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ABSTRACT

This thesis is primarily concerned with aesthetgues of symbolic expressions and
preferences that are reflected in housing desighs. study consists of two major
parts: First, features the process of reviewingsteng literature on the various
influential topics related to the field of housiagd aesthetics such as formal and
symbolic responses of the users. These responsas ax a part of the architectural
language inflicted upon designs of housing in #tigly’s four selected regions in the
Yeni Bogazici area, Gazingsa, North Cyprus. The existing literature includes
works from both architectural developments and remvnental design issues,
focusing mainly on the social and symbolical depetents of housing and ideas of

how a house becomes a ‘home’.

The second part to the study relates to the arsalgéihousing developments
constructed during the recent years by the specifier profile of this study.

Focusing on this unique user group, being Britistpridts that have returned to
Northern Cyprus after living in England, UK for seal years, provided the
opportunity to gain an insight related to theirthesc responses to their returned

environments through housing.

The main objective of the study was to determireega characteristics of this user
group’s aesthetic preferences and what role thast pnvironment played in their
returned environment. Three different field survewsre carried out for the
objectives of the study: Site inspections, semieitired questionnaires and

structured interviews.



The surveys were carried out in four different sempreas situated in close
proximity along the out skirts of the currently-@éaping region of Yeni Bgazici

region.

The findings of the study, in general suggest tiwdtonly the physical elements, but
symbolic elements which are coming from one’s pasironment or life style, plays

significant role through the process of turningoase into a “home”.

Keywords: Housing, symbolism, aesthetic response, past aeturned

environments.



Oz

Bu tezin oncelikli olarak ilgilenga konu, konut tasarimlarinda yansitilan sembolik
ifadeler ve tercihlerde ortaya cikan estetik saatohk. Bu cakma iki ana bélimden
meydana gelmektedir: Birinci bolum icgii konut tasarimi ve estetik kuraminda
etkili olan konularla, kullanicilarin bicimsel verabolik tepkileri gibi, konuyla ilgili
mevcut literatlrin incelenmesinden ghaktadir. Belirli bir kullanici grubunun, ne
tir bicimsel velveya sembolik tepkiler veidi bu calsma ici Kuzey Kibris'in
Yenibagazici koyunde secilen dort bdlgede bulunan konsarianlari zerinden
okunmaya cagiimistir. Incelenen literatiir ve kaynaklar, konut yapimindsyabve
sembolik gekmeler ve bir evin nasil bir ‘yuva’ya dostiagiyle ilgili fikirler Gzerine
yogunlasarak, hem mimari geiim hem de cevresel ggin konularindan farkh

calismalara dginmektedir.

Calismanin ikinci bélimu ise bu cama icin belirlenen kullanici profili tarafindan
son yillarda igaa edilen konutlarin analizi ile ilgilidir. Birkagl Ingiltere, Birlaik
Krallik'ta yasadiktan sonra tekrar Kibris’a dénen Kibribigilizlerden olgan bu
kendine 6zgu kullanici grubu Gzerinegymlasmak onlarin yerlgm sirecinde geri

dondukleri cevreye gosterdikleri estetik tepkileanlama firsatini gamistir.

Calismanin temel amaci; kullanici grubunun estetik kdecinin yanisira gecrytieki

cevrelerinin  geri dondukleri cevreye kar mimari dsavurumlarinin  genel
Ozelliklerini belirlemektir. Cakmanin amacina wemak adina ¢ farkll alan
calismasi gerceklgirilmistir: yerinde inceleme caimasi, yari-yapilandiriingi

anketler ve vyapilandiriimi mulakatlar. Aratirmalar Yenibgazici koéyinin



gelismekte olan bolgelerinin gimahallelerine yakin mesafede kelamdiriime doért

farkli 6rnek alanda gercelglailmi stir.

Bu calsmanin bulgulari genel anlamda sadece fiziksel Ugsaor degil, Kisinin

gecmi cevresinden yada yam tarzindan gelen sembolik unsurlarin da bir evin

‘yuva’'ya donigmesinde énemli bir rolU oldinu ileri sirmektedir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Konut calgmalari, sembolizm, estetik tepki, gegmie geri

donulen cevreler.
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Chapter 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Definition of the problem

Within the vast field of architectural design, himgshas become a dominant and
continuously developing branch which shapes antskases people’s ways of lives,
culture and social values into our environmentse Thnstant interaction between
people and the environment creates a complex eakdtip and is inflicted upon the
issue of housing. Throughout the history of araiiee, influential movements, such
as the Modern Movement and the most dominant thebtyne movement that is
‘Architectural Determinism’, provide important liekto this concept and how it
evolved. However these philosophies only focusedloysical aspects of housing
and neglected social needs, cultural and psychmdbgieeds and expressions of the

people.

Many recent discussions (Jung, 1954; Rapoport, ;188@per, 1974; Lang, 1987;
Brent, 1995; Blunt 2006) in housing developments,tiee other hand, have been
centred upon and influenced by issues of how aéh@physical entity) becomes a
‘home’ (a social-cultural, symbolic entity). Thesme many factors behind this
transformation; but it is a fact that this symbdadipression is directly related to the
theories of aesthetics (Nasar, 1988; Krampen, 1986)h formal and symbolic
aesthetics play a significant role in controllingdashaping peoples responses and

reactions to their senses and practical uses wathienvironment. Therefore the need



to study existing housing developments in term$ath stylistic associations and

architectural character is vital.

During the recent years, in North Cyprus, the raggdelopment of housing (DPO
statistics, 2012) has changed the shape and imagelels affecting different
geographies of the region and people in variousswaiiis study’s scope has been
narrowed down and focuses on a selected targepgubich are unique and play a
significant role in this vast development of hogsin Northern Cyprus. The target
group is based upon British Cypriots who have regdrto live in Northern Cyprus
after living in England, UK for several years. Thiser group all have Turkish
Cypriot backgrounds, however have chosen to liverene born in England, UK and

as a result hold both Cyprus and British citizepshi

Over the years, many of the selected user grolge dlave chosen to make this
journey back to Northern Cyprus. As a result, mmie of housing development, this
user group have begun to increase and dominataircenteas. The increasing high
numbers of this user group show that clusters tegrin to form in similar areas
which itself effects the environment in many wagsalysing this particular user
profile is vital in understanding the differencedultures, aesthetic preferences and
lifestyles which are reflected upon architecturd #me environment. Yeni Bazici
village, Gazimgusa, is one of such localities in which a remarkahimber of such

developments have been taking place.



In view of these issues, that effects the enviramna@d developments taking place

in the Yeni B@azici, Gazimgusa, region which are created by this particular us

group, the following questions make up crucial lofcinquiry of this study:

* What are the elements that turn a house into a&'®m

* What is the role of architectural aesthetics thiotigs process?

* What could be an aesthetic response of a user gtoupheir returned
environment after living for several years in amwstbountry through housing?

* To what extent does cultural background (livingmother country) play a role in

aesthetic response of a user group to their redugngironment?
1.2 Objectives of the Study

The objectives of the study are twofold:

« To determine characteristic features of the proselsh this particular user
group aesthetically responded to their returnedrenment.

* To determine role and to what extent did the pagirenment play in influencing

the selected residents’ houses located in thegeptgreturned) environment.

1.3 Method of the Study

The first part to this study is based upon a datdareview of existing literature. In
order to understand and relate to the purposeisfstady background information
and history is needed. Chapter 2 entitled ‘From déotio Home’ includes a
chronological order of theories and movements thiggcture relating to housing
and environmental design. Recent developments antlibory of architecture and
human-environmental relations are introduced i gtudy by focusing on issues
such as; ‘Modernist Movement’ and its influenceshoising design, ‘Architectural

Determinism’ and human behaviour studies.



Chapter 3 of this study is related to the issuesimderstanding and measuring
people’s aesthetic responses to housing designreftine this chapter analyzes
aesthetic theories in architecture focusing ontihe main variables; Formal and
Symbolic aesthetics. These variables have beemglisshed by many theoreticians,
starting with Nasar (1983) who is the main schatathis field and later additions

from Lang (1988) and Krampen (1997) etc.

Based on results of the literature review, Chagtartroduces case studies from the
selected user group profile. This chapter firstliyoduces the general characteristics
of the respondents past and returned environmém.réspondents of this study are
situated in Yeni Bgazici, Gazimgusa. Therefore both physical and social
characteristics of this region have been analykedotal twenty five case studies
have been selected and categorized into four & in the same region.
Semi-structured questionnaires, structured-intenserveys and site inspections of

these case studies have all been conducted.

The sample buildings were selected and identifiechéet the desired characteristics
of this study. The findings of visual surveys aremsstructured questionnaires
include data about the respondents’ past and edusnvironments, formal and
symbolic elements of their houses such as architacstyles, facade designs and

personal preferences which have been discussaagthtbe chapter.

Lastly, Chapter 5 concludes the findings from tlasec studies and relates to the

original objectives of the study.



Chapter 2

FROM HOUSE TO HOME

How does a house become a home? In order to waddrthis complex concept,
important factors relating to this transition nedbe taken into consideration.
Research indicates that the progression and dewelap of housing design has
excelled accompanied by the vast changes in acthrtd styles, meaning and
introduction of other fields such as human behawabstudies and cultural aspects
(Gibson, 1979; Krampen, 1997; Heft, 1997; Rapopd®90). Architectural
movements such as Modernism, Architectural Detesminand developments in
housing all relate to this concept of how a houseolmes a home. This is due to the
neglect which was shown towards these issues rnegatibusing and personal-

cultural aspects within the Modernist Movement.

The relationship between the physical environment lauman behaviour provides
important links to this concept which will be dissed further in this chapter. Issues
and influential factors concerning the Modernist Vdment, housing studies and
cultural aspects are mentioned in this chapter hwhit conclude and relate to this

main topic.

This will be approached by firstly discussing thesgsues in chronological order,
starting with the recent developments in housingiray with the Modernist

Movement, secondly approaching housing studiesindevelopments during the



criticism of the movement and lastly by discussimgortant cultural aspects which

greatly influenced housing for more than three desa
2.1 Modern Architecture and its influences on Housig Design

The Modernist movement in architecture has beenirmting architectural theory
throughout the various periods and developmentsstory. Literature refers to this
concept in various terms such as; ‘Modern Movementternational Style’ and
‘Modernism’. This movement differed from earlierpaipaches like those of Beaux
Arts, Eclecticism, Western Baroque and the Renatssavhich paid attention to
aspects such as historic approaches and stylistiditions influencing their

architecture which was not the case with Modemishitecture.

When discussing the elaborate aspects of Moderhitéature, it can be generally
characterized as the simplification of form andatien of ornament from the
structure and theme of the building. Its style udgs regular geometric forms, plane
surfaces and flat roofs, which left no room for aled ornamentation. These
characteristics reflect the design methodology mctv functional requirements and
practical demands of users would influence theainiénd final outcome of the

design.

Modernism tried to establish an ‘International 8tywhich meant they created
architecture for every place and region. Unlike theestern Baroque and the
Renaissance movements, the Modernist era had dramsfl architecture completely
and broke away from what had been previously ddime Modernist Movement
attempted to compose new architectural principlegckvwere based entirely upon

the practical purposes and functional requiremehssbuildings form.



“Design for life” was in fact a slogan used to icate the general aim of the Modern
Movement. These design principles were those derivem the masters of this

movement (Norberg-Schulz, 2000).

The intention of these new principles was to enalearchitect to act and design
more freely than before, in terms of formal chagdstics such as creating large

openings and glass surfaces.

Architects such as Louis H. Sullivan, Frank Lloydigtit, Le Corbusier and Ludwig
Mies Van der Rohe are famously classed as the rsasted pioneers of this
movement. They each had their own approach andrax@sial issues about
Modernism which all occurred around the conceptarin’ and ‘function’.

American architect Louis H. Sullivan’s well knowicaim “form follows function”
became the basic principle of the movement and widsly accepted by others

reflecting this movement (Norberg-Schulz, 2000).

Other responses from the masters of this movemehtded ones such as:
Frank Lloyd Wright: ‘Form and Function are one’
Ludwig Meis Van der Rohe: ‘Less is more’

Le Corbusier: ‘Machine for living’

As mentioned before this movements principles amcu$ became on practical
purposes and functional requirements, which isrlslestiated in Sullivan’s dictum of

how ‘form follows the function’.



The modernist era took part in an extremely impurénd influential time period in

the 18" century, where the effects of both World Wars agg&d many cities

meaning that the need for shelter was at a highaddnand also as it developed
throughout the time scale of the industrial reviolutwhich secured many changes in
society and everyday life. These were changes asichast increase of population, a
steep increase in migration from rural to urbatles®ients, industrialization of urban
areas with high numbers of factories and industoeisg produced and change in

lifestyle with creation of new occupational opparities.

Modernists within this movement would argue howlistig traditions of the past
were contradictory to the upcoming modern technoldg advances and
modernization of society. Whyte’s (1956) book “T@eganization Man” discusses
this issue of a modernized lifestyle and foreveamithg environment. Whyte (1956)
stressed the needs of the ‘modern man’ and hovetsydeas become generalized and
less personalized. Within this period the “Orgatictaman’” was accepted and used

as a general stereotype for designing environnfentsumans.

Over and over again the pioneers of this movemefetrned to the newness of the
modern world, and insisted that it cannot be serbgdthe forms of the past

(Norberg-Schulz 2000).

When the pioneers of Modern Architecture rejectexl‘torms of the past’, they did
not only intend particular motifs, but also genesphce conceptions such as the

linear perspective of the Renaissance, or theitatain patterns of the Baroque



(Norberg-Schulz 2000). Mies Van der Rohe statet“tat yesterday, not tomorrow

only today can be given form” (Cited in Norberg-8lz) 2000:35).

Newman (1980) discussed conditions which refletitési emergence of Modernism
upon architecture. He claimed that the buildingsctvlwere in demand for were no
longer extravagant palaces, religious temples agelascale castles, but simple
housing, schools and commercial building, whichsgtmeshow how the refusal and
impact of concerns dealing with detail and ornaraoh were opposed to. Newman
(1980) also discussed how the increase of demaddjaantity of these buildings
needed to satisfy new urban mass societies, whiah wade possible due to the
influence of the industrial revolution of the tintleat ensured factors such as new
technology and multiple sources for materials. €hesass societies arose from
various factors such as; (i) mass attraction opfeeand (ii) increase of population to

the large industrial areas which had to be acconateaidfor.

These principles seemed to formulate a universajuage of architectural form
within this movement. Frank Lloyd Wright's desigcen be given as an example of
this movement’s architecture which also represénés accustomed principles of
designing around the user’s needs. These examplea gre from houses which

were designed by pioneer architects of the ModeMavement.

The main design characteristics of Frank Lloyd Wt work, which always

seemed to be evident, were aspects such as; grdaterior spaces formed by

partitions not necessarily by load bearing walld areating free distribution of areas

10



based on the user’s description. These qualities &ssociated with the concept of

‘open plan’ living.

These characteristics were later developed by Libuster (1926) who is associated
world wide as producing the pioneering elementhefModernist style. These being
what Le Corbusier classed as the ‘5 points of &echire’ (Le Corbusier, 1926):

1. The free designing of the ground-plan

2. The horizontal window

3. Free facade design

4. The roof garden

5. The supports

[Le Corbusier, 1926(cited in Norberg-Schulz, 20Q)}4

Unlike the past, during periods such as ClassicalGothic, it seems that the
Modernist Architecture gave the architect freedamptan interior areas without

being restricted by stylistic features (Newman, @98

This was capable due to the affect on architectadalcation and how the new
education gave architects the license to exposerralst used rather than covering
them with plaster like previous movements and tdpce more flexible and open

designs with this new style.

However it neglected symbolic and psychologicaldseaf people because of widely

acceptance of a dominating theory of the Modemistement which scholars such

as Jencks (1985) called it Architectural Deternmmis

11



2.1.1 Architectural Determinism

The concept of Modernism became a central thenee tife Second World War. It
was during this period that it gained most poptyaaind was the most dominant all
over the world. The movement was adopted by mafiiyential architects and
architectural educators. Masters of the Modermistsech as Gropius and Mies Van
der Rohe were directors of the Bauhaus, which wesad the number one schools
for craft tradition and industrial technology inrépe (Lang, 1987; Norberg-Schulz,

1965).

During the aftermath of World War IlI, architecturpbssibilities and building
technologies were at its greatest. The rapid denf@mstructures during and after the
war would create the perfect opportunities for Madernist style to practice. Due to
this demand war-devastated cities and new settlsmvesre required and as a result

needed to be built in vast quantities and in speriods of time.

Unpleasant living conditions resulted in poor sbaiad psychological conditions.
Architects believing that by simply changing theygibal environment would not
only improve living conditions but also change hunfi@haviour in ways that people

would act according to the desired ways of theiggch(Lang, 1987).

Architectural Determinism, on one extreme, durihg 1950’s and later dominated
architectural theories (Griffin, 1968; Maslow, 19%erlyne, 1971; Newman, 1972),
holds that if an environment is designed and bight, desired behaviours such as

increased productivity or increased community vabult.

12



The belief claims that the social behaviour of peag influenced, even determined
by the physical environment in which the behavimacurs. The concept of
architectural ‘functionalism’ derived from the nmti that architects direct social
behaviour patterns through their work. Functiomalivecame the most common

architectural philosophy of the twentieth century.

