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1. INTRODUCTION 

Cultural heritage can be expressed as an integral part of all the artistic or symbolic-financial indicators 

of all cultures, therefore all humanity. The cultural heritage which is a part of the process of 

affirmation and enrichment of cultural identities and a legacy to all humanity provides recognizable 

features to each location and contains human experience (Jokilehto, 2005:4). Considering the 

elements of inheritance stated here, tangible and intangible factors show up.  While the historical 

sites, monuments, archaeological, architectural, scientific-technological artefacts that have been left as 

legacy by the past generations create concrete legacies, the handicrafts, local cuisine, oral traditions 

and narratives together with language create the intangible cultural heritage (Karaca et al, 2017; 

Okuyucu and Somuncu, 2012). 

Conservation and promotion of cultural heritage that includes elements such as the rural areas, 

historical sites, artefacts and cultural expressions has lately become a central topic of international 

cultural policy. Within this scope, after the end of the Second World War, UNESCO has been a key 

organization in the adoption of a number of contracts, financial and administrative measures for the 

identification and protection of cultural heritage (Alivizatou-Barakou et al, 2017). UNESCO, which 

has a great impact on the preservation of archaeological sites and landscapes besides the world 

heritage, includes the oral and cultural margins in the World Cultural Heritage List which are 

endangered and need to be protected for future generations (Nas, 2002).The UNESCO World Cultural 

Heritage List has emerged as a list of highly acclaimed and prestigious elements that have the 

potential to become brands, as well as a list used to attract tourists to cultural heritage elements over 

time (Ryan and Silvalto, 2009). Within this scope, to be in UNESCO's Cultural Heritage List is a vital 

importance for; preservation of cultural elements, ensuring sustainability, branding and presenting as 

a touristic supply (Vecco and Srakar, 2018; Ryan andSilvalto, 2009; Nas, 2002; Frey and Steiner, 

2011). 

Abstract: The Cultural Heritage List, which has an important branding effect in the cultural tourism market, 

was presented to the world by UNESCO in 1972. The Cultural Heritage List consists of tangible and 

intangible heritage categories. The World Heritage List, which is also known as, has 10 criteria and 

candidates are expected to encounter at least one title to be included in the system.  

The subject of this particular study is Antakya St. Pierre Church. The application for The World Heritage Site 

was made in 2011 for citing two of the criteria (third and sixth criteria), and since then the church is in the 

tentative list of World Heritage. In this research, it is claimed that the second criterion of UNESCO should 

also have been added while submission. 

The main objective of the present study is to identify whether St. Pierre Church of Antakya has already 

deserved to be listed in the World Heritage Site. It was also aimed in the study that St. Pierre Church could be 

a model for buildings with strong religion effect in any part of the world. Accordingly, out of the mentioned 

three criteria of the World Heritage List for Antakya St. Pierre Church, a scale was developed and applied to 

tourist guides. The results reveal significances when the perceptions of tourist guides are considered. 
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St. Pierre Church, an important cultural property of the Christian world and located in UNESCO's 

Temporary Cultural Heritage List since 2011, is one of the impressive nominees for UNESCO's 

Potential Cultural Heritage List since it bears an important historical value. However, the presence of 

St Pierre Church in the tentative list for a long time also reveals another research topic. The aim of 

this research is to reveal the perceptions of tourist guides (TGs) to examine the relationship between 

the Cultural Heritage List and St. Pierre Church which is an important determinant of brand 

recognition.  

2. LITERATURE REVIEW 

2.1. World Cultural Heritage Factors 

In academic discourse, “culture” is used as a general term for how we behave. Culture or civilization, 

embraced as its ethnographic meaning, is a complex integrity that includes knowledge, beliefs, art, 

morals, law, special and other abilities and habits acquired by man as a member of society  (Buckland, 

2013:3). Cultural heritage refers to concrete culture such as art objects, architecture and landscape 

forms that are used daily in a group or a society as well as it can be expressed as "values that benefit 

the intangible cultural heritage, such as language and human memory, dance performances, music, 

theatre and rituals, which are generally shared, protected, and left to future generations to benefit 

them" (Silverman and Ruggles, 2007; Tonta 2014).  Although the concept of cultural heritage was 

only object-oriented at the beginning, it experienced a change covering the concrete and abstract 

values that were important for humanity in time. The consciousness of protecting of history and 

valuable cultural assets has carried on over the years under a state of change and development 

(Karapınar and Barakazi, 2017). 

