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ABSTRACT

Tangible heritage is the material cultural assets that human beings have tried to protect and pass
on to the next generations since the first periods of history. Although this understanding of
protection was formerly due to religious reasons, habits, traditions and show of power, the scope
and nature of protection has changed over time. The inadequacy of national and international laws
in the protection of tangible heritage has brought up the education of conscious citizens on this
issue. At this point, the importance of school education is emphasized, and it is tried to ensure that
students become sensitive about tangible heritage. In this context, the concept of tangible heritage
has started to be included in the curriculum. One of the aims of social studies in Turkey is that the
protection of cultural heritage and development. Therefore, it is important to examine the views
of future social studies teachers, who will teach this course, on the protection of cultural heritage.
In this study, it is aimed to examine the dilemmas of social studies teacher candidates regarding
the preservation of concrete cultural heritage. In the current study, it is aimed to examine the
dilemmas of pre-service social studies teachers regarding the protection of tangible heritage. In
this study, it is accepted that the tangible heritage is occurred from historical buildings, historical
places, historical monuments and historical objects. Survey research method was used in the
study. The data of the study were collected from 40 social studies teacher candidates. Six different
dilemma stories were used in collecting data related to protect tangible heritage. Two of these are
religious, two economic, one ethnic-nationalist and one self-interest dilemma stories. Data were
collected in the form of written responses. Frequency analysis were used in the analysis of the
data. Results showed that the participants sided with the protection of religious structures, the
protection of cultural environment and structures, and that they prioritized the protection of their
own culture’s structures over those of other cultures. On the other hand, it was observed that the
participants were divided over personal benefits in protection of cultural heritage. Moreover, it
was observed that participants’ understanding of protection of cultural heritage was weakened
regarding the protection of tangible heritages which are portable, vendible, and have a nominal
value. Both groups emphasized religious values regarding dilemmas about personal interest on
protection of cultural heritage.
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INTRODUCTION

Cultural heritage is related to our history. It is a universal and at the same time a local product. It is used and
produced by different interest groups for present and future generations. Research on the protection of cultural
heritage has been carried out for many years. Mankind has preserved the things it valued throughout its history;
therefore, measures are taken at national and international levels to protect the cultural heritage. Cultural
heritage is the material and spiritual cultural accumulation that human beings have created throughout history.
In the protection of this accumulation, human factor has been focused on in recent years. In this respect,
awareness of citizens, in other words, education has started to be given importance for the protection of cultural

heritage.

It is possible to divide the environment in which people live into two: natural and cultural. The elements of
natural environment to which people give value, use, modify and therefore, manage, protect and exploit are
called natural resources. Cultural resources, on the other hand, occur because of human interaction with the
natural environment. In this sense, the concept of heritage includes both natural resources and cultural
resources. Because cultural assets occur in the natural environment, the protection of cultural heritage with its
natural environment is required (Pearson & Sullivan, 1995). UNESCO defined heritage as natural and cultural in
1972. Cultural heritage includes all elements of the environment formed in time because of interaction between
human and places (COUNCIL of EUROPE, 2014). Cultural heritage is separated into intangible and tangible
heritage. Tangible heritage is defined as including “buildings, historical sites, monuments, and the artefacts that
are found valuable to protect for the future” by UNESCO (UNESCO, 2020). Tangible heritage includes all material
culture such as historical buildings and towns, archaeological sites, cultural landscapes or movable cultural
property (Mckercher & Du Cros, 2002). These assets might be valuable for a community in terms of archaeology,
architecture, science and technology. Regarding identity, having a historical or scientific, aesthetic/artistic and
economical value are the reasons for protecting tangible heritage (Ashworth, 1994; Pearson & Sullivan, 1995;
AUSTRALIA ICOMOS, 2000; Mckercher & Du Cros, 2002; Madran & Ozgonul, 2005; Aslan & Ardemagni, 2006).
Objects are important sources for exploring the past, because they provide concrete evidence for ideas whose
accuracy can be questionable. Therefore, tangible heritage is the most concrete source of information that
enlightens us about communities’ that lived in a particular period of time, their social, economic, cultural, and
political lives, in addition to their technology, architecture or industry (Ashworth, 1994; Pearson & Sullivan, 1995;
Madran & Ozgonul, 2005). Moreover, tangible heritage assets are concrete expressions of identity, so in historical
processes they have been used as a tool by governments for creating national identity (Pieris & Prematilleke,

1993, Ashworth, 1994; Kiper, 2004).

Tangible heritage assets are rare and non-renewable thus they are valuable. Once a cultural asset disappears, it
cannot be replaced, therefore the disappearance of cultural heritage assets is a loss of humanity all together
(Mckercher & Du Cros, 2002; COUNCIL of EUROPE, 2014). In order to hand them down to next generations,

cultural heritage assets should be protected. Moreover, these assets should be used for education and




I.l E TSAR (International Journal of Education Technology and Scientific Researches) Vol: 6, Issue: 14, 2021

entertainment. Meeting these two demands is a difficult mission for cultural heritage managers (Pieris &
Prematilleke, 1993). Tangible heritage should be used as much as it is protected. However, it must be
remembered that the assets that were lost because of lack of awareness and overloading cannot be returned
(Alkis & Oguzogu, 2005). Thus, there must be a balance between protection of tangible cultural assets and their
use for touristic purposes (Mckercher & Du Cros, 2002). However, the tangible heritage that humankind has
valued for various reasons is faced with problems of deterioration, fraying, and extinction. These problems can
be divided in two groups as natural and humane (Aslan & Ardemagni, 2006). Earthquakes, floods, moistures,
luminary, animals, chemical and biological erosion, and storms are among the former. Wars, armed conflicts,
urbanization, illegal excavation, vandalism, illegal trade, tourism, heavy traffic, negligence, inadequate laws are
among the latter (Karpuz, 1990; Aslan & Ardemagni, 2006; Sey, 2014). Because of its importance mentioned
above and the threat it is faced with, the protection of tangible heritage has become increasingly essential. For
many years, national and international bodies have worked to protect tangible heritage. However, legislative
regulations have not been enough alone, and the importance of education has become more prominent. One of
the most effective ways to protect tangible heritage is to raise individuals’ awareness. Therefore, the necessity
of heritage education at every level of the education system from pre-school to university is now being
emphasized by some organizations and some researchers (Hunter, 1988; Patrick, 1989; Bektas, 1992; Ardemagni,
2006; COUNCIL of EUROPE COMMITTEE of MINISTERS, 2014; Gékmen, 2014; Oztiirk & Enez, 2015). Almost all of
the courses in schools can realize creating awareness about cultural heritage among children and young adults.
Moreover, studies emphasize that various school curriculums should be integrated to create awareness about
cultural heritage among children (Hunter, 1988; Patrick, 1989; Bektas, 1992; Borman, 2004; Gokmen, 2014;
Wilhelm, 2014). In this context in Turkey, social studies lessons taught in 4-7th grades can be said that it is one
of the most suitable courses in raising awareness of cultural heritage. One of the objectives of this course is to
protect and develop cultural heritage. For this reason, it is thought that researching the dilemmas of social
studies teacher candidates regarding the preservation of concrete cultural heritage will contribute to shaping
the education-teaching process. Reber (1985) defines the concept of dilemma as “a person confronts two or
more situations that are mutually different or incompatible with each other in which none of them are fully
satisfactory” (Aydin, 2009, p. 60). In the Turkish dictionary of the Turkish Language Institution, dilemma is defined
as “a discussion, problem or a rational situation that forces people to follow one of the undesirable options,
mostly one of two options” (TDK, 1988, p. 1060). Based on these definitions, the dilemma can be expressed as
having to choose between two undesirable situations. Research has been carried out on the dilemmas
experienced in the protection of cultural heritage in various parts of the world. These studies are particularly
relevant to cultural heritage management and are related to economic and tourism-based dilemmas (Mossetto,
1994; Fairclough, Harrison, Jameson, & Schofield, 2008; Mawere, Mubaya, & Sagiya, 2013; Katsamudanga, 2014).
When the relevant literature was examined, until the time this study was carried out, there was no study that
investigated the views of teachers, students, or teacher candidates through dilemmas regarding the protection

of tangible heritage. Considering that the protection of cultural heritage is related to the value people give to it
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(Pearson & Sullivan, 1995), it is important to investigate future social studies teacher's views on tangible heritage

through dilemmas.

The damage to tangible heritage caused by humankind is much more and various than that caused by nature
(Karpuz, 1990). Humans may cause damage on tangible heritage purposefully or unwillingly by building houses,
schools, hospitals, roads, dams, establishing factories, vandalism, armed conflict, religious or nationalist and
ethnical fanaticism, smuggling, tourism, heavy traffic and agriculture (Karpuz, 1990; Madran & Ozgonul, 2005;
Aslan & Ardemagni, 2006; Sey, 2014). In this study, these threats are designed to take part in the dilemma
categories. These categories are named economy-based, religion-based, ethnic-nationalist-based, personal
interest-based dilemmas. In this way, the study aimed to explore pre-service social studies teachers’ views on

the protection of tangible heritage. The following research questions were formulated to this aim:

1. How are the pre-service social studies teachers’ religious-based dilemmas about protection of tangible
heritage?

2. How are the pre-service social studies teachers’ economy-based dilemmas about protection of tangible
cultural heritages?

3. How are the pre-service social studies teachers’ ethnical-nationalist-based dilemmas about protection of
tangible cultural heritages?

4. How are the pre-service social studies teachers’ personal interests-based dilemmas about protection of

tangible cultural heritages?

METHOD

This research was discussed at the meeting of Gazi University Measurement and Evaluation Ethics Sub-Working
Group dated 22.12.2020 and numbered 13, and it was unanimously decided that there was no ethical problem

to conduct the research.

Research Design

This study is a descriptive research. In the study, survey model was used. Survey is a research model that aims to
identify a past or present situation as it exists (Karasar, 2020, p.109). The purpose of survey studies is to describe
the current situation related to the subject of the research by taking a photograph (Buyukéztirk, Cakmak, Akgtin,
Karadeniz, & Demirel, 2008, p. 177, 178).

Study Group

Convenience sampling was used to determine the study group. Convenience sampling is a method often
preferred by researchers, because it simplifies access to participants (Kemper, Stringfield & Teddlie, 2003). Data
were collected from 40 pre-service social studies teachers (female=20, male=20) who were studying at a large

university in the central Anatolian region of Turkey at the time of the study. All the participants were seniors.
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The number of participants was relatively low, as the study was not intended to generalize, and the data

collection tool consisted of open-ended questions.

Data Collection

Questionnaires are mostly used in survey type research. Apart from questionnaires, interview forms are also
used frequently. In survey type research, the data can be quantitative or qualitative (Bluyukozturk et al., 2008, p.
182, 183). In this study, the data collection tool with open-ended questions was used since the participants were
asked to answer the questions freely. In the data collection tool, interpretation questions were included among
the types of open-ended questions as it was aimed to collect more unbiased and detailed answers regarding the
research subject (Blylkoztirk et al.,, 2008, p.116). Accordingly, six different dilemma stories regarding the
protection of cultural heritage were included in the data collection tool. Two of these stories are religiously
based, two based on economy, one based on ethno-nationalist and one based on self-interest. Dilemma stories
are shown in written form. The preservice teachers were asked to read these stories and choose between the
two situations. They were asked to explain their views in detail. Participants expressed their views on these
stories in writing. Because the stories are long, only the dilemma sentences are summarized in Table 1. The full

versions of the dilemma stories are provided in the appendix.

