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Abstract: Cultural landscapes are referred to as the way people relate to theu' environ-
ment and the meaning as well as the values they derive from such transactions. Under-
standing cultural landscape transactions through the perspectl}fe of the native people
requires a social science research method that captures people’s cultural values al;loqt
their landscape. One of such methodological approach is ethnography. Ethnography 1?
associated with the immersion of the researcher in the field, and it draws on a family o
methods which includes participant observations, listening, and interviews. Thiese
multiple methods of data collection that are subsumed in ethnograp}}lly_f are snmp ixa,
most especially when it is used in cultural 1andscape_reaearch. As such tl is s‘;tlul y ng .
detsled outine of how elFinography At STBIOE Y e scount of th
of Nupe ethnic group in central Nigera. ‘ e i2isnctnd shaee
experiences of the researcher which also had to take cognisance o 0
an% philosophical paradigm in social gcience; rgsl;_ez;lri{;:lrg fﬁl;tl;ﬁigggﬁzzlcg;igg Ig#zz
an account of the procedure followed in €stablis . _
well as how the relifbility and validity of data*ehmted were ensllillred. Bﬁlﬁ:ﬁ;gg;aa;telg is
the applicability of the ethnographic process i the study of other cu '
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Introduction

The preservation of cultural landscape resources is necessary because 1tsrst1'udy
is relevant in a lot of sectors such as rural development, nature c?nsen ::rmon,
and forestry. Cultural landscape study 1S also an essential element mr tge ?Jtetr-
pretation of sustainable development (Agnoletti, 2006). More IBC'EHﬂ}-. 1e Unit-
ed Nations General Assembly report also established and I’eCt.JgILlSEd the preser-
vation of cultural and natural heritage, including biodiversity and landscapes
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frame
on cultural landscape values are to be INterpreted to

- clude both tangible and intangible rnlu‘ns (del Barrio, Devesa, & Herrer, 9, )
WHC. 1994). This arises from the confusion fflcecl hy a researcher who Chﬂf}qEq
ethnography as a technique for sncia! enquiry (Mannay & Morgan, 2014, |,
response, this chapter focuses on creating a step by step process followed in ths
ase of ethnography for the study of a cultural landscape.

The first part of this chapter focuses on the philosophical paradigm and the
theoretical framework applied to the elicitation of information on culturg|
landscape values. As such the two main philosophical paradigms, Positivism
and constructivism were discussed and how each of the paradigms is situated
in the study. Furthermore, the grounded theory is also discussed as a frame
that guided the explorative research as well as its appropriateness towards
analvsis of the data elicited through participant observation. In the research-
er's eight-month data collection process, the study focused on the everyday
lives of the indigenous people residing within the studied Nupe community.

these values within the

even more profound wh

Also, in this chapter I offer a reflection on the research, the documented im-
mersion in the field towards the understanding of the meaning of landscape and
values people associate with their landscape. As such, the analytical process
towards the formulation of grounded theory as well as the processes through
which the cultural landscape values’ variables were determined is discussed
The chapter concludes with the steps taken towards ensuring reliability and
validity of the methods used for data collection and analysis.

Situating Philosophical Paradigm for Cultural Landscape Studies

Aﬁ philosophical paradigm is a theoretical framework and systern employed ©
view events (Fellows & Liu, 2008). It elaborates and shows views and persPe
— that are adopted in the determination of a phenomenon. Cultural land
stape lransactions are based on peoples' cultural activities (Berker, 2011) ;.1:1’1Ll
Uﬂt of the {IlUb[ suitable means of gillllﬂl‘il}g the total expcriunt‘t‘ and PMCUPHG}T
of people, is through an unstructured exploration (Blommaert & Jié, 2010)- 12
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Miles, Huberman, & SaJ‘daﬁa,. 2013). In the elicitation of empirical evidence
“bout peﬂple-place relationship, there exists a clear distinction in the philo-
sophical schﬂﬂllﬂf thought between positivism and constructivism. Each of the
paradigms has its weaknesses and strengths. The strength of each method de-
pends on the type of study and data that is to be elicited. As a result of this, the

qext section explains what guided the choice of philosophical paradigm for the
study of cultural landscape of the Nupe community.

