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ABSTRACT

DECOUPLING DEVELOPMENTALISM-ENVIRONMENTALISM: HUMAN
NATURE CONCEPTUALIZATIONS IN FRESHWATER ECOSYSTEMS
MANAGEMENT IN TURKEY

Ayas, Ceren
M.S., Department of Sociology
Supervisor  : Assoc. Prof. Dr. HeRjetersberger-Tilig

June 2009, 143 pages

Would it be possible to go one step further thasppsing sustainable development
as the ultimate answer where people live withinureatharmoniously if natural

resources were not managed by central authoriid®, mostly are male, aged,
middle-class bureaucrats? Bearing in mind that &eehreached a stage where
ecological credit crunch will define human’s limrsmarks for non-teleological and
eco-friendly ways of conceptualizing the relatiapsbetween human beings and
nature is explored with an emphasis of ‘who’ thetlacal, female, young, social
science-based, active in civil movement. The objeadf conducting the research is
to find out the ways why green approaches in sppalltical and economic spheres
in Turkey are not integrated as a first step toodpte the antagonism in man’s
relationship with nature. The analysis tried to sgrathe discrepancies of

conceptualizing human-nature relationship in otdefind out which segment of the



society would be closer to adopt green values, wighintention of proposing them
to be involved in a greater extent to decision-mgkmnechanisms with regards to
natural resources management, as well as an attengpasp the overall picture in
understanding nature-human relationship in Turkey fbcusing on wetland
management based on the research conducted inLBké&(Aydin), Uluabat Lake
(Bursa), Salt Lake (Konya) and Egirdir Lake (IspartThanks to the scale that is
constructed by operationalizing the existing debate environmental ethics, agents
that would follow more ecologically sound discigitowards living harmoniously

within nature is analysed.

Keywords: sustainable development, nature, conedépation of environment

(environmental ethics), water management, Turkey



Oz

KALKINMACILIK — DO GA KORUMACILIK DUALIZMINI COZMEK:
TURKIYE'DE TATLISU EKOSISTEMLERI YONETIMINDE iINSAN — DGGA
KAVRAMSALLA STIRMLARI

Ayas, Ceren
M.S., Sosyoloji Bolumu
Dangman  : Yrd. Prof. Dr. Helga Rittersberger-Tilig

Haziran 2009, 143 sayfa

Doga ve insanin bir arada gamasini s@amak icin surddrulebilir kalkinma
soyleminin bir adim oOtesine gegmek vegdbkaynaklarin yonetiminden sorumlu,
cogunlukla erkek, ygi, orta sinif ve insiyatif almaktan uzak birokdesi olgan
merkezi otoritenin ginda yeni aktorler belirlemek mumkin mudur? Ekédkidite
krizinin bag gostermesiyle hizla artan nifusun Uretim ve tikditmitlerinin yeniden
tanimlanmasini gerektirecek bigaanaya geldii gz 6ninde bulundurul@unda,
teleolojik olmayan ve ekosistemin kendini yenideatébilme kapasitesiyle uyumlu
bir sekilde kavramsalkirilan insanglu — dgsa iliskisi, hem kapitalizm, hem de
farkl Uretim bigimleri icerisinde yerelden, kadgeng, sosyal bilim altyapisina sahip
ve sivil toplum hareketinde aktif olan ‘kim’g@sine vurgu yaparak kkedilmeye
calisiimistir. ‘Insan-Dga Iliskisinde Kalkinmacilik — Dga Korumacilik Dualizmi:

Turkiye'de Tathsu Ekosistemleri Yonetimindasan — Dga Kavramsallgtiriimasi

Vi



Ornekleri’ tezinin amaci insagtunun dga ile iliskisinde var olan antagonizmanin
harmonize edilmesi icin ilk adim olarak niteleniibilecek olan, Turkiye'de sosyal,
politik ve ekonomik sdylemlerde yi& yaklakimlarin entegre edilmemesinin altinda
yatan nedenleri kéetmektir. Analiz insan-dga iliskisindeki antagonizmanin
¢cbzimuinde, toplumdaki hangi kesimlerinsiyedegerler ile uyumlu oldgunu
bularak, dgal kaynaklarin yonetimindeki karar verme mekanianakh dahil
edilmeleri icin alternatifler sunmanin yani siraf@8&06l0, Uluabat Goll, Tuz Golu
ve Egirdir Golu yonetimi drneklerinden yola c¢ikarak Tiyd&'deki insan-dga algisi
farklilasmasini  irdelemektir. Mevcut cevre @ti tartismalari  ekseninde
operasyonellgirerek olwturulan o6lcek, dga icerisinde uyumlu yamaya dgru
ekolojik acidan arti deeri olan bir disipline yakin aktorlerin belirlennieis

irdelemektedir.

Anahtar kelimeler: surdurulebilir kalkinma, gg cevrenin kavramsalfariimasi,

(cevre etgi), su yonetimi, Turkiye
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INTRODUCTION

Have you ever met anyone who recognizes himseliesself as an opponent to
environmentalism? Probably not... This thesis wast@mriat a time when the Prime
Minister of the Turkish Republic called himself #® leading environment-talist in
Turkey. Every policy maker and economist that wiotoe is in favor of sustainable

development. Funny how we conceptualize the relatigpp between human beings
and the rest of the biomes as if it can be solvétd some innovation and little

investment, where the natural resources lie abtttom heart of the capitalist mode
of production that assume naturasourcesas taken-for-granted, infinite and to
serve the masters of the world. To a minor portibthe world, of course, like every

other commodity...

The analysis ‘Decoupling Developmentalism-Environtabsm: Human Nature
Conceptualizations in Freshwater Ecosystems Managem Turkey’' is aimed at
presenting a dynamic and interpenetrative intesachetween nature and humans
rather than merely adapting to environmental pressthat human beings have
considerable agency. Since nature is a socialigadlieconomic, and cultural fact, it
is worth analyzing the issue from a sociologicakpective. Bearing in mind that we
are living in a world where growth defines our telaship with biomes, it seems
quite impossible to conceptualize natural spirityghat centers on the ability of an
awakened humanity to function as moral agents mirdshing needless suffering,
engaging in ecological restoration and fosteringaasthetic appreciation of natural
evolution in all its productivity and diversity. €hsteam engine and ‘GDP growth’
are the two most significant discoveries of th& t@ntury, both of which improved
the well-being of a small portion of humanity. GIgRowth created jobs, avoided
recessions, and has thus become a preferred y&rdsti progress for many.

However, the world has reached a state where thehunhabitants are consuming



the resources faster than they can be repleniSuwaal justice will be threatened if
the world continues to deepen the gulf betweenehdso have the use of ecological

goods and services and those who do not.

It shall not be forgotten that even if we were himk the relationship between man
and nature in valuating environment in GDP term$%@aper annum cost would be
needed to protect the world economy from a lossupfto 20% of global
consumption, is an example of such an “option puenii(cited in Sukhdev, 2009).
Moreover, estimated economic value of ecosystemviceey at US $33 trillion
compared to US $18 trillion for global GDP (citedSukhdev, 2009).

The Living Planet Index, prepared by Global FoatpNetwork, Zoological Society
of London and World Wide Fund for Nature mentiohsttglobal biodiversity,
asmeasured by populations of 1,686 vertebrate epeaiross all regions of the
world, has declined by nearly 30 percent over fhst past 35 years lost. In other
words, humanity’s demand on the planet’s livingotgses, its ecological footprint,
now exceeds the planet's regenerative capacity dopta30 percent. The biggest
threats to biological diversity can be put forwasl habitat loss, fragmentation or
change (especially due to agriculture), overexatmh of species (especially due to
fishing and hunting), pollution, spread of invasispecies or genes and climate
change, all anthropogenic. Evaluation of biodigrsvithout human interaction is
meaningless since the threats are anthropocentodgin and new social structures
can fix what human beings have destroyed. It i€iatito approach nature within
social ecology perspective not only because ofrdlo¢ of the problem but also that

human beings would be directly affected by soversigf biological diversity.

The thesis is structured to provide alternativeinid out a diversified set of agents
in Turkey than the already existing ones in oraefind ways out of business as
usual in sustainable development discourse. Woymmg people, people working
in environmental NGOs, people who do not take piadagh-level decision-making

mechanisms, people who have direct benefit fromneiral resource and people



who live closer to the natural resource would beemn favor of ecocentric ethical
values, whereas men, elderly, people working inegoment organizations, people
who do not have direct benefit from the naturabuese and people who live apart

from the natural resource would be in favor of amplocentric ethical values.

The dualism between economy and ecology arises from to remake nature in
ways that are consistent with sustainable profitgland capital accumulation. The
scope of conducting the research ‘Decoupling Dearakentalism-Environmentalism:
Human Nature Conceptualizations in Freshwater Estesys Management in
Turkey' is to find out the ways why green approache social, political and
economic spheres in Turkey are not integrated dssh step to decouple the
antagonism in man’s relationship with nature. Thanate scope of the thesis is to
serve for a more ecologically sound perspectivegéin strength in sociology
discipline. With the major assumption of the pogitjbthat human beings can live
within nature harmoniously, the thesis tries todfiout whether ways other than
sustainable development approach, which sees mamstsdian, cooperative and
places human beings to a conqueror role are pessildifferent agents in decision-
making mechanisms are empowered both in local atidmal levels. This analysis is
aimed at presenting a dynamic and interpenetratite¥action between nature and
humans rather than merely adapting to environmemtdsures that human beings
have considerable agency. The anthropocentric eadeatric realms are separated
from each other today in which we must choose anéhe other, either natural
evolution with its biocentric halo, or social eviadun with its anthropocentric halo as
the basis for a creative biosphere. The reseaieh tiv find out another relationship
of human and nature than sustainable developmenhttine conceptualization scala
that was composed by the author to discover waygotbeyond both of the natural
and social towards a new synthesis that contambdst of both. There is a need to
conceptualize the relationship between human beangsnature as a part of it that
also feeds its production rather than emphasizengldpment that serves the need
for constructing human capital in order to prodymefit. Placing nature into
developmental concerns, unlike sustainable devetopnis not a mere articulation,



but a redefinition of the global economic systemegoom to human creativity and
find structural solutions to economical and ecatabicredit crunch. Quantitative
research, conducted through closed and open-endedions is prepared in order to
find out different forms of conceptualization ofrhan-nature relationship. Together
with the quantitative research, interviews werdhe stakeholders with regards to
Bafa Lake (Aydin), Uluabat Lake (Bursa), Salt Lafkonya) and Egirdir Lake
(Isparta) who are involved in decision-making metsia in local and national level
as well as the stakeholders who are partly involuetie decision-making processes.
The questionnaire questions were constructed basethe empirical observation
during fieldwork that the researcher is involved f@o and a half years in the four
wetlands and took part in management plan proceddes qualitative research
enabled to gather an in-depth understanding of dbeceptualization of the
relationship between human beings and nature, amdopal experience of the
interviewees. National green accounting, criticadlerstanding of liberal democracy,
ecological socialism, partnership ethic, post-indaksociety and changing the way
we think about development (degrowth), withdrawdl exologically unbenign
subsidies, tax reform, promoting lower consumptiamgntrolling population,
focusing mass-media on environmental issues, reatrey environmental
movements, finding other ways to take off for dep@hg countries, reducing domain
of administrative state (free market environmeasta), creating an international
public sector and ecological modernization are wapkt within the scope of study to
decouple the dualism between developmentalism ahderconservation.

‘Let me die polluted’ cried out Gandhi at the Stogkn Conference in the year

1972. Environmental concerns are mostly perceivad aa obstacle before

development. The policy makers in Turkey look atura and development in

dualistic terms if they ever consider that issuealat This analysis is aimed at

presenting a dynamic and interpenetrative intesachetween nature and humans
rather than merely adapting to environmental pressihat human beings have
considerable agency: they appropriate nature ahdi@mn it. It is cited by Franks

that,



There has always been unavoidable conflict betwedensive human
activities/social-economic development and the esoaronment. This conflict
has increased markedly in the last 50 years. Garctmnflict be eliminated? A
basis formed upon the principle of sustainable kgweent from a macro-
strategic perspective should indicate the solutioethodology required to
alleviate the conflict. A sustainable developmentdel built upon eco-
economic values would suggest a plausible econalei@lopment model is
beneficial to its own environment(Ed. by Franks et al., 2003, p. 20)

Since environmental issues are usually ‘not as mapbas’ other aspects and mostly
take place at the end of every analysis about dpugnt as ‘environment must also
be concerned in order for development policiesdoome sustainable’ as a motto,
this research aims to place the issue at the canttesee if environmental concerns
and development policies can go hand in hand digering out what crosscuts
utilization of natural resources. In order to lintite focus of analysis, freshwater
resource utilization is selected. The reasons eapub forward as water is on high
agenda, every single person —irrelevant to howctlitieeir relationship with the
freshwater resource individually— is in need of avaegriculture, which is heavily
bound to water is still the major income-generatagjvity for Turkish population,
the state of freshwater resources in Turkey isreeard finally the author’s personal

experience with regards to wetland managementefdld.

Natural resources are not distributed to earth lgguansions with regards to natural
resources pose threats to regional stability, dredetore the author believes it is
worth providing insight into possible solutions fibre steps in the path to forging
positive outcomes. Since this issue is central nternational relations, law,

international policies and economics; the authdiebes it is worth examining the
issue from a sociological perspective. When on&da the process in relation with
water, the importance of building decision-makirtgustures is emphasized that
would not directly and radically conflict with thexisting decision-making

structures. The transition should be smoothly madagith social engineering and
collaborative planning; otherwis#he inefficient management of drinking water

supply, sanitation and irrigation infrastructurepltticization and power rivalry in



water allocation further exacerbate the conditiarighe poor,”(Ed. by Unver et al.,
2003, p. 2).

In order to reach this aim, this thesis is conseédion the outline of the importance
of natural resources socially, culturally, econaatic and politically; the need to
analyze natural resources from a sociological @etsge, since its utilization is
parallel with economic and status-based (which efioee denotes that natural
resources are social facts) put forward developmeespecially sustainable
development— discourse in order to highlight thecipancies of this Eurocentric
approach in implication and describe the relatigmdbetween environment and
development by the existing literature to congtractheoretical structure to the
argument and finally examine ways out to elimindte antagonism between
environmentalism and developmentalism in Turkeyhbetithin the play of

capitalism as well as beyond capitalist mode otipotion.

As stated by O’Connor, sustainability in the fiace is ideological and political,
not an ecological and economic question (O’Cont684, p. 153). Parallel to this,
environmental issues are not only physical, bub asciological, philosophical,
ethical, economical, political and cultural. Thege ashaped and determined by
processes of human judgment and social negotiatenen in their very definitions.
Ecological analysis, devoid of sociological insightincapable of dealing with the
contemporary crisis of the earth. Furthermore,rdvgaes a portal through which
contemporary environmental analysts might bettetetstand the metabolic relation
between humans and nature. Sociologists can malmsdive contribution to
environmental debate by both incorporating and gimga There is much to gain in
applying the sociological imagination to the exisaglinary study of contemporary
environmental issues, for example, through poligz@nomy model or via sociology
of science and knowledge (Hannigan, 2006, p. 1bg rElationship between nature
and humans is becoming more complex and more imdigtate and our relationship
with nature should be conceptualized as both famdl emergent, therefore in a

dynamic way.



The Brundtland Report noted four main environmermtahllenges: poverty
(there are more hungry people in the world todantbver before in human
history and their numbers are growing), growth {emmental problems
linked to resource use will intensify in global res), survival (nature is
bountiful, but it is also fragile and finely balaw), the economic crisis
(environmental degradation is eroding the poteritinidevelopment) (cited in
Irwin, 2001, p. 39).

Sociologists far too often end up as underlabourethis attempt, being viewed as
supporting agents in a cast dominated by naturahssts and environmental policy
makers.Development tasks are extremely complex and draam upany disciplines,
including engineering, agriculture, economics, tcdi science, social anthropology,
and management science (Wiener, 1972). To sum hgprelation-ship between
natural resources and development is not a majphasis of sociologists, although
utilization of nature is obviously economy and g$abased and as described earlier a
social fact, therefore the thesis aims at lookibgha issue in an interdisciplinary
way. A striking aspect of the consequences of bEdity loss is their
disproportionate but unrecognized impact on therpd@t subsistence farmers,
fishermen, the rural poor, and traditional soceefi@ce the most serious risks from

degradation.

In an either/or propositional thinking, the soagkither separated from the organic,
or reduced to the organic, resulting in an inextlle dualism at one extreme or a
naive reductionism of the other. The dualistic apph, with its teleological promise
that the world was made for human use is known thighname of anthropocentrity,
while the reductionist approach, with its notionaobiocentric democracy is saddled
with the name of biocentricity (Ed. by Zimmermarakt 2001, p. 440). This analysis
tries to figure out the relationship between hunmatiuced and ecosystem-induced
conceptualizations other than sustainable develaprexamined on the basis of the
scala that the author provided- and the possitdatagn Turkey for more ecocentric
value system in order to propose different segmeinp®pulation in decision-making
mechanisms for eliminating the tension between lubgngs and nature.



CHAPTER 2

OPERATIONALIZATION

2.1 Description of the Research: Exploring the Reteonship between
Human-beings and Nature

Some sociologists treat environmental phenomenah sas CQ emissions,

deforestation, and soil erosion, as dependent hasa Other studies treat
environmental phenomena as control variables itfggamt explanations of societal
phenomena (Dunlap, 2002, p. 14). The researchsedban the thesis ‘Decoupling
Developmentalism-Environmentalism: Human Nature @ptualizations in

Freshwater Ecosystems Management in Turkey' cacldssified as an approach to
societal-environmental relations, questioning theryvroot of the nature/society
dualism. The research does not serve to probleenaiwvironmental claims and

deconstruct environmental knowledge.

The major aim of the thesis is to find out the eli#intiation of conceptualizing the
relationship between human and nature that is mbt cestricted to sustainable
development discourse. Moreover, the research mglugied in order to get an
insight of stakeholders and decision-makers’ apgres to demystify the antagonism
between nature and human beings, or conservatiegiaianent and how Turkey’s
case fits to existing approaches. The aim of tsearch is to propose a prototype as
decision-makers in order to minimize the conflistaresult of the differentiation.
The ultimate scope of the thesis is to serve fimoae ecologically sound perspective



that will gain strength in sociology discipline.lorder to conformate what was
captured in the already existing studies into theg@ptions of the decision-makers in
the four wetlands (Bafa, Uluabat Egirdir and Sadtkés), an extensive literature
study was realized. Accordingly, a questionnaiez (8nnex) was formed based on
what could be distinguishable in approaching humatote relationship, mostly fed
from Bookchin, Zimmerman, O’Connor and Leopold. Aswould be further
discussed on the conceptualization chapter, vasalhased on the likert scale
formed on completely agree/agree/no idea/disagyewiletely disagree) were
formed which led to an overall score that was adgedby the author at the end of
each analysis after finding out the general vaeslihat assumed to be dependent
(gender /age /status /income /institution /locatitm the lake). Additionally,
participants were asked to place themselves, pleegeption, ideal and contemporary
situation on the relationship scale (see page 45rb6rder to find out whether there
is a differentiation between assumed and measuretteptualization of the
relationship based on the general assumption d¢f eacironmental ethic. Moreover,
open-ended questions were asked in order to findwdat people think about
sustainable development which are summarized otatile (see page 101-103) that
shows the positive and negative connotations tegethth site-specific questions
(major problem of Bafa, Uluabat, Salt and Egirdiakes), their approach to
management of natural resources (mainly on ingiitat level) participation (mainly
their perception on integrated and participatorypaggement) and their perception on
capitalist mode of production. Their perception aapitalism was also tried to be
grasped throughout the questionnaire. A pilot stweg conducted to 20 participants
on a national congress that took place in Konya revhéecision-makers and
stakeholders were involved in order to find out thiee the questions were working.
Thanks to the modifications of questions by theesugor and feedback from the
respondents, the questionnaire was finalized asskdiinated via internet as well as
face-to-face during field visits and congressesisara/ workshops in the four areas.
Together with the questionnaires interviews wegdized with thirty four decision-
makers (see Annex for the list of intervieweeshbatt national and local levels. The

interviewees were selected in order reach to anbathperception from national and



local level that the four areas were reflected,dgetbalance was realized (since it
was not possible to reach gender-balance in thatif@ave analysis based on the
male dominance in decision-making mechanisms), stateholders from sectors
other than public institutions were reflected, loémowledge is integrated, a
different range of age was grasped and systemitedenand critical
conceptualizations were reverberated by bridging glap of conceptualization -
provided by extensive literature review mostly feed on social ecology with
operationalization — provided by systematically lgriag the perception of nature-
human relationship crystallized in freshwater estmys management by
guantitative and qualitative analysis that is fodnb@ comprehend, compare, contrast,
measure and interpret the data that is inferreah fitee existing debate on sustainable
development, capitalism, technology, governancejagament, participation to lead

the author to demystify the dualism between devaktalism and conservation.

The research is conducted with stakeholders whadraolved in decision-making
mechanism in local and national level as well as stakeholders who are partly
involved in the decision-making processes. Detailgdrmation on the state of
wetland, biodiversity value and author’s insightaséd on field experience is
provided in ‘Information on Bafa Lake, Uluabat Lakalt Lake and Egirdir Lake’
chapter of the thesis after creating a backgroundthe discussion of state of
freshwater resources management in Turkey. Themeafschoosing these four sites
can be defined as biodiversity value, easy actesiget-constrains, acquaintance of
key agents and deep knowledge on these areas dine &mthor's own professional
background and experiences she acquired in takang @f management plan
processes regarding the wetlands located in Bégain, Konya and Isparta. This
experience allowed the writer to get an insight the contemporary situation,
organization of wetland management and have a mktwmcthe related areas. As a
part of the participatory approach for wetland ngamaent plan processes, it is one of
her duties to get together all the relevant stakkie to take part in the decision-
making process, therefore acquaintance of andbiktya from the stakeholders
provided that it allowed the research not to bericded by quantitative analysis,
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rather a long-term deep-rooted involvement in thec@ss. The questionnaires
(which are site-specific) are sent to e-mail groups
(susulukhavzasi/konyahavzasi/egirdirgolu/bafagola@pgroups.com) that are
formed by WWF Turkey which compose of 600 stakebrddnamely Ministry of
Environment and Forestry, State Hydraulic Worksnistry of Agriculture and Rural
Affairs, companies operating within the basin, oaél and local NGOs, irrigation
associations university professors and to a vergllsextent individual farmers) as
well as on the field by the researcher herself. f{N=The low return rate can be
explained both because of the nature of internestipnnaires as well as reluctance
of decision-makers in taking part in the researEhrect contact with key

stakeholders allowed larger participation.

2.2Assumptions

The author assumed the following in the trial ofdging conceptualization and
operationalization of the relationship between hmtbaings and nature.

* Women, young people, people working in environmehN&Os, people
who do not take place in decision-making mechanigmesple who have
direct benefit from the natural resource, and peogho live closer to the
natural resource would be scattered more on eaucesthical values
whereas men, elder, people working in governmegamzations, people
who do not have direct benefit from the naturabuese and people who
live apart from the natural resource would be scatt on more
anthropocentric ethical value part.

» Stakeholders from NGOs favor transformation of moadfe whereas
stakeholders from public institutions and privageter favor capitalist mode
of production.

* Public authorities are conservative and authodatam the decision-making

process of preserving and managing natural ressurce
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Non-governmental organizations are not active irms$e of conserving
natural resources in Turkey.

State Hydraulic Works is seen as the major authoimt managing
freshwater resources in Turkey.

Decision-makers concerning natural resources ikéyubelieve in the myth
‘more labor is required if consumption and prodoctis made concerning
conservation of natural resources’.

Decision-makers concerning natural resources iké&yubelieve in the myth
‘production must grow to save the environment'. dther words, they
believe things go well economically only when protilon grows.
Decision-makers would like to save the environméatyvever find it too
expensive.

The relationship between economic development andgiraamental
protection has been seen as one of mutual antagonis

Governments in capitalist market systems see fti@ir concern as the
promotion of growth. If there are ecological limits growth, then growth
has to cease at some point (O’Connor, 1994, p..177)

Those who are principally concerned about the tyuali the environment
have tended to see economic development as theofrdbe environmental
problem.

Capitalism requires economic growth, the absencehoth causes reduced
investment, leading in turn to general economiclidec Without growth,
capitalism must confront distributional inequalitynemployment and
political instability (O’'Connor, 1994, p. 177). lather words, capitalism
means accumulate or die. Crisis-ridden — crisiseddpnt capitalism is in
crisis.

There exists strong preferences for the environntieait cannot be fully
expressed through market and budget mechanisme (&kK., 2001).

More production implies less environment (Ekkoletz001).
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There is a failure to distinguish consistently begw the growth in the
economy’s use of matter and energy (its biophysicedughput) and the
growth in economic output, measured in money tenvisch is what is
normally meant by economic growth (Ekko et al., 20 127).

If there are no preferences for a good, its vadueero, irrespective of how
important or even indispensable, that good mayb&e human kind.
There is no substitute for the assimilative caga@f the biosphere
(O’Connor, 1994, p. 178).

Those who are principally concerned about the tuali the environment
have tended to see economic development as theoirdbe environmental
problem.

Women in developing countries are among those suffanost from the
deterioration of the environment (Taylor, 1992). Mé&n comprise more
than 50 percent of the world’s population and thewstitute one third of
the world’s labor force. But they do not have tloditieal representation and
power according to their number and participation groduction and
economic activities. Women raise children, providethe family, run the
social networks, and do greater work in the heattth social services. They
recognize the importance of the environment forwed-being of a society
and for the future of their children. But women wmigt have the power to
make priorities in production and trade. Their asc® land and water has
diminished, and they own less than one hundredtithefworld’'s total
wealth (Taylor, 1992).

Contemporary mode of production brings about neshirtelogy and new
forms of firm organization have created the soechllpost-Fordist’ era.
Mass production of standardized goods and serviees given way to
flexible specialization, batch production of diatiated products for niche
markets (Jacobs, 1997, p. 84).
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2.3 Hypotheses

The following hypothesis are tested through thesithen order to find out the

differentiation of decision-makers in freshwateo®estems management. Extended

discussion is going to be provided within the ‘Cepiwialization’ and ‘The ways in

which ecology-development dualism reproduced irké&yrchapters.

