method for documening tangible and intangible landscape
elementdor preservatiorandmanagemenrdctionsin culturallandscapetudies.

This chapterdiscusseghe significant findings of this dissertationstudy and examinesthe
findingsof theresearchmethodin termsof importanceor professionatulturallandscapetudies.
This chaptelis organizedn two sectionsfindingsaboutthe casestudyareaandthefindingsabout

theresearchmethod.

5.1 Findings About the Case Study Area

Interpretations detail the results stated in mixddeta Mixed tables areomposed of three
phases: photma ppi ng resul t s, survey results, and
interview, photo survey, photmwice recording, and mapping, respectively. Results are discussed
under two categoried) loss of traditional built environment and activities, 2) awareness off loss

culture.

5.1.1Finding One: Loss of Traditional Built Environment and Activities
Photemapping, survey, and qualitative me t h gedudisievealedthat thereis a loss of
traditional built environmentsand activities. Changesin physical landscapéd traditional built

environmerit andsociallandscapé traditionalactivitied areinterpretednterdependently.

5.1.1.1 Loss in traditional built environment
Fi ndi kI i 0 suilt envieordnertt wasdtefanéd byb agricultural landse pattern and

agricultural buildings such as corn mills, hazelnut storage buildings and barns. Agricultural

economy used to represent the closed economy with hazelnut production for sale and corn
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producton for family use. However, after tea production introduced to the rdgimal economy
replaced with global economy, and agricultural economy represents monoculture production for
the global market. The econobya s ed change af f e d¢phygsidal l&dsoaga k1 i 0 ¢
and the traditional activities in the | andsca
each other.

The most dramatic physical change happened in downtown area because agricultuisd land
pattern significantly decreaseddarural character of the downtown area has replaced with the
urban fabric. Neighborhood and village settlements still represent the rural character with the
agricultural laneuse pattern but diversity of lange significantly diminished due to monocudtur
of tea production. Therefore, animal husbandry, hazelnut, corn, timber work and fishing related
built structures have started to disappear in the physical landscape of Findikli. For example,
hazelnut, corn, andrazing land have been replaced by tead§elCorn fields have extremely
decreased and have been entirely lost in the downtown area and some neighborhoods and village
settlements(See Table 5)1 Because of the economic benefit of tea production, people tend to

createmore tea fields in their land®ne of the interviewees, Kapkap, stated:

APeople have turned everywhere (all the in
of the mountains you will see tea soon! Because, tea has the best economis bhEdedit
Figure 5.}
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Community perception of change backyards and frontyards that vegetable and fruit
production significantly decreasadd yard$fiave been replaced bsa fields for more production.
However, based on the engagement with the lardiscape change perceptidiffered in the
perception of selffarming practitionersFor example, quantitative results revealed thatsef
farming participants perceived lsigh degree of change in backyard whereas-faetfing
participants perceived a medium change becauséaseiing participants still maintain farming

activities in backyards for producing vegetables.



Table 5.1Mixed table for physical landscapechangeagriculture and nature

QUANTITATIVE RESULTS QUALITATIVE RESULTS
SUB- Photemapping Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M!
THEME i Hiah
Decrease! Increase| o '9 Lost or Decreased i Gained Transferred
Change | Change
Corn Backyard
17% Corn Field
Agriculture Tea Cornr .
Mean= | Forest Tea Field | Backyard
26.3%
Hazelnut 2.95 Frontvard
48% Y
q Hazelnut Garden
an .
Mixed X Hemp Garden
W-H i .
23.5% i Forest | © Chkvayi
iwi _ .
Nature Mixed 2 9% g/lg?n— Trad. Natural Seeds Kiwi Field i Front yard
W-Ft-V ' Sea Fish
0,
3.7% River Fish

Anothersignificantchangeoccurredin building typesin thetraditionallandscap@f Findikili.
Agricultural and animal buildingsmandre,bagenj serenderpagu,corn milli wereabandoned
or destroyedandteadeliverypointsandteafactorieshaveappearedh thephysicallandscape(See
Figure 5.2) For two physical landscapeelementsi agricultural and animal buildings female
participantswere significantly more awareof physicallandscapehangethanmale participants,
perhapshecausavomenhavetraditionally beenin chargeof agriculturaland animalbuildings.

(SeeTableb.2)

41 OHI+PS+PVR+M: Oral History Interview+Photo Survey+Phutice Recording+Mpping (Cognitive and Group)
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Figure 5.2 Serendera traditional storagebuilding

Table 5.2Mixed table for physical landscape changdardscape

QUANTITATIVE RESULTS QUALITATIVE RESULTS
?gErME Photomapping Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
Decreased Increased Low High Lost or Decreased Gained | Transferred
Change! Change
Agri. Buil. | Agricultural Buildings
Mean= Animal Buildi Boathouse
2.77 nimai bulldings Concrete! Sed
Ani. Buil. | Corn Mil Houses | 1 ce
Mean=
270 Dolmatas House
Boathouse] Schools
Mean= h Te?
Hardscae | x Buildings X 2.89 Shops Ee_lvtery
6.2% Bridge | Stone Bridge onts
Mean= . . . .
253 Suspension Bridge Serender
. as

Housei Wood Bridge Decorative
Mean= Wood House Tea
2.81 Factories
Port
Mean=
2.84

Since landuse pattern and buildings have changed, spatial organization of the buildings and
the circulation pattern have significantly changedr example, trails have been replaced with
motorized roads for tea trucksd access to the

vehicle roads have been built to the farm lands rather than the dwelling areas. Consequently,
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transportation &s become faster and easier for people, therefore, motor vehicle roads are more
preferable than trailsSge Table 5)3

Also, dwellingareashavechangedn overallF i n d ipHydicalléndscapePeopletendto live
in urbanareafor morecomfortablelife standard€omparedo village life suchasheatingof the
houseTheeconomiderefit of teaproductionenabledeopleto moveto thedowntownareaOne
of theintervieweesBadulasistated:

i Wh @eoplestartedto earnmore money, they desiredto live in urbanarea,thusthey left
theirhomesn theruralar ea . 0

Table 5.3Mixed table for physical landscape changeransportation and waterscape

QUANTITATIVE RESULTS QUALITATIVE RESULTS
SUB-THEME | Photemapping Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
Low High Lost or .
Decreasei Increase Change | Change Decreased Gained Transferred]
Coast
Mean= Manckha
Highway 2.921 Electric
2.5 km Highway Lines
Mean= River Access
Transportationg 2.909
and « « M. Road x
. Mean= Sea Access
Infrastructure Primary 2 896 Motor
Road T.rail- Vehicle
3.2km Mean= Trails Roads
2.629
Trail Telpher
4km Lines
) River  Ponds!
g';/;: bed Sea Toba', Quality
Waterscape ' X X Mean= of Water X X
Beach 2.576 Natural
2.1% Coast/Beach

In termsof river andbeachacceshiavechangedor two reasonsl) big floodshappenedh the
past;2) HydroelectricPowerPlant (HPP) channeledhe riverside,and coastalhighway on the
coast.Thereis a significant differencein perceptionof river changebetweenfithe beforetea
generation andfithe afterteageneration, perhapsecausgeopleusedto drink waterfrom the

river beforeteaproductionwasintroducedo theareaHowever,i t &fterteag e n e r laasnoto n 0
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experiencedt astheriver hasbeenpollutedby chemicalfertilizer for teaproduction.This change
affectedp e o pdceeststheriver andtheir relationshipwith it in termsof swimming,fishing,
andpicnicking. (SeeTable5.3) Also, the naturalcoastline hasdisappearedsthe areahasbeen

filled to expandthedowntownarea.

5.1.1.2 Loss in traditional activities
The traditional way of life washostly defined by traditional agricultural activities in Findikli.

Traditional recreational, social, and ceremonial activities are associated with agricultural and
natural physial settings. Although the contemporary way of life is predominantly represented by
agricultural activities, traditional culture has been [dsaditional activities have been affected by
two main reasons: 1) tea production, and 2) consolidation of school

Tea production causedat raditional agricultural work activities have been transformed from
communal work life to individual work life due to the transformation of characteristic of
agriculture from polycultuf® to monoculturé®. Diverse agricultural production was to meet
family needs. People used to volunteer to all
production has started, people have devoted time only to their own tea production works.
Consequentlymececulture has been losSée Table 5.43ll imecetypes such asnecefor timber
work, imecefor building housesimecefor harvesting hazelnuts, amtiecefor harvesting corn
have been lost as physical settings associated witle tms/ities have been replaced by new
agricultural productioritea. Loss ofmecealso caused other intangible heritage to be lost. For
example, women used to prepare soil for the corn fields thriougteand this way, women used
to produce spontaneouslé songs. Shared song making has not transferred to other social

activities and no longer occurs.