Tablel. Dilemmas about Protection of Tangible Heritage

Protecting Historical Mosques in Istanbul (Religious) 'S To ease transportation in Istanbul

Protecting Churches in Bingol (Religious) 'S Opening a Coal Mine

Protecting Hasankeyf (Economic) Vs Ihisu Dam and Hydroelectric Power Plant
Protecting Saracoglu Historical Neighborhood (Economic) Vs Building a Shopping Mall

Protecting Georgian and Armenian Historical Structures vs Protecting Seljuk and Ottoman Historical Structures
(Ethnic-Nationalist)

Delivery of the treasure to authorities (Personal Interest) Vs Selling this treasure illegally

Data Analysis

Frequency and percentage calculations were used to analyze the participants' responses to the dilemma stories
(Yildirrm & Simsek, 2006, p. 243). The percentage distribution and frequency of the answers given to the
questions in the results of survey type research is important in terms of showing the opinions of the participants

(Buiytikoztirk et al., 2008, p. 183).

FINDINGS
Religious-Based Dilemmas about Protection of Cultural Heritage
Two different dilemma stories were used to reveal the participants' religious-based dilemmas about protection

of cultural heritage. One was about the subway’s route being too close to the historical Ottoman mosques in the

historical peninsula in Istanbul and the possibility that it may damage those structures. The other was about a
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coalmine that is planned to open next to the Surp Hovhannes Church in Bingdl, and which will cause the

demolition of the church. The frequencies of responses to the first case are summarized in Table 2.

Table 2. Pre-service Social Studies Teachers’ Dilemmas about Protecting the Historical Mosques in Istanbul

Dilemma Statements f f
In order to protect the historical Mosques in the historical peninsula in Istanbul subway construction 32

must be stopped

The subway construction in historical peninsula in Istanbul must go on 8

Table 2. shows that 32 (80%) participants indicated that the subway construction must be stopped in order to
protect historical mosques on the historical peninsula in Istanbul, whereas the remaining 8 (20%) stated that
subway construction must go on. Content analysis of the participants’ reasons revealed that 19 remarked on the
importance of protecting the historical mosques because they were expressions of identity. They emphasized
that these mosques represented culture and were thus a part of cultural heritage. They also stressed the
necessity that these mosques be transferred to future generations and the importance of the continuity of
national culture. Nine participants stated that these structures were rare and non-renewable, while two
emphasized the touristic significance of these mosques, pointing out that the mosques on the historical peninsula
attract both domestic and foreign tourists. They also emphasized that damage to the mosques would decrease
the income from tourism. One participant stated that religion and history were more important than anything
and the mosques had to be protected under any circumstances. Another said that the mosques reflected the
eras in which they were built, and thus gave information about the art and technology of those times, thus
emphasizing the information source characteristic of historical buildings. The participants who stated that the
construction of subway must go ahead emphasized the overpopulation in Istanbul and the transportation
problem as reasons for their choice. They stressed that people’s prosperity was more important. Preservice social

Studies teachers’ dilemmas about protection of Surp Hovhannes Church in Bingdl are summarized in Table 3.

Table 3. Preservice Social Studies Teachers’ Dilemmas about Protection of Surp Hovhannes Church in Bingol

Dilemma Statements f f
Surp Hovhannes Church in Bingdl must be protected 28
A coal mine must be opened 12

Table 3 shows that 28 (70%) of the participants indicated that Surp Hovhannes Church in Bingdl must be
protected, stating that this building had historical and cultural value, and that it was common heritage for
humanity. They emphasized that being a Muslim required to respect churches; and as they would not want any
damage to come to mosques in Christian countries, they should protect the churches in their country. They also
stated that this church was a historical place and history could not be lived again. They emphasized that opening
a coal mine would not be a permanent solution to the unemployment problem but restore this church and
bringing it into service as a touristic site may be a permanent solution to this problem in the region. 12 (30%)

participants chose the option of opening a coal mine, underlining the region’s unemployment problems and
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underdevelopment. They stated that coal mine may contribute to the economic growth of the region and the

national economy.

Economy-Based Dilemmas About Protection of Cultural Heritage

Two different dilemmas were used to reveal the participants' economy-based dilemmas about protection of
cultural heritage. The first story is about a large dam and a hydroelectric power plant planned to be built in the
South-eastern Anatolian region of Turkey, and which would demolish the cultural assets in Hasankeyf, the
historical background of which dates back over 10,000 years. Hasankeyf is one of the important cultural heritage
sites in the world that meets nine out of the ten “world heritage” criteria of UNESCO. Moreover, the Ilisu Dam
and Hydroelectric Power Plant is a big project which will have an impact on the development of the region. This
story aimed to uncover the participants' dilemmas between the protection of cultural heritage and economy-

development projects. Pre-service social studies teachers’ dilemmas about protecting Hasankeyf are summarized

in Table 4.
Table 4. Pre-service Social Studies Teachers’ Dilemmas about Protecting Hasankeyf
Dilemma Statements f f
Protecting Hasankeyf 35
Ihsu Dam and Hydroelectric Power Plant 5

It is observed that 35 (87.5%) of the participants chose protection of Hasankeyf, and 5 (12.5%) of the participants
chose the continuation of the dam and hydroelectric power plant projects. Those who chose protection of
Hasankeyf emphasized that it was an important and historical place and a world common heritage. Stressing that
once this place had been disappeared it could never be brought back, the participants showed that they realized
the rare and non-renewable characteristic of cultural heritage and that its loss would mean a loss of knowledge
about the past. They suggested that alternative energy sources might be used for development of the country,
and that opening Hasankeyf to tourism might be sustainable for economic development. On the other hand,
while those who chose the continuation of the dam and power plant project, accepted the historical and cultural
importance of Hasankeyf, they stated that implementation of this project was more important for the

development of both that region and the country.

The other economy-based story was about the demolition of the historical Saracoglu neighborhood in Ankara
and building a shopping mall in its place. This neighborhood is in the downtown area and is surrounded by offices,
malls, cafes, and boutiques. Pre-service social studies teachers’ dilemmas about protecting historical Saracoglu

Neighborhood are summarized in Table 5.

Table 5. Pre-service Social Studies Teachers’ Dilemmas about Protecting Historical Saracoglu Neighborhood

Dilemma Statements f f
Saracaoglu Neighborhood should be protected 37
A shopping mall should be built 3
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It was observed that 37 (92.5%) participants chose protection of the neighborhood, while three (7.5%) chose the
other statement, building a shopping mall. The former stated that they were against building of a shopping mall,
mentioning there are already lots of shopping malls. They emphasized that the historical structures had souls,
too and that it was essential for this neighborhood to be kept alive. They also emphasized that a shopping mall
can be built anywhere, but a historical building cannot be replaced. By doing so, they stressed the non-renewable
characteristic of the cultural heritage. The three participants who chose building a shopping mall stated that this

neighborhood did not meet the demands of today and it was more important to create employment.

Ethnic-Nationalist - Based Dilemmas

The dilemma story about this topic was related to the protection Georgian and Armenian historical structures
versus Seljuk and Ottoman historical structures in northeast region of Turkey. All these historical structures are
currently facing ruin because of neglect, vandalism, treasure hunt etc. The participants posed to the question, “If
you had a limited budget, which one would you use your money to protect?” Pre-service social studies teachers’

dilemmas about this question are summarized in Table 6.

Table 6. Pre-service Social Studies Teachers’ Ethnic-Nationalist — Based Dilemmas

Dilemma Statements f f
Georgian and Armenian Historical Structures should be protected
Seljuk and Ottoman Historical Structures should be protected 35

Table 6 shows that 35 (87.5%) of the participants chose the second statement, protecting Seljuk and Ottoman
historical structures, whereas 5 (12.5%) of the participants chose the first statement, protecting Georgian and
Armenian historical structures. The former stated that it was hard to decide, but they would use a limited budget
to protect their own history and culture, emphasizing national values. These participants used expressions such
as “our own culture, our own values, our history, our own history”. The other participants who chose to protect
Georgian and Armenian historical structures stated that they would use the budget for show respect to different

cultures, to attract tourists, and not to be segregationist.

Pre-Service Social Studies Teachers’ Personal Interests - Based Dilemmas

The dilemma story of this topic was about a farmer who found Roman gold coins in his field. The participants
were asked what they would do if they were the farmer. Pre-service social studies teachers’ dilemmas are

summarized in Table 7.

Table 7. Pre-Service Social Studies Teachers’ Dilemmas about Finding a Treasure

Dilemma Statements f f
To Deliver the Treasure to the Authorities 20
Selling the Treasure lllegally 20
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When Table 7 is analyzed, It was observed that 20 (50%) of the participants chose the first statement, to deliver
the treasure to the authorities and 20 (50%) of the participants chose the second statement, selling the treasure
illegally. The first group stated that it was a civic duty and this treasure belonged to the whole nation. They said
that by doing so they would be happy to do something admirable as a citizen and that both movable and
unmovable cultural heritage must be protected. Some of them stated that they would do this just to sleep with
a clean conscience. Some of them stated that they would do this because of their religious beliefs. They also
stated that to possess something without making an effort would not benefit anyone. Some of the participants
called the attention to the historical importance of the coins. 20 of the participants stated that if they were the
farmer, they would sell the coins illegally for the following reasons: they would accept the coins as a gift of God,
the government would give them little reward, the legal procedure would last long, they were responsible for

the care of their family, and this was luck.

CONCLUSION and DISCUSSION

The current study explored pre-service social studies teachers’ dilemmas about protection of tangible heritage.
Dilemma stories about the historical mosques in Istanbul and churches in Bingdl were used to explore dilemmas
about protection of religious structures, and it was concluded that the participants chose to protect religious
structures whether they be mosques or churches. However, it was also noted that the number of participants
who chose to protect mosques was higher than those who chose to protect churches. Based on this result, it can
be said that the religious beliefs of the participants are effective in the protection of the tangible heritage. In
other words, when making a decision about what should be protected regarding the tangible heritage, the
religion belonged to was decisive. In addition, it was seen that the participants emphasized that a historical
building (churches in Bingdl) could contribute to the economic growth of the region by opening it to tourism.
Therefore, the participants stated that rather than the opening of an economic enterprise, historical buildings
should be preserved, even if this structure belongs to another religion. However, when the preferences of the
participants for the preservation of historical mosques in Istanbul and the churches in Bingdl were compared, it

was concluded that the preferences for the protection of mosques were higher than churches.

