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Abstract: - Interpreting geographic landscape features of local interest by accesing the outdoors and specific local 
viewing sites can be seen as a base for optimising non-formal learning techniques applied to geography teaching 
to young pupils. The paper proposes a learning model by focusing on three key perspectives of landscape  analysis, 
tested and substantiated using the local scenery of Bârsana Village as a background – the visual, the emotional 
and the interpretative perspective. The visual perspective highlights a series of specific indicators related to the 
objectiveness of landscape analysis by studying its natural and anthropic components and their features. The 
emotional perspective highlights the subjectiveness of landscape analysis and derives from the broader field of 
emotional geography. These indicators, once defined, can be further used in the „learn by experience” educational 
process. The interpretative perspective results from the two perspectives mentioned above and represents the skill of 
deciphering and understanding the complex physical and human features of a landscape.
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1. Introduction
The interpretative approach of local 

landscape features, based on the identification 
and understanding of its objective and subjective 
elements and their relations, can be seen as a 
baseline in the process of optimising the non-
formal techniques of geographical learning 
taylored to young pupils. The gaze can be 
educated as to simultanously perceive a landscape 
in various ways (from the perspective of the 
geographer, the historian, the tourist, the poet, the 
painter, or the local farmer). Not coincidentally, 
a great writer said that the only true journey does 
not entails the search for new sights, but rather 
„the look sighted with new eyes, the sight of 
the universe seen by somebody else’s eyes, a 
hundred different eyes, for a hundred different 
universes” (Proust, M., 1988, p. 762). Kreisel 
acknowledges that the landscape has certain 
characteristics that elude the visitors or the locals, 
therefore the process of landscape reading and 
interpretation is considerred an educational and 

pedagogical approach which “defines, presents 
and exhibits the essential aspects of a landscape 
in order to communicate the “natural and cultural 
heritage of a landscape” to visitors but also to 
its inhabitants”(Kreisel, W., Reeh, T., 2019, 
p.13). The specific terminology has evolved over
the last century from landscape assessment to
landscape interpretation, a term correlated with
the notion of heritage interpretation, a research
issue addressed thoroughly in tourism research
studies (Tilden, F., Craig, R. B., 2007). The
methods engaged in the process of landscape
interpretation are not used solely for educational
purposes but are echoed in other fields such as
sustainability, social cohesion or storytelling etc.
(Kreisel, W., Reeh, T., 2020).

Therefore, the paper focuses on designing 
a model for landscape interpretation from 
panoramic viewing sites by means of three key 
perspectives of landscape analysis: the visual, 
the emotional and the interpretative perspective. 
The model is taylored for groups of young pupils 
interested in exploring the local surroundings.
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The vantage point the equivalent of the 
panoramic viewing site, represents a natural or 
human made place in the open that, being higher 
than its surroundings, offers good visibility in 
order to observe, study or contemplate the area 
(Ilieș M., 2007, p.75). A vantage point eases the 
process of visualising landscape components and 
its practicallity has been proven through studies 
related to tourism – activities ranging from 
guided tours (Tilden, F., Craig, R. B., 2007) to 
tourism planning (Ilieș, M., 2006, Veverka, J., 
2015) – and cultural geography (Thomas, D., 
2010, Domosh, M.,1989).

The landscape represents a reflection over a 
spatial kind of ontology that requires deciphering 
and interpretation (Claval, P., 2000), actions that 
can co-create memorable experiences. In order 
to attain this goal, the paper focuses on adapting 
tourism specific interpretative methods towards 
the educational and pedagogical domain with 
inferences towards the specificities of educational 
and scientific tourism, the latter being “conceived 
as a bridge between the world of science and 
tourism, bringing together inhabitants of the 
territories and their visitors, of all nationalities 
and cultures, motivated by the advancement of 
human knowledge” (https://scientific-tourism.
org/scientific-tourism/?lang=en). Of the multiple 
forms of tourism, this paper focuses both on the 
adventure and cultural tourism and strongly relies 
on the scientific developments of Tilden over 
landscape interpretation. Educational tourism as 
a notion is not referred to frequently in academic 
papers, being rather defined as a group activity, 
organised as a study voyage in order to attain 
associated knowledge (Duncan, N., Duncan, J., 
2009; Ungureanu I., 2012).

