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The story started in June 2014 when it became public that 

there was a plan for a coal-fired power plant called “Steam 

and Energy Production Facility” in Demirtaş Organized 

Industrial District (Demirtaş Organize Sanayi Bölgesi, 

DOSAB) located at the central part of the city. According to 

the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) application file, 

the DOSAB Directorate was planning to establish a coal-fired 

power plant in the central Osmangazi District of Bursa to 

meet steam and energy needs of the DOSAB.  

The DOSAB Steam and Energy Production Facility (374 

MWt) would be established and operated on an area of 

77,682 m2 with 18,279 m2 of core area and 59,402 m2 of 

technical infrastructure area. The DOSAB Facility was 

planned to comprise two units of fluidized bed boilers and the 

facility would have the steam capacity of 390 tons/hour. The 

DOSAB Facility would burn 524.000 tons of coal a year. 

Upon being informed about the DOSAB application to 

establish a coal-fired power plant at the city, many 

local and professional organizations including  

“DOĞADER” (Nature Association, NGO) long active in 

environment-related activities, Bursa Bar Association,  

TMMOB (Union of Chambers of Architects and 
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Engineers), Bursa Chamber of Medicine, Bursa Chamber of Pharmacists and other 

NGO’s  got together and decided to wage a joint struggle against the project. The 

decision included a plan for immediate action as well as setting up a platform of 

solidarity for this specific purpose. The result was the “Platform against Thermal Plant in 

DOSAB” established on 17 October 2014. The platform soon had its web and 

Facebook pages as well as a twitter account.  

The platform soon had over 100 members while some political parties joined the 

process either as platform members or contributors from without.  

The platform first designed an action plan which envisaged visits to local 

neighbourhood headmen, residential site managers and associations. The next step 

involved awareness building in regard to health and environmental effects of coal-

fired power plant through gatherings in every neighbourhood, management and 

association from which there was such invitation. 

 

The TMMOB and Bursa Chamber of Medicine jointly developed an informative booklet 

to be used in activities which was printed and disseminated during meetings held with 

the participation of people.  
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The platform listed its main points of objection to a coal-fuel thermal plant in DOSAB as 

follows:  

 “We object, because the plant will affect public health negatively. According to 

scientific evidence we know that coal-fuel thermal plants may cause many 

health problems including respiratory and cardio-vascular diseases as well as 

cancer and even death.”  

 “We object, because toxic chemicals from the plant will pollute air and water, 

possibly leading to acid rains while also contributing to global warming by 

changing the climate.”  

 “We object, because the plant will pollute our water which will be used in 

irrigating farmlands and therefore crops we consume while also degrading the 

quality of soil.”  
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 “We object, because the plant will be established within the city. There are 

hundreds of thousands of people living within the impact area of the envisaged 

plant. Since the plant is too closely located to residence areas and the 

dominant wind blows towards the centre of the city the whole city will be 

affected adversely by airborne pollutants.”  

 “We object, because there no public benefit that can be expected from this 

investment. The plant will serve only to bosses greedy of profit. The people will 

gain nothing from it. Further, established electricity power in the country 

exceeds what is needed and this fact was accepted by the Minister of Energy 

and Natural Resources as well.”  

 “In the face of these apparent facts, the initiative to build a coal-fuel thermal 

plant in the city would be no less than an urban murder. It is sending our 

beautiful Bursa to death together with its residents. WE OBJECT TO THIS ATTEMPT 

TO MURDER!”  

Immediately after the establishment of the 

platform and its activities to inform people, the 

DOSAB management made its arrangement 

with a local media group for lobbying and 

started telling how nice the facility would be 

and “clean” (!) the air once established. The 

lobby disseminated a brochure free through 

the local paper it mobilized for this purpose.  

Given this, the TMMOB Bursa Chamber of 

Chemical Engineers developed, on behalf of 

the platform, another document rebutting the 

one prepared by DOSAB, and this one too was 

disseminated free with the support of the 

leading local media group.  
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A prominent feature of this process was the competition and rivalry between local 

media organizations.  While one media group supported the establishment of coal-

fired power plant, another group worked actively to prevent the establishment of this 

facility.  To be sincere, the positions of these two groups were shaped by the interests 

of their respective constituencies. In other words, it is not possible to say that the media 

group standing against the facility was “environmentalist” in real sense.  