42 Polyculture as a characteristic of traditional agriculture in Findikli involving productions of hazelnut, corn,
vegetable, fruit and crops for animals.
43 Monoculture as a characteristic of contemporary agriculture in Findikli involving tea production.
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Table 5.4 Mixed table for social landscapesolidarity

QUANTITATIVE RESULTS QUALITATIVE RESULTS
SUB- Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
THEME | Photo ==
mappin i '
pping Change High Change | Lost Gainedi Transferred
Bardr Mean=1 g ,iiging imece
2.917 9
Burning Corn Corn Imece
Mean= 2.914
N H.Ceremony
Solidarity | x X Mean= 2 869 Hazelnut Imece X X
Imece Mean=] . .
2 883 Timber Work imece
M. Ceremony .
Mean= 2.732 Transportation Imece

On the other handa new culture has emerged as tea requires more-faiveer for mass
production. When local people were insufficient in number (dueutamigration for job and
education purposes) to farm tea fields, people from neighboring*tites’ed to rural areas in
Findikli. These people have been called sharecrofparii) and have established their culture
with tea related activities. For example, sharecroppers regularly meet each other in tea delivery
points to sell their daily harveist the season. Tea delivery points have turned into communication
area for this new cultural grousée Table 555

Also, & vernacular buildings have disappeared, craftsmanship for buildings has also gradually
vanished fromhe traditional activities of Findikli. Similarly, craftsmanship for tools has decreased
(‘e.g., agricultural tools) as there is no need for them. Qualitative results revealed that most of the
traditional methods have been replaced by contemporary methcliss agriculture machinery

for preparing fields for cultivation.

44 Mostly from Rize, Trabzon and Erzurdirprovinces of Turkey.
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Table 5.5Mixed table for social landscape demography andfe
QUANTITATIVE RESULTS | QUALITATIVE RESULTS

SUB- Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
THEME Photo Low High Transferr
mappin i
pping Change | Change Lost Gained ed

Children's Outdoor Life! Economic Welfare

New Cultural Group! Year

Demography Extended Family Life | Sharecropper 'Yarici'! round

and X X X Village

Life Local People Populatio} New Ethnic  Group: Life to
Georgian Seasonal

Winter Village Life

Village Population

Work activities associatedvith the productionof cornflour and of animalfood havebeen
lost. Peopleperceivedsociallandscapehangein cornrelatedactivitiesat the highestlevel. For
examplecorn mill meetingand makingbardihavebeenlost in the sociallandscapef Findikili.
Cornfields and corn mills usedto be meetingpoints especiallyfor womenworking in the field
andgrinding cornsin the mill. Similarly, hazelnutgardensvere meetingpointsfor peoplewhile
working in the field. After teaproduction,work fields havenot beendefinedascommunication
activity areasbecausef theteafie | d@nporousphysicalcharacteristiqreventspeoplefrom
gettingtogetherbetweenjobs. This also affectedlocal clothing. womenusedto weartraditional
outfits to work in corn fields and hazelnutgardens.However, their traditional outfit is not
appopriate for tea fields as it preventseasy moving amongthe tea bushes.Therefore,the
traditional outfit i fota®™i hasbeenreplacedwith pantsto work more comfortably amongtea
bushes. Quantitative results revealed that the before tea generationis more aware of

communicatioractivity changdn gardensasit nolongeroccurs.(SeeTable5.6)

4 Fota is a traditional outfit for women. Kind of apron wearing with skirt.

20¢



Table 5.6 Mixed
custom/tradition

table for

social

landscape communication and

QUANTITATIVE RESULTS

QUALITATIVE RESULTS

SUB-THEME Photo Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
mapping IC‘:?]V;nge High Change | Lost Gained | Transferred
Corn Mill
Meeting In garden
Mean= 3
Communicationj x X In Garden Visiting X X
Mean= 2.883 | Sleep over
Neighboring Visiting
Mean= 2.766 | Daily
K:A?;tni 2ué|43 Making Logal Food:
Local Daily to
Local Crafts. Tool Ins Special
Custom Foods | Mean=2.769 | Trad. '
andTradition X Mean= | Local Clothing | Wedding Plavi |
146 | Mean= 2.52 aying | Local  Food
Trad Wedding Local Cooking:
Mean= 2 677 Ins. Trad. to Con.

Losing physical landscapeelementscauseda loss in associatedsocial activities in the

The traditional way of life has been transformed to the contemporary way of life in aesthetic,

5.1.2Finding Two: Awareness of Loss Culture
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landscapeln otherwords,peoplehaveperceivedandscapehangethroughthe changen visual
characteristic®f landscapeaswell assensoryelements smell, tasteandvoice - andin social
activities andcommunicationln this sensesurveyandqualitativeme t h pesulsi@vealedhat
thelocal communityis awareof thelossin culturein Findikli asaresultof changesn thephysical

environment tangibleoutcome andin socialactivitiesi intangibleoutcome.

cultural, economic, heritage, hisigrand natural values. Quantitative results revealed that people
have perceived that agricultural and animal buildings have lost their traditional values/importance
in contemporary life. Qualitative results demonstrated that the importance of agricultural

buildings, e.g. serender, has transferred from agricultural economy to cultural tourism economy.




(See Table 5)7Also, qualitative results revealed that people were eager to preserve vernacular
agricultural buildings as a pdiof heritage that represents their sense of place and attachment.

Table 5.7 Mixedtable for physical landscge elements' importance changéuildings

QUANTITATIVE
SUB. RESULTS QUALITATIVE RESULTS
THEME | Photo Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
mapping | p<0.05 Aesthetic | Cultural Economic Heritage Historic
Bagu
Lost:
Barn )
) Agricultural
Corn Mill and Animal
Dolmatas Buildings
House
Gained: .
Gained: )
Serender. Vernacular ined: Dolmatas Gained:
Stone Bridge | Buildings Gained: —Corn Abandoned! Gained:
Buildi q ¢ Mill, Dolmatas | House, Shool Dolmat
uildings | x . ue 0 House, Serender, Tei Shools, olmatas
Suspension B.| wood and Serender Factories Dolmatas | House
stone House
Trail materials Transferred:
Wood Bridge Serender:
from
Agriculture to
Economy

On the other handraditional agricultural landscape elements have lost their economic and
cultural importance in the eye of the community. Quantitative results revealed that backyard,
camremangana, corn, arfdbntyard were economically and culturally more important in the past
for both Lazi and Hemshin people. The economic value of traditional agricultural landscape
elements has been substituted with a contemporaryi @@ Cultural values have been lost,
however, as activities associated with these agricultural landscape elements have beggelost. (
Table 5.8

Traditional s e thasheemimansforséd by the ghange ia thectraditional way
of life. For example, mezra and yayla have lost their economic values based on the quantitative
results. Qualitative results revealed that yayla has lost its economic importance in agriculture use

but cained value in tourism use. On the other hand, mezra and yayla have gained natural



i mportance as they are used as natur al areas

landscape change created an awareness of nature preservation at pogsexample, or
Hemshin culture, the change in trails was perceived as having the highest level of importance.
Hemshin people used to go to yayla through the trails very often in the past. After building motor

vehicle roads to yayla, trails have been abandofiée importance of yayla has transformed from

agricultural use to tourism purposes. Besides, yayla has been perceived as a heritage place for

Hemshin culture to empower a sense of place attachment.

Table 5.8Mixed table for physicallandscape elementsmportance change

QUANTITATIVE QUALITATIVE RESULTS
SUB- RESULTS
THEMES Photo Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
mapping | p<0.05 Aesthetic Cultural | Economic Heritage! Historic | Natural
Backyard Lost: Corn
Camre Field, Hazelnuti
Mangana Lost: Garden,
Corn Gained: Tea Corn Vegetable
Agriculture | x Frontyard field with its | Field, Garden X X X
. [ shape Hazelnut
Hazelnut Garden | Gained: Tea
Kiwi Field, Kiwi
Tea Field
Lost:
Dwelling Downtown .
Area** with high story Lost: Mezra
buildings
Mezra Lost: Urban . . . Gained:
Settlement | x and Rural} x \T(;arllzferri(rjc;m $§'Taed' X Mezra,
Settlements y y Yayla
. Agri. to
with concrete .
Yayla building Tourism
. ’ Economy
infrastructure

The tradtional way of life in Findikli was mostly shaped by commuaaticulturalwork
activities. Quantitative results revealed that people perceived a high degree of change in traditional
activities between the past and present. Qualitative results demonstetteelople have lost their
extended family life and village life. Communal work activities were a necessary action in the
however, have been transformed to

past ; t hey
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attachment. For example, intervieweegbasized that only a few families in the region maintain
traditional activities such as molasses ceremonies as nostalgic events from thgegasahle

5.9 For instance, wlasses and hazelnut ceremonies have been percesivexstalgic events by

the community to remember traditions and embrace a sense of place attachment. By doing so,

necessity actions of the past have been transformed to social activities at fBesehigure 5)3

