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INTRODUCTION

Few would disagree that art and architecture are indis-
pensable aspects of the collective human experiences. But can
there be “too much” of it? How much is “too much?” Could
art and cultural heritage be a hindrance to progress, urbaniza-
tion, and sustainability? Which art is worth saving? A growing
question is how to balance and reconcile expanding urban needs
with efforts to preserve cultural heritage. Many cities across
the global face this fresh moral dilemma. Cities like Istanbul,
Rome, and Cairo—heirs to great empires, with history and art
cursing through every alley, are still modern-day metropolises,
with ever-burgeoning populations and social needs. The demand
for more transportation and development is competing against
desires and abstract moral obligations to preserve cultural and
artistic heritage, often in countries that are struggling financially.
Building a city’s future will, inevitably it seems, destroy its past.

As cities expand and seek to accommodate their living
populations while trying to accommodate the moral and legal
obligation to preserve cultural heritage, the decision faced is
often no longer “should we preserve this art” but “which ones
should we preserve?” Often, the choice is difficult. Determining
the proper metrics is even more difficult. The invariable need to
grow and compete in the worldwide free market and an obliga-
tion to protect the past for the present and the future have come
into legal contention in several countries, and this paper aims
to explore national and international law regarding how artistic
heritage is managed in an exponentially-modernizing world.

BACKGROUND

Despite the long and rich history of many cities, the idea of
a “heritage” that needed to be preserved as a public concern is a
fairly recent one. Only a century ago the Stonehenge was under
private ownership, and the Tattershall Castle was threatened to
be sold by a group of speculators—and at the time, there was no
UK law that could obstruct the sale of these heritage sites.! The
only protection that was offered was sporadic; sometimes a mon-
arch would become the patron of a site, or some items, such as
those with a religious meaning attached to them, would be seen
of worthy of more protection.> At many times, medieval build-
ings were not seen as something to preserve, but as examples of
“barbarous taste” that should be taken down to make room for a
newer buildings.? Therefore, the notion that there is some sort of
collective obligation to protect certain items and sites of heritage
and culture is a fairly modern one, and consequently there is not
a fleshed-out “theory or philosophy of preservation.”

However, over the past century, sentiments about cultural
heritage and the need to preserve it amid a rapidly-changing
world have become more pronounced. The question of if and
why paintings, books, sites and places of memory should be a
national and governmental concern first became a legislative
matter under Henri (Abbé) Grégoire, who was a member of the
revolutionary government of France in 1794.% The revolutionary
French government initially intended to sell items of worth to
fund the treasury, and to also construct a new France, freed from
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the archaic and bourgeoise tastes of the past.® However, under
Grégoire’s articulated reports and aim to “recharacterize cultural
artifacts” to lay a new claim of public ownership over them.”
The Constituent Assembly then formed a commission whose
responsibility it was to collect works of art that were deemed
worthy of preservation under the auspices of the state.’

Though sustainability and urban planning was not the focus
of the Commission’s or the Constituency Assembly’s efforts,
the same question of conservation persists, albeit in a different
setting— urbanization and modernization. For the first time in
modern history, more people are living in urban spaces than in
rural spaces, with an estimation of 54% of the world’s popula-
tion living in urban areas in 2016.° The UN projects that this
number will increase, and that “more than 90% of the future
urban growth will be in low-and middle-income countries.”!?
This is also occurring within the context of rapid climate change,
forcing urban planners and governments to wrestle with creating
cities that are accommodating of immense population growth.
However, there is also the sentimental value that society has
attached to buildings and cities as a whole. This is reinforced by
cultural tourism, making concerns about a city losing its identity,
character, or heritage a social and, to some extent, an economic
concern as well.

Therefore, there is currently a need to reconcile ideals of
culture and heritage preservation that seems to be positioned
at odds with urban developments. For example, as will be
expounded upon in a subsequent section, urban developments
often entail implementing expanding infrastructure such as
metro systems and roads, which may cause damaging existing
historical sites, or, as in the case of Turkey, unearthing new ones.

This paper will explore Turkey, Amsterdam, and Bordeaux
as case studies in examining the different approaches to balanc-
ing development and cultural preservation. This will entail look-
ing at the history of development, modern factors on the ground
affecting the scope of the issues, the national and international
legal approaches and remedies utilized, and the different theo-
ries of urban development that may be at play.

