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BACKGROUND
For a full description of the site and case background see MEDASSET 2012 Complaint

Patara Specially Protected Area (SPA) is a unique archaeological site of international importance
and a protected nature site that includes coastal forest, wetlands, pristine sand dunes and a 12 km
important loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta) nesting beach (see Fig. 1-2 for location and SPA
zoning).

Threats to Patara were first raised by MEDASSET in 1988. In 1996 a follow up Case File was
opened and Recommendation No. 54 was adopted. The File was closed in 2001; MEDASSET
continued to monitor the conservation status of Patara and submit reports to the Standing Committee.

In September 2012 MEDASSET submitted a complaint (2012/9) on a large scale summer house
construction project within the Patara SPA and on the failure of the current land use and management
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plan to secure adequate protection for both the natural and archaeological site. As described in the
complaint, the project will impact the loggerhead nesting population, by increasing disturbances and
habitat damage. The complaint also presents an interpretation of the multiple changes to the zoning
and the management plan of Patara SPA, which made construction within the the 3rd Degree
Archaeological protected area possible, in disregard of expert opinion provided by archaeologists and
planners since 1978. The original plan did not allow any new permanent constructions in the 3rd
Degree Archaeological protected area apart from those necessary to cater to the needs of the small
village and envisaged the development of low-impact, small-scale tourism facilities, with the aim to
maintain cultural, historical, archaeological and natural components of the site. In our view this large
scale summer house construction project within Patara SPA is incompatible with the Bern Convention
Recommendations on the conservation and management of Patara beach: No. 12 (1988), No. 24
(1991), No. 54 (1996) and No. 66 (1998). No information on an EIA or carrying capacity study prior
to the approval of the project is available. To our knowledge the approval of the construction project
has not been matched with an updated plan to manage and mitigate the impacts of the increased users
of the protected area.

In 2013, 27 villas and swimming pools were completed (by Ozlenen Deniz Housing Cooperative)
and inadequate management of the nesting beach was documented (T-PVS/Files 2013 9). In
December 2013, the Bern Convention Standing Committee decided to open a case file (together with
the complaint regarding Fethiye SPA) to address the complaint and to encourage Turkish authorities
“to work towards greater accountability, cooperation and responsibility”. No information, response or
update was provided by Turkish authorities before or during the Standing Committee Meeting.

UPDATE

In April 2014 the government submitted a report (T-PVS/Files 2014 25) stating that the summer
house development is “2 km away from the beach” and at the “opposite direction” of the 1st Degree
archaeological site. In our view however the development site is linked to both the beach and the
archaeological site and cannot be viewed as a separate or isolated section of the SPA. To the best of
our knowledge, the development is at least 1km from the beginning of the sand dunes and 1.5 km from
the nesting site. In addition the government report does not address the concerns raised in
MEDASSET’s complaint regarding an EIA, carrying capacity study and management of the
associated impacts related to the increased users and businesses that will result from this development.

Articles in the Turkish press in February 2014 (Annex 1) reported that KUMKO Housing
Cooperative will commence construction of 150 villas. HITIT Housing Cooperative stated that 122
villas will be constructed on the Cooperative’s lands within the protected area and added that their
request to exchange these lands for lands outside the protected area was not accepted by the
authorities. According to the press articles, in total 300 villas will be built by the three Cooperatives
inside the protected area (see blue area in Fig. 2). Constructions by the cooperatives inside the 3rd
Degree Archaeological sites continued until April 2014. KUMKO constructed the foundations of new
villas (Fig. 3). The cooperatives are expected to resume construction works in October 2014.

As regards the status of the nesting beaches, the following conservation problems and
developments were documented:

e Lack of signage: there are no information signs at Ozlen beach, at Cayagzi beach and at the Patara
beach entry point via the sand dunes (which is the closest entry point for the new villas — see Fig.
2). The only available sign is located at the Patara beach eastern main entrance.

e Inadequate beach furniture management: despite several requests by the local sea turtle research
team, a business at the Patara beach eastern main entrance does not collect its sunbeds at night.

e Beach litter was documented as per every year. Cayagzi beach is especially impacted as it is near
the outlet of Esen river that transports discarded pesticide bottles onto the beach and into the sea.
A large part of the SPA consists of agricultural area (greenhouses), pesticides are used and
agricultural waste and runoff is poorly managed.

e Fishing nets are used close to the shore during the nesting and hatching season, posing a threat to
adult turtles and hatchlings.

e The road to Cayagzi beach is being asphalted, providing easier access to the beach.



T-PVS/Files (2014) 16 -4-

In Cayagzi beach, close to the Esen river outlet, a new beach bar has been established (Fig. 4-5).
Pink Beach Club belongs to Prima Donna Hotel (located to the east of the 1% Degree Protected
Area, within the SPA). The business owners contacted MEDASSET providing information about
its operation. They reported that the business:

o operates on the sand dunes; the sand was flattened, there was no sand digging or extraction
o cleaned the beach mechanically
o includes a prefabricated building 150 m from the sea shore that consists of a bar, toilets and

dressing rooms, an open 25x16 m deck with a 19x7 m detachable acrylic swimming pool that
uses an ozone regulator producing no chemical waste. A 33 ton capacity sealed depot gathers
toilet effluent and shower water to be transported to the municipal waste management plant.

o installed a boundary fence to control visitor and vehicle access to the beach
o placed information signs 40 m from the seashore indicating the nesting zone
o left the 40 m beach area from the coastline free of beach furniture and placed walkways,

cabanas and sunbeds on the rest of the beach

o installed a portable lifeguard tower 50 m from the seashore
o uses an electric generator placed 175 m from the coastline which is daily switched off at 8pm,

the time that he bar closes down each day. No night lights are used.

o uses a hovercraft that launches from the land. No jetty or dock was constructed at sea.

o collaborates with the local sea turtle research team.

Though invited by the business owners, MEDASSET experts were unable to visit and assess the
impacts of the above infrastructure and business operation in 2014.

Articles in the local press report that the Head of the Kas Tourism Promotion Association has
complained about the beach bar’s legality and suitability as regards Patara natural and
archaeological heritage site (see Annex 1). It is unclear if the business has acquired all legal
permits and if an impact assessment was carried out under the supervision of conservation
authorities, especially as regards impacts on sand dunes and nesting.

It is also unclear if there are official plans to allow business to operate and place infrastructure on
the rest of Patara’s protected sea turtle nesting beaches and sand dunes.

CONCLUSION

Once the 300 villa development is completed in the 3™ Degree Archaeological site of the SPA the

summer population will increase by at least 120% (current population during the summer being ca.
1000). It is evident that the pressures and disturbances presently occurring will increase likewise and
that the SPA is already inadequately managed and protected.

MEDASSET calls upon the Turkish authorities to:

Address the concerns raised in MEDASSET’s complaint regarding the villa construction project,
the associated impacts, lack of an EIA and carrying capacity study.

Revise the SPA management plan and implement, before May 2015, a comprehensive and
updated action plan that will include measures aiming to solve the documented conservation
problems on the nesting beaches and sand dunes, strengthen SPA management and ensure
adequate protection of the natural and archaeological site.

Allocate the necessary financial and human resources that will ensure enforcement of regulations
and measures.

Inform about the legality, permission procedure, EIA and operation conditions of the new beach
business in Cayagzi sand dunes and sea turtle nesting beach (near the Esen river outlet).

Inform about plans to allow more beach business to operate on the sand dunes and sea turtle
nesting beaches.

We call upon the Bern Convention Standing Committee to:

Discuss the case file at the 34th Meeting of the Standing Committee.

Consider whether the construction of 300 summer houses within Patara SPA is compatible with
the Recommendations on the conservation and management of Patara beach: Recommendations
No. 12 (1988), No. 24 (1991), No. 54 (1996) and No. 66 (1998).

Encourage Turkish authorities to provide further information on the case as rewuested above
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e Encourage and assist Turkish authorities to implement the updated action plan stated above, in
order to ensure that the existing Recommendations are adhered to and that any development
within Patara is sufficiently managed and is compatible with its protected status.

e Conducting an on-the-spot assessment in summer 2015 to collect information needed in order to
address the complaint regarding the summer house development, the conservation problems and
new developments on the nesting beaches, in the case of lack of reporting or lack of action on
behalf of the Turkish authorities on the matter.

DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED TO THE BERN CONVENTION

Available online at: http://medasset.org/en/resource-centre/publications/technical-reports-position-
papers-and-policy-recommendation

T-PVS (96) 53A: MEDASSET: Conservation of loggerhead turtles, Caretta caretta, and construction
projects on the beach of Patara, Turkey.

T-PVS (96) 53: MEDASSET: Conservation of loggerhead turtles, Caretta caretta, and construction
projects on the beach of Patara, Turkey. (Brief Update on action to “Save Patara” 1989-1996).

T-PVS (97) 45: MEDASSET: Marine turtle conservation in Patara, Turkey.

T-PVS (98) 49: MEDASSET: Marine turtle conservation in Patara, Turkey.

T-PVS (99) 69: MEDASSET: Caretta caretta in Patara, Turkey.

T-PVS (2000) 57: MEDASSET: Conservation of the marine turtle, Caretta caretta, in Patara Turkey.
T-PVS (2001) 72: MEDASSET Review of nature conservation situation in Patara SPA, Turkey.

T-PVS/Files (2002) 14: MEDASSET Update report and review of nature conservation measures in
Patara SPA, Turkey.

T-PVS/Files (2003) 12: MEDASSET Update report and review of nature conservation measures in
Patara SPA, Turkey.

T-PVS/Files (2004) 13: MEDASSET Update report and review of nature conservation measures in
Patara SPA, Turkey.

T-PVS/Files (2005) 09: MEDASSET Update report and review of nature conservation measures in
Patara SPA, Turkey.

(No T-PVS reference). MEDASSET. 2007. Update report and review of nature conservation
measures in Patara SPA, Turkey.

(No T-PVS reference). MEDASSET. 2009. Update Report and review of nature conservation
measures in Patara SPA, Turkey.

(No T-PVS reference). MEDASSET. 2012. Complaint to the Bern Convention: construction of
summer houses within Patara SPA, Turkey.