Table 5.9Mixed table for cultural landscapedentity change

SUB- QUANTITATIVE QUALITATIVE RESULTS
THEMES | RESULTS
Photo Survey OHI+PS+PVR+M
Mapping | p<0.05 Lost Gained | Transferred
Solidarity | x Burning Corns | Building Imece | x Building Imece from Daily Routine t
Hazelnut C. Corn Imece Nostalgia
Imece* Hazelnut Imece Hazelnut C. from Daily Routine t
Making Bardi | Timber ~ Work Nostalgia
imece
Molasses C.** | Trans. Imece Molasses C. from Daily Routine f
Nostalgia
*Only for Lazi **For Hemshin 0.05<p<0.1




Figure 5.3 Traditional molasses ceremony used to be a family work. It is a nostalgic event
at present(lllustration by Niyazi Alisan)

As a summary of findings about the case study mrd¢hatlocal people had a very strong
relationship with their agricultural landscape however as traditional agriculture diminished, the
relationship is lost or significantly decreaséHis also resulted in the transformation of communal
work life to individual work life.Another significantihding is that sense of place attachment for
local people is transformediminishedor lostF or exampl e, communi tyaos
changed from heritage values to economic values. Consequkatlgss in culture established an
awareness of goaald days in the Findikli community at present.
5.2Findings About the Research Method

Based on the results, the high degree of change in traditional physical and social landscape was
revealed by communitpased methodshe findings about the research noethndicated that
communitybased methodgrovidedsaturatedjualitative infomation about sense of community

and collective memoryandreveala high quality and quantity of information about landscape

elements and valuetSee Table 5.10Following tableshowsthe overlap and mutually supporting

information types derived from different communiigsed methods conducted in this study. For
example, via oral history method information of community demographics, spatial orgamizat
land-use physical and social landscape values, physical and social landscape change and elements

were gathered.
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Table 5.10 Type of information collected by communitsbased methods

TYPE OF INFORMATION
METHODS Demographics Spat|a_l : Land-Use Landscape | Landscape Landscape
Organization Values Change

Elements
Survey + + + +
Oral History| + + + + + +
Interview
Photo Survey | + + + + + +
Photoevoice + + + +
Recording
Cognitive + + + + + +
Mapping
Group + + + + + +
Mapping

Also, this study method enables the researcher and the community to become more involved
in the study and the landscape to reveal landscape meanings from both professional and the
community perspectives.

Conductingcommunitybased methods in a certalasgnedsequence enabled the researcher
to collect more saturated data and to verify data during the data collection process. Oral history
interview, photesurvey, photevoice recording and cognitive mapping methods were conducted
together as data derivedofn each method complemented to one another. Survey and group
mapping methods provide a bigger picture of the community perception of landscape change.

Communitybased cultural landscape study method has both major and minor limitations
related to the casgudy area and the research method itself.

Major limitations for the case study area and the method were in-ptagiping and survey
methods. For photmapping method, low quality of images limited defining lauseé areamore

accuratelyAlso, mixed laneuse areas such as tea and kiwi are hard to define in 2D mapi$ even
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the image quality is high. Another limitationirs accurately geeeferencingcoordinates of the
old maps. It limited gettingctual area size as they were offset to the 2017 refeneapeAlso,
lack of GIS files limited verifying landscape area size changesaccurately

For survey methodhe number of participants was a limitation to test perception of different
group of people. For example, number of Hemshin participants wasovegompared to Lazi
people, therefore not sufficient results could be derived. Another limitation was about conducting
survey i n a community meeting. Community me
guestionnaire therefore incomplete questionnaires were returned. Gitriagefor participants
to fill out questionnaires completely somehow worked as there were unclear questions for the
participants. Therefore, conductingperson surveys during oral history interviews provided more
data compared to conducted survethi community meeting.

In terms of case study area itself, weather conditiegr® minor limitations for the study as
some scheduled meeting®re postponedAlso, visiting each settlemernequiredprivate caras
there wa not a public transportation hoost of the settlements.

Clarity of questions was @&inor limitation for the research method. For example, participants
were confused to response landscape changiéhier village scale or all Findikli sirict scale.

Overall, results of Findikli are \id as gathered information was verified by different methods.
Therefore, the proposed researched method is transferable to any place who has a living population

with an experience of recent landscape change.
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CHAPTER SIX: IMPLICATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

This chapter is organized in two sections: implications @nttlusion Implication section
connects the study findings and the literature review. Conclusion section presents overall summary

of the study with contributions and recommendations.

6.1 Implications of the Sudy

Two maincomponents were highlighted as implicatiamghis study: 1) the loss of a direct
connection to past landscapes shaped by traditional agriculture and 2) Not a continuous production
of the traditional physical and @al culture by local actors.

The loss of a direct connection to past landscapes shaped by traditional agriculture

Results from the photmapping illustrated that physical landscape elements have changed as
well as associated social activities. Survesults revealed that the degree of change is high in
most of the physical and social landscape elements. Qualitative results indicated consequences of
landscape changes on the traditional way of life in Findikli in social, economic, and cultural terms.
Emer gence of new culture due to tea productio
connection to its past traditions. The new culture has two components: 1) a new contemporary
shared culture for both Lazi and Hemshin people and 2) the sharectafipes. This new mukHi
faceted culture has caused people to lose tharsense of place attachment in their environment.
For instancethe share croppers are establishing a new attachment based upon their direct
engagement with the tea landscape.the other hand local peopder e cr eating a ne\
nostalgiad and recreational attachment to som
be creating a stronger sense of place attachment to urban social areas and activities and less to the

former agricultural landscapes important to older people.
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Traditional activities created a shared work ground for each ethnic group independently due to
the geography of the settlements. Lazi and Hemshin cultures used to have separate traditional ways
of life but they experienced a sense of place attachment to their lands in the same way. For
example, both groups used to work in the fields communally, had a sustainable level of production,
and they were seHufficient. The traditional way of life creae d fit he per sonal ity
individuals as well as groups of peoplelagden, 1997p.15) Also,Ersoy (2007aktated that
Hemshin and Lazi people used to have different lifestinethe recent pa%t based on the
characteristics of settlement locations. However, after the introduction of tea production (but not
right after), Lazi and Hemshin cultures started to merge in response to new contemporary life.
Both groups of people haveéagted to experience tea related agricultural practices and rapidly
abandoned their traditional lives.

The increase of tea production in Findikli and the migration of the younger generation to bigger
cities resulted in a need for more labor power. Shappers, as outsiders, have brought their own
cultures to the region. Agricultural life has transformed from land owners to sharecroppers.
Therefore, agricultural |l ife has been 1 mpacte

| ocal p e ofplace atmchreeatnogheir own landackson (1995tated that people feel

a sense of place by sharing time and that place together. In this case, local people have lost their
shared sense of place and time.
Losing sense of place attachment to the lands has also resulted in the transformation of

communal work life to individual work life. This also refers to whatkson (1995tated about

Asharing ti me an donapwork babits havedeeh Ibsg asavell. t r adi t i

46 Recent past refs to before tea production in the 1950.
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The transformation of rural life to urban life due to the consolidation of schools created a new
sense of place for fArural peopleodo in the fAur b,

Ahow peaoapl ehdmfel ves i n t hkhox@&hivayer 20Elinotherv i r onr

words, it was discovered that Lazi and Hemshin cultures were unique in the past, but that the new
shared cultural landscape allowed for a new senselofging for both groups of people in the
shared environment.

Not a continuous production of the traditional physical and social culture by local actors.

Results from the surveys demonstrated that there is a difference in importance of the cultural
landscape elements in the past and presence. Qualitative results revealed in what values of the past
and present cultural landscape elements have been changed including: aesthetic, cultural,
economic, heritage, historic and natural.

The need for preservingatural and cultural heritage has been recognized by the Findikli
community. People perceived change in the visual characteristics of landscape as vgeitias in
activities, as traditional life was represented by both tangible and intangible qualities.

Losing physical landscape and its associated social activities has damaged the cultural
landscape integrity of Findikli. Scholars emphasize two related categories: collective memory of

landscapdRoberts, 1994p.135;Francaviglia, 2000p.45;Butland, 2012 p.192;Mitsche et al.,

2013 p.69) and evaluation of tangible and intangible values togeRw@vefts, 1994 p.133;

Ruggles & Sinha, 2009.79;Mitsche et al., 20130.69). In this regard, the Findikli community

has not been sustaining its collective memory of daade as it abandoned communal work
activities in the shared environment. Also, the contemporary cultural landscape of Findikli is not
evaluated by tangible and intangible together as most of intarfggbitagequalities have been

lost.
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Based on UNESC@vor | d Heritage Centeros criteria f
traditional cultural landscape has lost its authentic character on a local scale by losing its sense of
place. However, the loss of cultural landscape integrity established an awareties$os$ of
culture in the community. Based on this, sense of place has changed from local agricultural
production to local heritage and heritage tourism due to agriculture economy change. Recognition
of local heritage provides an increase on the focymasf traditions for local people and a scenic
quality for tourists rather than promoting continued traditional cultural landscape.