Positivism and Cultural Landscape Study

The positivists are inclined towards Cartesian duality of the existence of reality

which stipulates that there are observable facts out there in the field that can be

measured by an observer (Creswell, 2012). This thus showcases the positivists to

be inclined towards quantitative data which makes the researcher completely

detached from the investigation (Biklen, 2010). The positivists believe that social

observations should be treated like the way physical scientist treat physical

phenomena (Goldkuhl & Cronholm, 2010). However, to understand the cultural

landscape values of a community, it is nearly impossible to affirm an absolute
true situation, because culture differs and so do the landscapes (Gullino &
Larcher, 2012). Suggesting that, there exists a little chance for the existence of
the universal reality in cultural landscape transactions (Rapoport, 1969). Conse-
quent upon this, the philosophical paradigm of positivism is unsuitable for the
study of cultural landscape values. This is because the cultural landscape is
inclined toward people’s perception and cultural values which are not all tangi-
bly represented. Suggesting that for a cultural landscape study, absolute reality
does not exist in what people perceive and value.

Constructivism and Cultural Landscape Study

The constructivist paradigm posits that construct realities are bound and
that, time and context are free from generalisation (Miles et al., 2013). It also
advocates that truth and reality are attained through the perspectives of the
Participants. Similarly, cultural landscape transaction is associated with ob-
Servations of phenomena which involve the understanding of where, when
and how, transactions are conducted (Stephenson, 2010). It also requires the
understanding of the sense in which such transactions are perceived by the
People (Bergeron, Paquette, & Poullaouec-Gonidec, 2014). It is to be noted
that the type of landscape and the culture of people affect how transactions of
People are carried out. Thus, the uniqueness of each landscape and its culture
Means that there exists no absolute reality as far as the human relationship
With the environment is concerned. It, therefore, becomes more plausible to

b inclined to the constructivist philosophical paradigm in the study of cul-
Ural landscape values of communities.




o Chapﬁ?rﬁ

However, the complexity associated with‘cultural lljndscapes' rese
.::i with culture and human behaviour. Furt _efmore, the p

to conten heir landscape requires a long stay with carefy] Dbseﬁ’atig
As such, for phenomenological research on the il ns
hnography becomes a suitable means for elicitatiop .

drch has
erCeptj(}n
of people about
(Stephenson, 2010).
Jandscape values, et
information (O'Reilly, 2009).

The Study Community

Rural landscapes are largely historic products that geed to be protected from
rapid urbanisation (Agnoletti, 2014). More also is *thar: OPPortunities g,
bound in Africa towards its contribution to hu_rn.anl?md In the world of scj.
ence, technology and culture. This is because Africa is considered as the Cra.
dle of humanity (United-Nations, 2002). This cradle of humanity, (Alrica) jg
made up of several ethnic groups each with its uniqueness and culturg] land.
scape transactions which have limited documentation especially the minority
ethnic groups. For example, Nigeria has over 250 ethnic groups and ope of
such ethnic group is the Nupe which has been affirmed to have a rich cultyrg
heritage (Nadel, 1937, 1942). As such this methodology (ethnography) was
used to measure people and space interaction in a rural Nupe community of
Doko, Nigeria. The choice of Doko community is based on its historical con-
nection as one of the communities that constituted the nucleus of Nupe king-
dom (Muhammad & Said, 2015). It is located 12 kilometres south-west of Bida
in Niger State, Nigeria. The landscape of the community is surrounded by a
hill that runs from the south down to the west as indicated in Figure 6.1.

/

Doko Hill

A
U .

EREE

1 -
e T i i e o

:

F.i

Figure 6.1 The

hill s |
1 UITounding Doko Cammunit}' land:;cape




Ethnography as a sustainable approach to cultural landscape studies 121

Soliciting Information through Ethnography

Fthnography is engendered in an in-depth study, which involves the Interpre-
tation of meaning in the local context of the participants. As such it is rooted
in the first-hand exploration of research settings (Mannay & Morgan, 2014).
Ethnography when used for the collection of data . requires the researcher to
be immersed in the field to collect information about the study phenomena
(Murchison, 2010). The ethnographer, therefore, collects data by interacting
with respondents which usually take different forms such as conversations,

interviews, and performance of ritual within the community. Ethnography
allows emphasis to be placed more on understanding the meaning and the
cultural practice of the people within the settings where they inhabit.