Study area

The vantage point presented here as case 
study is situated in the territory of Bârsana, 
Maramureș County, a commune in the north-
west of Romania, in the Maramureș Depression, 
in the middle sector of Iza Valley. The village 
has 4474 inhabitants, occupies 7314 ha and has 
a population density of 61.2 inhabitants/sqkm 
(http://www.recensamantromania.ro/). 

The settlement is mostly clustered on a 
10 km path along the river Iza and along the 
county road that represents the main transport 
axis on the valley. Besides the main area, 
groups of households strech along tributaries 
of the river Iza forming small and autonomous 
villages with names that represent the omonims 
of the valleys on which are situated - Bradova, 
Muntelui Valley, Caselor Valley etc. The core of 
the village is densely build and has a nucleated 
structure, while the extremities present an 
almost dispersed pattern and a low degree of 
anthropization. The diverse habitats reflect the 
specific geographic traits of the area. The relief 
on the northern side of the village is rugged 
and consists of impressive hills with altitudes 
varying between 400 to 800 meters. This is the 
sector were, on the Jbâr Hill, a suitable vantage 
point site has been identified, despite the fact 
that the hill is not the highest, and the spot on 
the top of does not offer a allround, 360 degrees 
perspective. The vantage point site has been 
choosen regardless following the accesibility 
criteria. The viewing spot is easilly accesible 
from the center of the village. The trail has a 
lenght of just 1.98 km and an elevation gain 
of 168 meters (Fig.1). The lenght of the trail is 
divided as follows – 680 meters of asphalted 
road that crosses the oldest part of the village, 
followed by 390 meters of gravel road and 700 
meters of asphalted local road. The final strech 
of the trail – 210 meters – has to be completed 
on an unmarked and unmapped narrow path. 

The technical characteristics of the vantage 
point site are presented in table 1.
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Fig. 1. The vantage point site location on Jbâr Hill, Bârsana (Maramureș)

Table 1. The technical characteristics of Jbâr vantage point site

Coordinates (lat; long; alt) 47.827099N; 24.055328E; 475.0 m
Visibility angle 98o: from 103oN to 201oN
Site type natural
Number of points of interest 20 in the village / 18 in the background
Number of viewing plans 3 main viewing plans
Distance of maximum 
visibility

45 km

Major visible landmarks Văratec Mountains, Țibleș Mountains, Rodnei 
Mountains, Glodului Hill, The Surduc Gorges, 
Dumbrăvița Hill, Morii Hill, Iza Valley, 
Caselor Valley

2. Materials and methods
The methodological approach involved 

several stages, carried out in accordance with 
the scientific interests of the authors. The 
contextualization and theoretical substantiation 
was made by Ilieș Gabriela, the phase and contents 

of the interpretive analysis were designed by 
Mihai Hotea, the adaptation to the educational 
and pedagogical contexts belongs to Maria Hotea, 
the field research and documentation involved 
Alina Simion and Silviu Bumbak. In the first 
two stages of the study, a detailed analysis of the 
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area and on the existing cartographic materials 
was required in order to identify the possible 
vantage point sites. The findings, confronting 
the cartographic material with the reality in 
the field, played a decisive role in the selection 
process of the most suitable vantage point site. 
The third stage of the study involved processing 
the data obtained in the field and correlating the 
bibliographic sources. 

A landscape interpretation from a vantage 
point site does not require an exhaustive approach 
as this type of analysis is not always possible, 
nor required. As stated above, a landscape can 
be perceived from the following perspectives: 
the visual perspective, the emotional perspective 
involving first hand, subjective reactions from 
participants, and the interpretative perspective, 
the privilege of educational and scientific tourism 
professionals.  

The case study does not present a 
theory validation model, but a atheoretical (or 
configurative idiographic) study type based 
on choosing and correlating certain scientific 
findings (George, A., Bennett, 2005), with 
the collected bibliographical and field data 
representing a baseline supporting the three 
perspectives. The analysis model uses findings 
derived from Kreisel, W., Reeh, T., (2019).
      
3. Results

The three landscape analysis perspectives 
– the visual, the emotional and the interpretative 
answer the research objectives – building a 
landscape interpretation model from a vantage 
point site designed for groups of young pupils 
that are interested in exploring the local 
surroundings.