Sense of place as an intangible quality of p
and intangible characteris$ of landscapes. This is new knowledge for cultural landscape studies
in terms of management and preservation actions, as they are mostly initiated in tangible qualities
of landscape, which allows for the recovery of tangible and intangible landscamntde
6.2 Conclusionof the Study

After tea production introduced to the Findikli regionltural landscape of Findikli has started
to change. This landscape change has been perceived by the local community over time. Since
local people have had betteconomic status because of the tea production, faoniynted
agricultural production hazelnut and coinhas been gradually abandoned for maintaining life.

By doing so, corn fields have been replaced with tea fields and most of hazelnut gardens have
transformed to woodlands. Langse pattern has changed in the traditional physical landscape of
Findikli. Accordingly, vernacular buildings such aserender, baguand barn have gradually
disappeared in the tangible heritage of Findikli. To sum up, tea produws brought a better
economic welfare to the region, thus people tend to produce more tea. More tea production has an
impact on laneuse pattern and traditional agricultural buildings. This economic development,

first, has been perceived as an advaatayl a power to manage the lands by the local community.
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For example, local people hire wage workers or sharecroppers from neighboring provinces to farm
their lands. Younger generation migrate to bigger cities for education or job opportunities, thus
old residents hire more wage workers and sharecroppers. Consequently, this demographic
transformation is resudrteddent coreammogi ay niew
other hand, in the local communityHemshin and Lazi peofle a shared culturemerged.
Hemshin and Lazi people used to live their traditions in a similar way but in different locations.
For example, both group of people used to have a communal work tradition to maintain works
such as harvesting crops, building houses, and transp@eople and products. However, after

tea production communal work activity was transformed to individual work activity. Hemshin and
Lazi people became land owners without farming, wage workers and sharecroppers became
managers without owning the landisthe past, there was a distinction between Lazi and Hemshin
people, now there is a distinction between local and outsiders.

Change and transformation in the demo@graphic
people and socteconomic stattistriggered the local people to become aware of a significant
change in their traditional social life. Awareness started with change in dwelling settlement and
population. Local people tend to live in urban area most of the year and spend summer in the rural
settings. This resulted in leaving rural settings to sharecroppers. However, consolidation of schools
T started in early 1990scaused rural areas to be abandoned in each school year. For instance,
village population is very low in winteAccordingly, the ppulation ofchildren has significantly
decreasedinur al areas and chil dr e nnsfermed irambotdmortoact i v
indoor, and from free play to play ine@s designed/developed for play that began to weaken the

relationship betweeahildren and landscape.



Later, people became aware of lack of relationships between each other. In the past, there was
a daily interaction between neighbors such as working in the field together, visiting each other but
now, people see each other mostlpecial occasions such as weddings and* Eids

Local peoplei the before tea and transition generatiopsrceived that they are losing their
sense of place attachments due to new agriculture préttide new outsider community and
lower number of youg local population. They feel that they are losing intangible heritage such as
good communication between each other and engaging in shaping their physical environment with
traditions. They are missing the good old days. Therefore, they are eager tookanthdir
traditions orally to younger generation. Surprisingly, younger generation is interested in
maintaining old traditions and regenerating lost heritage in Findikli.

Overall, local community grceptions of landscape changeresponse to the main research
guestionare influenced by the presence and/or absence of landscape elements associated with
physical landscapes and social activities. It possible that the use of the elements makes a difference
also rather than just agsence and/or absence. This relates back to memory and place attachment.

The | oss of tangible and intangible qualitie
of belonging to their lands and this has created afeeling peopl| e @ @aodchade pt i on
dayso.

In terms of methodology of this study, a commuiised mixed method revealedltaral
landscape meanings in a more understandable and relatable way compared to reseavtder
methods. Because community has a more direct@gel term connection with the landscape,
communitybased cultural landscape methods are the best way to reveal and document cultural

landscape elementsThrough data documenting community experience, memories, and

4T Eids are Islamic traditions like Ramadan Eid and Sacrifice Holiday.
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perceptions, researchers are able to eodaheir understanding of the landscapes they study. In
order to increase the amount of information they have to work with, researchers can apply various
methods in their studies. Surveys, interviews, mapping, and -pbate recording activities
provideoral, written, and visual data to help them more fully understand cultural landscapes.

This study made contributions to case study area and cultural landscape studies. To case study
area, this study provides a raxntagibleldndseape of F
elements that are documented before totally becoming lost. To cultural landscape studies, this
study provides a method to discover traditional cultural heritage and landscape values under the
threat of change and a guidance towtaent them with the communibased methods to increase
quality and quantity of information.

As recommendations, the information of this study about the case study area can be used for
authentic interpretation in cultural tourism purpose in FindiklioAtee information of this study
about the research method can be used for documentation studies in preservation and/or
management of cultural landscapes in general.

As a conclusion, a poem written by one of the interviewees, Yasar Cervatoglu, is shared he
with his permission. The poem is an example of a perception of physical and social landscape

change in Findikfg.

48 The poem was translated in English from Turkish by the researcher.
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| am in a long time ago
(Gidiyorum yillar oncesine)

| am on the one side of tizgh® Valley
(Bir yamacimda Mzghu vadisinin)

Lumberjack Hikmet is on the other side
(Karsi yamacta oduncu ikimet)

Shepherd Muhammet is putting the goat to sleep
(Keci uyutan coban Muhammet)

| am calling out!
(Sesleniyorurh)

| hear the melodies from the neighborserenders
(Nagmeler geliyor komsu snderlerinden)

Gramophone plays the song O6telegrap
(Telefonun tellerine turkusunu caliyor gramafon)

We cannot hear each other
(Duyamiyoruz birbirimiz)

Cannot see either
(Goremiyoruz)

Year 19561955
(Yil 195061955)

Spring is on our villages,
(Yasiyor baharini koylerimiz)

Hazel nut and tea gardensé
(Findik ve cay bahcelerimiz

Year 19551965
(19%6-1965 vyillari)

Fadimes and hikmets are on the fields
(tarlalarda Fadimeler Hkmetler)

4 Name of the valley in Findikli
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Singing songs by carrying babies and woods
(inliyor turkuleriyle karsi tepeler
kucaklarinda bebeleri
arkalarinda devasa odun yukleriyle

Soil smell like mother
(toprak kokusu anamiz avradiniz

They worked very hard without any complain
(banamisin demeden ve giklari cikmajlan

They always worked together iéishey were in festivals
(bir dugune gidercesine beraberdijer

They produced corn and hazelnut first
(misir ve findik urettiler onceleyi

Nowadays tea
(simdilerde ise cay

In very long hazelnuimeces
(uzun menzilli findik imecelerinjle

Their songsvere echoed in the darkness of the night
(koyler arasi atma turkuler esliginde
yankilandi gecenin karanlidyi
Al cannot see you where are you?
Il told my | ove everyone who is Musl
(goremeyirum seni ne yanasun ne yana
gorene sevda verdunagura Muslumana

Songs started with love
(turkuler boyle baslar

These are our childhood stories dear brother Hikmet!
(iste boyle kkmet kardesim
iste boyle cocukluk oykuleriniz

Now | am in the year 1970s with my basket made of hazelnut
(findikcubugundan sepate alarak arkama
uzandim 1970li yillarg

Although it was a gold year of tea
(her ne kadar yasatiliyorsa da altin yili cayin
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| could not hear any songs from the valleys
(duyamadim bir daha yamaclarindan gelen turkulerinin sgsini

| could not see any kalnut imeces of my neighbors
(goremedim findik imecelerini komsularifin

Gul Ayse with her shiny scarf
(alninda valalari parildayan Gul Ayse)

Forging bald Hasan,
(demir doven dazlak &tan

Carpenter Nazim,
(marangoz Mzim)

Plasterer Hamdi,
sivaci Hamdi

Lithe Raziye,
(kivrak Raziye

They went down valleys with their trowels and adzes, and walked mansions without looking on
their behind
(bellerinde pestamali
ellerinde mala ve keserleriyle indiler vadilere
yuruduler yalilara arkalarina bakmadan

There wee wrenching of change in their heart, and by fear of hazily future in their mind
(yureklerinde degisimin buruklugu
kafalarinda puslu gelecegin korkusuyla

They came to the mansions, and settle down own rental, dingy and concrete houses
(vardilar yalilara
yerlestiler kiralik izbe beton evleripe

They have a baby one more time, and thenout 9 monthsnce again
(cocuklari oldu bir daha bir daha dogru 9 ay dolmadan.