There is no significant relationship between in$itihs in conceptualizing
environmental problems shall be solved and conedipgd differently in
the developing world and developed world.

There is no significant relationship between in$tins in conceptualizing
that natural catastrophes such as climate changé&redtation, and
desertification can be solved by science and tdolggo

There is no significant relationship between in$itihs in conceptualizing
natural resources are getting exhausted.

‘Assumed’ and ‘measured’ ethical values betweekestalders are different
from each other. In other words, people are mokelyli to assume
themselves to nature-friendly values whereas theeynare anthropocentric.
There is no significant relationship between mend awomen in
conceptualizing the ethical approach.

There is no significant relationship between insitins in conceptualizing the
ethical approach.

There is no significant difference between age andronmental ethical
values.

There is no significant differentiation between ieth values and
occupation.

There is no significant relationship between decisnakers and non-
decision-makers in approaching nature-human relsiiip.

There is no significant difference between partaig who are located in a
city that is directly related with the wetland gpebple living in another city
than the location of the wetland.
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» There is no significant difference between incomé eonceptualization of

major problem of the selected wetlands.

2.4Methodology, Method, Sampling and Limitations

Both quantitative and qualitative research techesgare used while conducting the
analysis. In order to provide room for systematestific investigation of nature
phenomena and its relationship with human actwitieypotheses that were
mentioned in the previous section were tested girostructured questionnaires.
Quantitative research method made it possible tkenmeasurement, comparison,
and statistical analysis. The researcher aims émtifatively summarize a data set,
rather than being used to support statements dheutey stakeholders within the
four wetlands namely Bafa Lake, Uluabat Lake, §ake and Eirdir Lake that the
data are thought to represent the key decision-raaked to give the audience an
overall sense of the data being analyzed. The ipumsstvere constructed based on
the empirical observation during fieldwork that tresearcher is involved for two
and a half years in the four wetlands and took pamanagement plan processes. In
order to enrich the results of the quantitativeeaesh, qualitative research technique
is articulated in the data analysis. The qualitatigsearch enabled to gather an in-
depth understanding of the conceptualization of rilationship between human
beings and nature, and personal experience of ritegviewees.The discipline
investigates thevhy andhow of decision-making, not justhat where when Hence,
smaller but focused samples are used rather tlhiga landom samples in order to
discover further data that cannot be grasped thrstrgictured questionnaires. Thirty
four people were interviewed through telephone scalbased on previous
acquaintance of the researcher with the interviejvag well as multiple field trips to
Aydin, Isparta and Bursa on an unstructured bdsis. interviews were conducted
with General Directorate of Ministry of Environmemind Forestry Wetlands
Division, Regional Directorate of Ministry of Eneimnment and Forestry of four

areas, State Hydraulic Works, Environmental Praiactor Special Areas, local
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NGOs such as DOGADER and EKODOSD, national NGO$ aa& WWF, Dga
Dernesi, Bugday and Greenpeace, Nilufer Local Agenda 21, acems of Selguk,

Suleyman Demirel, Antalya and Uluyglaniversities,.

The limitations of the research can be briefly swanped as stakeholders might
perceive the researcher as an NGO activist ratf@er &n independent researcher due
to previous knowledge, this limitation have trieml he overcome by explaining
academic mission and planning professional andeswadfield visits separately.
Another limitation could be defined as more quékt research would have
increased the quality of the research, however,tduaonetary concerns and time
limitation the interviews were made with the kegid®n-makers and the researcher
did not need to allocate time to have access tontieeviewees. Furthermore, what
can be argued as a limitation can be stated asathele is gender-biased in the sense
that gender balance could not be reached, thistgtu can be described as a
reflection of male dominance in the decision-makmgchanism and tried to be
overcome by integrating more female participant® ithe qualitative analysis.
Moreover, the qualitative research is mostly comelligan two areas, namely Bafa
Lake and Uluabat Lake, this limitation has tried ie overcome by telephone
interviews with the stakeholders that are locatedriresponsible from Salt Lake and
intense interviews in &rdir Lake as well as conducting the in-depth wnsired
interviews in national meetings that took placéirkara, Istanbul and Bursa where
access to the decision-makers were possible. finalis possible to state that the
outsider position of the researcher could not bev@yme since it was not possible to
live with the local community. However, it can batdorward that the structure
research was not in need for living with the locainmunity and perceptions of the
local communities were tried to be grasped by imgisome of the villages that are
located around the wetlands. On the other handngtins of the research can be
summarized as previous knowledge of the area, nesiahgstatus and decision-
makers due to professional experience by takingt par preparation and
implementation of wetland management plans witlarég to the four wetlands, easy
access and possibility to spend time with the $takkers.
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2.5 State of Freshwater Resources Management in Tkey

Turkey's water policy is characterized on indeperge from external energy
resources, provide food security and increase @@l production, provide water
for urban, industrial and agricultural water need abolishing discrepancies due to
regional, economic and social inequalities. (Re&tkon 18.06.2009 from the World
Wide Web www.dsi.gov.JrAs it is mentioned in DSI country report and geher
government policies, Turkey’'s average annual rumofdpproximately 186 billion
cubic meters. The amount available for consumptibthis capacity is more than
112 billion cubic meters, including 14 billion cebmeters of groundwater. Total
arable land in Turkey is 28 million ha and 8.5 raill ha of this area is suitable for
irrigation. Starting from 1950s, with the estabirent of the General Directorate of
State Hydraulic Works (DSI) in 1954, dam constmuctiin Turkey has been
appreciated as a basis for social and economicatlalement. State Hydraulic
Works is responsible for the planning, design, trosson and operation of
nationwide hydraulic structures. It is charged withltiple utilization of ground and
surface water and prevention of soil erosion anddldamages, building protective
structures against floods, draining swamps, bujjdirigation and drainage systems,
constructing hydroelectric power plants, supplyingiter for settlements over
100.000 population, and improving navigable rivekfter that, its accelerated in
recent decades to meet with the demands of rapidiseasing population and
developments. It became an important trend foistigplying of irrigation water and
energy in addition as a political tool. Total numbé constructed dams in Turkey is
555 and 210 dams are under construction. Curreftlgkey’'s dams provide water
for 4.89 million hectares of arable land. Drinkwwgter supplied by the dams amount
to 2.96 billion cubic meters. Flood control aredlisillion hectares. (Retrieved on
18.06.2009 from the World Wide Web www.dsi.gov.Itere are 142 hydropower
plants in total and 41 hydropower plants are undenstruction. Projects for
additional 589 hydropower plants are prepared er la@ing prepared currently.
(General Directorate of Electrical Power Resour&svey and Development
Administration, 2007)
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There are many organizations involved in water rganegent with overlapping,
conflicting and unclear tasks. Because differemislaand regulations authorize a
number of different institutions to manage the samater resources, these
overlapping competencies have given rise to cdafbger tasks and responsibilities in
the water sector. The General Directorate of Stdyelraulic Works (DSI) is
responsible for water quantity management of batbugd and surface waters
including the monitoring of water resources. Thenigliry of Environment and
Forestry is responsible for pollution preventionvedter resources and the related
permitting and inspections. A current weakness e Turkish system is the
separation of water quality and water quantity ngenaent that tried to be overcome
by placing State Hydraulic Works as a general timate functioning within the
Ministry of Environment and Forestry. This integoat however, is conflictual due
to former structuration of State Hydraulic Workslamharmonious state is reflected
in several occasions with regards to implementasisrwell as governance such as
environmental flows. In addition the implementatiof the Regulation on the
Control of Water Pollution and the Regulation owissnmental impact assessment
both fall under the responsibilities of the Minystof Environment and Forestry.
Another major weakness of the Turkish system ig th@re is no sufficient
delegation of tasks and responsibilities (like;npiag, financing, permitting and
enforcement) to competent authorities on the le¥eiver basin districts to enable
sustainable water management. State Hydraulic W@kd) has 25 well-organized
district offices; Ministry of Environment and Fotgshas Directorates in each of the
Provinces, although some of these are still ratmeak. Like other developing
countries, water and energy demand in Turkey igea®ing rapidly. There are large
potentials for expanding hydropower and irrigaticapacity. However, water
scarcity is also a growing threat, in particulathwvthe likely impacts of climate
change. Today, Turkey can provide around 1430 cwlgirs of water per capita per
year but if current trends continue, Turkey wilfioklly be classified as a water
scarce country (less than 1000 cubic meters) b®.2@8trieved on 30.06.2009 from
the World Wide Web www.wwf.org.tr) According to preus researches of WWF-
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Turkey, it was estimated that during the last 48rge50% of the country’s wetlands,
equivalent to at least 1.3 million hectares (3 8nué the Van lake) lost their
ecological and economical character irreversiblcaose of dry, fill, and the
intervention made to the water regime and unwiseagement. This has included
the loss of some lakes and marshes internationatiyortant for birds, the
destruction of local fisheries and the salinisabbagricultural land in many areas. It
can be stated that 433.000 ha of wetlands have tbestinoyed near important bird
areas. After year 1953, 370.000 ha wetlands aparortant bird areas are lost due
to the water infrastructure projects. In additionthis, 375.000 hectares of land is
under small scaled flood control and small scalesindge and drying projects.
(Retrieved on 30.06.2009 from the World Wide Webwwwwi.org.tr) The main
factor has been the unwise use of water in aguwmltand the associated
development of water infrastructure projects. Agitiere accounts for around 72% of
water use in Turkey and more than half of this waewasted through inefficient
use: 88.5% of the total irrigation area is irrighterough flood (surface) irrigation,
8.5% is spring irrigation and only 3% is drip imigpon. (Retrieved on 30.06.2009
from the World Wide Web www.wwf.org.tr) According the 2004 “Municipality
Drinking and Utility Water Basic Indicators Resultee average drinking and utility
water network loss, calculated as the differencevéen the amount of water
supplied to the network and that received by thd-wsers, is 55% (Turkey
Environmental Status Report 2007, Ministry of Eomiment and Forestry). The
average loss in the municipal water networks of tanajor cities, where 40% of
Turkey’'s population resides, is approximately 50dtast of the problems in urban
areas are concentrated in slum areas. Providimiidg and potable water to these
areas is harder and more expensive compared tasimiestments directed towards
areas where development, settlement and constnuptams are present. 2004 data
indicates that out of the 3213 municipalities ergptin Turkey only 319 have waste
water treatment plants. The number of treatmenttplaising both physical and
biological purification as of 2004 is 168. There amly 4 plants using advanced
purification throughout Turkey, thereby increasthg number of total plants to 172.
Furthermore, only 19 of the total 65 Organized btdal Zones present as of 2004
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are using treatment plants. A total of 17.423 cubieters/year waste water was
discharged to rivers without any purification in020by the 46 Organized Industrial
Zones which have no waste water treatment pl@niskey Environmental Status
Report 2007, Ministry of Environment and ForestiWaste waters of Organized
Industrial Zones have been discharged to rivers5@R4), to the sea (2.69%) and to
the city sewage (%0.84) as of 2004. Treatment ®lystgduced by the Organized
Industrial Zones have been discharged through rexdie storage (%56.14), in
municipality dump (%28.75) and through releasehm land (%14.72) as of 2004.
(Turkey Environmental Status Report 2007, MinistfyfEnvironment and Forestry)
The total ground water potential of Turkey is estied to be 14,000 hm3/a (State
Hydraulic Works), and 37% of this potential is aled for agricultural water use.
Uncontrolled groundwater extraction is prevalent regions where agricultural
irrigation and industrial production is intense (@al Anatolia, Marmara, Aegean,
and Thrace). Although not officially declared, baweratsfrom 4" District of State
Hydraulic Works stated that by April 2008, 92.00€lk were identified in Konya
Basin by a study in 2008 of which 66.000 are illega a period of 33 years, a
decrease of 14.3 meters in the groundwater levé&anya Basin has taken place.
80% of this fall was incurred during the last 1@nrge(WWF-Turkey, Analysis of the
Change in Groundwater Levels in Konya Closed Baa8). 46.9% of the water
supplied to Organized Industrial Regions of Turkegs drawn from groundwater
resources (Ministry of Environment and ForestryyKBy's Environmental Status
Report, 2007).

2.6 Information on Bafa Lake, Uluabat Lake, Salt L&e and Egirdir
Lake

At this part of the paper, general information cafd@Lake, Birdir Lake, Salt Lake
and Uluabat Lake are provided in order to form akiyjsound on water quantity,

quality, biodiversity value, protection status amtome-generating activities

20



therefore the deep interviews could be graspedbyeader in this contextgkdir
Lake, in the flow line of Antalya Basin, is locatedIsparta and covers an area of
480 knf. Its deepest place is 13 meters, its north pafled Hoyran Lake, is
narrower than its south part. The lake, which ipamant in terms of Turkey water
sources and biodiversity, is Drinking and Usage aVa&rotection Area, Natural
Protected Area and Important Bird Area. It is lerkedfh biggest lake, b biggest
freshwater lake. It is an important water sowt@ntalya basin and, in long term for
Turkey for sustainability of tourism sector. It ésefrom sources drying in summer,
its water exits into Kovada Lake in the south. Téneel of the lake’s water which is
used for drinking and irrigation, is decreasingtie long term. Widespread fruit
agriculture is being carried out in northern coastthe lake. Fishing and tourism are
some of the important income-generating activitidse main problem that the lake
faces today is pollution. Intense agriculture pded an important income to local
people, but excessive and unplanned usage of jpestiaGs causing substantial
pollution to the lake. In the lake, with license®d0 fishermen and 500 boats, carp
and lobster production comes first, zander canmothbnted due to excessive
hunting. Tourism, sustainable and revenue-gengrdiom local people, must be
developed.

Salt Lake is the second largest lake of Turkey mling to its acreage (max. 19,000
hectares). It is located in the intersect of thedbos of Ankara Aksaray and Konya.
It is one of the most important bird and plant areaTurkey (with First Degree Site
Area and Specially Protected Zone statuses). S&k Lwith its 32.9% salinity level,
provides 60% of the salt demand of Turkey. Saltipotion is a source of income for
6.500 people in Konya Closed Basin. Similar to ofieer wetlands in Turkey, Salt
Lake is becoming smaller and dryer due to unwisecalgural practices. Dams
(Melendiz River-Mamasin Dam) have been built on sheface water feeding the
lake and water rate of the sources feeding the I|@Recenekdzl Brook-
Sereflikochisar) has declined. Ground water, whghnother source to feed the lake,
iIs under the pressure of overuse. Due to agri@llimigation, groundwater rate in
the Salt Lake and in the Konya Closed Basin isidieg) 1-2 meters annually. With
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regards to pollution, industrial, domestic and egtural waste of Aksaray and
Konya as well as Kulu,Sereflikochisar, Cihanbeyli, Eskil districts is bgin
discharged to Salt Lake without any purificatioreifg) placed within the borders of
three cities (Konya, Aksaray and Ankara) necesstatonstant cooperation,

communication and effective coordination to havaetive management process.

Uluabat Lake Ramsar Site (Ramsar Site No: 944, B9¢200 ha) takes place in the
South of Marmara Sea in 30 km away from Bursa wigcbne of the biggest cities
in Turkey with its high-population, high urbanizatiand industry. Uluabat Lake is a
shallow (3 meters of depth) freshwater lake witrapproximate surface area of 160
km? and a volume of 150 million cubic meters. The laKkeasin consists of Bursa,
Kitahya, Balikesir and Bilecik city districts. Beag in mind that Uluabat Lake take
place in the migratory line of birds, and its vigmto the Bird Lake (Manyas) it is
counted as one of the most important wetlands nigtia Turkey but also of Europe
and Middle East. Uluabat Lake Ramsar Site is hgsseveral number of globally
endangered species like phalacrocorax pygmeuscamie crispus, chlidonias
hybridus and aythya nyroca. The main factors tlnatl sbe stated regarding the
socio-economic status of the Uluabat Lake can beedtas fishermen, industrial
workers, animal husbandry, small-scaled merchant$ seasonal wage laborers
regarding milk industry. There are 17 residentraba across Uluabat Lake, Gélyazi,
due to direct economic activities from the lakethe foregoing one. The other
important residential areas can be summarized gslak Fadilli, Dorak, Uluabat,
Eskikaragac. Major problems of Uluabat Lake can be summdrias pollution
(industrial wastes from industrial facilities araurnhe lake, agricultural wastes,
wastes from Mustafa Kemal §2astreamlet which is one of the major incoming
sources, industrial and residential pressure @tmes for constituting new industrial
and residential areas in the northern part ofdke Is threatening the future situation
of the lake) collapse of ecological equilibrium tife lake (several agricultural
practices around the lake such as illegal paddiyibr overfishing are disturbing
the water balance of the lake. This deterioratiothe water balance is threatening
the wildlife as well as economic facilities thakegplace on the lake.)
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Bafa Lake, which is placed within the borders ofdléuand Aydin, is located in the
flow line of Buyik Menderes Basin. It is declareslaaprotected area in 1989 and as
a nature protection zone (12.280 hectares) in 1984. lake is an Important Bird
Area and authentic, converted from sea into lake Most important source feeding
the lake is water of Buylk Menderes River in ovexflseason. Bafa, a very brackish
lake, is surrounded with mountains which are cavength forest and macquis
groves. SOke Plain has a vital role in Turkish @gture and is one of the leading
regions from an agriculture value. Agricultural Asmtion, Stke Agriculture
Cooperative and major farm owners are leading #@ggon in regards to develop
strategies for a better income of the agricultuagpcts. These institutes are working
intensely for rising up the quality and the quantdf the agriculture goods.
Furthermore, they actively work on many relatediéssas in finding various ways
for strengthening up the irrigation infrastructufdne majority of economic income
depends on the agriculture. Moreover, job oppotiesi especially in cotton sector,
for nonqualified workers in this region are quitgth Seasonal workers from the east
(GaziantepSanhurfa, Kars, A&n) to the Soke Plain is taken its place and irgirea
each day due to the economical benefits the regiowides. The population of the
region is 15.000 mostly composed of old people tuamigration of younger
generations to urban areas. As a result of impgpeducation level of the region,
youth prefer to migrate to the big cities, whiclvéanore chance of employment. In
contrast, older people as well as the retired shesv the behavior of staying in their
homeland instead of spending their days in therudvaas. Nevertheless, around the
Bafa Lake, the young population is increasing imafj@l to the increasing tourism
facilities which provide alternative income for tloeal community. There is a strong
positive correlation between tourism development gouth population in the
region. Tourism development and increasing youtpugaiion in the region has a
positive effect on the socio-cultural structureB#dfa Lake. The Bluyuk Menderes
River, groundwater sources and the Bafa Lake dghee region its vitality. The
economic state of the region depends on the atuwreulnd irrigation. Thus, the
management and usage of the water is directly dirtkethe economic state of the
region. Even though cotton and olive is the leadiggculture sector; corn, tobacco,
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fruits, vegetables, feeding plants are also produAgriculture is done as irrigation
in flat fields; where arable land is common on s®mue to water availability.
Tourism, fishery, aquaculture on juvenile fish, kesping and farming are also other
income generating activities. However, tourism acbthe Bafa Lake is not as dense
as Kuadasi (at the northern side), Didim and Bodrumh(kagtsouth). In Bafa, day
trips on nature and archaeological sites are orgdniThe health of the local sector
strongly depends on the agriculture and extensit@tyises on flour, cotton and
textile sector. Major problems that the lake faaes decrease of water quantity and
pollution. Excess and unplanned agricultural iti@a is pulling down the water
level of the lake; with the effect of climate changhe lake is getting smaller.
Shrinking of the lake affects income-generatingvéets. Along Blyuk Menderes
River, domestic, industrial and agricultural wasfedlute the lake. Wastes of
facilities and residential areas near the lakel shatl be given to the lake without
refinement process.
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Figure 1: Analysis of Respondents’ Location

The table above shows the percentage of peoplestaite to the wetlands that took
part in the analysis. %23 of the participants hatake in Salt Lake, 22% from Bafa
Lake, %31 from Eirdir Lake and 24.4% from Uluabat Lake. It can bated that

participants are evenly distributed in researassit
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The major problem is mentioned as pollution by 46 the stakeholders.

Managerial, legal problems and biodiversity relgteablems are not regarded as the

major problems in the research sites.

Table 1: Analysis of Respondents’ Perception of thilajor Problem
of the Freshwater Ecosystem

Cumulative
Frequency Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid Water level 12 15,4 20,3 20,3
Pollution 36 46,2 61,0 81,4
Groundwater 2 2,6 3,4 84,7
Capacity building 5 6,4 8,5 93,2
Legal arrangement| 1 1,3 1,7 94,9
Loss of Species 2 2,6 3,4 98,3
Managerial 1 1,3 1,7 100,0
Problem ’ ' ’
Total 59 75,6 100,0

Missing  System 19 24,4

Total 78 100,0

The major problems, regarded on the basis of we#ae shown below.

Table 2: Analysis of the Major Problem on the Basi®f Wetland

Majorproblem
capacity
Water level | Pollution | groundwater | building legal species | managerial Total
Wetland Konya 6 8 2 1 0 0 0 17
Bafa 2 8 0 0 0 0 0 10
Egirdir 3 10 0 3 0 1 0 17
Uluabat 1 10 0 1 1 1 1 15
Total 12 36 2 5 1 2 1 59

It has been put forward by several authors thak@yhas been experiencing, in
addition to environmental degradation arising fr@iobal causes, for instance
climate change, the burdens of population incream®nomic development in
industrial and agricultural sectors, urbanizatiand the pressure on growing

consumption (cited in Adaman et al., forthcoming).
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Since the environment, perceived as a problem, desn a latecomer in inter-

national discourse on development, one might exptsctreception in different

quarters to be subordinated to various preoccupatdready on stage: to economic

growth, to access to the consumer society, to sosvalution, to national security,

to human rights et cetera. At the same time, ifgaich is probably strong enough to

modify the perception of these problems (Marshedi96, p. 150). Perceptions and

problems defined by Marshall are assumed to bel ¥ati Turkey too. The ways of

perceiving environmental problems according to Mallsare as follows:

1.

The state or government facing demands to ‘sole’ problem: In
regard to most problems satisfying rather than meing solutions, that
is doing just enough to keep the problem from reaclinmanageable
dimensions.

The modern productive and commercial enterpriség perception by
the state or public opinion and assert that it eilentually solve itself
through market mechanisms, technological innovatioand the
untrammeled growth of production; to shift the sosif whatever
solutions are unavoidable to the state and theetsocand finally, if the
problem will not go away, to take the lead in dawgssolutions that will
be profitable to themselves. That is probably whg nhever accepted that
the climate is changing and there is no need tptasiace technological
innovations will eliminate the impacts and dimintble pace of this fact.
Intellectuals, scientists, ideologists, and conedrncitizens: The
perceptions are simplified and distorted in trarssnoin.

Social groups directly experiencing the impact ofrent processes
through environmental degradation and insecurity lieélihood, or
suffering more diffused anxieties without a scintor ideological frame
of reference through which to interpret their amigiheir perception of
capacity to participate in and benefit from the rent style of
development, or their perception of exclusion aonggrlessness. Such
indirectly perceived threats, combining with fegbnof powerlessness
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against manipulation by economic monopolies, poditis, or scientists can
generate paranoid fears or movements devoted ¢afigtito single
issues. The main aim of the thesis is to develfyrther insight on this
groups since in democracies and in capitalist mafdproduction, the
supply is shaped by the demand and therefore pphagositions might
be developed focusing and involving these groups.

Marshall argues that the urban working class isemexposed to easily perceived
menaces such as polluted air, overcrowded houdwigndling access to open spaces
for recreation, long journeys to work and job assed illnesses. It also has fewer
possibilities for escape or mitigate. For the nemers, the problems have been
deterioration of public transport, smog, congestaxtidents, and patterns on urban
spatial organization and services that discrimirsagainst them (Marshall, 1996, p.
153). The workers, however, encouraged by theirleyeps, can also be expected to
perceive environmental regulations as threats ¢ir flobs and their access to the
consumer society. The underemployed and margimhl®or, or their political
spokesperson may perceive environ-mental concerdgablic allocations mainly
as competitive with their own immediate needs (Malis 1996, p. 152). The relative
importance of different agents for the charactethefaggregate societal response to
environmental problems, naturally differ accordingthe specific problem, so will
their perception of suitable channel for respongeselation to other problems, the
responses of groups within the society, expreskeough the market, the vote,
spontaneous or externally-stimulated mass protaais determine what happens, at
least in the short run (Marshall, 1996, p. 152).

Leopold believes that a system of conservation das#ely on economic self-
interest is hopelessly unbalanced since it tendgrtore and eliminate elements in
the land community that lack commercial value, thait are essential to its healthy
functioning and the economic parts of the biotmckl will not function without the
uneconomic parts. Leopold who believes that lackaminomic value is sometimes a
character not only of species or groups, but afehiotic communities states that
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An innumerable host of actions and attitudes, cisimg perhaps the bulk of
all land relations, is determined by the land-ustastes and predilections,
rather than by his purse. The bulk of all landtretes hinges on investments of
time, forethought, skill, and faith rather thaniowestments of caskRetrieved
on 10.07.2009 from the World Wide Web
http://www.luminary.us/leopold/land_ethic.html)

Table 3: Analysis of Income and Conceptualization
of the Major Problem

Sum of

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 31,807 6 5,301 2,837 ,019
Within Groups 91,550 49 1,868
Total 123,357 55

It can be stated that there is no difference batweeome and description of the
main problem with failing to reject the null hypeslis that state ‘There is no
significant difference between income and concdiziatzon of major problem’. It
was assumed that lower income generating groupsddalr more direct impacts that
they face since they are more directly affectethimge impacts whereas stakeholders

with higher income would call for more legal andnagerial problems.

