THE CENTRAL PARK - INNOVATING PRACTICES AND NETWORKING IN URBAN MILIEU

Research project proposal by Meglena Zlatkova and Magdalena Dusheva, Department of Ethnology and Sociology, University of Plovdiv “Paisii Hilendarsky”, Bulgaria

The proposed project steps on the conducted in 2003 – 2004 year research The ‘Uses’ of The Central Park or Urban Garden  – Anthropology of Urban Places in Plovdiv, Bulgaria.

THE CONTEXT 

A Short History of the Central Park in Plovidv

The park is a gift to citizens of Plovid

By the Knyaz Ferdinand 

And their own care

The current Central Urban Park or the Urban Garden is not the first Public Garden in Plovdiv. The very first one was created by the idea of Knyaz Dondukov-Korssakov – a Russian officer, the first governor of Plovdiv just after the Liberation of Bulgaria in 1878. Till then the only urban gardens in the Ottoman city were private small gardens around the houses, and the plovidviots used to go ‘in the nature’ along the river or in the near Rhodopa Mountain.

In 1891 the Bulgarian Government takes a decision to create in Plovdiv the first International fair. The World Exhibition in Paris that was marking the fin du siècle two years ago influenced the spirit of the time. For that purpose the Plovdiv society asked again Lucien Chevalas
 - to create the garden for the fair. He did it for ten months and it became a real garden with a huge lake where the first made in Bulgaria ship ‘Angel Kanchev’ was exposed for the exhibition. The garden was placed on an old, abandoned Turkish cemetery. The first name of the park was Garden of the first World Exhibition of Plovdiv. In 1892 the Bulgarian ruler – Knyaz Ferdinand with a special low names the Park ‘Tzar Simeon’ and gives it as a gift to the people of Plovdiv with the only condition – to take care of it. The garden was fenced and guarded by the municipality. It became a place for promenade, the city orchestra had concerts every weekend, there was a dancing and it became one of the favorite places for ‘plovdivchani’ - Plovdiv inhabitants. The park was and still is a place for sport activities. During the interwar period there was a kayak championship, variety of marathons and other competitions.

There was a period when the park had a zoo area but after a tragic accident the animals were replaced in a Zoo in other park of the city. 
The park was “used” in an extraordinary way after a very strong earthquake in 1828 when many buildings were destroyed even that one of the City Hall. During a certain short period, the local Parliament had their meetings in the park. As an old photo shows, even a hair-dressed worked there, several tents for people were installed and etc.

The concept of the park as closed space was changed after the World War II: the fence was destroyed, the alleys were asphalted and from ‘more natural’ it became to be ‘more artificial’ place. The Park was opened to all inhabitants and guests of Plovdiv. 

In the 80-s the lake was reconstructed, there were no boats and swans any more and on their place singing and dancing fountains appeared. The lake with new functions remained a favorite place for the plovdiviots and tourists and every evening during the summer they enjoyed the spectacles with sounds and lights. During the 90’s the fountains were ‘mute’ and the lake was dry and since 4 years after an initiative of the citizens with the aid of municipality they were repaired. 

The urban brass orchestra still made concerts for holydays or during the weekends. Since 5 years, by the reason of economies, municipality decided to ‘close’ the orchestra.

The memorial places started to appear in the park from the very beginning – monuments of national heroes, sculptures as The Children, The Bear and etc. and during the 90’s a new tradition was established – an international open-air plain-air and thus many masterpieces remained in the park.

The very new project of new development of the park is still on the table of the architectures but one of the main tasks is to close again the park in the purpose to be better protected and guarded.

PRELIMINARY NOTES:

Through the parks, gardens and green areas the societies imagined themselves and project into such kind of places their self-perceptions, desired and dreamed images. The concept of the “nature-in-our-homes” is reflecting on the creation and multiplication of parks and gardens and takes variety of forms and shapes. From the exotic garden to a small palm or a lemon tree on the balcony in a big block of flats, or from a garden with fruits trees and vegetables in a house yard in the countryside to a small piece of earth, planted with cabbage and tomatoes around the block or along the Maritza River. To narrow our research we choose to limit our project only to the Central urban park of the city of Plovdiv and to compare it with the Central park in Cluj-Napoca. 

Our research question was what makes that place of ‘cultivated nature’ a public place and what are the types of human behavior in it, what are the shared or individual social identities, realized there and how they fits to the entire vision of the urban way of life and in general in the way of life of the locality of the city of Plovdiv. 

That’s why we explored the park as a total social phenomenon and presupposed that it is a central urban place and a necessity of the modern urban way of life. For that purpose we stressed on several topics:

· The park as a physical space, socially and culturally constructed;

· The morphology of the park – sites and inhabitants;

· The ‘uses’ of the park;

· The park as a place of the common urban memory –different discourses;

· Communities in the park – 3 case studies.

