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FOREWORD
								
The Board Committee of
							
The Foresters’ Association of Turkey

The Foresters’ Association of Turkey (The TOD / Turkish: Türkiye Ormancılar Derneği) was founded on 26th
December 1924, only one year after the declaration of the Republic of Turkey. In 1951, The TOD gained the
official status of “Association for the Public Welfare” and became the first environmental association holding
this title.
The Foresters’ Association of Turkey has provided an important contribution to the history of forestry in
Turkey, forestry history in Turkey and the TOD have become intertwined. In 1956, The TOD started a big
afforestation project, namely “Atatürk Ormanı”, and the outcome of the project is now a spectacular forest
in Ankara in the METU campus. The TOD, which was founded by forest engineers who were specialized
in stream rehabilitation, erosion control, reforestation, afforestation, establishing wild animal regeneration
stations, recreation areas, etc. prepared “Green Book” and affected Turkish society on the eve of new
Turkish constitution of 1961 preparations in 1960.
Overall objective of the TOD is to establish a healthy environment for today and the future and to
universalize the love of nature. The TOD aims to contribute to the development of forestry science and
technology, and contribute to solving forestry related problems using scientific approach concerning actual
needs. The TOD has been organizing various non-profit activities such as seminars, panels, meetings
etc. aiming to increase the consciousness for forest ecosystems and nature. Apart from many various
publications, The TOD has been publishing its periodical “Orman ve Av” since 1928.
Ecotourism has been put on the agenda globally and nationally in recent years. The TOD, naturally, has been
involved in this process. The Foresters’ Association of Turkey - Ecotourism Group (TODEG) was founded in
2000 and started organizing non-profit ecotourism and ecosystem tours and promoting ecotourism in Turkey
in 2001. The participants to those non-profit tours are informed about the environment and ecosystems by
voluntary experts of the ecotourism group. Apart from the tours, the group organizes activities for school
kids as well.
TODEG, since its establishment, has consistently received positive feedbacks. Therefore, it has expanded
its activities by opening a branch in İstanbul which is the biggest city of Turkey. Ecotourism group has been
refining itself concerning its participants’ recommendations since then. Having witnessed very different
approaches in ecotourism and many other activities being known under the name of ecotourism, TODEG
completed its 10th year and the necessity of a workshop on ecotourism initiative has emerged.
With this workshop, relevant institutions and organizations, researchers, academics as well as practitioners
are meant to be brought together, and it has been aimed to draw a conceptual framework, discuss
ecotourism multi-dimensionally as much as possible and share the outputs with the public. This book
includes the outputs of the six working groups of TODEG workshop and some articles.
As the Board Committee of the TOD, we believe that this book will fill an important gap in ecotourism
concept in Turkey. We appreciate and owe many thanks to the organizing committee of the workshop and all
persons, institutions and organizations who have contributed to this book.
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Kubilay ÖZYALÇIN
Chairman of TODEG

Urbanization and industrialization are creating a pressure on rural areas and forest ecosystems,
There are legal attacks on the forest lands in Turkey,
The forest villagers are the poorest segment in Turkey and are forced to leave their villages in order to make
ends meet,
The public is sometimes misinformed by relevant institutions on forest fires, fight against erosion, national
parks, wildlife, forest planning and afforestation efforts,
When considered together with these facts of our country, the concept of ecotourism comes to fore as
a way of contributing to rural development and introducing the ecosystems to people who feel the heavy
weight of the urban life on their shoulders, who act on an impulse to understand nature and who wish to
develop a consciousness on nature-related issued.
Ecotourism can also be used as an important tool in raising the awareness of the population living “in”
nature and educating them on how they can protect their own ecosystems. Efforts in this direction will also
have other noteworthy benefits, such as reducing the impact of climate change and increasing the carbon
sequestration and storage capacity.
With a view to contribute to rural development, several volunteers of the Foresters’ Association of Turkey
(TOD) said “it is not far” and established TODEG, the TOD Ecotourism Group, in 2000. These volunteers
were going to try to create a public opinion on forest ecosystems through organizing non-profit excursions,
and they were going to inform the participants with scientific data. They gave priority to forest ecosystems,
which were their area of expertise and which covered an area of 20 million ha in Turkey, and to areas under
protected status. The decisive factors in those initial excursions were trekking routes that were not too long
and tiring, suitable infrastructure for resting and eating, and being already acquainted with the officials of
the destination areas. In 2001, the excursions started; 4 out of 5 planned excursions were successfully
performed. In these excursions, it was seen that considering only the characteristics of the destination was
not enough; sufficient consideration had to go to participants’ state of health and whether they were clothed
appropriately for the walk. On one hand they provided information on the ecosystem characteristics, wildlife,
non-wood forest products, any afforestation activities, traces of erosion and other forestry activities related
to the area, and on the other hand they experienced the challenges of moving with a group comprised of a
diversity of people from various age groups and backgrounds.
In the light of their experiences, they started to develop and implement rules; they made sure that there
were at least two travel supervisors, one in the lead and one in the rear in all excursions, and that these
supervisors used radios for communication and kept available a medical kit against possible insect bites or
light injuries; group members also took first aid courses. It became a rule to survey the area before each
excursion.
Since TODEG was an Ankara-based formation, travel destinations were selected from areas in the vicinity
of Ankara, and the people of Ankara became the target group. Hence, lots of excursions were made to
many forest ecosystems around Ankara, such as the Soğuksu National Park, Karagöl, Beynam Forest,
Işık Mountain, Eğriova, Yünlü Plateau, Kirmir River, Mahkeme ağacı, Sivrihisar, Çamkoru, Beypazarı Bird
Sanctuary, Çamlıdere Fossil Forest, Hasanoğlan and Elmadağ. Travels were organized to 14 out of 41
national parks in Turkey, and participants were given information about these areas. In addition to nature
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parks and nature conservation areas, areas with high resource values in forest ecosystems such as Eastern
Black Sea, Çatacık, Yenice, Pınarbaşı etc were also included in the program.
In every excursion, care was taken to make sure that an expert was present to explain the area, and
endeavours were made to increase the level of knowledge, curiosity, consciousness, love and dedication to
conservation in the participants and ensure that they were aware and advocates of natural assets. During
these activities, necessary precautions were taken with regard to information, safety, health and security.
Organizing an average of ten excursions a year since 2000, TODEG employed due care to leave an income
for the local people in its travels and excursions; but despite all good intentions, the desired levels could not
be achieved in this sense. The fact that the local people in the travelled areas were mostly not prepared for
such an activity was an important factor in this failure.
Inclusion of members from different backgrounds rather than forest engineers in TODEG further enriched
and strengthened the group. TODEG meetings where pre-travel preparations were discussed, post-travel
experiences were shared and the overall excursion was evaluated became routine. As the group got more
experienced, the travel program evolved, with half of the program dedicated to long distance excursions with
accommodation, and the number of travels per year was increased. Moreover, with its registered logo and
membership to TIES, TODEG’s institutional aspect was further reinforced.
What we have been able to achieve to date were really not that far away. We still have a lot of things to do,
but they are not that far either … We want to tell you of the value and importance of the “Giden Gelmez
Forest” in Antalya, our endemic and relict sweet gum forest reduced to a total area of 1,000 ha, and of many
more.
Today, in a time when tens of definitions are used for ecotourism, widely differing practices are promoted
and marketed under ecotourism label. Each of these practices needs to be questioned in view of reducing
the negative impact to nature caused by humans, raising environmental and cultural awareness, ensuring
direct contribution to conservation, and ensuring direct financial support to local people.
In the name of contributing to developing a definition of what is and what should be understood from
ecotourism in Turkey, we felt the need to organize a workshop on “Ecotourism in Forest Ecosystems” in this
tenth anniversary of our founding. With the support of the members of the workshop organization committee,
Mr. Ercan VELİOĞLU, Ms. Filiz SÖNMEZ, Ms. Mehtap ÖZTEKİN, Mr. Selim AHIRLI and Mr. Murat ALAN, as
well as all TODEG members, we held the “Workshop on Ecotourism in Forest Ecosystems” on 20-22 May
2010 as a product of over a year of intensive preparations. We owe our thanks to the Board of Directors of
the Foresters’ Association of Turkey for their unending financial and spiritual support, to GEF-SGP Small
Grants Program Turkey for their contributions and of course all the participants to the workshop working
groups.
With this book, we aimed to share the outputs of this workshop held with a total of 91 participants including
3 representatives from international agencies, over 20 academicians from 14 universities, 14 researchers,
experts representing 3 ministries and their general directorates, and representatives of democratic mass
organizations and civil society organizations. We hope that we have been able to provide an opportunity for
those interested in ecotourism, which is also a fairly new concept in the world, to learn about the current
situation and contribute to developing ecotourism in Turkey.
May 2010 Ankara
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Ecotourism is to leave the least negative impact at visited area
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Report of 1st Working Group

CURRENT SITUATION IN TURKEY, PROBLEMS AND
SUGGESTIONS FOR SOLUTION
1. Ecotourism is not directly included in the national legislation.
2. National tourism strategies do not include an ecotourism strategy.
3. Ecotourism areas have different statuses (agricultural areas, forests, protected areas, natural and historical
reserves etc.) and the institutions executing authority over these statuses are also different.
4. In areas with similar characteristics (national parks, nature reserves, special environmental conservation areas
etc) different institutions have jurisdiction.
5. Local authorities do not respect the planned decisions. It seems protect&use is replaced with use&protect.
6. Local people are reluctant to take part in ecotourism practices.
7. Areas used for ecotourism are usually fragile ecosystems, and making the same mistakes made in mass
tourism in these areas can have severe consequences.
8. The number of ecotourism activities calculated by compiling the numbers reported by travel agencies does
not reflect the truth. And these activities (rafting etc) are usually activities criticized for their inclusion
under ecotourism. Activities undertaken by NGOs, local organizations/societies and private groups are not
represented in these numbers.

Current Legislation
1. The amended Article 8A1(c)(d) of the Tourism Encouragement Law no. 2634, and paragraph (d) and (f)
of the amendments regarding the areas accepted as forest in the Forest Law no. 6831 are related to
ecotourism.
2. The Long-term Development Plans (UDGP) provided for in the Law no. 2873 on National Parks and the
usage and conservation decisions of these plans contain provisions regarding ecotourism practices.
3. The Regulation on Area Guides for Protected Areas contains provisions on ecotourism practices.
4. The duties and powers vested in municipalities with the latest amendments in the Municipal Law no. 5272
dated 7.12.2004 contain provisions regarding ecotourism practices.
Apart from these, the following legislation can also be linked to ecotourism in one way or another.
• Constitutional Article 23 on Freedom of Residence and Movement
• Forest Law no 6831
• Civil Code no. 4721
• Law no. 4856 on Organization and Duties of the Ministry of Environment and Forestry
• Environmental Law no.2872
• Decree having the Force of Law no. 383 on Establishment of the Environment Protection Agency for
Special Areas
• Law no. 4915 on Terrestrial Hunting
• Law no. 2863 on Protection of Cultural and Natural Entities
• Law no. 5286 on Village Services
• Law no. 2924 on Supporting Development of Forest Villages
• Settlement Law no. 3194
• Tourism Encouragement Law no. 5634
• Law no. 5302 on Special Provincial Administration
• Municipal Law no.5394
• Law no. 5216 on Greater City (Metropolitan) Municipalities
• Law no. 1618 on Travel Agencies and the Union of Travel Agencies
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SUGGESTIONS
1. An appropriate definition of ecotourism should be
adopted.
In the discussions on this matter, the group discussed which
institution should prepare the law and it was expressed
that a new definition is likely to create problems in possible
developments and changes; the group reached a consensus that
introducing a definition including the elements of ecotourism
(natural environment, ecological and cultural sustainability,
training and explanation, economic benefit at local level) in the
law on tourism would be beneficial.
2. By consulting the opinions of other relevant institutions, it
should be ensured that ecotourism takes its rightful place in
the National Tourism Strategy.
The group emphasized the need for filling under the heading
of ecotourism in the National Tourism Strategy prepared by the
tourism cluster under the coordination of the Ministry of Culture
and Tourism, and reflecting the views and opinions of different
institutions and organizations with regard to implementation. Also,
a national ecotourism strategy should be prepared.

6. Starting from the ecotourism areas that are
currently in use, a network should be established for
monitoring these areas; this network should be updated
periodically.
7. Good examples from abroad (Slovakia, Indonesia
etc.) should be taken into consideration.
All segments taking a responsibility in the cluster should
share their experiences via various communication channels,
and these experiences should be made public.
8. It should be ensured that institutions carrying out
activities on rural development allocate an adequate
budget to ecotourism investments.
DG Rural Development, DG Forest Village, Forest
Cooperatives Central Union (ORKOOP), DG Foundations
etc should create budget lines for ecotourism and enhance
existing budget lines.
9. Strategies and priorities of development agencies
should include ecotourism.

3. Ecotourism areas with similar characteristics (national
parks, nature reserves, special environmental preservation
areas etc) should be brought together under a single
management.

While the importance of local governments and local
level in ecotourism is obvious, it would be useful to warn
and encourage newly developing Regional Development
Agencies to prioritize ecotourism.

Combining national parks, nature reserves and special
preservation areas, which are currently the heavily used
for ecotourism, or in other words all protected areas, under
a common management will be beneficial in planning,
implementation and supervision of ecotourism and will minimize
adversities.

10. A national ecotourism union should be established.

4. Rules should be set for ecotourism practices in areas
protected under different statuses and hence falling under
the jurisdiction of various different institutions.

11. Practices and arrangements should be introduced
to ensure that local people and NGOs are included in
ecotourism practices and planning.

Fore areas currently used heavily for ecotourism (agricultural
areas, protected areas, natural and historical preservation areas
etc.), each institution should set the ecotourism rules for its own
areas. For example, for forest areas where ecotourism activities
are frequently held, necessary improvements should be made as
specified in article 25 of the Forestry Law no. 6831.

The participation of the local level, which is an indispensable
element of ecotourism, should be ensured at all phases, their
institutional development and education should be ensured,
and they should be economically encouraged.

5. Throughout the country, an inventory of potential
ecotourism areas should be taken and the priorities of
these areas should be set.

Establishment of a national ecotourism union by cluster
representatives such as tour operators, NGOs, local unions
and line institutions can prevent unfavourable practices.
This union can also set the ecotourism principles and be the
accreditation body.

12. Activities carried out by NGOs, local organizations
and private groups should be identified, together with
their characteristics, and included in the statistics.

ECOTOURISM IN FOREST ECOSYSTEMS WORKSHOP AND TODEG IN ITS TENTH YEAR

8										

Report of 1st Working Group

REPORT OF

2

ND

WORKING
G RO U P

WHAT ARE THE EFFECTS OF
ECOTOURISM ON FOREST ECOSYSTEMS?
HOW SHOULD ECOTOURISM PLANNING
AND SUPERVISION BE CARRIED OUT?

ECOTOURISM IN FOREST ECOSYSTEMS WORKSHOP AND TODEG IN ITS TENTH YEAR
10. YILINDA TODEG VE ORMAN EKOSİSTEMLERİNDE EKOTURİZM ÇALIŞTAYI

		
										
Report of 2nd Working Group											
13

9

Members of the Working Group
Assoc. Prof. Kenan OK (Facilitator - Istanbul University)
Asst. Prof. Gül GÜNEŞ (Facilitator - Atılım University)
Yaşar DİNÇSOY (Reporter – TODEG)
Mehmet ÇALIKOĞLU (Western Mediterranean Forestry Research Directorate)
Zerrin AY (Western Mediterranean Forestry Research Directorate)
Erdoğan ERTÜRK (DG Nature Conservation and National Parks / DKMPGM)
Dr. Süleyman ALKAN (Eastern Black Sea Forestry Research Directorate)
Özgür KİRACIOĞLU (Aegean Forestry Research Directorate)
Mustafa BEKTAŞ (Nallıhan Tourism Volunteers Society)
Gökmen YALÇIN (Global Environment Fund)
Mustafa BAYRAK (DG Forest Village Relations)
Hülya KILIÇ (General Directorate of Forestry)
Hakan OLGUN (General Directorate of Forestry)
Mehmet Emin ASLAN (DG Forest Village Relations)

ECOTOURISM IN FOREST ECOSYSTEMS WORKSHOP AND TODEG IN ITS TENTH YEAR

10									

		

Report of 2nd Working Group

CURRENT SITUATION IN TURKEY, PROBLEMS AND
SUGGESTIONS FOR SOLUTION
Effects of Ecotourism on Forest Ecosystems
It is known that if there are no interventions to use of resources in an area where ecotourism activities
take place, many disruptions will occur in many areas from animal behaviour to social values. Usage that
exceeds an area’s carrying capacity poses many threats such as compacting on trekking paths, landslides
and landslips in mountainous or inclined routes, withdrawal of plant and animal species from the area,
behavioural disorders and breeding losses in animals and plants, solid and liquid waste, and noise, all of
which can become the negative impacts of ecotourism when not addressed with a sustainable approach.
The International Ecotourism Society (TIES) defines ecotourism as “responsible travel to natural areas that
conserves the environment and improves the well-being of local people”. Nevertheless, it is seen that the
rural dimension of ecotourism can also become a problem. Sometimes rural development is placed before
all other purposes, sometimes it is totally ignored, and sometimes it becomes an entirely new area of social
conflict. It is also important that ecotourism is managed with a sustainable approach and addressed as an
instrument rather than a goal in the development of an area. Because, as it is the case in all other areas of
tourism, the biggest threat for ecotourism is “unsustainable use by humans”. Therefore our working group
accepts that sustainable ecotourism depends on transforming it into a “planned” activity.

Current Situation in Turkey Regarding Ecotourism Planning
and Regulation
The discussions were focused on the following questions: “Is ecotourism planning performed today? Is there
a planning and supervisory institution and is there an example for this practice?” The outcomes derived from
the discussions are as follows:
• Decisions taken to date on ecotourism planning remain at macro level; practices and demand for planning
are inadequate.
• Ecotourism works mostly focus on the planning phase. In plans prepared for ecotourism, it is not even
possible to clearly see the phases of a classical planning process.
• In Turkey, studies on identifying the ecotourism assets of various regions have grown in number. Yet, the
outputs of these studies are devoid of the content that will allow determining the time, location and rules
for planning.
• Outputs of current situation analyses are not in the quality that will allow developing planning, monitoring
and evaluation criteria or making comparisons.
• There is not a clear-cut understanding of tourism or a sufficient level of awareness in the country, in
addition to the lack of any policies in this area.
• Most of the activities carried out under the ecotourism label become topic of debates because of their
classification under ecotourism.
• Different approaches adopted by different institutions and organizations involved in ecotourism activities in
Turkey factor in the emergence of this situation. Every institution prepares a separate plan. Moreover, it is
still not clear where ecotourism activities should take place and where and how the line should be drawn.
Areas where ecotourism is performed include various land utilization categories and are therefore covered
under the jurisdictions/duty domains of different institutions and organizations.
• Since there is no single organization authorized to make the national ecotourism policy, each institution
prepares a plan based on its own dynamics, which results in conflicts and confusions with regard to
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jurisdiction between institutions and organizations.
• Opinions of local communities are still not adequately integrated into ecotourism-related efforts. Situation
analyses of ecotourism generally do not address the socio-cultural aspect adequately.
• Decisions that have been taken to date in Turkey with regard to ecotourism have remained at the planning
level (they were included in the 5-year development plan and the 2023 strategy) but have not found a
place in practice.
• In forest areas where ecotourism is carried out, OGM (General Directorate of Forestry) makes functional
plans, and in protected areas DKMPGM (DG Nature Conservation and National Parks) prepares long-term
development plans and recreational area projects. However, these plans are usually not supported with
ecotourism implementation plans.
• These plans are usually not addressed with a participatory approach in which all interest groups are
included in the planning process.
• Awareness of local communities is not raised from the beginning.
• Current situation analyses are not developed to obtain the additional data necessary to expose the
alternatives that will be the basis of possible planning decisions; instead, a single-phase evaluation is
preferred.
• There are serious shortcomings in the management of inventory works. Area inventories are usually limited
to general information. Forms for inventory taking are developed, yet there are shortcomings in filling out
these forms. Moreover, there is shortage of well-equipped personnel for taking inventory, and the multidisciplinary working concept has not yet become widespread in the country.
• When making ecotourism plans, alternatives are usually not explored, and the first option that comes to
mind is transformed into a decision.
• In a classical ecotourism plan, the aim is described as “developing ecotourism”, and aims and objectives
are not clarified enough to allow monitoring and evaluation. Current situation cannot be determined in the
way required for monitoring and evaluation.