2.7 Conceptualization

An ethic maybe regarded as a mode of guidance for meeting gicalcsituations so
new or intricate or involving such deferred reactiothat the path of social
expediency is not discernable to the average iddali (Ed. by Zimmerman et al.,
2001, p. 98). Leopold by stating that people canetigcal only in relation to
something they can see, feel, understand, lovehawe faith in, defines ethic

ecologically as ‘a limitation on freedom of actionthe struggle for existence’ and

28



philosophically as ‘a differentiation of social froanti-social conduct’ (Leopold,
1970) and further argues that

An ethic may be regarded as a mode of guidancemieeting ecological
situations so new or intricate, or involving su@iedred reactions, that the path
of social expediency is not discernible to the ager individual. Animal
instincts are modes of guidance for the individmaimeeting such situations.
Ethics are possibly a kind of community instinctthe-making. (Retrieved on
10.07.2009 from the World Wide Web
http://www.luminary.us/leopold/land_ethic.himl

Bookchin defines social ecology as ‘natural spality centers on the ability of an

awakened humanity to function as moral agents mirdshing needless suffering,

engaging in ecological restoration and fosteringaasthetic appreciation of natural
evolution in all its fecundity and diversity’ (Edy Zimmerman et al., 2001, p. 437).
Social ecology challenges the entire system of dation itself and seeks to

eliminate the hierarchal and class edifice that ingsosed itself on humanity and

defined the relationship between nonhuman and humature. It recognizes that the
future of life on this planet pivots the future ebciety. It means the use of
ecotechnologies and renewable energy, use of ardamns of agriculture, design of

humanly scaled industrial installations to meetaegl needs recycling together with

production of high-quality goods that will last fluture generations, therefore limit

consumption (Ed. by Zimmerman et al., 2001, pp.-450). Warren (2000) puts

forward six features of social ecology which carshenmarized as follows. Firstly it

is a philosophy of process and potentiality thaws life as active, interactive,

proactive, relational and contextual. Nature isap@assive lump or matter: it is self-
directive in its evolutionary development. Secondlycial ecology is a biological way

of thinking that views nature as a constellatioc@imunities that are neither blind,
nor mute, cruel or competitive, stingy nor necessih: nature is freed of all anthropo-
centric moral tappings. Thirdly, it is social inathit always present in the human
communities are properly viewed on a nature-socmiptinuum, stressing the

nonhierarchical continuities between nature andespd-ifth, it asserts that there are
no natural dominance-submission relationship. kastbcial ecology sees otherness
in terms of complementarity rather than rivalry.gkién, 2000, p. 87)
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Ecological socialism presupposes the developmena apecifically global class
politics, first because of growing economic oppi@ssnd exploitation, and because
ecological degradation is increasingly a classes8ocialism and ecology remains
contradictory to some. Socialists are seen as ptikt whereas greens as
antiproductivist. O’Connor states that most sostalistill believe that ecology is
merely an ideology of austerity or a system foruegmd) amenities for the middle and
upper classes. Most greens think that socialisranisdeology promoting growth
without limit. The effect business and other grougse, the false choices between
‘jobs versus environment’, the capitalization ohdaand economic growth versus
community values, and economic development versgtaimable society is a easy
scheme to divide and conquer. To sum up, O’Conre@sdnot require a new
category that contains elements of socialism awtbgy; rather he argues that what
needs to be articulated politically is self-deteration and overall planning,

coordination and control of production.

The land ethic (Leopold signifies the land not resoil; but a circuit of natural
ecosystems) enlarges the boundaries of the comyntanibclude soil, water, plants
and animals or collectively the land. The land @tilianges the role of homo sapiens
from conqueror of the land community to plain meméed citizen of it. It implies
respect for his fellow members and also respecthfercommunity (cited in Ed. by
Zimmerman et al., 2001, p. 99). Leopold believes tand-relation is still economic,
entailing privileges however not obligations sinite characteristics of the land
determined the facts quite as potently as the clteatics of the men who lived on
it. (Leopold, 1970)

The land ethic simply enlarges the boundaries ef adammunity to include
soils, waters, plants, and animals, or collectivélhe land. (...) This sounds
simple: do we not already sing our love for andigailon to the land of the
free and the home of the brave? Yes, but just \ahdt whom do we love?
Certainly not the soil, which we are sending hediezlter down river.

Certainly not the waters, which we assume haveumgtion except to turn
turbines, float barges, and carry off sewage. @aytaot the plants, of which
we exterminate whole communities without battingege. Certainly not the
animals, of which we have already extirpated mahyhe largest and most
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beautiful species. A land ethic of course cannatvent the alteration,
management, and use of these ‘resources,’” butds @dfirm their right to
continued existence, and, at least in spots, togitinued existence in a natural
state. (Retrieved on 10.07.2009 from the World Wid&/eb
http://www.luminary.us/leopold/land_ethic.himl

Ecological modernization proposes that policies éamonomic development and
environmental protection can be combined to sysaogeffect. On a macro level,
ecological modernization seeks structural chartgaroimotes the application of tight
environmental policy as a positive influence on repuic efficiency and
technological innovation. It seeks to harness theeels of entrepreneurship for
environmental gain. Thus, ecological modernizatsuggests that economic and
environmental goals can be integrated within themBwork of an advanced
industrial economy. This occurs through shifts e tsectoral composition of the
economy: as the relative prices of employment amergy/pollution change, the
economy gradually becomes more labor and servitansive and less resource
intensive. That is, this scenario projects a sigaift process of ecological
modernization (Jacobs, 1997, p. 78).looks for lower levels of environmental
impact. It seeks to shift the emphasis of the macanomy away from energy and
resource intensive industries towards service amolwvledge intensive industries.
From a micro level, ecological modernization assigrcentral role to the invention,
innovation and diffusion of new technologies. lppaprs that advanced economies
have begun to experience the environmentally gedtests that would be associated
with a program of ecological modernization. Threstions however need to be
attached to this remark. First, much of the set&dt has occurred not because of
the decline in the consumption of manufactured gaadadvanced economies, but
because their production has been relocated owes to newly industrializing
countries (Jacobs, 1997, p. 75).

Ecological modernization is silent on questionssotial change, for example,
concerning social justice, the distribution of wkahnd power, and society-nature
relations. It is thus simply an attempt to legizsniand sustain the very structures and

systems that have been responsible for environindatdine (Jacobs, 1997, p. 75).
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Therefore, it can be stated that capitalist modprotiuction cannot be sustainable.
This might be rooted from the reason that moshefgeople, working in government
sector who are responsible for biodiversity do bgtany means, subscribe to green
ideology and certainly not identify themselves aseg in the overarching sense.
Hence, government officials, at least the onestth@k part in the questionnaires, do
not adopt the discourses of sustainability, thecgu@onary principle, demand
management and critical to natural capital. If werevto think about how people are
located and promoted in government, it is easyirtd dbut why they do not adopt
these principles. However ecologically concerneciatnepreneur may be, the harsh
fact is that his or her very survival at the mapkate precludes a meaningful
ecological orientation. To engage in ecologicalhrsd practices places a morally
concerned entrepreneur at a striking, and indetdl désadvantage in a competitive
relationship with a rival — notably one who lacksyacological concerns and thus
produces at lower costs - and reaps higher priafitRirther capitalist expansion (Ed.
by Zimmerman et al., 2001).

Some other Turkey-specific studies such as th&aaivit et al. and Adaman et al.
(forthcoming), mention local residents’ self-motiem in general or any groups’
stakes in particular to fight for conservation aa high which hold true for this

study as well.

The major conceptualization of the ways of namimg relationship between human
and nature in the scope of this thesis analysisbeaseen in the table that the author
generated (see page 50). This conceptualizatimeséo understanding other ethical
approaches in nature-human conflict, which empleasizonservation and
development respectively. In order to harmonize riationship between the two,
ethical approaches other than sustainable develop@re incorporated into the
analysis. This classification is prepared in oreiind out where the stakeholders in
natural resources management see themselves zeld¢laé relationship and see the
contemporary relationship. In the first case, whealls for human chauvinism, sees

man as a tyrant. In anthropocentrism, man is seemseward, which was assumed
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as the dominant tradition. Anthropocentrism can boefly defined as viewing
humans as separate from and above the rest ofatheen Dunlap sees the tendency
is to treat nature as existing primarily for humese and enhanced dramatically in
recent centuries by scientific and technologicavettegpments (Dunlap, 2002, p.
18).The third relationship type is free market emwmentalism, which sees human
beings as a commodifier. Our famous notion susidéndevelopment defines man as
custodian, cooperative and puts a conqueror roldwushan beings. Sustainable
development is believed to be a metafix that wilite&r everybody from the profit-
minded industrialist and risk-minimizing subsisterfarmer to the equity seeking
social worker, the pollution-concerned or wildldging First Worlder, the growth-
maximizing policy maker, the goal-oriented bureaiicrand therefore the vote-
counting politician (cited in Dobson, 1998: 33).eThfth ethical approach, Aldo
Leopold’'s land ethic sees man as a plain membelarmd community. Moving
towards more ecoanarchic approaches, ecofascidns¢ba man as a perfecter and
has the connotations of primitism, romantism andstimism was placed by the
author, and the final classification that was pthcegarding the types of relation
between human and nature is ecoanarchism, whishnsae as an inferior member of

land community.
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Figure 2: Conceptualization of Human Beings — Natug Relationship
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Figure 4: Conceptualization of the Relationship bateen

Human Beings and Nature in the Ideal
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Figure 5: Conceptualization of the Relationship bateen

Human Beings and Nature in Personal Affiliation

Figure 4 shows the relationship between human atdren in the contemporary
world with the question ‘Which of the following Hedefines human’s position in
nature in the contemporary world?’ It can be puiverd that 7% conceptualizes
human-nature relationship as human chauvinist, §%nghropocentric, 41% as free
market environmentalist, 5% as sustainable devedopm3.8% as conqueror of
nature, 14.1% as land ethic. When we turn our ttterio what they conceptualize
as ideal with the question ‘Which of the followirgest defines human’s ideal
position in nature?’ the statistics differ enormigusiith 33.3% of sustainable
development approach and 35.9% with land ethicagmgbr. When it comes to the
personal statement of human-nature relationship #ie question ‘Which of the
following best defines your lifestyle, attitude arukhaviors regarding your
relationship with nature?’ the statistics show 5986 favor of sustainable
development and 13% to land ethic. The other optere not emphasized more

than 1 frequency in each of the three statements.
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The table below shows the differentiation betwedatyparticipants think about their
ethical values and what was found in the questioares a result of 40 questions
conceptualizing the attitude towards nature and drumelationship. The scope of
crosstabulation between the ‘assumed’ and ‘meaSwettical values show the
differentiation between what people think aboutrbelves that in fact are not. As
assumed, the trend is that people are more likelgssume themselves as having
nature-friendly values, whereas they are more aptiwentric. For instance, when
we look at the ‘land ethic’ classification in whitluman is assumed to be a simple
part of the nature, %0 of the participants who assdithemselves to be in favor of
land ethic approach understands human-nature ae#ip according to their

attitudes, behaviors and values.

Table 4: Analysis of Assumed and Measured Ethical Mue
(Human Chauvinism/Anthropocentrism/Free Market Environmentalism/
Sustainable Development/Land Ethic/Ecocentrism/Ecalscism /Ecoanarchism)
with regards to the Relationship between
Human Beings and Nature

Assumed Total
1,00 | 2,00 | 4,00 | 5,00 | 6,00 | 7,00 | 8,00 1,00
Ethical Free Market Count 0 0 3 1 0 0 0 4
value  Environmentalism o of
Total 0% | ,0%| 3,8%| 1,3% 0% | ,0%| ,0% 5,1%
Sustainable Count 1 0 40 0 9 0 2 52
Development % of
Total 1,3%| ,0%| 51,3%| ,0% | 11,5%| ,0%| 2,6%| 66,7%
Land Ethic Count 0 1 11 0 3 0 0 15
0,
_?08; 0% | 1,3%| 14,1%| ,0%| 3,8%| ,0%| ,0%| 19,2%
Ecocentrism Count 0 0 6 0 0 1 0 7
0,
% of ,0% 0% | 7,7%| ,0% 0% | 1,3%| ,0% 9,0%
Total
Total Count 1 1 60 1 12 1 2 78
[v)
'?)ogl 1,3%| 1,3% | 76,9%| 1,3% | 15,4% | 1,3% | 2,6%  100,0%

It can be concluded that the participants propcséher a radical ecosystem, nor
human defenders. Nearly all participants have plaliemselves in the middle of the
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conceptualization of the antagonism between humdmature. The assumption at the
set-off, ‘women, young people, people working iviesnmental NGOs, people who
do not take place in decision-making mechanismeplpewho have direct benefit
from the natural resource, and people who liveerlds the natural resource would
be scattered more on the right hand side of thke tathereas men, elder, people
working in government organizations, people whosdoet have direct benefit from
the natural resource and people who live apart fieennatural resource would be
scattered on more anthropocentric ethical valueipgoing to be examined in detail

in the data analysis section.

It can be seen that there is a significant diffeeebetween what the participants
assumed the contemporary situation regarding emviemtal ethical values and the
idealized environmental ethical values by rejectthg null hypothesis that state
‘There is no significant difference between avd#adnd idealized conceptu-alization
of human-nature relationship’ (Sig=0.000). In otlveords, what people witness

today and what people idealize are not the same.

Table 5: Analysis of Idealized and Assumed Relatiahip
between Human Beings and Nature

Paired Differences

95% Confidence
Interval of the
Std. Error Difference

Mean btd. Deviatior] Mean Lower | Upper t df Big. (2-tailed
1,45000 1,79854 | ,23219 11,91461 | -,98539 | -6,245 59 ,000

Pair humannatureno
1 humannatureidg
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Figure 6: Scattered Plot Analysis of Respondents/Mesured Relationship
between Human Beings and Nature
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CHAPTER 3

CONCEPTUALIZATION: EXPLORING NATURE IN
DEVELOPMENT, CAPITALISM, TECHNOLOGY,
PARTICIPATION, GOVERNANCE AND

MANAGEMENT

3.1 Environment and Nature

After all, the men and women of every generatiostrsiare the same earth
—the only earth we have- and so we also share @oresbility to ensure that
one generation calls the future will be able to umatsafely into
what another generation will call the present.
Al Gore

Environment refers to aspects of the material wondh this understanding the
original centre of the term is human-induced andething to be surrounded.
Environment is described as non-human made elemetsour physical
surroundings, on which elements we are entirelyeddpnt and which can be
described as a collection of possible uses or iomst Goods can be produced solely
by using and changing the environment (Ekko et 2001, p. 19-20). Most
dictionaries follow Einstein’s’ famous remark ‘tleavironment is everything that is
not me’ by defining environment as our surroundjr@serything is not a part of us
(Taylor, 1992, p. 9). Many writers and most poliogkers have relied upon a broad
intuitive distinction between the built and the urat environment. Environment,
obviously is taken as a political subject ratheantha value-free concept that

surrounds ‘the environment is everything that ist noe’ with which is
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framed by environmentalist ideology. Environmentroat be a non-political issue
since power and sovereignty is involved. Environtakproblems are intimately
bound up with questions such as the distributiopavfer and wealth (Taylor, 1992).
What matters is to decide what kind of world isgbke, what kind of world we want
to live in, and what kind of world our children agatitled to inherit. Political and
ethical judgments are inescapable in this. Desgyilihe environment as a ‘non-
political issue’ is therefore equal to rejectingpalitical approach not just to

environmental matters but from a holistic perspecti

Environmental issues are acknowledged and discusseavhelmingly in physical
terms — the state of wildlife species, habitatedfxapes, buildings, the atmosphere
and oceans, and local and global polluters. Onepietsajectories, unavoidable and
increasingly difficult environmental policy decis® lie ahead. Whereas for most
other disciplines ‘the environment’ refers to ounygical surroundings, within
sociology it typically refers to social and cultufactors external to the entity being
examined. In the process of rejecting environmeatal biological determinism,
sociology discipline became committed to sociowmalt determinism (Dunlap, 2002,
p. 17). Life in industrialized societies createe impression that not only was the
environment a source of inexhaustible natural nesmy but that humans could
manipulate and control that environment (Dunlapp20p. 18). Environment,
obviously is taken as a political subject ratheantha value-free concept that
surrounds human beings with which framed by enwirentalist ideology.
Environmentalism is defined by Jacobs as an idgoladnich is a coherent set of
beliefs about the essential nature of human soeietlythe political principles under
which it should be organized. It is interesting hallvenvironmental issues are taken
as a coherent concept. Jacobs, in his article Néw Politics of the Environment’
argues that there are three major distinguishingivetmons behind the different
environmental issues — long-run sustainability @iremic systems, direct impact on
present health and amenity, and ethical and clluestions about the value of the
non-human world. While being critical to take elviment as a coherent bodyj, it is
understandable since green movement addressedathe sssential problem of
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human societies over exploitation of the naturatléudl'he topic of this study, while
being exclusive to all three, is mainly regardihg third one since it tries to find out
how current trends of resource use is going to ghaand by who. However, as
mentioned before the topic of this study coversdinect impact on present health or
amenity on the basis of wetlands’ ecosystem sesvideproviding drinking water,
agricultural use, recreation and fish stocks. Ttieetion of species and degradation
of biodiversity is also being captured, with lessportance than long-term
sustainability in order to discover how different
occupation/institution/income/gender/age structtinesethical and cultural questions

about the value of the non-human world.

According to Taylor, the real challenge is to ebsdbpolitical and moral values that
should inform our environmental decision making y[dg 1992). Thinking about
environmental protection means thinking about timel lof values that should guide

our decision-making (Taylor, 1992).

Environment is not an arena for serious disagreérnetween the major political
parties or inter-governmental authorities in Turk#yexcites little political passion
and parties do not differentiate their approactegmnding environment. It is quite
hard to differentiate the message of the Ministfy Imdustry or Ministry of
Environment and Forestry — bearing in mind that NMhmister of Environment and
Forestry used to be the General Directorate ofeSthidraulic Works by the time
that this thesis was written. In Turkey, environtaérproblems are regarded as

minor, technical, soluble and politically uncontens.
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Table 6: State of Approaching the Limits of NaturalResources

Minimum | Maximum Sum Mean Std. Deviation
Natural resources
76 1,00 5,00 331,00 4,3553 1,10398
are exhausted
Valid N (listwise) 76

When analyzing the statement of ‘natural resouacesgetting exhausted’, the mean
is 4.35 which means nearly all participants are@iqug with the current catastrophe
of natural resources. Moreover, %79 percent ofgaeicipants believe that these
problems are solvable. That supports the authdes of approaching structural

environmental problems that is focused throughbatthesis as minor, technically
solvable and politically uncontatious. It is intstiag that %15 of the participants that
are selected under the basis of ‘experts’ do net heny idea of the ways and

possibility to solve the problems of the naturalowrce that they are responsible of

as a manager or user.

Table 7: State of Approaching Solvability of Enviraamental Degradation
by Technological Innovations

Minimum

Maximum

Sum

Mean

Std. Deviation

Problem solvable
Valid N (listwise)

7
77

2,00

5,00

305,00

3,9610

, 71528

Probl ensol vabl e
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There is no claim that environmental problems regmé a fundamental challenge to
the economic system; in other words, minor envirental issues are going to settle
down with more development while keeping businessisual. This is going to be
further argued in the myths chapter. During thenviews, one of the professional
workers in an environmental NGO mentioned,

What is best for the system is not what is besn&dure. We have known this
for years. There is a systematic pressure froncdingorate sector to the public
authorities, and they cannot do anything aboWldathing if the whole system
is replaced. Nothing if we do not perceive it franfieminist point of view. (...)

| have been working in the field for 5 years now iategrated river basin
management. | can say that there is success anfthsetructure but that does
not change the fact that multi-stakeholder platfm@re in place. We will not
achieve wise management if stakeholders —regardfdssw educated they are-
would sit on the same table, talk about the problemd get their own share
with regards to responsibilities in order to solvg@roblems.
(Male/31/NGO/Ankara/not top executive)

Not quite parallel with this view, a chief exec@ifrom an NGO mentioned,

Business as usual is no longer an option. It idex. It proved wrong. Short-
term money making to some segments of the sogetaimful for the rest of
the society as well as for the environment. | lveian sustainable development,
| believe it is possible, | believe humanity caaale millennium development
goals only if we start now. We do not have anotiey to think about if this
and that are true or if they are stemming becatisarnan beings (she refers to
climate change). It is time to act to reverse ans $0 the other living things
that we share the world. (Female/52/NG8anbul/top executive)

3.1.1 Environmental Sociology

Before going into details on the dualism betweealagy and development that
sustainable development lacks to eliminate, it esessary to have a look at the
perception of environmental sociology by functiasialinterpretative, and critical
sociological paradigms because although ignoreey thad an implicit environ-
mental dimension. Dunlap, who analyzes the inhewrmplexity of human’s
relationship with the environment, defines envir@mtal sociology as ‘the study of
interaction between the environment and society societal-environmental

interactions or relations’. Dunlap proposes thatciassical sociology, there is a
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distinctive fundamental anthropocentrism. This barunderstood on the basis of the
intention of favoring social, structural explanasoover physical or environmental

ones. To a certain extent, each of these schoalssbmething significant to say

about nature and society, although this has ofeenbmore implied than direct.

Parallel to this Dunlap argues that

Examinations of the relationship between socialssland environmental
degradation or the impact of energy shortages ametsoare qualitatively
different from studies of public opinion toward @mnmental issues or of
environmental sociology rather than just a sociplof environmental issues
(Dunlap, 2002, p. 11).

Functionalist sociology deliberately elevates dofaats over facts of lower order —
that is psychological and biological. Nevertheldssctionalism frequently utilized
biological concepts and metaphors in presentingtionalist theory of societal
transformation. It is stated by Hannigan that fioralist theory was very much an
attempt to devise a solution to what is essentially ecological crisis of rising
population paired with scarce resources. As s@sdiecome larger and denser, it
would have been disastrous if everyone had cordinoeengage in agriculture.
Increasingly, occupational specialization meant thea competition over arable land
was lessened, even as land became productive thabdshnological innovations. It
shall not be forgotten that in 1880s, today’s kremgie of ecology and evolution was
unavailable (Hannigan, 2006, p. 6).

Hannigan argues that interpretative approach aedlyzoncrete examples of
struggles over natural resources, for instance detrol of irrigation systems
(Hannigan, 2006, p. 7). Ecological irrationality nsanifested in a wide range of
destructive consequences from sensational techisalodisasters such as nuclear
accidents to routine pollution events such as itrisdumping into urban storm

sewers (Hannigan, 2006, p. 8).

The impact of the functionalist and interpretatilisciplinary traditions according to

Dunlap can be summarized as follows
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The impact of these disciplinary traditions cansbenmarized as follows: The
Durkheimian antireductionism legacy suggest that physical environment
should be ignored, whereas the Weberian legacyestigighat it could be
ignored, for it is deemed unimportant in sociag.liShould one violate these
traditions and suggest that the physical envirorinmeight be relevant for
understanding social behavior, one risks being léabean environmental
determinist. Although these traditions were underdable at the time that
sociology was still seeking firm disciplinary statdhey seemed outmoded by
the 1970s (Dunlap, 2002, p. 18).

Critical approach has provoked the most extensesponse from present-day
environmental interpreters. The pioneers of conféat approach were only
marginally concerned with environmental degradat@n se but their analysis of
social structure and social change has become tdring point for several

contemporary theories of the environment. Critg@diology puts forward the social
conflict between the two principal classes in spgi¢hat is capitalists and the
proletariat, not only alienates ordinary peoplarfrtheir jobs, but also leads to their
estrangement from nature itself. Parsons statésithvehere is this more evident than
in capitalist agriculture, which puts a quick ptdiiom the land and driven into
crowded, polluted cities while the soil itself wdsained of its vitality (cited in

Hannigan, 2006, p. 8). A single factor, capitalismas held responsible for a wide
range of social ills from overpopulation and reseudepletion to the alienation of
people from the natural world with which once thesre united. Conflictual

sociology infers an anthropocentric approach dwoaatiepicting humans as achieving
mastery over nature, in no small part because dfn@ogical innovation and

automation (promethean, pro-technological, antlesgical) attitude toward nature.
Marx argues that ‘the soil, economically speakimgludes water’ (cited in Castro,
2006, p. 7), which synthesizes the rationale bekineddominance of land-centered
research. From a critical understanding, humansdeielop a new understanding of
and empathy with nature. Contemporary conflicthalory emphasizes not only the

role of capitalists but also that of the stateast&éring ecological destruction.

According to critical sociology, there are threadiions of production: first human
labor power, or what Marx called the ‘personal abads of production’; second,
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environment or what Marx called ‘natural or extérocanditions of production’;
third, urban infrastructure (space can be adde@ heo) or what Marx called
‘general, communal conditions of production’. Thatifious price of labor power is
the wage rate and that of environmental and urb&mastructure and space is rent
(O’Connor, 1994, p. 163).

Foster states that,

Marx provided a powerful analysis of the main egatal crisis of the day -
the problem of soil fertility within capitalist aigulture- as well as commenting
on the other major ecological crisis of his timee(toss of forests, the pollution
of the cities and the Malthusian specter of oveautgation). In doing so, he
raised fundamental issues about the antagonisnmowh tand country, the
necessity of ecological sustainability, and whatch# the metabolic relation
between human beings and nature (cited in HannRfz06).
Marx employed the concept of metabolism to desctiee complex interaction
between society and nature. Hannigan states thiarrthan a bargain for chemical
agriculture, Marx and Engels appears to have beeeaaly advocate of organic
farming methods. For example, he writes at lendpibutthe benefits of spreading
manure on crop lands, even suggesting that humateviieom the city recycled as

fertilizer rather than polluting the rivers and ans.

In the formulation of material life (infrastructyrelefining consciousness (super-
structure); contemporary Marxist theory emphasizdsonly the role of capitalists but
also that of the state in fostering ecological deston. Marx stressed the idea that
since material life is socially organized, the sbdielationships of production
determine consciousness. He muted the equallyfaietethat since material life is
also the interchange between human beings andendahese material and natural

relationships also determine consciousness (Ediroynerman et al., 2001, p. 433).