This doctrine was given its characteristics by &alBropius in 1923. One of its
major claims is that, in contrast to the formatistevivalisms of the nineteenth-
century styles, the forms of the Modern Architeetwshould be derived from the
functions which buildings posses. As Gropius (1928kssed: “We want an

architecture whose function is clearly recognizablthe relation of its forms”.

Team X, a group of architects who objected thisweiscussed and focused their
main concerns relating to architecture on the cemipl of city life and the

relationship between people and the environment.

Between the 1930’s and 1940's the principles ofsiray design generated many
debates and meetings from the CIAM which were based series of assumptions
regarding the impact of architecture and beliefthefarchitects on human behaviour

(Le Corbusier, 1973).

The CIAM was a declaration, signed by twenty fouch&ects from all around
Europe in 1928. Their main aims as mentioned abogkided many aspects of
planning and were committed to providing: a) rifichctional zoning of city plans

with green belts between areas reserved to thereiff functions b) a single type of

13



urban housing, widely spaced apartment blocks dougrto the density of the
population (Frampton, 1997). The city and conditanowns were formulated by
CIAM in terms of its five main headings: DwellingRecreation, Work, Transport

and Historic Buildings (Lesnikowski, 1982).

In the early stages conferences of CIAM were dgahith concerns about the most
fundamental human needs, related to Maslow’s pytaafi hierarchy of needs
(1943). This hierarchy portrayed in the shape dfiangle holds the largest most
fundamental level of needs at the bottom and thesl fer self-actualization at the
top. Many ideologies throughout the Modern Movenmsrawed the beliefs of how
the built environment is a major determinant of lmnsocial behaviour (Gans,

1967).

Therefore Architectural Determinism played a bigerim controlling aspects of the
behaviour of residents. Many designers made veopngtassumptions that the spaces
that they create will, in themselves, lead to cleamagd produce the desire for
interaction between people. However this was net ¢hse as it became highly
guestionable when claiming that a design will hpaeticular behavioural outcomes
without first taking into consideration the motivats of the population concerned

(Lang, 1987).

In 1960 a group of architects called Team X, whoenagpart of CIAM had started to
criticise the earlier functionalism which was comitated on and claimed that the
five main points as mentioned in the previous paplgs did not portray the

situations of real life. Instead Team X approachedcerns of the city in four main
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scales; city, town, village and home. These cowtirsuconferences which took place
exhibited a belief that through architectural andlam design all kinds of other fields
such as sociology and psychology were concernedg(L&987; Frampton, 1997;

Gans, 1968).

This was shown when Team X began to organize cibesrding to building sizes
and scales in order to produce harmony within thiddimgs. The concept of
neighbourhood units emerged. Brooks (1974) claithatlaccording to his research,
the layout of the environment and the affordantgwavides make a difference in

people’s perception of the environmental qualitgextain levels.

However other studies such as Herbert Gans (196&)showed that Architectural
Determinism alone could not provide a powerful tielasship between the
environment and human interactions. The studiessstd that people sometimes

refuse to behave in a way that architects imposetto do so.

Pessac event is also one of those dramatic exantmd¢sproved if there is no
willingness or desire for interaction from peoptleen the behaviour is unlikely to
take place. Pessac is the town near BordeauxaimcErwhere Le Corbusier designed
and built a community of 51 houses in the 1920’snWcritics classed this project
as a testament to the miscarriage of Modernismthedarrogance of its architects
and became a commonly used example for singlinghlmuidefects of the Modern

Movement.
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The Pessac housing is a landmark of the early Mugtelovement. With over half
a century of additions and remodelling, Le Corbisibouses have been changed
many times (Jencks, 1985). The project was supppofiacdshed off by the residents
of the house which showed a rebellious rejectionLef Corbusier's Modernist
aesthetic and ideology of life. These changes aadifinations can be clearly seen
and are thoroughly documented in a study publidhedPhilippe Boudon in 1972

called ‘Lived-in architecture, Le Corbusier PesRawisited.’

This research includes an analysis of both extemat interior changes made by the
occupants, accompanied by extensive interviews ftbenresidents. Photographs
included in this study clearly show the changesciiiiave been made.

Most notable being on the physical exterior of llmeises including changes to the
windows replacing the large expanses of glasg] tif and modification to the

entrances.

Boudon’s (1972) conclusion showed a more posityar@ach compared to those of
many critics. Boudon (1972) concluded that:

“The modification carried out by the occupants d¢iae a positive, not
negative consequence of Le Corbusier’s originateption.”

(Boudon, 1972:45)

Historian Henry-Russell Hitchcock (1929) referred Pessac as a ‘serious
disappointment’. In his book of ‘Modern Architectur Romanticism and

Reintegration; (1929), he discussed his mixed vieintke project.
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He embraced the detached, semi-detached and rosefiobut frowned at the
interiors of the houses and described them as afatable for the small-salaried

employees they were designed for.’

The modifications which were explained before heélpke residents realize and
understand what their actual needs were. Due tGdrbusier's Modernist approach,
which provided unprecedented structural and defigedom (related to the five
design principles which were evident in many of designs), it created a challenge
of a new kind of architecture which was later créed in the Pessac project.
Therefore the project provided a prime examplerbicisms of Modern Architecture

and evidence of failure of Architectural determinis
2.2 Human - Behaviour and Housing Studies

During the Modernist era, whilst many solutions auyances in architecture were
made, problems also have begun to appear. Due d@on#glect of personal

preferences and cultural differences in housingydmu behaviour was not taken into
consideration (Lang, 1987). The importance andelaode human behaviour plays in

environmental and housing design became evidentadiles neglect.

However these issues between human behaviour,aatien and the built

environment are not a simple process. It is ndigeant enough to claim that human
behaviour can be shaped by the built environmemealas there are much more
complex issues to this topic. This chapter aimslistuss these complexities and

ideologies linked with human behaviour and housiegign.
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The complex relationship between human behaviodrtla@ environment has created
a wide spectrum of theories. Lang (1987) streskas the relationship between
environment and behaviour had been identified atabsed under four basic
theoretical positions each have different outlookshow the environment affects
human behaviour (See Porteous, 1977) that are:

1) Free will approach

2) Possibilistic approach

3) Deterministic approach

4) Probabilistic approach

The free will approach suggests that the envirorirhas no impact on behaviour
whereas the Possibilistic approach describes hewelironment consists of a set of
opportunities for behaviour upon which action maymsay not be taken. The
deterministic approach, on other hand, suggests thiga environment is a major

determinant of behaviour.

The probabilistic approach denotes that the enment is full of affordances for
human behaviour, and that the perception and usé¢hein is a function of

individual's needs and competencies.

Hall (1971) claims that the architectural enviromisemain functions can be noted in
three ways: Firstly, it maintains the physiologicsthtes necessary to sustain
behaviour; secondly, it provides the necessary \neta settings; and thirdly, it

supports psychological states through the userabsis.
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Therefore, recent studies (Krampen, 1997; Nas&7)18f the theory of architecture
have begun to focus on understanding:

(i) How the environment is perceived,

(i) The meaning of the environment for differemriople,

(iif) The opportunities that different people peweefrom the environment

The nature of human behaviour has great influenagnderstanding the role of the
built environment in people’s lives through theearmajor components mentioned

above.

Knowledge of the basic principles and explanatioinguman behaviour provided by
many theoreticians (such as Gibson, 1979; Moor&@91%ang, 1987; Rapoport,
1990; Krampen, 1997; Nasar, 1997) has contributed understanding the

relationship between the environment and humanvieda

Behaviour can be considered to be ‘a goal-direategmpt by an organism to satisfy
needs that are perceived and cognitively organigeaihg, 1987: 90). Therefore it
could be claimed that people’s relationship to rthenvironment is variable

regardless to the specific features of the envimm

These theories on the relationship between peopte their built environments

provide the chance for the architect to considev bte environment affects people
of different backgrounds and those with differeasthetic preferences. Throughout
history the field of architecture has accommodaaed constrained behavioural

factors and its influences on the environment.
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The study of environmental psychology and behawourhas begun to become
more and more evident in design and increase imitapce for architects during the

recent years.

Behaviourism is the term used in the study of pelady. Behaviourists approaches
deal with ‘the stimuli that impinge on an organismsense organs and the observable
responses or behaviour elicited as responses rnaulsti(Deutsch, 1978; Krauss,
1978). This theory relates to the meaning of thearenment where it is derived from
the information a person obtains which has symbpimperties that later results
aesthetic response. These symbolic properties ewrketional responses and
motivational messages that the observer needsler tw perceive and understand an

environment (Lang, 1987).

Human behaviour can be affected by many factorsh sas culture, values,
personality and needs which will be discussed enfttiowing paragraphs (Parsons,

1970; Rapoport, 1969 and 1976).

Therefore understanding the effect of behaviouthenbuilt environment creates the
link between behavioural science and architect8neilarly the understanding and
meaning of the term ‘environment’ and the natureh# psychological processes
involved in the human-environment interaction isoaimportant for behaviour-

environment studies.
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As Ittelson stresses: “It is important to consithet the man is both the centre of his
environment and an integral part of the environm#grefore, an individual affects

and is affected by his environment” (Ittelson, 1984).

According to Moleski (1974), behaviour and envir@mn interactions could be
classified under three main typologies: 1) PeroeptR) Cognition, and 3) Spatial

behaviour.

‘Perception’ is the process of obtaining or reawjyviinformation from the
environment, where as ‘cognition’ being the funietiovolving mental development,
the process of thinking, remembering and feelind ‘apatial behaviour’ providing
spatial layouts which provide activity required bwilding users to achieve their

goals (Hall, 1966).

The theory of perception until the 1950’'s had ba&empted to be explained by
theoreticians as a process based on action-reaalations. In those studies the
affect of the environment had been greatly negteclderefore, Gibson’'s (1979)
study of the ‘ecological approach to visual perimpthas had a significant impact to

the field of environmental studies.

Gibson’s (1979) theory provided a basis to speeudabut the physical environment
and perceptual experiences of people. J. J. Gibsapproach to the study of
perception emphasizes the way an active obsergds pip information from the

environment.
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The central theory of Gibson’s approach can begecaieed into three key points: 1)
Visual space is defined by information containedeorironmental surfaces, 2) the
crucial information for perception is informatiomat remains invariant as an
observer moves through the environment, and 3)vtrisint information is picked up
directly, so that no intervening mental processesnacessary for visual perception
(Goldstein, 1981). According to Gibson’s ecologiapproach, what we perceive to

great extent are the affordances of the environment

Gibson’s more detailed discussions about affordameere an important new
contribution to his previous works. The concepaffbrdances is explained in terms
of what the environment offers to the animal, witgirovides or furnishes, either

good or ill for organisms (Gibson, 1979:127 [CitedHeft; 1989]).

This particular work of Gibson provided a conceptuamework for new concepts
of value and meaning of the environment. Burtt @)9%oted that:

“More generally, the affordance concept suggessttie environment, when
relationally considered, is meaningful and valugela”

Burtt (1954 [Cited in Heft, 1997:81])

The influence of behaviour on the environment hasylbeen accepted by most
psychologists (Birkhoff, 1933; Eysenck, 1941; Ashid®54; Maslow, 1954) all
realizing its significance and how human behaviaot only effects a person’s
activities but also their perceptions and mentakcesses. Ittelson (1970:91) states
that “a person will select whatever informationajgpropriate to his needs and will

remain relatively unaware of irrelevant featureshaf external world”.
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This statement shows how if an environment do¢®ffier the potential affordances
for an individual to perform or achieve his or hgmals, that individual will either
move to a new environment or learn to adapt tortherrent environment. The
statement can also be supported by Dubos’ studies.
As Dubos (1965) claims:
“Humans are highly adaptable creatures, but tharceptions of the
environment are affected by the things to whichytheave become

accustomed.”
(Dubos, 1965 [Cited in Lang, 1987:103])

Studies of Louis Kahn (1977) also focus on thesaes. In his researches, Kahn
discusses how humans scrutinize the environmetdrms of available options for
achieving their goals. He claimed that if the pbgbkienvironment does not support
or provide opportunities for the users, then thdividual would recognize the
situation by changing the physical settings or adaptheir activity within the
settings. These issues relate to the spatial betsawomponent in understanding

mans behaviour within an environment.

Behaviour relating to satisfy human needs provalesther fundamental concept in
designing for human behaviour. ‘Behaviour relatirsg’motivation’ which was a key

study carried out by Young (1955). Young (1955: )28#sesses that the concept of
‘motivation’ is the ‘process of arousing actionstining activity in progress and
regulating the pattern of activity’. ‘Motivationthe key element of satisfaction, had

been developed further by the psychologist AbraNaslow (1954).
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Maslow formulated a hierarchy triangle of humandsewhich was considered by
CIAM during their studies. In descending ordertfiegplaining physiological needs
such as hunger, later safety needs, belonging & feeeds, followed by esteem
needs, actualization needs and cognitive and ¥inaith aesthetic needs. This

hierarchy provided a basis in understanding thedmuneeds which buildings fulfil.

In addition to the influences of behaviour, there ather characteristics of an
individual which influences the previously mentidn@rocesses of; perception,

cognition and spatial behaviour.

Parsons (1970: 98) stated that “everybody is agyaait in an ongoing ‘behavioural
system’, defined by the individuals’ physiologiaapabilities, his personality, the
social group of which he is a member, his valued his environment”. These
factors, which Parsons (1970) analysed, are impbda they are catalysts of how
and why humans perceive the environment, think alitoand how they use it

differently.

Carl Jung (1964) stated that people select enviemsnin terms of images of
themselves that they wish to portray rather thanwbat they really are. This
statement made by Jung, reflects the importaneesthetic responses of people and
shows how environmental and behavioural studiesiroed as a reaction to the

environmental determinism approach.

As mentioned before, the cultural component of beha has important effects on

the built environment studies. Shown in both Pass¢ih970) and Linton’s (1945)
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studies, culture has been defined as “the configuraof learned behaviour and
results of behaviour whose elements are sharedirandmitted by members of a
particular society” (Linton, 1945: 46). Parson (@9¢laims that every individual is a
part of a group and this group has an influenceomdt on the individuals’ actions

but also on the way they perceive the environmedtvehat they think about it.

There are many studies on personality, group meshieiand culture which each
show their effect on the environment. Rapoport86d) study on ‘house form and
culture’ also stresses these issues in more déudiiural influences show that mental
representations of the environment differ for peogtom different cultural

backgrounds (Rapoport, 1969).

As mentioned earlier ‘Architectural Determinism’based upon the idea that if an
environment is designed and built right, desirethav@our will occur. However,

recent studies showed that the complex relationfigipveen human behaviour,
aesthetic responses and the built environment poitant in understanding house
and environmental design, because people don’tvieelmaa way which architects

want them to.

On the other hand the built environment is seera atage upon which human
interaction unfolds. Authors such as Newman (19B&lyne (1971) and Griffin

(1968) have conceptualized the built environmentaatechnology that shapes,
organizes and structures human activity, symbdjicehaping human lives. This
concept is classified as a ‘reciprocal’ approactvimch the relationship between the

environment and people affect each other.
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This concept itself shows the importance of thdtlamnvironment and how there is a
constant interplay between buildings and people Giilt environment has material
consequences for people’s lives. A buildings stmet form, material, shape and
personal preference all shape how we behave amdaattwith others and our
surroundings.

2.2.1 Recent Developments on Housing

For a long time since the 1920’s the topic of hogdiad been considered as one of
its primary tasks. Starting with the Modern Movemehe importance of housing
had been emphasized and many architects concehwateéhe issue. As Giedion
(1929: 75) claims “the present development in bogds undoubtedly focused on

the dwelling and in particular on the dwelling tmmmon man.”

Relating to the previous problems from thé" &ntury including factors such as;
poor living conditions and insufficient lifestyle§iedion (1929: 99) focuses that
“human beings are badly housed, that is the prafamd real reason for the present
upheavals”. This statement reflects one of the amymaims of the Modernist
Movement which was to improve and create a healtémgironment and housing for

people.

Architects of the 18 century understood that a ‘dwelling’ implies mahan being
just a shelter. When discussing houses of thi®ogen general, it shows that a house
serves man in two basic ways:

() It offers him a refuge where he can feel atlecand be at peace with himself,

(i) It serves as a starting-point for his actiamshe world. (Norberg-Schulz, 2000)
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The modern house is the result of a gradual devetop, which was realized by
Frank Lloyd Wright towards the end of the ninetéerdentury. The early

development of the modern house took place in Azaefrank Lloyd Wright (1929)

was responsible for the decisive step which madéntiuse become “what is wanted
to be”. The reason why this development startefinrerica was due to the fact that
firstly, the United States represents the new wpdd excellence, which therefore
meant that it was more open to invention and chageondly, the individual house
plays a more important role in America than in ager places. However this
American development was greatly inspired by Engjlavhere the notion “my home

is my castle” has a long tradition (Wright, 1929).

This influence on the modern house from Englandivedd from the mediaeval
English models, which was then adopted and trams&fdrto accommodate a new
way of life that was seen throughout America durihg second half of the

nineteenth century (Scully, 1960).

Nineteenth century architects in America producedigets and buildings which
possessed key features such as elements of spdd¢eramwhich would later on be
absorbed and used by others when designing the €motouse’. Other key
characteristics to housing design within that esascsted of; asymmetrical layout
adapted to the site and large porches which createghsition between interior and

exterior space (Norberg-Schulz, 2000).
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Even up to this point, the house was still defiasda volume, or as Wright claimed
‘a box’. Therefore as previously mentioned, Frar&yd Wright realized this and
began to decompose this volume. The architect pl¢rll these parts back together
in a new way which created a more meaningful expee for the user. Wright's
reinterpretation of the human dwelling remains aofe the most satisfactory

achievements in the history of Modern Architecture.