In the period after the Second World War, where the consciousness of cultural heritage was still 

object-oriented, major destruction took place in European cities. Due to these demolitions, a situation 

which requires the renewal of city centres to meet the needs of people has arisen. In order to eliminate 

the traces of destruction and to meet the new requirements of the people, large scale of urban 

transformation was carried out (Aksoy et al, 2012). Due to the need of the building and construction 

especially for the growing population and the service sector after 1960s, the destruction of valuable 

and historical buildings has caused a great deal of damage to the historical fabric (Enlil, 1992).The 

results of the transformation have led to serious reactions and it has been understood that ordinary 

civil structures are cultural assets worthy of protection (Aksoy et al, 2012). For the first time in 1964, 

that the ordinary houses were cultural assets were expressed with the “The Venice Charter” and the 

scope of the immovable cultural assets expanded. With these developments, the Venice Charter has 

shown the features of a cornerstone in terms of changing the definition of cultural heritage and 

expanding the scope of protection (Vecco 2010; BGSPA, 2014). 

On the protection of cultural heritage, the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural 

Organization (UNESCO) has prepared a protocol for the reduction of the effects of the Second World 

War on cultural assets and values in 1954 (Agreement and Protocol on the Protection of Cultural 

Heritage in the case of Armed Conflict). The content of this agreement is the protection of the objects 

which are valuable in terms of history and art. On the other hand, in the 1970s, UNESCO published 

the Convention on the Measures to be taken for the Prevention and Prohibition of Unlawful Import, 

Export and Property Transfer of the Cultural Heritage, which is the second important document in 

order to protect the objects and prevent the smuggling of historical artefacts (Oğuz, 2013; Silverman 

and Ruggles, 2007). 

In addition to the agreements in 1954 and 1970, UNESCO published the agreement on the Protection 

of Cultural and Natural Heritage for the protection of cultural values in 1972.With this Convention, 

also referred to as the World Heritage Convention, it is aimed to put the signing states under the 

liability of define, identify, protect, restore, present and transfer both the cultural and natural heritage 

to the next generations. In addition to the object-oriented cultural heritage, it has been extended to 

include non-material heritage, such as customs, beliefs, music, eating-drinking cultures, life practices, 

and so on (Aksoy et al, 2012; Jokilehto, 2005). 

Considering all developments and processes, the researches on cultural heritage throughout the world 

are carried out by UNESCO mostly. According to the 2018 data on the World Cultural and Natural 

Heritage List which was established under the agreement prepared by the organization in 1972, there 
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are 1092 cultural heritage factors throughout the world.845 of these are cultural, while 209 of them 

are natural and 38 of them are mixed (natural and cultural) heritage (UNESCO, 2018a).In addition to 

these legacies, which are included in the UNESCO World Heritage List by the World Heritage 

Committee, there is also a Temporary List is composed of legacies which are proposed to be in the list 

but candidacy was yet to be completed. The Temporary List is a national inventory for the Member 

States and the areas to be referred to the main list are selected from this list. UNESCO's World 

Heritage Temporary List includes 1701 legacies of 177 States Parties (UNESCO, 2018b). 

2.2. Tangible and Intangible Cultural Heritage Elements in Turkey 

Anatolia and Thrace have been hosted many cultures and civilizations throughout history and contains 

the cultural heritage which is the meeting point of these civilizations and many nations left behind. 

With this cosmopolitan structure in which Turkey has, the roots of the heritage include ancient 

Anatolian cultures (such as Hittite, Lycia, Caria, Phrygian), Mediterranean and Aegean cultures (such 

as Mycenaean, Hellenic, Roman, Byzantine), Central Asian, Persian and Arabian influences and as 

well as Seljuk and Ottoman sources (Özdemir Dağistan, 2005:20). 

