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ABSTRACT

SPATIAL DYNAMICS OF PRODUCER SERVICES IN ANKARA

Gokce, Bugdra
Ph.D., Department of City and Regional Planning

Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Baykan Glinay

June 2008, 280 pages

In the last three decades, depending on advances in communication technologies, there
is a popular discussion that urban functions can be located independent from space. In
other words, each urban function can locate to any zones of a city due to communication
technology-based connections, in a so called “deterritorialization”. These new sprawl-
based locations can be seen in the central business districts (CBD) of cities, especially by
producer service functions. This thesis will investigate the validity of “deterritorialization”-
based post-modern theoretical studies concerning recent transformation of CBDs based
solely on the Western city, with reference to the distribution of such activities in Ankara
and its CBD structure. Producer services can be used to test the space relations of urban

functions due to their complexity and more flexible connection capacities.

For this purpose, first the concepts and the fields of concepts that are based on CBDs
and producer services are examined. Thereafter, these theoretical and analytical
frameworks are tested in a comprehensive evaluation of urban and central growth.
Ankara has been chosen as the subject of the case study due to the new locational nodes
in the city and the significant threat of decline in the CBD of Kizilay, which is still the main
core of city. The relations between urban space and the locational preferences of
producer services in Ankara are assessed to illustrate the “reterritorialization”-based
movements within the urban space. Finally, the implications and contributions of the
study and also suggestions for possible further studies are presented as concluding

remarks.

Keywords: reterritorialization, central business district, producer services, locational

dynamics-patterns



0z

URETiCI SERVISLERIN MEKANSAL DINAMiKLERiI-ANKARA ORNEGI

Gokce, Bugdra

Doktora, Sehir ve Bolge Planlama Bolimii

Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Baykan Giinay

Haziran 2008, 280 sayfa

Son vyillarda, iletisim teknolojilerindeki gelismelere paralel olarak kentsel islevlerin kentsel
mekanda rastlantisal olarak yer secebilecegi ve mekansizlasma adi verilen bir mekandan
kopus siireci yasandigi iddia edilmektedir. Bu anlamda, kentsel fonksiyonlarin kent
mekandan badimsiz bir bicimde iletisim teknolojilerinin sagladidi olanaklara paralel bir
bicimde yer sectikleri yéniinde bir hakim post-modern sdylem gilindeme getirilmektedir.
Bir baska deyisle, iletisim teknolojileri bagimli bir iliski sisteminin sonucu olarak, tim
kentsel fonksiyonlarin kentin her bir bdlgesinde mekansal etkilerden bagimsiz olarak
dagilabildigi iddia edilmektedir. Bu sdylemin dogruludu, iletisim teknolojilerini en yodun
kullanan ve mekansal yer secim kisiti en az olan iglevler olarak Uretici servislerin yer
secimlerinde ve bunlarin geleneksel olarak yodunlastigi merkezi is alanlarinda test

edilebilecektir.

Bu amagla, Uretici servislerin yer secim dinamikleri kentsel ve merkez gelisim siirecleri
baglaminda analiz edilmeye galisiimistir. Bu anlamda, gorgiil calisma alani olarak segilen
Ankara’da, Uretici servislerin mekanla iliskilienme ve yer secme o&zellikleri arastiriimis,
mekandan badimsiz bir dagiima yerine mekanla yeniden iliskilenen ve her alt tiiri
baglaminda 6zgiinlesen bir yer secim dinamigi oldugu gozlenmistir. Mekandan kopus
oldugu yoniindeki genellemeleri clirliten bu tespit, Ankara’nin merkezi gekirdedi olarak
tanimlanabilecek Kizilay’da dnemli bir ¢ozilme egilim ve tehlikesi oldugunu da ortaya
ckarmistir. Bunlara ilaveten calismanin son bdéliminde, cikarim ve katkilar ortaya

koyularak, tezden hareketle yapilmasi olasi calisma alanlari tanimlanmaya galigiimistir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: mekanla yeniden iliskilenme, merkezi is alani, Uretici servisler,

mekansal yersecim dinamikleri-6érintileri
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

In the last three decades, depending on advances in communication technologies, there
is a popular discussion that urban functions can be located on urban space randomly. In
other words, according to popular post modern approaches, communication technologies,
as a independent variable, can be eliminate urban spatial pattern. In this manner, there
is a conceptualization efforts that are claimed that almost all urban functions may be
locate in urban form independently so called “deterritorialization”. This thesis will

interrogate the validity of this type of conceptualizations in Ankara case.

Advances in manufacturing techniques, rapidly developing information and
communication technologies, improvements in transport and infrastructure and
innovations in building technologies have all played a part in the reshaping of the urban
structure. It is claimed in most of literature that the unlimited and uncontrolled flow of
capital, which accelerated the globalization process, has been accompanied by a
reshaping of the socio-spatial and economic structures of cities. Almost all urban
functions have faced trends of decentralization, dispersion and sprawl, as a result of the
advances in information and communication technologies and improvements in transport
and infrastructure. For this reason, cities and the city centers, which have come under
threat in the past, have gone through a new process of transformation and restructuring,

and sustaining the vitality of cities and the city centers has become a new agenda.

Recent theoretical discussions have suggested that rapid transformation processes not
only change the socio-economic balance of a city, but also define cities (especially the
“World Cities” and “Global City Networks”) as the new decision-making centers (Sassen,
1991, 2003, Friedman, 1986, Soja, 1996). Technological advances and innovation have
altered the dynamics behind the decision-making attributes of cities, and the structure of
the city centers has been forced to change accordingly (Sengiil, 2003). This process,

which forces cities to become specialized and diversified in function, is having a similar



affect on their centers. Moreover, such a process is carried out by the centers that
override the city as the cities become integrated into global system beyond the limits and
rules of the nation-state. In such a situation, cities become “nodes” that are recognizable
as a part of different networks, and make use of the externalities associated with these
networks. In other words, cities are important spaces that are transforming according to

internal and external dynamics (Tekeli et. al, 2006).

Recently, communication technologies have been evaluated as an independent argument
for urban systems. Therefore, this type of post-modern evaluation has eliminated spatial
organizations of urban systems. In this manner, most of the urban functions can be
locate each part of cities in a sprawl tendency. It is claimed that edge or edgeless cities
are the main findings of this space-independent dispersions in Western cases. In this
context, it can be suggested that the structure of a city changes according to two main

spatial processes.

1. Deterritorialization: A process in which the existing territory and the
boundaries of the urban functions change. Independent locational preferences

from urban space and, dispersion trends within the urban form.

2. Reterritorialization: A process which identifies a new place on the urban
space, dispersing urban functions with new forms and concepts. This can be

explained by a socio-spatial approach (Tekeli et. al, 2006).

Deterritorialization means losing connections with space, and can also be interpreted as
cities and centers left by traditional urban activities. It can be said that cities without
centers has resulted from deterritorialization. In the West, and particularly in the United
States, urban functions have become located on space in a random pattern due to the
development of information and communication technologies. This process of location is
known as “sprawling” (Shearmur & Alvergne, 2002). On the other hand, the
reterritorialization process explains a new relation between the dispersing civil services
and urban space. Urban functions have located according to some special dynamics on
the urban space, however this sprawling cannot be described as a totally random
process. This thesis will try to test this deterritorialization based post modern hypothesis

in Ankara case.

The simultaneous occurrence of these two processes explains the recent transformations
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in urban forms. Actually, civil services and central decision-making activities have become
sprawled over a wider area more rapidly. Decentralization is still going through a process
of evolution and maintains its validity, however it is not only for the residential areas and
suburbs that this is occurring, as it can also be seen in the working functions and central
business activities. The location of industries and the functions of the urban center have
been recently affected by the changing trends in transportation. Private transportation
trends are promoting a new urban macroform, producing new types of services, such as
“call centers”, “tele-working” etc., reshaping the inner structure of cities (Goodwin 2001).
In this context, the rapid adaptation process of information technologies is affecting the
organizational aspect of services, the nature of work and the way tasks are accomplished
(Stanback, 1991). This adaptation and rapid change, however, is not typical of all urban
activities, in particular those that necessitate “face-to-face” relations and communications
(Daniels, 1983).

In this manner, different from before, not only residential functions but also decision
making activities which traditionally locate in central business cores of cities, have started
to relocate outer zones of core areas. Thus, the post modern theoretical
conceptualizations can be interrogate bestly with decision making functions. The study,
for this reason, try to analyze locational preferences of producer services as a decision
making functions of urban systems. In this process, business services and small/middle
scale companies have gained importance because of their flexibility for adapting rapidly
changing conditions. This applies not only to manufacturing companies, but also to
producer and business services. By being connected to the global network system with
high technologies, such enterprises become less dependent on the CBDs of the cities,
and for this reason some of the functions that were taking place in the core of the city
centers have begun to disperse into the urban area (Tekeli et al, 2006). In other words,
new working areas that may include business services can be located on the fringes of
metropolitan cities. It is claimed that the decentralization process of companies on the
urban form is not a random process. In some cases it can be seen that dispersing
companies have been located on critical points of the urban system, where urbanization
and agglomeration economies have developed. Although the development of
communications and accessibility has become a criterion in the selection of location,
companies and central functions have also been restructured on the urban form
according to the requirements of urbanization and agglomeration economies (Malecki,
1994; Gray & Lawrence, 2001).



The decentralization of services has changed the structure of the suburbs, and hence the
suburbs are no longer the edges of the cities, having evolved as a new concept, “the
edge city”. These cities have high accessibility; abundant commercial units; and provide a
high quality of life (Tekeli et. al, 2006). Besides the “edge city”, a form of sprawling office
development known as “edgeless cities” has developed, especially in the United States,
however they have not yet reached the scale, density or cohesiveness of the edge cities.
Edgeless cities are characterized mostly by isolated office buildings spread across vast
swathes of urban space. This type of sprawling lacks a discernible boundary and is
therefore “edgeless” (Lefurgy & Lang, 2003). This Western-originated sprawling trend,
which is dependent on information technologies, accessibility and transport, has had a

marked affect on cities, and the central business districts (CBD) in particular.

It would be safe to say that it is the producer services in the CBDs that have been most
affected by the recent developments. In this communication technology era, many of the
enterprises that tended to locate in the CBDs may decentralize in order to retain contact
with the decision-making mechanisms. Through advanced communication systems, the

suburbs may also welcome new functions from the CBD (Lang, 2000, 2003).

This process also encourages tele-working and home offices, and many of the central
operations may be realized from home offices through the use of powerful
communication hardware (Stead and Banister, 2001). Additionally, shopping malls with
their office units seem to change the formation of center structures since they are
located near transportation networks. This process, which increases and accelerates
communication improvements have reflected on urban space as a diffusion or dispersion.
This dispersion has also affected the socio-cultural and economic characteristics of the
city (Harvey 1985, 1991; Lefebvre 1991). These changes to the socio-economic structure
have deeply affected the spatial landscapes of cities. In this process, both the
interrelation of the city, the internal structure of the decision-making centers has
changed. It can particularly be said of US cities that the population shifts and changing
land-use patterns resulting from advancements in technology, such as the internet, along
with social and economic factors, alter the dynamics of the CBD. The city used to
represent the nucleus for all commercial, residential and industrial activities, however
cities are now re-evaluating their land uses in order to determine the best methods to

attract people back to the urban core, and re-establish the vitality that once defined city



life. The most recent endeavors in this direction incorporate a mix of residential,
commercial, cultural, entertainment and governmental uses, in an effort to make the
downtown area a place of vitality (Lang, 2000, 2003, Byrd, 2004).

In this respect, it can be said that the dynamics of the center and the office function are
in a “cause and effect” relation. Simultaneously, the changing center structure alters the
locational criteria for producer services. Altering the dynamics governing the location of
offices affects the internal structure, and also the formation of the centers. Therefore, it
is possible to observe the “detterritorialization” or reterritorialization” processes on

producer service locations in urban form.

Transforming necessities and face-to-face relation capacities of offices also alters the way
cities, society and urban processes are perceived. Office use, which can be identified as
the main component of decision-making in center structure, now locates taking into
account communication technologies, while their locations were previously based on
location economics. As a result, the former functions of the CBD are decentralized, and
new central formations begin to emerge. When technological innovations all but remove
the need for face-to-face relations, both the form and intensity of uses in the cities and
city centers are affected, and new center-subcenter formations and sprawling trends are
seen (Osmay, 1998). New decision-making centers could be located on out of the CBDs;
consumer services have decentralized to the subcenters, shopping malls and new nodes;
while the CBD has become home to the producer services. For this reason, since face-to-
face relations are becoming obsolete with the advancement of high technology
(described by Castells as “network society” Castells, 1996), it can be said that CBDs are
losing the importance they held prior to the suburbanization process in cities of the

United States, and since the early-1980s in the case of Turkish cities.

Some scholars have claimed that, for developing and specified subcenters, tele-working
possibilities and increasing communicative infrastructures could be created without
centers, like in Los Angeles; while another train of thought follows that CBDs preserve
their importance owing to social needs and the transformation of the service sector.
Although accessibility and communications have caused decentralization, the centers of
cities have concentrated and specialized in high level administrative functions, social
facilities, socialization tools etc. From this standpoint, the factors affecting growth and

location could be based on decision-making functions according to different paradigms.



While socio-economic-based approaches have stressed agglomeration and evolving
markets, behavioral framework have discussed the personal motives, linkages; leadership
etc. (Gray & Lawrence, 2001). All of the different paradigms have different explanations
for analyze urban form and structures. For this reason, in order to understand the
dynamics of the inner structure of cities and centers it is necessary to research the
locations and changes of the decision-making units and examine different theoretical

frameworks.

These changes, transformations and claims on urban socio-economic and socio-spatial
forms, should be especially researched for Turkish cities. Innovations in production,
transportation and communications have also brought about a change in cities and their
environment, in Turkey, especially since 1980, while CBDs across the United States have,
since the 1950s, been changing according to suburbanization trends (Lang, 2000, Byrd,
2004). In the Turkish case, although there is a trend, it could be said that the Edgeless

City formation has not yet been observed.

This thesis will attempt to define such changes and transformations based on the
dynamics and processes of the spatial movement of producer services in the case of
Ankara. The thesis will also attempt to test the new theoretical hypothesis of
“deterritorialization” using the Ankara case, and establish whether this hypothesis could
be generated and universed. The thesis initially aims to explain the dynamics and
transformations of the Ankara case, and then discusses the dynamics of the decision
making functions and producer services in Ankara case. Finally, this study intends to test
the spatial relations of urban functions, if there are any random locational preferences
from space in the urban form or this type of tendencies can be applied to other cities in
the world? In this context, the thesis will investigate the validity of theoretical studies
concerning the recent transformation of CBDs based solely on the Western city example,

with reference to the distribution of such activities in Ankara and its CBD structure.

1.1. The Statement of the Problem

Offices as decision-making units play a crucial role in the city structure. Office space was
one of the main land uses of the city center, which was, for many decades defined as the
brain of the city. As communication technologies have increased, depending on increased

car ownership and the sprawling process of the residential areas, city center structures



have also started to change. This process of dispersal, which has seen consumer services
relocate to the subcenters and shopping malls, and which have become more attractive
owing to the strong transportation networks, has been mirrored by the producer services,
which have relocated to the city centers and/or have created new centers in the cities
(Osmay, 1998). In some cases, predominantly in the United States, an office sprawl

process has been observed on the whole city (Lang, 2003).

In this respect, Turkish cities have different dynamics by the way of population density
and size. The small and medium-sized Turkish cities, which have still only one center and
urban sprawl process are limited, have almost all offices in their CBDs. On the other
hand, the metropolitan cities have experienced residential and center-based dispersion
processes, related to residential sprawl. In Ankara, the Turkey's capital and second
largest city, changes in the CBD structure can be observed and producer services have
brought some new spatial dynamics on the city; and it is these spatial dynamics that this
thesis is aiming to reveal. However, to understand and analyze the dynamics governing
the location of producer services, the CBDs and the general spatial organization of the

inner and intra urban systems should be analyzed.

Main Subject of the Thesis

In line with the general framework defined above, the subject of this thesis is designated
as “Spatial Dynamics of Producer Services in Ankara”. If there is a deteroritorialization
process for urban functions, this randomly sprawling trend can be bestly observed on
producer service locations. For this reason, this thesis try to test whether communication
technologies eliminate or not urban spatial patterns? In this respect, producer services
will be investigated by posing such questions as, “"How are they located in the urban
system and in the center?” and “"How have they shifted in space and in time?” How these
location criteria and spatial dynamics interact with urban processes and city centers, and
what have been the structural transformations in the economic and spatial organization
dynamics of producer services in the case of Ankara, will also be one of the main

research interests.

Recently it has been claimed that Ankara, home in the past to the functions of the capital
city, is losing some of its distinctive services. Its status as the financial center of the

nation-state; as the location of public services, as the main component of economy; and



as the media center of national radio and television, is changing. Ankara and its center
structure have evolved towards a commercial decision-making attitude under the global
and national based conditions (Godkge, 2006). In addition, it has been claimed that a
dispersion and withdrawal process has been experienced in the CBD that has resulted
from the decentralization of central services; the change in locations of retail trade and
changing consumption behaviors; the lack of alternative areas for central uses in
developing zones; and the rapid transportation policies. In this dispersion process,
producer services have also been affected in parallel with the development of transport

and communication technologies (Levent, 2007).

Nonetheless, since there was no development of significant alternative strategies for the
producer services in the economic structure of Ankara, the decentralization and sprawl
processes also supported the departure of office-based enterprises from the city center.
In this sprawl process, decision-making functions have located to new areas in the urban
macroform, however it has been discussed whether this new locations has occurred
independent from space or not, or whether the new office use has created new nodes
and concentrations on the urban space or not. These types of locations should be
analyzed taking into account the internal and external dynamics of office use. This thesis
aims to analyze the main factors of dispersion, new location process and solve the
causalities behind the location dynamics of producer services. In this context, office
locations and new theoretical hypotheses (such as detrerritorialization) should also be

analyzed both theoretical and empirical studies on Ankara.

Main Aim of the Study

The aim of this thesis is first to define the qualitative and quantitative changes in the
decision-making processes that have affected the location of producer services, being
one of the main center functions in Ankara over the last three decades. Additionally, it is
aimed to contribute to existing theoretical approaches by testing the deterritorialization
process, identifying the dynamics behind the locations of producer services, and
explaining the interaction between capital city functions and producer service locations,
and also the spatial dynamics of office use. Finally, strategic intervention methods and

policies will be discussed.

The city center has been identified as the “brain” or the “heart” of the city. In the city



center, decision-making functions and office use have special importance for this brain
activity. However, over the last three decades, cities and their centers have undergone a
rapid evolution, during which some of the central and decision making functions have
become dispersed or sprawled. These processes are strongly linked to producer services.
Evaluating the socio-economic and socio-spatial dynamics of services will contribute to
the literature aimed at providing an understanding of the location of decision-making
units in the urban macroform. On the other hand, these types of analysis contribute
theoretical framework by the way of analyzing originalities of Ankara case. Some of the

main questions raised regarding the case of Ankara in this study are:

o Where are producer services located in the urban macroform?

o If there is a dispersion process are living on producer service activities, what kind

of location dynamics are there on urban system?

o Is the random dispersal or sprawl in the urban macroform independent from the

spatial dynamics?

o Is there deterritorialization process face on locating whole urban system or is

there any new kind of location trends on urban space for producer services?

Ankara, along with the characteristics associated with being a capital city, is home to
many producer services and is the decision-making center of the country. Ankara, as a
center and breaking point of nation wide relations, experiences a significant
transformation and erosion in its services of finance, trade, culture etc., parallel to
paradigm changes. In this respect, a change in the conditions determining spatial
movement of office use for Ankara is more important than for other cities, as a change in

office use has a great influence on urban economics and the macroform.

In this manner, it is aimed that this thesis will contribute to the existing literature related
to city centers and producer services in general, put forward the causes and effects of
the changes and transformations that have occurred in the centers and center functions,
and contribute to the theoretical explanations on intervention methods based on a case
study. Additionally, this thesis will contribute to interrogate on post-modern
conceptualizations so called deterritorialization. Whether this type of conceptualizations

can be generate or not?



Scope of the Study

The scope of this study focuses on from general processes to city, from city to center and
from center to producer services. This thesis also focuses on the evaluation will be
considered on interactivity of these processes by setting inductive and deductive
methods. For constituting such a scope, a specific program that determines the method
of study, have been investigated. In the first step, the global and regional location
dynamics of producer services will be analyzed, and then centers and CBDs will be
evaluated according to their internal dynamics and their location within the city.
Secondly, producer services will be discussed with emphasis on their structure and
dynamics in the urban system. Following this, Ankara’s centers and producer services, as
well as their structural characteristics, will be examined. In the fourth step, studies,
analyses, applications and decisions related to producer services in Ankara will be
discussed, and finally, the last step of the study aims to research new strategic operation

strategies and suggest further studies on producer services and the centers of Ankara.

This program will make it possible to evaluate socio-economic and socio-spatial research
analyses simultaneously, and in this regard, first of all an analysis of the location
processes of producer services in Ankara will be realized. This is an appraisal analysis of
the dynamics and locational changes of producer services in Ankara. To achieve to this
type of evaluation, the causes of supply and demand for office space, which is at the
center of location trends, must be described, and the effects of the location of producer
services in the urban structure must be investigated. Therefore, the scope of the study
will be set forth both from urban scale to producer services. It can be said that this

interactive approach and processes have determined the method of study.

1.2. General Definitions of Centers, Central Business District, Service and

Producer Services

Service Sector

Generally, in economic literature, there are three types of productions, being agriculture,
industry and services. Although economic production types and their details are unrelated

to the scope of this study, the main characteristics of economic production will be

mentioned briefly in this chapter.
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From a historical perspective, three main production typologies have been handled with
their historical priorities. The Primary Sector, covering raw material extraction and
including agriculture, forestry and mining, could be observed in non-urban areas or
fringes of the urban areas. The Secondary Sector, which includes all kinds of
manufacturing and production activities, or the transformation process from raw
materials to the semi- or fully-processed tangible goods, have brought about the
establishment of industrial zones, especially in the metropolitan areas. After the industrial
revolution, cities, and especially metropolitan cities, were the most important growth
nodes, with their big industrial zones. While agglomeration and scale economies, and
advantages of scale economies in accessible regions, are very important in the industrial
city. In the information era, communication technologies have changed not only
production models, but also the urban form and the inner spatial organization of cities.
Finally, the Tertiary Sector includes all other types of activities. Also known as the Service
Sector, it includes construction, retail, trade, wholesaling, transportation, communication,
finance, management, consultancies, advertising etc. Until the last three decades, these

activities were identified as CBD functions (Kellerman, 1985, Stevens, 1985).

Although services are identified by what and whom they serve, there have been several
studies into the classification of services. Bell (1973) proposes three categories of
services, being 1) transportation and recreation; 2) trade, finance, insurance and real-
estate; and 3) economic and governmental activities, health, education and social
functions. Categories 1 and 2 can be defined as decision making functions. Chapin
(1967), on the other hand, stressed that the service sector should be located in the CBDs

of cities and classified service sector activities:
= Business Services: Offices, insurance companies, banks, financial institutions,
center and brunch of firms.

= Professional Services: Health services, technical (engineering, architecture etc.)

services, advocacy, real estate agencies.
= Private Services: Tailors, hairdressers, photographers, opticians, etc.

= Consumer Services:
- Resident-Oriented: Food, white goods, furnishings, supermarkets.
- Industry-Oriented: Construction goods, hard goods.

- Automotive-Oriented: Replacement goods, maintenance and service centers.
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= Social Services: Public Institutions, social services, non-governmental

organizations, chambers, unions, education and health facilities.

= Transportation Services: Transport terminals, travel agencies, automotive

agencies, carting agencies

= Producer Services: Confectionary, metallic goods production, electronics, printing

activities, small production activities.
= Wholesale Services: Wholesaling and warehousing.
» Entertainment Services: Restaurants, cafe-bars, discos, bakeries etc.

= Culture-Tourism Services: Hotels, guest houses, museums, theatres, cinemas,

convention centers, courses and event centers.

Chapin stressed that, each of the classified groups is related all the others interactively
(Chapin, 1967). Briefly, service sector activities could be analyzed on service production,
bartering services and administrative functions. On the other hand, control coordination,
research and development activities mentioned and identified fourth sector activities by
Gottman (1960).

Contrary to the post-industrial revolution era, when manufacturing industry was the
leading sector, in the information technology era it is service sector that is the main
production model, in which activities have been diversified and enlarged in parallel with

the advances in communication and information technologies.

The above classifications, which were in use and remained valid up until the early 1980s,
had to be changed after the formation of new activities and the changes in the structure
of the classic existing services. In the information technology era, business and media
services have diversified enormously. Especially after 1980s, numerous new service
activities, such as insurance, research, media, transportation, communications and even
telemarketing subsectors have emerged. Analyzing the new diversification and relations,
Stein (2002) declared a new classification for the service sector, in which services were
divided into two main categories, being producer and consumer. Consumer Services
include welfare services, like education, health, social security; household services, like
entertainment oriented restaurant, travel agencies, cultural, personnel activities, tourism
oriented facilities etc; and distributive services, like retail, wholesaling. The Producer

Services will be handled in next chapter.
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Table 1.1 : Classification for the Service Sector ( Stein, 2002)

Consumer Services

Producer Services

S‘z (:\Irfi?:;es Hg::ﬁ::;d Distribution ] Financial Services Business Services
Education Restaurants Retail ** Banking ** Computer & related services
Training Hotels Wholesale ** Other credit inst. ** Professional Services **
Health Repairs Intermediaries ** j Insurance ** Marketing Services **
Social Security | Travel Agencies ** Real Estate ** Technical Services

Recreation Pension Schemes ** Research & Development *

Cultural Activities Venture/risk capital ** | Renting & Leasing Services

Labor Recruitment and
Provision of personnel *

Home Services
Other Services

Operational Services

Other Business Services *

*: Activities are partially of transactional nature **: Activities are mainly of transactional nature

Analyzing the new diversification and relations, Stein (2002) declared a new classification
for the service sector, in which services were divided into two main categories, being
producer and consumer. Consumer Services include welfare services, like education,
health, social security; Aousehold services, like entertainment oriented restaurant, travel
agencies, cultural, personnel activities, tourism oriented facilities etc; and distributive

services, like retail, wholesaling. The Producer Services will be handled in next chapter.

Stein’s advanced and contemporary classification model will be used in this study. It can
be said that, from a historical perspective, producer services have generally been located
in the CBDs of cities. After the revolution of information technologies, a sprawling trend
by not only residents but also producer services could be observed in the CBDs. In this
thesis, these new trends and location dynamics will be analyzed, especially those related

to producer services.

Center, Downtown-Central Business District

Using the term “Center” to define only the center of the city is restrictive, as a city
contains many different forms of central areas. High accessibility, communications, scale
economies, concentration and decision-making are the main defining factors of central
areas. While in a broader sense these factors define cities as nodal points in a region or

nation, in a narrow sense they identify city centers in the urban arena.
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In a classical approach, the central area grew around on the focal point with the highest
accessibility. The spatial organization of human activity is strongly related to both internal
and external factors. Both on geography of human settlements and spatial organizations
of human and urban activities there could be mentioned about an order. In this sense, it

could be possible to evaluate that, whole human settlements are a kind of center.

The city center, referred to in different sources as “Downtown”, “Centrum”, “Market
Place”, “Central Business District-CBD"”, “Central Commercial District—=CCD"” or “Core”,
incorporate different types of socio-economic activities and are of crucial importance for
decision-making functions, not only for the inner city, but also for the related region and
socio-economic and socio-spatial systems. Although in European-oriented literature the
city center is referred to as “downtown”, in US-oriented literature, it is known as the
“central business district”, or CBD. Whole theoretical frameworks about city centers have
stressed that the city center analyzed with decision-making functions. For this reason
much of the previous literature has referred to the city center to the “brain” or “heart” of
the city. In addition to decision-making oriented identifications, socio-cultural-oriented
capacities also identified very crucial and common for downtowns. However, in classical
theoretic approaches, CBDs have been put forward as the most important nodes of cities;

there is a strong discussion about these decision-making characteristics of CBD.

The center should be analyzed according to functional, organic and socio-cultural
dimensions about urban phenomenon to explicate center’s meanings and value in whole
city. Cornier (1968) identified that the city center, as a core of the city, could be affected
the urban socio-economic and socio-spatial systems. Cornier also stressed that city
centers may not actually be bordered, and that a “transition zone” could be observed
around the city center. On the other hand, Gottman (1976) handled the city center
according to its social dynamics. In this respect, the city center could be commented a

representative of urban social life.

In the CBD conceptualization, there are three main subregions: the “central core”, the
“peripheral belt” and the “fringe area”. The core is the most intensive and accessible
point of the urban area. The peripheral belt is a transition zone that can include both
core and fringe functions. The fringe area has rezerv growth potential for central

business activities. In this classification model, central business and trend activities have
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an “oil spot” growth trend (Gokge, 2000). On the other hand recent innovations and
communication technologies have created spatial and economic changes on these types
of enlargement tendencies. For this reason this classifications should be revised, taking

into account new spatial and locational dynamics.

In economic theory framework, metropolitan economies are generally based on the
internal organization of urban systems and their external relations and capacities with
other economies. In the historical growth process these relations and activities mostly
occur in CBDs. In other words, CBDs, as the control and coordination node in
metropolitan economies, produce “Scale and Agglomeration Economies”. For this reason,
until the last three decades, most of decision-making functions of cities took place in the
core of the CBDs of cities. Depending on growth enormously on technological
infrastructure, research and development activities, for which face-to-face relations are
unnecessary, have undergone a new location trend to the outside of the CBDs. In this
respect, it could be said that the scale economy-oriented characteristics of CBDs have

undergone a structural transformation (Osmay, 1998).

Although agglomeration economies have had an enlargement effect on CBDs, new
location dynamics for national and international capital, changing spatial dynamics for the
inner structure of industrial and trade functions, transportation-accessibility capacities
and employment dynamics could be identified new location tendencies that out of the
saturated central areas. Especially in the information-communication era, new producer
services might be located on not only in the subcenters, but also in edge cities or across

the whole urban macroform.

This study will not provide an in-depth look at all of the characteristics and processes of
the CBDs, but will rather analyze the common features of the central business areas and
the new spatial dynamics of producer services. There are several features for CBDs in
literature depending on cultural, economic, social and spatial characteristics. As
mentioned, some of the classic features of CBDs have been changing. On the other hand,
it can be claimed that there is a consensus about main characteristics of central business

districts independently scale and location of cities.

e Decision making: Although there is a dispersion trend, CBDs are still decision-

making centers.
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e Dense employment: Generally the CBD can be observed the most dense

employment node in the urban area.

e Accessibility: The CBD is one of the most accessible areas in the metropolitan

region.

e Concentration: Although there is a dispersion tendency on the urban macroform,
the CBD is one of the most concentrated areas of not only economic activity, but

also built-up characteristics.

« Sociality: The CBD, mostly handled as a representative node for urban life and
systems, presents a major capacity for socio-cultural and communicative relations
(Nelson, 1969; Akgura, 1971; Murphy, 1974; Levent, 2007).

Until recent decades the above features were the main factors determining location of
the CBDs. Limited areas for whole demands to locate on CBD, over concentrating
problems, transportation and parking difficulties for limited infrastructure could be
ordered for searching new locations for companies, that retail and office, on larger urban
area. In addition to problems for inner central areas, increasing transport facilities and
car ownership, as well as rapidly-developing information technologies that allow
communications all over the world by computer, have brought about a tendency of
dispersion to the outside of the CBDs. This process will be analyzed in depth on another

chapter of study.

Producer Services

Stein’s classification of services will be used for the purpose of this study, in which
services are divided into two main groups by the way of production and relation
capacities-necessities. In this era, related to changing consumer accession capacities
locational preferences of producer services have seemed to live crucial differentiations. In
other words, face-to-face relation necessities can be determined locational preferences of

producer services.

In Stein’s classification, producer services are divided onto two main groups, being
financial and business services. Financial services, such as banking, insurance, crediting,
factoring etc. have quite strong relations with information technologies. These companies
use information technologies in their internal systems and activities, while there is also an

increasing trend towards the use of computer technologies for customer banking instead
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of face to face relations. For this reason, the classic location dynamics the brought about
a concentration of financial institutions in the CBDs is changing. In addition to transform
for relation capacities of finance activities, it could be said that there is a diversification
and differentiation process for financing activities. In this era, the finance sector is not
limited to banking and insurance activities, with factoring, bartering, leasing,
differentiated credit and insurance mechanisms, capital management for risks, pension
schemes and real estate functions all now able to be classified as financial services.
These activities need both face-to-face relations and information technology-oriented

back units, such as call centers and internet-based services.

Financing services, which include FIRE activities (Finance, Insurance and Real-Estate),
have a crucial importance for both urban economic and spatial growth due to capital,
qualitative and quantitative of employment, which affect the capacity of other economic
activities and urban functions. Business services which are one of the main decision-
making activities for urban and regional economics have a steering effect on the new
locational dynamics of cities because of “role model”, and “prestige” capacity. According
to Gottmann (1976), producer services make a vital contribution to the performance of

companies because they cover almost all of the decision-making activities.

As is the case with financial services, business services are also undergoing a process of
major enlargement and diversification. In particular, computing and related technologies
have undergone an incredible growth and specialization trend. The Research and
Development Sector is also handled with its big capacity of innovation field and new
location demands. Marketing services, technical necessity oriented services; coordination
focusing new service necessities and professional services are growing rapidly and are
rising in terms of economic importance, not only in economic relations but also in the

urban space and the inner urban spatial organization arena.

Briefly, producer services provide special knowledge for both locational preferences of
business services and last term urban spatial dynamics within urban macroform. They are
supervisory activities, and their significance is due to their qualitative efficiency and the
quality, which is based of reproduction and reorganization of information (Levent, 2007).
It could be said that producer services that financing and business activities are more
difficult location attributes than consumer services. Although consumer services locate on

urban form with the effect of the “jobs follow people” principle and behavioral oriented
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spatial dynamics, producer services locations are more complex, diversified and have a
trend to structuring according to not only internal, but also external factors. These

dynamics will be handled in the next chapter.

1.3. The Method

This study will apply a method that improves and tests theoretical approaches by the way
of empirical studies. For this reason, the theoretical framework will be evaluated in the
context of the case study, and will be tested with proposal methods of searched
theoretical approaches. In this manner, locational preferences of producer services will
be analyzed in a comprehensive method that include urban and center growth process of

city and related systems.

In this regard, the method for the case study of the research is constituted by literature.
These are land use researches and differentiations which are crucial in urban studies,
statistical allocations, population distributions which are important in positivist
approaches, distributions of employment and uneven developments which are very
crucial for structuralist approaches will be used in this study. Similar to this, segregations
for urban spatial and economic relations which are important for problems for urban
morphology and post-structuralist studies, inner city structures and possibilities for new
location trends which are taken into consideration by behavioral theories, face-to-face
interviews and testing the proposals of post-structural approaches on agglomeration
economies and labor force market as effective dynamics of office location will be
analyzed within the case study. On the other hand, since each methodological preference

is integrated with others a sophisticated methodological approach will be developed.

The studies put forward in the content of the thesis are differentiated into five main
issues. The proposed method of each main issue can be described as: The second
chapter aims to introduce a historical and theoretical framework of the decision-making
centers. There are two main focal points in this chapter: The first being the historical
growth process, from which it is intended to explain what kinds of transformations and
developments have been observed in the decision-making centers The second part of this
chapter analyzes the general theoretical framework of city structures, the spatial
organization of cities and the central nodes of regions on cities through different

theoretical approaches. Although the main issue of this thesis producer services that
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decision making activities, they could not be analyzed with independently from general
center structure and CBDs of cities. In this chapter, with historical and theoretical
framework existing situations of cities, CBDs and producer services analyze in a
comparative approach and evaluate not only the producer service concept, but also
global and regional location dynamics and comprehensive urban growth. This chapter

concludes with a criticism and discussion for the existing dispersion trend.

In the third chapter, the location dynamics and the attributes of producer services will be
analyzed. Concentration and dispersal patterns, the parameters of locational preferences,
and the link between location dynamics and socio-economic relations will be analyzed in
three main parts. The fourth and fifth chapters illustrate the case study. The main goal of
this chapter is to test the generalities of the theoretical frameworks, and clarify the
location and spatial dynamics of producer services in the city of Ankara. For this reason,
global, regional and comprehensive urban macroform-based analyses will be used in this
study before deeply analyze to locational dynamics of producer services. For this aim

there are some questions for analyzing main hypothesis of study.

« If a “deterritorialization” process has been living in urban functions, there should

be observed wholly dispersion trend on urban space almost smoothly.

« If deterritorialization trend could not be universed or generalized for whole urban
systems, what are the new location dynamics for producer services as the main

decision-making functions of cities?

- If there is a reterritorialization process for the dispersing functions of cities, what
are the new concentration and dispersion dynamics of Ankara? What kind of

theoretical explanations could be used to explain this dynamic?
To answer these questions, there are five main assumptions:

1. The location dynamics and trends of Producer Services in Ankara, and the
related international systems, need to be researched and a general

comparison with other global and regional nodes should be made.

2. The urban development process, in terms of both its socio-economic and
socio-spatial dimensions, should be analyzed by looking at the growth trends

and dynamics of the CBD.
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3. The decision-making activities in the whole urban area of Ankara have to be
analyzed from the perspective of internal and external dynamics in its

historical growth.

4. The main decision-making functions should be classified, and each
classification analyzed according to their attributes and spatial location
dynamics. Face-to-face relation requirements, back units and possible
internal and external locational factors should be analyzed and clarified for

each different type of office use.

»  Public producer services
e Semi-public producer services
e Private producer services

- Multinational foreign companies in Ankara (source: YASED-

foreign capital ass.)

- Company groups and “holdings” in Ankara (source:
internet survey and TOBB)

- Commercial companies in Ankara (source: ATO, limited

only producer service firms, others categorically omitted)

- Special professions (engineer, architect, advocate etc.) in

Ankara (Chambers, Bar Council of Ankara registrations)

5. The planning history of Ankara in terms of CBD growth. Crucial planning
decisions and producer service locations, both spontaneous and planned, to
be discussed.

The sixth and final chapter provides an evaluation and conclusion. After a synopsis, the
study will discuss possible interventions, implications and conclusions for producer service
dynamics and the CBD growth of Ankara. The second part of the chapter will attempt to
explain the possible contributions of study to literature and the planning process of
Ankara. In this context, if the thesis are lighting the spatial dynamics of producer services
especially in Ankara case and producing new data which focused in centers and office
structures in Ankara, for new studies about producer services, the thesis will be

successful.
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Figure 1.1.: Starting Algorithm for Study
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CHAPTER 2

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK ON DECISION MAKING CENTERS,
PRODUCER SERVICES

As stated in the first chapter, a major dispersion and transformation process has been
experienced on the entire inner- and intra-urban area that is interrelated with the socio-
economic and socio-spatial processes. It can be said that, owing to the advances in
communication-information technologies, this dispersion trend has not only affected
residential areas but also central business district (CBD) activities, and even urban spatial
organization. In this thesis, the decision-making centers will be analyzed according to

their spatial location dynamics.

In this context, this chapter aims to introduce the historical and theoretical framework of
the decision-making centers in order to analyze spatial organization and the growth
process of producer services, which may be identified as a steering factor on the center
and even residential locations in cities. There are two main focal points in this chapter:
First, the historical growth process; and second, the general theoretical framework of city

structures, the spatial organization of cities and the central nodes of an urban system.

2.1. Development of the Central Business Districts - Historical Perspective

2.1.1. Before the Industrial Revolution

In ancient times, cities were trade centers for the bartering of excess crops. This was an
agriculture-based capital accumulation model, in which the trade and barter-oriented
central pattern was strengthened with limited agricultural production units and religious
and administrative functions (I. Kilingaslan, 1981). Religious and administrative units
could be defined as the decision making units in the urban pattern. In this era, natural
and topographical dynamics, strategic defense needs and rural-agricultural trade-based

economic relations determined the city location patterns and dynamics.
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Figure 2.1: Decision-Making Centers Figure 2.2: Imperial & Republican Forum
in Ancient Cities-Miletus and Decision-Making Center in Roman City
(Source: Guinay, B., 2007) (Source: Spreiregen, 1965)

In the Middle Ages, religious-oriented locations gained in importance. Especially in
commercial centers, churches functioned not only as spiritual centers, but also as places
where administrative decisions on urban social and economic life were made. In addition
to the church and trade-based “downtown”, the “manor house”, located topographically
in a dominant position, has been described as the administrative center and as
representative of aristocracy. It can be said that cities of the Middle Ages cities that
formed human and pedestrian scale evolved having more commercial activities and a
more concentrated downtown structure in the Baroque and Renaissance eras due to the
increasing overseas trade capacity. In the 15th century there emerged a need for
communication between the dealers and bankers. In this period of monumental growth,
this was described as a nucleus of “bourse” and heralded the first use of professional
offices. This period also witnessed segregation between the wholesale and decision-
making finance activities. It can be seen from the Baroque and Renaissance cities that
decision-making centers were diversified and featured not only buildings, but also open

spaces, squares, bazaars, closed and open public spaces and buildings (Benevolo, 1975).

It can be claimed that, in this era, property relations, commercial organizations,
transportation facilities, coastal relations and generally imperial buildings determined both
the decision-making activities and the urban pattern. In the spatial organization systems,
the decision-making functions, which were generally the oligarchic administration, and
partly religious and commerce-based, were located in the central areas of cities. In this

era, the scale economies within the catchment area of the main economic functions and
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the spatial-economic relation needs were the main dynamics behind the decision making
functions of cities. Different from the square-based forms of European cities, in Turkish

cities it was the mosque and its hinterlands that represented the social way of life.

Figure 2.3: Public Spaces and Decision-Making 2.4: Milano-1801, Downtown
Figure Functions in G.Battista’s Rome Plan 1748 (Source: Rossi, A., 1966)

(Source: Tripod, 2007)

2.1.2. Industrial Revolution Era

In this era, the invention of the steam engine invention transformed entire production
models. In this context, the industrial production model based on the steam engine and
new machines provided an important alternative to classical production, and heralded the
arrival of the Industrial Revolution. This revolution affected not only the production
models in agriculture and industry, but also the spatial organization and macroforms of
cities. It can be said that this was a fundamental era of change in terms of scale, spatial
organization and economic relations, as well as the social dynamics of cities and their

related settlement systems.

Industrial growth brought about the need for a new labor force, and a large number of
people moved from agricultural to industrial production, subsequently moving to the city
and its fringes, close to the new industrial zones. In this era, it could be said that location
dynamics of producer services firstly leaped on industrial zones that outside of the
downtown. The new industries also took on decision-making roles in the cities due to the
mass industrial production and different class movements for participating decision
making activities. The industrial revolution brought about new residential requirements

for the labor force within the catchments area of industries, and also changed the
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agricultural landscape. Furthermore, this economic change to the production model
effected not only the residential locations within cities, but also the Central Business
Districts (CBD) and the decision-making functions that were diversifying with the

contributions of unions, public institutions, services etc. of the cities (Gottmann, 1976).

Figure 2.5: Liverpool-England after Industrial Revolution Era
Source: (themaphouse, 2007).

Figure 2.6: Turin Railway Station and CBD Figure 2.7: Edinburgh Railway St. and CBD,
First Concentration Zones at the beginning 1900’s Source: (Giinay B., 2006)
of Century Source: (Giinay B., 2006)

In this era, industrial zones emerged near the cities, and especially between the cities
and their sea and river waterfronts as the demand for mass transportation of the
industrial inputs and outputs grew. It could be said that for first time in history, the
downtowns of cities were transforming into not only retail and trade centers, but also
central business areas, including financing, banking and office use. Furthermore, starting
in Europe, and especially in the cities of London, Liverpool and Manchester in Britain, the

urban form and the inner spatial organizations tried to steer not only the industrial zones,
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but also the downtown areas that had started to concentrate near the railway stations.

ierstyof Jerasalem & The Jewish Natonal & Universy Library

Figure 2.8: Moscow, 1836 Figure 2.9: Prague, 1858 (River-Oriented Growths)
(Source:historic-cities,2008) (Source:historic-cities,2008)

Urban functions, which were concentrated in one center, started to disperse in the urban
space in new core areas affected by industrial growth in the 19", and in first part of the
20™ century. While transportation facilities and work-residence relations demanded better
and new residential suburbs, the downtown areas rapidly enlarged and new specialized
urban nuclei emerged. “Central Business District-CBD” identification was the special
description of this age for the downtown areas of cities (Ocakgi, 1996). In this
concentration, financial and business activities became the main downtown activities for

industrial cities in this era.

WasserstraBenkarte Europa
UNECE Kasson

Figure 2.10: European Water System, The Relation Between
Coastalization and Urbanization (Source:ec.europa, 2007)

In CBDs, the functions in the service sector, diversified, became concentrated and

developed rapidly. In this era, the physical landscape of cities, and especially the CBDs
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underwent significant change. Skyscrapers and prestige buildings were built in the CBDs
of industrial cities in the West, and transportation nodes, such as railway stations and
coastal regions with ports, gained value because due to the input-output relations
between the raw material and market regions. In this manner coastal regions, river
cities and railway stations, stand out also in terms of the service activities that
concentrate on the CBDs of cities. From an observation of a European map it can clearly
be seen that the relatively largest industrial cities have developed in coastal areas and
along rivers. In this period, the downtowns of cities transformed into central business

areas that became decision-making nodes and its hinterland of metropolitan regions.

2.1.3. After the 20" Century and Knowledge Revolution Era

During the first half of the 20™ century, most major cities in the economically advanced
nations had a powerful industrial infrastructure, with manufacturing also being an integral
component of their labor force and economic system. However, in the second half of the
century, manufacturing jobs in many cities markedly diminished as a result of several
processes, the single most important of which was relocation, not only between
countries, but also between the inner countries and inner city structures. Manufacturing
employment also declined in the established industrial countries due to automation — the
use of sophisticated machines to replace manual labor. The first part of the 20th century
was shaped on the whole by automobile-based transportation policies and the related
settlement trends; while especially in the last three decades of the century,
communication technologies started to innovate and urban structures also started to

reform to become not only automobile-based, but also around communication

infrastructure (Abrahamson, 2004).

: = _ : _
Figure 2.11: Urbanization of Capital, 20" Figure 2.12: Urbanization of Capital, Houston
Century City-New York Source: (Giinay B., 1999) (Glinay B., 1999)

With the new waves of innovation in communication and transportation technologies, the
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headquarters of many large corporations moved their manufacturing facilities from cities
in the developed countries to those of developing nations; from the inner industrialized
metropolitan cities to the urban regions of metropolitan areas; and from the central areas
of cities to new nodes in the cities. Companies moved their production facilities to
formerly non-industrial countries to take advantage of the low costs of labor due to the
absence of unions, and to take advantage of the readily available and/or cheaper
minerals, crops and other raw materials used in production. This “uneven
development” process depend on the liberation effort of capitalist economies by way of
the independent circulation of goods, services and people (Cisneros, 1993; Danielsen et
al., 1999; Abrahamson, 2004).

Figure 2.13: Urban Renewal Implementation in London; Docklands (Giinay B., 1994, 1999)

In the first part of the century, owing to transportation development and the necessities
of scale economies, the central business areas of metropolitan cities saw dramatic growth
and faced structural transformations in both the physical and economic space. There is a
vast amount of literature that has identified this capital accumulation-based development
as an “urbanization of capital” (Harvey, 1985). In this capital accumulation-based
urbanization process, cities attracted big company and office buildings This process could
be observed clearly in the CBDs of such US cities as New York, Houston, and Chicago etc.
From the beginning to last three decades of the century, depending on socio-economic
structures of nations and global systems, the CBDs of cities were representative of the
power of the nations and city. For this reason, skyscrapers, multi-storey office buildings

and even shopping malls could be built on central areas of cities.

The spatial problems of traffic congestion, increased car parking requirements, over
density inadequate infrastructure and new requirements for the decision-making
functions in the central areas brought new locational dynamics for the central business
activities. In addition, transportation nodes, which are vital for industrial-based
development, moved away from the central areas of cities. New, large and well-organized

ports and railway stations emerged outside of the CBDs, and old transportation nodes
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faced to declining process. In this context, new locational dynamics and renewal
necessities at the old nodes brought a process of new central business area construction

in the West, especially in the old industrial cities.

Figure 2.14: Canary Wharf Renewal in London
(Gunay B., 1999, Gordon, 2001)

In addition to renewal efforts for building a new central business area, old industrial and
transportation nodes have attracted central activities in western cases. Especially in the
metropolitan cities of Europe, public and private decision-making buildings steered the
arrival of new CBDs. In this context, Paris underwent a new planned “decentralization
process” for preservation and also business development-targeted activities.
Decentralization was the crucial alternative for the core of Paris, not only in terms of the

central business activities, but also the newly planned suburbs (Giilmez, 1981).

In the second half of the century, crucial changes in the urban and central structures
took place. In parallel to “suburbanization process” which depend on the increasing

private automobile ownership and developing road infrastructure, and starting in the

cities of the US, consumer services began locating away from the CBDs in shopping malls
(Sawyers, 1975).

Figure 2.15: A Photo in La Defense Figure 2.16: La Defense Transportation
(Glnay B., 1999) System (google earth, 2007)

On the other hand, in Europe, the historical background and historical sites and centers

have lived a different urban history. Most European cities have preserved their historical
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city centers with functional renewal efforts. In European cities, such as Paris, London,
Munich etc., there were plans for the decentralization of the urban activities of not only
residential areas but also central functions and working areas. In addition to the
diversified urban functions, public transportation in the new and old parts of the cities
was established as part of the decentralization process. A successful example of this can

be found in the case of in La Defense, Paris.

Although the decentralization process from the classical center activities of cities began in
the second part of the century in the United States, European cities witnessed this
decentralization trend especially from the 1960s onwards. The structure of the
decentralization was also different in the US cities from the European example. While
renewal efforts in the United States began in the old parts of the cities, in particular
around the transportation nodes, the decentralization process in Europe was not solely

based on private car ownership and automobile accessibility.

Figure 2.17: Piazza Navona Square-Rome Figure 2.18: Vatican, a State Center on Business
Historical Site (Giinay, 1999) and Tourism Center (Giinay, 1999)

Different from previous, dramatic changes to not only the social and economic structures
of cities, but also urban space, especially in the central business areas of cities, have
occurred over last three decades. To recover, many cities tried to move in a new
direction with what could be described as "the globalization response": To recruit
transnational corporations and the specialized firms that follow these corporations, and
provide an attractive environment for investments by international goods and service
providers (Abrahamson, 2004). It might be said that these changes in the socio-economic
field depended on “communication and information technologies-ICT”. Some
literature defines this growth in the communication field as the “Information
Revolution”. Until the second half of the 20th century there was a great deal of
movement of goods, services and people among the cities of a nation, but relatively little

cross-border movement. At this point, people, products, and new ideas began moving
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with unsurpassed speed among the major cities of the world. Cities that lagged in this
transformation process have typically experienced urban sprawl, central business district

withdrawal and other related problems (Cisneros, 1993; Squires, 2002).

Recently, four main scenarios have been discussed to understand the transformations to
the world and its settlements in this information technology era. The first scenario
looks at the transformation from a nation state world to a globalized world, which
depends on advances in communication and transportation technologies, and the
lessening in importance of national borders, and thus the growth of flow relations
between countries. The second scenario is defined by the transformation from the
society of industry to a society of knowledge, or the capacity of human beings from
muscle to brain. The third scenario stresses upon the change in methods of
production. In this scenario, it is said that the organization modal of production is
changing from Fordism to Post-Fordism, meaning more flexible and varied production.
The fourth scenario is based on the shift from modernism to post-modernism, which
can be explained by tacit knowledge, locality, participatory approaches etc. These four

scenarios are still being discussed in academia (Tekeli, et. al., 2006).

With the advent of this fully-competitive and rapidly innovative growth-reliant milieu,
research and technology-oriented services have become necessary. These new
informational and research-based new production models have not concentrated on
industrial zones. In addition, these types of service sector-originated growths have
incubated in not only CBDs, but the more concentrated outer zones of the central nodes
of metropolitan cities (P.Hall, 1966; D.Hall, 1996).

The second point in the transformation of cities is from an industrial society to a
knowledge society. This approach depends on communication and information
infrastructures. On the other hand, it has been claimed that cities are losing their
importance in decision making and production capacity due to the increasing accessibility
of the entire global system to communication infrastructure. This problematic position for
cities is felt the strongest in the central areas of cities. In this regard, there have been
two key evaluations of the central business areas of cities. One of them stresses that “the
CBD is dead” due to deterritorialization. This point to free accessibility to the entire
knowledge and interrelation infrastructure, without limitations of space as the cause. The

second approach is focused on the new decision-making capacities concentrated on the
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producer services in the central business areas of cities. In other words, “the CBD is still

living with producer services”.

The third scenario of transformation in settlements is from Fordism to post-Fordism
production models. This scenario also relates strongly to the central business activities of
cities. It means flexible and small- to medium-sized company organizations are gaining
importance on not only industrial production field, but also in service sector activities. In
other words, “home offices”, “small brunches”, “companies combining industry and
trade”, "multinational and multifunctional organizations” etc. have been observed in the
urban arena. These new types of service systems and organizations affected urban

center structures and the new locational dynamics of business services.

The fourth and final scenario about transformations puts forward that a post-modern
system can be found not only in the arts, but also in thinking systems. In this respect,
locality is of crucial importance. Centers that represent classical modern approaches are
less crucial than localities. Wholeness replaces partness, and this trend is strongly related
with urban spaces. It may be claimed that these technological developments have made
possible not only high-tech buildings, skyscrapers but have also made connections with
the entire world stronger than before. For this reason, in this era decision-making
functions have become located in prestige buildings or on a computer in a home office.
In this regard, producer services have a large potential to reshape the urban economic

structure and form.

Figure 2.19: Okawabata River New Center Dome Figure 2.20: Tokyo Central Area
(Chuo Ward, Tokyo) (Gokge, 2007, pers. archive) (Gokge, 2007, pers. archive)

In this era, Turkish cities have witnessed both similar and different issues. In a similar
vein, after the mid-1980s and throughout the 1990s, the development of the major

Turkish cities, especially the Istanbul metropolitan area, has been characterized by a

32



variety of factors, ranging from the implementation of neo-liberal policies on a national
level, to the changes in the metropolitan government at a local level. Although the roots
of this transformation can be traced back to the late-1970s, the most important changes

have taken place in the last two decades (Ozdemir, 2002).

Moreover, in parallel to the global trend of the rising importance of producer services, the
share of service sector investments in the total amount of foreign direct investment
inflows into Turkey has also increased. During this period, Turkish cities, in particular
Istanbul and especially its business area were affected in a big way by the
implementation of private sector-led projects realized by both foreign and Turkish firms
operating in diverse activities as retailing, tourism, real-estate, finance and other
producer services. In this era, starting with Istanbul, Turkish metropolitan cities such as
the capital Ankara and Izmir also affected these global movements. In addition,
information technologies occurred for new node cities such as Denizli in textiles, Antalya

in tourism, and Gaziantep and Kayseri in industry (Ozdemir, 2002).

Although there are limited similarities with Western cases in terms of decentralization,
skyscrapers and shopping malls, it might be said that Turkey has different dynamics from
Western cases. In the next chapters, the dispersal trend and the efforts towards a new
theoretical framework on Western cities in recent decades will be investigated, with

reference to the distribution of such activities in Ankara and its CBD structure.

Figure 2.22: A Landscape of Ankara CBD, after the 1990s (Gunay, 2006)
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Figure 2.23: Satellite Photo of Kizilay-CBD in Ankara after the 1990s.

2.2. General Theoretical Framework on Downtowns-Central Business Districts

The theoretical framework on the downtowns and central business districts (CBD) of
cities can be analyzed on urban growth theories, which are divided into two main fields:
These are, Empirical-Behavioral Theories and Normative CBD Theories (Tekeli, 1993).
Urban Growth Theories, especially empirical-behavioral theories, may be used in
analyzing the dynamics of decision making functions. However, these theoretical
classifications are inadequate for analyzing all of the dimensions of central business
district activities. Therefore, a new classification method will be researched in this thesis.
In this context, the theoretical framework will be analyzed by way of understanding and
solving paradigm transformations and their effects on cities. After this, cities and their
central structures will be investigated, and finally, the decision making functions and
producer services in the central structure will be researched with their interrelation

processes. For this reason, a literature research should be classified and detailed.

It is preferred to make a new classification of the theories, as indicated above, in terms
of especially their political approaches. In this respect, the researched resources of this
study are classified into six main groups. Therefore, the most recent dispersion process
on the urban arena and decision-making centers will be investigated according to a
theoretical framework. These theoretical approaches tend to emphasize the dynamic
natures of cities, highlighting the structures that influence spatial organizations, the inner

structures of centers and the urban arena from different perspectives.
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Table 2.1: A Classification for Different Theoretical Perspectives

N scrnnonn moncs| | WST | POTTRUCANIST | rosopemst
CO:;?:;Z sgne REGIDNATLH?EECF){‘\I{\EQH BASED Egg;lqo%?\% POST POIT_ng.&IiEESCDNOMY LOS ANGELES SCHOOL
APPROACH
Sector Theory Central Place Theory World System Theory Edge Cities
Location Theory Baltimore-California Schaols Edgeless Cities
Multiple Nuclei Income Equalization Modal Urban Growth Machine
Theory Rank-Size Rule, Primate City SYSTEM APPROACH
UTILITY MAXIMIZATION Top-Down Strategy
THEORIES Bottom-Up Strategies
Land Rent Based Modals Chaos, Self Organizing Systems
Isolated State REGULATION THEORIES
Law of Bid-Rent URBAN MORPHOLOGY APPROACH
Min. Differentiation UNEVEN DEVELOPMENT APPROACH

Spatial Interaction Theory

2.2.1. Ecological Approach

From beginning to the middle of the 20" century, first, theoretical efforts that focused on
analyzing urban structures and land use systems were proposed. These were generally
based upon US cities and used parameters such as specialization, land values and land
use concentration to analyze the overall urban form and organization ( Reisman, 1964).
In basic terms, the ecological complex identifies the relationship between four concepts

or classes of variables: population, organization, environment and technology.

To analyze urban ecology theories, biological ecology-based implications should be
analyzed. In this manner, it can be said that some biological-based terms, such as
“competition”, ‘adaptation”, "dominance”, “natural process”and 'symbiosis”handle and
recommend in urban ecology approaches. In urban ecology theories, “competition”
means the struggle for existence in a limited environment for different uses and people.
The major driving force behind location decisions on the urban space is based upon
competition for urban land. This competition, as a kind of environmental adjustment,
brings rational growth and location dynamics. In other words, locations and growth
process are not random (Palen, 2005). “Adaptation” means the main location motivations
behind the location decisions and the living environment. “Dominance” means the
domination of different land uses in their surrounding area and community. “Natural

Process” means produce functional location and cluster part of cities. “Symbiosis” means
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that dominant land uses may invade to other land uses existence. It may be summarized
that the ecological approach is motivated by the search for “balance” and “negotiation”
within the urban arena (Gottdiener, 1994; Flanagan, 1993; Reisman, 1964).

For this group of studies, called the Chicago School, the city center is taken as an
important factor in the development of the urban macroform as a decision center, at the
geometrical center of the city, where offices are located. Although these studies identify
a unique center for a city, several approaches on multi-centered concepts have also
emerged. These vital scientific efforts attempt initially to identify the central zones of
cities, to compare these central zones with other uses, and to research the interactions
between the different land use patterns. These theories have much important inputs and
outputs for city centers. Such as; the central functions follow high-level income group
movements. Moreover some processes have determined city and central structure like:
Centralization & Decentralization, Integration & Segregation, Invasion & Succession,
Dominance & Gradient, Nucleation & Dispersion. If it is considered that the first definition
of CBDs developed within the urban ecology theories, the centralization tendency of
urban functions was related to the economy-based concentration and the concomitance
of commerce and service activities. From this standpoint, CBD's are the best location in
which all competition can occur. On the other hand, non-residential uses may be
preferred at the peripheries of cities (Chapin, 1967, Brill, 1967, Gist & Halbert, 1956).

Competitive cooperation took the form of social and functional segregation, in which the
urban area dispersed into diverse residential, commercial and financial areas. The various
regions of the city fought hard for commercial and financial dominance, a struggle that
was almost inevitably won by the city’'s core, which evolved into the CBD. The
commercial growth of the outlying areas only served to reinforce the commercial
dominance of the CBD, as long as the former were tied to the latter through effective
means of transportation and communication. Park labeled this process as "decentralized

centralization" (Leidenberger, 2000).

The nucleation-dispersion trend depended on a decentralization-centralization duality.
Nucleation can be described as the spatial clustering of economic, institutional and social
dimensions. The major nucleus is the CBD, where economic activities and social relations
are concentrated. From a historical perspective, the CBD-based nucleation process

evolved by the way of increasing accessibility possibilities. Integration can be defined as
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the locating on urban space of people originated from different social groups. People
have generally tended to segregate from people they are not similar to, choosing to
associate themselves with people with similar interests, values and social positions
(Levent, 2007). Invasion-succession is a continuing process on the urban arena that
includes the abandonment of an urban space and a move into other groups and
institutions. Each zone that that contains a concentration of one urban function in the
urban growth process develops by invading another zone. This conceptualization
represent from inner to outer area. Therefore, CBDs have an invasion and succession
tendency to other zones. This continued expansion evolved with polycentric urban growth
tendencies in the historical perspective (Chapin, 1967). It is claimed that the history of

the American city is a story of the invasion of one land use by another (Palen, 2005).

The dominance-gradient duality refers to the relationship between the weak & powerful,
economically valuable & invaluable, low & high income etc. in different urban land-use
patterns. That is, there is a powerful relation between the CBD and slum areas, and the
high and low income group settlements. This might be commented as being “uneven” in
terms of socio-economics. From the ecological approach, theories have been put forward
by such people as Burgess, Bablock, Hoyt, Hurd and Mckenzie with Harris and Ullman,

like the Concentric Zones Theory, the Sector Theory and the Multiple Nuclei Theory.