There is also the issue of the politicization of heritage sites
and urban planning. Politicians tend to see the past and heritage
as baggage, and are often elected on promises of change and
development, and thus “often perceive heritage conservation and
management as an impediment to development and economic
advancement.”'! As such, politicians prefer to pursue policies
that will make great, visible change— preserving the area as
it is seems antithetical to that goal. Preservation tends to also
be long-sighted goal, and does not suit the rapid political cycle
well. Thus, it is vital to comprise a link between preservation
efforts with some political recognition and visibility, to make it
more politically appealing.'?> Additionally, urban planning and
development is often conducted locally, but heritage conserva-
tion is often done from a regional or national level—resulting in
a disconnect between efforts to do both.!

Over the past decade, the United Nations (“UN”) has taken
a more acute interest in cultural preservation. With the forma-
tion of the United Nations Educational Scientific, and Cultural
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Organization (UNESCO) in the post-World War II era, the UN
took the first global approach to recognizing and addressing
the vulnerability of heritage sites around the world.'* This was
followed by the World Heritage Convention, which sought to
support the “identification, protection and preservation of cul-
tural and natural heritage around the world considered to be of
outstanding value to humanity.”'> UNESCO then devised a set
of criteria that would allow an applying state party to qualify
their heritage site.'® Despite having a global framework, the
Convention relies on individual state governments to imple-
ment good cultural preservation practices, as UNESCO has few
mechanisms to define or enforce what these good practices are.
The only real mechanism that UNESCO has available to remedy
a neglected World Heritage site is to list the site as “in danger,”
thus cutting the site off from Committee support.!” Usually, the
site carrying the label of “World Heritage Site” tends to do most
of the work—when a state neglects a site, often public outcry
and negative publicity lead to remedial measures.'®

In 2015 the UN developed the Sustainable Development
Goals (“SDGs”) in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development,!® intended to alleviate poverty, promote peace,
and mitigate the effects of climate change. These goals have been
wildly discussed and have seen some success in international
and national level. However, cultural heritage is only briefly
mentioned in one of the goals, under Goal 11: “Make cities and
human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable.”2
Goal 11.4 states the aim to “strengthen efforts to protect and
safeguard the world’s cultural and natural heritage.”?! This is
despite the original three pillars of sustainability (defined as
social, environmental, and economic) being expanded to include
“culture” as the fourth pillar in 2002 and reaffirmed in 2010, and
the knowledge that “cultural aspects were historically marginal-
ized in sustainable development goals.”??

Tangentially, at the Paris General Conference in 2011
UNESCO compiled and issued what it called the “Historical
Urban Landscape Approach.”>> UNESCO writes that the HUL
approach developed to safeguard the integration of cultural
heritage conservation with the inevitable process of urban
development, as to maintain the character and identity of the
city, in addition to noting that “heritage and local culture are
determinants of the quality of life and the well-being of local
communities.”?* The Recommendations themselves began
by recognizing that “historic urban areas are among the most
abundant and diverse manifestations of our common cultural
heritage, shaped by generations and constituting a key testi-
mony to humankind’s endeavors and aspirations through space
and time 3. . .” The Recommendations went on to identify the
problems historic urban landscapes were facing, and sought to
carve out a framework for tackling the issue.?® The framework
was ultimately condensed to six major points, all involving the
public, private, and civic sectors of the community:

1. Undertaking comprehensive surveys and mapping of

the city’s natural, cultural and community resources.

2. Reaching a reasonable degree of consensus, through

the use of participatory planning and stakeholder
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consultations, regarding what cultural heritage values
to protect for inspiration and enjoyment of present
generations as well as transmission to future ones, and
determining the attributes that carry these values.

3. Assessing the vulnerability of these attributes to socio-
economic pressures and impacts of climate change.

4. Integrating urban heritage values and their vulnerabil-
ity status into a wider framework of city development,
which shall provide indications of areas of heritage
sensitivity that require careful attention to planning,
design and implementation of development projects.

5. Prioritizing policies and actions for conservation and
development.

6. Establishing the appropriate partnerships and local
management frameworks for each of the identified
projects for conservation and development, as well as
to develop mechanisms for the coordination of the vari-
ous activities between different actors, public, private
and civic.”?’

These principles have been utilized in a few cases, to varying
degrees of success—of which Amsterdam was a pilot city.?