Frank Lloyd Wright accomplished this through threqess of decomposition which
meant that some parts of the house were takenasvidrey were, whilst others were
modified. Wright placed particular importance tce theplacement of ‘traditional
walls’ which meant the spatial organization wasngjeal. The idea behind this new
concept of replacing walls with vertical screenswa bring the outside world into

the house and the inside out.

The pre-modern house in Great Britain had many @&nin common with the
American house, however were not as influentiaF@mk Lloyd Wrights’ projects.
Instead their main inspiration came from the mamsi@and houses of the middle ages

(Frampton, 1992).

Throughout Europe the need for new architectureabveg increase, which meant
that when the early works of Frank Lloyd Wright wesublished, it gave a great
incentive and foundation for European architectdoltow and produce a type of
architecture which had become sort after (Frampi®92; Norberg-Schulz, 2000).
Wrights work had great influences on other impdri&chitects of the time such as

Gropius, Dudok and Mies van der Rohe. A new ordes iormed when these
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architects adapted the styles and works of Wrigtat iheir own contexts shaped with
the urban environment which was common in Europeights’ work had to be
adapted as they were intended for suburban or sitahtions which conflicted
which the conditions in Europe. This generally niedwat the free plan and open
form had to be combined with different public ssad&d density of the environment.
Many architects tried to overcome this obstacle aedevident in the early works of

Le Corbusier (Norberg-Schulz, 2000).

An example of how Le Corbusier incorporated thecegn of the modern house into
a urban context can be seen through the bloclatd falled ‘immeubles~villas’ built

in 1922. Amongst other Le Corbusier projects swktha ‘Pompeian house’ and the
‘Citrohan house’ (1920), it became evident that ititerests of spatial organization
and richness of effect which makes the house appsaan ordered form were

important to Le Corbusier.

Le Corbusier stated that “the meaning of the halgses not depend on our knowing
the functions; architecture speaks in space amd’fdce Corbusier, 1922: 35 [Cited

in Norberg-Schulz; 2000).

Other leading pioneers such as Mies van der Rad®iatorporated these qualities
and helped him to realise his own concept of the&leno house. The ‘Tugendhat
House’ in Brno (1929-30) designed by Mies was abergd the most radical and
complete interpretation of the modern dwelling so. fThis project contained
architectural elements such as a semicircular csisdt, large open living area,

horizontal windows formed by walls of glass anchslacent walls.
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Together with Le Corbusier's main houses; Villaistend Villa Savoye (1927-29)
the Tugendhat House represents the “internatigpiadise in the development of the
modern house. This was because they demonstraeagetieral principles of the free

plan and open form (Frampton, 1992; Norberg-ScH090).

After the Second World War, the construction ofg&nfamily houses was under
great demand in many countries. Modern typologiesewextensively used and
varied. According to Post-modernism the houses haf previously mentioned
“international” phase did not fully satisfy the dand for a new ‘dwelling’ and the
designs did not possess distinct identities. RoWertturi’'s pioneering work can be
understood in this context as his designs repreddmth important contributions to
the development of the solution, them being theefrand ‘open’ characteristics of
the modern house and the reintroduction of theveational’ forms such as gable

and hipped roofs (Jencks, 1992).

These factors helped the development of housing witde scale and produced more
desired and satisfying dwellings. Modern Architeetplayed an influential role in
developing housing and the movement, also liberdked architect in order to
produce more thought after housing. Before Modemnifiousing design was
restricted and strict for the architect and wasellasn set rules of that current
architectural style. This meant the opportunite€reate flexibility and openness in
design was minimal. In the Modernist era improvpiysical living conditions and

meeting functional needs was the main focus andideration of the architect.
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Nevertheless these functional needs are not seifficenough and showed a
weakness in this movement as the Modern housintgecteg all the symbolic or
cultural representations a dwelling may have comethi Scholars such as Cooper
(1974) discussed how people see their houses aprasentation of themselves,
which is a factor which the Post-modern Movemeiticzed modernism for. These
developments explained in previous paragraphseslad the formal aspects of
housing. However since the 1960’s, the other pdycfical issues such as privacy,
personalization, aesthetics and personal prefesesrecon the agenda of housing.
2.2.2 Elements of Home

Research shows that when discussing the concepelehents of a home,
concentrating on formal elements alone is not cigffit enough in expressing
people’s idea of an ‘ideal home’. Therefore witlgaelds to this topic, attention
should not only be given to the formal propertie$ &lso to the symbolic elements
which are influential and important to this concept

These symbolic elements allow people to expressreftelct aspects such as their
personality and status on a house which in turrotpes a ‘home’. This factor is a
catalyst in formulating the idea of how people sfen their houses into ‘homes’. In
order to gain full understanding of this concepgmbolic issues need to be

discussed.

When looking at the important aspects and qualitiea house, Bachelard (1969)

claims that a house both encloses and excludes.sg&erefore there are two

different components; its interior and exteriorddes.
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Although this chapter will discuss both, due to thigectives of the study more
attention will be paid to the exterior of the howd®mwing its importance of how it
allows and presents people the opportunity to tireepresent themselves to the

public.

Symbolic expression through the built environmenbvpes information about
identity of people and social groups who are asgedi with an environment.
Symbolic aesthetics is mainly concerned with thsoamtional meanings of the
environment that give people pleasure. Whilst esgiregy a symbolic meaning, any
building may turn into a cultural object or an mdual’s idea of their ideal home.
These symbolic expressions are vital for givinginfation about many aspects of a
person including their status, likes and dislikesl @ven about their personality

(Rapoport, 1969).

Even though some scholars such as Altman (198d)Mwoore (1989) argue that
such expressions and meanings are determined bgsanis previous experiences or
a issue of culture, it is generally assumed thattsytic aesthetics is a major catalyst
providing ways in understanding peoples interngresentations of preferred and

their ideal buildings or environment.

Many theories have attempted to explain why certpatterns in the built
environment relate and communicate specific meaniagcertain groups of people.
Issues concerning social elements of the built renment and their symbolic
meaning for behaviour patterns of people, persepate and personalization leads

to important issues about the next factor relabetthis chapter.
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The personalization of a house enables the owneflext their personal preferences
and provides a sense of belonging unique to thdra.idea of personal space relates
to the transition of public and private areas, ¢hesch as the difference between

bedrooms and formal living rooms.

People’s physiological, social and psychologicahdibons have impacts on their
perception of symbolic meanings in the built enwireent (Lang, 1987). A number
of studies (Bachelard, 1969; Rapoport, 1969; Ju8g9; Cooper, 1974) which were
carried out in the United Kingdom, consisting obpke from all income levels, were
asked to describe their ideal house. The resulijgesied that many indicated the
same concept, being a free standing square, pitaiad detached with a garden,

ultimately describing a stereotypical ‘family house

Surveys carried out by Cooper (1974), also showiedlas results as it was
suggested that people who lived in metropolitamsia the United States preferred

to live in single unit family houses rather tharapartment blocks.

This reflects the issue of originality as Coope®7®4) claims that this type of
building gives one no territory on the ground amaves no unique personality as
the aesthetical elements of the facades are afiatime.
As Cooper stresses:
“High rise apartment buildings violate the archemage of what a house is,
and is perceived unconsciously as a threat to aop&r self-image as a

separate and unique personality.”
(Cooper, 1974: 134)

33



Many studies (such as Lang, 1987; Cooper, 1974ppRap, 1969; Moore, 1989;
Jung, 1954; Brent, 1995; Blunt, 2006; Cieraad, 200@icate that factors such as
personality differences change people’s attitudes erception towards symbolic

aspects of the environment.

Rapoport (1969) discusses aspects which show hemeglts such as culture,
previous experiences, childhood memories, self esgions and personal needs

shape and determine the built environment.

A study carried out by sociologist Carl Werthman @alifornia, US of how
contemporary Californian suburbanites chose themd suggests that many people
bought houses to emphasize their image of themsdlgth as individuals and as a

person in a certain status position in society ([2001974).

Jung’s (1934-1954) concepts provided new idealation to housing and how a
‘house’ becomes a ‘home’. Jung (1954) claims tpapple see their houses as
representations of themselves, idealizations oif ttheeams and can be seen as a
sacred place which provides humans a constant pbinéference which enables
them to build their lives around. Decisions indivads make on the built environment

become reflections of how they wish to be perceived

In order to understand this process of ‘house’ ‘@wadne’ and how these symbolic

meanings are developed, Jung's (1954) conceptsssfes such as collective

unconsciousness, archetypes and symbols needdisdussed.
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Jung (1954) focuses on the importance of an indalid unconsciousness which he
uses to link how a person’s past effects his/hecgption of the environment. Jung
(1954) believed that this then is provided us wlith second concept of ‘archetype’.
He describes this term as “a node of psychic eneviglyin the unconscious”, a

symbol (Jung, 1954:131 [Cited in Cooper, 1974]).

According to him, there is always a hidden, profamd partly intelligible meaning

behind this symbol, which is represented through éinchetype (Jung, 1954). Jung
(1954) claims that, ‘symbolic imagery’ derived frahe past and was produced by
past and present experiences in a person’s unowss@ss. He also argues that
instinctual patterns of behaviour and differentcegtions can be traced back through

dreams.

Relating to this concept, Cooper (1974) discuskesidea of how the house is a
common symbol, which represents the whole selfh@ tollective unconscious.

Cooper (1974) expresses how individuals inflicirtpersonalities and needs through
the environment they choose to live in. Bachela(ti369) study which is featured in

Cooper’s (1974) book also relates to this expresam claims how:

“Man grasps at physical forms or symbols which@dose and meaningful to
him, and which are visible and definable.”

(Bachelard, 1969:131 [Cited in Cooper, 1974])

Important issues discussed by Rapoport (1969),igeoknowledge on aspects such
as adaptation through housing and showed how hielaaviour changes and adapts
according to different environments. This issue lbarobserved through the process

of people moving and acquiring new houses.
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Cooper (1974: 131) argues that at first when aividdal moves to a new house,
feelings and emotions of uncertainty and nervousnegy be evident and only after
a certain amount of time people begin to feel ntetaxed and comfortable. These
feelings only begin to change after the individbetomes accustomed to their new
surroundings and reflect themselves through pehgaian onto its physical fabric.
Cooper claims:

“The notion of house-as-self, explains why for mosbple their house is so

sacred and why they so strongly resist a changgalprocess of self

expression and with influences from past timesamidhood memories.”

(Cooper, 1974: 131)

As previously mentioned, the notion of behaviowtahnges reflects the process of
how a ‘house’ becomes a ‘home’ (Blunt, 2006). Rapbil969) also stresses to the
strong link between human behaviour and the forma ébuse. He claims that this
link can be divided into two main senses: Firsily,the sense that understanding
behaviour patterns, including desires, motivatiansl feelings is essential in the
understanding of the built form and secondly, hawtldorms affect behaviour and

the way of life (Rapoport, 1969:31).

People with different attitudes and ideals respdifterently to varied physical

environments. These responses change from plapdate due to differences in
issues such as culture, socio-cultural elementsnauic situations and physical
factors. Rapoport argues that the form of the ‘kbisthe consequence of a whole
range of socio-cultural factors (Rapoport, 1969ci8-cultural elements can be

defined in many different ways.
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Redfield divided these elements into four clasatfans;
(i) Culture — a concept of ideas, institution aadventionalized activities of people
(i) Ethos — the organized conception of the thdug
(iif) World view — the way people characteristigalbok upon the world
(iv) National character — a personality type, tlmdkof human being which, occurs
in society.

(Redfield, 1953: 48 [Cited in Rapoport, 1969])

Socio-cultural forces therefore become importard arfluential relating to human

life and their environment.

As Dubos (1965) claims:

“Man has a great propensity to symbolize everythireg happens to him and
then react to the symbols as if they were the detmaronmental stimuli.”

(Dubos, 1965 [Cited in Lang, 1987:34)

The suggestion of how interior decoration of a ouwsten symbolizes the
inhabitant’s feelings about themselves has longhbbeeognized (Rapoport, 1969;

Cooper, 1974; Jung, 1989; Cieraad, 2006; Blunts200

Observations of spatial qualities in housing, maeleearches realize that private
spaces of residents, such as bedrooms were deatoraten attractive and highly

personal way, symbolic of the self whose spacea {Blunt, 2006).

Factors such as originality had also become evitteough the studies which were
carried out. Cooper-Marcus (2006) discusses tlsigeidy showing the increasing
importance and premium which is given and put omgimality. This issue of

originality is shown by obtaining a house which wasque and different from
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others. It is suggested that people who choseflicagée other houses struggle to

maintain some sense of personal uniqueness.

Throughout these various studies relevant issues baen shown which represents
Cooper’s (1974) belief of how the ‘house’ can bersas a ‘symbol of the self’. As
Cooper states:

“A house facade and interior design are often seteso that they reflect how

a person views himself both as an individual psyahe in relation to society

and the outside world and how he wishes to preBenself to family and

friends.”

(Cooper, 1974: 137)

Brent's (1995) study of ‘popular housing’ shows gamsons of cultural and
lifestyle differences of people from the United §dom and the United States which
enabled her to discuss these two field groups amalyze their customs and
behavioural patterns inflicted on the built enviment. The author claims that the
location of the threshold varies in different cudts, which gives symbolic meaning

as to how people as individuals relate to their@aurdings and to the rest of society

(Brent, 1995).

In American houses the ‘front yard’ is usually urded and seen to be a part of the
streetscape and surrounding environment (Brent5)19khis reflects an American
interpersonal trait of having an open characterctvhin itself provides openness to
strangers and of friendliness to people they mayknow. In comparison, when the
same study was carried out in the United Kingddme, front gardens were fenced
with a gate which puts the initial threshold at sodistance from the house itself

(Brent, 1995).
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Brent (1995) describes this as a symbolic meaninipe greater English and how
they are reserved at inviting strangers into theuses. These comparisons between
different cultural groups, leads onto issues sigctraditions and customs of humans
in which are all important elements that influengeeferences and aesthetical
decisions forced upon the built environment. Tiadg from the past such as family
rituals, customs and house essentials have devklof the influence of the
modern world. Referring to the United Kingdom, Br€h995) discusses elements

which formed family life and bound together the cept of ‘home’.

Traditionally, elements such as the hearth werentlagn focus of family live in
England, United Kingdom. This feature has developti the aid of technology
into central heating systems in which as high pgege of houses in England obtain.
These customs from the past, although have begteatlare imprinted and portray
images of stereotypical housing features in thetddniKingdom (Brent, 1995;

Cooper, 1974; Lang, 1987).

The use of symbolic expressions and formal elemam@sessential in relating to the
idea of an ideal ‘home’ and the transition of howheuse becomes a ‘home’.
Through this analysis and extensive research elemserich as human behavioural
patterns, cultural aspects, self expressions amsopal needs help to shape this
concept. The significance of exterior facade gigaitlso plays an important role in
this ideal ‘home’ relation as it is used as a toogive a direct representation of the
owner to the general public. As mentioned in presiahapters, the relationship
between the formal, physical and symbolic elememés crucial in achieving this

concept.
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Chapter 3

AESTHETIC THEORIES in HOUSING DESIGN

Traditional definitions of aesthetics refer to therception of beauty in the arts and
may imply extreme and intense feelings (Lang, 1989). Psychologists have
broadened the definition of aesthetic response r@fielr to it as a favourable

evaluative affect experienced in relation to theimmment (Wohlwill, 1974).

The built environment is full of potential meaninigs people and its users. These
meanings are derived from the theory of aesthefitthin the vast scope of design,
branches such as Interior designers, architectsidyah designers are forced to deal
with this important discipline in order to produeeork which is successful in

creating a positive aesthetic experience for hubsangs.

The study of “Aesthetics” has been an ongoing meeehich derived from the work
of Alexander Baumgarten (1735) who was the firsigsioopher to use the word
‘aesthetics’. Baumgarten (1735) defined beauty edeption and stressed such
information as being gathered through the sensasyMheoreticians believed that
aesthetics is a qualitative study, which is subjecvarying from person to person
and was classed as a matter of taste. Howeverameshundred years ago, Fechner
(1876) proved that aesthetics could be studiedsfi@lly and resulted in revealing

patterns of preference.

40



This showed that although many theoretical andtmacquestions remained, the
topic of aesthetics could no longer be seen asjusatter of taste. Due to renewed
interest in the field, in the 1960’s principles enging aesthetics and environmental

aesthetics appeared.

Within this period the formation of the InternatadnAssociation for Empirical
Aesthetics was formed. Authors such as Canter, Q198asar, (1988); Kaplan,
(1989) and Mauritzen, (1968) all showed that ad&thecould be quantified and

aesthetic preferences could be researched.

An aesthetic response of people can be classifiddnthree main components, these
being; (i) affective appraisal, (ii) behaviour afii) physiological response (Russel

& Snodgrass, 1989; Izard, 1977).

