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Abstract: Cultural heritages are assets which have traces of not only the past but also of region exist-
ing, and these assets must be handed from generation to generation. They reflect background of the existing
society and live and develop with those people. In order to provide this transfer appropriately, the strategies
which are proper to the principles and norms of sustainability must be applied. In conjuction with globaliza-
tion which is accompanied with modernization, regions with cultural heritage have started to become econo-
my and attraction centers. Historical textures and regions which are located in city center are situated on the
places which economic activities are live and are under the pressure of usage. For this reason, these regions
must be protected and functioned in most correct way. Not only human activity but also global warming which
must be examined for the past, present and future effects must be considered in the framework of protection
of cultural heritage. In order to provide sustainability of cultural heritage management and to transfer the his-
torical textures and artifacts to next generations by not avoiding to use, “Area Management” mechanism is
situated in our agenda with its legislative and administrative dimensions. Within the World Heritage List, the
criterias of UNESCO Operational Guidelines, in the related World heritage areas which are located in different
geographies are examined on local conditions and then local area management plans are formed. In different
geographial areas, Area Management Plans are formed in the same scope but in different configurations. The
objective of this article is the protection of cultural heritage areas which is located in different geographies
and taking the decisions for developing them and investigation of Istanbul Historical Peninsula Area Manage-
ment Plan within the context of participatory planning approach in legislative and administrative framework.
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YnpagjieHHe KyJIbTYPHBIM Hac/legueM Ha UcTopuyeckom nosiyocrpose CtamoyJia:
00630p ¥ NpeJI0KEeHHUS
A. Canue
Pykosodumenw: Ap3y Kodixcabac
KabapduHo-baakapckutl 2ocydapcmeeHHblll yHuUgepcumem
2. Hanvuuk, Poccus

AnHomayus: KynibTypHoe Hacjefue — 3TO 00'beKThl, KOTOpble OTPAXKAIOT He TOJIbKO NMPOLIJIOoe, HO U
HacTosllllee pervoHa, OHU [JOJDKHBI NepefaBaTbCsl M3 MOKOJEHHUS B INokoJjeHHe. OObeKThbl KyJbTYPHOTO
HacJenusl OTPaXXalT IPeAbICTOPUI0 COBPEMEHHOI0 OOLIECTBA, }KUBYT U PAa3BUBAIOTCS BMECTE C JIIOJbMHU.
YToO6b!l HaZ/IEXKAIHUM 00pPa30M OOECIeYUTh TPAHC/ISALMIO 3TUX OO'bEKTOB, HEOOXOUMO MPUMEHSTh CTpaTe-
TUH, COOTBETCTBYIOIINE MPUHIUNAM U HOPMaM YCTOHYMBOrO Pa3BUTHsA. B cBA3M c ryio6annsanuoHHbBIMUA U
MO/JIEpHM3ALlMOHHBIMHU NPOLIECCAMMU, PETHOHBI C KyJbTYPHBbIM Hac/JeJyeM CTaJl NpeBpallaTbCs B 3KOHOMMU-
yeckUe LeHTpbl. UcTopuyueckue paloHbl, pacnosoKeHHble B LleHTpe ropo/ia, Haxo4sTCsA B MecTax, I'Zie BeJleT-
csl X039WCTBeHHas JiesATeJbHOCTb, U NO/ABEpPraloTcs HeraTUBHOMY Bo3JelcTBUI0. [lo 3TOM npUyHUHe 3TH pe-
TMOHBI JJO/DKHBI ObITh 3alliMIlleHbl U HanboJsiee 3pPeKTUBHO UCNOJIb30BaHbl. He To/lbKO BO3AelcTBUE Yeslo-
BeKa, HO M IJI06aJbHOEe MOTEMNJIEHWE, KOTOPOe HeOOX0AMMO M3YYUTh Ha NMpeAMET MPOILJIbIX, HACTOSALIUX U
OyAylIMX MOCAeCTBUH, C/IeiyeT pacCMaTPUBATh B paMKax 3alUThI KyJIbTYPHOI0 HacaeAus. [l1sl TOro 4To6bl
06ecrneyruTh YCTOWYMBOCTD YNPaBJIEHUS KyJbTYPHBIM HacJeJueM U NepefaTh UCTOPUYECKHE 0O'bEKTHI Ce-
JYIOIMM NOKOJIEHUSIM, He u36eras UX MCIO0JIb30BaHUsl, B MOBECTKY JHS BKJIIOYEH MeXaHU3M «YIpaBJeHUs
TeppuTopueil». B pamkax Cnucka 06 beKTOB BCEMUPHOTO Hacaeus, pakTuieckux pekomenaanuit OHECKO
10 OTHOILEHUIO K Pa3JIMYHBbIM BUJIAM KyJIbTYPHOTO HAcJe/Ns, OHU MOAJIEXAT U3YUYEeHUIO C Y4eTOM MeCTHBIX
YCJIOBHMH, a 3aTeM COCTaBJISIOTCA IJIAHbl yIpaBJeHUs Ha MeCTHOM YpoBHe. B pasHBIX permoHax MNJaHBbI
ynpaBJjeHUsl TeEPPUTOPUAMHU GOPMHUPYIOTCS B OAHOM 06'beMe, HO B Pa3HbIX KOHPUTypauusax. Llesbio faHHON
CTaTbU ABJIAETCS aHAJU3 MePONpPUATHUH 10 oXpaHe U Pa3BUTHIO 0G'bEKTOB KyJbTYPHOIO HacJjeJus, pacio-
JIO)KeHHBIX B Pa3HbIX reorpadpuyecKux pervoHax, a Takxke vcciaefoBaHue [l1aHa ynpaBjieHus: TeppuTopreit
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Uctopuueckoro nosayoctpoBa CTaMby/1 B KOHTEKCTe peasu3alliy COTJIaCOBAHHOIO IJIAHUPOBAHUS 3aKOHO-
JaTeJIbHOW U aJMUHUCTPATUBHOM AeATeJbHOCTH.
Kamouessle ci08a: KynbTypHOe Hac/le/e; COXpaHeHUe; yIIpaBJeHUe CAalTOM; [IJIaH yIpaBJIeHHUs .
Aas yumupoearnus: Canuve A. YipasjeHue KyJbTypHBIM HacjlejreM Ha McTopryeckoM moJiyocTpo-
Be CtamOy.J1a: 0630p u npegioxenus // Caucasian Science Bridge. 2020, T. 3. Ne4 (10). C. 31-35.