What remains to be done is to harmonize SDGs with the

HUL approach; and with the draft of the New Urban Agenda
(NUA) issued in 2016 at the United Nations Conference on
Housing and Sustainable Urban Development in Quito, Ecuador,
there is some progress.”” The NUA recognized that “urban areas
must be ‘rehumanized,”*? and as opposed to the scant mention
of cultural preservation in the 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development, the NUA extrapolated the importance of cultural
preservation across several points.! This is most notably exhib-
ited in Point 124, where the NUA declares including “culture
a priority component of urban plans and strategies....and will
protect [tangible and intangible cultural heritage and landscapes]
from potential disruptive impacts of urban development.”3?
Though enforcement mechanisms remain weak, the articulation
of cultural heritage as an indispensable part of—rather than an
oppositional or perpendicular goal— sustainable development
is gaining more traction in the urban planning and sustainable
development discourse.

CASE STUDIES

IstaNBUL AND TURKEY’S COASTAL CITIES

As the capital host of three major world empires, with a
growing urban population and history packed into every crevice,
Istanbul, Turkey is a major focal point in development and heri-
tage preservation. The city covers an area of around 5,500 square
kilometers situated between the Sea of Marmara, the Bosphorus,
the Golden Horn, and the Black Sea, and is home to almost 16
million people.’3 With limited space, ancient streets, and a trove
of culture, but a growing nation with demands to urbanize and
modernize, Istanbul’s predicament is the precise embodiment
of the tension between the desire to develop and the desire to
not lose heritage. Istanbul is poised to become Europe’s most
populous metropolis, and subsequently needs new transportation
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and city infrastructure development. The challenges facing
the city are further exacerbated by the compounding effects of
climate change, which have already began to show.3* Istanbul
is currently facing threats of flashfloods, sea snot, soaring high
temperatures due to increased concrete usage, and rising sea
levels.® This means that as the city addresses its infrastructure
needs, it must do so in a sustainable way, focusing on creating
public transportation and meeting other metropolitan needs in an
way that is compatible with environmental preservation.

The city’s municipal government set out to build the
Marmaray, a high-speed underwater metro tunnel connecting
the European and Asian sides of the city, mostly for the use of
daily commuters as an initiative to increase public transportation
options. The project’s estimated cost was around $3 billion, but
due to unforeseen delays, costs rose about half a million more
dollars.3¢ The delay, which also added four and a half years to
the project, was due to archaeological finds excavated from the
construction sites.’” While digging in the working class neigh-
borhood of Yenikap1 in 2009 and later again in 2013, Neolithic
graves and Byzantine shipwrecks were found. 3® Archaeologists
clashed with construction project directors, who were at first
sympathetic to the excavation efforts, but as further digging
only uncovered more artifacts, tensions understandably rose.
Conceptual artist Sibel Horada, whose work primarily deals with
the historical development and urban history of non-Turkish
Istanbul, commented that “when one piece is found, it teaches
you something. When thousands of pieces are found, it’s some-
thing else. At a certain point, you have the knowledge already,
and the rest is surplus.”3® Though a shocking statement, many
tend to agree—“once you start digging, so much stuff comes
out that there’s nowhere to put it, and eventually, you have to
just bury it back in the ground.”*° This is even the professional
viewpoint of some archaeologists—that the best way to preserve
the artifacts is to leave them in the ground.*! The regular, busy
neighborhood of Yenikap1 had become a groundbreaking??
archeological discovery.** Perhaps the greatest irony, however,
is that if not for the excavation to build the subway, the artifacts
would most likely not have been discovered.

There is also the reality that Turkey is not a particularly
wealthy nation and does not have the resources to allocate to
the amount of heritage there is. Balancing these values is dif-
ficult, and “[i]t’s hard to feel morally confident in saying that
Turkish citizens needs Neolithic hairbrushes more than they
need houses, factories, ports, dams, mines and roads—especially
when they’re dying in flash floods.”** However, the excavations
also told a story that might be relevant to Istanbul’s civil strife—
the different graves and burials indicated that groups from dif-
ferent cultures lived together in the city, and that “Istanbul’s
cosmopolitan character dates back to prehistoric times . . . .”%

