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Abstract

In this study, the effects of urban furnitures in the city center of Rize on the users (tourists, local
people, periodical users) were investigated considering the site selection, size, density, layout, visual
characteristics, aesthetic value and spatial relationships. Also, the sustainability of the urban furniture
and their potential to be a landmark were evaluated in the context of Rize city identity. While 63% of
the users emphasized the dimension and originality of the statue of tea pot placed in front of the
municipality building and stated that it is appropriate for the place where it is located and it has an
effect on people’s habits, the statue of Atatiirk which is located in front of the governor’s building and
one of the objects regarded as a Landmark stands out with a rate of 70%. In addition, the statue of
Atatlrk was preferred by the users with the highest rate in the study area according to all evaluation
criteria as its location, semantic feature and structural feature.

Ozet

Bu galismada, Rize sehir merkezindeki kent donatilarinin yer segimi, blylkligu, yogunlugu, dizeni,
gorsel ozellikleri, estetik degeri ve mekansal iliskileri dikkate alinarak kullanicilar (turistler, yore halki,
periyodik kullanicilar) tizerindeki etkileri arastiriimistir. Ayrica, kent donatilarinin stirdirlebilirligi ve
landmark olabilme potansiyeli Rize kent kimligi baglaminda degerlendirilmistir. Kullanicilarin %63’u
belediye binasinin 6niine bulunan gaydanlik heykelinin boyut, 6zginlik, bulundugu mekana uygunluk
gibi kriterler agisindan insanlarin aligkanliklari Gzerine etkili oldugu gorigtini bildirirken, kullanicilarin
%70’i Valilik binasi 6nlindeki Atatlirk heykelinin landmark niteligi tasidigini diisinmektedir. Ayrica
Atatlrk Heykeli’'nin yeri, anlamsal 6zelligi ve yapisal 6zelligiyle en yiiksek oranla kullanicilar tarafindan
tercih edilmistir.

INTRODUCTION

material, form, texture and color, as well as human-
created cultural compositions over time (Tranck 1986).

People got the feeling of space on the place where it
exists and made it a special place for themselves,
reducing it to its own units under the need to protect
himself from the negative effects of nature (Gilremen
2011).

Space is limited and has a purpose and many physical
connections, but becomes a place when it is composed of
While
evaluated in different categories based on their physical

cultural and regional content. locations are

characteristics, each design is unique with its

environmental characteristics and impact. Design

characters include both concrete properties such as
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Urban spaces symbolizing open spaces are directly
related to the architectural space, which is essentially the
embodiment of the existential space. Although the
continuity between the urban space and the architectural
the
architectural space and the independent building which

space had different meanings in the past,
have undergone structural and perceptual isolation along
with modernism have adopted the structural character of
the islands (Oksiiz 2004). The quality of urban green
spaces also depends on the perceptions and preferences
of the people and their environmental needs. In this
context, the physical properties of urban green spaces
and the activities they offer play a major role in the


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-1737-3124
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1789-535X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2662-2310

Examining the sustainability of urban furnitures and their potential to be a landmark in the scale of Rize city center

impact of users on their mental-physical-social well-being
(Yilmaz et al. 2017). The environment created by both
buildings and structures and light green spaces should not
only have functionality that meets human biological
needs, but also aesthetic qualities that meet
psychological and intellectual needs (Erdogan 2006).

The equipment elements are the objects that facilitate
the individual and social life of people within the urban
fabric, provide communication between the individuals,
give the space a certain meaning in terms of functional
and aesthetic, and have different qualities and quantities,
define and complete the space (Diizenli et al. 2018). For
this reason, equipment elements are of great importance
not only for functional purposes, but also for the
exhilarating effects of urban landscape. These structural
elements, which mostly direct and guide pedestrians, are
indispensable building blocks of multi-purpose planning.
It should not be forgotten that these elements have to
address each individual living in the city. This situation
gives priority to the habits and lifestyles of people of all
ages and empbhasizes the rules of living together in the
city (Can and Karakas 2005). Thus, the collective life can
be maintained with every design element used (Glney et
al. 1996).

