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HISTORICAL CULTURAL LANDSCAPES IN ROMANIA

Mapping and registration of endangered traditionalcultural landscape elements in Transylvania
— first methodical approach in the sample region oBistrita

CHRISTOPHGLINK !, HANS-HEINRICHMEYER? MAJA SCHOTTKE

ABSTRACT - In the paper, the preliminary results of the inéional student workshop ,Inventory
and Comparison of Cultural Landscape Elementsiediout by Babes-Bolyai University Cluj-Napoca
(RO) and University of Applied Sciences Erfurt (Dii)Arcalia, near Bistrita, between 20 25" of
May 2007, are dealt with. The purpose of the wookstvas to test some German methods of mapping,
surveying and encoding typical cultural landscdpenents in selected villages and their rural emsro
The activities were part of the INTERREG IIl B-Reof “CULTURAL LANDSCAPE” and were
financially supported by the European Union andfé¢itkeral state of Thuringia.
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1. BACKGROUND AND INTENTIONS OF THE PROJECT

Worldwide there is a creeping process in the caltlandscapes taking place. The regionally
typical features and traditional characteristios going to disappear. Landscape images are getting
more and more interchangeable. The process tlggtiming speed in the course of globalisation has
especially accelerated in young EU-Member StateRdmania, the socio-economic changes since the
1990s and the construction boom of the recent yealisally affect the images of the village aress a
well as the open countryside.

In many European countries, similar processes mieiggave led to a growing sensitivity
that Landscapes have a cultural value. There iaising awareness to accept traditional cultural
landscapes as expression of cultural heritage aritha foundation of identity” as it was declared i
the European Convention of Landscapes (2000). bitiad, there is a growing agreement, that
landscapes with historical roots can have econealize. As objects of public interest, featureshef t
cultural heritage strengthen the regional economg amployment. Hence, integrating cultural
heritage potentials in economic processes get ggwmportance in the context of regional
development (e.g. tourist use).

The first step to more strongly perceive, preseasgl develop unique, identity forming
(cultural) landscape features is to recognize afuhe structures of high cultural value and to eagd
its preservation-worthiness. This implies a syst@raventarisation on the base of special evatumati
parameters and of an adapted mapping key. In Gerntlae mapping of historical cultural landscape
features is regarded as one of the sectors withhitteest quantity of recorded experience within the
topic of cultural landscape. But despite of a sedakgroundwork and pilot schemes, which lead back
to its roots in the early 70s, a “general stateaffdirs in research and practise” can by far not be
adopted as yet (Schmidt 2007b, in press). The @mtgtious is it to transfer and adopt a regionally
based method to a foreign region with its own aaltbackground and very different set of landscape
elements as it is intended in the course of theHRREG 11l B-Project “CULTURAL LANDSCAPE”
in Transylvania. In the following chapters, somelipninary results of first methodical approaches
obtained in the context of an international studsotkshop will be dealt with. The project titled
~Inventory and Comparison of Cultural Landscapentglats” was organised and carried out by Babes-
Bolyai University Cluj-Napoca (RO) and Universit§ Applied Sciences Erfurt (DE) in Arcalia, near
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Bistrita, between 2025" of May 2007. Students from Romania and Germanyectogether with
their lecturers to test some approved German mstlbbanapping, surveying and encoding typical
cultural landscape elements in selected villagestlagir rural environs (Arcalia, Siniacob, Sigmda
Teaca).

2. METHODICAL APPROACH

2.1 Register of cultural landscape components (“magpng key”)

The term “cultural landscape” is gaining growingpptarity in politics, laws, regulations,
planning processes as well as in the public awasgrmit it isn't always interpreted and appliedeui
in the same way. There is a widespread misundelisigrand dissension regarding a universal
definition of cultural landscape and its associatelturally determined components (Schmidt 2007b,
in press). Hence, first of all, transparency in theed terms and definitions are necessary at the
beginning of each attempt of recording or assedsindscape qualities in order to keep the complex
manageable. The research in Arcalia was basedeodefinition platform of the Thuringia projects
(Schmidt & Meyer et al., 2005; Schmidt & Meyer, B)0The systematic register with an elementary
collection of typical formative cultural landscagemponents was derived from Schmidt & Meyer (2006).