Cultural heritage management studies which has started in Turkey on the 19th century focused on 

protecting, has been developed among the areas such as archeology, architecture and urbanism 

through 20th century (Aksoy et al, 2012:34). For many years, a great efforts have shown to protect 

cultural heritage factors and during this period, the main goal has been to protect the movable cultural 

heritage in the Ottoman period. In the Republic Period, the protection of both movable and 

immovable cultural assets has become the main topic. Within the framework of this understanding, in 

addition to the preservation of the physical structure of cultural assets, the transition to integrated 

protection which requires the preservation of the socio-cultural structure has been made (Çelik and 

Yazgan, 2007:5). 

Developments at the global level have been factors which facilitates the adoption of the integrated 

protection approach. With the Venice Charterwhich was adopted in 1964, the agreement on the 

Protection of the World Natural and Cultural Heritage of the United Nations Educational, Scientific 

and Cultural Organization (UNESCO) (1972), the International Council of Monuments and Sites 

(ICOMOS), Protection of Cultural Heritage and Restoration Work International Center (ICCROM) 

Turkey has been involved in this process   (ÖzdemirDağistan, 2005:22; KurtarandSomuncu, 2013:36; 

Aksoy et al, 2012:37). This process has emerged in legal and administrative changes related to the 

protection of cultural heritage in Turkey. Turkey has been a party to some of the international 

documents published on the cultural heritage and has implemented these documents legally (Şimşek, 

2014: 69). 

When the scope of the agreements that Turkey accepted to protect the natural and cultural heritage is 

examined, the agreement on the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage dates of 1972 

stands out. UNESCO (Smith, 2006), which determines the plans, policies and laws related to cultural 

heritage in many western countries and other countries, examines the cultural heritage to be protected 

under the relevant contract under two headings as cultural and natural heritage. In the agreement, "the 

monuments, building communities and sites ’are examined under the title of cultural heritage. Natural 

monuments, geological physiographic formations, areas where animal and plant species grow and 

natural sites which are formed with physical and biological formations or such formation communities 

are located under the title of “natural heritage” (MetinBasat, 2013:62-63; Akipek, 2001).  When the 

entire text is examined, it is noteworthy that only concrete areas of culture are emphasized, and 

cultural transfers around these concrete areas are not mentioned. The only material approach to the 

concept of culture which constitutes an integrity with its material and spiritual aspects in the 

agreement does not fully reflect the integrated conservation approach and it shows that the protection 

approach and socio-cultural dynamics are ignored. In order to ensure integrated protection, following 

the 1972 Convention, UNESCO, in 2003 and 2005, established the Agreement on the Protection and 

Development of Intangible Cultural Heritage and the Diversity of Cultural Expressions. In this 

context, protection forms for the intangible cultural heritage have been proposed (MetinBasat, 

2013:62-63). This new memory created by UNESCO in the area of intangible cultural heritage has 

added many discussing areas to the discipline in recent years, such as conservation, international 

conventions, sustainability, cultural heritage recreation, and intangible cultural heritage museum. 

Turkey, becoming a party in the agreement on 2006 has become an active country that represents 
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these new discussing areas in both academic and applicational area in previous years (Yıldız, 

2014:190). 

In order to ensure sustainability of cultural heritage elements and transfer them to future generations, 

Turkey, after the agreements which it became a part in order to provide the sustainability of cultural 

heritage and transfer them to later generations, has been attempting with expert authorities to put its 

cultural heritage to heritage list. According to the list examined in terms of concrete cultural and 

natural heritage, Turkey has 18 heritages of which 16 of them are cultural and 2 of them are karma 

(UNESCO, 2018c). 

On the other hand, Turkey has become a party on 2006 to make the cultural heritage more visible, to 

raise awareness of its importance, and to promote dialogue in respect of cultural diversity. As a party 

to the agreement, Turkey has 16 Intangible Cultural heritage in total of which 15 of them are on the 

list of intangible cultural heritage of humanity and 1 of them is a cultural heritage which requires 

emergency protection (UNESCO, 2018d). 