Concentric Zone Hypothesis: This theory is essentially based on Chicago's growth
pattern, identified by Burgess (1925). He theorized that there were five concentric zones
in a city, which were determined by spatial competition. Burgess suggested that city
growth was not random or haphazard, but rather the consequence of ecological factors.
The Concentric Zone Hypothesis generally represents a static picture of a city structure.
Burgess' hypothesis is a model, or "ideal type", of how industrial cities evolve spatially as

a result of competition for prime space (Flanagan, 1993, Palen, 2005).

Burgess suggested that the most valuable property goes to those functions that can use
space intensively and are willing to pay the costs. Thus, the ecologist would expect land
located at the center of the transportation network to be occupied by intensive space
users, such as department stores, major business headquarters and financial institutions.
An economic model of land use developed by William Alonso points out that only those
who can pay the most can occupy land in the CBD (Alonso, 1971). Costs include not only

price, but also taxes and nuisance factors (congestion, noise, pollution, etc.) from other
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nearby land users (Palen, 2005).

A more developed type of Concentric Zone Hypothesis is the Axial Growth
Hypothesis. According to Bablock (1932), concentric zones distort under the affect of
natural and artificial thresholds. This distortion is observed least on transportation routes.
In other words, intensive developments follow transport corridors, and development
expands outwards from the corridor with the widest spread, being at the more central
end. Therefore, urban growth can implemented on the most accessible corridors,

bringing a so called “star pattern” (Everson and Fitzgerald, 1972).

The Sector Theory: This theory is essentially a critique of the Concentric Zone
Hypothesis proposed by Hoyt (1939). Based on his study of 142 cities, Homer Hoyt
proposed what has become known as the “sector theory.” In this approach, rather than
growth through rings, growth took place in homogenous pie-shaped sectors that
extended radially from the center towards the periphery of the city. Hoyt proposed that
spatial competition is not the only source of a city's growth, as other factors like
prestigious locations (hills, waterfronts), social kinship, urban rents, property values and
affinity also play a role. Thus, cities grow in sectors, rather than in concentric zones.
Lower income districts are not necessarily in a separate zone, but could co-exist with

more fashionable/prestigious areas (Richardson, 1977, Flanagan, 1993, Palen, 2005).

It can be evaluated a variant of the Concentric Zone Hypothesis. Even Hoyt found that
over time, the more prestigious locations moved out of the city along a radial path begun
by the sectors in earlier years. Residential areas extended rapidly along established lines
of travel where economic resistance was least. A pattern of land use was said to develop
in which each use - industrial, commercial, high-income residential, or low-income
residential — tended to be pushed out from the city core in specific sectors or wedges

that cut across concentric zones (Palen, 2005).

According to Hoyt, land uses begat similar land uses. Residential land use tended to be
arranged in wedges or sectors radiating from the center of the city along lines of
transportation. This theory emphasizes the importance of “rent”, and claims that high-
rent areas tend not to locate randomly, but rather that location dynamics are dependent
on affordable land values. In this theory the CBD is the single nuclei of decision-making

and the main commerce activities. Therefore deluxe and high rise buildings locate and
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concentrate in the CBDs that attract office buildings, banks and stores along with them in
the cities (Richardson, 1977).

In addition to the Sector Theory, there is another sector and zone based hypothesis, the
so-called “Polycentric City". In this theory, as a city grows outward, other-smaller CBDs
emerge near the new areas. Businesses relocate to these newer CBDs because of lower
rents and less problems in comparison to city centre. Polycentric cities thus have more
than one CBD. Transportation patterns are more complex in a polycentric city as
compared to a monocentric city, since there is significant traffic between the secondary
CBDs (in a monocentric city, there is traffic only between the residential districts and the
single CBD). This hypothesis firstly adds in literature sub or secondary center terms. This

contribution developed after second part of 20th century (Leidenberger, 2000).

Multiple Nuclei Theory: This theory, advanced by Harris and Ullman, argues that there
are distinctive districts where activities are concentrated. The multiple-nuclei theory of
spatial growth rejects the idea of a unicentered city altogether and instead holds that as
a city grows it develops distinct centers of activity, and that in contemporary cities these
different land uses have different centers. While the Concentric Zone Hypothesis
proposed that cities grow in zones from the center out, the Multiple Nuclei Theory
proposes that these are not necessarily zones, but that similar activities are grouped
together in certain districts. The spatial distribution of these districts is more complex
than that of the monocentric city (Harris & Ulman, 1959; Leidenberger, 2000).

In many respects the multiple-nuclei hypothesis better describes the entire metropolitan
area than it does the central city. Contemporary suburbia, with its mixture of outlying
shopping malls, offices and industrial parks, and residential areas, does indeed exhibit a
multinucleated pattern when seen from the air. Hawley (1981) stressed the importance
of the transportation network in a multi-nucleated theory of growth. Within metropolitan
areas there is not one retail business district, but rather a hierarchical, multi-nucleated
system of districts. In particular, second- and third-rank business districts develop at
transportation intersections where traffic converges from four directions. A greater
specialization of both services and products is found at the CBD, while outlying centers

offer more standardized services and items (Palen, 2005).

A distinctive aspect of the multiple nuclei theory is the fact that the cities are

conceptualized as the composition of different land use categories presents different

39



spatial patterns of land uses, although CBDs continue to possess the preferential position

in the urban spatial structure (Flanagan, 1993).

Criticism: Although ecological approaches are crucial for explaining central functions
and location trends. In understanding the inner structure of city and its dynamics, urban
ecology theories were seriously criticized after World War II due to experiments in cities
of third world countries. In addition to this, these theories were criticized with the
sublimating wholeness of city and describing the city as a living organism, ignoring the
political, economic and social dimensions. Although these theories have crucial analysis
on urban space, they also provide limited explanations for the planning process of the
city. For these reason, the critical points of these theoretical frameworks should not be
used individually. The Chicago School’s contributions have enriched other important

theoretical approaches.

The Burgess concentric-zone pattern of urban growth, which suggests an increasing
status gradient as one that goes from the city core to the periphery, has never a
satisfactory model of urban growth outside North America (Sjoberg, 1960). In such cities,
it is common to find a pattern in which the upper-class and upper-middle-class groups
occupy the city proper, and poor immigrants settle on the “suburban” periphery in
squatter shantytowns. These barriadas orgecekondu can be found on the periphery of

almost every major city in Latin America, Africa, Asia and Turkey (Palen, 2005).

It is true to say that if the transformations and changes of the central structure and the
dynamics of office use could consult sensitively, some of the important claims of these
theories (such as decentralization, invasion etc.) could be verified. Although new
explanations and theoretical frameworks have important points for city center and office

use, these classical points must be taken into consideration.

2.2.2. Behavioral Approaches

This group of theories highlights the claim that the urban form is directed by the basic
factors behind the behaviors of individual actors. Although these behavioral-based
approaches were formulated in 1920s, these theories have been dominant in the second
half of the 20" century and are usually given the title of the utility maximization

approach. On the other hand, regional growth theories provide some clues to explain the
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spatial organizations and locations of inner- and intra-city structures. Behavioral
approaches generally depend upon quantitative techniques and classical economic
theories. Therefore, in this thesis behavioral theories will be evaluated with both utility

maximization-oriented hypotheses and the related parts of regional growth theories.

2.2.2.1. Regional Growth Based Theories

If regional growth theories are analyzed with main resources, it can be said that neo-
classical growth theories are strongly related with behavioral approaches because of their
utility maximization and individual location dynamics resources, and in this context, neo-

classical economy-based growth theories will be analyzed.

Neo-classical Regional Economic Growth Theories can be evaluated in three main parts.
Although the Central Place Theory, Location Theory and Income Equalization Model have
mainly been used to research regions and settlements by the way of the location of
industry, these theoretical frameworks have some implications upon the urban inner

structure and central locations.

Table 2.2: Three Main Fields of Regional Growth Theories (Garlic, Taylor, and Plummer, 2004)

Regional Growth Theories

Neoclassical Linkages Scale and Concentration
- Central Place Theory - Export Base - Fordist Growth Model
- Location Theory - Product Cycle - Cumulative Causation
- Income Equalization Model - Growth Poles - Agglomeration

Central Place Theory: In the 1930s, Christaller introduced the Central Place Theory,
which determined that the growth of urban centers was dependent upon their role in
providing a core of regional service functions. The Central Place Theory is based on
certain assumed laws of behavior and identical consumers from which a model of a

settlement pattern and system of central places has been developed (Berry, 1967).
Taking into consideration Thiinen’s “Theory of Isolated State” and Weber's “Theory of

Industrial Settlements”, Christaller claimed that each settlement aims to serve its

hinterland. For this reason both rural and urban settlements may be evaluated as a
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center. The center locates on the most accessible point for both consumers and
producers. Each center occurs according to the demand and threshold of the hinterland.
In this theory, each place as a center located in a hierarchical system. There is a uniform

distribution of identical, equally-affluent and fully-informed consumers (Johnson, 1983).

Theory developed by Losch in 1954 has depended on flexible market areas. In this
flexible implication of Losch, the hierarchical order of centers and the telescopic form of
centers may be distorted. Apart from a higher order of health, finance and education
provision, a central place would typically include a range of government agencies and
court facilities. It may also effectively be a growth center, but its function is to provide a
service level necessary to maintain the population in the hinterland through improved
access and conditions. This may be viewed as a more efficient use of resources than
mechanisms to support the industries of the smaller towns within the immediate region.
It is also less reliant upon the spill-over or spread effect, supposedly flowing from growth
poles (Higgins & Savoie, 1995) or growth centers (Garlic, Taylor and Plummer, 2004).

The Central Place Theory can be based on center systems and the urban inner structure.
In this respect, all centers are located in the city by the way of their hinterland. The
theory claims that there is a strong hierarchy between the CBDs and other subcenters.
The CBD as a decision-making center has hosted almost all offices, and related services

must be located at the centers by the way of scale economies and their specialization.

This theory has been criticized, particularly in relation to the distortions induced by
transport developments, socio-economic relations and local administrative arrangements,
and appears to be more relevant to agricultural rather than industrial areas. The
assumptions of the theory about both transportation and population depend on
uniformity that takes root from the normative character of the theory. The uniformity in
its assumptions, however, implies an ignorance of the possible existence of contrasting
modes of transportation and of the variation in morphological structures (Johnston, 1966;
cited in Levent, 2007). The most important limitations of this theory are its static,
equilibrium seeking assumptions, which do not suit the highly dynamic physical

environment of the retail function (Marshall, 1969; Dawson, 1979).
Location Theory: Location theory, which was originally codified by Weber (1929), was

later developed by Hoover (1939), Isard (1956) and Moses (1958). The theory has as its

crux the impact of the geography of production and consumption, with “transportation as
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the most important factor determining the location of economic activities” (Galston &
Baehler, 1995). In this approach, location is treated as a problem of the individual
decision-making process relative to a given spatial environment (Scott, 1988). Perhaps
less of a regional development planning tool, it nevertheless “goes a long way in
explaining what has happened with regard to the location of industry, and thus in
explaining why some regions have grown rapidly while others have grown slowly,

stagnated or declined (Higgins & Savoie, 1995)".

According to Location Theory, each function try to maximize of theirs economical utilities
and rents (Richardson, 1977). Galston and Baehler (1995) consider that there have
evolved a number of factors which have eroded the utility of location theory: the
electronic transmission of communications and intangible goods; the growing emphasis
on market penetration rather than access to production inputs; the importance of
amenities and lifestyle considerations; and a greater interconnectivity between industries,

services and institutions that favor particular localities.

To these factors could be added the reduction of transport costs in general, which have
further weakened the contribution of location theory. Nevertheless, it might be argued
that another perspective on location theory, which focuses on capitalizing on the
geography and all local resources and amenities — physical, environmental and human —
as the basis of maximizing competitive strengths, and incorporating elements of
innovation, quality and design, entrepreneurship, etc., might preserve the relevance of
Location Theory (Garlic, Taylor, and Plummer, 2004).

The theory is important for not only regional growth, but also urban expansion by the
way of industrial location. This regional-based expansion may be based on service
location on the inner city. It can be claimed that all the utility maximization approaches

have been based on the Location Theory.

Income Equalization Model: This supposedly convergent model has as its basis the
assumption that both labor and capital are fully mobile, with labor moving to better paid
employment and capital moving to where it can generate the best return (Galston &
Baehler, 1995). These assumptions have become unrealistic, particularly in the context of

mobility of labor, for a number of reasons (Garlic, Taylor, and Plummer, 2004).



The Rank-Size Rule: Although the Rank-Size Rule can not be evaluated as a regional
growth theory and is an old-fashioned principle, it can be analyzed due to its
concentration approach. One of the most striking regularities in the location of economic
activity is how much of it is concentrated in cities. Since cities come in different sizes, one
enduring line of research has been in describing the size distribution of cities within an
urban system. The idea that the size distribution of cities in a country can be
approximated by a Pareto distribution has fascinated social scientists ever since Auerbach
(1913) first proposed it. The Rank-Size Rule states that not only does the size distribution
of cities follow a Pareto distribution. According to this rule, the relationship between the
ranks of cities and their populations can be indicated by the formula Pn=P1/n, where Pn
is the population of towns ranked n, P1 is the population of the largest town and n is the
rank of the town. This theory brings together the “primate city” approach (Kwok, 2002)
Although the primate city and Rank-Size Rule approach can not be used with the
deterministic base of the urban system and the inner locations of urban functions, it can
be used in terms of the concentration capacities and structures of cities, especially in
developing countries (Glinay, 2006).

All regional development theories are strongly related to urban growth and the central
structures. To understand and evaluate CBD dynamics and inner city locations, it is

necessary to research regional dynamics and macro-scale locations and economics.

2.2.2.2. Utility Maximization Theories

Utility maximization approaches also shares a common analytical basis with neoclassical
economic theories. Therefore, these theoretical efforts use generally deterministic types
of mathematical models that involve the application of consumer theory onto an urban
location analysis. These mathematical models provide insights into three major aspects:
the rationale behind the emergence of core dominated cities; the negativity of the slope
of urban rent function; and the decline of building heights away from the downtown
(Alao, 1974; cited in Levent, 2007).

There are different types of theoretical efforts in this approach, which are generally land
rent-based and can be handled in two main parts: Land rent-based models that are
directly dependent on land rent; and the spatial interaction theory that is dependent not

only on land rent but also on a central location.



Table 2.3: A Classification of the Utility Maximization Approach (Based on, Brown, 1993)

UTILITY MAXIMIZATION THEORIES
Land Rent Based Modals
Isolated State-Thunen
Law of Bid-Rent-Alonso-Ricardo
Scarcity of Rent, Min. Differentiation- Hotelling
Spatial Interaction Theory-Reilly

Land Rent-Value Based Models: This model was begun by von Thunen, who was a
farmer in 1820s Germany, who conceptualized the spatial distribution of crops. Along
with planning theories, location planning also depends on land value theories, also known
as the Bid Rent Theory and Urban Rent Theory, which first achieved recognition in a
retailing context from the early work of Haig (1926) and modified by Hotelling (1929).
Haig argued that competition for an inelastic supply of land ensures that, in the long
term, all urban sites are occupied by the activity capable of paying the highest rents, and
land is thereby put to its “highest and best” use. According to Clarkson et al (1996), Land
Value Theory proposes that the location of different activities (retailing formats) will

depend on competitive bidding for specific sites.

In this approach, land allocation occurs through competition or a bidding process. Land is
an amenity with a cost associated with accessibility; and rent is thus a charge of
accessibility. Von Thunen'’s "Isolated State Theory”can identify the milestones of the land
rent-based approaches. This model generally depends on transportation costs for
agricultural products (Isard, 1956). The model generated four concentric rings of
agricultural activity. In this theory, technology is fixed and accessibility introduces scarcity
(Richardson, 1977).

Table 2.4: Bid-Rent Function and Location Dynamics (Source: sjsu, 2007)
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"Bid-Rent Function™based interventions can be defined as leading milestone of the utility
maximization approach. This hypothesis depended on the "Law of Rent”, which states
that the rent of a land site is equal to the economic advantage obtained by putting the
site to its most productive use, relative to the advantage obtained by using marginal land

for the same purpose given the same inputs of labor and capital (Brown, 1993).

The Bid-Rent Theory has some openings for further empirical studies. In this manner,
there are some empirical cases on different land values, biddings and rents. If this
theoretical effort, based on the location dynamics of services which are mainly related to
CBDs, it can be said that producer-based services are locating at CBDs. On the other
hand, wholesaled and households have different locational dynamics because of the
restrictive land values in the CBDs. Therefore, households may be located on the
periphery or edge parts of the cities.

On the other hand, especially in the last three decades, accessibility and bid-rent
functions have eroded. It is claimed that there is edge and edgeless cities with producer
services. For this reason, that the theory explain this functions should be only in CBD, the

theory has some disadvantages.

"Scarcity of Rent, the Principle of Minimum Differentiation” formulated by Hotelling's Law
referred to as the principle of minimum differentiation, as well as Hotelling's "linear city
model". According to this theory, not every activity depends on the accessibility of the
entire market or the general accessibility of a location within the CBD. Hotelling makes
key assumptions concerning location, pricing, transport costs, consumer behavior,
conjectural variations, market and competitors; which in reality are not always consistent.
These theories explain most of the economic behaviors of a person, but neglect many of
their social and emotional behaviors. In addition, these types of explanations do not
contain operational strategies. In other words, behavioral studies have been interested
the “what and why"” of what happened, and not what should be done. These points are

criticized by socially-oriented approaches and urban studies.

Spatial Interaction Theory: This is based on the hypothesis that consumers trade off
the attractiveness of alternative shopping areas against the deterrent effect of distance
(Clarkson et al. 1996). This offers an alternative normative model to explain behavioral
interaction. In doing so, it discards the assumption made by central place theory that

behavior is explained by consumers using the nearest offering of goods or service. The
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origins of the Spatial Interaction Theory come from the pioneering studies of William
Reilly (1931). Reilly based his “Law of Retail Gravitation” on an analogy of Newtonian
physics linked with empirical observations of shopping behavior, placed in an inter-urban
structural context. The basic problem with the original gravity model is that its variables;
being population and road distance, and the parameters on these variables, being unity
and the inverse square, do not always perform well in practice (Skogster, 2006). This
theory is more useful for the parameters of the locational dynamics of consumer services

than producer services.

General Evaluation on Theories of Land Rent-Value Theories: In these theories,
individual behavior is assumed to change according to such criteria as transportation and
parking opportunities, land prices, convenience of buildings etc. Therefore, it is assumed
that the city and city center changes according to the process determining behavior. In
this approach, city center decentralization could be explained as a new location process.
Especially industry and consumer service-oriented locational dynamics have been
analyzed using behavior-based approaches since the beginning of the century. Contrarily,
land value-based evaluations have not provided sufficient explanation for multi-central or
sprawl-based locational trends. It can be said that all of these theories define cities as
monocentric structures. Moreover, this approach is dependent on single goods, and for

this reason agglomeration economics are not given enough importance.

2.2.3. Marxist Theories

Although Marxist theory is not directly related with urban structure, urban studies or
planning, Marxist the approach has had a marked affect on both the urban arena and
almost all urban-based theoretical frameworks. Since the 1970s, conflict-oriented political
economy models have stressed the importance of power. Such models emphasize the
crucial role played around the world by capitalist economic systems. Marxist approaches,
defining urban space as a focus of capital movements and class struggles from the point
of a socialist view, take factors behind urban processes in terms of capital accumulation

processes and the social division of labor.
Political Economy Approach: Political economy advocates argue that one must look

beyond the city to national patterns to understand such massive changes as city declines,

suburbanization or deindustrialization (Gottdiener & Feagin, 1988).
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The urban political economy thus looks at social power and how urban decisions favor
the powerful at the expense of others. Also, while the Chicago School of researchers
initially concentrated on cities of North America and the developed world, the urban
political economy has given considerable attention to cities in the developing world. In
this approach, the city's (or nation's) role is seen as being shaped and constrained by the
particular historical period or particular economic specialization required during times of
economic expansion or contraction (Feagin, 1997; cited in Palen 2005). In a Marxist
oriented approach, the city and its center represent the node of capital accumulation.
Moreover, the city and center can be defined as a meeting point for socio-cultural
interaction. In this respect, economy-based evaluations of the city and downtown are
inadequate for analyzing and explaining the urban phenomenon. Therefore, locational
dynamics cannot be analyzed only based on individual and behavioral dynamics.
Agglomeration economies, where concentrated on cities and the CBDs of cities, and
socio-economic and socio-cultural dynamics should be analyzed together. This social

dimension-based evaluation focuses on post-structuralist theories.

Uneven Development Theory: The uneven development theory places the state
squarely in the realm of economic affairs that serve business interests. The rules created
by the state ensure that capitalist interests continue to appropriate the share of the
profits of powerful states, nations, regions or parts of cities from commercial activities,
while non-capitalists, predominantly workers, receive little. On the other hand, weak
states, nations, cities and undeveloped parts of cities cannot share in the economic
output of production. The basis of the uneven development position, also known as the
under-development position, is that international exchange is inherently unequal (Gilpin,
1987; Roxborough, 1979).

Over time, the gap between the “favored” developed countries (highly-skilled workers)
and the “unfavored” underdeveloped countries (low-skilled workers) becomes greater.
The Marxist doctrine is that international capitalism is imperialistic, expansionary, conflict-
provoking and inherently unstable. International capitalism reaches from the core for the
bountiful raw materials and labor of the periphery, which in turn diffuses technology and
industry from the developed to the developing nations. In the long term, this process is
destructive to the developed countries, as they are unable to compete with these low-
wage and newly-industrialized countries. After reaching saturation in developed countries

in terms of input-outputs and market mechanisms, developing countries are gaining
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advantages with their cheaper labor market, raw materials, transportation costs etc. This
process can be called “Uneven Development” in international and regional systems
(Martin 1993; Krugman, 1991).

The uneven development theory can be used not only for general economic systems, but
also for the inner spatial systems of cities. If metropolitan cities are observed in terms of
their unevenness, it can be said that every metropolitan area in both developed and
developing countries has relatively undeveloped parts. These parts, which are mostly
ethnic-based slums in the cities of developed countries, and squatters or gecekondus in
developing countries, can be defined as unevenly developed regions. In uneven
development theory, these unevenly developed residential areas have faced a
gentrification process (Smith, 1996).

In the uneven development process, relatively undeveloped or developing countries have
some advantages for new global investments, while undeveloped or blighted parts of
cities, especially metropolitan areas, offer some potentials for new building or re-
functioning processes. In this manner, especially in the blighted squatter areas of
developing countries, which are detached from the relatively developed city parts of the
city, such as the CBDs, have faced renewal or regeneration attacks by not only local
investors, but also national- or global-based investors. This process can see the
development of new retail- and commerce-based zones such as shopping malls, office
buildings etc. (Gokce, 2006).

2.2.4. Post-Structuralist (Marxist) Theories

Post-structuralist theories will be analyzed in four main parts, which are: post-political
economy theories, regulation theories, urban morphology theories and system theories.
These four theoretical frameworks are related to both Marxist and Post-Modern
approaches. Although the Political Economy approach is generally based on the Marxist
approach, one of its sub-theories, the so called Growth Machine, is related to the Post-
modern theoretical framework. System Theories are also related both to Marxist and

Post-modern theories.

2.2.4.1. Post Political Economy Theories

The ecological approach has been challenged by the emergence of a variety of political
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economy models. These conflict-based paradigms or models are commonly referred to as

political economy models (Logan, Bouregard, Gans, 1995).

Ecological approaches have been criticized as being historical and mechanistic, that social
conflict is an inevitable consequence of capitalistic political economies. In political
economy-based explanations, greater emphasis is placed on the deliberate and conscious
manipulation by real estate and government interests in order to promote growth and
profit. Suburbanization, for example, can not be explained as resulting from individual
choices made possible through access to outer lands by automobile, but rather as the
deliberate decision of the economic elites to disinvest in the city and to manipulate the

suburban real estate markets (Feagan & Parker, 1990).

World Systems Theory: Although the World System Theory has been developed and
updated in this era and will therefore be analyzed in this chapter. When taken to the level
of the global economy, the urban political economy is often associated with the World
Systems Theory, which suggests that what happens to individual cities is not a result so
much of what happens in their own region, as to where these cities fit into the world
hierarchy of cities. Capitalism organizes cities around the globe into overarching
geopolitical and economic systems (Wallerstein, 1979). Cities in the economically
developed "core" of North America, Europe and Japan are home to multinational
corporations that dominate the world economy. Professionals working for the
corporations make good livings, and the urban areas in which they live provide a wide
range of housing and social choices. The core region is seen as exploiting the rest of the
globe (Palen, 2005, Wallerstein, 1979).

Contrary to developed countries, countries in the "peripheral" underdeveloped Third
World provide raw materials and raw labor. Their cities have small elites living in luxury
and large numbers living in slums in poverty. Third World cities offer few social amenities
to their residents. Cities in "semi-peripheral" countries and most of Eastern Europe fall in
between these. They are tied to the core, but lack the control and resource base of the
core cities (Wallerstein, 1979). World Systems Theory emphasizes that there is a
hierarchy of cites in the world, and that this hierarchy is based upon the economic power
the city commands. The major core global cities manage the global economy and offer
the most advanced financial, service and production operations (Palen, 2005). World

System Theory can be used in analyzing the globalization process from an alternative
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angle. In the information technology era, investments, capital, labor and services can
flow without borders. In this process, by analyzing the dualities and uneven development
process of the world system, the opportunity arises for an in-depth analysis and

intervention potential of not only the world system, but also inner city structures.

The Baltimore-California Schools: Especially after the 1980s, non-industrial-based
growth, or the capital accumulation process, gained importance in urban studies. Starting
from cities in the United States, real estate-originated capital accumulation and new
service sector-based labor dynamics have been analyzed. In this manner, Harvey’s
Baltimore city-based empirical study, which explains a second circuit on capital,
denominated similar type of analysis so called Baltimore School? In addition to this,
Scott’s study, “Metropolis: From the Division of Labor to Urban Form”, are of crucial value

in this group of evaluations, the so called California School.

David Harvey, in a well-known study, analyzed the real estate market in Baltimore as an
example of how capitalists, motivated by profit, use government programs to change the
spatial use of the city (Harvey, 1985a). Harvey discussed that the city was not one
housing market, but rather a number of different markets. Harvey suggested that the
capitalist economy builds the city it needs, and uses government policies and programs
to protect its profits and investments. Real estate investors see little financial sense in
putting capital into decaying and poorer neighborhoods when the profits are greater in
high-rent neighborhoods and the outer suburbs. Thus, they deliberately disinvest in the
central city and, in effect, create blight. Afterwards, the unevenly-developed areas have

offer major potential for wild capitalist investment demands (Harvey, 1985a; 2006).

According to Harvey, capitalism consistently produces more surplus investment than can
be used (over accumulation) and that changes in the built environment, such as
suburbanization, gentrification and urban renewal, are ways of using surplus capital
(Harvey, 1985a; 1985b). In this era of free flows of investment, economy-based crises
have affected not only macro-scale economics, but also urban economics (Harvey,
1985b, 1989; Smith, 1996, 2000).

Allen Scott, conducting careful research into the high-tech manufacturing and advanced

service industries of Southern California, developed a “transaction cost” framework that

showed how the end of organized capitalism had actually accentuated the importance of
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location (Scott, 1988). Allen Scott’s research showed that small- and medium-sized,
flexible companies interacted repeatedly and thus benefited from being located near to
one another (Palen, 2005; Leidenberger, 2000; Scott, 1988, Harvey, 1985a).

The Californian post-structuralist approach emphasized the vertical division of the labor
process. According to Scott, beyond their unit characteristics, the quality of office
products like consultation, information, mapping, etc. should be focused upon, as behind
these kinds of products/services there is a production process and they take place in the
city center to integrate with other services (Scott, 1988). On the other hand, vertically
integrated complexes start to decentralize at the threshold of exceeding the
agglomeration economies. This integration has necessitated some concentrations and
new centralizations. In this concept, new shopping malls and dispersed concentrations
should be explained, not only in terms of individual behaviors but also according to socio-

economic locations, agglomerations and socio-spatial organization models.

It can be summarized that real estate market-based capital circuits have an enormous
effect on urban systems and macroforms. In this context, unevenly-developed countries
and undeveloped, blighted parts of developing countries are becoming “profit pies” for
global investment demands. In this context, the old parts of CBDs and the transition
zones of cities have great potential for renewal investments. Moreover, new residential
zones with shopping malls and office units have a big transformation potential in the
central business areas of cities. This trend can be referred to as “destructive creativity”

for central areas.

Urban Growth Machines: John Logan and Harvey Molotch present a conflict, and while
it cannot be evaluated as being fully Marxist, it may be seen as a post-modern concept
analysis of urban growth. They say that an "urban growth machine" ideology influences
American urban growth (Palen, 2005; Logan & Molotoch, 1987). This “competitive city”
opinion built on developing cities for new investments or facilities. In this manner, cities
are driven by local elites, being the bankers, developers, corporate officials, and real
estate investors etc. The growth machine ideology influences local governments to view
cities not as places where people live, work and have social relationships, but only as
places where it is hecessary to create a "good business climate". A good business climate
means that a growth machine is created in which increasing the value of commercial

property comes ahead of community values, neighborhood needs or a livable city. In
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their terms, "Cities become organized enterprises devoted to (raising) the aggregate rent

levels through the intensification of land usage (Logan & Molotoch, 1987)."

This popular approach has a major affect on shaping city systems and urban structures.
In this good investment climate, building skyscrapers with offices, shopping malls can
have a negative affect on the central business areas of cities. This trend prepare a

withdraw and decline process in CBDs.

2.2.4.2. Regulation Theories

These theories are built mainly on criticisms of the political economy. The theoretical
background of regulation theories follows the Marxist approach. According to what is
sometimes referred to as the Parisian School, the concepts necessary to overcome this
reductionism are the following: “regime of accumulation”, which refers to the
organization of consumption as well as that of production; “mode of growth”, which
relates the regime of accumulation to the international division of labor; and “mode of
regulation”, which refers to the national and international, institutional, and ideological
framework, which facilitates the reproduction of particular regimes of accumulation and
modes of growth. The best-known claim made by the regulationists is that the use of
these concepts enables one to distinguish two successive modes of regulation in the

history of 20th-century capitalism —Fordism and Post-Fordism (Jessop, 1989).

This approach can be evaluated as being opposite to post-modern-based deregulation
suggestions. This approach intends to regulate the world economics system in a labor-
based production, accumulation and institutional regulations. Opposite to the “growth
machine”, in this approach the urban arena can be controlled and regulated with
specified regulations. In this manner, adopting new information technologies and flexible
productions that are concentrated in the service sector, and planning and controlling
urban rents with all the related shareholders and citizens of cities, such as unevenly

developed blighted areas of cities, are crucial in regulatory-based approaches.

2.2.4.3. Urban Morphology Approach

Urban Morphology is also considered as a study of the urban tissue, or fabric, as a means

of discerning the underlying structure of the built landscape. This approach challenges
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the common perception of unplanned environments as chaotic or vaguely organic
through understanding the structures and processes embedded in urbanization (Moudon,
1997). In some literature, urban ecology theories can be classified using urban
morphology approaches. Because, basically both two theoretical approaches based on

urban physical form and backgrounds that social based of this forms (Vance, 1990).

In the urban morphology approach, special attention is given to how the physical form of
a city changes over time, and to how different cities compare to each other. Another
significant part of this subfield deals with the study of social forms, which are expressed
in the physical layout of a city, and conversely, how physical form produces or

reproduces various social forms (Moudon, 1997).

Using the urban morphology approach, human settlements are considered as generally
unconscious products that emerge over long periods through the accrual of successive
generations of building activity. This leaves traces that serve to structure subsequent
building activities and provide opportunities and constraints to city-building processes,

such as land subdivision, infrastructure development or building construction.

The morphological approach, conceptualizes the city as the accumulation and integration
of many individual and small group actions, which are governed by cultural traditions and
shaped by social and economic forces over time. In other words, all social, historical,
institutional and behavioral issues in cities and urban life “inscribe into space” (Moudon,
1997; Harvey, 1990, Massey, 1994, Lefebvre, 1991).

In this approach, the city is analyzed in terms of the “Key Elements” that focus land use,
being: building structure and the related physical systems, spaces, urban network, plots
and lots. The tool for analysis in Urban Morphology includes spatial resolution. Urban
forms can only be understood in a historical perspective. Elements of cities, experiences
of urban life, continuous transformations, changes, replacements and displacements

should be analyzed for the planning process.

As a decision-making unit of a city, CBDs are defined as the “brain” of the urban fabric.
In this manner, the CBD is the main concentration node of the urban macroform. The
Morphologic Approach analyzes the inner structures of CBDs, having specified different

land use zones and network structures. This type of delimitation study can reveal

54



different concentrations, intensifications and causes of the locations of the internal
structures of CBDs (Smith, 1971). In addition to deeply understanding and analyzing the
CBD, internal analyses of CBDs can reveal comparable data for the CBDs of different
cities (Glinay, 2000; 2005; 2007; Mayer & Kohn, 1959).

The Morphologic Approach generally depends on monocentric- and downtown-dominated
structures. Different from the ecological approaches, morphologic evaluations focus on
the spatial processes of the urban system. In addition to this, instead of individual
location dynamics of the utility Maximization Approach, the whole urban fabric and its
location dynamics are focused upon in the Morphologic Approach. The city, as an
accumulation and integration unit of socio-cultural and socio-spatial dimensions, should
be analyzed as a “place”. The capacity in spatial description of CBDs is much more

improved in morphological approach.

On the other hand, the monocentric city aspect of the Morphological Approach is limited
to defining decentralization and the dispersal process of cities. Although Morphological
Approaches provide proper and useful analytical tolls for planning implementations, and
produce comparative data for analyzing different cases, this type of conceptualization has
some limits when explaining the spatial organizations of functions, especially service
activities (Harvey, 1990, Massey, 1994, Lefebvre, 1991; Levent, 2007).

Poststructuralist approaches have claimed that spatial dynamics are related to the socio-
spatial process. Centralization and decentralization, and even dispersal, processes contain
not only behavioral causalities, but also socio-economic and spatial causalities too. In this
context, deterritorialization and reterritorialization processes have gained importance.
Then new location process and the basic dynamics of a firms’ movements have been
steering on identification of space. For this reason the decentralization or sprawl process

of the CBD should be researched within a socio-spatial context (Tekeli, 2001).

2.2.4.4. System Approach

The System Approach has various conceptualizations. It can be said that the
conceptualization effort of this approach began with the “Top-Down Theory” that

originated from the Marxist Approach. On the other hand, “Top-Down Strategies” and

“Chaos-Self Organizing System Approaches” have “deconstruction”, which based on
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postmodern theory, ideas. For this reason, the System Approach may be evaluated from

the Marxist Approach to the Post-Modern Approach.

Both in the analyzing of urban spatial organizations and the planning of urban systems,
the System Approach have been generally used in a comprehensive “top-down” method.
In this manner, in determining the locational position of urban functions in a planning
process and discovering internal causalities, the entireties of locational dynamics, a
System Approach can be used (Roger, 1967; Bourne, 1971; Wong, 2001). Top-down and
bottom-up are strategies of information processing and knowledge ordering, mostly
involving software, but also using other humanistic and scientific theories. In many cases,
top-down is used as a synonym of analysis or decomposition, and bottom-up of synthesis
(Couclelis, 2000).

Top-Down Approach is essentially breaking down a system to gain insight into its
compositional subsystems or sub-sub systems. This approach intends to clarify the
internal structure of complex systems. In the urban case, this complex system is the
whole urban system. Top down control refers to when a top predator controls the
structure dynamics of the urban system and/or macroform. This approach researches
relationships between the levels of urban functions or hierarchical systems. A top-down
model is often specified with the assistance of "black boxes" that make it easier to

manipulate because of neglecting partial details (Couclelis, 2000).

Bottom-Up Approach is originated on individual or partial relations, and can therefore
be evaluated as being opposite to the top-down approach. The bottom-up approach
essentially pieces together systems to give rise to grander systems, thus making the
original systems subsystems of the emergent system. In a bottom-up approach the
individual base elements of the system are first specified in great detail. These elements
are then linked together to form larger subsystems, which are then, in turn, linked,
sometimes at many levels, until a complete top-level system is formed. This strategy
often resembles a "seed" model, whereby the beginnings are small but eventually grow
in complexity and completeness. In the urban case, each urban part can be considered
as a seed. However, "organic strategies" may result in a tangle of elements and
subsystems, developed in isolation and subject to local optimization, as opposed to
meeting a global purpose. In other words, this is a “holistic” method. This approach has

the disadvantage of neglecting wholeness and predicting from the most detailed part to
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the whole complex system (Wong, 2001; Lozano, 1990; Couclelis, 2000).

Recently, there have been many evaluations of urban systems which are different from
the “rational choice” and “classical order”-based theoretical frameworks of the modern
era. Especially the Chaos Theory has had a crucial effect. The Chaos Theory, which
depends on “chaoctic thought” and “order in chaos”, brings together short-term, flexible
prediction necessities. In this manner, public-private partnerships and bottom level-based
organizations have a crucial role to play in the decision-making process. For this reason,
it is claimed that a rigid order-based long-term planning process cannot be sustained
(Elster, 1990; Cartwright, 1991; Finke & Bettle, 1996).

These evaluations, which can be classified as post-modern approaches, refer to the
metaphor of “Self-Organizing Systems” for the urban system, rather than the “living
organism” metaphor of the modern era. In urban planning experience, preserving the
balance between parts and the whole is of vital importance. Therefore, although bottom-
up based incrimentalist approaches alone are inadequate; top-down only-based
approaches have fragilities due to the lack of detail for the making of decisions (Moles,
1993; Viscek, 1989; Couclelis, 2000).

2.2.5. Post-Modernist Approach

Post-modern evaluations generally depend on rapid technological developments and
innovations. In particular, communication possibilities and the related infrastructure of
transportation and information technologies affected strongly social and economic life
and the social structures. In this respect, there are crucial conceptualizations on “time-

space” relations, being: “time-space compression” and “time-space distanciation”.

Time-Space Compression is a term used to describe processes that seem to
accelerate the experience of time and reduce the significance of distance during a given
historical moment. It refers to "processes that ... revolutionize the objective qualities of
space and time" (Harvey, 1990). Time-space compression often refers to technologies
that seem to accelerate or elide spatial and temporal distances, including technologies of
communication, travel and economics (open up new markets, speed up production cycles

and reduce the turn-over time of capital) (Decron, 2001).
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Time-space compression refers to the dissolution or collapse of traditional spatial
structures because of rapid transformation (May & Thrift, 2001). Related to time-space
compression, technological innovations produce new types of relations between societies
and inner social structures. These innovative transformations bring together crucial

distanciations and sprawl processes on both spatial and social relations.

Time Space Distanciation is a phrase coined by Anthony Giddens. According to
Giddens, social life consists of interactions that are face-to-face or remote. Time-space
distanciation describes the process whereby remote interaction has become an
increasingly significant feature of human life, and through which social systems that were
previously distinctive have become connected and interdependent (Giddens, 1984).
Social activity becomes disconnected from the context of presence, and opens up to the
possibilities of change by breaking free from the restraints of local habits and practices.
For Giddens, modernization and modernity was based upon a process whereby a fixed
and narrow idea of “space” as “place” is gradually eroded by an increasingly dominant
concept of universal time. Two types of dis-embedding mechanisms: Symbolic Tokens
and Expert Systems are dependent on technological revolutions and virtual, not face-to-
face, relations (Baumann, 1993, 1996; Giddens, 1984).

It can be said that the time-space compression and time-space distanciation processes
affected urban spatial systems and organizations. Depending on information technology-
based growth and changing social-commercial relations prepare effective use of time.
Therefore, spatial relations and organizations especially in decision making activities and
central business functions, have been transforming. Deterritorialization-based
conceptualizations are generally oriented from these remote relations. This process can

be observed on urban space, disperse-based new locations and “edge-edgeless cities”.

2.2.5.1. Edge Cities

After the World War II, starting in the United States, the “suburbanization” process
affected housing policies and the implications of urban systems. This suburban-oriented
decentralization process brought together, shopping mall locations related to suburbs, or
the relocation of consumer services outside of the CBDs. The extensive shopping mall
construction in the 1960s and 1970s in the US and Canada, and an “automobile-oriented”

consumption trend started to change the internal structure of CBDs. This decentralization
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process finally caused employment to move out to join where the workforce lived and
shaped (Garreau, 1991).

Especially after the 1980s, depending on informational innovations and developments
transportation and communication technologies, traditional suburbanization processes
started to change. In this new type of urbanization process, not only residents and
consumer services, but also producer services start to locate outside of the CBDs and
even out of the subcenters as a demand arose for large-scale buildings that would not

always have been possible to have been built in the old downtowns (Garreau, 1991).

This new form of urban center, the so called Edge City, contains all functions in a spread
out form. They are typically situated on lands some distance from old downtowns.
Differing from typical suburbs, Edge Cities contain tall office buildings, white-collar jobs,
shopping and entertainment facilities, prestige hotels, corporate headquarters, hospitals
etc. They have been known as major diversified centers, suburban cores, mini-cities,
suburban activity centers, cities of realms, galactic cities, urban sub-centers, superburbia,
technoburbs, disurbs, service cities, perimeter cities, peripheral centers, urban villages

and suburban downtowns, but the name that's now most commonly used is "edge cities."

A typical edge city can be found at Tysons Corner, Virginia, outside Washington. Tysons
Corner was little more than a village a few decades ago, but today it is home to the
largest retail area on the east coast south of New York City (Lang, 2006). The variety of
functions can be confusing: office buildings are situated juxtaposed to shopping malls,
strip shopping centers, rich beside poor (Garreau, 1991). There is a crucial
transformation from the “human scales” of traditional cities and downtowns to the pure

“automobile scale” of edge cities.

A key component of an Edge City is office space. Proximity to highways and airports is
also important. Factors in the attraction to Edge Cities from the downtowns are the
typical push factors of dirt, crime, stress, congestion and costs. The pull factors include
greater safety, new housing and “A-class office space”. Large corporations move out for
the advantage of being near major transportation interchanges (Lang, 2003; Garreau,

1991). Garreau established five determining features of an edge city:

1. The area must have more than 5 million square feet of office space (about the

size of a good-sized downtown)
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2. The area must include over 600,000 square feet of retail space (the size of a

large regional shopping mall)

3. The population must rise every morning and drop every afternoon (i.e. there are

more jobs than homes)

4. The area is known as a single-end destination (the place "has it all" -

entertainment, shopping, recreation, etc.)

5. The area must not have been anything like a "city" thirty years ago.
In this era, a region can be conceptualized as a basic unit of social life, more than only
politic-economic processes. This new type of regional growth is defined by Storper in his
“"Reflexivity Theory” in two main processes: Regional Urbanism and Post-Fordism. In a
regional urbanism process, depending on spatial and time based sprawl for all human
activities, “edge cities” occur out of the suburbs. In other words, in this era, suburbs are
not the edge of urban macroforms. Urban Regions can include new working nodes and

edge cities with office buildings and producer services (Storper, 1997; Castells, 1996).

In Europe, edge cities are less common than in North America. However, like in the
United States, shopping mall-oriented consumer service decentralizations are popular in
European cities and Turkey, and the office decentralization and sprawl process’ of
European and Turkish cities should be analyzed and compared with US cities to

determine whether a deterritorialization process is occurring or not?

2.2.5.2. Edgeless Cities

Starting in US cities, there is a different kind of urban sprawl process that has been
observed, so called “edgeless cities”. Contemporary metropolitan areas in most US cities
are characterized by decentralized population and employment, extensive
suburbanization, decline of the CBD, and the emergence of employment concentrations
outside the CBD. There is extensive literature on the evolution of metropolitan areas
(Muller, 2004; Chinitz, 1991; Castells & Hall, 1994). Although there is a generally-
accepted downtown identification, in observing US cities, there is a popular CBD

classification. One such classification is:
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Table 2.5: Popular Central Business District Classification in US Cities (Lang, 2006)

Downtowns Edge Cities Edgeless Cities
Primary Downtown Cluster Urban
Urban Envelope Corridor Suburban
Secondary Downtown Exurban

Lang and Lefurgy (2003) introduce the notion of edgeless city, which is characterized by
mostly isolated buildings spread across a vast area, and without a discernable boundary.
Most edgeless cities are not edge cities “waiting to grow up”, but are rather a new form
of spatial dispersion. The emerging spatial structure is interspersed employment and

population without formation of any discernable “center”.

Primary downtown Secondary downtown Edge City Edgeless City

Figure 2.24: The Basic Illustration on Center Structures (Source, Lang, 2006).

A large amount of researches have illustrated that the suburbs of US cities have recently
come to contain the majority of office space in many of the country's top metropolitan
office markets, according to a new study by the Brookings Institution Center on Urban
and Metropolitan Policy-2006. In this manner, US-oriented classifications and
comparisons on CBD and new types of center locations can be used in information

technology-based dispersal activities.
In US cities, the dispersion process has reached urban form which without central

business agglomeration. This type of dispersal or sprawl has brought together “death of

CBD’s” (Garreau, 1991; Freestone & Murphy, 1998). These deconcentric side evaluations
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have stressed that centrifugal forces and scatterations of activities have prepared not
only residents and consumer services but also producer service-based sprawl (Kumar,
1990; Freestone & Murphy, 1998).

Table 2.6: A Comparison Between Center Structures in US Cities (Lang, 2006)

Category Scale Office Basic Units Boundary
Density
Primary A Mile or a Few High to Very City Blocks Sharp, Well
Downtown Square Miles High Delineated
Secondary A Mile or a Few High to Medium City Blocks Mostly Well
Downtown Square Miles Delineated, but
Some Soft Edges
Edge City Several Miles Medium Freeway Fuzzy, but with a
Interchanges Recognizable

Edge

Edgeless City

Tens or
Hundreds

Low to Very
Low

Municipalities
or Counties

Indeterminate,
Very Hard to

Delineate

In addition to examining the city-suburban trend in office space, Lang (2006) compares
the amount of office space in a metropolitan area's primary downtown with the amount
found in "edgeless cities." An edgeless city is defined as a highly dispersed office cluster,
lacking clear boundaries, and containing less than 5 million square feet of office space (as
compared to an "edge city," which has recognized borders and contains at least 5 million
square feet). A 1999 research into office locations in US cities found that nationwide, 38
percent of office space was found in the traditional downtown areas, while 37 percent

was found in edgeless locations (Lang, 2003; Lang & Lefurgy; 2003; Lang, 2006).

Table 2.7: Office Space Locations in US Cities (Lang, 2006)

Urban Secondary

Metropolitan Downtown Envelope Downtown Edge City Corridor Edgeless

Area Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
tlanta 6.7% 38.6% 0% 16.4% 0% 38.4%
oston 38.7% 4.6% 0% 6.7% 0% 50.1%
hicago 49.2% 0.8% 0% 10.7% 0% 39.4%
allas 20.6% 0.0% 6.5% 17.3% 21.7% 33.9%
enver 27.3% 0.0% 0% 21.9% 0.0% 50.8%
etroit 17.2% 1.6% 0% 271% 0% 54.1%
ouston 22.8% 3.3% 0% 33.9% 5.4% 34.7%
os Angeles 16.1% 0.0% 13.6% 15.6% 8.7% 46.0%
iami 8.7% 0.0% 5.0% 14.2% 0% 721%
ew York 54.5% 0.0% 6.8% 6.3% 0% 32.3%
hiladelphia 29.6% 2.1% 4.0% 10.1% 0% 54.3%
an Francisco 39.2% 0.3% 6.7% 14 .4% 0% 39.4%
ashington,
C 22.7% 18.4% 1.5% 23.3% 11.6% 24.0%
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Based on the percentage of office space in a traditional downtown versus an edgeless
city, the study of Center on Urban and Metropolitan Policy of the United States classifies
13 top metropolitan office markets as either "core dominated," "balanced," "dispersed" or
"edgeless." New York and Chicago are "core dominated"; Boston, Washington D.C.,
Denver, Los Angeles, and San Francisco are "balanced"; "Dispersed" cities include Dallas,
Houston, Atlanta and Detroit; while the "edgeless" cities identified in the study are
Philadelphia and Miami (Lang & Lefurgy; 2003; Lang, 2006).

Differing from the CBDs of cities, edgeless cities can be reflecting on space with
deconcentration. Although traditional downtowns in Europe and the central business
areas of North American cities represent concentration and agglomeration, edgeless cities
represent a process of dispersal and sprawl. Even in an edge city location, it can be said
that there is a concentration and reterritorialization in a decentralization process.
Contrary to this decentralized concentration, the edgeless city approach represents purely
dispersal and sprawl. This type of post-modern office location is fundamentally different

from the basic central place, centrality and agglomeration/urbanization economies.

Figure 2.25.: Phoenix Regional Office Figure 2.26.: Washington Regional
Distribution “Dispersed”(S: Lang, 2006) Office Distribution “Balanced”(S: Lang, 2006)

5 mi. e Office park
[ ] City of Atlanta

Figure 2.27: Atlanta Regional Office Figure 2.28: Philadelphia Edgeless City
Distribution “Dispersed” (Source: utexas, 2007) Sample (Source: Lang, 2006)
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Figure 2.29: The Location Trend for CBD Activities of US Cities (Based on Lang; 2003, 2006)

Even in US cities which have a dispersion trend, it is claimed that there is a circulation
from downtown to edge or edgeless cities, and also from edge or edgeless cities to
traditional CBDs. This circulation can be explained with uneven development and the
gentrification processes of the central business areas and producer service
agglomerations on downtowns. Although European cities and the Turkish urbanization
experience are different from the US’s edgeless city concept, there is highly noteworthy

dispersal process occurring in European-oriented experiments.

2.3. Evaluation of the Historical Perspective and Theoretical Framework

If the historical perspective of urban growth is analyzed, it can be observed that almost
all cities are located on crucial nodes of the earth. In this manner, accessible points such
as riversides and transportation routes; secure zones at the highest points of geography;

castles and religious buildings; and water are of vital importance for a location.

While decision-making units had located around ancient “agora” and “forum” zones with
religious-oriented facilities and buildings in the Middle Ages, depending on the
diversifying and increasing private and public decision-making units, a pattern and
transportation system with related units emerged the in the downtown area. Although
this transportation refers to pedestrian catchments, after the industrial revolution, not
only the pedestrian catchments, but also the commercial zones expanded. In the
industrial growth era, port districts and railway stations played a steering role in urban

and downtown growth. It can be said that since the industrial revolution, the location of
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decision-making units has been independent from solely religious-oriented units and
locations. This was an era of foreign and national trade, and in this industrial growth
process the cities went through real and uncontrolled expansion with industrialization
problems. This period of industry-based growth can be defined as a “concentration”
and “agglomeration” period in the downtown areas with the effect of “scale

economies”, “transportation node” and “face-to-face commerce necessities”.

It can be claimed that the growth in the industrial city structure continued until the early
20th century. Due to service sector growth and diversification and also crises in capitalist

III

economies, “retail” and “diversified services” have played a role in the urban and central
growth in the old industrial cities. While consumer services and retail-oriented shopping
malls located on main transportation nodes in the effect of residential zones, on the other
hand, producer services have started to locate out of the traditional centers and old
industrial zones. In this era, the urban technical infrastructure became connected to the
old and new parts of the cities and centers. In other words, it can be claimed that there
was a “decentralization” process, especially of the residential areas and consumer

services of the old industrial cities, after the second part of the 20" century.

After the 1980s, this decentralization process of residents and consumer services had
changed not only the old industrial cities of the West, but also developing countries. In
addition to consumer services, producer services such as banking, finance, real estate,
business services etc., have started to disperse. Different from the concentration of
industrial cities, in this era agglomeration economies expanded not only in the CBD’s but
also in the whole urban region. “Dispersion” and “sprawl” based this new location
dynamics restructured urban macroforms that emerging edge and edgeless cities. In this
era, the CBDs of the old industrial cities, which were the most important and valuable

parts of the city 50 years ago, have faced a dramatic “uneven development” process.

Is this dispersal process of all urban functions independent from space or not? Are there
any deterritorialization processes being experienced in all cities? If there is a
reterritorialization process in the location of urban functions, what affects and dynamics
have played a role? This thesis will attempt to answer these questions. An analysis of the
theoretical framework of CBD reveals that different methods may be used in analyzing

this transformation process in the case study. In this respect:
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e The competitive position and international dynamics of the case study can be

compared with the Regional Growth, World System approaches.

e Ecological Approaches should be tested with a “zone-based analysis”, urban core

occurrences and urban function classifications.

e Urban rents and real estate market-based locations may be analyzed using

Behavioral Approaches.

e Marxist Approaches can be used to analyze urban and central growth by the way

of social and economic dimensions.

« Systems and networks between central business functions and inner urban

structures can be handled with the System Approach and Bottom-Up Strategies.

e The historical perspective of urban and central growth can be handled with

Urban Morphological approaches, based on general land-use differentiation.

e The dispersion and sprawl process of decision-making producer services can be

tested with “non-centered” “edge” and “edgeless city” examples.
In next chapter, the special locational dynamics of producer services will be analyzed,

after which the case study will investigate both the historical and theoretical frameworks

of the CBDs and producer services.
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CHAPTER 3

LOCATION DYNAMICS OF PRODUCER SERVICES

As stated in the previous chapter, the decision-making functions of a city play a major
role in the shaping of regional and urban spatial organizations. As a crucial dynamic for
steering urban and central business district (CBD) patterns, producer services can be
used to analyze concentration or dispersion trends for urban systems. After analyzing
historical and theoretical frameworks of CBDs, as decision-making centers, in this chapter

the locational dynamics of producer services will be focused.

Service activities concentrated in metropolitan areas until the second part of the 20™
century in Western countries. After the development of transportation and
communications, starting in Western countries almost all over the world, services started
to decentralize, both to other cities and to the peripheries of metropolitan cities. It can be
said that the determining factors in the choice of location of services are much more
complex than industrial location. In addition to this, in this decentralization-dispersal era,
analyzing the choices of service activities has become more difficult to identify (Aguilera-
Belanger & Arabeyre-Petiot, 2001).

Different to the locational dynamics of consumer services, which can be summarized with
the “jobs follow people and residents” principle, producer services locational attributes
have difficulties that require analysis. Producer service functions can be independent
from manufacturing companies, and organic connections of other services are more
limited than consumer services. Therefore, the locational dynamics of producer services
are different to those of industrial-based manufacturing firms. In addition to this
differentiation, information and knowledge technologies have been radically differentiated
the relations between producer services locations and consumer accession attributes.
Even the face-to-face relations of consumer services have been changing, producer
service activities, which were much more dependent on information technologies, can be
decentralized in metropolitan areas and even out of metropolitan agglomerations (Brown,
1987, Aguilera-Belanger & Arabeyre-Petiot, 2001, Levent, 2007).
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Similar to the needs of consumer services, producer services require good access to their
customers. On the other hand, contrary to consumer services, the customers of producer
services are located both inside and outside the metropolitan areas and even global
commerce systems. This dispersed service hinterland, which is less dependent on face-
to-face relations and different markets, and has different labor force needs has brought
together complex locational attributes for produce services (Shearmur and Alvergne,
2002; Levent, 2007).

In this thesis, the location dynamics of producer services will be analyzed from a wide
perspective. All the location dimensions of producer services, from global-multinational
producer service locations to national and regional location dynamics, and from urban
system based location trends to building scale behavioral location dynamics should be
researched. While global-regional and building scale-based locational dynamics will be
handled in brief, urban scale (intra-metropolitan level) socio-spatial location dynamics will

undergo a more in-depth analysis.

Table 3.1. : A Classification for Location Dynamics of Producer Services
(Based on Garlic, Taylor, & Plummer, 2004; Shearmur & Alvergne, 2002; Lang, 2003, 2006)

Global/Regional Scale Urban Scale Building Scale
Socio-Economic Socio-Spatial Hedonic/Behavioral Based
Agglomeration, Urbanization Ecanomics Size and Macroform of City "A" Class Office Space
Labourforce Centripetality, Centrifugality Forces Carpark/Accesibility
Networking, Linkages and Incubators Concentration-Dispersion Patterns Building Technology
Innovation, Entrepreneurship Capacity Transpartation, Infrastructure Neighbourhood Environment
Technological Capacity, Infrastructure Prestiged Design
Consumer Accession
Accesibility
Land Values, Uneven Development
Planning and Govermental Policies
Histarical Perspective, Community, Culture, Trust

Leadership, Role Models
Personal Motives, Advices

3.1. Main Characteristics of Producer Services

Service products are distinct from manufacturing according to the following
characteristics: Services are ephemeral, lasting only for the period of any service
transaction; Services are intangible or immaterial in nature; and Services cannot be

owned, stored or exchanged (Marshall & Woods, 1995).
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Further classifying services as “producer and consumer services”, Daniels (1985) and
Stein (2002) differentiate them on the basis of the destination of their outputs and

durability. The key characteristics of producer services can be identified as:

e Producer services produce outputs which are utilized by other companies, which

may be from the service or manufacturing sector,

e The factors of production as well as the product are non-tangible and non-

material. The main factor of production is labor,

e Production takes place in offices, not requiring the physical movement of raw
materials or finished products, but rather using computers that are linked to

global networks through advanced communication systems,

e The product of producer service companies is predominantly durable and semi-
durable (Daniels, 1985; Aranya, 2008).

According to Ota and Fuijita (1993), there are two major domains related with the

internal nature of producer services: Front and Back Units.

3.1.1. Front Office Units

According to the Bryson, Keeble and Wood (1993), strategic advice is the main
component of the front units. In front units, tangible and embodied information is given
individuals. Therefore, front unit activities are strongly dependent on individuals. These
types of producer service, such as real estate agencies, some business professions, legal
firms, consultancy etc., need face-to-face relations more than research-based units. They
generally choose to reach a high capacity of information and high potential of face-to-
face relations. Therefore, it can be said that front units have a concentration type of
locational dynamic. In this regard, CBDs and secondary business district zones include

front type units.

3.1.2. Back Office Units

This type of unit does not generally need direct communications with other companies or
customers. Although historically this type of unit has been behind the front unit, in this
era relations between the front and back units is less dependent than before the

knowledge revolution. This type of research-development unit needs less face-to-face
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relations, and uses information and communication technologies. For this reason, back
units are relatively independent from the needs of concentration and even urban space.
Therefore, back offices have flexible locational attributes on urban space. In other words,
dispersal and peripheral locations that unevenly developed by the way of urban rent and
accessibility are more attractive than before for back office units (Atkinson, 1998;
Aguilera, 2003, Garreau, 1991; Lang, 2003, 2006).

On the other hand, differing from the internal characteristics and locational dynamics of
producer services, external factors such as technology and buildings can create more
complex locational attributes. In addition to this, building technologies and design also

influence the locational dynamics of producer services ( Park, 2004, Levent, 2007).

Even though producer services are exchanged among companies, a certain level of face-
to-face contact is required for the service transaction, making proximity an important
criterion for location. As opposed to ICT firms that are generally classified as “back units”,
they can undertake the execution of a project from a remote location after an initial
agreement has been made by the firms. The person actually producing the software
might have little or no contact with the end user of the product. The concept of
“durability” in producer services implies that the service interaction is one-to-one and the
product cannot be used by multiple users, whereas the software produced by ICT firms is
at another level of durability than. The product in the case of ICT firms, though
intangible, can be used by multiple users (Daniels, 1985; Aranya, 2008).

3.2. Global and Regional-Based Location Dynamics for Producer Services

3.2.1. Agglomeration & Urbanization Economies

In basic means, agglomeration and urbanization are creating scale economies. Cities, as
a growth pole, can be defined as agglomeration economy nodes. Agglomeration and
geographic concentration are central to establishing a competitive advantage. The central
tension in determining an urban structure is the relative strength of the economies and
diseconomies of agglomeration. The traditional element that determined city shape was
transportation costs, but much more elements have been introduced to the discussion in
recent years (Taylor, 1993; Dunn, et. al, 2006; Weeks 2002; Harrison, 2006).

70



Galston and Baehler (1995) have identified “collaboration economies”, which result in
close relations between firms engaged in overlapping activities. They believe these firms
readily respond to changes in the market and also develop greater specializations.
However, in the quest for benefits from agglomeration, there is also a potential downside
that must be recognized. A balance must be achieved “between agglomeration
economies and agglomeration diseconomies, such as traffic congestion, high costs of
land and labor costs” (Boschma & Lambooy, 1999; Garlic, Taylor& Plummer, 2004).

After the 1980s, the great wave of globalization that was based on new technologies in
communication and information processing has altered agglomeration economics in the
world system. These structural shifts in the functions of cities have “impacted both the
international agglomeration economic activity and the urban form, where major cities
concentrate control over vast resources, while financial and specialized service industries
have restructured the urban social and economic order (Brenner 1998; Hall 1996;
Friedmann 1995; Chase-Dunn, Kawano and Brewer 2000)”. Although dependences on
agglomeration, and especially the metropolitan-based urbanization economy, have been
changing, scale economies and their advantages are still quite crucial for investments. In
this era, small- and medium-scale firms have been gaining importance, and these firms
use scale economy advantages and avoiding diseconomies of agglomeration. For this
reason, cities that have integrated into the world system with transportation,
infrastructure and unevenly developed regions can use the advantages of agglomeration
economies and diseconomies in a classical view. The CBDs of cities are the relatively

most disadvantaged parts of the regions and cities.

3.2.2. Labor Force Characteristics

Labor force characteristics can be defined as a deterministic factor on not only industrial
location but also service sector location. Although industrial-based investments generally
search for a cheaper labor force, producer services tend to search for a skilled and
qualified labor force. Depending on office-based service presentations, generally a well-
educated labor force with foreign language capabilities has a pull effect for

internationally-based producer service locations (Watts & Kirkham, 1992).