v v
functional structuring on social basic practice-orientated and planning-wise manageahletsting for use on
functions different scales of mapping; flexible hierarchyGif-components:
settlement — traffic — representation etc. | “complex” — “ensemble” — “element” — “parts of eleent”

A 4 A 4
residential quarter buildings; blocks; backyard
1 11 city wall town gate; tower
settlement, Historical urban settlements "y, rchyard rectory; church; cemetery; cemetery
residential areas (typology) wall; track to the churchyard
(residence - " -
function) town. hall place; square town hall; market-place .
frontier wall/ rampart look-out; observation tower; frontier
marks
green spaces front garden, allotment, park-grounds
village square; common and | single village tree to judge, meet or
1.2 central village green celebrate; fire engine house
Historical types of settlement | farmstead (Transylvanian- | residential house; summerhouse;
|n.rural area Saxonian; Hungarian; bower; barn; gate; fence; dovecote;
(single homestead, hamlet andl Romanian); stony baking oven; bench; pergola;
traditional forms of villages rural cottage granary; storage of sweet corn;
from linear to square- traditional forms of building
determined, regular structured construction and building material
to continuously grown as well " oqijential farm; manor manor-houspmanor-pond:; estates
255 CRIEEIED S churchyard rectory;church; cemetery; cemetery
irregular forms) wall ’ ’ ’
street; lane; pathway; steep | stairs;cobblestongdry wall; alley tree
track
green belt orchard; cottage garden; shade tree

Figure 1. Section of “Register of historical cultural landgmacomponents”; italics: during
the field work exemplary registered ensembles temdents.
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Originally developed for Central Germany, this ebmtary register represents a typical
selection of cultural landscape components andgariand use, also widespread in Transylvania. It
functioned as a provisional “mapping key” facilitef the mapping and evaluation of the regionally

specific characteristics and making these more epafgee and easier to determine (cp. fig.1).

As a first result of the pilot mapping, the Thuiieng register was modified and extended
according to those historico-cultural landscapeaspavhich were only found in the sample region and

characterize itPlease notice, that such kind of register does off¢r a holistic and complete

overview. It only shows a confined number of wellkcted elements, which are dominant, regionally

specific or especially characteristic in a concretétural landscape.

To manage the complexity of cultural landscape sungport a systematically identification
and easier recognition of cultural landscape eléspethe register classifies the huge number of

various parts functionally and in scales (levefs)laservation:

a) Classification according to functioredpects (cp. fig. 2):
* settlement structuréhabitation/settlement/housing — representatiomisagnty —
religion/confession — public recreation/health fedee/military — trade/public supply —
craft/manufacture/industry;
* open land structureagriculture/cattle breeding — forestry — fishingiting — mining/disposal;
« infrastructure traffic/transport — information/communication reggy generation/mills.
b) Classification according to the scale of obsiéowacp. fig. 3):
* national/regional — communal/local — detail/raiscale

- L

-4 L

-

| Settlement structure |

Landuse structure |

Infrastructure |

Settlement
¢ Historical forms of settlement
¢ Open field forms

¢ Prominent regionally
important building monuments
like manor houses, castles,
monasteries, churches

e Historical building materials
and “natural-stone landscape

¢ Historical park and garden
facilities

« Archaeological monuments

Business/ Industry

¢ Historical wind- and
watermills

« Prominent regionally
important historical production
sites and facilities (brick
manufacture etc.)

o,

Agriculture

¢ Historical and present terraced fields
(field terraces, viticulture terraces)

e Historical vineyards, orchards and
herb gardens (incl. traditional organia
orchards)

e Historical und present types of
pastures

e Historical und present hedges (and
stone bars)

« Single trees in the open field

Forestry

e Historical forms of forest use
(cultivation): coppice, old-growth
(second-growth, resp.), forest and
pasture woodland etc.

Fish farming industry

« Stationary bodies of water (lakes,
ponds) and their origination and use

Mining industry

¢ Historical mining industry relics (pits,

mines, shafts, quarries etc.)