T-PVS/Files (2013) 09: MEDASSET Update on loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta) conservation
monitoring in Patara SPA, Turkey.

T-PVS/Files (2014) 16. MEDASSET. March 2014. Update on Loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta)
Conservation Monitoring in Patara SPA, Turkey.
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MAPS & PHOTOS

: SPA
= Boundary
Fig. 1. Patara SPA nesting beaches : Patara is No. 1, Cayagzi is No. 2 (Esen River outlet at the
nonwestern edge of this section)) and Ozlen beach is No. 3

Fig. 2. Satellite Map of SPA. Construction site pinpointed with white arrow, within the 3rd Degree
Archaeological Site which is area in blue. Area in yellow is 1st Degree Archaeological Site; red line
shows SPA borders. Red cross shows location of beach entry point which will be used by villas, where
no information sign is present. The green cross shows main beach entry point. Yellow cross shows
new beach business location.
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Fig. 3a-b. Patara SPA. August 2014. Inside the 3" Degree Archaeological site, KUMKO Housing
Cooperative constructed the foundations of new villas next to Ozlenen Deniz Housing Cooperative
summer houses that were completed in 2013.
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Fig. 4a-c. Patara SPA. April-August 2014. In Cayagzi beach a new beach bar “Pink Beach Club " has
been established on the sand dunes close to the Esen river outlet. Top to bottom: View of beach
business from west to east (August). Beach furniture in the foreground, beach club with swimming
pool in the background (April).
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Fig. 4a-c. Patara SPA. 2014. In Cayagzi beach a new beach bar “Pink Beach Club " has been
established on the sand dunes close to the Esen river outlet. Top to bottom: Beach cleaning in front of
construction area in April 2014 (Source: www.odatv.com). Swimming pool (Source:
www.hotelprimadonna.com).

ANNEX 1 - press

Excerpt and rough translation of press article, published in http://haber.sol.org.tr

Patara’da biife izniyle ‘beach club’a turizmci tepkisi
17 - 04 - 2014

Antalya’nin Kas ilgesinde bulunan diinyaca iinlii Patara kumsali, 18
kilometrelik uzunluguyla Akdeniz’in en iyi korunan kumul
alanlarindan biri olarak gosteriliyor. Ancak OCK Bolgesi niteligindeki
deniz kaplumbagalarinin tireme ve yuvalama alani olan Patara kumsali
son yillarda insan kaynakli kullanim baskisiyla karsi karsiya. Bunun en
son O6rnegi de Esen Cay1’nin denize dokiildiigii Cayagzi mevkiinde
biife izniyle yapilan beach clup. Biiyiik Sehir Yasasi ile kapatilan Ova
Belediyesi’nin projelendirerek 6zel bir sirkete ihaleyle devrettigi biife
goriiniimlii tesise tepki gosteren Kag Turizm ve Tanitma Dernegi
Baskani Dr. Munise B. Ozan, “Koruma altinda olan bir alanda boyle
bir girisimin dogru olmadigini diisiiniiyoruz. Bu konuda dernek olarak
da girisimlerde bulunacagiz" dedi.

Reactions against ‘beach club’ in
Patara amid ‘kiosk permission’:
17-04 - 2014

Latest human intervention to Patara
beach is the construction of a beach
club with a ‘kiosk permission’, at
Cayagzi where the river Esen meets
the mediterranean. Dr. Ozan stated
that Ova Municipality, amid losing
its function by the Metropolitan Law,
still authorized a private company to
build a beach club in the middle of
the protected area, thus they would
press charges against the
intervention.


http://www.hotelprimadonna.com/Pink-Beach-Club
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Turizm Dernegi Baskani sert tepki gosterdi

Patara kumsalinda ingasi siiren ve Nisan sonunda agilisinin
yapilmasinin planlandig1 6grenilen tesisten bolgeye yiiriiyiis yapmak
icin giden turistlerin kendilerine basvurmalart sonucu haberdar
olduklarini dile getiren Kas Turizm ve Tanitma Dernegi Bagkani Dr.
Munise Biiyiikkaplan Ozan, "turistlerin bize getirdigi fotograflari
goriince soke olduk. Ciinkii burada insa edilen tesisin, Konyaalt1 ya da
Antalya'daki plaj isletmelerinden hig¢ bir fark: yok. Deniz
kaplumbagalarinin yuvalama alani olan kumsalda biiytik bir yer isgal
edilmis. Koruma altinda olan bir alanda bdyle bir girisimin dogru
olmadigint diisliniyoruz. Bu girigim turistlerin de ¢ok biiyiik tepkisini
¢ekiyor. Bu konuda dernek olarak da girisimlerde bulunacagiz" dedi.

‘Antalya'nin batisinda dogay1 tahrip eden turizm istemiyoruz’

Girisimin iyi niyetli olabilecegini ancak yer se¢iminin son derece
yanlis oldugunu sdyleyen Ozan, "diinyanin neresine giderseniz gidin
bu tiir alanlarda boylesi girisimlere izin verilmez. Elbette bu tir
alanlarda insanlarin ihtiyaglarini karsilayacak iiniteler yapilabilir ancak
burada sadece biife degil, ylizme havuzu bile bulunan koskoca bir plaj
isletmesi yapiliyor. Biz Antalya'nin batisindaki ilgelerle birlikte dogay1
tahrip eden turizm girigsimlerine kars1 ortak bir tavir gelistiriyoruz.
Kentin dogusunda yapilan yanlislar1 bu bolgede yinelemek
istemiyoruz. Alanya, Side ve Manavgat olmak istemiyoruz. Buralarda
yapilan yanlislar1 biz de yapmak istemiyoruz. Bu bdlgede dogayla
uyumlu ekoturizmin 6ne ¢ikarilmasi i¢in ¢aba harciyoruz. Bu konuda
yetkililere de biiyiik bir sorumluluklar diigiiyor. Bu alanin incelenip
izin verilen ¢er¢evenin disina ¢ikilip ¢ikilmadiginin denetlenmesini ve
eger verilen izinlerin digina ¢ikilmigsa gereginin yapilmasini istiyoruz.
Bu konunun takipgisi olacagiz" diye konustu.

Bakanligin izniyle inga edilen tesis Nisan sonunda agilacak

Konuyla ilgili bilgisine bagvurdugumuz yetkililer, Patara kumsalinda
insa edilen tesisin Cevre ve Sehircilik Bakanligi’nin izniyle yapildigini
belirttiler. 30 Mart’ta kapatilan Ova Belediyesi’nce gectigimiz yil
hazirlanan tip projenin Bakanlik¢a da onaylanmasiyla biife olarak
ingasina baslanan tesis, Ova Belediyesi tarafindan yapilan ihaleyle 6zel
bir sirkete devredildi. Cesitli plaj etkinliklerinin yapilmasi planlanan
tesisin Nisan sonunda agiliginin yapilacagi belirtiliyor.

Ozan further said: “We heard about
the construction project through some
visitors at the beach. We were
shocked after seeing the photos that
the tourists have taken; the thing
looked just as any other
establishment in Antalya or Konyaalti
beaches. A huge amount of space is
occupied in the protected area.
Wherever you go in the world,
human activity is restricted at those
kind of areas. Of course something
could be designed for people visiting
there but we confront with a beach
club with its own swimming pool
facility in it. We therefore try to raise
collective awareness to avoid a type
of tourism that destroys its nature.
We do not wish to repeat the
mistakes that Side, Manavgat and
Alanya did before, thus we would try
to promote eco-tourism in our
region.*

The officials stated that the beach
club is built by the authorisation of
the Ministry of Environment. Even
though Ova Municipality was shut
down in 30 March, the building plan
was approved by the ministry and the
construction was commissioned to a
private company, expecting the
inauguration by the end of April.

Excerpts and rough translation of press article, published in www.odatv.com,
www.ulusalkanal.com.tr, www.acikgazete.com, www.turkcelil.com

O villa onay1 Tiirkiye'yi zora soktu

09.02.2014

Antalya'nin diinyaca tinlii antik kenti Patara'da
uluslarasi krize neden olan villa ingaatlart Avrupali
cevre orgiitlerini ayaga kaldirirken, bolgedeki
kooperatifler ingaat yapabilmek igin 20 yildir
beklediklerini dile getirerek kendini savunuyor.
Yiiksek Sehir ve Bolge Plancist Prof. Dr. Mehmet
Tunger ise Patara'nin tarihi ve dogal dokusuyla
birlikte butuntyle korunmasi gerektiginin altini
cizerek, antik kentin yapilagsma baskistyla Bodrum
ve Side gibi olacagi uyarisinda bulundu.
PATARA iCIN BERN KONVANSIYONUNA
SIKAYET DOSYASI SUNDULAR

Diinyanin en giizel kumsallarindan birine sahip olan

The construction of villas at world famous ancient city of
Patara, Antalya caused international crisis, on the other
hand the cooperative authorities defend themselves by
mentioning that they were waiting for 20 years to get
construction permission. Prof. Dr. Mehmet Tunger,
urban and regional planner, noticed that if Patara
couldn’t protect entirely with her historical and natural
aspects, the pressure of the constructions will spoil the
ancient city as happened in Bodrum and Side.

COMPLAINT FILE ABOUT PATARA WAS
SUBMITTED TO BERN CONVENTION
Ancient city of Patara, having one of the world’s most



Antalya’nin Kas ilgesindeki Patara antik kenti, uzun
stiredir yapilagma tartigmalariyla giindemde. Tarihi
ve dogal dokusuyla ii¢ ayr1 koruma statiisii bulunan
Patara’da, i¢in hazirlanan ve 2008 yilinda onanan
koruma amagli imar planinin, ge¢miste durdurulan
yazlik amagli kooperatiflere diisiik yogunluklu yap1
izni vermesi Tiirkiye’yi uluslararasi arenada zora
soktu. Uluslararast Akdeniz Deniz
Kaplumbagalarini Koruma Birligi (MEDASSET),
Patara’daki yapilagmaya iliskin hazirladig sikayet
dosyasint Bern Konvansiyonu Daimi Kurulu’na
sundu.