Each of the urban equipment elements that make the city
livable and perceptible has a different meaning and
importance in terms of users and the city. The importance
of these elements for the users is that the visual and
physical relationship they have established with the city
is through the means of urban equipment. In terms of the
city, these elements have the characteristics that define,
determine and customize the environment in which they
are located. The elements that are considered in a certain
order, integrated with their environment and become an
element of the city contribute to the formation of a city
with the language union they have established with each
other. Therefore, approaches should be developed to
establish a continuous relationship with the urban spaces
where urban equipment elements are located (Giremen
2011).
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Urban Equipment and Their Relations with Urban
Identity

Lynch briefly describes urban identity with “singularity”
(Lynch 1973). The urban identity includes all the physical,
social, cultural, historical and economic characteristics
that differentiate one city from other cities (Diker and
Colpan Erkan 2017). The cities, which provide the
coexistence of people in various cultures and social
structures, have different social characteristics. At this
point, the city identity is one of the important tools that
reveal the different qualities of cities. The relationships
and the functional needs of the people living in the city
affect the urban identity (Ujang 2009, Tekeli 1991).

While the image of a city is revived in the mind of a city,
its activities in the city, the social structure in the city and
the meaning of the city for the people are taken into
account, but the identity of the city includes the image of
the city. The image of the city is a concept that consists of
the elements remembered in the city and completes the
identity of the city.

The sense of belonging to a city is considered to be about
the fact that sign elements have a value representing the
local identity (Moon et al. 2010) and are recognized by
everyone (Appleyard 1969, Beattie 1990). At this point,
landmarks have an important role in defining the
settlement, forming a reference and enabling people to
remember that settlement later (Madran 2001).
Landmarks, which reflect the physical characteristic in the
best way, are unique elements that are easily
remembered in the context.

According to Lynch who emphasizes urban environment
effects, ‘effective tissue’ elements generally have a great
importance for individuals to perceive and understand
the urban space in which they live. These items are
classified as urban areas, boundaries, landmark, nodes
and paths. These structural components in urban space
are important elements that enable the city's residents
and newcomers to understand the city (Lynch 1981).

Landscape elements which facilitate social life, receive
users’ appreciation, are located in streets, roads, squares
and common or private use areas for recreation, support



Examining the sustainability of urban furnitures and their potential to be a landmark in the scale of Rize city center

and strengthen basic functions such as living, sheltering,
protection, surrounding, transportation, consultation,
lighting, communication, description, games and sports,
which are the signs of comfort and environmental quality,
are called “urban equipment” (Basal et al. 1997). The
gualities and organizations of common urban spaces and
urban facilities play a crucial role in the formation of
urban identity and the character and life of urban areas.
(GUremen 2011).

Urban furnitures (floor coverings, sidewalks, staircases,
ramps, curbs, seating elements, shading elements, flower
beds, bus stops, pools, fountains, plastic elements,
sculptures, telephone booths, buffet / kiosks, shaping
public spaces, elements such as lighting elements,
deterrent and limiters, trash cans, signs and baffle plates,
information communication boards, landscape, etc.) are
highly effective on the environmental image with their
physical and visual characteristics (Gliremen 2011).

The simplicity of urban furnitures in the design process
shows that every element designed within the human-
vehicle-environment system is a part of this system.
Therefore, future requirements should be taken into
account when designing equipment elements and the
possibilities should be considered. The urban equipment
elements, which customize the urban spaces, provide

functional characteristics, respond to the needs of the
users and make them useable, should be designed in a
free and rhythmic order, and should establish a bond with
each other and the built environment. In addition, the
equipment elements must be of a nature that defines the
space and the contribution of materials and color choices
to the whole should be considered in their designs. In this
study, the physical and environmental characteristics and
sustainability of urban furnitures, sculptures and
equipment used in the city center of Rize were evaluated
and their gains to the city were determined by
guestioning their potential to become a landmark.