In fact, the real protagonist of this story is AKP (Party for Justice and development) 

governments that firmly support coal-fired power plant through various incentives. In 

2015 alone, Government incentives to coal amounted to 24.2 billion dollars (2.8% of 

GNP). Then, big companies jumped into to benefit from these incentives and to use 

steam and electricity at cheaper prices.  

While talking about AKP, we must point to an activity of the platform related to 

candidates from Bursa taking place on May 27th just before the general elections of 7 

June 2015. In the context of this activity, there was no AKP candidate giving his/her 

name in the pledging campaign “I promise” against the DOSAB project for 

establishing a coal-fired power plant. 
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As to opinion of relevant official institutions, 

we must share the position of the Bursa 

Provincial Public Health Directorate. The 

Directorate first gave a positive opinion on the 

establishment of the plant during the EIA 

application. The Directorate, however, 

changed its opinion after Platform’s 

awareness raising activities and public 

reaction, and informed applicants that it 

could give a positive opinion on the condition 

that “positive opinion is also secured from a 

public health department of a higher 

education institution.”   Upon this, the 

Governor of the time removed the Public 

Health Director from his office; but the new 

director appointed by proxy also insisted that 

opinion should be solicited from a public 

health department from the academy. It is a 

wonder that while there is local Public Health 

Department of the Medical Faculty of Uludağ 

University (in Bursa) the appeal was first made to the Public Health Department of the 

Medical Faculty of Hacettepe University in Ankara through the Turkish Public Health 

Institution; when no opinion could be taken from this department the last resort was 

the Public Health Department of the Medical Faculty of Gazi University in Ankara. 

Eventually “positive opinion” could be taken from Prof Mustafa Necmi İlhan from this 

Department and added to the EIA report.  

As can be inferred from the case file, Prof Mustafa Necmi İlhan gave his positive 

opinion on the prospective thermal plant in Bursa without referring to any data and 

scientific evidence while their polluting effects are widely known and, as a matter of 

fact, the Presidency of Gazi University investigated the case and decided to penalize 

its faculty member.  
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While continuing its activities and meetings with local people, the Platform was 

involved in the EIA process and posed many questions to the Ministry of Environment 

and Urban Affairs requesting answers. In the period starting from the launch of the 

struggle CHP (Republican People’s Party) Bursa deputies in all three parliamentary 

terms (24th, 25th and 26th) as well as an HDP (Democratic Party of Peoples) deputy for 

the 25th term closely followed the process by their parliamentary investigation 

questions and request for official information.  

As the parties kept criticizing each other at meetings and also through the local 

media, the Bursa City Council arranged a meeting on 12 September 2014 bringing the 

parties together. There was tension, however, since the management and supporters 

of DOSAB were admitted to the conference hall prior to the start of discussion whereas 

platform members with the exception of representatives invited by the Council were 

denied entry. Other members of the platform could participate only when the 

speakers representing the platform declared that they would leave if platform 

members are not admitted. After a rather tense 4 hours long debate it became 

apparent that the position of DOSAB was weak in terms of facts and scientific 

evidence. 

 

There were meetings in many neighbourhoods, residential sites, associations, etc. The 

struggle went on with one or two neighbourhood meetings a week plus weekly 

platform meetings. Tens of thousands of fliers and brochures were disseminated in 

neighbourhood marketplaces, shops, coffee houses and streets accompanied by 

pledges.  
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The most largely participated action of the platform was the march and rally 

organized at the city centre on 13 December 2014. As the largest environmental event 

seen in Bursa, this demonstration was quite influential in demonstrating the firm stance 

of local inhabitants against the idea of having a thermal plant in the city.  

On 23 December 2014, ten days after the march, there was participation to the EIA 

Examination and Assessment Board meeting at the Ministry of Environment and Urban 

Affairs in Ankara.  This was an occasion for the platform to convey concerns about the 

possible health and environmental effects coal-fuel thermal plants to the board. After 

the board meeting there was a small press conference in front of the Ministry.  

While neighbourhood meetings continued, there was a march to the Provincial 

Directorate on 22 January 2015, leaving a black wreath, to protest the Provincial 

Directorate of Food, Agriculture and Animal Husbandry that gave positive opinion to 

the EIA file. 