After emphasizing the factors of Turkey's tangible and intangible cultural heritage, another subject to 

be expressed is the UNESCO's Temporary List. Except for the heritages of Turkey which are not 

located in the tangible and intangible cultural heritance, the heritances that are proposed to this list but 

have not been completed yet are also included in the Temporary List. Turkey has 77 heritances of 

which 72 of them are cultural, 3 of them are karma and 2 of them natural in the temporary list which 

the first one presented on 1994 and upgraded in 2018 (UNESCO, 2018e). 

2.3. Importance and Features of St. Pierre which is in the Temporary List of Tangible Cultural 

Heritance of Turkey  

Jesus Christ chose the apostles to set up his own community and spread the teachings of himself, and 

appointed them with various missions (Altındal, 1993:58). On the other hand, those who believed in 

him were also involved in these missionary activities(Poyraz,2014:58).In this context, the way of 

these people who went to various regions to tell the Prophet Jesus' teachings was directed to 

Antakya.St. Peter (Simon), Paul (Saul) and Barnabas performed this task in Antakya (Altındal, 1993: 

58; Bingöl, 2004:131; Yıldız, 2012). St. Peter who was the first apostle of Jesus Christ and the person 

who claimed that Jesus Christ was the son of God and who witnessed of Jesus to leave his tomb and 

the first person that acknowledging the Messiah of Jesus Christ was the first bishop of Rome and the 

first person who was called as “Pope”. St. Peter made his first speech with Barnabas in Antakya 

(Küçük, 2017:32; Renan, 1945: 97).  

Jesus gave Simon the name of Petrus which means “Rock” and by relating Petrus with rock, he said “I 

will build the church on this rock; the gates of the land of the dead will not defeat him. I will give him 

the key to the kingdom of heaven”. Peter, who was described as the first Pope for these words of Jesus 

Christ, in 29 BC, he gave his first sermons in a cave carved into a rock in Antakya. The St. Pierre 

Church which was called “kenise” where people gather secretly but then accepted as a church after the 

roman empire adopted Christianity as the formal religion in 395 A.C. and took its name after St Peter, 

in this respect, is expressed as the most important and first church in the world (Olgunlu, 2016; 

Bingöl, 2004). Although some sources indicate it as the second church (Bingöl, 2004), the majority 

refers to the St. Pierre as the first church (Küçük, 2017; Güzel, 2010; Yıldız, 2014). When the cause 

of this situation is revealed, two different ideas show up because of the beliefs of different traditions. 

However, since St. Peter made his first sermon in this church and he is accepted as the first Pope, St. 

Pierre Church is considered to be the origin of the Catholic organization (UNESCO, 2018f). 

While the missionary activities in the St. Pierre Church goes on, St. Paul was one of the most 

important figures in this process. St Paul whose contribution to today's Christianity is very high 

(Poyraz, 2014; Başer and Başçı, 2012), collected those who believe in Jesus Christ into St. Pierre 

Church with Barnabas and used the “Christian” Word for the first time (Ulutürk, 2005; Eykay et al, 

2015; Küçük,2017; Tümbek, 2009; Kaypak,2010a). St. Pierre Church, bearing a major importance on 

religious, historical and cultural aspects has become a catholic church by the Crusaders on 12th and 

13th centuries (Bingöl, 2004) and declared as the pilgrimage place of Christians by the Paul VI, The 

Pope on 1963.St. Pierre Day celebrations are made with the participation of clerics and community on 

29th June which is thought to be the day St. Petrus died (Kaypak, 2010b; Yıldız, 2014; Eykay et al, 

2015; Bingöl 2004).  
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St. Pierre church is located at the foot of Habib-I Neccar Mountain, Reyhanlı road on 2 km northeast 

of Antakya in Mediterranean region (Yıldız, 2014:71; Ege, 2015:167). The church which is a natural 

place formed with limestone caused by hydrological power of water, melting in karstic areas, 

dissolution, physical and chemical decomposition (Ege, 2015:171), has been turned into a gothic style 

church with the contributions of the crusaders on 12th and 13th centuries and with some restorations on 

1863, and 1931-1932 (Küçük, 2017; Bingöl, 2004). On the other hand, various environmental 

arrangements were also made in the church in 2000 due to the birthday anniversary of Jesus Christ 

(Kaypak, 2010b). 