3.1. The visual perspective

The early stage of the exploratory endeavour 
represents the framework that alows the group to 
become accustomed with the general features 
of the perceived landscape. After the general 
landscape assessment, the pupils from the group, 
on an individual basis, will recognise familiar 
landscape features based on their own experience 

with, and knowledge about, the observed places.  
During this stage, the group will survey specific 
„indicators” such as: the general framework of 
the landscape (boundaries), the general lines 
of sight and strenght of the landcape, familiar 
landmarks, landscape colors and textures, ritms 
and contrasts, landscape legibility and even the 
identity, specificity, harmony and spirit of the 
landscape (Bertin, S. et al, 2018).

In order to facilitate the recognition and 
visual identification of landscape features, the 
view will be divided into several viewing plans. 
The first plan will focus on the closest and easely 
discernible landscape features to the observers. 
The second plan will focus on those features that, 
being afar, are harder to perceive and recognize. 
The third plan will focus on those landscape 
features situated in the background, at a distance 
over 2-3 kilometers from the vantage point site 
(the general shapes of landforms such as hills 
and mountains, or vegetation type). The viewing 
plans will be divided by the pupils together with 
the instructor (Fig.2).

The visibility degree and overall landscape 
perception is influenced by the landscape 
components themselves and by the atmospheric 
conditions. At its best, during days with clear, 
sunny sky, the visibility can reach a maximum 
of 45 kilometers, the viewer being able to 
distinguish, to the south-east, the contour of 
Rodnei Mountains.

For educational purposes, establishing 
landscape boundaries becomes an imperative 
that drives and focuses attention. The scale of 
the landscape becomes an element perceived 
indirectly by means of known visual benchmarks 
(for example, in approximating the height of a 
tree, one can imagine a human silhouette standing 
next to it).

The perception of landscape coherency 
and structure is driven by the lines of 
strenght. Elements such as landforms units, 
the hidrographic network, vegetation and the 
build environment with settlements or major 
infrastructure such as roads, structure the 
landscape and guide the gazing viewer. These 
elements are distinguishable through a series of 
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characteristics - position, volume, design and 
colour (for example, the bell tower of a church, 
an isolated house, a remarkable construction 
etc.) and become markers that facilitate the 
hierarchization of the landscape. Some of these 
elements can become true focal points that 
concentrate the observer’s attention (for example 
the church from the center of the village). 

The colors of the landscape represent 
another important element. Weather, seasonal 
(the colour palette varies according to the season) 
and time (moment of the day) are sensitive 
properties that can highlight certain landscape 
features and can influence perception. Seasons 
and weather influence the perception over the 
landscape’s texture as well. Repetitive landscape 
elements such as various types of landforms or 
infrastructure (hills, household delineations, 
building silhouettes) create visual tempo and 
emphasise its uniqueness by highlighting 
contrasts, either positive or negative (for 
example, landcover variations).

Ambiental factors - legibility and harmony 
- create quality landscapes. Legibility is defined 
by Bentley (1985) as a landscape quality that 
facilitates the understanding of the surroundings 
by creating a global mental image capable 
of stimulating the aesthetic sensibility of the 
observers. Landscape harmony derives from the 
perceived balance of its material components and 
highlights the picturesque side of the landscape. 

The spirit of the place derives from the 
uniqueness of the landscape (Dumont, M., 2013) 
and can be perceived usually through landscape 
details (for example a wooden church, a haystack, 
a traditional dwelling etc.) that emphysise the 
misticality and the authenticity.

The identity of the landscape is correlated 
with the individuality of its components (Bertin, 
S. et al, 2018). Its specificity resulted from 
the sincretism of its components, such as the 
geomorphological potential of the area being 
harnessed by the local people over centuries. 
Perceiving and distinguising these landscape 
features creates an enjoyable, positive and calm 
observational context.