Traffic

« Historical roads, paths
and tracks

¢ Tree-lined walks and
roads

¢ Historical and
presently preserved
railway lines or track
sections

¢ Hollow paths

Figure 2. Recorded historical cultural landscape componémt§ast Thuringia (due to their cultural
determined special characteristic and main functjofdchmidt & Meyer et al. 2005).
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IPTREY 3 afadeady
superordinated category for nationwide category for communal/local mapping category for detailed
and regional mapping (1:25000-1:5000) mapping of small-sized
(<1 :50 000) objects £ 1 : 5 000)

traditional forms of villages etc., ensemblestraditional farmstead, village squafe,| gate, fence, stone wall
“settlement landscapes” church square; elemenfarmhouse, barn, orchard tree, gravestong
stable, store, church, orchard etc. etc.

Figure 3. Scale-related hierarchy of elements with gradnatéase of details on the consecutive
levels of observation and mapping.

The so-called“cultural landscape complex” describes a complicated, area shaped
functionally correlating unit on the macro levebnsisting of a specified group of superordinate
cultural landscape components and their interaiati It is a category for nationwide and regional
mapping (scale< 1 : 50 000). Complexes often passed through dasirnistorical genesis. The unit
“village”, for example, is a typical “cultural lasdape complex”, which consists of subordinate
cultural landscape components (“ensembles”, “elegiericonstituent parts of cultural landscape
elements”).

“Cultural landscape ensembles” are spatially and functionally correlating unita the
communal/local mapping scale. The units “traditiciaamstead” and “village square”, for example,
are typical “cultural landscape ensembles”, comgjsof different cultural landscape elements like
farmhouse, barn, stable, church, fire engine hetrseOn topographic maps with scales of 1 : 25-000
1: 5000 ensembles are mostly generalized as ardiaear-shaped objects.

The so-called'cultural landscape element” is a category well-adapted to local/communal
mapping scales. The majority of “elements” corregfsowith point- or linear- shaped signatures in
medium-scale topographic maps (1:25 000). Butteha also comprises area-shaped elements of low
complexity like the already mentioned common vidageen, orchards, pastures etc.

The so-called“constituent parts of cultural landscape elements”are small, but well
distinguishable architectural and constructiongkcts like kerb-stones, pavements, steps, store bar
etc. Normaly missing on topographic maps due tegdization they can be successfully mapped by
field campaign only.

Against the background of the map-recording codestiaeir hierarchy in the existing cultural
landscape registers it remains to state that tihestand their selection criteria are not (and cabed
applied in a standard manner. Depending on difteseale of observation and the gradual increase of
details from the regional to the local scale, tbdieg of objects can shift from one level to thieest
Thus, the definition of the terms “ensemble”, “etarts” and “element parts” leaves leeway for
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interpretation. In any case, landscape is more th@mere sum of all individual components
(Schmidt 2007b, in press). To make the object nmaredable in the following discussions, the term
“element” is applied in the sense of both “landgcalement sensu strictu” as well as “element part”.

2.2 Registration sheet for cultural landscape elenmés

In order to gather information about historicaltawdl landscape elements systematically the
two basic tools, the mapping key and the registnaiorm, have to be used together (cp. fig. 4a, b).

During the mapping process, the editor has to cetapghe vacant fields of the form, to take a
photograph of the object and to locate the elermana topographical map. In order to improve the
precision of mapping the use of modern technolodike GPS and mobile GIS would be
advantageous. After the outdoor survey, the gathiefermation will be worked off in the registratio
forms. This could be realized by using databasgqgofas or GIS, to create reports, statistical otgpu
and digital maps.

The first sectiorof the form gives general information like nameted mapping project, name
of author and date of survey, sheet and index nuntbeecognize the element nation-wide. Section
two includes topographic information about the elenfeatinty, township, district, name and number
of topographical map, northing, easting and a toguigic description of the location). The peculiarit
properties of the element have to be filled in thed sectionof side one, at first the element’s
name/terminology (cp. CL-register) and, if avaibhformation about the ownership. The following
field deals with the code of the mapping key, dfaess on the base of landuse categories (see 2.1).
The size (width, length and height) of the objectd their physical environment are important fatts
documentation in the following fields. The “extenft object” differentiates between point, line and
polygon features and also between individual elésjeriement groups and element ensembles. After
that, a short description of the object completespgart “object properties”.