KORUMA AMACLI PLAN PATARA'YA NE
GETIRIYOR

Yetkililere gore donemin OCK Kurumu tarafindan
yeniden diizenlenen ve 31 Ekim 2008’de Antalya
Koruma Kurulu tarafindan onaylanan Patara
Koruma Amagli Imar Plani, “kdy yerlesimi” ve

“kooperatif alan1” olarak iki ayr1 bolgeden olusuyor.

Korumay1 6ngéren plana gore, kooperatif alani
olarak ayrilan bélgede doga ve arkeoloji alanina
zarar vermeyecek ‘uyumlu’ ve ‘gdze batmayan’ ev,
pansiyon ve giiniibirlik tesislerin yapimina izin
verilirken, ilgili komisyonun izni alinmak kaydiyla
kamuya agik sosyal tesisler, restoran, bife ve
kafeterya gibi iiniteler de yapilabilecek.

PROF. DR. TUNCER: 'YAPI iZNi VERILEN
ALAN NEKROPOL OLABILIR'

Konuyla ilgili sorularimizi yanitlayan Yiiksek Sehir
ve Bolge Plancisi Prof. Dr. Mehmet Tunger, bugiin
kooperatiflere yapilasma izni verilen 3. derece
arkeolojik sit alaninin, nekropol olmasinin
muhtemel oldugunun altini ¢izerek, Yani burast
aslinda 1. derece arkeolojik sit ilan edilmesi gerekli.
Kazildik¢a hem Likya hem de sonraki dénemlere
iligkin lahit, mezar vb ¢ikmasi olasidir. Yani
denetimin ¢ok iyi yapilmasi, kazinin 6ncelikle el ile
yapilmasi, herhangi bir buluntuya rastlandiginda
durdurulmasi gereklidir” dedi.

'KORUMA KURULU UYELERI iLE
GORUSMEK AGIR CEZALIK BiR SUCTUR'
Patara’daki kooperatiflerden birinin 17 May1s 2013
tarihli faaliyet raporunda yer verilen, "Antalya
Koruma Kurulu'nun, mimari ve diger projeler
konusundaki etkin tiyesiyle 6n goriismeler
saglanmis, projelerimizin, kurul yetkilisiyle 6n
goriismeler yapildigi ve mutabakati alindigi igin 3-4
Haziran 2013'de toplanacak olan Antalya Kultur ve
Tabiat Varliklarin1 Koruma Kurulunca goriisme
giindemine alinacagina, reddedilmeden Kabul
edilecegine ve ingaat ruhsati verilecegine kuvvetle
inaniyoruz" seklindeki ifadeleri de sert dille
elestiren Tunger, "Koruma Kurulu tiyeleri ile
goriisiilmesi agir cezalik bir sugtur. Umarim bu
konularda bagka iddialar giindeme gelmez"
goriisiinii savundu.

'YAPILASMA BASKISIYLA PATARA
BODRUM VE SiDE OLACAK'

Patara i¢in hazirlanan planinin korumayi degil,
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beautiful beaches at the Kas province of Antalya, has
been on the agenda for a long time because of the
construction discussions. When the development plan
with the aim of protection for Patara, where is protecting
by three different statuses due to historical and natural
importance, approved in 2008 Turkey got in difficulty at
international arena as the summer housing cooperatives
which were stopped in the past are getting permission for
low density constructions. Mediterranean Association to
Save the Sea Turtles (MEDASSET) submitted a
complaint file to the Standing Committee of Bern
Convention related to those construction permissions in
Patara.

PATARA AND THE PLAN WITH THE AIM OF
PROTECTION

According to the authorities, the Patara development
plan aimed protection which is rearranged by the
organisation of Special Protected Areas and approved by
the Protection Committee of Antalya on 31* October
2008 is formed from two different districts as “village
settlement” and “area of cooperatives”. That plan which
should consider the protection, give permission to
cooperatives to build “harmonious” and “unobtrusive”
houses, pensions and daily facilities without causing any
harm at archaeological and natural sites. Also it would be
possible to build public establishments like social
centres, restaurants, kiosks, cafeterias by the permission
of concerning authorities.

PROF. DR. TUNCER: ‘THE AREA WHICH IS
PERMITTED TO CONSTRUCTION MIGHT BE
NECROPOLIS’

Prof. Dr. Mehmet Tuncer, urban and regional planner
replied our questions concerning the subject as: “3rd
degree archaeological site where is allowed to construct
by cooperatives might be necropolis. Indeed this area
should be determined as 1st degree archaeological site.
By the excavations it would be possible to find out
tombs, sarcophagus, etc. belong to earlier and late
periods of Lycia civilisation. There should be an
intensive inspection; first of all, the excavation should be
done manually and should stop in case of any founding.”
‘TO GET CONTACT WITH THE MEMBERS OF
PROTECTION COMMITTEE IS A CRIME OF
MAJOR PUNISHMENT”

Tunger criticised strongly the explanation; “early
negotiations were provided concerning the architectural
and other projects with a member of the Antalya
Protection Committee, who plays a prominent role in
terms of projects and his approval was obtained. So we
strongly believe that assessment of our projects shall be
put on the agenda of the meeting of Antalya Cultural and
Natural Heritage Protection Committee which shall be
hold on June 3-4, 2013 and they shall be accepted
without being refused and we shall obtain the building
license.” which is written at the activity report, belonging
to one of the cooperative dated 17 may 2013. He
declared as: “Such contacts with the members of
Protection Committee would be supposed as a crime for
major case. | hope there would be no more such
assertion”.

‘PATARA WILL BECOME LIKE BODRUM AND




T-PVS/Files (2014) 16

cevreye aykiri olarak yapilagmay1 amagladigini 6ne
stiren Tunger, kumsalindan arkeolojik sit alanina
kadar Patara’nin biitiiniiyle koruma alan1 olarak
belirlenmesi gerektiginin altini ¢gizerek, “Kagak
yapilagmalar tasfiye edilmeli kesinlikle yeni hi¢bir
yapilagmaya izin verilmemelidir. Aksi takdirde
yapilagmalar giderek artacak ve Patara antik kenti
ici ve cevresi arkeolojik alanlari tahrip edilmis yeni
bir Side, Halikarnasos (Bodrum), Keramos,
Perinthos olacaktir" goriisiinii savundu.

KOOPERATIF YETKILISI: '20 YILDIR
BEKLiYORUZ, MAGDUR EDILDIiK'
Tartigmalarin odaginda olan Patara’da ii¢ ayr1 yap1
kooperatifi bulunuyor. Konuyla ilgili sorularimizi
yanitlayan Yeni Hitit Yap1 Kooperatifi’nin
yetkililerinden biri, alanda uygulamay1 planladiklar
yapilasmanin dogaya ve tarihi dokuya uygun
olacagini belirterek yap1 yogunlugunun da diistik
olacagini dile getirdi. Kooperatifi Patara’nmin OCK
ilan edilmesinden dnce kurduklarini sdyleyen
yetkili, “biz burada 20-30 yildir bekliyoruz. Bu
konuda kooperatifimiz de magduriyet yasadi. Daha
once 558 iiyemiz vardi. Bu siire i¢erisinde iiye
profilimiz degisti, sayilar1 122’ye distii.
Upyelerimizin pek ¢ogu yaslandi, i¢lerinde yasamini
yitirenler oldu. Kimisinin hisseleri de ¢ocuklarina
devroldu. Alan arkeolojik sit statiistinde oldugu i¢in
biz devlete ‘bize bagka bir yer géster’ dedik. Ama
bu teklifimiz kabul gérmezken, yillarca yapilagmaya
da izin verilmedi. Simdi 2008’de hazirlanan koruma
amagcli imar plani kapsaminda 700 metrekare alana
70 metrekare yap1 yogunlugunda villalar yapmay1
planliyoruz. Gegmiste bu Alana 558 temel atilmist1.
Simdi bu say1 122’ye diisecek. Yorenin dokusuna
uygun tas evler yapacagiz” goriisiinii dile
getirdi.Kooperatife ait 100 doniimlik alanda yeni
ingaatlar yapmak icin hazirliklar yapildigini anlatan
yetkili, bu konuda il 6zel idaresi ve koruma
kurulunun kararlarini beklediklerini sdyledi.

'"TUM ALANDA SONDAJ CALISMASI
YAPILDI'

Kooperatife ait alanin nekropol olabilecegi
yoniindeki goriisleri de sordugumuz yetkili, Antalya
Miizesi uzmanlarinca tiim alanda sondaj ¢caligmasi
yapildigini ancak herhangi bir kiiltiir varligina
rastlanmadigini dile getirdi.

3 KOOPERATIF, 300 VILLA

Patara’da Yeni Hitit disinda Kumko ve Ozlenen
Deniz ad1 altinda toplam ii¢ ayr1 yap1 kooperatifi
bulunuyor. Ozlenen Deniz kooperatifi, Ova beldesi
siirlarinda oldugu icin gectigimiz yil 27 villanin
ingaatin1 tamamladi. Kumko kooperatifi ise 150
villa yapmaya hazirlantyor. Boylece koy
yerlesimindeki yapilagma haricinde Patara’da 300°e
yakin yeni villa insa edilmis olacak.

-12 -

SIDE’

Tuncer suggested that the plan for Patara is prepared
with the aim of construction instead of protection of
environment. He stated that Patara should be determined
as protected area completely, including all
archaeological site and the beach. He continued as:
“Illegal buildings should be eliminate and definitely any
kind of new construction should be banned. Otherwise
the constructions will expand gradually and after a while,
antique city of Patara will be like Side, Halikarnasos
(Bodrum), Keramos, Perinthos as the archaeological
vestiges get spoiled including the centre and all around”.
COOPERATIVE AUTHORITY: “WAITING FOR 20
YEARS, IT’S UNJUST”

Patara where the discussions are focused, contains the
investment of three different housing cooperatives. An
authorized person from “Yeni Hitit” housing cooperative
replied our questions. He said that the constructions what
they planned to apply at the land would be in harmony
with the historical and natural environment, also the
density of construction would be very low. He continued
as: “The Cooperative is founded before Patara got the
status of Special Protected Area. We are waiting here for
20-30 years. This is unjust for the cooperative and the
members. Before we had 558 members, now it’s reduced
to 122. Most members get old now, even some of them
are died. Some members transfer their shares to their
children. As the land has the status of archaeological site
we ask to the authorities to exchange our lands . This
proposal was not accepted but also all those years they
didn’t give construction permission. Now, according to
the development plan which is aimed to protection and
approved in 2008 we consider to build the villas with a
density of 70 m2 at every 700m? lands. At the beginning
558 basements were prepared all over this area, now they
will reduce to 122. We will build stone houses which
would fit this environment”. He explained that 10
hectares of cooperative lands were prepared for new
constructions and just waiting the decisions of Protection
Committee and Province Administration to start.
‘SURVEY DONE ALL OVER THE LAND’

The suspicion that the cooperative land might be the
necropolis was commented by this person: “All over the
land was surveyed by the experts of Antalya Museum
but they couldn’t find any trace of cultural heritage”.