The ethnographic mode of eliciting information from the Nupe Commu-
nity was saddled with the challenges of conducting it in either covert or
overt form. This challenge of overt observation was based on the influence
of the observer on what is being studied (Patton, 2005). Because there exists
the possibility of the behaviour of those being studied to be staged with the
resultant effect of affecting the data elicited (Oliver and Eales, 2008). On the
other hand, covert observations would have resulted in ethical questions.
This is because, it is also argued that, it is the right of those being studied to
know that they are being studied (O'Reilly, 2009). This conflict cuts across
all the facet of ethnographic field work right from the type of observation,
evaluator’s role to participants, and the portrayal of the purpose of the
evaluation to the people being studied (Risjord, 2007). Consequently, the
strategy employed in the field was to adopt a process that was most sujta-
ble, reliable and ethically viable. As such for the study of the cultural land-
scape of the studied community, the emphasis was laid on the fulfilment of
ethical issues as well as ensuring that the data gathered were valid (Miles et
al., 2013). Patton (1987), gave five dimensions through which empirical
field work varies. They are the role of the evaluator, the portrayal of the
evaluator role to others, the portrayal of the purpose of the evaluation to
others, duration of the evaluation and the focus of the evaluation. In a simi-

lar manner, the dimension that was taken for the study of cultural land-
scape of the Nupe community is given in Figure 6.2.
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adopted from (Patton, 1987)

onduct of the fieldwork on the Nupe cultural landscapeé

The elicitation of data from the community recluired a choice betweell three
ty;)es of ‘observatlons which are either full participant’s observation, Ii";’*f”a1
observation or an onlooker observation. Markedly, rural communities oL
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Characterised by the settings in which evervone is known d -
populalinn. As such the conduct of research which is athno r‘»;ﬁ' }l]D their srqall
also involves & long time of stay makes it nearly impr:-%ihlegnr}[:tlchand w‘hmh
1t thus necessitated that the choice of type of :j:rhservatirm need:d € I;Uthed.
observation. Therefore, the Village Head was informed of the stud:'o e-aifuu
its purpos® The approval of the Community Head allowed for soﬁaesl:f ]lasf
trust and rapport 10 be developed between the researcher and the commzrfj}_
tv. Trust, especially in ethnographic research, is key for the gathering of in-
formation from participants ( Charmaz, 2014).

Period of Stay for Holistic Understanding of Cultural Landscape

In anthropological tradition, participant observation requires a minimum
of six months to be spent in the culture of those being observed (Patton,
»005). This is because the holistic view of people’s culture takes a great deal
of time and the social scientific objective 1s to generate theoretical proposi-
tions of how a culture functions. As such the duration for the elicitation of
data on the cultural landscape took 8 months. This is to allow for most of
the transaction of the community to be captured. This included farming
activities such as the planting and harvest periods in the community. More
also is that the long stay allowed for transactions of the community to be
observed over the period of wet and dry seasons. The reason for this is that
climatic condition most times have an influence on how people interact
with their spaces. Additionally, in rural communities, especially 1n Nigeria,
the activities of the wet seasons mostly do take place at the farm while that
of the dry season are off the farm (Muhammad, 2017). Furthermore, 1n OI-
der to have a full understanding of the community transactions, aside from
participant observation, interviews were conducted as part of the ethno-

graphic process.

Determination of Geographic Boundaries in Cultural Landscapes

The scale of data to be elicited 1n cultural landscape study is an 1um-

portant factor that needs to be established right from the beginning. As
such, the scale of observations for the studied comrl“{unity' was esi.:ab-
lished to be the domestic space as well as the geographic extent required
by the natives towards the fulfilment of their daily l}eefiﬁ -,L.J\pplieilﬁn.
1975). The socio-cultural cransaction of each mnunum_t}' IS ?Smbl}bh?ﬁ
based on the family system and as such the delerminut‘lon of lh;‘ family
basic transactions 'givies the cue to the spatial (ransactions 0;[ e;fo{r;;
munity. Thus, the ethnography study began with the understan ing

homestead, which is the domestic space:



