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Abstract 

In recent years, the concept of visual  has played an important role in the planning and 
designing studies that define the elements forming the environment in the world and Turkey and improve the 
elements included in this definition. Therefore, it is essential to determine what kind of opportunities an area to 
be investigated in terms of visual  are provided and what sort of potentials the components and 
elements that constitute the landscape in that area have. 

It was aimed to emphasize how grass areas are important for the landscape design within the scope of the 
study which is performed depending on the criteria for visual quality evaluation. In this regard, photographs 

pus which was selected as a sample area. The 
photographs obtained were evaluated by an expert group. It was benefitted from the criteria obtained from 
various literature studies and from spatial characteristics according to the suitability of the sample area in the 
evaluation, developing the process of modeling a visual criterion.  

For this purpose, the main material of the research was composed of 15 photographs selected from 
 Obtained from the results of a survey that was conducted 

to 30 of academic s s degree at Faculty of Forest, 
were analyzed using with SPSS 20 program. Experts were asked to evaluate the photographs considering visual 
landscape indicators. As a result, an emphasis has been placed on the grass areas in terms of visual quality

in accordance with the determined criteria, and various suggestions have been made about 
this topic. 
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5.  

Denekler;  kriterler 

 

 3. 
 

FOTO NO Uyum Basitlik    Heyecan  

1 Puan 4,06 3,83 3,56 3,83 3,83 3,56 3,90 

Std. Sapma ,82 ,94 1,07 ,83 1,08 1,30 ,88 

2 Puan 2,93 3,86 3,30 4,16 3,76 2,60 3,46 

Std. Sapma ,86 ,89 1,26 ,98 ,93 1,06 1,04 

3 Puan 3,43 3,26 3,10 3,76 3,30 3,23 3,70 

Std. Sapma 1,07 ,90 1,02 ,62 1,17 ,93 ,83 

4 Puan 3,46 3,60 3,30 3,93 3,50 3,10 3,80 

Std. Sapma ,62 ,72 ,98 ,78 1,00 ,88 ,71 

5 Puan 1,50 2,43 2,30 3,43 1,50 1,16 1,50 

Std. Sapma ,57 1,43 1,11 1,38 ,73 ,37 ,73 

6 Puan 1,60 2,16 2,03 2,46 1,40 1,33 1,73 

Std. Sapma ,67 1,01 ,96 1,13 ,62 ,60 ,73 

7 Puan 4,13 3,36 3,70 4,00 4,00 3,80 4,16 

Std. Sapma ,93 1,03 1,17 ,94 ,90 ,99 ,79 

8 Puan 4,03 3,96 3,46 3,76 4,06 3,23 4,00 

Std. Sapma ,76 ,71 1,16 1,13 ,82 ,97 ,78 
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9 Puan 2,66 3,26 2,60 2,93 2,66 2,20 3,00 

Std. Sapma 1,02 ,86 1,03 ,94 1,15 ,88 ,94 

10 Puan 2,60 2,76 2,76 2,96 2,56 2,13 2,66 

Std. Sapma 1,06 1,13 1,22 1,06 1,10 1,04 ,95 

11 Puan 1,76 2,36 2,26 2,73 1,53 1,40 1,60 

Std. Sapma 1,00 1,42 1,31 1,68 1,00 ,96 1,24 

12 Puan 1,46 2,10 1,80 2,10 1,56 1,06 1,56 

Std. Sapma ,73 1,26 1,21 1,29 ,77 ,36 ,81 

13 Puan 1,76 1,50 1,56 2,00 1,76 1,83 2,16 

Std. Sapma 1,00 ,90 ,85 1,05 1,10 1,11 1,39 

14 Puan 2,00 2,30 1,76 2,23 2,00 1,80 2,33 

Std. Sapma ,90 1,02 ,97 1,25 1,01 ,80 ,95 

15 Puan 3,86 3,56 3,66 3,73 4,00 3,66 4,06 

Std. Sapma ,77 ,72 ,92 ,94 ,64 1,06 ,94 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

  
 

 ortalama 
 ortalama puan 

 

n 
ilmesi 

 
 
 



239 
 

 4. D  

FOTO NO 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 

 
3,83 3,03 3,63 3,50 1,23 1,43 4,23 3,73 2,23 2,17 1,37 1,13 1,60 1,80 4,13 

Durumu 
Std. Sapma 1,11 1,27 0,96 1,04 0,57 0,73 0,86 0,94 0,86 0,95 0,89 0,43 0,97 0,81 1,04 

 4,10 3,83 4,03 3,47 1,17 1,17 4,60 4,60 2,23 2,33 1,10 1,03 1,33 1,57 4,13 

Durumu 
Std. Sapma 1,21 0,95 0,89 0,94 0,53 0,53 0,56 0,62 0,82 0,99 0,40 0,18 0,61 0,63 0,86 

bulunmakta, 
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