SUGGESTED STAKEHOLDERS:
• With regard to planning, monitoring and evaluation, interest groups should be addressed separately at
national and regional levels. The key interests groups at the national level are the Ministry of Environment
and Forestry, the Ministry of Culture and Tourism, the Ministry of Agriculture, national civil society
organizations (CSO) and universities.
• The key interest groups at regional or local level include the local organizations of national interest groups,
local administrations, local CSOs and other social groups that should be identified via on-site analyses.
Hence, interest groups analyses developed at a local scale should be preferred for each implementation.
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SUGGESTIONS ON LEGISLATION,
PRINCIPLES, RULES AND STANDARDS
• Natural and cultural resources that are the subject of
ecotourism are assets “with maximum scarcity”. Ecotourism
can result in loss of assets, social conflicts and economic
losses. And very few choices are left after ecotourism assets
are “destroyed”. Hence, undesirable consequences should be
prevented before they manifest. It is a must for ecotourism to
become a planned activity.
• It is necessary to develop a legislation that will encourage
making and implementing ecotourism plans.
• The country’s development plans should explain who will
determine the national ecotourism strategies, how, according
to which principles and at what intervals. Turkey should have
a national ecotourism council that will determine the national
strategies and the members of which will be elected via a
predetermined procedure.
• Each DG should prepare the ecotourism plans for the areas
under their jurisdiction in cooperation with the relevant
institutions. In areas under joint jurisdiction, the institution
holding most of the assets that constitute the resources
of ecotourism should prepare the ecotourism plan in
communication with the other institutions.
• Ecotourism plans should be area-specific, and should take
into consideration the unique dynamics of each locality.
This includes level of acceptance of ecotourism by the local
community and their view of ecotourism. Hence, active
participation of local people and all interest groups in the
planning and management phases should be ensured.
• Ecotourism planning and management requires a multidisciplinary and participatory (inclusive) approach. The team
that will carry out inventory works should include different
disciplines, and should be able to present a common mind.
• Inventory-taking and inventory analysis are very important
for identifying the current situation in ecotourism planning.
In this sense, it is necessary to use inventory forms that can
clearly identify the cultural, social and economic dimensions
of ecotourism. Hence, site-specific inventory forms should
be developed and used. Inventory works may take long, yet
it is important that they are carried out continuously without
delays. In inventory works, inventory forms should be of a
guiding nature. However, they should later on be developed
in a way that will form the basis of the inventory for that area
by experts. The ecotourism potential revealed through these
works will surely provide a very good guidance.
• Economic development should not be the sole objective in
ecotourism planning; targets for raising the awareness of
local people should also be incorporated in the planning.
• In an ecotourism planning, economic, ecological and social
criteria should be clearly described and site-specific criteria

for measuring these three dimensions should be identified.
• When preparing ecotourism plans, it is also necessary to
conduct problem analyses. Also, the inventory works carried out
should lead to possible alternatives; one of these alternatives
should then be selected based on an evaluation according to
criteria identified to measure the possible effects on ecosystem,
economy and social environment.
• An ecotourism plan should analyze technical, institutional
and financial problems. Furthermore, the plan should not
lead to changing the lives of local people, and should take
into consideration the relevant economic, social and regional
dimensions.
• A successful planning and projecting phase is the prerequisite
for successful monitoring and evaluation. Monitoring is a method
that serves to control the effects of tourism development and
tourism activities, and that should not be excluded.
• Monitoring requires methodology, criteria/indicators and
comparison. The analyses conducted, the aims, objectives,
criteria and benchmarks developed and the decision-making
model used at the planning phase create the necessary
methodology, criteria and standards. Ecotourism planning should
result in success indicators that will be used in monitoring the
implementation.
• Monitoring should be carried out by an independent unit and
should be evaluated with people from different interest groups
in line with a participatory approach. Cases not in conformity
with the decisions set in the plan and identified as a result of the
monitoring process should be encouraged to conform by giving
examples of other cases, instead of punishment.
• Ecotourism plans should have a governance model for
monitoring and evaluation. This model should specify the
implementation phases in which monitoring should take place,
the indicators to be used for monitoring and by whom the
monitoring should be undertaken.
• Ecotourism practices should be evaluated, and progress made
in specific activities should be checked through evaluations
undertaken periodically.
• Authorized persons and institutions should reach an agreement
on the definitions of the indicators, the measurement methods,
the means of verification and the acceptable standards to be
used in monitoring and evaluation.
• Integrity should be ensured between the ecotourism
implementation plans prepared for forests managed by the
General Directorate of Forestry (OGM) and the protected
areas managed by the DG Nature Conservation and National
Parks (DKMPGM) and the other relevant plans (national park
development plans, functional forest management plans etc).
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Monitoring & Evaluation
• A separate monitoring and evaluation (M&E) system should be developed to identify the progress and
developments with regard to ecotourism policies and strategies specified by national, sectoral and regional
plans and programs. When developing this system, the persons and institutions to undertake monitoring
and evaluation, and the M&E times and indicators should be set forth clearly.
• Each and every ecotourism plan should be monitored in relation to their aims, objectives and success
indicators. The party having the responsibility of monitoring should be clarified at the planning phase, and
the means of verification for the indicators to be used for monitoring as well as the measurement methods
should be set forth clearly.
• At specific intervals, “evaluations” should be conducted following the monitoring of specific ecotourism
activities. It should be ensured that these evaluations are done by independent teams using the indicators
referred to in the pre-implementation situation analyses, and that findings based on these indicators are
generated using the means of verification that are based on scientific methods.
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CURRENT SITUATION IN TURKEY, PROBLEMS AND
SUGGESTIONS FOR SOLUTION
It has been argued under three main headings: Administrative, Legal and Socioeconomic Situations
concerning the questions “What are Turkey’s current situation and problems?” “How and by whom should
ecotourism be performed?” and “What is the perception of ecotourism?” in relation to eco-tourism activities
in protected areas and forest ecosystems.

Who is performing it?
Ecotourism in protected areas is performed by ecotourism marketing companies (travel agencies and tour
operators), entrepreneurial local people, civil society organizations, local governments, universities, scientific
support providing organizations (TUBITAK).

How is it performed?
Ecotourism in our country is carried out according to two separate approaches. The first approach is mainly
about trekking in forest ecosystems and protected areas, experiencing living in nature and tent camps.
The second, evaluated in the concept of opening Forest areas to tourism, is applied under the name
“ecotourism” and rather dangerous approach. Safari tours, motor and jeep tours, picnic in forest areas have
begun to be perceived as ecotourism activities. Tourism companies convert these trips or visits to natural
areas into mass tourism activities thus they become a centre of attraction for investors. Activities and
services are managed not according to the demands of the field but to the demands of visitors and the
actual use of the area.

Administrative Situation
• In general, activities undertaken in protected areas are perceived as ecotourism activities.
• Ecotourism is performed in an uncontrolled way in protected areas.
• There is a failure to ensure visitor management in line with the territorialisation works undertaken in
protected areas, especially in national park areas; visitors can easily enter anywhere they please.
• Turkey has no management plan for ecotourism.
• Since there are no effective management plans for protected areas (where ecotourism activities are
carried out in a specific area) there are also no ecotourism plans, which are the sub-plans under a general
management plan.
• Travel agencies organizing ecotourism travels and marketing ecotourism products in Turkey give more
importance to economic gains, which puts the concept of conservation in
the background.
• Tourism activities that can potentially harm the ecosystem in protected
areas (such as jeep rides, safari tours, motocross activities, picnics etc) are
carried out.
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• Planning for protected areas focuses on tourism activities rather than protection of resource assets
(examples of Abant, Uludağ, Ilgaz).
• The facilities and camping areas of public institutions found in many protected areas pose a threat for
protected areas.
• There are jurisdictional conflicts in protected areas that span over the territories of more than one
province, which prevents full coordination.
• The inadequacy of the organizational structure of the existing management and the shortage of expert/
specialized personnel result in insufficient supervision of protected areas.

Legal Situation
The working group title divides the areas used for ecotourism into two: Protected Areas and Forest
Ecosystems. Use and management of these areas are determined by separate laws. When it comes to
protected areas, National Parks Act No. 2873 rules. Forest Ecosystems are the subject of Forest Law No.
6831.
Areas become attraction centres as soon as they are accepted within the scope of Law No. 2873. The
areas, either in protected areas or in forest ecosystems, allocated for protection by the Ministry of Culture
and Tourism according to the Law No. 2863 also become attraction centres.
Although these laws do not regulate “ecotourism”, ecotourism activities are encouraged in areas mentioned
above. Many of those areas do not have management plans.

Socioeconomic Situation
• The financial difficulties of local people living in and around protected areas and their low quality of life
result in migration of the locals and particular the young population.
• Tourism/ecotourism is regarded as an alternative activity to ensure economic development of the local
area.
•	 Yet, the local community cannot participate enough in ecotourism activities.
• With the financial support of state agencies and outsourced projects for the local people, development
is meant to be established through tourism. However, with conducted practises starting with the name
“ecological tourism”, any kind of use is allowed in natural areas and local life habits, attitudes are also
converted.

ECOTOURISM IN FOREST ECOSYSTEMS WORKSHOP AND TODEG IN ITS TENTH YEAR
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Problems
• Lack of knowledge on ecotourism in local communities, tour operators and private sector, different
ecotourism perceptions,
• Changing and degeneration of the local culture over time as the number of visitors grows,
• The possibility that a more comfortable living will be preferred and the traditional architecture and lifestyle
will be abandoned with the increasing income levels in these areas,
• Opening protected areas to use without calculating their carrying capacities,
• Lack of education and promotion in protected areas (oriented to visitors), lack or shortage of visitor
centres, misunderstanding the concept of use,
• Insufficient guidance and control,
• The organizers of ecotourism behaving profit oriented but nature oriented,
• Institutions working independently from each other, power conflicts in protected areas, lack of
coordination, disempowerment of institutions specializing in this field,
• Lack of a national policy at the macro level for natural areas and conservation, and insincerity of nature
conservation organizations,
• Inadequate infrastructure in protected areas, lack of direction signs on travel routes, lack of maps,
materials and units to inform about museums, botanic parks etc,
• Scientific data are not used when determining the land sizes and boundaries of national parks.
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SUGGESTIONS
• Activities in protected areas must be called “visit”,
• service and arrangements need to be done according to the field’s not to the public demand,
• Visitors should consent the service,
• Profile of the visitors should meet the criteria to benefit from the area
• Planning should prioritize protection/conservation due to the possibility that the ecotourism activities
currently carried out in protected areas may pose the same adversities created by mass tourism.
• Long-term development plans are prepared at macro level, however it is important for the applicability of
these macro plans to also prepare the relevant sub-plans (visitor management plans, habitat management
plans, tourism development strategies for areas opened to ecotourism etc).
• Activities without necessary equipment and without guidance services should not be allowed in protected
areas.
• Protected areas should be supported with equipment and specialized expert personnel who will implement
the long-term development plan.
• Ecotourism activities should take place during the times most suitable in view of the area and its
biodiversity (wild-life observation, photo safaris etc).
• Joint projects should be undertaken on a regional basis with local communities, universities, private sector,
NGOs and local administrations.
• Monitoring and evaluation of ecotourism activities should be carried out on a regular basis by authorized
institutions.
• Interest groups should be sufficiently informed in order to ensure participation (of local communities,
private sector etc), which is a major element for effectiveness in management.

SUGGESTED STAKEHOLDERS
• Local people
• Visitors, organizations marketing ecotourism
• Universities, relevant public institutions, NGOs

SUGGESTIONS ON LEGISLATION, PRINCIPLES, RULES
AND STANDARDS
• Although the legislation, rules and regulations related to protected areas are adequate, the constraints in
implementation causes problems (e.g., political and administrative pressures),
• Interagency coordination should be ensured,
• Certification and accreditation systems should be improved in protected areas,
• State institutions should have rules about how ecotourism should be performed in protected areas,
• Planning should be done concerning the characteristics of natural areas not the national tourism strategy;
tourism should be formed accordingly,
• Country must have a strong nature conservation policy.
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CURRENT SITUATION IN TURKEY, PROBLEMS AND
SUGGESTIONS FOR SOLUTION
Economic Criticism
• As an economic activity, ecotourism constitutes a new source of income as a new marketable product. The
economic, social and ecological balances required for sustainability of ecotourism must be ensured.
• It is seen that the benefits created by ecotourism activities are mostly reaped by non-locals, even by
international tourism agencies, transport companies and other relevant industries. When the shares on the
total assets are compared, only a small value remains for the efforts and services of local communities.
This situation threatens the social and economic sustainability of ecotourism.
• In rural areas, the economic power required for ecotourism investments is in the hands of the already rich
and powerful families and/or enterprises of the locality. Hence, ecotourism fails in increasing the local
income as expected, and can sometimes become an instrument that creates or deepens local income
gaps. Therefore, ecotourism development projects must be supported with programs that will support the
priority groups.
• The eligibility criteria for facilities and incentives provided for in laws are also limited to certain criteria.
Non-governmental organizations will also play a role in economic development of this area. Yet, it is
observed that in practice, NGOs that have become more like corporations are emerging.
• The common practices of ecotourism make the economy of seasonal services industry dominant and
supply only the popular services. Hence, economic development based on local historical/dialectic
process is destroyed. Local production is decreased, and only service-oriented production continues. This
structure leads to a gradual reduction in diversity of production and emergence of vicious circles. Yet, what
ecotourists who really seek to learn and explore demand are authentic goods and services specific to that
locality. So, it is necessary to first of all identify the local assets and then ensure their integration with
ecotourism.
• Approaches focusing on promotion and advertising cause ecotourism to develop in a dependent and/or
controlled manner. Hence, rural areas providing services for ecotourism become constantly dependent,
with gradually decreasing shares from the income. The short, mid and long term planning and specially the
lack of infrastructure render the sector dependent.
• Approaches to turn the production capacity created in rural areas into ecotourism-oriented investments
are overlooked. In particular, the fact that the agricultural structure prevailing in forest villages, which are
the subject of ecotourism in Turkey, is oriented to Asian-type small commodity production for mainly selfconsumption can be used as an advantage in realizing a transformation in this structure.
• Although ecotourism can only gain an economic character and spread to the base level in local areas
through development of co-ops in rural areas, efforts to form co-ops are overlooked.
• Ecotourism is not something that can be done by one person or institution. At various stages of this
activity, many actors will have to play a role, from travel agencies to accommodation facilities, and from
tour operators to luggage/pack carriers. However, it should be ensured that these actors develop a
relationship that supports rather than competes with each other. Hence, integration-related shortcomings
in ecotourism should be eliminated.
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Cultural and Environmental Criticism
• With ecotourism, local culture and lifestyles are changing. However, the services provided to ecotourists
are gradually becoming a part of the culture of the local communities rendering those services. So, the
problem is not in change itself, but the nature of that change, i.e. what it brings and what it takes away.
• Successful ecotourism practices require detailed information on local nature as well as culture. Information
on local culture that is based on hearsay is not enough for ecotourism. Hence, local culture researches
should be encouraged, local culture ambassadors should be promoted and local guides should be
periodically trained.
• With ecotourism practices, the traditional conservatism, which is one of the cultural assets of rural
communities in areas with lower educational and cultural levels, is diminishing. This culture is replaced with
a culture of “tolerance and understanding”, resulting in a serious cultural exploitation. People stop seeing
themselves as valuable individuals on their own, and their values become the values instilled by others. For
example, although language (local accents and dialects) is a serious cultural product, it is going through a
rapid change/transformation.
• Buildings/structures in harmony with the historical architecture and nature of the local area are preserved
at the beginning. But with the income starting to come from ecotourism, the needs become more or less
urbanized, which leads to demand for more resting facilities or more infrastructures etc. And the more
visitors come to an area, the more nature is used up. And then the destruction of nature and historical
cultural structure begins.
• The historical local cultural practices are being replaced with the “sales culture” of the industrial culture
that sees “everyone as a walking purse”.
• It is adopted that ecotourism is based on a culture that is sensitive to the ecosystem and that protects and
improves the environment. In fact, the capital feels the need for legitimization mechanisms such as “the
use-protect balance, smart use, carrying capacity” etc in order to give the image of protecting nature and
cultural heritage so that it can sustain its profit.
• The effects of ecotourism practices on environment, cultural values and economic structures are not
monitored on the basis of objective indicators and pre-defined methods. It is seen that practices are
evaluated based on personal preferences and insights. The monitoring and evaluation mechanism for
ecotourism should be improved with haste.
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A Criticism of Ecotourism Policies
• It is seen that we do not have sufficient information and experience on the ecotourism process
experienced by the world at large and the legal frameworks on how ecotourism is perceived in general and
what kinds of activities are and/or can be included under ecotourism etc.
• The lack of practical experience and knowledge on the ecotourism process is the root cause of the failure
to produce a national policy for ecotourism. And the most important dimension in this failure to produce
a policy is the lack of structural communication between public, universities and practitioners. These
structural shortcomings force the newly developing sector to find solutions within its own means and
within the process. This practice results in the historical cultural heritage and natural capital being left in
the hands of the capital in ecotourism areas.
• The inability to identify the character, intensity and direction of the social change that will be driven
by ecotourism practices becomes an important problem. Similarly, in order to ensure that the laws and
regulations to be issued within this process are of a character that incorporates insights and foresights
into the changes that may take place in the process, it should be ensured that the Monitoring and
Evaluation mechanisms work with a dynamic structure.
• Ecotourism policies do not cover approaches oriented to protect the historical and cultural heritage and
natural and environmental assets.
• Ecotourism is an activity that is affected from and that can affect works undertaken in the areas of
tourism, nature and culture. In addition, it is related to the areas of education, sports and health. Hence,
different sectors can have their unique ecotourism policies. Yet these policies should not conflict with and
should instead support and complement each other. Therefore, the need for coordination in developing
national ecotourism polities and ensuring their cohesion should be met at once.

SUGGESTED STAKEHOLDERS:
11. Provincial Culture and Tourism Directorates

1.

Ministry of Culture and Tourism

2.

TÜRSAB (Association of Turkish Travel Agencies) 12. Village Service Units

3.

TUREB (Federation of Turkish Tourist Guides
Associations)

13. Union of Municipalities

4.

TÜROFED (Turkish Hotels Federation)

15. Village Mukhtars

5.

Ministry of Environment and Forestry / DG
Nature Conservation and National Parks / DG
Forest Village Relations / General Directorate of
Forestry / DG Environmental Impact Assessment
and Planning /

16. Ministry of Public Works and Settlement

6.

Ministry of Interior

7.

Municipalities

8.

Provincial Governorates

9.

Adult Education Directorates

10. Forest Cooperatives Central Union

14. Universities

17. Ministry of Agriculture
18. DG Rural Development
19. NGOs working in the areas of environment,
nature and tourism
20. Regional Development Agencies
21. Relevant Professional Chambers
22. Ministry of National Education
23. Research Institutes/Directorates
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SUGGESTIONS ON LEGISLATION, PRINCIPLES, RULES
AND STANDARDS
Economic
• Ecotourism should stop being a new mechanism introduced to sector-oriented market operations by the
tourism industry.
• Ecotourism should stop being an instrument of creating or deepening gaps in local distribution of income
in rural communities. Mechanisms should be developed to ensure that stakeholders get a fairer share of
income and/or income distribution rate from the total income generated. The local community should be
prioritized in this sharing.
• The eligibility criteria for facilities and supports provided through laws are also dependent on certain
criteria. This structure in reality deepens the welfare gap in rural areas. The incentives and supports must
be of a character that will reduce these gaps in income levels.
• In order to prevent dominion of seasonal economy in the service industry, ecotourism-related production
and/or service plans in qualities and quantities allowing for ecotourism all year around should be
prioritized.
• Development of ecotourism dependent on promotion and advertising should not be supported.
• Presenting ecotourism with a mechanism that will enable effective and efficient co-ops by local
communities providing the services can create a structure/model that can increase the share of locals
in the income and reduce income gaps by distributing the generated income at the base-level. ORKÖY,
ORKOOP and Adult Education Directorates should be used as instruments to this end.

Cultural and Environmental
• Measures that will prevent change of local lifestyle cultures with ecotourism should be defined. The
importance of protecting the historical and cultural heritage and the nature, and the importance and
necessity of protecting the assets in the local language and social structure should be well-established in
the area before ecotourism makes its entry, and should be brought to life with various awareness-raising
programs. Educational and cultural programs oriented to protect national values and their importance
should be administered as trainings delivered to local communities based on age groups and genders.
• In order to ensure an ecotourism concept that is sensitive to the ecosystem and protective of the nature,
mechanisms should be developed that will ensure that the notion of “protection for existence” instead of
“protection for market” becomes the basis of the perception system in the local area at the time when
ecotourism is introduced.
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Ecotourism Policies
• It is necessary to develop mechanisms that will allow the public, the universities and the practitioners to
work in coordination to share data and information on the gains and losses of countries that have reached
a certain point in ecotourism practices.
• Necessary legislation, arrangements, priorities and incentives should be taken into account in enabling
policies, strategies and technologies oriented to ensure sustainable tourism
• Development of ecotourism policies should be based on an understanding based on transparent and
democratic sharing of a means of communication that is dynamic, with a bottom-to-top reach, and that can
bring together the public, universities, NGOs and practitioners.
• It should be ensured that destruction of natural resources is combated at its source with a foresee-protect
approach, and that the potential negative impacts of misguided policies are prevented with the help of
development projects
• Ecotourism should be planned and managed as a renewable and sustainable resource industry based on
local capacities and local decision-making
• Ecotourism policies should have an integrated structure with organic connections at national, regional and
local levels. A structure thus connected will enable determining the character, intensity and direction of
social changes that may occur due to ecotourism practices.
• In order to ensure that the character and intensity of the change affected by ecotourism develops within
the determined predictions, dynamic and feasible basin management plans and monitoring and evaluation
mechanisms should be established.
• Joint projects and activities should be developed with other sectors that have connections to tourism
• The cultural and historical heritage and nature and environmental products in ecotourism regions and
areas should be integrated with a certification system that should be standardized at local, regional,
national and international levels.
• In societies where the economic character of ecotourism is not addressed as a whole with its potential
impacts on historical and cultural assets and nature, ecotourism has the potential to cause great
destruction. It should be kept in mind that this hazardous destruction is not only limited to nature and
environment but also has the potential to turn into something that can destroy the social structure.
• It should be ensured that surveys, inventory works and scientific researches on ecotourism are carried out
and their results are shared with the public.
• It should be ensured that institutions responsible for preserving natural assets take a close interest in
the awareness created in ecotourism activities. Every ecotourist should be accepted as a friend of nature
eager to learn, and full advantage should be taken of this opportunity to protect the nature.
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Ecotourism is to respect natural and cultural environments...
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CURRENT SITUATION IN TURKEY, PROBLEMS AND
SUGGESTIONS FOR SOLUTION
1.

Concepts included in the service area of sustainable development and tourism such as ecotourism,
agricultural tourism, eco-organic tourism etc have not yet found an exact place in our country and there
is a confusion with concepts. The meaning of the ecotourism concept varies between developed and
developing countries.

2.

The means of transportation used in ecotourism activities in Turkey are not in harmony with the
philosophy of ecotourism.

3.

The local population in places where ecotourism is performed are generally old and have little interest in
ecotourism.

4.

Policy makers are not educated.

5.

The duties falling on the ministries in Turkey with regard to ecotourism are not identified.

6.

Although organic farming has made a certain progress, the producer and consumer consciousness has
not yet emerged fully due to the externally oriented production. Village products and organic products
are usually perceived as belonging to the same classification. Ecotourists can sometimes be misled in
this respect.

7.

The principles of ecotourism and organic farming are clearly identified. In organic farming, principles
have been taken under guarantee through laws and regulations. Ecotourism should also have investment
and support in line with its principles. The uncertainty around what and when and how much to share
can harm our biodiversity and ecosystems instead of protecting them.

8.

When selecting project areas, failure to study the social and cultural infrastructure can prevent the
feasibility of the project. For example, the very low youth population in some villages challenges the
feasibility of ecological projects which require human power.

9.

Both public and private sector entities approach ecotourism with a view to increasing tourism revenues.

10. In Europe, after reaching the point of unsustainability as a result of development leaps, a conscious
effort to return to nature and create a rural culture has emerged. They know what they want to do and
they do not compromise. Eco-villages and organic farming are intertwined. Ecotourism and agricultural
tourism activities usually go hand in hand. We do not have any eco-villages in this sense, but most of our
villages still maintain the traditional lifestyle and do their farming within a broad biological richness with
no direct use of chemicals. Ecological, economic or social values that cannot be clearly identified are
only recognized after they are lost.
11. There are also good example. For example, the Tatuta (Agriculture-Tourism-Barter) Project run by the
Buğday Association is an important step in this context.
12. Should we bring ecotourism to wherever organic farming is practiced? Should ecotourism require
organic production? Efforts have not yet started to find the answers to these questions at scientific,
sectoral and implementation levels.
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Suggested Solutions:
1.