Two different dilemma stories were used to reveal the participants’ economy-based dilemmas about protection
of tangible heritage. One was about a dam and power plant project, which would have the village of Hasankeyf
submerged in water. This project was also important in terms of the economic growth of both the region and the
whole country. Participants prominently sided with protection of Hasankeyf, emphasizing the rare, non-
renewable and unchangeable characteristics of that particular tangible heritage. It can be said that these results
are similar to the features highlighted in the literature (Mckercher & Du Cros, 2002; COUNCIL of EUROPE, 2014).
They stated that opening Hasankeyf to tourism might be sustainable for economic development. As in the
example of the church in Bingél, in the example of Hasankeyf, it was seen that the participants thought that
opening historical places to tourism would be more beneficial in terms of sustainable development. The use of

tangible heritage for tourism purposes is a dilemma that cultural heritage managers often face. Because tourism
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can contribute to the protection of cultural heritage as well as harm (Fielden, 1993; Pieris & Prematilleke, 1993,
Mckercher & Du Cros, 2002; Alkis & Oguzoglu, 2005). Such economically based dilemmas have also been revealed
in various studies (Mossetto, 1994; Mawere, Mubaya, & Sagiya, 2013; Katsamudanga, 2014). The other economy-
based dilemma story was about demolishing a historical neighborhood in the downtown of Ankara and building
a shopping mall in its place. Participants stated prominently that they were against building a shopping mall.
They emphasized that the historical structures also had souls and this neighborhood should be kept alive. It can
be said that these results coincide with the statements stated in the related literature (Pieris & Prematilleke,

1993; Ashworth, 1994; Pearson & Sullivan, 1995; Mckercher & Du Cros, 2002).

The ethnic-nationalist - based dilemma story was about the protection of Georgian and Armenian historical
structures versus Seljuk and Ottoman historical structures. Participants had to choose one of them to protect by
using limited budget. It was observed that most of the participants chose to protect Seljuk and Ottoman historical
structures. They stated that it was hard to decide because Georgian and Armenian historical structures were also
important, but that they would use a limited budget to protect their own history and culture. It can be said that
this result is similar to the judgment that tangible heritage is important because it expresses identity (Pearson &

Sullivan, 1995; Kiper, 2004; Madran & Ozgéniil, 2005; Atasoy, 2010).

Personal interest — based dilemma story was about a farmer who found golden Roman coins in his field and the
participants were asked what they would do if they were the farmer. In this case, the results showed that the
participants were divided equally into two groups. Those who wanted to sell the coins illegally said that they
would do so because the prize would be too little and official procedures took time. In this situation making an
arrangement about the laws might be effective about creating awareness about cultural heritage. It can be
concluded that participants’ protectionist point of view about unmovable cultural heritage such as buildings
changes when it comes to moveable cultural heritages such as coins. Participants are not against to the idea of
the protection of other cultures or a religion’s structures for economic reasons. However, it was observed that

participants gave the priority to their own culture/ religion when it came across another culture/ religion.

RECOMMENDATIONS

e The results of this study are limited to the current study group. In this respect, conducting studies with a
larger sample and quantitative research method in order to generalize,

e Conducting similar studies with teachers, teacher candidates and students,

e Conducting similar studies in different sample groups and in different countries in order to reveal the ethnic-
nationalist perspective of teacher candidates, teachers and students,

e |n order to contribute to the sensitivity of preservice teachers to cultural heritage and teach them how to

transfer this to their students, to include a course at the undergraduate level, it may be suggested.
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APPENDIX 1
Dilemma Stories
Story 1. Istanbul Historic Peninsula - Traffic

One of the factors that damages historical buildings is heavy traffic. Heavy traffic puts pressure on the ground
floor, which damages the foundations of old buildings. The result of this situation will be the collapse of these
historical buildings or irreversible damages in the near or distant future. The historical peninsula in Istanbul,
which includes Hagia Sophia and Sultan Ahmet Mosque, has been closed to vehicle traffic. However, a rail system
was built right next to Hagia Sophia and Sultan Ahmet Mosque. It is known that rail systems damage historical
buildings due to noise and vibration. Another project that threatens the peninsula is the subway (underground)
line that is intended to be passed from the bottom of the Sulaymaniyah Mosque and under many other important
buildings. Despite the suggestions of civic initiatives and scientists to pass the metro outside the city walls and
the archaeological remains from the land, the implementation of the project continues. In addition, it was
decided to build a new subway that reaches the historical peninsula from Taksim. Urban planners criticize that
this metro line will pass near Fatih Mosque and damage the mosque. On the other hand, these transportation
lines take both more economical and less time to move people from one place to another. It can be seen that
these new metro lines damage the historical buildings in the historical peninsula. These historical buildings
include many old Ottoman buildings and mosques. However, it is seen that these metro lines and rail systems
facilitate transportation. If you were authorized in this case,

a- Would you stop the construction of metro lines to protect historical buildings and mosques? Or,

b-Would you continue to construct the subway and light rail system considering the convenience of people's
transportation?

Please write the reasons and justifications in detail.
Story 2. Bingdl, Mine — Church

The Surp Hovhannes Church, which has been standing on the Kardék Mountain at 2100 altitude in Bingol's Kig
district, despite all the destruction and indifference for years, is now in danger of collapse with the mine to be
built next to it. Historical buildings in the region are destroyed one by one by dams and HEPPs in some places, by
mines in some places and by treasure hunters in some places. Surp Hovhannes Church was built in the 1800s.
Although it was taken under protection in 2011, no improvement or restoration work was done. In November
2013, it decided that it was appropriate to open the mine 100 meters from the church. It is stated that the church,
also known as the Vang Monastery, will be demolished with the mine to be opened. The mine will create some
employment in the region. However, it is obvious that this cultural heritage monument, which is registered by
the Ministry of Culture, will cause a lot of damage and even destroy it completely. In this case, if you were an
authorized person,

a- Would you allow the opening of a mine that would create employment in the region? Or,
b- Would you not allow the mine to be opened and ensure the protection of the Church?

Please write the reasons and justifications in detail
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Story 3. lisu Dam Hydroelectric Power Plant and Hasankeyf Cultural Heritage to be Inundated

Ihsu Dam and Hydroelectric Power Plant Project (llisu Project) was initiated by DSl in 1954 in line with the studies
on the development of soil and water resources of the Tigris River. llisu Dam; It is in the Southeastern Anatolia
Region, approximately 45 km from the Syrian border. distance, on the Tigris River and when completed, it will
generate an average of 4,120 GWh of energy per year with an installed power of 1,200 MW. When the facility is
operational; Turkey in terms of body volume 2" and will be the 4" largest dam in terms of installed capacity. The
electrical energy to be produced by the llisu Dam will constitute 10% of the energy to be produced by
hydroelectric power plants in Turkey. In addition to this energy production, it will be possible to irrigate a total
of 121 thousand hectares of land in Nusaybin, Cizre, idil, Silopi plains with modern irrigation techniques, with the
water that will be regulated in the Iisu Dam and released to the Cizre Dam, which will be built later. The
environmental consequences of the project include destruction of food and habitats for extinct animals, mass
fish deaths, precipitation, serious decrease in water quality, an increase in waterborne conflict (especially
between neighboring states and Turkey), due to the softening effect of the water accumulated in ponds, the
softening in the climate and the revival in natural life. In addition to these damages, it will cause the destruction
of cultural assets in Hasankeyf, which has a history of more than 10,000 years. An extraordinarily rich
archaeological site was discovered in the Ilisu Dam area, especially Hasankeyf, and these discoveries revealed
that Hasankeyf is a 12,000-year-old settlement and is the only place in the world that meets nine of UNESCO's
ten "World Heritage" criteria. While meeting one of these 10 criteria is sufficient for an area to be included in
the UNESCO list, Hasankeyf and the Tigris Valley it is in meet 9 of these 10 criteria. Hasankeyf is one of the most
important areas in the world with this feature. With the implementation of the llisu Dam Project, the natural
areas covering the 400 km riverbed in the region will be irreversibly damaged, and 83 of more than 300
archaeological sites will be submerged. In this case, if you were an authorized person,

a-, Would you continue the construction of the llisu Dam, which will contribute economically to Turkey? Or,
b- Would you be a supporter of Hasankeyf's protection?

Please write your reasons in detail.

Story 4. Historical neighborhood or Shopping Mall?

A 70-year-old neighborhood in Kizilay, the center of the Ankara, Saracoglu Neighborhood. A group projected by
German architect Paul Bonatz with the participation of Turkish architects first mass housing project of 642
apartments, the Republic of Turkey. Saragoglu Neighborhood, which draws attention with the “Turkish house”
theme and consists of residences that have been used by public institutions for years, has been abandoned for a
while. Saragoglu Neighborhood is a mass housing area located at the most crucial point of Kizilay city center in
Ankara. It is an area planned in the 1940's. The national architectural style has a structure that highlights the
most beautiful aspects of Turkish architecture in the Republican era. The first mass housing implementation in
the Republic period, but only housing planning was not made. The building, which was built as an administrative
center, has been used as the Cankaya District Governorship for years. The building, which is the last Public Library,
served as the National Library for years. In other words, not only residential areas, but also recreational areas,
playgrounds, social facilities are all planned as a whole. During the past governments, thoughts were expressed
that this area, which was in the heart of the Kizilay, was an idle area, was not used efficiently and should be
turned into a commercial value, and some initiatives were made. Today, a shopping mall is planned to be built in
this area. Here, amusement parks, parking lots, gyms, movie theaters, etc. It is thought of a large complex where
people can have fun and shop at the same time. At the same time, this shopping center will create a certain
employment.
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In this case, if you were an authorized person in decision making,

a- | would decide to build a mall, otherwise,

b- | wish Saragoglu Neighborhood to be preserved with its historical texture.
Please write the reasons and justifications in detail

Story 5. Coruh's Georgian Churches Are Dying

Churches around the Coruh River need to be rescued urgently. Arriving to many churches is difficult enough due
to the dam construction. Because the damaged roads are thoroughly damaged. Even tourists are not going
anymore, churches are not maintained. Even those converted into mosques have not been preserved, as in the
church in Hodegur. Others are deplorable. Either a fire was lit in it, its walls were painted, or a bomb was
detonated inside! When "treasure hunters" are added to this, danger bells are ringing for churches. Three of
these churches in the Tortum district of Erzurum, some of which are irrigated by the tributaries of the Coruh
River, are in Artvin. The most important of the structures built by the Armenians, but later used and restored by
the Georgian kingdoms, known as Georgian churches, is undoubtedly the Ishan Monastery Church. The building
is in Ishan Village in Yusufeli. A church and a chapel have survived from the monastery. Another building in Artvin
is the Barhal monastery. It is located in the Altiparmak Village of Yusufeli, on the slope to the right of the Barhal
Stream. One church and two chapels have survived from the monastery. The Okhta Ecclesia Monastery in Yusufeli
is one of the buildings that suffered from the same indifference and insensitivity. If no urgent action is taken,
there will be no trace of them after 10 years. However, there are many historical buildings from the Seljuk and
Ottoman periods in the same region. These include bridges, fountains, inns, castles and mosques. Many of them
are faced with neglect and indifference, disappearing due to the damage caused by treasure hunters. You have
a limited budget in this case, if you were authorized,

a- Would you spend your limited budget on the maintenance, repair and protection of Georgian and Armenian
churches? Or,

b- Would you spend it on the maintenance, repair and protection of Seljuk and Ottoman buildings?

Please write the reasons and the reasons in detail.