Research Concept

Cultural heritages are assets which have traces of not only the past but also of region
existing, and these assets must be handed from generation to generation. They reflect back-
ground of the existing society and live and develop with those people. In order to provide
this transfer appropriately, the strategies which are proper to the principles and norms of
sustainability must be applied. In conjuction with globalization which is accompanied with
modernization, regions with cultural heritage have started to become economy and attrac-
tion centers. Historical textures and regions which are located in city center are situated on
the places which economic activities are live and are under the pressure of usage (Okesli, 2011).
For this reason, these regions must be protected and functioned in most correct way. Not only
human activity but also global warming which must be examined for the past, present and fu-
ture effects must be considered in the framework of protection of cultural heritage.

Discussion

Following World War II, most of the cities in Europe were destroyed on large scales,
and urban planning approach applied to form cities back. But this process affected negative-
ly against civil architectural and cultural heritage areas. Finally, within the context of pro-
tection of cultural heritage areas, transition from monumental structure to urban scale was
started. In the age we live in, protection of cultural heritage becomes harder day by day by
espacially the reasons of worsening economic circumstances and the income struggles by
population growth (Kiper, 2004).

International organisations are working in order to protect cultural heritage areas
sustainably and hand these to next generations. In the meetings which are holded by inter-
national organisations like UNESCO, ICOMOS and Council of Europe, principals are deter-
mined, and with advisory jurisdiction public opinion is tried to be clarified and be kept
awake against the threat.

Espacially UNESCO adopted the concept of “sustainable growth” and mantain their
studies in this context. This context has arised as a connection to 3E (Economy, Ecology,
Equity) which formed in 1970s. by UNESCO, with the intent of sustainable protection of cul-
tural heritage areas, Operational Guidelines For The Implementation Of The World Heritage
Convention was prepared as an agreement and principals were determined. Thanks to this
guide, administrative plans are formed in World heritage ares in different geographies (Ko-
cabasg, 2006).