As economic activities, organic farming and ecotourism are an inseparable whole that will enable
ecological living, considering the natural history and cultural values, global and local exit philosophies
in the name of conservation and their applications in the world. This fact should be given priority in
programs, plans and projects.

2.

While aiming to secure a significant place in ecotourism with its vast and diverse geography, rich
biodiversity and intact folk culture, Turkey should first of all guarantee the protection of its assets.
Through a unit set up under the Ministry of Tourism with all stakeholders, clear-cut definitions should be
developed at legal level, policies should be identified and regulations and, if necessary, laws should be
prepared.

3.

A special program should be developed for necessary practical training activities oriented to the
academia and the field so as to create qualified workforce, raise awareness and build infrastructure.

4.

As in organic farming, “auditing and certification” are also necessary in ecotourism. Relevant criteria
should be developed to this end.

5.

In line with bullet 4, ecotourism agencies should be different from other tourism agencies. The
development co-ops in villages considered for ecotourism should be educated and improved, and then
enabled to work in coordination with ecotourism agencies.

6.

Area current situation profiles and sustainability rules should be developed for each destination by ad
hoc expert teams. For example, while the natural carrying capacity should be the most important rule
for wetland ecosystems, destinations with a significant historical fabric should be subject to rules based
on this historical priority, and the local people should be educated on the rules specifically applicable
for their areas. National and local guides should complete a series of trainings that equip them with the
necessary knowledge and information.

7.

Organic farming is a must around protected areas and basins. When preparing organic farming projects
for these areas, a first step can be to include ecotourism. Organic farming and ecotourism can be
integrated into plans and projects under national and international conservation programs.

8.

Traditional villages selected via pilot projects can be transformed into eco-life certified centres after they
complete the education and awareness raising process.

9.

In areas selected for ecotourism, existing structures should be restored instead of building mass
structures.

10. People involved in ecotourism should be brought together under an umbrella organization.
11. Definitions of ecological settlement area, eco-village, ecological farming, ecotourist etc should be
clarified.
12. Ecotourists coming for ecotourism should not be allowed to disturb the natural fabric; there should be
quotas for tourists visiting ecotourism sites.
13. Ecotourism areas should have management plans, and arrangements should be made to ensure that
they are supervised.
14. Ecotourism areas should be considered as integrated with the basin.
15. A unit should be established under the Ministry of Culture and Tourism to educate organizations that
want to do ecotourism.
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SUGGESTED STAKEHOLDERS:
1.

The Ministry of Culture and Tourism, as the decision-making authority, implementation infrastructure and
sanction-setter for all managements related to our tourism and cultural assets.

2.

The Ministry of Agriculture as the decision-making authority, implementation infrastructure and sanctionsetter for all organic farming and ecological farming activities.

3.

The Ministry of Environment and Forestry as the decision-making authority, implementation
infrastructure and sanction-setter for management of natural ecosystems, particularly our forests, and
the protected areas within them regardless of their protection status.

4.

Academia conducting researches that will serve ecological life, namely on sustainable rural development
and nature conservation including specialized topics such as ecotourism, natural and agricultural
biodiversity, organic farming, natural and rural landscape, local architecture, local cuisine etc.

5.

Tour operators

6.

National and local non-governmental organizations active in protecting, implementing and improving
ecological life and organic farming, tourism, nature conservation, and conservation of cultural and
historical heritage.

7.

Local governments

8.

Local communities, village people involved in the activity area of ecotourism.
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Ecotourism is a positive experience for both visitors and
locals. . .
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CURRENT SITUATION IN TURKEY, PROBLEMS AND
SUGGESTIONS FOR SOLUTION
What Should Be the Place of Ecotourism in the National
Tourism Strategy?
1.

Ecotourism should be adopted as a protection strategy in the conservation of natural and cultural resources.

2.

Ecotourism should be developed as an important implementation tool for rural local development and
participatory development model.

3.

As a strategy oriented to ensure development of ecotourism, it is necessary to identify the ecotourism
development regions. In this context, ecotourism incentives should also be instituted.

Regarding Travel Agencies:
1.

The travel agencies in Turkey are not specialized in a specific tourism activity and in particular have no
specialization in ecotourism; agencies generally operate in all tourism types: This indicates that travel
agencies include these activities in their portfolio so as to enter and take their share from the tourism
market expanding within the framework of the changing tourist profile and tourism phenomenon.

2.

It is considered that travel agencies regard the phenomenon of ecotourism from a commercial
perspective and ignore environmental protection principles.

3.

Most of the activities carried out within the scope of nature tourism are planned with no consideration to
the carrying capacities and natural characteristics of areas with fragile ecosystems.

Regarding the Guides:
1.

Individuals not granted a tourist guide licence by the Ministry of Culture and Tourism work illegally as
tourist guides; when considered in view of the effective legislation, there are still too many illegal guides
working in Turkey.

2.

Area guidance is limited to conservation areas and is still being piloted; in this context, it is not an alternative
for licensed tourist guides. However, criteria for eligibility to work as area guides should be reviewed.

3.

Specialized guidance was introduced in 1993 but has not yet achieved a result; there are problems with
available applicable legislation in this regard.

4.

Licensed Tourist Guidance is organized by the Ministry of Culture and Tourism. The issue of “specialized
guidance” such as underwater guidance or forest ecosystem guidance are excluded from this definition.
This issue should also be included in the legislation.

5.

It is necessary to provide licensed guidance trainings fully oriented to culture tourism in terms of subject
and content, and to include subjects that will ensure that guides are informed and conscious on nature
protection issues within the scope of sustainable tourism.

6.

Today, the supervision mechanisms applicable for the guidance system are not at the expected and/or
desired levels. Relevant institutions should be more sensitive on this matter.

7.

The issue of Turkish guidance should be opened for public debate.

8.

Local areas and local guides should be utilized in developing the ecotourism phenomenon.
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SUGGESTED STAKEHOLDERS:
1.

Ministry of Culture and Tourism

2.

TÜRSAB (Association of Turkish Travel Agencies)

3.

TUREB (Federation of Turkish Tourist Guide Associations)

4.

TÜROFED (Turkish Hotels Federation)

5.

Ministry of Environment and Forestry / DG Nature Conservation and National Parks / DG Forest Village
Relations / General Directorate of Forestry/ DG Environmental Impact Assessment and Planning /

6.

Municipalities

7.

Provincial Governorates

8.

Provincial Culture and Tourism Directorates

9.

Village Service Units

10. Union of Municipalities of Turkey
11. Universities
12. Village Mukhtar Offices
13. Ministry of Public Works and Settlement
14. Ministry of Agriculture
15. Directorate General of Rural Development
16. Non-Governmental Organizations active in Environment, Nature and Tourism
17. Regional Development Agencies
18. Relevant Professional Chambers
19. Ministry of National Education
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SUGGESTIONS ON LEGISLATION, PRINCIPLES, RULES
AND STANDARDS
Regarding Travel Agencies:
1.

A directive should be issued for implementation of ecotourism activities and legislation oriented to
specialization at travel agencies.

2.

Local communities should be given the awareness that their own lifestyles are the source of ecotourism.
Ecotourism should never gain a character that can change the traditional lifestyles of local resource
beneficiaries. Agencies should also have the necessary awareness in this regard.

3.

There is a need for classification based on service-specialization, an accreditation program based on
service type, and standardization for travel agencies.

4.

There should be trainings to raise the awareness levels of travel agencies in current environmental
activities within the sector in consideration of sustainable tourism and ecotourism.

5.

Incentives should be created to encourage travel agencies to adapt principles of sustainability to their
daily activities.

6.

At the phase of determining ecotourism strategies, it should be ensured that travel agencies, which have
an important place in this sector, are restructured in a way that will actively contribute to preservation
of natural resources and cultural integrity, raise the awareness of tourists with regard to protection
of nature and culture heritage, and that will contribute to increased economic benefits and enhanced
sustainability of the tourism industry.

7.

Agencies should be encouraged to participate in national and international initiatives for sustainability.

Regarding Guides:
1.

Ecotourism is a way of education; guides should be academically, scientifically, ecologically and
pedagogically equipped.

2.

An ecotourism guide should first of all have a deep knowledge of the ecosystem, the ecology and the
geography and have vast knowledge on the locality.

3.

Specialized travel agencies that will organize tours for ecotourists should use specialized guides.

4.

Guides should be knowledgeable and conscious with regard to nature protection.

5.

There is a need for tourist guidance education and travel agency education in an academic sense (at
universities).
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Ecotourism is a contribution to conservation of
visited area. . .
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INTRODUCTION
In the past, tourism investors used to see tourism merely as an economic benefit. Today, due to negative
developments, they look at the environmental and socio-cultural structure of tourism, going beyond
economic factors. Latest research shows that in order for tourism to take up a positive place in sustainable
development, importance must be given to environmental protection. Hence, tourism now becomes the
subject of scientific research not only in terms of its economic benefits but also in terms of its impacts
particularly on social and physical environment, and these researches even question whether the economic
benefits and effects actually transform into benefit. In a sense, the “sustainable development” concept
introduced first in 1987 in the Brundtland Report of the United Nations World Commission on Environment
and Development (WCED) formed the basis of almost all subsequent agreements, and became the starting
point for evaluating the contradictions and relationships between economic and social development and the
environment. As an understanding started to grow on the negative impact of tourism activities on natural and
cultural resources and how these impacts endanger the future of tourism itself, the concept of sustainability
found its way into tourism, and the concept of “sustainable tourism” came on the agenda. In connection,
agreements and meetings at various dimensions were performed within the context of sustainable tourism
at national, regional and international levels. One of the main reasons behind such initiatives is the growing
awareness that continuity in the tourism sector depends heavily on protecting and developing the resources
used for tourism purposes. In addition, in the tourism sector it has become necessary to expand the market
and open new profit areas. To this end, a multitude of new tourism types were created, such as alternative
tourism, ecotourism, nature tourism and tourism with a conscience, responsible tourism, green tourism
etc.. Hence, a dimension of environmentalism was given to tourism, at least on discourse level. According
to this environmentalist tourism discourse, new tourism types were introduced that utilized the nature
without changing or disturbing it and without exhausting its resources. Yet as everyone knows, utilizing
implies transforming, changing and effecting. Therefore it is not possible to utilize without spoiling, without
exhausting the resources. Behind this environmentalist discourse lies the need to make new investments
in rural and nature areas, to sell goods and services, to ensure expansion of the market and hence to turn
towards new areas of profit for the tourism capital. Therefore, in the recent years tourism investments have
started to focus on rural areas and green areas.
This study aims to identify main problems originating from tourism practices in Turkey, and assess the
conceptual definition, practices and current situation of ecotourism.
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ECOTOURISM
When we say ecotourism, the first thing to come to mind should be an industrial activity. Ecotourism consists
of a complex network of industrial activities intensively marketed and promoted, with a unique character
of its own. For some, ecotourism is defined as a way to fund conservation and scientific research, protect
fragile and pristine ecosystems, benefit rural communities, promote development in poor countries, enhance
ecological and cultural sensitivity, instil environmental awareness and social conscience in the travel industry,
satisfy and educate the discriminating tourist, and, some claim, build world peace (Honey, 1999, Blamey,
2001).
Ecotourism is a rapidly growing segment in the nature-based tourism industry and is believed to be a form
of sustainable tourism. The Ecotourism Society defines ecotourism as “responsible travel to natural areas
that conserves the environment and sustains the well-being of local people” (Leung et al 2001). Over the
time, many different definitions have been used to describe ecotourism. Some of these include naturebased tourism, low-impact tourism, special interest tourism, green tourism, responsible tourism, tourism
with a conscience etc. Today, the term most widely used on a national and regional basis, particularly in
international conventions and conferences, is ecotourism.
Although the origins of the term ecotourism are not entirely clear, Hetzer (1965), who is recognized as one
of the first users of the term, defined 4 main principles of ecotourism:
• Minimizing environmental impacts
• Respecting host cultures
• Maximizing the benefits to local people, and
• Maximizing tourist satisfaction
The first of these principles was held to be the most distinguishing characteristic of ecotourism. Other
early references are found in Miller’s (1978) work on national park planning for eco-development in Latin
America, and in documentation produced by Environment Canada in relation to a set of road-based ecotours they developed from mid 1970s through to the early 1980s. Ecotourism developed within the womb of
the environmental movement in the 1970s and 1980s. Growing environmental concern was coupled with an
emerging dissatisfaction with mass tourism, leading to increased demand for nature-based experiences of
an alternative nature. By the mid 1980s, less developed countries had identified ecotourism as a means of
achieving both conservation and development goals (Blamey 2001).
The Canadian Environmental Advisory Council defined it as “enlightening nature travel that contributes to
conservation of the ecosystem while respecting the integrity of the local community”. The definition then
gained several other meanings such as nature-based, sensitive to environment, respective of life, rational
and proportionate. The first credible definition of ecotourism belongs to Cabellos-Lascurain: “travelling to
relatively undisturbed or uncontaminated natural areas with the specific objective of studying, admiring,
and enjoying the scenery and its wild plants and animals, as well as any existing cultural manifestations
(both past and present) found in these areas.”
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In this definition, ecotourism is presented as an activity done to know, understand and experience. Especially
after the 1992 World Summit on Sustainable Development, principles related to sustainable development
were also added to the definition of ecotourism. These principles started to gain more meaning as states
and relevant industries began to understand that long-term sustainability of nature-based tourism can only
be possible if a principled and proactive supply-side management approach is adopted. With additions made
in 2000s, many definitions of ecotourism emerged. The common factors in these definitions are as follows:
1. Ecotourism is nature-based (destination is nature): Conservation function
2. Environmental education in ecotourism: Educational function
3. Sustainable management: Local participation function
Hence, ecotourism is presented right from the start as nature-based travel to undisturbed natural areas, with
an emphasis on environmental education. If the power organizing, managing and determining ecotourism
were the tourist itself acting with an environmental conscience, this definition would be sufficiently valid.
Due to this and other reasons, ecotourism does not have a single definition agreed upon. The chaos and
complexity in the meaning and usage of the concept continues.
Ecotourism has the character of sustainable tourism within the context of being nature-oriented and
involving an appreciation of natural and cultural resources. What ecotourism means is defined by using these
three elements and other characters added to them, such as benefit to local economy. These elements are
used in a way that supports each other, and ecotourism is given the character of getting acquainted with
and understanding the nature, enjoying the nature and observing the nature; ecotourism is described as
nature tourism and presented as an environmental alternative to mass tourism. Hence, it is stressed in the
definitions of ecotourism that the nature at the destination will not be spoiled, that there will be respect to
nature, non-consumptive and informed use, with additional emphasis on its enlightening character and the
principle of building facilities that are in harmony with nature (Erdoğan and Erdoğan, 2005). Masberg (1999)
defines ecotourism as a manner of tourism focusing on protection of natural and cultural resources and
promoting economic contribution to the local community.
All definitions of ecotourism, old and new, describe it as nature-based; the reasons for this are suggested as
the desire to get back in touch with nature, a desire to experience nature, a desire to escape the pressures
of everyday life, seeing wild life before it is too late, and specific interests and activities such as trekking,
bird watching, canyoning and white-water rafting and kayaking. Meanwhile some questions arising with
regard to these definitions remain unsolved: Does a drive through nature qualify as experiencing the nature
or must the driver actually pull over and go for a wander in the nature (i.e., does experiencing require a
defined activity)? If he/she does wander, how long must this wander be for the individual to be considered
a nature-based tourist (i.e. what is the temporal criteria needed to be classified as this tourist type with that
specific activity?). Does passing nearby or watching from a far (i.e. the physical distance factor) make this
activity a nature-based tourism activity? Also, why do some people immediately think of “protected areas”
when we say ecotourism? Is this done purposefully so as to legitimize opening these areas to ecotourism
and widespread usage? Would it not be ecotourism to go to natural areas other than protected areas? Do
not these areas also need protecting? Why should an area destroyed by mass tourism or any other industrial
activity not be taken under protection? Would it not be preferable to encourage protection in disturbed and
unprotected areas? All these questions and problems show that there is no consensus on the definition,
objectives, outcomes and limits of nature-based tourism or ecotourism. Ryel and Grasse (1991) indicate
that the prefix “eco” in ecotourism should stand for “economy” as much as it stands for “ecology”, in view
of maximizing economic benefits for the local population and contributing to national economy. Here, the
contradiction between using and protecting, and even the nature of these two concepts that do not support
each other, is ignored. Using always generates consumption or impact. This is inevitable. This inevitability
starts with the first requirement in ecotourism or in any tourism type. This requirement brings with it the need
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to establish facilities that will meet the accommodation, dining & wining and entertainment needs of tourists
at or around the location where the tourists will be visiting. And this means a reshaping of the natural
landscape via technology (Erdoğan, 2003).
According to opposing views, by using catchy and attractive words as in the definitions, objectives and
principles presented above, the real objective of ecotourism is reduced to idealized definitions and
descriptions. The objectives of ecotourism appear true when addressed within the context of what tourists
want, such as knowing, seeing, aiding, respect to nature, appreciating nature etc. When addressed within
the context of national and international capital, the objective of ecotourism means creating new sources of
income. The existence of the ecotourism industry depends on the existence of the nature to be used and the
people who will use that nature. However, it is neither nature nor the tourists that determine the dominant
objectives of ecotourism. The secondary objective of ecotourism is to draw attentions from mass tourism,
which has sustainability issues, and shift it to the ecotourism agenda, which appears to be less harmful.
The definitions and assessments mentioned above give rise to various questions that need to be researched:
1. Was it not the nature visited by mass tourism, and what kind of a nature is it now?
2. What is it that all of a sudden “contemplation of the environment” is combined with tourism, giving rise to
ecotourism?
3. Is ecotourism a different industry than the mass tourism that disrupts the nature?
Based on the objectives of ecotourism, various principles are presented with regard to the definition,
general distinguishing nature and outcomes of ecotourism, including activities of visitors, local people and
local workplaces. The principles of ecotourism can be used as benchmarks in assessing an area where
ecotourism takes place. To this end, each principle should be explicitly described; the factors constituting
the principle should be identified; after thus turning them into measurable criteria, measurements should be
taken and results should be evaluated.

MAIN PROBLEMS
The above-mentioned developments taking place in the tourism sector have inevitably found their
reflections in Turkey across a wide area from academic debates to public policies. Turkey has rich natural
and cultural assets in terms of implementation of ecotourism activities. The developments and diversity
seen in tourism activities have also reflected on the Turkish tourism sector and demands have increased
especially for nature-based tourism activities including highland tourism, botanic tourism, bird-watching,
photo-safari, rafting etc. In keeping with the expectations of the new tourist profile emerging with the recent
developments in the concept of ecotourism, most travel agencies have started organizing active, adventurebased tours into the nature (Küçük et al., 2004; Erdoğan, 2004).
However, organization of tours with no consideration of the carrying capacities by the tourism sector,
which does not have an adequate ecotourism consciousness either due to lack of a good understanding
of the concept of ecotourism or due to the existing economic relations in Turkey, can cause uncontrolled
developments that are not in harmony with nature in areas with ecotourism potential, and can result in multifaceted negative impacts on flora and fauna.
In this context, the main problems arising are as follows:
1.
2.
3.
4.

Differences in definitions and practices
Land developments and utilizations that change the nature
Danger to natural and cultural resources
Short-term economic gains
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Neyişçi (2002) states that the Turkish tourism entered the 2002 World Ecotourism Year pretty unprepared,
without having established a national ecotourism council, and without preparing the legal, technical and
administrative infrastructure to regulate ecotourism practices, and voices concerns that this situation also
increases the risk of misusing and wasting the very rich ecotourism assets of Anatolia.
Therefore, in terms of execution of ecotourism activities, raising the awareness of the tourism sector and
developing the relevant planning and supervision mechanisms carry great importance in minimizing the
multi-faceted harms that may occur as a result of tourism activities (Duffy, 2002; Erdoğan, 2003). As a
result, in order to ensure development of sustainable tourism, it is necessary to have the conscience to
protect and enhance the main attractions of the tourism sector.
Despite all these adversities, with the emerging significance being attached to the environment since 1990s,
it became impossible for the tourism sector to ignore the issue of the environment. In this context, the main
reasons for this environmental focus are as follows:
• The consequences arising with the environmental degradations caused by mass tourism
• Environmental disruptions expanding into rural areas
• The pressure of increasing environmental laws
• Creating competitive or profit advantages by approaching environmental protection within the context of
image-making or fact-forging
• Growing demand for nature through tourist preferences
• Environmental sensitivity of these tourists (environmental conscience)

Does the nature-oriented tourist profile find what it wants in Turkey?
There is a tourist mass leaning towards nature tourism. Can we describe them as nature tourists? Yet can
we claim that these tourists carry the characteristics of a nature tourist when engaged in nature tourism
activities?

Is nature tourism ecotourism? Nature-based tourism activities cannot be defined as
ecotourism.
People engage in trekking, bird-watching etc in this area; so it has potential for ecotourism! This is how the
ecotourism potential of a given area is determined. Therefore, first of all this conceptual confusion must be
rectified. Or, is it really that important to focus so much on concepts?
Only the nature tourism potential of touristic regions is determined within the scope of nature tourism, and it
is evaluated only as a tourism activity. Nature tourism also involves protection principles, though maybe not
as much as ecotourism. Particularly when considering that areas with fragile ecosystems are used for this
tourism type, it becomes obvious that a careful tourism planning is absolutely necessary.

Nature (Based) Tourism and Ecotourism
In Turkey, an exact definition of nature tourism and its differences to other tourism types does not exist.
Almost all the areas where ecotourism is done or claimed to be or tried to be done are the national parks
located in forest ecosystems. So, how can we use these areas by prioritizing, emphasizing and implementing
protection? When doing so, we can also regard ecotourism as an instrument to save forest ecosystems.
However, when we look at the outcomes, we see that this has not been achieved; hence, we must first of all
focus on what should be the priorities in order to be successful in this endeavour.
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We have to find the answers to some questions:
1. Are we changing our services in accordance with principles of ecotourism?
2. Can we change the tourists?
3. Then how should we identify the mass we want to serve?
As Altanlar and Kesim emphasize, although there is a huge body of studies on environmental planning and
tourism planning, there are very few examples of ecotourism planning. The reason for this is the inability to
reach a consensus on what ecotourism exactly means and wants.

Questions on the Agenda
Despite all these principles, there are still some serious problems with regard to ecotourism.
• Is it an ecologically sustainable type of tourism?
• Can it withstand the external disruptions?
• Is it a tourism type with less impact on the environment, with high value, and desirability for the local
population?
• Does it really contribute to development of the local community?
• Can local development be bound strictly to tourism?