Story 6. He Found Treasure in His Field

A farmer plowing his field who did not want his name to be disclosed, stopped by noticing that the tractor's plow
was stuck on an object. Getting off the tractor and digging where the object was located, the farmer found a
cube filled with coins. The farmer, who collected the historical coins, some of which were spilled while removing
it, then began to think about what to do with them. A farmer’s child is studying at a medical school in Ankara, so
the expenses are high. His daughter won a university in Istanbul. He is brooding how to send her. Another child
is going to high school. This farmer father makes a living from potato cultivation. This year there was not enough
rainfall, so the harvest was insufficient. The farmer also owes loans to various banks. The value of the Roman
period coins he found in his field is around one hundred and fifty thousand Turkish liras. However, he knows that
if he surrenders them to the officials, he will be given a very small reward, which will take a long time. This farmer,
after a long internal judgment, sold these coins to his contacts for one hundred thousand Turkish liras. If you
were in this situation, what would you do?

a- | would hand over the coins to government officials.
b- | used to sell the coins illegally.
Please write your reason in detail.
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SOSYAL BILGILER OGRETMEN ADAYLARININ SOMUT KULTUREL MIRASIN
KORUNMASINA YONELIK iKILEMLERI

0z

Somut kdiltiirel miras insanoglunun tarihin ilk donemlerinden beri korumaya ve kendisinden
sonraki kusaklara aktarmaya c¢alistigi maddi kiltirel varliklardir. Bu koruma anlayisi énceleri dini
nedenler, aliskanliklar ve gelenekler, glic ve kudret gosterisi gibi nedenlerle olsa da zamanla
korumanin kapsami ve niteligi degismistir. Kultlrel mirasin korunmasinda ulusal ve uluslararasi
yasalarin yetersiz kalmasi bu konuda bilingli vatandaslarin yetistiriimesini gindeme getirmistir. Bu
noktada okul egitiminin énemine vurgu yapilarak 6grencilerin somut kiltirel miras konusunda
duyarhlik kazanmalari saglanmaya ¢alisiilmaktadir. Bu kapsamda, somut kiltirel miras kavrami ders
Ogretim programlarinda yer almaya baslamistir. Tirkiye’de sosyal bilgiler dersinin amaglarindan
biri de kiltiirel mirasin korunmasi ve gelistirilmesidir. Dolayisi ile bu dersi verecek gelecegin sosyal
bilgiler 6gretmenlerinin de kiltlirel mirasin korunmasina dair goéruslerini arastirmak 6nemli
gorilmektedir. Bu calismada, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin somut kiltiirel mirasin
korunmasina iliskin ikilemlerini incelemek amacglanmistir. Calismada, somut kiltlrel miras; tarihi
binalar, tarihi yerler, tarihi anitlar ve tarihi nesneler olarak ele alinmistir. Calisma tarama modeli
kullanilarak gergeklestirilmistir. Calismanin verileri 40 sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adayindan
toplanmistir. Verilerin toplanmasinda somut kiltiirel mirasin korunmasina yonelik alti farkli ikilem
hikayesi kullanilmistir. Bunlarin ikisi dini, ikisi ekonomik, biri etnik-milliyetci ve biri de kisisel ¢ikar
temelli ikilem hikayeleridir. Veriler, yazili yanitlar seklinde toplanmistir. Verilerin analizinde frekans
analizi kullanilmistir.  Sonuglar, katilimcilarin dini yapilarin, kiiltirel ¢evre ve vyapilarin
korunmasindan yana olduklarini ve kendi kiltirlerinin tarihi yapilarinin korunmasina diger
kaltirlerin yapilarindan daha dncelik verdiklerini gbstermistir. Diger yandan, katilimcilarin kiiltirel
mirasin korunmasinda kisisel ¢ikarlar konusunda iki farkl gériiste olduklarini sonucuna ulasiimistir.
Ayrica tasinabilir, satilabilir ve itibari bir degere sahip maddi miraslarin korunmasi konusunda
katilimcilarin kilttrel mirasin korunmasi konusundaki anlayislarinin zayifladigi gorilmustar.
Katilimcilarin, kiltlirel mirasin korunmasina yoénelik kisisel ¢ikarlara iliskin ikilemlerle ilgili dini
degerleri vurguladiklari sonucuna ulasiimistir.

Anahtar kelimeler: Kiltirel miras, somut kultirel miras, ikilemler, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen
adaylari.
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GiRiS

Kulturel miras gegmisimizle ilgilidir. Evrensel ve ayni zamanda yerel bir Griinidur. Simdiki ve gelecek kusaklar igin
farkh gikar gruplari tarafindan kullanilir ve Uretilir. Kiltirel mirasin korunmasina dair arastirmalar ve ¢ok uzun
yillardir yapilmaktadir. insanoglu tarihi boyunca deger verdigi seyleri korumustur, bu bakimdan kiltiirel mirasin
korunmasi i¢in de ulusal ve uluslararasi diizeyde 6nlemler alinmaktadir. Kiltirel miras, insanoglunun tarih
boyunca meydana getirdigi maddi ve manevi kiiltir birikimidir. Bu birikimin korunmasinda son yillarda insan
faktdrl Gzerinde durulmaktadir. Bu bakimdan, kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasi icin vatandaslarin bilinglendirilmesine,

baska bir deyisle egitime dnem verilmeye baslanmistir.

insanlarin iginde yasadigi ortami dogal ve kiiltiirel olarak ikiye ayirmak mimkiindir. insanlarin deger verdigi,
kullandigi, degistirdigi ve dolayisiyla yonettigi, korudugu ve istismar ettigi dogal ¢cevre unsurlarina dogal kaynaklar
denir. Kulturel kaynaklar ise insanin dogal gevre ile etkilesiminden ortaya ¢gikmaktadir. Bu anlamda kdltiirel miras
kavrami hem dogal kaynaklari hem de kiiltiirel kaynaklari icerir. Kalttrel varliklar dogal ¢evrede olustugu igin,
kiltirel mirasin dogal cevresi ile korunmasi gereklidir (Pearson ve Sullivan, 1995). UNESCO, kltirel mirasi 1972
yilinda dogal ve kiltirel miras olarak tanimlamigtir. Kiltiirel miras, insan ve mekanlar arasindaki etkilesim
nedeniyle zaman iginde olusan g¢evrenin tiim unsurlarini icermektedir (COUNCIL of EUROPE, 2014). Kiltdrel
miras, somut olmayan ve somut miras olmak tzere ikiye ayrilmistir. Somut kiltirel miras, UNESCO tarafindan
“gelecegi korumak icin degerli bulunan binalar, tarihi alanlar, anitlar ve eserler” olarak tanimlanmaktadir
(UNESCO, 2020). Somut kiiltiirel miras, tarihi binalar ve kasabalar, arkeolojik alanlar, kiltirel manzaralar veya
tasinabilir kaltirel varliklar gibi tim maddi kilttrt icermektedir (Mckercher ve Du Cros, 2002). Bu kdltirel
varlklar bir topluluk igin arkeoloji, mimari, bilim ve teknoloji agisindan degerli olabilir. Kimlikle iligkili olmasi,
tarihsel veya bilimsel, estetik / sanatsal ve ekonomik bir degere sahip olmasi, somut kiiltiirel mirasi korumanin
nedenleri arasinda yer almaktadir (Ashworth, 1994; Pearson ve Sullivan, 1995; AVUSTRALIA ICOMOQS, 2000;
Mckercher ve Du Cros, 2002; Madran ve Ozgoniil, 2005; Aslan ve Ardemagni, 2006). Tarihi nesneler ge¢misi
kesfetmek igin 6nemli kaynaklardir, ¢linkii dogrulugu sorgulanabilir fikirler icin somut kanitlar saglarlar. Bu
nedenle somut kiltiirel miras, teknolojilerinin, mimarilerinin veya endustrilerinin yani sira belirli bir donemde
yasamis topluluklarin sosyal, ekonomik, kiltiirel ve politik yasamlari hakkinda bizi aydinlatan en somut bilgi
kaynaklaridir (Ashworth, 1994; Pearson ve Sullivan, 1995; Madran ve Ozgéniil, 2005). Dahasi, somut kiiltiirel
miras varhklari kimligin somut ifadeleridir, bu nedenle tarihsel sureglerde hiikiimetler tarafindan ulusal kimlik

olusturmak icin bir arag olarak kullanilmislardir (Pieris ve Prematilleke, 1993, Ashworth, 1994; Kiper, 2004).

Somut kiltirel miras varliklari nadir ve yenilenemez olduklari icin degerlidirler. Bir kilttirel varlk bir kez ortadan
kayboldugunda, yerine konulamaz, bu nedenle kiiltlrel miras varliklarinin yok olmasi bir insanlik degerinin kaybi
olarak ifade edilmektedir (Mckercher ve Du Cros, 2002; COUNCIL of EUROPE, 2014). Somut kilttrel varliklar
egitim ve eglence amaciyla da kullanilabilirler. Bu iki talebi karsilamak, kiltlrel miras yoneticileri icin zor bir
gorevdir (Pieris ve Prematilleke, 1993). Clinkii somut kiiltirel miras 6geleri korundugu kadar kullaniimalidir. Bu

asamada dikkatlerden kagirilmamasi gereken husus ise kaybedilen varliklarin geri kazandiriimayacagidir. (Alkis ve
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Oguzoglu, 2005). Bu nedenle, somut kiltiirel varliklarin korunmasi ile bunlarin turistik amaglarla kullaniimasi
arasinda bir dengenin kurulmasi gerekmektedir (Mckercher ve Du Cros, 2002). Bununla birlikte, insanoglunun
cesitli nedenlerle deger verdigi somut kiiltiirel miras 6geleri bozulma, yipranma ve yok olma tehlikesiyle karsi
karsiyadir. Yasanan sorunlar dogal ve beseri olmak Uzere iki grupta ele alinabilir (Aslan ve Ardemagni, 2006).
Depremler, seller, nemlilik, 151k, hayvanlar, kimyasal ve biyolojik erozyon ve firtinalar dogal tehditlerdir. Savaslar,
silahli gatismalar, sehirlesme, kagak kazi, Vandalizm, kagak ticaret, turizm, yogun trafik, ihmal, yetersiz yasalar ise
beseri tehditlerdir (Karpuz, 1990; Aslan ve Ardemagni, 2006; Sey, 2014). Yukarida bahsedilen 6nemi ve karsi
karsiya kalinan tehditler nedeniyle, somut kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasi giderek daha 6nemli hale gelmistir. Uzun
yillar boyunca ulusal ve uluslararasi kuruluslar somut kiltiirel mirasi korumak igin g¢alismalar yapmaktadirlar
ancak yasal dizenlemelerin tek basina yeterli olmadigi gz oniine alindiginda, konuyla ilgili gergeklestirilecek
egitimin dnemi daha iyi anlasilacaktir. Bu nedenle, somut kiltiirel mirasi korumanin en etkili yollarindan birinin
bireylerin farkindalik diizeylerinin arttiriimasi oldugu gériisii sikca dile getirilmektedir. Oyle ki okul 6ncesinden
Universiteye kadar egitim kademelerinin tamaminda kiiltiirel miras egitiminin gerekliligi bazi kuruluslar ve bazi
arastirmacilar tarafindan vurgulanmaktadir (Hunter, 1988; Patrick, 1989; Bektas, 1992; Ardemagni, 2006;
COUNCIL of EUROPE COMMITTEE of MINISTERS, 2014; Gdkmen, 2014; Oztiirk ve Enez, 2015). Egitim dgretim
sirecinde okutulan tiim derslerde kiltlrel miras konusunda farkindalik olusturmak gergeklestirilebilir. Konuyla
ilgili gerceklestirilen bazi calismalarda da ¢ocuklar arasinda kultlrel miras hakkinda farkindalik olusturmak igin
cesitli derslerin 6gretim programlarinin entegre edilmesi gerektigini vurgulamaktadir (Hunter, 1988; Patrick,
1989; Bektas, 1992; Borman, 2004; Gokmen, 2014; Wilhelm, 2014). Bu baglamda, Turkiye'de okutulan dersler
g0z onilne alindiginda 4-7. siniflarda okutulan sosyal bilgiler dersinin kiltiirel miras bilinci olusturmada en uygun
derslerden biri oldugu ifade edilebilir. Bu dersin amaglarindan biri kulltiirel mirasin korunmasi ve gelistirilmesidir.
Bu nedenle, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin somut kiltlirel mirasin korunmasina iliskin ikilemlerini
arastirmanin egitim-6gretim strecinin sekillendiriimesine katki saglayacagi duslinilmektedir. Reber (1985),
ikilem kavramini, “bir kisinin, hicbirinin tam olarak tatmin edici olmadigi karsilikli olarak ayrisan ya da birbirine
uymayan iki ya da daha fazla durumla segim yapmak igin ylizlesmesi” olarak tanimlamaktadir (Aydin, 2009, s. 60).
Tirk Dil Kurumu'nun Tirkce sozliginde ise ikilem “insani istenmeyen seceneklerden birini, cogunlukla iki
secenekten birini izlemeye zorlayan tartisma, sorun veya usa vurma durumu” olarak tanimlanmaktadir (TDK,
1988, s. 1060). Bu tanimlardan hareketle ikilem, istenmeyen iki durum arasinda se¢im yapma zorunda kalma
olarak ifade edilebilir. Diinyanin gesitli bolgelerinde kiltiirel mirasin korunmasi ile ilgili yasanan ikilemler
hakkinda arastirmalar yapiimistir. Bu arastirmalar ozellikle kiltiirel miras yonetimi ile ilgili olup ekonomik ve
turizm temelli ikilemlerle ilgilidir (Mossetto, 1994; Fairclough, Harrison, Jameson ve Schofield, 2008; Mawere,
Mubaya ve Sagiya, 2013; Katsamudanga, 2014). ilgili alanyazin incelendiginde bu ¢alismanin kaleme alindigi ana
kadar somut kiiltlirel mirasin korunmasina iliskin ne 6gretmenlerin ne 6grencilerin ne de 6gretmen adaylarinin
gorislerini ikilemler yoluyla arastiran herhangi bir ¢alismaya rastlanilmamistir. Kiltirel mirasin korunmasinin,
insanlarin ona verdikleri degerle iliskili oldugu distnildiginde (Pearson ve Sullivan, 1995), gelecegin sosyal