An affective appraisal implies the judgement ofimdividual whether they like or

dislike a building. Russel (1989), classified tlusncept of appraisal into four
aspects; (i) pleasantness, (ii) arousing, (iii)itexg and (iv) relaxing. These all relate
to the symbolic essence of what the physical enwent can portray for human
users. These issues of aesthetic responses redBeeat’s (1988) study in which he
claimed that no perception is completely free ofogamal judgement and an
individual's perception of the environment is detered by multiple factors such as
culture, social and personal nature. According ¢couz (1965) human beings are
highly dependent upon seeing our surroundingsgatisfying manner. This leads to

further issues of how different people perceivedgheironment in different ways.
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The concept of behaviour within an aesthetic respas related to and affected by
the other two components being, an individual'eetifze appraisal and physiological
response. These factors become catalysts and sefmothe changes in behaviour

within a certain environment (lzard, 1977).

The physiological response includes issues sueimasgional episodes or reactions to
an environment (Russell & Snodgrass, 1989). An @mal reaction refers to an
individual’'s internal state and feelings for examgbleasure or their mood situation
relating to a certain environment. Heise (1970kgifeed emotional reactions into
meanings of three dimensions; (i) evaluation, gofency and (iii) activity (Heise,

1970).

Humans may have a variety of evaluative responsdbet environment, but these
can be constrained if given a set of circumstasoel as a point in time or focusing
on a specific group of individuals which all showm aesthetic response has
probabilistic relationships to environmental petaap and cognition (Nasar, 1997).
‘Perception’ is the process of obtaining or reawiyviinformation from the

environment, ‘cognition’ being the function invahg mental development, the

process of thinking, remembering and feeling (HE3IG6).

Cognitive processes represent important varialleeBuman aesthetic responses.
Aesthetic preference arises from the person, enment and interaction between the
two. As mentioned before, the difference in vievedween people may be due to
factors such as; social cultural experiences, gaaipectations and difference in

personalities (Nasar, 1997).
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In recent research the discipline of aestheticsldwen divided into two forms, of
which have been defined by various theoreticiansteyana (1896), Lang (1987),
Nasar (1997) and Krampen (1989) as formal and siimbalthough both forms

provide experiences for the user, their charadiesisary.

The visual character of buildings has important astp on human experiences
(Nasar, 1997) therefore increasing the importamu reeed of studying aesthetics

related to housing environments.
3.1 Formal Aesthetics

When discussing Formal Aesthetics, it can be ddfims a human aesthetic
experience in relation to the formal or structyvatts of a work (Lang, 1987). The
theory concentrates on the physical properties ratationships such as; shapes
proportions, rhythm, scale, colour and spatial tretes (Lang, 1987). Formal
Aesthetics begins by considering the basic elemefitdhe geometry of the
environment and then considers the organizatiaiedge into compositions. Formal
Aesthetics also provide mathematical calculatiomd formula in order to analyze
the work. This form of aesthetics has been baset @Gestalts theory of perception

and heavily influenced by the Bauhaus masters duhia 1930's.

The Gestalts psychology interpretation of visuatpption suggests that the line and
form of buildings communicate meanings directlyotigh line and plane (Lang,
1987). Gestalts theory consists of three main qaiscevhich are; form, isomorphism

and field forces (Lang, 1987: 86).
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‘Form’ as described by Gestalt generates meanieigsive to the characteristics of
their background which is often shown in termsigtife-ground relations (Kohler,

1929).

The second concept of ‘field forces’ is the terredito describe forces evident in the
visual field which have an area of application, agmtude and direction. Finally
‘isomorphism’ describes the organization of neugalal process and forms of the

perceptual experience (Kohler, 1929; Lang, 1987).

Gestalt psychologists compiled a list of factorattinfluence perception of form.
These factors are important to environmental desigary because they tell us much
about how units in the environment are perceivedesé seven factors were
described as laws and consist of the following:

1) Proximity — Proximity is the simplest conditioh organization (Hochberg 1964)
and according to the Gestalt theory; objects tratkse together tend to be grouped

together visually.

2) Similarity - The law of similarity suggests thaelements have similar qualities,
size, texture, and colour and so forth they tenoetperceived as single units.

3) Closure - The law of closure states that opticals tend to be shaped into close
wholes (Kohler 1929).

4) Good continuance - Thé"4aw of good continuance claims that people tend to
perceive continuous elements as single units.

5) Closedness — The law of closedness suggestarted with closed contours tend
to be seen as units more generally than those wtithem.

6) Area - The law of area states that the smalldosed area the more it tends to be
seen as a figure.

7) Symmetry - this law states that the more symicata closed area the more it
tends to be seen as a figure (Kohler 1929).

(Kohler, 1929; Lang, 1987)
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The formal side of aesthetics has been the bastheoModernist Movement. In
housing design, pioneers of the movement concegtrah and paid more attention
to the formal aspects of a house which meant that dymbolic issues were

neglected.
3.2 Symbolic Aesthetics

Symbolic aesthetics, on the other hand, reflects iadividual's internal

representation of a building or environment thategithem pleasure. The field of
symbolic aesthetics primary concern is about tmeb®fic meaning of things and the
physical environment (Nasar, 1997). Several rebeardRapoport, 1977, 1982,
Nasar, 1997; Moore, 1989) suggest that although ymaesign professionals
emphasize more on formal aesthetics, most peopecaijpte factors such as the
environment mainly in terms of its symbols andaiferdances for activities (Gibson,

1986; Venturi, R., Brown, D.S. & Izanour, S. (1996)

Rapoport (1997) claims that meaning meditates #hationship between the built
form and behaviour. The author explains while esgireg symbolic meaning a
building may ultimately turn into an individual’'sleal image of a home, which
expresses information about an individual's statilses and even personality

(Rapoport, 1997).

Symbolic aesthetics can be defined as a reflectbran individual's internal

representation of a building. It can also be cldsas a pleasurable connotative

meaning associated with the content of the formgduoization (Nasar, 1997).
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Symbolic aesthetics depends on a cognitive proc&ébe meaning a person implies
on a building is a reflection of that individualsiternal representation of their
surroundings (Moore, 1989). Such meaning can taieeral forms that are
denotative and connotative meaning. Denotative mgarefers to an individual's
judgement of what a building actually is, for exdaeng the building is a church,
school or office building (Nasar, 1997). Connotatmeaning, on the other hand,
reflects the quality and character of a buildinge3e qualities are defined by the
individual’'s perception of the building (Nasar, 99 Some buildings may share
similar denotative meanings but vary in connotatiweaning. For example, their

quality, value and characteristics or the typicaher may be different (Nasar, 1997).

Groat and Despres (1991) claim that such meanings:

“Relate to an individual’'s recognition or formaltegorization of groups of
objects that are characterized by the same forinadtare.”

(Groat & Despres, 1991 [Cited in Nasar; 1997])

In contrast to formal aesthetics, which relatesh® concentration of elements and
parts of a building, symbolic aesthetics dependtherprocess of how an individual
realizes aspects such as the denotative meanieg,stifie of a structure and
connotative meanings about it. This issue of siylene of the important factors

within symbolic aesthetics.

An individual's experience and interaction with rfaal structures enable them to

begin to categorize them into different ‘stylestyl® then represents a mentally

constructed “characteristic formal organizationti{8lz, 1965).
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This issue of “style” creates the notion of howfaliént people stylize buildings
differently. Experiments carried out by Groat (1p®2ove this statement by asking
people from different occupational backgroundsléssify a building in which each
of their criteria varied. In addition through thefluence of “style” judgements of
buildings purposes have found to be associated p¥iyfsical features such as size,

additions, roof forms, window size and number ofists (Krampen, 1989).

For building exteriors, style is an important factwhich provides connotative
meaning and aesthetic value for the viewer. Theeits expectation and response to
this style is what symbolic aesthetics centredfitggon (Schulz, 1965) and why the

analysis of building exteriors is important for tietic studies.

The relationships between the two aesthetic vagbbn the other hand, being

symbolic and formal hold key interactions and agpahdent on each other. This is

because stylistic classifications depend on forstraictures.
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Chapter 4

THE CASE STUDY

4.1 The Geography of the Region

Yeni Bogazici village, formerly known as Ayios Seryios (meaSaint Sergio’ in
Greek) or Aysergi is a cross-cultural residentigttlement. The settlement has rich
history in which evidence such as infrastructurd emlture can still be appreciated.
It is located two miles North West of the Salamins which dates back to the
Colonial Roman period and situated between the &apeninsula and the city of
Gazim&usa. It is a vastly developing village that is kech 7 km away from

Gazima&usa city.

Yeni Bogazici, Gazimagusa ey

L

Figure 1:Geographical Location of Yeni Bazi¢i (Source: Maps of North Cyprus,

2012[www.cypnet.com])
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The geographic land characteristics of the Yenidai region are situated in a flat
area. However some areas located away from theecehtthe village and on the

outskirts of this district are situated along tlbastline.
4.2 Historical Background of the Area

Yeni Bogazici has a diverse history in terms of the manffedént types of
civilizations which inhabited the village, thosathnclude historical styles from the
Ottoman, Greek and British Periods (Dodd, 2010)1968, due to internal conflicts
occurred between Greek Cypriots and Turkish Cypradkt the Ayios Seryios (Yeni
Bogazici) Turkish Cypriots moved to nearby villagesl 4o the town of Gazingasa,
and had stayed in these locations until 1974. IM18s a result of ceasefire, Greek
Cypriots have abounded the village and moved tostheh of the Island whereas
Turkish Cypriots resettled in the village. Some Kisin nationals mainly from
Trabzon province and Istanbul city from Turkey walso settled in the village. Over
the last twenty years, many European citizens, i$Shrkhationals and Turkish
Cypriots from aboard have bought property, builuses and settled in the Yeni
Bogazici region (Yeni B@azici Belediyesi, 2012).

4.3 Population Characteristics of Yeni Bgazici Region, Gazimgusa

Due to the prime location in which the Yeni @azici region is located, being both
close to the Gazingaisa city and stretching along the main Karpaz ratadas

become favourable and desirable for development.

Other attractive features to this region such ashiktorical ruins and multiple hotels

nearby also draw both tourists and locals to trea.a

49



As a result, this region is vastly developing amcteasing in population. According
to the Yeni B@azici municipality records (Yeni B@azici Belediyesi, 2012), the total

population figure for 2012 is 5,055 people.

In addition to this, according to the land-use msdonducted by the state planning
organization in 2006 the total figure of dwellinfgs the Yeni B@azici region was
1,017 (no updated statistics for land use studiesamailable on the government
database). From the observation of the researtl®pbssible to claim that during

the past 6 years this number has rapidly grown.
4.4 Physical Characteristics of Yeni Bgazici Region, Gazim&usa

During the recent years, the Yeni gazici village has been vastly developing,
spreading further and further out from the villagmntre. Likewise with a growing
population, the numbers of both commercial anddesdial buildings have been
increasing. The urban pattern of Yenigaaici is constructed upon an organic layout
which gives value and importance. Within the urpattern, the village has narrow
and irregular streets filled with one or two stiguses. The village is made up of a
wide variety of building types including; old, tidnal, and historic in character
with comparison to the contemporary houses thatghidy will be focusing on. This
aesthetic value not only provides visual continwiyt it also reflects the strong

cultural ties the village has.

Many of the houses situated in the dense centtbeoVillage are one to two storey

buildings with a typical structural system beingadobearing also with some

acceptations of reinforced concrete structures.
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When distancing away from the village centre, umsdar as the outskirts of Yeni
Bogazici, the density of dwellings decreases. It sbavident that the further away
from the centre of the village, the larger and mmetemporary the houses become.
The houses situated on the outskirts of the village generally detached villas,
consisting of 1, 2 or 3 storeys. Current study ipaldrly interests in these newly
developing areas and sample houses besides resporafethe study have been

chosen from there.
4.5 The Old and New Houses of the Selected Residesc

In this study, the relationship between selectedidents’ past and present
environments are important. This is due to the guesf what role and to what

extent did the past environment play in influencthg selected residents’ houses
located in their present (returned) environment. drder to understand this

relationship an analysis of both environments isessary. Therefore a description
including general characteristics of the residencdd and present houses and
environment will be described.

4.5.1 General characteristics of Respondents’ Old dlises from Their Past
Environment

The user profile concentrated on within this stiglglassified as British Cypridts
which have a Turkish Cypriot background. The unmgss of this user profile is that
they are people who have moved back to Northermr@3ypfter living in England,
United Kingdom for several years. According to gtatistical information gathered
by the researcher during pilot investigations as tstudy, out of the 25 selected

sample houses; 48% of the participants’ past enment was situated in North

! ‘British Cypriot’ is the term given to define aayp of people who were either born or who have
lived in the United Kingdom for several years, whalso have Turkish Cypriot backgrounds.
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London, whereas 24% were situated in South Lonaah28% were situated in East
London whilst a small 8% of participants were l@chin areas outside of London.
According to the Home Affair Committee (2011),eafthe 2011 UK Census there
are approximately 300,000 Turkish Cypriots livimgthe United Kingdom with over

85% of them living in London city.

Table 1:Table showing percentage of Respondents past emvé@nt within the London Borough

N=25
No. Of
Selected Respondents' Past Environment | Houses %
North London 12 48
South London 6 24
East London 5 20
Outside of London 2 8

Out of the 48% of participants that lived in Nottbndon, 10 out of the 12 houses
were 3 bedroom semi detached. Likewise, housesddéa South London also had
similar characteristics of having 3 bedrooms seetached, whilst a selective few

were 3-4 bedroom end of terrace row houses.

When discussing the formal characteristics of tkieréor facades and decorative
elements, a stereotypical characteristic style lmarseen. 100% of the participants
past houses were constructed of masonry brick wihgchthe most common
construction material in the UK. 70% of them conitagg a pebble dash / stone
plaster cladding effect, with a further 100% comitag pitched roofs with red tile

cladding.

Whilst analysing the participants past environm#émbugh researcher’s personal

experience, photos and informal talks with the sisenany of the exterior
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characteristics are determined as being similais fifay be due to the strict building
rules and relegations in various areas in Londayudds built in the UK must meet
certain structural and aesthetic criteria. Duehtesé rules and regulations, houses
very rarely hold unique qualities, instead seerbaamirrored and almost copied to
form a street. On the other hand, personalizatfaxterior facades such as window
styles, decorative features and landscaping prowideproperty owner a chance to

add their own personal touch to the house.

It was observed that, these personal touches aperiamt when relating to the
symbolic characteristics of the participants pastvirenment. Although small
changes may be made to the houses, original fesatur@ the main character of the
house are not changed in order to sustain the oo unity which this repetition

of style produces.

The general formation of houses and street pattamnde classed as cul-de-sac areas

and grid like street organizations (See Figurehdwsng the typical street pattern of

one sample area in Croydon, South London where gamigipants were located).
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Figure 2Map of Croydon (Past environment of some reseaacticpants), UK — Showing
Street pattern (Source: Google Earth 2012)

With 92% of the participants living in London citgnvironmental characteristics of
both immediate and surrounding qualities are attealed as similar. Although this
92% is divided into different boroughs of Londospacts such as public services,
community life, public transport and also the eammental problems were constant.
Due to the large increasing population, orientatiod placement of the houses are in
close proximity to each other. For, those livingsdr to the centre of London it was
determined that proximity patterns were being esdenser (Fig 3, 4, 5 show typical

street layouts in three areas of London, where sesmondents used to live).
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Figure 3:Photograph showing typical street pattern in Mgttiam, South London, UK (Source:
Google Earth 2012)

Figure 4 Photograph showing typical street pattern in MitelEEast London, UK (Source: Google
Earth 2012)
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Figure 5: Photograph showing typical street patiefdmonton, North London, UK (Source: Google
Earth 2012)

4.5.2 General Characteristics of Respondents’ Newdtises from Their
Returned Environment

The 25 selected houses from respondents’ returnedoement are located in the
Yeni Bogazici, Gazimgusa region. These 25 samples are located on tkidsitof

the Yeni Bgazici village and are situated along the Gazgnsa-Karpaz main road.
In this study the sample houses have been categdorizto four areas. The
characteristics of the respondents returned enwieont is not being situated in
immediate surroundings show a common pattern. girout these four areas the
general characteristics of the 25 selected housetuding facade qualities,
construction types and environmental issues arerméted as being similar. All of

the selected houses are detached villas.
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The environments in which the selected houses itwatesd in also have similar
characteristics. Yeni B@zici as a region is vastly expanding, startingmfrthe
centre of the village and breeching out to surrcumdareas. The urban pattern as

mentioned before consists of irregular streets amcbrganic layout. This is also

evident in the four selected areas (see figur@s 8, 9).

Figure 6: AO1-Street pattern (Google Earth,  Figure 7:A02—Street pattern (Google Earth,
2012) 2012)

Figure 8:A03-Street pattern (Google Earth, Figure 9 A04-Street pattern (Google Earth,
2012) 2012)

The areas in which the selected respondents aratesit in are an accessible area
close to the Yeni Bgazici village centre and also within a ten minutevel to the

city of Gazimgusa.
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Within the immediate surroundings services suclt@mivance stores and other
small retail shops are available. The generalrextéacade qualities of the sample
houses showed to have a plaster and paint finish aiminimalist approach to
decorative features. Many of the houses had a deglook, with minor evidence of
cladding details such as stone or title. The paotbur was selected according to
personal preference and varied between all thecteelehouses. Common features
such as large openings, vast scale plans, pitah@fd with clay/shingle tiles, ample
balconies and surrounding masonry walls were atlent in each area. 100% of the
houses were reinforced concrete structures withr @286 of the houses having
insulation systems. Over 30% of the 25 houses hdedrreal columns for both
structural and aesthetic purposes. Other charatitefeéatures of the houses were the

well maintained gardens, surrounding all four sioethe house.