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Description of the study area

Rize is a coastal city located in the Eastern Black Sea
region and has a characteristic natural beauty. The study
areas selected by taking these beauties into consideration
were determined within the boundaries of Rize City
Center. Sculptures, fountains, urban furnitures and
equipments subject to the study were divided into four
groups. All of them was located in the places where
people use more in daily life. Each unit entering into this
grouping was evaluated with a minimum of 4 and
maximum 6 parameters (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Map locations of objects used in the study
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Figure 2. Statue group abbrevations, S-1: Memisaga Park Statue, S-2: The Teapot Statue, S-3: Tugra Statue,
S-4: Anchovy Statue
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Figure 3. Fountain group abbrevations, F-1: Kuyumcular Bazaar Fountain, F-2: Fountain in front of State Hospital,
F-3: Fountain in front of Tevfik lleri V.S, F-4: Memisaga Park Fountain

Figure 4. Landmark group abbrevations, St-1: Governorship Atatiirk Statue, St-2:
Monument of 15 July Martyrs, St-3: Statue of Rize, St-4: Coast ipsiz
Recep Reis Statue, St-5: Caykur Atatiirk Statue, St-6: Port Capa Statue
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Figure 5. Equipment group abbrevations, Eq-1: Deniz St. Lighting Equipment, Eq-2: Deniz St. Seating Equipment,

Eg-3: Memisaga Park Seating and LightingEquipment, Eq-4: Memisaga Park Seating Equipment

Data Collection and Evaluation

In the study, the characteristics of the selected objects,
their dimensions, functions, their harmony with the
environment and their environment, their material
diversity and suitability, their landmark potential and
their usability parameters were questioned. In the
evaluation, public awareness of environment was also
examined. The questionnaire forms used in the
evaluation of the parameters were evaluated by using the
percentage analysis method and the survey was
conducted in May 2018. The questionnaire were made to
a total of 70 users in the using study areas most. Some of
these users are landscape architecture deparment
students who studied urban furnitures lesson previously.
The questionnaire were done by asking people face to
face.

Findings

The findings of the study include the investigation of the
sustainability of (i) urban furnitures in Rize, and (ii) the
potential to be a landmark.

While evaluating the contributions of the objects that can
be counted as landmarks such as statues, fountains,
urban equipment in the city center of Rize to the identity
of the city, the opinions of the participants in terms of
material, aesthetics, suitability, form, size and quality
were discussed. Considering the socio-demographic
structure of the users, 51.4% of the respondents were
women, 48.6% of them were men, 18.6% of the
participants were 18-25 years old, 15.7% of them were
26-30 years old, % 21.4 of them was 31-35 years, 12.8%
of them were 36-40 years old, 21.4% were 41-50 years old
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and 4.3% were 51-60 years old. 51.42% of the participants
were married and 48.58% were single. In addition, 14.3%
of the users have high school or secondary education
while 58.6% have a university degree and 22.9% have a
master's or doctoral degree.

Investigation of Sustainability of Urban Furnitures

In the questions directed to the users in the first part of

the questionnaire, different features (quality, function,
dimension, material, extent of usage) of four objects in
the categories 1, 2 and 4 and six objects in the category 3
were investigated (Annex 1).

According to the answers of questions ‘Do you like these
objects?’, the most popular among the sculptures is ‘The
Teapot in Front of the Municipality ’, while the’ Anchovy
in Front of the Municipality ‘is the last in this area with
38% liking. Among the fountains, with a rate of 47%, the
fountain in front of Tevfik ileri Industrial Vocational
School was the most liked, while the last place was the
fountain in Kuyumcular Bazaar with a rate of 33%. In the
third category, the Atatlirk Statue in front of the
Governor’s Building” was the first in the region with a rate
of 87%. The coastal park ipsiz Recep Reis Statue was the
last with 34%. In the 4th category, where the equipment
elements with different characteristics in Rize City Center
are in question, while the lighting element in Deniz
Caddesi is in the 1st place with 80% admiration rate,
Memisaga Park equipment is in the last row.

Investigation of Potential to be a Landmark

In the questions directed to the users in the second part
of the questionnaire, the objects in each category were
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asked to be compared with each other and users were
expected to make a sequence among these objects.
According to the answers, the preference status of the
users is listed and the answers are discussed in the table

below. Accordingly, for the first category and first
question, 27% of the users ranked the Sculpture in front
of the Municipality Building 1st in the list.