Problems in Implementation
• The extent of conformity to relevant laws and principles remains unknown. There are no large-scale
measurements to measure conformity
• The need for funds in order to implement the protection measures stipulated by environmental protection
laws and conventions
Despite the recently growing popularity of ecotourism, many critical views are raised in addition to supportive
views within the context of sustainability. According to these criticisms, the real purpose of ecotourism is
hidden behind definitions and descriptions idealized with catchy and attractive words used in definitions of
ecotourism: When addressed within the context of the desires of the tourist, the objective of ecotourism
is explained with phrases such as knowing, seeing, aiding, respecting the nature, appreciating the nature
etc. This explanation is criticized as an attempt to draw the attention away from mass tourism, which has
sustainability issues, and divert it to ecotourism, which gives the appearance of being less harmful. The
claims of sustainability in tourism put forward by the tourism industry and academicians are described as
invalid claims and theories that do not reflect the truth. What are worse, critical circles describe it as “mind
management” (Erdoğan, 2002).
The presentation of ecotourism as a sustainable alternative to mass tourism is also questioned (Walpole and
Goodwin, 2000): An alternative to what aspect of mass tourism? To numerical multitude or piling up in one
place? Or an alternative to the dominance of large foreign or semi-foreign capital in major locations of mass
tourism? It is not, because the same capital will go anywhere that has the same profit potential.
Ecotourism is defined as “a nature-based and nature-oriented mode of alternative tourism” (Mieczkowski
1995). The validity of this definition is also argued: is mass tourism not oriented to nature? Indeed, mass
tourism is a mobility and activity oriented towards the most popular resorts and locations. So, if both are
nature-oriented, what are the elements that distinguish them?
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Nature Based Tourism and Ecotourism Accreditation Program
The rapidly growing part and important sub-category of the Australian tourism industry is ecotourism and
nature-based tourism, which is a sector growing more and more popular. The Ecotourism Association of
Australia (EAA) defines nature-based tourism as “ecological sustainable tourism with a priority focus on
experiencing natural areas” and ecotourism as “ecological sustainable tourism with a priority focus on
experiencing natural areas that encourage environmental and cultural understanding, appreciation and
conservation (EAA, 2000).
Ecotourism accreditation is also known as an efficient process to reach the following objectives (WWF,
2000):
• Eco-efficiency and protection of natural areas,
• Protecting biodiversity and minimizing our ecological footprints,
• Social aspects of tourism development,
• Economic aspects of tourism development,
In connection with the rapid growth and demand in the market of nature-based tourism and ecotourism, a
strong drive has been created for the regulatory mechanisms that will be applied to this sector of tourism
with a growing global consciousness towards environmental issues. Regulatory mechanisms such as
accreditation were suggested as a means to enable principles of nature-based tourism and ecotourism so as
to carry the overall goal of the industry higher. Nature-based tourism and ecotourism accreditation accredits
managers according to internationally, nationally and regionally accepted principles and criteria in an attempt
to achieve a management that is in harmony with the environment, that provides social benefits and that is
economically applicable (Richardson,1994). In addition, the accreditation process offers an instrument to set
the standards and create a competitive field in the marketing of nature-based tourism and ecotourism.
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Nature tourism according to the International Ecotourism Society:
“Ecologically sustainable tourism oriented to experiencing natural areas”
“Nature Tourism is travel to natural areas with nature and nature-related phenomena being the main
motivation to visit these areas”.
“Nature tourism aims to use natural resources in an appropriate manner, without causing harm, while
allowing visitors to entertain, relax and rejuvenate”.

Ecotourism is
“Described as ecologically sustainable tourism oriented to experiencing natural areas, and defined as
appreciating and protecting the environment and cultural understanding.
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CONCLUSION AND EVALUATION
Large international organizations such as the World Tourism Organization (WTO) and the United Nations
Environment Program (UNEP), foreign investors, initiatives of tour operators, the World Bank, and the
European Community encourage and contribute to ecotourism movement especially in developing countries.
Developing countries benefiting from this movement regard ecotourism first of all as an instrument
for development, and adopt it in order to foster their economy. Foreign investors wanting to purchase
natural resources in line with their own interests agree that ecotourism is a must for development of local
communities. Hence, it is necessary to spread this development across all local communities, while at the
same time prioritizing environmental issues. Ecotourism is thus used as a means to improve and cause
protection of nature by changing the attitudes of governments and local communities through environmental
education, and by changing the policy priorities of the society. If ecotourism is to be planned as a part
of a national and local strategy, it is necessary to introduce the laws that will monitor and control the
activities managed by ecotourism and the impacts of the tourists participating in these activities. During the
establishment and development phases of the facilities of a tourism business, it is necessary to routinely
monitor and evaluate the effects of these facilities on environmental resources (Erdoğan 2003).
Ecotourism promoted by businesses for a single purpose leads to strategies and consequences that do
not work accurately. The role of the government in the development of ecotourism is to provide a legal
environment that allows a planned progression of the development. Projects implemented with a planning
approach including all sectors, groups, local organizations, local governments, state institutions, local
communities, visitors, non-governmental organizations, education institutions, travel agencies etc that are
related to ecotourism plans are likely to be more successful. Particularly in tourism activities carries out
in protected areas, it is necessary to adopt a planning approach that maximizes economic, environmental
and social benefits while minimizing negative impacts and that also take into consideration the carrying
capacity of these areas. Otherwise, areas taken under protection due to their resource assets will suffer
great harm in the name of economic contribution, the examples of which can be seen in many developing
countries. As indicated by Küçük et al. (2040), most of the activities taking place in protected areas can be
called nature-based activities rather than ecotourism activities when we look at the objectives and modes
of implementation. This is because while protection, education of visitors and responsibility to nature are
seen as priority objectives in the implementation of these activities, there is a failure to ensure adequate
participation of local people in these activities, which is indeed a prerequisite, leaving the socio-cultural
dimension of these activities incomplete.
Since environmental issues originate from humans, their solution depends exclusively on the human factor.
A solution voiced but not put into practice by humans loses its character of being a solution. Developing
a business culture that gives importance to the environment and human health and that is based on longterm thinking and decision-making can be possible through ensuring coordination and instituting balance
between these forces. It is necessary to ensure cooperation and collaboration between the nature area,
the visitors, the local community, academics, state institutions, local governments, non-governmental
organizations and the media (Erdoğan, 2002). In line with all these critical and supportive opinions, it
becomes obvious that regardless of definition, content, type and name, be it nature-based or ecotourism, a
sustainable tourism, which is our main topic, can only be (a) sustainable in an environmental and ecological
sense; (b) applicable in an economic sense; (c) acceptable in a social sense; and based on these, can only
be possible through environmental management and planning.
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Ecotourism is economic contribution to local people...
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A Conceptual Approach to Ecotourism
The rapidly growing interest in ecotourism has led to a rapid acceleration in debates on the content of this
concept. Indeed, in a study carried out in 2001, eighty different definitions of ecotourism were identified in
the tourism literature (Fennell, Dowling 2003).
In addition to the approach of defining the activities by taking the concept as a starting point, it is also
possible to try to reach from activities to concept. For example, Rahemtulla and Wellstead (2001), while
explaining the definitions, also give a list of activities which they classify according to their relation to
ecotourism, as “related”, “not related” and “neutral”. In their study, wild-life observation, canoeing, long
country walks, visiting indigenous or aboriginal communities, watching northern lights, photography and
botanic activities are classified as vacation and leisure activities related to ecotourism, while fishing, hunting,
snowmobiling and ice-fishing are defined as activities not related to ecotourism. On the other hand, boating,
camping, horse riding, farm vacations, rafting, dog sledding, swimming, fossil hunting and catch-and-release
fishing are indicated as neutral activities in terms of ecotourism (Rahemtulla, Wellstead 2001).
This study does not aim to discuss the concept of ecotourism. However, knowledge of what is understood
from a concept that is considered to be included under the forestry sector is also necessary in order to
understand the logical source of the comments made for the sector. Therefore, it is sufficient and necessary
to give some striking definitions from the forestry viewpoint.
According to the 1990 definition of ecotourism by the International Ecotourism Society (TIES), ecotourism
is “responsible travel to natural areas which conserves the environment and improves the well-being of
local people”. According to TIES, ecotourism is a type of tourism that should be performed according to
the principles of minimizing impacts, creating environmental and cultural awareness and respect, ensuring
positive experiences for visitors and hosts, generating direct financial support of conservation works,
empowerment of and financial benefits to the local community, and increasing sensitivity to host political,
environmental and social climate (TIES, 2010).
According to Weaver’s definition, ecotourism is a form of tourism that fosters learning experiences and
appreciation of the natural environment, or some element thereof, within its associated cultural context
(Fennell, Dowling 2003). This study also analyzes the concept of ecotourism from the viewpoint of the
various administrative units of forestry in Turkey, with particular emphasis on ecotourism’s educative aspect,
continuity, and connection to rural life.
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Ecotourism in the National Forestry Program
As known, a National Forestry Program 2004-2023 was prepared as guidance for the Turkish forestry. This
program is important as an official proof of the perspectives related to the future of the forestry sector. The
word “ecotourism” is mentioned four times in the National Forestry Program. The sections where the word
ecotourism appears are important in that they represent the institutional and official approach of the sector.
Among the policies related to benefiting from social and cultural services of forests in the National Forestry
Program, policy no 3.3.2.1 is as follows “To ensure necessary informing and awareness raising in the forestry
organization and other relevant organizations and interests groups with regard to society’s current and
future demands and expectations related to benefiting from the social and cultural services of forests (such
as recreation, ecotourism, landscape, game-wild life, hunting, education etc) and the rising values of these
services and the significance and potential of their contribution to the country’s sustainable development”.
With regard to Policy 3.3.2.1, Strategy no 3.2.1 was produced in the National Forestry Program. Strategy
3.2.1 reads as follows: “To conduct research and evaluations in order to obtain sufficient information on
society’s current and future demands and expectations related to benefiting from the social and cultural
services of forests (such as recreation, ecotourism, landscape, game-wild life, hunting, education etc) and
the rising values of these services and the significance and potential of their contribution to the country’s
sustainable development. To carry out (until 2008) and sustain awareness and interest raising activities to
raise interest and awareness in the forestry organization, among forest villagers and other interest groups,
with the cooperation of the forestry organization and other interest groups”.
Action 109 of the National Forestry Program is an action related to policy 3.3.2.1 and strategy 3.2.1 and
which mentions ecotourism. According to Action 109 “Carrying out inventory, research and evaluation
activities on the demands and expectations of the society, which is rapidly urbanizing and changing, related
to benefiting from the social and cultural services of forests (such as recreation, urban forests, ecotourism,
landscape, hunting, sportive fishing etc) and the potential contributions of these services to national and
local economies “ is the first priority duty that must be achieved under the coordination of the DG of Nature
Conservation and National Parks and with the participation of interest groups.
The last place where ecotourism is mentioned in the National Forestry Program is strategy 3.4.3. This
strategy is a part of the policy on respecting local rights, improving living standards of forest villagers and
contributing to alleviation of poverty. According to Strategy 3.4.3, it is necessary to “carry out activities
(trainings, pilot projects, financial support etc) to strengthen the capacity of forest villagers and organizations
to benefit from forest products and services (raising, harvesting, processing and marketing wood and
non-wood forestry products and services, utilization of small water resources, multi-purpose afforestation
in suitable places, benefiting as animal feed, silvopastoral practices, ecotourism, village hunting grounds,
fishing etc) in partnership and coordination with forest village organizations, the forestry organization, nongovernmental organizations and other relevant organizations”. It is seen that ecotourism is not directly
included in activities relevant to Strategy 3.4.3 and that the activities generally focus on rural development.
As can be seen in the policies, strategies and actions included in the National Forestry Program, the forestry
sector’s intent in taking an interest in ecotourism is to “ensure productions suitable to the changing social
needs, and rural development that is respectful of local rights”. Furthermore, it is seen that the program
deals only with the initial phases of ecotourism management, namely the phases of defining and socializing
the concept and identifying the potential, and does not determine any policies or strategies with regard to
phases of activity planning, activity implementation, monitoring and evaluation.
It is also understood that the nature protection dimension of ecotourism is not included in the program.
Hence, the National Forestry Program does not provide an understanding with regard to how this
situation, which is specifically indicated in definitions of tourism, is perceived by the forestry sector.
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Ecotourism in the Domain of the DG Forestry
The Directorate General of Forestry (OGM) is the forestry institution responsible for management of state
forests and supervision of public and private forests. When we look at the 2010-2014 Strategy Plan of this
institution, we see that it has four institutional objectives. Ecotourism is included among these institutional
objectives in the objective to “benefit from forest resources”. Within the scope of this objective, “meeting to the
maximum extent the evolving and changing expectations of the society from products and services produced by
forests, and utilizing the forests in a versatile and sustainable way” is undertaken as an institutional objective.
Within the scope of this objective, it is seen that 117 521 ha of forest land is managed for ecotourism
and recreational purposes (OGM, 2009) and that urban forests are beginning to be established. Under the
strategies related to the objective of utilizing/benefiting from forests, it is stated that “importance will be
given to social and cultural services within the framework of functional planning of forest resources, and that
recreational areas in forests will be expanded so as to meet the growing demand from the society”. Within
the scope of this objective and strategies, it is aimed to set up 250 urban forests and recreational areas and
complete the infrastructure for 5 arboretums during the planning period (OGM 2009).
These objectives and aims are no doubt related to ecotourism. The activities planned by OGM in line
with these objectives and purposes are activities that will foster ecotourism opportunities. However, it is
necessary to take other decisions in order to ensure a sustainable ecotourism management and satisfactory
ecotourist experiences.
Foremost of these decisions is related to the issue of how OGM will secure the financial resources needed
for sustainable service delivery in these areas. Of course it can be considered to subsidy the social and
cultural service delivery via the proceeds from sale of raw wood. However, this option has the danger of
being too dependent on the negative developments in the wood market. Hence, it should be considered
to fund social and cultural service delivery with more secure funds that are directly associated with these
services. However, looking at OGM’s performance in recreational areas, it is immediately understood that its
capacity to generate income from ecotourism activities will be weak. Indeed, with regard to service delivery,
OGM does not recognize any practice other than collecting entrance fees and renting spaces/facilities.
Another issue that needs clarification by OGM is the method that will be used to decide which forest parts
to what extent can be allocated to ecotourism and similar purposes. In 2008, OGM adopted a new Forest
Management Regulation. In accordance with this regulation, forest functions are identified and planned. But
when this regulation is examined, it is seen that there are gaps in many issues, from the decision-making
model that should be used in designating the functions, to the way of taking inventory of a forest land
allocated to ecotourism and recreational purposes. Allocation of a forest segment to this or that purpose
should require the existence of socially, economically and environmentally explainable rationales.
As mentioned above, OGM allocates forests to ecotourism and recreational purposes. However, attributing
a function to a forest segment does not automatically produce the best result for that particular purpose.
The allocated area should be planned at a tactical level within the scope of the intended function. Yet, the
management regulation does not explain how planning should be made in forests allocated to ecotourism
and recreational purposes, leaving them to be managed with no planning.
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Ecotourism within the Framework of the Responsibilities of
DG Nature Conservation and National Parks
The Directorate General for Nature Conservation and National Parks (DKMP) is a directorate general
responsible for management of areas that are more attractive than other forests in terms of ecotourism,
such as national parks, nature parks, nature monuments, nature conservation areas etc. The areas included
under the duty domain of this directorate general incorporate opportunities for ecotourism but undertakes a
greater risk in terms of the negative impacts of ecotourism.
As can be seen from action 109 in the National Forestry Program, the duty of coordination and leadership in
ecotourism falls on DG Nature Conservation and National Parks. It should be accepted that this assignment
has been done correctly, considering the nature of the job. Indeed, DG Nature Conservation and National
Parks should be the leader of the sector when it comes to tourism, ecotourism and recreation.
However, ecotourism and tourism management means management of service-intensive activities. Service
is an action or an activity which can be offered by a party to another party, which is basically intangible
and cannot affect any ownership. Service may be related to tangible product or intangible product (Kotler
1997). Service is an activity which does not affect ownership and which cannot actually be seen but can be
defined, while providing a certain level of satisfaction for its user (Kinnear, Bernhardt 1990). Services are
distinguished from tangible goods with their intangibility, inseparability, changeability or non-durability and
standardization difficulties. Services cannot be seen, tasted, heard or smelled before they are purchased
or demanded; they are produced and consumed simultaneously. They cannot be stored. Therefore, the
service provider and the service demander must be at the same time and place. When the same services
are rendered to different people, one does not get homogenous qualities as seen in physical goods. Hence,
when the service provider is changed, so is the quality of the service (İlter, Ok, 2007).
According to Kinnear & Bernhardt (1990), services can be divided into equipment-based services and
people-based services. Equipment-based services include automatic car wash, dry cleaning, earthworks
etc. From this angle, it is seen that some ecotourism activities are equipment-based activities. However,
ecotourism also involves people-based services. People-based services are categorized as unqualified
labour, qualified labour and expert services. Some ecotourism activities require people-based services such
as guides, area guides, luggage carriers etc. Carrier service or waiter service during meals can be enough in
long trekking activites. However, in order to explore a protected area that is rich in biodiversity, expert guides
specialized in the area would be needed.
The activities of the DG Nature Conservation and National Parks and the satisfaction levels of visitors were
surveyed at the Gallipoli Peninsula Historical National Park by Memişoğlu (2009). In the survey, the satisfaction
levels of the visitors were measured separately with regard to area guides and guidance services, services
provides by tour operators, National Park management’s services, souvenir services and the other services
offered at the national Park, and it was found that in all categories, the visitors were “not satisfied”.
The Gallipoli example shows that DG Nature Conservation and National Parks has some problems in service
management. As can be understood from its definition, an ecotourist is more informed, more eager to learn
and more interested in more specific services compared to other visitors participating in mass tourism. Hence,
when the ordinary visitors of national parks are compared to ecotourists, the need for a more detailed and
more specialized service delivery becomes obvious. It is difficult to achieve ecotourism in settings that are
defined only with general geographical information, that have no flora & fauna information other than lists of
plants and animals, and where local culture is only superficially known. Yet for most of the protected areas,
this information have not been adequately researched and transformed into usable formats. It is impossible
for an institution that cannot even find gatekeepers to employ at the gates of national parks and that sees the
job of collecting entry fees as a problem to have the ability to provide “educative” guidance.
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Another problem with the ecotourism activities that will be carried out within the jurisdiction of DG Nature
Conservation and National Parks is the lack of any harmony between the planning system based on statuses
of protected areas, and ecotourism planning and management efforts. The development plans needed for
national plans should be in harmony with ecotourism plans. These plans should include not only suggestions,
criteria or decisions regarding physical facilities, but also the strategic objectives set for different administrative
areas and applicable for the planning period within the scope of the vision and mission of the protected area.
Ecotourism activities have both a commercial and an economic aspect, whether you want or prioritise it or
not. While a person or an institution can organize ecotourism with commercial purposes, another institution
can organize non-profit ecotourism activities so as to realize the goals set in its objectives. DG Nature
Conservation and National Parks must develop an institutional policy congruent with the objectives of the
party organizing the ecotourism activity, and set up partnerships that will enable generation of institutional
income from profit oriented operators and realization of its institutional objectives with non-profit operators.

Ecotourism in Terms of Forest Villages and Rural
Development
As emphasized in its various definitions, ecotourism has significant effects on local economies. The money
spent by visitors constitutes the revenues of service providers. This aspect has been correctly addressed in
the National Forestry Program and it has been desired to take advantage of the opportunities that may be
created via ecotourism for the rural development issue of our country. Indeed, the forest villages in Turkey
possess both natural and cultural assets (strengths and opportunities) that can be used in the area of
ecotourism (Kahveci, Ok, Yılmaz, 2003).
On the other hand, the threats and weaknesses existing with regard to forest villagers and ecotourism
should also be taken into consideration. The major weaknesses that draw special attention are the lack
of knowledge forest villagers have on ecotourism, the aging villager profile, their reluctance to share their
cultural values and facilities with ecotourists, and their inexperience in building dialogue with professional
individuals and institutions related to ecotourism.
The biggest threat with regard to ecotourism and rural development is the possibility that any capacity
created may be filled by persons and entities coming from outside the rural life. Indeed, there have been
experiences showing that, if not well regulated, the area guide training courses can easily be filled with
individuals from outside the rural life. It has been seen that services that constitute the largest spending
areas for ecotourists and the greatest source of income for the local economy, such as accommodation,
food & drink and transportation services, can easily become the income source for individuals coming from
outside the region. These threats are also important because they give rise to a threat of social conflict.
Considering its place and role in the sector, it is easily understood that DG Forest-Village Relations
(ORKÖY) should manage the rural development dimension of ecotourism. This DG, ORKÖY, supports rural
development projects. Sometimes this support can even be gratis. However, the supports usually take the
form of project-based loans. Ecotourism and related subjects have started to be included in the projects
eligible for credit/loan from ORKÖY. Those wishing to engage in running guesthouses or improve their
accommodation facilities are supported. However, these are not the only areas where villagers are weak.
Furthermore, some of the shortcomings require projects prepared and implemented by the administration
rather that projects demanded by villagers. Some examples include awareness raising on ecotourism,
trainings to provide area and culture-related experience, interpersonal communication skills, foreign
language skills, and trainings to improve presentation and service (for example food serving) skills. Forest
villagers need consultancy and sponsorship in improving their relations with professional tourism actors.
ORKÖY should prepare and execute capacity-building, awareness-raising, skills development and orientation
projects in cooperation with relevant persons and institutions. In addition, programs should be produced to
create and support the necessary leaders for ecotourism-capable villages and villagers.
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CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS
It is understood from the policies and strategies included in the National Forestry Program that ecotourism
is addressed with its “benefit” dimension in terms of the forestry sector. Indeed, with its evolving nature,
ecotourism implies another way for the society to benefit from forests and an opportunity for development
of the rural segment. Yet this limited interpretation does not make adequate use of ecotourism opportunities
for the forestry sector.
The Turkish Forestry sector is a sector that has frequently been accused of holding forests above people
by putting fences everywhere to restrict human entry, and of loving bears more than villagers. These
accusations have even been voiced by people in the highest levels of the state. These examples are
indicators of why the forestry sector fails to explain to the society the reason it protects an asset. There
is no doubt that some of these accusations were made with malevolent intentions. Yet, it is not rational
to expect someone who is not a forester and who is not specialized in the nature to fully understand the
importance of a biodiversity area. If it is possible today to come across people educated in forestry who have
no idea about the alternative or heritage values of forests, it would be nothing but wishful thinking to expect
an artist, or simply an ordinary citizen not educated in forest sciences, to give support to conservation areas
with an aim to enhance these values.
It is the responsibility of the forestry sector to teach society the difference between a national park, a nature
park, a nature conservation area and a recreational area, and to raise individuals who act in accordance with
these differences. Ecotourists are people who travel to “learn”. Ecotourists want to explore rather than eat,
drink and consume. These objectives and intentions are an important opportunity for the forestry sector.
When the forestry sector succeeds in satisfying the ecotourists visiting a nature park, it does not only
successfully carry out an activity without harming the nature parks, but also creates a friendly ally for that
nature park. Ecotourists become constant watchers of protected areas they have visited, admired and
learned the reason why it is protected; they make donations for the management of that area, and when
that area is threatened they support the conservationist people and institutions by taking part in lobbying
activities. What ecotourists affect after their visits is more important than what they do during their visits.
Turkey’s forestry sector is a constant victim of rapid population growth, unplanned urbanization and
unplanned economy, and it appears this situation will continue. Therefore, forestry should seek ways to
speedily increase its social support.
Hence, when we say ecotourism and conservation, we should not understand only the elimination of
negative impacts of possible ecotourism activities on nature. The aim should be to gain a body of friends
for protected areas through ecotourism activities and to create conservator communities and masses.
The publication, promotion and education units of abovementioned institutions now have among their
responsibilities the problem of how to take advantage of the developing ecotourism sector in sectoral
training activities. However, indicators explaining the approaches of these units to this problem have not yet
developed, and organizing singular ecotourism activities have become an adequate effort in this area.
On the other hand, it is observed that some institutions transfer the management of urban forests and
recreational areas, which are beginning to attract an increased interest from the society, to entities that are
not specialized in forestry, such as municipalities. When compared to a municipality’s endeavour to convert
increasing social interest into institutional success, the reason or justification of these transfers cannot be
understood. It is seen that some individuals and institutions managing the forestry sector are still unaware
of the problem of how to socialize the forestry values other than the raw material of wood, and they take the
easy way. The forestry sector stands at a fork which will either lead to its adaptation to changes or draw it
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THE ECOTOURISM PARADIGM
‘Until lions have their own historians,
tales of the hunt shall always glorify the hunter’
African Proverb.
from Fikret Başkaya’s book: “Paradigmanın