124 Chaptey ¢

Observation of the Domestic Space Transactions

Domestic spatial relationships are central to cultural laﬁndscape transactjqp,
ore also is that it constitutes a great proportion of an individual's daily )ifa
(Ausserhofer et al., 2016). As such it became imperalive. to understan tpq
socio-physical settings of the Nupe domestic space (z?\lltajer & Molavij Nj.
ioumi, 2016). Therefore, the determination of domestic space transactjgp,
hf the community, a detailed sketch of some selected compounds Was
made. It involved the identification of tangible features that constitute eacp,
compound. This was necessary so as to determine the conceptualization of
the traditional architecture of the Nupe people. More also is that it is e.
pected just like many cultures, that the Nupes will have a unique character-
isation of their vernacular architecture (Donovan & Gkartzios, 2014). Up.
doubtedly, the community’s compound layout showcased a common char-
acter after 15 compounds were documented. The features found common
in all the compounds visited are the kata (bedrooms), the katagi (kitchen),
nanche (open kitchen) katamba (entrance hut), zhempa (courtyard), yekun
(the local oven structure), edo (granary), Kara (fence), shikpata (toilets and
bathrooms) and ega (animal pen). Some of these features observed are

shown in Figure 6.3, 6.4 and 6.5 respectively.
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Figure 6.5 Ega (Animal pen) in different forms in most compounds

The people-place relationship is complex to measure due to the dynamics
associated with what people do every day, especially in domestic spaces. The
technique found most useful for the everyday behaviour of the built environ-
ment is the time budget concept (Muhammad & Said, 2015). Time budget

conduct of interviews with the participant. H
f;ape transactions of the studied community, the a
€ participants was not possible due (O the low le

dministration of diaries to
vel of literacy and thus
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asking the participants to document their activities was difficult. ,ﬁ}s a result,
the researcher decided to map the activities of family members in a chart.
This involved the monitoring of activities base on sessions. Session 1 was held
between 6 am and 3 pm, session 2 was held between 3 pm and 9 pm, and
finally. the 37 session lasted from 9 pm to 6 am. These seasons were based on
prclil‘uimry observations made on the pattern of the community’s transac-
tions. A day was then set aside each for the selected families (n=15). Sessions
1 and 2 were logged in through direct observation while the 3™ session, which
constituted the private time for night rest were mostly captured the following
dav through interviews. The interviews were conducted on the emitso (family
heads) and inna-emitso (women’s head). These interviews were made to
capture the activities that took place during the private time of the Night. As
such the inclusion of the interviews together with observations allowed for a
24-hour circle of activities of each of the families observed.

Furthermore, a follow-up random visits were made to the compounds to in-
tersect the bias associated with human subjects, especially when they are aware
that they are being observed (Patton, 2005). This strategy was taken to also en-
sure that each session was covered at least thrice in each of the 15 compounds
chosen for the study. This was to validate the participant’s observations (Blom-
maert & Jie, 2010). It was equally important that during the process of data col-
lection photographs were taken. Photographs aside from its presentations of
empirical truth, they were referred to later in order to give a clearer understand-
ing of the activity log. Besides, photographs do offer experiences in which lin-
guistic terms cannot completely interpret or explain (Seamon, 20 14).

Similarly, during the conduct of observations, in the spatial transaction of fam-
ilies, there existed periods in which the activities were broken.
included long hours of rainfall during the day and night. This nat
non forced activities that usually take place outside to be suspended and refuge
sought in covered spaces such as rooms, entrance huts, and kitchens. These
periods of activity transactions were excluded because they did not constitute
thg normal rt?utine of the familjes. Obviously, it is expected that people-place
daily transactions are likely to be broken by occasional external forces (Seamon,
2015). As such in the study of people-place relationship what needs to be under-
stood are the routine ransactions that occur without any external interference.