bilgiler 6gretmenin somut mirasa iliskin gorislerinin ikilemler yoluyla arastirilmasi dnemli gérilmektedir.
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insanoglunun somut mirasa verdigi zarar, doganin yol actigindan ¢ok daha fazla ve gesitlidir (Karpuz, 1990).
insanlar; evler, okullar, hastaneler, yollar, barajlar, fabrikalar yaparak, Vandalizm, silahli ¢atisma, dini veya
milliyetci veya etnik yaklasimlar, fanatizm, kagakglilik, turizm, yogun trafik ve tarim yaparak somut kiiltiirel mirasa
kasten veya istemeyerek zarar verebilir (Karpuz, 1990; Madran ve Ozgéniil, 2005; Aslan ve Ardemagni, 2006; Sey,
2014). Bu galismada yukarida belirtilen bu tehditlerden bazilari ikilem kategorilerinde yer alacak sekilde
tasarlanmistir. Bu kategoriler, ekonomi temelli, din temelli, etnik-milliyetci temelli ve kisisel ¢ikar temelli ikilemler
olarak adlandirilmistir. Bu baglamda, yapilan bu ¢alismanin genel amaci sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin
somut kulturel mirasin korunmasina yonelik ikilemlerini ortaya koymaktir. Bu genel amag¢ dogrultusunda

asagidaki sorulara cevap aranmistir:

1. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin somut kiltiirel mirasin korunmasina iliskin dini temelli ikilemleri nasildir?
2. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin somut kdltiirel miraslarin korunmasina iliskin ekonomi temelli ikilemleri
nasildir?

3. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin somut kdiltiirel miraslarin korunmasina iliskin etnik-milliyet¢i temelli
ikilemleri nasildir?

4. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin somut kiltlrel miraslarin korunmasina iliskin kisisel ¢ikar temelli ikilemleri

nasildir?

YONTEM

Bu arastirma, Gazi Universitesi Olcme Degerlendirme Etik Alt Calisma Grubu’nun 22.12.2020 tarih ve 13 sayili
toplantisinda gorislilmis ve arastirmanin yapilmasina etik agidan bir sakinca bulunmadigina oy birligi ile karar

verilmistir.
Arastirma Deseni

Bu galisma, betimsel bir arastirmadir. Calismada, tarama modeli kullaniimistir. Tarama, ge¢miste ya da halen var
olan bir durumu var oldugu sekliyle tespit etmeyi amaglayan arastirma modelidir (Karasar, 2020, s. 109). Tarama
arastirmalarinin amaci genellikle arastirma konusuyla ilgili var olan durumun fotografini ¢ekerek betimleme

yapmaktir (Blyukoztirk, Cakmak, Akgilin, Karadeniz ve Demirel, 2008, s. 177, 178).

Calisma Grubu

Calisma grubunu belirlemek igin uygun oOrnekleme kullanilmistir. Uygun oOrnekleme, katilimcilara ulasimi
kolaylastirdigi icin arastirmacilar tarafindan siklikla tercih edilen bir yontemdir (Kemper, Stringfield ve Teddlie,
2003). Veriler, arastirma sirasinda Tiirkiye'nin i¢c Anadolu bélgesinde yer alan biiyiik bir (iniversitede 6grenim
goren 40 sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adayindan (kadin = 20, erkek = 20) toplanmistir. Katilicilarin hepsi son sinif
Ogrencisidir. Calisma genelleme amaci tasimadigindan ve veri toplama aracinin agik uclu sorulardan

olusmasindan dolayi katilimci sayisi goreli olarak az tutulmustur.
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Verilerin Toplanmasi

Tarama tilrd arastirmalarda, ¢ogunlukla anketler kullanilir. Anketlerin disinda gorisme formlari da siklikla
kullanilir. Tarama tarid arastirmalarda, veriler nicel ya da nitel olabilir (Bliytikoztirk vd., 2008, s. 182, 183). Bu
calismada, katilimcilarin sorulara serbestge cevap vermeleri istendiginden agik uglu sorularin yer aldigi veri
toplama araci kullanilmistir. Veri toplama aracinda, arastirma konusuyla ilgili olarak daha yansiz ve ayrintili
cevaplarin toplanmasi amaglandigindan acgik uglu soru soru tirlerinden yorumlama sorulari yer asmistir
(Buyukoztiirk vd., 2008, s. 116). Bu dogrultuda, veri toplama aracinda, kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasina iliskin alti
farkli ikilem hikayesi yer almistir. Bu hikayelerden ikisi dini temelli, ikisi ekonomi temelli, biri etnik-milliyetgi
temelli ve biri kisisel cikar temelli ikilemlerdir. ikilem hikayeleri katihmcilara yazilh olarak verilmistir.
Katiimcilardan bu hikayeleri okumalari ve iki durum arasinda segim yapmalari istenmistir. Goruslerini ayrintili
olarak agiklamalari istenmistir. Katilimcilar, bu hikayelere yénelik goruslerini yazilh olarak belirtilmislerdir.
Hikayeler uzun oldugu icin sadece ikilem ciimleleri Tablo 1'de 6zetlenmistir. ikilem hikayelerinin tam versiyonlari

ekte verilmistir.

Tablo 1. Somut Kiiltiirel Mirasin Korunmasina Yénelik ikilemler

istanbul’daki tarihi camileri korumak (Dini) Ya da istanbul’da ulagimi kolaylastirmak
Bingol’deki kiliseleri korumak (Dini) Ya da Kémiir madeni agmak

Hasankeyf’i korumak (Economik) Ya da Ihsu Baraji ve Hidroelektrik Santrali
Tarihi Saragoglu Mahallesini Korumak (Ekonomik) Ya da Alisveris merkezi yapmak

Giurci ve Ermeni tarihi yapilarini korumak (Etnik- Yada Selcuklu ve Osmanli tarihi yapilarini korumak
Milliyetgi)
Tarihi hazineyi devlet yetkililerine teslim etmek Ya da Tarihi hazineyi yasa digi yollarla satmak

Veri Analizi

Katilimcilarin ikilem hikayelerine verdikleri yanitlari analiz etmek i¢in siklik ve ylizde hesaplamalari kullanilmistir
(Yildinm ve Simsek, 2006, s. 243). Tarama tiru arastirmalarin sonuglarinda sorulara verilen cevaplarin ylizde
dagihmlarinin ve frekanslarinin verilmesi katiimcilarin goérislerinin  gosterilmesi bakimindan 6nemlidir

(Buyukoztiirk vd., 2008, s. 183).

BULGULAR

Kiiltiirel Mirasin Korunmasina iliskin Din Temelli ikilemler

Katilimcilarin kiltlirel mirasin korunmasina iliskin dini temelli ikilemlerini ortaya ¢ikarmak igin iki farkl ikilem
hikayesi kullanilmistir. Birincisi, metro giizergahinin istanbul'daki tarihi yarimadadaki tarihi Osmanli camilerine
cok yakin olmasi ve bu yapilara zarar verme olasiligi hakkindadir. Digeri ise Bingol'deki Surp Hovhannes Kilisesi'nin
yaninda agilmasi planlanan ve kilisenin yikilmasina neden olacak bir kémiir madeni ile ilgilidir. Bu ikilemle ilgili ilk

hikayeye verilen yanitlarin analizi Tablo 2'de 6zetlenmistir.
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Tablo 2. Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin istanbul Tarihi Yarimadadaki Tarihi Camilerin korunmasi ile ilgili

ikilemleri
ikilem ifadeleri f f
istanbul’daki tarihi yarimadadaki tarihi camileri korumak icin metro yapim calismalari durdurulmalhidir 32
istanbul tarihi yarimadadaki metro yapim ¢alismalari devam etmelidir 8

Tablo 2. incelendiginde, 32 (%80) katilimcinin istanbul'daki tarihi yarimadada yer alan tarihi camilerin korunmasi
icin metro insaatinin durdurulmasi gerektigini belirtirken, 8 (%20) katiimcinin ise metro insaatinin devam etmesi
gerektigini belirttikleri goriilmektedir. Katiimcilarin gerekgeleri analiz edildiginde, 19'unun tarihi camileri kimlik
ifadesi olduklari igin korunmalari gerektigini ifade etmislerdir. Bu camilerin kulturi temsil ettigini ve dolayisiyla
kultirel mirasin bir pargasi oldugunu vurguladiklari gorilmustir. Ayrica bu camilerin gelecek nesillere
aktarilmasinin gerekliligini ve milli kiltirin devamhhginin 6nemine vurgu yapmuslardir. 9 katihmci bu yapilarin
nadir ve yenilenemez oldugunu belirtirken, 2 katiimci bu camilerin turistik énemini vurgulayarak, tarihi
yarimadadaki camilerin hem yerli hem de yabanci turistleri gektigine dikkat gekmistir. Camilerin zarar gérmesinin
turizm gelirlerini de diisiirecegini vurgulamiglardir. 1 katilimci, din ve tarihin her seyden daha énemli oldugunu
ve camilerin her kosulda korunmasi gerektigini belirtirken diger bir katilimci ise, camilerin insa edildikleri
dénemleri yansittigini ve boylelikle o zamanlarin sanati ve teknolojisi hakkinda bilgi verdigini, boylelikle tarihi
yapilarin bilgi kaynagi 6zelligini vurguladigini sdéylemistir. Metro yapiminin devam etmesi gerektigini belirten
katilimcilar, gerekge olarak istanbul'daki asiri niifus ve ulasim sorununu vurgulamislardir. insanlarin refahinin

daha 6nemli oldugunu ifade etmislerdir.