Though there is a tension between sustainable urban devel-
opment and heritage preservation, there is a paradox that lies
within. Current trends in tourism place an emphasis on cultural
heritage, and thus it would seem to be a convergence in interests
to both increase measures to preserve heritage for heritage’s
sake, as SDG Goal 11.4 would address, and to progress the
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economy through the tourism it would stimulate.*® But the prob-
lem of deterioration of the sites remains, as fitting it for tourism
could be more difficult to maintain and would command more
resources.*’ Therefore, “the exploitation of cultural heritage as a
promotion tool not only has the lack of distinctive identity, pub-
lic accountability and social goals, but can also be manipulated
by the bourgeoisie to attract capital.”® This matter of conten-
tion was demonstrated in the historic Karakdy neighborhood.
In an effort to boost tourism, the coastal part of Karakdy was
being renovated, with a historic post office and terminal being
eradicated to create an area more accessible to cruise ships.*’
Similarly, destructions to historic buildings like Narmanli Han
were executed to foster commercial and tourist activity, even
amid outcry and irreversible changes.>® But the truth is, these
destructions were entirely lawful.>!

The cross-cutting issues stretch farther than Istanbul
into Anatolia. The coastal regions along the Aegean and
Mediterranean coasts also harbor inheritances of heritage.
Though Turkey began its major role in the development of
marine archaeology in the 1960’s, new challenges threaten
underwater archaeological heritage.’?> The modern Turkish econ-
omy is heavily reliant on tourism, and increased recreational
scuba diving in underwater site has resulted in some damage,
and even the removal of some artifacts. This is in addition to the
other environmental threats that exist, such as construction in
both the public and private sector, laying cables for telecommu-
nication, oil and gas, drilling and mining operations, and even
commercial fishing (many ancient and historical shipwrecks are
interestingly found as the result of a fisherman getting a fish-
ing net stuck on a part of the remaining shipwreck).’? Sewage
treatment facilities are also struggling to deal with the sudden
surge in tourism and the demands it brings onto the existing
infrastructure and environment.>* Turkey is not the only nation
dealing with these problems, but the economy’s dependence on
construction places a significant threat to both the infrastructure
and the surrounding natural environment.>

There is a legal framework and governmental agencies
created for the management and oversight of cultural heritage
in Turkey.’® The first piece of legislation tailored to particu-
larly protect antiquities and other archeological finds was the
Historic Monuments Act, passed in 1874 under Ottoman rule.’’
Originally, this act called for a division of the findings between
the team that excavates, the owner of the property the items
were discovered, and the state.’® Subsequent legislation shifted
ownership entirely to the state, and the 1983 Antiquities Law
No. 2683 established a permit system to regulate excavations,
conducted solely through the Ministry of Culture.’® Though the
Law does not explicitly cater to underwater heritage, it aims to
serve a “dual purpose” on both land and sea.®® Rather, he Law
strictly forbids “interference with any sites or objects which
could be regarded as of archaeological importance and prohibits
the removal of artefacts from Turkey.”®! On paper this seems
strict, but it has yet to be enforced for underwater heritage sites,
making its efficacy questionable.6?
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Tourism plays an unexpectedly large role in this dilemma.
Despite being discussed in an earlier section that cultural tour-
ism could help boost incentives to protect cultural heritage, the
increasing demand for recreational diving, in part due to the
increasing number of tourists, have forced the government to cut
back on the previously strict regulations on scuba diving.®® A
new approach—creating archeological diving parks—attempts
to reconcile the need to preserve heritage while opening up
access to support the tourism economy.®* This approach entails
guiding divers through the site, similar to visitors to a museum
or land site.®> However, this approach also requires “a radical
rethinking of the criteria for the designation of archaeological
sites, involving the introduction of different levels archaeo-
logical or historical ‘significance’ and decisions as to the degree
of protection to be given to a site based on such criteria.”®®
Establishing an acceptable set of criteria would no doubt invite
mandatory judgement and controversy, but may be seen as the
only viable path forward.

When archeology expert and academic Ufuk Kocabas was
interviewed by the Governorship of Istanbul, he commented
that Istanbul was an open-air museum, and that though as a
UNESCO World Cultural Heritage site it is a place that belongs
to everyone, not just Istanbulites; “We [Istanbulites] are strug-
gling to serve our own country . . . . [t]his is not just a city where
we make money and work, it’s also [where] we live in.”%” He
emphasized the need for a collective societal effort to raise
awareness of the importance of cultural heritage in Istanbul, and
believes that raising the next generation with a sensitivity to the
art and history of the city will support conservation efforts.%®
However, there is little to be seen in the ways of concrete steps
and frameworks.®® This non-materialization of sustainable
urban renewal and cultural heritage plans is what distinguishes
Turkey’s trajectory from that of Amsterdam and Bordeaux’s.