They increased in numbers
(Cogaldilar alabildigine
Oyle istiyor devlet diye

Theyacquired new habits before long
(Edindiler yeni aliskanliklar cok gecmeden
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There are grocery sacks in their hands
(Ellerinde market filelen

They fought for bread with their own coins in pockets
(Ceplerinde madeni paralarla verdiler ekmek kavggsini

Rert 300 bucks, food 500
(Kira 300 banknatmutfak 500

100 bucks for Fadime who wants red shoes
(Kirmizi potin isteyen Bdime&ye 100

200 bucks for Ali who goes to school
Hikmet should find money in educatidree country!
(Okula giden Aidye 200 verecektlikmet

Parasiz egitim memleketimde)

Hikmet noticed that golden year of tea did not bring the welfare
(Gordu olanlari Hkmet
Altin cagini yasayan bu caydaki keramet
Acik ekonominin fendi ile tutmadi hesap kitap
Hi k m aeftérinde)

Hikmet thoughbverand over again
(Hikmet dusundu bir daha dusundu

Is that Volition of God?
Bu bir All ahdin hikmetdi mi

Or is that reason of Rulers?
(Yoksa yonetenlerin marifeti mi diye?

And then Hikmet cursed his destiny
(Ve kufretti sonra kaderineikine))

He saddenely wrapping his tobacco
(Efkarlandi cikararak tutun tabakasini arka cebingen

Lighten up his tobacco and taking a deep breath from his smoke
(Yakti cigarasini cekti icine derindgn

Then his memories echoed like the songs from the valleys
(Sonra anilarindayankilandi turku yuklu yamaclgri

He remembered the neighboring and being togéther
(Birlikteligi ve kardesligi komsularin
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Time flies like a wind
(Kovaladi gunleri gunlepi

All of a sudden, he heard the news about his lands
His lands were taken away frdms hands by the Forest Management
(Bir sabah apansiz popstar televizyonunda
Irkildi bir haberle hikmet
Turkuleriyle yankilanan yasadigi yamaclar agaclar buyumus iddiasiyla
Teknolojinin inanilmaz hiziyla zimmetine gecirmisti orman

Today his lands are ale
(Koylerimizde bugun yapayalniz kalan topraRlar

His schools are abandoned
(Orumceklere terkedilmis okullar

His health centers are like deadly silent
(Harabeye donmus saglik ocaklari duruyor karsimizda bir tabut kadar sessiz ve olu bit toprak
gibi bereketsi2.

He remembers his memories like a movie
(Butun bu olanlar siama seridi gibi gecti gozumden Hikidet

Hikmet acted suddenly to take tobacco as if pulling a gun
(Aniden silahceker gibi davrandi tabakasinaikine)

He lightened up his cigarettace again
(Bir daha yakti cigarasini ve sonja

He took out his hat
(Cikararak kafasindan kasketjni

And sat on the ground by feeling all burden on his shoulders
(Oturdu aciyla kaygiyla topraga

Shortly after he started to sing
(Cok gecmeden bir turku tali diline farketmeden

There is a village over there!
(Orada bir koy var uzakda
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APPENDIX A

RECRUITMENT FLYER

I am a Ph.D. student in landscape architecture department at Virginia Polytechnic and State Universi-
ty. | am conducting a study that is regarding documenting natural and cultural values of Findikli by consulting
the Findikli community about landscape change in terms of physical environment and social life.

This study has three research procedures and participation is voluntarily. Research process starts
with 45-minute survey that asks demographics, relationships with Findikli, Findikli's community's perception
of Findikli's landscape change and perception of Findikii's natural and cultural values. Survey continues with
approximately 2-hour interview that is about people’s memories, stories and experiences related to Findik-
Ii's physical landscape and social life. The last part is a group mapping interview. Findikli community will be
asked to draw cognitively what was in Findikli in the past whatis changed on the Findikli's base map.

If you are older than 18 years old and have to tell about something about Findikli, you can participate
in the study by calling me at +90 533 695 43 67 or e-mailing at aylina83@wt.edu.

Thank you in advance.
Aylin Alisan Yetkin
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CONSENT FORM FOR GROUP MAPPING

VIRGINIA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE AND STATE UNIVERSITY
Informed Consent for Participants
in Research Projectdnvolving Human Subjects

Title of Study
Documenting Cultural Landscape of Findikli

Purpose
The purpose of this study is to collect dat a
with physical and soci al |l andscape of Findi kl

Findi kli s past amdoprteamndntf olramddbscawaneead aits on ¢
These documented components can be the basis for further studies such as landscape preservai
management and development studiém study results will be presented at professional ardkbaua
conferences, in scholarly papers and in dissertation writings and presentations. Only aggregate data v
be reported.

Procedure

If you agree to take part in this research project, you will be asked if you are willing to participate in a
groupmapping interviewPrior to the interview, this consent form will be reviewed again in person in
order to facilitate answering any questions you may have and ensure that you understand the purpose
the study and your rights as a participant. After aitipi@ants sign this form, the interview will begin.

In this interview, | will ask all participants to draw what they remember regarding their shared
environment in the past and today on the Find
to ensure that none of the group discussion is missed and the interviewer can focus on what you have
share. The interview will take approximately 2 hours.

Risks

There are minimal risks to parpants of this study. The participant will be asked abousipghlyand
social landscape change.

Benefits

There is no direct benefit to you by participating. The benefits to Findikli community in general is the
potential benefit of improving the physical landscapes of Findikli and social structure of the Findikli
communi ty. Document a tndoaturalosdluedprovide a Bakis far furtherstudies: r
related to landscape management and landscape preservation/conservation. Also, documentat
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enables the community to hand their traditions down to future generations.

Right of refusal to participate and withdraw

Your participation in this research is completely voluntary. You are free to choose to participate in the
study. You may refuse to participate at any point during the process. You may also refuse to answe
some or all the questions if yoo dot feel comfortable with those questions.

Compensation
There is no compensation for participating in this study.

Confidentiality

The information provided by you will remain confidential. No one except the researcher will have an
access to audio recording of the interviews or the transcripts. In the event of publication of this researc
no personally identifying information will beisclosed. In order to keep your identifying information

as private as possibleseudonyms will be chosen by the participants and used during transcription anc
reporting of the results. During synthesis and analysis of the data, the pseudonyms wititaaethi

as the tie between the data and source to preserve anonyim&yRB is responsible for the oversight

of the protection of human subjects involved in research.

Who to Contact with Questions

If you have questions about this study, you may contact the researcher Aylin Alisan Yetkin,
aylina83@vt.edu(+90 533 695 43 679r the research advisor, Terry Clementsciment@vt.edu.
Questions about your rights as a research participant should be directed to the Virginia Tect
Institutional Review Board Office, IRB Chair, Dr. David M. Moore. His phone number is (540) 231
4991 and email addressn®ored@vt.edu.

Participantds Permission

| have read the Consent Form and conditions of this project. | have had all my questions
answered. | voluntarily give my permission to the researchers in this study to complete a
recorded interview of mand use the resulting data.

Signature

PrintName

Pseudonym

Date
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CONSENT FORM FOR ORAL HISTORY INTERVIEW

VIRGINIA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE AND STATE UNIVERSITY
Informed Consent for Participants
in Research Projects Involving Human Subjects

Title of Study
Documenting Cultural Landscape of Findikli

Purpose

The purpose of this study iIis to collect dat a
with physical and social | andscaepplebsFredaki
Findi kli s past and present | andscapes i s i mp

These documented components can be the basis for further studies such as landscape preservai
management and developmehidies. The study results will be presented at professional and academic
conferences, in scholarly papers and in dissertation writings and presentations. Only aggregate data v
be reported.

Procedure

If you agree to take part in this research proygat, will be asked if you are willing to participate in an
individual oral history interview. Prior to the interview, this consent form will be reviewed again in
person in order to facilitate answering any questions you may have and ensure that youndrthersta
purpose of the study and your rights as a participant. After you sign this form, your interview will begin.
I n this interview, I owi || ask a few questions
landscape, and your experienced aremories with your life in Findikli. The interview will take place

in the participant's place (i.e village). As the questions about landscape change the participant can po
where changed in the landscape by walking through the interview. Or theantexam take place by
sitting where the participant will feel comfortable. During the interview, the researcher will take written
notes and audio record based on the signed consent form. At the end of the interview, the researcher \
ask whether the pacipants may share their own old photographs, personal photo collections and photc
albums. Willing participants will be provided an image copyright release form and the researcher will
get the signed form. The researcher will photocopy photos that theigemtiis willing to share. The
reason for asking personal photo collection is that the researcher is aiming to find old photos th:
represent Findikli's past to be able to compare past and present to understand the landscape chal
Photos include facesilvonly be used in analysis, old photos with no faces will be used both in analysis
and publications, dissertation and presentations to show the landscape change with present photos.If
photos have other people faces rather than the participantthéaesearcher will not accept the photos.
The interview will be audio recorded in order to ensure that none of your responses are missed and t
interviewer can focus on what you have to share. The interview will take approximately 2 hours.
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Risks

There ae minimal risks to participants of this study. The participant will be asked about physical and
social landscape change.