To research these topics we used different methods: participant observation, inquiry, semi-structured interviews, and free conversations. We also made visual documentation – pictures and videos in different moments of the researched period. As a data we also used materials from the State archive – Plovdiv and some special emissions of the local TV stations for the park. We also had collaboration with the directors of the Historical museum and the Archive. The source – not well developed are the archive data and local press during the 20 century in the Library. 

STARTING POINTS:

The theoretical debate, that we used to create our own concept and a way to study the park was the entire tension between geographically and cultural-historically orientated approaches in urban anthropology, came mostly from the ecological school in urban anthropology and the ‘society-milieu’ relationship came from Durkhaimian school in French social sciences and humanities.

In the presentation of the short history of the Tzar Simeon’s Garden in Plovdiv we tried to point out some moments that confirm and distinguish at the same time the development of the Bulgarian society after the Liberation in 1878 till nowadays in comparison, on one hand, with the city of Cluj-Napoca and Romanian Society and the Western tradition and concept of urban planning and developing, on the other. 

The pilot research in October 2004 was done mainly in the library and archive in order to make a plan what kind of source are available there and to prepare a bibliography for students work – selecting newspapers, local magazines, memorial literature, books for the city of Plovidv, General bibliography, negotiating for using the archive funds and etc. We worked on the detailed program of activities, keeping in mind the references from the Summer Session and that one, sent by Frances Pine.

Having as a base the frame of our work during the previous year, field materials, observation and our own project archive, this year we are intending to narrow our work in two directions.

OBJECTIVES OF THE PROJECT

The research project that year aims to answer to two main questions

1. Was and is the Park an innovation? How the “Modernity” in its specific way “came” in the Bulgarian society throughout the creations of the parks, public gardens and green areas in the cities and how the concepts, images and policies were created during the different periods. When ‘to be a Green City’ was an important emblem for Plovdiv and for Bulgaria in general. As a referent data the case of the capital city – Sofia will be used. What are the links between the introduction of the new technical discoveries and their implementation as a social practice (a promenade, for example or aesthetic admiration of the nature).

2. What are the functions of Park in the network of urban places and spaces? The Central urban park has a particular status among the system of the city places. Being at the end of the limits of Plovdiv in the last decades of 19th century, built on the place of abandoned Turkish cemetery, in the beginning of 21st century the Park takes place in the very center of the city, close connected with the Central square, railway Station, City Hall, main Street, the district of the foreign Consulates and etc. 
RESEARCH HYPOTHESIS:

One of the first public places, created in Plovdiv just after the Liberation was the urban garden. The “spirit of the time” – modernization, new technologies influenced the establishment of the parks and gardens in the cities. The infrastructure of the Balkan city, which was nearer to the oriental city with small streets sokaks, central squares with market places and temples and gardens for vegetables and fruits in the periphery of the town-limits started to be changed and to take a shape of the western capitalist urban models. When the cities physically enlarged not only in a sense of number of inhabitants and migrants but as social structure as well, some previous empty and vide spaces were cultivated and some green areas were established.


On the other hand, the Parks were a mark of the changeable societies in the terms of labor and class division and the new urban way of life. As an example, described by a Marxist Bulgarian historiographer in his monograph
 stresses on the fact that the urban gardens in the newly liberated Bulgarian towns became places of the urban elites and new rich people and newly class-division. The gardens were fenced, the entrance was paid and the daily evening promenade became a mass social practice and ritual. But soon that promenade became a practice even for the working class but on the Main Street. In the case of Plovdiv it is still nominated ‘A walk on stragaloto’ (amble along). In this point we want to research were there ethnic or class division and hierarchy among the urban inhabitants and to compare the results with the case of ethnic and class conflicts in the Park of Cluj-Napoca, Romania.


I. The significant role of the park grew up in the context of all innovations came in the city as radio, cars and buses, cinema, electricity, entertainments (for example – the first open-air projection of a movie in Plovdiv was in the central park). Linked to this the park took different images and was an answer to the different stages of development.


Our hypothesis is that the Park on one hand is a permanent mark of urbanity but on the other it is one of the most sensitive indicators of all new changes in the society. We consider the park as socially, culturally and symbolically constructed space on one hand but on the other it is a result of technical development and the fashion of the time.

METHODS:
1. Library research – to make a content analysis of the of local newspapers: The Gazete of the Municipality of Plovdiv from the end of 19th till the Second World War; The Maritza newspaper  - a significant for the local press were the public debate for many problems including the changes of the parks and the only daily newspaper of Plovdiv during the socialist period Otechestven glas.

Reviewing of some books of local people and travelers.

2. Archive research – to explore all old and new plans not only of the park but also of the city of Plovdiv and to compare the green zones in the years – we have to choose several significant moments.