Table 1. Questionnaire part 2 results, examination of the potential to be landmark

Statue group Fountain group

Landmark group Equipment group

1 S-2 (% 27.1) F-1 (% 20)

2 S-2 (% 48.6) F-1 (% 20)

3 S-2 (% 46) F-1 (% 17.1)
4 S-2 (% 32.8) F-1 (% 14.2)
5 S-2 (% 31.4) F-1 (% 17.1)
6 S-2 (% 25.7) F-1 (% 15.7)
7 S-2 (% 25.7) F-3 (% 15.7)
8 S-2 (% 30) F-1 (% 20)

9 S-2 (% 15.7) F-1 (% 17.1)
10 S-1 (% 18.5) F-1 (% 15.7)

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Since ancient times, people have used elements such as
statues, monuments, etc. In cities and urban areas.
Today, in almost every city, such objects are used both
because of their aesthetic and cultural or historical
meanings. In addition, functional city equipment (lighting,
living unit, etc.) are designed in the style of urban
furnitures and adapted to the cities. But in many of our
cities, these objects used are criticized for their
incompatibility with the place where they are used.
Similarly, many of the urban furnitures, statues and
equipments in the city center of Rize are not appreciated
by the inhabitants of the city.

When the results of the evaluation are taken into
consideration, 1 of the 4 categories that were questioned,
that is, the statue in front of the Municipality, which is the
most admired in the sculptures, showed that it is effective
in the habits of the people with its size, authenticity,
location. For example, this statue was used as a meeting
point by 63% of users. As a matter of fact, Gliremen
(2011) stated in his study that the visual and physical
relationship that the users establish with the city is
through urban equipment elements and that these
elements define, determine and customize the
environment in which they are located. The least
favorable anchovy statue is in the lowest rank because
there are different objects around it, it is not effective in
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St-1 (% 31.4)
St-1 (% 34.2)
St-1 (% 20)
St-1 (% 44.25)
St-1 (% 38.5)
St-1 (% 35.7)
St-1 (% 31.4)
St-1 (% 27.1)
St-1 (% 22.8)
St-1 (% 28.5)

Eq-1 (% 21.4)
Eq-1 (% 21.4)
Eq-1 (% 28.5)
Eq-1 (% 28.5)
Eq-1 (% 22.85)
Eq-1 (% 18.5)
Eq-1 (% 20)
Eq-1 (% 20)
Eq-1 (% 18.5)
Eq-1 (% 22.85)

reflecting the urban identity, it does not stand out in the
place where it is located, and it is found unexceptional
due to its color and material. The reason for this situation,
as in the work of Giremen (2011), urban equipment
elements, which have been handled in a certain order and
become an element of the city by integrating with the
environment they are in, contribute to the formation of a
city's identity with the language union they establish with
each other.

In the second category, the fountains used at certain
points in the center of the city were questioned. The
fountain in front of ‘Tevfik ileri I. V. S.” was the most
popular fountain with 47%. Also, all fountains were
regarded as insignificant by the participants. According to
the obtained results, the reason for this is the lack of
maintenance of the fountains, incompatibility with the
location, material preference, and their not reflecting the
local and cultural character. This result; As Appleyard
(1969), Beattie (1990) and Moon et al. (2010) stated in
their work, the sense of belonging in the city; It is
compatible with the expressions that the city equipments
are related with the value reflecting the regional identity
and recognition by everyone. Likewise, Bulut and
Atabeyoglu (2007) stated that urban furniture are
equipment elements that vary depending on the cultural
characteristics of the country and cities.
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In the 3rd category, when the objects and spaces that can
meet the landmark quality in Rize city were questioned,
Atatirk Statue in front of Governor’s Building ranked first
with 87% appreciation rate. This result shows that the
places and objects that can have the landmark feature
should have the public space character, scale, visibility,
take place in personal memories, and be effective in
habits. Pekin and Timur (2008) said about urban furniture
in their work: While they should comply with certain
standards in terms of ergonomics and various physical
features, their designs should also be considered
functional and aesthetic (line, size, shape, color, texture,
etc.) and should be as unique as possible. Cinar and
Cetindag (2009) stated in their studies that the space will
gain perceptibility and usability continuity. In addition,
ipsiz Recep Reis Statue in the Coastal Park was not
regarded as a landmark with a rate of 34%.