3.4. The emotional perspective 

The perception of a landscape represents an 
individual and subjective experience, and the 
mostly qualitative assessment depends on criterias 
such as the place of origin, the a priori knowledge 
or the social and cultural context of the participants. 
For experiential enhancement, the process of 
itinerary selection must be tacked with attention, 
as the trail has to be interesting and attractive and 
to stimulate the senses, creating the context for a 
proustian “madeleine moment”. Along the path, 
the instructors should encourage pupils to express 
their own representations and familiarity with 
the landscape and create a baseline for the actual 
observation and interpretation. Ideally, the group 
of pupils will come into visual contact with the 
intended scenery only after reaching the vantage 
point site and show a display of positive emotions 
and curiosity upon gazing the landscape for the 
first time. 

3.3. The interpretative perspective 

Interpreting a landscape needs preparation 
and knowledge in order to decipher, explain 
and understand its features. Basically, the 
interpretation of the landscape aims to explain, 
understand and translate it into the language of 
visitors. A complex landscape can be approached 
as a holistic construct that cannot be explained 
by observing its various components in isolation 
(Antrop, 1988; Claval, P., 2005). Each element 
has its importance depending on the relationships 
with the others (Antrop,1997).

Gaining knowledge over individual 
elements in the landscape and their interrelations 
is a sine-qua-non condition for a holistic 
understanding of the analyzed landscape. The 
landscape combines both natural and human 
components, with their inherent realities being 
appreciated by each visitor.

Interpretative model of the natural components 
Natural features include a wide variety 

of elements such as the geological base, 
the landforms, soil, climatic factors, water, 
vegetation, fauna and biodiversity in general.
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Understanding the geological structure of 
the area allows for the understanding of some 
visible features of the landscape (the presence 
of upland relief, the shape of the Iza Valley, the 
meandered Caselor Valley, quarries, outcrops, 
etc.) and explains some of the restrictive 
conditions that the residents had to take in account 
or the opportunities offered by the presence of 
certain types of rocks. For example, the zeolitic 
tuffs from Morii Valley that are efficient in the 
treatment processes of waters contaminated with 
heavy metal ions and especially of wastewaters.

Stones from the river bed were used in 
building process of many houses in the village 
and can be seen in the foundation of the old 
village church (a UNESCO monument). The 
rocky outcrops present in several places, provide 
information regarding the geological setting of 
the area (for example, the hard sandstones of the 
Surduc Gorges). 

Conditioned by the geological setting 
of the area, the relief models and coherently 
structures the landscape. The vantage point site 
of Jbâr Hill encompasses a wonderful view over a 
sector of the Bârsana Depression (subcomponent 
of the Maramureș Depression), the slopes of 
the Maramureș Hills and a large background 
setting containing the metamorphic (Rodnei) 
and volcanic (Gutâi and Țibleș) mountains that 
delineate the Land of Maramureș. Some isolated 
landforms such as the Cetățeaua Hill stand out as 
possible landscape markers. 

The soil, resulted from the alteration of 
the bedrock and other factors is appreciated 
according to several factors (texture, structure, 
composition, etc.) and plays an important role 
in the landscape by developing certain types of 
landcover that create a mosaic of shapes and 
colors. The presence of clay soils on large areas 
(poorer in humus) contributed to a specific way 
of land capitalization. Another component that 
competes in shaping the landscape is the climate, 
giving it different shades from one season to 
another or even during the same period.

The hydrographic network - the river Iza 
with its right side (the streams of Muntelui Valley 
and Caselor Valley) and left side tributaries (the 

streams of Slatinii Valley, Plopilor Valley and 
Morii Valley) - represents another dynamic 
element that shapes the landscape and, together 
with the relief form two of the key components 
of landscape and land-use. The observer becomes 
aware of their presence by recognising the 
typical stripes of riparian landcover. One atypical 
hydrographic landscape feature is represented by 
the natural dam lake (14), formed by a landslide 
in the year 2004, along the Slatinii Valley. The 
uniqueness of the place is emphasised by the 
trapped tree trunks inside the lake (a miniature 
version of the Red Lake / Lacul Roșu). The 
presence of natural springs influenced zonal 
population movements in the past with hamlets 
(small villages) being established on favourable 
spots on river terraces and hill slopes. 