Section 4contains criteria for the evaluation of the objddie editor has to estimate the state
of conservation and endangerment in order to censid preservation-worthiness and if possible to
give some advice for further conservation. To eatddandscape elements it is also necessary to get
information about their rarity and their region&kcacteristic. In this respect an element accortbng
Burggraaf & Kleefeld (1998: 238; cited in Schmidi0Z, in press) can be regarded as highly typical
for the region if - due to historical or naturatarelated conditions‘it can exclusively be found in a
particular region and it is linked to the charadsics of the area’ The regional characteristic is
therefore considered in the scales “highly typioalthe region and character forming” (1), “typical
for the region” (2) and “not typical for the regio(8). The rarity varies between “frequent” (1),
“infrequent (occasional)’(2) and “very rare” (3)het state of conservation between “very well
conserved” (1), “moderately well conserved” (2) dddintegrated” (3), the endangerment between
“high” (3), “moderate” (2) and “low” (1). The Landape related experience effect - determined by the
number and presence of historical-cultural landsapments in the landscape scene - was applied in
the scales “well discernible, prominent” (1), “déswible” (2) and “almost not or not discernible,
latent” (3).

Page 2 of the registration form repeats head irdition like the name of the mapping project,
name of author and date of survey, the sheet atekinumber to recognize the element nation-wide.
A photograph and a section of a topographical nisyalize the object site (fig. 4b).
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REGISTRATION FORM OF HISTORICAL LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Project:
INTERREG 11IB CULTURAL LANDSCAPE

Index No: Sheet No: Author: Date:
48 René Heinrich 23.05.2007

Location of object:
County: Township: District:
Bistrita-Nasaud Sieu-Magherus Arcalia
Name, No of topographical map: | Northing: Easting:

621250,47 449998,17
Description of location:
Western part of village
Object properties:
Name, terminology: Ownership:
Hollow path municipal
Mapping key code: Size[m] (width/length/height): Bvironment:
2.1.1 3,50/ 750/ 1-3,50 metres forest area
Extent of object:
Point: Line: X Polygon:
Individual element: X Element group: Objecsemble:

Short description of object:

Hollow path generated by forestry-use on a stélégide; subsoil: clay stratum (thickness 1 to 3 byttom
with deep erosion grooves (0,50 to 0,70 m); stilise; environment: oak, hornbeam and maple tfores

Evaluation:

State of conservation:

very well conserved

Endangerment:

low

Advice for further conservation measures:

Nno measures necessary

Landscape related experience effect:

almost not discernible

Regional chasteristic:

typical for the region

Rarity:

infrequent

Remarks:

Figure 4a.Registration form of historical landscape elemeptge 1.
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REGISTRATION FORM OF HISTORICAL LANDSCAPE ELEMENTS

Project:
INTERREG |IIB CULTURAL LANDSCAPE
Index No: Sheet No:48 Author: René Heinrich| Date: 23.05.2007

Photograph of object, author, date of capture, remeks:

Photograph: René Heinrich, 23.05.2007

Position of object in map:

Map: Topographical map of Romania, scale 1 : 10D 00

Further sources:

Figure 4b. Registration form of historical landscape elemeptgye 2.
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3. FIRST RESULTS
3.1 Open countryside

The region of Bistrita shows a remarkable varidthistorical landscape elements in the open
countryside (not-built-up areas). Abandonedaced fieldsconsisting of narrow step-like stripes only
a few metres wide but up to several ten metrestteage widespread on hilly terrain. Terraced fields
originated in the course of a long-term usage babty for centuries - as arable or viticulture aegs
(fig. 5, 6). Meanwhile they are endangered pardidulby slope erosion. Succession of dense bushland
and afforestation change their landscape imagecteargradually.

