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Yerel, ulusal veya uluslararasi taninmisligi olan, ziyaret¢i alan ve bu nedenle korunmasi karar-
lastirilan yerler, onemlerini vurgulamak amactyla “miras alanlar1” olarak nitelendirilmektedir.
“Miras konular1” ulusal ve uluslararasi literatiirde giderek ¢esitlenmektedir. Yakin zamanlarda
“dogal peyzaj alanlar1” ve “kiiltiirel peyzaj alanlar” kavramlari iiretilmistir.

Korunmast istenen kategoriler iginde “dogal miras alanlar1” oldukga eski ve yaygin olmakla
beraber iilkemizdeki sayilart son derece azdir. UNESCO Dogal Miras Alani, Karma (dogal ve
kiiltiirel) Miras Alani, Biyosfer Rezervi, Kiiresel Jeoparklar en fazla ragbet goren uluslararasi
prestij listeleridir. Siralanan bu prestij alanlar iilkelerin dogal zenginligi olup taninmisliklarimi
ve turizm potansiyellerini de artirmaktadir. Yiizolgiimii Tiirkiye’den daha kiiciik olan ital-
ya’da 4 dogal miras alani, 11 biyosfer rezervi ve 10 jeopark alani; Fransa’da 3 dogal ve 1 kar-
ma miras alani, 14 biyosfer rezervi ve 5 jeopark alan1 bulunmaktadir. Buna karsin Tiirkiye’de
sadece iki karma miras alan1 (Kapadokya ve Pamukkale) 1 biyosfer rezervi (Camili Biyosfer
Rezervi) ve 1 jeopark (Kula Jeoparki) alan1 mevcuttur.

Uluslararas1 miras alani olabilmek i¢in her kategorinin ayr1 kayit-kabul 6l¢iitleri vardir. En
bagsta yerel halkin ve kamunun bu alan1 “koruma kararlilig1” gelmektedir. UNESCO Tiirkiye
Milli Komisyonu’na ulagan bagvurulardan, 6zellikle yerel yonetimlerde bu yonde bir farkinda-
lig1n olustugunu sdylemek miimkiindiir. Bu isteklerin gercekei degerlendirilmesi i¢in listelere
kaydedilme konusundaki kriterler ve listedeki alanlarin beklenen faydalar1 saglayip saglama-
diklarmin belirlenmesi gerekmektedir. Ayrica, Ulkemizdeki mevcut dogal miras alanlarinin
korunmasi, degerlendirmesi, ziyaretci sayilarinin artirilmasi ve 6zellikle tiim bu hususlardaki
stirdiiriilebilirlik agisindan paydaslar (yonetim, calisanlar ve akademik kuruluslar) arasinda
daha fazla isbirligine ihtiya¢c duyulmaktadir. Sunumda mevcut durum ve bu konudaki iyi uy-
gulama o6rnekleri anlatilmaktadir.
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ABSTRACT

Sites, which have either national or international recognition, are visited by people and the-
refore thought as needed to be protected, are described as “heritage sites” to highlight their
importance. The “heritage issues” have diversified in the national and international litera-
ture. Recently, the concepts of “natural landscaping” and “cultural landscaping” have been
coined.

“Natural heritage sites” which need to be protected are quite old and widespread, however
the number of this kind of sites are quite low. UNESCO Natural Heritage Site, Mixed (Natural
and Cultural) Heritage Sites, Biosphere Reserve and Global Geoparks are the most renowned
international prestige lists. These prestige sites which have just been mentioned are the natural
richness of countries and they also increase the countries’ tourism potential. Though they are
found in wide numbers in countries whose area is smaller than Turkey- for instance, Italy has
4 natural heritage sites, 11 biosphere reserves and 10 geopark sites; France has 3 natural and
1 mixed heritage sites, 14 biosphere reserves and 5 geopark sites-, Turkey has only 2 mixed
heritage sites (Cappadocia and Pamukkale), 1 Biosphere Reserve (Camili Biosphere Reserve)
and 1 geopark (Kula Geopark).

In order to be accepted as an international heritage site, each category has different regis-
ter-acceptance criteria. The first one among these is the local people and public “determina-
tion to protect” this site. Concerning the applications that have reached to UNESCO Turkey
National Commission, it is possible to say that the local governments have begun to create
awareness in this respect. In order to assess these appeals in a realistic way, criteria concer-
ning being taken into the lists and whether the areas in these lists provide the expected benefits
or not needs to be determined. Besides, more cooperation between stakeholders is required for
the protection of natural heritage sites, increasing the number of visitors and ensuring susta-
inability concerning all these issues. The current situation and good practices as regards the
issue are given place in the presentation.
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