Sosyal Bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin Bingol'deki Surp Hovhannes Kilisesi'nin korunmasina iliskin ikilemleri Tablo

3'te 6zetlenmistir.

Tablo 3. Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin Bingél'deki Surp Hovhannes Kilisesi'nin Korunmasina iliskin

ikilemleri
ikilem ifadeleri f f
Bingol’deki Surp Hovhannes kilisesi korunmali 28
Kémir madeni agiimali 12

Tablo 3 incelendiginde, katilimcilarin 28'inin (%70) Bingdl'deki Surp Hovhannes Kilisesi'nin korunmasi gerektigini
belirttikleri gériilmektedir. Bu yapinin tarihi ve kilturel degeri oldugunu ve insanlik igin ortak miras oldugunu
belirtmiglerdir. Musliiman olmanin kiliselere saygli duymayi gerektirdigini vurgulamiglardir; Hiristiyan llkelerdeki
camilere zarar gelmesini istemedikleri icin kendi Ulkelerindeki kiliselerin de korunmasi gerektigini ifade
etmislerdir. Ayrica bu kilisenin tarihi bir mekan oldugunu ve tarihin bir daha yasanamayacagini belirtmislerdir.
Kémir madeni agmanin issizlik sorununa kalici bir ¢dziim olmayacagini, ancak bu kiliseyi restore edip turistik bir
site olarak hizmete sokmanin bolgedeki bu soruna kalici bir ¢6ziim olabilecegini vurgulamislardir. 12 (%30)
katihmci, bolgenin issizlik sorunlarini ve az gelismisligi vurgulayarak bir komir madeni agma segenegini tercih
etmislerdir. Kbmir madeninin bdlgenin ekonomik biyimesine ve llke ekonomisine katki saglayabilecegini

belirtmislerdir.
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Kiiltiirel Mirasin Korunmasina iliskin Ekonomi Temelli ikilemler

Katilimcilarin kiltirel mirasin korunmasina iliskin ekonomik temelli ikilemlerini ortaya g¢ikarmak icin iki farkh
ikilem hikayesi kullanilmistir. ilk hikaye, Tirkiye'nin Giineydogu Anadolu bélgesinde insa edilmesi planlanan ve
tarihi gegmisi 10.000 yil dncesine dayanan Hasankeyf'teki kiltur varliklarini yok edecek biyik bir baraj ve bir
hidroelektrik santrali hakkindadir. Hasankeyf, UNESCO'nun on “diinya mirasi” kriterinden dokuzunu karsilayan
diinyadaki 6nemli kiltirel miras alanlarindan biridir. Ayrica Iisu Baraji ve Hidroelektrik Santrali bélgenin
kalkinmasina etki edecek buyik bir projedir. Bu hikdye, katiimcilarin kiltirel mirasin korunmasi ile ekonomik
kalkinma projeleri arasindaki ikilemlerini ortaya g¢ikarmayi amaglamistir. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin

Hasankeyf'i korumaya yonelik ikilemleri Tablo 4'te 6zetlenmistir.

Tablo 4. Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin Hasankeyf'i Korumaya Yénelik ikilemleri

ikilem ifadeleri f f
Hasankeyf’i korumak 35
Ihsu Baraji ve Hidroelektrik Santrali 5

Tablo 4 incelendiginde, katilimcilarin 35'inin (%87,5) Hasankeyf'in korumasini segtigi, 5'inin (%12,5) baraj ve
hidroelektrik santral projelerinin devamini tercih ettigi gériilmektedir. Hasankeyf'i korumayi segenler, 6nemli ve
tarihi bir yer ve dinya ortak mirasi oldugunu vurguladilar. Bu yer bir kez ortadan kalkti mi bir daha geri
getirilemeyecegini vurgulayan katilimcilar, kiltirel mirasin ender ve yenilenemez 6zelligini vurgulamislar ve
kaybinin gegmisle ilgili bilgi kaybi anlamina gelecegini belirtmislerdir. Ulkenin kalkinmasi igin alternatif eneriji
kaynaklarinin kullanilabilecegini ve Hasankeyf'in turizme acilmasinin ekonomik kalkinma igin slrduralebilir
olabilecegini 6ne siirdiiler. Ote yandan baraj ve elektrik santrali projesinin devamini secenler Hasankeyf'in tarihi
ve kiltiirel 6nemini kabul ederken, bu projenin uygulanmasinin hem bdlgenin hem de dlkenin kalkinmasi

acisindan daha 6nemli oldugunu ifade etmislerdir.

Diger ekonomik temelli hikaye ise Ankara'nin tarihi Saragoglu semtinin yikilmasi ve yerine bir alisveris merkezi
yapilmasi hakkindadir. Bu mahalle sehir merkezinde ve ofisler, alisveris merkezleri, kafeler ve butiklerle gevrilidir.
Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin tarihi Saragoglu Mahallesi'nin korunmasina yonelik ikilemleri Tablo 5'te

Ozetlenmistir.

Tablo 5. Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin Tarihi Saracoglu Mahallesi'nin Korunmasina iliskin ikilemleri

ikilem ifadeleri f f
Saragoglu Mahallesi korunmalidir 37
Alisveris merkezi yapilmahdir 3

Tablo 5 incelendiginde, 37 (%92,5) katilimcinin mahalleyi korumayi sectigi, 3 (%7,5) katilimcinin ise AVM insa
edilmesi gerektigini tercih ettikleri goriilmistir. Tarihi mahallenin korunmasi yoniinde goéris belirtenler, bir
alisveris merkezi yapilmasina karsi olduklarini vurgulayarak, zaten ¢ok sayida alisveris merkezi oldugunu ifade

etmislerdir. Tarihi yapilarin da ruhu oldugunu ve tarihi Saragoglu mahallesinin yasatilmasinin sart oldugunu
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vurgulamislardir. Her yere bir AVM yapilabilecegini ancak tarihi bir binanin degistirilemeyecegini belirtmislerdir.
Bunu belirterek, kiltirel mirasin yenilenemez niteligini vurgulamislardir. Alisveris merkezi yapmayi tercih eden
Ug katilimci, bu mahallenin giiniimiiz taleplerini karsilamadigini ve istihdam yaratmanin daha énemli oldugunu

belirtmiglerdir.
Etnik-Milliyetci Temelli ikilemler

Bu konudaki ikilem hikayesi, Turkiye'nin kuzeydogu bélgesinde, 6zellikle Turkiye’nin kuzeydogusunda, Girci ve
Ermeni tarihi yapilarinin Selguklu ve Osmanli tarihi yapilarina karsi korunmasiyla ilgilidir. Tim bu tarihi yapilar su
anda ihmal, Vandalizm, hazine avi vb. nedenlerle harabe haline gelmistir. Katilimcilara, “Sinirli bir bitgeniz
olsaydi, paranizi hangisini korumak icin hangisini kullanirdiniz?” sorusunu sorulmustur. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen

adaylarinin bu soruya iliskin ikilemleri Tablo 6'da 6zetlenmistir.

Tablo 6. Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin Etnik-Milliyetci Temelli ikilemleri

ikilem ifadeleri f f
Glrcu ve Ermeni tarihi yapilari korunmalidir
Selguklu ve Osmanli tarihi yapilari korunmalidir 35

Tablo 6 incelendiginde, katilimcilarin 35'inin (%87,5) Selcuklu ve Osmanh tarihi yapilarini korumak igin ikinci
ifadeyi sectikleri, GUrci ve Ermeni tarihi yapilarini korumak icin katilimcilardan 5'inin (%12,5) ilk ifadeyi sectikleri
goriilmektedir. ilk ifadeyi secenler, karar vermenin zor oldugunu, ancak milli degerleri vurgulayarak sinirli bir
bltceyi kendi tarih ve kiltlrlerini korumak igin kullanacaklarini belirtmislerdir. Bu katiimcilar agiklamalarinda
“kendi kiltirimiz, kendi degerlerimiz, bizim tarihimiz, kendi tarihimiz” gibi ifadeler kullanmislardir. Girci ve
Ermeni tarihi yapilarini korumayi secen diger katilimcilar, batceyi farkli kiltirlere saygi gostermek, turist cekmek

ve ayrimcilik yapmamak igin kullanacaklarini belirtmislerdir.

Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin Kisisel ilgi Alanlarina Dayali ikilemler

Bu temanin ikilem hikayesi, tarlasinda Roma altin sikkelerini bulan bir ciftciyle ilgilidir. Katilimcilara o ¢iftginin
yerinde olsalardi ne yapacaklari sorulmustur. Sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin yasadiklari ikilemler Tablo 7'de

Ozetlenmistir.

Tablo 7. Sosyal Bilgiler Ogretmen Adaylarinin Bulunan Hazine Konusundaki ikilemleri

ikilem ifadeleri f f
Hazineyi devlet gorevlilerine teslim etmek 20
Hazineyi yasa disi yollardan satmak 20

Tablo 7 incelendiginde, katilimcilarin gorislerinin iki farkli kategoride egit olarak kiimelendigi gorilmektedir.
Katiimcilarin 20'sinin (%50) hazineyi yetkililere teslim edeceklerini belirtirlerken, diger 20’si (%50) ise hazineyi
yasadisi yollardan satacaklarini ifade etmislerdir. ilk grupta bulunan katilimcilar, bunun bir vatandashk gérevi

oldugunu ve bu hazinenin tim millete ait oldugunu belirtmislerdir. Bunu yaparak bir vatandas olarak takdire
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sayan bir sey yapmaktan mutlu olacaklarini ve hem tasinabilir hem de tasinamaz kiltiirel mirasin korunmasi
gerektigini soylemislerdir. Bazilari bunu sadece temiz bir vicdanla uyumak icin yapacaklarini ifade etmislerdir.
Bazilari dini inanglari nedeniyle bunu yapacaklarini vurgulamislardir. Ayrica ¢aba sarf etmeden bir seye sahip
olmanin kimseye fayda saglamayacagini da belirtmislerdir. Katilimcilardan bazilari sikkelerin tarihsel 6nemine
dikkat ¢ekmistir. Katilimcilardan 20"si, o gift¢i olsaydilar, sikkeleri Allah’in armagani olarak kabul edeceklerini,
devletin onlara az 6dil verecegini, yasal sirecin uzun sirecegini, ailelerinin bakimindan sorumlu olduklar

gerekgeleriyle yasadisi olarak satacaklarini belirtmislerdir.