AMSTERDAM

In Amsterdam’s case, several exclusive factors are at play
that are absent from other cities, such as Istanbul and Turkey’s
coastal cities.”® The historic Canal District, initially developed
in the 1610’s and 1660’s as extensions to the urban area of
Amsterdam, was built with the modern urban planning tech-
niques available at the time and was fitted to accommodate the
need for water and shipping transport, as well as the growing
merchant class.”! Designated as a UNESCO World Heritage site
in 2010, the Canal District gives particular insights into the co-
integration of sustainable urban development and heritage con-
servation, especially as the waterways are facing environmental
decay.”?

The first advantage the Canal District had was a much more
recent history than Istanbul, Rome, or Cairo. However, the
District also had a consciousness for its heritage that preceded
any other city.”? The landscape of the District, as we see it now,
has “been shaped particularly by nineteenth- and twentieth-
century writers, cartographers, painters, architects, and urban
planners . . . .”7* Since the 1880’s, most of the architects who
wanted to implement the ideas of urban planner Camilo Sitte,
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Henry Harvard, or architect H.P. Berlage saw the Canal District
as the perfect testing grounds for their hypotheses.” However,
concerned groups of citizens organized and formed a counter-
movement, which was separate from the government’s initia-
tives of preservation, to oppose these new ideas.”® This led to
the inclusion of the public voice in discussions pertaining to
the aesthetics and development in the District—a trend that
continues.”” The tradition of public voice continued even when
the Amsterdam Department of Public Works began to report
on issues of traffic and urban transportations in the city in the
1920’s and changes were deemed necessary—public debate was
a core aspect of the decisions made at the time.”® This was also
evident during the 1950’s and 1960’s, where the city suffered
serious deterioration, and sought to overhaul and completely
renovate and thus transform the Canal District zone, but in the
face of public outcry had to alter its plans.” These efforts were
coupled with citizen efforts to form coalitions and corporations
that embarked on their own renovation, rehabilitation, and man-
agement of certain historic properties in the city.’

Another distinguishing factor of Amsterdam’s urban devel-
opment is that, unlike other cities who have grappled with their
own past, Amsterdam has appreciated and evolved with its his-
toric center in mind, and has also aimed to “preserve not just indi-
vidual buildings but the whole historic urban environment.”$!
Modern buildings, even built today, are conceived of relative
to how they would fit within the existing historical urban land-
scape.®? The Dutch legal framework also reflected this mindset,
most evident in the 1988 Monuments Act, which granted pro-
tection to city and village landscape views, under the catego-
rization of “immovable objects” as a cultural asset.®* Notably,
this is also under the responsibility of the Minister of Housing,
Spatial Planning and Environment—rather than the Minister of
Culture.®* Many of the policies utilized by the Dutch legal system
were also heavily influenced by UNESCO’s Recommendation
on Historic Urban Landscapes, as demonstrated by the passage
of renewed Dutch national heritage law in accordance with the
HUL approach.’

A pertinent method that Amsterdam used that combined
urban preservation and sustainable development goals was in
relation to addressing housing concerns and risings costs in the
inner city. In 1957, the countermovement group Stadsherstel
was formed to combat the decaying urban center, and the city’s
plans to demolish large swathes of the decrepit but historic
cityscape.®¢ This group aimed to revitalize the inner city in a
way that was conscious of the city’s heritage.?” As one of the pri-
vate citizen groups that organized and acquired private historic
real estate, Stadsherstel renovated and restored the buildings,
and instead of gentrifying them for a higher profit, converted
them into subsidized housing, while also “encouraging former
tenants to return to their rehabilitated houses.”®® This technique
not only cemented the community’s in the city’s growth and
ownership, but also revitalized the city while strengthening the
original identity and character of the space.