In the 4 th category, it is seen that the urban facilities are
perceived by the users as similar functions and the
functionalities of the preferred objects in urban spaces
are in the forefront. It has been determined that the
disused seating unit does not conform to the space in
color and form. This situation was in conformity with the
criteria that could make a difference in the urban
furniture design stated in the Aksu study and affect the
level of liking of the users; these criteria are as follows;
color harmony, size / ratio balance, functional suitability,
material harmony, well-maintained / clean, modern, new,
historical, reference to history, being different,
impressive, interesting, showy, original / unique, good
location, being harmony with the environment, being
contrast to the environment, being semantic and
monumental, symbolic, creating visual richness.

The statues, fountains, landmark and urban equipment
which were questioned to the users were evaluated in
annex 1. According to the results of the evaluation, no
objects from fountains and equipments come to mind
when it comes to Rize. According to the answers given to
this question, from the objects bearing the quality of
landmark, Ataturk Statue in front of the Governor's
Building stands at a rate of 70%, and when the statues are
taken into consideration, the rate of 48.6% is 'the first
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object that comes to mind when it is called Rize, with a
ratio of 46%. and 'Meeting point' with 30%. The Statue of
Atatirk in front of the Governor’s Building is the objects
standing out as a landmark in Rize as it is the most
preferred object with a rate of 31.4%, it is found more
effective in appearence with a rate of 44.2%, compatible
with the place and environment where it is located with a
rate of 38,5%, better according to the feature of the place
with a rate of 35.7%, it is regarded to have the
characteristic of a landmark with a rate of 31.4% and to
be a place where most photos are taken with a rate of
22.8%.

The urban furnitures and sculptures used in the city
center of Rize did not come up with a urban furniture that
came to the fore with its unique character. As a result of
the study, it is seen that the objects that are in the minds
of the people have a significant effect on the users, while
it is seen that the objects in the visual memory are always
perceived in the foreground even if the positions of the
objects are changed.
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Annex 1. Survey part 1, investigation of sustainability of urban furnitures

Statues Fountains Landmarks Equipments
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1) Do you like these  Yes 44 49 45 21 19 27 31 33 61 47 45 41 56 51 56 49 47 36
objects? No 22 20 23 44 47 39 36 36 6 19 21 24 8 14 8 19 20 32
2) What comes toyour  y 14 51 14 19 16 13 10 12 45 21 42 28 34 26 25 21 23 23
mind when you think
of Rize? No 38 15 42 37 51 51 53 52 19 42 24 35 30 37 41 45 43 43
3) Does it reflect a  yes 28 61 12 44 14 13 12 16 36 28 45 38 32 35 26 16 21 19
characteristic of the
ity of Rize? No 31 9 45 20 54 52 54 48 28 35 21 26 32 29 38 50 45 48
4) Are the dimensions v 44 54 44 28 17 35 36 36 59 39 43 36 54 47 40 42 45 43
of the fountains used
suitable for visibility? No 23 16 23 39 50 31 30 28 7 27 25 30 12 20 27 25 22 25
5) Is it compatible with  yeg 43 55 31 24 16 24 23 26 55 33 47 33 50 51 40 42 45 43
its location and
surroundings? No 21 14 31 42 49 40 41 38 9 29 17 29 14 11 27 25 22 25
6) Is it chosen  y. 34 39 26 24 15 18 20 19 52 31 37 31 43 49 32 28 31 29
according to the
characteristics of the o 33 59 39 41 49 43 a2 43 12 31 27 31 21 13 34 37 34 36
location?
7) Is this object a  yes 23 44 27 26 11 15 14 18 41 24 38 29 33 35 25 15 21 16
)
landmark? No 37 19 33 35 51 46 48 43 19 37 25 32 28 27 39 45 4 48
8) Have you ever used  vYes 23 44 17 13 6 8 10 6 35 11 23 15 18 17 24 18 16 19
i i int?
it asa meeting point: No 40 24 47 51 58 55 54 56 28 49 41 45 44 43 40 47 48 46
9) Have you ever used  ves 13 20 11 8 5 6 5 6 26 16 24 19 16 17 13 11 11 13
i ?
it to take a photo? No 52 45 53 57 59 58 57 57 38 46 40 43 45 44 52 54 53 52
10) Are the different
. ) Yes 27 24 21 20 25 30 29 28 37 30 31 29 30 30 32 31 33 26
materials being used
with a fountain
No 38 42 45 45 38 33 33 34 28 31 32 34 32 33 34 34 32 39

interesting for you?
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