3. Interviews with different generations Plovidiviots and migrants. The place of the park in their memories, attitudes towards it, family souvenirs, personal diaries and journaux intimеs (if they are available).

4. 7 mounts direct and participant observations in different moments to see the dynamic of the park during almost a year period – what are the changes form the technical and social point of view.

5. Visual (pictures and video) documentation and creation of visual series of data. Also analyzing  post cards and other representative images.

II. The second hypothesis, closely linked to the first one is that Park is functioning in the larger network of the system of urban places and institutions and plays or not a particular role in the everyday life activities of urban inhabitants. We will search those relationships on two levels – the memories and images for the urban way of life and shared social practices and in the level of the personal experience.

METHODS:

1. Observation of the daily activities and physical movements of the people.

2. Mental maps.

3. Semi-structured interviews.
4. Autobiographical interviews.

5. Private family albums (as they are available) 

THE TEAM:

Meglena Zlatkova and Magdalena Dusheva – project coordinators

Kalina Hristozova – 4 grade B.A. student in Ethnology, 3 grade B.A. student in Sociology

Elitza Stoilova 4 grade B.A. student in Sociology

Juliana Trendafilova – 3-grade B.A. student in Ethnology

Elena Odjakova – 3 grade B.A. student in Ethnology

Lina Gergova – M.A student Intercultural Communication

Milena Zlatkova – 2 grade B.A. student in Ethnology

Silvia Malakova – 2 grade B.A. student in Ethnology

TENTATIVE SCHEDULE OF ACTIVITIES FOR RESEARCH PROJECT PROPOSAL 

OCTOBER 2004-MAY 2005

	 18th of October
	 First meeting with the students:

· Presenting the project “Teaching Anthropology: Means and Meanings” for the “new” students, the team from the previous year and their work, web site. 

· Outlining the new directions of the research planned for the inter-session period. 

· Forming of the research team, involving of new participants. 

 

	26 th of October
	Second meeting with the students:

Recruiting and selecting the students that participate in research
· CVs of the students



	28th of November
	Communicating with the team from Cluj-Napoca and discussing the directions of developing of the research.



	1st of November
	Deadline for pilot research, research project proposal and student’s CVs.



	2nd of November
	Meeting with students. Presenting the books, journals and electronic materials purchased with the allowance received from CCRIT.

	3th of November
	Teaching workshop with the students about writing a review/summary and literature monitoring.



	1st - 15th of November
	Starting the research with the students and the literature monitoring activity. 



	19th of November
	Sending of student reviews/summaries.



	20th of November
	Deadline for student reviews/summaries. 



	22nd of November
	Meeting with students and discussing the detailed schedule for work on the research, methodology and approaches to be used; Sharing out the tasks among the participants in the team.

	24th – 30 th of November
	Fieldwork. Observation and work in the library and in the archive. Analysing the postcards and other images of the Central park and the city.

	1st of December
	Deadline for reports on teaching workshops.

	2nd of December
	Meeting with the students 

· Discussing the results 

Discussing the exploratory individual researches and creating of some tentative questionnaires. 

	14th of December
	Teaching workshop with the faculty members.

	15h – 30 th of December
	Meeting with students and discussing the research methods.

Library and archive research. Making of interviews and observation.

	 January 
	Library and archive research. Making of interviews and observation.

Library and archive research in Sofia.

	February
	Fieldwork. Library and archive research. Making of interviews and observation.

Library and archive research in Sofia. Interviews with specialist, visual documentation.

	March
	Fieldwork. Library and archive research. Making of interviews and observation.

Decoding the interviews, elaborating the visual materials, creating CD’s with all scanned materials.

	Before the 1st of April
	Finishing the empirical part of research activities

Starting data analysis and interpretation

	Before the 1st of April
	Teaching workshop with the students about development of critical thinking.

	April
	Visiting lectures program.

	April
	Workshop with the students on writing a report.

	1st-25th of April
	Starting working on the reports. 

	20th of April
	Deadline for student reviews/summaries.

	26th of April
	Final meeting dedicated on reports.

	Before 1st of May
	Teaching workshop with the faculty members.

	Before 1st of May
	Report on teaching workshops.

	1st of May
	Deadline for submitting the final research report, reports on teaching workshops and visiting and hosting lectures and participating at the third summer session.

	May
	· Presentation of the results of the project at the department.

· Providing some research materials on the State Archive - Plovdiv

	15th of May
	Deadline for submitting the final report on intersession activities.
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� The architect, invited by the Knyaz Dondukov-Korssakov to create first public gardens in Plovdiv. Before the Bulgarian Liberation he worked in Istanbul as a personal architect of the sultan of the Ottoman Empire. He was born in Switzerland, educated in Paris and the author of some of the best gardens in Europe in that time.


� Georgiev, G. 1979 Liberation and Ethnocultural Evolution of the Bulgarian People (1978-1900), Sofia
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