3 COOPERATIVES, 300 VILLAS

There is three different housing cooperatives exist in
Patara, beyond “Yeni Hitit” the other two of them called
as; Kumko” and “Ozlenen Deniz”. However “Ozlenen
Deniz” cooperative is being in the borders of Ova
municipality, they had begun to build 27 villas and
completely finished them last year. “Kumko”
cooperative is getting prepared to build 150 villas. So
except the constructions at village settlements, there
would be around 300 villas will build at cooperatives’
areas.
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LOGGERHEAD SEA TURTLE (CARETTA CARETTA) CONSERVATION
MONITORING IN FETHIYE SPA, TURKEY

MEDASSET hereby submits an update report to the second Bureau Meeting of the Bern Convention
(September 2014) on the conservation status of sea turtle nesting beaches in Fethiye Specially
Protected Area (SPA) in Turkey.

Contents:

e BACKGROUND

e SUMMARY & CONCLUSION (2 pages)
e DETAILED ASSESSMENT (3 pages)

e RECOMMENDATIONS (1 page)

e REFERENCES (1 page)

e MAPS & PHOTOGRAPHS (11 pages)

BACKGROUND

The loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta) nesting beaches in Fethiye (Mugla Province, Turkey)
are among the 12 most important nesting beaches in Turkey.! Protection is not only significant in
terms of nesting numbers but also to ensure the genetic diversity of the loggerhead population in the
Mediterranean.” Fethiye’s importance increases because of the relatively higher proportion of male-
producing nests.® The nesting beaches belong to the Fethiye-Gécek Special Environmental Protection
Area (SPA) established in 1988.

Scientific studies have shown that nest numbers in Fethiye are severely declining.” Threats to the
nesting population have constantly been increasing since 1993-4.° Real estate and tourism
development is progressing with no regard for the sea turtle nesting population and the protected
coastal ecosystems. Scientists have suggested conservation measures but these have not been applied.®
A recent economic analysis of the SPA identified intensive use of beaches, excessive and uncontrolled
housing and tourism developments among the many threats to the SPA and recommends enforcement
of use and conservation principles, improved management and sustainable tourism development.’

Since 2008, MEDASSET has been monitoring and reporting on the conservation status of sea
turtle nesting beaches in Fethiye SPA. In August 2009 MEDASSET submitted a complaint to the Bern
Convention about the severe degradation of the sea turtle nesting beaches due to poor management,
lack of spatial planning and uncontrolled build-up of the coastal zone due to tourism development. The
complaint was discussed at the 30" Standing Committee Meeting in 2010, in relation to
Recommendation No. 66/1998. Commitments for improved protection were made by the Turkish
authorities,® and in 2011 steps were taken to mitigate some of the tourism-related impacts during the
nesting season.’

In 2012, these management measures were not sustained and further coastal build-up was
recorded.”® At the 32™ Standing Committee Meeting in 2012, Recommendation No. 66/1998 was
discussed and the Delegate of Turkey stated that authorities would monitor the situation more closely

! Tiirkozan 2000; Margaritoulis et al. 2003; Canbolat 2004

? Yilmaz et al. 2008

¥ Kaska et al. 2006

* Ilgaz et al. 2007; Katilmis et al. 2013

> Oruc et al. 2003

® See conclusions of papers in references.

" Bann C. & E. Basak. 2013. Published by the GEF-funded 2009-13 project “Strengthening the system of Marine
& Coastal Protected Areas of Turkey” Note: although the project dealt with anthropogenic impacts in some of
Fethiye SPA’s marine areas, it did not include implementation of conservation measures or the creation of a
business plan or management plan for the land area of the SPA.

8 T-PVS/Files 2010 23 (Government report); Authority’s letter in Annex 1 of MEDASSET, December 2011

¥ MEDASSET, December 2011

0 T.PVS/Files (2012) 42
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in 2013 and that matters were expected to improve.

In 2013, there was no improvement of the protection and management of the nesting beaches,
with the exception of beach furniture management in approx. 1.5 of 8 km of the nesting beaches and
some new signage which, however, remained inadequate. The coast was further built-up and habitat
destruction was documented.”” At the 33" Standing Committee Meeting in 2013, the delegate of
Turkey accepted that “the images [presented] are disturbing” and regretted that due to Ministry
restructuring a response was not available. MEDASSET’s call for a Case File to be opened was
supported by the delegate of Norway who also proposed that the Committee commissions an on-the-
spot assessment. A Case File was opened to address the issue together with the complaint regarding
Patara SPA (2012/9), to encourage Turkish authorities “to work towards greater accountability,
cooperation and responsibility”.

SUMMARY & CONCLUSION

In 2014, there was no improvement in the protection and management of the sea turtle nesting
beaches in Fethiye SPA. The only exception is some new information signs; sighage however
remains overall insufficient. Habitat destruction and coastal build-up continues. Businesses
expand on the nesting beaches, further reducing the available habitat and increasing
disturbances. The threats identified lead to the destruction of nests, unsuccessful nesting
attempts, mortality of hatchlings and adult turtles, overall contributing to the decline of nest
numbers in Fethiye.

Threats identified:

1. No beach furniture management or removal at night on 6.5 km of the 8 km nesting beaches.
Increase of beach furniture, especially of permanently fixed equipment, and of volleyball courts.

2. New hotel complex is under construction in the SPA with plans to make intensive use of a
relatively pristine sea turtle nesting area (Karatas beach).

3. Lack of signage in the largest proportion of the nesting beaches. The public is largely unaware of
the existing regulations.

4. Uncontrolled visitor access during day and night. Camping and use of vehicles on nesting

beaches.

Light pollution.*?

Litter on nesting beaches.™

Motorised watersports and fishing activities directly off nesting beaches.

Sand extraction.

Bushes and trees planted on nesting beaches in previous years have not been removed.™

10 No effective guarding and rules enforcement by authorities

©o~No O

In conclusion, since the complaint was submitted in 2009 and the opening of a case file in
December 2013, it is clear that the management of the protected area remains inadequate and
conservation measures are not being applied in Fethiye SPA to sufficiently protect sea turtles
and their habitats. In addition, the shipyard construction project on Akgél nesting beach is
being re-discussed and promoted by authorities.

Without urgent conservation action and effective management the recorded negative nesting trend will
not be reversed and the few remaining areas in Fethiye SPA that have not been damaged will continue
to be encroached upon by unplanned and unsustainable development.

1 T.PVS/Files (2013) 9

12 Disorientates hatchlings and disturbs nesting females.

13 Attracts predators, traps hatchlings on their way to the sea and can be consumed at sea by nesting adult turtles.
1 These reduce the available nesting area and the roots obstruct nesting.
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Given that habitat damage has already occurred within the protected area with obvious impacts
on the protected species, in view of the fact that there is little or no progress despite previous
commitments by the authorities and that Recommendation No. 66 has not been observed or
implemented so far in Fethiye SPA, the issue merits the special attention of the Standing
Committee.

MEDASSET urges the Bern Convention Standing Committee to:

Discuss the case file at the 34th Standing Committee Meeting in December 2014

Encourage and assist Turkish authorities to implement management and conservation measures
S0 as to ensure that the provisions of the Convention and existing Recommendations are applied.
Request an official update on the status of the shipyard construction project and reiterate the
request towards Turkish authorities to reject the proposed location of the shipyard.*

Conduct an on-the-spot assessment in summer 2015 in order to formulate recommendations that
will lead to a satisfactory solution, especially in the case of poor or no reporting by the Turkish
authorities on the matter or of lack of commitment to a detailed action plan to be implemented
prior to May 2015.

We call upon the Turkish authorities to:

Inform about the new Karatas hotel complex, environmental impact assessment and subsequent
conditions of operation (e.g. light pollution mitigation), rules of use of beach and marine area.
Implement, before May 2015 and throughout the sea turtle nesting and hatching season, a
comprehensive action plan that will strengthen management and enforcement in order to ensure
adequate protection of the SPA and especially of the nesting beaches. Apply the list of
recommended conservation actions provided in MEDASSET’s reports.

Produce a SPA management plan that will cover both the land and marine areas, and will include
a clear description of permitted land uses and activities.

Allocate the necessary financial and human resources that will ensure enforcement of regulations
and measures by authorities. With the support of the government, scientific teams attempt to
protect nests from increasing disturbances and raise awareness among beach users each summer;
these efforts cannot be fruitful in the absence of effective SPA management by local and national
authorities that will deal with the uncontrolled expansion of economic activities and subsequent
habitat destruction.

Cancel plans for the construction of a shipyard, drydock or marina, near or on Fethiye nesting
beaches.

The next section of the report presents a detailed account of the status of the nesting beaches, the
developments and threats recorded during the 2014 nesting season, as well as a brief list of
recommendations.

157 -10- 2011 letter of the Bern Convention Standing Committee Chair to the Minister of Environment and
Forestry
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DETAILED ASSESSMENT OF SEA TURTLE CONSERVATION IN FETHIYE SPA
IN 2014

For a detailed description of the Fethiye SPA nesting beaches see MEDASSET, September 20009.
1. Monitoring and conservation

Monitoring and conservation of the sea turtle nests were carried out by Hacettepe University in
summer 2014." To our knowledge the monitoring and protection activities started in the beginning of
June.