Very often recorded wermmugh grazingslean open grasslands with scattered solitarysiree
thorny shrubs and shrubbery islands extensivelyl dse sheep, goats and cattle (fig.7, 8). Rough
grazings are characteristic land use forms on pbgr,or waterlogged soils, at hillsides and orkyoc
underground as well. Due to the recent socio-ecaradnchanges they are increasingly endangered
locally by shrubbery succession and afforestation.

A typical feature of rough grazings are the scatteplitary treeswhich originated as shade
and mast trees (fig. 9). Their broad and huge, gioneus crowns are visible on long distance.
Solitary (freestanding) trees were mapped with aimmim distance of 50 metres to other trees and
100 metres to forests, shrubbery, and settlements.

Historical vineyards(fig.10) are also typical elements of the cultulahdscape around
Bistrita. The region looks back on a very long wgrewing tradition. Already in Roman times the
wine growing had a good reputation. Since the 1@tmtury, German immigrants essentially
contributed to viticulture. Although Romania belsng the biggest wine exporters world wide, a
decline of the wine growing is to be recorded imsenjuence of the social and economic changes in
present times. For example, the village of Lechowaed 300 ha wine until the 1980s. Recently the
wine-growing area dropped to 10 ha (oral commuitoat

Traditional organic orchardgfig.11, 12) play an important role in the areaigidally, fruit
trees were located in the garden belts of thegela In the course of time, orchards spread matde an
more onto the open space offside the rural settiésnmost frequently on sun-exposed hillsides
replacing meadow pastures and old, abandoned vitieys occupying deserted agricultural terraces.
In the German definition traditional organic ora&iform irregular quite often open stands with at
least ten high-trunk and crown tree top fruit ttéBsey were usually planted on meadow or pasture
land or alternatively situated in a crop field asué culture. Today especially orchards on hiltyaie
and poor soils located far from the villages argaggered by growing age and absence of care.

To the traditional forest utilization forman the area belong coppice economy and forest
pasture. The forest pasture - one of the oldeshdoof forest utilization - is generatingasture
woodland(fig. 13). Cows, horses, sheep, goats, and pigskpff the tender sprout of the young trees
with preference. Many of such pasture trees cémystars of the grazing a life long. Curious formed
tree individuals which does not exist in dense ratiorest develop from crippled “cow bushes” in
this way. On the other hand, the old resistentstage growing in age. Trees with broad tree tops, a
typical grub line and bare ground are therefore alsmracteristic for the grazed forest.

Coppice economys a millennium-old form of the continuous foregtlization. The wood
could be used for charcoal burning, tanneries,tiptpiand firewood. Trees with easy sprout
regeneration like oaks, beeches, hornbeams and Wware cut at their base in short and permanent
rotation (10 up to 30 years). In consequence, pialstem shrubby habits originated.

A special kind of coppice economy apellard trees(fig.14), whose trunks divide into
branches and boughs at 2 or 3 metres height. Thblsclook and the knaggy crooked head, which
originated in the regular cut, is typical for thellard willow. Plaid fences with twigs usually from
pollard trees are used traditionally as field baurres.
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Plate 1

Fig.5: Abandoned
terraced fields between
Taga and Beclean (May
2007).

Fig.6: Abandoned
terraced fields with
shrub succession
between Lechinta and
Teaca formerly used as
vineyard (May 2007).
Fig.7: Rough grazings
southwest of Arcalia
with thorny shrubs and
solitary shade trees
(May 2007).

Fig.8: Traditional cattle
watering trank in a
rough grazing area
near Alcalia (May
2007).

Fig.9: Solitary shade
trees with characteristic
huge crowns and
browsing lines in a
rough grazing area
southwest of Arcalia
(May 2007).

Fig.10: Private

vineyard near Lechinta
(May 2007).

Fig.11: Traditional

open orchard meadows
around Siniacob with
high-trunk fruit trees.
Modern fruit plantage

in front (May 2007).
Fig.12: Traditional
orchard with scattered
fruit trees near Siniacob
(May 2007).

Fig.13: Scars of forest
pasture with crippled
“cow bushes” and
browsing line southwest
of Alcalia (May 2007).
Fig.14: Pollard willows
aside of the main road
to Bistrita northwest of
Sarata (May 2007).