Although the characteristics of these houses aserobd as similar, it should also be
noted that each of the houses is unique in theativignished look. This is most
probably due to personal qualities and preferersderced on the house by the
owner such as; lighting elements, window frame wol@and style, entrance

definitions and landscaping.
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4.6 Methods of the Case Study

4.6.1 Selection of Sample Houses

For the objectives of the study, three field susveyere carried out in the Yeni
Bogazici region which are; (i) structured interviewgii) semi-structured

guestionnaires and (iii) site inspection surveys.

Each of the selected case studies were chosendaugao allocated areas along the
stretch of the Gazingasa-Karpaz Main road and is situated along the

border/outskirts of the central village.

Firstly the semi-structured questionnaires wasgihesl in order to obtain answers to
a number of questions asked to twenty five houseeosy with the expectation of
finding out general information about their housd aurrounding environment. The
structured interview survey, on the other hand, e@sucted among twelve of the
selected case study group in order to gain a metailed insight to their living

conditions. Finally, a site inspection was carreed to record information obtained

of visual characteristics of the houses situatatiénfour different sample areas.

The sample houses are situated in the same areh wiais selected on a random
basis. Although the houses were selected randadhmdy, identified to meet with the

desired characteristics of the basic criteria fthra study.

The main factors of the desired criteria meant that selected houses had to be
firstly owned by the specific user group being TisinkCypriots who have moved

back to Northern Cyprus from England, United Kingdo
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Secondly the houses followed a consistent patteanabitectural characteristics and
were similar in appearance. Thirdly the four sadcareas along the stretch of the
Yeni Bogazici boundary provided samples allowing a compagatnalysis of

architectural features which relate to the objediof the study. These selected

regions are currently-developing housing distnmotsnly by the focused user group.

Figure 10:Map of Yeni B@azici, showing the village centre and surroundiregaa (Source: Google
Earth, 2012)

4.6.2 Sampling Procedure: The Respondents
The respondents of the structured-questionnaiaysitere selected randomly whilst
visiting the sample areas. These areas can beedefilong a 5km stretch of the

Gazima@usa-Karpaz Main road; two areas are situated omttipoint of this stretch,

whilst the other two define the beginning and egdinints of the stretch
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(See figure 10). After the selection of houses stjoenaires were handed out to the
home owners who filled them out upon receiving thenmth the help of the

researcher.

The age groups in each area ranged from 42-65 .yd#s participants were
generally from a middle-income to high-income peoplith a varied group of
occupations. All of the participating respondentsravowners of the properties.

Demographics of the respondents are provided below.

Table 2 Demographic characteristics of User group respaisden

N=25

Ages 40-68 years
Nationality British Cypriot 100%
Turkish Cypriot 0%

British 0%

Gender Female 55%
Male 45%

Occupancy 1-3 8%
(years) 4-8 76%

9-14 16%

15 and above 0%

Education Primary school 12%
Junior school 0%

Secondary school 64%

University 24%

Graduate degree 0%

Employment Private Sector (e.g. teacher) 12%
Governmental 3 12%

Company Owner 36%

Retired 4%

Self Employed (doctor, lawyer) 8%

House wife 28%
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4.6.3 Measures

The initial intent of the study was based upongtestion of whether and how
respondents past environments influenced and etfabeir aesthetic responses to
their present (returned) environment. Issues caonegrespondents past
environments, personal preferences and aesthdgeluents needed to be measured
and based upon a method of collecting data toigaight and results regarding this

statement.

As mentioned in the previous paragraphs, 25 samplses were selected for case
studies located in four close by areas within tleniYBgzazici region. Each of the
owners from the 25 houses was given a questiont@ifid in about their returned
environment in general. 12 respondents from 25 tammpuses were asked to take
part in a structured interview which was designedaccumulate a more detailed
account of both the respondents past and presentoements. A direct site
inspection study was also conducted in the enviesrimn order to graphically
record and categorize the selected sample houses.

4.6.3.1 Site Inspection Survey

In addition to the questionnaire and interview sys; a visual site inspection was
also carried out in the sample environment betvikerdates of 7 of May 2012 and
the 18" of June 2012. The site inspection was done inroimebtain and record
visual characteristics of the sample houses comggraspects such as; stylistic
features, dominant structural elements, materighpmments and size proportion

relationships.
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This site inspection was necessary and valuablé waeuld help in understanding

which of the formal elements from the respondep®st environment have been
influential enough to be included or replicated their returned environment.

Consequently, through the aid of the collected alisnformation, it is possible to

identify patterns such as stereotypes, commonresand similar styles.

The site inspection consisted of firstly taking fgraphs of each of the sample
houses from all four areas. These photographs ta&en according to a previously
set order. This order meant that each sample haasgd have the same visual
recordings of important elements. These elementaded:

* Photos of all facades

* Entrance definitions

e Openings

» Additional decorative features

* Surrounding landscaping

« Dominant structural/aesthetic features.

4.3.6.2 Questionnaire Survey

The first part of the questionnaire (See Appendix was designed to provide
information about the demographic characteristitshe respondents. It included
several questions about their past environmenthwhigre necessary in order to gain
background information about the respondent andoresabehind their returning to
Northern Cyprus. Issues such as whether the resporitad previously visited

Northern Cyprus before, how often and for what oeasere also asked.
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The second part of the questionnaire was desigaecollect information about
physical/formal characteristics of the responderggirned environment. These
questions aimed at physical qualities such as eltsrige:

» Size and age of the building

* Functional room qualities and quantities

» Site characteristics

* Functional uses

The third part of the questionnaire was based uparmitectural styles of the
respondents’ residences, facade design and construmaterials. These set of
questions related to issues such as:

+« Ornamentation/decoration

Cladding and finishing’s

* Construction material

Structural systems

Heating and cooling systems

The forth part of the questionnaire was designe@mnronmental aspects, in order
to understand the surrounding qualities and opmiminthe respondents’ whether or
not they were satisfied with their returned envinemt. The type of questioning

format was designed differently in this part of tngestionnaire as it was based on

both facts and opinions.

Therefore set answers were designed to give tippnelents a chance to select which

option best represented their situation.
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Environmental factors were all focused on withiis thection of the questionnaire, as
below:

» Lifestyle requirements

» Location of residence

» Accessibility

e Exterior and interior qualities

* Neighbour relationships

In addition to these questions, based upon forraatofs, the last part of the
guestionnaire was focused upon symbolic charatiterief the respondents’ houses.
Questions related to opinions about the house #metr issues such as; whether the
respondent was satisfied with the final outcoméhefy would make changes to areas
of the house, if there were any important requineisigvhilst designing and whether
they, themselves felt that their past environmead imfluenced them or not. A

sample questionnaire can be seen in the AppendiloegAppendix A).

4.3.6.3Interview Survey

As mentioned before, 12 respondents from the 25kaimouses were selected to
participate in structured interview surveys (Seepdydix B). This meant that 3
houses from each of the 4 areas were chosen. Téeigw was constructed in order

to firstly gain a detailed insight into the respents’ past environment.

Questions relating to all issues such as demographiormal/physical, symbolic
issues and environmental factors were all discusSedondly, similar questions
were asked to the respondent relating to theirmetlienvironment. Each interview

lasted for up to between 45minutes to an hour.
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This interview was necessary in order to gain im@ation and personal opinions
about the previously mentioned issues which may beotpossible to understand
through the general questionnaire survey. Thisilédtanterview becomes a vital
tool in gathering information and insights to thespondents’ past and returned
environments and also produces data that can helmderstanding whether their
past environments actually influenced the respotsdanm create a new domain for
themselves in their returned environment. The doestasked in the interview
survey, although designed for in depth personglaeses, were repeated to all of the
participating respondents’ in order to gain an alleridea and common

understanding of relations regarding the studies ai
4.7 Results and Discussions

4.7.1 Results of Site Inspection Survey

In 2012, four areas located on the outskirts of Yeni Bogazici village were
selected for the case study and a direct site atigpesurvey has been conducted in
these areas, which are named as AO1, A02, AO3 & Ahese four areas are in
close proximity and are located in a vastly devilgparea. The site inspection
survey included 8 houses from A01, 8 houses frord, ADhouses from A03 and 4

houses from A04 (See Figure 11).
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Figure 11 Map of Yeni B@azi¢i showing location of the 4 sample areas andtion of selected
houses (Source: Google Earth, 2012).

The sample houses were selected according to eris@ia relating to the specific
user group of Turkish Cypriots who have returnetltothern Cyprus from living in

England, United Kingdom for several years.

The first sample area (A01) consisted of 8 houses a vastly developing area,
along with the second sample area (A02) which Ibeild the highest number of the
selected user profiles (See figure 12 for site ldynd location of sample houses in

A01). Almost each of the houses situated in AOlenaifferent to each other and
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held unique physical characteristics. Four of tbedes from A0l were similar in
architectural style. The first two houses (A01-3 a01-6) were situated next to
each other and were constructed with the same ptamever external elements such
as decoration, landscaping and later additions e of the houses made them
different from each other. These changes were ékaltr of difference in personal
preferences. Information gathered from the resgjesthowed that the owners of
these houses were related and used to live in dhee sarea of London, United

Kingdom.

The two other houses in AO1 which also looked gimiA01-2 and A01-3) were also
owned by relatives from the same family and sittidate close proximity to each

other. These houses consisted of similar featur@shwwas determined through
analyzing the features of the facades. Elements asi¢he roof type, use of external
columns, material, facade finishing detailing andloar schemes show the

similarities of design and architectural style.

Conversely, like the other previously mentioned desu(A01-5 and A01-6) which

held similar architectural styles, decorative addg such as glass blocks, wooden

balusters and buttresses made the house (AO1-6andifferent.
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Each of the sample houses were constructed onidhilv plots, as 100% of the
houses were detached. These plots were dividedyugutrounding parapet walls,
each with different aesthetical qualities, some enftdm masonry bricks whilst the
majority were reinforced concrete. Decorative elet®esuch as brick archways,
shaped banisters and painted iron works were algter in many of the houses

surrounding walls.

AREA1

. Guzel Yurt Street
m Kurtulus Street
. Edison Street

Figure 12:Map of A01 — Showing location of sample housesr@agSource: Google Earth, 2012;
Photos by the researcher, 2012)

The houses situated in AO1 are all considered Ve large scale properties in terms
of square metres. The size of all 8 sample houmeged between 220 to 320 metre

squares and differed in levels of 2 — 3 storeyh hig
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Each of the houses had well-maintained garden®wuding all four sides of the
property, with one, A01-4, containing a private swiing pool. Each of the gardens
was rich in landscaping and foliage consisting @ingntypes of fruit trees, flowers

and grass lawns.

As previously mentioned, all 8 houses from AO1 heidilar architectural styles with
relation to features such as; plain, plasteredipdifiacade designs, pitched roofs,

vast number of open terraces and surrounding boynells.

The second sample area (A02) also contains 8 edléciuses and is located in close
proximity to area one (AO1). This area is dividatbitwo by the Karpaz Gazirgasa
main road (also known as Salamis Road). 3 of thegpk®ahouses are located on the
coastal (East) side of the area, whilst the remgibi houses are situated on the other
side (West) of the main road (See Figure 13 showaogtion of AO2 and sample
houses). This area consisted of 4 main streetshichathe 8 sample houses were
situated on. A02-1 is situated on Adali Street, #02A02-3 and A02-4 are all
located on St.Hilarian Street, A02-5 is situated Ankara Street, whilst the

remaining 3 sample houses are located on Londzatstr

From the site inspection of A02, observations axliits show that the architectural
style and characteristics of the houses were sitalthose located in AO1.
Although the sample houses are not located on dnee sstreets, those dominant

architectural styles were still evident.
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AREA2

. Ankara Street

Adal Street

. St. Hilarian Street
. Londra Street

Figure 13 Map of A02 — Showing location of sample housesr@agSource: Google Earth, 2012;
Photos by the researcher, 2012)

Many of the houses contained similar architectuedtures such as external
cylindrical columns, pitched roofs, large open bales and defining boundary
walls. Facade details again like those in A0l waesstered/paint finished and did
not include many decorative features. One housieisrarea, A02-4, which is located
along St.Hilarian Street, was slightly different iaxontained some traces of cut

stone detailing on both the facade and surroundilg

House A02-5 also showed some differences in dewigh,the use of a large curved
wall, in comparison to the others which were maifidy. The use of high pitched
roofs evident in many of the houses showed a comrharacteristic for this specific

user type.

71



The scale of these houses was also large, rangimgebn 210 to 350 square metres.
The largest of them being A02-6, which containetarge front yard with ample

parking spaces and a private swimming pool situateélde back of the house.

Houses A02-6 and A02-7 held similar characterisaosl were located in close
proximity on the same street. Visual analysis shibtirat each house chose to have
dominating external columns used to define theagot and also consisted of large
openings both on the ground and first floor. Th@sem colour scheme for the
facades was also of the same tones of orange hfée lhouses (A02-6, A02-7, A02-
8) situated on Londra Street were all relativelwrmiilds, being completed in 2011.
These houses also contained large scale, well anagtt gardens that surround the

house.

The third sample area (A03) in the Yenigaaici region is situated closer to the
centre of the village than the two previously meméd areas. In this area, 5 of the
sample houses were studied (See Figure 14 to sgdhenocation of sample

houses).

The density of housing in this area was much graateomparison to the others.
The space relationships between each of the housesvery close, tightly compact
and were divided with the individual boundary watls each house. The sample
houses in AO3 all have similar characteristics whealyzing issues such as plan
layout, roof types, entrance definitions and facddsigns. Although many of the
gualities of these sample houses are similar, theuat of floor levels differed and

ranged from 1 to 3.
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AREA3

. Yunus Emre Street
- Talat Yurdakul Street
. IMustafa Sitki Street

AD3-3 R L

Figure 14:Map of A03 — Showing location of sample housesr@agSource: Google Earth,
2012; Photos by the researcher, 2012)

House A03-1 and A03-4 were 3 storeys high, A03-@ A83-5 were 2 storeys high,
whilst A03-2 was one of the two 1storey bungalowetyof dwelling out of the 25

total sample houses.

Like other houses in AO1 and A02, each house in &8 a well maintained garden,
which became a common characteristic throughousiteenspection. 3 out of the 5

houses in AO3 also had large scale private swimipouais.

All' 5 of the sample houses in AO3 had dominatingriztary walls. House A03-4 was
surrounded by a 1metre high reinforced concretéwitl a further addition of green

shrubs to extend the height to approximately 2.%resehigh. This meant that only
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the T floor of the house was visible which created ayvprivate and secure

environment.

Houses A03-1, A03-3 and A03-2 surrounding walls everade from natural cut
stone and were finished off with stone arch ways iaon railings. This decorative
boundary created a contrast to the plain, flatdacdesign of the houses. Another
common characteristic of each area which was alddest in A03 was the
cladding/finish of the houses facades. Plasterfpaas the finishing effect on each
of the sample houses, each selecting pastel tonesiat including pale yellow,

cream and white.

Houses A03-1 and A03-5 held the most common andasicharacteristics of both

facade design and architectural style. Each hoastaimed dominant features such
as large front balconies, exterior columns andsstepding to the entrance, large
openings and pitched roofs. Each house was unigsgyie and was large in scale.

The largest of which was 550 metre squares (A03-1).

The fourth sample area (A04) consists of the remgid houses. The density of this
area is the least compact and generally sparsglatian to the proximity of houses
(See Figure 15 showing location of houses in AG&ncak Street is the name of the

main, dominant street of A04 in which all the saeipbuses branch from.

Within this area, all the houses except for AO4elato 3 storey villas. A04-4 is the

second bungalow type of dwelling out of the 25 slemmuses. Although being

different to other sample houses in relation tdesead floor numbers, reoccurring
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and similar characteristics can also been seerd#4A These being element such as
pitched roofs, external columns and large openfiogssurrounding terraces. This
particular house is the smallest in scale when @mg it to all the other 24 sample

houses.

The other sample houses in A04 are large in sealgimg from 250 to 340 metres
square. Results from the site inspection showet] timike other houses from A01,
A02 and A03, sample houses in A0O4 are more uniguenvanalyzing architectural
style and design characteristics in general. Algfiovarious similarities such as the
re-occurring roof style and facade design are ewjddifferences in the visual

relationship between the sample houses vary.

10 out of the total 25 sample houses featured airaittrance definitions. These were
defined by extending cantilevers which were sumabitby exterior columns with
three steps leading to the front door. The remgidii sample houses entrances were
defined in similar ways with larger scale more daamit cylindrical columns with®1

floor balconies providing a roof covering the entra area.
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AD4-1

AREA 4

B
ﬂ Sancak Street

. Orkide Street

Figure 15:Map of A04 — Showing location of sample housesr@agSource: Google Earth, 2012;
Photos by the researcher, 2012)

Sample house A04-2 shows the most unique charstitsriof both facade design
and architectural style compared to others in tiea.alhese differences can be seen
in the design of curved facades, variation of rogie (both pitched and flat),
complex plan layout and use of dynamic forms. HOAB4-3, on the other hand, has
similar characteristics and layout to many of thheo sample houses in the

previously mentioned areas.
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These characteristics include; similar entrancendmin of exterior columns with
steps leading to the front door, flat plasteredifpéacade finishing, large openings,
long front balconies and simple additions for dation. Other characteristic features
such as well maintained gardens and surroundin¢s wadre also evident in A04.