TARTISMA ve SONUC

Bu calismada, sosyal bilgiler 6gretmen adaylarinin somut kiiltiirel mirasin korunmasina yonelik ikilemleri
arastinlmistir. istanbul'daki tarihi camiler ve Bingdl'deki kiliselerle ilgili ikilem iceren hikayeler, dini yapilarin
korunmasina iliskin ikilemleri kesfetmek icin kullanilmistir ve katiimcilarin cami veya kilise olsun dini yapilari
korumayi sectikleri sonucuna ulasiimistir. Ancak camileri korumayi tercih edenlerin sayisinin kiliseleri korumayi
tercih edenlere gore daha fazla oldugu gorilmustir. Bu sonugtan hareketle, somut kiltiirel mirasin
korunmasinda katihmcilarin dini inanislarinin etkili oldugu soylenebilir. Baska ifade ile, somut kiiltlirel mirasla
ilgili neyin korunmasi gerektigine dair bir karar verme durumunda mensup olunan din belirleyici olmustur. Bunun
yaninda, katiimcilarin, tarihi bir yapinin (Bingol'deki kiliseler) turizme agilarak bolgenin ekonomik bliyiimesine
katki saglanabilecegine vurgu yaptiklari gértlmistir. Bu nedenle katihmcilar, bu yapi bagka bir dine ait olsa bile
bir ekonomik isletmenin agilmasindan ziyade tarihi yapilarin korunmasi gerektigini belirtmislerdir. Ancak
katihmcilarin istanbul'daki tarihi camiler ile Bingél'deki kiliselerin korunmasi konusundaki tercihleri
karsilastirildiginda, camilerin korunmasi tercihlerinin kiliselere gére daha yiksek oldugu sonucuna ulasiimistir.
Katilimcilarin somut kiiltirel mirasin korunmasina iliskin ekonomi temelli ikilemlerini ortaya ¢ikarmak icin iki farkli
ikilem hikayesi kullanilmistir. Bunlardan biri, Hasankeyf kdylnl sular altinda birakacak bir baraj ve elektrik
santrali projesidir. Bu proje hem bdlgenin hem de tim ulkenin ekonomik biyumesi agisindan da énemlidir.
Katiimcilar, Hasankeyf'in korunmasinin yaninda, bu somut kultlrel mirasin ender, yenilenemez ve degistirilemez
ozelliklerini vurgulamislardir. Bu sonuglarin alan yazinda vurgulanan 6zelliklerle benzerlik gosterdigi soylenebilir
(Mckercher ve Du Cros, 2002; COUNCIL of EUROPE, 2014). Katilimcilar, Hasankeyf'in turizme agilmasinin
ekonomik kalkinma igin siirdirulebilir olabilecegini belirtmislerdir. Bingdl’deki kilise 6rneginde oldugu gibi
Hasankeyf 6rneginde de katilimcilarin tarihi mekanlarin turizme agilmasinin sirdirulebilir kalkinma agisindan
daha faydali olacagini distindiikleri gérilmustir. Somut kiltiirel mirasin turizm amach kullaniimasi kiltirel miras
yoneticilerinin de ¢ok sik yasadiklari bir ikilemdir. Clink{ turizmin kiltirel mirasin korunmasina katkisi oldugu gibi
zarari da olabilmektedir (Fielden, 1993; Pieris ve Prematilleke, 1993, Mckercher ve Du Cros, 2002; Alkis ve
Oguzoglu, 2005). Bu tarz, ekonomik temelli ikilemler cesitli arastirmalarda da ortaya konulmustur (Mossetto,
1994; Mawere, Mubaya ve Sagiya, 2013; Katsamudanga, 2014). Ekonomi temelli bir diger ikilem hikayesi de
Ankara'nin merkezindeki tarihi Saragoglu mahallesinin yikilip yerine bir alisveris merkezi insa edilmesidir.
Katilimcilar, alisveris merkezi yapimina karsi olduklari, tarihi yapilarin da ruhu oldugunu ve bu mahallenin

yasatilmasi gerektigini ifade etmislerdir. Bu sonuglarin da ilgili alan yazinda belirtilen ifadelerle 6rtiistugi
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soylenebilir (Pieris ve Prematilleke, 1993; Ashworth, 1994; Pearson ve Sullivan, 1995; Mckercher ve Du Cros,
2002). Etnik-milliyetci temelli ikilem hikayesi, Gircli ve Ermeni tarihi yapilarinin Selguklu ve Osmanl tarihi
yapilarina karsi korunmasi hakkindadir. Katilimcilar, sinirli bitge kullanarak koruma saglamak igin bunlardan birini
se¢mek zorundadir. Katilimcilarin gogunun Selguklu ve Osmanli tarihi yapilarini korumayi tercih ettigi sonucuna
ulasilmigtir. Gurcl ve Ermeni tarihi yapilari da 6nemli oldugu igin karar vermenin zor oldugunu, ancak sinirh bir
bltce oldugundan dolayi bu biitgeyi kendi tarih ve kiltiirlerini korumak igin kullanacaklarini ifade etmislerdir. Bu
sonucun, somut kiiltirel mirasin kimlik ifade ettigi icin dnemli oldugu yargisiyla benzerlik gosterdigi sdylenebilir
(Pearson ve Sullivan, 1995; Kiper, 2004; Madran ve Ozgéniil, 2005; Atasoy, 2010). Kisisel ¢ikar temelli ikilem
hikayesi, tarlasinda altin Roma sikkeleri bulan bir giftciyle ilgilidir. Katilimcilara, eger o ciftginin yerinde olsalardi
ne yapacaklari sorusu yoneltilmistir. Sonuglar, katilimcilarin esit olarak iki gruba ayrildigini ortaya koymustur.
Sikkeleri yasadisi satmak isteyenler, devletin verecegi 6diliin cok diisiik olacagi ve resmi islemlerin zaman alacagi
icin bunu yapacaklarini belirtmiglerdir. Bu durumda yasalarla ilgili dizenleme yapmak, kiiltiirel miras konusunda
farkindalik yaratmada etkili olabilir. Bu sonugtan hareketle, sikke gibi tasinabilir kiltirel miras s6z konusu
oldugunda, katihmcilarin binalar gibi tasinmaz kiltiirel miras hakkindaki korumaci bakis agilarinin degistigi
soylenebilir. Katimcilarin, ekonomik nedenlerle karsilastirildi§inda bagka bir kiltlriin veya bir dinin tarihi
yapilarinin  korunmasi fikrine karsi olmadiklari sdylenebilir. Bununla birlikte, baska bir kultirle/dinle

karsilasildiginda katihmcilarin kendi kilttrlerine/dinlerine 6ncelik verdikleri sonucuna ulasiimistir.

ONERILER

° Bu galismanin sonuglari mevcut ¢alisma grubuile sinirlidir. Bu bakimdan, genelleme yapmak icin daha biyiik
bir 6rneklem ve nicel arastirma yontemi ile calismalarin yapilmasi,

. Ogretmenler, 6gretmen adaylari ve 6grencilerle benzer arastirmalarin yapilmasi,

o Ogretmen adaylarinin, 8gretmenlerin ve 6grencilerin etnik-milliyetci bakis agisini ortaya koymast igin farkl
orneklem gruplari ve farkh tlkelerde benzer ¢calismalarin yapilmasi,

. Ogretmen adaylarinin kiiltiirel miras duyarliligina katki saglamak ve bunu 6grencilerine nasil aktaracaklarini

Ogretebilmek adina lisans diizeyinde bir ders konulmasi dnerilebilir.

Etik Metni

“Bu makalede dergi yazim kurallarina, yayin ilkelerine, arastirma ve yayin etigi kurallarina, dergi etik kurallarina

uyulmustur. Makale ile ilgili dogabilecek her tiirli ihlallerde sorumluluk yazara aittir.”

Yazar (lar) Katki Orani: Yazarin bu makaleye katki orani %100’ddr.
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EK1

ikilem Hikayeleri

Hikaye 1. istanbul Tarihi Yarimada: Trafik

Tarihi yapilara zarar veren unsurlardan biri de yogun trafiktir. Yogun trafik toprak zemine baski yapmakta ve bu
da eski binalarin temellerine zarar vermektedir. Bu durumun sonucu ise yakin ya da uzak gelecekte bu tarihi
binalarin yikilmasi veya geri déndiiriilemez hasarlarin yasanmasi olacaktir. istanbul’da Ayasofya ve Sultan Ahmet’
Camisinin de iginde oldugu tarihi yarimada arag trafigine kapatilmistir. Ancak Yenikapi’da kurulan Turkiye’nin en
buyuk feribot iskelesi, Avrupa ve Asya yakasi arasinda olusturdugu yeni ulagim arteriyle trafigi Surici’ne tasidi.
Buna ilaveten tam da Ayasofya ve Sultan Ahmet Camisi’nin yanindan gecen bir rayl sistem insa edilmistir. Rayh
sistemlerin glrilti ve titresim gibi nedenlerle tarihi yapilara zarar verdikleri bilinmektedir. Yarimada'y: tehdit
eden bir diger proje ise Sileymaniye Camisi’'nin dibinden ve daha bircok énemli yapinin altindan gegirilmek
istenen metro (yeraltindan) hattidir. Sivil inisiyatiflerin ve bilim adamlarinin metronun sur disindan gegirilmesi
yonindeki 6nerilerine ve toprak alindan gikan arkeolojik kalintilara karsin projenin uygulanmasin devam ediliyor.
Bunun yaninda taksimden tarihi yarimadaya ulasan yeni bir metro yapilmasi karari alinmistir. Bu metro hattin ise
Fatih Camii yanindan gececegi ve camiye zarar verecegi kent planlamacilari tarafindan elestirilmektedir. Diger
taraftan bu ulasim hatlari insanlarin bir yerden baska bir yere tasinmasinda hem daha ekonomik hem de daha az
zaman almaktadir. Goriliyor ki bu yeni metro hatlari tarihi yarimadadaki tarihi yapilara zarar vermektedir. Bu
tarihi yapilar arasinda bircok eski Osmanl yapisi ve camileri yer almaktadir. Bununla birlikte bu metro hatlari ve
rayli sistemlerin ulasimi kolaylastirdigi da goriilmektedir.

a-Bu durumda siz yetkili olsaydiniz, tarihi yapilarin ve camilerin korunmasi igcin metro hatti insaatlarini durdurur
muydunuz? Yoksa,

b-insanlarin ulasim rahathigini diisiiniip metro ve hafif rayli sistem insaatlarina devam eder miydiniz?
Sebeplerini gerekgeleri ile ayrintili olarak yaziniz litfen.
Hikaye 2. Bingol, Maden Ocagi - Kilise

Bingol'lin Kigi ilgesinde 2 bin 100 rakimli Kardék Dagi'nda bulunan yillardir tim tahribata ve ilgisizlige ragmen
ayakta durmaya calisan Surp Hovhannes Kilisesi, bu kez yani basinda kurulacak olan maden ocagiyla tamamen
yikilma tehlikesiyle karsi karsiya. Bélgede tarihi yapilar, kimi yerde baraj ve HES'lerle, kimi yer maden ocaklariyla
kimi yerde ise, define avcilari tarafindan bir bir yok ediliyor. Surp Hovhannes Kilisesi, 1800'lii yillarda insa edildi.
2011 yilinda koruma altina alinmasina ragmen herhangi bir iyilestirme ve restorasyon galismasi yapiimadi. Kasim
2013 tarihinde maden ocaginin kiliseye 100 metre uzaklkta agilmasinin uygun oldugu yoniinde karar verdi. Halk
arasindan Vang Manastiri olarak da bilinen kilisenin, agilacak olan maden ocagiyla birlikte yikilacagi belirtiliyor.
Maden ocagi yorede bir dlglide istihdam olusturacaktir. Ancak Kiiltlir Bakanliginca tescillenen bu kiltiirel miras
eserinin de ¢ok zarar verecegi hatta tamamen yikilmasina sebep olacagi da ortadadir.