On the other hand, Scott (1988) and Smith (1994) stress that the uneven development

process includes cheaper and disadvantaged labor force-based investment locations. In
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other words, peripheral countries, regions and cities have a strong pull effect for
multinational investment demands because of the cheaper labor force. These peripheral
investment costs have defined new agglomerations on relatively unevenly developed
nations and regions, but also internal city structures. Researches have indicated that a
consistent picture in the link between the qualifications of the labor force and the rate of
new firm births and growth, although there is some variation in the manner of the

relationship, is expressed (Epps, 1999; Garlic, Taylor and Plummer, 2004).

Inner city structures, especially the skill capacity of the labor force —the “human capital”

III

and “social capital” of society— could be determined on local growth and the
establishment of the firms. The CBDs of the cities, which have relatively one of the most
skillful and qualified labor forces requirements of the city, could attract a large and varied
labor force. Especially in developing countries, central areas are also attracting marginal
sector activities. Therefore, it can be said that CBDs are one of the most fragile spaces in
the cities because of the labor force. In the new central nodes, which are using
technologies in achieving international relations, the skilled and qualified labor force is
affected by the inner economic structure, spatial and environmental comfort, and the

organizational capacity of the new firms (Tekeli, et. al, 2006; Putnam, 1993).

3.2.3. Networking, Linkages, Incubators

In this era, the most important assertion in the literature on global cities is the idea that
global cities are cooperating with each other more than the world cities did in earlier
periods. In other words, linkages and networks between cities are much more important,
and most integrated cities have a larger agglomeration potential than before the

knowledge revolution.

Networks may have a major impact on the success of smaller firms through reducing
costs and improving turnover. This can be realized through many avenues, including:
“joint solutions to common problems, sharing strengths and skills, sharing costs,
improving purchasing power, developing quality sub-contracting, new product

development and critical mass for export (Wright, 1996)".

In the context of addressing these issues, the function of a business incubator, an

agglomeration of young firms with guidance available from experienced personnel, or
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links to business networks may well overcome difficulties in firms where such knowledge
can be observed, learned and shared (Malecki, 1994). However, the physical constraints
on the nature of activity involved in a typical incubator restrict the type of business that
can benefit from such a facility (Garlic, Taylor, and Plummer, 2004). A high degree of
sharing of managerial, organizational and auditing experience and strategic information
that has developed at any one locality will have a positive effect on business growth. This
reflects in economic factors such as the importance of interrelationships between the
firms, copying of successful strategies of business and the efficient circulation of
information (Garofoli, 1994).

3.2.4. Entrepreneurship and Innovation

After the rapid developments in knowledge and technology on a global scale, innovation
has been defined as one of the most important causes of growth and investment.
Urbanization or core regions stimulate entrepreneurs “because agglomeration economies
are linked to strategic inputs required by innovative firms”. Entrepreneurship is the basis
of local economic development because entrepreneurs respond, as large organizations
cannot, to the skills of local workers and to the local values embedded in both production
and consumption patterns and routines. Banking, finance, insurance, real-estate and
professional business services have been using innovative technologies in an increasing
trend (Guesnier, 1994; Malecki, 1994).

These are areas which have provided windows of opportunity for international producer
services, such as courier agencies, computer service agencies, website design, tele-
working units, call centers etc. These innovations define new working styles and produce
new working zones in cities that can be located away from the CBDs. In this regard, the
presence of a university, a research or science park, venture capital, or research and
development activity are established variables focused on by regional policymakers, and
provide a stimulus for technology-based enterprises. On the other hand, the evolution of
markets and new firms can cause a decline and can be viewed as a threat, especially for
traditional structures of cities and CBDs (Malecki, 1994).

It can be said that in this era manageralism has been transforming into

entrepreneurialism. Depending on the erosion of borders and the arrival of information

technologies and overseas investments, entrepreneurships have expanded worldwide.
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Therefore, in the capitalist real-estate market based era, global investments and

entrepreneurships have been affecting urban space and forms (Harvey, 1991).

3.3. Urban Scale-Based Location Dynamics for Producer Services

3.3.1. Existing Empirical Studies and Results

While the restructuring of metropolitan economies had physical implications centered on
the congestion in central cities in the 1960s, and a consequent suburbanization from the
1970s, service distribution in cities also started to change. After the suburbanist
decentralization process, location change within the city and the city region has been
theorized in the "Multinucleation Model” put forward by Daniels (1985). The process of
relocation of producer service firms away from the city centre has resulted in a dispersal
of back office functions to suburban locations, with the major control functions remaining
in the CBD. The "Seed Pod Mode/” put forward by Schiller (2001) explains the dynamics
of dispersal tendencies from the centre and suggests a cyclical process whereby firms
initially locate in prime central locations, expand, and then disperse to suburban locations
as it becomes too expensive to expand in the CBD. The space vacated by dispersed firms
is then taken up by other firms. However, Schiller points out those certain critical
functions, such as finance, government and headquarters, are retained in their original
locations (Aranya, 2008; Hartshorn & Muller, 1986; Lang, 2003).

Recent research has been carried out looking at the distribution of producer services at
the submetropolitan level. These can be categorized into two streams. The first group of
studies examines the location of producer services within a metropolitan area using broad
geographic units. The second stream of research uses the actual location of producer
services within a metropolitan area to identify concentrations of activity. The first series
of studies describes the intra-metropolitan location of producer services of Sydney
(Searle 1998), Montreal (Coffey and Shearmur 2002) and Paris (Shearmur and Alvergne
2002). These studies show that in these cities there is a seemingly contradictory spatial
pattern, with agglomeration in the CBD on the one hand, and dispersion on the other. In
Sydney, business services are starting to move out of the CBD, with the exception of high
order financial services, into the inner suburbs (Searle 1998). In Paris it was found that in
the finance sector and large global banks located within the CBD area, while smaller

consumer branches and branches designed to service the needs of small businesses are
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located across the metropolitan area. Management consultancies also displayed a similar
pattern, with some employment located in the CBD area, particularly large global firms,
and with many small firms located in the metropolitan Paris (Eliot, 2005 cited in

Shearmur and Alvergne 2002).

Coffey and Shearmur (2002), observing Montreal, suggest that the relative decline of
producer services jobs in the CBD is due to the increasing specialization of high order
producer services, particularly finance and legal services, and the fact that the CBD
cannot absorb all the employment growth in producer services. They also found that the
growth in non-CBD producer services is concentrated in a small number of suburban
locations, and is not being dispersed across the metropolitan area. This body of work is a
useful start in the intra-metropolitan location of producer services; however there are a
number of shortcomings. First is the use of a mixture of pure producer services, such as
management consulting, with mixed producer services, such as finance. These two
services have very different markets and inputs, and so would be expected to have
different locational requirements. Secondly, administrative boundaries, like those used for
various censuses, do not necessarily align with major economic activities. Third, this
stream of research has a CBD-centric view of producer services location. The CBD is seen
as the primary location for producer services, however especially in US cities there is

another office location tendency, the so called edge city (Eliot, 2005).

The second body of work uses the actual geographic location of producer services firms
to identify concentrations of firms, free from the distorting effects of pre-determined
spatial units. Within this stream of literature work has been completed for London and
Vancouver. The work on London (Taylor et al 2003) found that firms were scattered
across the central London area, however there are distinct and sharply defined
geographic agglomerations of firms. Some industries are very highly concentrated, with
nearly 60% of insurance firms and 55% of banks within these clusters. Unlike the work
on Paris and Montreal, different industries agglomerate in different parts of London, such
as insurance firms concentrating in the City of London area, banks were found to cluster
in the City of London and Mayfair, while advertising firms were concentrated in Soho
(Taylor et al 2003). London is a different type of city compared to Montreal or Paris, as

its CBD is spread across a comparatively wide area (Eliot, 2005).

Even in a city with a clearly defined CBD, the actual geography of producer services firms
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is more complex matter than CBD vs the rest of the metropolitan area. Hutton (2000,
2004a) has developed a body of work looking at the location of producer services,
particularly design orientated industries such as graphic design, multimedia and
commercial photographers, in Vancouver. Hutton found that design-intensive producer
services concentrate within particular parts of the inner city around the CBD, as well as
parts of the CBD itself. This illustrates that there is a degree of variety in the locational
requirements of producer services, and that the CBD is not necessarily the most

concentrated, or desired, location for certain producer services (Eliot, 2005).

According to Bondenman, 1998, quality of life, taxation and regulation, life cycle of firms,
initial contacts and image considerations in Metropolitan Philadelphia are the main
determining factors in producer service location. In addition to these determinants, site
attributes and establishment attributes are crucial parameters for producer service
preferences in Montreal (Coffey, 1996). According to Campbell and Harrington, 1997,
producer service location can be affected as a result of subcontracting by federal
agencies in Washington. On the other hand, creative milieus, cultures, environments and
neighborhoods are a very determining factor for the location of producer services,
especially advertising firms, in New York (Leslie, 1997). According to Zhou, 1998, ethnic
enclaves and connections can determine producer services, especially among the Chinese
producer service locations in Los Angeles. These empirical studies illustrate that different

determinants may steer office locations city by city.

Empirical studies on the determinants of locations for producer service firms can be
grouped into three broad categories. The first relates to role of communications and
technology, and the associated decrease in face-to-face relations; the second relates to
organizational restructuring and its spatial repercussions, that referred dispersal and
sprawl process and “edge-edgeless cities”; and finally, the last is related to other
locational determinants that refer to internal or external characteristics of the firm, and

local advantages and disadvantages for locations (Coffey, 2000; Aranya, 2008).

In addition to these, there are two important empirical studies which raise location
circulation phases or main locational tendency issues about producer service locations.
The first of these is related to historical forces and the existing physical structure in
Milan. According to Airoldi et al, 1997, producer service locations can not be considered

as existing city structures socio-spatial parameters. In addition to this, the size of Milan
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population characteristics and existing urbanization more similar to Ankara than Los
Angeles, Washington, New York or Tokyo. Therefore, the results of the Milan case study
will be analyzed in this thesis. Similar to this study, the result of Aranya’s study of
Bangolore in India is also useful for the Ankara case, due to Bangalore and India’s
urbanization experiments. Both Turkey and India are rapidly developing countries. In
addition to this, although Bangalore is defined as a Silicon Valley of Asia, Ankara has the
half of the national “technopolises” and capacity in technological innovations (ABB,
2007). Finally, the population of the Bangolore (app. 5 million) is similar to that of

Ankara, making comparison simple.

3.3.1.1. Milan Case

According to Airoldi et. al, there are five main location dynamics at an intra-metropolitan

level in Milan.

1. Central Business District Concentration: This is a classical concentration
tendency using agglomeration economies in the CBD. Although central locations mean
higher land rents and centrifugal forces in the central core, many producer services,

generally the headquarters of the manufacturing sector, prefer to locate in the CBD.
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Figure 3.1.: Central Business District Concentration Modal for Producer Services (Based on: Airoldi, 1997)

2. Secondarial Polarization: Producer services can be located on polarized nodes

around the CBDs. In this tendency, economically attractive nodes or important
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agglomerations pull the producer services. In this model, although there are new and
secondarial business poles in the city, the CBD has more strategic services. Attractive
nodes are universities, technopolises, organized industrial zones or historically important

or relatively high quality built up environment etc.
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Figure 3.2.: Secondarial Polarization Modal for Producer Services
(Based on: Airoldi, et. al.1997)

3. Peripheral Location: Depending on the centrifugal forces of traffic congestion, car

park problems, high land values etc. central business districts have faced saturation.
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Figure 3.3.: Peripheral Location-Edge City Modal for Producer Services
(Based on: Airoldi, 1997; Gareau, 1991)
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Both population and building densities can be defined as push factors, and have brought
together new locational necessities out of the CBD. On the other hand, peripheral zones
have relatively low land values, powered transportation and car parking facilities and
strong accessibility. This pull factors have created an uneven development process for
new locational preferences. Parallel to these tendencies, information and communication
facility-based potential makes peripheral locations possible. Some literature called these
new types of locations “suburban offices”, or the more popular name, “edge cities”. It
can be said that in this dispersal process there is a kind of concentration. On the other
hand, other contemporary literature mentions that the full sprawl process is creating
“deterritorialization” independent from urban space, a so called “edgeless city” (Airoldi,
et. al., 1997; Gareau, 1991; Lang, 2003).

4. Corridor-Based Fringe Location: In this tendency, affecting the main
transportation axes, corridor-based producer service locations can be located on linear
zones. If there is a high degree of interaction between demand and supply, accessibility
is the most important of location dynamics. In addition to this, owing to the increase in
private automobile use, some business and comfort based prestige producer services
such as headquarters, high degree international businesses etc. have sought most
accessible zones in the urban area. For this reason, existing accessibility patterns and
new developing transformation infrastructure zones have a pull effect for producer

services.
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Figure 3.4.: Corridor-Based Fringe Modal for Producer Services (Based on: Airoldi, et. al.1997)
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5. High Quality Built-up Area Location: A built-up environment and building quality
can play a crucial role for producer service location. These are attractivity factors
depending on the saturation of the CBDs. In this manner, while new building zones that
have new high technological building infrastructure are attractive new locations, high-

income residential zones also can attract producer services.
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Figure 3.5: High Quality Built-up Area Location Model for Producer Services (Based on: Airoldi, et. al.1997)

3.3.1.2. Bangalore Case

Bangalore, which is an Indian city, known as one of the largest techno cities in eastern
Asia. With a population reaching 5 million and developing producer service zones,
Bangalore is quite a popular subject for empirical studies into producer services. A
contemporary empiric study of Bangalore was carried out by Aranya, 2008. According to
Aranya, 2008, the cycle of location of the firm can be divided into the following three

phases:
e Phase 1: Initial location of Headquarters and Development Centers in the CBD
and Secondary CBDs in Commercial Complexes

e Phase 2: Expansion of Development Centers into independent buildings and

commercial space in Residential Area

e Phase 3: Decentralized Development Centers in various locations, both suburban
and Municipal Areas, and centralization of Corporate Headquarters in suburban

location (Aranya, 2008).
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Figure 3.6. : Areas of Concentration of the Producer Services, esp. ICT Industry in Bangalore

In this location cycle, the second phase, referring to expansion into independent
residential buildings, is different from Western cases, but similar to cities in other
developing countries. However, the third phase of recentralization of corporate
headquarters is similar to the Western cases. If urban macroform and producer service
locations of Bangalore are analyzed, it can be observed that the CBD, located on
geographical center of the metropolitan area, is the main core for service locations. On
the other hand, there is a secondary business district and organized technology parks to

attract producers, especially information and communication technology (ICT) services.
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Figure 3.7. : Theoretical Model of Location Change in ICT Firms

In this manner, although both the transportation corridors and technopolises have
defined a dispersal process for producer services, a sprawl or “edgeless city” structure is
not evident in Bangalore. According to Aranya, 2008, producer services have a tendency
for relocation and shift in the metropolitan area. This tendency can be distinguished in

three phases:

Phase 1: Initial location near the airport in leased offices in a Commercial

Complex

Phase 2: Expansion into prime Commercial Complexes in the CBD and Secondary
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CBD locations

e Phase 3: Relocation to a location along the highway into a Single User Occupied

Building while the original office is maintained.

Observing the Bangalore case, Aranya modeled the ICT based producer service relocation
process. According to this empirical study, in the first phase, firms select an initial
location in the city. The choice of initial location can be dependent on a number of
factors, such as ownership of the firm and its existing size, local partnerships and initial
contacts, size of initial capital investment trade off between quality of infrastructure and
the cost of transport. In the second phase, firms expand their centers and start to
assume multiple office patterns in the city. While the original office is retained and most
control functions are not moved, the production centers are either expanded or
multiplied. In some cases the control functions or the Head Office is also moved to a
more prestigious location. In the third phase, firms consolidate control functions and
some key centers in user specific campuses while a dispersed pattern of centers is
maintained. Because only suburbs and peripheral locations offer the possibility of large
campuses these are located outside the city with a high quality of firm owned
infrastructure. Thus upgraded infrastructure and image becomes an important factor in

this third phase of firm relocation (Aranya, 2008).

This relocation cycle shows economic, behavioral and spatial causalities that can change
from city to city. On the other hand, there are other relocation tendencies that pull and
push effects, information technology-based commerce, relation potential, attractive zones
such as universities, technopolises, transportation corridors etc. for producer services that
can be generalized for other cities. After an in-depth analysis of empirical studies and two
cases, the main characteristics of locational dynamics of producer services can be
established. However, the (re)location dynamics of producer services try to classify to use

other empirical and theoretical cases.

3.3.2. Locational Attributions - A Classification Modal

Empirical studies illustrate that the locational attributes of producer services when taken
case by case have special and diversified dynamics with both general and changeable

points. In this part of the study, by observing case studies and analyzing theoretical

frameworks, the development of a classification model will be attempted. Although each
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different producer service units has different locational dynamics, it can be said that
following issues should be researched for each different case to better analyze producer

service locational attributes.

3.3.2.1. Size and Macroform of City

The urban arena, which always pulls service activities, can be evaluated with the
urbanization and agglomeration economies for investment and locational preferences.
Metropolitan cities have offered a major agglomeration potential for producer service

locations since the beginning of the commerce movements (Garofoli, 1994).

According to Keeble and Walker, 1994, whilst determining that a larger urban location
may foster new firm establishments on the one hand, there are indications that, on the
other hand, such areas tend to have higher death rates of new businesses. If the location
preferences of the largest multinational firms are researched, it can be observed that
transportation, accessibility, information infrastructure and quality of life parameters that
attract workers and visitors and public transformation potential are crucial affects for
global and regional investment movements. In summary, metropolitan cities and
peripheral zones where unevenly developments are and relative communication

possibilities have competitive preferences for producer service locations.

The changing dynamics of industrial and office structures can be reshaped the city
macroform and CBDs of cities. il the knowledge technology era, office uses can be
located anywhere on the city macroform; there is no need for some of the large
industries to have a head office in the CBD. In parallel to the new offices, some head
offices have located in “edge cities” and residential areas, while others that were located
in the CBDs have decentralized from the CBDs to even the whole city area. In summary,
producer services have seemed to choose special concentrated cities and urban

macroform can be determined producer service locations.

3.3.2.2. Centripetal-Centrifugal Forces

Contemporary metropolitan areas are characterized by decentralized employment in two

forms: Dispersed in concern with the population; and clustered in “centers.” In the

context of standard urban economic theory, centers are formed for the same reasons
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that were initially responsible for the formation of the CBD i.e. agglomeration economies,
internal and external scale economies of production, and diseconomies of transportation
(congestion). As a metropolitan area grows, the existence of employment centers is more
likely. Over time, the size of the CBD grows to a point where the negative externalities
(congestion costs, land prices) outweigh the positive externalities of locating in the CBD
(Giuliano, et. al., 2005; Ota & Fujita, 1993; Goldberg, 1999).

The spatial organizations within the urban scale are continuously evolving with reference
to the dynamic process of relocation. This evolution includes some pull and push effects
that can be called centripetal and centrifugal forces (Colby, 1959; Goldberg, 1999). In
this relocation process, generally CBDs have some push effects, especially after
saturation. Not only might new firms then choose to locate outside the CBD, but existing
firms may choose to relocate there as well. Firms that realize the agglomeration benefits
will tend to cluster in another location outside the CBD, eventually forming a new

employment center.

Table 3.2. : Spatial Organization Attributions of Producer Services
(Based on Shearmurv&vAlvergne, 2002 and Lang, 2003, 2006)
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Helseley and Sullivan (1991) argue that development of an employment center outside
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the CBD begins when transportation diseconomies reduce the social value of labor in the
CBD to the point at which the social value of labor in the employment center exceeds the
social value of labor in the CBD by the fixed cost of employment center infrastructure.
These are main push effects opposite of agglomerative scale economies that can be
called centrifugal forces. “Centrifugal Forces” provoke urban functions to move from
central zones of the city to the periphery and promote the dispersion of business
activities (Colby, 1959; Medda, Nijkamp and Rietveld, 1998). Centrifugal forces can be
classified into five main parts. Table 3.2. illustrates centripetal and centrifugal forces and
their relocation dynamics. These new location dynamics have tried to related with
centrality and decentrality tendencies and new central area formations. They are strongly

inter-related with concentration-dispersion patterns.

1. Expensive and unsatisfactory transportation facilities of the central zone, traffic
congestion, car park necessities and limited road infrastructure have produced
crystallized patterns, and time and cost constraints. These effects provoke not only

consumer but also producer services.

2. Social and economic evolution-originated increases in land and property value can
produce new location dynamics for service activities. In addition, high taxes, inhibitions,
limitations on office buildings and road infrastructure and other legal restrictions in
central zones create a desire to move to a newly-developing periphery embodying the

opposite conditions.

3. Spatial based forces, which appear when congestions force economic activities, built-
up area characteristics, related or unrelated neighbor functions to move from central

zones to vacant spaces, available conditions especially in the outer zones.

4, Site forces, which involve mainly over density-based problems and the disadvantages
of the intensively used central zone, population and building densities, the limited supply
of available spaces in central zones, and the high demand directed towards them, in

contrast to the relatively less-used natural landscape of the periphery.
5. Situational forces, which result in unsatisfactory functional spacing and alignments in

the central zones. It can be said that these forces are more hedonic than others and the

promise of more satisfactory alignments in the periphery (Nelson, 1969; Levent, 2007).
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It can be said that back units are more affected by centrifugal forces than front units. In
other words, although almost all urban functions have been dispersing in recent times,
the tendency of back units is to relocate to the peripheral areas more than front office

units due to the diminishing need for face-to-face relations.

On the other hand, “Centripetal Forces”, as an agglomeration force, pull lots of central
functions, According to these forces, urban functions tend to agglomerate in central
locations. Centripetal forces increase a number of the attractive qualities of the central
portion of the cities (Colby, 1959; Nelson, 1969; Medda, Nijkamp and Rietveld, 1998):

1. Site and spatial attraction, in terms of the quality of urban landscapes, built-up area

and neighborhood.

2. Functional convenience in terms of transportation, infrastructure and accessibility. An
exogenous change in transportation technology could result in an employment center
formation, as lower transportation costs and a decrease in agglomeration economies will
loosen ties to the central city (Chen, 1996). In this decentralization process, not only to
the metropolitan area but also to the entire surrounding region, there are pull effects for

new locational demands that depend upon uneven development.

3. Functional magnetism, which emerges with the concentration of functions in the

central zone, operating as a powerful magnet in the attraction of other functions.

4. Functional prestige, which stems from a developed reputation that forces certain
activities to be clustered at central prestigious locations (Levent, 2007; cited in Colby,
1959; Nelson, 1969; Medda, Nijkamp and Rietveld, 1998).

There is, however, another force, the human factor, which acts both as a centrifugal and
centripetal force. In other words, advices, leaderships and individual choices can be
affected locational references. Contrary to centrifugal forces, centripetal forces obviously
affect more the front units, which have more need of face-to-face relations than others.

3.3.2.3. Concentration-Dispersion Patterns

From the beginning of history, cities as agglomeration nodes represent a concentration of
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population, employment and built-up area. However, this concentration started to
disperse under pressure from the centrifugal and centripetal forces. The structure of
population density, both ancient and in the most modern industrial cities, conforms to the
same concentric "wolcano model”. A central non-residential district (business,
monumental or both) is surrounded by concentric rings of decreasing density, with low-

density suburbs as the outer ring (Chase-Dunn, Kawano and Brewer 2000).

With the advent of mass automobile transportation the volcano model has been greatly
altered, though the structure of older cities still reflects the volcano pattern. The
“postmodern” (automobile) city has a different spatial structure, which is sometimes
characterized as all suburbs, but actually there are multiple smaller centers, interspersed
among the vast suburban residential, industrial and commercially specialized tracts. This
is part of Michael Dear’s (2000) depiction of the transition from Chicago to Los Angeles as
a journey to the post-modern city. Differing from the traditional city and volcano model,
producer services can be located on the peripheries of the postmodern city (Chase-Dunn,

Kawano and Brewer 2000).
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Figure 3.8. : The Volcano Model of Urban Figure 3.9.: Low Density Postmodern
Population Density (Dear 2000). City Structure (Dear 2000).

Recently, it has become obvious that there is a dispersal tendency, starting in Western
cities. It is further argued that people’s preferences for low-density living environments
will motivate continued dispersion. As work becomes more mobile, workers have more
choice of where to live. Telecommuting and mobile working have made it possible to live
further from the office or from one’s client base. The expert knowledge worker has
particular mobility; as such workers increasingly serve regional, national and even
international markets. Moreover, since the availability of a labor force is a key factor in
company location choice, the residential preferences of its workers may lead firms to
decentralize. Finally, quality of life factors enter into the choice of location of a company,
and these factors are associated with suburban or exurban locations and may also foster
job decentralization (Beyers 2000; Gottlieb, 1995; Halstead & Deller, 1997).
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Reduced costs of information transmission and processing reduce the value of physical
proximity. To the extent that physical flows can be substituted for virtual flows, the value
of proximity declines even more. Reduced communication and transportation costs allow
firms to exploit the comparative advantage of different locations, no matter how distant
from one another. Decreased communications costs have enabled vertical disintegration,
out-sourcing and the emergence of networked firms. Hence firms may locate their
“control center”, while dispersing back-office activities to less costly suburban or rural
locations. As the value of agglomeration declines, the costs of agglomeration become a

deterrent to further concentration (Kloosterman & Musterd, 2001; Giuliano, et. al., 2005).

Contrary to the dispersal tendency, there are still reasons for locating in the central
zones. Although one of the most popular issues of urban patterns is that dispersion for
not only residents, but also central business activities, some literature mentions that
there is also a centralization tendency for some urban functions, even in Los Angeles,

which is known as a “non-centric city” (Giuliano, et. al., 2005).

There are five main reasons behind this concentration: First, the complexity of many
aspects of knowledge-based activity creates the need for face-to-face communication,
and expert managers to control and direct information flows from central locations.
Creativity and innovation are dependent upon dense informal networks, serendipitous
exchanges and a rich “creative milieu.” All of these factors suggest a strong tendency
towards agglomeration (Castells & Hall, 1994). Second, it is argued that the historic
development of major cities has established a pattern of concentration that is self-
reinforcing. Large cities have the most diverse labor force, the most highly trained
experts, and the largest numbers of workers, creating a significant competitive
advantage. Large cities also have the densest transport and communication networks and

generally best access to global networks (Graham & Marvin, 1996).

Third, industry restructuring favors agglomeration. In a world of flexible production,
subcontractors must be in continuous contact with existing and prospective customers to
compete for and secure business (Scott, 1988). Contractors benefit from this clustering
by having access to a competitive supply of potential subcontractors. Fourth, labor
pooling benefits may be important. Increased numbers of temporary jobs, owner-
operated business, and decreased job stability imply that workers must constantly seek

new business and attempt to balance out the variability in demand for their services.
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Therefore, the most accessible zones and points are attractive zones for the location of
services (Giuliano, 1998). Finally, it is argued that major cities have the advantage of
being cultural and educational centers, as well as destinations for consumption activities
(Giuliano, et. al., 2005).

If producer service locations researched within recent examples, concentration and
dispersion-based location dynamics can be deeply understood. As stated in the previous
part, primerial central business location, secondarial polarization, new-secondarial CBD
formation and dispersal-based edge city occurrences are strongly related with producer
service locations (Stanback, 1991). According to Beyers (1993), the patterns of spatial
concentration differ from one city to another one. Shearmur and Alvergne (2002) define
six different types of locational patterns for producer services: Three are related with

concentration, while the other three are based on dispersal tendencies.

1. Full Concentration: This refers to pure agglomeration and volcano-style
concentration in the CBD. In such a concentration, most of the producer and consumer
services are located within the central zones. Although contemporary tendencies have
brought together dispersal-based relocations with the effect of centripetal and centrifugal
forces, it can be said that most of the world cities have CBDs which have strongly

facilitated producer services.

2. Concentric Diffusion: If some of the service activities, especially producer services
begin to lose their positions within the CBD, but could not locate very far from the central
zones, this relocation or expansion trend for new offices refer to concentric diffusion
modal. In this type of diffusion, with the effect of a core zone, most of the producer
services locate as near as possible, and in the most accessible position, of the CBDs. This

model also refers to a strong core-based central business location.

3. The Ring-Doughnut Modal: This model refers to a more expanded location type
than concentric diffusion. If the central core has some saturation and centrifugal forces
for new demands or existing services main necessities, new zones can emerge, both
outside and at easily accessible points of the CBD. In such an expansion, producer
services look to maintain strong ties with the central business activities, which do not

permit them to locate far from CBDs, but out of the centrifugal effects of the core zone.
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4. New Centered Concentration: In some cases, centrifugal forces-push effects that
the limited capacity of central areas, high rents, limited office space etc., may cause a
new concentration of economic activities outside the central zones. This can be defined
as a fourth type of concentration, centered outside the CBD formation. This is the start of
the polycentric form of urban development that can be implemented by the way of
planning policies or spontaneous dispersion. However, these developments do not
provide evidence that CBDs are losing their significance as the centers of service activities
(Shearmur and Alvergne, 2002; Moulaert and Gallouj, 1996).

5. Decentralized Concentration: In defining and analyzing dispersal locations and
patterns, it can be claimed that services have spread out over large areas without
restriction. The first type of dispersion refers to both decentralization and new
concentration. In other words, under the effect of centrifugal forces, services try to locate
to more feasible nodes. In this manner, although consumer services have decentralized
to the inner residential zones, producer services search for new agglomerations that have
accessibility, a strong transportation infrastructure, prestige, a qualified urban
neighborhood, scale economy capabilities and easily relations with both core and the
periphery. In this decentralization process, producer services can be located outside and
even far from the CBDs. In this dispersal process, there can be observed a minor
agglomeration with the related service locations and refers to a decentralized
concentration out of the CBD. In Western cases, this new dispersal-based location can be

referred to as an “edge city”.

6. Sprawl-Edgeless City: The last dispersal trend refers to the sprawling of producer
services not only to a few new nodes, but to almost all of the urban, and even
metropolitan, space. This random or accessibility-based sprawl! is much more dependent
on back office units that are using communication technologies effectively, than front
office locations that need face-to-face relations. This type of dispersal creates “edgeless
cities” and refers to a “non-centered city”, and has been experienced in many cities of
the United States. In most of US cities, this type of dispersal has caused a decline in the
CBD (Lang, 2003, 2006; Shearmur and Alvergne, 2002; Leinberger, 2001). These
concentration-dispersion patterns are visualized in Figure. 3.12., and should be read in
conjunction with both Table 3.2 and Figure 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, 3.4 and 3.5 .
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Figure 3.10.: A Spatial Organization Model Simulation of Producer Services Concentration-
Dispersion Trends for CBD Activities (Based on Shearmur & Alvergne, 2002 and Lang, 2003, 2006)

3.3.2.4. Transportation-Infrastructure

Transportation and infrastructure availability can be defined one of the main factors
defining location for all services and even industries. The traditional element that
determined city shape was transportation costs, but much more has been introduced into
the discussion in recent years. The empirical academic interest in the physical distribution
of services on an intra-metropolitan and regional scale was in response to the growing
significance of services as a part of the post war economy of the United States and
Western Europe. The restructuring of the metropolitan economies had physical
implications which centered on the congestion in central cities in the 1960s and the
consequent suburbanization in the 1970s. Starting from these years in US cities,
individual automobile ownership and accessibility started also reshaping the urban spatial

organization and decentralization tendency, beginning with the residents (Aranya, 2008).
Similar to agglomeration causalities in the CBDs, the occurrence of secondary business

districts and new locational dynamics are also strongly related to transportation and

infrastructure. Although information and communication technologies allow businesses to
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operate without face-to-face relations, almost all (re)locations seemed to relate to the
main transportation facilities. Even in “edge city” locations, a strong transport
infrastructure is the main determinant in preferences. Therefore, in most dispersal
tendencies, or all relocation dynamics, transportation and the related main urban
infrastructures, are defined as a “sine qua non” facilities, but not the only determining
factor for all services (Giuliano, 1998; Moulaert & Gallouj, 1996).

3.3.2.5. Accessibility

Accessibility is one of the main determining factors for not only urban system locations in
a region, but also urban functions such as industry, services etc. in spatial systems. CBDs
emerge historically and geographically at the most accessible zones, the so called “core”.
On the other hand, after developments in transportation infrastructure, depending on
centripetal and centrifugal forces and saturation in the CBDs, the most accessible zones
of cities have started to change. In other words, new accessible zones or nodes started
to occur in the urban arena related to strong transportation infrastructures. This

decentralization process, brought another meaning to accessibility (Quah 1996).

After the knowledge revolution era, accessibility has changed and changing meanings
because of “relative access”. Furthermore, the location of companies in cities is now not
necessarily based on the direct functional relations between companies, but rather relies
on ready access to common goods such as “highways” and “airports”. Proponents of the
weightless economy point out that large, geographically dispersed corporations operate
successfully, as they exploit "closeness in corporate structure” rather than geographical
proximity (Quah 1996; Coffey, 2000). The Internet is used for a myriad of business and
consumer uses, such as for the ordering of goods and services, to name but a few. This
“new accessibility and mobility”is central to the creation of new patterns of production in
a weightless economy (Eliot, 2005, Coffey, 2000; cited in Quah 1996).

The “weightless economy thesis” also rests on the assumption that use of, and
access to, infrastructure that supports ICT, such as fiber optic networks, is free and
unencumbered. However, access to ICT is not evenly distributed across space. Within
cities there are areas with high levels of accessibility to ICT infrastructure, while other
areas are relatively devoid (Walcott and Wheeler 2001). The weightless economy thesis

has also been criticized for being too technologically deterministic by suggesting that
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many face-to-face interactions that would have taken place prior to the introduction of
ICT have now been replaced by electronic means (Pratt 2000). There is empirical
evidence that information and communication technologies actually facilitate face-to-face
communications rather than replace them (Hall 1998; Pratt 2002; Hall 2003).

3.3.2.6. Technological Capacity

Advances in information technology (ICT) are revolutionizing the image of services. Until
recently it was common to view the services sector as a collection of mainly non-tradable
activities with a low productivity-growth potential. However, as ICT transforms service
industries, and as awareness grows of the importance of efficient producer services, the
development of these services is coming to be regarded not as a consequence but as a

precondition of economic growth (Braga, 1996).

There is no doubt that advances in information and communication technologies have
changed, and continue to change the way businesses and people undertake their
activities and interactions. However “the weightless economy thesis” over-plays the role
of information and communication technologies at the exclusion of other means of
communication, such as face-to-face interaction (Coffey, 2000; Eliot, 2005). Producer
services tend to become more dependent on capital and human-capital inputs.
Developing countries are already carving out areas of comparative advantage in ICT-
based services, a process that will continue to evolve. Efficient producer services are
increasingly relevant to the pursuit of an outward-oriented strategy of development.
Innovative service providers are enhancing transportation and communication systems,
and developing an advanced services infrastructure. The availability of such
infrastructure, in turn, is becoming a major criterion in the locational decisions of
exporters (Braga, 1996, Airoldi et al., 1997).

"Back-office" service activities are also being traded internationally. In manufacturing,
service activities such as product design, logistics management, Research and
Development and customer service are also being outsourced internationally. The most
dynamic trade routes of the 21* century will be dominated by transactions in intangibles
rather than goods. Service industries will be responsible for the "roads" of the global
"infostructure", and will be the main providers of the content to be traded by electronic

means (Braga, 1996, Airoldi et al., 1997). In this manner, new nodes or specially
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organized technological zones, have gained in importance in regions and cities. In this
context, airports, strong transportation routes and university campuses are attractive
locations for technopolises (Eliot, 2005, Coffey, 2000; cited in Quah 1996).

In summary, depending on ICT facilities and the advantages of ICT-based relationships,
the “periphery” has gained in importance, at both a regional and intra-metropolitan level.
Especially back office units have many more alternatives for location than before the
knowledge revolution era. ICT facilities make “home offices” possible, as they do not
need to locate to the central zones of cities. The coming years will see the creation of
new locational dynamics for service activities, even for front offices and consumer

services, depending on the new developments in ICT.

3.3.2.7. Consumer Accession

Since research into service activities began, it has been widely agreed that supplier—client
interaction is a major factor in the tendency of services to co-locate with markets. The
need for face-to-face contact between client and supplier is found to be a requirement
for many service activities. Although consumer services need a much closer relation with
consumers, producer services also need to contact their consumers, which can be expand
from local to global scale. Differing from the consumer services, a producer services

hinterland can not be limited to its neighborhood (Coffey and Shearmur 2002).

The time intensive nature of face-to-face communication promotes producer services
firms to locate close to one another in order to minimize the time spent outside of
meetings. Face-to-face communication and spatial proximity are important for the
production process of producer service companies; however, it is not the exclusive
method of communication used by the company. It is the spatial nature of face-to-face
communication that encourages firms, particularly producer services, to agglomerate in
specific locations ( Leamer & Storper 2001; Powell et al 2002, Pratt 2004).

Although internal dynamics and tendencies of back office units make peripheral producer
service locations possible, consumer access to both front and back units requires face-to-
face communication. Whether or not developing communication technologies may reduce
the need for face-to-face meetings and consultancy work carried out at the clients’

premises will depend on a number of conditions. On the other hand, face-to-face
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communication provides a range of advantages that cannot be replicated and replaced by

electronic communication (Leamer and Storper 2001; Coffey and Shearmur 2002).

Moreover, locating at a particular place can be of vital importance for locational
preferences (Clark 2002). In order to be recognized as an important player in a particular
service, firms may need to be located in a particular, and especially prestigious, space.
This means that just as global finance institutions need to locate in “world cities”, such as
London, New York, Tokyo etc., at an intra-metropolitan level most of the producer
services intend to locate in the prestigious or “brand” zones of cities (Cook et al 2003). As
stated in the previous chapter, front offices, such as banking, finance, insurance, real
estate etc. are still searching for primary or secondary business districts, or subcenters,
for location. Back office units, such as ICT services, web-graphic design, advertising, etc.,
on the other hand, are more flexible than front service units. In this context, as
consumers of back services are strongly related with “remote communications” and
require less face-to-face communication, these offices can be located in the peripheral

zones of agglomerated-concentrated metropolitan areas (Coffey, 2000).

3.3.2.8. Land Values, Uneven Development

Land values and uneven development processes have affected locational dynamics at all
levels, from local to regional. On a metropolitan and regional scale, an uneven
development process can be handled with “core-periphery” dilemma. Opposite to the
mid-20th century, peripheral zones have gained crucial location demands depending on
accessibility facilities. When relatively cheaper lands are accessible and the distances
between core-residents and peripheries become shorter by the way of transportation-
based developments, unevenly developed peripheral zones started to develop with not
only residential-based suburbanization, but also service locations. These unevenly-based
developments have boomed along with technological innovations and new access
potential. In short, this is the peripheral concentration or dispersion era for almost all
economic functions, however some key literature has stressed that in this
decentralization-dispersion process some locations have important unevenness in this

decentralization process (Coffey, 2000).

The core-periphery dilemma can be glanced at an intra-metropolitan level. According to

the uneven development theory, in this post-modern era, in metropolitan cities with

95



uneven development, those parts with relatively cheaper land values than central zones
can be in high demand for new development projects by national and foreign direct
investments, wherever they are in the city. These “investment”-based developments seek
out cheaper and unevenly developed zones in metropolitan areas for new producer
service locations (Smith, 1996). It can be said that opposite to the Bid-Rent Theory, in
this era, depending on the decline of CBDs, wholesale units, residential properties etc.
can be locate central zones because of the different and more accessible location
alternatives of producer services. In this dispersion process, transition zone functions and
other activities which could not previously afford land in the central zones, can now
locate to the CBDs because of uneven development. Eroding accessibility, bid-rent
functions and uneven development can be observed both in the central zones and at the
peripheries of cities. This is an invasion-succession process on unevenly developed areas.
Dominant urban functions such as producer services, that can be more rentable than
residents, have invaded gradient function zones, which can be defined as a

“gentrification” process within the metropolitan area (Smith, 1996; Gékge, 2006).

Numerous studies have demonstrated that the growth of producer services creates
uneven development; producer services tend to concentrate in large metropolitan areas,
leaving non-metropolitan, and even smaller metropolitan areas, relatively disadvantaged
(Coffey, 2000; Shearmur, 2007). Briefly, while uneven development can lead to
agglomerations in bigger metropolitan cities, almost all service activities have a
decentralization tendency from the central zones. In this decentralization process
relatively cheaper and accessible nodes, can be host new concentrations on urban arena.
In this dispersion era, locational preferences for some producer services have many more
alternatives than previous. In other words, almost all the urban space has location
possibilities for producer services because of the gain in accessibility, intra metropolitan
level; new producer service locations have searched unevenly developed zones, such as

squatters, corridors with high accessibility, proximity and cheaper land values.

3.3.2.9. Planning and Governmental Policies

Planning decisions that are directly or indirectly related to investments and locational
trends could be accepted as one of the most crucial factors in the urban and regional

growth process. Especially in Western countries, where planning decisions are the main

factor in selecting a location, governmental policies could be determined by planning
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processes. In most of the Western cases, producer services can be steered by the way of
central and local government policies and planning decisions. Depending on the
saturation problems and push effects of CBDs, most local governments have tried to
steer new locations of central business activities by way of secondary business district
plans, implementations and infrastructure and transportation regulations. In addition to
this, local governments can regulate locational zones for service activities, especially in
Western cases. Moreover, some restrictions can be formulated to steer service locations.
Tax and subventions based regulations, providing subsidies are also used as an
implementation tool, depending on the planning decisions. Therefore, it can be said that,
locational preferences can be controlled, or at least tried to be controlled, by way of
planning decisions and policies (Fujita, 1989; Sullivan, 1986; Zhang and Sasaki, 1997).

Moreover, administrative boundaries and special boundaries or statuses have played
curial roles in producer service locations. Although municipal and metropolitan boundaries
can create some advantages for producer service locations, specially bounded or planned
zones with some special subventions can be much more advantageous than others. In
this context, especially free trade zones, technopolises, techno parks and organized
industrial zones have producer service offices because of information technology facilities

and legal and administrative subventions.

On the other hand, there is another dynamic that depends on private sector and an
investment-based liberal approach. According to this, market mechanisms and
developer’s decisions are the main determinants for producer service locational
preferences. Contrary to the Western cases, in most developing countries, locational
preferences can be formatted by the way of spontaneous investment demands that have
shaped accessibility, economic feasibility, transportation facilities and uneven
development (Henderson and Mitra, 1996; Anas et al, 1998).

3.3.2.10. Historical Perspective, Community-Culture, Trust

From a regional perspective, agglomeration tendencies and preferences can be affected
by the socio-economic, socio-cultural and historical perspective of a city. Apart from the
necessary ingredients of self-actualization and determination, societies which place a high
value on trust may be in a better position to realize mutually beneficial relationships.

Trust is the expectation that arises within a community of regular, honest and co-
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operative behavior on the part of other members of that community (Fukuyama, 1996).
Garofoli (1994) considered the social structure at any locality as being of great important
in terms of business start-ups in Italy, whilst Davidsson et al. (1994) arrived at results
which confirmed that regional variations in the availability of motivated and capable

individuals is an important determinant in business growth.

3.3.2.11. Leadership-Role Models

The variations in economic performances of communities has been associated with the
extent of contact between the leaders and outside organizations and key individuals
elsewhere in the region, and their ability to relate to one another in their respective
communities. Additionally, the location of a firm may depend on idiosyncratic preferences
of entrepreneurs, knowledge-workers, chief executive officers, or others involved in
decision making (Judd & Parkinson, 1990; Garlic, Taylor & Plummer, 2004). If highly
prestige and/or popular firms make first movements to new center nodes or
decentralization points, other firms will be affected by these movements. Thus, it can be
said that sometimes individual or institutional leadership can steer locational preferences
(Logan and Molotoch, 1987).

3.3.2.12. Personal Motives, Advices

In general, the human equation covers the human factor and individual choices. Although
it can be change from country to country, a large amount of personal dynamics are quite
anonym. The range of personal factors that influence an individual’s decisions regarding
business activity are exceedingly broad. Apart from being dependent upon inherent
abilities, other matters such as levels of education, attitude to challenges, confidence and
readiness to test one’s capability in the business arena, disposition towards the necessary
administrative matters, access to advice, family circumstances, stage in life cycle, and
responsiveness to change are just a few that may have a significant bearing on the
location of a business. As a centrifugal force, personal motives include potent migratory
impulses, which arise with personal religious beliefs, real estate booms, manipulated
politics and the like. On the other hand, as a centripetal force, personal motives pair
themselves with the desire to be close to the dense cultural and social life of the city
(Colby, 1959; Garlic, Taylor, and Plummer, 2004; Medda, Nijkamp and Rietveld, 1998).
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3.4. Building Scale Based Location Dynamics for Producer Services

This scope of this thesis is based solely on the metropolitan scale locational dynamics of
producer services. Therefore, building scale hedonic-based locational preferences will be
only mentioned briefly. The physical characteristics that affect locational preferences of
producer services of buildings are as follows: "Size, Vertical Location and Internal
Accessibility, Functional Efficiency, Physical Structure of the Building, Construction
Components and Internal Services, Physical Depreciation” (Fisher and Robert, 1994;

Ustaoglu, 2003 cited in Brennan, Cannaday and Colwell, 1984; Greer and Farrell, 1993 ).

3.4.1. “A-Class” Office Space

Located at one of the most accessible nodes, in a trendy and popular environment;
having enough parking space; being very well built, with electronic and electric
infrastructure — so called “intelligent building”; high quality furnishing, prestige internal
design, and being located in a relatively quite prestige neighborhood could be identified
as an important part of “A-Class Office” necessities. In recent decades, most of the
companies, such as international business services, financial headquarters, advertising

etc. have been seeking “A Class Offices” for location.

3.4.2. Car parking/Accessibility

Car parking are indispensable elements in urban spatial organization systems. Therefore,
adequate car parking for the owners, consumers and visitors, and easy access from the
car park to the office space, can be determined as factors affecting locational preference.
3.4.3. Building Technology

The durability of a building is the most important aspect in building-based preferences.

However, building technologies is a broad subject, starting with durability and security.

Comfort-based building technologies have a major affect on producer service locations.
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3.4.4. Neighborhood Environment

The environmental characteristics of the built area which influence the site value are
called neighborhood influences (Greer and Farrell, 1993). The general state of the built
environment determines the reputation of the area through visual impressions. Although
building-based locational preferences basically depend on one building structure and its
internal facilities, the neighborhood of building and the quality of environment are
strongly related to building preferences. In other words, neighborhood landscape, built-
up area quality, population characteristics etc., can determine locational preferences.
Therefore, high income residents, edge cities, universities, technopolises and specially

arranged zones are highly attractive in locational preferences (Jencks and Mayer, 1990).

3.5. Evaluation

As it has been discussed both in the second and third chapters, producer service
locations can not be limited within CBDs. The urban and metropolitan growth processes,
and the regional and global locational demands for both locally- and globally-based
services, are strongly related with producer service locations. Furthermore, it can be
implicated that information and communication technologies have affected almost all
urban functions. In this manner, new accessibility on relative ways has produced
decentralization and even a dispersal process from the core to the periphery. Different
from decentralizations based only on the automobile, metropolitan suburbs have
experienced new resident-based demands, while peripheries and relatively smaller cities,
as well as the peripheries of metropolitan areas, have seen an influx of residents and also
new offices. This accessibility-based dispersion process has attracted producer services to
the outer zones of CBDs. In this process, the central zones and peripheries have faced

new dispersions and also concentrations.

Different from the “jobs follow people” principle seen in consumer services, producer
services have diversified, and more complex locational dynamics both follow people and
escape people and congestion. Therefore, it can be identified that even in a
decentralization process, in most case there may be other concentrations or
reterritorialization processes. In the next chapters, these theoretical implications will be
tested, starting from global-regional dynamics and urban morphology to the internal

dynamics of metropolitan location dynamics of producer services.
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CHAPTER 4

PRODUCER SERVICE LOCATION PROCESS, FROM GLOBAL TO URBAN
SCALE: ANKARA CASE

After analyzing the theoretical framework of decision-making centers and producer
service locations, this chapter will begin to look at the Ankara case in terms of its
producer service locations. As stated in the theoretical framework, an understanding and
analysis of the locational attributes of producer services will be provided through a study
of the metropolitan growth process, global and regional locational demands and central
business district (CBD) structures, which will be carried out in two basic parts. The first
part of the chapter will try to analyze and compare global and regional trends in the
locating of producer services with the Ankara case. The second part will focus on the
urban and central growth process of Ankara using a “Morphological Approach”. This
section will attempt to compare the urban and central growth processes with theoretical

implications.

4.1. Global and Regional Producer Service Location Tendencies vs. Ankara

As stated in the previous part, the locational dynamics of producer services in Ankara
cannot be understood without also considering urban socio-economic and CBD growth.
Similar to this, in this globalizing world system, producer service locations cannot be
limited by urban or country boundaries due to the erosion of these boundaries, capital
and labor force flows at the global level. Therefore, global and regional producer service
movements and their dynamics should be researched in order to analyze producer
service movements and agglomerations in Ankara. This comprehensive and detailed

analysis method will include comparisons with other cities in both the world and Turkey.

4.1.1. International Producer Service Dynamics: the World System and Ankara

Since the revolution in information technologies there are much more attractive
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incubators and zones for international and overseas producer service movements than
before. In this period of rapid development, on the one hand, “world cities”, which are
defined the most attractive nodes for almost all international and regional producer
services, have strengthened their positions and affects on their hinterlands, and even on
the world system. On the other hand, the eroding of national boundaries has brought
“unevenly-developed peripheries”. Although this peripheral areas offer relative
advantages for new investments, such as more reasonable labor and investment costs,
some of the localities have continued in their disadvantaged positions. In this era of
international capital, service and labor force flow, while relatively smaller “centers” are
eroding, “localities” are gaining importance in new locational tendencies. At a
metropolitan level, this decentralization process has been reflected in dispersals to the

outer zones of the core areas (Sassen, 1991, Tekeli et. al, 2006).

Table 4.1. : The Top 100 Bi%;est Urban Regions, 2006

Rank City/Urban area Country Papulation
in 20006
iy | Tokyo Japan 35.53
F Mexico City Mexico 19.24
3 ‘Mumbai (Bombay) India 1B.84
la MNew York USsA 18.65
5 Sdo Paulo Brazil 18.61
6 Delhi India 16.00
7 Calcutta India 14.57
8 Jakarta Indonesia 13.67
] ‘Buenos Aires [ Argentina 13.52
10 Dhaka Bangladesh 13.09
15 Rio de Janeiro Brazil 11.62
20 Metro Manila Philippines 10.80
21 Tstanbul Turkey 10.00
22 Paris France 9.89
28 London UK 7.61
30 Hong Kong China 7.28
45 5t Petersburg Russia 5.35
la7 Madrid Spain 5.17
55 5inga-p-nre SIngapo-e 4.47
58 ‘Barcelona Spain 4.43
61 Boston UsA 4.37
62 Washington DC USA 4.25
68 Milan Italy 3.96
73 [Casablanca [ Moracco 3.83
75 Frankfurt, Wiesbaden Germany 3.73
76 ‘Melbourne [ Austrafia 3.71)
77 Ankara Turkey 3.69
a0 ‘San Francisco, Oakland UsA 3.36
o8 athens Gresce 3.25
oo Cape Town [ South Africa 30
134 Tzmir Turkey 2.56
1266 Bursa Turkey 1.47
321 Adana Turkey 1.28

Source: UN, 2006, Human Settlements Report, (Source: citymayor, 2007)

In this global city network concept, urban growth and producer service location dynamics

can only be understood through a comparative analysis with other urban systems and
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global city structures. There have been many comparative analyses on world cities in
terms of population, city budget, welfare, location-investment tendencies etc. In this
study, the main socio-economic characteristics, such as population, per capita income
etc. of Ankara will be compared with other cities. Furthermore, a research into the

locational dynamics of the biggest firms in Europe will be carried out in this comparison.

To compare cities in terms of populations, the UN Human Settlements Report, which
includes not only the populations of municipal borders, but also those of the metropolitan
urban region, can be used. According to classification of this report, there are only two
Turkish cities that made the 2006 list of the world’s 100 largest cities: istanbul (21%), and
Ankara (77™) (Table 4.1).

Table 4.2: World City Economics, 2005-2020 Estimations

Cities Ranked by ESt"“a.tEd Cities Ranked Estlma_ted LI GDP Growth

- . GDP in . GDP in Groth Rate -

Rank| Estimated 2005 by 2020 GDP . Ranking
GDP at PPPs | 2005 ($bn | 0, pppy | 2020(Sbn | (% pa: o ofy51)
at PPPs) at 2005 2006-2020)

1 Tokyo 1191 Tokyo 1602 2.0% 140
2 Mew York 1133 Mew York 1561 2,20% 135
3 Los Angeles 639 Los Angeles 886 2,20% 134
4 Chicago 460 London Jos 3,00% 92
5 Paris 460 Chicago 615 2,30% 129
6 London 452 Paris 611 1,90% 144
10 Washington DC 299 \Washington DC 426 2,40% 124
15 San Francisco-Oakland 242 Dalas-Forthworth 384 2,40% 116
20 Seoul 218 Houston 339 2,50% 111
25 Moscow 181 Madrid 209 3,20% 29
27 Phoenix 156 listanbul 287 5,20% 44
30 Rio de Janerio 141 Metro Manila 257 5,00% 36
34 Istanbul 133 Delhi 229 6,20% 26
35 Denver 130 Phoznix 228 2,50% 107
40 Milano 115 Singapore 218 3,60% 79
45 Cairo a8 Rome 187 2,90% a5
50 Vienna a3 Riyadh 167 5,00% 47
55 Bangkok 39 Baltimore 157 2,40% 121
60 Guangzhou 84 Johanneshurg 131 3,40% 84
65 Johannesburg 79 iennza 127 2,10% 137
70 Athens 73 [Cape Town 121 3,30% 26
75 Bzlo Horizonte G5 Niddah 111 4,80% 53
80 Jiddah 55 Wuhan 96 6,40% 13
85 Leeds 48 Athens a1 1,50% 148
87 Tianjin 45 Ankara 87 5,00% 48
920 Helsinki 43 [Turin B4 2,50% 108
94 Ankara 42 [Ahmadabad 78 5,20% 24
95 Amsterdam 42 Hamburg 78 2,00% 141
100 |Brussels 39 Munich 73 2,60% 104

Source: PriceWaterhouseCoopers, 2007, Largest City Economies of the World, London, UK.

Although population-based classifications offer a potential for comparison, it is not
necessary to analyze regional based locational agglomerations. This inadequateness can
be read by the way of analyzing the ranks of London, Paris, New York etc., and therefore
this classification should be enriched with socio-economic and agglomerative
characteristics. It can however be said that when compared with Istanbul, Ankara has

significant disadvantages in terms of its producer service agglomeration capacities.

103



There are also economy-based researches that compares the urban economic capacities
of the cities of the world, and one such analysis, carried out by PriceWaterhouseCoopers,
illustrates that there are only two Turkish cities in the top 100 urban economies.
According to this research, while Istanbul is the 34th biggest urban economy in the
world, Ankara is in the 94th rank. This research makes projections for 2020 that predict
Istanbul as 27th biggest economy in the world with a 5% annual growth rate; while

Ankara is predicted to reach 87th place.

Although this classification, which is based on estimations of growth in economy and
population, has some limitations in only focusing only the economic capacity and annual
growth rates, it does supply a further opportunity for comparison between cities. This
classification does not include social and cultural parameters, or interrelations between

cities, and locational preferences

To gain a better understanding of the socio-economic and welfare-based situations of
cities, the economic value of a city can be consolidated with the per capita income. A
comparative study of economic welfare and wealth in European cities was produced by
Barclays Bank in 2001, however no Turkish city came higher than 61. Although Turkish
added value accounts are generally based on central economic characteristics, this
comparison has provided an analogical evaluation. According to the State Planning
Organization (SPO) and the Turkish Statistics Institution, the richest Turkish city is
Kocaeli in terms of its per capita income. Although Kocaeli is ranked 60th rank in
European cities, relatively developed cities such as Istanbul, Ankara and Izmir may not be

compared with European cities with similar populations.

It can be said that when compared with European cities, Turkish cities have unevenly
developed and are classified as being in a “peripherial position”. Although agglomeration
economies have attracted new producer service locations, unevenly developed regions
have also different attractions for investment and location demands by the way of
economic, social and spatial costs. Therefore, location and investment dynamics cannot
be dependent only upon economy and population-based agglomerations. The growth
potential of cities and the locational dynamics of producer services should be analyzed
according to local dynamics, potentials, uneven development processes and the internal
characteristics of cities. In this manner, specific producer service necessities and urban

space-based facilities are gaining in importance as international locations.
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Table 4.3: The Top 61 Richest Cities in Europe vs Turkish Cities, 2001 (GDP (€) per capita)

Rank City 7 igft; Rank City cizft;

1 | Frankfurt 74,465 32 The Hague [ 30,110
2 Karksruhe 70,097 33 |[Essen ] 29,760
3 Paris 67,200 34 [Bristol 29,437
4 Munich | 51,360 35 Lyon [ 28,960
5 Diisseldorf 54,053 36 Bologna 1 28,282
6 'Stuttgart 53,570 37 Bochum 27,900
7 Bruss=is | 51,106 38 Parma [ 27401
8 Copenhagen 50,775 39 Dortmund 26,548
9 Hanowver 47,223 40 Rott=rdam 26‘,227
10 Hamburg 43,008 41 [Strasbourg 26,015
11 Mannhsim 41,674 42 Florence ] 25,693
12 MNMuremburg 41,456 43 [Le=ds 25,619
19 laugsburg 39,360 a4 Duisburg T 25,259
14 Cologne 39,108 45 Eindhoven ] 25,226
15 Aamstardam [ 38,203 46 [Turin 25,042
16 Miinster 38,149 47 [Toulouse ] 24,852
17 Viesbadsn 37,454 48 Rome 24,766
18 Dublin | 36,591 49 Bordeaux 24,252
19 Wisnna | 36,572 50 Malmo [ 24,233
20 IStockholm 35,733 51 |{Gothenberg 24,065
21 ‘Gelsenkirchen 35,688 52 Greroble 24,026
22 Helsinki 35,322 53 Verona 23,954
23 London 35,072 54 Berlin 23,428
24 Bramen 35,022 55 Marseillas 22,800
25 Edinburgh 35,018 56 Birmingham 22,000
26 Bornn 34,112 57 Manchester 22,069
27 Bntwerp 33,000 58 Mewcastle 20,490
28 Milan 32,122 59 Lille I 20,191
29 Glasgowr 31,893 60 Barcelona 18,449
30 Utrecht 31,712 61 Liverpool [ 16466
31 Saarbriicken 30,368 Source: Barclays Bank I

Kocaeli 19.743* Bolu 13.508

Izmir 10.298* Istanbul 9.810%

Ankara 8.812%

*: Original data based on US Dollar in 2001; Ankara, $7,861, Istanbul $8,752, izmir $9,185, Bolu $12,043,
Kocaeli $17,612. This data is consolidated with Euro according to Turkish Central Bank parites.

Source: UN, 2006, Human Settlements Report (Source: citymayor, 2007)

When this economic and population-based illustration is analyzed together with locational
preferences of producer service firms, global and regional agglomerations may be better
understood. In this manner, a comprehensive survey of the top 501 European companies
will be used. The “European Cities Monitor” research, carried out by the Cushman &
Wakefield Instutition, evaluated the locational attributes of companies at the end of
2005. This study illustrates that Istanbul was the only Turkish city classed as appropriate
for new investments or as preferred locations. This is confirmed by several global
researches, that aside from Istanbul, Turkish cities are not classed as preferred locations.
However, all the Istanbul-based scenarios for locational preferences strongly effected not
only Istanbul, but also Ankara, because of the relations and pull-push affects between

the two cities.
Although economic capacities, labor and production characteristics, market and

consumption potential and the population dynamics of cities can be determined in

locational preferences, the socio-cultural climate, infrastructure, transportation facilities,
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built-up characteristics, human and social capital characteristics and other local dynamics
may be much more important as factors determining locational dynamics. Therefore,
cities which have a smaller population and economic capacity than both Ankara and

Istanbul can be more attractive in locational preferences.

Obviously metropolitan cities as agglomeration nodes are attractive as international
locations. However, relatively smaller cities can offer much in the way of new
investments. In this uneven development process, peripheral zones and relatively smaller
cities which have available economics and spatial and social dynamics can create
attractivity nodes for new locations. In this manner, some of the smaller cities, in terms
of their population and economic volume, can become secondary agglomerations. In this
manner, some of the old industrial cities such as Liverpool, Birmingham, Hamburg etc.,
and some of the socially developed urban systems such as Milan, Warsaw, Amsterdam,
Barcelona, Copenhagen, Prague, Istanbul etc. can be more popular as new locations for
producer services. This tendency, known as “core city jumping”, is strongly related with
labor force characteristics, urban transport and spatial dynamics, and cultural-social and
investment climates. This uneven development tendency can define new focal points in
Turkey, such as Ankara and Izmir, by the way of retrospective perspective, socio-

economic and spatial characteristics.

The 2005 European Cities Monitor Research analyzed the investment climate and
locational preferences of the top 501 European cities in 1990, 2004 and 2005. According
to this research, accessibility, connection to markets and other cities, labor force
characteristics, transportation infrastructure, quality of life, office space etc. can be

classified as locational preference dynamics.

The Locational Preference Indexes of 1990, 2004 and 2005 in Europe illustrate that no
Turkish cities are classified in Europe. However, the study projected that Istanbul would
be of significant importance as a new location by 2010. Certainly, being in this projection
is no surprise for Istanbul given the city’s socio-economic and historical capacities. It can
be said that Istanbul’s agglomerations should be related with other Turkish cities,
especially Ankara, by the way of causalities and results. All indicators, both economic and
social-based, illustrate that istanbul has a large capacity for attracting new producer
services. This agglomeration tendency in Istanbul in has had positive and negative effects

on other Turkish cities, especially for Ankara (Ozdemir, 2002). If European and worldwide
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locational tendencies and estimations for 2010 are analyzed in depth, it can be seen that
Istanbul has gained importance rapidly. According to this research and estimation, three
of the largest companies in the world and nine of the largest in Europe will be located in
Istanbul by 2010.