2. Beach furniture and permanent structures
Calis nesting beach (see Fig. 1-2 for map):

e  Calis Turizm ve Tamtma Dernegi (Calis Tourism and Promotion Association)'’” was responsible
for the implementation of beach furniture management measures along Section A of Calig
beach.’® Furniture on the rest of the beach remains unmanaged.

e In Section A (nesting beach lined by promenade - see Fig. 1)

— In previous years, two rows of beach furniture were allowed. In 2014, a third row of beach
furniture was observed in some areas that was not well spaced and was located inside the
core nesting zone (Fig. 3). Three rows of furniture are considered too dense for this nesting
beach.

— Sunbeds were not turned on their sides every night.

— Many beach users placed their own umbrellas and beach furniture on the beach zone where
umbrellas and sunbeds are prohibited (Fig. 4).

— Showers and cabins remain on the edge of nesting beach since 2012 and shower water was
not channelled into the sea and instead leaks directly onto the nesting beach. (Fig. 5)

e In Section B (nesting beach section not lined by promenade - see Fig. 2) businesses place 3 - 5
rows of beach furniture, wooden pathways and carpets on the nesting beach (Fig. 6). It seems
there is no restriction, supervision or management regarding the location and density of the
furniture, which occupies the nesting zone. None of the sunbeds are collected at night and
additional permanent structures are place on the beach. In addition:

— “Calis Spor Cafe”, established in 2013, has further occupied the beach: small tables and
chairs, sunbeds and umbrellas are spread out and 4 wooden pavilions were added (Fig. 7). As
per 2013 it installed a volleyball court on the beach.

—  “Surf Cafe” continues as per every year to place green carpets on the nesting beach, 2 - 3
rows of sunbeds, umbrellas and bean bags (Fig. 8). There is barely any furniture-free sandy
area left for sea turtles to dig their nests.

—  “Sunset Beach Apartments” has erected 3 new wooden pavilions on the beach (Fig. 9) in
addition to existing beach furniture.

— “Bakrac” open-air beach bar and disco established in 2013 continues its operation as per
2013 (see section 5); the music stage was removed from next to the waterline.

Yaniklar nesting beach (see Fig. 1 for map)

Beach furniture was not removed at night by Hotel Majesty Club Lykia Botanika and Majesty Club
Tuana, which placed two and three beach furniture rows with permanent sunshades respectively (Fig.
10). Volleyball courts were installed on the nesting beach by both hotels. A camping site maintains the
wooden pavilion and permanently fixed large sunshade construction (about 13 m long) on the nesting
zone that were installed in 2013.

'8 In the previous 3 years sea turtle monitoring & conservation in Fethiye was implemented by Pamukkale
University.

7 An association of hotels and restaurants along Calis Beach Section A, head of this association is Mete Ay, he
is also the owner of Golden Moon Hotel in Calis.

18 1n 2011-2013 FETAB (Fethiye Turizm Altyapi Birligi) was responsible for beach furniture management.
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Akgdl nesting beach (see Fig. 1 for map)

The nine permanent pavilions placed on the nesting beach in 2013 by “Karaot Restaurant” have not
been removed. The business also facilitated camping directly on the nesting beach (Fig. 11) and set up
a new volleyball court (Fig 12).

3. Signage

In Calis nesting beach, in Section A, five new signs have been erected at some of the 12 beach
entrances (Fig. 13) by the research team (yellow signs) and by Calis Turizm ve Tanitma Dernegi. An
information desk was operated during the evening on the promenade.

In Section B of Calis, throughout the approx. 1.8 km nesting beach, there are only two information
signs at the beginning of the beach, at a very small distance from each other in the same inappropriate
location as the sign erected in 2011 which had disappeared in 2012.

In Yaniklar nesting beach, there are two signs, one between “Yonca Lodge” and “Onur Camp” and
one in front of hotel Lykia Botanika Sun & Fun Club. Although there are more than six possible entry
points, no new signs have been erected.

In Akgdl nesting beach, the sign erected in 2013 has been removed.

4, Beach access

On all nesting beaches vehicle access was observed (Fig. 5, Fig. 14). Bulldozer ruts were visible in
front of Majesty Club Tuana in Yaniklar nesting beach. Cars, vehicle ruts and campers were
documented in Akgol beach (Fig. 15). The stream bed at the northern end of Akgél beach has not been
filled up as in 2013, nevertheless people are allowed to use the dry stream bed next to the nesting zone
as a parking area.

5. Light pollution

No new light pollution was observed along the nesting areas, but there have been no efforts to reduce
the existing severe light pollution.

Public lights at Calis Section A (promenade section) remain screened. However the lights from the
numerous businesses that line the beach have not been effectively shaded and light pollution
continues.

The disco “Bakrac” (est. 2013) at Calis Section B maintains its disco lighting equipment. In August
2014, over 200 people attended a night party involving light show, DJ music and foam.*® A similar
event was held on August 30" 2013.%°

In Yaniklar nesting beach, Hotel Majesty Lykia Botanika and Majesty Club Tuana continue to turn off
their pier lights and beach lights at night. Camping sites behind Yaniklar nesting beaches also turned
off their lights.

6. Litter
Litter was observed on all nesting beaches.
7. Buildings and structures

A new hotel complex (http://www.baruthotels.com/en/fethiye) is under construction above Karatas
beach which is located between Calis and Yaniklar beaches (Fig. 16). The beach till now is not under
intense development and nesting is documented here. Flood lights were used to light up the
construction site, affecting the nesting beach. Vehicle ruts were observed on the nesting beach, more
than in previous years, possibly related to the construction works (Fig. 17). The complex intends to
make intensive use of the nesting beach (Fig 18) and advertises 388 rooms, 5 restaurants, 6 bars
including a beach bar, water sports and jet skiing activities.

19 Source: http://www.fethiyetimes.com/news/44-news/12505-foam-party-huge-success-animal-aid.html
20 Source: http://www.fethiyetimes.com/news/44-news/7414-animal-aid-beats-ibiza-at-koca-calis.html
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8. Plantations and sand extraction

Acacia trees and bushes planted on Section B of Calig nesting beach since 2001 have not been
removed.

Sand extraction was documented next to Hotel Majesty Lykia Botanika in Yaniklar nesting beach
(Fig. 19).

9. Motorised water sports and fishing

Water sport activities and fishing activities were documented close to the shore of Yaniklar and Akgol
nesting beach (Fig. 20 & 21).

10. Shipyard/Drydock

MEDASSET has reported to the Bern Convention about government plans for the construction of a
shipyard/drydock on Akgél nesting beach and described in detail the expected negative impacts.?
Such a development will negatively affect the already declining nest numbers in Fethiye SPA and
permanently and irrevocably destroy Akgol nesting beach which is one of the last pristine sites of the
SPA where approximately a fifth of all nests in Fethiye are recorded. The project is incompatible with
the area’s protected status and is in complete contradiction with integrated coastal management
practices, conservation policies, laws and International Conventions.

Since December 2013, articles in the Turkish press report that local decision-makers, maritime
stakeholders and the Minister of Maritime Transport and Communications are promoting a “public
interest decision” to allow for the relocation and construction of a shipyard/drydock on Akgdl nesting
beach.?? Since national elections in March 2013 we are unaware of any further news or official action
regarding the issue.

The local community actively demonstrated against the project since February 2014 and a civil society
group against the project has been created.”® The group has informed that a lawsuit was filed against
the project, their side request for a stay of execution has been denied and that here has been no official
decision to stop the project but there may be re-evaluation of the project after the summer.

RECOMMENDATIONS

e Guarding needs to be reinforced and increased to enable correct implementation of management
and conservation measures (control of beach access, correct beach zone use by visitors, recording
and acting upon violations, etc). Guarding should commence at the start of the nesting season.
The beach area that should not to be used by visitors in order to protect nests should be made
evident via cordoning, signage or other effective means suitable for each beach area.

e Scientific monitoring and nest protection should commence at the start of the nesting season
(May) to ensure protection of all nests, as the tourist season kicks off in April.

e All sunbeds should be removed from the beach at night, or rearranged in an upright position and
secured or hung on the umbrellas, preferably locked. The number of sunbeds and umbrellas
should not increase. In all cases, sunbeds should not be placed in the sections of the beaches that
serve as prime nesting areas. Multiple rows of dense sunbeds and umbrellas need to be rearranged
and reduced to permit nesting turtles to access the beach and hatchlings to return to the sea
unhindered. Fixed structures, such as pavilions and cabanas should not be allowed.

2 MEDASSET complaint 2009; T-PVS (2010) 08 E; MEDASSET Update Reports April & December 2011.

22 For example, in Turkish: http://www.haberler.com/fethiye-marina-tasiniyor-5401729-haberi

In English: http://www.fethiyetimes.com/news/44-news/7500-fethiye-boat-yard-to-relocate-location-
announced.html

2 For example, in English: http://www.landoflights.net/local-news/temperatures-rise-over-fethiyes-boatyard-
relocation-24499.html

Karaot Platform website with photos of 8 Feb. 2014 demonstration:
https://www.facebook.com/KaraotDayanisma
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e False carpeting, acacia trees and planted bushes should be removed from the nesting beach.

o  Water from beach showers should be channelled to not directly run off onto the nesting beach, or
beach showers should be relocated away from the beach.

e Information sign location should be corrected and additional signs should be installed at the start
of the nesting season at all major entry points to the beaches.

e Vehicle and visitor access problems need to be tackled effectively. Fencing, that cannot be
removed, should be installed and be complemented by effective guarding, signage at the points of
entry, and education of residents, business owners and visitors. Bonfires, night parties,
fireworks and camping should not be allowed.

e Parking space: appropriate areas that would not involve the flattening of dunes and removal of
natural beach vegetation should be chosen.

o Damaged sand dunes and vegetated areas should be restored to their natural state.

e A code of conduct that will regulate fishing and motorised water sport activities in the marine
area should be adopted and communicated to the local businesses and community. Speed
restrictions and zoning should be applied to avoid injury of sea turtles during the day and night.

e Lights: business owners should be required to screen or paint with dark colours all lights shining
onto the beach that cannot be switched off during night hours during the nesting and hatching
season. This does not incur a high cost and is feasible along the entire Fethiye coastline. Light
show equipment should be prohibited.

e Litter: a coordinated effort can be pursued so that beach clean-ups combined with awareness
raising among locals can be conducted at the start of the nesting season and at the end of hatching
season. Rubbish collection should be done manually and not with the use of heavy machinery
(e.g. bulldozers). Daily litter collection could be combined with beach furniture collection/re-
arrangement at the end of the day.

e Regulations should be effectively communicated to stakeholders and business holders.
e  Authorities should ensure enforcement of rules and measures.

e No shipyard, drydock or marina should be constructed on the nesting beaches.

e Unbuilt beach areas should be secured against development.

e A SPA management plan that will cover both the land and marine areas should be formulated
that will include a clear description of permitted land uses and activities.
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Fig. 1. Fethiye among important nesting beaches (top) and Fethiye nesting beach sub-subsections
(bottom). Developments since 2006-7 are not shown here. Source: llgaz et al., 2007.
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Fig. 2. Fethiye, SPA. Calis. Section B. Imagery shows the continual coastal buildup, plantations and
beach use. Observe bottom image in comparison with top image, i.e. areas A-C.
Top: 2004 satellite imagery. Bottom: 2013 satellite imagery. Area ‘1’ includes “Calis Spor Cafe”
(2013), “Surf Cafe” and disco “Bakrac” (2013) among other businesses; ‘2’ is “Sunset Beach
Apartments” and ‘3’ is “Jiva Beach Resort” (2012); Yellow line is location of new road (2013).