What best describes environmental sociology isva fiedld which can arise out of
the intellectual and political structure generaigdnovements for social reform and
change. Each of the three widely acknowledged fetsmdf the discipline of

sociology addressed some aspect of nature andtygobiet this was not really
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definitive to their work. Some key contributors kopains to distinguish strictly
between a real environmental sociology that focusedhe study of environment-
society interaction; and sociology of environmeistalksues that did not. However,
this distinction became blurred in the decades thHbwed and environmental
sociology now tends to be used simply to descrite kinds of work that is
conducted by self-identified environmental socitdtgy Dunlap approaches the state
of contemporary environmental sociology as follows:

Besides the Durkhemian antireductionism taboo, leromajor tradition in
sociology has contributed to our discipline’s temecleto ignore the biophysical
environment. Inherited from Weber and elaboratedMiad, Cooley, Thomas
and others, this tradition emphasizes, the impogari understanding the ways
in which people define their situations in order fes to understand their
actions. Assuming that the reality of a situatigimi the definition attached to it
by participating actors, this perspective implieattthe physical properties of
the situation may be ignored (cited in Dunlap, 2q®2217). Some sociologists
are going beyond treating environmental problemsaasopolitical issues, in
fact, Dunlap argues employing environmental vadgallio examine societal-
environmental relations, which he feels essenti@r fdemarcating
environmental sociology as a distinct area of sgeition akin to political
sociology (Dunlap, 2002, p. 12).

In the contemporary environmental sociology, thare several distinct competing
paradigms such as human ecology, political econamgial constructionism, critical
realism, ecological modernization, risk societyaitye environmental justice, actor-
network theory and political ecology (Hannigan, @0@. 12). There is some
evidence that environmental sociology has been mgaikiroads into publishing and
teaching in mainstream sociology, although it isnbymeans as influential as long-
established specialties such as deviance, stedtdit and demography. This, though,
IS not very surprising bearing in mind that envimemt and development are seen as
dualistic and economy is seen as prior and firdig@cted on. However, the author
of this thesis believes that environmental sociglsggoing to be one of the leading
sub-topics of sociology when natural resources moll leave any room for further
development and take part with all segments astaopanfrastructure of all social

sciences research.
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There is still something lacking in the contenteofvironmental teaching according
to Zimmerman. This formula is too easy to acconmplaything worthwhile. It
defines no right or wrong, assigns no obligatioal)scfor no sacrifice, no ‘rights’
ground, implies no change in the current philosomfyvalues. It urges only

enlightened self-interest (Ed. by Zimmerman et24Q1).

Bearing in mind that ecological problems’ seriowsis increasing with a high pace
globally, Dunlap claims that environmental sociglagll continue to prosper and in

process strengthen its foothold in the larger gise in the years ahead (Dunlap,
2002, p.25).

3.3 Development and Nature

The modern world... has no notion except thatrapsfying
by destroying nearly everything.
G. K. Chesterton

Poverty, hunger, disease and debt have been famibeds within the lexicon of

development ever since formal development planbiegan, following World War

Il. In the past decade, they have been joined lothen term called sustainability
(Adams, 2001, p. 1). Versions of discourse of dgwelent formula have formed the
standard basis for development discourses, butla@went itself nonetheless
remains an ambiguous and unreliable concept, mrgyrdajudice and preconception
(Adams, 2001). Economic growth, which is the ‘irase of production measured in
the standard national income’, enjoys top prionitythe economic policies pursued
by every country of the world (Ekko et al., 200&Gyowth theory is economic theory.
It does not take out from the accounts the lossatdire, nor does it exclude from the
accounts the defensive expenditures by which wétgompensate for nature’s loss
(building dykes against sea-level rise induced loyate change, or selling bottled

water in polluted areas) (cited in Sukhdev, 200®evelopment is also
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conceptualized as perceptions, which model readityyth that comforts societies,
and a fantasy, which unleashes passions. Escobaesaithat reality has been so
“colonized by the development discourse that theke were dissatisfied with this
state of affairs had to struggle for bits and pead freedom within it, in the hope
that in the process a different reality could bexstoucted,” (cited in Adams, 2001,
p. 6). The word development came into the Englstgliage in the i’Bcentury and
soon acquired an association with organicism aedsdf growth. When we look at
the evolution of development discourse, it can biefarward that

(...) western development, because of the favor decbmdustrialization and
social conflict, has created a history for itsalfahich nature only figures as an
object of labor and the terrain of socioeconomiagiles. It has no value other
than the negative one of the peasant resistanibe twercome, of a biological
limit always to be transcended, or of a traditisstahnchoring to be rejected
(Conley, 1997).

Ideas of underdevelopment originated in th& &&ntury European thought. By the
start of the 19 century, development had become a linear theopragress, bound
up with capitalism and Western cultural hegemonypd aadvanced through
mercantilism and colonial imperialism (Adams, 20@1,6). Wiener states that if
available resources were adequately allocated #hded, Third World countries
would today be much closer to a growth take-offiér, 1972).

This capitalist and Eurocentric developmentalismspnts development as the
process that recreates the industrial world: imhlsted, urbanized,
democratic, and capitalist. Development has begoictbel as a crucible
through which successful societies emerge purifieth modern and affluent.
Developmentalism suggested that countries develtpedgh different stages,
on a linear path towards modernization, and thagmess down that path could
be measured in terms of the growth of the econoomysome economic
abstraction such as per capita gross domestic prodibe word development
then came to mean projects and policies, the imiretsire, flows of capital and
transfers of technology, which were supposed toarthkt imitation possible
(Adams, 2001, p. 7).

Development planning can be seen as the imposiiomationalization, where
science provides knowledge that can be used taatartvironment, economy, and
society in such a way that change can be directeigsire directions (Giugni, 2004).

Development work, like all other forms of naturasources related problem solving
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can contribute to worsening biological degradatiorgke them worse or end up
having a range of variable social and politicaket§ (Selby, 2003). According to
Arsel and Adaman (2005) developmentalism has hadusenegative environmental

impacts, which are set to worsen in scope and depth

3.3.1 Myths Regarding the Dualism Between Ecologyhd Development

Give me a one-handed economist!
All the economists say ‘on the one hand... on thero
Harry S. Truman

The only thing that matters in the context of susthaility is that vital functions
remain available and the conservation of thesetilmmg is critical. Sixteen basic
environmental functions of nature for humanity alistinguished by Ekko et al.
These are oxygen production, waste removal, gewoé fpo improving or creating
crops and livestock, supplier of medicines (vacgiratitoxins), supplier of natural
products (timber, fish, skins, ivory), hydrologigagulation, erosion prevention, and
maintenance of biological equilibrium (Ekko et &001, p. 27). The revenues in the
form of restoration of functions are equal to tlests of restoration, but remain
invisible, because the environment remains outidesystem (Ekko et al., 2001, p.
35). If there are no preferences for a good, itsilevas zero, irrespective of how
important or even indispensable, that good mayb¢he human kind, this is mainly
where the dualism between ecology and develop-imsanbted. Weak sustainability
(however, Hueting argues that there seems to be @@ kind of sustainability in
which it is sometimes possible to substitute elemehthe environment —resources-
by other elements in order to guarantee the avhilabf functions), assumes all or
most natural capital is substitutable with othenfe of capital, so that restoration of
lost elements can be postponed, awaiting cheamsmesits provided by future
technologies (Ekko et al., 2001, p. 322). In otverds, it means getting rich first

and attaining to environment later.
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There are three myths that are mentioned by EkKochwprovide an appropriate
ground to how people perceive ways to overcomedtiaism between development
and ecology, which in fact cannot serve positivielyproviding ways to overcome
this dualism. The first myth can be put forwardaagiven amount of production and
consumption requires more labor with environmeaotaiservation than without. The
extra labor required is used for maintaining scam@ronmental functions (Ekko et
al., 2001, p. 78). Parallel to this Commoner staled historically, the number of
men employed has increased as non-human energyassencreased and puts

forward that

The observed positive correlation between non-huemangy and employment
means not only that energy use and employment aite dorrelated to some
third factors, which have been increasing histdgcaamely total output and
total population. The positive indirect correlasovia the growing third factors
outweighed the negative direct correlation betweeargy and employment
themselves. For a constant level of output and ladipn, we know that the
correlation between energy and employment themsel¥eve insist on more
employment and more non-human energy we must atgstion more output.
Only if the total product growth creates more johan are eliminated by the
growth of non-human energy will employment increfésd. by Commoner et
al., 1975, p. 148-149).

The proposition that ‘to preserve environment westmsacrifice employment’ is
probably the major obstacle standing in the way afound environmental policy.
Possible uses or functions of the environment (iiclg natural resources) are scarce
goods that require the use of production factorsttieir restoration, preservation,
and substitution. Of these, labor is the most ingrdr Clean production creates
structurally more employment and dirty productidhis makes clean products more
expensive, and this is why we produce and consuma way that burdens the
environment. Income has to be reduced in propotiothe costs of the measures
required to conserve the environment. The conflidbetween the environment and
production or its growth, rather than between theirenment and people (Ekko et
al., 2001, pp. 78-81).
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Labour conservati on

Figure 7: Analysis of Respondents’ Perception witliRegards to the Statement
‘More Labor is Required if Consumption and Production is Made
Concerning Conservation of Natural Resources’

More than half of the participants are agreeindii4.1% strongly disagree, 44.2%
disagree) and 30% are opposing with the statemMore labor is required if
consumption and production is made concerning coasen of natural resources’.
Before the research, it was assumed the oppositelwather words, more than half
of the participants do not follow this myth.

The second myth can be summarized as productiont musv to save the

environment. ‘Things go well economically only wheroduction grows’ completely

contradicts economic theory. According to Ekko, remuic theory assumes that
humans, in their dealings with scarce goods, trattain the highest possible level of
satisfaction of wants-welfare (Ekko et al., 2001,88). In other words, economic
theory does not assume that humans try to att@rhifphest possible production.
This not only means goods and services producethéomarket that are involved
30% of activities, the most environmentally damagigenerate about 70% of
production growth. Humans depend on the possibles us functions of the

environment for all their activities. Productionogith, as measured in terms of
national income, increasingly impairs environmeifitgictions, including those that

make life on this planet possible. The conceptdlgpcton, money and market are

53



absent in the definition of the subject matter adreomics. Welfare depends on many
factors than only production, money and marketadrgent in the definition of the
subject matter of economics (Ekko et al., 200183). Production must increase in

order to create scope for financing environmentakervation.

Needf or product i oni ncr ease
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Figure 8: Analysis of Respondents’ Perception witfRegards to the Statement
‘Production Must Grow in order to Create Scope for
Financing Environmental Conservation’

Following the second myth, 62% of the participaars opposing with the myth that
states ‘Production must increase in order to cameséhe nature’. 30% of the
decision-makers believe in the myth.

Ekko argues that this proposition is the most demge ever invented due to two
reasons. The first is to examine which activitiestabute most to growth. The
second is to examine what effects environmentakption has on production levels.
Unfortunately, these are mainly precisely thosevdiets that cause the greatest
environmental damage, owing to their use of spaod#,and resources, and their
pollution in production or consumption. These at#g include the oil and

petrochemical industries, agriculture, public tigs, road construction and mining.

Roughly, 30% of the activities, precisely the meastvironmentally damaging,
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generate about 70% of production growth (Ekko et28l01, p. 84). To put it briefly,
growth required to save the environment is impdsssince the lion’s share of the

contribution to growth comes to the most damagictyiies.

Sur pl uscr eat edbydevel opnent f or cons

Figure 9: Analysis of Respondents’ Perception witiRegards to the Statement
‘The Financial Mechanism for Nature Conservation
Can be Possible Through Production Increase’

56% of the participants do not believe in the mylat states ‘The financial
mechanism for nature conservation can be possitsteugh production increase’

whereas 28% of the participants believe in the myth

The third myth puts forward that we would like tve the environment, but it is too
expensive. It shall not be forgotten that all fumeéatal solutions for safe-guarding
the environment are clearly much cheaper than mointy the process that is
threatening life on this planet (Ekko et al., 20Qi, 86). The burden on the
environment is determined by number of people, arhob activity per person and
nature of this activity. There is an economic da&ithat needs to be made,
otherwise there would be no environmental probleavel of this activity is usually

healthier and does not mean to return to middles.agbe shift to environmental

sustainability comes down to adapting the numbendividuals of human species
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and the kind of activities we engage in the cagysapacity of our planet. (Ekko et
al., 2001, p. 86). Given a certain availabilitye thalue (and the scarcity) of goods
depends on preferences. The true value of goodsuped and consumed at the
expense of the environment is equally unknowabkkdEet al., 2001, p. 87). Scarce
environmental functions, the most fundamental esooa@oods are at the disposal of
human beings because they constitute the very lodsmr existence, cannot be
preserved as long as in any discussion concerrtiegweighting process the
information on the key items —employment, growthd dmancial feasibility- is
turned upside down (Ekko et al., 2001, p. 87).

dogani nkor unmasi mal i yetlidir

[l strongly Disagree

Figure 10: Analysis of Respondents’ Perception witliRegards to the Statement
‘Nature Conservation is Expensive’

Another assumption that has failed is the stateniblatture conservation is
expensive’. 46% of the participants are disagrewiitly the statement whereas 36%

think it is expensive to conserve nature.

Modern economists favor discounting not becauseépofe time preference’ but
because of the decreasing marginal utility of camstion as growth takes place. The
assumption of growth (measured by GDP) justifiesyén using more resources and

polluting more now than they would otherwise doefdfore, the descendants, who
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by assumption are supposed to be better off wijpdn@doxically worse off from the
environmental point of view than the contemporaiyagion (Sukhdev, 2009).

3.3.2 Economic Growth and the Valuation of the Envbnment

One basic weakness in a conservation system basatyvwwn economic motives is
that most members of the land community have nooaaic value.
Aldo Leopold

The way developmental right can be the scope amiddo realization of other rights
for well-being is the developmental policies thatue environmental values because
it is only possible that development rights to baececologically balanced in a clean
environment to become the base of freedom (Kghad996). This implies that

environmental rights come before developmentalsigh

It can be stated that the way economy and polickimgais structured in Turkey
today closes the door on ecocentrism, putting tosystem off our value system.
This is not unique to Turkey or developing courgrislodern production was only
possible by using depletable resources such asaodakon. Goods can be produced
solely by using and changing the environment (Ekkal., 2001, p. 19). Taylor
argues that even if it made sense to say that ¢beystem as a whole is more
important than the human race, the ecosystem itselfot fixed in time but is
something, which has changed dramatically throughmehistory and through
human agency during our tenure of the platiets too late simply to cry ‘hands off
the ecosystem!” we couldn’t release our grip e¥ewe wanted to,(Taylor, 1992, p.
13). During of the interviews ‘hands-off ecosysteapproach’s insignificance in
Turkey context is mentioned as follows:

I am in charge of rural planning, land consolidatend agricultural structure
in Uludag University for several years and have been adtivehe Uluabat
Lake Management Plan Steering Committee for a eoapyears. Actually my
interest in nature conservation started when Iimetife. Franzi’s passion for
birds made me realize the role we have to combait vghgoing wrong. What
was impressive was that she wasn’t aiming to ‘pacés around the lake, she
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wanted to make sure that enough water is securestddk reproduction. It is
us who need to propose solutions to the problerdsoain consideration shall
be more than how much irrigated area can we utifeinstance how can we
better manage the (Uluabat) lake by, for instancép drrigation.
(Male/62/Bursa/University/not top executive)

The steam engine and “GDP growth” are the two remgtificant discoveries of the
18th century, both of which improved the well-beinf a significant part of
humanity has thus become a preferred yardstickrogress, however, GDP growth
does not capture many vital aspects of nationallttveand wellbeing, such as
changes in the quality of health, the extent ofcation, and changes in the quality
and quantity of our natural resources. (cited ikH8iev, 2009) If there exists strong
preferences for the environment, conservation nreaswill lead to a decline in the
national income and an increase in welfare. (Ekkale 2001) It shall not be
forgotten that even if we were to think the relatibip between man and nature in
valuating environment in GDP terms, a 1% per anmmast would be needed to
protect the world economy from a loss of up to 26Pglobal consumption, is an
example of such an “option premium”. (cited in Sdé&t, 2009) Moreover, estimated
economic value of ecosystem services at US$ 3dtricompared to US$ 18 trillion
for global GDP. (cited in Sukhdev, 2009)

Sustainable national income according to Hueting is

The maximum net income which can be sustained gectogical time scale,
with future technological progress assumed onlythe development of
substitutes for non-renewable resources, where ssabstitution is
indispensable for sustaining environmental funajom turn essential for
sustaining income (Ekko et al., 2001, p. 19).
The difference between the standard and the sasiaimational income reflects the
distance, expressed as costs, which must bridgedier to attain sustainability; that is
our debt to future generations (Ekko et al., 2001,24). If the sustainability
standards are viewed as revealing current prefesefoe the environment (implying
pollution reduction levels in the range betweenl160%) the change in income is
tremendous, the SNI might be as much as 62% lolaer turrent national income

(depending on the variant of the approach usedkdE al., 2001, p. 10). This
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damage through loss of a function are preparecyaap least the amount required to
restore that damage in order to achieve restoraiah lasting availability of the
function in question. This can be achieved throeghironmental taxation in Turkey
since, natural resources are taken for granteddsyiyen resources and no price is
paid for either using or polluting the natural neses. Payment for ecosystem
services is a new concept in Turkey that can crdateand so as to correct the
imbalances which harm biodiversity and impede suabde development. A pilot
study conducted by WWF Turkey states that in tHel%ke area, the highest PES is
the one for substituting wheat with maize (€771/k&)cluding the change in
irrigation— while changing the irrigation systemymay require a payment of about
€533/ha. The option of substituting half of the ahproduction with sunflower (and
moving to drip irrigation) seems to be more prdfieathan the current practice, so a
payment in this case does not seem necessary GAyhs 2007). Hueting argues that
valuation exercises should also explicitly accofarnt future generations and their
rights on particular environmental services (ciied Ekko et al., 2001). With
decreasing availability of the function, progresfvmore compensation measures
must be taken and progressively more financial @gnaccurs: the price -and thus
the marginal utility- increases (Ekko et al., 200138).

Wolfe examines the relationship between environnagilt politics together with the

concepts of human rights, gender equality, poputagrowth, and poverty. If one

accepts the proposition that ‘development’ mustbciis aggressions against the
ecosystems of the world, moderate its appetitenfam-renewable resources and
prefer enhancement of the quality of life to pmedtion of consumer goods, the
technical means to this end may not be too harelaborate. The question is how
such a fundamental challenge to real trends caerdbkelf politically to our starting

point of conflicting mutations, lowered expectasoooncerning state capacity to
solve problems and precautious ascendancy of edoramad cultural globalization

(Marshall, 1996, p. 149).
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3.4 ‘Linking’ Sustainable Development and Nature

The trouble with the profit system has always kibah
it was highly unprofitable to most people.
E.B. White

The scope of conceptualizing sustainable developimsen explore the discourse of
sustainability in broad terms and specifically tonsider its treatment of
environmental knowledge, institutional practicedawocial-natural relations (Irwin,
2001, p. 32).

Although various claims have been made for the €ismage of the term ‘sustainable
development’, it seems likely that the genesishef ¢oncept stems from the 1970s
when environmental awareness was becoming establisin its modern
reincarnation worldwide (Irwin, 2001, p. 35). Tharh ‘sustainable development’
did not actually come to prominence until 1980, whe was proposed by the
International Union for the Conservation of Natui&/CN) as part of World
Conservation Strategy (WCS). The WCS defined theadrgoal as integrating
conservation and development to ensure that matidics to the planet do indeed
secure the survival and well-being of all people.ahticipation of the Brundtland
Commission’s best-known definition of sustainab&elopment, conservation was
defined as the management of human use of biospfidérie way, sustainable
development is built on the notion that conservatmd development are mutually
dependent rather than opposed to one another (12001, p. 37). Sustainable
development is announced to a wider public by WQidshservation Strategy in 1980,
and became popular by the Brundtland Report in 188 argued by Jacobs (1997),

Business organizations and governments tend totaaloponservative and
incremental approach, seeking to balance econondceavironmental goals;
environmental organizations take a more radical drguing for environmental
limits and for the incorporation of social and dematic objectives (Jacobs,
1997, p. 4).
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Sustainable development has become one of the pnmstinent phrases in develop-
ment discourse, and was poised to become the gmwelt paradigm of 1990s.
Interpretations of sustainable development difiemf each other. The dominant
definition described in Brundtland report in ‘Oupi@mon Future’ isDevelopment
that meets the need of the present without comgrmogiithe ability of future
generations to meet their own needsited in Adams, 2001, p. 4). Some definitions
have a strong element of social justice; for exampélls for ‘economic progress’
that is ecologically sustainable and satisfiesetbgential needs of the underclass. The
phrase sustainable development has become the ébdebate about environment
and development. Kabglo states that a kind of development that meetséeels of
present generations without compromising the rigitiiture generations puts some
limitations. These limitations that are directedbiosphere capacity to hold human
activities’ effects are not rigid and subject toaobe by technology and social
organization (Kabaglu, 1996). It is stated in the Rio Declaration thaery state has
to fulfill the obligations of eliminating unsustaible forms of production and
consumption together with population control inardo achieve well-being for all
societies (quoted in Kabglo, 1996, p. 34).

In the end, sustainable development is not fixatesdbf harmony, but rather a
process of change in which the exploitation of weses, the direction of
investments, the orientation of technological depeient, and institutional
change are made consistent with future as wellrasept needs (quoted in
Irwin, 2001, p. 31).

Sustainable development is put forward by Ekko 306 four principles. Firstly,
limit the human scale to that which is within tretl’s carrying capacity. Secondly,
sustainable development ensures that technologiogkess is efficiency increasing
rather than throughput increasing. Thirdly, foreemable resources, harvesting rates
should not exceed regeneration rates (sustaindd),yigaste emissions should not
exceed the assimilative capacities of the receivemyironment. Finally, non-
renewable resources should be exploited no fasi@n the rate of creation of
renewable substitutes (Ekko et al., 2001, p. 10G)in states that sustainable
development represents the marriage of develophisntathe commitment to

continued economic development) and environmemtaliSuch a reconciliation is
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neither obvious nor straightforward — nor is it lvatt its critics who see it as a
centralizing approach, more concerned with busimssssual than radical change.
Sustainable development is much more a strugghedest various unconventional
political coalitions, each made up of such act@saentists, politicians, scientists
(Irwin, 2001, pp. 32-33).

Sustainable development implies that we must tak#ral of our common future

through a new and more active management of gldiehge. To succeed, we must
bridge the gap between the developing and the tndlized countries, between the
poor and the rich (Taylor, 1992). Further discussggoing to take place regarding

the possibility that sustainable development céillfinese ambitious notions.

It is quite obvious that the balance between watiion and conservation of natural
‘resources’ has not reached to its ambitious aims.
» Over one billion people survive on less than USpgt day. 70% live in
rural areas where they are highly dependent onystws services.
e Inequality has increased over the past decade.nButine 1990s, 21
countries experienced declines in their rankinghi@yHuman Development
Index (HDI).
e Over 850 million people were undernourished in 20Q0 up 37 million
from the period 1997-99.
» Per capita food production has declined in sub-@ehAfrica.
* Over one hillion people still lack access to immdwvater supplies, and
more than 2.6 billion lack accesses to improvedtathon.
« Water scarcity affects 1-2 billion people worldwide
* Global improvements in levels of poverty are skevgdrapid economic
growth in India and China; poverty elsewhere (esbgcin sub-Saharan
Africa) is profound and persistent.
» At the end of the twentieth century, after five aées of formal develop-

ment efforts, low-income countries had less tha%o 13 the world’s gross
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national product (GNP) of US $28,862.2 trillion.ig figure fell to less than
2% if India and China were excluded (cited in Adag®08, pp. 27-44).

In the last 300 years, the global forest area Ihasn& by approximately
40%. Forests have completely disappeared in 25tgesnand another 29
countries have lost more than 90% of their forestec. The decline
continues (FAO 2001; 2006).

Since 1900, the world has lost about 50% of itdamds. While much of this
occurred in northern countries during the firsty&@rs of the 20 century,
there has been increasing pressure since the 1@50enversion of tropical
and sub-tropical wetlands to alternative land tesgr et al., 1996).

Some 30% of coral reefs —which frequently have ekgher levels of
biodiversity than tropical forests— have been smlyp damaged through
fishing, pollution, disease, and coral bleachinglKiffson, 2004).

In the past two decades, 35% of mangroves haveppmksaed. Some
countries have lost up to 80% through conversion &guaculture,
overexploitation, and storms (Millennium Ecosystéasessment, 2005).
The human-caused (anthropogenic) rate of spectaxean is estimated to
be 1,000 times more rapid than the ‘natural’ rateextinction typical of
Earth’s long-term history (Millennium Ecosystem Assment 2005).

Sustainable Development Discourse and Envirorent

The aim of this section is to show how sustainald@eelopment discourse tries to

integrate environmental matters. Any fresh attetoptonceptualize environment-

related matters needs to confront the nature-sodieide. It is unwise to bracket out

the natural from sociological analysis as it iglemy that nature and environment are

socially constructed (Hannigan, 2006, p. 152).

People represent 0.5% of animal biomass on earth ge average, human

appropriation of net terrestrial primary productiere estimated to be 32%. Locally

63



and regionally, impacts are much greater (Adam882pp. 25-26). Roughly half of
our present production and consumption depends rsustainable use of the
environment (Ekko et al., 2001, p. 22). The ecaladept is going to expand as it

can be observed in the figure below.
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Figure 11: Business as Usual Scenario and Ecolodi€ebt
Retrieved from Living Planet Report, WWF, 2006
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Table 8: Conceptualization of the State of Human Begs

In Nature
Valid Cumulative
Frequency Percent Percent Percent
. Strongly
Valid agree 34 43,6 447 447
Agree 21 26,9 27,6 72,4
No idea 3 3,8 3,9 76,3
Disagree 14 17,9 18,4 94,7
Strongly 4 5,1 5,3 100,0
Disagree
Total 76 97,4 100,0
Missing System 2 2,6
Total 78 100,0

Humanspeci al

[l strongly agree
Agree

CNoidea

M Disa gree

[ strongly Disagree
Missing
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Table 9: Conceptualization of Human Beings’ Positio
With Regard to Other Living Things

Frequency Percent Valid Cumulative
Percent Percent

vald ~ Strongly 27 346 36,0 36,0
agree
Agree 17 218 227 58,7
No idea 5 6,4 6,7 653
Disagree 18 23,1 24,0 89,3
gf;‘;g?ge 8 10,3 10,7 100,0
Total 75 96,2 100,0

Missing System 3 3,8

Total 78 100,0

Humanbest

] Strongly agree
Agree

o idea

] Disagree

[ strongly Disagree
Missing
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In the analysis, it is possible to state that theislon-makers that took part in the
research are in favor of the master status of humeargs over nature since it can be
seen that the means are 2.1 and 2.5 respectivestdting ‘Human beings are more
special than other living things’ and ‘Human beimags the best living things’ which

denotes that they agree with the statement.