Table 4.4.: Locational Preference Index in Europe, 1990, 2004, 2005
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Figure 4.1: Estimation of Locations of Top 501 Producer Firms in 2010 in Europe
Source: European Cities Monitor, 2005, Cushman and Wakefield, London, UK.

Although Istanbul has potential for growth and attractiveness for international services,
and is classified as an important new location, both Ankara and Izmir have failed in

obtaining similar recognition.
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Table 4.5.: Worldwide Location Tendency Table 4.6.: European Location Tendency

of Top 501 Company; 2010 of Top 501 Company; 2010
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Source: European Cities Monitor, 2005, Cushman and Wakefield, London, UK.

The research of 2005 European Cities Monitor illustrates the main parameters in the
locational preferences of producer service firms. According to this survey, the first
parameter is “easy access to markets, customers and clients”; followed by, in order of
preference, “availability of qualified staff”; and “transportation and accessibility to other
cities”. These parameters strongly stress that although in a deterritorialization process, as
mentioned in some literature, the classical location theory parameters are still important
in locational preferences. In other words, transportation, accessibility, market and
consumer access are the main factors determining tendencies in producer service
locations. On the other hand, labor force characteristics have significantly changed due to
the post-Fordist production model, and therefore a qualified labor force has become of

vital importance for a location.

If top 501 companies are classified according to their field of activity, it may be said that
locational preferences are quite similar for industrial, trade or producer service firms. On
the other hand, different from trading and industrial firms, for producer service firms, the
“communication facilities”, “financing connections-flows”, “available office space”, “easy
travel possibilities” and “quality of life” parameters are much more important than for the
other firms. In addition, for producer service firms, connections to other cities and staff

costs were less important factors.
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Table 4.7: Location & Investment Parameters of Top 501 Firms in Europe in 2004, 2005

Industrial Trading |Service
2004 2005 Sample Size 07 102 192
w G % %z | %
Easy access to markets, customers or clients 61 &0
A\:irlabilit;r of qualified staff 56 57 B 8 o
Transport links with other cities and i B g ) . & =
internationally L11] 52 Transport links to other cites 59 47 47
The quality of telecommunications 47 50 Quality of telecommunications 48 42 57
Cost of staff EL I 11 Cost of staff 39 34 31
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Availability of office space 7 30 Availability of offices 7 el 34
Languages spoken | 14 Ease of travel within the ciy 19 28 23
Ease of travelling around within the city PL I ] Quality of life 15 14 18
The quality of life for employees 2 16 Freedom froem pellutien I7 T 13
Freedom from pollution 1& 13

Source: European Cities Monitor, 2005, Cushman and Wakefield, London, UK.

According to the European Cities Monitor Research, improving transportation links, urban
public transport and circulation facilities are the main expectations for Europe-based
firms. In addition to this, low community taxes, less pollution, improved parking facilities
and security may be important elements in their locational preferences. Unplanned
determining factors for new locations were also researched, revealing that the Summer
Olympics, the Football World Cup, “Expo” and European City of Culture” events can result
in unplanned locational decisions. Such large international events may change
agglomerations and locational preferences, and thus attract international investments.
Following an analysis of such organizations in Turkey, it can be seen that while Istanbul
and even Izmir have been candidates as the host city of such events, Ankara has made
no effort in this regard. Such local and central government-based preferences have

fostered a process of decline in Ankara.

Table 4.8: Main Expectations of Top 501 Table 4.9: Possible Reasons of Unplanned
Companies on Existing Investment Cities Investment Decisions of Top 501 Companies
2004 2005 o
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Source: European Cities Monitor, 2005, Cushman and Wakefield, London, UK.

According to the Canadian Economic Research Institute (CERI), which researched Asian,

European and American cities in terms of comparative investment demands, quite similar
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locational preferences can be observed with examples in Europe. Similar to European
firms; transportation, accessibility and communication facilities are the most important
factors defining locational preferences, both worldwide and in Canada. On the other
hand, according to the research of CERI, contrary to European firms, investment climate,

government incentives, tax rates and land costs strongly affect locational preferences.

Table 4.10: Location & Investment Priorities of Producer Services in the World; 2003, 2005
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Source: Canadian Economic Research Institute, 2006, Competitive Alternatives

In addition to this, there is also a relation between investment and location tendencies
and the quality of life parameters. In this context, low crime rates, improved health
facilities, housing costs, educational, cultural and recreational facilities can affect

locational preferences.

Table 4.11: Relation Between Investment Tendencies and gualiﬂ of Life'i 2003i 2005
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Housing costs S0.0 (2 5582 (5)
Housing availability ES.3 () ES.0 (3
Ratings of public schools 5.2 (5) 572 ()
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Source: Canadian Economic Research Institute, 2006, Competitive Alternatives

If all of the international locational preference indicators are briefly evaluated, it can be
said that Istanbul has noteworthy attractiveness for international producer services; while
Ankara, the second largest city in Turkey, has not been classified as an attractive city for
producer service location. Furthermore, locational tendencies of international firms can be
shaped with different factors. In this manner, socio-economic and socio-spatial
characteristics are quite important for the movements of both existing and new firms. It

can be said that socio-spatial factors such as transportation, accessibility, quality of life
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parameters, and environmental regulations are of vital importance for locational

preferences, and the importance of these factors is likely to increase in the coming years.

4.1.2. National, Regional Producer Service Dynamics: Istanbul vs. Ankara

Urbanization economies and world cities have been gaining in importance in terms of
world capital, service and labor force flows, and in the case of Turkey, it can be said that
Istanbul has adapted best to the global service movements. Although this thesis is not
focused on Istanbul and its service agglomeration, the basic pull and push effects of
Istanbul on other Turkish cities, and the attractiveness of Istanbul for new producer
service demands are analyzed in order to understand the recent situation in Ankara. In
this decentralization-based globalization era, Ankara represents the “center”. Contrary to
Ankara, Istanbul is experiencing agglomeration and even over-concentration because of
using global system adaptation capacity. Istanbul can be classified as a center; this
agglomeration tendency pulls international and national producer service investments. In
this process, it can be seen that while Ankara is losing attractiveness for producer service

demands and institutions, Istanbul is gaining in attractiveness.

Table 4.12: Laborforce Distributions of Ankara & Istanbul; 2000(Source: TUIK,2000)

ISTANBUL AN EUARA
Labor Force ] Labor Force ]
AGRICULTURE 2810 0.3 4773 0.5
rining 2316 0,1 2596 0,2
Manutfacturing Industry 97 1601 31 137016 13,6
Electricity, Gas, Wabk=r 13021 0.5 11567 1.2
INDUSTRY D703 1 31,0 151179 15
Construction 1689016 5,0 BO5 31 5,9
Yiholesaling, Commerce 590801 20,7 168171 16, 7
Communication, Transportation 200313 Tadl 56061 1 (s
Finance, Insurance, Raal Estate 261269 Q9.3 112826 11,2
Social, Private Services G22821 21.5 A4ZFFE2G 43, <
Othar Services 5531 0, 2 3410 0,3
SERVICE 1084235 59,1 Fa2284F FFO
Total 2850022 100 1002333 100

The relationship between Ankara and Istanbul has been discussed in depth in literature.
If this relation is analyzed from the perspective of historical growth, it can be seen that
from the establishment of the Turkish Republic up until the 1980s, Ankara developed
rapidly, especially in the service sector. Although Istanbul has developed with industry
and trade, Ankara has specialized on public services related with its status as the
country’s capital. Labor force distribution figures of Turkey show that Ankara comes top
in terms of employment in the service sector. This economic structure illustrates that the

urban economy of Ankara is generally based on the service sector and its extensions. On
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the other hand, the urban economics of Istanbul are diversified, specializing in both

industry and the service sector.

Table 4.13: Employment Profile of Ankara and Istanbul; 2000

isTANBUL ANKARA
Labor Force | 9% Labor Force | %
Scientific and Technical Services, Private Companies 364601] 12,8 200638] 19,9
Capitalists, Directors, Higher Managers 83196 29 48705 4.8
Administrative Personnels 386581] 13,6 174752] 17,3
Trade, Commerce Personnel 415140 14.6 112248] 11,1
Service Personnel 345712 12,1 140940 14
Manufacturing {Exluding Agriculture) 1238864] 43,5 322658 32
Agriculture and other 15928 0,5 8392 0,9
Total 2850022 100 1008333 100

Source: TUIK, 2000, cited in Giinay, 2006.

When the labor force distributions of Ankara and Istanbul are compared, the most
important differences are observed in industry, trade and public services. Although the
service employment in both cities is relatively larger than in other cities, specializations in
service sector are diversified. Public services, finance and insurance services are more
specialized in Ankara, however in Istanbul, trade, wholesaling, tourism, transportation

and communication services are the more important sectors.

To better understand producer service locations at a regional level in Turkey,
specializations and diversifications in the service sector in Ankara and Istanbul should be
analyzed. According to Gilinay (2006), there are two main theoretical frameworks to
explain the reasons of existence of Ankara. The first is the Rank-Size Rule, and the
second is the Primate City Approach. Although these theories are not popular in analyzing
regional relations, they can be use to compare Ankara and Istanbul by the way of their

historical growth perspectives.

In the Primate City Theory, economic growth, qualified labor force intensification and
service sector specializations may be created primate cities, depending on geographical
and capitalist relations. Although primate cities played important roles in the economic
growth of third world cities in the 19" century, this economic, social and cultural based
concentration has been one of the main causes of uneven development in the 20™
century. Furthermore, the globalization process is strongly related with concentration and
unevenness. According to Gilinay (2006) and Tankut (1991), all new capitals have rolled
for over agglomerations of balancing primate cities. In summary, Ankara can be defined
as the most successful capital of balancing agglomeration of primate cities. This success

can be read labor force distributions of Ankara (Glinay, 2006).
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Table 4.14: A Comparison of Population Growth from 1970 to 2007

istanbul Ankara izmir
Toplam Sehir Toplam Sehir Toplam Sehir
1970] 3019032| 100 2132407| 100 2041658| 67,6 1236152 | 58,0 1427173| 47,3 753041 | 35,3
1980' 4741890( 100 2772708| 100 2354689| s0,2 1877755| 67,7 1982529 41,8 1691526| 61,0
1990' 7195773| 100 6629431| 100 3236378| 45,0 2583963| 39,0 2694770| 37,4 2137721 32,2
2000' 10018735| 100 8831805| 100 4007860| 40,0 3203362| 36,3 3370866 33,6 2732669| 30,9
200?' 12573836| ioo| 11174257| iog 4466756 35,5 4140890 37,1 3739353| 29,7 3175133 | 28,4

Source: TUIK, 1970, 1980, 1990, 2000.

Yillar
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If the population growth in Turkey’s three largest cities is compared from 1970 to 2007,
it can be observed that there was quite balanced population distribution until 1980. After
the implementation of liberal economic politics and capital-labor force flows, this balance
has started to distort. This distortion and the Istanbul-based over-agglomeration may be
read in Table 4.14.

The Rank-Size Rule Theory, which is defined as an extension of the Central Place
Theory, claims that there is a relationship between population size and development. In
this theory, if the ranking place of a city is multiplied by its population, the first city’s
population can be reached. For instance, the relation between Istanbul, as a first city,
and Ankara, as a second city, should be doubled. Although this theory has not been
confirmed as yet, it has given some clues for comparisons. If this theory is adopted for
Turkish metropolitan cities, it may definitely be observed that Istanbul is the most
dominant city in Turkey. In a balanced national development, the population of Ankara
should be half that of Istanbul, but this balance has been deeply distorted because of
liberal economic politics and privatization of the industry and service sectors. In
summary, the Istanbul-based agglomeration is strongly related with the declining process

of the economic structure of Ankara (Glinay, 2006).

According to Table 4.14., in parallel to the population growth and Istanbul-based
agglomerations, producer services have tended to locate to Istanbul. Therefore, not only
private and multinational direct and indirect investments, but also public based producer
service institutions have started to move to Istanbul since the 1980s. The main indicators
of this movement can easily be read from the locational preferences of the public finance
institutions. In this period, the headquarters of Isbank, Garanti Bank and Vakifbank have
moved from Ankara to Istanbul. Recently, the government has declared a strong interest
in moving the Turkish Central Bank from Ankara to Istanbul. Although this intention

originated from The Scenario of Istanbul Finance Center, Ankara has negatively affected
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this policy. In this manner, the continued existence of Ankara has been related to the

diversification of services, especially private producer service locations.

In summary, Although there is a dispersion tendency on producer service activities in
worldwide, relatively largest world cities, such as London, Tokyo, New York, have still
vital importance for producer service locations. Similar to this, some of the other world
cities that can be defined relatively uneven developed cities, such as Warsow, Prague,
Istanbul are rapidly growth with producer service agglomerations. On the other hand,
some of the old industrial and service based concentrated cities, such as Birmingham,
Hamburg, Amsterdam, Ankara etc., can be expected that are secondarial core

concentration nodes for producer services.

4.2. Urban & Central Growth Process of Ankara: A Urban Morphology Attempt

Ankara is the capital city of Turkey, and the country's second largest city after Istanbul.
The municipal boundary has a population (as of 2007) of 4,146,212 (Province
4,446,756). Centrally located in Anatolia, Ankara is an important commercial and
industrial city. It is the center of the Turkish Government. It is an important crossroads of
trade, strategically located at the center of Turkey's highway and railway networks, and

serves as the marketing center for the surrounding agricultural area (Akgura, 1971).

The land on which Ankara is located is undulating to a certain degree; yet, most of its
sections are suitable for settling, at between 800 and 1200 m above sea level. According
to Akgura (1971), the geomorphological structure of Ankara forms a horseshoe shape,
oriented to the west. During the War of Independence in 1920, Ankara was chosen as a
military base, and in 1923 was declared the new Turkish capital by Mustafa Kemal
Atatirk, who chose the city according to geographic, strategic and political

considerations, as well its role in the War of Independence (Tankut, 1990).

4.2.1. Urban and Central Growth Process of Ankara: Morphological Evaluation

Although Ankara had lived bright periods in ancient times and in the Middle Ages, the
most brilliant period of the history of Ankara began with the beginning of the Republic of
Turkey, when it was chosen as the Capital of the Republic. This part of the thesis will
provide a period by period analysis of Ankara’s planning and urban growth, in which the

decision-making centers and producer service locations will be analyzed.
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4.2.1.1. Development of the Capital: 1919-1939

After being selected as the capital, there was a major development effort in Ankara,
aimed not only at the physical development of the city, but also at the establishment and
institutionalization of the young Turkish Republic (Tankut, 1990). In this early era of the
Republic, Ankara was a small city with a traditional city center, located around a castle.
Although the traditional centre has diversified and specialized commerce activities, office
uses were limited and detached with commerce units. The first plan of Ankara, which was
approved in 1925, put forward the basic decisions of Kizilay and Yenisehir that are
today’s symbolic center. Although the first plan, which was called the Lorcher Plan aimed
to produce new residential zones, where new office and commercial activities have

located later, around the old city and the traditional downtown (Cengizkan, 1998).

Figure 4.2.: Downtown Structure in Lorcher Plan (Based on Cengizkan, 1998)

The Assembly Building of the new Turkish Republic, which can be defined as the first
modern producer service location in Ankara, was built between the railway station and
the traditional “Ulus-Tashan” center. The Jansen Plan, which was produced by way of a
competition, was as a “garden city” that projected a population of 300,000 by 1978.
Although this plan was produced in 1928, the competition plan was approved in 1932.
The Jansen Plan suggested concentration on the traditional center. The railway station-
Ulus and Ulus-Opera corridors, which were the first finance and administrative centers of
the Turkish Republic, were defined as a CBD of Ankara by the way of the Jansen Plan. In
addition to this, the plan suggested a new administrative zone called the “Ministries Site”

around Kizilay. This public-based producer service location, to house the main
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characteristic functions of the capital Ankara, changed the central concentration and
dynamics of Ankara. The Ministries Site attracted both private and public producer and

consumer services to Yenisehir-Kizilay ( Bademli, 1987; ABB, 2007).

RATLWAY
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Figure 4.3.: Downtown Structure and Producer Services in the Jansen Plan
(Based on Tankut, 1990; Bademli, 1987; Gokge, 1999)

Figure 4.5.: Ministries Site, Plan and View in the 1980s (Source: Giinay, 2005).
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4.2.1.2. “Ulus” Originated Concentration: 1940-1955

The Jansen Plan was implemented with Jansen’s consultancy until 1939. After Jansen’s
resignation because of development and rent speculations, a rapid immigration process
deeply effected Ankara. Although at end of this process Ankara had reached the
projected population of the Jansen Plan, both the residential and central necessities could
not afford by the way of planning tools and public organizations. Therefore, in parallel to
the growth of squatter zones, known as gecekondu, both the population and building
concentrations observed and main consumer and transportation service necessities tried
to solve spontaneously by the way of marginal sector. In this period, producer services,
especially business services such as engineering, architecture and legal services,
emerged around the court in the traditional Ulus center and the new public and financial
units of Ulus. This period saw the rise of the concentrated Ulus downtown as a CBD due
to producer and consumer service combinations and agglomerations (Tankut, 1990;
Bademli, 1987, Tekeli, Gliloksliz and Okyay, 1976).

Figure 4.6.: Intensification on Ulus Site (Source: Giinay, Pers. Archive).

The Yenisehir neighbourhood, a modern area with some high-income residents, became
the only consumer service-based sub-center in this period. Briefly, from the beginning of

the Republic to the mid-1950s, producer services concentrated around the Ulus center.

Figure 4.7.: Views From Kizilay Residental Area in 1940s (Source: Giinay, Pers. Archive).
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4.2.1.3. Beginning of the Two Fragmented Center Structure:
“Kizilay”-1956-1970

After the 1950s, a major wave of migration from rural areas to the especially
metropolitan areas was seen in Turkey. The population of Ankara almost doubled, and
squatters surrounded both the geomorphologically suitable and unsuitable parts of the
city. In this rapid and uncontrolled development process, although the eastern and
southern terraces of the “geomorphologic crock” became “gecekondu” settlements,
depending on the “Ministries Site” and the “Presidents Palace”, located in the southern
part of the city, the Yenisehir and Kizilay sites started to experience commerce-based
concentration demands. These demands altered the characteristics of Kizilay from a
residential zone, which included a small sub-center, to an alternative and high-class
commerce and service center. This western-style new center concentration was strongly
related with the middle and high income groups, which were mostly public servants and

bureaucrats, who settled in the southern part of the city (Akgura, 1971, Bademli, 1987).

Rapid migration brought a need for a new planning process that included illegal
settlements and newly planned settlement zones. In this manner, a limited national
competition was arranged and the winning plan, known as the Yiicel-Uybadin Plan, was
approved in 1957. Although this plan intended to solve new planned plot necessities and
suggested new social residential areas, such as Yenimahalle and Etlik in the western and
northwestern parts of the city, a new CBD, or hierarchic sub-center system, aimed at
resolving the needs of the rapidly-increasing population, were not suggested. Therefore,
while the traditional Ulus CBD lived new and over concentrations, the Kizilay-based public
producer service location tendencies diversifed, and became specialized and combined
with the related public and private service concentrations. Different from the decisions of
the Yiicel-Uybadin Plan, a spontaneous central concentration started to emerge in Kizilay.
In addition to this agglomeration, peripherialization trend from Kizilay to the southern

residential areas was started to be seen in this period (Gokge, 2003).

Figure 4.8.: Views From Kizilay Downtown in 1950s—-1960s (Source: Giinay, Pers. Archive).
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In 1970, there were only few technical and professional consultancy service providers in
Ankara. Legal consultancy activities, however, were concentrated in Ulus. The reason for
this concentration was their desire to be close to the Courthouse, which was located in
Ulus at that time. Although the public administration institutions were mainly
concentrated in this Ulus, the decision-making services of the private sector were not
represented as much as those of the public sector in Ulus. In this sense, it is difficult to

claim that Ulus was a finance and business center in 1970 (Akgura, 1971).

To understand the central structures and decision making unit locations of Ankara in this
period, the monographic study of Akgura should be analyzed. According to Akgura
(1971), the city center of Ankara had two fragmented sections, Ulus and Kizilay, with
different activity compositions in 1970. The traditional center, Ulus, had more commercial
units and covered a larger area than the Kizilay center. Moreover, the distinctive aspects
of the Ulus section of the city center were the Directorates General of various banks, the
Central Post Office and the Ministry of Finance in 1970. It can be said that in this period,
Ankara was the main financing center of Turkey. In this period, the spatial boundaries of
the Ulus service concentration were clearly evident. In the southwestern part, there was
the Railway Station and Genglik Park (Central Park). Although in the northwestern part,
where there were a university, and health and public administration facilities, there were
not enough private producer service locations, aside from some law offices due to the

close proximity of the courthouse (Akgura, 1971).
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Figure 4.9.: Two Fragment Center
Sections of Ankara in 1970 (Source: Akcura, 1971)

Figure 4.10.: Center Sections and Characteristics
of Ankara in 1970 (Source: Akcura, 1971)
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Different from Ulus, starting in the mid-1950s, the structure and density pattern of Kizilay
changed fundamentally. Although the service concentration was too small to compare
with Ulus, a high quality producer and consumer service location tendency started to be
observed after the 1960s. In the upper floors of Kizilay, the certain welfare and business
service concentrations were observed. However, business service densities, even along
the Atatlirk Boulevard, were lower than Ulus in 1970 (Akgura, 1971).

. Table 4.15: Quantitative Comparison of Ulus and
| ANKARA KENT MERKEZINN Kizilay in 1970 (Source: Akcura, 1971)
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Figure 4.12: A Physical Comparison of the Ulus-Kizilay Centers in 1970 (Source: AMANP, 1977)

In summary, Ulus contained almost all of the distributive services, including both retail
(food and clothing) and wholesaling activities. However, Kizilay was superior to Ulus,
when certain welfare and business services were considered. Therefore, it can be said
that starting in the mid-1960s, and especially in the 1970s, Kizilay gained decision-
making activities, including both public and private producer services. This was a bright
era for Ankara, including financing and administrative decision-maker units (Akgura,
1971; AMANP, 1977, Bademli, 1987, Gokge, 2000; 2003; 2006).

4.2.1.4. “Kizilay” Saturation and “Tunah” Jumping: 1971-1985

After the Kizilay-oriented office location tendency of the 1960s, depending on the “Flat
Ownership Law” and the “District Height Regulation”, there were a big building
concentration in Kizilay. According to this storey rising based plans, new and multi-storey
buildings built on the same plots and the same infrastructure facilities in Kizilay. This

internal concentration, both building and population-based, over-agglomeration had push
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effects on the central business core of Ankara. Inadequate car parking facilities and
transportation infrastructure, and increasing land values and office-shops rents brought
about new locational tendencies. Depending on centrifugal forces and “saturation” on the

Kizilay center, commercial and office functions moved with high income residents.

In this manner, the main transportation artery of southern high income residents, the so
called “Tunali Hilmi Street”, faced an invasion of new central activities. This new jumping
process began an important structural and functional transformation on the southern
residential zones. Starting in Tunali Hilmi Street and its near surroundings, the existing
two storey garden houses started to be replaced with multi-storey buildings that
combined residential and commercial uses. This new jumping movement was not limited
to consumer services in the high quality shops, but also new and prestige business
services started to locate around the Tunal center (Akcura, 1971; AMANP, 1977,
Bademli, 1987, Gokge, 2000; 2003; 2006).

According to Bademli (1987), who aimed to describe the city center of Ankara and
compare the picture with the 1970 description of AMANPB and Akgura, in 1985, Kizilay
was the main and more concentrated business and producer service center, rather than
Ulus. The basic difference within this period was the spatial growth of economic activities

in Kizilay, which was mainly in the southern direction along the Atatiirk Boulevard.

Merkez Adasi: MY > 1 ve MKi > 0.50

Cekirdek Merkez Adasi: MYi = 4 ve MKi > 0.90

Toplam

Toplam Zemin Kat Alantart (m?)

Agik Alanlar

Toplam Kat Alanias

Figure 4.13: Comparison of the Ankara City Center 1970-1985 (Source: Bademli, 1987)
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In Ulus, on the other hand, the direction of the spatial growth of economic activities was
northwest, especially on and around Rizgarli Street. Although there was an internal
concentration of consumer services in the Ulus region, service activities, especially
business and public services, were radically outspread in the Kizilay region (Bademli,
1987, Levent, 2007). In this period, there was a relative deceleration of immigration, and
both legal and implemetative arrangement efforts were focused on solving the squatter
problem. A fundamental decision was made to create mass social housing areas, parallel

to housing decentralization, new sub-centers and secondary business area preferences.

The 1990 Ankara Development Plan, which prepared beyond 1970’s, suggested a
“Western Corridor”-based housing decentralization and the establishment of a new CBD
on the marginal industrial zone known as Kazikigi Bostanlari, located in the northwestern
part of Ulus. This new location decision was crucial for the urban macroform and the
central growth of Ankara due to transportation, infrastructure and building limitations and
problems in the southern part of Kizilay. In other words, the southern peripheries of
Kizilay, which were gaining importance ac new commercial and office locations, had to be

controlled on new central business concentrations in northern Ulus (Bademli, 1987).

"

Figure 4.15.: Land Use Map and Center Structure in 1985 (Source : ABB, 1986).
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Figure 4.16.: Intensification and Saturation of Kizilay Site in the 1980s (Source: Giinay, Pers. Archive).

Figure 4.17.: General Pattern of Kizilay-Bakanliklar Site
in the 1980s (Source: Giinay, Pers. Archive).

According to the 1990 Ankara Development Plan, depending on western corridor growth
and northern and northwestern-originated development tendencies, two main central
CBD decisions were made. The first was to establish Kazikici Bostanlari, the old marginal
industrial area in the north, as a private-based producer service and office location node.
The second central decision in the 1990 Plan was the Eskisehir Road Public Services
Corridor, located in the southwestern part of Ankara. Although the second
decentralization suggestion was implemented through the ministries and central
government institutions, the first suggestion had not been implemented by the beginning
of the 1980s. Therefore office locations searched new alternative locations around the
southern and southwestern residential parts of the city (AMANP, 1977, Bademli, 1987,
ABB, 1987; Gokge, 2000; 2003; 2006).

In summary, related to the urban growth and central saturations in both Ulus and Kizilay,
the central business and commercial activities had a southern decentralization tendency,
following the high-income residents. This can be said to be the beginning of the
decentralization of central activities. On the other hand, despite the decentralization

tendencies and Tunal jumping of central business activities, in this period, the Ulus and
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Kizilay CBD’s were still vital. The specialization tendency of consumer services in Ulus
continued to increase. Contrary to Ulus, the Kizilay and Tunal centers saw a
specialization and diversification tendency in terms of producer services and business
locations. It can be said that by the end of this period there was a three fragmented

center structure in Ankara, covering Ulus, Kizilay and Tunali (Bademli, 1987, ABB, 1987).

4.2.1.5. South Peripheralization, Preparation for Decentralization: 1986-1999

The 1980s were generally known as a period of “liberalization” in Turkey in terms of
socio-economics. Liberal economic policies, both at central and local government levels
deeply affected the urban macroforms and socio-spatial structures of cities. Central
government-based liberalization and adaptation policies brought Istanbul to the
foreground. In parallel to governmental policies and capitalist economic agglomeration
tendencies, financial institutions, mostly the headquarters of public-owned banks, moved
from Ankara to Istanbul. It can be said that this was the start of the decentralization
process of producer services from Ankara to Istanbul. This decentralization was not
experienced only from the capital to the primary city, but also in the internal structure of
Ankara. Due to transportation facilities and urban peripherialization, central business

activities decentralized to the southern part of the Kizilay ( Altaban, 1998; Osmay; 1998).

Starting with Tunali center jumping in the last part of the 1970s, central business
activities moved to the southern part of Tunall in this period. This southern
peripherialization was divided into two basic directions: One in a southeasterly direction
to Gaziosmanpasa, and the other in a southwesterly direction to Cankaya. These
decentralizations, combined with the preliminary multi-storey shopping malls. In the
southwestern area, Ankara’s first shopping mall at Atakule had a crucial pull effect on
central business activities. Similar to the southeastern part, business activities fringed
from Kavaklidere to Koroglu Street combined with the Karum shopping mall, where the
old wine fabric site regenerated (Bademli, 1987; Gokge, 2000; 2006).

However, bingo major difference was seen in the general boundaries of the Ulus center.
The existing service concentration could not exceed the spatial limits of 1970 and 1985,
since delimiting thresholds such as the residential areas on the eastern side and small-
scale manufacturing and repair activities in the northwest restricted invasions by service

activities in this period.
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Figure 4.18.: 1990 Ankara Development-Master Plan and Center Structures (Source : ABB, 1987).



Figure 4.19.: Land Use Map and Center Structure in 1997 (Source : ABB, 2007).

The pattern of Ulus was not suitable for the development of service activities, especially
producer services. Business services tended to locate in Kizilay, or to develop in a
southerly direction. The decision to locate the main court in Sihhiye and to locate the
ministries along Indnii Boulevard can be seen as the causes of spatial development of
producer services in the southern parts of the city (Levent, 2007).
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Figure 4.20.: Detailed Land Use and Peripherializations Tendency in Center Structures of

Ankara-1998 (Source : Gékge; 2000).
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Analyzing the central structure of Ankara in 1998, it can be observed that although the
boundaries and functions of the Ulus center were similar to those of 1985, the Kizilay and
Tunali centers had almost detached and had fringed the southern part of the Tunal
center. A structural analysis of Ankara’s centers illustrates that although the northern
parts of the CBD was surrounded by low-income group residents and transition zone
activities, the southern part of the center surrounded by high-income residents,
embassies, foreign representatives and public institutions. Therefore, it can be said that
the basic implications of concentric zone and sector theory can be ascertained for the
central growth of Ankara. In other words, strong and prestige transportation
infrastructure and high-income residents steered the movements of service activities from
the beginning of the Republic (Bademli, 1987; Tekeli, 1993; Gokce; 2003).
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Figure 4.21: Landscape from the Southern Fringe (Source: wowturkey, 2008).
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Figure 4.22.: Structural Analysis of Ankara Centers, 1998 (Source : Gokge; 2000).
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On the other hand, if the functional structure of the service activities is analyzed from the
end of this period, it can be said that business services generally located on the southern
peripheries of the Kizilay center. Related to public producer service locations, private
producer service buildings chose to relocate in the southwestern and especially
southeastern parts of Ankara. In this manner, the Gaziosmanpasa (GOP) and Kavaklidere
sites, which house high-income residents, were invaded by business service buildings or
offices. Similar to this, through the Cinnah Avenue, the southwestern part of this

periphery has been invaded by offices (Gokge, 2000; 2002).

In this period, although the northern fragment of the CBD, known as Ulus, had been
losing business services, both the southern periphery of Kizilay and additionally the
western residential district of Bahgelievler started to gain some business, education and
welfare services. This new jumping tendency can be said to be related to public producer
service decentralization upon the Eskisehir Road, due to the 1990 Ankara Master Plan. In
addition, that the one from Kizilay and the southern periphery to Bahgelievler can be

assessed as an indicator of the beginning of the dispersal trend (Gokge, 2003).
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Figure 4.23.: Functional Analysis on Ankara Centers, 1998 (Source : Gokge; 2000).
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Although Ankara experienced two master plan experiments in this period, neither
received approval. The two experiments did not make a direct decision on service and
business district locations; however urban growth strategies and macroform alternatives

of these plans should be analyzed deeply.

The first plan of this period was the 2015
Structure Plan, prepared by a study group from
the Department of City and Regional Planning,
in Middle East Technical University (METU). The
Plan proposed to direct the investments of
public transportation. The main strategy of this

plan was “decentralization”, aiming to

decentralize not only residences, but also

industrial areas and service sites.

Figure 4.24.: 2015 Structure Plan Suggestion (Source : ABB, 1986).

The 2015 Structure Plan continued the proposals regarding the city centers and the
spatial organization of services put forward in the 1990 Plan. Although there had been no
development in Kazikici Bostanlari, the 2015 Structure plan again put forward the area
for CBD development. In addition, the sub-centers of Batikent and Cayyolu, also put
forward in the 1990 Master Plan, were repeated in the 2015 Plan. The Plan did not agree
with the spatial developments of services in the southern part of Kizilay due to existing
morphological and geomorphological conditions, although it was not focused the service
areas, not proposed within the 1990 Plan, but developed by the market mechanisms in
the southern part of Kizilay (Levent, 2007 cited in Altaban, 1998).

The 2025 Plan mainly focuses on new
residential areas, and does not develop any
noteworthy propositions for the city center, but
continues those of the 2015 plan. In other
words, uncontrolled decentralization and market
mechanism-based locational dynamics were the

main keywords of the Plan.

Figure 4.25.: 2025 Development Plan Suggestion
(Source : ABB, 2007).
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Figure 4.26.: A landscape from the Ulus Site Figure 4.27.: A landscape from Cankaya to
in the 1990s (Source : Glinay, Pers. Archive).  Kizilay in the 1990s (Source: Glinay, Pers. Archive)

In this period, most of the public and private services moved from Ankara to Istanbul.
Especially the headquarters of national banks, insurance companies and financial
institutions underwent an agglomeration tendency to Istanbul in this period, therefore,
the main public producer and related private producer services-based development trend
of Ankara was distorted. This decentralization from Ankara to Istanbul, and even from
Ankara to other new nodes in Anatolia, strongly related service intensification and
gradually urban economic structure of Ankara (Bademli, 1987; Altaban, 1998).

4.2.1.6. Dispersion and New Location Seeking Tendency: Post 2000

In this period, a master plan known as the
2023 Capital Ankara Master Plan was
approved in February 2007. According to
the research report of the plan, there is a
dispersion tendency in both producer and
consumer service functions from the CBD
to the southwestern parts of Ankara. This
report states that the Turan Gunes and
Cetin Emeg Boulevards, and Eskisehir and

Konya Roads have a pull effect on central

business activities because of the

accessibility needs of services.

Figure 4.28.: 2023 Capital Ankara Master Plan (Source : ABB, 2007).
In parallel to the expansion in the use of information and communication technologies in

production and consumption processes, most of services have moved from the central

business or core areas of cities to the peripheral parts of metropolitan areas. This new
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technology-based movement capacity has pushed the services to the outer parts of the
CBDs. In this manner, although consumer services have moved to residential zones, sub-
centers or shopping malls, producer services undergo more complex movements in the
urban arena (Osmay, 1998). To analyze and understand the dynamics of urban services
in this period in Ankara, spatial, functional and structural transformations should be
researched. In this manner, land use differentiations and functional changes to the urban

parts can be compared with previous situations.

This accessibility has two basic dimensions: the first is accessibility to all urban functions,
residential zones and other related services. In this manner, public producer service
locations are located generally along Eskisehir Road, along with extensive governmental,
semi-governmental and non-governmental organizations, such as political parties, trade
chambers etc. The second accessibility necessity is generally based on although relatively
outer part of central business district, have not been locating so far from core area. In
this manner, Ovecler-Cetin Emeg, Mebusevleri, Bahcelievler and Kazim Karabekir which

located northern fragment are the so called core of Kazikici Bostanlari.
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Figure 4.29.: Producer Service Movements on 2005 Land Use Map (Based on: ABB, 2007, Levent, 2007)
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In a comparison of the Land Use Map-2005 of Ankara (ABB, 2007) and that of 1997, in
parallel to the urban peripherialization, and even the sprawl of residents, urban services
have also moved to the saturated central business core, and even southern fringe, which
have inadequate transportation infrastructure for business agglomerations. In the 1997
Land Use Map, the central business functions and producer service locations are
generally located in the Kizilay-Tunali-Cankaya and GOP corridor, in this period, most
producer services appear to have locates in the western and southwestern parts:
Sogiitdzi, Ovecler and Balgat, and on the Eskisehir and Konya Roads. Although there is a
decentralization and dispersal trend among central business activities, the new attraction
nodes of service activities are not so far from the central business core, most of the new

service attraction nodes falling within a 5 km radius of Kizilay Square.

Ovecler and the Konya Road have connected with the Bakanliklar, Dikmen and
Ayranal districts by the way of the Cetin Emeg Boulevard, which was constructed at the
beginning of the 1990s. This transportation route deeply affected both the old squatter

zones of Ovegler and Sokullu, and the Konya Road route.
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Figure 4.30: Cetin Emeg-Ovecler District in 2002 Satellite Map (ABB, 2007)
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Figure 4.31.: Transformations in Cetin Emeg-Ovegler District in 2008 Satellite Map
(Source:googleearth,2008)
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The squatter regenerations in the Ovecler district can be blamed on an uneven
development process and a dominance-gradient duality. The closeness of dominance
CBD and high accessibility triggered producer service-based transformation on gradiance
Ovecler district. In other words, both being far from push effects of CBD and benefit from

fringe and outer zones can be brought together business invasion on Ovegler squatters.

In this context, only the Turan Glines-Oran and Eskisehir Road-Mustafa Kemal zones fall
outside the 5 km catchment area. On the other hand, if this catchment area adopted
transportation distances by the way of accessibility, it can be said that although the
northern fragment of the CBD in Ulus has no other producer service jumping, in the
southwestern part there are significantly new jumping nodes, even outside of the 5 km
accessibility catchment area. Balgat, Cukurambar, parts of Ovecler and the Eskisehir and
Konya Roads are more than 5 km from Kizilay Square, and these zones have been facing
both producer and consumer service invasions. An in-depth analysis of the structural and

functional transformations of these areas will be attempted.
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Figure 4.32.: A Landscape from Konya Road-Producer Service Buildings (wowturkey, 2008)
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Figure 4.34.: Ovecler New Office Buildings (ex-squatter areas) (wowturkey, 2008)
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The Konya and Eskisehir Road intersections are connected to both CBDs and the western
and southwestern residential zones that can be classified as generally for middle- and
high-income residents. In this zone, there are four main districts, known as S6§iitozi,
Bahcelievler, Balgat and Cukurambar. S6giitozii, which is one of the most popular zones
for both public and private services, has undergone a significant transformation within
the last decade. A large shopping mall and office building complex, known as Armada, as
well as political party centers and media centers have located in S6giitézi, which is
planned to be a high accessibility zone.

Figure 4.36.: Transformations in Balgat, S6§(it6zii & Cukurambar in a 2008 Satellite Map (Source:googleearth, 2008)
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Contrary to the structural transformation tendency of So6§iitozii, Balgat and the
Bahgelievler-Emek districts have generally faced functional transformations. Public
institutions and real estate and advertising services seem to have been drawn to these
zones. On the other hand, in Cukurambar there has been a resident-based
transformation tendency, along with consumer services. Turan Giines Boulevard
underwent significant regeneration through the 1990s, and this urban renewal process
diversified and specialized with service locations. Unlike the classical squatter
transformations, in Turan Glines and the Sancak District, both consumer and producer

services have started to locate there in the last fifteen years.

Figure 4.38.: Konya-Eskisehir Roads Figure 4.39.: From METU Technopolis
Intersection (wowturkey, 2008) to Tekel Twin Towers (wowturkey, 2008)
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Figure 4.41.: Land Use Map of the Turan Giineg and Or-an Districts in 2005 (ABB, 2007)

It can be observed from the Ankara land use map that Turan Giines and the Sancak
district are more than 5 km from the Kizilay center. On the other hand, connecting with
both Turan Gilines and Ziya ur Rahman Boulevards, this district has high accessibility with

both the CBD and also the Konya and Eskisehir Roads. Therefore, not only showrooms
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and restaurants, but also diversified private firm centers and national media institution
have located on Turan Giines Boulevard. At the end of the Turan Giines Boulevard, there
are crucial functions at the where it intersects with the Konya Road. Old parliament
residents, which privatized and transformed shopping mall newly and embassies, foreign
representative buildings, have located in the Or-an district. Moreover, some non-
governmental organizations, such as Conrad Adenaure and the Turkish-Japanese Culture

Centers, have chosen to locate in the Or-an district.
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Figure 4.43.: Turan Glines, Sancak Districts in 2002 Satellite Map (ABB, 2007)

In addition, the Mebusevleri, Beysukent, Cayyolu and Bilkent districts have seemed to

have grown as service locations, according to the Ankara 2005 Land Use Map. These
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zones, and especially the organized industrial areas and technopolises, have major
potential as locations for information communication technology (ICT) companies. In
other words, the decentralization of back office units has been to areas much further

away from the CBDs than the front offices.
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Figure 4.45.: Office Buildings; Cayyolu-Mesa, Beysukent, Mebusevleri (wowturkey, 2008)
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Figure 4.46.: Producer and Consumer Service Combinations in Bilkent (wowturkey, 2008)

Evaluation: In parallel to the Istanbul-originated agglomerations in Turkey, Ankara has
been losing its attractiveness for new producer service locations. Furthermore, some of
the Ankara-originated public producer services have been relocated to Istanbul by the
government. In other words, main capitality based producer services have moved from
Ankara to Istanbul in line with global capital movements and due to governmental
policies. Therefore, it can be said that the economic growth balance between Istanbul
and Ankara has been distorted. If Ankara is defined as the main center of the Turkey, it
can be stated that there is a “decentralization process” in service sector locations. In
addition to this regional decentralization, there is a dispersion tendency in producer
service functions parallel to the urban peripherialization and sprawl process. However,
producer services do not appear to have become randomly sprawled across the urban
space. If this dispersion trend fundamentally independent from spatial characteristics,
producer services can be located along the Samsun, Istanbul and Esenboda Roads, and
in the Kecioren, Mamak and Yenimahalle districts. While producer services are
decentralizing or seeking new location nodes, in the southwestern part of Ankara, where
generally middle- and high-income residents are located and where the quality of the
built-up area is high, there are pull effects for public and especially private producer
service demands. On the other hand, organized industrial zones and technopolises offer

some advantages as producer service locations in terms of their information and
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communication technologies, subventions and scale economies. In addition, the Sincan
district, a historically semi-independent settlement of Ankara, has some business service

activities to cover its hinterland.
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Figure 4.47: CBD and Producer Service Decentralizations after the 1990s (Based on: ABB, 2007, Gokce, 2006)

If these new location nodes and attractive zones for producer service locations are
analyzed in depth, it can be said that they are generally not so far from the CBD of
Ankara. While the southern fringe type of decentralization of producer services, the so
called “concentric diffusion”, was the main characteristic from the mid-1980s to the late
1990s, in the 21* century the new location tendencies are beyond the “ring-doughnut
expansion”. New locations can be outside the 5 km radius from the CBD along the
western and southwestern routes, in an “elitist location approach”. While the eastern and
northern parts of the city are not seen as attractive locations, the most accessible,
unevenly developed and well built-up zones of the southwestern parts have small-scale
producer service agglomerations. Moreover, while dispersing to the outer and peripheral
zones, new concentrations or small agglomerations on urban space, depending on
accessibility, transportation infrastructure, quality of built-up area and relations to both
the CBD and other related urban-global functions, can be observed. These new location
dynamics may be called “decentralized concentration”. In summary, it cannot be said
that, there is a “deterritorialization” in Ankara, but rather a new relation model, which
can be differentiated from each sub-categories of services, can be observed within each

different cities, a so called “reterritorialization”.
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CHAPTER 5

LOCATIONAL ATTRIBUTES OF PRODUCER SERVICES WITHIN
METROPOLITAN ANKARA

As stated in the theoretical framework, to understand the locational dynamics of
producer services it is necessary to carry out a comprehensive evaluation of the urban
and central growth processes, and the locational preferences of CBD functions.
Therefore, a morphological evaluation of the central growth structure of Ankara has been
researched in the previous chapter. After analyzing these dynamics, the locational

attributes of producer services within metropolitan Ankara will discussed in this chapter.

Table 5.1.: A Classification of Producer Services in the Ankara Case (Based on; ABB, 2007)

| PUBLIC | | PRIVATE |
1 1
{ ! 1 { !
SEMI NON
GOVERNMENTAL GLOBAL LOCAL
GOVERNMENTAL GOVERNMENTAL
o[ NATIONAL 2| DEMOCRATICAL SOCIAL| »f NON GOVERNMENTAL | Muf;iﬁig'u | "AZL"’:“:‘A";I"E);‘AL
PUBLIC INSTITUTIONS ORGANIZATIONS ORGANIZATIONS
MINISTRIES ETC. COMPANIES (Registred in ATO)
SUPREME COUNCILS
NATIONAL GROUP OF SPECIAL-TECHNIC
u|LocaL .|POLITICAL PARTIES | .| POLITICAL SERVICES COMPANIES " BUSINESS SERVICES
MUNICIPALITIES (ENGINEERING, ADVOCACY ETC.)
LOCAL INSTUTIONS ASSOCIATIONS,
g HOME OFFICES
FOUNDATIONS " POLITICAL SERVICES
Bl CONFIDENTIAL (INSIDE FIRMS)
[] OTHERS ASSOCIATIONS, FOUNDATIONS
HOME OFFICES

Producer services within Ankara have special attributes. Ankara’s status as the capital city
makes it necessary to analyze both private business and producer service locations and
public and semi-public producer services in order to understand the overall structure of

producer services. In this respect, this thesis classifies producer services into two
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categories: public producer services, including semi-public and non-governmental

organizations; and private producer services, which include global and local companies.

5.1. Public Producer Services

When talking about producer services, it is generally private producer service companies
that are being alluded to, however those in the public domain are of equal importance in
the Ankara case. In parallel to capital-driven urban growth processes, national public
institutions that take decisions for the control and distribution of capital are located in
Ankara, and steer not only the central functions, but also the socio-spatial structure.
From the earliest days of the Turkish Republic, public institutions have strongly interacted
with land-use decisions of Ankara (Tankut, 1991). Although in this period public
institutions, such as the assembly, ministries etc. were located in the traditional Ulus
center, after the 1930s, according to the Jansen Plan and starting with the ministries,
most public institutions moved to the Yenisehir-Bakanliklar site. This movement had a
pull on both private producer and consumer service functions, and it can be said that
public producer service locations steered the new CBD functions. This movement, which
through south fringe and Presidency of Republic attracted foreign representatives and

business services (Bademli, 1987).

If public service locations are evaluated alongside the urban growth of Ankara from a
historical perspective, it can be observed that the central functions followed both public
institutions and the high income residents. This pull effect may be explained with the
Concentric Zone Hypothesis. After the saturation of Kizilay, it was decided in the 1990
Ankara Master Plan to decentralize the public institutions to Eskisehir Road. This crucial
decentralization decision deeply affected the locational dynamics of both residents and
the central business functions. In parallel to new liberal economic policies and increasing
private car ownership, the high-income residents moved from the southern fringe of the
CBD in Gaziosmanpasa and Cankaya, to the southwestern and southern parts of
metropolitan Ankara. This high-income resident-based decentralization firstly pulled
consumer services, and in this process, not only high income residential districts, but also
other sub-centers started to concentrate with consumer services, especially retail
activities. Shopping malls and supermarkets, which were located at strong transportation

nodes, were main points of attraction for consumer service demands after the 1990s in
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Ankara. In this decentralization tendency, the CBD of Ankara has faced a process of

decline, and this decentralization may be explained through the Sector Theory.

On the other hand, different from the consumer service decentralization to the residential
zones and the strong transport connections, public producer services decentralized
generally to the planned Eskisehir Road corridor, while some of the back offices of public
producer services and public research-development units relocated to other transport
corridors, such as the Istanbul and Konya Roads. In this process, the eastern and
northeastern corridors have developed unevenly, and this unevenness in public producer
service locations has strongly effected private producer service relocations. This
unevenness can be seen on the Esenboga (Airport) Road, which despite the pull effect of
the international airport, different from most of the metropolitan cities, has extremely

limited producer services.

Briefly, public producer service locations have affected not only the central business
activities in the central core of Ankara, but also the urban growth process. In addition to
governmental public institutions, also semi-governmental producer services (including
democratic social organizations, chambers, unions etc.), political parties and non-
governmental organizations (such as foundations, associations etc.) are predominant in
Ankara. This originality is strongly related to the city’s status as a capital city. Therefore,
governmental, semi-governmental and non-governmental producer services should be

subjected to an in-depth analysis.

5.1.1. Governmental Producer Service Locations

As mentioned in the urban morphology section in the previous chapter, metropolitan
Ankara has experienced six distinct periods in its urban growth process. Governmental
producer services have played a crucial role in the metropolitan growth process of
Ankara, which is a newly-developed capital. In other words, urban and governmental
producer service growths have been dependent on each other with cause-reason
relation. In this manner, the historical growth perspective of governmental producer

services may be analyzed according to the periods of urban growth.

From a historical perspective, governmental decision-making services have seen four

main locational periods. From the beginning of the Republic until the late-1930s, almost
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all public producer services related to Ankara and the Turkish Republic were located
around the traditional Ulus center. The second locational preference for public institutions
was the Yenisehir-Kizilay-Bakanliklar corridor. Starting in the 1940s, especially after the
opening of the new Parliament Assembly Building, the decision-making governmental
units were concentrated around the Kizilay-Bakanliklar center. The third home for public
institutions was the southern fringe of the Kizilay center, Cankaya-Gaziosmanpasa.
Different from the other two locational nodes, this central business movement was not
shaped by public institutions, as the south peripherialization depended on private
producer service locations. Furthermore, Ankara was the crucial growth and control node
of Turkey until the 1980s, depending on a public-based central national economy. After
the 1980s, in parallel to the improving private sector, Ankara started to lose central
control functions, while Istanbul-based private producer service concentrations attracted
both population and other economic activities. This liberalization process can clearly be
read on the urban space of Ankara. Although private producer services fringed and
diversified on both the southeastern and southwestern peripheries of the Kizilay-Tunali
corridor, improvements in governmental producer services were quite stable in this
period. The fourth locational step of public producer services was the Eskisehir Road
decentralization. According to the 1990 Ankara Master Plan, public institutions were
(re)located to Eskisehir Road, under a planning decision that not only steered ministries,
but also related private producer and consumer services. This trend continued into the
1990s as a dispersion tendency. These main four locational dynamics can be observed on

then morphological periods of urban growth in Ankara (Figure 5.1).

Recently, governmental producer services, which can be defined as capital city functions,
have mostly located to the Kizilay-Bakanliklar CBD and in the southern peripheries of the
CBD in a concentric diffusion. On the other hand, the back offices of public institutions
such as ministries and research and development organizations have begun to locate
away from the CBD. This decentralization tendency has depended on strong
transportation facilities, especially along the Eskisehir Road corridor (Figure 5.2). Despite
critical planning decisions, which included 400 hectares of expropriation on Yenisehir in
the earliest years of the Republic, the western corridor decentralization and the location
of public institutions on the Eskisehir Road under the 1990 Master Plan determined
producer service locations, and it can be said that especially private producer services
and central business functions have not been located according to planning decisions.

This uncontrolled process is evident on the Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa fringes.
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The Eskisehir Road decentralization, with prestigious public buildings, affected the
surrounding residential areas. Starting with the Bahgelievler district, gradually the Balgat,
Sogutozu and Mustafa Kemal districts have taken on central business activities.
Furthermore, in parallel to the decentralization of political parties to the Balgat and
Sogutozi districts, some producer services have located on the Eskisehir Road route. In
this decentralization process some of the squatter areas have been regenerated and have
been transformed into both new residences and producer service buildings. This process

can be explained by Uneven Development Theory and the Invasion-Succession process.

5.1.2. Semi-Governmental Producer Service Locations

Semi-governmental producer services, including chambers, unions evaluated as decision
making units in urban arena. According to the Turkish Constitution, these institutions are
defined as being semi-public, and therefore these democratic social organizations have
not only regulated their responsibility area but also related local and national issues and
crucial decisions. For this reason, chambers and unions should be thought of as producer
service units. Ankara’s status as a capital city means the importance of its semi-
governmental units may be more than other cities. This originality will be analyzed taking
into account the locations of these semi-governmental services, using locational data

obtained from the Ankara Governorship and the Ministry of Interior.

An analysis of the spatial distribution of semi-governmental producer services by district
reveals that almost 63% are located around the Sihhiye-Kizilay-Bakanliklar area, while
Ulus, the traditional CBD, contains 8%. Therefore, it may be claimed that more than 70%
of chambers and unions are located on two CBD areas. A further 14% of chambers are

located in Maltepe, which can be defined as the western fringe of Kizilay.

Different from the concentration around the CBDs, there has also been a limited
decentralization trend, starting with the Ankara Trade Chamber (ATO), to the Sdgiitézii
and Cankaya-Gaziosmanpasa districts. In summary, it is clear that most of the semi-
governmental institutions have located around the CBDs. This concentration can be
commented as one of the attractiveness reason of CBD. A detailed list of the addresses of

semi-governmental producer services may be found in Appendix A.
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Table 5.2: Turkish Political Party Center Locations in Ankara (Source; Ministry of Interior, BYEGM, 2007)

TURKISH POLIT

[ICAL PARTY CENTERS IN CAPITAL ANKARA

(*) 2005 yilinda CHP'ye katildi.

NAME OF POLITICAAL PARTY ESTABLISHE FIRST ADRESS MOVE TIME] EXISTING ADRESS
1|ADALET PARTISI . AP 11.04.199 Biklim Sokak 7515 Kavakldere
2|ADALET VE KALKINMA PARTISI AKP 14. Ceyhun Abf Cad. No: 202 Balgat 2007 utdzii i iitdzi
3|ANAVATAN PARTISI ANAP 20.05.1 3 INecatibey Caddesi Kizilay 1988 13. Cad. No:3 Balgat
4|ANAYOL PARTIST ANAYOL 05.05.1 Lzmir Cad. Stmer Sok. Simer Han Kat 4 No: 20-21 Kizilay
S|AVRASYA PARTISI 00.05.2 Cetin Emec Bulvan No: 57 ler
6{AYDINLIK TURKIYE PARTISI ATP 27.11.1 Cetin Emec Bulvan A.Ovecler 4. Cad 52.Sok. No: 21 Ovegler
7|BAGIMSIZ CUMHURLYET PARTIST P 24.07.2 Guvenlik Caddesi 7/5 A. Ayrana
8 IMSIZ TUR PARTISI BTP .09, K.Esat Cad. No: 23 Cankaya 2004 Bestekar Sok. no: 45 K.dere
9|BUYUK ADALET PARTIS| BAP 12.04. Guvenlik Cad. NO: 25/25 A Ayranct
10|BUYUK BIRLIK PARTISI BBP 20.01. Tuna Cad. No: 28 Yenisehir
11 JCUMHURIYET HALK PARTISI CHP. 09.09. Cevre Sok. No: 38 Cankaya 2006 |Anad0|u Bulvan No: 12 Soditdzi
12 JCUMHURIYETCI DEMOKRASI PARTISI CDP 19.07. 2 Ergiin Sok. No: 2 Maltepe/
13 ST cP 25.12. Saklambac Sok. No: %]6 Ke_imn
14 EN TURKIYE PARTISL 24.02. |6. Cadde 78 Sokak 15 er
15|DEMOKRASI VE BARLS PARTIST 1.03. Sokak
16D K PARTISI 5.12.
17 |DE RTL . 20.11.
18|DEM IYE PARTISI 7.01.
19|DEMOKRATIK HALK PARTISI 24.10.
20|DEMOKRA’ AR 4.11. Ma | Fevzi Cakmak Cad. No: 17 ler
21 |DEVRIMCI SOSYALIST ISCI PARTISL 25.04. Menekse 1.50kak 8-A/16 Kizilay
22|DOGRU L PARTISI 23.06. Selanik Cad. No: 40 Kizlay 2000 Cetin emeg Bulvan no 117 Bakjat
23|EMEGIN PARTISI 26.11. |necatibey Cad. Sezenler Sok. Lozan Apt. 2/3
24 RTISI 25.05, Selanik Cad. No: 6/21 K.3 Kizilay
25|GENC PARTI 10.07.200: Cetin Emec Bulvan Ouzilar Mah. 55. Sok. No: 3 Bakjat
26 GI YESILLER PARTISI 03.11. Strasburg Cad. No: 26/15 Sihhiye
27|H VE OZGURLUKLER PARTISL 11.02.2002 : 33,
28 [HALKIN YUKSELIST PARTIST 16.02.2005
29|HURRIYET VE DEGISIM PARTIST a
30[1SC1 PARTISI 02.03.1992 |Mithatpasa Cad. No: 10/13 Kizilay 2004 os Sok. No : 9 Sihhiye
31|LIBERAL DEMOKRAT PARTI 26.07.1994 G.M.K. Bulvar No: 47/14 Maltepe
32|L [URKIYE PARTISI 03.09.2 Harf Devrimi Cad. Oziigizel Kent Sitesi 4/8 Eryaman
33|MILLET PARTISI 22.11.1992 Atatiirk Bulvan No: 73/37-38 Kizilay
34|MILLIYETCI HAREKET PARTISI .02.19 Karanfil Sokak No: 69 Bakanhk 2001 Ceyhun Atif Cad. NO: 128 Balgat/ANKARA
35|0OZGURLUK VE DAYANISMA PARTISE 21.01.1996 |Necatibey Cad. No: 23/10 Sihhiye 2005 G.M.K. Bulvan No: 87 Maltepe
36 |RADIKAL DEGISIM PROJESI PARTIST RDP 6.05 1 Giiniz Sok. No: 12/3 Kavakhdere
37|SAADET PARTISI Sp 27.07.2001 Ziyabey Cad. 2. Sok. No:15 Balgat
38|SOSYAL DEMOKRAT HALK PARTISI SHP 24.05.2002 Udur Mumcu' nun 1 No: 47 G.O.P
39|SOSYAL DEMOKRAT PARTISI SODEP 29.11.2001 Kuleli Sok. No: 33/4 G.O.P
40|SOSYALIST BIRLIK HAREKETI PARTISL SBHP 05.08.1999 |Barl(a!:l Sok. No: 15/3 Kocatepe
<41 | TOPLUMCU DEMOKRATIK PARTL TDP 29.01.2002 Yildiz 4. Cad. 19.Sok. No: 10 Cankaya
42| TURKIYE ADALET PARTISIL _ [AP 12.04.19 |Cinnah Cad. Ahenk Sok. No: 10/8 Cankaya
43 |[TURKIYE KOMUNIST PARTISIL [KP 11.11. 1 |Selanik Cad. 41/7 kat:4 Kizilay I0:5/5 Kizilay
44| TURKIYE 6ZU_=JSU ILE MUTLUDUR P. = 26.09.1996 0. Sok. Cami Yam No: 41 Cebeci
45 Ri SOSYALIST ISCI PARTISIE TSIP 03.01.1993
46 ULUSAL BIRLIK PARTIST - UBP 23.10.1998 Necatibey Cad. Lale Sok. 3/14 Sihhiye
47 JULUSAL MUHTARIYET PARTIST UmMP 3.08.2001 Izmir Cad. Stumer 1 Sok. No: 12/6 Kizilay
48| VARLIGIMIZ PARTISIL VP 1.05.2001
<49|YENI TURKIYE PARTISI (*) YTP 22.07.2002 ere Cad. 144 Yukan Ayranct
SO|YURT PARTI YP 4.03. 2 4 eder
S1|YENI YUZLER PARTISL YYP )8 2002 1
‘Son segimlerde % 0,50'nin izerinde oy alanlar koyu ley 7 Kaynak: Igisleri Bakanhg, Basbakanlik BYEGM
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Figure 5.4: Spatial Distribution of Political Parties, 2007 (Source; Min. of Interior, BYEGM, 2007)

Political parties, which are crucial for Ankara as the capital and the center of Turkey's
political functions, can be classified as semi-governmental producer services. If the
spatial distribution of political parties is analyzed it can be observed that the relatively
larger parties, those which gained more than 0.5% of vote in the last election, have
decentralized to the Ovegler, S6giitdzii and Balgat corridor. This decentralization appears
to overlap the movements of other producer service functions. In particular the, locations
of the ruling party and the main opposition party may pull other private producer

services.
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5.1.3. Non-Governmental Producer Service Locations

Although associations and foundations have played a crucial role in the decision-making
mechanisms since the beginning of the 20" century, in parallel with democratic
improvements and regulations this role has become increasing significant in line with the
post-modern decentralizations of the democratic-administrative mechanisms. However
there is an opposing view that stresses that it is only the role of capital-based
organizations that is increasing in the democratic decision making mechanisms, while the

importance of labor and public benefit-based organizations is on the wane.

Recently, the quantitative capacities, affects and roles of non-governmental organizations
(NGOs) have been increasing that may be directly related to governmental institutions,
like public agents. Although there is a crucial difference between capital and labor-based
non-governmental organizations and their positions, it can be claimed that non-
governmental agents, as decision-making or participatory organizations, may affect

business activities and producer service locations.

Ankara, as the country’s capital, has a number of noteworthy non-governmental
organizations, associations and foundations, and while non-governmental organizations
can be located in other cities, many have branches or offices in Ankara. Social life and
movements strongly related with the capacities of non-governmental organizations. In
this manner, Ankara, as one of the most educated cities in Turkey, is home to a number
of social movements and citizenry-based associations. Although related to rural
migration, citizenry associations can be found in almost all residential zones, while most

of the rural solidarity associations are located in squatter zones.

Using data from the Governorship of Ankara and from the Civil Society Development
Center (STGM - www.stgm.org), Ankara’s non-governmental organizations may be
classified and their locations on the urban space can be defined. For the purpose of this

study the rural-based small-scale organizations will be disregarded.