Benefits

There is no direct benefit to you by participating. The benefits to Findikli community in general is the
potential benefit of improving the physical landscapes of Findikli and social structure of the Findikli
communi ty. Document atndoaturalovdluedprovice ia kakis fdr turtherstudies r
related to landscape management and landscape preservation/conservation. Also, documentati
enables the community to hand their traditions down to future generations.

Right of refusal to participate and withdraw

Your participation in this research is completely voluntary. You are free to choose to participate in the
study. You may refuse to participate at any point during the process. You may also refuse to answe
some or all the questions if yoo dot feel comfortable with those questions.

Compensation
There is no compensation for participating in this study.

Confidentiality

The information provided by you will remain confidential. No one except the researcher will have an
access to audi@cording of the interviews or the transcripts. In the event of publication of this research,
no personally identifying information will be disclosed. In order to keep your identifying information
as private as possible, pseudonyms will be chosen by theigents and used during transcription and
reporting of the results. During synthesis and analysis of the data, the pseudonyms will be maintaine
as the tie between the data and source to preserve anonymity. The IRB is responsible for the oversi
of the protection of human subjects involved in research.

Who to Contact with Questions

If you have questions about this study, you may contact the researcher Aylin Alisan Yetkin,
aylina83@vt.edu(+90 533 695 43 679r the research advisor, Terry Clementsclment@vt.edu.
Questions about your rights as a research participant should be directed to the Virginia Tect
Institutional Review Board Office, IRB Chair, Dr. David M. ble. His phone number is (540) 231
4991 and email addressn®ored@vt.edu.

Participantdés Permission
| have read the Consent Form and conditions of this project. | have had all my questions
answered. | voluntarily give my permission to the researchers in this study to complete a
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recorded interview of me and use the resulting data.

Signature

PrintName

Pseudonym

Date




CONSENT FORM FOR SURVEY

VIRGINIA POLYTECHNIC INSTITUTE AND STATE UNIVERSITY
Informed Consent for Participants
in Research Projects Involving Human Subjects

Title of Study
Documenting Cultural Landscape of Findikli

Purpose
The purpose of this study is to collect dat a
with physical and soci al | andscape of Findikl

Findi kli ds past amdboprteamndntf olramddscawanead aitds on ¢
These documented components can be the basis for further studies such as landscape preserval
management and development studiém study results will be presented at professional ardkata
conferences, in scholarly papers and in dissertation writings and presentations. Only aggregate data v
be reported.

Procedure

If you agree to take part in this research project, you will be asked to participate in a survey in persol
Before takimy the survey you will be provided with a consent form that will explain the purpose of this
study. After you sign this form, we may begin the survey. In this survey, | will ask questions about youl
relationships with Fi ndeée,andofgosrexpdrignses and memariesdwitts o
your life in Findikli. The survey will take approximately 45 minutes.

Risks

There are minimal risks to parants of this study. The participant will be asked about physical and
social landscape change.

Benefits

There is no direct benefit to you by participating. The benefits to Findikli community in general is the
potential benefit of improving the physical landscapes of Findikli and social structure of the Findikli
community. D o ¢ u me qultualtand maturabvhlue$ pravideia lbdsis forgurther studies
related to landscape management and landscape preservation/conservation. Also, documentati
enables the community to hand their traditions down to future generations.
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Right of refusal to participate and withdraw

Your participation in this research is completely voluntary. You are free to choose to participate in the
study. You may refuse to participate at any point during the process. You may also decline to answe
some or all theuestions if you do not feel comfortable with those questions.

Compensation
There is no compensation for participating in this study.

Confidentiality

The information provided by you will remain confidential. No one except the researcher will have an
access to survey responses. In the event of publication of this research, no personally identifyir
information will be disclosed. The IRB is responsible for the oversight of the protection of human
subjects involved in research.

Who to Contact with Questons

If you have questions about this study, you may contact the researcher Aylin Alisan Yetkin,
aylina83@vt.edu,(+90 533 695 43 67) or the research advisor, Professor Terry Clements at
tclement@vt.eduQuestions about your rights as a research participant should be directed to the
Virginia Tech Institutional Review Board Office, IRB Chair, Dr. David M. Moore. His phone number
is (540) 231 4991 and email address\@ored@vt.edu.

Participantdés Permission

| have read the Consent Form and conditions of this project. | have had all my questions
answered. | voluntarily give my permission to the researchers in this study to uesuitiag

data.

Signature

PrintName

Pseudonym

Date
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SURVEY QUESTIONS
Demographic

1. What is your gender?
o Female
o Male

2. What is your age?
o 1824
25-34
3544
44-54
55-64
65-80
Over 80

O OO O OO

3. What is your marital status?
o Single, never married

Married

Separated

Divorced

Widowed

Partnered

O O O OO

4. How many people live in the house?
0

ZOAWN P

0
0
0
0
o] ore than 5

5. Of the followings do you live with?
o Parents

Grandparents

Siblings

Spouse

Children

Grandchildren

Cousins

Other (please describe)

O OO0 O0OO0O0Oo
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6. What is the highest level of education you have completed?
o Elementary School

Middle School

Regular High School

Technical High School

Education Training Course

University

al a3t SNRa RS3INEBS

Doctorate

Other (Please describe

O 0O 000 O0OO0Oo

7. Which of the following categoriebest describes your primarily area of employment
(regardless of your actual position)?

Unemployed

Student

Retired

Retail

Agriculture

Forestry

Fishing

Hunting

Education(Primary/Secondary/College)

Construction

Government

Public administration

Military

Religious

Other (Pleaseélescribg

O OO0 00000000 O0OO0OO0oOOo

8. What is your total income (Turkish Liras) from all sources (per month)?
o <1500
o 15002500
o 2500<
o | prefer not to answer this question

9. What is your race/ethnicity?
o0 Turkish
Lazi
Hemshin
Georgian
Kurdish
Other (Pleaselescribg
| prefer not to answer this question

O OO0 O0OO0Oo
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10.Which Religion do you associate yourself with?

(0]

O OO0 O O0Oo

Muslim

Christian

Buddhist

Atheist

Agnostic

Other (Please descripe

| prefer not to answer this question

11.Where were you born?

(0]
(0]

Findikli
Other (Please describe

12.Where are you from originally?

(0]

O 0000000000000 00D0D0OD0O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OOoOOoOOo

Arili Village
Aslandere Village
Avcilar Village
Beydere Village
Cennet Village
Caglayan Village
Cinarli Village
Derbent Village
Doganay Village
Gursu Village

Hara Village

Ihlamurlu Village
Karaali Village

Kiyicik Village

Meyvali Village

Saat Village

Sulak Village

Sumer Village
Tepecik Village

Yeni Sehitlik Village
Yaylacilar Village
Yenikoy Village
Merkez Neighborhood
Yenimahalle Neighborhood
Hurriyet Neighborhood
llica Neighborhood
Liman Neighborhood
Tatlisu Neighborhood
Sahil Neighborhood
Aksu Neighborhood

244



13.a.Do you live in the area where you are from?
o Yes
o No

b. If it is no, why did you move out?
o0 Marriage
0 Education
o Job
o0 Other (please describe)
Findikli

14.a. Are you a resident of Findikli?
o Yes
o No

b. If yes, how loncghave you been living in Findikli?
Less than 1Qears

10-19 years

20-29 years

30-39 years

More than 40 years

All my life

O OO OO0 O

15.a.If you are not a resident of Findikli, when do you visit Findikli?
Summer season

Winter season

Spring season

Fall season

Only kiwiharvest time (November)

Hazelnut season

Tea season

Other (Please descripe

O 0000 O0OO0Oo

b. How long do you stay at most?
o 0-lweek
o 1-3weeks
o0 1 month
0 1-2 months
0 2-3 months
o0 More than 3 months
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Relationship to Farms

16.a.Do you own land that is farmed?
o Yes
o No

b. If yes,do you farm your own land?
o Yes
o No

17.a.Do you rent any land that is farmed?
0 Yes
o No

b. If no, are you a wage worker who farms?
o Yes
o No

18. Of the following do you produce in your garden or in another area for(€leclall that
apply)
0 Hazelnut
Corn
Tea
Kiwi
Blueberry
Timber
Apiculture
Other(Pleaseadescribg

O 0O 0O O0OO0OO0Oo

19. Of the following do you grow for your own family use in your garden or another lo€ation
(Checlall that apply)
o Pear
Apple
W, £ O] CNIHzA (Q
Persimmon
Plum
Fig
Cherry
Grape
Mandarin
Kale
Green beans
Pumpkin
Cucumber

O OO0 O0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OOoOOo
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o Other (Pleasélescribg

20.Of the following products did your parents/grandparents grow for sé@veckall that
apply)
0 Hazelnut
Corn
Tea
Kiwi
Blueberry
Timber
Apiculture
Other(Pleasedescribg