On the ceiling of the St. Pierre church which has three different door entry and formed of 9,5 meters 

wideness, 13 meters of length and 7 meters of height, there are destroyed mosaic remains from 4th 

and 5th centuries and various frescos (Bingöl, 2004; HatayValiliği, 2018; Küçük 2017; UNESCO, 

2018f). On the apse of the church there is an altar with white stones. In the area around this altar with 

a number of graves and baths, there a niche in which there is an St. Peter statue made of White 

marble. On the right side of the niche there is a pool where the water which are leaked from the rocks 

and believed to be sacred are collected and in this pool, baptism ceremonies are made. It is stated that 

this water was drunk by those who visit the church for healing and taken for those who are sick. On 

the left side of the niche, there is a tunnel with stalactites and stalagmites which was blocked after a 

part and used for escape in the past (Küçük, 2017; Ege, 2015; Bingöl, 2004; HatayValiliği, 2018; 

Ulutürk, 2005). This church is used by Christians for rituals, marriage, baptism and various 

ceremonies and it is served as a monument museum (Yıldız, 2014; Küçük, 2017). 

As being a party of the agreement on protecting world cultural and natural heritance, Turkey, which is 

obliged to protect the heritance factors containing architectural, esthetic and cultural, economic, 

social, symbolic and philosophic features, has taken several steps to protect many of its heritage. In 

this context, Antakya St. Pierre Church has been registered as “Cultural Property to Protect” on 

30.06.2005 with the board decision of Adana cultural and natural heritage protection with the number 

of 799. On the other hand, the regular committee of Turkey has submitted the related petitions to 

UNESCO to put St. Pierre Church to the World Heritance List on 15.04.2011 (UNESCO, 2018f). As 

of the presentation date, St. Pierre Church is on the temporary list of World Heritance of UNESCO 

(UNESCO, 2018e). 

3. METHODOLOGY 

3.1. Sample 

The subject of the present study is St. Pierre Church of Antakya city. The sample of the study is 205 

Turkish TGs who agreed participating the survey.  Descriptive profiles of all TGs were demonstrated 

in Table 1. As can be seen from the table, the majority of TGs are male participants (73.2 %). When 

the ages of TGs considered, 41-50 group with 43.9 percent is in the lead and is followed by 21-30with 

26.8 percent. On the other hand, the participants TGs are more graduates with 58.5 percent.  

Table1. Descriptive Profile of Participant TGs 

N=205 N f(%) 

Age   

21-30 55 26.8 

31-40 90 43.9 

41-50 40 19.5 

51-60 15 7.3 

60-< 5 2.4 

Gender   

Male 150 73.2 

Female 55 26.8 

Education   

Vocational H. School 10 4.9 

Graduate 120 58.5 

Post-Graduate 75 36.6 
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3.2. Measurement and Data Analysis 

The questionnaire used in the present study, was composed of two sections. In the first section, three 

demographic questions were located to inquiry about respondents’ gender, age and educational status.  

In the second section, 24 items measuring the perceptions of TGs on St. Pierre Church of Antakya 

were placed. Respondents were asked to fill the questionnaire with a seven-point Likert scale 

(1=strongly disagree & 7=strongly agree) since the three or five-point Likert-type scale might leave 

some judgements out of range (Leclerc and Martin, 2004: 190). 

The scale was improved by “the criteria for selection” list of World Heritage (http://whc.unesco.org/ 

en/criteria/). The application for The World Heritage Site was made in 2011 for citing two of the 

criteria (third and sixth criteria), and since then the St. Pierre Church is in the temporary World 

Heritage Site. We believe the second criterion of the World Heritage List should also have been cited. 

Finally, the 24 items generated from the mentioned three criteria as well as four brand image related 

items. 