Table 10: Differentiation of Institutions in the way
of Idealizing the Relationship between Human Beingand Nature

Public private NGO university

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 13,495 6 2,249 ,809 ,568
Within Groups 144,607 52 2,781
Total 158,102 58

In the above table, it can be seen that there isigraficant difference between the
institutions in the way of idealizing the relatibms between man and nature with
32% in idealizing sustainable development and 3%%abd ethic. However, during

the deep-interviews, one of the engineers fromeSthtdraulic Works who claims

himself to be environmentalist stated,

Sustainable development means not wasting tomaosrogsources today. We
will need energy more in the future, probably tgraater extent. That is why
we need to utilize what the nature provides us. 8Neuld not waste water
running to the sea if we can produce electricity @iuit, right? | sometimes
think why you guys are angry at us and oppose daifdibg. State Hydraulic
Works is building them in an eco-friendly mannérisitrue that there used to
be problems, what other country doesn’'t? (Male/étéSHydraulic Works/not

top executive)

On the other hand, the top executive of Generaddirate of Nature Conservation
and National Parks, Division of Wetlands approadhesrelationship from another

perspective.
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Every activity that we do has an effect on natwtepending on the size,
capacity and the actor. The effect on nature isomamt because it is for us.
Planning is the most crucial determinant when ihes to harmonization of
human and nature relationship. However planningas enough when you
think about human’s benefit in the short run. A¢ thoment, the ones who are
in the planning process are not familiar with nataonservation. Human is at
the top of everything. The nature is created by (pookder to serve to human
beings. Humans commands on nature as well as dejmgndent on nature and
benefit from it. Therefore, we have to create aabhed between these three,
otherwise human beings who are at the top of tlwel fpyramid will be
negatively affected. When we approach the issua® fa religious point of
view, the land, water, air is created in order éove us. Of course, we don’t
deny other living things because they serve usadme human is the biggest
consumer and must live in luxury. (Male/52/Bursdfiru Sector/ top
executive)

The picture completely changes when it comes teraos executive from a non-
governmental organization, who favors ecologicalasm.

The relationship between human and nature canndiabmonized. Human
beings are different from other living things or thasis that we can organize
what we produce. Human history is the history ofjamizing production.
Hunting-gathering societies had the most plain andironmentally-friendly
way of living was. With the taming of animals andrmis and with agricultural
revolution, the magic dissolves. The battle of semmty of men on nature
becomes wilder with the introduction of mechanipabduction thanks to
feudalism and infinite production matrix of growlecomes permanent with
capitalism. With industrial revolution, the geonmedi asymmetry becomes
logarithmic and irreversible. This widens depletiminnatural resources. (...)
The conflict between men and nature can be solyeddgialism based on
central planning, allocation of surplus to gengrablic together with being
ecological, feminist and democratic. It cannot blved within capitalism. The
rhetoric of sustainable development is based oitatem, there is a need to
transform capitalist mode of production, otherwiisés not possible at all to
save the nature and continue with growth withinustdal civilization at the
same time. (Male/53/Bursa/NGO/top executive)

As argued by Jacobs (1997),

Business organizations and governments tend totaaloponservative and
incremental approach, seeking to balance econondceavironmental goals;
environmental organizations take a more radical drguing for environmental
limits and for the incorporation of social and dematic objectives (Jacobs,
1997, p. 4).
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During the deep-interviews, the Regional Directraf Ministry of Environment
and Forestry stated that

There is no way that they (corporate sector) willkes up one morning and
realize that Uluabat is a dumping place. We neaddke the polluters pay for
what they cause. That, of course, does not mean lizae the money, so | will
pollute as much as | can. The fines should be hrghmonitoring mechanism
must be strict. Here, the organized industrial z&news at what time the
‘fine-makers’ will arrive and they switch on theeétment facility, when they
are gone, they switch it off again so that theynid have to pay for high
electricity bills. Why bother when water is of nbatge and you get nothing
out of polluting? (Male/33/NGO/Bursa/l top execediv
What we will be experiencing seems much worse thiaat we will be withessing in
the future. The Stern Review on The Economics oh@e Change in 2006 provided
a detailed warning that, if unabated, climate cleacguld cause environmental costs
equivalent to 5-20% of global GDP (Adams, 2008, 40). The valuation of
environment, both in terms of GDP and non-monetarigerspectives are examined
in detail in the next chapter. It is also statedSbgrn that the impact of anthropogenic
climate change is going to be higher than the stivarld War I, World War Il and

the Great Depression.

The use of ecology in development planning, whicthurn leaded to the concept of
sustainable development, has the aim of both ‘etihgrthe goals of development’
and ‘anticipating the effects of development atitg on the natural resources and
processes of the larger environment’. Ecology hadhe past been confined to
assessing the potential productivity of a resounogy the adverse impacts of certain
kinds of development and management technologyecal bnd global environments.
Ecological principles for economic development pragmatic attempts to express the
use of environmentalists in a way that those resiptnfor decisions in development

would understand and take account of (Giugni, 2004)
Nature protection is said to have passed througbethmain stages of global

institutionalization: change in world culture, clganin world organization, and

change in nation-state politics (Hannigan, 20061%0). American environmental
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sociology is more directly concerned with inequeastrelated to race, class, and
gender. On the other hand, there is no class/¢tateggender/rural-urban
differentiation regarding environmental issues. iEmmental problems are seen as a
coherent body without implying any disadvantagedugr on the consequences.
Fisher tends to consider environmental problemsb& of relatively direct
consequence, or at least a clear correlate of indlmation and capitalist
accumulation. As argued by Unver, sustainable enwmient concept started to be
argued as a result of rapid deterioration of nattgsources in the world and the
negative consequences of massive development i0s198 other words, after
fifties, preservation and enhancement of the wsddrair ecosystem became a high
priority consideration in development.

The environment does not exist as a sphere sepfmate human actions,
ambitions and needs, and attempts to define itsolation from human
concerns have given the very word ‘environmentoarotation of naivety in
some political circles. The word ‘development’ halso been narrowed by
some into a very limited focus, along the lineswdiat poor nations should do
to become richer,” (WCED, 1987).

The headman of a village nearby Uluabat Lake cdnedipes the place of human
beings in nature as follows:

Nature and men are enemies to each other but walsyeart of nature. The
nature of this animosity depends on our impact. &mmple, here in our
village unconscious water use, pesticide and isgtd damage the
environment. The farmers act n the basis of heanstymation, the land
becomes exhausted as a result. We used to havedhd @f tomato from this
land now it decreased up to 3 tons. This holdsfouall products. There used
to be 21 types of fish here. The cost of wateraased from 1 TL to 3 TL
while productivity dropped to 1/3. Most of the latitht you see there are on
sale...The farmers cannot make any profit from the présiutiey are in depth
from 2007 drought already, the cost of water isaasing. What happens next?
The farmers move to cities, we wait herg(Male/75/ Bursa/ Headman/top
executive)

Parallel to this view, an elderly inhabitant of tiidlage approaches the issue as
follows:

The relationship between me and nature is natlihed.lake is a gift from God.
| grew up within farms, within green land. Sometame seems hard to live
here, there are some burdens but in the end i¢ésta live here. | used to drink
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water from here, | used to use it for washing disheashing laundry. My
children used to swim here, went to fishing. Now, nothing except of free
fish. My brother moved to Germany, my younger sist@ved to Bursa with
her husband. They tell me that they miss rural IHewever, my relatives
thought my sister was lucky to run away from thedeua of living in here, like
no need for cultivation and it must be a lot eadake care of a flat. Frankly,
| would not be in favor of being stuck within fowalls. In the beginning, the
Stork Festival sounded ridiculous to us, in timerealized that the lake is an
important one with people like you coming from fdaces. We discovered the
beauties we did not notice before, also we compasedmen’s association in
order to get money out of the festival thanks tolufdr Agenda.
(Female/72/Bursa/lnhabitant/not top executive)

The point instead was that economic growth andrenmental protection are not

only compatible, but mutually dependent. In the lgsia that is conducted to

stakeholders in natural resources management \{edsh ecosystems, to be
particular) -government authorities, NGOs, privegetor, media and universities- it
is contrary to define nature as an outsider wheg tonsider themselves ‘a pure part
of nature’.

A farmer in Soke plain stated that,

Now we have frog-collectors in Soke plain, | conipdal to the authorities
about it but they are still there. You will seettttee number of mosquitoes will
increase because everything has a balance. (M&aiTer/not top executive)

A local NGO representative adds that,

The frog-collectors’ ancestors used to be seaswtébn collectors. They are
from Hatay, Kirikkhan. When the cotton finished, gtate of seasonal workers
transformed into this. The frog collectors livevary poor conditions, six of

them sleep at one car. Although it is illegal tdlexi frogs between May to

June, here they are without the Yellow Permit doeainThe Yellow Permit

which is provided by the Ministry of Agriculture driRural Affairs is all about

European Union criteria — whether the frogs whioh inported to EU are of

good quality, nobody cares if it is harmful to gmosystem, | wonder what will

happen to the stork or snake population. (Male/$a8/& NGO/top executive)
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Sustainability is defined by environmentalists @edlogical economist® mean the
use of only renewable resources, and also low or-ascumulating levels of
pollution. The sustainability of rural and urbanistence, the worlds of indigenous
peoples, the conditions of life for women and safekplaces are also inversely
correlated with the sustainability of profits -thie history of the long economic crisis
of the late 28 century is any guide (O’Connor, 1994, p. 170).dmber identified
(1975) the three key effects that can reduce bisiphl throughput, even as
economic growth proceeds; firstly changes in contjpos of output, secondly
substitution between factor inputs and finally t@chl progress (cited in Ekko et al.,
2001, p. 127).

Underlying themes of linking nature and sustaingbitan be summarized as
follows:

* A presentation of the kinds of social and instdan&l change being required
(in terms of both scale and form),

* Notions of globality and linked to this, of togethess in the face of
environmental threat (both embodied within the owtihat is our common
future),

« An argument for democracy, empowerment and paaiimp as an essential
means of achieving sustainable development;

* An evocation of the crisis with which we are contedl (Irwin, 2001, p. 34).
Sustainable development is far from achieving wpdead public support. This can
be witnessed in the analysis, where some of thécypeants developed a very
negative notion on the term emphasizing a safetyevaf exploitative system of
capitalist mode of production or an ideal and wapivay of growth that was called
out from many participants. Most of the particigahave their own serious anxieties
about environmental change and how to deal withrenmental problems, but find
sustainable development an alien and non-functgpnoncept. When analyzing the
conceptualization of sustainable development thmoubge analysis that was
conducted to the decision-makers regarding fresliwato-systems management

(see below table), it is not possible to witnessuhderlying themes that Irwin calls
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for. Below, a brief summary of positive and negatieonnotations of the notion
sustainable development is presented out of trearels. As highlighted, sustainable
development is conceptualized as fashionable, regrto functional system and
having a balance. Nature is not seen as a beitiigerra resource, something that can
be utilized, a thing to use and leave some otiifilfdemand, serving for life quality
and happiness. The emphasis of tomorrow is quitentan. When we turn our
attention to the negative connotations of the tezom-friendly is transformed into
green wash and functioning system is replaced wéihitalist exploitative system.
Happiness is changed to guilt feeling whereas toomonotion does not take place.
The negative connotations can be defined as mostersgtical criticism to
capitalism, sustainable development is seen adestysalve and there is no hope
that sustainable development can fulfill consepratf natural resources or to leave

a world within the carrying capacity to future geatens.

Positive Connotations Negative Connotations
of Sustainable Development of Sustainable Development

Thefashionable term ‘sustainable develof The term ‘sustainable development’ does
ment’ is not reflecting the message that { not mean anything to me. It is green
be summarized as a continuity of a prog washof prevalent system.

for a society or a country to reach bet
conditions. It is anunreachableaim and a mechanism
to minimize issues arising out of capitalism.
Sustainable development calls for {
necessary progress that all creatures 1 It is obvious that we are going nowhere
(economic, social, and individual grow| with the contemporary ecological footprint
and development) in harmony with t| researches. With development, it is inevitable
nature. It serves fainctioning system. that nature will be damaged and destroyed
by humans. | believe it is more important
It is the way to growth without gettin to promote and institutionalize ‘sustainalple
stubborn with the nature or within od living’ rather than ‘sustainable develop-
selves. It serves to leave thature facilities | ment’ and put targets on economic, social
that we have to future generations. and political spheres.

Sustainable development is needed | Itis an income-generating production model
conservation-utilization balance betwe that preserves efficiency and productivity
human beings and nature, aiming not| serving to utilize natural resources |in
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exhaust naturalresource: and preparé
programs by eliminating luxury consum
tion in order for future generations
fulfill their needs andlemands

It is a way of societal progress to deliy
natural resources in better shape thar
we had.

It is a way of conserving and using natu
resources in sustaining human bein
healthy lives.

It is not possible to talk about continui
and success of development if it is dev
of nature.Technology serves to perk u
human beings and we cannot talk ab
success of continuity of technologig
development in a good way if it does 1
promote humanprofit. We can defing
‘sustainable development’ as developme
in defending both nature and hum
advantages at the same time as well as
direct effect of nature’s devastation
human life andjuality .

It is a way of living with minimum or ng
negative effect on contemporary natu
environment.

Theoretically speaking, sustainable devel
ment means &alanced growth of social
and environmental circumstances w
minimum effect to each other.

It is a way of development that tl
principles of meeting the needs of futy
generations demand, not extending natu
capacity, withinconservation-utilization
balance, eliminating over-consumptid
wise use of resources, reaching to incg
and good life standards both in urban 3
rural areas, preserving biodiversity valy
and ecosystem services.

Sustainable development medienefiting
from natural resources without causi
harm to natural ecosystems and nat
life, without consuming nature (e.qg.: wil
or solar power). It means benefiting frg

order to meet the needs of a society.

It is a perfect fronto get rid of the guilt
feeling arising out of the priorities peop
emphasize for economic activities. Ho
ever, | feel obliged to go for the principl
that sustainable development
bearing in mind the contemporary situatic

Sustainable development is a good sc
of environmental movement in the recg
years however it is going to be limited
exceptionalcase in case of a total chan
in human beings.

Although it seems impossible to impleme
it means utilization of natural resourc
with today’s and tomorrow’s needs out
the degraded resources we have after|
industrial revolution and the selfis
society is systematically created.

It is a concept that was found meaning
to preserve thexploitative system out of
global capitalism.

It is alie that capitalism came up with
order to sustain the system.

Utopically, it is an environment-friend!
management method that can limit ov
exploitation of resources and use
resources to fulfill the demand. Howev
the concept is used to curtain
environmental catastrophe.
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the resources that are not limited and
destroy the nature. It is a way of develq
ment that maintains today’'s and futy
happiness

It is something that we need to take frq
nature without compromising that
future generations and to give back
right that the other living things deserve

It is a way of meeting our needs
preserving natural reserves.

It is a way of sustaining technologig
innovations without destroying natur
balance in a recyclable way.

It is a way tdeave some natural resource
in the development process in order
future generations to develop.

Sustainable development serves to prog
today’'s and future’'s development wi
taking into consideration natural resour
and future generations’ needs.
Sustainable development serves
continuity between progress auntilization
with minimum harm or preservation
natural resources.

Sustainable development, which impli
ecological, social and economic sphet
can be defined as creating a bala
between humans and the environm
they live in, without deteriorating th
natural balance and utilize the availa
resources and develop together w
transforming to future generations.

Planning of today antbmorrow without
consuming natural resources.

Sustainable development is a mechan
for resource use faecreation and allow
room for future utilization.

A development model to do necess
production and consumption witho
earth’s capacity.
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Environmentally  rational planning
improvement and utilization of natur
resources with regards to social, econo
and environmental needs.

The term implieseco-friendly modes of
production and consumption bearing in
mind degradation of nature by hum
beings.

Utilization of nature by humans witho
earth’s balance.

Sustaining more  comfortable ai
‘humanly’ life without destroying naturg
balance.

Not wasting tomorrow’s resources.

As it can be seen from the table above, most of déeision-makers who are
responsible for management of Bafa Lake, Uluab&e] 8alt Lake and grdir Lake
follow the classical definition of sustainable deygment that states ‘development
that meets the needs of today without compromiiegneeds of future generations’
and have faith that development and nature congemv&an go hand in hand.
However, there is a considerable portion of thgeadents, mostly from non-
governmental organizations as had been expectedstolod at a critical position to
sustainable development that is usually linked vedipitalist mode of production.
This is also witnessed in the way that the pardictp perceive capitalism that is
going to be further explored in the next analy3ise intertwined relationship of
ecology and economy is crystallized in the follogvbestimony. The chairman of the
Chamber of Agriculture that have stake from Baflad_atated,

It is not feasible to decrease the price of cotfbme peasants are already in
dept due to the drought in 2007. It is not feastblgrow cotton in Soke plain
anymore. Several farmers will not sow anythingheirt land because the dept
is more than the profit’. Parallel to this, the thed Ziraat Bank in Stke stated
‘the cotton market is defined by USA which is thgdest cotton producer in
the world. It will be around 0.62 dollars compared0.47 last year. That
sounds like a good deal, however with the increassupply, the prices will
decrease again during the harvest time therefa&eaumor that ‘the farmers
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will be able to sell the cotton for 1 TL/kilo is gu absurd.
(Male/58/Aydin/Chamber/top executive)

The village headman of the largest fisherman pdjuaaround Bafa Lake stated
that,

A kilogram of bream is around 12-15 TL at the momaonwever it will be 30-

40 TL when the demand increase and the supply deerdhere is no more
bream at the lake, which we make our living. Theelgs over, peasantry is
over, fishing is almost over, what will this villagdo? Will we all move to

Istanbul? (Male/68/Aydin/Headman /top executive)

As a result of the falling water level of Bafa Lalsevering the connection between
the lake and the river (so that fish stocks wergblsto reproduce by natural means)
and continuous over-fishing, the fish stock hastially declined by 2006 and 2007.
According to the local knowledge and Long-term Depment Plan of Bafa Lake,
328 tons of fish in 1987 dropped to 14 tons in 1888 22 tons in 1994 that this
dramatic decrease causes the bankruptcy of fiskmperative of 700 members into
30. Decreasing fishing population makes farmersotwentrate on animal husbandry
and partly tourism in the eastern part of the LaBr.the rote of important tourism
routes; lake presents nature for eco-tourism diesvi Bearing in mind that Great
Meandros Basin is a special historical and cultwmaue together with its rich
biodiversity and therefore can be transformed iat@ulture-nature centre with
appropriate conservation activities and managenidm.villages on the eastern side
provide limited but precious ecotourism opportugstiHowever, when the level of
water decreases, the stink that arise out of thke toes not allow any tourism
activities around Bafa Lake. It is stated by los@dall-scaled hotels that 2007 was a
year that tourists ran away together with stinkimgjdent. Therefore it is crucial to
think of eco-tourism activities with the health wetland since the habitat of the
wetland (ex: bird species) is a distinctive ati@ctfor tourists together with the
impossibility to conduct any eco-tourism activitytivthe contemporary state of the
lake. It is not possible to talk about mass tourssound the wetland scale. However,
with its vicinity to Kusadasli, where mass tourism is gaining importancebgayay,

one has bear in mind the potential effects of masssm around the lake in the
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planning phase. Utilization of fresh water resoarathout conservation measures is
of course not specific to these four lakes. An aaadian in Isparta put forward that,

The fish farms are being moved to Dilek PeninsuteeraMorova and
Bozdazan. You kill it first and then pray for it to contack to life again. The
king of dams, Sileyman Demirel allowed Avlan Lakebe dried for it to be
turned to apple trees (by showing his five fingdrerause the community
begging him. After a couple of years, they demanadece again to turn the
land back to lake. Is it possible? Of course not) gannot restore the lake by
filling it with water like an empty cup. Thereforene got money out of it,
another got power, another got land, yet anothdrapples, and now the
community asks where their share is. (Male/60/IspAcademician /not top
executive)

3.4.2 The Understanding of Development and Environant Between
First and Third World

Economic growth without social progress lets theagmajority of the people
remain in poverty, while a privileged few reap thenefits of rising abundance.
John F. Kennedy

In this part of the paper, the state of environmlemovement in the ZDcentury will
be discussed while examining the issue from firstlavthird world perspective in
order to provide a background for non-teleologidommendations for coupling
the dualism between human beings and nature swigees are usually Eurocentric
and take the steps to reach a more harmonized Wwaeaple within nature by
following ‘first world trends’. However, the authdelieves that leap-off stages are
possible and notions of environment and developriserggion and culture-specific
and agriculture-ridden semi-feudal capitalist soeg understanding of
developmentalism and environmentalism shall beuragtin its own context. The
reason that environmental movement iff' 2@ntury is divided accordingly is due to
the fact that the character of movement changestidaily between the West and the
third world, the main problems that pave the waygteen movement are not the
same, and finally this distinction might give somsights that the third world might
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adopt a different green movement character thaidviead to a way other than the
teleological developmental patterns that the Wegioses both ideologically and
financially. Whereas the rich world is beginningciape with the first generation of
environmental problems, these same problems dreesty much on the increase in
the third world. In the country-side, poverty leddsgreater pressure on marginal
lands, thus increasing the rate of deforestificatim cities, the explosive rate of
urbanization will lead to staggering pressuresamall governments to provide basic
management. Urban decay is too often overlookedoim discussions on

environmental problems (Taylor, 1992). Howeversliall not be forgotten that

national boundaries drawn on maps are irrelevarhé¢oactions of particles of air,

earth, and water within that system (Taylor, 199%).

Characteristics of Environmental Movement in 28" Century in the West

1. The movement has grown from a new social movenmeata network of
professionalized mass membership organizatiortseeatdtional level.

2. Emphasis has shifted from local pollution issuegltdal environ-mental
problems.

3. Impacts are increasingly sensitizing and procedanrad less substantive
and structural.

4.  Environmental discourse has developed from radscaial change to
ecological modernization.

5. The emergence of a radical countercurrent (Dry28R3, p. 204).

Characteristics of Environmental Movement in 28' Century in the Third World

1. Atrticulation of environmental demands with devel@mtal demands:
Unlike Western environmental organizations, thirdri@ groups rarely
campaign on the greenness of an environmental asume. Many third
world-based environmental NGOs are mainly concernetth
development issues, notably the promotion of sqaistice. Yet, what
often distinguishes them from regular developmsrthat NGOs is their
emphasis on the need to pursue such objectivethgianechanisms of
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environmental conservation. Social justice and tgqis attained by
insuring that the poor gain access to local envirental resources — that
is timber, fuel, and clean water (Dryzek, 20032@7).

2. A strong emphasis on forests and trees (espedralisia), on urban
pollution of air, water and soil (especially in ltatAmerica) and on
desertification (especially in Africa)

3. The local character of many environmental actiarg the cooperation of
local groups in national umbrella organizationssitate 1970s. A recent
development in many third world countries has bésm creation of
national ENGOs (environmental non-governmental woiggions) or
national coalitions ENGOs to develop and indigenmaionwide
response to the environmental problems.

4.  The radical tendency in environmental discoursihinad world countries:
Despite the inclusion of many ENGOs in governmemahsultation
structures, important parts of the third world @ormental movement do
not accept the hegemonic global discourse of deitaneo-liberalism,
modernism, scientism, and anthropocentrism. Allrae third world,
environmental groups remain to articulate theiruggie against
environmental degradation with the struggle agatagitalist economic

structures and western political and cultural ingdiEsm.

It is declared that industrialized countries aneveloping’ countries perceive
environmental problems differently. Certainly, tt@nfigurations of problems differ
and so do the dominant perceptions of them, bufdimulation can be misleading.
Countries as such do not perceive any more than‘theose’ styles of development
(Marshall, 1996, p. 155).

Marshall argues that one of the most striking fietlof the industrialized countries
during the recent past has been the extent to wbafflicting perceptions of

environmental problems, ranging from the compladenthe catastrophist, have
become explicit, have entered into public opinibaye been debated in the mass
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media, and have been advanced by specialized aemjmms trying to influence
legislation, allocations of public resources andagie behavior. The more organized
and articulated sources of perceptions and pulaigitipns can be classified roughly
as industrial and agricultural enterprises in gelhdransnational enterprises, energy
producers and vendors in particular, trade uni@e®jogical, conservationist and
consumer movements, organizations of sportsmen eachpers, journalists,
economists, scientist, religious bodies, ‘enliglktnpublic opinion, mobilizers of
groups experiencing exclusion or discrimination, ®85and the state itself (in
principle the final arbiter of policy but in pracéi a conglomerate of bureaucracies
and political factions allied with different socidbrces advancing their own

perceptions and responses) (Marshall, 1996, p. 155)

In other words, Third World makes it improbablettbaological modernization and
sustainable development discourses forged in tlieseoof pragmatic compromise
between contending environmental interests in tfiliest and materialist First
World, will be universally appropriate or accept@botes, 2002, p. 6). The most
fundamental characteristic of green parties thstirdjuishes them from mainstream
political parties is that they take universal cdiaai of the finitude of planet and they
ask what kind of political, economic, and sociagiices are possible, applicable and
desirable in this ecological framework and finit@ural resources. It is argued by
Dobson thatGreen reformers need a radically alternative pictof post-industrial
society, they need the phantom studies of the isabta society, and they need
occasionally to be brought down to earth and tadimainded about limits of growth”
(Dobson, 1995, p. 199). Dobson goes further byingtaihat economic growth is
unsustainable by definition and highlights that

The primitive peoples exemplify how we can liveharmony with nature (and
with each other) that thorough going decentralargtieading to local autarky,
is necessary for social and ecological health; thahnological advance, is
inherently harmful and dehumanizing, and that thpitalist market system is
inescapably destructive and wasteful (Dobson, 199800).