The landcover represents another important 
landscape descriptor. Some 1097 ha of land are 
included into the Iza Valley-Solovan Hill Natura 
2000 protected site. The deciduous forests, 
composed mainly of beech (Fagus Sylvanica) 
and oak tree represent and important identitarian 
feature for the area, known, as other subregions of 
Maramureș Land, for the wooden churches, gates, 
dwelings and houses that over centuries formed 
a renouned wooden civilization. The oak tree is 
used as the main traditional building material. 
In the past, the people of Bârsana also used 
ash tree wood (Frasinus excelsior) for crafting 
tools and fed the animals with their leaves. The 
beech tree is used mostly as fuel for heating. 
The coniferous forests represent a negligible 
proportion, that were introduced artificially in 
the area of „Pe Lăzuț”, for purposes of slope 
stability and erosion control. The tree lines are 
interceded with blackthorn (Prunus spinosa), 
eglantine (Rosa canina), apple tree, pear tree and 
wild cherry tree. Due to the agricultural pressure, 
the forested surfaces are decreasing constantly.

Interpretative model of the anthropic features 
In the rural areas, the landscape reflects 

the influence of local people and “preserves the 
memory of the evolution of agricultural systems 
both through preserved immaterial practices and 
through land management and buildings, revealing 
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the relationships between people” (Ambroise, 
R., Toublanc, Monique 2015, p. 46). The human 
component plays a key role in the shaping process of 
the landscape. Traces of human activity, structured 
according to a certain logic, are easily discernable 
(the nucleated village center with houses and other 
constructions, hamlets, isolated farms, agricultural 
or other activities, roads and elements related to 
local culture). From the Jbâr vantage point site, 
the hearth of the village occupies a central place, 
being the result of a long historical evolution. 
Within the perceived area, the build environment 
can be analyzed from different angles (structure, 
texture, materials used in construction, type of 
roof, orientation and size of dwellings, etc.). The 
hamlets with various locations (eg Pietriș, Caselor 
Valley) are also emblematic focal points. The 
local toponymy (fig. 2), as an unwritten historical 
feature of these places, can also arouse the interest 
of the observer.

The isolated farms situated on the Iza’s 
terraces, with generally simple volumes, give the 
landscape a note of repetitiveness and a pleasant 
tone. In the past, by virtue of specific geographical 
and historical factors, the dwellings had a completely 
different configuration, as they were scattered and 
close to the agricultural plots of land.

The analyzed landscape is marked by 
a strong agricultural vocation, that conserves 
old traditional practices. The screening of the 
geographical analysis reveals particularities 
that belong to a subsistence and autarchic 
agriculture system that has capitalized the micro-
particularities of the relief. The small size of the 
plots conveys information about the existence 
of an increasingly large population which led 
to a high degree of land fragmentation and 
contributes to the graphics of landscape that 
creates a mosaic of shapes and colors, with shades 
that are constantly renewed. The reduced surface 
of arable land is in close correlation with certain 
traditional knowledge, harnessed and shared over 
time (like the traditional ways of replenishing the 
soil with minerals or the practice of polyculture, 
mixing corn, beans, potatoes, beets or pumpkin). 

Traces of the agricultural pressure can be 
found on deforested and terraced slopes, as a 

consequence of land cultivation on the slopes, 
along the contour lines, over several years. The 
dispersed orchards, found especially on the slopes, 
bring an extra diversity to the landscape. Their 
appearance is influenced by the morphology of the 
land having an important identitarian role in the 
image of Bârsana (for example plums and apples 
used at making the traditional spirit - horinca). The 
current dynamics of the society could lead to an 
expansion of uncultivated land and bushes as well 
as a decrease in livestock, which would contribute 
to the increase of the size of the plots.

The road network represents another 
landscape feature adapted to the relief that 
has influenced the anthropization process and 
landscape evolution on its own (for example 
the concentration of households along the main 
county road) - and drives the legibility of the 
landscape. The local roads and trails allow for an 
in-depth landscape discovery, their charm being 
strengthened by the presence of small bridges or 
traditional water-powered installations such as 
whirlpools on the Morii Valley. 

There are two types of roads: along the 
valley (the most common type) and along the 
ridges (for example the road that connects the 
core of the village with the Bradova hamlet). The 
latter are picturesque roads that offer birds-eye 
views over the valleys. 