Two out of the four houses in this area also hachpg swimming pools.

After the site inspection of all four sample area$ouses were selected from each
area (AO01. A02. A03. A04) in which the data colegtfrom these 12 samples have
been presented into tables comparing the mainlslethithe respondents past and

returned environment.
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Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: 286 Langhedge Lane,
Edomonton, North London, United
Kinadonr

House Owner: Eren Derya
Address: No 1 St.Hilarian Sokak, Yeni gaxici

Built in 1950’s (Approx) 100m2
End of terrace 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen, Lounge, Back and

Built in 1998 (Approx) 220m2 front Garde
4 Bedrooms, 1 family bathroom, 1ensuite bathrooaft $pace, Kitchen, Masonry brick structure, Pitched roof with
Utility room, Study, Lounge, Downstairs WC, Singjarage ?Agﬁ;{:gf‘ Double cavity walls and

Reinforced concrete frame system, cinder blocksyalsulation, plaster
and paint facade finish, Pitched roof, red Ceratitas.

Figure 16: House portfolio from A02 showing past and retureegironment



Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: 57 Court Farm road,
Mottingham, South London, United

Built in 1930’s (Approx) 210m2

Semi detached 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen extension, Lounge,
Dining, room, downstairs WC, garage, loft

House Owner: Turgay Cemal
Address: No 15 Sancak Sokak, Yenig@aici

Built in 2004 (Approx) 300m2 space

4 Bedrooms, 2 bathrooms, dreSSing room, KItCheﬂII)Utoom, I|V|ng Masonry brick stucture, H|pped & p|tched

room, downstairs WC, study, dining area, open galeea, double roof with slate tiles, Double cavity walls

garage. and insulation. Pebble dash and plaster
. . and paint finishing. Exposed wooden

Reinforced concrete frame system, breeze blocksyyalhster and paint beams painted black.

facade finish, hipped roof, red Ceramic tiles, egteconcrete columns.

Figure 17: House portfolio from AO4 showing past and retureegironment
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Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: 255 Great Cambridge road,
Enfield, North London, United Kingdom

Built in 1930’s (Approx) 130m2

Semi detached 4 bedroom, loft conversion,
Family bathroom, Kitchen, Lounge,

Dining, room, conservatory

House Owner: Sevcan Ozalp
Address: No 19 Yunus Emre Sokak, YenigBnici

Built in 2005 (Approx) 550m2

3 floors, 5 Bedrooms, 4 bathrooms, Loft converskKitchen, Utility Masonry brick stucture, Hipped roof with
room, 2 living rooms, downstairs WC, study, dinarga, storage room, slate tiles, Double cavity walls and
double garage, swimming pool. insulation. Red tile, pebble dash and

_ _ . _ exposed brick cladding on front facade.
Reinforced concrete frame system, insulation, pteatd paint facade
finish, Pitched roof, red Ceramic tildsterior and exterior marble
columns

Figure 18:House portfolio from A03 showing past and retureadironment
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Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: 64 Oakwood park road,
Southgate, North London, United
Kingdom

House Owner: Zalihe Ekrem

Address: No 5 Mustafa Sitki Sokak, Yenigaii Built in 1930's (Approx) 180m2
Semi detached 3 bedroom, Family

bathroom, Kitchen, Lounge, Dining room

Built in 2002 (Approx) 300m2

3 floors, 4 Bedrooms, 1 family bathroom, 2 enshaéroom, Loft
conversion, Kitchen, Utility room, winter room, sarar room, Balcony
at front of house

Masonry brick stucture, Hipped roof with
slate tiles, Double cavity walls and
insulation. Red tile cladding on front

Reinforced concrete frame system, insulation, pfeatd paint facade facade

finish, Pitched & hipped roof, red Ceramic tiles.

Figure 19:House portfolio from A03 showing past and retureadironment
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Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: 1151 Great Cambridge Rd,
Enfield, United Kingdom.

Built in 1930’s (Approx) 120m2
Semi detached 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, kitchen, living room, dining
room, garage.

House Owner: Aliye Alban
Address: No 22 Orkide Sokak, Yeni gazici

Built in 2009 (Approx) 290m2

2 floors, 3 Bedrooms, family bathroom, Kitchen,lititiroom, downstairs Masonry brick stucture, pitched roof, wall
WC, dining room, day room, living room and swimmingpl. and loft insulation

Reinforced concrete frame system, plaster and fegatle finish, pitched
and flat roofs with red ceramic tiles.

Figure 20:House portfolio from A04 showing past and retureadironment



Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: Bow Cresent, Central London,
United Kingdom

House Owner: Acar Remzi Built in 1920’s  (Approx) 130m2

Address: No 20 Yunus Emre Sokak, YenigBnigi End of terrace 2 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen, Lounge, downstairs

WC and small loft space.

Built in 2004 (Approx) 370m2
Bungalow, 3 Bedrooms, 3 bathrooms, open plan livoggn, dining Masonry brick stucture, pitched roof with

room, kitchen, Utility room, study, games room atalage room. slate tiles, Double cavity walls and
insulation. Exposed brick facade.

Figure 21:House portfolio from A03 showing past and retureadironment



Returned Environment Past Environment

Built in 1930’s (Approx) 130m2
End of terrace 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen extension, Lounge,

Dining room.

Built in 2001 (Approx) 250m2
3 floors, Loft conversion, 4 Bedrooms, family bathm, Winter room, Masonry brick stucture, pitched roof with
Formal living room, Kitchen & dining room, downstshower room, slate tiles, Double cavity walls and
double garage, balconies. insulation. Pebble dash and red ceramic

. . _ tile finishing. Bay winwos and glass
Reinforced concrete frame system, cinder blocksyaliaster and paint portch.
facade finish, pitched roofs, red Ceramic tilessbtary brick fire place
breast

Figure 22:House portfolio from A01 showing past and retureadironment



Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: Lonsdale Avenue, Edmonton,
North London, United Kingdom

Built in 1940’s (Approx) 130m2

Middle of terrace 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen extension, Day room,
formal lounge, loft conversion, downstairs

House Owner: Canev Baykal
Address: No 4 Edison Sokak, Yeni gzici

Built in 2002 (Approx) 220m2 WC

2 floors, 4 Bedrooms, family bathroom + ensuiternfal living room, Masonry brick stucture, pitched roof.

Kitchen, study, downstairs shower room, single gey®edroom Pebble dash and exposed masonry brick

balconies, front and back terraces and a swimmaad p finishing. Bay windows and portch for
entrance.

Reinforced concrete frame system, cinder blocksyalaster and paint
facade finish, pitched roofs.

Figure 23:House portfolio from A01 showing past and retureadironment



Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: Palmers Green, North London,
United Kingdom

Built in 1930’s (Approx) 120m2
Semi detached 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen extension, Lounge,
Dining room. Open plan.

House Owner: Emine Mustafa
Address: No 12 Ankara Sokak, Yeni gxzici

Built in 1993 (Approx) 220m2

4 Bedrooms, 2 bathrooms, living room, Kitchen &idg room, Masonry brick stucture, pitched roof with
downstairs WC, garage, Utility room. grey slate tiles, Double cavity walls and
insulation. Pebble dash and red ceramic
. . — . tile finishing. Bay winwos and glass
Reinforced concrete frame system, plaster and fesatle finish, pitched portch. Exposed brick on corners.
roofs, red Ceramic tiles.

Figure 24:House portfolio from A02 showing past and retureadironment
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Returned Environment Past Environment

Address: 82 little heath road, Croydon,
South London, United Kingdom

Built in 1920’s (Approx) 125m2

Semi detached 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen, Lounge, Dining room,
downstairs WC, garage.

House Owner: Janel Formoza
Address: No 41 Sancak Sokak, Yenig@aici

Built in 2007 (Approx) 340m2

4 Bedrooms, 2 bathrooms, living room, winter roaiay room, Kitchen Masonry brick stucture, pitched roof with

& utility room, downstairs WC, garage, Loft conviers, swimming pool, maroon slate tiles, Double cavity walls and

balconies. insulation. Pebble dash and exposed
masonry brick finishing. Masonary brick

Reinforced concrete frame system, brick walls,tplaand paint facade chimney.

finish, pitched roof with timber frame and woodéadding, red Ceramic

tiles.

Figure 25:House portfolio from A04 showing past and retureadironment



Returned Environment Past Environment

SR

Address: 67 Rowan Tree Road, Enfield
Town, North London, United Kingdom

Built in 1940’s (Approx) 140m2

Semi detached 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, Kitchen, Lounge, Down stairs
WC, garage conversion

House Owner: Erem Avni
Address: No 3 St.Hilarian Sokak, Yeni gaxici

Built in 2003 (Approx) 280m2

4 Bedrooms, 1 family bathroom, 2 ensuite bathrodrak;onies for each
bedroom, Kitchen, Utility room, Study, formal lowgydownstairs WC, 2
Day rooms, pool maintenance room and dressingrbasement level)

Masonry brick stucture, Pitched roof with
ceramic tiles, Double cavity walls and
insulation.

Reinforced concrete frame system, cinder blocksyadiof insulation,
plaster and paint facade finish, Hipped & flat romfange curved ceramic
tiles.

Figure 26:House portfolio from A02 showing past and retureadironment



Returned Environment Past Environment

AULiEAEAAbEARLY QlHHHHHOH

Address: Winchmore Hill, North London,
United Kingdom.

Built in 1930’s (Approx) 140m2

House Owner: Mustafa Mehmet

Address: No 5 Guzel Yurt Sokak, Yeni Bici Semi detached 3 bedroom, Family
bathroom, downstairs WC, extended

Kitchen, formal living room, TV room,

Built in 1998 (Approx) 320m2 garage/work area.

2 floors, 4 Bedrooms, family + ensuite bathroonstaps gallery/landing Masonry brick stucture, pitched roof,
area, kitchen, utility room, downstairs WC, forn@ainge, dayroom, pebble dash cladding, exposed brick,
study and double garage exposed tudor beams.

Reinforced concrete frame system, plaster and fegatle finish. Cinder
block bricks.

Figure 27:House portfolio from A01 showing past and retureedironment
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4.7.2 Results of Questionnaire Survey

In total 25 semi-structured questionnaires were pietad by each of the sample
house owners, whose ages ranged between 42 toaé® gkl (Demographics chart
provided in Table 1, Chapter 4.6.2), from the fgetected areas within the Yeni
Bogazici region between"7of May 2012 and the Dof June 2012. Results of the

structured questionnaire survey are presentedlaggrovided in Appendices C.

The results of this questionnaire survey represetitat before officially returning
back to Northern Cyprus to live in Yeni Bawici, 92% of respondents had
previously visited Northern Cyprus, expect for aainfew (8%). A further 50% of
the participants stated that they used to visittion Cyprus every year until they
finally emigrated. The highest percentage showatl4B% of the participants chose

to return to Northern Cyprus due to lifestyle aiméicial reasons.

Out of the 25 selected participants from the fampgle areas many had returned and
lived in Northern Cyprus for a minimum of 3 yearglaa maximum of 12 years (See
Table 2).

Table 3. Amount of years participants have lived in YenigBpici Village.

Years of Living in Region N=23 %
3 years 2 8
4 years 1 4
5 years 5 20
6 years 6 24
7 years 2 8
8 years 5 20
9 years 2 8
10 years 0 0
11 years 0 0
12 years 2 8
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Previously site inspection studies showed that igdiiyeall of the 25 sample houses
were large in scale in terms of square metres [a&ée 3). Controversially, during
the questionnaire survey 16% of the participarasyad they were not satisfied with

the size of their house as it was in fact too big.

Table 4.Size in square metre of the Yeni@aici Sample houses.

Square Metre of the House | N=25 %
120-160 sm 1 4
160-200 sm 4 16
200-240 sm 6 24
240-280 sm 5 20
280-320 sm 4 16
320-360 sm 3 12
360-above sm 2 8

Some of the participants mentioned that they wddde preferred to live in the
same house, but a smaller version. A female ppaiitisaid:
“When first designing the house | wanted to havgehuarge rooms and
many of them! But after living here for over 5 ygalve realized it was a

mistake to make the rooms so big as it has turmieda waste of space which
could have been used for other purposes.” (Femalgears.)

All of the houses located in the sample areas wetached 1/2/3 storey houses with
private gardens and surrounding walls. Over 50%hef sample houses were 2
storeys, with a further 36% being 3 storeys highsmall percentage (32%) of the
total sample houses had had loft conversions doledaft space available. Out of
the 25 samples, 60% were 4 bedroom houses, 28%3hhddrooms with the

remaining 12% consisting of 5 bedrooms.
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The structural systems of all of the houses weirdarced concrete skeletal frame
with solid brick walls and reinforced concrete flaslabs. 92% of the 25 sample
houses exterior facades were rendered with plastdr paint, with a small 8%

featuring natural cut stone.

During the site inspection survey, it was observbdt similar patterns of

ornamentation and a minimalist approach to deamratiere evident throughout the
25 sample houses. Many participants of the quesioa survey explained that they
intentionally did not want to cover exterior facadeith complicated detailing and
cladding. Although a small number chose to incaapomatural cut stone to the

facades it still did not become the most domineatures.
Over 56% of the sample houses were constructed piithed/gable roofs, many
claimed that this style was preferred due to tlspaadents’ previous environments

also containing this style of roof.

Table 5.Showing roof types of 25 sample houses.

Roof type of House N=25 %
Flat roof 0 0
Gable/pitched Roof 14 56
Hipped Roof 7 28
Mansard Roof 0 0
Other 4 16

Other features such as heating and cooling systeens also asked about in the
questionnaire. 60% of sample houses contained an b place, with a further
40% installing central heating systems. A high petage of participants also

claimed that they had installed water boilers.
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A female participant stated that:
“It was vital for me to have central heating antha water boiler system
installed in my house, after living in England fl those years being used
to home comforts like them were important. Althbughen we first built
the house central heating was not available i so it was later added.”
(Female, 56 years)
Environmental aspects were also focused on in tiestgpnnaire. The format for this
section was different to the previous questions diis part, pre-set statements were
given to the respondents asking them to selectnawexr which best reflected their

response. Likert scale answers such as; strongbeaggree, undecided, disagree

and strongly disagree were provided.

It showed that well over 60% of participants weaissied with the location of their
house. In terms of whether or not the chosen anebuilding had reached the house
owners expectations showed that 64% agreed wishsthtement and a further 20%
strongly agreed with this idea. Many respondendiécated that the area which their
house was built in included many positive aspectschv attracted them to this
region. Many described the area as quiet, peaeefdlattractive due to the close

proximity of the sea and coastal beaches.

Issues such as accessibility to the sample areahb@uses were also analyzed. 56%
of respondents’ claimed that they agreed that themes were easily accessible,
24% strongly agreed with this statement, whilst ity@aining 20% disagreed. This
small percentage of respondents’ who disagreethethithat when their houses were
originally built, accessibility was not an issuewias only until after the installation

of the dual carriage main road that problems begamcur.
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When asked whether the respondents’ thought eithieeir houses were their ideal
homes or not, over 52% agreed whilst 36% strongjseed with this statement.
Many of the respondents’ claimed that whilst desigriheir house, the concept of it
being their ‘ideal’ or ‘dream’ home was a main tactAll design criteria and

decisions were made according to their personalemmeces and needs, which

explains the high percentage of respondents’ aggeeith this statement.

Interior space qualities were also discussed with participants during the
questionnaire survey whereas with 56% of respomsdetated that the interior
qualities of their homes were sufficient and sgigf with a further 28% strongly
agreed with this and a small 16% disagreed clainsmge interior spaces were not

sufficient enough.

A female participant said:
“When designing our house, some interior spaces @uns seemed
necessary, however after living in the house f@rdyv years, some of those
spaces are never used and their functions havedmegged from the original
plan.” (Female, 47 years)

In general 32% of the respondents stated that e happy with the finalized

design of their homes and 60% strongly agreed with statement with a small

number (8%) disagreeing.

4.7.3 Results of Interview Survey

From the 25 sample houses 12 respondents’ paticipa structured-interviews

(See Appendix B). 3 respondents from each of tlageds were selected and were

chosen according to the availability and choic@aticipation by the house owner.

Each interview lasted for approximately 45 minutean hour.
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Unlike the semi-structured questionnaire survetgrinews allowed the researcher to

gain a detail insight to the respondents’ pastremvnent.

With the aim of gaining a detailed insight to thescific user profiles past and
returned environments this interview provided infation which enabled the
researcher to analyze many important factors tga@upguestions and research

objectives of this study.

These important factors were the key to researchimg understanding the key

objectives. Issues such as the following wereiattussed in the in-depth interviews.

Reasons for returning to Northern Cyprus
» Design principles and criteria of owner

» Facade design

e Spatial qualities of interior and exterior

» Construction and roof types

* Environmental issues

* Accessibility

» Street/area characteristics

* Available services

Firstly, each of the respondents was asked to ibesttreir returned environment and
old house which they lived in. Later, the responglenere asked to express opinions
about their current houses, as many of them desttibeir current dwelling to be

their ‘ideal’ and ‘dream home’.
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Each of the respondents also described their apprimadesigning and building their
current houses. One female participant said:
“Whilst moving back to Cyprus, it was easy to decidhere to build our
house as we had previously bought land in the Begazici region. Due to
lifestyle and financial reasons the move to Cypmas a chance to create a
new life, living in different conditions and in aolise | had always dreamt
about. Although | liked my old house in Englande thpportunity to create
and build a house customized for me was an ideadl dlways wanted to
achieve.” (Female, 50)
This became a common response from all the resptsds they suggested that the
move to Northern Cyprus would be an opportunitylive a different life, under
conditions which they desired. Another respondart:s
“My past environment was suitable for me only besgallearnt to adapt to
the area and style of house, however in Cyprusetivesis no need for
adaptation as it was a house built accustomed toewrygs.” (Male, 46)
When discussing issues such as limitations andittonsl of the respondents’ past
environments, many described how the regulatiorts rastrictions of housing in
England, UK meant that they were confined in exgirgspersonal preferences and
unique qualities to their homes. The sense of ree@nd opportunity to design

according to the respondents own personal preferevas a common factor and

reason behind moving to Northern Cyprus.