An analysis of data from the Ankara Governorship and the STGM reveals that almost half
of the non-governmental organizations are located in the Kizilay CBD, which
encompasses the Sihhiye, Kizilay and Bakanliklar districts, where 45% of all NGOs are

concentrated.
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This concentration is fringed on the western side of Maltepe and on the southern fringe
of the Tunali, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa districts. These districts, which can be defined
as a core or concentric diffusion zone, are home to almost 70% of all NGOs, revealing a
Kizilay-Cankaya-based concentration and concentric diffusion of NGOs. On the other
hand, there has also been a small-scale dispersion trend to the Ovecler, Turan Giines-
Oran and Balgat districts, and these new dispersal zones can be defined as new central

nodes. The detailed addresses of non-governmental producer services can be found in

Appendix B.
Table 5.3.: Spatial Distribution of NGOs in Urban Districts-2007
District Nu %o District Nu %o
KIZILAY 260] 35,23 |cankaya 77| 10,43
SIHHIYE 39 5,28 BAKANLIKLAR 35 <. 7-H
MALTEPE 49 6,64 TUNALI 44| 5,96
GOP 29 3,03|BAHCELIEVI ER 29| 3,93
TURAN GUNES 138 2,44 |AYRANCI 18 2,44
ULus 30 4,07|BALGAT 15 2,03
SEYRAN 10 1,36[OVECLER 8| 1,08
KECIORENM ) 1,03|DIKMEN 7| 0,95]
TANDOGAN 7 0,95 |CEBECI 7| 0,95
OSTIM 7 0,95[CAYYOLU 7| 0,95]
YENIMAHALLE 6 0,81]100YIL 5 0,68
MAMAK 5 0,63 [|STNCAN “H 0,54
KURTULUS E 0,54 ODTU 2 0,27
BATIKENT 3 0,4 1|BILKENT 2 0,27
SOGUTOZU 2 0,2 7|JPURSAKLAR 1 0, 1H

Although public institutions are of crucial importance for urban growth and the location of
producer services in Ankara, the structure of producer services and central business
activities cannot be analyzed without taking into account private producer services.
Therefore, the dynamics of private producer services will be handled in the next part of

study.

5.2. Private Producer Services

Recently, cities have been classified in terms of their private producer service
concentrations and attractiveness for global-level business activities. In this manner,
especially business services, including finance, insurance, real estate etc., have
determined the socio-economic position of a city in the global city system. For this
reason, an analysis of private producer services is quite important, not only in revealing
the internal center structures of cities, but also the global positions and attractiveness of
urban regions. In this study, private producer services will analyze from two perspectives:

global and local.
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5.2.1. Global Producer Service Locations

In parallel to the rapid developments in communication and information technologies and
innovations, global investments, especially for producer service locations, have tended to
locate to unevenly-developed and/or relatively more accessible regions in the global
base. These flows of capital, service and labor force have brought together huge global
capital companies that are not limited by national boundaries. In this process, cities that
are more concentrated on global investments than others have started to be defined as
global nodes and decision-making centers. Therefore, direct or indirect foreign

investments can determine the integration capacity of cities in the world system.

In this part of the thesis, global-based private producer services will be analyzed at three
main levels: overseas multinational companies, national groups of private producer
service companies and home offices of global producer services. While an analysis of
company-based services is a fairly simple matter, analyzing home offices is difficult due
to the limited access to locational registers. For this reason, home offices will only be

mentioned in brief.

5.2.1.1. Locations of Oversea-Multinational Producer Service Companies

The historical perspective of foreign direct or indirect investments in Ankara will analyzed
using the database of the Association of Foreign Capital (YASED). According to YASED’s
2005 records, the first foreign investment in Ankara, known as the Turkish Agriculture
and Tractor Factory, was in 1954. This was an industrial foreign investment partnership,

and the branch office of this factory was established in the Kizilay center.

Up until 1980 there had been only six foreign investments in Ankara, all of which were
industrial based, and the Kizilay CBD was an attractive location for the branch offices.
Due to the hierarchical central structure and absolute dominancy of the CBDs, there was
a concentration tendency on prestige central business locations for foreign business
services. In this manner, it can be said that starting in the mid-1950s Kizilay became an

attractive central node for not only local, but also global business services.
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Due to national economic policies, no foreign investments were made in Ankara between
1966 and 1980. After 1980, in parallel to the economic liberalization policies, there was a
significant movement towards the establishment of service-based foreign investments in
the city. Different from the previous locations and types of investments, service and
business-based companies started to establish on the southern fringe of the Kizilay
center after 1980. It can be observed that the Tunal-Cankaya route became more

attractive as a business location in this period.

There was a boom in foreign investments in Ankara in the 1985-89 period, when 130
foreign investments were made in Ankara, which accounting for 23% of the total number
of investments in Ankara. In this period, foreign investments were diversified and
specialized in producer services, especially in the finance, insurance, consultancy,
construction and tourism sectors. In this period, it can be observed that the Kavaklidere-
Cankaya-Gaziosmanpasa corridor became concentrated with the offices of business
services. This concentration created a concentric diffusion in the Kizilay center that
overlapped with the decentralization of the CBDs of Ankara. On the other hand, the
Balgat-Ovecler districts also began to attract business activities, including foreign
investments. These new movements can be related to the new transportation route along
Cetin Emeg Boulevard (Bademli, 1987, Gokge, 2000). It can be said that the
decentralization-dispersion tendency of central business activities was mainly due to the

transportation facilities and accessibility of the new locations.

This decentralization-dispersion tendency continued in the 1990-1994 period, when 125
foreign investments, which accounting for 22% of the total number of investments in
Ankara, were made. In addition to finance, insurance services, real estate and
consultancy companies started to concentrate not only the southern fringe of Kizilay, but
also to the new jumping nodes of Turan Giines, Ovecler, Balgat, Bahcelievler,
Mebusevleri and the Eskisehir Road corridor. The current period can be defined as a time
when the dispersion tendency among businesses activities is becoming stronger. On the
other hand, organized industrial zones such as Ostim and Sincan have started to attract
producer service functions, facilitated by the advances in communication technologies. Of
all foreign investments, approximately 45% of companies settled in the urban space
between 1985 and 1994. It can be claimed that new foreign investments have

determined the growth and direction of the CBD.
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In the 1995-1999 period, 171 foreign investments, which accounting for 30% of the total
number of investments in Ankara, were made. In addition to the earlier sectors,
investments into energy, medical, infrastructure-construction and communications were
dominant in this period. Furthermore, different from previous periods, foreign direct
investments have seen a boom in Ankara due to the national and global economic
structure and related policies. The locations in the southern periphery of the Kizilay
center reached saturation point in this period, and therefore new concentrated dispersion
nodes gained in importance. In addition to the previous locations, the S6giitozi, Bilkent

and Cayyolu districts became home to foreign producer services in this period.

Since 2000, the diversification and specialization of private producer services has gained
in strength. Logistics, tourism, insurance, real estate, communication technologies and
consultancy functions have located to the outer parts of the central core of Ankara,
however the dispersion tendency of private producer services has not been limited to the
fringed zones of the CBDs, but also to the peripheral zones of cities, and even to the
residential zones. In this manner, organized industrial zones, technopolises and the most
accessible and prestigious outer zones of the city can attract foreign producer service
investments. Direct connections through communication infrastructure have brought a
relative independency to producer service functions. In this respect, a process of decline
has been experienced in the CBDs of Ankara. Although there is a significant dispersal
tendency, private foreign services have not become located randomly on the urban
space, with decentralized concentrations clearly seen in the Ovecler, Balgat, S6§iitdzi,
Mebusevleri and Turan Giines-Yildiz-Birlik districts. Details of the foreign private producer

services from a historical perspective can be found in Appendix C.

5.2.1.2. Locations of National Groups of Producer Service Companies

In the spirit of capitalism, relatively larger capital cannot only invade smaller capital, but
can also determine the location of markets and investments. Therefore, groups of
companies, so called “holdings”, which include more than one firm and control relatively
more capital and power, may steer the socio-spatial structure of urban functions. In other
words, the locations of headquarters or branches of holding companies not only define
business or tourism centers, but also pull and steer other related service locations. In this
manner, Turkish holding companies with headquarters in Ankara or other cities are

deeply analyzed in this study. Based on data obtained from the Union of Chambers and
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Commodity Exchanges of Turkey (TOBB) and the Industry Chamber of Istanbul (ISO-
2005), the top 500 capital company locations are analyzed. In addition to this, companies
classified as “holdings” by TOBB and the Turkish Industrialists’ and Businessmen'’s
Association matched to reach data base. In this way, 825 holding companies are

classified according to their city locations.

After adjusting database of holdings in Turkey, companies with headquarters or branch
offices in Ankara are regathered in terms of their inner city locations. In this manner,
official address knowledges searched on websites of each group company. Thus, data on
the inner city addresses of the companies can be learned and classified, and their
representation on the urban space can be defined. Details of this research and the
resulting reclassifications can be found in Appendix D. In this chapter the results,

causalities, attributes and spatial dynamics of holding companies will be discussed.

A study of the locations of Turkey’s holding companies reveals that almost half (49.82%)
were located in Istanbul. Furthermore, almost all of the holding companies that are
headquartered outside of Istanbul have Istanbul branches. This concentration on one
hand creates a world city, and on the other hand pulls investments beyond the
agglomeration of a primate city. In other words, well organized, large-scale companies
with more than one firm have a tendency to locate in Istanbul due to the city’s better

relations with the international markets.

In parallel to its second placing in terms of socio-economic growth and population,
Ankara is also the second city in terms of the numbers of holding companies choosing it
as their base. Ankara is home to 102 holding company headquarters, corresponding to
12.36% of the total. Although this figure is relatively low in comparison to Istanbul, it can
be said that this agglomeration has a significantly bigger concentration than izmir. In
other words, the figure for Ankara is one-quarter that of Istanbul, but almost double that
of Izmir grouping terms of holding companies. Even though the populations of Ankara
and Izmir are relatively equal, group company locations have indicated a preference for

Ankara.
Bursa, Kocaeli, Denizli, Kayseri, Konya, Gaziantep and Adana, which can be defined as

industrial cities, follow Izmir in terms of holding company concentrations. Antalya,

Eskisehir, Mersin, Manisa and Hatay may be added to this classification. The holding
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companies in Ankara tend to specialize in the service sector, meaning a concentration of

companies involved in the consultancy, finance, insurance and real estate sectors.

Table 5.4.: National Group Company Locations in Turkish Cities-2007

Eonter Number of Center MNumber of - Number of
Location Sronp 7 Location Stoup e Location Sronp e

Company Company Company
istanbul 411| 48 82|Adapazar 5] 0,61 Usak 2| 0,24
ANKARA 102| 12,36]|Balikasir 5] 0,61 Zonguldak 2| 024
izmir 55 7,03 ]Samsun 4] 0, 48JAmasya 1] o012
Bursa 36 4,36 | Canakkale 4] 048 AydIn 1] 012
Kocasli 27 3,27|Baolu 41 0,48]Burdur 1l 012
Dienizli 20 2,4z Crdu 4| 0 48|Cankin 1l o012
Kayseari 7 2,06 | Afyon 3| 0,3e|Giresun 1] 012
Konya A 2 06 | Kitahya 2] 0,36]Isparta 1] 0,12
G ANtep s 1,82 Tekirdag 3| 0,26|Karablk 1| 012
Adana 14 1, 70K Maras 2| 0,z4|Kastamonu 1| 012
Antalya 10 1,21 Nigde 2| 0, 24|Mudjla 1l 012
Eskigshir g 0, a7 | Karaman z] 0,24]Rize 1] o012
Mersin 5] 0, 73| Dlzce 2| 0,24]|Sivas 1l 012
Manisa =] 0,73|Elazig z| 0,24 Yalova 1l o112
Trabzon 5 0, 73| Erzurum z] 0,24]Yozgat 1] 012

Hatay 5] 0, 73] Tokat 2] 0,24 TOP LAM 826

Source: TOBB, ISO, 2005; TUSIAD, 2007, web search

In addition to Ankara-based holding company headquarters there are also 180 branch
offices of holding companies based in other cities, and if the numbers are combined, it
can be said that 34.18% of Turkey’s holding companies are either located in, or have

premises Ankara.

Table 5.5.: Internal Spatial Distribution of National Group Companies in Ankara-2007

MNumber of Number of MNumber of
District Group District Group District Group

Company Company Company
GOP 25| Maltepe Ol Akyurt 7
Cankaya 22| Mebuseavleri 8l Temelli 2
Kizilay-Bakanliklar 22|Kazim Karabekir 8|Pursaklar 2
Kavaklhders 21| Fmek-Bahceali Gl Polath 1
Ovecler 21|Ulus 5]Lalahan 1
|Balgat 20|Siteler S51Kazan 1
Ségutozu 13|Ankamall 5]Golbast 1
Sasmaz 13| Cayyolu 2]Elmadag 1
Gimat 13| Mamak 2
Bilkent 11|M.Kemal 2
Ostim 10)Gazi 2
Turan Gunes 9| Etimesgut 2
Sincan 9| Dikme=n 1

Source : Web search, address classification

Looking at the fields of activity of holding companies with headquarters or branch offices
in Ankara, it can be seen that construction, infrastructure and public works companies

have a tendency to locate in the capital. Even though those companies with headquarters
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in Istanbul, Izmir and other cities oriented towards construction have at minimum
branches in Ankara. This concentration may be related with the public contracting
process and capital city functions. In addition to this, consultancy, technical business
services such as engineering, architecture and planning activities are clustered in Ankara.
Additionally, the headquarters of a number of public-oriented companies, such as
Aselsan, Makina-Kimya, Eti, Turkish Petroleum, Havelsan and Sugar Factories are located
in Ankara, although the factories of these companies may be located elsewhere.
Electronics, communications, optic devices, media and transportation-based producer
services are also concentrated in Ankara. These sectors are defined as service-based
specializations in economic activities. Moreover, education and health services, which can
be classified in consumer services, have tended to be specialized and diversified in

Ankara.

When the locational preferences and attributes of holding company headquarters and
branches are analyzed, there are two main types of locational model that can be defined:

concentric diffusion and decentralized concentration.

Concentric Diffusion growth includes the Kizilay-Bakanliklar, Tunali-Kavaklidere,
Cinnah-Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa districts. Holding company locations illustrate that
two fragmented center structure of Ankara have tend to specialized consumer service
activities. In particular, the Ulus center appears to have been losing attractiveness for
producer service headquarters or office locations. Although the main core of Ankara is
defined as Kizilay, holding companies are more concentrated in the Cankaya and
Gaziosmanpasa districts to the southern fringes of the core. In particular, Ankara-based
holding companies have tended to concentrate in Gaziosmanpasa, which can be defined
as the most concentrated node of holding company locations. On the other hand, in the
northern part of the core, there is also two diffusion tendency. The first is in Kazim
Karabekir Street, which contains transportation and production based services; and the
second is Mebusevleri, which was a planned residential zone located in the southwestern
part of the Kizilay core. Both of these areas have been attracting Ankara branches and

even headquarters of consultancy, construction and medical service providers.
A large concentration of holding companies can be found within a 5 km radius catchment

area centered on Kizilay, specifically in the Balgat, Ovecler and Sogutozu districts. On the

effect of Eskisehir and Konya transit roads and Cetin Emeg Boulevard, these districts
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strongly connected with both CBD core and residential zones of city. These highly-
accessible and relatively unevenly developed areas can create transformations,

regenerations on gradient zones such as squatters.

In this process, old residential or squatter zones have attracted producer service
demands. Although these new concentrations are within the Kizilay catchment area, they
cannot be defined as part of a ring-doughnut expansion due to the extensive zones
between Kizilay and the new nodes. Military School and extensive public institutions are
separated core and southwestern fringes. Therefore, these concentrations can be defined
as decentralized concentrations. In this respect, Ovecler, which has attracted medical
service branches, construction, consultancy and technical business service headquarters,
has been developed in the last decade. Similar to Ovecler, Balgat has attracted energy,
consultancy and medical holding company offices; while Sogutozu has attracted media,
business, transportation and marketing services. All of these new development nodes

have been attracting new services, such as political party centers and condominiums.

The Turan Glines and Bilkent districts and the special industry-technology zones also
seem to attract a concentration of holding companies. In these decentralized
concentrations, Turan Gilines Street has diversified and specialized both in consumer and
producer services. Not only have entertainment and consumer-based sub-center activities
been drawn to the node, but also holding company headquarters and branch offices.
Bilkent, which has consumer and producer service combinations in its shopping mall and
business center structures, has also headquarters and branches of holding companies.
The Bilkent concentration has been attracting communications and construction groups

since the second part of the 1990s.

Organized industrial zones and technopolises have become the new location nodes of
branches of group companies or industrial-based headquarters because of the capacity of
their communication infrastructures. Different from the 1980s, factories and research-
development units can be connected to the world system by the way of communication
technologies. Therefore, the need to locate factories close to the city center has
decreased. In this manner, the Sincan Organized Industrial Zone, the Ostim Small-Scale
Industrial and Technological Zone, the Gimat Wholesale Center, the Siteler Furniture
Industry Zone and the Istanbul Road working corridors may be defined as decentralized

concentration nodes.
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In addition to decentralized concentrations around the central and urban core, there are
also outer nodes which can be classified as being industry-based connection parts of
holding companies. In this manner, Akyurt which is the closest district to Esenboga
Airport has branches of industry-based holding companies. Similar to Akyurt, Pursaklar
also has growth potential related to its proximity to the airport and its transit road
connections. The Polatli, Temelli, Kazan, Golbasi and Elmadag districts have also holding

company branches related to existing factories.

If the internal locations of group companies are evaluated according to their field of
activity, it can be said that consultancy, construction and medical service companies or
branches generally tend to locate in the Ovegler district. Similar to Ovegler, the Turan
Glines district has some construction and consultancy headquarters. As a result of the
1990 Ankara Master Plan for the western corridor decentralization, the S6§iitézii and
Balgat districts have developed with governmental institutions, and have attracted private
firms involved in public contracting to the Balgat, Ségiitézii and Ovecler districts. For this
reason, national large-scale construction, infrastructure and medical-optical service
companies have located in these zones. In addition, political party centers have located
on the Balgat and S6§iitozU corridor. These concentrations have attracted headquarters,
or at least branch offices, of holding companies. Furthermore, the accessibility and
transportation infrastructure supplied by the Eskisehir and Konya Roads and Cetin Emeg
Boulevard, as well as car parking facilities and “A-Class Office” space seem to have

affected company locations in these zones.

The Mebusevleri-Tandogan-Maltepe corridor contains the Ankara branches of medical and
consumer service holding companies. In particular, the attractiveness of the Mebusevleri
district for holding companies may be related with well built environment and spatial
quality. In addition, the relatively higher accessibility than Kizilay may pull locational

demands on Mebusevileri.

S6gutozi, which is located around Eskisehir Road and Anadolu Boulevard, has tended to
attract media and business services. Real estate firms and consultancy groups have
chosen So64iitézi due not only to its accessibility and transportation facilities, but also
due to the proximity of the Armada shopping and business center. Although the office

space in the Armada center had not been filled as of last year, it has been said that there
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is a significant demand for offices in Armada after the ruling AK political party relocated
to Sogitdzi. In this respect, the Ankara branches of Istanbul-based public relations,
advertising, consultancy, communication and web design companies have started to

relocate to Armada (Conversation, 2008).

Another important locational preference of holding companies can be found at Bilkent.
The presence of Bilkent University, high income residents, state institutions such as the
Housing Development Administration (TOKI) and the State Pipeline Corporation (BOTAS),
and shopping mall units have inspired some holding companies to locate around the
Bilkent center. Furthermore, the ODTU and Bilkent technopolises seemed to relate
strongly with the Bilkent center. This process can be connected with high income and
university-based locational preferences. Moreover, governmental locations, a well built-up

environment and accessibility have all affected the Bilkent concentration.

In summary, although there is a strong decentralization-dispersion trend from the central
business core of Ankara, national holding companies seems to have created new
locational nodes. In other words, this dispersion process can not be defined as random or
fully sprawled, but rather there is an order and concentration tendency in the dispersal
process. In this manner, behavioral dynamics such as accessibility, transportation, car
parking, quality of the built environment, scale-agglomeration economies and
connections with other related governmental or private services have seemed to steer

national holding company locations.

Recently, in parallel to advances in communication technologies, some companies have
shown a preference for "Home Offices” to solve the local connection problems.
Although in the West home offices are quite common, it can be said that they are not so
common in the Turkish case. Furthermore, there is no register of home offices, and thus
the scale of home offices cannot be confirmed. For this reason in this study, home offices

will be disregarded.
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Finance, Insurance, Real Estate (FIRE) Sectors

Previous literature mentions that within the producer service functions, the sectors of Finance,
Insurance and Real Estate (FIRE) are of crucial importance. Most world cities are compared to
each other according to their FIRE function concentrations. Therefore, to better analyze the
global-based producer service attractiveness of Ankara, the FIRE sector functions will be
studied.

Banking, Finance-Insurance Sector

Although Ankara was planned as an administrative and financial control node of the Turkish
Republic at the beginning of the 20" century, in parallel to capital accumulation and
liberalization process, most of the financial control units have preferred to locate in Istanbul,
especially since the 1980s. The headquarters of a number of semi-public and private banks
have moved from Ankara to Istanbul, such as Isbank, Vakifbank, Pamukbank and Sekerbank.
This decentralization from Ankara has created an agglomeration in Istanbul, while triggering a

process of decline in Ankara.

However, Ankara is still an important node of capital accumulation and control for Turkey. If
the profile of Turkish banks is analyzed, it can be observed that although most of the
headquarters of banks are located in Istanbul, public-based capital and investment bank
headquarters still remain in Ankara. Furthermore, capital accumulation data illustrates that
Ankara is the first city of having deposit of per capita. Even though deposit of per capita is
9,859 YTL in Ankara in 2005, this value is 9,584 YTL in Istanbul and 3,873 YTL in izmir. In
addition to this, if the branches of capital banks are analyzed in depth, it can be seen that
although the number of bank branches in both Istanbul and izmir decreased between 1995
and 2005, those in Ankara saw an increase. From this it can be deduced that although most
of the headquarters and economic functions of the banks have tended to agglomerate in

Istanbul, the economic structure and growth capacity of Ankara is still relatively powerful.

When financial institutions, bank branches and other financial activities are classified and
analyzed in terms of spatial distribution, it is observed that the Kizilay and Bakanliklar
districts, which can be defined as the CBD, have approximately 25% of the total financial
units. If Gaziosmanpasa and Cankaya are added to this, it is seen that approximately 42% of

financial units concentrated in Kizilay and on its southern fringe.
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Table 5.6: Profile of Turkish Banks-2005 (Source: Unions of Turkish Banks, 2005)

2005| 1995| 2005
A. BANK OF DEPOSITS 1812 517 475
A.1. Public Capital Banks 241 () 300 198 136
Tirkive Curnburiveti Zirast Bankas A.5. Bankalar Caddesi Mo 42 Ulus Ankara Ankara EES o1 117 115 71 59
[Tlrkive Hallk Bankas 4.5, Sagitdzl Mah. 2. Cad. No 63 Sodutazn Ankara Anlkara S 52 [FE3 TIG S STl
Tirkive Vakiflar Bankas| T.A.0. Atatik Bulvan Mo 207 Kavaklidere Ankara Anlkara g (2] (2] 26 25
A.2. Private Capital Banks 286 359]1160 (4) 1123 303 272
Adabank A5, Buyiikdere Cad. Rurmmelihan Mo 40 kKat 2 Mecidivekdy Istanbil Ietanbul 5 [8] EE] ES
Akbanlk T.AS, Sabanc Center 4. Levent Tstan bl Istanbulisa mal =, [ 136 199 G 515
Alternatit Bank A.S. Cumhurivet Cad. No. 2224 Elmadad Istanbul stantiu > 5 1 L
Anadolubank 4.5, Cumhunvet Mah. Silahtar Cad. No 77 Bomonti Sigli Istanbul stanbu [ =T} ]
Kocbanlk AS. stambig =+ 18 22 o i T
MMNG Banlk AS. Cumhurivet Cad. Mo 139 Elmadad Taksim Istanbul stan bl 1 5]
Ovak Bank A5, Eski Buyikdere Cad. Avarada Koy Yolu Mo 6 Maslak Sarper Istanbul stan bl 1 £ S5 7 1
[Sekerbank TAS. Buyikdere Caddes Mo 171 Metmcity A Blok 1. Levent Istanbul 1598 19 ]| 5] fis] = ]
Tekfenbanlk AS. Ezki Biivilkdere Cad. Tekfen Tower, No 209 4. Levent Istanbul stanbul ] 2| 1 1 4] 3
Telkstil Banlkas) AS. Bilviikdere Cad. Mo 63 Maslak Sisli Istan bl Staribul 2 I 227 Z
[Turkish Bank A5, wall Konag Cad. No 7 Nisantas: Sisli Istanbul stan bl 2 1 7 7 iR it
Tirk Fkonomi Bankas) 4.5, Mecliz-i Mebusan Cad. Na 35 Findikh Tstanbul stanbul = Tk 5 =T
Tiirkive Garanti Bankas A.S. Levent, Nispetive Mah. Swtar Cad. Mo 2 Besikbas Istanbul 1850 i =kl 55 155 AESH i
Tirkive Is Bankas) AS. 15 Ruleleri Levent Besiktas Istanbul 2000 > o 207 210 ] ]
Yap ve Kredi Bankasi A5, Buyiikdere Cad. Camlik Sok. Yap Kedi Plaza 0 Blok Levent Tstanbul Tstan bul Gl a5 150 LR | i ]
Birlesik Fon Bankas A.5. Buyikdere Cad. No 143 Kat 1-2 Esentepe Sigl Istanbul Istan bl 1 2] Z %) T 5]
Pamukbank T.ASG. ** 1997 12 [4] &) [4] 1
A.3. Foreign Capital Banks i1 66 46 390 i6 67
ABMN AMBRO Banlke MW [Tamburi Ali Efendi Sok. Mo 13 Etiler Basiktas Istanbul staribuil [5] [2] 1 T [5]
Arap Tlrk Bankas) 4.5, Walikonadl Cad. Mo 10 Misantas Lstanbul stan b T a6 1 i
Banca di Rorma S.PoA, Eiwviikdere Cad. bgval Mewvkii Noramin Is Merkezi Kat 5 Maslak Tst. stanbi o 2] T T T 9]
Banlk Mellat Biiviikdere Cad. Binbinigek Sok. Mo 1 Levent Istanbul stan b 1 1 1 1 hE 1
BankFuropa Bankasi A.S. staribu I 10 T
Bnp-Ak Dresdner Bank A.S, *#** stanbu [9] [] 55 i iE
(Citibank &5 Inkilap Mah. O. Faik Atakan Cad. rilmaz Plaza No 3 Umnranive Tstanbul starbil A6 ] s 15 i
Credit |yvonnais Turlkey*+** stanbu [4] [4] 5 1 [8]
Deutsche Banlk A.§ ****+ Abdi Ipekgi Cad. Mo 63 Polat Palas Maslak Istanbul stanbu 4] 1
Denizbank A S, **kx®x IBugukdere Cad. Mo 106 Esentepe Sisli Istanbul stanbu 1 =] 22
Finans Banlk A5 %% Buyiikdere Cad. Mo 129 Mecidivekay Tstanbul =tanbll T 28] 15 ] 15
Tiirk Dis Ticaret Barnkas) A.5.% stanbu 2 4] 19 [5]
Fortis Bank A.S.* ' ildiz Posts Cad. MNo 54 Gayretteps Istanbul stanbiu 1-H =0 T2
Habib Bank Limited Abide-i Hirryet Cad. Gecit Sok. Hacionbasilar Isharmfis 12 Sisli Istanbul stanbu 0] [¢] 1 1 [¢]
HSBC Bank A5, Aymzada Mahallesi, Ah Evren Caddesi, Derebowvy Sokak Maszlak Sish Tst. =tan b 1 218 1T
IPMorgan Chase Bank N.A. Emirhan Cad. Mo 145 Atakule A Blok Kat 10 Dikilitag Basikiag Istanbul stanbu 4] 8] 1 1 1
Societe Generale (SAY Bispetive Cad. Akmerkez E-5 Blok Kat 10 Etiler Istanbul staribil 4] 0] T T 2] 2]
Westl B AG Ebulula Mardin Cad. Maya Park Towers 11, Skatlar Istanbul stanbu 8] 2] T T 1
B. INVESTMENT BANKS 2 4 13 il 3 3
A.1. Public Investment Banks
[Liler Bankasi Atatink Bubvan Mo 21 Opera Ankara Ankara A 1 2] 5] [5] 9]
Tiurk Exirnbanle Milli Mildafas Cad. No 20 Bakanhklar Ankara Anlkara 2] ] 1 1 i) af
Tlrkive Kalkinma Bankas) A.S. Izrir Cad. Ma 35 Kiztlsy Anlkears Anlkara 1 1 el 0 T
A.2. Private Investment Banks
Bank Pozitif Kredi ve Kalk. Bankas) A.5. Meydan Solk. Mo 38 Bewbi Giz Plaza Kat 7 Maslak Istarnbul stanbiu & 1
Calyvon Bank Tirk A.S. Euvikdere Cad. Yap Kradi Plaza, © Blok, Kat 14 Levant Tstanbul stanbu T 9]
Calik Yatirimn Bankas) 8.5, Bivitkdere Cad. Tekfen Tower Mo 200 Kat 16 4. Lewvent Istanbul stan bl T
Diler ¥atirim Bankasi A.S. Tersane Cad. Na45-48 Diler Han Kat 8 Karakay Tetanbul Staribl T
GSD Yatinim Bankasi AS. Avd inevler Mah. Indnl Caddes), Gecit Sok. Mo 14 Kbl kyali Istanbul stan bu 1
IMKB Takas ve Saklarna Bankas) A5, Abida-i Hurnvet Cad. Mecidivekay Yolu Sok. MNo 286 Sisli Istan bul stanbu (4] X 9]
INGrol Yatirim Bankas: BS Biniikdere Cad. Nunml Maslak Plaza No 71 Kat 15 Maslak Tstanbul stanbu 1 = 1
Taib ¥Yatirimmbank A5, Eivikdere Cad. Ozsezen Is Merkezi Mo 122 & Blok Kat 6 Zincirlikuyu Ist. stambu 1
Tat ¥atirim Bankas) AS. Blvilkdere Cad. MNo 185 Kanwon Ofisi Blok 11. Kat Levent Istanbul stanbul o] 1 [¢]
Turkive Sinai Kalkinma Bankas) &5, Meclis- Mebusan Cad. Mo 161 Findikll Istanbul stan bl ] I i
Total 3 1823 20




It can also be seen that the spatial distribution of the financial units in Ankara depends
largely upon small-scale industries and wholesale centers. In particular, the Ostim and
Gimat districts contain some 10% of the total number of financial units in Ankara.
Additionally, high-density residential zones also have a significant number of bank
branches and currency exchange offices. In this respect, the Kegiéren, Etlik, Incirli,
Yenimahalle and Demetevler districts contain more financial units than Ulus. It should be
noted, however, that residential zones expand across large areas, while CBDs are
concentrated on a limited area, and so the number of financial units in Ulus and Kizilay

and their fringes cannot be compared with those of the residential areas.

Table 5.7: Spatial Distribution of Financial Units in Ankara (Source: ATO, 2005)

= a NMumb=r of
District Nam= Eirs ricie, Tnet: Yo

Kavakhders 101 12,44
Kizilay o0 12,19
Ostim -Gimat 82 10,10
Gop 72 2.87
Yenimahalle-Daemaetevier FO 8,62
Cankava (1% 8,13
Kecibran-Edik 51 7,88
Ulus 48 5,91
Bahcali 44 5,42
Kazim k. 36 4,143
Sit=ler 27 3,33
Cebeci 25 3,08
Balgat 20 2,46
Mamak 18 2,22
Turan Gilnes 15 1,148
Axycdinhile 11 1,35
Dikm=n 11 0,73
SOHGutHz 9 0,62
Oveclsr 5 0,37
Tandogan-ms=busevlaer <3 0,25
Cukurambar 3 0,12
Total 212

A close look at Table 5.7 reveals that financial functions are still concentrated in the CBD
and on its southern fringe. Also, the parameter of consumer access can determine the
locations of bank branches and currency exchange offices in residential and industrial-
wholesale nodes. Furthermore, in parallel to other producer service concentrations, the
Ovecler, S6§itozii, Turan Giines, Balgat and Bahgeli districts seem to have attracted
financial functions. As is the case for banking, Istanbul is also the main concentration
node of insurance agencies in Turkey. While 38% of all insurance agencies are located in
the Marmara region, which is dominated by Istanbul, approximately only 17% are located
in the Central Anatolian Region, which is dominated by Ankara. It is clear that Istanbul is
the main concentration node for financial units, in parallel to population and economic
agglomerations. On the other hand, Ankara, which has a similar population to Izmir, has
more financial units, including bank branches, currency exchange offices and insurance
agencies than the Aegean city.
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Toplam AcentegSgaO)ur/ll,smln Bdlgelere Gore Payi Insurance Agencies
: Number | Number
1 > City of of Total | (%)
96,67% Agencies | Branch
12,07% ANKARA 1488 1409 2897 10,613
> ISTANBUL 4591 5033 9624 35,258
izMmIR 1036 1062 | 2098 7,686
TOTAL OF
16,84% B TURKEY 13692 | 13604 27296 | 100,000
i T Source : Union of Turkish Insurance Reinsurance
B krhdon Saigost  Gineyangiancacts ebest | | Agency TSRSB

Figure 5.10: Regional Distribution of Insurance Agencies (Source:TSRSB, 2006)

Real Estate Sector

In the secondary circulation of capital, the real estate market can (re)shape the urban
space and the economic dynamics of an urban system. In this manner, in most countries
real estate agencies have boomed in parallel to liberal economic policies. In Turkey’s
case, starting from 1980s the urban space has started to shape according to real estate
market demands. In this manner, relatively larger and national or global-based real
estate agencies or interest groups have started to play a crucial role in the urban growth
process. In parallel to socio-economic capacity and agglomerations, national and even
global real estate agencies have mostly preferred to locate in Istanbul. However,
especially since the 1990s, the economic dynamics of Ankara have been shaped with
housing-based construction and real estate-based development activities (Gokge, 2006,
Glnay, 2007).

If real estate and investment corporations in Turkey are classified, it can be seen that
95% of companies, some of which are overseas-based international firms, have located
in Istanbul. Although only 4% of real estate and investment development agencies are
based in Ankara, a total of 22% have Ankara branches (GYODER, 2007). This structure
illustrates that the international-based real estate and investment movements are
concentrated in Istanbul. If the spatial distributions of companies registered with
GYODER in Ankara, are studied it can be seen that Ankara has branches in the
Gaziosmanpasa, Bilkent, Balgat, Cankaya and Turan Giines districts. These locations
overlap with the dispersal trend of the central business activities in Ankara. In this
manner, the locational preferences of real estate agencies can be given a rough opinion
for urban growth process and producer service locations. Therefore, the spatial

distribution of real estate units will be analyzed to test this structure.
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Table 5.8: Real Estate and Investment Corporations in Turkey (Source: GYODER, 2007)

Name of Real Estate

Name of Real Estate

Center Ankara Branch Center Ankara Branch
Agency Agency
1]5M Yapi Mimarlik [STANBUL 51|istanbul Finansman ISTANBUL
2| Aareal Bank* ISTANBUL 52|is GY0 ISTANBUL
3|Akbank GYO [STANBUL 53|Kaleseramik ISTANBUL
4|Akfen GYO ANKARA  [Koza Sok. Ner22 Gazinsman paga 54|Kantas ISTANBUL
5| Akmerkez GYO [STANBUL 55|Kog Tilketici Finansmani |ISTANBUL  JAtatirk Bulvan No:134
b|Aktiiel Ermlak [STANBUL 56 |Kogtag ISTANBUL  JAnkamall AYM
7|Alarko GYO [STANBUL 57|Kone ISTANBUL
B|Atakule GYO ANKARA 58|Koray GYO ISTANBUL  JiGarum AUM
9| Albayrak GYO [STANBUL 59| Kérfez GYO ISTANBUL
10|Bahadir Ingaat Emlak ISTANBUL 50|Krea GYO ISTANBUL
11)Bank Pozitif GYO¥ ISTANBUL  [Ceyhun Atf Kansu Cad. 100425 Balgat 61|Kuzeybat GYO ISTANBUL
12|Bayraktar GYO ISTANBUL 62|Marb GYO ISTANBUL
13|Besa Insaat ANKARA  [Armada s M.A Blok 10. Kat Sadiitezii 63| Metro Group ISTANBUL
141BPI Real Estate Inv.* [STANBUL 64{Milenium Bank* ISTANBUL  Arjantin Cad. Budak Sk. Nexd GOP
15]Biyikhanh GYO ISTANBUL 65[Nurol GYO ISTANBUL  |Koza Sok 128 GOP
16]Reality World GYO* ISTANBUL  [Bik Mahallesi 56|0da Project Man. ISTANBUL
17|Capital Partners* [STANBUL 57|P&D GYO* ISTANBUL
18] Cer Metal [STANBUL 68|Park Insaat Turizm ISTANBUL
19]Colier International* ISTANBUL 59|Pega Gayrimenkul* ISTANBUL
20]Celen Dederleme Danigmanlik | ISTANBUL 70|Pekdemir Insaat KOCAELT
21| Cukurova GYO ADANA 71]Pera GYO ISTANBUL
22]DD Konut Finansrman ISTANBUL 72|Proje Yonetim AS* ISTANBUL
23|Diiren Akol Law Real Estate | ISTANBUL 73|Propa Proje Pazarlama  |ISTANBUL
24| Dogug GYO ISTANBUL 74|Rea Gyo ISTANBUL
25]DTZ Tirkive* [STANBUL 75|Regnum GYO ISTANBUL
26]Dumankaya GYO ISTANBUL 76|Remax Ant ISTANBUL
27]Dundas Unlu Menkul Degerler | ISTANBUL 77|Remax Turkive ISTANBUL  JUur Mumau €. Kizkulesi 5. 21/4
28|Dundar Insaat ISTANBUL 78]5ama Dubai* ISTANBUL
29JER GYO* [STANBUL 79|Servotel Corp ISTANBUL
30)Ece Turkive Proje Yonetim* | ISTANBUL 80|Som GYD ISTANBUL
31|Eczacibagl Intema ISTANBUL 81|Soyak Yap Ins ISTANBUL
32|Eit 6YO [STANBUL 82| Tadem Degerleme ISTANBUL  |Turan Giineg Blv. Ne:29 Giines Apt.
33| Emaar GYO* [STANBUL 83| Tekfen Insaat ISTANBUL
34|Emlak GYO ISTANBUL  [Bilkent Plaza 84| Tepe Emlak ANKARA  |Beytepe Kéyii Yolu Bilkent
35|Emlakehi Gayrimenkul ISTANBUL 85| Tepe Ingaat ANKARA  |Beytepe Kéyii Yolu Bilkent
36]Epos Gayrimenkul [STANBUL 86| TSKB GYOD ISTANBUL  |Ovedler Cevizlidere €. No:d, Kat:2/7
37|Erogly Insaat [STANBUL 87| Turkent Yatirim®* ISTANBUL
38]Eston Yapi [STANBUL 88| Turkmall Market Yatirim |ISTANBUL  |Bilkent Center
39)European Future Group* ISTANBUL 89| Turyap ISTANBUL  JAtakule
40JEuroserve * [STANBUL 90| Uzel GYO ISTANBUL
41]Fiba Gayrimenkul [STANBUL 91 |vakif GYO ISTANBUL
42|Finansbank GYO ISTANBUL  [Atatiirk Bulvar No: 140 Kat: 5 92| Varyap Yapi ISTANBUL
43)Firs Title* ISTANBUL 93|Vekkor GYO ISTANBUL
44)Garanti Koza [STANBUL 94|Y&Y GYO ISTANBUL
45)Gusta Mimarlik [STANBUL 95| Yamaner&Yamaner ISTANBUL
46]Hektas GYO [STANBUL 96| Yap Merkezi ISTANBUL
47| M5 Danigman|k* ISTANBUL 97| Yapi Kredi Koray ISTANBUL  |Mustafa Kemal Mah.5. Cad. Nex5
48]l Planlama ISTANBUL 98| YKS Tesis ISTANBUL  |Balgat
49]imego Remax [STANBUL  [Usiur Mumcu C. Kizkulesi . 21/4 99| Zihni Holding STANBUL
50)inanlar [STANBUL 100|Real Hipermarketler* ISTANBUL  |Bilkent Plaza

* Oversea Comerations
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It can be said that most of the real estate businesses registered with the Ankara Trade
Chamber (ATO) are “local agencies”, given their locations in residential zones. Such

concentrations can be found in Keciéren, Etlik, Incirli, Yenimahalle and Demetevler.

Table 5.9: Spatial Distribution of Real Estate Units in Ankara (Source: ATO, 2005)

Number of
District Name Real Estate %
Agency

Kegioran-Etik 115 20,57
Yenimahalle-Demestaevier 110 19,68
Ostim-Batikent 73 13,06
gop 36 6,44
cankaya 36 6,44
kavakhdera 33 5,90
mamak 26 4,65
dikme=n 21 3,76
kizilay 19 3,40
balgat 19 3,40
bahceli 18 3,22
ovecler 8 1,43
ulus 7 1,25
siteler 7 1,25
aydinhk 7 1,25
turan g. G 1,07
kazim k. 5 0,89
cebeci < 0,72
tandogan-mebuseavlar 3 0,54
SOHGUEDZD 3 0,54
cukurambar 3 0,54
Total 559

Contracting Sector

Most of the large-scale contracting companies have been established in Ankara. Different
from the real estate investment-based agglomeration preferences in Istanbul, contracting
companies, which traditionally have strong relations with, and dependency upon, public
institutions prefer to locate in Ankara. According to the Turkish Contractors Union, of its
135 members, 63% were established in Ankara. In other words, despite the dominancy
of Istanbul, the large-scale capital of the contracting sector has located in Ankara on the

strength of the city’s status as the capital.

Table 5.10: Locational Distribution of Contracting Companies Registered in the TMB in Turkey

Company
Number %

Adana 2 1.48
Ankara 86 63.70
Antalya 1 0.74
istanbul 46 34.07
Mersin 1 0.74
Kocaeli 1 0.74
Total 135

(Source: TMB, 2007)
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Table 5.11: Spatial Distribution of Contracting Companies in Ankara (Source TMB, 2007)

CONTRACTING COMPANIES REGISTRED IN TURKISH CONTRUCTORS UNION

Name of Company Adress
Tiirkiye Miteahhitler Birligi Ahmet Mithat Eferdi Sokak 21, Cankaya, Ankara
LAGE INSAAT VE TICARET A S, Tahran Caddasi 19 Kavakldere, D67 00, Ankara
HAHMET AYDENIZ INSAAT A5, Aytan Sokak 8 Tandeodan, 06580, Ankara
J|AKFEN INSAAT TURIZM VE TICARET A.5. Koza Sckak 22 Gariosmanpaga, U6F00, Arkara
HAKTURK YAPI ENDIUSTRISI VE TICARET A5 Akdaniz Caddesi 19 Anittaps, 06580, Ankara
S|ALT OSMAN CZMEN INSAAT TAAHHUT TICARET A.S. Nenshatun Caddesi 56/13 Gaziosmanpaga, U67 00, Ankara
S|ALFTEKIN INSAAT TAAHHUT TURIZM SANAYT VETICARET LTD. Simen Beolivar Caddesi 10 Cankaya, 06550, Ankara
TIAS-KaA INSAAT A5 Siislii Sokak 18, Mebusevleri Tandogan, 06580, Ankara
SASTUR INSAAT VE TICARET A.5. Armada Is Merkezi, /A Blok, Kat9, Mo 11 Eskisehir Yolu, Seutszi, 06520, Ankara
|ATAGC INSAAT VE SANAYT AS. Cinnah Caddesi, Ahenk Sokak 5 Cankaya, U6690; Ankara
10]ATTILA DOGAN INSAAT VE TESISAT A.S. Abdullah Cevdet Sokak 13 Cankaya, USE8U, Ankara
1 |AYDINER INSAAT A.S. Yeni Foca Sokak 2 Gazicsmanpaga, 06700, Ankara
12 AYSEL INSAAT TAAHHUT WE TICARET A.S. SIM-S&g ezl Is Merkezi, S6Qit6zi Caddesi 14/B Begtepeler, 06560, Ankara
|BE-HA-SE INSAAT TICARET WE SANAYT LTL STL Aytan Sokak 8 Tandofan, UBSE0, Ankara
1#|BURE TAAHHUT MUHENDISLIK WVE TICARET A.S. 1. Organize Sanayi BSlgssi, Biyiiktimur Caddesi 5 Sincan, 06930, Arkara
15| CCG INSAAT SANAYI YATIRIM VE TURIZM A.S. Resit Galip Caddesi 83 Gazicsmanpaga, 06700, Ankara
16|CESAS INSAAT TICARET we SANAYT A.5. Sancak Mahallesi, 203, Sokak 3 Yilde, U6550, Ankara
17|CALIK ENERII SANAYT WE TICARET A.S. Yagam Caddesi /17, Akplaza S6aitée (i, DE510, Ankara
1| CELIKLER TAAHHUT INSAAT WVE SANAYT A.S. Tahran Caddesi, Billur Sokak 29/3 06700, Kavakldere, Ankara
12|DOGA TAAHHUT [NSAAT TURIZM TICARET A.S. Bagdat Caddesi 361 Ostim, 06370, Ankara
@|ECETUR SIRKETLER GRUBU Nenshatun Caddesi 32 Gazicsmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
2 |EKO INSAAT VE TICARET LTD. STI. Turan Gilnes Bubvar 84 Yildiz, 05550, Ankara
22|EKSEN PROJE INSAAT TURIZM VE TICARET A.S. 4, Cadds, 75, Sokak 42 Cvecler, 05460, Ankara
D|EMT ERIMTAN MUSAVIRLIK TAAHHUT TICARET A.5. Cinnsh Caddesi 102/3-7 Cankaya, 08550, Ankara
2|ENT ENERTI INSAAT TAAHHUT TICARET we SANAYT A5 Cinnah Caddssi, Ahenk Sokak 5/4-5 Carnkaya, UBES0, Ankara
#5|EREN INSAAT TICARET VE SANAYT LTD. STI Kekulesi Sokak 12 Gazicsmanpaga, 06700, Ankara
H|ERG INSAAT TICARET we SANAYT A.S. Cankaya Caddesi 26 Cankava, UESS1, Ankara
Z|ERKEM IMSAAT SANAYT VE TICARET LT STI. Tunue Caddesi 76/5 0BB80, Kavaklidere, Ankara
28|ESER INSAAT VE TICARET A.S5. 4, Cadde, 18, Sckak 7 ¥ide, UG550, Ankara
=|ETS ESER TICARET WE SANAYT A5, Turan Gines Bulian 15 Cadde, 288, Sokak 18 08550, Yide, Ankara
H|FERNAS INSAAT LTD. STI. Elci Caddesi 21 Yukan Ayranci, 06550, Ankara
3L GAMA ENDUSTRI TESISLERT IMALAT ve MONTAT AS. Kirkpinar Sckak 20 Cankaya, 06540, Ankara
2 GOCAY INSAAT TAAHHUT VE TICARET A5, Saniye Sokak 6 Gazicsmanpaga, 06700, Ankara
3| GULSAN INSAAT SANAYT TURIZM NAKLIYAT ve TICARET A.S. Sedat Simavi Sokak 32/1 Cankaya, UE550, Ankara
HGUNGOR ELEKTRIK SANAYT VE TICARET LTD STI. 6. Cadde, 37. Sokak 44/Z Bahgelievler, 06500, Ankara
S| GUNSAYTL INSAAT TICARET WVE SANAYT LTD. STI. Wedat Dalokay Caddesi 109 Gazicsmanpaga, 06700, Ankara
HIGURIS HOLDING A.S. Ankara-konya Daviet Karayolu 23, Km P.K. 15, Gélbag), 06831, Arkara
FIHASEMOGLU INSAAT SANAYT LTD.STI. Ugur Mumcu Caddssi 3 Gaziosmanpaga, 06700, £Ankara
2e|IC ICTAS INSAAT SANAYT ve TICARET A5, Keilirmak Sckak 31 Kizilay, 06640, Ankara
FILCT INSAAT SANAYT VE TICARET A5 Eirlik Mahallesi, 2. Cadde, 14. Sokak 11 Gaziosmanpasa, 06610, Ankara
40| ILKE INSAAT VE TICARET A.S. Koza Sokak 103/ 2 Gazicsmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
41| ISMAIL CELTK INSAAT SANAYT VE TICARET LTD. 5TI Serefli Sokak 13 Tandofan, 06580, Ankara
42| KAS INSAAT TESISAT WE TICARET A.5. Ahmeat Rasim Sokak 131 Cankaya, 06550, Ankara
43| KKAYA INS. ITH. IHR. TAAH. TURIZM DOGALGAZ TICARET LTD. STI|Hesdere Caddesi, Halit Ziva Sokak 19 Cankaya, 08540, Ankara
HKISKA INSAAT TAAHHUDU ISLERT A.S. Mithatpaga Caddesi 13 Keilay, Ankara
45| KOCOGLU INSAAT SANAYT WE TICARET A.S. Mk Grup Merkezi, Abidin Daver Sokak 37 Cankaya, 06550, Ankara
46| KOLIN INSAAT TURIZM SANAYT we TICARET AS. Horasan Sokak 24 Gazicsmanpaga, 67U, Ankara
47| KUR INSAAT TICARET WVE SANAYT A.S. Céuzlar Mahallesi, 39, Sokak 5 Balgat, 06520, Ankara
4| KUZU GRUP Murat Mahallesi; Suna Sokak 3 Gaziosmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
43| LIMAK INSAAT SANAYT VE TICARET A5 Hafta Sokak 9 Gazicsmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
so|MAPA INSAAT ALS. Ugur Mumcu Caddssi 88 Gszicsmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
SUMEHMET GUNES INSAAT TICARET VE SANAYT LTD. STI Cinnah Caddesi; Cinnah Apt 5571 Cankaya, 06550, Ankara
sz|MESA SIRKETLER TOPLULLGU Mesa Plaza, Koru Sitesi, Thlamur Caddesi 2 Cayyolu, 06810, Ankara
SMETIS INSAAT we TICARET A.S. Abidin Daver Sokak 33 Cankaya, 06550, Ankara
H|MNG HOLDING A.S. Ugjur Mumcu Caddssi 88 Gazicsmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
S5 IMOMN INSAAT WE TICARET LTD. STI Kennedy Caddesi 57 kavaklders, DEEED, Ankara
6|MUSTAFA OZCAN SIRKETLER GRUBLU Tahran Caddesi 3, Mimhan Kavakliders, 06700, Ankara
FTINUR INSAAT WE SANAYT A.S. Mahatma Gandhi Caddesi 31 Gaziesmanpaza, U700, Ankara
ss|NUR-AK TNSAAT TICARET LTOL STI. 4, Cadde, 91. Sokak 11 Yildizevler, 06550, Ankara
FINUROL INSAAT WE TICARET A.S. Budday Sckak 9 Kavaklders, 06700, Ankara
S| ONUR TAAHHUT TASIMACILIK VE TICARET LTD. 5T1 Hatay Sokak &/S Kizilay, 06640, Ankara
sL|OZALTIN SIRKETLER GRUBL Arjantin Caddesi 9 Gaziosmanpaga, 06700, Ankara
sz|OZDEMIR INSAAT TURIAM ENERIL SANAYT VE TICARET A. S Tunus Caddes, Billten Sokak 13 Kavaklders, 08680, Ankara
63| OZISTI INSAAT WVE ENERIT ALS. Gerglik Caddesi 9 Tandofian, 06570, Ankara
S OZICAR INSAAT SANAYT WE TICARET A.S. Catin Emeg Bubvar, 8, Cadde, 74 Sokak 18 A Owvecler, 06580, Arkara
S5|OZTAS INSAAT, INSAAT MALZEMELERT TICARET A5 Mebusevleri, Tller Sokak 10 Tandodan, 06580, Ankara
s |PALET INSAAT WE TICARET A.S, Ahmet Mithat Eferdi Sokak 20 Carkaya, 06550, Ankara
o7 |PASINER ENDUSTRIYEL TESISLER SANAYT ve TICARET A.S. Pasiner Is Merkezi, 3. Cadde 9 Birlik, Cankaya, 05610, Ankara
52| PEKER [NSAAT TICARET WE SAMNAYI A.S. Uur Mumey Caddesi, Ugur Mumcuynun Sckad & Gaziosmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
2|PEKERLER TNSAAT we TICARET KOLLEKTIF STI. Tlkbahar Mahallssi, 249. Sokak, Burak Apt. 444 Cankaya, 06550, Ankara
OISER-HAT TAAHHUT INSAAT TURIZM SANAYT TICARET LTD. STIL Kaptanpasa Sokak 13 Gaziesmanpasa, UB700; Ankara
7LSUMMA TURIZM YATIRIMCILIGI A.5. 27 aralik Sokak 3 Cankaya, 08680, Ankara
72|SUTA INSAAT ve MUHENDISLIK LTD. STI Cinnah Caddesi 40/8-13 Cankaya, 06690, Ankara
TA|SEREFOGLU INSAAT SANAYT VE TICARET LTD. STI Incesu Caddesi 12 Kolsj, 06670, Ankara
FHTASELL INSAAT TICARET WE SANAYT LTD. STL Yildizevler Mahallssi, 4. Caods, 83, Sckak 12 Cankaya, UG5S0, Ankara
75 ROM INS. EMERII TUR. TAS. SAN. WE TIC. LTD. STI Nenshatun Caddesi 911 Gaziosmanpaga, 06700, Ankara
76 OTES MUHENDISLIK INSAAT TAAHHUT TICARET WE SAMAYT |Turan Gines Bulvan 61 Cankaya, 06450, Ankara
7 E INSAAT SANAYT A.S. Eeyteps Kiyl Yolu 5 Bilkent, DB530, Ankara
7A|TISAN INSAAT WE SANAYT AS. Filistin Sokak 49 Gazicsmanpasa, 06700, £nkara
73| TURKERLER INS. TURIZM MAD, ENERTI UR. TIC. VE SAN. A5, Turan Gines Bulvar 15, Cadda MNo:11 Cankaya, 06550, Ankara
a0|USLUEL EMERII TESISLERI TAAHHUT VE TIC. AS Turan Giines Bubv., Urdiin Caddesi 48, Sokak, 10 Oran, 05450, Ankara
2 UNAL INSAAT VE TICARET LTDN. STI. Cayhun Abf Kansu Caddesi 61, Sokak 5 Balgat, 06520, Ankara
Sz|YASAR OZKAN MUHENDISLIK VE MUTEAHHITLIK A.5. Resit Galip Caddesi, Golgeli Sokak 8 Gazicsmanpasa, 06700, Ankara
SYENIGUN INSAAT SANAYT VE TICARET A.5. Tunus Caddssi 91/ 7 Kavakldere, 06680, Ankara
SIYILDIZLAR INSAAT TICARET A.S. Mahatma Gandhi Cad. 47 GOP, 06700, Ankara
25|YLIKSEL INSAAT A.5. Sim-Soditbzu Is Merkezi, S600tHz0 Caddesi 14/ A Bestepeler, 0BSED, Ankara
&6 iﬁﬁﬁﬁ eeﬁu Hiﬁﬁ HE E ﬁﬁﬁ ﬁ'F Hatir Sokak 20 Gazbsmanﬁﬁi US?UUI Ankara
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Figure 5.11: Spatial Distributions of Real Estate and Contractor Companies in Ankara
(GYODER, 2007, TMB, 2007).
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When the locations of contracting companies in Ankara are analyzed, it may be observed
that they are decentralized from the CBD. In other words there is a new concentration
tendency out of the central business core. In this manner, especially the Gaziosmanpasa
district has been gaining importance as a location for the prestigious independent office
buildings of contracting companies since the mid-1980s. When the southern fringe
concentration started to reach saturation after the end of the 1990s, new dispersal nodes
emerged: Turan Gunes-Yildiz, which is located on the southern part of Cankaya-
Gaziosmanpasa; the Mebusevleri district, which is located in the northwestern part of
Kizilay; the Balgat, Ovecler and S6§iitézii districts, which are located at the intersections
of the Eskisehir and Konya Road and Cetin Emec Boulevard; and Bilkent, which can be

defined as a new center on the southwestern residential corridor of Ankara.

5.2.2. Local-Based Producer Service Locations

Ankara-oriented and relatively local-based producer services, when compared with
holdings and global-multinational companies, may be analyzed in three main categories:
those registered with the Trade Chamber of Ankara (ATO); special technical business
services that are registered with the Advocacy Council and the Chambers of Engineers
and Architects; and lastly home offices, which are not registered. Although home offices
have been gaining in importance in producer service functions worldwide, they may be
disregarded in the Ankara case due to the relatively limited concentrations when
compared with the largest cities in the world. On the other hand, even though almost all
of the companies are registered with the Trade Chamber of Ankara, some of the special
business services may be registered with their special legal organizations, such as the
Advocacy Council and the Chamber of Engineers. Therefore, this relatively small group

will also be analyzed in this chapter.

5.2.2.1. Local-National Producer Service Companies in Ankara

Local producer services in Ankara will be analyzed according to data obtained from the
Trade Chamber of Ankara. According to the Turkish legal framework, all trading
companies must register with the relevant Trade Chamber. Thus, companies established
in Ankara must be registered with the Trade Chamber of Ankara (ATO). For in the
purpose of this study, ATO registrations have been separated into two main parts:
producer and consumer services. According to ATO data, although Ankara had

approximately 90,000 service units in 2000, this number had reached approximately
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104,000 by 2005 (Table 5.12). About 16% of all services may be defined as a producer
services in Ankara. The sub-categories of producer services are shown in Table 5.13
(Levent, 2007).

Table 5.12: Increasing Rates of Table 5.13: Sub Categories of Producer Services

Services from 2000 to 2005 According to ATO Classification
Rate of PRODUCER SERVICES
2000 2005 FINANCIAL BUSINESS
Increase Banking Real Estats
Producer 16.076 18.451 14 7% Insurance Building Contracting
Services ' ' ' Curraency Consultancy
CDI'ISI..Imer 20155 85,738 D Financal Managzameant er;s;:rat;Expom Custom Works
Services Planni Architecture Engineering
g,
Total 86.231 | 104.189 | 2083% Travel Agencies

Public Building Constructions
Source: ATO, 2000; 2005 Telecommunication
TURKSTAT-TUIK, 2005 Advertising, Public Relations

Resesarch-Development

When the ATO registration data from 2000 and 2005 is rearranged and compared
according to subcategories of producer services, it can be observed that the number of
producer service firms has increased by 14.77% in the five-year period, which is below
the total service sector growth in Ankara. Although consumer services increased by
22.21% from 2000 to 2005 and the average service sector growth reached 20.83%,
producer service growth was limited to 14.77%. This illustrates that unlike most world
cities, the economic growth of Ankara has depended on consumer service rather than
producer service activities. Therefore, relative importance and attractiveness of Ankara as

an international producer service location seems to have declined.

On the other hand, when the internal accretions of sub-categories of local producer
services are compared, some crucial points can be ascertained in Ankara. Firstly, there
was a significant increase in the real estate and insurance sectors in the 2000-2005
period. According to ATO registrations, the number of Real Estate firms saw a dramatic
increase of 75.79%, which is a clear sign of the socio-economic structure of Ankara in the
last decade. Since 1990, the real estate and construction sectors have been significant
economic activities for Ankara. This tendency appeared to boom after 2000 (Giinay
2007). It can be said that most of the real estate units are limited to a local and
neighborhood scale in Ankara. This local-based structure can be read on the relatively
larger-scale real estate investment company concentrations in Istanbul. Thus, it can be
said that the growth in the real estate sector in recent times in Ankara has not been

reflected on the national and global-scale agglomerations. In other words, real estate-
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based activities seem to be more related with speculative movements than capital
accumulation and financial control-based agglomerations in Ankara. The insurance sector
has seen a significant process of growth since 2000, which has generally depended on
the internal capacities of the financial sector, and has reflected on small-scale agencies
which tend to sprawl in the residential zones. Similar to the large finance and real estate
investment units, the headquarters of insurance companies have agglomerated in
Istanbul. Therefore, the rapid growth process of insurance agencies in last five years
period in Ankara can be related to internal development and the expansion of the
insurance sector nationwide. Residential zone-based small-scale insurance agencies have

supported this structure.

Table 5.14: Quantitative & Comparative Information on the Number of Producer Service Firms

Number of Companies
Sector Accrual Rate of
Code Sector Name (ATO) 2000 2005 {number) | Rank | increase | Rank
1 |Banking 652 812 160 7 24,54 5
2 |Real Estate 318 559 241 3 75,79 1
3 |Constructing, Developing™ 4.550 5.014 464 1 10,20 11
10  |Contracting, Consultancy 875 895 20 13 2,29 13
18 |Import-export, custom commisioning™ 1.89%4 2.092 198 5 10,45 8
47 |Consultancy, Advisory* 478 633 155 8 3243 3
52 |Medical apparatus corp. 1.593 1.660 67 12 4,21 12
53 |Project, enginecring, architecturing 1.667 1.874 207 4 1242 7
54 |Travel agencies 1.020 1.124 104 11 10,20 10
55  |Public development bidding corp. 1.118 1.234 116 10 10,38 9
57 |Insurance 601 930 329 2 54,74 2
60 |Telecommunication, electronic 448 591 143 9 31,92 4
64  |Advertising, public relations 862 1.033 171 6 19,84 6
Total 16.076 18.451 2375 14,77
* ; Including financial companies

Secondly, Consultancy-Advisory and Telecommunications-Electronics companies have
seen a steady increase in recent times. Although the growth of telecommunication units
may have depended on advances in information technologies, the growth of the
consultancy sector has different development parameters. From a historical perspective,
the consultancy sector is strongly related to the contracting and construction functions in
Ankara. On the other hand, there has been a diversification and specialization tendency
in the consultancy sector in the recent period. Financial, technological, business and
technological advisory functions have been gaining importance. In addition to this, and in
parallel to national economic movements, the number of bank branches has increased;

however, banking headquarters have become concentrated in Istanbul in this period.
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Thirdly, there is a crucial diagnosis on significant increase in the Advertising and Public
Relations sector. This movement may be related with the global and national popularity
of the advertising sector and developments in information-communication technologies.
Lastly, it can be said that there is somewhat of a contradiction between the construction-
oriented functions and the real estate sector. Although there has been a major increase
in the real estate function, there has been a relative stability in the areas of Construction,
Public Development, Contracting, Consultancy and Project Engineering services in same
period. This dilemma indicates speculative real estate movements in Ankara, especially in

the recent period.