Table2 demonstrates descriptive statistics of the data. Cronbach’s α coefficients of all eight items are 

found highly reliable (0.94) (Hair et al., 1995).Kolmogorov-Smirnov’s normality test is recommended 

for larger samples (> 300) whereas Shapiro-Wilk is recommended for smaller samples (Wuensch, 

2016).The assumption of normality in the observations (𝜌 >.05) with Levene’s test were met for only 

“historical importance” factor. Box’s test of equality of covariance matrices (𝜌< 0,001) also 

considered inacceptable. Among others, tests of the significance of skewness and kurtosis are not 

considered appropriate with large samples, as very small standard errors will always produce 

significant results (Linley et al, 2009). According to Tabachnick and Fidell (2011), the skewness and 

kurtosis values between -1.5 and +1.5 are considered acceptable in order to prove normal univariate 

distribution. That said, as shown in Table 2, the values of skewness and kurtosis for the first and the 

fourth factors the acceptable range of -1.5 to 1.5 were not met. Hence, the data is accepted appropriate 

for nonparametric tests in the present study. 

Table2. Descriptive Statistics, Including Skewness and Kurtosis 

 Universal Represent-

ative of a Religion 

Exceptional and 

Unique Building 

Historically 

Important 

Pioneer  Representative 

of a Religion 

Cronbach’s α 0,88 0,82 0,78 0,78 

Test of Normality 

(Shapiro-Wilk) 
ρ < 0,001 ρ < 0,001 ρ < 0,001 ρ < 0,001 

Box’s test of 

equality of 

covariance matrices 

Box’s M = 125,017 

F  = 12,201 

ρ < 0,001 

   

Levene’s test F = 19,746 

ρ < 0,001 

F = 3,910 

ρ =0,049 

F = ,563 

ρ =0,454 

F = 30,734 

ρ < 0,001 

Skewness-Kurtosis Skew.=  -2,184 

St.Er = ,170 

Kurt. = 6,079 

St.Er = ,338 

Skew.=  -,772 

St.Er = ,170 

Kurt. = -,388  

St.Er = ,338 

Skew.=  -1,198 

St.Er = ,170 

Kurt. = 1,088 

St.Er = ,338 

Skew.=  -1,554 

St.Er = ,170 

Kurt. = 2,405  

St.Er = ,338 

4. FINDINGS 

St. Pierre Church of Antakya city which is in the tentative list of World Heritage is examined in this 

particular study. As mentioned before, the original scale consisted three demographic questions and 

24 seven-point Likert items. On the other hand, final version consists 17 items and four factors after 

employing exploratory factor analysis (EFA) to the scale. SPSS 22.0 version is used for both 

dimension reduction and nonparametric analysis stages.    

Table 3 demonstrates the EFA results consisting “universal representative of a religion (F1)”, 

“exceptional and unique building (F2)”, “historically important (F3)” and “pioneer representative of a 

religion (F4)” dimensions. As can be seen from the table, F1 factor loadings are between 0.90-0.59 

and cronbach alpha is 0.88. F2 factor loadings are between 0.82-0.60 and cronbach alpha is 0.82. F3 

factor loadings are between 0.73-0.64 and cronbach alpha is 0.78. Finally, F4 factor loadings are 

between 0.77-0.61 and cronbach alpha is 0.78. Including factor loadings and Cronbach alphas, the 

statistical results of EFA are in acceptable range as shown in Table 3.  
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Table3. EFA of the Dimensions of Perceptions on St. Pierre Church of Antakya 

 Eigen

value 

Variance 

Explained 

Cronbach’s 

Alpha 

Factor 

Loadings 

Commu

nalities 

F1 Universal Representative of a Religion 7.05 41.49 0.88   

Directly related with universally important religion    0.90 0.84 

Directly a monument of a universal religion    0.87 0.83 

One of the most important Christian buildings in 

history 

   0.71 0.81 

Universally important building for Christians    0.70 0.69 

The building is the centre of where Christianity born    0.59 0.67 

F2 Exceptional and Unique Building 2.27 13.37 0.82   

An exceptional example of Christian history    0.82 0.75 

A unique example of an important religion    0.76 0.70 

A unique example for architecture    0.76 0.74 

An exceptional tangible representative of existing 

religion 

   0.61 0.63 

F3 Historically Important 1.92 11.31 0.78   

People visit every year to become pilgrims    0.73 0.74 

The architecture of the building is exceptional    0.71 0.62 

It was built by important figures of Christianity    0.70 0.66 

An architectural representative accepted by many 

civilizations 

   0.64 0.50 

F4 Pioneer  Representative of a Religion 1.02 6.05 0.78   

Building has a monumental value for humanity    0.77 0.80 

Building witnesses people’s exchanging value    0.76 0.85 

One of the buildings of which believers called as 

first Christians 

   0.67 0.67 

An exceptional building of an important part of 

human history 

   0.61 0.69 

KMO: .722                          Bartlett’s Sphericity Test: .000 

Table5 demonstrates the Kruskal-Wallis test results of the four dimensions on three different 