İflası”
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When the Kazdağı (Mount Ida) National Park was declared, the aim was to protect its geomorphologic
characteristics which were a natural treasure, to research and ensure continuity of the rich flora and fauna
created by the various climate conditions resulting from the east-west aligned mountain range and the deep
valleys and canyons cutting it in a north-south direction, and finally to bequeath these natural treasures to
next generations.
Due to all these unique characters, the concept of ecotourism that is gaining in importance in the recent
years has made it necessary to set some rules for those who wish to benefit from the Kazdağı National Park
in this framework.
In the Long-Term Development Plan of 1995, the activity destinations, routes and points were planned for
the first time in detail for ecotourism purposes [trekking routes, areas for daily utilization, camping areas,
ecotourism paths etc]. Furthermore, in order to ensure that ecotourism activities were carried out in line
with the identified principles, candidates selected from local people according to specific criteria were given
training on resource assets of national parks and relevant principles for activities. Trainees passing the final
test were given “ecotourism guide licences” so that they could contribute to visitor management, and it was
made obligatory for visitors of the area to hire guide services during their visits. (In today’s practice and
legislation, the term “area guide” is used instead of “ecotourism guide”, and this practice is gradually being
expanded to ensure that visitor activities are carried out in harmony with the purposes of the protected area.)
I used the above paragraphs in a presentation 7–8 years ago. In those days, I strongly believed that
“ecotourism” was a suitable approach especially for protected areas.
Because in those days, ecotourism was presented as “travel to pristine natural areas with an emphasis on
environmental sensitivity”, as it is still presented today. This definition could have been true for a significant
majority of the travellers, but the claims of travel organizers and companies that they were sensitive to
nature and carried out the activities with total preservation of the natural fabric were nothing more than a
deception to hide the commercial purpose behind those activities.
Negative environmental impacts have occurred due to the high demand for using, the perception that
ecotourism is an activity carried out generally in protected areas and specifically in national parks, the rapid
deterioration of natural areas, the negative impact on local culture, the heavy vehicle traffic and the growing
demand for accommodation.
Companies and tour operators involved in mass tourism have, following the crisis suffered in the sector,
started to take their customers to both the traditional tourist destinations and the newly discovered natural
areas, with an aim to increase the number of their mass tourism consumers with the added attraction of
ecotourism and with total disregard to the destruction potential of all those vehicles they used and the
overall tourist population in these natural areas.
They have the audacity to write “Kazdağı National Park Safari Tour” on their Jeeps, and they continue to
insist on having illegal barbeques fired right next to “strictly protected areas” only because, they claim, their
customers want.
Structures in discord with their natural environments continue to be built in increasing numbers, disguised
behind ecotourism purposes; wildlife habitats are used with no care whatsoever, and tours are organized
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with no knowledge of the flora and fauna and the carrying
capacity of the area. These conducts are increasing in an alarming
rate every day.
The end products delivered by the third working group of the “TODEG Workshop on Ecotourism in Forest
Ecosystems” also emphasize conclusions that confirm the points made above.
• In general, activities undertaken in protected areas are perceived as ecotourism activities.
• Ecotourism is performed in an uncontrolled way in protected areas.
• There is a failure to ensure visitor management in line with the territorialisation works undertaken in
protected areas, especially in national park areas; visitors can easily enter anywhere they please.
• Travel agencies organizing ecotourism travels and marketing ecotourism products in Turkey give more
importance to economic gains, which puts the concept of conservation in the background.
• Tourism activities that can potentially harm the ecosystem in protected areas (such as jeep rides, safari
tours, motocross activities, picnics etc) are carried out.
• Planning for protected areas focuses on tourism activities rather than protection of resource assets.
Due to the concerns voiced above, I believe it would be more accurate to call the activities in protected
areas, especially in “national parks” as “visits” rather than “ecotourism”, because we can accept that those
visiting areas of specific protection statuses are environmentally sensitive and knowledgeable in the
importance of natural assets. Yet tourists usually have the tendency to accept whatever they are offered. Or
they are more interested in the quality of the service they receive rather than what the natural environment
offers them. In short, they want to get the most for the money they paid.
As a conclusion, “ecotourism” is a sector the outputs of which can be measured by money. In the opening
speeches of the workshop, a bureaucrat who had served in a senior executive position for a long time at
the DG Nature Conservation and National Parks did not hesitate to say, with a wording that even tourism
agencies would hesitate to use openly, that their aim was to “convert bird songs into money”. In other
words, the existence of this sector requires you to sell something and have someone who will buy what
you sell. And due to the destruction caused by tourism in the world and in Turkey, which has become
more pronounced in the recent years, it became necessary to describe similar activities with a totally new
concept. And “ecotourism” is this magical and gilded new concept.
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Ecotourism is to create social and cultural awareness...
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ABSTRACT
This presentation examines the reality and prevailing explanations of ecotourism as ideological discourse
helping to legitimize, sustain and expand the industrial activities by means of creation and forging descriptive
concepts purposefully tied with practices called ecotourism. Doing so, this presentation clarifies the
rationale underlying the increased need for mind and behavior management, explains the reinterpretation of
economy via the concept of environment, explicates the inclusion of tourism in development as sustainable
tourism and expanding it to the ecotourism, and discusses dominant explanations and real facts of
ecotourism. The presentation concludes that the dominant discourses on ecotourism provide a mythical
way of understanding, thus, fail to explain scientifically the nature of the host of interrelated activities
called ecotourism. Aspiring to establish, sustain and expand mental environments that are functional for the
tourism and related industries, they present theoretical descriptions as facts, make functional exceptions
rule, and offer strategically prescriptive and normative ethics and principles that are mostly unattainable, but
functional in marketing, promotion and mind management. They ignore the fact that the dominant notion of
ecotourism is deeply embedded in the logics of ideological normalization of corporate activities, commodity
production and circulation and global governance of the economic, political and cultural markets.

INTRODUCTION
Tourism continues to be steadily growing sector in the world economy. Many developing countries consider
tourism as an alternative source of economic development. Governments, bureaucrats, academicians and
business people project tourism as an engine of growth, and source of foreign exchange and employment
to revive the local economy” (Sreekumar and Parayıl 2002, 529). Asia, Africa and Latin America have rich
natural, historical and cultural resources for ecotourism activities that are steadily increasing in quantity
and scope. Resources are being diverted to the provision of airports, local transport, infrastructure, tourist
destinations and hotels with a view to creating a niche of their own in the international tourism market.
Natural forests are being encroached by an expanding developmental and tourism activities. The major trend,
especially since the mid 1980s, has been a move from mass tourism towards the various types of naturebased tourism, including ecotourism (Rein, 2005). For instance, by the mid-1990s, ecotourism was being
hailed as the fastest growing sector of the travel and tourism industry.
During these developments, numerous theoretical and promotional explanations and also discussions about
the nature and benefits of ecotourism flourished and proliferated.
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Need for Myth Making: Images over the Essence
Throughout the history of human society, the art of mind management and management of the economical,
political and cultural marketplace have always required the creation of myths via conceptual frameworks and
ritual practices. The need for myth making dramatically gained momentum when people started demanding
democratic rights by mass demonstrations, rallies and strikes since the second half of the 19th century. In
order to save the democracy from the democratic demand and participation of common people, the planned
and organized practices of the creation of public opinion and manufacturing the consent gained utmost
importance. Since then, for the sake of saving democracy against democratic demands, people have been
pulled into the values and interests of ruling forces in such a way that they willingly participate in the daily
production of their own material and mental poverty. These prevailing practices are reinforced by the fear of
unemployment and oppressive state apparatuses.
Beside the mass movements, two interrelated developments shaped and fueled the need for mind management.
The first one was (and still is) the expansion of mass production and, consequently, mass production of demand
(consumers). The second half of the 19th century and beginning of the 20th century taught the capitalist
system that the demand can not be left free: Mass production requires mass consumption and sustained and
expanded consumer (or voter, tourist) demand. Thus, those who produce the supply in masses also started the
business of creating the demand in masses. The mind management business quickly proliferated and became
a lucrative business. The propaganda with long history in organized human history gained utmost importance.
Propaganda ministries, public and private institutions and agencies were established for marketing the system,
planning and selling the domestic and international policies of psychological warfare, oppression, terror and local
and regional wars. Public relation and advertising industries emerged and became multibillion-dollar businesses.
Formal in schools and informal education via communications media started working as the most effective mind
and behavior management tools for the dominant interests.
The second one was (and still is) the need of marketing and advertising the mass-produced goods to the
domestic and international markets. This need rapidly expanded the business of demand creation and consent
management to the international arena. After the Second World War, the US academicians, businesspersons
and politicians engaged in massive activity of creating, sustaining and expanding the demand for the
modern way of life that is controlled by the logic of capitalist production, distribution and consumption of the
mass produced goods and services. A complete package for creating and sustaining the development of
underdevelopment was prepared and named as “modernization and development.” This package contained the
political and economic structure grossly mimicking “western democracy and free market.” The East and South
imported the western political and economical institutional structures, bought a lot of weapons, television sets,
radios, cinema films, musical equipments, music tapes and household goods. However, they are not industrialized
yet. Contrary to the generally accepted idea, the modernization and development projects were not failed,
because the objective was never “to develop a country,” but to create and sustain the conditions of dependency
(the development of underdevelopment) and to use the natural and human resources all over the world. In
fact, the modernization era of 1950s, 1960s and 1970s was very trying, but very lucrative era for the capitalist
world market: They successfully created the basic economical, political and ideological infrastructure during
this initial preparation phase. Then came the neo-liberal era: The Keynesian policies of welfare state policy
was collapsed by bold initiatives of the capitalists in the mid 1980s and massive activities of expansion started.
As Bourdieu states, along with the neo-economic policies, the political and economical power holders deify
the power of markets in the name of economic efficiency, demand the lifting of the administrative or political
barriers that could hinder the owners of capital in their purely individual pursuit of maximum profit instituted as
a model of rationality, want independent central banks, preach the subordination of the national states to the
demands of economic freedom for the masters of the economy, want the suppression of all regulations on all
markets starting with the labor market, privatize the public services, and reduce the public and welfare spending
(Bourdieu, 1998: 101). The new mythmaking and mind management processes included many new redefinitions
and introductions of new concepts strictly defined by their creators: Post-modernism, post-positivism, post-
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fordism, post-colonialism, globalization, glocalisation, flexible production, deregulation, privatization, small state,
decentralization, information society, knowledge society (Erdogan and Alemdar, 2005). New concepts like
ecotourism, sustainable tourism, nature tourism, ethical tourism, green tourism, geotourism, heritage tourism,
culture tourism, archeological tourism, ethnic tourism, pro-poor tourism and the like were formulated and
disseminated. All kind of tourism is tied with the increased income for the destination and, thus, development of
the country.
Myths, in order to survive, should be buttressed by some other myths that include business principles and
ethics, certificates and awards, dinner parties, symposiums and ceremonies, and some factual examples like
poor becoming rich, success stories about environmental protection and financial gains in some places, and
also few bad ecotourists, tour operators and managers.

The Economy Meets the Environment
The reinterpretation of the economy through environmental rhetoric and “sustainable development”
slowly emerged in the 1970s and gained momentum in the 1980s and 1990s. The intellectual bias and
mythological character of sustainable development existed at the beginning of its official formation and
declaration by the World Commission of Environment and Development (WCED, 1987: 43). It was declared
that sustainable development is development that meets the needs of the present without compromising
the ability of future generations to meet their own needs. This catchy phrase gives the impression that
sustainable development is sustainability of every body’s needs and interests. The declaration acknowledges
that there is a serious problem in sustaining the needs at present and danger on sustainability in the future.
When we closely look at the solutions presented then and afterwards in every world summits and other
international or regional meetings, we do not see any demand for structural change in industrial practices.
İnstead, we see the same old policy disguised in different clothing: Control of global economical and political
marketplace by owning, controlling and exploiting the natural and human resources, and marketing the
goods and services.
At the 1992 Rio Conference on the environment, the mythical notion of sustainability was accepted
by governments, NGOs and many environmentalists. Finally, it turned to be the part of global politics
of domination as green geopolitics supported by the U.S. and the EU in the 2000s. Idea of sustainable
development became the major part of the rationalized popular global control in the 21st century. The main
organizing principle of sustainable development is the economic growth: Creating it, managing it, distributing
its costs and benefits on a national scale in particular territorialized states. “There is now broad consensus
that tourism development should be sustainable; however, the question of how to achieve this remains an
object of debate” (Gössling et al., 2005:417) All, it is claimed, want more material goods and social services;
so global elites compete to control the markets that allow them to implement various policies to serve these
ends (Hardt and Negri, 2000).

Tourism and Ecotourism for Development
The dominant rationale behind the inclusion of tourism in the national and local development can be
summarized by the OECD statement: “Tourism helps to speed up development in poor countries. It is easier
to attract tourists than to sell high-tech products on the world market” (Kertsen, 1997). Similarly, in 1989,
the Hague Declaration on Tourism focused on the place of tourism in economic and social development.
It emphasized the importance of formulating and applying policies to promote harmonious development
of domestic and international tourism and leisure activities for the benefit of all those who participate in

ECOTOURISM IN FOREST ECOSYSTEMS WORKSHOP AND TODEG IN ITS TENTH YEAR

68						

A Critical Evaluation of Ecotourism

them. However, this explicit acknowledgement of the socio-economic issues appears to have been lost in
the subsequent discourse on sustainable tourism (Roe et al., 2003). Later, ecotourism is introduced as a
form of sustainable tourism: “Ecotourism is a sector of tourism, based on nature travel, but including the
principle of sustainability (TIES, 2003: 5). It is regarded as a viable tool for economic development that
takes into account conservation (Khan, 2003: 109). In fact, ecotourism with the framework of ecological
sustainability is the parcel and part of this market policy that expands its sphere of influence and activity
in rural and natural areas, enhancing the tourism industry, mass-market consumerism, dependency,
destroying indigenous life forms and ecological integrity. During the implementation of this policy, new
“environment friendly” products are produced and clean production processes, environmental monitoring
and rehabilitation systems are developed, initiatives for preventing pollution, reducing waste and maximizing
the energy savings are taken by the same system that pollute the environment. These policies based on
the instrumental rationality enhanced the corporate image, profits, productivity, resource management, labor
utilization, energy savings, and the power of the corporate and state control at the same time.

Mainstream Explanations of Ecotourism
Definitions of ecotourism presented by the proponents of dominant paradigm focus on the concepts like
responsible travel, natural areas, wildlife, nature-based, small scale, benign, non-damaging, non-degrading,
environmental effect, minimum or no impact, bird watching, wildlife watching, nature walk, conscientious
use, sustainability, conservation, balance, awareness, education, admiring, knowing, appreciation, respecting,
participation, local life, culture, history, welfare, economic benefit for local communities, local ownership, the
relevance of cultural resources, and host community participation.

Place of Activity
In ecotourism, locus of activity is the natural environment. Ecotourism is a form of nature-based tourism,
an enlightening nature travel experience (Wight, 1993). Almost all definitions state that ecotourism takes
place in relatively undisturbed natural (Björk 2000; Blamey 1997; Valentine, 1991, 1993) or pristine
areas (Ceballos-Lascurain, 1991). It involves traveling to relatively undisturbed or uncontaminated natural
places (Wallace and Pierce, 1996). It is natural history-based and/or wildlife-related recreation activity
(Hvenegaard, 1994). These explanations describe the place of activity and prescribe the activity location.
These descriptions create the myth that any activity done in the natural areas is ecotourism.
There is a serious problem in defining ecotourism by the place of activity, because ecotourism is an
activity determined by nature of activity, not by the place of activity. It is not the location or the quantity,
but the nature of the use, organization, activity and outcome that characterizes ecotourism. When defined
this way, fencing a large area of land on top of mountains, building bungalows, restaurants and providing
entertainments, organizing tours and daily excursions to remote and natural areas are not sufficient
condition for an activity to be called ecotourism.
A notion and feeling of normalcy is constructed by the mainstream explanations: Ecotourism is inspired
primarily by the natural history of an area, including its indigenous cultures (Ziffer, 1989). Then, driving force
of the ecotourism is the historical and cultural inspiration (pull) of the place. If there is no pull, there can be
no reason to go there. This normalcy is true only if there is no promotional activity for demand creation and
no reorganization of the natural environment by the tourism industry. The normal is manipulated and reality is
transformed by landscape designers and developers in order to fabricate attractive “natural environment”.
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Objectives of Activity
In the process of forging and mythmaking, objectives of ecotourism are presented in terms of the honorable
intention of ecotourists and tourism industry, and theoretical objective of conservation and sustainability.
Honorable intentions: Beside a few factual ones, explanations related with the intensions of ecotourists
are mostly mystified exaggerations: Ecotourism is “responsible travel to natural areas that conserves the
environment and improves the welfare of local people” (TIES, 2003: 5). The ecotourists visit relatively
undeveloped areas in the spirit of appreciation, participation and sensitivity (Ziffer, 1989) with the specific
objective of admiring, studying, relaxation, sightseeing, adventure and enjoying the scenery and its wild plants
and animals, as well as any cultural features (both past and present) found in the areas (Cabellos-Lascurain,
1991). It is a travel to a particular natural site entirely because of the amenity and recreational value derived
from having contact with some aspect of the natural world (Steele, 1995). It is to admire, to study and enjoy
the existing nature, wild plants, animals and any cultural features (both past and present) found in the areas.
It is travel for study, enjoyment, or volunteer assistance. It concerns itself with the flora, fauna, geology, and
ecosystem of an area, as well as the people who live nearby, their needs, their culture, and their relationship to
the land (Cabellos-Lascurain, 1991; Björk, 2000). All this theoretical constructs are presented as if ecotourism
is the type of tourism that the organizers and tourists appreciate and conserve the nature, culture, local life,
while using it, and ecotourism activities are organized for various objectives such as interaction with nature and
rural life, knowing and exploration, training and education (Wight, 1993; Scace et al., 1993; Weaver, 1999).
Theoretical objective of conservation and sustainability: According to the mainstream theoretical narration,
ecotourism establishes a sustaining balance between the natural environment and use of environment for
ecotourism: The development of ecotourism can help saving the natural environment by encouraging a nonconsumptive use of wildlife, while generating valuable foreign income. This prescriptive narrative assumes
that the protective use of natural areas is inevitable and necessary for generating source of income. Thus,
ecotourism is presented as a tool for both conservation and sustainable development, especially in areas
where local people are asked to forgo the consumptive use of resources for others (Wallace and Pierce,
1996). This focus on the notion of balance between economic interests and environmental conservation is
one of the main tenets of ecotourism. This notion is nourished by the ideology of development and sustainable
tourism. Some researchers like Hunter (1995, 1997) think that sustainable tourism development is not always
in line with sustainable development. According to the theoretical framework of this study, the idea of the
sustainable tourism is mostly a disguise for either image making or orientation gimmick for an activity, or
the both. In dominant theory, the balance between economy and ecology is established primarily by setting a
carrying capacity. It is also cleverly put forward that “the importance of the customers, i.e. tourists, must not be
forgotten, but included in a balanced approach; the ecotourists must be offered genuine areas and possibilities
to take part, be active and learn; all actors should benefit from an ecotourism development (Björk, 2000:194).
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Types of Activity
Defining the ecotourism, the literature indicates number of nature-based tourism and ecotourism activity
types, such as wildlife viewing/observation, walking, hiking, trekking, visiting parks and protected areas,
highland tourism, bird watching, photo safari, fishing, bicycle tourism, balloon tourism, scuba diving,
agricultural tourism, natural horse riding tourism, camping and caravanning tourism, cave tourism,
mountaineering, rafting, canoeing, hillside parachuting. Included in this category are also adventure tourism
(white-water rafting, bungee jumping, rock climbing, mountain biking, hang-gliding in natural areas), culture
tourism among indigenous peoples (to witness and experience other cultures, for instance, by trekking
villages throughout Nepal and other places where traditional values and products have been replaced by
Pepsi and pizza culture), science tourism (including opening the protected areas for tourism), visiting and
camping in the national parks and heritage tourism (Erdogan, 2003; Pomfret, 2006).
The myths and false images are created while describing and promoting the activities by attaching them
some extraordinary traits and gratifications they provide.