In order to provide sustainability of cultural heritage management and to transfer
the historical textures and artifacts to next generations by not avoiding to use, “Area Man-
agement” mechanism is situated in our agenda with its legal and administrative dimensions
as an updated tool. Within the World Heritage List, the criterias of UNESCO Operational
Guidelines, in the related World heritage areas which are located in different geographies
are examined on local conditions and then local area administrative plans are formed. In
different geographial areas, Area Management Plans are formed in the same scope but in
different configurations. If the area management plans of different geographies are exam-
ined in local conditions, it is obvious that local conditions are shaped by that society’s cul-
tural, economic, physical and social dimensions.

Because of the increasing authorization paradoxes or conflicts in planning systemat-
ics, serious problems occur in planning process. At the same time, the unconsciousness of
society about importance and protection of their own culture and culturel heritage esca-
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lates the severity of the circumstance. By legislative regulations, the transformations of a lot
of towns to neighborhoods or connecting them to municipalities caused immense difficul-
ties in planning and inspeciton espacially in recent years. Increasing the authorisations of
metropolitan municipalities, administration has become more centralizied, less localized
and beause of this fact, society has become estranged about the management and politics,
formation of administration has become much more authoritarian. Because of these devel-
opments, concepts of collaborative planning and governance started to fray around the
edges. The objective of this article is the protection of cultural heritage areas which is locat-
ed in different geographies and taking the decisions for developing them and investigation
of Istanbul Historical Peninsula Area Management Plan within the context of participatory
planning approach in legislative and administrative framework.

Historical Peninsula which is the subject of this article is one of the cities which can
face the risk of submerging because of the global warming. According to an research, 2 me-
tres rise on sea level is going to cause the half of the fresh water supplies to become dys-
functional and impotable and to undergo radical changes shorline of the city. Rising on sea
levels by melting of glaciers caused by climate change will directly affect coasts of Istanbul
Historical Peninsula (National Geographic).

Turkey signed “About the the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage
convention” , adopted by UNESCO in 1973, in 1983. 'Historical Areas of Istanbul’, which
consists of four regions, was registered on the World Heritage List in 1985.

The Historic Peninsula is an important trade and service area on both urban and re-
gional scale. Due to its geopolitical location, the roles it assumed in the historical process
has not changed, it has maintained its weight in the fields of culture, art and economy. For
this reason, Site Management plan studies have been started to protect and sustain the cul-
tural heritage values within the boundaries of the area, and the Istanbul Historic Peninsula
Area Management Plan was approved in 2011 to cover 4 important areas included in the
World Heritage List (Sultanahmet Archaeological Park, Siilleymaniye Mosque and its Asso-
ciated Conservation Area, Zeyrek Mosque (Pantocrator Church) and its Associated Conser-
vation Area, Land Walls of Istanbul).

Then, the revision works, which lasted for 4 years, started in 2014.

Within the concept of the Management Plan; firstly, vision and principles have been
determined, in this direction, problem areas and targets to solve them have been estab-
lished. Strategies and actions needed for the targets were identified and responsible institu-
tions and organizations were identified to perform the actions. A code system has been de-
veloped to establish the relationship between management plan objectives, strategies and
actions. This framework is structured under 7 headings. These titles;

— Management and Coordination;

— Protection-Planning;

— Conservation and Restoration;

— Accessibility;

— Education, Awareness and Participation;

— Visitor Management;

— Risk Management.

The most important part of the concept of the Management Plan is The Focus Meet-
ings, where research is evaluated and themes are created. As a result of these meetings, a
workshop was organized and as a result of these studies, principles and policies were de-
termined for the Management Plan. Within the scope of these principles and policies; deci-
sions taken for the concept of sustainable protection of cultural heritage;

— Spatial development should be in harmony with the natural and cultural envi-
ronment, respecting the cultural heritage, taking care of the needs of future generations;
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— Considering disaster risk in the studies carried out in the field;

— Ensuring the sustainable protection and use of cultural values in accordance with
national and international legislation;

— Supporting public transport and pedestrianization decisions;

— Conservation practices in an integrated manner in the Management Plan Area.

Within the scope of these determined principles and policies, targets and actions for
the themes have been established.

Conclusion

In the context of protection and sustainability of cultural heritage, the objective
strategies and administrative relationships of this city which is faced with global warming,
must be examined in the framework of “Area Management Plans”. The expression of cultur-
al heritage administration, gains great importance in terms of protection, restoration and
development of cultural heritage. Participatory policies must be provided and applied in
order to keep historical urban texture alive by developing with its surroundings, to save the
protected areas, and to make authorities accept these areas as a heritage for future. The
condition to provide this is to increase consciousness of protection and to organise admin-
istration according to the principals of local and participatory planning. In this article, pro-
tection of cultural heritage on the base of local and participatory planning and obtaining
sustainability protection are defended and asserted. The studies on legislative and adminis-
trative framework is not sufficient for protection and administration of cultural heritage.
Therefore the policies and applications of Europan countries must be followed up and taken
into consideration. The relationships between countries and international meetings can
cause to form policies.