:t&rmmnanly, .the observ.a[ion within the domestic Space was directed by a set of
ographic observation guide as illustrated in Table 6.1

Such periods
ural phenome-
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Tuble 6.1 Observation guide on the Domestic space transactions

Ei How are the buildings and compounds laid out?
1_3 What are the physical features that constitute a typical compound?
3 What are the distances between major ucllv?lies within the cnmpnund%;
4 What are the meeting places?
5 How are the compounds kept clean?
6 What is the source of water?
7 How do they source for their cooking fuel? ;
8 Where do the female family members spend most of their time?
9 Where do the male family members spend most of their time?
10 Which part of the compound do children spend most of their time?
11 Where do most men receive their guests?
12 Where do most females receive their guests?
13 Where do men eat their food?
14 Where do women eat their food?
15 Where do the family membersjhave their meetings?
16 ‘ How are spaces defined for males and females within the family?
17 H;w is security constituted within the compound?

The outline of domestic space transactions, schedule as shown in Table 6.1 is
to ensure that, the data elicited across the various families observed are the
same. This was done so that ng a pattern could be established as the cultural,
spatial transactions of Nupe families within their domestic spaces.

Observations of the Community’s Transactions

Cultural landscape study deals with various forms of transactions. It, therefore
requires that data elicitation is carried out systematically to save time and
also to ensure that relevant data about the phenomenon is captured (O'Reilly,
2009). Although the study on the cultural landscape of the Nupe community
was explorative, it was important that the research was carried out within a
given frame of reference (Forsey, 2010). Correspondingly, the “Habitat Theo-
ry"' was used as a frame of reference for the study due to its universal applica-
bilu}r in the study of cultural landscapes. The habitat theory asserts that peo-
ple interact with their environment towards the attainment of their biological
needs. It further posits that settlements exist only in a landscape that provides
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water, food, security, defence and place for economic ai‘lcti}fities. Correspond-
inglv the researcher ensured that aside from other flmllmgs that emergeq.
observations were also made to see how defence, security, water, food, ang
shelter were constituted within the studied community.

Furthermore, the plethora of data collected required categorisation for
case and also accurate clicitation of information (Creswell, 2012). Conse.
quently, Nassauer's (1995) three distinctive classification of cultural land-
scape was employed. They are “Form”, “Practice” and “Relationship”. The
data elicited under “Form” are the spatial and physical structure of both
natural and man-made, while data on “Practice” is the transactions of the
people between themselves and the landscape while “Relationship” in-

cludes those transactions that are intangible. The sum of these classes of
data is represented in Figure 6.6.

Practice

e Transactions & information flow
* Social family use of space

e Sources of water and energy

* Sources of building matenial

Form Relationship
* Cultural boundary : * Indigenous definition of
e Natural resources landscape

e Prospect and Refuge

e Community values
o Infrastructure

* What motivates the community

wieaning of features in
community

Cultural
landscape
values

Figure 6.6 The three Key variables of culiyral landscape values

It Is to be noted that the constituents of the ‘relationship” category are
mainly made up of meanings and valyes |

. ERE of the community. As such this
category is dlfihcull‘lo measure through observations. It thus became nec-
essary o use interviews as a suijtab|e tool for understanding the intangible
values of the Nupe community,
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The Interview Approach for determination of Intangible vaj
e Values

one of the important sources of information o participant ob
' : =% Y ' g i B ] 1 N 1 { ] S { ! '
terview (Forsey, 2010). The interview serves ae 4 means fo lﬁ'r‘"’“m“ rioar
> < 1heans lor learning about
eling, thoughts and what goes
..I lowever, three types of interview
information. They are the general

things that cannot directly be observed such as fe
on in the natural world of those being studie
approaches are available for the elicitation of
terview guide approach, the conversational intervi -
ended interview. The general interview guic en;;r:rlziItlhsosm-ndardflsed .
carefully worded which mean that each respondent is tak i wke, Tpors
: _ en through the same
sequence of questions (Creswell, 2012). Its limitation lies in its confinement to
an outline of predetermined questions which will result in information being
gathered under limited subjects. Moreover, phenomenological studies require
information to be gathered naturally from the participants (Seamon, 2015). As
such the use of conversational interview became more suitable especially dur-
ing the early part of the field work when the rapport between the researcher and
the community was being established. More also is that the choice of conversa-
tional interview allowed for flexibility on questions asked by the researcher
towards the understanding of the community’s culture and values. Similarly,
conversations with participants afforded the researcher an in-depth under-
standing as well as the subjective meaning the participants ascribe to their land-
scape (Mannay & Morgan, 2014).