Following an analysis of the distributions of the sub-categories of producer services in the
internal zones of Ankara, it was observed that producer services are still concentrated on
the Kizilay-Kavaklidere-Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa corridor. The southern zones of
Kizilay, started to become concentrated with business activities after the 1980s. This
tendency reached saturation and resulted in problems of over-concentration in the mid-
1990s. As a result, prestigious business services began to search for new locations, while
the location process from Kizilay to Kavaklidere, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa started to
be seen in business activities. This tendency can be seen in the Consultancy, Advisory,
Contracting, Real Estate and Advertising sub-sectors, while medical apparatus, travel
agencies, telecommunication units and insurance agencies are still concentrated in the
Kizilay center. The location of university hospitals such as Hacettepe, Ibni-Sina etc. have
compelled medical services to locate to the Sihhiye-Yenisehir sub-districts of Kizilay,
however there has been a new location trend for medical services to locate on the

Gaziosmanpasa fringe and at the Ovecler and Mebusevleri nodes.

Travel and insurance agencies and bank branches are predominantly located in the
Kizilay district, although new jumping nodes such as Sogiitézii, Balgat, Gaziosmanpasa
and Ovecler are emerging. It may be said that even though business and financial
services have become concentrated in the Kavaklidere, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa
districts, there is a significant jumping tendency for some business services, beginning
with construction, public development and contracting units. In this manner, the Ovegler,
Balgat, S6g§itézi and Bahgelievler districts have gained strategic importance as new
locational preferences. This new concentration tendency may be dependent on the
locations of political party headquarters, ministries and other public institutions. In

addition, some of the construction and real estate-based producer services have tended
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to locate in the Mebusevleri and Turan Giines districts, which are relatively well built-up
environments and have strong relational capacities with the Kizilay-Cankaya corridor. In
other words, these locational preferences may be dependent on centripetal forces and

under the influence of the CBD.

Siteler, Ostim-Gimat and Sincan organized industrial zones, which may be defined as the
largest working nodes in Ankara, also have significant producer service units. In
particular, contracting and consultancy units and import-export oriented companies have
seemed to concentrate in the Ostim-Gimat districts. This concentration may be explained
with the communication technology-based connection potential, which deterritorialized
production-based industries from the CBDs to the main production zones. Similar to the
Ostim-Gimat districts, Siteler, the traditional furniture center, appears to have undergone
a crucial transformation from furniture-based industrial production to marketing and even

advertising and public relations-oriented services.

According to the ATO 2005 database, 12.70% of producer services are located in the
Kizilay center. Kizilay would appear to have become specialized in consumer services
rather than producer services. If producer service specializations are analyzed, it can be
seen that Kizilay loom larges in terms of medical, insurance and travel units. On the other
hand, Ulus, as a traditional center, has been losing producer service functions since the
beginning of 1970s. In other words, Ulus can be defined as specialized and diversified
consumer service center in the most concentrated area in Ankara. When the Kazim
Karabekir district is included within the Ulus boundary, Ulus can be said to contain 9.53%
of all producer service units. The same database illustrates that 13.13% of producer
services are concentrated in the Kavaklidere-Tunali Hilmi center. Different from the
Kizilay center, Kavaklidere is specialized in advertising, public relations,
telecommunications, electronic services and especially travel-oriented business services.
On the other hand, more important producer service zones are located in the southern
parts of Kavaklidere, in Gaziosmanpasa and Cankaya. Gaziosmanpasa, which is located in
the southeastern part of the Kizilay-Kavaklidere corridor, contains 13.24% of all producer
services. The headquarters of construction, contracting and public development service
providers began to locate in the Gaziosmanpasa district at the beginning of the
1990s.This prestigious independent office building construction process brought a

specialization to the Gaziosmanpasa center.
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Table 5.15: Quantitative and Percentage Distributions of Subcategories of Producer Services in Internal Zones of Ankara (2000-2005) Source: ATO, 2000; 2005.

Kizilay Kavakiidere Gop Cankaya Ulus Kazim k. Balgat Ovecler Turan Gline: Ankara Total

sector Name (470) | 2000] s | 2005] % | 2000] o | 2005] % J2000] o |2005] % |2000] o J2005| % |2000] 9 J2005] % J2000] % |2005] % |2000] % | 2005 o J2000] o6 | 2005] o J2000] 56 | 2005] o6 | 2000 | 2005
Banking 78] 11,96 101 56 | s8] sl sol sl sl 36l asd]  slogr] 20laael iloss| sl osd]  3Joss] 15| sss] es2] sr2
Real Estate 21| 660l 19| sol »f 917 3 3 B ool Azl ol oaa s os] 2ossl wolzed 1foat] 8| wasl ifoz| el ser] 18] 550
Constructing, Developing | 352| 774 376 270 603 314) 690l 31| 6a0] 138] 303 152 30al 36l ozol wilzsal 12 026l e8| a6l 21| 06l 104) 207 4550| 5014
Contracting, Consultancy | 96| 1097 93 7| g6l 78ls7d ool 100 0ol o6l 1ol 247l 7l med olozsl 4| oas] eloss| uliz] sr| 895
Import-export, custom | 26| 15,10 245 g6 454 oslass] o] az2l 05| asdl afuas| 4ol 23] 12l oss| sl 22 2] asa| 5o 2ae| 1894] 2092
Consultancy, Advisory 69 | sadl alazd 8l serl 25| el ol wesl salesel 1l o2 2 sl ol sesl ssleel a7l 63
Medical apparatus corp. 164] 1030] 165) ol 18 s13] 20] 75| 34| 208) a8l 2sel 6l woo| 36| 247 22 aze| 35| 241] 1593] 1660
Project, eng arch, o azal 7|3zl 6] sl 43| 22| aslam| s azd] 35| 2sl usl szl 4] 2s4] 63 56l 1667 187
ravel agencies sol seol sl asd 6] ssal sel am] us|iar] 3 2ms] 10l osel 21 el loss| 2] 2ae] 1020 1124
Public development | 66| sool solazsl 20l ool 4l mml as|oza| 61 acd] 1o 1as] el wssl 7| 242 56l asd 1118] 1234
Tnsurance 131 o ss| sil sl 25| asel gl sl 1ol mael | med 4o | 3ad ol iz] 0| ase] e01] 930
elecom.,electronic n 76] 1696 81 a5 23lsgel ol oasl 1l el 10l228] a6l asol ol 201 | 3ss| ] 1] 33‘ sﬂ- aag| 501
Advertising, publicrel. | 132 2,:_1 18 1360] 124 r08| 57 ssd el 67l 63 g0 12129 21 zp:l sl ozo] 18] 17l 15| 7| 36| 3a0] 862 103
otal 1919) 11.94] 2042 341 2231] 1388 2443 6,50 1050] 0] 5| 327 08| 3| 250 a57] se3] aael 123] 07| 62| 20| 190f 1,24] 16| 280] 16076] 18451
Bahceli-Emek Soglitozil Cukurambar Tandogan-M.evier Cayyolu Bilkent Siteler Ostim-Gimat Sincan 0SB Ankara Total

Sector Name (AT0) | 2000 9 J2005] % | 2000] o | 2005 o J2000] o | 2005 % |2000] 9 | 2005| o |2000] 9 J2005] o J2000] % |2005| % |2000] % | 2005 o | o | o6 | 2005] o J2000] o6 | 2005] o6 | 2000 | 2005
Banking 3 aot] 44| s 1| oas] 9l 1a1] ol ool 3| o3 2 o03t] 4 o49] 5| o] ol uad 2 o2 6 oz 23| 3s3] 7] 3] 63f 96l 2| 1000 1]oss| 3oz 652 s12
Real Estate I EED RN EER N ENEEEIEDNENEEED
constructing, Developing | 102] 224 178 3ss] 1| 002l 2 oad] il 002l [ oosl 18| ool 47| oo ol ool Aol 1| o0al 3l ooel 140] 308] 1| 2m0] 208f ess| 333 ees] 3[owr| 3 oos] 4sso| soua
contracting, Consultancy | 33 377l 37 atll il oss| 3{ osl ol ool if sl 7l osol ol 24a| s osr] usfam| 3 os o gﬂ 0l agt| sl saal o777l w8l oml s[osr| sfos] ems| s
Import-export, custom ol asa| ool assl 1 oos] 1| o5 | oae] 8| ozl 12 oes 34| s3] 1] oosl sload] 2| osol 4| oso aifazs| sl azs] 132 607 1w go| 10f os3 3 01| 1804] 2002
Consultancy, Advisory 19 3970 3 s3] i oaf {23 1) ol 3| oar] 2| ol 16 R EEDENENEEEEENEER:
Medical apparatuscorp. | 80| sl 9| ssd i oosl 1] o 1| o0s] 3| oss] 15| ooaf 3 2 2| o013 slosl 1| o0sl 2| o 16l uoe| 26| usAd a1l 257 64l ssdl  olowe] 3|oss] 1s93] 1660
Project, eng. arch. 6l 30l 7l 3l 1| oos] 2| 13l o] oosl 6| 03 15| os] 3| 1ol 4| o2d iolosa]l | oos] 4] o2l 3slase| sl sl 71l azel o] sl olesa]  3lose] 1667 1874
Travel agencies 3o 3;] %] sl 4 R ENEENEDE R ENEY
Public development 50| 4471 59 4,7s| 2l o18] 33 g,sﬂ 1] 009 5] oai] 11| og8] 43 2 048] SloA4i) 3| o024 8 o65] 39] 349] 42] 340 38] 340] 47| 381] 5] 045 3| o,ul 1118| 124
Insurance 29| 483 51 g,gl I ENEEEEERE DN N ENEE e
Telecom. eledtronic R EYENEEDEEE R T e
Advertising, public rel. 0| as2| 53| s3]  1f o2 28 | o420 3] o2 6| om0 19 sed 1] 012l ofos] o oss| o os] 16| sesl 3l am] 47 sas| 61 se ifosz] 2 ose] 62| 1033
otal 505 370 808 ase] 18] o1 24| 16l 13 o8| 50| o32] 18] 067 317 172 36| 022 1:1fosel 26| o4l 78] 042 4] 263 51| 270] 818] 500] 1080] ses| 32| o0 35 o19) 16076] 18451

Red fields illustrate most concentrated districts in 2000
Green fields illustrate most concentrated districts in 2005
Blue fields illustrate rapid growth process on producer service functions from 2000 to 2005
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Table 5.16: Quantitative and Percentage Exchange of Subcategories of Producer Services in the period of 2000-2005 in Ankara Source: ATO, 2000; 2005.

Kizilay Kavaklidere Gop Cankaya Ulus Kazim k. Balgat Ovecler Turan Giines Ankara Total

Sector Name (AT0) | 2000 | 2005 | 9% 2005| % |2000{2005] % ]20002005] % |2000]2005 % |2000{2005] o |2000|2005] % 2000|2005 % | 2000 | 2005 |

Banking 78 26,92 7| 1803 56| 66l 1788 30| 48] 2308 251 e[ 4400 sl 20 zool i s 400 3| 5| 40| es2f 812
Real Estate al 19 98] sesl 330 36l 90 13l 7l4essl 1] sl 400l 2l 19 ssof il sl ool if 6| soo] 318 59
Constructing, Developing | 352 376] 6,82 g0l 718 a4l 314l 1 223 el 15 1004l 38l w7l 253l 12l ssl 63333 21| 104 395.24] 4s50] 50141
Contracting Consultancy | 96| 93] 313 so| 871 11l 76l 7el 263 8 sl 19l 2l au] 2 4 100l el 11 8333 85| sos|
Import-export, custom | 286|245 14,3 2% 1700 sl o8] 1399 sol ss|szs| 21| 4ol 1zl 12l 48l ool 29l 5o 7931 1894] 2092
Consultancy, Advisory 47| 9 sl 26l 292l sl 25| 23] of sl 3] il 2] a0od ol 3l 32| 48| 633
Medical apparatus corp. 886 200 209l 38| 164 65| o6 18l 29l enutl 4l 48l 4vas] 16| 36l 15| 2 35| so00] 1593 16600
Project, engineering, arch, 5730 470 o7l 7l 7ol 26l 43 eszsl asl sl sol 38| ios] 20857 44l 63 43.18] 1667] 1874)
ravel agencies 635 1730 17| cnuel ss|  sil 207 36l s4f sl sl 32l w3l w0l 2l w0l 6| 28] 366,67 1020] 1124]
Public development 78] 190 il esl sol-tos] 20| 48l 140] 25| 6] 14 w4l sa 2ssz] 27l sel 10741 1118] 1234
Insurance 104] 20,93 sgool 74l 107 449l 49| s 408l 25l 48l 00l 19| 34l 7ees] 4] 29| e 39| 387,50] 601 930f
elecom,, electronic 73l o1l 2466 L7l 7 6581 97 103 619 a5l 2l s3zd ol wl asol uof 26l 1eod ol 21 13333 3| 312500 448] 591
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sector Name (A70) | 2000{ 2005 9 |2000] 2005] % |2000]2005] o |2000{2005] % |20002005] % ]2000]2005 o |2000]2005] o |2000{2005] % |2000]2005] o | 2000 | 2005

Banking | 44| szsol ] o] scol o 3l ool 2l 4l 1ol S| o sl o el 200 27| 173l el s sousl 1] 3| 200l 52| 813
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Project engineering arch, | 65 73| 1231 1] 25 2400l i o[ soo 15| s7f uaeerl 4l w0l 1so] ol 4] 300l 3| 4| sa20] [ 7] zes2] of 3| sol 1667] 1874
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Insurance of st 7seel ol a1l esol 2l Al 2ol 1ol zf 200 ] 8l gool o] el 2000 17l 26l s20 18l 4l 1ozl 2l 3] sol eo1] 930
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Red fields illustrate most concentrated districts
Blue fields illustrate decreasing tendency on producer service concentrations from 2000 to 2005
Red fonts illustrate rapid growth process on producer service functions from 2000 to 2005
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The Cankaya district is home to 15.04% of all producer services, specialized in project,
engineering and architecture-based technical services. Furthermore, advertising services
have tended to locate in the Cankaya and Ayranci districts. In summary, 54.14% of
producer services are located in the Kizilay, Kavaklidere, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa
districts. The Ulus center is concentrated on a limited area, while Kizilay and its southern
fringe have expanded over a much larger area. Therefore, the Kizilay-Cankaya locations

can be defined as a peripherialization rather than concentralization.

In addition to then Ulus, Kizilay, Kavaklidere and Cankaya corridor there are new
locational preferences for producer services. In this manner, the most popular
movements can be observed in the Balgat, Ovecler, S6§iitézii and Cukurambar districts,
which are located on the Eskisehir and Konya Road intersections. Starting with Balgat in
the mid-1990s, contracting, construction and project-based technical units started to
jump beyond the extensive military zone. This decentralization can be explained by both
the uneven development process, which includes the squatters of Balgat, Ovegler and
Cukurambar; and by the accessibility and transportation supplied by Cetin Emeg
Boulevard. The Balgat decentralization has steered new office and residential
developments in the Ovecler, S6gitdzii and Cukurambar districts. Especially after the
construction of the Armada business and consumer service center, the S6§iit6zl district
has started to attract soft business activities, including advertising, public relations,
travel, insurance, real estate investment agencies etc. These four districts of the
southeastern jumping node of producer services have rapidly gained new producer
services. Although approximately 3% of the total producer services were located in these
districts in 2000, according to the 2005 database, this concentration had reached 7.14%,

and has continued to rise after 2005.

On the other hand, the Bahgelievler and Emek districts have attracted both consumer and
producer service concentrations. Bahgelievler, one of oldest residential zones, has seen
both functional and spatial transformations inform a historical perspective. It can be said
that since the decentralization of governmental institutions to Eskisehir Road, the
Bahgelievler district has started to attract both consumer and producer service units.
Especially banking and insurance businesses, as well as some soft business services, such
as advisory, advertising and public relations, have tended to locate in the Bahgelievler
district. This process has strongly affected the Mebusevleri and Tandogan sites, which are

located geographically between the Kizilay and Bahgelievler nodes. Public development,
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construction and contracting companies, which are both local and multinational, have
started to locate at the Mebusevleri residential site, from which it can be deduced that
the quality of the built-up environment has seemed to influence office locations. The
Turan Gines-Yildiz site, located in the southern part of Cankaya and backboned on the
Turan Glines Boulevard, is home to significant business and consumer service units.
Especially since the early 1990s in Yildiz, not only have squatter regenerations taken
place in the planned residential zones, but also office buildings and entertainment-
oriented consumer services. Construction and consultancy companies, as well as
telecommunications, advertising and financial service companies have increasingly

located to the Turan Giines backbone.

The fringed based diffusion type CBD structure, seem to have transformed a new
structure where new nodes appeared. In this context, the Turan Giines, Ovegler and
S6gutiizi jumpings can be defined as decentralized concentration nodes. Furthermore,
there are new dispersal tendencies which are relatively independent from the core, being
the Bilkent and Cayyolu districts and the organized industrial zones. All of these zones are
located close to residential areas, different from the edgeless city examples of the West.
Thus, it may be stated that new producer service nodes that are close to residential
areas, especially those aimed at high income residents, are fundamentally different from

the edgeless city typologies.

Starting with high income residential movements, the Cayyolu and Bilkent sites have also
attracted service activities. Although it is mostly consumer services that have located in
Gayyolu, there are also producer services, such as real estate, banking, insurance and
advisory-consultancy units. On the other hand, Bilkent, which contains shopping malls, a
university and high income residents, has attracted both governmental and private
producer services. These include not only some public institutions, but also the

headquarters of construction and real estate investment companies.

Aside from residential zone-based jumpings, other dispersion nodes include industrial
zones, technopolises and wholesale centers. Although these nodes are mainly defined as
industrial and wholesale-oriented units, some of the producer services and branches of
industrial oriented headquarters may be located in these zones. Different from 20 years
ago, companies can now choose to locate both their offices and production facilities in

the organized industrial zones due to the advances in communication technologies. In
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this respect, the Ostim small industry zone, the Gimat wholesale and business center, the
Siteler small industry zone and the Sincan organized industrial zone are now highly
attractive for consumer-producer service branches and the back offices of producer
services. The producer service concentrations in these zones are Ostim-Gimat 5.85%,
Siteler 1.79% and Sincan OSB 0.20%.

If the spatial distributions of the main sub-categories of producer services are analyzed,
the main locational tendencies may be accurately observed. Finance-oriented services,
including not only banks but also currency exchange offices, insurance agencies and
financial management companies, tend to located in Kizilay and in its southern fringe of
Kavaklidere, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa. On the other hand, there are notable
concentrations in Kazim Karabekir, which has attracted Ulus-oriented construction and
travel services, and in the Turan Giines, Bahcelievler, Balgat, So§iit6zii, Ovecler, Ostim
and Cayyolu districts. Although the headquarters of many banks have moved to Istanbul
as a result of the liberalized economic policies, currency in Ankara, insurance agencies
and financial management units such as leasing, renting, advising etc. have seen an

increase in both the CBD and in the industrial zones of Ankara (Figure 5.12, Table 5.16).

When real estate and construction-oriented company locations are analyzed, a more
decentralized and complex system than that of financial units can be observed. While in
terms of the dispersion trend, financial units have a more concentric and “jobs follow
people”-oriented movement, real estate and construction units appear to be more
dispersed and decentralized in their concentrations. Additionally, if the spatial
concentration exchange diagram of construction and real estate services is analyzed, it
can be seen that in the Kizilay, Kavaklidere, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa concentric
diffusion type central business location system has reached saturation. Thus, the Balgat,
Bahcelievler, So§iitdzii, Ovecler, Turan Giines and Mebusevleri districts have grown
rapidly in terms of real estate and construction units. Furthermore, the Bilkent and
Cayyolu districts, which can be defined as “edge” and high income residential zones,

have seen an influx of real estate and construction-oriented producer services.

On the other hand, Ulus, which is the oldest producer service node, lost real estate and
construction units between 2000 and 2005; and in the same period, contrary to Ulus;
Kazim Karabekir street and environment seemed to gain construction companies, similar

to Balgat, Ovecler, Mebusevleri and Turan Giines districts (Figure 5.13).
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Figure 5.12: Spatial Concentration Exchanging Diagram of Financial Services in Ankara (Source: ATO, 2000, 2005)
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Figure 5.13: Spatial Concentration Exchange Diagram of Construction and Real Estate Services in Ankara (Source: ATO, 2000, 2005)
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Figure 5.14: Spatial Concentration Exchanging Diagram of Other Business Services in Ankara (Source: ATO, 2000, 2005)
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Figure 5.15: Spatial Concentration Exchange Diagram of Total Producer Services in Ankara (Source: ATO, 2000, 2005)




The saturation of the Kizilay-Kavaklidere-Cankaya corridor can be easily read on business
service concentrations and new location dynamics; and like financial and real estate-
construction services, business services have also been seeking new nodes at which to
locate. Although the Bahgelievler, Balgat, Ovecler and So§iitdzii districts have quickly
become attractive for financial and business services, business services appear to be
more flexible in their locational preferences. In this context, organized industrial zones,
small industry and wholesale centers and even technopolises have tended to specialize in

diversified business services and soft office uses (Figure 5.14).

These tendencies illustrate that the private producer service companies registered with
the Ankara Trade Chamber (ATO) have been through a process of dispersal that may be
classified as a concentrated dispersion. Details of private producer service company

registrations can be found in Appendix E.

5.2.2,2. Special-Technical Business Services

According to the Turkish legal framework, some special technical services, such as
advocacy offices, and architecture and engineering companies, are obliged to register
with special non-governmental colleague organizations, which control and arrange their
responsibility fields, and the locations of which have been analyzed earlier in the thesis.
Although these special technical business services have to register with their chambers or
councils to start and continue their activity, there is no obligation to register with the
Trade Chambers unless you are establishing company. Therefore, not all businesses are
registered with the Ankara Trade Chamber (ATO), and so in addition to the classifications

of ATO, these special technical business services will be analyzed in this chapter.

Advocacy-Law Services

According to Advocacy Council of Ankara (Ankara Barosu), there were 8,002 solicitors’
offices in Ankara in 2005 (Ankara Barosu, 2006), most of which are concentrated around
the Court House in Sihhiye. Some 52.70% of solicitors’ offices are located on the Sihhiye-
Kizilay-Bakanliklar corridor, which can be defined as a core of the CBD. The location of
the Ankara Court House Building has brought a concentration of solicitors to the Sihhiye
district, especially around the Strazburg and Necatibey Streets. In other words, 28.21%
of all solicitors’ offices are concentrated around Sihhiye, and a further 21.73% in the

Kizilay center, meaning approximately 50% are concentrated on the limited area of the
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central core. If the southern fringe of Kizilay is included in the Sihhiye-Kizilay-based
concentration, it can be said that 76.14% of solicitors’ offices are located on the Sihhiye-
Kizilay-Kavaklidere-Cankaya corridor. Although the Sihhiye and Kizilay-based locations
illustrate a concentration on a limited area, the southern fringe locations have expanded

over a relatively larger area.

Table 5.17: Spatial Distribution of Advocacy-Law Offices in Ankara in 2005

ADVOCACY-LAW OFFICE ADVOCACY-LAW OFFICE
DISTRICT NAME NUMBER % DISTRICT NAME NUMBER %

ULUS 275 3,44% |BESTEPE 10
OPERA 10 ETILER 0
ALTINDAG ] ITANDOGAN 31

DISKAPI 2] |MEBUSEVLERT 38

HASKOY 4 BESEVLER (]

SKITLER 1 BAHCELIEVLER 105
AYDINLIKEVLER 22 EMEK 58
SITELER 87| BAHCELI CORRIDOR 268 3,35%
TOTAL OF ALTINDAG 427 5,34% |BEYSUKENT 13
SIHHIYE 2305 28 81% BILKENT 50
KIZILAY 1739 21,73% JCAYYOLU-UMITKOY 92|
KOCATEPE 34 M.KEMAL 35
BAKANLIKLAR 129 ESKISEHIR ROAD CORRIDOR 190 2,37%
CBD-CORE 4207 52,57% |BIRLIK-YILDIZ 79
ANITTEPE 17 ORAN 6
YUCETEPE 18 TURAN GUNES 140 1,75%
DEMIRTEPE 89 KARAKUSUNLAR 5
MALTEPE 152 CUKURAMBAR 4
CBD-WEST 276 3,45% JOVECLER 19
ASAGIAYRANCI 101 SOGUTOZU 19
Y UKARIAY RANCI 48| 100.¥IL 5|
CANKAYA 409 BALGAT 10
GAZIOSMANPASA 264 |BALGAT CORRIDOR 154 1,92%
KAVAKLIDERE 572 DIKMEN 143 1,79%

UCUKESAT 70|

BUYUKESAT 6
SEYRANBAGLARI 15 TOTAL OF CANKAYA 6988 87,33%
CBD-SOUTH 1485 18,56% | TOTAL OF ETIMESGUT 68 0.85%
[KOLE] 0 TOTAL OF GOLBASI 35 0,44%
KURTULUS 45 TOTAL OF KE(;-'IOREN 118 1.47%
CEBECI-DORTYOL 70 TOTAL OF MAMAK 59 0.74%
CBD-EAST 125 1,56% | TOTAL OF SINCAN 88| 1,10%
KIZILAY CBD TOTAL 6093 76,14% |TOTAL OF YENIMAHALLE 219 2,74%
TOTAL OF ANKARA 8002

——

(Source : Ankara Barosu, Advocacy Council of Ankara, 2006)

Although the western and eastern fringes of the Sihhiye-Kizilay core have significant
solicitors” offices, the southern fringe locations which are, the Cankaya and
Gaziosmanpasa districts, contain more law offices than all the other districts of Ankara
combined. Furthermore, the solicitors in Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa tend to be more
specialized than those in Sihhiye. In this respect, the Cinnah Avenue and Udur Mumcu
Streets are a backbone for multi-disciplinary law offices, including those specialized in
management, economy, public administration and development-based technical services.
These types of relatively larger and more complex law office organizations tend not to
locate around the Court House.

Unlike the Sihhiye-Kizilay concentration, Ulus, which can be defined as a traditional
business district, lost most of its business services, especially law offices, after the Court
House moved from Ulus to Sihhiye. This loss of business services form the traditional

center may be one of the reasons of the process of decline in Ulus.
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Figure 5.16: Spatial Distribution Diagram of Law Office Concentration Nodes in Ankara
(Source: Ankara Barosu, Council of Advocacy 2006)

In summary, the locational dynamics of law offices call for easy access to the Court
House, and in this respect the Sihhiye and Kizilay districts have a large number of law
offices. However, it should be noted that Cinnah Avenue and Udur Mumcu Street
backboned complicated law offices rapidly relocated. In addition to the proximity and
accessibility-based central concentration, there is another locational dynamic on the sub-
centers and large working nodes. In this manner, the Yenimahalle-Demetevler, Kegiéren-
Etlik, Mamak, Etimesgut, Golbasi and especially Sincan sub-centers have attracted a
significant number of law offices. These sub-center concentrations can be explained with
the residential-based population density and the “job follows people” principle. On the
other hand, the Sincan sub-center is quite different from other sub-centers by the way of
business services. Related to the distance from the central business core (approximately
30 km) and the historical independent growth process, Sincan seems to host more
concentrated business activities than other sub-centers. This tendency can be clearly
read on law office locations. Although the population of Mamak is approximately double
that of Sincan, there are 50% more law offices in Sincan than in Mamak. Moreover, in

addition to the main Court House of Ankara, there is independent small Court House in
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the Sincan metropolitan district. The Sincan sub-Court House has obviously brought a
large number of law offices to the area. Similar to Mamak, the Altindag and Kegiren
districts have quite a small number of law offices for the population density. On the other
hand, large industrial zones such as Ostim, Gimat and Siteler have also a significant

number of law offices due to supply and demand and the closeness of work.

Different from other private producer service movements, law offices are less
decentralized from the central core. In other words, although there are law offices in the
Balgat, Ségiitézii and Ovecler districts, the numbers are lower than in the Sihhiye-Kizilay
concentration. It may be mentioned that in parallel to the dispersion tendency of other
producer services, there is a limited relocation tendency to the Bahgeli, Balgat and
Sogutozi-Armada districts. In this respect, the Dikmen district, which is quite close to
Cankaya, and the Turkish Parliament and Balgat-Ovegler districts have significant

numbers of law offices.

Architecture, Engineering, Planning Services

As defined in Law number 6235, all engineering, planning and architecture offices have
to register with their related chambers to work in nationwide. Although almost all of
them, which are company, registered into Trade Chambers, some of the offices, which
work as a singular bureau not as company or group company, can be give their services
as registered into related chamber of Union of Chambers of Turkish Engineers Architects
(UCTEA). Therefore, to better understand the locational preferences of these technical

services, the registers of all the engineering and planning chambers should be analyzed.

Although there are 23 specialized chambers in the Union of Chambers of Turkish
Engineers and Architects (UCTEA), some of the specialist disciplines, being marine,
marine civil, textile, physical, petroleum, metallurgy, forestry, chemistry, agricultural and
meteorology engineering have no, or only limited, private office services in Turkey.
Therefore, these disciplines may be disregarded from the analysis of locational
preferences. On the other hand, some disciplines, being electric-electronic, civil,
geological, mechanical, cadastre engineering, urban planning, landscape architecture and
architecture, have significant private service offices in the urban area. In terms of the
numbers of private offices and memberships, these chambers are of crucial importance

for public development, construction and project-based producer services. In order to
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analyze the businesses registered with these chambers, the official registers of these
organizations and related chambers were attempted to be accessed, however rules of
confidentiality in the organizations in a number of cases prohibited access to the principle
addresses of their members. In this respect, the registers of only two chambers, those of

civil engineers and urban planners, were able to be accessed.

According to the Chambers of Civil Engineers, there were 399 private civil engineering
offices in Ankara in 2006, and 116 urban planning offices. An analysis of Table 5.18
reveals that most of the project service-based producer businesses are located around
Kizilay and the southern fringe. Although 93.77% of urban planning businesses were
located within boundaries of the Cankaya district, only 71.98% of civil engineers were
located in the same area. This illustrates that civil engineering services are more
decentralized than urban planning offices. In this decentralization, the working nodes of
Ostim-Gimat, Siteler, Sincan and some sub-centers appear to have gained importance.
Within Cankaya, there are the concentration nodes of the Sihhiye-Kizilay core, the
Kavaklidere-Tunali node, the Cankaya-Cinnah Avenue backbone and the Gaziosmanpasa-
Ugur Mumcu Street backbone. Although both civil engineers and urban planners tend to
locate mainly around the Cankaya-Cinnah backbone, there is a higher concentration of

urban planners.

Table 5.18: Spatial Distribution of Civil Engineering-Urban Planning Services in 2006

CIVIL ENGINEERS URBAN PLANNERS
S s e NUMBER ] NUMBER o
Iu LUS ia =, 2A %0 T 0, 86%0
ISITELER £ 1
TOTAL OF ALTINDAG 17 5, 01 % = 1,7 2%
[ STHHIYE 13 <, L3 %o <3 Z,45%0
KIZILAY == S, 73 %0 1z I g
CED-_CORE a7 13, 86%c 17 14,669
MALTEPE 17 8
CBD-WEST 17 5, 01 %o (=3 6, 90%0
CANKAT A a6 13 57% 78 24, 14%
GAZIOSMANPASA 31 6, 107, S 7 T
KAVAKLIDERE 27 7, 96%0 10 8,62%
CBLD-SOUTH Ex) =7, 730 a7 30,5250
KOLED = 5]
CED_EAST = 1 165 5]
KIZILAY CBD TOTAL 162 a4F, FOYVo 3 62, 07%0
TANDOGAN P
MEBUSE WLERT T >
BAHCELIEVLER = 2
BAHCELI CORRIDOR rd 2, 06%o <3 3,45%0
CAYYOLU UMLTROY 7 5
>
ESKISEHIR ROAD CORRIDOR k=d 2, 65 %0 5 <, 3 LYo
11 T
5 1
TURAN GUNES i6 3, 720 = 1,725
KARAKUSURNLAR 2
SVECLER 25 7. 3770 12 10,39%%
SOGUTO 20 1 1
BALGAT 18 10
BALGAT CORRIDOR A6 13, 57 %o 23 19, 830
DIKMEN T 1, 18% E] 1, 18%
TOTAL OF CANKAYA >34 71,985 109 53,97%
TOTAL OF ETIMESGUT £ 2, 65 %o 4 0, 86%0
TOTAL OF GOLBASI = 1, A7 o T 0, 86%C
TOTAL OF KECIOREN 1= =, 83 %0 1 0,86%0
TOTAL OF MAMAIK = 1,37 Vo ] 0,00%:
TOTAL OF SINCAMN 1S <}, 320 X 0, 86%0
TOTAL OF YENIMAHALLE =1 9, 1a%0 = 2,59%0
TOTAL OF ANKARA 239 116

(Source: Chambers of Civil Engineering and Urban Planners, 2006)
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In parallel to the urban growth and dispersal process, business services have also
undergone decentralization from Kizilay and its southern fringe to the Balgat, Ovecler,
S6gutézi and Cayyolu districts. The traditional Ulus center had lost most of its business
services by the 1980s, and it can be said that different from the 1970s and even the
1980s, technical business services moved from the Kizilay core. In other words, the main
locational preference of technical business services may be defined as the Kavaklidere-
Cankaya corridor, which includes Cinnah Avenue and its connecting streets. It can be
commented that the relatively well built-up environment, closeness to both public and
other private services, scale and agglomeration economies and relatively better
accessibility than the Kizilay core have made the Cankaya-Cinnah corridor attractive for

technical business services.

Related to the decentralization of public institutions and the ministries on Eskisehir Road,
the political party office dispersions on the Eskisehir and Konya Roads and the unevenly
developed squatter zones have undergone a regeneration-based relocation of business
services to the Balgat, Ovecler and S6§iitdzii nodes. In this context, relatively larger real
estate investment corporations and construction companies also preferred to locate
around the same nodes. Thus, it can be mentioned that there has been a significant
dispersion tendency of technical business services from the central core and its fringe to
the southwestern nodes that has depended on the related service movements.
Furthermore, Cayyolu which can be defined as a high income suburb would appear to
have gained some technical business services, which can also be thought of as

dispersion.

Different from the concentration and decentralized concentration tendency of urban
planning offices, civil engineering offices are more dispersed in both residential and
industrial zones. In addition to this, civil engineering offices have combined and
diversified with construction, contracting and real estate investment companies. In
summary, although technical business services have shown decentralization and
dispersion tendencies, it can be observed that there is a clustering or decentralized

concentration tendency on the southwestern corridor of Ankara.

Political services, which include political parties, governmental, semi-governmental and
non-governmental oriented clear or confidential political units, have been analyzed

earlier in this chapter. Although some of the political activities are confident within private
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producer services, identifying these activities is extremely difficult. Therefore, confident
political services will not be handled separately, and, as mentioned in the previous

section, home offices will also be disregarded in this study.
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Figure 5.17: Spatial Distribution Diagram of Concentration Nodes of Civil Engineers
& Urban Planners in 2006 (Source: Chambers of Civil Engineering and Urban Planners, 2006).

5.3. Evaluation

Producer services, including public and private office uses, undergo in-depth analysis in
this chapter. As stated earlier, there have been different types of decentralization
processes from the central business structures of Ankara since the beginning of the

second part of the century. In this context, invasion-succession, dominance-gradient,
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integration-segregation and centralization-decentralization processes have (re)shaped not
only the CBD, but also residential zones, which include the squatter areas by the way of
structural and functional urban regenerations. As it is known, central business activities
have followed high income residents and moved from Ulus to Kizilay, from Kizilay to
Kavaklidere, and from Kavaklidere to Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa. This central
peripherialization from the north to the south began reaching saturation at the beginning
of the 1990s. Depending on the limited transportation infrastructure, centrifugal forces
that include car parking, over density, traffic jams etc., both producer and consumer
services have moved from the central business core in parallel to the growth in private
car ownership and improvements in the road infrastructure. In this manner, although
consumer services, including those related to education, health, households and
distribution, have preferred the internal areas of the residential zones, sub-centers or
strong transportation routes that are strongly related to residents, producer services can
locate both in the residential and industrial areas, or on the edges of cities. In other
words, different from the “jobs follow people” principle of consumer services, producer

services follow much more complex locational preferences.

When Ankara is analyzed in terms of its producer service locations within the urban and
central growth process, new locational dynamics may be observed. In parallel to the
saturation of the southern fringe of Kizilay and new communication technology-based
locational preferences, starting with the back offices, which have only limited face-to-face
consumer access requirements, dispersion tendency is gradually increasing.. Thus, it can
be said that the obligation to locate within the central business core has started to wane.
For this reason, some producer services have selected to locate to the edge parts of
cities, or operate from home offices, although this is not so common in Turkey, while
others have opted to locate at the important nodes. In this manner, different from
Western cases, it cannot be said that, there has been a deterritorialization process
among the producer services in Ankara. In other words, although there is a strong
decentralization process among both public and private producer services, there is also a
reterritorialization process in Ankara in which some crucial nodes can be of strategic
importance for producer service (re)locations. Strong transportation and relatively
accessible nodes which are strongly related to both the inner and outer city, well built-up
environments, peripheries of airports, proximity to high income residents and in
technopolises and organized industrial zones have seemed to attract new producer

services in the Ankara case. These relocations can be seen in Figures 5.18 and 5.19.
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Ulus, the northern fragment of the CBD, has become specialized in diversified consumer
services, but it can be said that most producer services, both public and private, have
moved out of Ulus to the southern fragment and to its fringe. In this manner, some of
construction, travel and import-export companies have begun to relocate around Kazim
Karabekir Street, which is strongly connected with both the Ulus and Kizilay CBDs and the

northern residential zones.

It can be commented that the Kizilay center has rapidly been losing producer service
concentrations. Since the beginning of the 1980s, joint stock companies and financial and
business service providers have started to relocate around the Kavaklidere-Tunali and
Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa centers. In this manner, even though the Cankaya and
Gaziosmanpasa fringes have become specialized in consultancy, construction and project-
based business services, it may be stated that there is a secondary producer service core
on the Cankaya-Gaziosmanpasa fringe. In the Kizilay core there is a small but dense
producer service concentration, while the larger areas of the southern fringe have
facilitated producer service functions. Although in the Ulus and Kizilay cores consumer
service concentrations seem to be more concentrated than producer services, the

opposite can be observed in the southern fringes.

Additionally, there are two main nodes around the central business core, Turan Giines-
Yildiz and Mebusevleri. Although Mebusevleri, which is a well built-up residential zone
that is relatively close to central core and has a geographically flat topography; and
Turan Gines, which has undergone regeneration from squatters since the beginning of
the 1990s, seem independent from the Cankaya fringe in both their physical conditions
and extensive functions. Therefore, Mebusevleri can be defined as a concentric diffusion
from Kizilay to the Maltepe-Tandogan-Mebusevleri route. However, Turan Giines may be
defined as a sub-center or jumping node, containing limited finance and small-scale real

estate, construction based business concentrations within the consumer service zone.

It can be commented that in parallel to the urban growth processes and public producer
service decentralizations on the Ekisehir Road, the corridor and the intersections of the
Eskisehir and Konya Roads have become attractive for non-governmental and semi-
governmental organizations, and almost all types of private producer-consumer services.
In this context, four parts of this intersection have come to be preferred by overseas

investment companies, holding company locations and both producer and consumer local
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company demands. In the northeastern part of this intersection, Bahgelievler-Emek, has
gained financial and soft business-based producer services within a consumer service-
based sub-center. Furthermore, related to the entertainment and welfare-based
specializations of Bahcelievler, travel agencies and advertising companies have preferred

to locate in this well built-up residential environment.

The northwestern part of the Eskisehir-Konya Road intersection, S6§iitozii, has started to
reshape after the 1990s, starting with the arrival of travel agencies and public
institutions, as well as some complicated services. In addition to this, the presence of a
high-rise office building combined with the Armada shopping center, the semi-
governmental organization building of the Ankara Trade Chamber, one of the largest
political parties’ headquarters and a media center reveal a significant attraction for

producer services.

The southeastern part of this intersection, Balgat, has started to see a functional
regeneration in terms of both residential properties and service activities since the mid-
1990s. Starting with three of the biggest political party centers, financial and business
services including real estate investments, import-export, medical apparatus and
contracting-construction companies have seemed to concentrate around Balgat.
Additionally, the southwestern part of this intersection has recently started to regenerate
from squatters to high income-oriented residential zones, which including limited service

functions scarcely.

Similar to the accessibility of the Eskisehir-Konya Roads to the inner city from the edge
parts, the Cetin Emeg Boulevard route has regenerated from squatter housing to
residential and office uses. In this uneven development process, most of contracting-
construction units, project-based activities, medical apparatus companies and real estate
companies have started to build “A-class offices” in Ovegler. In addition to this, there are
certain jumping nodes around the Eskisehir Road-Cayyolu district for both consumer and
producer services. Although Cayyolu has started to gain welfare, household and
distributive-based consumer services due to its distance from the central business core,
there can be observed limited producer service activities around Cayyolu, including home
offices and business services. Related to high income residential preferences, financial,
real estate and soft business services have located around the Cayyolu-Konutkent

corridor. In addition to this, different from Cayyolu, there is a special concentration that
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combines shopping malls and business plazas in the Bilkent center. Although public
institutions and real estate investment or construction-based company location oriented
activities, there are still limited producer services around Bilkent. It can be expected that

the Cayyolu and Bilkent districts will gain new producer services in the future.

Finally, there are two main locational preferences for producer services, being the most
developed consumer service oriented sub-centers and special working zones. Sub-centers
such as Demetevler, Yenimahalle, Etlik, Tepebasli, Kegioren, Aydinlikever-Subayevleri,
Onder and Abidinpasa have some financial-based and limited business services within
consumer service concentrations. On the other hand, the Sincan sub-center, which has
grown relatively independently from the central core, has much more financial and
especially business services depending on distances. Organized industrial zones,
wholesale and small industrial or marketing nodes and technopolises have attracted
producer services, including the Ankara branches of holding or overseas companies, due
to the direct connections to industrial companies. Depending on the subventions of
research-development units and these special working zones, it may be expected that the

number of producer service providers will increase in these special working nodes.

Briefly, there is a strong saturation tendency on the south fringe of the central business
core of Ankara. In addition, communication technologies make it possible for activities
which require less face-to-face relations to locate to the zones outside the central core,
while even for front offices location within the central core seems to be losing
importance. In other words, new locational preferences can be shaped with relatively
outer residential based zones of central core. For this reason, the outer parts and edge
nodes of the city, as well as the special industrial zones, have been gaining in
attractiveness for not only industrial activities, but also producer services. On the other
hand, different from Western cases, within the dispersion process it can be said that
producer services have not sprawled randomly on the urban macroform. In other words,
although some producer services need to locate to the outer zones of the central core,
they still choose accessible locations with strong connection nodes or well built
environments etc. In this respect, it may be commented that there are new relations on
urban space which can be referred to as “reterritorialization”, which may have different
parameters for each individual city. For this reason, a deterritorialization-based

hypothesis cannot be generated.
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Figure 5.18: Concentration and Dispersion Tendencies of Producer Service Sub-Categories on Urban Macroform
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CHAPTER 6

GENERAL EVALUATION AND CONCLUSION

This chapter provides a general evaluation of the study, before putting forward the
implications and conclusions. After a short synopsis, the implications on global, regional
and urban scales will be analyzed. The chapter will then provide a discussion on how the
study contributes to existing literature, based both on theory and the practical results of
the case study, and the main points of each chapter will be re-emphasized briefly. The
final part of the chapter will discuss the open ends and suggest possible future studies

that can be based on this study.

6.1. Synopsis-Implications

Communication technologies seem to have brought about “time-space distanciation” and
“time-space compression” that are strongly related to urban spatial organization and
locational preferences. In this respect, there is a strong emphasis on independent
locational preferences from space because of communicative-based interrelation
capacities. Recent literature has emphasized that this is an era of independent location,
which means that almost all urban activities can be located on any part of the city.
Therefore, strong dispersal and even sprawl tendencies can be observed in the peripheral
parts of the cities, not only by residents and industries, but also by service, and especially
business activities, which may relocate to the outer parts of the cities due to advances in
communications and the development of transportation infrastructure. This affect can be
defined as deterritorialization.

This study aims to test and analyze the following popular arguments in the case of
Ankara: Whether urban functions have preferred to locate to each part of city
independently; or whether or not a deterritorialization process can be observed on the
urban space of Ankara. If urban functions show a tendency to sprawl on urban space

randomly, service activities, and especially producer services, should be evident in almost
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all parts of the city. This deterritorialization-based dispersal can best be confirmed
through an analysis of producer service activities due to the scale economies and
agglomeration tendencies on the central business cores. This thesis chiefly intends to

investigate this point in the case of Ankara.

For this reason, the diversities of producer service activities and their locational attributes
are analyzed within this study to investigate deterritorialization-based post-modern
theoretical implications. In this respect, if the concentration, dispersion or sprawl patterns
of producer services can be ascertained, the hypothesis, which is oriented towards
independency from space, will be tested. As mentioned at the beginning of the study,
there are fragilities in making these types of generalizations. Although there is a strong
dispersion tendency, space can not be evaluated as a passive element of locational
preference. Even in the most dispersed cases, space-based locational attributes can be
observed, and therefore it can be said that a new type of interrelation between urban
functions and urban space has been emerging. Reterritorialization, which is different in
each city, basically refers to a new relationship with urban space depending on the new

accessibility framework and the special characteristics of each case.

From this point of view, the main framework of this study is based on locational
dynamics, preferences, patterns and internal reasons behind the locational preferences of
producer services. Ankara, which is undergoing a significant residential dispersion and
functional decentralization from the center to the periphery, can be put forward as an

ideal case for the testing of producer service dispersion.

In this context, the introductory chapter begins by asserting the aim and the main
question of the study, before investigating the basic definitions and theoretical
frameworks of the CBDs, service functions, and especially producer services. After this,
the method of the study, which is not only focused on existing internal situations, is
defined with the help of a starting algorithm to provide a better understanding of the

questions, hypothesis, aims and path of thesis.

The second chapter is divided into two main parts: the historical perspective of decision-
making activities, and the theoretical framework of the CBD within an urban spatial
system. The historical perspective is analyzed in three main eras, which are: pre-

industrial revolution, the industrial revolution era, pose-knowledge technology revolution.
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It is especially the decentralization from the central zones to the periphery of the city in
this final period that is analyzed in this part of the study. The theoretical frameworks are
investigated in five main ways: the ecological approach, behavioral approaches, Marxist
theories, post-structuralist theories and post modern approaches. All theoretical
frameworks are investigated according to their concepts, conceptualizations, and
assumptions, units of analysis, methodological concerns, and weaknesses in
explanations. As a result, each of the frameworks will provide a certain level of
theoretical explanation for the structures of the decision-making functions and producer

service locations.

However, there can be no overall explanation for the location of producer services, either
globally or locally, or even the internal dynamics of the urban arena. It can be said that
in this era, producer service locations can not be demoted to having atomistic locational
attributes within urban systems. In other words, global, overseas-based producer service
investments and communication technology-based connection capacities have appeared
to create new locational preferences, not only in terms of internal spatial organizations,
but also in global and regional frameworks. In this manner, explaining the concentrations
or attractions of a city for producer services is gaining in importance in the new locations
of inner city systems. In this regard, an important result learned in this chapter is that
producer service locations can not be treated independently from urban and regional
growth and the morphological perspective. To better understand the locational dynamics
of producer services, an overall and comprehensive evaluation is necessary, as covered in
Chapter 3, which includes a comprehensive analysis of the attributes, distinguishing
characteristics and locational preferences of producer services. Locational preferences are
analyzed on three scales: global-regional, urban-metropolitan and building-neighborhood.
Although all three issues are mentioned, the main focus is on the metropolitan-urban
scale, for which the regional dynamics of agglomeration, labor force, networking,
entrepreneurship etc. are attempted to be explained. Afterwards, urban scale dynamics
are handled within two basic fields: existing studies, which analyze different urban cases;
and locational attributes, which allow for a conceptualization of locational causes and

results.

It has been ascertained that information-communication technologies have affected
almost all urban functions. In this manner, new accessibility on remote ways has brought

about a decentralization and even dispersal from the core to the periphery. In this
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manner, a new dispersion process based on accessibility has attracted producer services
to the zones away from the CBDs. In this process, central zones and peripheries have
faced new dispersions, but also concentrations. On the other hand, different from the
“jobs follow people” principle found in consumer services, producer services have
diversified and more complex location dynamics both follow people and escape from
people and congestion. Therefore, an important finding of this chapter is that
even in a decentralization process, in most cases there may be another
concentration or reterritorialization process. In other words,
deterritorialization hypothesis cannot be generated for all cities. Another
implication of this chapter is that decentralization-dispersion, integration-segregation,
dominance-gradient and invasion-succession processes can still be observed on the urban

systems within original, specific and differentiated contexts.

The next two chapters provide the analytical framework based on the Ankara case. These
chapters search the possible ways in which the predetermined sets of concepts may be
analyzed. Within this context, and in parallel to the theoretical framework, a case study
based on two comprehensive and interrelated chapters is made. The Chapter 4 attempts
to analyze the historical perspective of the decision-making centers within the urban
growth process of Ankara. In this manner, both the dynamics of global-regional growth
and attractiveness, and the internal growth processes of Ankara are analyzed within
special periods based on previous studies. The first part of this chapter includes the
global-based locational preferences of producer services and the causalities of the
preferences of the largest world companies to locate in cities. In this manner, the largest
city in Turkey, Istanbul, is compared with Ankara in terms of producer service locations,
economic activities, relative attractiveness and priorities. After that, producer service
locations are tried to be analyzed within a specific morphologic evaluation on the urban

growth process of Ankara.

The fifth chapter, which is based on general evaluations of globally- and regionally-based
implications, focuses on the subcategories of producer services and their locational
preferences within the urban macroform of Ankara. In this context, producer services are
divided into two parts: public and private, and each is analyzed in depth and discussed in
terms of the Ankara case. Public producer services which are of vital importance for
Ankara, are grouped into three main fields: governmental, semi-governmental and non-

governmental. Each of the three subcategories of public producer services and their
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locational attributes within the urban macroform are tried to conceptualized and
visualized in the first part of this chapter. The second part of the chapter focuses on
private producer service locations and their spatial patterns. Private producer services are
analyzed in two main parts. Within the first part, global producer services, which include
overseas multinational companies and national groups of companies, are attempted to be
analyzed in terms of their central- and branch-based locational preferences. The second
part focuses on the local producer services that are registered with special chambers.
The findings of this chapter illustrate that although there is a dispersion process for
producer services, there are also new concentrations within this dispersion. In
other words, producer service functions are not sprawled all over the urban

space randomly.

Contrary to claims of deterritorialization, there is new type of relation system with space
to locate on the urban macroform. This type of reterritorialization can also be known as a
“decentralized-dispersed concentration”, which may expand over a larger area than
the central business core. In this respect, deterritorialization-based generalizations cannot
be made for all cities. The other interesting finding of this chapter is that although going
experiencing a dispersion tendency, Ankara can be defined as a “center-oriented city”,
which is different to cases in the West that are defined as “edge and/or edgeless”-
oriented cities. In this manner, although the southern part of Ankara’s CBD is fringed and
has expanded towards the southern parts, it cannot be said that there is a second CBD
structure within Ankara. The pattern of the central core of Ankara can be defined

as “two fragmented, fringed and limitedly-dispersed special nodes”.

The final chapter provides a general evaluation, as well as implications and conclusions.
The contributions to existing literature, both theoretical and empirical, and open ends for

further studies are also covered in this chapter.

6.1.1. Global-Regional Scale Implications

Global and regional locational dynamics were analyzed under four fields in this thesis,
being: Agglomeration & Urbanization Economies, Laborforce Characteristics, Networking,
Linkages, Incubators, Entrepreneurship and Innovation. Ankara can be classified among
the biggest cities and urban economies of the world by most literature and international

illustrations. However, population and economic growth-based economies are not
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adequate for evaluating the “world city concept”. Although some European cities have a
smaller population, they can be considered to be world cities. Therefore, it can be said
that Ankara has not converted its economic and social capacities sufficiently to become a
world city. Despite Ankara’s fragile production-based economic framework, which hinders
its path to becoming a world city, in basic terms its agglomeration economies, laborforce
characteristics (among the best educated in Turkey), networking, connection facilities
with the world system and innovation capacities are significant potentials for producer
service locations. On the other hand, the public sector-dominated urban economy,
inadequate industrial capital accumulation, geographically limited accessibility compared
with coastal cities, the Primate City effect and attractivity of Istanbul, and the historically-
limited integration of Ankara into the world system can be listed as potential weaknesses

in the attracting of new producer services to Ankara.

In addition to these general evaluations, the specific implications are as follows:

« Ankara has significant advantages for producer service locations in terms of its
socio-spatial and socio-economic characteristics. Ankara has quite successful
illustrations for producer service preferences within the world system,
including: international connection facilities, transportation, accessibility, quality
of life, environment regulations, pollution, crime rates, education-health-

recreation facilities etc.

+ Contrary to the successful locational illustrations, most of the new producer
services have preferred Istanbul-oriented locations. In addition to this, central
governmental policies have strongly encouraged this agglomeration on
Istanbul, and most services have located around Istanbul because of the central
government in the recent period. Banking headquarters and the National Central

Bank are the best examples of this policy.

+ Ankara has appeared to lose its attractiveness for new global, national and
regional producer service activities. Even some of the Anatolian cities that are
smaller than Ankara have gained importance as regional producer service
locations by using their relative advantages and competitive capacities. Ankara
has failed to use its well-educated population and innovation capacity

effectively for new producer service demands.
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« Although industrial-based production capacity has been limited in Ankara from a
historical perspective, service production and producer service concentrations are
significantly high compared when with other cities. These relative advantages

and concentrations do not seem to have been used effectively.

« Compared with Istanbul, the relative capacity and attractiveness of
Ankara rapidly decreased between the 1980s and 2000s. Multinational,
overseas producer services have tended to locate in Istanbul. Furthermore,
Ankara has also lost attractiveness for national companies, joint stock

corporations and new production-based investments.

« Even though important international events such as the summer Olympics,
expositions, (especially expo) Capital of culture, sports championships etc.
provide major potential for new investments or producer service locations,
Ankara has never been a serious contender for these events, and

therefore an important economic boom potential has been missed.

« There is not enough awareness of shrinkage in attractiveness for economic
production-based investments, especially at an administrative and city

government level.

e Ankara’s technological and knowledge production capacity and the well-
educated human capital of Ankara, with its technopolises, universities, public
institutions and research & development units, can be used to create a

specialized producer service city in Ankara.

6.1.2. Urban Scale Implications

Metropolitan and urban-level locational attributes are attempted to be classified in the
third chapter. According to this classification, the macroform of cities, centripetal-
centrifugal forces, concentration-dispersion patterns, transportation infrastructures,
accessibility, technological capacity, consumer access, land values and uneven
development, planning and policies, historical perspective culture, leadership-role models
and personal motives may be highlighted as determining factors for metropolitan
locational preferences. The parameter-based implications for the case of Ankara are as

follows:
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The Macroform of cities can shape the locational attributes of producer services
within the metropolitan area. In Western cases, in parallel with accessibility and
the communication possibilities, a significant sprawl-dispersion tendency has
been observed. Through this dispersion, producer services may become located
in peripheral zones instead of in the central business core. Although transport
and communication-based dispersion trends have affected Ankara, it
cannot be said that the city has experienced an edge or edgeless type
of sprawl. Although the urban macroform has expanded, with residential zones
becoming oriented at a radius of approximately 30 km, producer service locations

are not sprawling as much.

Centripetal-centrifugal forces can be defined as one of the main factors
defining the location of producer service activities. From a historical perspective,
the central structure of Ankara has been shaped according to the effects of
centrifugal forces. In other words, from Ulus to Kizilay, and from Kizilay to
Kavaklidere and Cankaya-Gaziosmanpasa, there is over density, traffic jams, car
parks and service problems, land values, well built-up environment, or
“saturation”, which has had a strong affect on producer service movements. In
this manner, following the services activities of the generally high-income
residents, business services have especially become fringed in the southern part
of Kizilay. On the other hand, unlike in the pre-1980s, centrifugal forces

have not only created fringes, but also new nodes in Ankara.

Concentration-dispersion patterns have seemed to be favored by
circumstances of dispersion tendency. In parallel to the transportation,
communication-based infrastructures, new dispersal zones, and even fully-
sprawled patterns, can occur, especially in Western cases. However, while
Ankara can be said to be undergoing a dispersion process, there has
been no random sprawling process on the urban macroform. It can be
implicated that “concentric diffusions” and “dispersed concentrations”
within its jumping nodes have been occurring in Ankara; although within the
dispersion tendency, almost all service activities, including both consumer and
producer services, it can be clearly said that there is still one main CBD of two
fragments and their southern fringes. This does not mean, however, that there is

no dispersal of the service activities in the Ankara case. On the contrary,
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specialized producer service concentrations exist within the central core and on
its fringes and new dispersed concentrations. Furthermore, if these specialized
producer services have combined or integrated with the residential
zones, they can be more sustainable in the Ankara case. This can be seen

on differentiations of northern and southern parts of the central business core.

While solicitors’ offices are generally concentrated around the Court House,
medical and import-export based services have seemed to locate around eastern
part of Sihhiye-Yenisehir, where the hospitals are concentrated. In other words,
“closeness of job supply” and “consumer access” are still of crucial
importance for some business services. On the other hand, new medical
service branches have tended to locate in both the Gaziosmanpasa fringe and the
Ovecler node. Construction-Contracting and the relatively larger real-estate
investment companies appear to have relocated around the relatively outer parts
of the central core. In this manner, Ovecler, Balgat, Sogiitdzii, Mebusevleri and
Turan Gines districts have rapidly gained importance, not only for construction-
based services, but also other finance and business functions. It can be said that
all of these jumping nodes have combined within the residential zones.
Furthermore, it is not only commercial concentration that has appeared within

these nodes.

Transportation infrastructure and accessibility are the vital elements in the
locational dynamics of service activities. In an analysis of new nodes and
dispersed concentrations it can be clearly seen that strong transportation routes,
and thus the most accessible points of the central core and the outer parts of
city, are significant in attracting service companies to new locations and for the
regeneration of unevenly-developed parts of the city. In this respect, the
attractiveness of the Eskisehir and Konya Roads, and the Turan Giines and
Cetin Emeg Boulevards, as well as the built-up residential districts of
Bahgelievler, Cayyolu and Yildiz for producer services can be defined as

accessibility-based movements.

Different from consumer services, consumer access relations of producer
services cannot be explained only with the “jobs follow people” principle. It can
be commented that face-to-face relations are still of vital importance for

both the front and back offices of producer services. In this manner, back
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offices and web-based business services can be located around relatively outer
residential zones, such as Cayyolu-Bilkent-Bahgelievler, in technopolises and
organized industrial zones, which have high technological connection
capacities. On the other hand, proximity for possible consumer access is much
more important for front office locations. Public institutions, political party centers
and construction-based services have preferred to locate in the most accessible
zones. In summary, direct and indirect consumer access, and the related service

access capacities, can steer producer service locations.

Land values and uneven development processes have had a determining
role in the growth of central Ankara. Different from the central core
concentration periods, not only high income residents but also squatters, which
can be defined as a dominance-gradient duality, can be regenerated by central
business activities. For this reason, relatively low land values and unevenly-
developed areas invaded from the central business functions in an
invasion-succession process. In this respect, the attractiveness of the Turan
Giines-Yildiz, Balgat, Ovecler and Gukurambar nodes can be commented to have

seen an uneven development process.

Although Ankara is defined as a planned capital, it is difficult to say that the
central business locations of the recent past have been shaped according to
planning decisions. Market mechanisms and high income-based
peripherializations have appeared to have determined CBD locations in Ankara.
Although the 1990 Master Plan of Ankara was based on the decentralization of
public institutions, it cannot be claimed that a secondary central business core
was suggested within the planning decisions. Furthermore, there is no
comprehensive central business master plan or vitality program for
central Ankara, different to the cases in Europe. Thus, a serious process
of decline in the central business core and uncontrolled central business
jumpings can be observed in Ankara. The Mebusevleri and Sogiitdzii producer
service concentrations, and the trend of decline in Kizilay-Ulus, can be given as
examples of the unplanned or pseudo planning mechanisms of Ankara in the last

period.

Historical perspective and social infrastructure have significant affect on

new locational dynamics. In this manner, historically well built-up
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environments have seemed to determine the locational preferences of
business activities in Ankara. The Kavaklidere, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa
fringes and the Cayyolu-Bilkent and Bahgelievler nodes can be evaluated within

this context.

« It is not easy to analyze the affects of leadership, role models, personal
motives and advices in the locational preferences of producer services. It may
be said that demands for prestige “A-class offices” and prestigious locations for
institutions have created a role model effect. In this manner, political party
locations, and prestige public and private office buildings around
Soégiitdzii, Balgat and Ovecler, have created personal motives and

leadership-based reasons in the new locational decisions of producer services.

« In addition to these, building and neighborhood-based locational motives
can be determined in the preferences of producer services. In this respect,
building characteristics, “A-class office infrastructure”, car parking facilities and
neighborhood environments are crucial for locations. The new producer service
nodes, Ovecler, Balgat, S6§iitézii, Cayyolu and the technopolises may be given

as building environment-based locational preferences in Ankara.
6.2. Contributions
Due to the limited studies into CBDs and producer services in Turkey compared to
Western cases, there have been limited theoretical contributions and implications put
forward based on Turkish cases. For this reason, this study has tried to produce a
comparable and reproducible database for not only Ankara, but also other cases, by the
way of a comprehensive urban and center system analyses.
There are also content-based contributions provided by this study. These contributions,
which may be reproduced or broaden the horizons of the existing literature, provides new
openings for more studies in the future.