In practice, Orthodox development thinking soughtailow the success of Marshall
plan by applying the same approach to the non-indiized world: it was assumed
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that rapid industrialization and generalized imgmment in material conditions of
life could be won quickly by following the formuldhat have worked in
reconstructing Europe after World War Il. The mauleation paradigm was built on
the conceptual separation of modern and traditispaleties. Such concepts, which
welded seamlessly into ideas of development, caora the same roots in Western
enlightenment rationality and built on profoundiyceded Western preconceptions

about civilization and improvement versus barbarisoiams, 2001, p. 7).

In order to point the state of turning the deveahgpworld into the dumping field of
the West, one of the NGO representatives stated tha

USA is saving its own resources with jealousy ltacking the world. Europe

has shifted the pressure to developing countries.rélatively safe and welfare
states shift the heavy industry to the already mo@s other than transforming
their industrial infrastructure. (Male/52/Nilifer otal Agenda 21/top

executive)
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Figure 12: Differentiation of Developing and
Developed Countries with regards to Development Pioies

As it can be seen from the chart above, 66% opt#récipants agree (%22 strongly
agree, %44 agree) with the statement that ‘Enviental problems shall be solved
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and conceptualized differently in the developingridicand developed world. The
reason might be explained on the basis of Kyotousdisions that took place in the
recent years. Kyoto Protocol, that puts ‘equitainleden share’ to developed and
developing countries was the major point of Turlgslvernment authorities in order
not to fulfill the obligations under Annex-I cour@s in United Nations Framework
Convention on Climate Change which attracted meatte@ntion not only for

environmentalists and Ministry of Environment andrdstry but also ‘potentially

effected’ sectors.

3.5 Nature in Capitalist Mode of Production: Can caitalism be
sustainable?

Man is the only creature that consumes without poiafy.
George Orwell

Capitalism is self-destructing and in crisis; therb economy makes more people
hungry, poor, and miserable everyday; the masspsagants and workers cannot be
expected to endure crises indefinitely, and nalwnwever, ecological sustain-ability
is defined, is under attack everywhere. The crisklelen and crises-dependent nature of
capitalist accumulation appending a short reviewwafrld crises in the 1980s
(O’Connor, 1994, p. 154). The most driving imperatiof the capitalist market,
given the dehumanizing competition that definessithe need to grow and to avoid
dying at the hands of savage rivals (Ed. by Zimnaermt al., 2001). Today, the kind
of economic thinking is one sided and limited berhains valid. The reason is that it
presupposes limitless supplies of Marx called ‘éoowls of production’. This
traditional model presupposes that capitalism cemidapotential weaknesses on the
‘supply side’, that growth is demand-constrainety oHowever, if the costs of labor,
nature, infrastructure, and space increase sigmifig, capital faces a possible
second contradiction, an economic crisis strikingimf the cost side (O’Connor,

1994, p. 162). The second contradiction of cagitalresults in economic crisis that
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strikes not from the demand side but from the cde. Put simply, the second
contradiction states that when individual capitttempt to defend or restore profits
by cutting or externalizing costs, the unintendfdot is to reduce the ‘productivity’
of the conditions of production, and hence to raiserage costs (O’Connor, 1994, p.
165).

The logic of self expanding capital is anti-ecotayj anti-urban, and anti-social. All
three logics combined are contradictory in termsl@feloping political solutions to
the crisis of conditions of production; hence, atemnof instituting a systematic
capitalist solution to the second contradiction eeote. It can be stated that in
Turkey, there is no rational environmental platsarurban and inter-urban planning,
health, and education planning organically linkedttie environmental and urban
planning either from governmental, business or NG@e. Instead, there are
piecemeal approaches, fragments of regional plgnairbest, and irrational political
spoils allotment systems at worst. If capitalismnigt sustainable in terms of
international macro-economic regulation, there v a global crisis, a general
deflation of capital values and a depression (Oit@on 1994, p. 168). It is yet
unknown how individual capitals, government, busssector or NGOs will respond
in Turkey since, there is no coherent set of valwgsproaches or regulations

regarding environment.

Biehl (1998) puts forward that capitalism and tHebgl ecology simply cannot
coexist indefinitely. (Biehl, 1998, p. 139) Capisah’'s grow-or-die imperative, in
particular which seeks to profit at the expensealbfother considerations, stands
radically at extremes of interdependence and libath in social terms and in terms

of the capacity of the planet to sustain life.

Crisis-ridden and crises-driven capitalist accumaiais wrecking the conditions of
production and creating more poverty, unemploymengquality, economic
insecurity, and marginalization on the one hand adaning human health, urban

and rural communities, and ecological systems endadter. The rise of environ-
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mental, urban, labor, peasant and other social ments defend the conditions of
life for workers and peasants, women, communitied the environment. In a

capitalist economy, a low or no growth policy woulceate an economic crisis,
which in turn would lead to more ecological degtamaas business scampered to
reduce costs in various ways (Ed. By Zimmerman let 2001, pp. 423-425).

O’Connor states that there is a need to redefindymtivism. A society can achieve
higher levels of productivity via more efficienteuand recycling, reducing energy,
reform green cities, decommodifying land, and labbhe histogram below is

depicted in order to emphasize that 69% of theiguaaints agree (%26 strongly
agree) that it is only possible to conserve natigsburces with a change of mode of

production, %21 of the participants are disagreaiitg the statement.
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Figure 13: Attitude towards Transformation in Mode of Production
in order to Stop Environmental Degradation

When we turn our attention to the differentiatioptvieen institutions to this
statement, it can be put forward that NGOs favandformation of mode of
production (%0 disagreeing with the statement) wasr almost half of the

stakeholders from public institutions are disagrgewith the proposition as
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assumed. The situation can be different when peoptee public institutions take
part actively in management of natural resource® @f the interviewees mentioned
“l believe we can make a difference, | always ditle only thing is | am trying to
change less political things, within the systenthwmore money. The fact that | am
in Local Agenda 21 does not mean that | am noticalitto the system.”
(Male/53/Bursa/NGO/top executive)

Table 11: Institutional Differentiation of Attitude towards
Transformation in the Mode of Production in order to Stop
Environmental Degradation

Institution Total
Public Private
institution | Sector | NGO | University | Media | Unemployed
Mode of Strongly 6 3 7 1 0 3 20
production agree
transformation  Agree 13 2 10 7 1 0 33
No idea 2 0 0 2 1 0 5
Disagree 12 1 0 1 0 0| 14
Strongly 3 o o 1 0 o 4
Disagree
Total 36 6 17 12 2 3 76

Capitalist mode of production cannot be sustainaBl€onnor asks if one can
plausibly suggest that capitalism might be reforn@despect the integrity of the
social and ecological domains hitherto subjectatcage exploitation and if capitalist
production, distribution, exchange, consumptiond @tcumulation are consistent
with ecological sustainability (O’Connor, 1994, dp5). For most people, the free
market and modernity have so far produced littleertban a phantom of freedom.
The unequal distribution of wealth and power isairhark of liberal capitalism. As
August Bebel once formulated ‘#conomic liberalism is the free folks in the free
chickencoop,’ (O’Connor, 1994, p. 2). He argues that ecologicallystainable

capitalism is not possible unless capitalism charitgeface in ways that would make
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it unrecognizable to bankers, money makers, verdapéalists and CEOs looking at

themselves in the mirror today (O’Connor, 19941%8).

The fear of natural resource depletion is as olthasdea of an expanding economy
based on drop down of god-given resources. Deplaifonatural resources are not
unknown by the users and managers of those nakgalrces. However, the ways
of approaching it is necessary to overturn thidetegn and how to do it. O’Connor
suggests that contemporary environmental problespsesent not only a major
economic crisis of supply, but also a new crisigegitimacy for the market system
(O’Connor, 1994, p. 3) He argues that the legitiynatthis crisis stems from two
relationships: firstly, appraisal of the contratios of capitalist accumulation in
their ecological and economic dimensions, and s#lgppeople with each other and

with non-human nature under capitalism.

Capitalist mode of production has costs on soam anvironmental aspects; the
environmental costs pave the way to social coses évone approaches the issue
from an anthropocentric way. A dictionary of ecomeendefines social costs &s
man initiating an action does not necessarily ba#irthe costs (or reap all the
benefits) himself. Those that he does bear area@icosts; those he does not are
external costs. The sum of the two constitutesdc&l costs. The monetization of
external costs as a precondition for this aggregateems to be a self-evident result
of the opportunity cost principle. There may behbatonetary and non-monetizable
aspects to social costs, as for example, with tkspuand uncompen-sated
destruction, damage, or reduction in quality in $bgl/psychological environment
(O’Connor, 1994, pp. 92-93). The basic picture n¥inmental issues as those
which threaten the capacity of our surroundingsupport us in good physical health
Is not adequate in itself. We must have a muchdaoanderstanding of human well-
being, which is attentive to the quality of our ewndings as well as to their life-
supporting function. We must regard issues whialchoupon the quality of our
surroundings as environment. (Taylor, 1992, p. Y8glfare-influencing indicators
are defined by Ekko as the package of goods andiceer produced, scarce
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environmental functions, leisure time, distributioh scarce goods, that is income
distribution; conditions under which scarce goode acquired, that is labor

conditions, employment, or involuntary unemploymearid future security, to the

extent that this depends on our dealings with gcgaods, and specifically the vital

functions of the environment and summarizes thd¢aease in production will lead

to greater welfare (Ekko et al., 2001, p. 27). Ting antinomy is between private

production and the social context resulting frone thaterial interdependence of
economic agents. In the present discussion, thélscosts incurred by such

misallocations and over-actions are called ‘econordyced social costs’. The second
antinomy is between quantities and prices. In ttesgnt discussion, the shifting of
costs that is thereby possible is called ‘ecolagyuced’ and ‘labor induced’ social

costs. By influencing the cost return ratio (maxation of income) these conditions
of exploitation also effect economic allocation.eT$ocial costs incurred by the use
of nature (ecology induced) are linked to thoseuirer by the mode of allocation

(economy induced) (O’Connor, 1994, p. 94).

In other words, the costs of capitalist mode ofdpiciion, expenditures on measures
to compensate for a loss of function (such as piegalrinking water as a result of
overuse of the function -compensation costs), aperditures, actually made or yet
to be made, relating to damage (such as harvestdasaused by flooding due to loss
of the function ‘hydrological regulation’ of forestand soil, and production losses
and medical costs ensuing from, loss of the functiair for physiological
functioning -financial costs), and rent paid via firice of raw materials (Ekko et al.,
2001, p. 38). Human well-being, poverty reductiamd &he state of the global
environment remain closely linked (Adams, 2008, 18), therefore the costs

mentioned above are interrelated.

To put it briefly, the contemporary critique of fiimlal economy must therefore term
from Marxism’s traditional focus on the mechanisofigxploitation of labor power
within growing industrial economies to analyzeauhdition to the social mechanisms

of destruction and exploitation of nature (O’'Connt®94, p. 7). During one of the
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interviews it was mentionedl believe we can make a difference, | always dide
only thing is | am trying to change less politithings within the system, with more
money. The fact that | am in Local Agenda 21 da¢snean that | am not critical to

the system.[Male/48/municipality/Bursa/ top executive)

Parallel discussion to the one regarding environtelemovement differentiation
between developing and the developed world, ecomowailuation of natural
resources is not coherent either. Bookchin (19€8gs that some countries, such as
Denmark, France, Germany, and the United Kingdaamelexperienced an absolute
decoupling. In these cases, in certain key sectomomic output has increased and
environmental impact has simultaneously decreasedbisolute terms. Austria,
Finland, Norway, and Japan have experienced onlyelative decoupling of
economic output and environmental impact. Althoegkh unit of output in the key
sectors is associated with a lower environmentalaich than before, these gains in
environmental efficiency have been more than offseadditional impacts arising
from an expansion of output. Former Central anddtasEurope have experienced a
negative relationship between economic output amr@nmental impact: as growth
occurred, environmental damage rose too (Bookd$ifg).

3.6 Technological Innovations as Pain-Killers

As Taylor puts forward, for far from being ‘the ptems’ in themselves, science and
technology are the very instruments by which weehaame to an under-standing of
the limitations of the planet (Taylor, 1992, p. A% mentioned before, approximately
40% of the authorities conceptualize environmeptablems as technically solvable
to the extent that manufactured capital and teethmicange do not fully perform the
environmental functions of the natural capital; ytheeplace each other, and
substitutability between them is not complete amerd is a trade-off (Ekko et al.,
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2001). As Ekko stated, the combination of growtd anvironmental conservation is
only possible in the case of technologies beingimed that are sufficiently clean, do
not deplete energy stocks and other natural ressuteave the soil intact, leave
sufficient space for the survival of the plant amdmal species, and finally cheaper
than currently available technologies (Ekko et 2001). Commoner (1975) states
that The sharp changes in the technology of agricultawadl industrial production
and transportation in the last 25 years has intBedithe impact of production on
the environment and has reduced the efficiency witlth energy is converted into
goods and servicegEd. By Commoner et al., 1975, p. 3). As mentane the
previous chapter, when we analyze participantg)arses regarding the statement
‘Natural catastrophes such as climate change, elsfriton and desertification can be
solved by science and technology’ it can be seah@i% are disagreeing with the

proposal whereas 32% are agreeing with it.

Technol ogy

[l strongly Disagree
[ pisagree
No idea
M Agree
[ strongly agree

Figure 14: Attitude towards Technological Innovations
In order to Solve Natural Catastrophe

When we analyze participants’ responses regarding s$tatement ‘Natural
catastrophes such as climate change, deforesttidresertification can be solved

by science and technology’ it can be seen that &d¥disagreeing with the proposal
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whereas 32% are agreeing with it. In other worde,research releases the opposite
view that states the problems are by-products wéldpment and further application
of growth will solely solve this comparably ‘minoproblems that it created with

improved technology.

3.7 Importance of Participation in Natural Resources Management

We don’t have a society if we destroy the envirarime
Margaret Mead

While central to participation and dialogue, theeractive perspective seeks to find
ways of engaging government, business and civiegpstakeholders in processes of
learning and negotiation that can transcend thidtans of centrally controlled and
technically orientated bureaucratic decision malongone extreme and ‘decisions’
made by a ‘free market’ on the other (Roling, 2001,3). Dialogue defined by
Roling is “a contrived situation in which a set of more ors¢einterdependent
stakeholders in some resource are identified, anited to meet and interact in a
forum for conflict resolution, negotiation, socilarning, and collective decision
making towards concerted actidn An effective dialogue requires attention to
conflict resolution (which means understandingdliferent interests and underlying
values that lead groups intonflict and what method-ologies and political &gaes
can be used to overcome them), social dilemmascfwieans understanding
situations in which short term individual interest® in conflictwith longer term
collective interests), social learning (which mealesseloping ways of engaging
different stakeholder groups in processes of legrow to collectively resolve

natural resource management problems), and fdighitgwhich is establishing the
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methodologies, forums and institutional contextttlall enable and facilitate
dialogue) (Roling, 2001, pp. 3-4).

In essence, dialogue requires a shift from a reéahist and positivist paradigm
(characteristic of classical biophysical science) & holistic and constructivist
paradigm. Community participation and multiple sfaélder dialogues have
emerged as central themes in contemporary naesalrce management in attempts
to overcome the social dilemmas associated with ncom property resource
management. In the case of Turkey, the multi-stakign platforms regarding
natural resources management is quite weak sineegtivernmental authorities
would like to be the unique authority regarding angnagerial decision and the
dialogue between stakeholders is uninstitutiondliaed there are very limited and

weak organizations to facilitate dialogue and gjtken multi-stakeholder platforms.

Leopold believes that participation is not obeyihg law, voting right, joining some
organizations, and practicing what conservatioprafitable per se and waiting for
the government to handle the rest since it defim@gight or wrong, assigns no
obligation, calls for no sacrifice, implies no clganin the current philosophy of
values and in respect of land use, it urges onligl@ened self-interest. (Leopold,
1970)

Biehl (1998) puts forward that ‘in the next centgigbal warming alone is expected
to take revenge with the climate (...) hunger ancake will soar at least, while
states will become more authoritarian to repressakonrest (Biehl, 1998, p. 140).
She favors that ecological question demands a fuedtal reconstruction of society.
She mentions that either people will establish ealagical society, or else the

underpinnings of society will collapse.

The political tragedy of the commons is defined ®YConnor as increasing the
access to interests claiming a share of environsheasources. Energy to confront
environmental crises is best generated by the mahbdn of democratic

participation, not centralized administration, ahdt the positive moments in the
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record of environmental improvement through govesntal action bear him out
(O’Connor, 1994, p. 183). Since democratic paréitgn is perceived in Turkey as a
number of duties instead of having a word in decishaking processes that people
are directly or indirectly affected by the decisitggarding the natural resources.
According to Adaman, conservation strategy ensup@agicipatory decision-making
among stakeholders is plausible for taking intooaot local needs and concerns,

including those of the farmers, decrease the lefvalienation.
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Figure 15: Attitude towards Integrated Management
of Natural Resources

As can be seen from the histogram above, 64% ofptmticipants believe in

integrated management of natural resources. Onother hand, 33% of the
participants are opposing to the statement ‘Sustéendevelopment is possible if
responsible stakeholders and authorities are pgaating in the decision making
process’. One of the reasons why institutions, rotihen the public authorities
responsible for conserving and managing naturaluregs can be explained with this
conservative and authoritarian understanding dirgethe most share of power and
authority with regard to management of natural weses as well as

uninstitutionalized state of non-governmental orgamons in Turkey and state of

approaching privatization of natural resources whised to be quite a dogmatic
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issue in Turkey, which in the recent years hasteslato increase its share with

positive approach of laissez faire understandintpefrecent government.
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Figure 16: Evaluation of National NGOs in Turkey
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Figure 17: Evaluation of Local NGOs in Turkey
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Bearing in mind that non-governmental organizatiqrlay a crucial role in
facilitating dialogue and institutionalizing multtakeholder platforms, evaluation of
current NGOs (both structured in national and lotalel) are asked to the
respondents. When the histogram above is analy#edtan be seen that
approximately 57% of the participants think thatior@al NGOs are active in Turkey
(%51 agree, %6 strongly agree), whereas 36% (%Iidhgly disagree, %26
disagree) of the participants are disagreeing thighstatement. The percentages drop
drastically when the question is directed for lobbOs. 42% of the participants
think that local NGOs are active in Turkey (%36esgr%6 strongly agree), and 37%
disagreeing with the statement (%28 disagree, %&ngly disagree). An NGO
representative noted the significance of NGOs ipitaist mode of production as
follows:

The nature conservation work is based on smallesefforts that has no
emphasis on capitalism assessment, but you canone e step further if you
move on with ‘teach your kid to save water, chagger light bulb’ kind of
rhetoric. When you think about industrial businassusual, you can postpone
the negative effects but you can never run awayveyer, it is totally absurd
to wait for capitalism to dissolve, if we were t@ke 1000 units of benefit with
transformation of capitalist mode of production yaan make one unit and we
have to struggle for saving that one unit. (Mald&¥arta/NGO/not top
executive)

The scale and funding of the NGOs, therefore thited role in conservation of
natural ecosystems in Turkey are not even quesiilen®ne of the officers working
in an NGO summarized the importance of NGOs in @ytiy stating,

My father kept asking me when | will start earnimgpney from a real job
idealizing my brothers -he works in Deloitte (audijtfirm)- it has been three
years since | have been working in WWF and | gireswill never be satisfied
with it. That is how NGOs are understood in Turkeyen from the point of
view of educated people. (Femalef8&inbul/NGO/not top executive)

The fact that both national and local NGOs are destlared to hold importance in
decision-making processes with regards to natesalurces management might arise
from not being able to be influential enough tongrthe Salt Lake, Uluabat Lake,

Egirdir Lake and Bafa Lake cases onto the nationandg. According to the
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research conducted by Adaman et al., even thougHottal people, who have a
direct stake on a natural resource (Burdur Lake,casich is quite similar to the
cases that are described within the scope of thdy}shave reported that they made
monetary contributions to an environmental causd/a engaged in a tree-planting
campaign, and/or carefully studied political patiprograms on environ-mental
issues; only two percent indicated membership ineamironmental organization
(Adaman et al., forthcoming). The reason why the@atage of active involvement
of national NGOs may be interpreted in three waystly, the respondents that took
part in the research have been involved, or at leage some knowledge of NGO
activities in the related areas. Secondly, in theas (hamely Bafa Lake,gkdir
Lake, Salt Lake, Uluabat Lake) where the reseaschonducted NGOs are quite
active for several years due to biodiversity valwésthe wetlands, therefore a
completely different picture could have emergedhé research was conducted in
different areas. Finally, the respondents know rémearcher as an NGO worker,
therefore it is possible that they did not wantet@ress negative notions to their

‘partner’.

The histogram below shows the responses of thecipamnts in seeing the major
authority in management of Bafa, Saltgifdir and Uluabat Lakes. 40% of the
stakeholders see State Hydraulic Works as the raaihiority, followed by Ministry
of Environment and individuals. NGOs, Chambers ofmtherce, and municipalities
are the least important authorities regarding memant of the respected wetlands.
The respondents have claimed State Hydraulic Wiorke the major decision-maker
with regards to water management although functiang responsibilities of
different institutions (fourteen in Turkey) overlaphich creates a platform not only
for disintegration and mal-management, but also asmosphere where each
institution blames some other institution whenoines to degradation. Adaman states
that “when asked which institutions/actors were respinbesfor the decline of the
Lake’s ecosystem, all parties -industrialists, gowgent regulators, local authorities,
local residents, environmental groups- were consdeto be equally guilty,”
(Adaman et al., forthcoming, p: 16). It is interegtthat the participants favored
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State Hydraulic Works (DSI) as the major autholbgaring in mind that DSI is in
favor of utilizing freshwater resources rather tlrammserving. DSI is the primary
executive state water agency in Turkey, operatima aeneral Directorate under
Ministry of Environment and Forestry since 2008s H#een charged by law to
develop all of water resources in the country.sltone of the most powerful
government institutions in Turkey. DSI's total amd/estment budgets for 2000
fiscal year constitute over 30 % of National Invesht Budget. This shows the
government policy to development of water infrastimwes and the power of DSI.
State Hydraulic Works’ water vision can be sumnetizas considering public
benefit in every intervention directed towards watesources and looking after
future generations’ rights, adopting the perspecti¥ supply instead of demand in
water use, integrated river basin management andidering water’s nature circle
as well as ecologic and economic value created. fRetrieved on 18.06.2009 from
the World Wide Web www.dsi.gov.tr) In one of thaterviews, one of the OS
engineers mentioned,

Sustainable development means not wasting tomosrogsources today. We
will need energy more in the future, probably tgraater extent. That is why
we need to utilize what the nature provides us. $Neuld not waste water
running to the sea if we can produce electricity @iuit, right? | sometimes

think why you guys are angry at us and oppose daifdibg. State Hydraulic

Works is building them in an eco-friendly mannérisitrue that there used to
be problems, what other country doesn’'t? (Male/&#W&a/Public sector/ not
top executive)

98



40 —

w
o
|

Frequency
8
|

10 —

o T T T
State MoA Valilik Ticaret Odasi University
Hydraulic
Works

Figure 18: Evaluation of Institutional Importance
In Management of Freshwater Resources

3.8 Governing and Managing Nature

Management of natural resources is an ethical idecig requires prioritization. As
mentioned in the previous chapters, growth-oriergpproach to biomes cannot go
one step further than utilization of natural resesrand conserving them on the
extent of guaranteeing further use in the futurés hot surprising that the Minister
of Environment and Forestry is usually selectednfrine least voted party in the
coalitions in Turkey. Bearing in mind that Turkey in the very early stages of
democratization, involvement of parties outside ¢fowernment in governance is
weak and evolving in a slow pace; it is not quitessgble to talk about multi-
stakeholder platforms concerning management ofralatesources in Turkey. A
young officer from the public sector provides asigmt on ways of stakeholder
involvement in decision-making mechanisrSur division (General Directorate of
Ministry of Environment and Forestry, Wetlands Bien) is in charge of wetland
management. Of course people’s contribution is mambd here too, we would like
NGO'’s involvement.[Female/26/Ankara/Ministry of Environment and Faomngsnot
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top executive) Adams states that sustainabilitytvesincorporated into economic
planning, not tackled on. In a context of prioiitg development parallel with the
discourse of developing countries in general emvitental concerns are articulated
to economic, fossil-fuel based development paradifime most obvious example of
it can be witnessed in ratification of the Kyotootcol in which the government
only evaluated the issue within the scale of id@aomal reputation and being able to
say a word in 18 Convention of Parties process without having amjission
reduction targets. Governments need to adopt geeeounts, and use them in
allocating budgets and raising taxes (Adams, 2(Q8889). Green accounting,
payment for ecosystem services and environmerntaktare new concepts in Turkey
and environmental planning is seen minor and ddied to economic priorities.
Some of these concepts are controversial from switiee segments of the society as
well.

