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oz

Bilindigi gibi dogal sitler gerek diinyada gerekse de iilkemizde son yillarda énemsenen bir
konu haline gelmistir. Dogal sitler nadir olusmus, endemik, dogal goriiniime-estetige sahip,
bilimsel 6nemi olan, hassas korunmasi gereken alanlar olarak bilinir. Sitler, eger jeolojik-jeo-
morfolojik agidan 6nemli ise jeosit, arkeolojik agidan degerliyse arkeolojik=kiiltiirel sit, biyo-
lojik 6zellikleri 6n planda ise biyolojik sit olarak tanimlanabilir. Jeositler; farkl jeolojik 6zel-
liklerine gore fosil sit, stratigrafik sit, tektonik sit, sedimantolojik sit, magmatik-metamorfik
sit, mineralojik-ekonomik sit, petrografik sit, jeomorfolojik sit, hidrojeolojik sit olarak ayrila-
bilir. Farkli kurum ve kuruluslarin birbirinden habersiz ya da ¢ok az haberli bir sekilde dogal
sitler lizerinde bilimsel ya da sosyal-kiiltiirel amagh arastirmalar yapmalari, sinirlar belirle-
meye ¢aligmalart vatandaslar ile devlet kurumlarini karsi karsiya getirmektedir. Konu ile ilgili
yasa ve yonetmelikler ile ¢oziimler iiretilmeye calisilmis ise de en biiyiik problemin bagimsiz
caligmalar ile ¢oziimler getirilmeye ¢alisilmasidir. Ornegin Orman ve Su Isleri Bakanligi’na
bagli Doga Koruma ve Milli Parklar Genel Miidiirligii, Cevre ve Sehircilik Bakanligi’na bag-
11 Tabiat Varliklarini Koruma Genel Midiirliigi, Kiiltiir Bakanligi’na baglh Kiiltiir ve Tabiat
Varliklarin1 Koruma Yiiksek Kurulu ile 6zel dernekler olan Ankara Universitesi Miihendislik
Fakiiltesi biinyesindeki dgretim iiyelerince yonlendirilen Jeoloji Miras1 Koruma Dernegi (JE-
MIRKO), Tiirkiye Tabiat1 Koruma Dernegi (TTKDER), Doga Dernegi, Doga ve Cevre Vakfi
(DOCEV), Dogal Hayati Koruma Dernegi (DHKD), Dogal Hayati Koruma Vakfi (DHKV)
konularina gore birbirinden farkli bagimsiz ¢alismalar gergeklestirmektedirler. Dogal sitler ile
ilgili kavram ve terimler {izerinde de fikir birliginin olusmadig: goériilmektedir. Bu sunumun
amac1 Kayseri, Malatya, Sivas ve Yozgat illeri ¢evrelerinde yer alan ve Cevre ve Sehircilik
Bakanlig1 Tabiat Varliklarini Koruma Miidiirliigii tarafindan “Dogal sit” olarak belirlenen ya
da o6nerilen Kayseri, Malatya, Sivas, Yozgat ¢evrelerindeki 41 adet lokasyonun jeolojik 6zel-
liklerini karsilagtirmak ve dogal sit kriterlerini tartigmaktir. Bu amag¢ dogrultusunda Kayseri ili
ve gevresindeki Soganli, Kestel, Erdemli, Talas, Kapuzbagi, Tuzla Palas Go6lii, Sultan Sazligi,
Tavlasun, Direk Go6lii, Engir Golii, Zamanti Irmag1 Kaynagi, Derebahge Kanyonu, Hiirmetci
Sazligini igeren toplam 14 dogal sit sit alani, Malatya ili ve gevresindeki Kozluk Cay1 Kan-
yonu, Ayvali Kanyonu, Giinpinar Selalesi, Ozan Kanyonu, Somuncu Baba Bogazi, Erkenek
Karanlikdere Kanyonu, Karapinar Mevkii, Meled Deresi Vadisi, Polat Sulu Magarasin1 i¢eren
toplam 9 dogal sit alani, Sivas ili ve gevresindeki Sizir Selalesi, Sugul Vadisi, Kangal Baliklt
Kaplica, Kalkim Balikli Cermik, Bakircioglu Tabii Su Kaynagi ve Magaralari, Yildizeli Ka-
yaard1 Mevkii-Kandil Sirt1, Altinyayla Hitit Baraji, Alaman Koyt Kaya Mezari-Sicak su kay-
nagi, Degirmenalti-Alasehir selalesi, Hafik Golii, Todiirge Golii, Kuru Gol, Demiryurt Kaya
Magaralari, imranli Baraj Golii, Dipsiz Gol olmak iizere toplam 15 dogal sit alam, Yozgat ili
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ve ¢evresindeki Cavlak Mevkii, Giizelli K&yii Magaralari, Divanli Koyli Magaralarini igeren 3
adet dogal sit alan1 hakkinda literatiir bilgileri degerlendirilmis, jeolojik ve topografik haritalar
Google Earth goriintiileri {izerine yerlestirilerek incelenmis, arazi verileri ile kargilagtirilmas,
ilgili yonetmeliklerde belirtilen ¢izelge bilgileri 15181nda degerlendirmeler yapilmistir. Sonugta
her bir sahanin paleontolojik, stratigrafik, tektonik, magmatik-metamorfik, petrografik, mi-
neralojik, jeomorfolojik, ekonomik ve hidrojeolojik agilardan &zellikleri irdelenerek puanla-
malar ile dogal sit derecelendirmeleri gerceklestirilmistir. Ilgili sahalarda volkanik ve karstik
yapilarin 6n plana ¢iktig1 goriiliir. G61 olusumlari, sicak ve soguk su kaynaklarinin korunmasi
gibi dzellikler de onemli goziikmektedir. Deginilen konular 15181nda dogal sitler ile ilgili jeolo-
jik verilerin irdelenmesinin {iniversitelerdeki jeoloji mithendisligi boliimlerinin bolgelerindeki
dogal sitler ile ilgili goriisleri alinarak jeoloji miihendisleri odasi tarafindan her yil diizenlenen
ya da diizenlenecek 6zel oturum, panel ya da sempozyumlarla sonuca baglanarak yayinlanma-
sinin ve kurumlar, kurulus ve dernekler arasi igbirligi kapsaminda da ele alinmasinin uygun