Fig. 3. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Calis. Section A. In some areas an additional third dense row of
beach furniture was placed on the beach inside the core nesting zone (see red arrows).
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Fig. 4 August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Calis. Section A. Uncontrolled use of private umbrellas in nesting
zone. The nesting zone is not delimited and new information signs do not indicate that umbrella use is
not allowed in the nesting zone.
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Fig. 5. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Calis. Section A. Shower water spills directly on the nesting zone
(red circle). Note quad ruts along the nesting zone (red rectangle).
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Fig. 6a-b. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Calis. Section B.
Four rows of unmanaged beach furniture and pathways
completely occupy the nesting beach and were not
removed at night.
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F. 7 August 2014. thie SP. s SectinB. “Calis Spor ae” (top left and right) continues
expanding on the beach with newly erected wooden pavilions (bottom left and right).

K ‘A 4'.“.‘
Fig. 8a-b. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Calis. Section B. “Surf Cafe” continues to place green carpets,
2 - 3 rows of sunbeds, umbrellas and bean bags on the nesting beach and does not remove them at
night.

Fig. 9. ugust 2014. Fethie, SPA. ah. Setin B. Suse Beach Apartments installed 3 wooden
pavilions on the nesting beach.



-25- T-PVS/Files (2014) 16

Fig. 10. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Yaniklar. Hotel Majesty Club Lykia Botanika place two rows of
sunbeds and new permanent sunshades on the nesting beach. Majesty Club Tuana installed three
rows of similar sunshades. None of the hotels removed the sunbeds at night.

Fig. 11a-b. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Akgol. Tents (top) were erected next to the restaurant that
placed wooden pavilions (red circle) on the nesting beach in 2013. The wooden posts (red circle) in
front of the pavillions are all that remains from the 2013 information sign. Note vehicles on beach.
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Fig. 12. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Akgol. Fig. 14 A new volleyball court was installed on the
nesting beach; note the sea turtle nest inside the court (red circle).

Fig. 13a-b. August 2014. FetHiye,’ SPA. Calis. Section A. New signs were erected by the sea turtle
research team (left) and the Calis Tourism and Promotion Association (right) at beach entrances and
on the nesting beach.
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Fig. 14. August 2014. Fethiye, SP. Vehicle ruts were documented, demonstrating uncontrolled
beach access. Top: Bulldozer ruts on nesting beach in front of Majesty Club Tuana (left) and multiple
vehicle ruts (right) in Yaniklar nesting beach. Bottom: Vehicle ruts and car on Akg6l nesting beach.

Fig. 15. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Akgol. Camping (background) and vicls (foregroud) ere
allowed directly on the nesting beach.
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Fig. 16. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Karatas. Hotel construction site behind Karatas beach which is
located between Yaniklar and Calig beach (see Fig. 1).

Fig. 17. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Karatas. Numerous vehicle ruts were observed on the nesting
beach in front of the new construction site.
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Fig. 18. New hotel complex pamphlet shows that intensive use of Karatas nesting beach is planned.
Source: http://baruthotels.com/ekatalog/fethiye/EN/index.html#/2
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Lykia Botanika.

Fig. 20. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Yaniklar/Akgol. Fishing boat casts nets too close to nesting
beaches.
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Fig. 21. August 2014. Fethiye, SPA. Yaniklar. Motois watersport activities inside rii;ted
section (note white buoy that delimits boundary).
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UPDATE REPORT BY THE NGO
Marine Turtle Conservation in the Mediterranean

LOGGERHEAD SEA TURTLE (CARETTA CARETTA) CONSERVATION
MONITORING IN FETHIYE SPA, TURKEY
- March 2014 -

Document presented by
MEDASSET - the Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles

for the 34™ Standing Committee Meeting of the Contracting Parties to the Convention
on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern Convention)

MEDASSET hereby submits an update report on conservation issues relevant to marine turtles
and their habitats in Fethiye Specially Protected Area (SPA) in Turkey, for consideration by the first
Bureau Meeting of the Bern Convention (April 2014).

Background

The loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta) nesting beaches in Fethiye are among the 12 most
important nesting beaches in Turkey. The nesting beaches belong to the Fethiye-Gocek SPA
established in 1988. Threats to the nesting population have constantly increased since 1993. Scientific
studies have shown that nest numbers in Fethiye are severely declining.**

MEDASSET submitted a complaint to the Bern Convention in August 2009 about the severe
degradation of the protected sea turtle nesting beaches in Fethiye due to poor management, lack of
spatial planning and uncontrolled build-up of the coastal zone due to tourism development. The
complaint was discussed at the 30" Standing Committee Meeting in 2010, in relation to
Recommendation No. 66/1998. Commitments for improved protection were made by the Turkish
authorities, and in 2011 steps were taken to mitigate some of the tourism-related impacts during the
nesting season.”® In 2012, these management measures were not sustained and further coastal build-up
was recorded.”’ At the 32™ Standing Committee Meeting in 2012, Recommendation No. 66/1998 was
discussed and the Delegate of Turkey stated that authorities would monitor the situation more closely
in 2013 and that matters were expected to improve.

In 2013, there was no improvement of the protection and management of the nesting beaches,
with the exception of beach furniture management in approx. 1.5 of 8 km of the nesting beaches and
some new signage which, however, remains insufficient. Habitat destruction and coastal build-up
continued.”® At the 33" Standing Committee Meeting in 2013, the delegate of Turkey accepted that
“the images [presented] are disturbing” and regretted that due to Ministry restructuring a response was
not available. MEDASSET’s call for a Case File to be opened was supported by the delegate of
Norway who also proposed that the Committee commissions an on-the-spot assessment. A Case File
was opened to address the issue together with the complaint regarding Patara SPA (2012/9), to
encourage Turkish authorities to work towards greater accountability, cooperation and responsibility.
The Secretariat contacted the Turkish authorities with a reporting request and proposals of assistance
in January 2014.

Update (December 2013 - March 2014)

To our knowledge there are no signs of preparatory actions by the authorities to improve the
management and conservation of sea turtle nesting beaches in Fethiye SPA.

2 Tiirkozan 2000; Margaritoulis et al. 2003; Canbolat 2004; Oruc et al. 2003; llgaz et al. 2007; Katilmis et al.
2013

% T-PVS/Files 2010 23 (Government report); Authority’s letter in Annex 1 of MEDASSET, December 2011

? MEDASSET, December 2011

2T T-PVS/Files (2012) 42

% T-PVS/Files (2013) 9
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In addition, since December 2013, articles in the Turkish press report that local decision-makers,
maritime stakeholders and the Minister of Maritime Transport and Communications are promoting a
“public interest decision” to allow for the relocation and construction of a shipyard/drydock on Akgdl
nesting beach (aka Karaot, see Fig. 1-2). The local community actively demonstrated against the
project in February 2014 and created a civil society group against the project.*® MEDASSET has
reported about the shipyard construction plan to the Bern Convention, and described in detail the
expected negative impacts.** Approximately a fifth of all nests in Fethiye are recorded in Akgél, which
is one of the last pristine sites of the SPA. MEDASSET opposes the proposed location for the shipyard
construction. Such a development will permanently and irrevocably destroy the key nesting areas in
Akgol beach and negatively affect the already declining nest numbers in Fethiye SPA. The project is
incompatible with the area’s protected status and is in complete contradiction with integrated coastal
management practices, conservation policies, laws and International Conventions. The shipyard
should not be built on or near the nesting beaches in Fethiye SPA.

Conclusion

In conclusion, since the complaint was submitted in 2009, it is clear that no effective or adequate
measures have been applied in Fethiye to sufficiently protect sea turtles and their habitats. In addition,
the shipyard construction project on Akgdl nesting beach is being re-discussed and promoted by
authorities. Without urgent conservation action and effective planning the recorded negative trend of
nesting will not be reversed and the few remaining areas in Fethiye SPA that have not been damaged
will continue to be encroached upon by unplanned and unsustainable development. So far,
Recommendation No. 66 has not been observed or implemented in Fethiye.

MEDASSET calls upon the Turkish authorities to:

e Produce a SPA management plan that will cover both the land and marine areas, and will include
a clear description of permitted land uses and activities.

o Implement, before May 2014, a comprehensive action plan that will strengthen management and
ensure adequate protection of the SPA and especially of the nesting beaches.

e Consider the list of recommended conservation actions provided in MEDASSET’s reports that
have been submitted to the Bern Convention.

o Allocate the necessary financial and human resources that will ensure enforcement of regulations
and measures by authorities. With the support of the government, scientific teams attempt to
protect nests from increasing disturbances and raise awareness among beach users each summer;
these efforts cannot be fruitful in the absence of effective SPA management by local and national
authorities that will deal with the uncontrolled expansion of economic activities and subsequent
habitat destruction.

e Reject plans for the construction of a shipyard, drydock or marina, near or on Fethiye nesting
beaches.