In doing so, Stadsherstel also incorporated explicit SDG
goals in their efforts. In particular, it has furthered Goal 4, Goal
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11, Goal 12, and Goal 17.8% It accomplished Goal 4, “ensur{ing]
inclusive and equitable quality education and promot[ing] life-
long opportunities for all” by implementing an apprentice pro-
gram for construction and preservation trades that offer advanced
skills and experiences to trainees.”® Goal 11, which is to “[m]
ake cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and
sustainable,” was accomplished by focusing on the human lived
aspect in the revival of the city.”! Firstly, Stadsherstel’s focus on
reviving heritage sites that are already built to provide access
to housing and commercial resources for citizens is an essential
element of creating sustainable living cities.””> This effort was
coupled with an intention and focus on creating affordable social
housing and repurposing buildings to address a wider set of com-
munity needs.” This significantly contributed to the diversity in
the population of the city, including marginalized communities
such as autistic teens and adults.** Stadsherstel also incorporated
Goal 12 “responsible consumption and production” by support-
ing the re-use of construction materials employed in restoring
buildings, creating significant reduction in waste normally
resulting from other methods of building demolition.”> Chiefly
by re-enforcing existing buildings and re-purposing them, rather
than demolishing them for a an entirely new structure, already
creates immense relief for the environment.”® The methods
Stadsherstel have used to revive and protect their heritage and
environment proved to be effective, and Stadsherstel has even
gone on to promote and facilitate other cultural heritage preser-
vation initiatives in the global context, fulfilling Goal 17 of revi-
talizing the Global Partnership for Sustainable Development.®’

BorbpEAUX

Though not as visibly influenced by UNESCO’s recom-
mendations as Amsterdam, Bordeaux, France nonetheless
set on its own path of urban preservation and development.
This was especially pertinent after Bordeaux was designated a
UNESCO World Heritage Site in 2007.%® Founded during the
Age of Enlightenment, Bordeaux also reflected modern proclivi-
ties for transformative urban space.”” Undergoing two “Project
Urbains,” the city aimed to implement more public transporta-
tion networks and pedestrian zones included with public space
and an homage to the city’s history.'% The first Project Urbain
was completed in 2008, and the current one is underway with the
goal of expanding the city’s metro networks and increase energy
efficiency and serve environmental purposes with the creation of
eco-neighborhoods. !

Within the parameters recommended by UNESCO,
Bordeaux sought its reformation efforts under existing French
legislation that covered the region.!?> This has been one of the
remarkable achievements of Bordeaux’s urban renewal, in that
it was an opportunity that successfully showcased how strong
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existing legislation on the national stage could further urban
development and heritage conservation—meaning that with the
proper legal foundations already in place, other nations could
easily pursue similar goals without having to undergo a major
legislative effort specifically initiated for conjoined heritage
conservation and sustainable urban development.'® This also
serves to make the goals more complementary in their legal
interpretation, and more uncomplicated to implement.

Based on these existing laws, Bordeaux developed five
principal sustainability goals: urban quality based on the city’s
identity and heritage protection, environmental conservation
and green mobility, economic development, social equity, and
aesthetics.!* In addition to these, the heritage conservation tools
are also revised to reflect sustainability concerns.!?® But prob-
ably the most noteworthy approach that Bordeaux implemented
was fighting against the “museification” of the city.!%¢ The
urban policies implemented also articulated the aim to ensure
that Bordeaux would be a “historic living city,” one that would
be able to evolve in a sustainable manner that also maintained
its heritage.'”” The policies also created a present city that
served the living and economic needs of its citizens—espe-
cially achieved by the close oversight of private actors involved
in the process.!%® In addition to these policies, Bordeaux also
embarked on a food sustainability project for the city, that incor-
porate the SDG goals.'%”” These policies include fighting food
waste, strengthening the region’s agricultural food capacity,
and encouraging shorter and local food supply chains.!!® All of
these factors led to a promising future of preservation and urban
development for Bordeaux.

CONCLUSION

Cities are living and breathing spaces that are not immune
to the ills and the joys of the passage of time. Therefore, they
must adapt to the evolving changes and needs of its population.
There is no clear-cut path to achieve this; indeed, much work
remains in all the geographies discussed, as they work through
their respective growing pains. However, Turkey lacks a cohe-
sive vision and orchestrated plan, tailored to local needs, to
identify and preserve cultural heritage in a sustainable fashion,
and Istanbul-centric solutions are needed to address growing
urban concerns, as seen in the approaches used in Amsterdam
and Bordeaux. With the development of UNESCO’s Historical
Urban Landscape guidelines and a sensitivity to the needs and
customs of the urban spaces in concern, nations and their existing
legal, legislative, and governmental frameworks can be flexible
enough to accommodate the interest convergence of sustainable
urban development and heritage conservation, and continue to
preserve and reshape cities in a thoughtful, intentional way. 8
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