olacag kanaati tasinmaktadir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Dogal sit, Jeosit, Kayseri, Malatya, Sivas, Yozgat
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ABSTRACT

As known, natural sites in the world and our country have been a significant matter and att-
ractive places in recent years. They are endemic, rarely occurred protected areas in having
natural beauty and scientific values. If the natural sites have more geological-geomorpho-
logic characteristics, they are called as geosites. If they have archaeological features, they are
known as archaeological cultural sites. If the biological characteristics are more important,
they are biological sites. Geosites have also different geological-geomorphologic features and
named as follows: fossil site, stratigraphic site, tectonic site, sedimentologic site, magma-
tic-metamorphic site, mineralogic-ecomic site, geomorphologic site, petrographic site, hyd-
rogeologic site. Different institutions and organizations have been investigating freely natural
sites in various aims such as scientific and cultural. It results a problem between the govern-
ment institutions and public. Although law and regulations have been made on the matter, the
reason of the problems is thought to be free investigations of organizations and government
institutions. For instance, General Directorate of National Parks and Nature Conservation
of Ministry of Forestry and Water Management, Ministry of Environment and Urbanization,
General Directorate of Natural Heritage, The High Council of Cultural and Natural Assets
Protection of Ministry of Culture and Tourism and special organizations such as Turkish As-
sociation for Protection of Geological Heritage (JEMIRKO) organized by Ankara University
teaching staff, Turkeys Nature Conservation Association (TTKDER), Nature Society, Nature
and Environment Foundation (DOCEY), the Wildlife Society (DHKD), World Wildlife Foun-
dation for nature (DHKYV) have been organizing activities freely and searching many subjects
related to natural sites in their perspectives. There has not also been a consensus on the terms
and concepts of natural sites. The aims of this presentation are to compare geological - geo-
morphologic features of 41 natural sites around Kayseri, Malatya, Sivas and Yozgat that are
accepted or offered as natural site by Ministry of Environment and Urbanization, General Di-
rectorate of Natural Heritage, and to discuss their geological features in terms of natural site
criteria. 14 natural sites from the Kayseri area, Soganli, Kestel, Erdemli, Talas, Kapuzbasi,
Tuzla Palas Lake, Sultan Sazligi, Tavlasun, Direk Lake, Engir Lake, Zamanti Stream Source,
Derebah¢e Canyon, Hiirmetci Sazligi; 9 natural sites from the Malatya area Kozluk Stream
Canyon, Ayvali Canyon, Giinpinar Waterfall, Ozan Canyon, Somuncu Baba Canyon, Erkenek
Karanlikdere Canyon, Karapmnar Location, Meled Stream Valley, Polat Sulu Cave, 15 natural
sites from the Sivas area Sizir Waterfall, Sugul Valley, Kangal Balikli Thermal Spring, Kalkim
Balikly Thermal Spring, Bakircioglu Natural Water Source and Caves, Yildizeli Kayaardi Lo-
cation-Kandil Surti, Altinyayla Hitit Dam, Alaman Village Rock Tomb-Hot spring, Degirme-
nalti-Alagehir Waterfall, Hafik Lake, Todiirge Lake, Kuru Lake, Demiryurt Kaya Magaralari,
Imranli Dam, Dipsiz Lake; 3 natural sites from the Yozgat area Cavlak Location, Giizelli Villa-
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ge Cave, Divanli Village Cave have been searched. Literature data were used. Geological and
topographical maps obtained from literature have been overlaid on the Google Earth images.
They have been correlated with field work data and evaluated by using of the data derived
from law and regulations. In conclusion, rating of each natural site was made in the views
of palaeontologic, stratigraphic, tectonic, magmatic-metamorphic, mineralogic, geomorpho-
logic, economic and hydrogeologic values. It is seen that many of the natural sites in the region
have volcanic and karstic characters. Lake occurrences, hot and cold water sources are also
important. It is assumed that collaboration between government organization, institutions and
public associations, and panel, symposium or sessions in each year organised by geological
society of Turkiye are needed for the problems on natural sites. It is also believed that Turkish
Geological Society may obtain and publish the information on the matter from each geological
department in different cities of Turkiye.
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