In addition, the adoption of conversational interview suited all categories of
respondents, which included children, and the adults (Forsey, 2010). The
advantage of this is that the researcher was able to interview the indigenous
people through their own terminologies, perceptions, and experiences. Fur-
thermore, the data elicited was such that it was gathered in the natural.state
of the people and as such, it reduced the complexities in the understanding 'f}f
people’s socio-cultural transactions. Buttressing this is Shopes (2{.1111) in
which she stated that good information from the ﬁfeld means the abthty fo;
the respondent to give freely the necessary informanqn without the feil{ng 0
holding back some information. It 1s important that in t.he c?nduFt 0 ;nte[r(;
views in cultural landscapes, key informants need to be 1dent1ﬁe;;1 \En 0; :;m-
get adequate information about their commu%’lity. In the calfe Dql Lhifimge .
munity, the compounds heads are the custodians of the cltn [i[;, s
the community. Therefore, the compound hea(iis became ;1 lein Anpisi
In each of the compounds visited. The interviews were‘ B tine
alter their day’s work at the farm. It is important that approb

inf ion fr e respondents.
Strategically used so as to get adequate information from th p |
- und heads, interviews were

: . : : e compo .
It is worth mentioning that aside from th p o whose transactions were

also conducted on the women, children, and peopl



Chapter ¢
130

; 1 he community which i .
seen to be different from the genel al prac'llce ?f Tl:. e “gd‘t‘ Chlls Main]y
farming. The examples of these categories are the go<art tional barbey)
arming. The ex: ~ e ‘ , | |
and lhfrqha (the local builder). This was to ensure that most of the transactiong

| ymunity were adequately ““l“l"‘{‘—‘(l- In addition, an audio recorder Was
- ] | ] i . "
of the con - responses, The choice of an audio recorder over a vig -

sed to record interview |
used 1s less intrusive and allows the respondents to adjyg;

recorder was because 1t W ne
quickly as the interview progressed (Mehl, Gosling, & Pennebaker, 2006).

Ethnographic Data Analysis

Ethnographic experience in the cultural landscape of coim'muni’ty is the cuhm
nation of diverse sources of data which included participant’s observations,
taking of photographs, interviews and field notes. Field notes were taken in the
form of sketches and jottings of the researcher on what was observed (O'Reilly,
»009). However, the first aspect of the data analysis for all the various forms of
qualitative information was to employ open coding, then followed by sorting
Miles et al., 2013). Employing this sequence of analysis of open coding and
sorting was carried out towards answering of questions such as when, where,
why, who and how transactions are made (Charmaz, 2014).

As such for this study, the whole data collected were defragmented into a
pool. Even though, as earlier mentioned information about the cultural land-
scape transactions of the Nupe community was collected under three catego-
ries of “Form”, “Practice” and “Relationship”. However, these categories were
used as a framework for the elicitation of data and thus the grouping did not
emerge from analysis of cultural landscape data. Therefore, there was the

need for the generation of an indigenous typology based on the settings un-

c.:ler study (Miles et al., 2013). As such, to generate an indigenous typology, all
information gathered under the three categories was merged as illustrated in

Figure 6.7 for content analysis. Thereafter, computer software QSR Nvivo 10

was used because of its capabilities in content analysis and organisation of

documents, such as audio, video, pictures, and memos

lysed « 3] gi - '
ysed and label given to describe each category of the theme (Figueroa, 2008):

The thematic analvsi
ySIS output emerged wi : ‘hich
“r o, with fj es whiC

are “Profession”, “Architecture” S BRI A% S

7 . Far]_'li TR " "\/Tﬂl'
ues” as illustrated in Figure 6.8 ly structure”, Landscape and
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Figure 6.7 Multiple sources of ethnographic data (Muhammad 2015)