After all, you cannot change the way people thirkate the way people try to
promote environmental services to lay people, do ngally think that people
will turn green with this discourse. In order toyghat we should conserve
species, the goat for instance, in order to be #@bleat Ezine cheese, is the
biggest mistake to reach our aim. Let's be frankhwaurselves, I've been
working here for 15 years and | have never writteqpronounced the human
benefits of the environment, because we are tagetirong audience with
that...What we need to do is to target the people vdre for nature for the
sake of itself, not for the sake of human beingsen{ale/4listanbul/NGO/ top
executive)

The following two anecdotes put forward the stdteamservatism within the public
sector with regards to discrepancies in governandemanagement:

| have been working for girdir Lake for 9 years now but | am sick and tied
being with the Ministry, nothing changes here, yawow. You know the
problem, you know how to fix it, you can create fr@ncial resource for it,
but you have to wait for ages to come out fromrhaith and it never happens.
Yes, that is one of the reasons why | moved to Katand became a staff in
the academy. (Female/46/Isparta/Public-academytdpoexecutive)

Funny how they treat the committed ones. You knbe reason why | was
kicked out here? Because | was favoring what istrigr here, not for some
money-makers. When you disagree with what you atiged to do, | wasn’t
there to sign whatever comes in front of me ane emhat | get. | knew it
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from the very beginning and | will prove innocentorh this case.
(Male/49/Aydin/Public sector/top executive)

Warren, who favors that ecofeminist philosophicaispective is not only distinctive
but a transformative perspective on human-natdagioaship, states that (2000)

Environmental ethics focuses on questions about homan ought to treat

nonhuman nature with answering the questions sscWaat is the nature of

our responsibility to the natural environment? Whed why are we obliged to

preserve wilderness areas, protect endangeredespexigage in sustainable
development and appropriate technology?’ (Warré@02p. 73)

Warren argues that (2000) Western environmentakstls about how humans
should treat nonhuman nature and calls for fouesy@f positions along a continuum
tend to emerge (rather than fixed and rigid) asskpweformist, mixed reform and
radical and finally radical. The mainstream houssifon is not regarded as an
environmental ethic whereas the other three geseranvironmental ethic.
Reformist position considers accounts the nonhunmetnral environment morally
considerable but do so without introducing new aliiferent ways. The mixed

reform and radical position sees humans as co-masmbé the ecological

community, humans should love and respect the danbit is wrong to destroy the
integrity, stability and beauty of the biotic commnity. Warren distinguishes radical
position on the basis of being more comprehensivecope and introducing non-
Western considerations. She conceptualizes ragioaition with deep ecology,

bioregionalism, social or political ecology and fecoinism. (Warren, 2000, p.73-87)
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CHAPTER 4

STATE OF APPROACHING ENVIRONMENT-
DEVELOPMENT DUALISM IN TURKEY

In the previous chapter, qualitative analysis waggrated to literature review to
provide an insight on the antinomy between develmnand environment. At this
part of the paper, quantitative analysis’ results discussed mainly focusing on
gender, institution, age, occupation, decision-mgkimechanism and location

(therefore direct-indirect benefits) respectively.

First of all, state of approaching environment-depment dualism in Turkey with
regards to gender is examined. The table below shiogvdifferentiation between man
and women in approaching human-nature relationdhipan be stated that within
%95 confidence interval, it can be stated thatehemo gender aspect (in terms of
means) of the approach by failing to reject thel rypothesis ‘There is no
significant relationship between men and women a@mceptualizing the ethical
approach’. Before the research is conducted, it aggsimed that females would be
more environmentally friendly whereas men wouldrb&avor of more development-
based human chauvinist approaches based on postmaie feminist theory. It is
possible to state that gender differentiation weffected during the interviews.
According to the author, parallel with the methadpyl that feminist theory
encourages, quantitative analysis did not work gaasping gender differentiation
that was reflected in the interviews. However théhar did not find major
contradictions in approaching human-nature dualkgith regards to gender, only
minor modifications of ‘politically correct’ sustaable development discourses with
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more emphasis on sustainable utilization rather Hraoverall diverse perspective on
the value of nature as was dictated by postmodhe@ory. This might be explained on
the basis that individuals working within male hegay (not only quantitatively but
also qualitatively) do not have the playground &flect — even compose their
perspectives to survive and become what they haga breviously criticizing with
only minor reprehensions to the capital, male heggnand global propeller.

Table 12: Analysis of Gender Differentiation with regards to
Conceptualization of Ethical Approach to the Relatonship
between Human Beings and Nature-1

Std. Std. 95% Confidence
N Mean Deviation Error Interval for Mean | Minimum | Maximum
Lower Upper Lower Upper Lower Upper Lower Upper
Bound Bound Bound Bound Bound Bound Bound Bound
Man 50 4,3400 77222 ,10921| 4,1205| 4,5595 3,00 6,00
Woman 28 4,2857 ,59982 , 11336/ 4,0531| 4,5183 3,00 6,00
Total 78 4,3205 , 71157 ,08057| 4,1601| 4,4809 3,00 6,00

Table 13: Analysis of Gender Differentiation with regards to
Conceptualization of Ethical Approach to the Relatbnship
between Human Beings and Nature-2

Sum of Mean

Squares Df Square F Sig.
Between 053 1 ,053 ,103 1749
Groups
Within Groups 38,934 76 ,512
Total 38,987 77

Secondly, state of approaching environment-devetopndualism in Turkey with
regards to institution on the basis of public, @@/ non-governmental and academic is
investigated. The analysis below is presented tawsthe differentiation between
institutions in approaching nature-human relatigmsut of the answers that the

participants provided, the scale of private sectpublic institution, NGO,
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academician, media and unemployed scales are ahvidcan be stated with %95
confidence that there is a significant differeneéween institution and approaching
to human-nature relationship (Sig=0.39). The dé#feiation takes place between

public and private sector as well as public seatat NGOs.

Table 14: Analysis of the Institutional Differentiation
(Public, Private, NGO, University, Media, Unemployé)
in Approaching Nature-Human Relationship-1

95% Confidence Interval for
Mean

N Mean |Std. Deviation | Std. Error |Lower Bound |Upper Bound | Minimum | Maximum
Public institutio 36 4,5833 ,87423 ,14571 4,2875 4,8791 3,00 6,00
Private Sector 6 3,8333 ,40825 ,16667 3,4049 4,2618 3,00 4,00
NGO 17 4,0000 ,00000 ,00000 4,0000 4,0000 4,00 4,00
Univertiy 12 4,3333 ,65134 ,18803 3,9195 4,7472 4,00 6,00
Media 2 4,0000 ,00000 ,00000 4,0000 4,0000 4,00 4,00
Unemployed 3 4,3333 57735 ,33333 2,8991 5,7676 4,00 5,00
Total 76 4,3289 , 71904 ,08248 4,1646 4,4933 3,00 6,00

Table 15: Analysis of the Institutional Differentiation
(Public, Private, NGO, University, Media, Unemployé)
in Approaching Nature-Human Relationship-2

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 5,860 5 1,172 2,492 ,039
Within Groups 32,917 70 470
Total 38,776 75
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Table 16: Crosstabulation Analysis of the Institutonal Differentiation
In Approaching Nature-Human Relationship

(1) Public (J) Public Mean
private NGO private NGO Difference
university university (1-9) Std. Error Sig. 95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper Lower Upper Lower
Bound Bound Bound Bound Bound
Public Private Sector | 5440(%) 130238 016 1469 1,3531
institution
NGO ,58333(*%) ,20180 ,005 ,1809 ,0858
University ,25000 ,22858 ,278 -,2059 ,7059
Media ,58333 ,49818 ,246 -,4103 1,5769
Unemployed ,25000 ,41208 ,546 -,5719 1,0719
Private Sector  Public. -,75000(%) 30238 016,  -1,3531 1469
Institution
NGO -,16667 ,32563 ,610 -,8161 ,4828
University -,50000 ,34287 ,149 -1,1838 ,1838
Media -,16667 ,55990 767 -1,2834 ,9500
Unemployed -,50000 ,48489 ,306 -1,4671 4671
NGO Public -, 58333(*) 20180 005 9858 1809
Institution
Private Sector ,16667 ,32563 ,610 -,4828 ,8161
University -,33333 ,25855 ,202 -,8490 ,1823
Media ,00000 ,51262 1,000 -1,0224 1,0224
Unemployed -,33333 42943 ,440 -1,1898 ,5231
University Public -,25000 22858 278 -,7059 2059
Institution
Private Sector ,50000 ,34287 ,149 -,1838 1,1838
NGO ,33333 ,25855 ,202 -,1823 ,8490
Media ,33333 52374 527 -,7112 1,3779
Unemployed ,00000 44264 1,000 -,8828 ,8828
Media Public. -,58333 49818 246 -1,5769 4103
institution
Private Sector ,16667 ,55990 , 767 -,9500 1,2834
NGO ,00000 51262 1,000 -1,0224 1,0224
University -,33333 52374 527 -1,3779 7112
Unemployed -,33333 ,62599 ,596 -1,5818 ,9152
Unemployed  Public -,25000 41208 546 -1,0719 5719
institution
Private Sector ,50000 ,48489 ,306 -, 4671 1,4671
NGO ,33333 ,42943 440 -,5231 1,1898
University ,00000 44264 1,000 -,8828 ,8828
Media ,33333 ,62599 ,596 -,9152 1,5818

* The mean difference is significant at the .0%lev

In order to find out the institution, which resulten this differentiation, least

significant dependent test is implemented and th@ip sector is the different one.
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The table below shows that there is no significhfierentiation between institutions
when public sector is not included in the analySig=0.111). Before the research
was conducted, it was assumed that NGOs would soore in the human-nature
scala that the author formed (in other words shamoge ecocentric attitude towards
human-nature relationship), however public instoas showed more ecocentric
ethical values in the dualism between developmedtcanservation.

Table 17: Analysis of Differentiation between Instiutions
When Public Sector is not Included in the Analysist

06 Confidence Interval
Mean
N Mean |td. Deviatioptd. Errofower Boundpper BoungMinimumpaximum
Private Se 6 | 3,8333 ,40825 | ,16667 3,4049 4,2618 3,00 4,00
NGO 17 | 4,0000 ,00000 | ,00000 4,0000 4,0000 4,00 4,00
Univertiy 12 | 4,3333 ,65134 |,18803 3,9195 4,7472 4,00 6,00
Media 2 | 4,0000 ,00000 | ,00000 4,0000 4,0000 4,00 4,00
Unemployse 3 14,3333 ,57735 | ,33333 2,8991 5,7676 4,00 5,00
Total 40 | 4,1000 ,44144 | ,06980 3,9588 4,2412 3,00 6,00

Table 18: Analysis of Differentiation between Instuutions
When Public Sector is not Included in the Analysig2

Sum of

Squares df Mean Square F 3ig.
Between Groups 1,433 4 358 2034 111
Within Groups 6,167 35 76
Total 7,600 28

Bafa Lake used to belong to a single family anérlaxpropriated. Countrywide,
ownership is mostly belongs to the men and/or urtdeir control. The same
tradition also applies for the Stke Plain. The sizéhe land they own is larger than
the Turkish average; especially the average sizeotbn lands is larger than 50

decares.

106



A senior officer at State Hydraulic Works stated,

Well, it is true that the peasants become the stg@pof environmentalists
when they see a camera. DS a investor institution and the investment is
defined by political will... You see that phone? Wbaeen working here for
thirteen years and | have never heard this phorgng for ‘let some of the
flow to the Bafa Lake in order for fish populatiamincrease’, it usually rings
for ‘Ozba’s (land-owner with power in the region) land isdenwater, provide
a discharge. (Male/40/Aydin/Public Sector /top exiee)
A representative of an NGO, who approaches theoathof public institutions
critically and favours declaration of national park Turkey stated that,

The Ministry of Environment and Forestry says tkat not pronounce me the
word of protected areas, we are not declaring amgmohe process will
continue with turning protected areas into entegwi The way MoEF
approaches to PAs is to put the map of State HYidr&dorks’ plans on top of
Natura 2000 designated areas map and proceed Witbsitation around them.
(Female/29ktanbul/NGO/not top executive)

Today, only 4% of Turkey’s surface area is declasgrotected areas. The Natura
2000 Protocol which Turkey is entitled to followetkriteria due to the candidacy to
European Union, calls for the designation of asid®% of surface area in order for
sustainability of natural ecosystems. This conndtesless area for agricultural
practices, less irrigation, and less industriatligsge; more hands-off conservation
which the Turkish government strongly opposes tahe name of development
which signifies the more you exploit the naturalaerce, the more you create wealth
and increase the number of votes. More informatith regards to differentiation of
institutions in the way of idealizing the relatibms between human beings and
nature is provided in the previous chapters thdokfie interviews conducted with

different occupations.

Moreover, state of approaching environment-devemndualism in Turkey with
regards to age is probed. It can be stated thae tlseno significant difference
between age and environ-mental ethical values ibgdao reject the null hypothesis
that state ‘There is no significant relationshiptween age and ethical

conceptualization’ (Sig=0.753). Before conductihg tnalysis, it was assumed that
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younger people would show more ecocentric attittoards the antagonism
between developmentalism and environmentalism wdider people would be more
anthropocentric. The author assumed a differeatiatiearing in mind that younger
generations would follow more idealist ways to hanme developmentalism and
nature conservation before conducting the analydihiough it is not possible to
generalize from a number of questionnaires and detgviews, it can be put
forward that the young generation is as systermtete as the elderly. It might be

explained on the basis of cessation of civil mowvetrie Turkey in the last three

decades.
Table 19: Analysis of Age Differentiation with regads to
Environmental Ethical Values-1
% Confidence Interval f
Mean
i+l Mean [td. Deviatiorstd. Errorlower Boundpper Bounddinimumipaximum
1,00 25 | 42800 J3T11 | 14742 3,9757 4 5843 3,00 6,00
2,00 30 | 4,2667 god492 | 14331 39736 455493 3,00 G,00
3,00 22 | 44091 59033 | 12586 41474 4 6708 4,00 G,00
Tatal 77143117 71192 | 08113 4 1501 44733 3.00 G.00
Table 20: Analysis of Age Differentiation with regads to
Environmental Ethical Values-2
Sum of
Squares df Mean Sguare F Siq.
Between Group 295 2 147 285 753
Within Groups 38,225 74 A7
Total 38.519 76

Furthermore, state of approaching environment-dgveént dualism in Turkey with
regards to occupation is studied. The below tabtevs that there is no significant
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differentiation between ethical values and occupatyy failing to reject the null
hypothesis that states ‘There is no significantfeddnce between different
occupations in conceptualizing human beings andreatelationship (Sig=0.256).
The author assumed a differentiation between mareials sciences-oriented
occupations and engineers bearing in mind thatneegs would be unidirectional
and based on operationalization whereas decisidersawith social sciences

background would approach environmental issues erdreally.

Table 21: Analysis of Occupational Differentiationwith regards to
Environmental Ethical Values

Sum of

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 12,625 23 ,549 1,238 ,256
Within Groups 23,505 53 443
Total 36,130 76

Afterwards, state of approaching environment-dgualent dualism in Turkey with
regards to respondents status in decision-makiegdmined. The table below shows
the differentiation between the people in the denisnaking mechanism would be
more anthropocentric whereas people that do net pdd&ce in the decision-making
processes would show more ecocentric attitudesrtsvine antagonism between
development and conservation bearing in mind tlesipfe in the decision-making
processes would be more system-oriented and woale lto follow the rules
whereas the non-decision-makers would be moreisiemhd would be following
recent strides in the world to propose differeapldrog effects. It can be put forward
that there is no significant relationship betwe@tiglon-makers and non-decision-
makers in approaching nature-human relationshigs might be explained on the basis
of ‘more monarchy-oriented than the king’ underdiag in Turkey where people

with lower status would be more passionate tham femiors on conflicting issues in
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order to upgrade their status at the workplaces Tonjuncture is quite malignant
since it does not provide hope for transformatieteptial in the coming decades.

Table 22: Analysis of Differentiation with regardsto
Decision-Making Mechanism

Sum of

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 12,625 23 ,549 1,238 ,256
Within Groups 23,505 53 ,443
Total 36,130 76

The table below shows the differentiation betweecation of the participant and
conceptualization of environmental ethical valued & can be stated that there is no
significant difference between participants who laeated in a city that is directly
related with the wetland and people living in amotbity than the location of the
wetland (Sig=0.105). The result is probably the nsbtaggering one since proposing
strong regional governance and participation ofllatakeholders in the decision-
making processes was one of the major gist of ltlesis¢ before the analysis was
conducted. However no strong base for proposingomey) multi-stakeholder
platforms for integrated management of the foudamets where ways out other than
sustainable development can be reflected due terghv set of agents in
conceptualizing the relationship between humandseand nature emerged both in

quantitative and qualitative analysis.

Table 23: Analysis of Differentiation with regardsto Location

Sum of

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig.
Between Groups 1,251 1 1,251 2,690 ,105
Within Groups 34,879 75 ,465
Total 36,130 76
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At this part of the thesis, some views on elimingtithe antinomy between
developmentalism and nature protection such asmetgreen accounting, changing
the way development is understood, partnershipcaethih emphasis on what is
missing in liberal democracies, rejuvenating enwinental movements, reducing
domain of administrative state and against freeketanvironmentalism debates are
provided. O’Connor states that a necessary ste@rtbvensuring a sustainable
capitalism defined in some sense of ecologicallipnal or sound would be national
budgets that put high taxes on raw material inp(¢sy. coal oil, nitrogen) and
certain outputs (e.g. gasoline, chemical builditacks), meanwhile slapping value
added taxes on a wide range of environmentallyiemdity consumer products (cars,
plastic products, throw-away cans) complete witleaforceable ‘green label’ policy
that would promote green products with green defisteictly in terms of ecological
impacts at every stage of the production, distrdsuaand consumption process. He
argues that steps would include national experalipaiicies that heavily subsidize
solar energy and other benign alternative energyces; techno-logical research that
leads to eliminating toxic chemicals and other satxses at their source; innovations
in mass transit; improvements in occupational heaftd safety conditions coupled
with national, regional, and community enforcemprtcedures; and a re-definition
and re-orientation of scientific and technologigabrities generally. He finalizes his
argument by stating that this kind of green budgéh appropriate changes in
budgets of national income accounting is being kibpesl except on paper by a
marginalized group of green economists and acsivestd the green may be forcing
capital to end its primitive exploitation of predafist nature by remaking nature in
the image of capital — also to lower the costs apital, especially the costs of
reproducing labor power or the cost of wages. Uhglrise of ecological economics,
- which despite precursors dating back more thaaraury, is still at the fringes of
the profession — economists discuss the sustaityalmf capitalism in purely
economic terms for example, more capital, investra@d consumption, profits and
wages, costs and prices. He concludes that thegalhys material world appeared in

models of economic growth are firstly in the forfriacation and rent theory; second
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in the concept of the ‘accelerator’ or the amourthe physical product that the new
productive capacity can be expected to produce ¢oOr, 1994, pp. 156-159). At
the macro-economic level, effective environmentabtgction can be achieved
through realignment of broader policy goals — aftshowards a more
environmentally benign, more labor intensive magtonomic development path
(Jacobs, 1997, pp. 81-82).

O’Connor favors ecological socialism, whichaisociety that pays close attention to
ecology along with the needs of human beings inr ttaily life, as well as to
feminist issues, anti-racism, and issues of sogistice and equality generally.
Individually, social movements are relatively polees in the face of the totalizing
force of global capital. He conceptualizes libed®@imocracy as competition for
elective office, the opportunity to exert populaegsure upon government through
free political association, a range of individugghts against government secured
through constitutional limitations, and a politiobthe strategic pursuit of interests
defined in the private realm. There are limits i@ fproblem solving capacity of
liberal democracy. Firstly, distribution of powan liberal democratic systems is
inevitably unsymmetrical. Business always has avilpged’ position due to the
financial resources available to it, governmenticaifs’ need for business
cooperation in implementing policies, and governtseiear of an investment strike
an economic downturn if it pursues anti-businesdicies. Secondly, liberal
democracies identify and disaggregate environmeptablems based on the
particular interests of affected parties. Thirdtize political currency of liberal
democracy consists of tangible rewards to idemiéianterests. It is of no use when
it comes to large-scale non-reducible ecologicabf@ms. Fourthly, the time horizon
in liberal democracy is often no longer than timathe market. Short-term problems
receive the most attention and the next electidenoficts as the outer limit of
foresight. Finally, liberal democracy no less thia@ market, is addicted to economic
growth (O’Connor, 1994, p. 180).

O’Connor suggests the need for three general datkdestrategies:
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1. Self-conscious development of a common or publitesp, a political
space, a kind of dual power, in which minority,dgbwomen, urban and
environmental organizations can work economicallyd apolitically
through strategic alliances.

2. Self-conscious development of economic and eccdbgaiternatives
within this public sphere or ‘new commons’ — aleimes such as green
cities, pollution free production, biologically diksified forms of
silviculture and agriculture, and so on the techhaspects of which are
well-known today.

3. To organize struggles to democratize the workplacel the state
administration so that substantive contents of @logical, progressive
type can be put into the shell of liberal democrabyere should be a
consensus on political goals themselves espedialiylemocratization of
some national and international state apparatuseéghee elimination of
others (O’Connor, 1994, p. 172).

Rearrangement of property rights to give each aetgorivate stake in former
commons, regulation of access to resources, ana¢dhw&ol of harmful practices
shall be given. Obviously, all such regulation liegs governmental action.
Capitalism displaces on to government the envirarial@roblems that it generates
but cannot solve. However, governments operatirtginvimixed capitalist political-

economic systems may not be able to respond efédgfO’Connor, 1994, p. 181).

Hierarchy may be adequate for the coordinatioroafine tasks but not for complex
and variable problems (O’Connor, 1994, p. 182)sTikivalid for the Turkish case
since environmental issues are perceived as simgbdyable and with an

authoritarian manner.
In an ecological society composed of communerspgity will belong neither to

producers, nor to the nation-state; property istisrevould become generalized, not
reconstituted in different conflicting or unmanagleaforms (Ed. by Zimmerman et
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al., 2001).For civilization as a whole, the faith that is sesential to restore the
balance now missing in our relationship to the ba#g the faith that we do have a
future (cited in Helvarg, 1994)Ecologism seeks radically to call into question a
whole series of political, economic and social pcas in a way that
environmentalism does not. Ecologism envisages @t-ipdustrial future that is
distinct from that is known at the moment. While thost-industrial future revolves
around high-growth, high technology, expanding ®eis; greater leisure time and
material satisfaction in consuming, the post-indaksociety questions growth and
technology, and suggests that a good standardinglinvolves more work and less
material objects.

Adams believes that there is an urgent need to rheyend the old-fashioned idea
of development as a single task of investment thiexe ‘take off’, in the
conventional developmentalist model of the secoalfl &f the twentieth century.
According to this standard model, the process gtlbpment involves a translation
to Western-style modernity, industrial, urban, deratic, and capitalist. In Walt
Rostow’s classic book ‘Stages of Economic Growthildn-Communist Manifesto’,
development was a linear path of change from iadit society, through take-off,
maturity and the age of high mass consumption. piesent global dilemma of
environment offers huge risks, yet also big opputies. The need to create a
‘sustainable post fossil-fuel society and econonsfiould be more widely
recognized, although the challenges on the roadctoeving are still hard. More
fundamental than these, however, is the need toomeeive growth. Adams
moreover proposes the idea of ‘degrowth’ (décromissp (Adams, 2008, p. 59).
Degrowth is a term created by radical critics oévgth theory intended to make
space for alternative projects as part of postdgveent politics. Degrowth is (like
sustainability) an ethical concept of how the wankekds to change. Proponents of
contraction want ‘to create integrated, self-siégiit and materially responsible
societies in both the North and the South’. (Ada2®8). As mentioned before, the
dualism between economy and ecology arises from teoremake nature in ways

that are consistent with sustainable profitab#ihd capital accumulation (O’Connor,
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1994, P. 157). Environmental degradation will makenomic growth unachievable
(=environmental unsustainability) leaving the soci® cope with both economic
and environmental disintegration. In order to aehidair shares of the global
resources available, theories of growth need totrbasformed to theories of
contraction and convergence, to balance the ineseiasenergy and material use that
are needed to raise living conditions among the pgainst contractions among the
wealthy and super-rich (Adams, 2008, p. 107). dlsiot be forgotten that planetary
life support systems are not substitutable, nor mmast functions of natural
ecosystems. Ekko argues that we should abando@lie as the main indicator of
economic success and not get upset when it drdg® (& al., 2001, p. 325).

Merchant calls for a partnership ethic that goeghbd egocentric and homocentric
ethics in which the good of the human communitysmout over the good of the
biotic community. It likewise transcends ecocengthics in which the good of the
biotic community may take precedence over the gobthe human community.
(Merchant, 1996, p.217) A partnership ethic of lezate is defined by Merchant as
an ethic of the connections between a human ammhlhuman community. She sees
the relationship is situational and contextual witthe local community, but the
community is also embedded in and connected tomter earth, mainly national
and global economies. A partnership ethic, thataled by Merchant has four
precepts that are; (i) equity between the human reothuman communities, (i)
moral consideration for humans and nonhuman natiire,respect for cultural
diversity and biodiversity and finally (iv) inclusi of women, minorities and
nonhuman nature in the code of ethical accountgbiMerchant states that a
partnership ethic is calling for a new balance imolk both humans and nonhuman
biomes are equal partners, neither having the upaed, yet cooperating with each
other. She claims that both humans and naturecéike agents and both the needs of
nature to continue to exist and the basic neetisimfan beings needs to be considered
(Merchant, 1996, p. 217-218).
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Sustainable development is viewed as the latestoreof development, rather than a
new concept that challenges orthodox assumptiodsna@ans a radical departure
from conventional thinking and practices. Sustailitgbcould be called the post-
modern equivalent of a grand narrative, replacihg tnodernist narrative of
progress, which held sway for much of the twentiethtury. Sustainability is our
way of seeing the present in the perspective ofutthee and provides a societal story
line for justifying change (cited in Irwin, 2001, p4). Together with this, subsidies
should be withdrawn, tax system shall be reformecblpgical tax reform helps
society shift from taxing “work” to taxing “waste’gnd market should be regulated
favoring ecology. We should rethink today’s subssdito design policies and market
structures which reward unrecognized benefits arhlize uncaptured costs, and to
share the benefits of conservation and protectedsain a more equitable manner.
Furthermore, we must link together communities amganizations working out
practical solutions to sustainability challenge®] avays to live with more happiness
and lower energy and material consumption. Moreawenstitutional architecture to
bring about change shall be built so that transitm sustainability depends on the
collaborative and coherent actions of political ®udiness leaders, governments and
most importantly, local stakeholders. It shall beted that these attempts are

insignificant without an effective internationah@émnmental regime.