HISTORICAL CULTURAL LANDSCAPES IN ROMANIA
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3.2 Settlement area

Traditional forms of rural settlementarying from single homesteads, hamlets to differen
kinds of villages contribute to the regional larefse character around Bistrita in a significant neeinn

Villages are typical forms of rural settlement. The Gernda&finition comprises settlement
groups of more than 12 farmyards often linked wstitial public components like churchyard,
schools, municipal council, village green, buildingf communal life and craffiraditional villages
are well-embedded into the surrounding agriculttantiscape by their green belts and gardens. Due
to the hilly terrain of the sample region, villagies often prefer the inundation free and climatic
temperated valley bottom sites. According to theyivg size, number and spatial distribution of
buildings, structural density and scenic integratithe term “village” presents a large variety of
settlement types from linear to square-determinegljlar structured to continuously grown as well as
compact to scattered irregular forms. In the sametgon around Bistrita, linear settlements with
more than 20 homesteads are widespread (fig. 35Thé main access route mostly forms the leading
line of the village structure (in larger settlenwalso two or more main lanes run parallel to each
other). Smaller side lanes merging with the maimeare often linked by small open spaces (partly
with central church-yards, small village greensllsver washing places). Their typical basic stroetu
corresponds to the German settlement type callegséngruppendorf”’ (*village of lane group”).

Churchesbelong to the most formative village elements.(fl§, 20). Depending on the
variety of confessions, villages can have two chescor more, differing from another by architecture
style and construction details or by specific fielig symbolism such as special shaped crucifixes.
Village churches are often surrounded by small diyards with gravestones, memory tablets and
churchyard walls as characteristic components. émymcases, churchyards are situated on small
squares, near street crossings or in centres téreents. Very specific (and locally endangered by
dilapidation) are the Fortified churches.

The regional specific of mapped Romanian villagesalso determined byegional types of
farmyards and housesraditional construction details and historicalitochthonous building materials.
Traditional forms of “three-side farmstead” (Germddreiseithof”) and less often “two-side, rectatagu
farmstead” (German: “Winkelhof”) are typical foraliareas with a high agriculture intensity.

The three-side farmstea(fig. 21) consists of a specific three-side buitglicomplex shaped
like a horseshoe, surrounding a multifunctionaldyaas well as cottage gardens and arable farmland
on the backside. The dwelling house is mainly daed gable-side (fig. 25), close and right-angted
the street line, less often cullis-side and lineathe street line (fig. 26). Some smaller buildirayich
as summer house (temporal dwelling), stores, stsahkn-house, baking house etc. form the opposite
side of the dwelling house. A huge barn and stadnlesunning parallel to the street line in thekbac

Thetwo-side and rectangular farmstedfig. 22) consists of only two buildings, rectatgu
to each other, sometimes with smaller adjoininddings such as corn drying sheds, hen-house,
dovecote etc. The dwelling house is with its srsale orientated close to the street line; barn and
stable on the backside run parallel to the stiret Mery conspicuous parts of traditional farmdseare
the huge entrance gatg$ig. 29) andfences separating the private yard from the public spacelay,
original wooden fences and gates with their rediprspecific decoration are more and more substitut
by modern constructions of stone and metal. Faadgbeildings are often rich ohecoration detaildike
traditional wooden carvings, coloured paintingswordow frames (fig. 27).

The farmsteads of the various population groupfemrihtiate significantly in their traditional
spatial appearance and density. The building aermegts of Romanian or Hungarian farmsteads
are more disperseBomanian type dwelling housae often built with wooden arcades (fig. 23, 24).
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Plate 2 = =7 V/

Fig.15: Topographic

mayp 1:100 000 with the £ %) 3¢ ‘M
“linear” village of Wrsc oL T2 }"’Jjj
Siniacob. /