A male participant stated:

“Houses in London, especially in the area whiclivéd in all looked the
same; it was hard to tell the houses apart. Thelytha same plan layout,
facade design and general look. If you wanted t&aréhanges you would
have to apply to the local council which would grgou permission to make
certain changes, sometimes this would be refusedieMer when designing
our house in Yeni Bgazici up to a certain extent, we could do what we
wanted. The freedom to design with lack of restiitd enabled us to design
a house we always wanted.” (Male, 50)
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Important factors such as designing a house whiak unique and personalized
according to the respondents own preference coaldhk influential reasoning
behind each of the sample houses being differeetitth other. The plots in which
each of the sample houses are located in are radirgkty of a large scale. Therefore

the respondents were also able to design theirehacsording to this.

When asked about important requirements the dedigime house should have, size

and proportion was a common factor described byym@inthe respondents. A

female participant said:
“Coming from a small house in England, | wantedntake sure that my
house in Cyprus would make up for the difficultiefaced with size issues
and cramp conditions. Along with the freedom toigiesour plot was big so |
was able to design many large rooms. | wanted thusédnto have an airy and
open feel towards it. | also wanted to have bigneasimply because | was
able to due to the large amount of space availafftemale, 42)

Many of the respondents’ past environments beinglai in relation to scale, (all

approximately ranging between 100 to 130 metre reg)iashared the same views

about including many large and open rooms for thew house in their returned

environment. As one explained:
“My house in the UK only had three bedrooms whicswot ideal, so when
designing my house in Cyprus the opportunity tateas much rooms as |
wanted influenced me in the decision to have 5dimas some of which are
now used as guest bedrooms for relatives that domasit on holiday.”
(Male, 47)

In fact 60% of respondents’ houses returned enmemts had 4 bedrooms with a

further 12% containing 5 bedrooms. Information gadid from the respondents’ past

environment showed that 88% of respondents’ howsese 3 bedroom semi

detached houses, with the remaining few contaiding2 bedrooms.
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Controversially, as mentioned before, a small nundieespondents’ claimed that

they were not happy with the size of their curfemtises as they were in fact too big!
They further argued that if they had a chance twsttact these houses again, they
would design much smaller houses due to the reasatsas; un-used rooms, wrong

functions or generally rooms being too big.

Others, on the other hand (92%), were satisfiedhampgpy about the size and scale of

their houses.

Previously it was observed during the site inspectiurvey that aesthetical qualities
and exterior facades of the sample houses werghédi with plaster and paint. It is
also investigated that many of the houses weretguhim different colours. The
selection of colour choice was described by manghefrespondents’ to be down to
personal preference. One house owner said:
“Regulations in the UK of meant that you werenoaled to change the
appearance of the front facade. It was only possiblthe house had a
cladding type of pebble dash in which you were ablpaint it in a choice of
very few colours in order to follow the rules set the local council.
However in Cyprus we were not restricted to a s$ielec and decided to
paint the house in orange and white, purely becauesege is my favourite
colour!” (Male, 52)
Analysis from the site inspection provided visugldence in defining the facade
qualities and characteristics. The structured-imgr provided reasoning and an
understanding in why the houses were designedan auway. Many of the facades
were bare, with little decoration and can be cldss® a general characteristic for

these particular respondents as a large total % 8Rose this minimalist style of

facade design.

97



Entrance definition and large opening were als@mmon choice of many of the
sample houses. Relating to the analysis of theorelmts’ past environment,

suggests that window and door sizes were all stdratad of regular size.

Many of the respondents’ described that when desigtheir houses, large and
ample openings such as big windows, double fit dafcdoors and big front

entrances were amongst the design criteria. Onecylar house owner described
that the concept and orientation of the house wafigured according to these large
openings in order to create a strong bond/relatipnbetween the outdoor/indoor

environments.

A high percentage of respondents’ also explainednieed for creating airy, bright
and open rooms which reflected the reasoning behstdlling numerous and large
openings. Many of the sample houses also contaiaege balconies which
surrounded the houses, some however varied in aarding to personal
preference. One female participant said:
“We didn’t want to create these massive balconibglvwould hardly ever
be used, they are a nice feature to have, howegewanted everyone to
spend more time outside in the garden rather tipatairs on the balconies.”
(Female, 55)
Interestingly many participants explained how thegretted building so many large

balconies as they were hardly ever used (mainlgdlsituated on the first floor) and

could have been used for a different function.
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Over 50% of the sample houses were constructed pitithed roofs. When asking
the respondents reasoning behind this roof typecgeh, many stated that although
some of the houses in Cyprus also have pitcheds ribadir past environments in

England, UK all had pitched roofs and they liked #esthetic qualities of this type.

One male participant said:
“My old house in England featured a very dominatstgep pitched roof
which gave a lot of character to the building affdated it's all round look. |
wanted to produce the same effect with my hous€yiprus so | have here
also built this type of roof.” (Female, 43)

Other respondents also claimed they were influeryethe previous structures in

their past environment. Many also explained howy tiisliked flat roofs and thought

the pitched roof style was aesthetically most pleps

100% of all the sample houses were detached \a@h plot being surrounded by

boundary defining walls. These walls not only safed the individual plots but also

provided security and privacy for the owners. A &ehouse owner said:
“My old house in England had a small back garded arfront area which
was only big enough for parking. The garden wasddroff on all four sides
which meant the public could not see into our gaydievanted to achieve the
same effect here to provide both security and pyiv®ur swimming pool is
situated at the back of the house with high fen@nd foliage. The English
culture being very private and distant from strasgeore off on us after
living there for so many years hence the importagoen to privacy.”
(Female, 43)

Along with the surrounding walls, every sample leoiusall four areas consisted of

well maintained gardens with over 40% of the housm#aining grass lawns. One

respondent explained reasoning behind this as:
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“The hot weather in Cyprus was a positive factod amas one which
influenced our move, the constant bad weather igldfrd meant we spent a
lot of time indoors and not a lot of time was sp@nbur garden. Because of
this the garden of our new house was importanteaknew we would be able
to spend most of our time outside! Therefore makirigoks attractive and
designing areas where we could lounge and also frotwvas important for
us. Having a grass lawn was also very importattipabh the maintenance is
hard it is defiantly worth having and defiantly madl reminder of England
for us!” (Male, 54)
At the beginning of the interview when asking thartigipants to explain their
returned environments and main criteria for desigany started off explaining
similar issues which are explained in the previpaiagraphs. However, respondents
also stated that internal elements such as cdmeting systems, combi-boilers and

having fire-places were also important to thentli@image of an ‘ideal home’.

40% of the respondents explained they had cengalirhg installed which was an
important criteria when designing their house. @oese owner said:
“When we first built the house central heating was installed, we just had
under floor heating, however as time went by | eisshe central heating

comforts that | had lived with in England so we ided to add it to our
house.” (Female, 42)

During the interview, respondents also mentionesliithe importance of installing
hot water systems to their current houses, agéating to their past environments in
England, UK where 100% of the sample houses hadctirinbi boiler system. The
respondents rated these elements as importantlandstated that they have seen

them as a necessity for comfort and everyday life.
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After collecting information about both the respents’ past and returned houses
including information such as understanding factofsdesign issues, personal
requirements, influential elements, design decsiand aesthetical qualities,

environmental factors also needed to be analyzed.

When asking questions about the respondents’ mduemvironments many of the
responses were similar. In general the respondauggested that this particular
region of the Yeni Bgazici village was a pleasant area to live in. dtsation and
general characteristics were attractive and infteenthe respondents to build their
houses here. As a location, being in a house shelbse to the sea was also a factor

many of the respondents mentioned about.

Transport links was also a common issue which wssudsed by the respondents
during the interview. All four sample areas beingcdted along the main
Gazima@usa-Karpaz road meant that it was situated inyfailbse proximity to the
centre of the Yeni Bgazici village, a 10 minute drive to the Gazjgjuaa city and
linked to the other regions leading to the Karpagian, which was another positive

factor the respondents liked about the area.

When comparing the respondents’ past environm@&7 of them described their
returned environment as being completely differéiifie densely packed streets
found in London, UK are a complete comparison ® \tast open spaces found in
Northern Cyprus. One Male participant said:
“The area we used to live in England was very credydt was close to the
centre of London so traffic and congestion produteshy problems within

the area. All the houses in our street were sertactied so it felt very
cramped and you always felt you were being ovegdolProblems like this
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influenced us to build our house in an area outsidéhe main towns or
cities and also away from the centre of the villaéhough now this area is
becoming more and more developed it is still no wagr as cramped as in
England!” (Female, 55)

Many of the respondents described their returnedr@amment as quiet, peaceful,

private and in general a nice place to live inafemale participant point:
“When we first built our house in 1998, there wasdly any other houses
surrounding us, there wasn’t even a market nedrg. was defiantly one of
the reasons we chose to build our house here. dtextremely quiet and
peaceful unlike our previous environment in Londamch was very noisy
and crowded. Even though now, many additions haen lmade to the area
such as shops and many more houses it is stillca piace to live in.
Although it was very empty when we first built heitewasn’t too far away
from the village centre and the town so the locaiMas perfect.” (Female,
49)

Although 90% of the comments made by the resposdardut the four sample areas

were positive some negative issues relating toasamttivities were commonly

mentioned as being unsatisfactory. From the desmng given of the respondents’

past environments, many social activities and pulbdicilities were available.

Facilities such as sports centres, cinemas, shgppemtres, pubs and restaurants

were all in close proximity of their past houses.

However in the respondents’ returned environmdétiet are few facilities and fewer
options for social life. The services provided ire tarea and small convenience
shops, a pharmacy, a few restaurants and a pé&tmrs Although opportunities for
social factors are missing some respondents claithat this was one of the

beneficial factors for them building their housedhe area.
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Chapter 5

CONCLUSION

This study was set out to explore and gain an migig people’s aesthetic responses
to their returned environment and to investigatetivar peoples past environments

influenced them when moving to their current (read) location.

Influential architectural movements focused onha previous chapters such as the
Modernist Movement, being one of the most domiraanhitectural philosophies of
the last century, showed the developments andenfial factors concerning housing
and the built environment. It was due to this pdolphy that the neglect and refusal
of acknowledging symbolic meanings and persondepgaces showed a weakness
in housing design, proving that the architects $acli only on the functional
requirements of the users. However recent resesrshewed that, issues such as
personal, social, psychological and cultural rafees that were not included in the
Modernist designs, were vital in producing architee that would be accepted and
satisfactory for human beings. Furthermore, recesgarch in environmental design
also indicates that the ability and opportunity farmans to attach a meaning to
architecture including desired forms and persoddltens are equally important for
a satisfactory design and to allow the symbolingigon of a house becoming a

‘home’.
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Based on an extensive analysis, a selected regfoimoasing developments
constructed in the Yeni Bazici, Gazimgusa region provided evidence of common
architectural features and design which was ideadti&s typical and belonged to the
specific user group of this study, that are Brit@3ypriots who have returned to live
in Northern Cyprus after living in England, UK feeveral years. These common
architectural features and preferences were ewutiirough three types of field
investigations, such as site inspection surveyshefselected case studies, semi-
structured questionnaires by all sample responderdsstructured interviews in each

of the four sample areas.

According to the results of the site inspection veyr and semi-structured
questionnaire, general characteristics of the esachple houses were identified as;
large scale properties with well maintained gardexusrounding boundary walls,
plaster/painted and/or ornamented facade desitatsarid/or curved plan layouts,
pitched roofs with clay or shingle tiles, minor deative features mainly bare

looking walls and large openings.

With the aid of the structured interviews, deterimgnwhat role and to what extent
did the past environments of the respondents’ plagfluencing their houses in their
present (returned) environment, proved to be a datimg factor. After analyzing

both the past and returned environments, issuds asistrict regulations and rules
from the respondents’ past environment enabled thermesign and reflect their

personal preferences within their returned envireninin different ways.
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The issue of freedom to design was an importantadtrective aspect for this user
group as it provided opportunities to break awaynfrthe rules and regulations and
build a house in which many described as theiraiideome. The ability to reflect
their personality and status onto the design of theuses without being restricted
was a commonly discussed issue throughout alldhgke areas. The opportunity to
also include aspects such as functions or persmuhlieatures which their past
environment lacked or did not have enabled themndude these desired elements
in their returned environment. This can be clasagedne of the most influential
factors of which role the respondents past envieminplayed in their returned
location.

In addition to these, some architectural featurbgkvwere evident in respondents’
past environments, such as the pitched roofs, tisgpmsed yellow or red masonry
brick on the facade design etc. of many Englishskepwere shown to be influential
and sentimental factors for many of the participatfter living in England, UK,
lifestyle and cultural issues were also played ifgant factors for many of the
respondents. Through the interviews, it was datedhthat the style of the English
culture inflicted upon this particular group of pé® made its mark by influencing
some of their design decisions as described abogeegen and let them to settle
their houses within close proximities which formsticeable clusters in the sample

environment.

Elements of turning a house into a ‘home’ was peeckand translated by this user

group through the addition of personal and symbel&nents such as shape of the
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roofs, decorative facade elements and minor stolae+ wall surfaces which were

also evident in their past environments.

The evidence of well-maintained gardens includimgsg lawns was also another
aspect which featured in many of the houses. Téikeats to the culture of an
‘English garden’ which many respondents valued wadted to re produce in their

returned environment.

The evidence collected, shows how this particutsar @yroups aesthetic preferences
and lifestyles inflicted upon architecture are @iéint to others situated in the same
location. Compared to other houses such as thosedwand designed by Turkish
Cypriots, the differences in preferences are easilyceable. On the basis of all of
these findings, it is possible to claim that notyothe physical elements, but
symbolic elements in reference to the past envientror life style, plays significant
role through the process of turning a house intocane” which was the case of this

study.
5.1 Recommendations for Further Research

On the basis of the findings of this study, thédi@ing suggestions can be made for
further researches:

This study focused on aesthetic responses of Briigpriots to their returned
environment through the process of turning a hontsea ‘home’, and to what role
their past environment played in influencing theiresent (returned) location.
Following this study, other researchers could bedocted by using the same
principle of focusing on a specific user group d&adifferent nationality) which have

also returned to their home country after livingesVhere for several years.
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In addition to these, other research such as whétleee elements and processes of
turning a house into a ‘home’ could also be studipdn by determining these
elements relating to other actors of the processh s professional architects or
conductors in order to examine their behavioursarolw the aesthetic demands of the

users.
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Appendix A: Sample of Questionnaire Survey

Personal preferences relating to design aesthetio§ housing units from past and
returned environments within the Yenibggazici Region, 2012.

PERSONAL INFORMATION

Name
Address

Age

Gender. Male |:| FemaID

Place of Birth:

Marital Status: Married |  Divorcd | sind ] Other |

Education qualification:

Occupation:

Family Origin:

Q1) How many years did you live in the United Kingdm for? years.
Q2) did you ever visit or stay in Northern Cyprus kefore you immigrated?

Yes:[ | Noj | Ifyes approxinigteow many times?

Q3) what were the main reasons for previously vidgitig Northern Cyprus?

Work:[ |  Leisurd ] Visiting famil{ | Other: [ ]

Q4) for what reasons did you decide to immigrate ttNorthern Cyprus?

Financial:|:| Lifestyle|:| Educati|:| WorkD RetiremelD
Other:

RETURNED ENVIRONMENT
Q5) How many years have you lived in Northern Cyprs for? Years.
Q6) how many family members live in this house? Members.

Q7) what year was the house built in?
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PHYSICAL / FORMAL CHARACTERISTICS
Q8) approximately how many metre squares is your hgse?

90-120m2: I:I 120-150m|:| 150:m@: I:I 180-210m|:|

Other: |:| m2

Q9) Are you satisfied with the size of your house?

Yes:|:| Nd:|

Q10) How many rooms does your house contain?
Bedrooms:
Bathrooms:
Living rooms:
Study:
Kitchens:_
Dining room:____
Other:

Q11) what were the main reasons behind having thisertain amount and
functional type of rooms?

Q12) How many floors does your house have? _ floors.
Q13) Does your house have a basement?

Yes: |:| No|:| If so please nafme t
function:

Q14) Does your house have a loft conversion or ugse loft space?

Yes: |:| No:|:| If so please naime
function:

GARDEN & OUTDOOR SPACE

Q15) How many balconies does your house have? balconies.
Q16) Do you use these balconies on a regular basis?

Yes:[ ] Nd_]

Q17) Does your house have ground floor terraces?

Yes: |:| No|:| If yes please edime
function:
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Q18) Does your house have a private garden?