Adaman proposes five recommendations for institutad the national level that
would (i) produce and disseminate knowledge by domg technical and local
competencies on the ecological and social impoetariovetland sites, (i) make it
easier for local stakeholders to follow global depenents on wetland conservation
and facilitate the sharing of conservation expa&sn (iii) periodically monitor the
status of wetlands by gathering, and if necessaridgucing, data, (iv) propose case-
specific conservation policies in line with the igobll-ecology framework, and (v)
play a transformative role in sensitizing and miabif actors on ecological issues

(Adaman et al., forthcoming, 18).
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Bearing in mind that media is in favor of the stwt@odernizing perspective, and
pays minimal attention to environmental issues (Ada et al., forthcoming, 13),
mass media can be used as a tool to further explodepromote bio-prospective

values to a wider audience.

Leopold argues that conservation still proceeda ahail's pace and progress still
consists largely of letterhead pieties and coneentiratory (Leopold, 1970) and
believes that not only the volume but also the eohheeds to be reshaped rather
than calling for more conservation education. Adaangues that we need to
rejuvenate the environmental movement and develsitutions that are responsive,
dynamic, equitable and resilient and we need teldgvpractical tools and coherent
political strategies to help us make the transitidbove all we must go beyond
counting the problems and ‘doom and gloom’ messagdastering the vision that
gives us hope and that inspires us to change (Ad&088, p. 2). The green
movement makes the environment the centerpiece éva utopianism. Raising
environmental crisis to the status of a fatal flawcapitalist society, the green
ideology of this period saw salvation only in thedmg of economic growth and
materialist consumerism. To achieve this, the emqost-Enlightenment value system
of the Western world has to be overturned. It @ssumes developing countries to

find other ways to take off in this teleological ywaf development.

Developed countries do not provide good modelsaf@ransition to sustainability:
they are the least sustainable on earth. Theildeseconsumption are the major
drivers of anthropogenic climate change and biaditqeloss; their economies draw
poor communities in the developing world into syséeof production and exchange,
but even where they generate wealth they do noiutdte equity. Business as usual
is no longer an optiorffAdams, 2008, p. 45)The success of development on the
standard ‘fossil fuel automobile based throwawagscmner economy’ model does
not work. There is a need for systemic change enwthy development is understood
and brought about globally. This case holds truedieveloping countries such as
Turkey (Adams, 2008, p. 58).
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O’Connor calls for three strategies. Firstly, smifiscious development of a common
and public sphere, secondly, new commons developaie&atonomic and ecological
alternatives within public sphere and finally organ struggles to democratize
(O’'Connor, 1994, p. 172). As decentralized systegoserned by a logic of self-
interest, markets have no mechanisms for dealitig tihe common property and the
public goods problems they generate. The tragedyttld commons’ is that
instrumentally rational actors motivated by privateterial self interest in an
unregulated social environment will eventually ruiesources held in common
(O’'Connor, 1994, p. 178). The only escape wouldfbmapitalism could shift the
growth to economic activities that do not involvensumption of materials or
environmental services centered on production, &xgl and dissemination of
information rather than material goods (O’Conn@&94).

Other than the ecological socialism that O’Conramofs, Phalke calls for reducing
the domain of the administrative state and increpghat of liberal democracy. He
notes that contrary to the projections and reconttagons of ecological centralizers
the addition of environmental issues to the pdllteegenda needs to be accompanied
by more openness in policy debates rather than Téss openness should take the
form of public hearings, interest group activitight to know laws, public inquiries

and so forth.

Ekko proposes win-win policies that correct disto$ or inefficiencies in markets,
and thereby increase economic input while improuing environment: removing
environmentally damaging subsidies, increasingtélke up of already competitive,
environmentally benign technologies, and ecologmalreform (Ekko et al., 2001, p.
128). Reallocation in order to slow down the depletiontloé environment and
natural resources can be accomplished in two wayrescribing environmental
conservation measures for production and consumgictivities, and by direct
changes in production and consumption patterns.Wdyes to reallocate is through
prescribing environmental conservation measuregifoduction and consumption —

real price increase national income decreases hegewith direct change in
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production and consumption- buy less with samerme¢Ekko et al., 2001, p. 84).
According to Dobson, it seems irrelevant to ‘pdtalr environmental eggs in the
fiscal basket’ (Dobson et al, 2006, p. 1). He hagethat there are other approaches
to the business of getting people, corporationsiasiitutions to behave sustainably
other than sustainable development approach. Bdamoates environmental
citizenship in the civic republican tradition areclkaims the notion of service that
goes with that tradition. Pointing out that theurdhry approaches to sustainability
have had limited success, Barry suggests thattéte should play a more forceful
role and puts forward that

One aspect of this might be to ask citizens to ycavut occasional
sustainability-related activities, in the spiritdacontext of the civil republican
demand that citizens contribute to the common gead this case, a broad
conception of sustainability. (...) This will be umofortable, even an
illegitimate message in liberal societies where poision of this sort is
regarded as an inappropriate assault on indivitibaities but (...) there is a
possibility that such service might be rewardedsame way through fiscal
incentives (cited in Dobson et al, 2006, pp. 1-8).

In short, Dobson’s position is that ecological zstiship is one part of a wider
sustainability projectOne by one, then the signposts to sustainability arede
erected, and | regard ecological citizenship aseg &ddition to the collectior(cited

in Dobson et al, 2006, p. 185).

Taylor approaches environmental policies by stattiag we must aim at nothing less
than a shift in the overall direction of the woddonomy. It means creating a new
kind of growth and that we must change the way ewgoo decisions are made.
(Taylor, 1992) The war against hunger, diseaseefppvor ecological degradation

cannot be left to the market to fight. She arghes the humanity is not going to see
the day when the market alone brings about sudtiiityaon the global level. She

believes that we need to build a strong internaliguiblic sector. We must pool our
sovereignties and share the responsibility for pedcman rights and sustainable
development. To meet the challenges of environnmetdégradation, we must

develop a new generation of international agreesmdrdsed on cost effectiveness

and on equitable burden sharing. (Taylor, 1992) &theever, does not imply any
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other mode of production, rather ecological modeton and environmental
regulations. More proactive forms of environmenpalicy are needed if further
reductions in the level of environmental qualitg &0 be avoided because according
to Jacobs, both governments and industry tend wtor feeactive and standardized
approaches to policy, even though proactive anxibile solutions are available
which are both more efficient and more effectivec@bs, 1997).

The anthropocentric and ecocentric realms are atgghfrom each other today in
which we must choose one or the other, either abRwolution with its biocentric
halo, or social evolution with its anthropocenthalo as the basis for a creative
biosphere. However, we must go beyond both of tteral and social towards a
new synthesis that contains the best of both. Susynthesis will transcend them in
the form of a creative, self conscious and theeefioee nature in which humans
intervene with natural evolution with their bestpaaity- their moral sense,
conceptual thought and power of communication (dZimmerman et al., 2001).
In order to couple environmentalism and developalesm a philosophy of process
and potentiality that views life as active, intdhae, proactive, relational and
contextual platform must be realized. Bearing imanthat nature is not a passive
lump or matter, nature must be freed of all antbogmtric moral tappings and
human communities must be properly viewed on a raeaaciety continuum,
stressing the non-hierarchical continuities betweature and society. Moreover,
dominance-submission relationship between natum@ lamman beings shall be
eliminated.The natural resources, upon which the global econdepends on are
coming to an end. It is only possible that natggattem shifts commodity and energy
into human creativity. If we are to diminish thetur@-human antagonism within
capitalist mode of production in Turkey, producingw markets, withdrawing
ecologically unbenign subsidies, providing tax refpensuring lower consumption,
controlling population, influencing mass-media, ukgnating environmental
movements, finding developing countries to findestlvays to take off, reducing
domain of administrative state (free market envmentalism), creating an

international public sector (against free marketimmmentalism), constructing a
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partnership ethic and ecological modernizationregeded to realize change. If we
are to move beyond understanding development asasiog GDP, human well-
being rather than labor intensity must be put amtere This implies human beings’
becoming a part of the nature that also feedsradyztion rather than emphasizing
development that serves the need for constructimgam capital in order to produce
profit. Industrialism’s two main key points are hmization and crystallization of
natural resources and labor. The decision-makefumkey shall put the emphasis
that the earth is a closed box where the resowaredimited. Decision-makers in
Turkey that are not only from the public authostighall frame economy not only
favoring human, but also placing the nature. Ptpamature into developmental
concerns, unlike sustainable development, is notere articulation, but a
redefinition of the global economic system, givenoto human creativity and find
structural solutions to economical and ecologic&dit crunch. This type green
development does not mean limiting or tailor grawdht a different social system
that has its own form, content, and power mechanishe decision-makers -
stemming from local to national, in line with gldpaot only governmental but
feeding from institutionalized civil movement — #hraodel the cycles on ecosystem
and develop another relation between commodity labdr as well as between

nature and human.
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CHAPTER 5

CONCLUDING REMARKS:
HOW THE DUALISM BETWEEN ECOLOGY AND
DEVELOPMENT CAN BE ELIMINATED?

Another world is not only possible, she is on hayw
On a quiet day, | can hear her breathing.
Arundhati Roy

The thesis ‘Decoupling Developmentalism-Environraésin: Human Nature
Conceptualizations in Freshwater Ecosystems Maneagernn Turkey' can be
classified as an approach to societal-environmenefations, questioning the very
root of the nature/society dualism. The relevantrimeof sustainability is ‘the
production of human well-being (not necessarily eniat goods) per unit of
extraction from or imposition upon nature’. Mongtaalculation of development is
an inadequate measure of quality or richness ef tibth for human beings as well as
for the non-human world. The twentieth century fiea with GDP as a measure of
human development is not valid. In line with Leapslviews, the decision makers
must quit thinking about pure utilization of natukalues as solely an economic
problem and examine each question in terms of whathically and aesthetically
right (preserving integrity stability and beauty aofture) as well as what is

economically expedient. (Leopold, 1970)

Differentiation of conceptualizing the relationshygtween human and nature not
only restricted to sustainable development dis@ussanalyzed and compared by
ascala developed by the author and operationalizexigh quantitative analysis.

Insights of stakeholders and decisionmakers withands to demystifying the
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antagonism between nature and human beings asasvéiétween conservation and
development are realized together with a debat@uskey’s position in existing
approaches. The aim of proposing a prototype thdbodal, female, young, social
science-based, active in civii movement to minimitee conflict between
developmentalism and nature conservation that isstallized by freshwater
resources management in the four wetlands in Tu(Baya, Egirdir, Uluabat and
Salt Lakes) could not be fulfilled since there rie major differentiation of
conceptualization of human beings and nature wibhenecocentric emphasis within
this segment of population in the research. Theautelieves the thesis serves for a
more ecologically sound perspective in sociologgcigliline. In order to conformate
what was captured in the already existing studitsthe perceptions of the decision-
makers in the four wetlands, an extensive litemsiudy was realized. Accordingly,
a questionnaire was formed based on what coulddtmglishable in approaching
human-nature relationship, mostly fed from Book¢hdrmmerman, O’Connor and
Leopold. Variables (based on Likert scale) werenkx which led to an overall score
that was added up by the author at the end of aaalysis after finding out the
general variables that assumed to be dependentdpgefage /status /income
/institution /location to the lake). Additionallyparticipants were asked to place
themselves, their perception, ideal and contempaosduation on the relationship
scale in order to find out whether there is a défiation between assumed and
measured conceptualization of the relationship dasethe general assumption of
each environmental ethic. Moreover, open-endedtmusswere asked in order to
find out what people think about sustainable dgwalent that shows the positive and
negative connotations together with site-specifigesjions, their approach to
management of natural resources participation #&ed fperception on capitalist
mode of production. Their perception on capitalisas also tried to be grasped
throughout the questionnaire. The questionnaire eeseminated via internet too
600 stakeholders who are involved in decision-mgkmechanism in local and
national level as well as the stakeholders whoparly involved in the decision-
making processes as well as face-to-face during Wisits and congresses/seminars/
workshops in the four areas. Together with the t®saires interviews were
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realized with thirty four decision-makers both aitional and local levels. The
interviewees were selected in order reach to anbathperception from national and
local level that the four areas were reflected,dgetbalance was realized (since it
was not possible to reach gender-balance in thetia@ve analysis based on the
male dominance in decision-making mechanisms), stateholders from sectors
other than public institutions were reflected, loé@mowledge is integrated, a
different range of age was grasped and systemiedenand critical
conceptualizations were reverberated by bridging glap of conceptualization -
provided by extensive literature review mostly feed on social ecology with
operationalization — provided by systematically lgniag the perception of nature-
human relationship crystallized in freshwater estays management by
guantitative and qualitative analysis that is fodnb@ comprehend, compare, contrast,
measure and interpret the data that is inferreah fitee existing debate on sustainable
development, capitalism, technology, governancejagament, participation to lead

the author to demystify the dualism between devakptalism and conservation.

Basing the argument of this thesis on the resultshe quantitative analysis
conducted, it is possible to state that there isigaificant difference between the
institutions in the way of idealizing the relatibis between man and nature, and
there are no radical assumptions of neither antiwetric nor ecocentric emphasis
(mainly idealizing sustainable development and letiwc), there is no gender aspect,
no significant difference between different occupad, between participants who
are located in a city that is directly related witle wetland and people living in
another city than the location of the wetland, testw different age groups and
between different income groups. There is a sigaifi difference between
institutions and approaching to human-nature @stip, contrary arguments can be
found for the public sector and the others. Nonegomental organizations are more
contrary to capitalist mode of production, in favadrtransformation and critical to
the notion of sustainable development whereas tlsere definite reaction from
public sector, private sector and the academiciarterviewed. Most of the
participants agree on the fact that natural ressurare getting exhausted and
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environmental problems shall be solved and conediped differently in the
developing world and developed world. However, thecommendations of how to
solve the ecological crisis differ; the researcleases is against the view that the
problems are by-products of development and furdgaplication of growth will
solely solve this comparably ‘minor’ problems thgbumproved technology. People
from other sectors than the public sector mentiomegnagement and more
participation whereas the public sector is not jpasde in integrating responsible
stakeholders and authorities to participate in deeision-making process. The
decision-makers that took place in the analysisndb believe that more labor is
required if consumption and production is made eomag conservation of natural
resources, the financial mechanism for nature gqgaten can be possible through
production increase whereas they follow the “mygroduction must increase in
order to conserve the nature’. There is no congensauthe expenses necessary for
nature conservation. Therefore, it is possibledioctude that the decision-makers do

not follow a teleological path of evaluating envineentalism and developmentalism.

Acting to reduce ecological deficits in advancevprdively is a far more preferred
alternative. If we plan reductions by cutting dewhdar ecological resources, this
need not necessarily entails hardship, and may agdrgrowth opportunities to the
economy and improve quality of life. On the othand, as many telling examples
from history show when societies that operate \&ithecological deficit experience
unplanned reductions in resource use and are fotoedely on their own
“biocapacity”, a decline in quality of life, oftepevere, generally follows (cited in
Sukhdev et al., 2009).

The analysis tried to grasp the discrepancies ofcegatualizing human-nature
relationship in order to find out which segmenttioé society would be closer to
adopt green values, with the intention of proposhegm to be involved in a greater
extent to decision-making mechanisms with regards natural resources
management, as well as an attempt to grasp thealbyecture in understanding
nature-human relationship in Turkey by focusingveetland management in four
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areas. It can be concluded that the decision-mdkatgook part in the research are
in favor of the master status of human beings avature although they see
themselves as more eco-friendly. The results of ghantitative analysis actually

presented them as anthropo- and technocentric.

For a sustainable planet, in which people live famously within nature, there is a
need to create an economy that can fit on a siplgieet. This is obviously not
capitalism. In order to do so, we must change thg we think about growth and
prosperity, to achieve more with less, even achless. We need to use less carbon
and other materials, create less waste, create reakrgvealth, and quality of life to a

greater population of the world.
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Dogal Kaynaklarin Yénetimi ve Kullaniminda Insan-Dgza iliskisi Analizi

Yasiniz X

Cinsiyetiniz :Kadin___ Erkek_

Dogum Yeriniz PP

Mesleginiz URRPRRRRRRRR 4= 1o 11 F-{ a1 AN 1
tanimlayinIZ.......cccooeeeieiiiiiin

(6r: Meslek: Sosyologl: Proje Koordinatorii)

Calistiginiz kurum e

Ne kadar zamandir bu kurumda calsiyorsunuz?
____1lyildan az
____1-4ylarasi
____4-7 yill arasi
____T7yildan fazla

Calismakta oldugunuz kurumda sorumlu oldugunuz isler:

Ne zamandan beri bu glerden sorumlusunuz? Kurumunuzun verdgi
kararlarda ne kadar etkilisiniz?

____lyldan az ____Hic etkili gim
____1-4yilarasi ___ Etkili gém
____4-7 yil arasi ____Ne etkiliyim, ne etkiggilim.
____T7yildan fazla __ Etkiliyim

____ Cok etkiliyim
Su an ikamet ettiginiz yer : ......cccccoveiiiiiieiieiiieieiiiiins

Ne zamandan beri burada ygamaktasiniz?
____1lyildan az
___1-3yilarasi
____3-byllarasi
____5yildan fazla

Burada yasamaya bglamadan 6nce nerede ikame ediyorduniui(il, ilge, kdy/mahalle
olarak)..........cuvveiiiiiiiieiee e,

Hayatinizin biyuk bolimuni nerede gecirdinizil, ilce, kdy/mahalle olarak)
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Egitim Durumunuz:

___llkokul
arasl
____Ortaokul
YTL arasi
___Lise

YTL arasi
___Universite
YTL arasi
____Yuksek Lisans
YTL arasi

___ Doktora
YTL arasi

Medeni Durumunuz:

=
____Bekar

Dul

___ Banmg

Su an evinizde siz dahil ka¢ ki yasamakta:

Gelir Durumunuz:
__0-500 YTL
___500-1000
__1000-1500
__1500-2000
__2000-2500
__2500-3000

3000 YTL +

Asagidakilerden hangisi mevcut durumdainsanin d@a icerisindeki yerini en iyi
tanimlar? (Birden fazla sik isaretlemeyiniz)

__Insan, dgaya hiukmeder.

___Insan dganin yoneticisidir.

___Insan dgayi metalatirarak ondan en az efor ile maksimum kazanglesa

___Insan d@anin bekgisidir, onu korumakla yukiamludur.

__Insan dgayi fethetmtir.

__Insan dganin sade bir parcasidir.

___Insan, dganin kusursuz olmasinigar.

__Insan, dganin hukmetti bir varliktir.
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Asagidakilerden hangisi ideal durumdainsanin d@ga icerisindeki yerini en iyi tanimlar?
(Birden fazla sik isaretlemeyiniz)

__Insan, dgaya hiikmeder.

___Insan dganin yoneticisidir.

___Insan dgayi metalatirarak ondan en az efor ile maksimum kazanglesa
___Insan dganin bekgisidir, onu korumakla yukimliidiir.

___Insan dgayi fethetmtir.

__Insan dganin sade bir parcasidir.

__Insan, dganin kusursuz olmasinigar.

__Insan, dganin hikmet#i bir varliktir.

Asagidakilerden hangisi, hayat biciminizin, tavir ve davranislarinizin doga icerisindeki
yerini en iyi tanimlar? (Birden fazla sik isaretlemeyiniz)

__ Dazaya hiukmedegekilde ygiyorum.

___Dagzayi yonetiyorum.

__Daza benim icin tzerinden kar elde edebit@oebir mal.
___Kendimi dgay! korumakla yikiumla hissediyorum.
___ Dasayi fethedecekekilde yaiyorum..

___Dazal diizenin sade bir parcastyim.

___Dagzanin kusursuz olmasi i¢in benim (insanin) olmasi.

___Dagza bana (insana) hukmetmekte, bana kurallarini éktesktedir.

138



Surdurdlebilir kalkinma sizin igin ne ifade ediyor?

Lutfen asagidaki yargl cimlelerine asagidaki kutuda olan seceneklerden birini
isaretleyiniz. (Kesinlikle katiliyorum, katiliyorum, bir fikrim yok, katilmiyorum,
kesinlikle katilmiyorum.)

Kesinlikle
katillyorum
Kesinlikle
katilmiyorum

Katiliyorum
Fikrim Yok
Katiimiyorum

Dunya insanfiin yasamasi icin kullanaga dogal
kaynaktir.

Dogadaki insan gindaki canlilar insangin
kullanimi dginda bir dgere (herhangi bir yarar ya
da slevden bgimsiz olarak ) sahiplerdir.

Doga ile uyumlu bir ygami tercih ederim.

Doga en iyi ve en uygun c¢ozimi kendisi
bulacaktir.

Dogal kaynaklar tikenmektedir.

Insan, zekasi ve sosyakKileri nedeniyle
dogadaki dger canli varliklardan daha 6zeldir.

Insan ysayan en ustun varlktir.

Nesli tehlike altinda bulunan bir canh tirt her
kosulda korunmalhdir.

Yerytzindeki dgal kaynaklarin besleyebilegie
dogal kaynaklar sinirhdir.

Ekolojik deserler korundukga ekonomik ggiin
sinirl olacaktir.

Kalkinmanin sglanmasi igin d@al kaynaklarin
kullaniimasi gerekmektedir.

Dogal kaynaklar kalkinmak kullaniimalidir.

Dogayi korumak nifus aginin kontroli ile
mumkundur.

Dogayi korumak tretim bicimlerinin ggmesi
ile mamkunddr.

Dogayi korumak tiiketim bicimlerinin ggsmesi
ile mamkunddr.

Dogayi korumak, gayri safi milli hasilanin
dismesi ile sonuclanir.
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Doganin korunmasi i¢in Gretimin artmasi gerekir.

Doga koruma i¢in harcamasi gereken bedel

dretimin artmasi ile mimkunddr.

Doganin korunmasi maliyetlidir.

Dunyadaki acliktan 6len insanlargdintldiiinde

kuslarin, foklarin, balinalarin kurtariimasi icjn

yapilan koruma ¢amalari 6nemsizdir.

Ekoloji ile ekonomi arasinda bir ¢cgtha vardir.

Ekonomik kalkinmaya onem verilgi takdirde
ekolojik dengeyi korumaya verilen 6nem azalir

Ekolojik dengeyi korumaya ©Onem verigli

takdirde ekonomik gelmeye verilen 6nem azalir.

Insanin kendi cikarlari icin gayi kullanmasi
kendi can guvendini tehdit eder bir konuma
gelmedikce sorun yaratmamaktadir.

Kiresel Isinma, ormansizhaa, ¢colleme gibi
sorunlar bilim ve teknoloji ile ¢ozulebilir.

Kiresel iIsinma insan kaynaklidir.

Kiresel 1sinma, ormansizhaa, ¢oll@me gibi
sorunlar yonetim ve yiriitme mekanizmalarinin
onceliklerini bu alana vermesi ile ¢ozulebilir.

Cevre ile ilgili sorunlarda ¢ozimi d@ayacak
olan bireylerdir.

Cevre ile ilgili sorunlarda ¢oziimi d@ayacak
olan kamu kurulglarinin tretecg@ ve
uygulayacg politikalardir.

Cevre ile ilgili sorunlarda ¢6zimu gayacak
olan 6zel sektériin uygulamada yapaca
degisikliklerdir.

Turkiye’de su kaynaklarinin yonetimi akilcidir.

Surduaralebilir kalkinma bu strecte rol alan
otoritelerin su ile ilgili politikalarinda birlikte
hareket etmeleri ile olur.

Suyun akilcr kullanimi suyu kullananlarin (6r:
tarimsal sulama yapan ciftci) bilinclendiriimes |
gerceklgebilir.

Tarkiye'deki cevre mevzuati tatmin edicidir.
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Kesinlikle
katiliyorum
Katillyorum
Fikrim Yok

Gelismekte olan bir tlkenin uygulayagacevre
politikalari, gelsmis tlkelerin cevre
politikalarindan farkli olmalidir.

Gunumuzde toprak, su, petrol gibi kisith
kaynaklari ele gecirmek icin sajarin ¢ikmasi
muhtemeldir.

Bafa GoOlU’'nun kag karsiya oldugu problemler
icin gerekli 6nlemler alinmaktadir.

Bafa GoOlU’'nun kag karsiya olduygu problemler
¢cOzulebilir niteliktedir.

Tarkiye'deki dga koruma konusunda ¢gdn
sivil toplum kurulylar etkindir.

Mevcut durumda Bafa Golu'nin kakarsiya
oldugu problemler i¢cin Aydin’da faaliyet gosteren
sivil toplum kurulylar etkindir.

Suyun akilci kullaniminda ve surdurilebilir kalkinm ada asagidaki
kurum/kurulu s/kisileri Ghemine gére 1'den 5’e kadar secerek siralagiz.

(1 en 6nemli 5 daha az 6nemli)

( ) Devlet Susleri

( ) Cevre ve Orman Bakapii

( ) Tarim ve Koyleri Bakanlgi

( ) Belediyeler

( ) Valilikler

( ) Kaymakamliklar

( )1l Cevre Mudurlikleri

( ) il Tarim Mudarltkleri

( ) Ticaret Odalan

( ) ilge Tarim Mudurlikleri

( ) Ozel sektor

( ) Yerel Sivil Toplum Kurulglari
( ) Ulusal Sivil Toplum Kurulglari
( ) Universiteler

( ) Bireyler

( ) Diger (lutfen belirtiniz )
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Eviniz Bafa Go6lU’'ne ne kadar mesafede yer aliyor?
____Goluan kiyisinda

____Gole 1-5 km uzalginda

____ Gole 5-10 km uzalginda

____ Gole 10-15 km uzalginda

_ Gole 15-20 km uzalginda

____ Gole 20-25 km uzalginda

____Gole 25 km'den daha uzak

Sizce Bafa GolU’'nin en 6nemli problemi/ problemlerinedir?
1.
2.
3.

Bafa Golu ile ilginiz nedir?(birden fazla seceneksiaretleyebilirsiniz)
____Profosyonel olarak (para kazanmak icinst&im
kurumda sorumlu olgum isin bir parcasi)
____ Gonulla olarak (6r: sivil toplum kuruju)
____Rekreasyon amach (6r:turistik gezi)
____ Ekonomik amaclh (6r:tarimsal su kullanimi, kahk)

Bafa Go6lU’'ntn sorunlar sizce nasil ¢ézilebilir?

. Anket burada sona erngtir.
Iliginiz, katkiniz ve zamaniniz igin gekkur ederim.
Ceren Ayas
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