Actors of Activity: Tourists as Special Clients and
Conscientious Users
Tourists are depicted in some instrumentally functional ways:
The related literature positions ecotourists at the center of the activity and treats them as active agents.
They are the ones that take the trip with certain objectives, go to destination, stay certain time there and
return home. These kind of explanation supports the myth that ecotourists (people) are self-deciding free
agents on their choices and actions. They exclude the role of the industrial practices on the course of
decisions, choices and actions.
Tourists are also portrayed as conscientious users of the nature with good intentions such as admiring,
studying, relaxation, sightseeing, enjoying the existing nature, wild plants, animals and any cultural features
(both past and present) found in the areas (Björk 2000). The literature suggests that ecotourists tend to
be much better educated than general tourists are. They are environmentally aware, sensitive, dedicated,
knowing and contributing actors. We can logically deduct at least two conclusions from these statements:
(1) If these are the discriminating and distinguishing factors, then mainstream tourists are not aware,
sensitive, knowing and contributing. (2) Ecotourists are potential culprits if anything happens to the nature.
Despite the theoretically stated superior objectives, not all tourists can be expected environmentally aware
and sensitive ones. Additionally, tourist behaviors cannot always be congruent with awareness and knowing,
since there are strong intervening variables that eliminate the causal relationship between the awareness,
knowledge, attitude and the behavior.
Describing tourists as environmentally aware, literature also indicates that they should be informed,
enlightened and educated by the ecotourism industry. Education is presented as solution to many problems
by the dominant paradigms in the social sciences. Actually, most of the time education is neither the cause
nor the solution. Finding statistical significant relations between the education and material and mental
poverty does not mean that there is a causal relationship. It only means they exist together. We should look
for causes elsewhere.
We know there are environmental problems (and material and mental poverty). Roots of environmental
deterioration and damage are not lack of education or culture or behavior of uneducated people.
The damage uneducated/illiterate people have caused to environment in 10.000 years is most likely
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incomparably less than the extent of damage highly educated people working for the industrial and
organizational interests created on earth in the last 100 years. Namely, the cause is not the lack of
education: It is the highly educated people with well-planned goals create undesirable conditions on earth.
In the mainstream literature, the relations of the industry to ecotourists are reduced to service providing: The
tourism industry only caters the objectives and needs of ecotourists. “In order for any ecotourism business to
position itself favorably in the global marketplace, it has to deliver high quality service that fulfills the needs
and expectations of ecotourists. Understanding customer expectations are a prerequisite for delivering
superior service” ( Khan, 2003:109, 110).
It is claimed that the ecotourists are new types of tourists are highly selective, educated, demanding and
eager to seek information, and sensitive to the environment, thus, they are one of the driving forces urging
the industry to become more responsive to the environmental issues (Chi and Luzar, 1998; Wearing and
Neil, 1999; Krugger, 2005). Indeed, mass producers of goods and services have always being under the
pressure of capturing the attention of people as consumers in order to convince them for using their goods
and services. However, it is not clearly known if there is such pressure coming from tourists. Studies show
conflicting results on the quality, behavior and environmentally sound and forceful demands of tourists. For
instance, Duffy describes ecotourists as behaving badly due to their pursuit of hedonistic pleasures. Selfsatisfaction is still the over-riding concern of ecotourists. They are not interested in the idea of community
development, environmental protection and aboriginal justice. Some of them want to have sex with other
people. They do not display “features of self reflexivity that might produce environmentally development”
(Duffy 2002:40,157). ‘‘Ecotourists in Belize do not reflect on their own position in the ecotourist economy
or their impact on their environment” (Duffy, 2002:45). Similarly, Ryan, Hughes, and Chirgwin (1999:148)
indicate that ecotourism may be culturally determined, with the culture being that of consumerism; it is a
hedonistic experience rather than concerned with learning. On the other hand, some studies found that
attitudes and behavior of some tourists are consistent with the principles of ecotourism (Galley and Clifton,
2004).
According to the mainstream literature, the quality of service and environment are the function of the tourist
demands. Industry provides services according to the demand of the ecotourists: People get what they want.
Thus, no one can blame the industry for the quality of service and environment.
The practices of mind management in this sense include the use of people as vehicles of attaining and
sustaining power that demands creation of norms and habits of consumption and conspicuous consumption.
In the literature, ecotourists are depicted as money spenders at the destination, thus, they are the chief
contributing agents to the local development. In any case, a large proportion of the money spent by
ecotourists is spent at the place of origin for buying the tickets and vacation packages. As Wall indicates
(1997:489) “the most companies involved in ecotourism have their headquarters in the North, and a large
proportion of profits are repatriated.” Furthermore, ecotourists cannot spend money at the destination even
if they want to, because theoretically you can not spend money in natural areas, national parks, historical
places and wildernesses, except paying for entrance fees and buying some local souvenirs.
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Actors of Activity: Tourism and Travel Industry as Service
Providers
The dominant paradigm readily accepts that the industry provides goods and services in a proper way,
except few travel agents and tour operators who do not pay due attention to the principles and ethics of
ecotourism. The dominant paradigm discusses the role of the industry in terms of principles, ethics, social
responsibility, sustainable business, organizational effectiveness and the like.
The major myth on the good nature of industry is reproduced by attaching the tourism and travel industry
certain roles compatible with high principles of conduct: They provide services without intentionally
causing ecological, social, cultural and economical damages. However, it is generally accepted that there
are some problems (mostly because of some “bad guys” in the business). Problem are spelled out as
business ethics and practicing the principles of ecotourism. According the Executive Director of The
International Ecotourism Society (TIES) Honey, the central challenge is “how to set standards to measure
the environmental and social impacts of tourism businesses, and how to recognize those that are adhering
to sustainable practices”. Presenting the “genuine ecotourism” as savior, Honey indicates the existence of
ample evidence that, “in many places, ecotourism’s principles and core practices are being corrupted and
watered down, hijacked and perverted. Indeed, ecotourism includes a mixed grill with three rather distinct
varieties”: “Ecotourism-lite” businesses that adopted a few environmental practices; “Green-wash scams”
which use green rhetoric in their marketing but follow none of the principles and practices; and Genuine
ecotourism, or those businesses that are striving to implement environmentally and socially responsible
practices (Honey, 2004). Some studies indicate that some travel agencies organize travels and tours paying
no proper attention to actual ecotourism principles and goals. Some engage in misleading advertisements
and marketing activities using names and symbols that provide false images such as “nature with its best,
eco adventure, sole ecofeeling, adventure experience”. For instance, The web page of Gordon Guide (2005)
promotes ecotourism and cultural tours in Turkey as follows: “GAP Adventures offers travelers a grassroots,
small group adventure vacation, with a focus on culture, nature and active travel; small international groups,
excellent guides, delicious local cuisine, special destinations and charming local accommodations, all come
together to create an authentic adventure experience”.
Promoters and marketers add ecolabel to everything: Eco-Rent-A-Car in Costa Rica, Eco Taxis in Mexico,
Eco Cines and Eco Parking Lot. In Latin America, “Proyectos ecoturisticos” sell everything from community
development projects to jet skis (Mader, 2002:272). Such ads and marketing have dangerous potentials
for everyone. Similarly, in Turkey, business of travel agencies ranges from selling tickets to constructing
residential buildings. Various attractive tourism developments are marketed as ecodevelopments all over
the world. Many ecotourism developments are unchecked, unaccredited and only hint that they are based on
policies that are environmentally friendly (Ananthaswany, 2004). In South Africa, a developer plans to build
“an $800 million dollar ecotourism paradise” equipped with “a floating casino, hippos in the water hazards,
Club Med-style hotels, and imported wild game” (Honey, 1999:28). In Nepal, you can take helicopter treks
to the summits of various mountains instead of climbing the mountainous landscape. As Twidale and
Bourne (2003:483) point out “some administrators and tour operators not only have a relaxed and sanguine
attitude to false claims, inaccurate data and misleading language, but actively and vigorously oppose its
being corrected”. The expanding domination of neo-liberal idea that shuns the government intervention
and upholds the self-regulation or auto-control unfortunately buttresses the practices of fakery and show
off. As Font indicates (2002: 203), even if governments take active attitude towards regulating claims, this
is limited to governmental boundaries, which make it inefficient because of the international nature of the
tourism industry.
It is almost impossible to find a study emphasizing the massive effort of the tourism industry to manipulate
as many customers/tourist as possible. Instead, the relations of the industry to ecotourists are reduced to
providing best possible service: The tourism industry only caters the objectives and needs of ecotourists.
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Mass producers of goods and services have always being under the pressure of capturing the attention of
people as consumers in order to convince them for using their goods and services. The practices of mind
management in this sense include the use of people as vehicles of attaining and sustaining power that
demands creation of cultural norms and habits of consumption and conspicuous consumption.
Material interest of the industry either presented as universal fact in explanations of ecotourism or does not
mentioned al all. The dominant explanations set the agenda by discussing the role of the industry in terms of
principles, ethics, social responsibility, sustainable business, organizational effectiveness, culture etc. These
ethics, principles and ideas are mostly part of the image making, marketing, mind and behavior management
practices supporting the organized material relations of daily life.

Actors of Activity: Role of the State
According to the mainstream ideological framework, state institutions and governments play the role of
regulator in order to make things run smooth, but generally fail to provide necessary legal provisions,
establish monitoring and control mechanisms. Local governments lack guidelines, regulations, monitoring
and implementation systems that protect natural resources from negative effects.
The expanding domination of neo-liberal idea that shuns the government intervention and upholds the selfregulation or auto-control buttresses the practices of fakery and ostentation.
Principles, ethics, forged social responsibility, legal restrictions and regulations cannot make business people
act accordingly, unless a business culture and awareness supporting such actions exist.

