




\ 

\ 

. , 

\l SIMa, 

... OlL .... 
"" .... ..u ",U,I 
MU" , .. W'LI tv,·l.Il 
1tOfI ....... _ ...... , ..... "" ..... u .... 

R E T L 

'''0'' ".0 ----I< �~�1�" �'� 



WORLD HERITAGE NOMINATION -- IUCN TECHNICAL EVALUATION 

357 GOREME VALLEY (TURKEY) 

1. DOCUMENTATIONc 

(i) 
(ii) 
(iii) 

Nomination form 
Consultations I U. Hirsh, M. Zekai Bayer 
Literature Consulted, 
Master Plan for Protection and Use - GOreme Historical National 
Park, 1971. 

2. COMPARISON WITH OTHER AREAS 

There are 20 protected areas within the Anatolian/Iranian Desert 
Biogeographical Realm but none have the combination of natural eroded volcanic 
features plus the cultural attributes as Gareme. The tuff pillars are 
themselves unique and of a much different origin than similar-appearing 
columns as found in the glacially-affected landscapes of the Dinosaur World 
Heritage Site or the Badlands area of the USA. 

3. INTEGRITY 

The GBreme Valley has been under continuous human occupation for at least 16 
centuries.- A relatively harmonious human-dominated landscape now exists which 
is integrated into a spectacular natural setting. The impacts of uncontrolled 
tourism are of some concern and would be mitigated if the long considered park 
proposal was acted upon. The question of inclusion of the Erciyas Dag volcano 
and in fact the exact boundaries of the property are not altogether clear in 
the nomination. 

4. ADDITIONAL COMMENTS 

Further consultation with ICOMOS on the site is to be held during the coming 
Bureau meeting. 

5. EVALUATION 

The GBreme Valley meets criteria (iii) for natural properties as it contains 
unique natural features and displays a harmonious combination of natural and 
cultural landscape elements. Precise boundaries for the property need to be 
established and the Committee may wish to urge implementation of the 1968 
proposal for protected area status to ensure future integrity. 

6. RECOMMENDATIONS 

Goreme Valley should be added to the World Heritage List on the basis of its 
values as a natural property. Boundaries of the site should ideally 
incorporate the 1968 park proposal. Based on the evaluation of the cultural 
values by ICOMeS, it may also be accepted as a mixed cultural/natural site. 