Architecture

Profession

for Nupe Community Cultural

mes

| ies of The
Figure 6.8 The Emergent Five Calegories of 1
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Thereupon the emergence of these categorles,tt[l}qeeri w:lsnato tile Need ¢,
determine the most important category amorlgisl ta}rp201g3]) ?1'0 Categorjeq
towards the formulation Gfgroundedﬂr.l'le'ﬂ"r}' f:‘“IﬂfSE : - 10 Testate, the
first category is the “Family structure Whlfh 15. e basic s E'huc[};;e gfc'Ommu-
nities; this was followed by “Architecture Wh:Ch mE&HSd o '”UU'Edlﬂate dos
mestic space of both built and unbuilt fcfrms. People an profe-.ssmn of the
community make the third category, while the fGLLI"E}’{ cate‘gnrg. is the “Lapg.
scape of the community”. The landscape was operationalized to meap, both
the natural and man-made features and spaces of the common CoOmMmupg)
transaction. The fifth category, the “Value” category emerged to have multj.
dimensional links to all the other categories. Thus, the “Value” category was
found suitable for the generation of a grounded theory of the COmmunity
Charmaz, Clarke, Friese, & Washburn, 2015; Glaser, Strauss, & Strutze|. 1968).
The foregoing analysis showcased an inductive grounding of data and also
abstractions from the cultural landscape of the community. More also s that
the strength of ethnography lies in allowing the unexpected and also an un-
predictable outcome of research. This thus makes it devoid of techniques that
insist on control of outcomes (Mannay & Morgan, 2014).

Reliability and Validity of Ethnographic Data

Reliability and Validity of data for ethnographic data (qualitative data) are
difficult especially when it has to do with the establishment of a uniform
standard of measurement to be applied everywhere (Seamon & Sowers, 2008).
However, reliability can be obtained through inte
As such for this study, the researcher within the limits of knowledge imbibed
the principles of reporting the phenomenon with vividness, such that the
reader is drawn to the text in the form of reality and honesty (Forsey, 2010).
Accuracy was attained through maximisation of believability of the reader and
also a comparison with other similar or contrasting scenarios. The ultimate

aim was towards drawing the reader from their usual recognition towards a
new path of understanding (Seamon, 2009).

rsubjective corroboration.

* of data gathereq (Miles eral, 2013). In addition. repofz
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the discussion. Similarly, extrapolations were also mad
hterest and possibilities of the same scenario within thee : di

and also on other studies carried out elsewhere. Doin tliiu ied community
researcher a broad-based view of all phenomena ‘Sll.gldiez WFﬁsgﬁaUGW the
quence of a good phenomenological study as outlined by See;m;“ Y;j the se-
(2008) was followed. This involved the identifications of phenomir?: dzzg?;s

tive account of the phenomena, and the study of the respondent towards
understanding the underlying commonalities and pattern.

0 give a multiple

Additionally, the generation of grounded theory is towards the fulfilment of
four criteria which are fit, work, relevance and modifiability (Creswell, 2012).
As such, for fitness, it was ensured that there were no contradictions of what
were uttered, especially in the interviews and the realities on the ground.
While in workability of data, it was ensured that variations found in the field
were explained. Such explanations were also made within the context of the
cultural landscape values of the studied community. Finally, the theory for-
mulated was made amendable to new information. Consequent upon these
all the four criteria of grounded theory were fulfilled.

Conclusion

Sustainable development, advocates for the incorporation of people’s values in
developments. However, people’s values are constituted in both tangible and
intangible forms. It thus becomes imperative to have a systematic way of under-
standing such values. People's values are constituted in their cultural land-
scapes which serve as an everyday environment. The study showcased the ex-
tensive step by step process :volved in the elicitation of cultural landscape
values of communities. These, amongst others, included the formation of rap-
port with the study community, the use of multi-method approach in the elici-
tation of data about the indigenous people upon which the bedrock of the in-
formation was ethnographic. The ethnographic process allowed for data to be
gathered and understood through the perspective of the indigenous people.
Most importantly is that rural landscapes are largely historic products that need
to be understood and protected from global acculturation towards documenta-
tion and preservation of the uniqueness of each cultural landscape-. Conse-
quently, ethnography as a methodological approach needs to be sustained as a
sustainable means in the study of cultural landscapes in order o meet up with
United Nations advocacy in the preservation of global cultural heritages.
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