Outcomes of Activity
Use without effect and contribution to environment: According to the literature, ecotourism is benign and
does not have any undesirable environmental effect on destination, because ecotourism is a non-consumptive
use of wildlife and natural resources (Hvenegaard, 1994; Ziffer 1989). It is non-damaging, non-exploitative
and non-degrading, and provides ecological sustainability and direct contribution to the continued protection
and management of areas used (Björk, 2000; Valentine 1991, 1993). Contrary to these claims, there will
be some environmental impact and ecological disturbance even in the most meticulously prepared and run
ecotourism activity. There cannot be any use without some undesirable outcomes. For instance, the growth
of ecotourism in Belize and Costa Rica has been responsible for damaging natural areas and habitats due to
overdevelopment (Kersten, 1997). As Wall indicates (1997:488), “there are good reasons for suggesting that
ecotourism has the potential to be environmentally disruptive.
Social, cultural and economic benefit to host community: It was indicated in the literature that ecotourism
contributes to the community through employment and other financial means, provides the economic
well-being to the local residents, brings welfare to the local communities and recognizes the needs and
rights of local populations (Pederson, 1998; Twynam and Johnston 2002). It maintains and enhances the
integrity of the natural and social-cultural elements and sustains the culture (Scace et al., 1993). These are
mostly exaggerated social, economic and cultural outcomes of the ecotourism. It may be the case for some
communities; but you can hardly find a community prospering from ecotourism in Asia, Africa or Latin America.
No one can show that tourism and ecotourism have regularly contributed to the economic well-being of local
people and provided alternative employment except entrepreneurial opportunities for few investors, seasonal
low paid wages for some local people, and the unemployment, poverty, loss of life style and migration for
the most natives. “Often, a greater proportion of tourism revenue becomes profit for only a few individuals or
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families because well-connected persons monopolize the opportunities for guiding, transporting or hosting
visitors, while others have to bear the costs, like rising prices for goods and services” (Gössling, 1999).
Some researchers indicate that even though sums of money may not be large, it should be acknowledged
that their consequences might be substantial when they are injected into small economies (Wall, 1997:
489). It is true, while some local people get minimum wage, tour operators, chain hotels, one or two
local investors, top administrators, politicians, some local shops, drug pushers, pimps, prostitutes and
sex merchants share the substantial benefit. Ecotourism, like mass tourism, fosters local political and
administrative corruption, money laundering, sex trafficking, the international drug trading, extensive foreign
influence on the local community and society. There are increasing examples that traditional mode of
production and resource uses are influenced by allocation of resources for the tourism and the ecotourism
activities. As tourism expands, local people increasingly lose their lands; they are deprived of their way of life
like farming, forestry, grazing, mining and hunting. Except one or two families and very few special places in
the world, relatively few jobs are created for local residents, and local people often receive little or no benefit
from any kind of tourism (Che, 2005; Duffy 2002; Honey, 1999; Lindberg et al., 1996; Mansperger 1995;
Place 1991; Stem et al., 2003; Stone and Wall, 2004). As Loon and Polakow (2001: 893) indicate financial
viability of a hotel or lodge does not invariably mean that, it will result in optimal socio-economic benefits.
Studying a local community in Turkey, Gücü and Gücü (2003) found that the economic gain from tourism is
low, and except a few market owners and restaurants, the community does not benefit significantly. In fact,
ecotourism provides high profits to travel agencies, tour operators, airlines and investors who also own hotel
chains. Leakage to outside from the local community reaches over 90% in many countries. In addition, the
most of it leaks outside of the country. It brings low regard to environmental protection and local life style
that is marketed as part of the commodified cultural, enjoyment and experience package (Brandon, 1996;
Campbell 1999; Colvin, 1996; Jones 2005; Loon and Polakow, 2001; Stem et al., 2003:325; Welford and
Ytterhus 1998). Ecotourism activities are initiated, managed and comanaged by ‘‘outsiders” (Belsky 1999;
Jones 2005; Wearing and McDonald 2002). No one can provide a reliable developmental data beyond a
few marginal local examples such as in Kenya, Costa Rica and Ecuador, and the claim of yearly or seasonal
increase in the national tourism income without detailed distribution statistics.
It is argued that ecotourism can provide many benefits, but tangibility depends on the structural factors.
Besides, local people do not have marketing skills, foreign language and capital to establish an income
generating business from tourism. We should also keep in mind that tourism is a seasonal activity: it creates
a seasonal parasitic commercial culture at its best, while destroying the traditional local way of life and
indigenous development. It is externally induced economic activity in the interest of the external powers and
their national, regional and local cooperators.
Balanced sustainability and development: Ecotourism is presented as sustainable tourism based on a positive
overall balance in environmental, communal and economic interrelations. The development of ecotourism can
help saving the natural environment by encouraging a non-consumptive use of wildlife, while generating
valuable foreign income (Farrell and Marion, 2001; Stem et al. 2003). There are series of false images are
created by this prescriptive evaluation: The use and the nature of ecology are not mutually exclusive. There is
a use called non-consumptive use. The use of natural areas is inevitable and/or necessary and it is the source
of income. The conservation requires finance and the ecotourism brings finance for conservation. These
myths present ecotourism as a tool for both conservation and sustainable development. The notion of balance
between tourism and environmental conservation is nourished by the ideology of sustainable tourism.
Ecotourism is touted as providing better sectoral linkages, reducing leakage of benefits out of the country,
creating local employment, and fostering sustainable development (Jones, 2005). The sustainability
means ecological, economical and cultural sustainability. However, the tourism activities can mean only the
economical sustainability of the organizing industry with some costly financial benefits to the local areas,
while ecological and cultural sustainability remain mostly discourse at the rhetorical and ostentatious levels.
The economical sustainability of the capital/business is the aim and the rest are mostly strategies and
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tactics for market expansion. The sustainability notion is “at once exciting and terrifying. While it ostensibly
represents endeavors to protect and manage the sustainability of our biosphere, it arguably serves as a
more efficient means for rapacious and predatory social forces to retain cultural dominance and productive
security” (Bandy, 1996:539). Duffy (2000:551) indicates that Belize, for example, markets itself based on
its pristine natural environments; this exotic image is packaged and commodified by external consumption;
it has little to do with the harsh reality of people live in the area. Similarly, as Weaver (2001) rightly points
out the whole issue of sustainability has proven to be murky and contentious.” It is “unlikely that anything
can be described as being ecologically or socio-culturally sustainable beyond the shadow of a doubt” (Duffy,
2002:104). Similarly, “not all tourism products that are positioned as ecotourism are truly sustainable”
(Chang-Hung et al., 2004:151)
Theoretical potential or probable benefits should not be confused with the actual happenings and facts
of organized practices. The notion of ecotourism with the idea of promoting the local economic initiatives
supports (and supported by) other myths like free market, free trade and free entrepreneurship. ‘‘Ecotourism
and organized crime are two different sides of the same process: the global resurgence of the idea that
neoliberal economics will provide development” (Duffy, 2002:160).
The negative outcomes: problems and solutions: The negative outcomes are usually stated as probability:
The development of ecotourism can create socio-economic problems, affect wildlife and indigenous people
and conflict with conservation efforts. The potential negative outcomes are attributed mostly to the ecotourists’
use behavior, some irresponsible tour operators and travel agents, and to the shortcomings of legal structure.
They are divided as direct and indirect effects, or on-side and off-side impacts. Some of the on-side impacts
include disturbance of ecology and damage to natural resources (Deng et al., 2003:530; Erdogan 2003),
waste generation, habitat disturbance and destruction, forest degradation (Stem et al., 2003:322, 324),
removal of vegetation (e.g., collection of plants or firewood), air pollution, noise pollution, tourist traffic, soil
erosion and compacting, trail proliferation, trail widening, tread incision, muddiness on trails, vegetation cover
loss, excessive soil and root exposure, tree damage, permanent restructuring of the environment through
infrastructure, development and construction (e.g., clearing of forests for hotels, bungalows, cabin, golf
courses), vandalism, changes in population dynamics, the transmission of diseases to wildlife (Cosgrove et
al., 2005; Farrell and Marion, 2001;; Roe et al., 1999; Wenjun, 2004: 561), accidental introduction of exotic
species, disturbance of feeding, breeding, and behavioral patterns.
Generally accepting that ecotourism can generate some negative environmental impacts, the mainstream
academicians and policy makers, in order to provide solutions, turn their attention to the determination of
acceptable level of impact and carrying capacity, monitoring and controlling the tourists’ behavior, maximizing
the local support and minimizing the possibility of local population’s active reaction against the ecotourism.
Disappointed with the negative outcomes, some researchers recommend prescriptive, ethical and normative
solutions that are nothing more than restatement of the basic theoretical notion of the ecotourism in
different way: “Club-med style hotels should not be able to peddle their mega-structures under the façade
that they are offering an environmentally friendly adventure. Tougher restrictions should be placed on all
kinds of ‘alternative tourism’ to ensure that the objectives of tourism are fulfilled. The benefits should go to
the local people, not foreign investors, and a major priority should be on the conservation of the environment
(seeing as it is the generator of the new revenue). There should be mandated prerequisites for successful
local participation in ecotourism projects and initiative” (Cosgrove et al. 2005).
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CONCLUSIONS
The study concludes that dominant ideological discourse on ecotourism scientifically fails in explaining
the nature of a host of interrelated activities called ecotourism, because the majority of the dominant
explanations that put forward by mainstream academicians and people who are in public administration,
public relations, advertising, propaganda and tourism present the theoretical descriptions as facts, make
the functional exceptions rule, offer strategically prescriptive and normative ethics and principles that are
unattainable, but functional in mind management. Normative and prescriptive evaluations can only play the
role of diversion, deliberate agenda setting, and neutralization of the negative feelings. Some explanations
are explicitly after creating false images about the relations and business of ecotourism. Others knowingly
or unknowingly confuse the fact with fiction, fact with forged normative/prescriptive principles. They all
intentionally or unintentionally ignore or hide the fact that the widely propagated notion of ecotourism is
deeply embedded in the logics of ideological, discursive and relational normalization of corporate activities,
commodity circulation, technological end-product diffusion and global governance of the economic, political
and cultural market conditions. The ultimate objective in creating and employing the functional myths about
industrial practices is sustainability in production of goods, services and people. As one of the nicely knitted
industrial activities with forged claims, “eco-tourism, which is basically practiced in the orthodox tourism
mould often masquerades as alternative tourism” (Sreekumar and Parayıl, 2002: 531).
The mainstream idea of ecotourism nicely fits in the sustainable development notion: There are poor,
conventional and economically inactive local communities. These communities need jobs and products of
modern life. Ecotourism is one of their saviors: Ecotourism brings the opportunities of welfare to the Local
communities. What they have to do is simply to participate in the action for development. This classical
rhetoric, which is supported by the other rhetorical discourses about globalization, privatization, free market,
individual freedom, entrepreneurship, sustainability and development, serves the systemic requirements
of politics of the globalizing industrial structures. State institutions and governments, international finance
and lending institutions and corporations all over the world promote ecotourism as one of the ways of
local wealth, safety, security, longevity and welfare. Once ecotourism (or any other activity) is conceived
and accepted this way in popular mind, then any intervention, like opening the protected areas for the use
of tourism industries and land developers, can be easily sold as the necessary initiative for the national
development, maintaining growth, advancement, creating jobs and raising the standards of living in local/
rural communities. This forged reality is vehemently supported thorough daily discourses by governments,
politicians, academicians, corporations and mass media. Thus, the global practices of economic exploitation
and the exploiters are metamorphosed into the providers of goods and services for the benefit of people on
earth.
Continuously expanding international arrivals and domestic tourists, combined with increasing use of
resources and mounting production of environmental degraders and polluters are being accepted as the part
of the “reality of life” by many people in the world. Mass media and academicians mostly bless the tourism
and talk about the contribution of tourism to national economy. Environmental effects and human conditions
are hardly ever mentioned by the mass media. It seems that some researchers are more interested in public
image and income of the tourism industry and mounting costs than human condition and ecology. The
sustainability and development of tourism industry is positioned at the center and the world turns around it.
Some disenchanted researchers further indicate that environmental/ecological research is rarely used in
the developmental processes because of the “ignorance” of researchers about the fact that developmental
decisions are made by global market and of “inability” of researchers to admit that, “certain ecological
tourisms are not applicable to economic development” (Di Casti, 2000).
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The workshop on “Ecotourism in Forest Ecosystems” was held a few days ago in Ankara by The Foresters’
Association of Turkey Ecotourism Group (TODEG). After two intensive days in which all aspects of
ecotourism were discussed, a nature walk was organized to Karagöl in Çubuk on the third day.
As someone who has been participating in similar excursions for long years but usually in the Eastern Black
Sea Region, it was going to be quite interesting for me to walk on a different geography. When I woke up
to see a rainy Ankara morning, for a moment I thought the excursion might be cancelled. But lucky, what I
feared did not happen. The organizers were resolved to take us on this trip no matter what. When I arrived
at the meeting point, I greeted the other participants, all smiling with their backpacks, and then we all got on
the bus that was waiting for us.
As we started the bus trip, the supervisor of the excursion informed us about what to expect. Of course,
when the city is big, it takes quite some time to be able to get out of it. From the window, we could see
rows of residential buildings, stores, vehicles and people rushing about …It felt as if this urban picture was
never going to end … But thank God, after some time houses became scarce and green started to become
dominant. For a moment, the bus stopped, and our guide informed us about everything to know about the
Battle of Ankara, starting with “In this vast lowland you see in front of you …”.
Roads starting to curve and narrow, adobe houses painted in white, planted fields and ploughed orchards
were signs that we had finally left the city behind. We stopped for a rest on the way, at the Village of
Kışlacık. When packing ‘gözleme’s for our lunch, we made sure to secure a promise for ‘gözleme’ and ayran
on our return trip.
We were soon in Karagöl. Maybe because of its dark waters or its scary depths, for some reason lakes such
as this one are always named ‘karagöl’, which means ‘Black Lake’. A natural beauty, it was lucky, charming
and pretty. But one thing that was unfortunate for the lake was that it was one of the few places where
people could go to breathe some fresh air in this very big city. Although it was still early, a group of people
were skipping rope, barbecues were set, and someone was running after a plastic ball. Amidst all this ruckus,
Karagöl was watching its visitors, tired and desperate, somewhat crushed under all that heavy load.
We got off the bus and started our climb on a path curving among wet grass and covered with cones, leaves
and branches. To catch our breath, we stopped for a while at a picturesque vantage point looking at Karagöl
and the valley. People exchanged their views on utilization of natural resources. Once again I witnessed how
a simple excursion turned into a practical nature training thanks to the diverse profiles included in the group,
each specializing in a different discipline. And was this not how it should be? Was it in deed not necessary to
first get to know the nature in order to be able to protect it? Do we not always feel more concern about the
unfortunate events happening to our close acquaintances and do we not always find ourselves in an endless
effort to protect them?
People talked about red forest ants, utilization of natural resources, how to raise tadpoles on willows,
wetlands, wildlife, use of high pastures and transhumance, country’s agriculture and forestry policies, plants
and plant sociology, medicinal plants, use-protection balance and similar various topics. The excursion was
like an on-site practical session of the workshop.
As a strange coincidence, I ran into a fellow townsman on the roadside when walking. I was happy to see
the common hazel (Corylus avellana) hundreds of miles away from my hometown. The fog, another old friend
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and loyal townsman, never left us alone either. It did not draw too close; it did not come down and surround
us; it glided above, watching us, saying “I am here”.
To tell the truth, I was a bit disappointed when we made it to the highland pasture, Kışlacık Yaylası. There
were no habitable mountain houses remaining. Although there were a handful of cattle grazing on the
hillside across, this air of dereliction gave us a pretty good idea about the state of animal husbandry in our
country. I could not help but compare. I thought about some of the plateaus occupied by multi-storey houses
and roads and roads and roads as if it is necessary to go to the door of each and every mountain house by
car. Maximum concrete, maximum ugliness... And not enough animal husbandry to compensate for this loss
…I thought, “what if I had to chose…”. Then I thought selecting one of the two evils would be nothing but
absurd. There had to be a middle way.
We literally threw ourselves on the no longer grazed grass of the pasture. We unpacked our gözlemes, which
had teased our nostrils throughout the trip. And the air was beautiful. What more could one want? …
Although the land structure, vegetation, climate, architecture and cultural structure may differ between
regions, nature always has something to offer us. And we have a lot to learn from it … After all those black
lakes (karagöls) of my homeland, now I am at the Karagöl in Çubuk. I do not feel out of it. The problems are
similar; people here are also hospitable, and the participants are all here in the nature for the same reason.
Organizing more activities like this would have undeniable contributions to our knowledge of nature, our
knowledge of our people and our culture, in short, to our knowledge of ourselves. All you need is to bring
together groups of people under a common goal and to ensure a well-managed process.
On our way back, we arrived at Karagöl from a different path. Then we went straight to the traditional village
fare waiting for us: gözlemes, ayran, free range village eggs with bright orange yolks, and spring onions
… We raided the table as if it wasn’t us who had eaten all those gözlemes at lunch. And then came tea …
Accompanied by warm conversation … The best time of the day. Maybe we shouldn’t return to the city, ha?
Thank you TODEG. We hope to see you at our black lakes some day.
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In the excursion brochures of TODEG, it always says “1 person (incl guidance + transport) blah blah TL. I do not
remember the exact year, but I guess it was 3 or 4 years ago. One participant asked about the guidance fee included
in the price. Until I was asked that question, I had never really seen that section about the “guidance” fee. And it was
impossible for me to have been aware of that section any way … We (TODEG members) focus solely on gathering
enough participants so that the excursion will not be cancelled, on gathering information on the main topics related
to the excursion, and on maximizing the comfort of the transport vehicle and the accommodation facilities etc, to the
point that we forget all about money, even keep spending our own money for the cause (especially through our cell
phones), and, not to mention, go as far as neglecting our own children.
See how many times I used the plural pronoun (“we”, “our”) in the paragraph up there? It is the force of the founding
philosophy of TODEG that has become ingrained in us, which makes us naturally forget all about “I and me” when
writing about it on paper, and which places “we and us” right at the heart of life itself. So, what TODEG has become in
its last 10 years is a “phenomenon” for me.
It was at a time when I was laying in my bed with a cast on my ankle, which I had sprained while trekking, that the
group was first set up. Since I was in no condition to stand on my feet, I had missed the initial meetings of the group.
Fikri and Kaplan Selim, who formed the core of the first group, used to organize bridge parties at my house just so
that they could entertain me in my self-inflicted house-arrest at the weekends, and they used to tell me about the
ecotourism plans of Ahırlı Selim. With my usual pessimism, I would always argue that “it will never catch”, but then, not
even a full year passed before I found myself explaining the “ecosystem” in the excursion to Yedigöller. I still do not
know how it happened, but I am immensely glad that I somehow joined this “whirlpool”.
Naturally, not everything was that easy. In the first year, only five excursions were planned, and only four of them went
through. The reason our first excursion was to Ürgüp – Göreme is that we had already organized an excursion there
2-3 years ago with our group of friends on our own means. Since we had everything planned on a daily basis, we
had been able to carry out the excursion program with no mishaps although it was pretty intense and hard-pressed.
Sometimes I still look at the photos from that excursion and think “how young we were” and, on a more terrifying note,
“how thin we were”. Another factor which led us to choose Ürgüp-Göreme for our first excursion was that our friend
Ülkü had worked at the Göreme National Park Directorate and was familiar with the environment. We were able to
plan the whole program with her valuable help.
When going for the surveys for those initial excursions, we would form teams of 5 or 6 as the enthusiastic, idealist
group members bursting with joy. We were always so excited, so full of desire and enthusiasm. We would record all
the kilometre counts in a serious manner, discuss the stops and resting places, and we would take pains to leave no
detail, even the tiniest one, unchecked. When surveying the Ilgarin cave, we had difficulty keeping up with the elderly
villager, age 65, whom we had taken along to show us the way. Since I was the one most fatigued from the ordeal, I
found the solution in repeatedly and loudly demanding a “smoking break” from Ülkü.
When surveying the Çamlıdere fossil forest, my wife Filiz was also with us. Although we went there a few days after
the rains, the Toyota truck we had hired from the forest management got stuck in the mud. The men (Selim, Mutlu
and me) got off the truck, and Filiz remained inside. Our manly efforts to push the truck did not yield any results, and
what’s more, the truck stood precariously as if it would slide down the side slope any time. It was right at that moment
that I shouted in panic that “my hard-found woman is slipping away”, which was enough to make me the butt of every
joke from then on. The bad luck continued throughout the excursion. Since there were too many participants, we
had hired two vehicles. The vehicle taking the rear was going to pick up those who were to join us on the road, and
Filiz was going to be that car’s supervisor. When, instead of the Çamlıdere exit, which was our destination, the driver
ignored Filiz and took the Kızılcahamam exit, the group behind was delayed for more than an hour. In the end, the
participants had no choice but to listen to my account of how the fossil forest was formed –an account I had built
on hearing it only once-, instead of hearing it from an academician from the Geology Department of the Hacettepe
University.
At the survey for the Karagöl survey, we “lost ourselves” without informing Ziya, who was lagging behind. Finding
himself in the middle of nowhere all on his own, Ziya, with his usual carefree manner, kept on walking stoically, with
no trace of panic, at which time it downed on us that we had picked the wrong “victim”. In these surveys, we enjoyed
being in a harmonious, responsible and amateur group, mostly as our friendship evolved into a deeper fellowship. As
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you see, we have enjoyed this feeling many times over in the last 10 years.
After the excursion, we had conducted a survey to see the impressions of the participants. One of the questions
was “what is ecotourism”. Among the answers, “ecotourism is economic travel” was a frequent one. In fact, it was an
expected response for a group who had adopted the principle of “no-profit”. As such, you know that ecotourism has
about 200 definitions.
The most important shortcoming we had when organizing those first excursions was that the participants did not take
care with the way they dressed for the excursion. When we realized that we had to make a special point of mentioning
it, it came to us as a surprise to see that we had to make insistent warnings regarding the proper footwear too.
Although we included a warning note on what to wear in our excursion brochures, the wife of one of our colleagues
came to the Karagöl excursion in high heels. When she got separated from the group because of her high heels,
which did not allow her to keep up, she not only harassed Besim, who was taking the rear, but she also turned him into
a bundle of nerves for the rest of the trip, which is still one of the fondest memories we keep from that excursion.
In Ankara, we selected Karagöl for our first excursion. But there was one thing we did not calculate. On the day of
the trip, it was raining “cats and dogs”. But when the trip was over and done, everyone was happy and merry. And we
were as exuberant as children who pass their classes with honours. Yes, we had made it, we had succeeded, and it
looked like things were going to be just fine. Again in one of our Karagöl excursions, we saw a participant taking out
a barbeque from the luggage compartment of the bus. For a moment, I thought we had utterly failed in reaching our
target group. When we kindly explained the reason why we were there, the barbecue was put back in the luggage
compartment and we were relieved. It is a legacy of that “barbecue” reality we witnessed in that excursion that now
we immediately set out to explain what we will do and how we will behave as soon as we leave the bus in all our
excursions.
We also have some “smoky” memories from the Yedigöller excursion. People who go to Yedigöller on a Sunday
usually are there to picnic, and therefore barbecue. Our participants were strongly against this picnic thing in
Yedigöller, which had a National Park status. The participants, advocating that barbecues could not be lit at National
Parks let alone right in the middle of one, started to argue with the barbeque fans, which almost escalated into a fight.
When we saw the argument moving towards a critical point, we warned the park supervisor, had him interfere, and
continued with our program. When we came to the panoramic hill, we always announced that the cell phones worked
there. And everyone immediately started to call their friends and family. So, in short, even at that paradise, we were
unable to cut ourselves from civilization. I hold that if you have never come to Yedigöller with us and took advantage of
Sedat Abi’s guidance, you have never really enjoyed what Yedigöller has to offer.
In the excursions, questions from the participants motivate you, and may even broaden your horizon. They guide
in determining what you should explain for the next excursion and the level of detail you should include in your
explanations. The best question I was ever asked was “whether tree trunks grew from inside towards the outside or
from outside towards the inside”. And it is only bad luck that I have this memory of being asked “why the flowers in
her sitting room do not grow as beautiful”.
We also have excursion notes that reflect the memories and views of the participants. It is a “compendium” made
of perhaps the most naive, most artless and most amateur but most sincere articles. Some of these, you can see
on our web site. I had the good opportunity to publish the articles written in those first years in “Orman ve Av”, our
Association’s Magazine. And it has been one of the proudest works I have accomplished in my life. But it feels like
it falls on me to compile these articles into a book for our 10th Anniversary. We shall see whether we will be able to
succeed in this project in 2010.
The members who were not from a “forester” background were an important part of the group. When the group was
first formed, we had two female friends from the Ministry of Tourism and Culture. Under their direction, Beypazarı
was one of the first excursions we made. In the following years, Mehtap, Meral and Vedat made great contributions
to TODEG. I once again thank them from these pages. And I also owe my thanks to Ms Derya, who works at our
Association and who has put up with all the trouble the group managed to come up with.
There are tens of articles on the internet explaining which activities are ecotourism activities. Nature walks and
botanical excursions are also among the activities listed, yet I have not come across an article that has managed to
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define, name and conceptualize the activity we do. We have always tried to convey information to our participants
on everything from ecosystems to trees, from trees to animals, from pollens to seeds, seeds to fires, from fires to
afforestation, from afforestation to rejuvenation, from rejuvenation to forest storage, from biodiversity to monumental
trees and from monumental trees to herbariums/arboretums etc. Yet there have probably been some topics we have
overlooked or skipped or failed to mention.
In this regard, I would like to tell you this: Almost all the TOD members forming the group are opposed to the position
and management styles of our colleagues forming the TOD Board of Directors. Despite this opposition, the TOD
management has always been on TODEG’s side. And TODEG members have always fulfilled whatever fell on their
part in this collaboration. In this sense, the democratic atmosphere was almost never spoiled. For this, the TOD
management should be congratulated.
Yes, the group which came to action with Selim Ahırlı persuading Ziya, Fikri, Hayriye, Selim Kaplan and Temimdar,
today sees that the utopia has gained flesh and blood. My entry into the group was very quick, and I immediately
adapted. Like supporting a football team, the group gave me/us a sense of belonging. It is my heartfelt wish that
everyone will have the luck to find environments where they can build such solid friendships. I wish you could have
seen us selecting furniture and knickknacks from the flea market, much like newlywed couples selecting furniture,
when the group acquired a room at the Association’s building. After the furniture arrived, the newly decorated room
became our new home where we met, where we engaged in long chats, and, most importantly, where we were happy.
You will agree that the discussions we held in our room on the future of the group or the places we wanted included
in the annual excursion program of the year are unforgettable. Or the mishaps on our excursions! To whom and how to
tell them? For example, how a participant got lost, how we were forced to stop for toilet breaks at every mile and how
adventurous it all became when the food, the car or the accommodation facility was not up to standards... Colleagues
who encountered these mishaps on their excursions would have to face up to 2-3 months of mockery, with the added
taste of all the tongue-lashings they would receive.
After a certain point, we started to organize excursions within the group too. In the first such excursion, in order
to enhance group performance, we held a training session at Dirgine, located close to Yedigöller. Then, some
friends from the group climbed up the peak of the mountain Hasan Dağı under Yaşar’s leadership. It was our group
members who made it across the Yacı Canyon for the first time in Turkey. And if you have not taken one of our winter
excursions, I can readily say that you have missed a lot. I will only give you a hint, so you can understand the extent
of what you have missed. We enjoyed drinking the “hot wine” made by Selim in an icy weather, accompanied by
friendship, love, sincerity and laughter.
When working on forest planning, we used to select our hands from among the forest villagers. It has always surprised
me that the villagers never knew anything about the names or types of the trees among which they had lived all their
lives. So, it was impossible for the public to know or have an idea about forests and forestry, let alone its problems,
considering they had no idea what, for example, 2B meant. In this context, we had made it our purpose to instil this
information into the public. And I believe we have been successful in this effort. We have created a family; a big,
sincere, enthusiastic, idealist and curious family. If we have been able to raise awareness in that family, even a little,
with the information we have shared, then we have fulfilled this purpose; furthermore, I believe we have achieved
much more than this. And at this point we have come today, our membership to TIES, our workshop on ecotourism
and our presentations at international symposiums are all rewards of our 10 years of successful endeavours. I hope
that our young friends will be able to carry this effort further.
Yes, at the end of our 10th year, we have to transform, we have to change. Between web pages and logos and
pennants, we have renewed ourselves quite well thanks to our young friends. Yet I still think it is not enough. The
problems regarding forests and forestry are growing day by day. Solutions, and worse, the hopes for solution, are
dwindling. Now it is time to review our target group, raise the bar and maybe work harder. We should even maybe
change the way we work, in order to increase efficiency. It is my opinion that our young friends will be our hope in
overcoming these problems.
I hope that we will be together for lots of other ten years.
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When we say amateur, the first thing that comes to mind is an ignorant, unskilled novice, which is the result of
a misguided conditioning of our minds. And when we say “volunteer”, again we think along the same lines; for
example we call it “work done for free”.
The term “amateur” is defined as “a person who pursues a study or sport as a pastime rather than a source of
income “. The adjectives inexperienced and enthusiast can very well be placed next to this definition. The term
“professional” is defined as “someone who performs a profession, a job for the purpose of earning money “;
and “a person who is an expert in what s/he does “.*
Volunteering is usually defined as freely agreeing or undertaking to perform a work with no expectation of
reward or compensation or interest.
Being an amateur and a volunteer in nature is quite different. Working on an already existing living thing is
harder than producing something new. The freedom you get from doing something as an amateur is an entirely
different feeling. It gives you the freedom to act, and when you leave the monetary concerns behind, the work
you do gains a whole new meaning.
Being an amateur in nature, in ecotourism, is even more different. Being and amateur in nature cannot be
defined with inexperience or cannot be put next to inexperience. Knowing the nature’s conditions well requires
knowing the nature itself very well. The smallest mistake can cause irrevocable harms.
Yet the advantages of being an amateur in nature far outweigh the advantages of being a professional. When
you stop worrying about earning money, you find a highly enjoyable, satisfying job waiting for you out there.
Especially in ecotourism, there are many differences between an amateur and a professional. If you are after
earning money, you seek ways of bringing people (tourists, or ecotourists) into the nature. The more people
you bring, the more money you make. And you make an effort to satisfy all those people. In the meantime, the
moments you find yourself thinking about the nature become scarce, even disputable. And you usually forget,
in all that hustle and bustle, to enjoy the work you do.
And those who think no further than making money out of that job are likely to ignorantly pollute the nature
and engage in activities discordant with the nature. This is why the Mount Ararat in Turkey and the Mount
Everest in the world, and their surroundings, have today become garbage dumps.
Those who frequently take themselves into nature have probably come across others enjoying themselves with
* Ali Püsküllüoğlu, Türkçe Sözlük, (İstanbul, Yapı Kredi Yayınları, October 1995)
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loud music or suffocating everyone in barbecue smoke … We think anything can be and should be allowed for
the sake of keeping those “customers” there, and we call it creativity.
Of course real nature lovers never prefer these kinds of organizations; yet how many of those venturing into
nature has this awareness? Most of those preferring these organizations are second generation rural-urban
immigrants who satisfy their love for nature by having drums and trumpets played in forests, enjoying the grill
and randomly collecting all the wild herbs and fruits they are familiar with, and who unfortunately call it “a love
of nature”. How many tour operators can put a stop to these activities, or raise awareness in their nature-loving
customers.
The Ecotourism Group of the Turkish Foresters’ Association (TODEG) is a group built on amateurism and
volunteerism. On our first meeting, I had found them strange. They had invited me to their meetings. I had
prepared myself for a very serious meeting, but it was the exact opposite of what I had expected. It was like
a gathering of friends. In a friendly flow of conversation, they were talking about preparations for upcoming
excursions and critically analyzing the previous ones.
First, I thought “friends and acquaintances have gathered to take each other places”. But afterwards, I
understood how wrong my first impressions were.
The Ecotourism Group is a group working diligently under the Turkish Foresters’ Association, which is active
since 1924 and in which I am also a member due to my profession.
As I got to know the group better, I started to understand how they enjoyed what they did. It was a group of
volunteers who had one day stopped and said “we are forest engineers and we have to share with others what
we know best”, and who had decided ecotourism was the way to go.
People are living confined in concrete blocks in their big cities, drawing further and further away from nature.
Children grow up seeing natural beauties only on their TV screens. The trees they see and know are only in
parks and on roadsides. If they are lucky, they are able to see one or two birds.
There are lots of alternatives for people who want to participate in a nature walk. There are lots of agencies,
associations or small groups organizing nature trips/excursions. They all have different target groups; some
are for those who wish to test their performances and are limited to walks done in a fast tempo; some are
for those looking for a picnic-style entertainment, and some are pure “let’s go and see around” and they take
people into the nature, get them off the bus, say “that’s it” and walk them around.
To be honest, I had not done any group excursions into the nature until I met TODEG. It was a new phenomenon
for me. To take people into nature and inform them about the nature, the forest … It is a hard job to inform
others about what I know best and to undertake the whole organization. Yet, even though it seemed difficult,
it was compelling for someone who loved walking in the nature.
We all had our jobs to earn our living. And not everyone in the group was a forester. There is something anyone
dedicated to nature can do in this group. And some of our friends even start to observe and know the nature
better than us over time.
We take new people on each of our excursions; some complain, some are not satisfied, yet those who enjoy
the trip and say they will “see trees in a very different way from now on”, are reward enough for us. Our only
expectation from the work we do is to reach more people, and to raise their awareness on nature and forests.
Sometimes, due to lack of time, we cannot organize as many excursions as we wish, sometimes we cannot
find participants for the excursions we plan, and sometimes all mishaps happen in a row and we fail to satisfy
the participants. Yet again, sometimes people are enchanted by the beauties they see in the excursion and the
natural simplicity of the organization.
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In volunteer work, you treat no one as a customer. Since those involved in the work do not earn any income out
of it and do not perceive it as a job, everything develops automatically. In these trips we take with people we do
not know, we only play the guide. We try to distribute the tasks among everyone, and we try to give everyone a
responsibility. Sometimes participants gather firewood for the camp fire, sometimes they get up early to brew
the tea, sometimes they blow at the cooking fire, and sometimes they lend a hand to those behind them when
crossing over a creek.
When people really participate in the activity, they feel they are a part of it. In nature, everything is shared;
there is no room for individualism. If we can break this habit even a bit, and if we can inform them on nature,
we will have reached our purpose.
So, why do we volunteer to do this job? Because we also miss the nature, we also get depressed among tall
buildings, and we know that taking only ourselves into the woods will not work. We love sharing what we have
gathered in the department of knowledge, and we like sharing new things with new people; that is why we are
volunteers for this work.
In all areas, works which are done on the basis of amateurism and volunteerism catch the eyes with their
difference. And people who take an interest in volunteer activities are also people who have different
expectations, who are free from perfectionism, egotism and individualism. But of course there are also people
who join these activities out of curiosity after hearing about them from others, and who go under a complete
change. And the objective in volunteer works is to create this awareness in people.
And for the last 10 years, TODEG’s efforts have been focused on achieving this.
Has it always done perfectly? No, but we are not people who seek mere perfectionism without essence. Our
goal is to always do our best. To undertake excursions into the heart of nature, to go to places least known
and to tell about forests and forestry.
Amateurism is, first of all, enthusiasm. It is something you do during those times you steal from your private
life or after work, by spending money from our own pocket or from your heart. Every time, it excites you like
the first time. When the excitement goes, you know that work is no more for you, because “why don’t you do it”
has no sanction over you. If people have their hearts in it, it means there are still things to produce. And works
done from the heart are never like other works.
What we want is that everyone who has some kind of an interest in nature, who already has a job, can push
away some of the concerns of their daily lives and engage in this work with fondness, love and enthusiasm.
Nature is alive; it can also get worn, crushed, and consumed. If we can think of nature as much as we think
about ourselves and our jobs, if we can enjoy what we are doing, then the world we are living in will no doubt
turn into something else altogether.
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ÇUBUK KARAGÖL EXCURSION (2005)                              Asım KUTLUATA
The excursion to Beypazarı was the first excursion of the Foresters’ Association of Turkey (TOD) I participated
in. When I learned there was to be an excursion to Karagöl, I decided to participate together with my wife
and son. I have always appreciated people who find time for these activities organized to instil in people the
love of nature, forests and environment, with an amateur approach. In the excursions, the expert guides do
not only take us through the places, they also give us historical and technical information.