There are many laws and regulations and responsible institutions within the scope
of the Istanbul Historic Peninsula Management Plan regulatory framework. This negatively
affects both the conservation of cultural heritage and the stage of making and implementing
the management plan. A regulatory framework should be established in which laws on pro-
tection and development of cultural heritage and "Special Laws" for the Historic Peninsula
have been created. An “Inter-Institutional Committee” should be established to determine
the duties and authorities of the institutions and regulate the relationship between them in
order to prevent the lack of authority and lack of coordination.

Citizens as a third group should be added to the grouping of actors and responsible
persons in the area management, and in the context of urban rights, the public should be
included in the decision making process regarding their own living spaces.

The concept of Risk Management should not be a theme but should be evaluated as a

separate project, and the results achieved in this context should provide input to the targets
and strategies. The dangers caused by the earthquake and fire examined within the scope of
the Historic Peninsula Plan should be added to the factors caused by global warming, and
comprehensive projects should be developed.
The Istanbul Historic Peninsula Management Plan, which can be revised within the scope of
all these suggestions, will be a successful example that has been strengthened against global
warming and other natural disasters, has been preserved, and a more participatory man-
agement has followed a planning approach. In this way, the Istanbul Historical Peninsula
can stay where it deserves in the UNESCO World Heritage List.



2020 Vol. 3 N24 (10) Caucasian Science Bridge 35

HWH®OPMALUA O ABTOPE / INFORMATION ABOUT THE AUTHOR
Akua CaHue Akca Saniye
MarucTtpaHT Master's Degree Student
KabapauHo-bankapckuil rocygapctBeHHblid Kabardino-Balkarian State University
YHUBEPCUTET

References

1. Ahunbay, Z. (2011). Tarihi Cevre Koruma ve Restorasyon. Yapi-Endiistri Merkezi Yayinlari, istanbul.

2. Aksoy, A. ve Enlil, Z. (2012). Kiiltiirel Miras Yénetiminde Cagdas Yaklasimlar. Anadolu Universitesi
Yayni, Kiiltiirel Miras Yénetimi Kitabi, Unite 1, 2-29.

3. Ilgaz, M. (2013). Risk Altindaki Topraklar.National Geographic, Eyliil, 66-79.

4. [stanbul Tarihi Alanlar1 Alan Bagkanligi. (2011). istanbul Tarihi Yarimada Yénetim Plani.

5. Kiper, P. (2004). Kiiresellesme Siirecinde Kentlerin Tarihsel-Kiiltiirel Degerlerinin Korunmasi: Tii-
rkiye Bodrum Ornegi, Doktora Tezi, Ankara Universitesi, Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii, Ankara.

6. Kocabas, A. (2006). istanbul Baglaminda Kentsel Korumaya Giincel Yaklasimlar, Uluslararasi
Kentsel Koruma Rehberleri ve Deneyim ile istanbul’'un Kars1 Karsiya Kaldig1 Zorluklar, MSGSU Sehir ve Bélge
Planlama Boliimii, Kentsel Koruma ve Yenileme Bilim Dali ‘Nasil bir koruma’ Paneli, istanbul: MSGSU Odito-
ryumu.

7. Kocabas, A. (2012). Urban Conservation and Regeneration in Istanbul’s Historic Peninsula: Progress
and New Challenges, Pacetti, Mm; Passerini, G.; Brebbia, C. A. and Latini, G. (ed.s), The sustainable city VII: Ur-
ban Regeneration and Sustainability, UK: WIT Press, May 2012.

8. Okesli, D. (2011). Kiiltiirel Miras ve Koruma Uzerine Yasal Celiskiler ve Tarihi Cevrede Yeni Yapu.
Giiney Mimarlik Dergisi, 3, 12-18.

9. UNESCO, World Heritage Center. (2013). Operational Guidelines for the Implementation of the
World Heritage Convention, Temmuz.

Ilocmynusa 8 pedakyuio 20 okmsa6bps 2020 2.