education types. Apart from F1 factor, the results reveal significances. There is no significance on the 

Church’s representation universally when mean ranks of all educational levels are considered for F1. 

However, only ten respondents from vocational high schools may have affected the results since at 

least 30 respondents for each dependent variable would be healthier in such comparisons. 

Table5. Kruskal Wallis Test Results of TGs’ Perceptions on St. Pierre Church 

Factors Respondents (N=205) n Mean Rank Chi-Square df Significance 

Universal 

Representative 

of a Religion 

Vocational H. School 10 134,25 3,622 2 ,164 

Graduate 120 98,73 

Post Graduate 75 105,67 

Exceptional and 

Unique 

Building 

Vocational H. School 10 125,50 7,616 2  ,022* 

Graduate 120 110,08 

Post Graduate 75 88,67 

Historically 

Important 

Vocational H. School 10 38,00 14,050 2 ,001* 

Graduate 120 110,19 

Post Graduate 75 100,17 

Pioneer  

Representative 

of a Religion 

Vocational H. School 10 95,50 14,109 2 ,001* 

Graduate 120 115,81 

Post Graduate 75 83,50 

* Significant at 0.05 

5. CONCLUSION 

Tangible World Heritage candidates (the ones in tentative list already) in specific St. Pierre Church of 

Antakya city is examined in this particular study. Taking UNESCO’s 10 criteria for selection into 

consideration, candidates submit at least from one title, to be listed in the World Heritage. The 

submission for the subject church of this study by permanent Turkish delegation was consisting the 

two criteria (third and sixth) of UNESCO. However, it is claimed in this research that the second 
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criterion (to exhibit an important interchange of human values, over a span of time or within a 

cultural area of the world, on developments in architecture or technology, monumental arts, town-

planning or landscape design;) of UNESCO considered should have been added while submission. 

Basically, taking the contents of three criteria and developing a scale out of them, the perceptions of 

professional tourist guides were investigated in the present study. 

5.1. Implications for Theory 

The present study has some certain contributions to the literature. There have been previous studies 

focusing on either cultural heritage-heritage list (Jokilehto, 2005; Frey and Steiner, 2011; Buckland, 

2013; Alivizatou-Barakou, 2017) or St. Pierre Church of Antakya (Ege, 2015). However, this study 

rather investigates if submission process for candidates held properly besides the adequacy of 

promotions in the progress of tentative world heritage list. 

The study also contributes to the literature for confirming the content of the UNESCO’s criteria by 

developing a scale with unique dimensions. 

5.2. Implications for Practitioners 

The results of this study achieved some applications for practitioners namely governors, mayors 

and/or delegations of submitting property. As mentioned in the methodology, the second criterion of 

UNESCO was also involved in the scale although it was not, during the submission process to the 

World Heritage List. As far as Table 4 concerns, results reveal some significances including the 

second criterion of UNESCO. 

5.3. Limitations and Suggestions for Future Research 

This particular study has some limitations which could be considered suggestions for future research 

at the same time. The first limitation is about the sample group of the study. Although, tourist guides 

are easily accepted as the experts of historical properties such as St. Pierre Church, their objectivity 

could be limited when the candidate is from the same country. Future research considering also Christian 

tourists as sample and comparison of both groups’ responses would contribute better to the literature.  

The second limitation is also related with the sample group. Scale development process requires a 

confirmation of a confirmatory factor analysis (CFA). However, the quantity and the type of 

participants did not allow employment of CFA to the study. Therefore, the future research consisting 

CFA would be more persuasive. 
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