The landscape is also present in “the 
collective memory and imagination, being 
associated with place names, myths, rituals and 
with folklore” (Mitchell, N., Rössler, M., Tricaud, 
P-M., 2011, p.22). These elements represent 
immaterial features that complement the 
landscape and offer added value that transcends 
the visible and the palpable. 

The coding of the main landscape features 
The points of interest visible in the field 

from the Jbâr vantage point site are marked and 
coded on a board similar with the one presented in 
Fig. 2, as to be easilly identifiable. The board will 
be accompanied by a narrative of the highlighted 
landscape features. 

The settlement shelters historical monuments 
and sites – the UNESCO wooden church (2), the 
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„Cetățuia” archeological site (12), the „Podul 
Miresei” archeological site and other important 
sites such as the Bârsana Monastery (20), the 
local school museum (4), the museum of the 
wood sculptor  Toader Bârsan (11), the medieval 
site of „Văivodca” (9), the orthodox stone church 
(7), the wooden greco-catholic church (10). Other 
point of interest are – the local tourist information 
center (1), the water basins (17), the gravel pit 
(15), the village hall (6), the football field (3), the 
bridge over the river Iza (8), a local accomodation 
site (19) etc. – and landscape geomorphological 
markers such as the Surduc Gorges. In accordance 
with the group characteristics, some or all points 
of interest will be identified and presented during 
the phase of landscape interpretation. 

The narrative continues with a short 
presentation of several identifiable features: The 
Surduc Gorges, the monastic site from the Slatinii 
Valley, the Bârsana Monastery, the local school 
museum and the UNESCO wooden church. 

At the entrance into the village of Bârsana, 
the Iza river cuts through the hard Strâmtura 
sandstones, forming a 2 kilometers narrow gorge 
called The Surduc Gorges. The toponime has a 
medieval origin and can be traced back to the XIVth 
century, in the first written document that mentioned 
the settlement „terram Zurduky” from 22nd of 
september 1326, when, through a royal decree, the 
Hungarian King Carol Robert, upholds the land 
rights of cnyaz (prince) Stanislau, the son of Stan 
(Mihalyi de Apşa, I., 1900). The Surduc Gorges 
was the witness of a military event that further 
enhanced the landform into the collective memory. 
During the last tartar invasion from the year 1717, 
after devastating the area of Sighetu Marmației, the 
tartar hoards advanced up on the Iza Valley, towards 
Borșa. Knowing that the tartars will pass through 
the gorge, a party of over 200 locals and over 300-
400 villagers from the surrounding areas ambushed 
the tartars in the place called Piatra Țiganului, 
throwing over large stones and tree trunks. As a 
result of the ambush, 10 local fighters lost their lives 
but the party inflicted many casualties and managed 
to release prisoners (Lenghel, P., 1979). In the end, 
the tartars suffered new casualties two days latter, in 
another battle that took place near Borșa. 

Two monastic settlements existed at the 
village boundaries. According to historical 
texts, the oldest monastery was mentioned in 
documents since the year1390 (Mihalyi de 
Apşa, I., 1900) and was situated upstream on the 
Hotarului Valley (known in the past as Mănăstirii 
Valley – the Valley of the Monastery), a left 
side tributary to the Iza river. The monastery, 
which dissapeared in the XVIIIth century, could 
be accessed from the surrounding villages on 
multiple acces routes.

Another monastic – hermitage like - site was 
mentioned on the Slatinii Valley, at aproximately 
2.1 kilometers from the site of the Bârsana 
Monastery (20). This monastic site is believed to 
be dated from XIVth, even the first half of the 
XIIIth century (www.manastireabarsana.ro). The 
local tradition recalls that, in the year 1711, the 
priest of the village, a widower, retreats together 
with his son (the future bishop Gavril of Bârsana) 
in the place called „Părul Călugărului”, where he 
erected a small wooden church. The monastic life 
continues until early XVIIIth century (probably 
1735), when the wooden church is moved on the 
premises of the Bârsana Monastery.