Bu durumda siz yetkili biri olsaydiniz;
a- Yorede istihdam olusturacak maden ocaginin agilmasina izin verir miydiniz? Yoksa,
b- Maden ocaginin agilmasina izin vermeyip Kilisenin korunmasini mi saglardiniz?

Sebeplerini gerekgeleri ile ayrintili olarak yaziniz litfen.
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Hikaye 3. Ilisu Baraji Hidroelektrik Santrali ve Sular Altinda Kalacak Hasankeyf Kiiltiirel Mirasi

Ihsu Baraji ve Hidroelektrik Santrali Projesi (llisu Projesi), 1954 yilinda Dicle Nehri’nin toprak ve su kaynaklarinin
gelistirilmesine iliskin calismalar dogrultusunda, DSI tarafindan baslatilmistir. llisu Baraji; Giineydogu Anadolu
Bolgesi’nde, Suriye sinirina yaklasik 45 km. mesafede, Dicle Nehri (izerinde insa edilecek olup, tamamlandiginda
1 200 MW kurulu glig ile yilda ortalama 4,120 GWh enerji Uretecektir. Tesis isletmeye alindiginda; gévde hacmi
acisindan Turkiye’nin 2., kurulu glic bakimindan da 4. biiytk baraji olacaktir. llisu Baraji ile tretilecek olan elektrik
enerjisi, su an Ulkemizde hidroelektrik santralleri vasitasiyla tretilecek olan enerjinin %10’unu olusturacak. Bu
enerji Uretiminin yani sira llisu Barajinda regiile edilen ve daha sonra insa edilecek Cizre Barajina birakilacak
sularla Nusaybin, Cizre, idil, Silopi ovalarinda toplam 121 bin hektar alanin modern sulama teknikleriyle sulanmasi
da mimkiin olacak. Projenin gevresel sonuglari arasinda sunlar vardir:

e Soyu tikenen hayvanlari besin ve habitatlarinin yok edilmesi

e Kitlesel balik 6ltimleri

e (Cokelme

e  Su kalitesinde ciddi dusis

e  Su kaynakli gatismalarda artis (6zellikle Tirkiye ile komsu devletler arasinda)

e  Goletlerde biriken suyun yumusatici etkisinden dolayi iklimde yumusama ve dogal yasamda canlanma

Bu zararlara ilaveten, 10.000 yili askin bir tarihi gegcmise sahip olan Hasankeyf'teki kilttrel varhklarin yok
edilmesine neden olacaktir. llisu Baraji bolgesinde de basta Hasankeyf olmak lizere olaganisti zengin bir
arkeolojik mekan varhg kesfedilmis, bu kesiflerle Hasankeyf'in yaklasik 12 bin yillik bir yerlesim yeri oldugu ve
UNESCO'nun on "Diinya Miras!" kriterinden dokuzunu saglayan diinyadaki tek yer olma 6zelligine sahip oldugu
ortaya konmus. Bu 10 kriterden bir tanesinin karsilaniyor olmasi bile bir alanin UNESCO listesine dahil edilmesine
yetiyorken, Hasankeyf ve icinde bulundugu Dicle Vadisi bu 10 kriterin 9'unu karsiliyor. Hasankeyf bu ozelligi ile
diinyanin en 6nemli alanlarindan biri. llisu Baraji Projesi'nin hayata gecmesiyle bolgedeki 400 kilometrelik nehir
yatagini kapsayan dogal alanlarin geri donilmez bicimde zarar gorecek, ayrica 300'den fazla arkeolojik alandan
83'iinuin sular altinda kalacak.

a- Bu durumda siz yetkili bir olsaydiniz, ekonomik olarak Tirkiye’ye katki saglayacak Ilisu Barajinin yapimini
devam ettirir miydiniz? Yoksa,

b- Hasankeyf’in korunmasi taraftari mi olurdunuz.

Sebeplerini gerekgeleri ile ayrintili olarak yaziniz litfen.

Hikaye 4. Tarihi Mahalle mi, Alisveris Merkezi mi?

Baskentin merkezi Kizilay’da 70 yillik bir mahalle, Saragoglu Mahallesi. Alman mimar Paul Bonatz tarafindan bir
grup Tirk mimarin da katiimiyla projelendirilen 642 dairelik Tlrkiye Cumhuriyeti’nin ilk toplu konut projesi. “Turk
evi” temasi ile dikkati ¢eken ve yillarca kamu kurumlarinda galisanlarin lojman olarak kullandigi konutlardan
olusan Saracoglu Mahallesi, bir siireden beri terk edilmis durumda. Saracoglu Mahallesi, Ankara’da Kizilay kent
merkezinin en can alici noktasinda yer alan bir toplu konut alani. 1940’li yillarda planlanmis bir alandir. Ulusal
mimarlik Gslubunun Cumhuriyet donemi Tirk mimarisinin en glizel yOnlerini 6ne ¢ikaran bir yapisi var.
Cumhuriyet dénemindeki ilk toplu konut uygulamasi ancak sadece konut planlamasi yapiimamistir. idare merkezi
olarak yapilan bina yillarca Cankaya Kaymakamhgi olarak kullaniimistir. En son Halk Kitliphanesi olan yapi yillarca
Milli Kitliphane olarak hizmet vermistir. Yani yalnizca konut alani degil dinlence yerleri, oyun alanlari, sosyal
tesisleri hepsi bir biitlin olarak planlanmistir. Gegmis hiikiimetler déneminde de Kizilay’in gébeginde kalan bu
alanin atil bir alan oldugu, verimli kullanilmadigi, bir ticari degere donistirilmesi gerektigi yoniindeki dusiinceler
dile getirilmis, bazi girisimlerde bulunulmustu. Giiniim{zde bu alana bir AVM yapilmasi planlanmaktadir. Burada,
eglence parklari, otoparklar, spor salonlari, sinema salonlari vb. insanlarin eglenceli vakitler gegirebilecegi ayni
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zamanda aligveris yapabilecekleri buyiik bir kompleks diisiiniiimektedir. Ayni zamanda bu AVM belirli bir istihdam
da yaratacaktir.

Bu durumda siz karar vermede yetkili birisi olsaydiniz;

a- AVM yapilmasina karar verirdim, yoksa;

b- Saracoglu Mahallesinin tarihi dokusu ile korunmasini isterdim.
Sebeplerini gerekgeleri ile ayrintili olarak yaziniz litfen.

Hikaye 5. Coruh’un Giircii Kiliseleri Yok Oluyor

Coruh nehri gevresindeki kiliselerin acilen kurtarilmasi gerekiyor. Baraj yapimlari nedeniyle birgok kiliseye ulasim
yeterince zor. Clinkli bozuk olan yollar iyice bozulmus. Turistler bile artik gitmiyor, kiliselerin bakimi yok. Camiye
cevrilenler bile korunmamis, Hodegur’daki kilisede oldugu gibi. Digerlerinin hali igler acisi. Ya icinde ates yakilmis
ya duvarlari boyanmis ya da igcinde bomba patlatiimis! Buna bir de “define avcilari” eklenince kiliseler igin tehlike
¢anlar galiyor artik. Bir kismi Coruh Nehri’'nin kollarinin suladigi Erzurum’un Tortum ilgesi sinirlarindaki bu
kiliselerin, t¢l de Artvin’de. Ermeniler’in insa ettirdigi fakat daha sonra Gurcl kralliklarinca kullanilip restore
edilince Giirci kiliseleri olarak bilinen yapilardan en 6nemlisi kuskusuz ishan Manastir Kilisesi. Yapi, Yusufeli’'ndeki
ishan Kéyii’nde. Manastirdan giinimiize bir kilise ve bir sapel (kiicik kilise) ulasmis. Artvin’deki bir diger yapi da
Barhal manastiri. Yusufeli’nin Altiparmak Kéyi’nde, Barhal Cayi’'nin sagindaki yamacta yer aliyor. Manastirdan
gliniimiize bir kilise ve iki sapel ulasmis. Yusufeli'ndeki Okhta Ecclesia Manastiri da ayni ilgisizlikten ve
duyarsizliktan nasiplenen yapilardan biri. Artvin’deki Gircililerden ve Ermenilerden kalma kiliselerin durumu
boyle. Acil bir dnlem alinmazsa 10 yil sonra bunlardan eser kalmayacak. Bununla birlikte, ayni yorede Selgukludan
ve Osmanlidan kalma ¢ok sayida tarihi yapi bulunmaktadir. Bunlar arasinda, képriler, cesmeler, hanlar, kaleler
ve camiler yer almaktadir. Bunlarin bircogu bakimsizlik ve ilgisizlik, define arayicilarinin verdigi zararlar nedeniyle
yok olma durumuyla karsi karsiyalar.

Elinizde sinirli bir biitge var bu durumda siz yetkili olsaydiniz;

a- Elinizdeki sinirli bltgeyi Girct ve Ermeni kiliselerinin bakim, onarim ve korunmasina mi harcardiniz? Yoksa,
b- Selguklu ve Osmanli yapilarinin bakim, onarim ve korunmasina mi harcardiniz?

Sebeplerini gerekgeleri ile ayrintili olarak yaziniz litfen.

Hikaye 6. Tarlasinda Define Buldu

Tarlasini stiren ve isminin agiklanmasini istemeyen bir giftgi, traktorin pullugunun bir cisme takildigini fark ederek
durdu. Traktorden inerek cismin bulundugu noktayi kazan ciftci, ici sikkelerle dolu bir kip buldu. Cikarirken bir
kismi yere dokilen tarihi paralar toplayan gift¢i, daha sonra bunlari ne yapacagini diisinmeye basladi. Ciftginin
bir cocugu Ankara’da bir tip fakiiltesinde okumaktadir, dolayisi ile masraflari goktur. Kizi ise istanbul’da bir
Universiteyi kazanmistir. Nasil gonderecegini kara kara diisinmektedir. Bir diger ¢cocugu ise liseye gitmektedir.
Bu ciftci baba patates yetistiriciliginden gegimini saglamaktadir. Bu yil yeterli yagis olmamis, dolayisiyla hasat da
yetersiz olmustur. Ciftcinin ayni zamanda gesitli bankalara kredi borcu da bulunmaktadir. Tarlasinda buldugu
Roma donemine ait sikkelerin degeri Yiiz Elli Bin Turk lirasi civarindadir. Ancak bunlari devlete teslim ederse
kendisine ¢ok kiiclik bir o6dil verilecegini, bunun da uzun zaman alacagini bilmektedir. Bu ¢ift¢i uzun bir ig
muhakemeden sonra irtibat kurdugu kisilere bu sikkeleri Yz Bin Tirk lirasina satmistir.

Bu durumda siz olsaydiniz ne yapardiniz?
a- Sikkeleri devlet yetkililerine teslim ederdim.
b- Sikkeleri yasa disi olarak satardim.
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