 

In spite of its technical and scientific gaps as well contrast to existing legislation/plans, 

the EIA report of March 2015 related to the DOSAB thermal plant project was found 

“satisfactory” by the Ministry’s EIA Board and accepted as “final EIA report” as of 1 

April 2015. Then pledge stands were launched at various points in the city and some 

10,000 pledges were delivered to the Provincial Directorate of Environment and Urban 

Affairs by a large delegation on 10 April 2015.  
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Meanwhile, Health Minister Dr Müezzinoğlu, then running as candidate from Bursa 

province was invited to state his opinion on the DOSAB coal-fuel thermal plant. As 

could be guessed, the Minister did not give any response to this invitation.  

 

The EIA report was approved by the Ministry on 25 July 2015 in spite of all objections 

raised by the platform.  Hence, the organizational struggle waged by the platform 

stepped into its next phase of legal struggle.  
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Before continuing with this phase, let’s add that the platform kept its momentum by 

organizing many activities including workers’ films 

festival, football tournament, participation to the 

meetings of Osmangazi Municipal Council, and 

protests by bike riding.  

The platform started its legal struggle with the court 

case filed on 25 August 2015. Plaintiffs included 

Bursa Bar Association, TMMOB, Bursa Chamber of 

Medicine, Bursa Chamber of Pharmacists, 

DOĞADER, Ecology Collective Society, citizens and 

3 CHP Deputies from Bursa, making up 27 in total. 

The group appealed for stay of execution first and 

then the cancellation of the Ministerial decision 

considering the EIA report as positive.  The 

Association of Public Health of Turkey and Turkish Thorax Society decided to join the 

case as interested parties.  
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The 2nd Administrative Court of Bursa unanimously decided, on 19 October 2015, for 

the stay of execution until a new decision to be taken following in situ expedition and 

expert examination.  

The court appointed for the case a board of Surveyors comprising 5 members: Four 

from the Middle  East Technical University (from the departments of City and Regional 

Planning, Environmental Engineering, Geological Engineering, and Civil Engineering) 

and one from the Ankara University (Faculty of Agriculture, Department of Field Crops) 

The team conducted an expedition on the site on 11 January s2016.  

The platform lodged 

an objection to the 

court for the absence 

of any public health 

expert in the Board of 

Surveyors, which was 

rejected.  

The Board delivered its 

joint report to the court 

after its expedition. 

Evaluating this report, 

the court once more decided unanimously on 11 March 2016 for the stay of 

execution. The conclusion part of the court decision reads as follows: “Considering 

gaps and breaches found in the EIA report, it was concluded that the execution of the 

positive EIA report would possibly cause irremediable damage for all parties 

concerned and for the city in terms of both the cost of investment and impact on the 

environment. On this basis, it was decided unanimously on 11 March 2016 under Article 

20/A of the Law no. 2577 for STAY OF EXECUTION of the positive EIA report until the final 

conclusion of the case.” 
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This decision of the court led to public enthusiasm in Bursa and people started waiting 

for the outcome of the case for cancellation. Eventually, the court found the positive 

EIA report in contrast with existing legislation and ruled for its cancellation on 5 May 

2016. The court ruling was unanimous as to the effect of cancellation and on majority 

vote as to the justification of the ruling.  

 

What is interesting in the court decision is that while all judges voted for cancellation, 

one member specifically asked for the inclusion of environment and health related 

effects in the detailed ruling. The following is the opinion of the judge concerned: “It is 

clear that thermal plants will in many respects affect and change, positively or 

negatively, the silhouette of a city, its way of life and future investment possibilities; 

further it is definite that such investments will bring along effects detrimental to the 

environment, natural life and human health. It is therefore necessary to take due 
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account of fundamental human rights, principles and rules cited in international 

conventions to which Turkey is a State Party as well as domestic law in every step to be 

taken in such issues.”  

The unanimously given court decision for the cancellation of the project led to great 

joy in Bursa. While banners saying “Bursa united, DOSAB lost” could be seen almost 

everywhere at the city centre and in neighbourhoods around DOSAB,  there were also 

celebration meetings first in Heykel quarter near the Governorate building, then in 

Panayır, a neighbourhood closely located to DOSAB, and finally in the Campus of 

Bursa Academic Chambers. 

 

To sum it up, the struggle against the coal-fuel thermal plant at the centre of the city 

was won on the basis of solidarity and determinedness. This case showed once more 

that nothing can be done against the will of people even when big business can well 

manipulate politicians!  

With many thanks to all persons and organizations that were active in the platform 

and contributed to this struggle…  
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