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In Kadifekale there are no on the border of the 1st 
degree archeological site; however, in the archeologi-
cal conservation area dwellings constitute the greatest 
pressure. Nonetheless, thanks to conservation projects 
which have been constantly on the agenda, the total 
area saved from the structural impacts was increased 
3,0 % in the 1st degree archeological site and 11.0 % 
in the  archeological conservation area between the 
years 1987 - 2005. But unfortunately within Ka-
difekale District, the historical environment has not 
been planned and laid out in a way suitable for attract-
ing the interest of general public.  

In Agora and Kadifekale Districts, residential build-
ings were observed to exert the greatest structural area 
pressure. Meanwhile, the structures constituting an-
cient edifices come second. It has been seen that the 
quality of both structure types are very low in the 
research areas and the preservation of historical envi-
ronment in both districts will only be possible with the 
restoration of these works and with the landscaping of 
the surrounding area in harmony with the historical 
fabric. 

Agora and Kadifekale Districts which have great im-
portance for the identity of the city also have a signifi-
cant potential for tourism in the city because of the 
historical reflections of the places. However, today 
these properties of the research areas had been over-
looked. With the necessary planning and design stud-
ies of these areas, they need to be recovered to urban 
life in harmony with the concept of protection. As 
mentioned in Doğan (2006), in order for the historical 
environment to integrate with contemporary economic 
and social life, taking the course of rehabilitation and 
exploitation of its tourism potential is one of the ways 
forward. 

In town planning, in conformity with the rules applied 
in most large cities with a historical past, it is first of 
all necessary to determine the areas containing antiq-
uities which have come to light and have not yet been 
excavated. These historical monuments should be 
shown in their unadorned state and their immediate 
surroundings should be framed by beautiful gardens 
and views. The monuments should be surrounded by 
gardens, separating them from vehicle traffic and 
should be arranged in a way suitable for archaeologi-
cal tours. The old and the new city can and must live 
side by side without encroaching on and without caus-
ing harm to one another (Köse, 2007). 

With regard to the preservation and handling – down 
to future generations of the historical and cultural 
entities which have emerged in our country over thou-
sands of years, the point reached as a result of years of 
continuous neglect and plunder is that of having lost, 
even if not all of these entities, the greater part of them 
(Tuncer, 2011).  

One of the foremost problems in historical environ-
ment conservation is that of ensuring the continuing of 

history despite the changing world and living condi-
tions (Anıl, 2007). In the process of planning their 
towns, preserving the heritage of their past and meet-
ing new demands, civilized people endeavor to trans-
form their cities in a way which is compatible with the 
past, Due to our country’s special conditions, Tur-
key’s cities are undergoing rapid change. In order for 
this change to have an essence which is regardful of a 
past stretching over thousands of years, it will be ben-
eficial for new generations to know the history of the 
city in which they live (Yetkin and Yılmaz, 2011).  

If the problems relating to this subject are examined in 
the sense of problems in Turkey as a whole, according 
to Tuncer (2011), in Archaeological Conservation 
Sites boundaries are indeterminate and change contin-
uously. With preservation committee rulings, modifi-
cations and transfers of status are made between 1st, 
2nd and 3rd degree archaeological sites, which arouse 
the belief among people that these decisions are 
“changeable”. Therefore, it is necessary that boundary 
determinations based on scientific studies be made 
once and that, unless based on new knowledge and 
documents or other findings, no change be made to 
these boundaries (Tuncer, 2011).  

Central and local governments have to consider the 
fact that, the conservation of cultural and historical 
heritage is a necessity and a responsibility. Also from 
local to central governments, all the administrators 
have to work with a common policy (Anonymous, 
2005).  
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