6.2.1. Analysis Method-Oriented Contributions

Different from many of the previous studies, this thesis has produced a comprehensive
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analysis systematic to provide a better understanding of the locational attributes of
producer services, and can be defined as the first method-based contribution of this

study.

Due to the weaknesses and fragilities of the existing theoretical frameworks, a new
analysis method has tried to be developed in this study, in which producer service
locations cannot be explained roughly within the overall urban growth process. In other
words, an atomistic location preference-based analysis alone is not sufficient for
investigating the locational dynamics of producer services, and likewise, trying to
understand the atomistic locational dynamics of producer services is not sufficient for
solving locational attributes within the metropolitan system. Historical background,
geography, spatial originalities, urban growth perspective, and the socio-economic and
socio-spatial dynamics of the CBDs should be analyzed to provide more meaningful
evaluations. Furthermore, within this communication era, internal locational dynamics
cannot be claimed to be independent from global and regional dynamics. For this reason,
the analysis method of this study should comprehend both global and regional
preferences within a comparative evaluation and an overall urban growth
perspective, within morphological, ecological, socio-economic and socio-
spatial approaches. Locational preferences of producer service companies cannot be
postulated as the most functional position for companies. These locations have different
internal dynamics, unusual circumstances and/or chaotic orders. Therefore, atomistic
and/or reductionist analysis’s have serious weaknesses for evaluating locational attributes
of producer services.

Therefore, it has been attempted to treat producer services as “decision-making centers”
within a historical perspective. An analysis of the backgrounds of the decision-making
functions can highlight changes, growths or stabilities in modern producer service
locations. However, this historical-based analysis has clearly shown that producer service
locations cannot be evaluated independently from the CBD. Thus, the historical
locational preferences and popular locational tendencies of producer services
should be discussed within the urban and central growth process of cities,

otherwise evaluations may be atomistic or over-reductionist.

In other words, if locational preferences of producer services are not evaluated within the

global and regional dynamics and backgrounds, the historical perspectives of urban
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growth, and the causes, processes and results of new locational preferences cannot be
analyzed clearly. For this reason, the historical framework of the study covered a
significant period of time, starting with ancient decision-making locations until the onset
of the popular sprawling tendencies. Similar to this, the theoretical framework of the
study generally depends on CBD-based conceptualizations due to the historical decision-
making duties of the central business areas. However, the theoretical analysis was not
limited to central business-based approaches in this study. The special locational
dynamics of producer services were handled within a comprehensive framework due to
the global-, regional- and metropolitan-based dynamics of producer services in this era.
Therefore, urban and central growth-oriented and CBD-originated public and private
producer service functions, based a comprehensive analysis, have been produced and

used in this thesis.

Moreover, there is a special classification attempt in this study, the
metropolitan-urban-based locational dynamics of producer services, According
to the classifications of locational dynamics, there is a simple and grouped issue for
producer services. In other words, from the macroforms of cities to centripetal-centrifugal
forces, from accessibility-transportation facilities to uneven development, there is a new
analytic evaluation method in this study, from which the parameters can be used

furthering future studies.

In addition to this, this study strongly emphasizes that producer services should
not be evaluated only as private-based services. Different from existing studies,
this study suggests a classification framework which can be used before a deeper
evaluation of the subcategories of producer services. According to this framework,
producer services are initially separated into two main fields: public and private.
Similar to the Ankara case, public producer services can be important for other world
capitals or public sector economy-based cities. Secondly, both public and private
producer services can be analyzed within the service catchment fields and/or special
attributes. In this respect, although public producer services are handled in
governmental, semi- and non-governmental-based subcategories, private producer
services are analyzed mainly as being global or local in origin. In this manner, overseas
multinational companies, national groups of companies and national private businesses

and financial services are analyzed in depth within different databases.
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In summary, there is a diversified and specialized database within the analytic content of
this study. Thus, (re)classifications for better and deeper analysis, and (re)evaluations
based on both general urban and central growth and atomistic attributes have produced
a special synthesis for the locations of producer services. This type of special analytical
backbone has displayed significant convenience and openings for further analyses of
producer services. Furthermore, a morphological urban growth process is combined with
the locational distributions of each sub-category within the urban macroform. This
method makes comparative and comprehensive evaluations possible in an analysis of the
locational dynamics of producer services from historical, macroform-based and socio-

economic and socio-spatial dimensions.

6.2.2. Contentual Contributions

The contributions to existing content of this study will be handled in four main parts:
theoretical, global-regional agglomeration, center structure and producer service

dynamics.

6.2.2.1. Theory-Based

As stated in the previous chapters of study, the main question of study is whether the
deterritorialization process can be generated or universed? In other words, have
urban functions been locating independently from spatial conditions within each part of
the urban macroform in parallel to developments in communication technologies? It is
implied from this thesis that this type of suggestion or hypothesis cannot be
generated; this is the first contribution of this study. According to the findings of
this thesis, there is no deterritorialization process, even in producer services, which are
the urban function most adaptive to communication technologies. Urban functions have
appeared to have established new (inter)relations with the urban space in the
communication technology era, and spatial characteristics such as geography,
transportation, accessibility, macroform, consumer access, centripetal-centrifugal forces,
built-up quality etc. may still play vital roles in locational preferences. Due to the original
characteristics of each city, the spatial and socio-spatial conditions can be changed,
however space cannot be said to be the most passive element for locational preferences
within the urban macroform, as space-originated socio-spatial characteristics have a

determining role in locational preferences, although they have been changed or reshaped
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by communication technologies. Therefore, it can be said that there is a

reterritorialization process which may differ from city to city.

Within the reterritorialization process, special nodes of cities can gain in importance
and attractiveness according to new locational demands. Depending on legislative
subventions, accessibility, transportation and infrastructure, global communication
technologies, research & development and production access, quality of life parameters
etc., some nodes of a city can loom large within the urban macroform. In this respect, a
close proximity to transportation nodes and universities may provide advantages for
producer service relocation. Similar to this, it can be expected that attractiveness of
technopolises, which offer legislative tax advantages to companies in Turkey, will
increase. In this manner, locational preferences of producer service back offices
seem more related with subventions, land and office values, connection
capacities with both production and marketing by the way of the Internet and
the research & development capacity of the location nodes. For these reasons,
organized industrial zones, with combined production; technopolises, with tax breaks and
strong global connection capacities; and the edge parts of cities, which have relatively
low land costs and space for large offices can be expected to gain in importance for the
back offices of producer service. In addition, it can be commented that high income
residents and well built-up zones are still significantly attractive for central business

activities, as explained in the Concentric Zones Hypothesis.

It is clear that although an Internet-based global connection capacity is extremely
important for producer services, transportation facilities and highly-accessible
nodes are still indispensable for producer services; this can be said even of the edgeless
city cases in the West. Different from the classical accessibility approach, there is a new
type of accessibility which combined with remote/relative connection facilities, indirect
relation possibilities and expanded more large area than central core. With the more
developed transportation and accessibility, the locational potential of producer services
has become diversified and enlarged within the urban space. Therefore, even though
there is a new relation between space and infrastructure for service units, it
can be commented that transportation and accessibility-based urban ecology

theories are still valid from this perspective.

Similar to this, classical locational explanations can be recommented within this
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technological revolution era. An invasion-succession process can be confirmed with
producer service locations. High-income residential areas, well built-up environments,
unevenly developed squatter areas or the agricultural or semi-rural edge parts of cities
can be regenerated or transformed for producer service activities within the urban
growth process. This kind of market mechanism-originated regeneration can be explained
with the invasion-succession movements of urban functions. Moreover, within such
regenerations, unevenly developed zones are of vital importance for both new locational
demands and urban socio-spatial systems. In market mechanisms, there is pressure on
unevenly developed zones to regenerate. Neglecting the social structures of unevenly
developed zones, urban regeneration projects, which combine office, trade and
residential units, can be produced with a heavy hand. This process can be explained
according to evaluated location theory-based explanations, the uneven
development theory and the dominance-gradient, integration-segregation

principles of urban ecology approaches.

Although there is an evolution on the Concentration-Dispersion patterns of central
business, and especially producer service functions, locational preferences can be still
explained with this pattern. In parallel to the centripetal-centrifugal forces and
transportation facilities, there is a strong dispersion tendency on all urban functions.
Within service function movements, this tendency can best be observed on consumer
services which have dispersed within residential zones. On the other hand, producer
services have undergone both concentration and dispersion tendencies, even
in same subcategory activities. This assumes that both concentration/centralization
and deconcentration/decentralization can coexist at the same time, even in the same
service activity. In other words, although some producer services have become dispersed
or even sprawled on the urban macroforms, some producer services have specialized and
diversified within the central business core, or at its fringe at the same time.
Furthermore, even though some business functions have appeared to have decentralized
to the outer parts or edge nodes of the cities, other similar business activities have
preferred to relocate to the central business core. It can be said that there is a
combination and interrelation within the concentration and dispersion

patterns for producer services, even in strong dispersion tendencies.

Another important contribution of this study is that even in the most dispersed cases

it can be observed that there can also be concentrations. In other words, when
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producer services begin dispersing from the central core to the periphery, there are small
concentration tendencies or scale-agglomeration economy searchings within this
dispersion. Therefore, it can be commented that “dispersed concentrations” at
special nodes are possible for producer service activities. In other words, within the
dispersion process there can be observed new smaller concentrations, or new scale
economies rather than a random sprawl. In this manner, some urban nodes may gain
attractiveness for producer services depending on socio-spatial and socio-economic

conditions.

On the other hand, different from Western cases, “edge” or “edgeless cities”
may not be evident as a new type of urban pattern of each city. In other words,
although within the dispersion tendency some cases can produce edge and/or edgeless
cities, other cases can produce fringe-based decentralizations or dispersed concentrations
or, contrary to this, new concentrations at the central core. All of these locations depend
on the originalities and socio-spatial conditions of each city. Therefore,
deterritorialization or edgeless city-based theoretical explanations should not

be generated or universed for each city.

6.2.2.2. Global-Regional Producer Service Agglomeration Based

According to this study, producer service locations should be analyzed according to the
global and regional agglomeration and locational preferences of producer services. As
mentioned in previous chapters and summarized within the implications section of this
chapter, the producer service locations in Ankara can only be analyzed through a
comparison of other cities, especially Istanbul. If the implications of this thesis are
analyzed, it can be observed that the “equilibrium” between Ankara and Istanbul in
economic activities has been distorted since the 1980s. Since 1985 in particular, private
producer service activities started to concentrate around Istanbul due to governmental
policies and the market mechanism conditions of a liberal economic system. In this
respect, there has been a relative decline, or at least a significant stabilization,
in the producer service locations of Ankara since the 1980s. It can be said that
this relative deconcentration of Ankara has occurred not only from the center to the
periphery, but also from the center to the relatively bigger center of Istanbul. This
Istanbul-oriented concentration within the “peripheralization period” of producer service

functions seems to have had a negative affect on the urban economies of Ankara. At the
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same time, this new Istanbul-oriented concentration of producer services may illustrate
the space relations of the new locational preferences in a global-regional manner. The
new global and world city-oriented locational agglomerations of producer services can be
seen clearly in world metropolitan cities such as New York, London and Tokyo.

The attractiveness of Ankara to new national and international producer services has not
increased significantly, regardless of the socio-economic, socio-spatial and quality of life-
based advantages of the city. There is a weakness in the industrial-based economic
accumulation of Ankara within its historical growth perspective. If these two implications
are taken together, it can be said that the urban economy of Ankara has serious
fragilities in its service concentrations. Contrary to this weakness, Ankara can
provide significant advantages to producer services. As mentioned previously, the quality
of life parameters, transport accessibility and infrastructure, the well-educated
population, and the university and technopolis-based production capacities of Ankara
have attracted producer services. However, it can be added that there has been
limited awareness of this comparative decline and the advantages of Ankara

at the levels of both central and local government in recent times.

6.2.2.3. Center Structure-Based

The first contribution of this thesis within central structures of Ankara is that there is a
dispersion tendency parallel to residential dispersion, especially of producer services. If
producer service locations are analyzed from the perspective of urban growth, it can be
commented that in parallel to the decline of business services in Ulus, there is a
strong threat to the Kizilay core. Although the Kizilay core still constitutes the most
concentrated producer service node for Ankara, there is a strong producer service
relocation tendency to the southern fringe of Kizilay and to new special nodes.
It can be seen that Kavaklidere, and especially the Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa fringes,
have totally appeared to more business service activities than Kizilay core. Although these
activities have expanded over a much larger area, and have combined with the middle-
and high-income residents, it can be said that a large number of business services have
relocated to the outer parts of Kizilay due to centrifugal forces. In other words, it can be
said that the Kizilay core is at the starting point of the declining process, although it is

still the main concentration node for overall services.

The main support for the claim that Kizilay-based decline claim of this study comes from
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public and private producer service location tendencies to the southern parts of Kizilay,
and even new nodes such as Turan Giines, Balgat, Ovecler, S6§iitdzii, Cayyolu-Bilkent
and the technopolises. It can be said that the Kizilay core has activated well, with a
combination of consumer services, including education (especially courses), health
(especially private hospitals), non-governmental and semi-governmental organizations
(chambers, associations, foundations), travel insurance companies and a number of
communication-based producer services. Other crucial financial and business
services seem to have relocated to the outer parts of the Kizilay core. In
particular, foreign investments, joint stock companies, construction, real
estate investment, consultancy, contracting-based financial and business
activities and national groups of companies have shown a strong dispersal
tendency from Kizilay to new nodes. For this reason, although Kizilay can be said to
be Ankara’s most concentrated core, if the locational dynamics of producer services are
addressed from an urban growth perspective, it can be clearly observed that Kizilay has

faced a severe declining tendency, similar that of the Ulus core, in the last three decades.

The second contribution of center structures of Ankara is that, there are two main
locational patterns for the CBD for Ankara, being: “concentric diffusion” and
“dispersed concentration”. It can be mentioned that, in parallel to the background of
urban growth, central business activities still follow high-income residents or well built-up
environments. Thus, Kizilay-originated producer services have fringed within the
Kavaklidere, Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa residential areas. This tendency would appear
to have created a limited secondarial business concentration, especially along the
Cankaya-Cinnah Avenue backbone. If spatial patterns of the Kizilay-Cankaya-
Gaziosmanpasa fringes are analyzed, it can be said that there is a spatial continuity that
extends from Sihhiye-Yenisehir to Cankaya-Gaziosmanpasa in terms of central business
activities. Therefore, this dispersion from Kizilay to the outer zones cannot be called a
“newly-centered concentration”, but rather “concentric diffusion” around Kizilay and

its southern fringe.

In addition to this, some of producer services appear to have (re)located away from the
Kizilay CBD and its southern fringe. In this manner, there are new smaller but more
dispersed concentrations of producer services at Bahgelievler, Balgat, S6giitdzii, Ovegler,
Turan Gilines and Cayyolu-Bilkent. Even with this dispersion tendency, new types of

concentration patterns can be observed in Ankara. If the spatial distributions of
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these new nodes within the urban macroform are analyzed in depth, it can be
concluded that they generally concentrate around the central business core.
However, there is no spatial-functional continuity between the central core and the new
nodes. Owing to the existence of geographical or functional thresholds, such as valleys, a
Military School, extensive public institutions etc., these new nodes cannot be called
concentric diffusion or ring expansion. There is a jumping from the central core to
thresholds. If this jumping tendency and the smaller but more dispersed concentration
patterns are analyzed together, it can be said that there exist “dispersed
concentrations” in the central structures of Ankara. This can be called an original

space-based relation for the producer services in Ankara, or reterritorialization.

In this manner, the Cayyolu-Bilkent concentrations differ from other nodes in terms of
their distances from then core and the relative urban functions. In this respect, while the
other nodes are approximately 6-8 km from the central core, the Cayyolu-Bilkent districts
are approximately 16-20 km away. Even though the concentrations of producer services
are much more limited than in other cores, this type of jumpings have brought about
new center or edge city potentials, resulting from planning decisions and urban

growth processes.

If the new locational preferences of producer services are analyzed, it can be observed
that direct transportation infrastructure and high accessibility to both the
central core and the outer zones of the city are vital elements in the attractiveness of
an area. Furthermore, the proximity of related services within the urban macroform can
also play crucial role for new locations. In this respect, Eskisehir Road, which is
dominated by public institutions and ministries; and the Balgat-Sogitdzi districts, where

political party centers have been built, can be given as examples of this tendency.

Another important contribution provided by this study is that central business
activities can be preferred to combine residential zones in the Ankara case. If
there has been purification from residents within central business activities have lived,
these zones can face a serious decline; Ulus and the northwestern part of Yenisehir
provide a dramatic example of this. In this manner, especially middle- and high-income
resident combinations and well built-up environments are significantly attractive for

prestige producer service locations.
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On the other hand, there is also a trend of limited sprawl among producer
services, with home offices or within consumer services, depending on
communication technologies and sub-center agglomerations. Although this sprawl
tendency can be of great importance for producer service locations and center structures,
this type of sprawl, which can occur in all parts of city, is not evident in Ankara. For this
reason, home office-based, residential zone-originated producer service locations may be
neglected in the Ankara case. In other words, the center structure of Ankara is still to be

conceptualized within the “centrist theory” concept.

An overall evaluation of the central structure of Ankara can define it as a “two
fragmented, fringed and limitedly-dispersed on special nodes” central structure
within the urban macroform. Although there are two fragmentations, i.e. Ulus and Kizilay,
the producer service locations of Kizilay are much more dominant than those of Ulus. In
other words, within this fragmentation, Ulus seems to have become more specialized and
diversified in consumer services rather than business activities, and within a more limited
area, than Kizilay. On the other hand, Kizilay, which can be defined as a main core, has a
strong fringe tendency in its southern parts. As mentioned previously, this type of fringe
based peripheralization can cause threats of decline to the Kizilay core, which is not as
specialized or diversified in consumer services when compared with the Ulus center. In
addition, even though there is a dispersal tendency for producer services, this cannot be
defined as a secondarial CBD concentration. These types of dispersed concentrations,
combined with residents within a larger area, have included different types of producer
service activities, although limited when compared with the central core. This dispersion
tendency can be expected to continue within the residential-based sprawl in Ankara,

depending on dispersion and private car ownership-based urban growth.

Locations of central functions and central business structure of Ankara illustrate that
although over 2 million people living in northwestern, north and northeastern backbones
of Ankara i.e. Yenimahalle, Kecidren, Altindag, Mamak, decision making functions and
most of the central business activities have appeared to locate only southwestern
corridors or south fringe enlargements. This is also very crucial spatial organization
attribute of Ankara. In addition to these, if urban macroform of Ankara deeply observed,
it may be analyzed that geomorphologic and urban functions based thresholds i.e. METU,
Atatiirk Farm (AOC), appeared to limit the urban and central growth of Ankara in only

western and southwestern backbones. For this reason, main core of Ankara i.e. Kizilay
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and Kavaklidere may be rebuilt as a real central business district of Capital Ankara as in

reason of preserving cultural and social heritage.

6.2.2.4. Producer Service Dynamics-Based

The existing theoretical frameworks of producer services can be defined as limited
evaluations of the overall locational dynamics. Most case studies into producer service
locations have been limited to the behavioral dynamics of companies or have been
morphology-based. Different from these types of limited evaluations, as mentioned in the
methodological contributions chapter, a comprehensive evaluation of locational dynamics
of producer services has been attempted. In this regard, in this era of advanced
communications, producer service locations should be analyzed as much possible in
broad terms, including worldwide attractions and movements of producer services.
Furthermore, the global- and regional-based implications of producer services should be
evaluated taking metropolitan scale issues into account, which are tried to define
generally. Finally, neighborhood-building scale dynamics can be combined with these two

main evaluation fields.

While most of the earlier studies into producer services have been based on private
producer service locations, this thesis offers special classifications can be conceptualized
that public and private producer services-based. Although each city has different
specializations and originalities, the evaluation model of locational dynamics of producer

services can be used within a special adaptations.

According to these comprehensive parameters of locational dynamics in producer
services, there are different motivations and determinations in each of the sub-categories
of producer services. Even though public-based producer services have appeared
to locate within planning decision mechanisms, there can be crucial
differentiations within public producer services. Governmental producer service
locations have mainly been shaped upon central government-based policies in the Ankara
case. In particular, Istanbul-oriented locational preferences of the central governments
seem to have been carried out with relative stability on the urban economics of Ankara. A
limited awareness of, and reaction to, this movement from Ankara to Istanbul, especially
at the local government level, can be said to have been one of the reasons for this

stabilization.
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Semi-governmental public producer services have tended to locate around the
Kizilay core. It can be commented that, this concentration tendency have occurred one
of he strongness of Kizilay core. Contrary to this concentration tendency, there has been
a limited but significant dispersion among the semi-governmental producer services. The
Trade Chamber of Ankara is the most important example of this tendency. In addition to
this, similar to big scale joint stock companies, relatively bigger scale political parties

have appeared to decentralized on Eskisehir-Konya Road routes.

Non-governmental organizations have also fully concentration tendency on
the Kizilay core and on its southern fringes. If small neighborhood-scale
associations neglected, it can be said that non-governmental organizations have quite

similar locational dynamics as the general center structure of Ankara.

Private producer service locations have extremely different dynamics within
each of their sub-categories. Different from people concentration movements based
locations of consumer services, producer services can be both concentrated within the
central core and dispersed around the urban macroform, even in the same sub-
categories of companies. If private producer services are classified according to their
origins and catchment areas, it can be said that relatively larger capital companies
and global originated or having global based catchment based private
producer services have significantly moved from Kizilay core. In this respect, this
new location tendency has not only produced new concentrations within a larger

dispersion area, but has also decreased the attractiveness of the Kizilay core.

Accessibility is one of the main determining factors for all producer service locations in
this era. The “New accessibility”, which includes relative/remote connection potentials
and rapid transportation and connection infrastructures, can create special nodes or
dispersions within the urban macroform. Dispersal concentrations based on strong
transportation facilities illustrate that “being close and far from the CBD and outer zones
of cities at the same time” is a vital principle behind locational preferences. In this
respect, Turan Gilnes, and the Eskisehir-Konya Road intersections are significantly

attractive for dispersions in Ankara.

It can be said that globally- or regionally-interrelated companies are less

dependent on the central core than local companies because of the differences
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in their connectivity and accessibility requirements. Furthermore, central core
originated branch necessities of foreign companies are seriously changed because of their
communication technology-based connection possibilities. Therefore, industrial or
wholesale-based zones can be attractive for producer service company
branches. This new tendency can be explained by the reterritorialization
process, based on the closeness of production supply. On the other hand, some
private producer services still have a need for direct connections to their customers.
Face-to-face relations are still important for producer services, especially in
real estate, public relations, and insurance and consultancy-based business
activities. For this reason, some of these enterprises can relocate to the central
business core or its fringes, while some may prefer new nodes, sub-centers or highly
accessible parts of the cities. This can also be explained by the reterritorialization process

on urban space.

Locally-originated private producer services have been analyzed in depth within the sub-
categories of classification of the Trade Chambers of Ankara. It can be said that each
sub-category of producer services has a different locational preference. Although joint
stock business companies have tended to locate in the Cankaya and Gaziosmanpasa
districts, other financial units have a concentration tendency within the Kizilay core, and
secondarial cores in Cankaya and Ulus. Contrary to this, the dispersion tendency in
financial services has been limited to currency exchange offices and bank branches. The
attraction of financial services to the areas of Balgat, Ovecler and S6§iitézii is based on

other business service concentrations and population densities.

It can be noted that there are different concentrations, specializations and
dispersions within the Kizilay core and on its southern fringe. Although the
northeastern part of Kizilay, known as Yenisehir, is home to significant medical apparatus
import-export companies, the northwestern part of the Kizilay core, known as Sihhiye-
Strazburg, has a large number of solicitors’ offices. These specializations located to the
north of the Kizilay core are related to consumer access and service supply proximity; in
other words, close to the court and hospital areas. On the other hand, there has also
been a dispersion tendency in both business services. While new and complicated group
Law Companies have tended to relocate around Cinnah Avenue, some medical services
have tended to relocate around Mebusevleri, and the Gaziosmanpasa-Ugur Mumcu-Koza

Streets. In summary, it can be said that concentration-dispersion patterns can be
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observed within some of the sub-categories of producer services.

Other business service locations have also taken on different locational patterns within
the urban macroform. Most of the business services have tended to locate to southern
fringe based peripheralization from Kizilay. The Cankaya-Cinnah Avenue and Kavaklidere-
Tunali Hilmi Street corridor has large business service locations. In particular, special
technical services and project-based offices have tended to locate around Cinnah Avenue.
A number of construction-contractor-consultancy-based business services, which can be
defined as one of the main characteristic functions of producer services in Ankara, have
located around the Cankaya-Gaziosmanpasa fringes, while others have (re)located
around the S6giitdzi, Balgat, Ovegler, Mebusevleri and Turan Giines nodes. It can be
said that the establishment of public institutions and political party offices at the
Eskisehir-Konya Road junction is evidence of this locational preference. Although
neighborhood-based real estate services have seriously dispersed within the consumer
service-based subcenters, relatively larger scale real estate investment companies follow
similar locational preferences to the construction-contracting-based companies. In this
respect, the Beytepe, Cayyolu and Bilkent districts have significant potential as new
producer service locations, while some business services can locate in the technopolises

and industrial zones.

Different from the front offices, providing face-to-face relations, back offices have much
more flexibility in their locational preferences within the urban macroform. In this
manner, web-based services, telemarketing centers, industrial-web, graphic design and
advertising services can locate within industrial-wholesale nodes, technopolises, in well
built-up residential zones, in business units of shopping malls etc. In this respect, the
Cayyolu-Bilkent, Bahgelievler residential zones, KazimKarabekir, Ostim and Siteler
industrial-based working nodes can be attractive for the back offices of private producer

services.

In summary, each sub-category in producer services has a complex and different
locational dynamic. Furthermore, each city has specialized and diversified aspects that
are strongly related to its locational attributes. For this reason, any deterritorialization-

based generalizations and theoretical efforts may have serious weaknesses.
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6.3. What Should be Done?

Although it was not the main issue of this thesis to discuss possible suggestions to central
structures of Ankara, a brief discussion will be made on producer service agglomerations
within Ankara, in its region and the world system, and also producer service expansions

within the urban macroform. Global-regional based suggestions include:

« The respective advantages of the producer service locations in Ankara, as
indicated in previous chapters, should be developed effectively in order to attract

new producer services.

e In order to create a balance between Ankara and Istanbul in terms of economic
concentrations, the relocation of producer services out of Ankara should be

controlled, for which central and local government-based policies are necessary.

* New attractiveness and locational causalities should be created within Ankara to
stop the decline and instability in Ankara, when compared with Istanbul. In this
manner, it will be started with international important event organizations at

least candidates.

+ Local awareness of the shrinkage in attractiveness for production-based
investments, especially in the administrative and city government should be

increased systematically.

e« The technological and knowledge production capacity of Ankara, with its
technopolises, universities, public institutions and research & development units,

should be used to create a specialized producer service city in Ankara.

To control center structures and dispersion originated problems:

» Central structures and producer service locations should be determined within
macro scale planning studies, combined with transportation, green systems and
population-building densities. In this respect, labor-resident relations and
balances, density patterns and urban growth processes are of vital importance

for new central business locations.

+ The most important problem for the central structure of Ankara is that there is a
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threat of decline at the Kizilay core. Therefore, a “Central Master Plan” should
immediately be produced, to include all the socio-spatial and socio-economic

dimensions of the urban and central structures of Ankara.

In parallel to the residential-based urban dispersion tendency, there is also a
producer service tendency in Ankara. New locations of producer services appear
to have been shaped according to market mechanisms and spontaneous
locations. Therefore, new locations can be create not only declining process for
central core but also uncontrolled and unevenly urban regenerations on squatter
zones or strong transportation corridors. For this reason, a pseudo planning

mechanism should be evolved.

Urban level locational preferences of producer services do not commented only
spontaneous and market mechanism based movements. There can be better
locations for producer services than spontaneous locations. Therefore location

dynamics of producer services can be steered with planning policies.

To stop the decline and increase the attractiveness of the central cores, special
projects, business development programs and internal organizational systems

should be produced within a harmonious master plan.

Urban economic growth of Ankara cannot be sustained with shopping mall
oriented consumer services. For this reason public, semi public and producer
service locations within Ankara should be strengthened from local and central

governments.

Unevenly developed squatter zones are of major importance and provide
potential for new producer service locations. However, there have been
uncontrolled and palliative urban regeneration projects on the squatter
zones that are generally neglecting the people who live in these areas.
Therefore, urban regeneration projects should be considered with all their effects

and socio-economic dimensions

Producer service locations should be combined with residential zones to provide

sustainability, spatial continuity and to solve security-based problems.

Centrifugal forces, especially transportation, car parks and negative accessibility-

230



based affects have significantly determined, or steered, new locational
preferences. Thus, the central zones should be rearranged according to
transportation and car park-based parameters and available building

technologies.

e The technopolises, universities and airport districts can be arranged specially for

new producer service locations within overall urban functions.

These suggestions can be developed and diversified in further studies of Ankara and

other cities.

6.4. Open Ends-Further Studies

This study focuses on the locational dynamics of producer services within their sub-
categories. There are implications that are based both on theory and on the case study.
In this regard, all of the basic implications, analyses and contributions can be used
and/or developed with further studies. In other words, this study opens up new
theoretical frontiers to a certain extent, and thus can be considered as a starting point for

other studies.

Firstly, the methodological model of producer services can be used for further studies.
According to one of the main implications of this study is that, special implications,
contributions of this study should not be generated. On the other hand, model attempt of
this study on the locational dynamics of producer services can be used and developed for

other studies.

Secondly, the theoretical contributions and implications can be developed or rediscussed
within further case study-based work. Thirdly, central structure-based analyses and
producer service locations based detailed implications; findings of this study on Ankara
may be used in further studies that are related with central structure-based special
studies of Ankara. In this manner, further studies can be observed structural and
functional transformations within urban growth process of Ankara. Using a similar
method and database, possible transformations and new locations may be analyzed
easily. In summary, it can be said that there are open ends or new openings for further

studies within the content, context and method of this study.
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Table A.1: Detailed Data Base of Semi-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF SEMI GOVERNMENTAL INSTITUTIONS ADRESS
[9] I IKSEL CAD KONUR SOK NO:
[TURK MUSAVIR MUHENDISLER VE MIMARLAR BIRUGI MMMB AAMET RASIM SORAK NO: 3572
KIYE MUTEAHITLER BIRLIGI (1 MB) AHMET MITHAT EFENDI SOK NO:=21 D:3
K H UGL KNO:21 D:3
KIYE NOTERLER BIRLIGI KIRI CAD NO:=1
KIYE BAROLAR BIRLGI LSOK NO:62/5
ANKARA BAKKALLAR VE BAYILER ODASI Tl
KA mmﬁm ODASL & (W3]
ORKIYE LAR KEFALET KOOPERAT IFLER] MERKEZ BIRLIGI / ESKOMB IYURT SOK NO:14 D2 |
KIYE CoMNAF VE SAMNA LARI KONFEDERASYONU (1] O:4
[TURKIYE LER FERDERASYONU ALA BULVARI DORITYOL APT NO:136 D:10
I_au. [TNOK] A KORLER DERMEG] GENEL MERKEZ] NO:=21
SANAYL CGDASIT
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. ANKAFRA TABIP ODAST

=
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k16714
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NO.51 D:12

SN ]
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0:56/13

po s )
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uLUS
KIZILAY
uLUS
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uLUS

BAKANLIKLAFR
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ceBect

KAVAKL IDERE
SIHHIYE

KAVAKLIDERE

KIZILAY

KIZILAY

KIZILAY
MALTEPE
MALTEPE

SIHHIYE
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Table A.1-Cont’d: Detailed Data Base of Semi-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF SEMI GOVERNMENTAL INSTITUTIONS ADRESS

URKIYE LIMAI CARA TAHMIL-TAHLIYE ISCILERI SENDIKASI / LIMAN-I

URKIYE MADEN, MADENI ES YA VE MAKINA SANAYIL 1SCILER] SENDIKAS RK MADEN-] STRASBURG CAD NO:/ D:34-5
AGAG,SUNT A,MOBIL MANTAR SANAYT TSCILERT SENDIRASI (OZ AGAG-15) BILAY SOK NO:23 D:3
0 ﬁlﬂﬂ!l[&'.‘ﬂlll!ﬂiﬁﬂ_l SCILER DIKAS BILAY SOK NO:23

REITE AGIR GANA HIZMET SEKTOR :-1' TSVERENL ERT SENDIRAS Al ALT SUA m%1
URK] ENEL HIZMETLER ISCILERI SENDIKAS L- O: 28
Turkiye Odalar ve borsalar Binigl ﬁ.ﬁﬂt Bulv. No.149 Bakaniklar

ANFIL SOK NO:
TURK KOO TZRIR CAD. FEVZI
urki ve Otomobilciler erasyonu T3 kmak Sk. No.5 Yeni:
HAK % SENDIKALART KONFEDERASYONLU (HAK-]. unus Cad. N:B? Kavaklidere
B i’
[TIMCILER BIRLI -
H -
|

¥ U-

ur dikalar Kon era nlar E
'etrol Kimya Lastik !%'Ien Sendikasi
'etrol Kimya | ve Maden T Kamu Emekg.sen

r@mmff%gn%mﬁmmm-g
U
RT ODAS] ANKARA SUBESI]

MBARLAR YOLU cm ﬂtﬁm

(&) E
HUAMUR SOK. NO:10 D:1

AFT %l 3

T
W.‘Nmz D:10

SOK. NO:4 D:1

ELANIK CAD. NO:19 D:1

S| . NO: f
Iﬁ?]ﬂﬁlﬁ SOKAK NO: 777

SIHHIYE
SIHHIYE
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TANDOGAN
TANDOGAN
ULUS
BAKANLIKLAR
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KIZILAY
KIZILAY
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KIZILAY

BAKANLIKLAR
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SIHHIYE
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SOGUTOZU
KIZILAY
BAKANLIKLAR
DEMIRTEPE
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
SIHHIYE
SIHHIYE
Y.AYRANCI
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
MALTEPE
KIZILAY
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Table A.2: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

I ADRESS

[Hatay Sk. No.6/27 Kizilay

KIZILAY

GMK Bulv. No.59f17 Maltepe

MALTEPE

Izmir 1 Cad. No.33/12 Kialay

KIZILAY

Cinnah Cad. Tirk Amerikan Dernedi Binas: 20/

CANKAYA

Selanik cad. no.

HLAT KULTUR VAKFL

KIZILAY

KIZILAY

HMET MUHIP-MUNIRE DIRANAS VAKFIL

CANKAYA

VASTIRMA GRUBU

BAHCELIEVLER

LMAN KADIN GRUBU

BAHCELIEVLER

NADOLU BASIN BIRLIGI DERNEGI]

TURAN GUNES

KIZILAY

Cad. No.194f3 Cankaya

Anadolu Besiktaghiar Wl
ANADOLU CAGD. ITIM VAKFL

CANKAYA

BULVARI TUBITAK APT NO:221

ANADOLU EGITIM KULTUR BILIM VAKFI

BAKANLIKLAR

BEY CAD GUNESLI APT NO:16 D:14

KIZILAY

KIZILAY

KIZILAY

ANADOLU ERENLER] KULTUR VE SANAT VAKFI/ERVAK - REIS MAH NECATIBEY CAD ANKARA ISHANI NO:8/101
ANADOLU FOLKLOR VAKFI YUKSEL CAD RUYAM ISMERKEZI NO:5 D:2
I-AJ ZCILER DERNEGI INKILAP SOK.NO:3/7

KIZILAY

A.OCEVLER 74.SOKAK NO:8/10

M
I_ANN)(]_.J KADINI KULTUR VE DAYANISMA DERNEGI
NADOLU KALKINMA VAKFI

OVECLER

ATATURK BULVART NO:121 D:181

KIZILAY

ANADOLU KULTURUNU KORUMA ARASTIRMA VAKFI

Anadolu Madencileri Dernedi

IﬂEI\EﬁE SOK ORKIDE APT NO:8 D:25
GMK:Bulv.Onur Ishani No.35

Anadolu Medeniyetlerini Aragtirma ve Tanmitma vakfi

|39.Sk. No.22 Bahgelievier

Anadolu Sadjlik we Arastirmalar Vakfi ASAYV

olu Sanat Tarihgileri Dernedji ASTAD

IM-tha_tEag Cad.No.66/5 Kmlay
Guzelyaka Mah.135.5k. No.26 Yenimahalle

ANADOLLU STRATEJIK ARASTIRMALAR VAKFI 6.CAD 78.SOK NO:15 D:9
Anadoly Turizm I%medlen’ Demedi ATID Konur Sk. No.57/1 Bakanhklar
ANKARA 100.YIL LIONS KULUBU FAPRAK SOK 31721

| ANKAR [TTEPE LEO KULUBU 4.50K NO:13/4

ANKARA ANITTEPE LIONS KULUBLI TUNALL HILMI CAD 3271
[ANKARA ATATURK ANADOLU LISES] MEZUNLARI DERNEGI/ARAL GMK BULVARI NO:53/5
|Ankara Aydinlar Ocadi Demedi Bestekar Sk. No.22/2 Cankaya

NICARA AYRANCI LEC KULUBU

SERPME EVLER 6.CAD NO:3/15

£

YRANC] LIONS KULUBL

NKARA KONUTKENT LIONS KULUBU

BLOK D:13

r4

RA BAHCELIEVLER LIONS KULUBU

TUNALL HILMI CAD 1

B —
NICAR A BASKENT LIONS KULUBU

KARA BEYSUKENT LIONS KULUBU

NKARA BILKENT LEO KULUBU

TURAN GUNES BULVARI 42.50K. NO:42/20
BOSNA HERSEK CAD 2017
CAMLIK SIT E-4 NO:39

NKARA BILKENT LICNS KULUBU

KENNEDY CAD 107/12

NKARA BIOLOGLAR DERNEGI

DR.MELIHA ELDEN SOK NO:<19/2

»l:rzm: 2 [EEEE

NKARA BOGAZICI LIONS KULUBU

GMK BULVARI NO:72/15

Ankara Diyabet Dernedi

|Ankara Caz Demedi Nenehatun cad. 72/5 GOP
ANKARA CEBEC] LIONS KULUBU
[ANKARA CANKAYA LIONS KULUBU
CAYYOLU LIONS KULUBU DEFNE SOK NO:4/9
ANKARA CEVRE KORUMA VAKF] MARMARA SOK NO:4/8
[ANICAR A COCUK D RI DERNEGI LUM SOK SAGLIK APT NO:76 D.1-2
ANKAR SESLI MUZIK DERNEGI SOK NO:5/3
[ANKARA CUKURCA LIONS KULUBU IS CAD BIRLIK APT NO:37/7
IANKARA DEMETEVLER LIONS KULUBU CINNAH CAD MNO:82/9
IANKARA DENIZLILER DERNEGI GENCLIK PLATFORMU SUMER 1 SOK. NO:1 KAT:3
ANKAR IKMEN LIONS KULUBL NECATIBEY CAD MO:88/16
Gazi Mustafa kemal Bulv.No.61/9 Kzilay

KIZILAY
MALTEPE
BAHCELIEVLER
KIZILAY
YENIMAHALLE
BAHCELIEVLER
KIZILAY
SEYRAN
ANITTEPE
TUNALI
MALTEPE
TUNALI
AYRANCE

GoP

CAYYOLU
TUNALI
TURAN GUNES
BAHCELIEVLER
100YIL
TUNALI
KIZILAY
MALTEPE

GopP

SEYRAN
CANKAYA
AYRANCE
CANKAYA
TUNALI

GOoP

AYRANCIE
CANKAYA
KIZILAY
KIZILAY

KIZILAY
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Table A.2-Cont’d: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ADRESS
ANKARA EGITIM DERNEGI TEVFIK FIKRET EGITIM VAKH BANKACI SOK NO:3/5-8
[ANKAR M EGITIM VAKFL BAYINDIR SOK NO:23 D:7
ANKARA ERYAMAN LIONS KULUBU MESA KORU SIT YASEMIN BLOK D:12
Al RA ESAT LIONS KULUBU BEYAZ GUL SIT B 133
Al RA ETLIK LEC KULUBU AZERBAYCAN CAD 5476
ANKARA ETLIK LIONS KULUBU RESIT GALIP CAD NO:2/4
ANKARA FOTOGRAF SANATCILART DERNEGT F.CAKMAK SOK GUL APT NO:14 D:12
Ankara Galatasarayllar Bidifi Dernedi zmir cad. No.19 Kizilay
ANKARA GAZIOSMANPASA LEO KULUBU 4.CAD NO:93/7
hvm GENC DENIZCILER BIRLIGI BARDACIK SOKAK NO:27/16
|ANKARA GENC ISADAMLARI DERNEGI TURKOCAGI CAD NO:24/B

Ankara Giyim Sanayiciler Dem

[irkocad Cad. MNo: 32/7 06520 Balgat

!

ANKARA HACETTEPE LIONS KULUBU

TURAN GUNES BULVART AKTURK 1.51T A BLOK NO:20

Ankara li Cankaya llgesi Muhtarlar Dern

Tunus Cad. No.1 Kavaklidere

ANKARA IL] CEVRE KORUMA VAKF]

WWZGARLL CAD IBRAHIM MUTEFERRIKA SOK NO:5 K:5

Ankara Ili Muhtarlar Dernedi

lsikdar Cad. No.25/3 Ulus

ANKARA TLKADIM LIONS KULUBU

TURAN GUNES BULVARI NO:39/1

ANKARA TN, TCl MUTEAHHITLER DERNEGI

ICKARABEKIR CAD CETINKAYA-ARAT ISHANI NC:93 D:73

Koza sk. No.142/15 GOP

HOSDERE CAD NO:25 D:7 YUKARI AYRANCI

1=[z

DR.MELIHA ELDEN SOK NO:67

KAR A
KARA KADIN PLATFORMU
KARA KADIN RESSAMLAR DERNEGI

ASAGI OVEGLER 70 SOK. NO:4/3

kara Kanarya Sevenler ve Yetistirenler Dern

{

Sakarya Mah.Bassehir sk.No.6/B Cebeci

Ankara Karadeniz Sanayic ve lsadamlan Dernedi Karanfil Sk. No.44/9 Kzilay

Ankara Kavakhdere Rotary Kulubd Biiklu Sk. No.17/2 kavakhdere

ANKARA KIZILAY LIONS KULUBU CEYHUN ATIF KANSU CAD <45.50K NO:19/4

IANKAR A KOCATEPE LIONS KULUBL) NECATIBEY CAD LALE SOK IZMIR APT 19/15
ANKARA KORU LIONS KULUBU SANCAK MAH 249.50K DOSTLAR APT 39/5

Ankara Kulubi i AK Bayindir Sk. No.17/2 Kizilay

ANKARA KUS G EM TOPLULUGU 100.YIL BLOKLARI 12 YILDIZ BLOK C KANAT NO:11
ANKARA KULTUR ARASTIRMA GENCLIK VE SPOR DERNEGI (AKAD) NECATIBEY CAD NO:66/8

Ankara Lions Kulubii Der i Guz Sk.Milli Kiitiiphane Evieri No.15/2 B2 Bik. A Ayranc
Ankara Lions Merkezi Ziya Ul Rahman Cad.No.17/3 Cankaya

Ankara Ozel Okullar Dernedi Yiice Koleji Ismet Eker Sk.No.5 PTT Yani Oran
Ankara Pr Turizm Rehberleri i ARED Goreme Sk. No.6/8 Kavaklidere

Ankara Sadir ve Dilsizler Demedi Necatibey cad.No.23/3 Cankaya

Ankara Sinema Demedi abay Kunanbay cad. No.20/13 Kavaklhiders

Ankara Sinema Kiiltiini Dernedi (ASKD) Tunah Hilmi Cad. 85/31 Kavakiidere ANKARA

[Ankara Ti |can Arag Sahlw ve S-:!E:rlen Vakfi

Riizgar sk. No.2 8502 Lius

Anl:ara

39.5k. No.22 Bahcgeliavier

[Ankara 1

Kumrular Sk. No.3 Yenisehir

Ankara

Mecatibey Cad.No.84/11

Ankara Umum Servis Araclan Id. Odass

Kazim Karabekir Cad. Devrez

Ankara Veremle Savas Dernedi

rum Mah.Dumlupinar Cad.Ecebat Sk.No.9/6 Cebeci

Ankara‘daki Mize Amach Tarihi BinalanSewvenlerDer

Cumhuriyet Bulv.No.22 Llus

Ankaralilar Vakfi

Sanayi Cad.No.58 Ulus

ANNE COCUK EGITIM VAKFI(ACEY) -ANI(ﬁRA SLIBESI

AHMET RASIM SOKAK NO:10/1

Necatibey Cad. No.45/B Yenigehir

Atatirk Kiiltiur Merk.2 nolu Alan Hipodrum

Atac Sk. No.66/1-2 Kzilay

Yiiksel Cad. No.8/9 Kizilay

Gokdelen Emek Isham 1311 K.13 Kmlay

Korkutreis Mah. Necatibey Cad. Yﬂllrmak Sk. No.8/7-9-10 Sihhiye

Cetin Bulv.5.Cad. No.25

Av ve Yaban Hayati I(cru ma Geligtirme ve Tanitma Valkfi

Kelebek Sk. No.26/7 GOP

Iﬂwmsxn Vakfi
ANDN DA CEMCT T RIS TET NED AECT

10 MAVIC RFEMCI T AWE CSOND SIT ARWADA MEDWEZT

KOCATEPE
KIZILAY
CAYYOLU
TUNALT
BAHCELIEVLER
GOP

KIZILAY
KIZILAY
TURAN GUNES
TUNALT
BALGAT
BALGAT
TURAN GUNES
BAKANLIKLAR

BAHCELIEVLER
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
ULus
CEBECI
ULusS
uLus
CANKAYA
KIZILAY
uLus
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
SIHHIYE
OVECLER
AYRANCI
GOP

(RTRR TS
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Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

ADRESS

Ayaz Tahir Turkistan 1dil Ural Vakh Anittepe Gulseren Sk. No.13/3 Maltepe |MALTEPE
Aydinhlar Eqitim Kultur we Dayanigma Dernedi Mithatpaga Cad.no.27/5 Kizilay IxiZziLAaY
Balahlar Kiltiir ve Yardimlagma Dernedi Izmir Cad. Ihiamur Sk. No.7/9 Kinlay |IZILAaY
Balkan Bans, Ozglirlikler ve Gelistirme Dernedi Anittepe Mah. GMK Bubv. Kiiftur Sk. MNo.1/1 MALTEPE
BANKA UZMANLARTI DERNEGI KARANFIL SOK. FENMEN AP. NO:19 D:& KIZILAY
Bankalar Yeminli Murakiplan Vakfi Biilten sk. No.50/4 Kavaklidere TUNALT
BASIN KONSEYT YUKSEK KURULL ANAFARTALAR CAD NO:70 uLus
Baskent Ekcnomisini Gelistirme Vakfi BEGEV 1.cad. no.77 K.4 Bahgelievier BAHCELIEVLER
Baskent Turizm Dernedi Gokdelen Emek Ishani No.95 1700-1710 Kmlay IKIZILAY
Batikent Zihinsel Engellileri Koruma Dernedi Alnteri Bulvan A Blok No.31 /23 Batikent |BATIKENT
Bayburt Kiiltiir ve Yardimlagma Dernedi Bawyindir Sk. No.22 2 Yeni i KIZILAY
Bayindir Safjlik ve Editim_Arastimna Vakfi BAYSEV Cijdem Mah.5.Cad. 362.5k.No.5 Karekusunlar 100YIL
BEDENSEL ENGELLILER GUCLENDIRME VAKFI KIZILIRMAK SOK. NO:13 D:4 KIZILAY
Behice Eren Cocuk ve Gendlik Merkezi Geligtirme Dernedi Strazburg Cad. No:43 Maltepe |MALTEPE
Belediye Caliganlan Dayanisma we Efitim VakBELVAK Hisarpark Cad. Firuzadja Sk.No.11/5 Ulus uLus
Beyaz Et Sanayicilen ve Damizhikalar Birlidi Cernedi Cetin Emeg Bulv.8.Cad.No.4f6 Ovegler Dikmen OVECLER
Beyaz Mokta Wakfi BNV Simon Bolivar Cad. No: 19/3 Cankaya 06450 ANKARA CANKAYA
BILGI EGITIM SOSYAL ARASTIRMALAR VAKFI SUMER-1 SOK. NO:12 D:9 |KIZILAY
BILIM VE KULTUR ARASTIRMA VAKFI KONUR SOK. NO:36/14 |xiZiLay
Bilimsel ve Teknik Arastirma Vakfi Ataturk Bulv. TUBITAK No.221 Cankaya |BAKANLIKLAR
Birlegik Altyap: Muteahhitleri Demedi Kirkpinar Sk. No.14/8 Cankaya jcanKaYA
BIRLESIK INSANLIK REALITESI DERNEG] (BIR-DER) STRAZBURG CAD. NO:18/14 |SIHHIYE
Birlesik Kafkasya Konseyi Dernedi KONSEY Senyuva Menc Sok. No: 44 BestepefAnkara BESTEPE
IBIRLESIK METAL-IS SENDIKAS] ANADOLU SUBESI IZMIR 2.CAD. NO:42/14 KIZILAY
Birlesik Tasimacilik liganlan Sendikas Mithatpasa cad. No.56/4 D.2 Cankaya KIZILAY
BIRLESMIS MILLETLER COCUKLARA YARDIM FONU TURKIYE MILLI KOMITESI (UNICEF) TUNALT HILMI CAD. NO:88f114 TUNALT
BIRLESMIS MILLE TURK DERNEGI ARJANTIN CAD. HALICI SOK. UCCAM AP. NO:8 D:1 GOP
Bitkisel Yal Sanayicileri Dernedi Ataturk Bulvan 23115 05680 Kavakhdere |BAKANLIKLAR
Bitlis Egitim we Tanitma Vakfi Selanik Cad.Camii Apt. No.17/13 Kl IKIZILAY
BIYOLOGLAR DERNEGI ANKARA SUBEST NECATIBEY CAD. YESILIRMAK SOK. MNO:8 D:9-10 MALTEPE |MALTEPE
Bor Kiiltiir ve Dayanisma Dernedi Selanik cad. No.20 kalabahk Ishani No.17 Kizilay |<1ZiLay
Bobrek Nakli ve Hemodiyaliz Hastalan Dernedi Atatirk Bulv. No.115/1 9 Bakanlikiar | BAKANLIKLAR
Bulgaristan Turklen Kiiltur ve Yardimlagma Dernedi Ataturk Bulv.No.147/27 Bakanlikiar |BAKANLIKLAR
Burdur lli ve lige.Tanitma Kalkindirma veYardim Der Yahm Sk. No.9/4 Kicukesat JTuNALT
Buyik Anadolu Gazeteciler Birlidi Udur Mumcu Cad. No.99/3 GOP |coP
Buyiik Anadolu Vakfi BAY 1.cad.No.77 K4 Bahcelievier. |BAHCELIEVLER
CENTER FOR COMMUNICATION PROGRAMS LIASON OFFICE ABIDIN DAVER SOK 7/5 CANKAYA
CONRAD ADENAUER VAKFL HOSDERE CAD AHMET RASIM SOK NO:27 D:5 CANKAYA
Cumbhuriyet Kadinlan Dernedi Genel Merkez Necatibey cad. No.27/15 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
CAGDAS GAZETECILER DERNEGI SELANIK CAD HUZLUIR APT NO:46 D:12 |KIZILAY
Q%dg Heykeltraglar Dernedi Hiirriyet Cad. No.181/9 Dikmen JoIKMEN
CAGDAS HUKUKCULAR DERNEGI NKILAP SOK INKILAP APT NO:5 D:6 |KIZILAY
CAGDAS HUKUKCULAR DERNEGI ANKARA SB KADIN KOMISYONU KONUR SOK . NO: 9f1 KIZILAY

Gl HUKUKCULAR DERNEGI KADIN KOMISYONU-ANKARA ILKIZ SOK. NO:18/3 SIHHIYE
CAGDAS KADIN GENCLIK WAKFI Bodjaz Sok. 5/8 06700 Gaziosman pasa GOP
Caddas Kadin ve Genclik Vakfi Tuziu Cayir Tip fak.Cad.No.243 Mamak | MAMAK
Cafidas Sanatlar Vakfi Beykoz Sk. No.5/9 Kavaklidere TUNALIT
Cafddas Toplum Platformu Dernedi Cehre Sk. No.11/8 GOP GOP

das Yagam Destekleme i Ankara Subesi Konur 2 Sokak 51/6 056640 Kizilay KIZILAY

Cadin llim Arastirma ve Yardimlasma Vakfi Tip Fak.Cad. No.123 /3 Abidinpasa | MAMAK

mlihemsgin-Hemsgin 23 we Kiiltur vakfi CAHEW Bayindir Sk. No.S50/2 Kilay |<1ZiLay
CANKAYA SORCPTIMIST KULUBU TURAN RES BULWVARI SAHINLER APT. NO:43/41 JTURAN GUNES
Cankinhlar Kultir ve Sﬁz&l Yardimlagma Vakfi GMK Bulv. No.32/6 Demi |MALTEPE
CAYYOLU BOLGESI AGACLANDIRMA DERNEGI (CABA) PLANLAMACILAR SITESI YONETIM BINASI NO:1 BEYSUKENT CAYYOLU
Cevre Editim Saflik ve Sosyal Yardimlasma Vakfi Mesrutivet Cad. Bayindir 2 Sk. No.59/6 Kizilay KIZILAY
Cevre Sadlidini Koruma Vakfi Nenehatun Cad.No.77/6 GOP
CEVRE VE DANISMANLIK VE MUHENDISLIK BIRLIGI DERNEGI{CEVBIR) REFIK BELENDIR SOK NO:46/6 GOP
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Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ADRESS
Cirak Editim wve Enel:im Vakdi 31fA Sk.No.5 Ostim AYRANCE
ifidem Efitim re ve Dayanisma i GCifdem Mah. 29.Cad.Muhtarik Karasi 06530 100YIL
Cocuk Hastalkian Aragtirma Vakfi CHAV HOSDERE CAD AHMET RASIM SOK NO:27 D:5 CANKAYA
Cocuk Istismanni ve IThmalini Onleme Demedi Mesrutiyet Cad.Hatay Sk.No.8 Osmanbey Ishani No.S Kzlay KIZILAY
Cocuk Sevenler Dernedi CSD Hiseyin Onat Sk.No.12/3 A Ayranc AYRANCE
m - Der Gmk Bulv. Fevzi Cakmak 1.5k. No.24/11 Demirtepe |MALTEPE
£ m_Yardiml 2 Dayamsma ve Kultur i GMK Bulv. Sehit Damis Tunagil Cad.No.14 Maitepe |MALTEPE
|Dafistanhlar Kiiltiir Demedi Cihan Sk. No.7/7 Sibhiye SIHHIYE
|Dagiticilar Kiiltir Yardimlagma Dernedi Ulus Mah. it Tedimen Kalmaz Cad. No.1 Altinda uLus
|Darende ligesi Yardimlasma Ve Kiiltiir Dernedi Necatibey Cad.No.34/6 Sihh iyve SIHHIYE
|Dayanigma i Karanfil Sk. No.5/57 Kzl KIZILAY
[Demir Celik Ureticilerd Demedi DCUD Cinnah cad. Alagam Sk. Cingilliadlu Ishani No.1/24 Cankaya CANKAYA
| Demir_Celik Vaidi Boncuk Sk. No.4-5f4 Kurtulus KURTULUS
EMIRYOLUNU SEVENLER DERNEGI TALA BULVARI GARI USTU NO:4 uLJs
DEMOKRASIDE BIRLIK VAKFL [ DE-VA ZIYA BEY CAD . 2. SOK. NO: 16 D: 1 |BALGAT
EMOKRATLAR KULUBU DERNEGI TUNIUS CAD. NO:6 KOPRULU HAN NO:4 BAKANLIKLAR.
IDENGE DOGA KORUMA VE ARASTIRMA DERNEGI KAFKAS SITESI 410. SOKAK NO:52 CAYYOLU CAYYOLU
[DENIZ FENERI YARDIMLASMA VE DAYANISMA DERNEGI-ANKARA SUBEST KLAR CAD. KARDESLER SOK. NC:5 PURSAKLAR
| Denizli Kiiltur ve Dayanisma Dernedi Mitha Cad.No.! 0 Kizil KIZILAY
| Develiler Kultur ve Yardimlagsma i ir cad. 13/6 Kzilay KIZILAY
IDEVLET DENETIM ELEMANLARI DERNEGI ZMIR CAD NECIPBEY APT KIZILAY
[DEVLET TIYATROLARI OPERA BALESI 1. LARI YARDIM MAKFI TUNALT HILM] CAD KOSEOGLLI APT. NO:72 D:1-2 TUNALIT
DIL DERN KONUR SOK. NO: 30D: 1 KIZILAY
Din Garevlileri Kiiltur Valkfi Necatibey Cad.No.56/10-12 Yenisehir KIZILAY
|Dis Malzemeleri Sanayi ve lsadamlan Dernedi Ziya Gokalp cad. Metrohan No.24/72 Yenisehir KIZILAY
| Dodia Arastimnalan, S an ve Kurtarma i DASK Yasam Kent Mah.760. Sk. Ankara Hekimler Sit. No.34 Cayyolu CAYYOLU
[ a_Dernedi Kenedy Cad. Boylu Apt. No.SO/19 Kavaklidere TUNALI
D GEZGINLERI DERNEGI KUCUKESAT AKAY CADDESI AKAY PASAIL NO:20/11 | BAKANLIKLAR
[Dodia Kiiltiini Dernedi Mithatpasa Cad. No.63 K8 Kinlay |KIZILAY
|Doda Tarihi Arasturnalan Dernedi P.K. 220 Bakan hikiar | BAKANLIKLAR
L 2 Ve Hayvan Severler Demedi ayindir Sk. No.58/1 Kilay KIZILAY
_%al Denge Ekolojik Yasam Uretim ve Tuketim Dernedji DDD Resat Nuri Sok.. 6/3 A. Ayranct AYRANCI
HAYAT] KORUMA DERN -ANKARA CFIST ANAFARTARLAR CAD. NO:17/3 uLus
al Hayat Koruma Geligtirme Vakfi Cankaya CANKAYA
D Y1 DUYANLAR DERNE HAS EMEK SANAY1 SITESI 22 CD 676 SK NO 19 OSTIM OSTIM
OKTOR MUSTAFA KEMAL GAVUZOGLU VE BEDRIYE GAVUZOGLU VAKFIL EBUZZIYA T.SOK. NO:10 D:1 |BALGAT
| Dostlar Dayanigma Mgi Ankara Sb. Atatiirk Bulv. No.105/714 Kizilay |KIZILAY
DUNYA DOSTLAR]I DERNEGI/ANKARA BAYINDIR SOK NO:45 D:9 |KIZILAY
EDEBIYATCGILAR DERNEGI OZWVEREN SOK. NO:3 D:8 |MALTEPE
EGITIM SAGLIK KURUMLARI YAPTIRMA VE YASATMA DERNEGI CAD CEVRE SOK CEVRE APT NO.20 D:4 |cankaYA
itim Valkfi Nenehatun Cad.No.77/4 GOP |coP
ITIM VE KALKINMA VAKFI (EKAV) NKILAP SOKAK NO 31 /9 KIZILAY |KIZILAY
Efitim Yayinalan Dernedi iyet Cad. No.1/15 Kzilay |KIZILAY
gitim—Bir GMK Bulv. it danis Tunagil Sk.No.3/13 Mal |MALTEPE
ITIMCILER BIRLIGI VAKFL BAYINDIR 1.SOK FAZIL BEY ISHANI NO:15 D:20 KIZILAY
Eklem Hastaliklan Tedavi Vakfi Budday Sk. No.6/27 Kavakiiders TUNALI
Ekoloji Kolektifi Tuna Cad. Sadlik sk. No.13/9 Kzilay KIZILAY
Ekolojik Aragtirmalar Demedi Olgunlar cad. No.36/10 Kocat: |BAKANLIKLAR
EKONOMIK VE SOSYAL ARASTIRMALAR MERKEZI (ESAM) ZIYABEY CAD 4.SOK YENIBINA ISHANI NO:10 D:12 |BALGAT
Ekonomik ve Sosyal Arastimmalar Vakfi ESAV Karanfil Sk. No.40/15 Kmzlay |KIZILAY
Ekonomistler Platformu Ankara Sb. Regat Muri Sk. No.90/2 Cankaya JcAnKaYA
Elazig Kiltur Demedqi GMK Bulvan MNo: 37/10 Demirtepe |MALTEPE
Elazifj Kultir ve Tanitma Vakfi Konur Sk. No.39/3 Klay KIZILAY
Elektrik Ureticileri Dernedi Nenehatun Cad. No.B1/1 Cankaya CANKAYA
ELEKTROMEKANIK SANAYICILER DERNEGI ATATURK BULMARI ATAYLRT ISHANI NO.160 D:57 BAKANLIKLAR
ELSA Avrups Geng Hukukcular i Ankars Cinnah Cad. Kulodlu sk. No.16/1 Cankaya CANKAYA
Emekci Kadinlar Bididi Generel Zeki Dofjan Mah. 3.Cad. 4212 Mamak JMAMAK
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Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

{ NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

Emekli Beden Ofretmenleri Dernedi

Emlek Ozanlan Kultiir Demedi EMOD

Enformasyon ve Dokumantasyon Hizmetler Vakfi

Ermenek I(ulturweYardlrnla a Dernedi

Ecki Oto Pargacilan

Eskise wMezunIanvel‘slu ehirden Yetisenler Vak

Eskigehirliler Yardimlagma Ve Dayanigma Dernedi

Ethos Kiltir ve Sanat Dernedi

ETIBANK TOPLULUGU YARDIM VAKFI

EvVLIYA CELEBI ORMAN KULTUR VE TANITMA VAKFI
EVRENSEL KARDESLIK VE BILGELIK DERNEGI / ANKARA

van Folklor Dernedi

Fas Dostluk we Kiltir Dernedi

Folklor Arastirmalan Kurumu Dernedi FAKD

FOTO MUHABIRLERI DERNEGI

Fotodraf Sanat Kurumu Dernedi

Friedrich Ebert Vakfi Ankara Ofisi

FRIEDRICH NEUMANN VAKFI

GAZILER KULTUR VE YARDIMLASMA VAKF] GAZILER VAKFI

Gelagek Kultuini ve Sanati Vakfi
Geng Anlayis ve Dedisim Dernedi

GENC DEMOKRATLAR VAKFI

Geng Engelliler Genclik ve 5 Kulubi Dern

Geng Liderler Der#l
GENC MUTESEBBISLER DERNEGI (JAYCEES)

Geng Ziraat Miihendislen Dernedi

Genclik isim_Kulubu

Genclik Federasyonu
: = .