We call upon the Bern Convention Standing Committee to encourage and assist Turkish
authorities to implement the above in order to ensure that the existing Recommendations are adhered
to. The issue merits the special attention of the Standing Committee, given that there is no progress
despite previous commitments and real habitat damage has occurred within this protected area with
obvious impacts on the protected species.

2 For example, in Turkish: http://www.haberler.com/fethiye-marina-tasiniyor-5401729-haberi

In English: http://www.fethiyetimes.com/news/44-news/7500-fethiye-boat-yard-to-relocate-location-
announced.html

% For example, in English: http://www.landoflights.net/local-news/temperatures-rise-over-fethiyes-boatyard-
relocation-24499.html

Karaot Platform website with photos of 8 Feb. 2014 demonstration:
https://www.facebook.com/KaraotDayanisma

38 MEDASSET complaint 2009; T-PV'S (2010) 08 E; MEDASSET Update Reports April & December 2011.
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We urge the Bureau to:

e consider conducting an on-the-spot assessment to collect information needed in order to address
the complaint, due to the lack of reporting on behalf of the Turkish authorities on the matter.

e request an official update on the status of the shipyard construction project and reiterate its
request towards Turkish authorities to reject the proposed location of the shipyard.*
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degradation in Cirali and Fethiye, Turkey.
RELEVANT RECOMMENDATIONS OF THE STANDING COMMITTEE

Recommendation No. 66 (1998) on the conservation status of some nesting beaches for marine turtles
in Turkey.

Recommendation No. 24 (1991) on the protection of some beaches in Turkey of particular importance
to marine turtles.
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Fig. 1. Location of Fethiye among other important nesting beaches (top) and Fethiye SPA nesting beach sub-
subsections (bottom). Source: llgaz et al., 2007 (developments since 2006-7 are not shown here).
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Fig. 2: Location of the planned drydock on Akgdl beach. Notelskele=Dockage; Kiyi Seridi=Coastline;
Parsel=Plot; Mendirek=jetty. Source: Leaflet distributed at a public meeting held in March 2011 in Fethiye (see
report by MEDASSET, April 2011).
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UPDATE REPORT BY THE NGO
Marine Turtle Conservation in the Mediterranean

LOGGERHEAD SEA TURTLE (CARETTA CARETTA) CONSERVATION
MONITORING IN PATARA SPA, TURKEY

- March 2014 -

Document presented by
MEDASSET - the Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles

for the 34™ Standing Committee Meeting of the Contracting Parties to the Convention
on the Conservation of European Wildlife and Natural Habitats (Bern Convention)

MEDASSET hereby submits an update report on conservation issues relevant to marine turtles
and their habitats in Patara Specially Protected Area (SPA) in Turkey, for consideration by the first
Bureau Committee Meeting of the Bern Convention (April 2014).

Background

Patara SPA is an archaeological site of international importance and a protected nature site that
includes a loggerhead sea turtle (Caretta caretta) nesting beach (see Fig. 1-2 for location and SPA
zoning).

Threats to Patara were first raised by MEDASSET in 1988. In 1996 a follow up Case File was
opened and Recommendation No. 54 was adopted. The File was closed in 2001; MEDASSET
continued to monitor the conservation status of Patara and submit reports to the Standing Committee.

In September 2012 MEDASSET submitted a complaint (2012/9) on a large scale summer house
construction project within the Patara SPA and on the failure of the current land use and management
plan to secure adequate protection for both the natural and archaeological site. As described in the
complaint, the project will impact the loggerhead nesting population, by increasing disturbances and
habitat damage. The complaint also presents an interpretation of the multiple changes to the zoning
and the management plan of Patara SPA, which made construction within the the 3rd Degree
Archaeological protected area possible, in disregard of expert opinion provided by archaeologists and
planners since 1978. The original plan did not allow any new permanent constructions in the 3rd
Degree Archaeological protected area apart from those necessary to cater to the needs of the small
village and envisaged the development of low-impact, small-scale tourism facilities, with the aim to
maintain cultural, historical, archaeological and natural components of the site.

No information on an EIA or carrying capacity study prior to the approval of the project is
available. To our knowledge the approval of the construction project has not been matched with an
updated plan to manage and mitigate the impacts of the increased users of the protected area.

In 2013, 27 villas and swimming pools were completed by Ozlenen Deniz Housing Cooperative,
and inadequate management of the nesting beach was documented (T-PVS/Files 2013 - 9).

In December 2013, the Bern Convention Standing Committee decided to open a case file
(2012/9) to address the complaint and to encourage Turkish authorities to work towards greater
accountability, cooperation and responsibility. No information or update was provided by the
Turkish delegate before, during or after the Standing Committee Meeting.

Update (December 2013 - March 2014)

Articles in the Turkish press in February 2014 (Annex 1) reported that KUMKO Housing
Cooperative will commence construction of 150 villas. HITIT Housing Cooperative stated that 122
villas will be constructed on the Cooperative’s lands within the protected area and added that their
request to exchange these lands for lands outside the protected area was not accepted by the
authorities. According to the press articles, in total 300 villas will be built by the three Cooperatives
inside the protected area (see blue area in Fig. 2).
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Conclusion

This large scale summer house construction project within Patara SPA is incompatible with the
Bern Convention Recommendations on the conservation and management of Patara beach: No. 12
(1988), No. 24 (1991), No. 54 (1996) and No. 66 (1998).

MEDASSET calls upon the Turkish authorities to:

e Provide a clear position regarding the construction project within the SPA and address the points
raised in MEDASSET’s complaint regarding the associated impacts, lack of an EIA and carrying
capacity study.

e Urgently re-evaluate the scale of the project.

e Revise the SPA management plan and implement, before May 2014, a comprehensive and
updated action plan that will strengthen management and ensure adequate protection of the
natural and archeological site

o Allocate the necessary financial and human resources that will ensure enforcement of regulations
and measures.

We call upon the Bern Convention Standing Committee to encourage and assist Turkish
authorities to implement the above in order to ensure that the existing Recommendations are adhered
and that any development within Patara is sufficiently managed and is compatible with its protected
status.

We urge the Bureau Committee to consider conducting an on-the-spot assessment to collect
information needed in order to address the complaint, due to the lack of reporting on behalf of the
Turkish authorities on the matter.
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Excerpts and rough translation of press article, published in www.odatv.com,
www.ulusalkanal.com.tr, www.acikgazete.com, www.turkcelil.com

O villa onay Tiirkiye'yi zora soktu
09.02.2014

Antalya'nin diinyaca iinlii antik kenti Patara'da
uluslarasi krize neden olan villa insaatlar1
Avrupali gevre Orgiitlerini ayaga kaldirirken,
bolgedeki kooperatifler ingaat yapabilmek igin
20 yildir beklediklerini dile getirerek kendini
savunuyor. Yiiksek Sehir ve Bolge Plancisi
Prof. Dr. Mehmet Tunger ise Patara'nin tarihi
ve dogal dokusuyla birlikte biitiiniiyle
korunmasi gerektiginin altini ¢izerek, antik
kentin yapilagma baskisiyla Bodrum ve Side
gibi olacagi uyarisinda bulundu.

PATARA iCiN BERN
KONVANSIYONUNA SIKAYET
DOSYASI SUNDULAR

Diinyanin en giizel kumsallarindan birine sahip
olan Antalya’nin Kas ilgesindeki Patara antik
kenti, uzun siiredir yapilagma tartigmalariyla
giindemde. Tarihi ve dogal dokusuyla ii¢ ayr1
koruma statiisii bulunan Patara’da, i¢in
hazirlanan ve 2008 yilinda onanan koruma
amagli imar planinin, gegcmiste durdurulan
yazlik amacli kooperatiflere diisiik yogunluklu
yapt izni vermesi Tiirkiye’yi uluslararasi
arenada zora soktu. Uluslararas1 Akdeniz Deniz
Kaplumbagalarin1 Koruma Birligi
(MEDASSET), Patara’daki yapilagsmaya iliskin
hazirladig sikayet dosyasimi Bern
Konvansiyonu Daimi Kurulu’na sundu.

KORUMA AMACLI PLAN PATARA'YA
NE GETIRIYOR

Yetkililere gére donemin OCK Kurumu
tarafindan yeniden diizenlenen ve 31 Ekim
2008’de Antalya Koruma Kurulu tarafindan
onaylanan Patara Koruma Amagcli Imar Plan,
“koy yerlesimi” ve “kooperatif alan1” olarak iki
ayr1 bolgeden olusuyor. Korumayi 6ngdren
plana gore, kooperatif alani olarak ayrilan
bolgede doga ve arkeoloji alanina zarar
vermeyecek ‘uyumlu’ ve ‘gdze batmayan’ ev,
pansiyon ve giiniibirlik tesislerin yapimina izin
verilirken, ilgili komisyonun izni alinmak
kaydiyla kamuya acik sosyal tesisler, restoran,
biife ve kafeterya gibi iiniteler de yapilabilecek.

PROF. DR. TUNCER: 'YAPI iZNi
VERILEN ALAN NEKROPOL OLABILIR'
Konuyla ilgili sorularimizi yanitlayan Yiiksek
Sehir ve Bolge Plancisi Prof. Dr. Mehmet
Tunger, bugiin kooperatiflere yapilasma izni

The construction of villas at world famous ancient
city of Patara, Antalya caused international crisis,
on the other hand the cooperative authorities defend
themselves by mentioning that they were waiting
for 20 years to get construction permission. Prof.
Dr. Mehmet Tunger, urban and regional planner,
noticed that if Patara couldn’t protect entirely with
her historical and natural aspects, the pressure of the
constructions will spoil the ancient city as happened
in Bodrum and Side.

COMPLAINT FILE ABOUT PATARA WAS
SUBMITTED TO BERN CONVENTION
Ancient city of Patara, having one of the world’s
most beautiful beaches at the Kas province of
Antalya, has been on the agenda for a long time
because of the construction discussions. When the
development plan with the aim of protection for
Patara, where is protecting by three different
statuses due to historical and natural importance,
approved in 2008 Turkey got in difficulty at
international arena as the summer housing
cooperatives which were stopped in the past are
getting permission for low density constructions.
Mediterranean Association to Save the Sea Turtles
(MEDASSET) submitted a complaint file to the
Standing Committee of Bern Convention related to
those construction permissions in Patara.