PICNIC AT NİĞDE ALADAĞLAR (2005)                                   Ayten ŞENSU
With their 50 km length, 25 km width and 3756 m height, Aladağlar (eastern extension of the Taurus
Mountains) charm you before you even see them. And an excursion to Aladağlar is enough to enchant you.
Especially if it is to take place after the Küre Mountain-Ilgarini walk! As if you will go and conquer Aladağlar!
..........
Our first stop after breakfast is the Kapuzbaşı Waterfalls. A string of waterfalls falling from different places
from a height of 15-20 metres within a 1 km land range. The climate created by the waterfalls has caused
the Black Sea vegetation to grow here. We learn these from Ahmet Bey, as usual. There is no trace of the
hot, suffocating air here. After lunch, we get on our transports and start on the road to the plateau ‘Acıman
Yaylası’. On the road, we see the Demirkazık summit and watch the grandeur and elegance of Aladağlar. We
learn that we can estimate our altitude from the types of trees surrounding us. Pinus brutia (calabrian pine)
followed by Pinus nigra (black pine) in the lower parts, and Cedrus libani (cedar) in the highest sections. 3 km
to the plateau, we get off the bus and take a challenging trekking amidst wild liquorices. During the trekking,
10 year old Efe laments losing his position at the head of the line: “I was at the front of the line at the start,
now I am in the back.” Fikri Bey tells him to “always walk in front of me, alright?” I reflect that this is one of
the aspects that make these types of excursions enjoyable. And it crosses my mind that there is always a new
thing to learn for mankind.
..........
On the return trip, I think to myself: Thank heavens you good people exist, and thank heavens the ecotourism
group exists. Thank heavens we know each other. Thank you for your devotion to show us the ecological
beauties of our country and take us away and beyond our routine working lives!
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TWO DAYS IN KÜRE MOUNTAINS  (2005)                       Figen AYDOĞDU
“I do not fall in love every spring, but every spring I want to go,” says poet Can Yücel. This desire, which
reappears every spring, gained a new direction with the daily and weekend excursions organized by the
Ecotourism Group of the Foresters’ Association of Turkey. The satisfaction I got from those initial excursions
made me participate whenever allowed by my time and budget. In every excursion organized to take a breath
in nature, to raise awareness on environment, nature and history, or to meet the need for rest, fun and picnic
without consuming the nature, the beauties I witnessed, the sweat I poured out, the information I received
and the friendships I built increased my resolve not to miss the next excursion. Perhaps due to this, I applied
immediately after I heard there was to be an excursion to Küre Mountains.
..........
Küre Mountains are recognized as a world-renowned example for nature conservation with its rare vegetation
and ecosystem. What first draws the eye is the lush richness of the vegetation in a pristine environment. It is
obvious that tourism is an important relief and source of expectation for those living in Küre Mountains, which
is one of hotspots of the world and in need of conservation. However, you sense that natural purity and the
richness amid simplicity not only in the nature but also in the people of Küre Mountains. The way they want
to highlight their folkloric characteristics, especially the local costumes of their women, for the development
of ecotourism in their region; the way they train local young people as nature guides; the way they name their
workplaces and shops after the Ilıcalı Waterfall, a real wonder of the nature. All expressions of an innocent
desire to be recognized and to stand out with their differences. We hope that this endeavour of the local
community will reach the result it deserves with the same innocence and with ecological development; and we
hope that the plunder and pillage suffered in other towns opened to tourism will not happen here.

THERE IS A FOREST UP FAR AHEAD (2006).

Figen AYDOĞDU

Does anyone know the fossil forest in Çamlıdere? Why did it come into existence, how was it discovered, how
was it transformed over the millions of years? Have you experienced the excitement of hearing the answers
to these questions from academic minds and from a local Anatolian discovering and voluntarily protecting the
forest? The shiver enveloping you as you touch the fossil trees that have witnessed ages, knowing that they
are remnants of the Anatolia which used to be submerged in water a long time ago... the shiver that makes you
think of how magnificent immortality is. Moreover, do you know what makes this forest a fossil forest, or how to
calculate a tree’s age without cutting it, or the various tree types, or the cycle of the huge ant hills dotting the
forest? And what about that feeling that takes you back to your inner self when you get away from the hustle
and bustle of the city, from the wide avenues, the crowd and the malls inviting you to consume more with their
attractive offers, and when you discover a secret, a subtle elegancy in the depths of a forest, in a curve of a
valley or in the serenity of a wild flower... a secret you usually fail to notice in everyday life? In nature excursions
that make you feel down to your marrows that you are “only a fibre in the weave of life”, and that allows you
to experience the seductiveness of the feeling of exploration, you find the answers to all these questions, and
you witness that the journey starting with your feet extends to your heart.
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A TRIP TO YEDİGÖLLER (2006)                                    

Derya KUBALI

The trip to Yedigöller (Seven Lakes) was an inner journey in a way; I left behind the problems of everyday life
and spent two days as calm as the waters of the lakes I visited, free of all bindings. Yedigöller was a haven for
someone like me, who always suffers from storms raging inside.
The excursion organized by the Foresters’ Association of Turkey gives you the opportunity to witness natural
life instead of merely glancing at it through TV, radios or newspapers. And since cell phones don’t work, you
are not allowed to forget that you are in a completely different world.
…….
The Yedigöller National Park, which covers an area of around 2000 ha, offers an extraordinary biological
richness with over 200 plant types. National Parks are places where natural life is preserved as it is, i.e. an
“in-situ” conservation policy.
……
We visit the first hydroelectric power plant of Turkey, built in 1914. The front of the power plant is lined with
rows and rows of black forest roses. Then we pass from a tunnel of elder trees (Sambucus nigra). We reach
miniature waterfalls gurgling vigorously despite their small sizes, with a note of melancholy matching that of
deep lakes. The wooden ladder takes us to the yew tree (Taxus baccata), a witness of thousands of years.
Hopping over the felled logs, we leave behind the mouldy wetness of decaying leaves …
……
The Yedigöller Excursion made me a fan of autumn; but I fear it can cause other obsessions with different
tastes and passions every spring. Crystal in the winterspring, green harmony in the first spring and a passionate
love in the summerspring.

A MEMORY FROM YEDİGÖLLER (2006) 			

Yasemin YILDIRIM

I must admit it that having my first visit to Yedigöller with this group and this organization was very lucky for me.
It always happens that when you go to a city or a historical place on our own, you just see the place, without
learning anything about it. If you visit the place with a guide book, it may prove a more informative travel. But if
you are travelling with a guide, and I mean a guide who is a real expert in his/her area, you learn about all the
details. You even find the answers to all those questions plaguing your mind. This was the privilege and luck
I found in my visit to Yedigöller with this organization: We travelled with a guide who was very knowledgeable
in his area and who had worked in the area for long years. Plus, we were able to get information on any
question that came to our minds, from experts of the relevant fields. The group also included forest engineers
specializing in different areas, and they cordially shared their knowledge with us.
..........
On the road, we started to get information on how the excursion was going to be and on the ecosystem. We
learned the importance of protecting the flora and the fauna and how rich Turkey was in this respect with
a huge number of endemic plants. Near the village of Dirgine, we met the sight of the Dirgine Creek. It was
murky. It was obviously carrying pollution as well as mud. The point where the Dirgine Creek met the Karadere
Stream coming from Yedigöller was a real lesson. Karadere, flowing from the Yedigöller National Park was
so crystal-clear and bright. From then on, the road constantly followed Karadere. The diversity around us was
increasing as we went further. And as the diversity increased, the information sessions also increased; we
even occasionally stopped to look at the plants, with photo enthusiasts taking photographs, then back on the
bus and back on the road. Although these stops took quite some time, everyone was happy. Although the
organizers were a bit uncomfortable about falling behind the hours set in the itinerary, the participants couldn’t
care less. As the road grew narrower and the ground got worse, the beauty around us got multiplied.
..........
We owe our endless thanks to all those who work so hard for the forests, the trees and the nature. The
participants and I know that forests are beautiful, but the people working to keep them beautiful are also there.
All foresters are a part of the sustainability of the eco-system.
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A DEPTH(LESS) ARTICLE ON THE KİRMİR BROOK AND THE GÜDÜL
EXCURSION (2007)							
Kazım SAĞLAM
We were leaving the noise of the city behind us with speed; from the window of the minibus, I was watching
the step and the infertile, barren lands of Ankara. The quiet of these lands that have witnessed tons of changes
over millions of years and that have sheltered millions of lives in its bosom was unsettling me. What glorious
stories would the land tell us if it could speak? Maybe it would scream out the shame it felt from sheltering us,
the only living beings using it roughly and loutishly. Or maybe it would say, “Ah children, I wish you had shown
this sensitivity before I was wasted. Then I would not be like this, limping with broken wings.”But it would
still show gratitude, saying “grateful I am that you can understand me now. That you can understand you are
destroying not me but your own lives.”
..........
Our guide told us that this excursion was organized by the “FORESTERS’ ASSOCIATION OF TURKEY –
ECOTOURISM GROUP”, that we would be walking the trekking course in a single line so as not to disturb
the nature, and informed us about the objective of the excursion. We learned that the purpose of these
excursions is to acquaint people with the nature, inform them about flora and fauna, and raise awareness
on the importance of protecting the nature. After giving information on lots of similar topics, our guide also
showed us how to step and how not to walk.
..........
Climbing from a steep slope, we watched from above the rays of sunlight dancing on the brook; after passing
from a narrow but long path covered with bushes, we found before us the Kirmir brook, flowing in deep curves.
The moment of reunion. The moment where your longing for the water ends, and the moment to rest your
feet and revitalize. Life, I do not know what you will offer next, but right now it is time to feel you and only you.

THE YEDİGÖLLER MIRACLE (2007)

					

Ümit YETİŞ

You live your life according to the way you perceive it. I have always perceived life as an adventure, and I try to
live it like an adventure. It was my first trip to Yedigöller. And it was my first trip with the Foresters’ Association.
In my mind was the signature campaign where I had signed against TOD because of the destruction of its
Kızılay building and, together with it, the theatre, which was never replaced; with the prejudice stemming from
that campaign, I was a bit cross with foresters. It was with a rush that I was able to not miss the excursion bus,
but as soon as I set foot on the bus, my prejudices started to dissipate. Yedigöller was one of those beautiful
places where beautiful people came on their beautiful horses in the stories; we were starting on a brand new
adventure and we were so happy.
You never know what you will find when you are on an adventure. But I never encountered any problems or
even any bad luck from the start to the end of the excursion. On the contrary, everything was right on time and
perfect, as if touched by a divine hand. If you wanted to criticize, all you could do would be criticizing this utter
perfection. Right at the moment you start to feel hunger, they say “lunch is ready”. You say “wish there was
some tea,” and they say “please take some tea”. “Let’s start touring around,” you say. And you hear the naive
voice of the expert there: “Come on people, let’s gather around and start”. Even the rain started only after we
were safely on our buses. Wherever you look, it was a boring (!) event. Just as I was beginning to question the
adventure aspect of the trip, I realized that the real adventure was in the perfect balance of the nature, in the
landscape that makes you doubt its reality, and the dialectic of life everywhere you look. What was going on in
the nature was an uninterrupted motion where everything was connected with organic ties, where everything
carried its own contradictions and where quantitative accumulations were synthesized with qualitative leaps
and every synthesis was re-synthesized according to the same law.
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THE BAĞLUM EXCURSION (2008)

			

Sumru BOZOK

Have you ever seen a field of croci? It is a delicious sight. A beauty gushing out from the earth. Every one of
them smiling at you. With the sun in their faces, shooting from the earth … Descriptions will not do justice;
you have to see them for yourself. On the walk, you turn around, and see that unbelievable beauty. Travelling
in the wild with people who are scientifically knowledgeable about nature is nice; and it is very nice to learn
from them about trees, leaves, hornbeams, oaks and maples. Ahmet Bey told us about the Ankara Crocus
(Crocus ancyrensis). He dug the earth with great care. So afraid he was that he would damage the bulb. He
pulled it out, together with the bulb, and showed us the hairy bulb. This hairy bulb is what distinguishes the
Ankara Crocus from other croci. Then, with great care, he replanted it, because ‘one should never disturb the
ecological balance’.
The organization and the information imparted were impeccable, as it is in every excursion organized by the
Group. It is very enjoyable and fun to travel with them. I want to take part in all excursions they will be planning.

KONYA KARAPINAR MEKE (2008)				

Güzide ÖZTEKİN

Hello,
When I learned about the Konya- Lake Meke excursion of the Foresters’ Association, we knew we had to be
a part of it. We knew that one day we would have to see with our own eyes the Lake Meke, which was even
covered in the National Geographic magazine. When such an opportunity arose, we decided to participate
(after persuading my son who always prefers sleep over everything).
……
According to what I learned from the brochures they handed out on the bus, years ago an initiative was started
against desertification in Karapınar. First, attempts were made to prevent the earth from drifting by sets build
with reeds; then, they planted trees and created arable areas. We visited the area where these efforts were
made. I was thinking how great successes could be gained with the right project, then there came a question,
and I learned that there were losses from the gains achieved through the initiative. It was imperative to
continue the fight against desertification. Everybody must do what falls on their part. But first of all, those with
institutional power must take the initial steps.
..........
On the return trip, there was rain as we were passing by the Lake Tuz. The rain showed us another beauty of
the Lake Tuz, shrouding the lake in crimson.
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A RAIN(Y) FOREST IN ANKARA:
KARAGÖL (2008)					

Arda ÖZBEN / Oğuzhan AYISIT

On that Sunday morning when we took off for Karagöl, the light rain was heralding that our first excursion with
the Ecotourism Group was going to be a little wet and maybe a little more challenging than expected. With
the experience of living in Ankara for long years, we were used to cold air and rain in May, but we were not
really expecting it to shower. We did not have to wait for the weather report to see what awaited us; when we
arrived at the Çubuk Centrum, it was raining enough to wet you all over on the few meters that took from the
bus to the kiosk.
..........
As we went further on the route, we came to better understand that the purpose of the excursion was not
to arrive at a place, but to go ‘towards’ a place. Everywhere we passed from offered new beauties that
surpassed the beauties left behind. Sometimes we found ourselves on a hazy altitude looking straight at the
high mountains, and sometimes we found ourselves amidst a tangled mass of trees. Throughout the trip, these
beauties were accompanied by the information given by our guides on the trees and the life in forests. And of
course the sultanas, dried apricots and almonds stored in our pockets...

THE BEYNAM EXCURSION (2008)			

Birgül GERMEN

Greetings Dear Excursion Fans,
This week, my daughter and I participated in the excursion to the Beynam Forest organized by the Ecotourism
Group. This is our second excursion with TOD, and will certainly not be the last. The most important element
enabling me to persuade my daughter to tag along is that these excursions, organized as no-profit activities
by the Association, are not only entertaining and full of zest, they are also educative and informative. (As you
all know, young people today do not like long walks). Although my daughter also keeps grumbling during the
walking sessions, she cannot help but admit satisfaction at the end of the excursion. Otherwise I could not
have been able to persuade her to come on a second trip now, could I?
……
On the trip, we found an abandoned apple grove and picked up lots of apples and pears which we then ate with
joy. We also tasted the not-yet-ripe hawthorns. I will never forget that sour taste of this fruit, which I tasted for
the first time. The cute fruit of the valonia oak reminded us of the cartoon “Ice Age”. With a smile on our faces
and warm traces in our hearts, we ended our excursion.
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THE CALL OF SNOWY MOUNTAINS (2009)        		

Ayşe DÖNMEZ

Under heavy snow, our first destination was the Sarıalan Yaylası. The road we walked was also covered with
snow. We were progressing, watching with awe the slopes with their white blankets and trees laced with white.
Around midday, we made it to the Sarıalan Forest Operations Centre. There was a healthy fire in the fireplace
and our tea was ready. While we were sipping tea, our cook fried the sucuks in a very practical manner on
the fire. We ate our cheese & sucuk sandwiches accompanied by ayran. We re-checked our clothes, put on
our leg warmers, hoods and gloves, took our walking sticks in our hand, and voila, we were ready for the walk.
After going by car for some time, we got off and started to walk. It was snowing and the sight was awesome.
Elegant firs clothed in white lace were greeting us with branches bending in a curtsy. Small firs were almost
lost in a ball of white. In my mind were the poet’s lines:
Lily-white snowflakes,
Appear shining like stars,
They dance for a while over my head,
Then, with a feather-soft touch,
Softly land in my heart,
Refreshing me inside …

BOLU ALADAĞLAR (2009) 				

Yalçın YILMAZ

With the Aladağlar Excursion we participated in with my wife on 12 April 2009, we met the TOD ECOTOURIZM
GROUP and its devout followers. Although it was our first time with them, we immediately felt the warm
welcome of this friendly group, as if we had known each other for 40 years.
……
The food was consumed in a matter of minutes, yet we were not yet at the summit. When we were back on
the road, some of us were stuck in a metre of snow, and were able to get ourselves out only with the help of
others. We started to hear the occasional sounds of deer. We even came across fresh tracks. We were not
expecting to find tracks, which meant that they were really close by. When we made it to the top, we saw the
trees felled by storms. Murat Alan gave us information on what caused the trees to collapse like that. Then we
started on the descent, but what a descent it was. We would make the best of the sportsmen envious with our
stamina on that descent from the snow-covered, 60 degree mountain slope.
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ANKARA KIZILCAHAM-IŞIKDAĞI (2009)

İrfan AKALP

     
I met the Ecotourism Group first at the Lake Kovada Excursion in the autumn last year. After that excursion,
I had promised myself to participate in any other excursions organized by the group. But as the winter came,
I failed to keep that promise. Now there was to be this daily excursion to the Işık Mountain, so we applied,
together with my husband, at the first opportunity. What made this excursion different was that we were going
to climb to the top, just like mountaineers.
..........
We reached the summit at 12.30, just as planned. When we made it to the summit, we met another group
who had come before us. When their guides asked our non-profit group’s guide, Murat Bey, about the price of
the excursion, the bewilderment on their faces was worth seeing. Because those coming with that group had
paid twice the price we had paid to participate in the excursion. Moreover, the other group did not have the
benefit of information on forests and trees. The reason was because the activities of the Ecotourism Group
were no-profit activities.
..........
The descent was as enjoyable as the ascent. The quiet of the forest was spoiled by an engine roar. We learned
that it was the tree-cutting day and the roar was from the saw machines. Our guides gave us a “cutting”
presentation on how and when and where and by whom trees are cut, something we had always wondered
about but had never learned.

ÇATACIK FORESTS (2009) 				

		

İrfan AKALP

On the trip, what we read on the itinerary was enough to try our patience: “The Çatacık forest is a hygrophilous
scots pine (Pinus sylvestris) forest extending into the Central Anatolia region. It is one of the most famous
Pinus sylvestris forests of Turkey. Exemplary forestry applications are carried out in the forest. During the twoday excursion, participants will be able to walk in this special forest while getting information on exemplary
forestry applications, with an opportunity to feed the deer at the deer breeding station, and will see close-up
the grandeur of the Pinus sylvestris monumental forest which is over 200 years of age.”
..........
Later on, we climbed a hill were we were able to see Eskişehir, which lies 80 km away, with a 360-degree
panoramic view, from the fire observation tower.
..........
What was really impressive was the walk to the Pinus sylvestris monumental forest area. We really did see
close-up the grandeur of this 200 year old forest. What impressed me most in this excursion was seeing a
200-year old and 30-40 metre high pine next to a 2-3 month old, 2-cm long pine trying to survive. There was
a long life ahead of those baby pines managing to survive the hot, arid summer.
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SİNOP-ERFELEK (2009) 						

Nebahat ARIKAN

When I heard about the Sinop excursion, I was happy. It was exciting to once again visit this city, which I had
visited before on a business trip and which I had then fallen in love with. I tried to overcome this excitement,
with the fear that it would bring some unhappy surprise or that it would affect my daily routine. But when the
Friday evening arrived, we were on the road. All of us were there to start on the excursion.
..........
We were told that we would be having breakfast in Erfelek on the Sunday morning. Everyone was ready at
the appointed time. The breakfast at this small family establishment was wonderful. There were home-made
marmalades, jams, toast, free-range village eggs, hot potato chips and all sorts of greens… After this delicious
breakfast we were ready to climb up to the waterfall.
..........
When we reached the starting point of the waterfall, a friend was saying “You will get mad at me, but I am not
tired at all”. There were a multitude of waterfalls, big and small, and our path was decorated with various types
of plants. We felt light and happy, as if we were in wonderland. After a small break during which we drank
some buttermilk from the elderly local farmer, we floated like a bird on the path until we reached our vehicle.
The village kids were selling the berries they had picked up to earn some pocket money. An opportunity that
cannot be missed! Of course we bought out their whole stock!

KONYA-KARAPINAR- LAKE MEKE EXCURSION (2010)

Nebahat ARIKAN

It was mid 2006 when I accidentally joined a TODEG excursion. Until that day, I had no idea what a nature
excursion was and even that there was an organization called the Foresters’ Association of Turkey. In my first
excursion, my group leader was Murat Bey. We had gone to the Işık Mountain, and I was happy although I still
had no idea that the sun coming in from that window opening into my life would embrace me and warm me so
delightfully. For my next excursion, I waited for the New Year. I was now an avid fan of TODEG’s website. Don’t
you think that the love of nature is the best of addictions? Within time, I learned a lot from TODEG volunteers
on the ecological system and many other aspects of nature. And it is extremely joyous to be with nature lovers,
away from the stress and tumult of life.
..........
Musa Amca explains: “there used to be wild sand storms, so strong that they would tear off the reeds on
the roof. We could not find any food, and mothers could not feed their babies and ewes their lambs. On
the way home from school, we could not find our way and we usually got lost. The storms also harmed the
farmlands.” From Murat Bey, we learned about the formation of 40 metre high, 50 metre wide dunes spanning
over 240 meters in a crescent shape. On a 160 thousand ha area, the officials in Turkey started a Project
with a successful coordination -rarely seen in Turkey-, in 1962. It became obvious that physical and cultural
measures would be needed. They planted trees and grasses and various types of plants. First, they created
curtains from reeds, after grassing; they selected tree types suitable for the local conditions. They carried
water with cans to water the new trees. For the Project, local people worked together with the state, with an
unbelievable collaboration. Despite long years of immense efforts, the region has only partially been saved,
and the trees are still in need of care, like babies, since the area does not get enough rain.
..........
On the other day, we had our breakfast with gozlemes made by local women in Ereğli. The delicious recipes did
not allow anyone to follow their diet. We continued to eat until both our eyes and our stomachs were satisfied.
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