O OO0 OO0 O0Oo

21.a. Of the following plants were grown b2ydzNJ I y OSa (2 NAR Q (Ehaddl G K S A NJ
that apply)

Pear

Apple

W, £ O1 CNIMzA (Q

Persimmon

Plum

Fig

Cherry

Grape

Mandarin

Kale

Green beans

Pumpkin

Cucumber

Other (Pleaseélescribg

O OO0 0000000 O0OO0OO0oOOo

b. Which one(s) is(are) produced less now compared to the past?

c. Is your land adequate to produce? (By producing can you maintain your family in your
household?)
0 Yes
o No

d. What is the acreage of your land?
o 1-5acres
o 5-10 acres
o 1015 acres
o0 More than 15 acres



e. Has your land decreased in terms of acreage?
o Yes
o No(go to question g)

f. If yes, why?
o Sale
o0 Inheritage
0 Land registry/ cadaster
0 Other (please describe)

g. Do you use traditional agricultural practices?
o Yes
o No

h. Has yield from the land decreased in time?

o Yes
o No
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Perceptions of Environmental and Social Life Change

22.a. What degree of change have you noticed since you were 7 years old? (Circle one of
each)(H) High (M) Moderate (L) Low (N) Ndx@ No idea

b. How long ago did you begin to notice the cha®{€ircle one of each)
(0) Have not (1) Within Last Year (2) 3 to 5 years (3) More than 10 years (4) More than

20 years (5) No idea

Categories Physical Environmentg a.ChangeDegree b. Time
Elements
Natural Elements| Rivers HMLNX 012345
Forests HMLNX 012345
Sea HMLNX 012345
Agricultural Hazelnut Fields HMLNX 012345
Elements Corn Fields HMLNX 012345
Tea Fields HMLNX 012345
Kiwi Fields HMLNX 012345
Back Yards HMLNX 012345
Front Yards HMLNX 012345
Built Elements Houses HMLNX 012345
Storage Buildings HMLNX 012345
Animal Buildings HMLNX 012345
Bridges HMLNX 012345
Boathouses HMLNX 012345
Piers HMLNX 012345
Agricultural Buildings HMLNX 012345
Settlements Dwelling Areas HMLNX 012345
Yayla HMLNX 012345
Mezra HMLNX 012345
Public Squares HMLNX 012345
Market Places HMLNX 012345
Transportation Pedestrian Walkways HMLNX 012345
Motor Vehicle Roads HMLNX 012345
Highways HMLNX 012345
Coastal Lines HMLNX 012345

23.Whathas caused thesehange% (Check all that apply)
o Construction works
0 Agriculture Machinery
o Environmental Hazards
o Other (Please describe

249/ K y3ISQ wy a

o Family farmstead
o Neighborhood

A ¥ 4 A x
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Village
Valley
Town
City
Region
Nation

O OO0 O O0Oo

25.a. What degree of change have you noticed since you were 7 years old? (Circle one of
each)(H) High (M) Moderate (L) Low (N) None (X) No idea

b. How long ago did you begin to notice the cha?d€ircle one of each)

0) Have not (1) Within Last Year (2)t8 5 years (3) More than 10 years (4) More than 20
years (5) No idea

c. Of the following activities have you done by yourself or do you know from your
ancestors? (Circle one of each)

(E) Experienced (N) Ndxperience (X) No Idea

Categories SocialActivities a.Change b. Time c. Experience
Communication Daily interaction with yourl HM L N X 012345 ENX
neighbor in hazelnut garder
Corn mill meetings HMLNX 012345 ENX
Solidarity Burning corn leaves HMLNX 012345 ENX
Hazelnut ceremonies HMLNX 012345 ENX
Molasses ceremonies HMLNX 012345 ENX
Building bardis HMLNX 012345 ENX
Imece HMLNX 012345 EN X
Custom and| Wedding HMLNX 012345 ENX
Traditions Religious etivities HMLNX 012345 ENX
Language HMLNX 012345 ENX
Craftsmanship for tools HMLNX 012345 ENX
Craftsmanship for building HM L N X 012345 ENX
technique
Music making local HM LN X 012345 E NX
instruments
Music playing local HM LN X 012345 ENX
instruments
Music singing folk songs HMLNX 012345 ENX
Food cooking HMLNX 012345 ENX
Clothing HMLNX 012345 ENX
Festivals HMLNX 012345 ENX
Games H M LN X 012345 EN X
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Perceptions of Environmental and Social Life Value
26.a. Of the following physical environmental elements which ethnic cultures do you believe
they are/wereimportant? (Check all that apply)
(T) Today (P) In Past

b. Select 5 of th most valuable elements for each ethnic group. Mark with *

Categories Physical Lazi | Hemshin | Georgian | Turkish | Other
Environmental Culture
Elements (please
describg
Natural Rivers TP | TP TP TP TP
Elements Forests TP [TP TP TP TP
Sea TP |TP TP TP TP
Agricultural HazelnutFields | TP | TP TP TP TP
Elements Corn Fields TP | TP TP TP TP
Tea Fields TP | TP TP TP TP
Kiwi Fields TP | TP TP TP TP
Back Yards TP | TP TP TP TP
Front Yards TP | TP TP TP TP
Bee hives TP | TP TP TP TP
Camre and TP | TP TP TP TP
Mangana
Built Elements | Dolmatashouses | TP | TP TP TP TP
Woodenhouses TP | TP TP TP TP
Serendes TP | TP TP TP TP
Bags TP | TP TP TP TP
Barns TP | TP TP TP TP
Woodenbridges TP | TP TP TP TP
Stone Ardridges | TP | TP TP TP TP
Suspension TP | TP TP TP TP
bridges
Corn mills TP | TP TP TP TP
Boathouses TP | TP TP TP TP
Piers TP | TP TP TP TP
Walking trails TP | TP TP TP TP
Settlemens Dwelling Areas TP | TP TP TP TP
Market Place TP | TP TP TP TP
Yayla TP | TP TP TP TP
Mezra TP | TP TP TP TP
Publicsquares TP | TP TP TP TP
Bazaars TP | TP TP TP TP

27.a. Which dthe following physica¢nvironmentalelementsdo you believe are part of each
ethnic groups identitgyoday? Mark with *
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b. Select 5 of the most important elements associated wdith ethnic groupCircle
marked with *

Categories Physical Lazi | Hemshin | Georgian | Turkish | Other
Environmental Cuture
Elements (please
describg

Nature Mountains

Rivers

Forests

Sea
Agricultural Hazelnut Fields
Elements Corn Fields

Tea Fields

Kiwi Fields

Back Yards
Front Yards

Bee hives
Camre and
Mangana

Built Elements | Dolmatashouses
Woodenhouses
Serendes

Bags

Barns
Woodenbridges
Stone Ardridges
Suspension
bridges

Corn mills
Boathouses

Piers

Walking trails
Settlemens Dwelling Areas
Market Place
Yayla

Mezra
Publicsquares
Bazaars

28.a. Which & the following physicaénvironmentalelementsdo you believe were part of
each ethnic groups identityn pas® Mark with *

b. Select 5 of the most identicalements for each ethnic grougircle marked with *
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Categories

Physical
Environmental
Elements

Lazi

Hemshin

Georgian

Turkish

Other
Culture
(please
describg

Nature

Mountains

Rivers

Forests

Sea

Agricultural
Elements

Hazelnut Fields

Corn Fields

Tea Fields

Kiwi Fields

Back Yards

Front Yards

Bee hives

Camre and
Mangana

Built Elements

Dolmatashouses

Woodenhouses

Serendes

Bagts

Barns

Woodenbridges

Stone Ardridges

Suspension
bridges

Corn mills

Boathouses

Piers

Walking trails

Settlemens

Dwelling Areas

Market Place

Yayla

Mezra

Publicsquares

Bazaars
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29.a. Of the followingsocial activitiesvhich ethnic cultures do you believe they are/were
valued by? (Check all that apply)
(T) Today (P) In Past

b. Select 5 of the most valuable activitiesdach ethnic group. Mark with *

Categories Social Activities | Lazi | Hemshin | Georgian | Turkish| Other
Culture
(Please
describe)
Communication | Daily interaction| TP | TP TP TP TP
with your
neighbor in
hazelnut gardens
Corn mill | TP | TP TP TP TP
meetings
Solidarity Burning com| TP | TP TP TP TP
leaves
Hazelnut TP | TP TP TP TP
ceremonies
Molasses TP | TP TP TP TP
ceremonies
Building bardis TP | TP TP TP TP
Imece TP | TP TP TP TP
Custom and Wedding TP |TP TP TP TP
Traditions Religious activitie TP | TP TP TP TP
Language TP | TP TP TP TP
Craftsmanship foy TP | TP TP TP TP
tools
Craftsmanship fof TP | TP TP TP TP
building
technique
Music makingf TP | TP TP TP TP
local instruments
Music playingg TP | TP TP TP TP
localinstruments
Music singing folk TP | TP TP TP TP
songs
Food cooking TP | TP TP TP TP
Clothing TP | TP TP TP TP
Festivals TP |TP TP TP TP
Games TP | TP TP TP TP
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30.a. Which & the followingsocialactivitiesdo you believe are part of each ethnic groups
identity today? Mark with *

b. Select 5 of the most importardctivities associated witleach ethnic groupCircle
marked with *