The Bârsana Monastery (20) is situated on a 
terrace (359 m) on the right side of the river Iza, 
at the outlet of the river from the Surduc Gorges. 
The site upon which the monastery is situated 
was not randomly chosen. Following the battle 
from the year 1717, the local fighters that died 
were burried on the site of the present monastic 
complex, while the tartars were burried in the 
floodplain of the river, on the left bank. The 
resettlement of the monastery from the Slatinii 
Valley on the current premises was made at the 
request of the villagers who wanted to honor the 
memory of the fallen fighters in that battle.  Over 
the first decades of its existence the monastery 
had an important role, becoming the episcopal 
see for Maramureș Land. The monastic life 
spanned from 1720 until 1790, beginning again 
in the year 1993. 

Today, the monastery concentrates the art 
of wooden craftmanship from Maramureș Land 
with the support of local artisans. The complex, 
with a wooden traditional church at the its center, 



Local geographic landscape interpretation from a vantage point site. The case of Bârsana, Maramureș County

51

has an impressive design, its architecture, an 
eulogy to the wooden architecture of Maramureș. 
The church is painted on the inside in the naive 
style that was established in the area in the first 
half of XVIIIth century.

The monastery shelters a remarkable 
collection of iconographical items, old religious 
manuscripts and books (XVIth-XIXth century) 
and local folk art, gathered in The „Gavril de 
Bârsana”Museum of icons and old books (20).

The local school museum (4) is situated in a 
building dated from 1759 and is now situated on 
the premises of the primary school. The building 
has an interesting story, as it served initially as 
an episcopal house at the Bârsana Monastery. 
In the year 1792, the house was moved on 
the actual premises were it will become the 
first confesional greco-catholic school, an 
establishment were emblematic teachers such 
as Nicolae Fabian (1865-1899) or Ilie Cleja 
(1899-1913, 1919-1926) taught (Lenghel-
Izanu, P., 1980). Upon the building of a new 
school, the house was bought and transformed 
in a household until the year 1960. Nowdays, 
the building serves as a museum and shelters 
valuable old school items, historical documents 
and an ethnographical collection. 

The UNESCO small Jbâr wooden church 
(2) is one of the five wooden churches from 
Maramureș Land that, together with another 
three wooden churches from other sites in the 
county of Maramureș, became UNESCO world 
heritage sites in the year 1999. This church has 
an interesting story, as it never served as a parish 
church. The church was build in the year 1711 
at the hermitage from the Slatinii Valley (13). In 
1735 the church was moved on the premises of 
present site of Bârsana Monastery, in an effort 
made to honor the fallen villagers that died during 
the 1717 fight with the tartars. Between 1790-
1805, when the orthodox cult was banned in the 
area, the church remained isolated at the outskirts 
of the village. In 1806 the church is moved again 
on Jbâr Hill, in a special cemetery founded 
durring the plague and cholera epidemics from 
the second half of the XVIIIth century. The small 
church has a rectangular shape and was build in 
the “blockhau” system. The interior paintings 
are of remarkable value. The church was painted 
in 1806 by the local painter Toader Hodor that 
introduced elements of baroque and rococo in the 
mural painting of Maramureș. The central theme 
of the interior paintings presents „the ascention 
of man towards God as an achievable act”. 

Fig.2. The structure of the interpretative model from the vantage point site situated on Jbâr Hill



Mihai Hotea – Gabriela Ilieș – Silviu-Vasile Bumbak – Simona-Alina Simion – Maria Hotea

52

4. Conclusions
The paper focuses on the construction of a 

model for landscape interpretation based on an 
atheoretical case study, where concepts of non-
formal education derived from the educational 
and scientific tourism were used. In order to 
obtain a specific landscape interpretative model, 
the case study was designed for groups of young 
pupils that can interpret the local landscape from 
a vantage point site – the Jbâr Hill.

The study is based on three perspectives - 
the visual, the emotional and the interpretative 
and does not represent an exhaustive inquiry 
into the field of landscape interpretation from a 
vantage point site, encouraging further research. 

The empirical model of landscape 
interpretation incorporates, along the three 
perspectives, collected bibliographical and field 
data that facilitate the experience of landscape 
deciphering and analysis. The model also contains 
short narratives that describe several landscape 
markers visible form the selected vantage point 
site.

The paper challenges further inquiries into 
problematics concerning the field of landscape 
interpretation from a vantage point site: modelling 
the on-site experience of pupils while assessing 
the landscape, problems of directing experiences 
and outcomes or methods of efficiency assessment 
in the process of landscape interpretation.
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