Fig.16: The linear
village site of Siniacob
in characteristic valley
bottom position (May
2007).
Fig.17: Street scenery in
the village of Arcalia
with regional
characteristic detail
components (grass strip,
drainage, small concrete
bridges) in front of
houses (May 2007).
Fig.18: Old cobblestone
pavement in Teaca
(May 2007).
Fig.19: Christian
Church with regionally
typical crucifixes in
Alcalia (May 2007).
Fig.20: Fortified church
in Lechinta with
dilapidated church yard
wall and massive
separate tower (May
2007).
Fig.21: Three-side
farmstead with the
typical three-side
building complex of
dwelling house, small
summer house,
rectangular barn and
stables surrounding a
multifunctional yard in
Siniacob (May 2007).
Fig.22: Two-side
rectangular farmstead
with dwelling house and
rectangular barn in
backside of the yard in
Viile Tecei (May 2007).
Fig.23: Traditional
dwelling house with
wooden arcades in Viile
Tecei (May 2007).
Fig.24: Traditional
dwelling house with
wooden arcades in
Siniacob (May 2007).
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Plate 3

Fig.25: Gabel-side
dwelling house of
Transylvanian-Saxon
type in Teaca (May
2007).

Fig.26: Gullis-side
dwelling house of
Transylvanian-Saxon
type in Sigmir (May
2007).

Fig.27: Dwelling house
in Siniacob with
traditional decoration
details, paintings and
carvings (May 2007).
Fig.28: Wooden wall
construction in the village
of Arcalia (May 2007).
Fig.29: Typical huge,
roofed wooden gate in
the front of farmstead in
Sigmir (May 2007).
Fig.30: Wells with
stonewalled dug, winch
and roof construction on
the public village green
of Teaca (May 2007).
Fig.31: Draw well with
significant draw balk,
bucket and weight as
counterbalance on the
public village green of
Arcalia (May 2007).
Fig.32: Well-preserved
baking oven with iron
door and chimney in a
farmstead of Teaca (May
2007).

Fig.33: Wine espaliers as
shading and decoration
elements and for private
wine production in
Lechinta (May 2007) /
Drying sheds for the
outdoor storage of sweet
corn built of single batten
construction in farmstead
of Teaca (May 2007).
Fig.34: Typical street
scene with public used
benches (May 2007).
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On the other hand, tarmstead of the Transylvania-Saxon typgs a more massive and regular
appearance (fig. 25, 26). Small batten-bdiying shedsor the outdoor storage of sweet corn are
general characteristic§fig. 33). The same is true farine espaliers and pergoldBg. 33) serving as
shading and decoration elements as well as foafgiwine production, which is still quite popular.

Wells of different appearance and construction belonthéomost prominent detail elements
of homesteads as well as on common village gresprgres and street scenes (fig. 30, 31). Typical
forms are stonewalled dugs with winch, bucket, wodden roof construction or the traditional draw
wells with a draw balk, a fixed bucket on one sitie a weight as counterbalance on the other.

Less often, but also characteristic, are histoteking ovengfig. 32). They are constructed
as small single ovens consisting of natural sténieks, or loam or as small baking houses always
with iron door and a prominent chimney.

Various kinds obenchegfig. 34) are prominent parts of the street scametraditional places
of public communication.

4. PERSPECTIVES

The project results presented in the foregoing terapare the initial step in a sequence of
further activities that have to be seen in a loagnt context. Generally, mapping and systematic
registration of historical cultural-landscapes aheir elements offer a basis for a subsequent
processing in order to deduce concrete planningoagpes.

Some short-term activitidsave to be realized at first:

* the integration of the results intd*@atalogue of valuable, endangered cultural landsea
elements in Transylvaniafor supporting the rediscovery and preservationtraf rural cultural
heritage (contribution for the INTERREG-Project);

» the evaluation of endangerédultural landscapes of high identity’(landscapes with
“unique features”) in a way applied exemplarilyHast Thuringia (Schmidt & Meyer et al., 2005).

Based on this, long-term outpwtan be promoted in a second stage of activities:

* proposals foregional planning strategies order to preserve, upgrade and develop concrete
traditional cultural landcapes of high identitytive region;

« ideas forprojectsthat support the awareness for the quality of daages and develop the
regional characteristics as a source of regioraltity and of sustainable regional development.
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