Categories Social Activities | Lazi | Hemshin | Georgian | Turkish| Other
Qulture
(Please
describe)
Communication | Daily interaction
with your
neighbor in
hazelnut gardens
Corn mill
meetings
Solidarity Burning corn
leaves
Hazelnut
ceremonies
Molasses
ceremonies

Building bardis

Imece

Custom and Wedding
Traditions Religious activitieg
Language
Craftsmanship for
tools
Craftsmanship foi
building
technique

Music making
local instruments
Music playing
local instruments
Music singing folk
songs

Food cooking
Food selling
Clothing

Festivals

Games
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31.a. Which & the followingsocial activitieglo you believe were part of each ethnic groups
identity in pas® Mark with *
b. Select the 5 most important activities associated wiich ethnic groupCircle marked
with *

Categories Social Activities | Lazi | Hemshin | Georgian | Turkish| Other
Culture
(Please
describe)
Communication | Daily interaction
with your
neighbor in
hazelnutgardens
Corn mill
meetings
Solidarity Burning corn
leaves
Hazelnut
ceremonies
Molasses
ceremonies

Building bardis

Imece

Custom and Wedding
Traditions Religious activitieg
Language
Craftsmanship for
tools
Craftsmanship foi
building
technique

Music making
local instruments
Music playing
local instruments
Music singing folk
songs

Food cooking
Clothing

Festivals

Games
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32.What additional comments would you like to include on physical and social environment
change and values in Findikli/ Rize Province?

| would like to interview participants individually to discuss more about the environment in May.
Wouldyou like to participate in an interview as a next step of this study?

o Yes
o No

If yes, please state your contact information for scheduling interview time and date in May 2017.

Name:
Phone:
E-mail:
Thank you,

Aylin Alisan Yetkin



INTERVIEW PROTOCOL

Documenting Cultural Landscape of Findikli

Interviewer:
Participant Pseudonym:
Time:

Date:

Overview of project: The purpose of this study is to collect data of current Findikli residents a

familial groupsod6 relationships with physical
Findi kl i 6s peopl eds relationships wi t h Find
documentation of Findi k| i 6rded compohents aah be ftha Inadisfar a |

further studies such as landscape preservation, management and development studies. The study res
will be presented at professional and academic conferences, in scholarly papers and in dissertati
writings and presntations. Only aggregate data will be reported.

Review the informed consent form with participant
State the confidentiality policyThe information provided by you will remain confidential. No

one except the researcher will have an access to aedavding of the interviews or the
transcripts. In the event of publication of this research, no personally identifying information will
be disclosed. In order to keep your identifying information as private as possible, pseudonym:
will be chosen by the pecipants and used during transcription and reporting of the results.
During synthesis and analysis of the data, the pseudonyms will be maintained as the tie betwe
the data and source to preserve anonymity. The IRB is responsible for the oversight of t
protection of human subjects involved in research.

Answer any questions regarding consent form

Obtain Signed Consent

Begin audio recording

A Test audio recording device{dYave the participant state their pseudonym in normal voice
and play it back tonsure that the device is working properly.

A Inform the participant that interview questioning will begin when the interviewer starts
recording
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Interview Questions

Physical Landscape Change and Value

1. How do/did you experience the physical landscape change in your family
farmstead/neighborhood/village/valley/town?

2. What has been changed? Why?

3. Do you know how was your living environment in the past? How did you learn? What is the
difference between pasand present?

4. LT e2dz GKAY]l OGKF(d @2dz2NJ OKAf RK22RQa LIKeaAOolft
start? How affected? What is lost? What is gained because of change?

5. Are there any plants that are not grown at present but used to be grown in thé pasiat
are they? Why they are not existing anymore?

6. What has not been changed? Why?

7. What physical landscape element identifies your culture? What is your cultural background?

8. What physical landscape element do you value? Why? What was valued in the pag? S
If no, why it changed?

9. Are there any cultural/traditional physical landscape elements that are
abandoned/forgotten? What are they? Why they are abandoned/forgotten? If any in use,
what are they? Why they are still in use? Is there any change inftiation? For example,
they are in use for the same purpose. Serenders used to be used for corn and hazelnut storage
Ay GKS LI ad odzi F2N) y2g GKS& |NBX dzaSR F2NJ { A

10.Would you please describe what you would name a contemporary Lazi dwelling &ea?
Hemshin? Would you please describe a typical Lazi dwelling area from the past (of how long
ago?) A past Hemshin dwelling area? (also of how long ago?)

11.Where did you get together in the past? Public gathering places?

12.Where do you get together at presgh

13.How were the market areas in the past? How are they now? What is the difference?

14.How was the transportation in the past? How is it now? What is the difference?

Social Landscape Change and Value

1. How do/did you experience the social landscape change in your family
farmstead/neighborhood/village/valley/town?

2. What has been changed? Why?

3. Do you know how was the social life in the past? What is the difference between past and
present social lives?

4. Howwas an ordinary day of your childhood? How is your day now? What is the difference
between your childhood life and present life?

5 LT @&2dz GKAYy|l GKIFG @2dz2NJ OKAf RK22RQa a20Af f
start? How affected? What is lost? \ths gained because of change?

6. What has not been changed? Why?

7. What social landscape element identifies your culture? What is your cultural background?




8. What social landscape element do you value? Why?

9. Are there any cultural/traditional social landscaperaents that are abandoned/forgotten?
What are they? Why they are abandoned/forgotten?

10.What was your daily interaction with your neighbor? How is it now? Is there any change? If
yes, why changed?

11.What kinds of ceremonies, festivals, events, games didhgwe in the past? What do you
have now? Is there any change? If yes, why changed?

12.What kinds of craftsmanship for tools did you have in the past? What do you have now? Is
there any change? If yes, why changed?

13.What kinds of craftsmanship for building teegues did you have in the past? What do you
have now? Is there any change? If yes, why changed?

14.How was music in the past? How is it now? Instruments, songs, making instruments etc. Is
there any change? If yes, why changed?

15.How was food in the past? Coogitechniques? Recipes? How is it now? Is there any change?
If yes, why changed?

16.What language did you learn as a mother language? What do you speak now? Is there any
change? If yes, why changed?

17.What/How were the religious activities? What/How now? Is thany change? If yes, why
changed?

18.Are there any ceremonies, events, daily communication habits, etc. that you have not
experienced but heard from older people than you? If yes, what are they? Why they are not
existing anymore?
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PHOTO SURVEY QUESTIONS

e

(Photo‘credit: Author)
PL_NL Q1

Are you familiar with a natural flowing water as shown in the photograph? Yes No

How was the natural flowing river in the past? Is there any difference today and past?
Please write down one or two words that best destite photograph.
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(Photo credit: Author)
PL_NL_Q2
Are you familiar with a natural forest as shown in the photograph? Yes No

How was the natural forest in the past? Is there any difference today and past?
Please write down one or two words that loestcribethe photograph.
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e

(Photo credit: Author)

PL_NL_Q3
Are you familiar with a natural water source as shown in the photograph? Yes No

How was the natural water source in the past? Is there any difference today and past?
Please write down one or twaords that best descriltee photograph.
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(Photo credit: Author)

PL_NL_Q4
Are you familiar with mountains as shown in the photograph? Yes No

How were the mountains in the past? Is there any difference today and past?
Please write down one or two words that best destiidphotograph.
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PL_NL_Q5

Are you familiar with a coastline as shown in the photograph? Yes No
How wasthe coastline in the past? Is there any difference taddypast?
Please write down one or two words that best describe the photograph.
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PL_AL_Q6
Are you famiiar with a hazelnut fielhs shown in the photograph? Yes No

How was the hazelnut fieid the past? Is there any differenoday and past?
Please write down one or two words that best describe the photograph.
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(Photo credit: Author)
PL_AL_Q7
Are you familiar with tea fields as shown in the photograph? Yes No

How were the tea fields in the past? Is there any differertagy and past?
Please write down one or two words that best describe the photograph.



. 4 ’ b
“Z ~&«. o

(Photo credit: Author)
PL_AL Q8
Are you familiar with kiwi fields as shown in the photograph? Yes No

How were the kiwi fields in the past? Is there any differénday and past?
Please write down one or two words that best describe the photograph.
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(Photo credit: Author)
PL_AL_Q9a
Are you familiar with a vegetable garden as shown in the photograph? Yes No

How wasthe vegetable garden in the past? Is thereddfgrence today and past?
Please write down one or two words that best describe the photograph.



















































































































