Yes:|:| No|:| If yes, wheretisituated? Back:|:| Frd:| Si:[

Surroundindj

If yes please select its function and what it corgta
% Play area for children: |:|

» Planting flowers and trees: |:|

% Vegetable and fruit: [ ]

% Swimming pool & lounging areD

+« Drive way and access paths: |:|

«+ Other:

Q19) what is the main floor finishing in your garden?

Hard surface| | Softsurfa | ot |

Please note what these finishing’s are:

Q20) Do you have any extra or featural aspects iroyr garden?: (e.g. water
features, semi open areas etc):

Q21) is your house surrounded by a boundary definigp wall?
Yes| | N ] If yeshat is the main purpose for this wall?

Privacy:|:| Decorative Purpose{j eCLSity:|:| Personal additid:|
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FACADE DESIGN

Q22) what form of exterior ornamentation does youthouse haveqe.g glass
blocks, additional structural elements, artisteneénts, frame work)

Q23) What is the main finishing material on the exrior of your house?:

Plaster & PainD Stone Claddi||:| Concrete|:| Natural cut st0|:|

Other:|:|

If other please state what the material is:

Q24) If your house is painted please state the caoloand reason for your
selection

CONSTRUCTION MATERIALS

Q25) what roof type does your house have?

Flat roof: |:| Gable ROOD HirmpBoof:D Mansard Roo|:|

AN R

Gable Roof Mansard Roof

Q26) What is the main roof covering material of youhouse?
Red ceramic tilq:| Curved ceramic t|:| |iTwed Slate|:| Other]:|
Q27) What is the main construction material of yourhouse?

Reinforced concret|:| Masonry BriD StoneD
Other:

Q28) Does your house have any of the following h&ag & cooling systems?:

Fire place:

Central heating:
Sky lights:

Under floor heating
Water Boiler:
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ENVIRONMENTAL ASPECTS

In order to answer the following questions pleaderrto the table below and mark
which comment best represents your answer.

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Undecided

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

| am satisfied with the location of

my house

The area satisfies my lifestyle
requirements

In terms of social activities the
surrounding environment meets
my needs

The area has reached my
expectations for choosing to bui
my house here

My house is easily accessible

I am happy with the maintenanc
provided by the areas
municipality

This is my ideal house

| am generally happy with the
area and environment | live in

The size of my house meets my
family’s needs

The interior space qualities are
sufficient and satisfying

| like the aesthetic qualities of the

exterior facades

The exterior qualities of the hou
were unique compared to otherg
in the area

UJ

| have good relations with the
neighbours in the area

I am happy with finished design
of my house
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Q29) What do you like most about your house?:

Q30) What features of your house would you changedm the original plan?

Q31) Please note any important requirements you imeded when designing
your house(e.g large windows, big entrance doors, large \adaanbig balconies
etc)

Q32) Do you feel your past environment played anyote in designing for your
house in your returned environment?

Yes:|:| Nc|:| If yes please stakat factors influenced you:

Q33) Please note any other important factors you \wh to share about the design
process of your house and reasoning’s behind certadecisions which were
made:
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Appendix B: Results and comments of semi-structurethterviews

Name of house ownerErem Avni

Address of past environment:
67 rowan tree road,

Enfield town,

North London,

ENZ2 8PN

Date of build: In 1940’s
Size of houseApprox 140m2

Rooms in house:

Ground floor: Kitchen dinner, lounge, toilet, garage conversiaa a
dayroom/games room, glass conservatory.

1st floor: three bedrooms (master, 2 medium sized roomspaadamily bathroom

Garden: small back garden enclosed by wooden fence panels andnnyabrick
walls. The back garden consists of mainly grassasdall patio area for seating.
The garden was originally quite big, however aftex addition of the conservatory
there was little space left which made up the lawd patio area.

There was a small front garden used as a drive avaly parking area. The floor
covering was brick and concrete slabs. The frondegawas open and not confined
by any walls, although there was a small flower dth shrubs in it on the corner
which created a small buffer zone. There was &Bmm high wall separating the
drive way and unconsciously providing a border lsm®wing the separation of the
two housing units.

Construction material:
The main construction material of the house was magonry brick. Like many
houses in England it was constructed with a doaalgty wall with insulation.

Formal Characteristics:

The house had a very steep and large pitched atraf)st as if it was touching the
ground which made it a very dominant feature. Qg ldrge pitched structure there
was also a shed type roof extruding out of thetfslape. The front fagade of this
shed roof was covered with tiling and had two wiwdpone for the bedroom and the
other was the bathroom. The roof was covered vathugated slate tiles which were
of similar tones to the masonry brick. The roofsesaprovided covering and
definition for the entrance area to the front d@md was supported by two
cylindrical columns at each corner of the buildiAd). of the windows were double
glazed and small in size. The garage conversiogiwivas turned into a games room
at the front of the house had the biggest windoviciwlook up nearly half of the
front facade. The house had full ventilation andirtige systems which could be
seen through the exterior guttering and vents emlls.
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The house also had central heating and a comlarmjstem for hot and cold water.
External lights were also installed for securitygmses.

Symbolic Characteristics:

The house being a semi detached, fitted in welhwhite surrounding environment.
As it was a dense residential area, many of thesdémilpoked similar. The constant
repetition of steep pitched roofs and masonry bimklding material created
harmony and unity. Even though there were otheesygf houses, such as detached
and one storey units they all seemed to relata¢h ether and held the same type of
aesthetic characteristics. Even if, like this hous#ditions were made it was not
obvious and respected the original features andactex of the building. The
addition of small features such as door numbersging flower baskets, lighting
units and variations in window and door styles peadized the houses and gave the
owner a sense of originality in a very repetitiveaa Ornamentation of the building
is very minimal however cannot be classed as glaato the rich colour and texture
of the exposed masonry brick. The pitched roofrag#g the typical characteristic of
English houses, which in this case is partly medifivith the addition of the separate
shed roof.

Environmental Qualities:

Location: the house is located in a built up anedh® out skirts of the towns centre.
There are many parks and green areas close bysaml walking distance to
Enfield’s largest shopping centre. The house isas#id close to an underground
station which leads straight into the centre ofdam It is located in a very popular
area which provides many opportunities for socitd bnd entertainment. The
immediate environment where the houses are sitlaie@ver is quite cramped and
overlooked.

Environmental Problems:

Being so close to the towns centre, many issuds asiair, noise and waste pollution
were sometimes a problem. It was also very busyhee was constant traffic and
congestion on the roads, especially on the weekandsight times.
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Strongly
Agree

Agree

Undecided

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

| was satisfied with the location
of my house

)

In terms of social activities the
surrounding environment met m
needs

@

The size of my house met my
family’s needs

I

The interior space qualities were
sufficient and satisfying

D

@

| liked the aesthetic qualities
exterior facades

The exterior qualities of the hou
were unique compared to the
others in the area

i
@D

o

This was my ideal house

@

Considering both interior and
exterior qualities | was satisfied
with my house

I
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RETURNED ENVIRONMENT
Name of house ownerErem Avni
Address of Returned environment:
No 3 S.t Hilarian Sokak,
Yenibazazici

Date of build: In 2003
Size of houseApprox 280m2

Rooms in house:

Ground floor: Kitchen, utility room, study, formal lounge, twaylrooms and a
toilet.

First floor: four bedrooms, family bathroom, two ensuite bathme and balconies
for each bedroom.

Basement:Shower and dressing room, pool maintenance rodhat to

Garden: The house has a large surrounding garden. Onessidiesignated for the
drive way and parking which is closed off at thentr with an iron gate. The front
side has mainly soft flooring consisting of grassl dlower beds, whilst the back
garden is the largest part, containing the swimnmogl, outside lounge area,
barbeque facilities and planting. This was purposkine in order to provide as
much privacy as possible. The houses plan is ir-ahape form, which has a
concept of almost wrapping itself around the swimgpool.

“We wanted the house to be orientated in such asthat the pool could be viewed
and accessed from each perspective of each rodmnwiite house. We even wanted
the pool to be visible from the entrance hall. Wanted to create a strong
relationship between the outdoor spaces and theeires the house. The area itself
being close to the sea provided us with the idadwle wanted to be close to water
and the environment, hence the attention to daitaillink with swimming pool.”

The garden and plot is surrounded by a reinforaedtrete wall with iron railings at
the front of the house. However at the back thengs are replaced with wooden
fencing panels similar to those used in Englands€hpanels provide more privacy
and security, meaning that the front facade oftibiese is open and inviting, whilst
the back is more secluded and private. Tall treelsshrubs also help shield the back
garden from other people. The shower and changiommrwas designed purposely
underground in order to save space and the qualitye garden.




Construction material:

The main construction material of the house isfoeaed concrete and perforated
brick. The finishing on the exterior walls are péasand paint with no other
additional cladding.

I was

Formal Characteristics:

There are two types of roof systems for this holitskas a small flat roof for the
entrance area and a hipped roof covering the wihalse. As previously mentioned
the plan is an L-shape which has a shallow roddtinong comparison to the steep
pitched roof in England. The roof is covered witlargye, curved ceramic tiles. The
flat roof above the front door emphasizes the ecwavay to the house which is also
raised and has steps leading to the door. Therenargy windows on each of the
facades; the larger openings however are situdttdte dack of the house consisting
of patio and balcony doors, whereas the ones dtdhetend to be smaller. This was
also intentional for privacy issues. The facade &ty minimalist ornamentation
which the owner wanted to create a clean cut |dble only detailing on the facades
is the exterior lighting units and iron bars ongénwindows. The house has three
small balconies which all face out to the back loé thouse and down to the
swimming pool below.

“We didn’t want to create these massive balconibEkvwould hardly ever be used,
they are a nice feature to have, however we waewedyone to spend more time
outside and around the pool rather than upstaitb@ialconies.”
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Symbolic Characteristics:

This detached house is original in its concept @lad layout. Although it's exterior
facade qualities may not be unique and much diffete others its layout is. The
owners wanted to make a statement for this housea wore conceptual symbolic
level rather than its initial look. The colour afsdmal selection were chosen in order
to fit in with the houses environment. This is &s@d by its neutral colour tone and
simple exterior features. It is a modest designctvishows respect and consideration
for the environment. Its conceptual idea of thenpldayout influenced by the
swimming pool shows the owners desire to form angfrbond with the outside
environment. The more private functions such agdmeds, outdoor lounging and
pool are situated towards the back of the housecandot be seen by people passing
by. The owners past environment was cramped andiooked, therefore they
wanted to use this opportunity to create a priete personal area in their returned
environment. The exterior is simple with no ornatagan or decoration. In contrast
the interior spaces are complex and richly decdraféis also reflects the owner’s
private lifestyle, only allowing people to see thegh characteristics from the inside
of the house. The scale of the house was due tarttfwnt of available space and
with no restrictions the owners wanted to makertheuse as big as possible with
ample space and functional rooms. The owners arg satisfied with the final
product and feel they have achieved their goalsepresenting their conceptual
ideas. Another concept of openness, freedom agdspaces has also been included
successfully in the plan and are achieved withube of large openings. The rich
relationship between the indoor and outdoor enwiremt was a key element the
owners wanted to achieve when designing their house

Environmental Qualities:

Location: the house is located in a sub-urban aoea,the out skirts of the
Yenibazazici village. It is located near a newly built mabad which provides the
main link into the centre of Yenilgazici and further down into the main town of
Famagusta. It is situated approximately 100 meivesy from the sea which was an
important factor when choosing the location for blmeise and was influential when
designing. Nearby there are local shops and a Ipstation. The house is also
situated in a very popular and vastly developirgpaOver the years it has become
densely populated especially by other Turkish Qytgriwvho have also returned to
Cyprus from living in London, UK.

Environmental Problems:

Generally this area is a pleasant and popular imtatHHowever as this area has
gradually, and more recently vastly developed d daaiage road has been built
which has affected the positive aspects to the. arbes road has created noise
pollution and accessibility has become less efficighen driving to this particular

neighborhood.

Are you satisfied with the final design outcome oyour house?

“Yes, | believe | am generally satisfied with theukes design. It has reached my
expectations and requests that | had. In compatary old house in England it is a
dream home for me! If anything it is more than Inteadl and even may be too big!
When we bought the plot we decided to use it tdulispotential, hence the large
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scale and amount of rooms. It was a luxury for mbave freedom to design what |
wanted and on a big scale.”

Strongly | Agree Undecided Disagree¢  Strongly
Agree Disagree

| was satisfied with the location °
of my house \/

In terms of social activities the
surrounding environment met my
needs

@

The size of my house met my
family’s needs

@

The interior space qualities are
sufficient and satisfying

@

| liked the aesthetic qualities
exterior facades

I

N
(9]

The exterior qualities of the hou
were unique compared to the
others in the area

o

This was my ideal house

I

Considering both interior and
exterior qualities | was satisfied
with my house

I

What is your favorite element of your house?

“My favorite part of the house is defiantly theastg bond between the inside and
outdoor spaces. The orientation of the house bfinged around the pool is my
favorite element. Also the light and airy atmosghtiie many openings create.

What role did your past experience play?

“l think my past environment effected many decisidmmade when returning and
designing my house here in Cyprus. It provided mth wthe chance to include
aspects that my old house lacked and didn’t havefllenced me in the sense that |
could be free of restrictions and limitations obgk in England and design a house
that | wanted. My past environment was suitable rf@ only because | learnt to
adapt to the area and style of house, however ipriSythere was no need for
adaptation as it was a house built accustomed tom@ags. When we first built the
house central heating was not installed, we judturader floor heating, however as
time went by | missed the central heating comftirtg | had lived with in England
so we decided to add it to our house. ”
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Appendix C: Results of Questionnaire Survey

(Personal preferences to housing Aesthetics in ddlur
sample areas within the Yeni B@azici Region, 2012).

Reasoning behind decision to Move back to Cyprus N= 25 %
Financial 6 24
Lifestyle 12 48
Education 2 8
Work 2 8
Retirement 3 12
Previously visited or stayed in Cyprus before move N= 25 %
YES 23 92
NO 2 8
Reasoning for previous visits to Cyprus N=23 %
Work 0 0
Lesiure 7 30
Visiting Family 2 8
Both 14 62
Other 0 0
Years of Living in Region N=23 %
3 years 2 8
4 years 1 4
5 years 5 20
6 years 6 24
7 years 2 8
8 years 5 20
9 years 2 8
10 years 0 0
11 years 0 0
12 years 2 8
Number of family members living in House N= 25 %
1 person 0 0
2 people 8 32
3 people 3 12
4 people 10 40
5 people 4 16
6 people 0 0
Square Metre of the House ‘ N= 25 %

128



120-160 sm 1 4
160-200 sm 4 16
200-240 sm 6 24
240-280 sm 5 20
280-320 sm 4 16
320-360 sm 3 12
360-above sm 2 8
Satisfied with the size of house N=25 %
YES 21 84
NO 4 16
Number of Bedrooms N=25 %
5 bedrooms 3 12
4 bedrooms 15 60
3 bedrooms 7 28
Number of storeys of House N= 25 %
1 2 8
2 14 56
3 9 36
Loft Conversion or usable loft space N= 25 %
YES 8 32
NO 17 68
House containing basement N= 25 %
YES 4 16
NO 21 84
House containing private garden N= 25 %
YES 25 100
NO 0 0
House surrounded by boundary wall N= 25 %
YES 25 100
NO 0 0
Material type of external facade N= 25 %
Plaster & Paint 23 92
Stone Cladding 0 0
Concrete 0 0
Natural cut stone 2 8
Other 0 0
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Roof type of House N= 25 %
Flat roof 0 0
Gable Roof 14 56
Hipped Roof 7 28
Mansard Roof 0 0
Other 4 16
Construction material of house N=25 %
Reinforced concrete 25 100
Masonary Bricks 0 0
Stone 0 0
Other 0 0
Heating and Cooling systems N= 25 %
Fire place 15 60
Central heating 10 40
Sky Lights 28
Underfloor heating 2
Water boiler 18 72
ENVIRONMENTAL ISSUES

| am satisfied with the location of my house

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 8 32
Agree 14 56
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 3 12
Strongly Disagree 0 0
The area satisfys my lifestlye requirements

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 4 16
Agree 17 68
Undecided 2 8
Disagree 2 8
Strongly Disagree 0 0

In terms of social activities the surrounding environment meets my needs

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 4 16
Agree 15 60
Undecided 1 4
Disagree 20
Strongly Disagree 0
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The area has reached my expectations for choosing to build my house here

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 5 20
Agree 16 64
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 4 16
Strongly Disagree 0 0

My house is easily accessable

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 6 24
Agree 14 56
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 5 20
Strongly Disagree 0 0

This is my ideal house

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 9 36
Agree 13 52
Undecided 1 4
Disagree 2 8
Strongly Disagree 0 0

The size of my house meets my family’s needs

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 10 40
Agree 13 52
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 2 8
Strongly Disagree 0 0

The interior space qualities are sufficient and satisfying

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 7 28
Agree 14 56
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 4 16
Strongly Disagree 0 0

I like the aesthetic qualities of the exterior facades

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 11 44
Agree 12 48
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Undecided 0 0

Disagree 2 8

Strongly Disagree 0 0

I am happy with finished design of my house

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 15 60
Agree 8 32
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 2 8
Strongly Disagree 0 0

The exterior qualities of the house were unique compared to others in the area

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 12 48
Agree 9 36
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 4 16
Strongly Disagree 0 0

I have good relations with the neighbours in the area

Sampling N= 25 %
Strongly Agree 9 36
Agree 15 60
Undecided 0 0
Disagree 1 4
Strongly Disagree 0 0
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