PATARA AND THE PLAN WITH THE AIM OF
PROTECTION

According to the authorities, the Patara
development plan aimed protection which is
rearranged by the organisation of Special Protected
Areas and approved by the Protection Committee of
Antalya on 31* October 2008 is formed from two
different districts as “village settlement” and “area
of cooperatives”. That plan which should consider
the protection, give permission to cooperatives to
build “harmonious” and “unobtrusive” houses,
pensions and daily facilities without causing any
harm at archaeological and natural sites. Also it
would be possible to build public establishments
like social centres, restaurants, kiosks, cafeterias by
the permission of concerning authorities.

PROF. DR. TUNCER: ‘THE AREA WHICH IS
PERMITTED TO CONSTRUCTION MIGHT BE
NECROPOLIS’

Prof. Dr. Mehmet Tunger, urban and regional
planner replied our questions concerning the subject
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verilen 3. derece arkeolojik sit alaninin,
nekropol olmasinin muhtemel oldugunun altini
cizerek, Yani burasi aslinda 1. derece
arkeolojik sit ilan edilmesi gerekli. Kazildik¢a
hem Likya hem de sonraki donemlere iliskin
lahit, mezar vb ¢ikmasi olasidir. Yani
denetimin ¢ok iyi yapilmasi, kazinin 6ncelikle
el ile yapilmasi, herhangi bir buluntuya
rastlandiginda durdurulmasi gereklidir” dedi.
'KORUMA KURULU UYELERI ILE
GORUSMEK AGIR CEZALIK BiR
SUCTUR'

Patara’daki kooperatiflerden birinin 17 Mayis
2013 tarihli faaliyet raporunda yer verilen,
"Antalya Koruma Kurulu'nun, mimari ve diger
projeler konusundaki etkin Gyesiyle 6n
goriismeler saglanmis, projelerimizin, kurul
yetkilisiyle 6n goriismeler yapildigi ve
mutabakati alindig1 i¢in 3-4 Haziran 2013'de
toplanacak olan Antalya Kultlr ve Tabiat
Varliklarini Koruma Kurulunca goriisme
giindemine alinacagina, reddedilmeden Kabul
edilecegine ve ingaat ruhsati verilecegine
kuvvetle inantyoruz" seklindeki ifadeleri de sert
dille elestiren Tunger, "Koruma Kurulu tiyeleri
ile goriisiilmesi agir cezalik bir sugtur. Umarim
bu konularda bagka iddialar giindeme gelmez"
goriigiinii savundu.

'"YAPILASMA BASKISIYLA PATARA
BODRUM VE SIDE OLACAK'

Patara i¢in hazirlanan planinin korumay1 degil,
cevreye aykiri olarak yapilasmay1 amagladigin
one siiren Tunger, kumsalindan arkeolojik sit
alanina kadar Patara’nin biitliniiyle koruma
alan1 olarak belirlenmesi gerektiginin altini
cizerek, “Kagak yapilagmalar tasfiye edilmeli
kesinlikle yeni hi¢bir yapilasmaya izin
verilmemelidir. Aksi takdirde yapilagsmalar
giderek artacak ve Patara antik kenti ici ve
cevresi arkeolojik alanlar1 tahrip edilmis yeni
bir Side, Halikarnasos (Bodrum), Keramos,
Perinthos olacaktir" goriigiinii savundu.

KOOPERATIF YETKILISI: '20 YILDIR
BEKLiYORUZ, MAGDUR EDILDIiK'
Tartismalarin odaginda olan Patara’da ii¢ ayri
yap1 kooperatifi bulunuyor. Konuyla ilgili
sorularimizi yanitlayan Yeni Hitit Yap1
Kooperatifi’nin yetkililerinden biri, alanda
uygulamayi planladiklar yapilasmanin dogaya
ve tarihi dokuya uygun olacagini belirterek
yap1 yogunlugunun da diisiik olacagini dile
getirdi. Kooperatifi Patara’nin OCK ilan
edilmesinden 6nce kurduklarini sdyleyen
yetkili, “biz burada 20-30 yildir bekliyoruz. Bu
konuda kooperatifimiz de magduriyet yasadi.
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as: “3rd degree archaeological site where is allowed
to construct by cooperatives might be necropolis.
Indeed this area should be determined as 1st degree
archaeological site. By the excavations it would be
possible to find out tombs, sarcophagus, etc. belong
to earlier and late periods of Lycia civilisation.
There should be an intensive inspection; first of all,
the excavation should be done manually and should
stop in case of any founding.”

‘TO GET CONTACT WITH THE MEMBERS OF
PROTECTION COMMITTEE IS A CRIME OF
MAJOR PUNISHMENT’

Tunger criticised strongly the explanation; “early
negotiations were provided concerning the
architectural and other projects with a member of
the Antalya Protection Committee, who plays a
prominent role in terms of projects and his approval
was obtained. So we strongly believe that
assessment of our projects shall be put on the
agenda of the meeting of Antalya Cultural and
Natural Heritage Protection Committee which shall
be hold on June 3-4, 2013 and they shall be
accepted without being refused and we shall obtain
the building license.” which is written at the activity
report, belonging to one of the cooperative dated 17
may 2013. He declared as: “Such contacts with the
members of Protection Committee would be
supposed as a crime for major case. | hope there
would be no more such assertion”.

‘PATARA WILL BECOME LIKE BODRUM
AND SIDFE’

Tunger suggested that the plan for Patara is
prepared with the aim of construction instead of
protection of environment. He stated that Patara
should be determined as protected area completely,
including all archaeological site and the beach. He
continued as: “Illegal buildings should be eliminate
and definitely any kind of new construction should
be banned. Otherwise the constructions will expand
gradually and after a while, antique city of Patara
will be like Side, Halikarnasos (Bodrum), Keramos,
Perinthos as the archaeological vestiges get spoiled
including the centre and all around”.
COOPERATIVE AUTHORITY: “WAITING FOR
20 YEARS, IT’S UNJUST”

Patara where the discussions are focused, contains
the investment of three different housing
cooperatives. An authorized person from “Yeni
Hitit” housing cooperative replied our questions. He
said that the constructions what they planned to
apply at the land would be in harmony with the
historical and natural environment, also the density
of construction would be very low. He continued as:
“The Cooperative is founded before Patara got the
status of Special Protected Area. We are waiting
here for 20-30 years. This is unjust for the



Daha 6nce 558 tiyemiz vardi. Bu siire
icerisinde iiye profilimiz degisti, sayilar
122’ye diistii. Uyelerimizin pek ¢ogu yaslandi,
iclerinde yasamini yitirenler oldu. Kimisinin
hisseleri de ¢ocuklarina devroldu. Alan
arkeolojik sit statiisiinde oldugu i¢in biz devlete
‘bize bagka bir yer goster’ dedik. Ama bu
teklifimiz kabul gérmezken, yillarca
yapilagmaya da izin verilmedi. Simdi 2008’de
hazirlanan koruma amagli imar plani
kapsaminda 700 metrekare alana 70 metrekare
yap1 yogunlugunda villalar yapmay1
planliyoruz. Gegmiste bu Alana 558 temel
atilmist. Simdi bu say1 122’ye diisecek.
Yorenin dokusuna uygun tas evler yapacagiz”
goriigiinii dile getirdi.Kooperatife ait 100
doniimliik alanda yeni ingaatlar yapmak i¢in
hazirliklar yapildigini anlatan yetkili, bu
konuda il 6zel idaresi ve koruma kurulunun
kararlarin1 beklediklerini soyledi.

'"TUM ALANDA SONDAJ CALISMASI
YAPILDI'

Kooperatife ait alanin nekropol olabilecegi
yoniindeki goriisleri de sordugumuz yetkili,
Antalya Miizesi uzmanlarinca tiim alanda
sondaj ¢alismasi yapildigini ancak herhangi bir
kultlr varhigina rastlanmadigini dile getirdi.

3 KOOPERATIF, 300 VILLA

Patara’da Yeni Hitit disinda Kumko ve
Ozlenen Deniz ad1 altinda toplam {i¢ ayr1 yapi
kooperatifi bulunuyor. Ozlenen Deniz
kooperatifi, Ova beldesi sinirlarinda oldugu
icin gectigimiz yil 27 villanin ingaatini
tamamladi. Kumko kooperatifi ise 150 villa
yapmaya hazirlantyor. Béylece kdy
yerlesimindeki yapilagsma haricinde Patara’da
300’e yakin yeni villa insa edilmis olacak.
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cooperative and the members. Before we had 558
members, now it’s reduced to 122. Most members
get old now, even some of them are died. Some
members transfer their shares to their children. As
the land has the status of archaeological site we ask
to the authorities to exchange our lands . This
proposal was not accepted but also all those years
they didn’t give construction permission. Now,
according to the development plan which is aimed
to protection and approved in 2008 we consider to
build the villas with a density of 70 m2 at every
700m2 lands. At the beginning 558 basements were
prepared all over this area, now they will reduce to
122. We will build stone houses which would fit
this environment”. He explained that 10 hectares of
cooperative lands were prepared for new
constructions and just waiting the decisions of
Protection Committee and Province Administration
to start.

‘SURVEY DONE ALL OVER THE LAND’

The suspicion that the cooperative land might be the
necropolis was commented by this person: “All over
the land was surveyed by the experts of Antalya
Museum but they couldn’t find any trace of cultural
heritage”.

3 COOPERATIVES, 300 VILLAS

There is three different housing cooperatives exist
in Patara, beyond “Yeni Hitit” the other two of them
called as; Kumko” and “Ozlenen Deniz”. However
“Ozlenen Deniz” cooperative is being in the borders
of Ova municipality, they had begun to build 27
villas and completely finished them last year.
“Kumko” cooperative is getting prepared to build
150 villas. So except the constructions at village
settlements, there would be around 300 villas will
build at cooperatives’ areas.