GENCLIK SPOR VAKFL

Gercusliler Kiltur Kalkindirma ve Dayanigma Der.

Geriatri ve Geron ) Dern

i
GESI KALKINDIR MA YARDIMLASMA VAKFI

Gida lhtiyag Maddelen Ankara Toptanclan Der.

Giresunlular Kiiltiir ve Dayamsma Dernedi

Gorme Ozuru Evrensel Hukukgular

G EL SANATLARI DS‘I’E(LEME DE%I\EG[ SANART

Gubre Ureticilen Dern
Gl LZLER VE K SES[ZLER VAKFL
GUCSLIZLER YURDU DERNEGI

Haber Kameramanlan Dernedi

Giindem Cocuk: Cocuk Haklanm Tanitma, Yayqinlasurma, Uyqulama ve Uygulamalan Izieme Der

Haber Kameramanlan ve Televizyon Haberciler Der.

Haberal E§itim Vakfi HEV

HACETTEPE COCUK CERRAHISI DERNEGI

HACETTEPE COCUK SAGLIGI VE EGITIMI MEZUNLARI DERNEGT

HACETTEPELI YERBILIMCILER DERNEG

Hac Bayram-1 Veli Sosyal Hizmetlernve Kultir Vakfi

HACT BEKTAS-1 VFLI KUIL TUR VE TANITIM DERNEGI f ANKARA SB.

Hakyol Editim Yardimlagma we Dostluk Vakfi Ankara

Halk Bilimi Arsstirma ve Mizikle Anlatim Demedi

Halk Miizigi wve Oyunlan Arastirma Editim Genglik Dernedi Kulibu

Halk Oyunlan Turizm Dernadi HOY-TUR

HALK OZANLARI KULTUR DERNEGI f OZAN-DER

HALK SAGLIGI KURUMU DERNEG] / HASAK

Halkevieri Dernedi Ankara

|
Ilzrnir2 cad. No.55/14 Kmlay IKIZILAaY
Ilker1. Cad. No.136/2 Dikmen |DIKMEN
|7.cad. Kiiltiir Sitesi No.104 Batikent |BATIKENT
ISeIan ik Cad. No.53/4 Kialay IK1ZILAY
Yildiz Sanayi Sit.2.blk.No.24/8 Ostim losTiM
|GMK Bulv. No.59/1 8 Maltepe |MALTEPE
IMhhﬂE cad.No.16/30 Yenigehir IxiziLay
yaprak Sk. No.G/3 Kiiclikesat |SEYRAN
IZIY.ﬁ GOKALP CAD KOSE APT NO:22 D:30 IKIZILAY
TURAN GUNES BULVARI NO: 14/9 TURAN GUNES
|GMK BULVARI LEVENTLER APT NO:42 D:3 MALTEPE
SIHHIYE
TUNALI
KIZILAY
ALTINPARK
KIZILAY
Abidin Daver Sk. No.5/9 Cankaya CANKAYA
CANKAYA KUSKONDU SOK 7/8 CANKAYA
CJHAN SOKAK OZBEKCI APT. NO:39 D:15 SIHHIYE SIHHIYE
gL TUNALI
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
Atatirk Bulve. No.127/323 Bakanlikiar I|BAKANLIKLAR
Cewidlidere Cad. 10/2 Balgat BALGAT
TURAN EMEKSIZ SOKAK NO:5/6 CANKAYA
i0.30f1 Yenisehir KIZILAY
] SIHHIYE
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
TANDOGAN CAD. KULTUR SOK. NO:3 D:18/8 I|SINCAN
Izmir Cad. No.33 /4 Kzilay KIZILAY
Sk. Hatira Apt. No.3/23 Cankaya CANKAYA
Turgut Reis cad. Tuncer Sk. No. '4 Tand n TANDOGAN
TALATPASA BULVARI NO:154 D:11 CEBECI
GIMAT Toptanalar Sit.Tesisleri No.371/54 Gimat GIMAT
Adakale Sk. No.8/15 Yenisehir KIZILAY
KIZILAY
CANKAYA
BAKANLIKLAR
KECIOREN
ATAC SOKAK NO:63 KIZILAY
Incesu Cad. No: 10/3 if Ankara |KOLED
Izmir Cad. No.<2 /16 Yenigehir KIZILAY
Hanimeli Sk. No.24/16 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
Taskent cad. No.77 K.4 Bahcelievier BAHCELIEVLER
MlTHATPJgA CAD NO:14 D:9 KIZILAY
SR CAD KONUR SOK NO:29 D:5 KIZILAY
BSTEICAR SOK 80/7 TUNALI
Hiikiimet Cad.Hikimet han No.27 Ulus ULUS
SOKOLLLU MEHMET PASA CAD NO:116 PTT KARSIST DIKMEN
Strezburg Cad.No.28/30 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
Bayindir Sk. No.7f10 Yeni ir KIZILAY
¥ cad. Konur 2 Sk. No.51/10 Kizilay KIZILAY
Akay Cad.Mo.15/11Bakanliklar BAKANLIKLAR
ADAKALE SOK D:9 KIZILAY
SULEYMAN SIRRISAK SOK NO.12 D:5 SIHHIYE
IGMK Bulv. No.20/S Demirtepe IMALTEPE
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Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

Halkevieri i Genel Merkezi

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

ADRESS

Yiiksel cad. Konur Sk. No.8f9 Kizilay

HAYVAN SEVENLER DERNEGI / ANKARA

KIZILAY

AHMET MITHAT EFENDI SOK NO.37/5

Hayvanlan Koruma Demedi

CANKAYA

35.5k. no.10 Bahgelievier

Hekimler Birlii Vakfi HEKIM-BIR.

BAHCELIEVLER

Sakarya Mah. Bagsehir Sk. No.23 Cebeci

[HEMAR -G Dernedi

CEBECI

Mithatpasa Cad. 52f 7 Cankaya- Ankara

Hipertansiyon we Bobrek Hastalklan Dernedi

KIZILAY

De Gaulle cad. Gazi Unv. Tip Fak.K.2 Besevier

/LER

|Hizmet Vakfi

Nenehatun Cad.No.77/4 GOP

Hopalilar Kiiltiir ve Dayanigma Dernedi

GOP

Atac Sk. No.66f1 Cankaya

Hukukgular Birlidi Vakfi

KIZILAY

GMK Bulv. No.106/10 Maltepe

Hukuki Arastirmalar Demedi HU-DER

|MALTEPE

3| Cad.4.Sk.No.1 Balgat

Hukukun Efemenlifi Dernedi

|BALGAT

Necati Cad. No.25/2 Sihhi

Huzur Kaskleri Dernedi

|SIHHIYE

60.sk.No.72 Emek

|BAHCELIEVLER

Plevne Cad. No.30/A K.2 Akit Plaza Aktas Demirlibahge

Hur Sanayici ve Isadamian Dernedi
Hurriyetci Turk-Alman Dostluk Cemiyeti HURTURK

JMamax

Ozveren Sk. No.14/13 Demirtepe

Hisamettin Tugag Vakfi

|MALTEPE

TUBITAK Atatiirk Bulv. No.221 Kavakhdere

1#dir Kiiltir we Turizm Dernedi

| BAKANLIKLAR

MNecatibey Cad.No.44/13 Yenigehir

ligazhlar Yardimlagma we Dayamigma Demedi

KIZILAY

Kamnfil Sk. No.12/4 Kizilay

Inflam atuvar Bafirsak Hastaliklan Dernedi

KIZILAY

Bayindir Cad. No.17/7 Knlay

Istma Cihazlan we Basinch Kap Sanayiciler Der.

KIZILAY

Cewvat Dundar Cad. No.<2 Ostim

OSTIM

Izmir Cad. No.46/1 Keilay

I rtalilar Egit KulturSaghk Yardim.ve Dayan.Vak
LT.U YUKSEK MUHENDISLIGT BIRLIGI WAKFT

KIZILAY

BUKLUM SOK._LT.U BEVI NO:71

TUNALL

Ig Anadolu Sanayici ve damilan Dernekleri Federmasyonu (I IFED)

Jzaycadi cad. No.12 06370 Ostim

OSTIM

MENEKSE CAD. NO:20/12

ICISLER] BAKANLIG] MENSUGLARI ESLER]I DAYANISMA KULTUR EGITIM VAKFI
IHSAN DOGRAMACI VAKFL

KIZILAY

[Tiim ve Piyasa Arastirmalan Vakfi

BILKENT

L
S5.CAD. BILKENT UNIVERSITESI KUTUPHANE BINASI C KATI
1.Cad. S54'ler Apt. No.26/A Yenimahalle

YENIMAHALLE

Hogdere Cad.No.149/A Y.ayrana

AYRANCE

likodretim Ckullanina Yardim Vakfi ILKYAR
mranh Toplumsal Yardim.Kultur EfitimveSadlik Vak
NONU VAKFI

TUNALI

Bestekar Sk. No.30/20 Kavakhdere
SEHIT ERSAN CAD. PEMBE K SIT. B-2 BLOK D:1

[INSAN HAKLARI DERNEGI(IHD)

CANKAYA

TUNALT HILMI CAD. NO:1 0<d/4

TUNALI

Insan_Haklan Ve Mazlumlar Igin Dayanmisma i

Mithatpasa Cad. No: 21/14 Kzilay / ANKARA

Insanguciu we Ciskhk Efitimi Gelistirme Dernedi

KIZILAY

Gazi Mah.Cirakhik Editim Merkezi. Al m _Sanat Okulu Teknik Okullar

BESEVLER

12 cad. 33.Sk. ozelif Sit. 5.Blk. No.75-76 Demetevier

YENIMAHALLE

Do Gol Caddesi 5/2 TandoSan

Insanhia Hizmet Dernedi INHIZDER
nsan bk Gunes Vakfi

TANDOGAN

Bayindir Sk. No.23/7 Kzl

Ingaat Mihendisler Sosyal Yardimlagma Vakfi MYV
NTERNATIONAL LABOUR ORGANIZATION (ILO)

KIZILAY

ATATURK BULVARI 197

|BAKANLIKLAR

Tric Esitlik Gézlem Girisim Grubu IRIS

Yildizemer Mah. Gorkemn Sitesi 6. Blok D.25 Cankaya

lskilip Kiltur ve Tanitma Vakfi

CANKAYA

Esat cad. No.6<4f1 Kiigiikesat

Ist.YukTic we Mar.Unwv.lktve Idan BilimFakMenunDer

TUNALLI

Mithal Cad.Ticaretliler Saray1 No.16/A Yeni ir

Istatistik Mezunlan Dernedi

KIZILAY

Atatiirk Bulv. Emek isham No.95/901 Kizilay

Is Vakfi IV

KIZILAY

Fevzi Cakmak Cad.2:sk. No.<40/8 Demirtepe

lsci Saihd ve Is Guvenlidi Vakfi ISGUN

MALTEPE

Necatibey Cad.Lale Sk, No.3/19 Sihhiye

itme Engelli klar E§itim we Dayani

SIHHIYE

(ml::_eg Sk. 3. Vakif Ishani No.5/18 Lius
UGUIR MLIMCU CAD B8/6 B BLOK

Jeolojik Mirasi Koruma Demedi

Do Gol Cad. AUMFE ¥ Miihendislidi Bolumii F blok No.102 Tan

Junior Chamber Intemational JCI

Firuzada Sk. No.6/6 Ulus

|Kaan Ince Kiiltlir we Sanat Vakfi

an

Tokay Han No.5f16 Kzilay

KADER-GENEL MERKEZ

CEVRE SOKAK NO:29/2

KADIN DAYANISMA VAKF]

Sanayi Cad. 27726 UlusfAnkara

AKAY SOK. NO:15 D=2

Cayhane Sk. No.47/4 GOP

MESNEV] SOKAK NO:38

mahatma Gandi Sk. No.102/5 GOP

MESRUTIYET CAD. MESRUTIYET HAN NO:10/68

KADIN SIYASETCILER DERNEGI KASIDE

TAHRAN CAD. NO:23/2

KADIN TARTISMA GRUBL

KADIN SOSYAL HAYATI ARASTIRMA INCELEME DERNEGI

AKAY CAD. LALE AP. NO:S D:2

KONUR SOK. NO:13/3

KADININ INSAN HAKLARI BILGI BELGE MERKEZ]

ARJANTIN CAD. NO:22/10
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Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ADRESS
KADININ SOSYAL HAYATINI INCELEME VE ARA RMA DERNEGL DEDE KORKUT SOKAK NO:<4/2 GOP
KADINLAR KULTUR VE DAYANISMA BIRLIGI DERNEGI(KAD-BIR) SEZENLER SOKAK NO:12 /2 SIHHIYE
KADINLARI KORUMA VE DAYANISMA DERNEGI-GENEL MERKEZ SEDAT SIMAVI SOKAK DUNYA SITESI C BLOK NO:8/4 CANKAYA
Kafkachlar Kultur ve Dayanigma Dernedi Inkilap Sk. No.15/8 Kzilay KIZILAY
Kahramanmaraghlar E§itim Yardimlas.ve Dayanis.Vak Bayindir Sk. No.5f1 6 Kizilay KIZILAY
KALESERAMIK TIM VAKFL |I(ONYA YOLU KALESERAMIK NO:-82 D:1 OVECLER
Kamer Efitim Ofretim Dayanisma ve Yardimlasma Vak. Strazburg Cad.No.18/8 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
Kamu Arastirmalan Vakfi T Cad.Hatay Sk. No.6f16 Kizil KIZILAY
KAMU HIZMETLERT ARASTIRMA VAKFIL M.KEMAL MAH. E.SEHIR YOLU NO:54 |SOGUTOZU
Kamu [sletmedlifini Gelistirme Merkezi Vakfi Sadlik 1 Sk. No.53 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
Kaaos GL ] B MALTEPE
KARADENIZ'IN OZELLIKLERINI KORUMA DERNEGI T A.S. NO:2 GOP
KARAYOLLART VAKFL ETLIK
KARIKATUR VAKFL SEZENLER SOK. NO:9/11 SIHHIYE
RIKATURCULER DERNEGI UR SOKAK 31710 KIZILAY
Kars Ardahan ve [fdidilar Birliffi Dayanisma Platformu Cakmak 1 Sk. No.19/13 Kmilay KIZILAY
KAVAKLIDERE DAYANISMA VE GUZELLESTIRME DERNEGI BULTEN SOK. NO:2573 TUNALI
Kayseri lli Yardim Dernedi i Cad. no.34 Ahmetler SEYRAN
IOREN DOGA SEVENLER DERNEGI SEVKAT MAH. ERD N SOKAK NO:7S/A KECIOREN
IORENLI KADINLARIN SOSYAL YARDIMLASMA VE DAYANISMA DERNEGI YUNUS EMRE KULTUR MERKEZ KAT:1 NO:29 INCIRLE KECIOREN
KIBRIS TURK ARASTIRMA TANITMA DAYANISMA VAKFI GLVENLIK CAD. NO:22/10 AYRANCI
Kibns Turk Kalkinma Platformu Wi e Cad. Ahmet Rasim Sk. No.27 Cankaya CANKAYA
KIBRIS TURK KULTURU DERNEGI TUNA CAD. HALK SOK. KULTUR SIT. NO:17 D:2 CANKAYA
Kibns-Balkanlar-Avrasya Turk Edebiyatian Kurumu ti Cad. Hatay Sk. No.9/19 Cankaya CANKAYA
Kinm Turkler Kultur ve Yardimlagma Demedi I KILZILAY
KIRSAL CEVRE VE ORMANCILIK SORUNLARI ARASTIRMA DERNEGI TUNALI
KIRSAL VE KENTSEL GELISME VAKFI SIHHIYE
Kirgehir Ofrenim Gendlidine Yardim Dernedi KIZILAY
Kirsehir ve liceleri Dayamsma Kiiltir Dernedi GMK Bulv. No.117/2 Maitepe |MALTEPE
KIZ IZCILER] DERNEGI GENEL MERKEZ G.M.K. BULVARI NEYZEN TEVFIK SOK. GOZDE AP. NO:4 D:3 MALTEPE |MALTEPE
KIZ TEKNIK OGRETMENLER DERNEGI GAZ] MUSTAFA KEMAL BULVARI NO:1237 10 4.KAT IMALTEPE
KIZILAY (TURKIYE KIZILAY DERNEGI) ATACGUR SOK NO:32 MITHATPASA KIZILAY
Kilis Kultir Demedi SEYRAN
Konrad Adenauer Vakfi CANKAYA
KONRAD ADENAUER VAKFI TEMSILCILIGIT HOSDERE CAD. RESIM SOK. NO:27 D:5 CANKAYA
KONYA TIM, KULTUR VE SAGLIK VAKFI IZMIR2, CAD.nO.44/8 KIZILAY IKIZILAY
Konya-Eredliler Kiiltir ve Yardimlasma Demedi GMK Bulv. No.36/19 emi IMALTEPE
Koruma ve Restorasyon Uzmanlan Dernedi Menekse 2 ck. No.20/16 Kzilay IKIZILAY
Kok Sosyal ve Stratejik Arastrmalar Vakfi KOKSAWV Giilseren Sok. 13/9 06570 Maltepe / ANKARA IMALTEPE
Koksal Efitim Vaki KEWV |Koza Sk. No.43 GOP |cor
KORLERE ISIK VAKFI GLVENLIK CAD. ZEYNEP HAN NO:56 D:7 A.AYRANCI |AYRANCE
Odretmenleri ile Habe e ve Yardimlasma Der GMK Bulv. Onur Isham 7.K No.175 Kizilay IKIZILAY
Kuzey Tiirk-Rus Kiltir Dernedi Oran Mah. 10.Cad. 0.26/9 Cankaya TURAN GUNES
CULTUR SANAT WAKFI IICCRICIJT REYIS MAH. NECATIBEY CAD. ANKARA ISHANI NO:8/1 01 KIZILAY
Kultirel Aragthirmalar Vakfi Incesu cad. No.48/13 Seyranbadlan SEYRAN
KULTURLERARASI ARA RMA VE DOSTLUK VAKFI FIL SOK. HEVENK AP, NO:12 KIZILAY
KURESEL DENGE DERNEGI ZIYA GOKALP CAD. NO:17 D:1 KIZILAY
Kiutahya Yardimlagma Dernedi Necati Cad.No.19 50.Yil Ishani No.6 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
[LIBERAL DUSUNCE TOPLULUGU DERNEGI (LOT) G.M.K. BULVARI NO:108/ 17 JMaLTEPE
LIBERAL GENCLIK DERNEGI (LIGED} I§LK].IJM SOKAK NO:19/2 TUMNALL
Lila Kadin-Cocuk Dayanigma Dernedi Cavhane Sk. 38/3 Gaziosmanpasa GOP
MAGARA ARASTIRMALARI DERNEGI (MAD) HALK SOK NO: 9 BODRUM APT SAGLIK SIHHIYE
Mahalli [dareler Dernedi Cihan Sk. No.31/9 Cankaya SIHHIYE
Mahalli Idareler Kontrolorleri Dernedi lAkey cad. No.15/3 Kavaklidere I|BAKANLIKLAR
Mahalli Idarelere Hizmet Dernedi Hatay Sk. No. 8 Kzila KIZILAY
Maharishi Birlesik Alan Teknolojisi Dernedi Ank.Sb Abdullah Cevdet Sk. No.37/5 Cankaya CANKAYA
Makama Sanayicileri Dernedi MAK-SAN-DER ICinnah Cad. no.59/5 Cankaya CANKAYA
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MNAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ADRESS
Makedon Dastluk, Kiiltiir, San at ve Turizm Dernedi ani No.1/30 Sihhrye SIHHIYE
MALT MUSAVIRLER VE MUHASEBECILER BIRLIGI DERNEGI/ANKARA KIZILAY
MALIYE VE GUMRUK MEMURLARI KULTUR VE SANAT DERNEGI KIZILAY
Manisalilar Mesir ve Dayanisma Dernedi KIZILAY
Mardinliler Efitim ve Dayanisma Vakfi MAREV |BAKANLIKLAR
MARMARA UNIVERSITEST MEZUNLAR DERNEGI f GENEL MERKEZ KIZILAY
MAVI CORAP KADIN GRUBU KIZILAY
MAZLUMDER KIZILAY
Mehmet Akif Ersoy Fikir ve Sanat Vakfi KIZILAY
MEKSA MESLEKI EGITIM VE KUCUK SANAYTI DESTEKLEME VAKFI CANKAYA
Meliha Yilmaz Dodal Hayati Koruma Gelistimme Saflik Efitim ve Kiltur Vakfi Halit Ziya Sok. No:21f1 Cankaya CANKAYA
Memuriar Vakfi MEVA Izmir Cad. no.24/5 Kmlay KIZILAY
MERHUM NURGAN ARICAN VAKFI JATATURK BULVARI NO:221 BAKANLIKLAR
MESLEKI EGITIM VE KUCUK SANATLARI DESTEKLEME VAKFI USKLIP CAD. 24/9 CAMNKAYA
Mesudiye Gelistimne Vakfi MEGEV Men 1 Sk. No.5f13 Kzl KIZILAY
MILLI EGITIM VAKFI / MEV ZI¥YA GOKALP CAD DAMAR ARIKOGLU ISHANI NO:21/6 KIZILAY
MILLI GENCLIK VAKFI / ANKARA GAZI MUSTAFA KEMAL BULVARI ERCIYES APT NO:88 D:1-2 |MALTEPE
Mimarlar Dernedi MD Ergin Sk. No.24 Mebusevieri MEBUSEVLERI
Mobil lletisim Sistemleri ve Araclan lsadamlan Demedi Izmir cad. M Sk.Moda Ishani 126 Kzl KIZILAY
Motorlu Tasit Sturuciileri Kurslan Bididi Demedi |GMK Bulv. No.31/15 Kizilay KIZILAY
Mucitler ve Arastimm acilar Demedi i 17 Kizilay KIZILAY
Mudla Editim Cevre Koruma ve Dayanisma Vakfit MECEW . No.33/9 K lay KIZILAY
Mu ijla Kiiltiirel ve Sosyal Yardimlagma Demedi 7.Cad.Nol 3/Bbahceliavier |BAHCELIEVLER
MURADIYE GENCLIK VE SPOR KULUBU DERNEGI BAYINDIR SOK. NC:15/15 |kiziLaY
MURADIYE KULTUR VAKFI |KECIOREN
MUSTAKIL SANAYICI VE 1S ADAMLART DERNEGI, ANKARA SUBESI ANIT CAD ALGUR APT NO:10/11 |MALTEPE
Mutessebbis Gelisim Vakfi MESVAK IBaundan Sk. No.30/7 Kizlay |kIZiLAY
Miizik Sahne ve Gosteri Sanatcilan Dernedi Akay Cad. no.25/1 Kavaklidere | BAKANLIKLAR
Natoyolu Toplum Merkezi ISirint: Mahallesi 1. Cadde No:180 Natoyolu |Mamak
NEZIH DANYAL KARIKATUR VAKFI NECATIBEY CAD. SEZENLER SOK. SEZEN HAN NO:9 D:11 SIHHIYE SIHHIYE
NILUFER DAMALL E M KULTUR VE WAKFL HALIT ZIYA SOKAK NO:23/C Cankaya CANKAYA
NUKLEER TEHLIKEYE KARSI BARIS VE ICIN LIKCILAR DERNEGI (NUSE! NECATIBEY CAD. NO:27 D:11 KIZILAY
|Obez Hasta i Inonii Cad. No.173/2 Bahgelievier |BAHCELIEVLER
ODTU MEZUNLAR DERNEGI MERKEZ Vignelik Balgat 100YIL
ODTU Ofretim Elemanlan Demedi ODTU Gunesevi Cankaya oDTU
|ODTU SUALTI TOPLULUGU ODTU ESKISEHIR YOLU oDTU
OPERA VE BALE SANATINI GELISTIRME VAKFI ATATURK BULVARI NO:50 OPERA
Optik ve Ortometrik Meslek lsadam wve Sanayici Der. Atatirk Bulv, No.72 Nemutlu Isham No.23 K.6 Kizila KIZILAY
ORAN SEHR] CEVRE KORUMA DERNEG] TURAN GUNES
CRDU ILI KULTUR VE KALKINMA VAKFI LIBYA CAD. ORDUAPT. NO:11/1 D:1-2 AHMETLER SEYRAN
Organ Nakli Hasta.Dayamgma we | Yardim. Der. 3.Cad.17.5k.No.57f10 Bahgelievier |BAHCELIEVLER
Orman Cevre Editim Gonullileri Demedi ORCED Tunus Caddesi Noc 19/1 Kavakhdere | BAKANLIKLAR
Orman _Teknikerlen Vakfi Tuna Cad. No.5/9 Kizila KIZILAY
Ormanc Personelin Cocuklanim Okutma Vakfi Tuna Cad. Inkilap Sk. No.3/5 Cankaya KIZILAY
ORMANCILIK VE TABIATI KORUMA VAKFIT AND SOKAK NO:6 D:3 CANKAYA
ORTADOGU ARAMA KLUIRTARMA DAGCILIKVE D SPCRLARI DERN CAMNKAYA
|Ortadodiu Yanik ve Yangin Afetlen Dernedi BAHCELIEVLER
i cirf il i ievier |BAHCELIEVLER

ORTOPEDIK TIBBI MALZEME IMALATCILARI VE ITHALATCILARI DERNEGI ORDER DR. MEDIHA ELDEM SOKAK NO:33/8 KIZILAY
OSTIM SANAYICI VE ISADAMLARI DERNEGI (OSIAD) UZAY CAGI CAD. NO:12 OSTIM
Oto Galericileri we Bayileri Demedi Uskiip Cad. no.6/B-11 Cankaya CANKAYA
OZAN SUNGURLU BILIM EGITIM VE YARDIM VAKFL |2. CAD. TPAO GENEL MUDURLLI NO: 86 MUSTAFA KEMAL SOGUTOZU
OGRETILEBILIR COCUKLART KORUMA DERNEGI / OCKD IICLIYUYAZISI CAD KIVRIMLI SOK N:25 D:27 CANKAYA
OZBEKISTAN ULUSLAR ARASI ALTIN MARS VAKFI SEYRAN CAD NO:90/1 SEYRAN
OZEL DERSANELER BIRLIGI DERNEGI E OZ-DE-BIR GMK BLLVARI CIM APT NO:99 D:1 |MALTEPE

EL OKUL OGRENCI VELILERI DERNEGI YED STRAZBURG CAD NO:29/4 |SIHHIYE
Ozel Okul Ongesi Editim Kurumlan Demedi Odretmenler Cad. No.112/2 100.Yil Balgat IBALGAT
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NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ADRESS
Ozel Radyo ve Televizyon Yayinclan Demedi Biilten Sk. No.4/<4 Kavaklidere TUNALI
Oziidiiler Kiiltir ve Dauyanigma Demedi GMK Bulvan No.59/12 Demirtepe MALTEPE
Pazarllar Kiiltur we Dayanisma Dernedi Ziya Gokalp Cad. Inkilap Sk. No.25/5 Kmlay KIZILAY
Pediatrik ve Perinatal Pataloji Dernedi Ali Suani Sk. No.23/32 Maltepe |MALTEPE
Perinatoloji Endokrincloj Dernedi Mithatpasa Cad.No.49/8 Yenisehir |<1ziLay
Pir Sultan Abdal Kultur Dernedi Ankara Yeni ir Mah. Mith Cad. Su an S Sk. Nurdan Apt. No. KIZILAY
POLIFONIK KOROLAR DERNEGI 364.S0K NO:18 10. CADDE NO:3371 ERDEM CARSISI BATIKENT BATIKENT
RadE Televizyon Gazetecileri Dernedi RTGD Tunus Caddesi No: 48/8 06540 Kavakliders fANKARA BAKANLIKLAR
Rahmi Pehlivanh Plastik Sanat.Kiiltur ve Sanat Vak Abdullah Cevdet Sk. No.27/18 Cankaya CANKAYA
Rastgelebalikg Amator Olta Balikglan Dem: [ DER) Mithatpasa Caddesi No: 24134 Yeni ir-Kizil KIZILAY
REFIKA DAGLI ANKARA MEZARLIKLARINI KORUMA KOL. BAK. VE ONARMA VAK MESNEVI SOK NO:46f12 BURAK APT CANKAYA
Sadir ve Dilsizier Dernedi Necatibey Cad.No.23/3 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
Saflik Efitimcileri Demedi Atag 2 Sk. No.44/17 Kizil KIZILAY
&5 ik Geregleri Ureticileri we Temsilcileri Der. Mesrutiyet Cad. Hatay Sk. No.23/8 Kocatepe I|KIZILAY
SAGLIK VE SOSYAL YARDIMLASMA VAKFI MITHATPASA CAD SULEYMAN SOK GULGEC APT NO:12 D:5 SIHHIYE
Samsun [li Kultur Tanitma ve Yardim Vakfi Necatil Cad. no.13/4 Yen i KIZILAY
Sanat Editim Demedi SED Karanfil Sk. No.14f11 Kizilay KIZILAY
SEKRETERLER DAYANISMA DERNEGI TUNUS CAD. NO:57/2 BAKANLIKLAR
SEMA YAZAR GENCLIK VAKF]L (SEMAV) 2.CAD 11 0. SOK D:5 SANCAKLI MAH TURAN GUNES
SEVDA-CENAP AND MUZIK VAKFI TUNALT HILMI CAD NO:114 D:43 TUNALI
SIGINMACI VE GOCMENLERLE DAYANISMA DERNEGI TUNALT HILMI CAD 79/20 TUNALI
Sifinmaalar ve Gogmenlerle Dayanisma Dernedi (SGDD) Cinnah Cd. 27/7 Cankaya CANKAYA
Sirga Yasamlar Demedi Hasemek sanayi sitesi 676 sk.no:21/D Cstim-ANKARA QSTIM
|Sincan_Isitme Engelliler Dayanisma yi Atatiirk Mah. Meitem Sk. No.13/3 Sincan SINCAN
[SINCAN KADINLARI YARDIM DERNEGI AZIZIYE MAH. DEDEKORKUT SOK. NO:3/5 CANKAYA
ISINCAN SANAYICI VE ISADAMLARI DERNEGI TANDOGAN MAH BILLUR SOK NO:5/8 SINCAN
SINCAN'l GELISTIRME VE KALKINDIRMA VAKFI / SIGEV TANDOGAN MAH ZEKI UGUR CAD HUKUMET KONAGI SINCAN
Sokak Cocuklanm Koruma Demedi SOKAKDER Denizciler cad. 10720 Ulus ULUS
Sogyal Guvenlik ve Editim Vakfi SOGEV Necatibey Cad.No.27/8 Sihhiye SIHHIYE
Sogyal Hizmetler Arastirma Bel e ve Editme Vakfi Atac Sk. No.33f23 Yenisehir IKIZILAY
SOSYAL HIZMETLER UZMANLARI DERNEGI IZMIR CAD ELGUN SOK PINAR APT NO:13 D:6 |KiZziLAY
SOSYOLON] DERNEGI MARASAL FEVZ]I CAKMAK CAD. NO:9/7 |KIZILAaY
SP1 klar Demedi Sehit Adem Yavuz Sk. No.16/19 Kmilay IKIZILAY
Stratejik Arastirmalar Vakfi SAV 3.sk. No.26/3 Balgat |BALGAT
Sualti Aragtirmalan Dernedi 4.Cad.Na.94/5 Emek |EMEK
Su ri Kultur ve Dayanisma Dernedi Bayindir Sk. No.7/9 Kalay |KIZILAY
Siirdiirilebilir Kirsal ve Kentsel Kalkinma Dernedi Cetin Emeg Bulv. 5.cad. No.5/3 06460 Y.Oveclar JovECLER
nhurfa ve 11 i Kultir Dayanigma Demedi GMK Bulv. No.24f13 Demirtepe |MALTEPE
| Sarkikaraadac Kiiltur ve Kalkinma Vakfi KARVAK GMK Bulv. No.56/11 Maltepe |MALTEPE
|SEVKI VANLI MIMARLIK VAKF] RAFET CANITEZ CAD. ORMAN AP. NO:7 D:2 |cankaya
| Sizofreni Hastalan ve Yakinlan Dayamigma Dernedi Kuveyt Cad. No.7/18 Asadi Ayranc |AYRANCE
IT. Harp Maliilu Gaziler Sehit Dul ve Yetimler Dernedi Cad. No.41/1 Kzlay |KIZILAY
TARIM VE TABII BILIM ARASTIRMALARI DERNEGI NECATIBEY CAD. NO:22 KIZILAY
| Tanmsal Ekonomi Aragtinma Enstitlisi TEAE Mill: Miidafa Cad. No.18 TMO Ek Bina K.3-4 Kizilay KIZILAY
| Tanmsal 1i ve Mekaniza Aragtirma we Egitim Vakfi TEMAV Kafkas Sitesi 410. Sokak No:44 Umnitkay ANKARA CAYYOLU
ITARIMSAL GELISME ITIM VE SOSYAL DAYANISMA VAKF (TARGEV) KARANFIL SOKAK NO: 2819 KIZILAY KIZILAY
ITEKNIK EGITIM VAKFI 1.MENEKSE SOK. NO:65/12 KIZILAY
TEKMNIKERLER BIRLIGI GENEL MERKEZ] CANKIR1 CAD. FATIH ISHANI NO:26 K:7 D:19 uLus
| Teknoloji ve Yaratio Diigiince Teknikleri Gelistirme Merkezi i Cinnah Cad. 74/10 Cankaya CANKAYA
[ Tekstil ve El Sanatlan Dernedi Atac 2 Sk. No.55/1 Kzilay |KIZILAY
TEMA Vakfi Ankara Subesi Bakan liklar | BAKANLIKLAR
[EMIZ ENERJ] VAKFL ATATURK BULVARI TUBITAK NO:221 | BAKANLIKLAR
ISAT MUHENDISLERI DERNEGI ZIVERBEY CAD. IRFANLI SOK. EMO Iﬂ I NO:59 |BALGAT
[ Tirebolu Kiiltiir ve Yardimlasma Dernedi Tuna Cad. Bayindir sk. No.11/5 Yeni ir IKIZILAY
TIS 7 ANKARA MITHATPASA CAD. HURRIYET AP. K:S5 NO:44713 |Ki1ZziLAY
i (1>} 2 ve Balesi nlan Vakfi TOBAW Tunah_hilmi Cad.No.72/1-2 Kavakiiders JTunALL
| Tokat i ve II itimiKul tur ve SosyalYardim.Vak GMK Bulv. No.105/15 Maltepe IMALTEPE
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NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS ADRESS
I TOPLUM SORUNLARINI ARAST IRMA MERKEZI ATAC 1 SOK NO:33/26 KIZILAY
rOPLUMCU YESILLER GRUBL KONUR SOK NO:14f2 KIZILAY
TOPLUMSAL ARASTIRMALAR KI_IL'I'IJR VE SANAT lglN NMAKIF [ ANKARA SUBESI ATATURK BULVARI NO:127 K:10 KIZILAY
En Selanik-2 Cad. No: 72/6 Kmlay KIZILAY
likiz Sk. No.21/17 SihhiyefAnkara SIHHIYE
GUVENLIK CAD ESENLIK SOK KOSK APT NO:11 D:2 AYRANCE
NECATIBEY CAD 74/8 KIZILAY
TURAN GUNES BULVARI KOYUNLU SITESI NO:179/10 TURAN GUNES
(TOrta Olgek Iglt.Ser Meslek MensupweYon Wak Paris Caddesi No:16f5 06550 Kavakiidere f Ankara AYRANCIE
N ILT VE ILCELERT EGITIM KULTUR SOSYAL YARDIMLASMA VAKFI NECATIBEY CAD AKALTUN APT NO:88 D:3 KIZILAY
N KALKINMA DERNEGI LIBYA CAD MO:31/1 SEYRAN
N KULTUR VE DAYANISMA DERNEG] (TRABZON DERNEGI-ANKARA) INKILAP SOK SARAY APT NO:18/10 KIZILAY
SUMER SOKAK NO:8/11 KIZILAY
RASTIRMA KURUMU DERNEGI TUFAK HALK SOKAK KILTURAPT. NO:20/3 KIZILAY
E VAKFI DIKMEN CAD. 50. YIL APT. NO:148 D:2 DIKMEN
DERNEGI EMEK ISHANI NC: 804 KIZILAY
| Tuketiciyi Koruma Vakfi Nenehatun Cad.No.77/4 GOP GOP
I TUKETICIY] KORUMA VE D.M'ANI% BIRLIGI DERNEGI (TUKO-BIR) NECATIBEY CAD. NO:112 KIZILAY
im Kirac Haklann Koruma Derned Hosdere Cad. No.186/6 Cank: CANKAYA
Muhtadar Dernedi 1zmir Cad. No.20/24 Kizilay KIZILAY
[Tum Sanat Galerileri Dernedii TUGSAD Kavakhdere sk. No.3/2 Kavakhiders |BAKANLIKLAR
[TURK AMERIKAN KADINLARI KULTUR VE YARDIMLASMA DERNEGL CINNAH CAD. NO:20 CANKAYA
I TURK ANNELER DERNEGI GENEL MERKEZL MENE 1 SOKAK 8Bf22 KIZILAY
TURK AYDINLAR VAKFI NECATIBEY CAD. NECATIBEY SOKAK MUTLL APT. NO:33 D:2 KIZILAY
TURK BELEDIYECILIK DERNEGI TED MITHATPASA CAD. NO45 D:2 KIZILAY
Fiirk Belediyeler Birlidi Der. Tunus caddes No 12 Kavakliders |BAKANLIKLAR
TURK DEMOKRAS] VAKFI ANKARA A.RASIM SOKAK NO:27 CANKAYA
TURK DERMATOLO)] DERNEGI PARIS CAD. NO:&/5 AYRANCI
rirk Dis Ticaret Vakfi TDV Ankaralilar Cad. No:5 Cayyolu ANKARA CAYYOLU
ITURK DIL DERNEGI ANKARA KONUR SOKAK NO:3071 KIZILAY
TURK DUNYASI KADINLARI DOSTLUK VE DAYANISMA DERNEGI EHLIBEYT MAH. CEYHUN ATIF KANSU CAD. NO:124 KAT:7 DAIRE: 44 A-2 BLOK |BALGAT
[urk Dunyasinda Demokrasiyi Gelistirme Valkdfi Nenehatun cad.No.77/6 GOP GOP
[urk Eczaclar Birlidi TEB Willy Brant Cad. No:9 CankayafAnkara CANKAYA
TURK EGITIM DERNEGI KIZILIRMAK SOKAK NO:8& KIZILAY
TURK EL CERRAHISI VE REKONSTRUKSIYONU DERNEGT KIZILIRMAK SOKAK NO:53 D:S KIZILAY
Tirk El Sanatlanm Tanitma Dernedi Kamanfil Sk. No.5/53 Kzilay KIZILAY
Tiirk Erdem Vakfi TURKEV Aratiirk Bulv.No.127/421-423 Kzilay KIZILAY
TURK FELSEFE DERNEGI TUFED NECATIBEY CAD. NO:8 D:122 KIZILAY
TURK FIZIK VAKFL TLNALT HILMI CAD. BUKLLIM SOK. NO:=48 D:15 TUNALI
[ Tiirk Fransiz Mishendisleri Dostluk Dem. Ziya Gokalp Cad.No.15 K.3 Kzilay KIZILAY
ITURK GASTROENTEROLOIN DERNEGI TGD BAYINDIR SOKAK PINAR NO:14 D:7 KIZILAY
TURK GURES WVAKFL NECATIBEY CAD. LIYSAL APT. NO:20 D:13 IKIZILAY
[ Turk Halk Kilturunu Arﬂ]rma ve Tanitma Vakfi ir Cad.No.7 Moda Ishani B Blk.No.75 K.3 Yenisehir KIZILAY
_jE( HEMSIRELER DERNEGI-GENEL MERKEZ] YLICSEL CAD. HLZUR APT. NO:35/2 KIZILAY
TURK HISTOLOJI VE EMBRIYOLO)] DERNEGI SUSLLU SOKAK NO:4 D=1 CANKAYA
[ TURIC HUKUIK KURUMU ADAKALE SOIAK NO:28/1 KIZILAY
TURK IDARECILER DERNEGI TID SAKARYA CAD.INKILAP SOKAK NO:17 KIZILAY
Tirk 1 Dr.Mediha Eldem Sk. No.89 Kocatepe KIZILAY
rk Japon Vakfi Ferit Recai Ertujrul cad.no.2 Oran TURAN GUNES
URK KADININI GUCLENDIRME VE TANITMA WVAKFL CINNAH CAD. NO:33/3 CANKAYA
I Turk Kadinlar Birligi Derﬁgi Tunus Cad. Gim Ap. 81/2 Kavaklidere | BAKANLIKLAR
TURK KADINLAR BIRLIGI GENEL MERKEZI TUNUS CAD. NO:B1/ 2 | BAKANLIKLAR
[ TURK CN)IN LAR KONSEY] DERNEGI ANKARA SUBEST AKAY CAD. NO:15D:2 KIZILAY
I TURK KAl RI KULTUR DERNEGI FEVZ] CAKMAK SOKAK GURKAN APT. NO:17 D:2 KIZILAY
Turk Kan Nﬂlrrnalarl Vakfi TUKAV Abidin Daver Sk. No.19/7 Gii CANKAYA
TURK KANSER ARASTIRMA VE SAVAS KURUMU TLINA CAD.ATAC SOKAK SOKAK NO:21 D:1 KIZILAY
Turk Kanser Aragtirma ve Savas Vakfi Tuna Cad. Atac Sk. No.21 Yenisehir KIZILAY
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Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

| ADRESS

OOPERATIFCILIK EGITIM VAKF] TKEV.

K
K KORE KADINLARI DOSTLUK VE KULTUR DERNEGI
IC

IMI'I‘I-IATP& XAD. NO:38/A
CINNAH CAD. GAYE APT.NO:33 D:18

uu'u”

Z7.CAD. 17 SOKAK NO:38

KULTURUNU ARASTIRMA ENSTITUSU TKAE
K KUTUPHANECILER DERNEGI

122121312
!

lirk Ocaklan Efitim ve Kiiltiir Vakfi TOEKW

K OCAKLARI GENEL MERKEZ]

urk Ortopedi ve Travmatoloji Birlifi Demeii TOTB

;

urk Pazardama Vakfi TPV

TURK PSIKOLOGLAR DERNEGI
Tiirk sanat ve Efitimi vakfi
I Tiirk Sanayici ve Isadamlan Vakfi TUSIAV i
TURK SILAHLI KUWETLERT GUCLENDIRME VAKFL ZIYA GOKALP CAD ATAC 2 SOK EV].N Ig-l-ﬁ I NO:43
TURK SILAHLI KUWETLER]T MEHMETCIK VAKFEL MITHATP, CAD ORKIDE APT NO:61 D:11
TURK SOSYAL BILIMLER DERNEGI BLIYUKEL SOK NO:14 D:2
Tirk Tanm Alet ve Makinalan Imalatcilar Dernedi kizilay
TURK TARIMCILAR DERNEGI KIZILIRMAK SOK NO:21 D:4
K TESISAT MUHENDISLERI DERNEGI TUNUS CAD FILIZ APT NO:8/7

K ONTVERSITELT KADINLAR DERNEGI-GENEL MERKEZ

|BASAK SOKAK NO:4371

R

K ZIRAAT YUKSEK MUHENDISLERI BIRLIGI / BIRLIK

SAKARYA CAD NO:30

=t

k.Ku c.veOrtaOlgeklsit. Ser.MeslekMen.veYonetVak

Ahm&t Rasim Sk. No.27 Cankm

=
=X

k-Alman Dostiuk Dernedi

k-Belgika Dostluk we Kiiltiir Dernedi

=
=

0B

K-CIN KADINLARI DOSTLUK VE KULTUR DERNEGI

‘n

-
i

G

k-Ingiliz Kiiltlir Dernedi TBA
KIYE ACIL YARDIM, KURTARMA YANGIN VE EGITIM VAKFI

AHMET MI'I'HAT‘EFENDI SOK. NO:20/1 Cankaya

nu
rkiye Ana Cocuk Saflifi ve Aile Planlamas Vakfi

[urkiye Aile Planlamasi Dernedi TAPD

|Cemal Nadir Sokak 11 a Ankara

rkiye Amator r Kulu i Konfedersa:

Karanfil Sk. No.30/11 Bakanlikiar

Bilir Sk. No.53/6 Kiiciikesat

Tiirkiye Anitiar Dernedi T.A.D

[TURKIYE AVRUPA BIRLIGI DERNEGI AHMET RASIM SOK NO:=27

TURKIYE BILISIM DERNEGI ICETINEMEC BULVARI 4.CAD NO:3/12
TURKIYE BOBREK NAKLI VE DIYALIZ HASTANES]T HIZMET VAKFI JATATURK BULVARI NO:115 D:19
TURKIYE CEVRE EGITIM VAKFL GMK BLAVARI NO: 121728

TURKIYE CEVRE KORUMA VAKF] (TUCEV) TUNLUIS CADDESI NO:=19/1 KAVAKLIDERE
TURKIYE CEVRE VAKFIL TUNALT HILMI CAD NO:S50 D:20

Turkiye Devlet Hastaneler ve Hastalara Yardim Vak Ataturk Bulv. Emek ani_No.95/406 Kzilar
TURKIYE DIYANET WVAKFI DR. MEDIHA E. SOK NO: 72

ITURKIYE DIYETISYENLER DERNEGI YILDIZ BLOKLAR NO:A-3 D:26

TURKIYE EKONOMI KIJRUMU DERNEGI IH%DERE CAD NO:=24 D:12

CLirki Talatpasa Bulv. No.112 Hamamonii

iye Ekonomik ve Kilturel Dayanisma Vakfi
rkiye Emekli Astsul lar Demedi

IHammeIi Sk. No.13/2 Sihhiye
76.5k. No.4 Emek

lirkiye Emekdi Ofjretmenler Demﬁii
KIYE EMEKLI SUBAYLAR DERNEG] f TESUD

KIYE ESKI ESERLER]I KORUMA TANITMA VE RMA VAKF] KT A

o] ] o]

 pm] pm |

KIYE ESNAF VE SANATKARLAR VAKFI

SELANIK CAD BIRLIK APT NO:34 D:6

BAT CADDESI 40/4 BAH EVLER

ANAFARTALAR CAD KONYA SOK ESNAF SAR. NO:18 D:5

Lirkiye Esnaf ve Sanatkardan Vakfi TESVAK

Isikdar Cad. No.16 K.3 Anafartalar Ulus

lirkiye Fahri Trafik Miifettisleri Dernedi Genel Merkez

Atatiirk Bulv. No.B3710 I(Iznlay

KIYE FELSEFE KURUMU (TFK)

KIZILAY
CANKAYA
TURAN GUNES
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
BALGAT
KIZILAY
CANKAYA
KIZILAY

GAZI
CANKAY A,
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
CANKAYA
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
BAKANLIKLAR
CANKAYA
KIZILAY
CANKAYA
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
TUNALI
TUNALI
CANKAYA
CANKAYA
BAKANLIKLAR
TUNALI
KIZILAY
CANKAYA,
OVECLER
KIZILAY
MALTEPE
TUNALI
TUNALIL
KIZILAY
KIZILAY
TURAN GUNES
AYRANCI
CEBECI
SIHHIYE
BAHCELIEVLER
KIZILAY
BAHCELIEVLER
ULuUsS

uLus

KIZILAY
CANKAYA
CEBECI

rkiye Filarmoni Demedi
riiye Fizycterapistier Dernedi

SIHHIYE

i
URKIYE FUTEOL ANTRENORLER] DERNEGI

KIZILAY

KIZILAY

lrkiye Futbol Hakemleri ve Gozlemcileri Dernedi
URKIYE GENC ISADAMLARI DERNEGI, ANKARA SUBES]

TURKIYE HALK SAGLIGI KURUMU DERNE ;M“g
RITVE HARP MAI 11l 1] GAZI FR SFHIT DI VFE MIFR NFERAFST

TURAN GUNES

uLus

rkiye Genglik Birlifi Dernedi
iye Gizel Sanat Eseri Sahi i MeslekBir.Der

GMK Bulv. No.63/4 Maltepe

MALTEPE

MITHATP, CAD &2/14

KIZILAY

MFESRIITIVFET CAD FATTH APT Nydd1 D1

KT7TI AY
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Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

Ciirkiye Iktisadi Ticari llimler Talebe.Stajkom.Der

39.5k. No.24 Bahgelievier

rkiye Ilim ve E at Esen Sahiplen Meslek Birliffi Dernedi

BAHCELIEVLER

Izmir Cad. no.33/16 Kmlay

KIZILAY

Selanik Cad.No.36/3 Kizilay

urkuﬁe Infedilite { Kisithk) Valdi TIVAK
TURKIYE INSAN HAKLART VAKFL, GENEL MERKEZ {(TIHV)

KIZILAY

MENE 2 SOK 16/5

KIZILAY

Clirkiye lngat Siirveyan ve Kalfa Demedi

Sanayi Cad. Sanayi Han A Blk. No.57 K.4 Ulus

[urkiye Isci Emeklileri i

uLus

Izmir Cad. No.22/5 Kmilay

KIZILAY

rkiye Kadin Demekleri Fedemsyonu

Akay Cad. No.15/2 Kiigiikesat

TURKIYE KALKINMA VAKFT

TUNALL

CETIN EMEC BULVARI 8. CAD NO:14/8

OVECLER

TURKIYE KAMP VE KARAVAN DERNEGI, GENEL MERKEZ

BESTEKAR SOK NO:62f12

[urkiye Kamu Calisanian Kalkinma we Dayanisma Vak

TUMNALI

MALTEPE

[lirkiye Kemalist Yazarlar ve Sanatgilar i

TURKIYE KIZILAY DERNEGI / KIZILAY

KIZILAY

ZIYA GOKALP CAD KARANFIL SOK NO:7

KIZILAY

Turkiye Korler Federa

u
FTURKIYE KORLER TOPLUM DERNEG]

|MALTEPE

G.M.K. BLV.no:32/6 Demirt: ANK.
POSTA CAD KIZILBEY SOK NO:6 D:81/82

ULuUS

TURKIYE KORLER VAKFI f TKY

IZMIR CAD FEVZI CAKMAK SOK GOL APT NO:14 D:3

[Tuirkiye Kiiltir,Sanat ve Efitim Vakfi

Atag 1 Sk. No.23/9 Sihhiye

KIZILAY
KIZILAY

GMIK BULVARI NO:114 D:2

|MALTEPE

T1 YE MADENI ESYA SANATKARLARI FEDERASYONU
URKIYE MILL] KOOPERATIFLER BIRLIGI / TURKIYE KOOP

ISIKLAR CAD NO:14 D:3 ANAFARTALAR

ULUS

GMK BULVARI F) ZILET APT NO:40 D:274

MALTEPE

No.31 Kialay

KIZILAY

‘|
i YE MUHARIP GAZILER DERNEGI f TMGD
=|

rkiye Muhtar.Guclendirme Yardimlagmave EfitimVak
ICl\“E MUHTARLAR DERN 1

0K 2017

KIZILAY

BAHCELIEVLER

Em.
t Cad. No.77 K.3 Bah

BAHCELIEVLER

JTUNA CADDEST NO:S

KIZILAY

_.lrluée Oman Nakli ve Yanik Tedavi Vakfi ‘I'ONYTV
TURKIYE ORMANCILAR DERNEGI
=

.RICIYE ORMANC1LIK I(OCPERATIFLEH MERKEZ BIRLIGI OR-KCOP

TUMNALI

CANKAYA

retmenler Dayamsma ve Editim vakﬁ

TUNALT HILMI CAD. 83/10 KAVAKLIDERE 06700
Kizlirmak Sk. No.53, n a
Ataturk Bulv. No.72/37 Kizilay

YE PSIKIYATRI DERNEGI

KIZILAY

JTUNUS CAD 59/5

BAKANLIKLAR

rkiye Sakatlan Koruma Vakfi

KIZILAY

_‘l'.irkiﬁe Sinir ve Ruh Sagllgl Dernedi
TURKIYE SU URUNLERI E! M ARASTIRMA VE GELISTIRME VAKFI

TUNALI

‘lhrldge Tabiatini Koruma Dernedi TTKD

CANKAYA

E Teknik Elemanlar Vakfi

KIZILAY

KIZILAY

rkiye Tohumculuk Endustrisi Dernedi TURK-TED

TUNALL

Cad No.50/4 Yenisehir

KIZILAY

rkiye Trafik Kazalan Yardim Vakfi

Trafik Hast.Balgat

rkiye Ulusal Verem Savas: Dernekler Federasyonu

|BALGAT

|Zya Gokalp cad. Saflik Sk. No.63/10 Kmlay

IKIZILAY

rkiye ve Ortadofju Formu Vakfi

rkiye veTurk Diinyas: Ilctlsadl ve Sos.Aragtir.Vak

|x1ZiLaY

GMK Bulv. No.101/13 Maltepe

|MALTEPE

Milli Mudafaa cad. No.13 k.7 Kzila

JIZILAY

JiziLay

L cad. No.2 Kok an K.6 Kzily

|IZILAY

Ozveren Sk. No.165/4 Demirtepe

|MALTEPE

rkiye-Kazakistan Dostluk Dernedi

|Taskent Cad.10.sk. No.30/1 Bahcelievier

rkiye-Makedonya Dostluk Demedi

|BAHCELIEVLER

Yesihimnak Sk.No.10/16 Yenisehir

KIZILAY

irkiyeOto. Kom. Bayi. gﬁnﬂer Yardim.we Dayan.Vak

Uskiip cad. No.5f11-B Cankaya

irkiye-Pakistan Kiltur Dernedi

CANKAYA

I¥esilimmak Sk.No.10/16 Yenisehir

rkiye-Turkmenistan Dostiuk i

KIZILAY

Ta tCad. 1 0.ckNo.30/1 Bahcelievier

|BAHCELIEVLER

Udur Mumcu Cad. No.97/3 GOP

-

rk-Japon Kadinlarn Dostluk we K ltur m
URK-PAKISTAN KADINLARI DOSTLUK DERNEGI-ANKARA
rI

GOP

kKSosyalSig editim biiro Tic KoopweGilizelSanatlsci

CANKAYA

GELINCIK SOK NO:3A/!
t. No: 2 D: 14 Necatibey

k-Tunus Dastluk Dernedi

KIZILAY

Cad. no.21/7 Sihhiye

SIHHIYE

"VHB Ankara Bolgesi Veteriner Hekimler Odas AVHO

SIHHIYE

GOP

GOP

KIZILAY

U% SUPURGE

UGUR MUMCU IRMAC] GAZETECILIK VAKFL
Ulusal Cerrahi i UCD

Ulusal Dayamsma Hareketi

SIHHIYE




12304

Table A.2- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Non-Governmental Producer Services in Ankara

NAME OF NON GOVERNMENTAL ORGANIZATIONS

ADRESS

SEDAT SIMAV] SOKAK 4/1

CANKAYA

ULUSAL POLITIKA ARASTIRMALARI VAKF
ULLISLAR ARAST KULTUREL DEGISIM PROGRAMI BURS VAKFI

UGURM UMCU CAD. KAHRAMAN KADIN SOK. DALKILIC APT. NO:18 D:3

GOP

10.Sk. No.43/S Bah celievier

|BAHCELIEVLER

uslararas: Af Orguti Turkiye Gingimi
LUSLARARASI LIONS KLUPLERI BIRLIGI 118-U YONETIM CEVRESI

KULOGLU SOKAK 28/5

|caNKaYA

Hatay sk. No.8/17 Kizilay

|xiziLay

uslararasi Siyasal Sosyal Dayamgma Vakfi USVAK
N SANAYICILERI DERNEGI (USD)

SELANIK CAD. NO:E2/30 TANKUT 1S MERKEZ1

|kiziLaY

NHCR (BM MULTECILER YUKSEK KOMISERLIGI)

ABIDIN DAVER SOKAK NO:17

|caNKaYA

NITED NATIONS WORLD HEALTH ORGANISATION (WHO)

ATATURK BULVART NO.197

|xiziLaY

nicef Bi is Milletler k Yardimlasma Fonu Tiirkiye Milli Komites: Dernedi

UNICEF Tiirkiye Milli Komitesi Bilkent Universitesi Merkez Kampiis 2.cad. Bilkent

Iclclcicliclclc

strazburg Cad. no.32/6 Sihhive

|BILKENT
SIHHIYE

|Uzman Cevreciler Vakfi UCEY
UNIVERSITE VE ARASTIRMA KUTUPHANECILERI DERNEGI , UNAK

AHMET MITHAT EFENDI SOK. NO:7 D:3-4

CANKAYA

Universiteli Kadinlar Dernedi

Bagak Sk. No.43/1 Kuicukesat

TUNALT

Urgiip KiiltiirTurizmTamit GelistirDayanigweYardimDer

2.sadlik Sk. No.21/11 Kolej

|KOLED

Gokdelen Emek Ishani No.803 K.8 Keilay

|KiziLay

Ustiin Zekalilan Destekleme ve Gelistimne Vakfi
VAHDET EGITIM, YARDIMLASMA VE DOSTLUK VAKFI

KONYA YOLU FILM RADYO TELEVIZYONLA EGITIM BSK. TEKNIKOKULLAR

GAZL

Valaf 2000

Kaza Sk. No.66/3 GOP

GOP

Vakif Sosyal Kurulus Yoneticileri Dernedi

Gazi Mustafa Kemal Bulv. No.135/4 Tando#an

TANDOGAN

VATANDASIN VERGISINI KORUMA DERNEGT

CIHAN MUTLU APT.NO:19 D:6

SIHHIYE

| KOC VE ANKARA ARASTIRMALARI VAKF (VEKAM)

PINARBASI MAH. SEHIR HAKAN TURAN SOK. NO:9

|KECIOREN

ZURUM MAH. DUMLUPINAR CAD. ECEABAT SOK SIFA APT..NO:9 D:S

Jcesect

VEH
[VER SAVAS VAKFL
VERGI DENETMENLERI DERNEGI

IZMIR-2 CAD. OYA APT. NO:45 D:9 (PK.9)

|KiziLay

SAGLIK SOK. NO:21/3

|kiziLay

VETERINER HEKIMLERI DERNEEI(VHD]
VETERINER SAGLIK TEKNISYENLER DERNEG] f VESTED

ZIYA GOKALP CAD. NO:43 D:1

|K1ziLaY

Video Gorsel Isitsel Aragtimnalar i

Cinar Sokak 65/B Yenimahalle

| YENIMAHALLE

WORLD BANK

ATATURK BULVART NO.211/6

|KiZiLAY

YAPI KOOPERATIFLERI MERKEZ BIRLIGI / TURKKONUT

ATATURK BULVARIT YENER ISHANI NO:79/81 D:28

|xiziLay

YARATICI ZEKA BILIM VE KULTUR DERNEG!

AND SOK NO:20 D:5

|kiziLaY

[YASLILARI KORUMA DERNEGI

NEYZEN TEVFIK SOK NO:5/A D:5 DEMIRTEPE

|MALTEPE

‘Yem Sanayicileri Birlifi Dernedi

Tuna Cad. Halk Sk. No.20f/7 Yenigehir

|K1ZiLAY

Yeni Haber Is Sendikas:

Ozveren Sk. No.3/7 Demirtepe

|MALTEPE

YENI YUKSEKTEPE KULTUR DERNEGI, GENEL MERKEZ

HOSDERE CAD FUAR SOK NO:11/13

AYRANCI

Yenimahalle Yerel Gundem 21

Yenimahalle Belediyesi Yenimahalle

YENIMAHALLE

Yerel Telev, lar Bidigi

Portakal Cigedi Sk. No.40/10 Cankaya

CANKAYA

YESIL E K KULUBU

GCIGDEM SOK NO:1/5

CANKAYA

YESIL TURKIYE ORMANCILAR DERNEGI

SEHIT ADEM YAVLEZ SOK NO:14/2

IKIZILAY

Yetkili Doviz Miimesseseleri Yaneticilen Dernedi

Anafartalar Cad.Vakf Ishan No.318 anafartalar

Jus

YOKSULLARA YARDIM VE EGITIM VAKF

LIBYA CAD NC:32 D:4-5-6

|SEYRAN

YOLSUZLUKLA MUCADELE DERNEGL

Balgat

|BALGAT

GMK Buly. No.105/2 Maltepe

|MALTEPE

Yozgat &'irolqraua!-n ve leadamlan Dernedi

Yonetisim Demedi

GMK Bulv. No.38/0 Demirtepe

|MALTEPE

YURTDISI ISCI COCUKLARI EGITIM VAKF]

SEZENLER CAD NO:4/12

|SIHHIYE

Yurtkur Sosyal Yardimlas Dayanis.ve GliclendimneVak

Mitha cad. no. 1 Kzlar

|KIZILAY

Yiikselis lktisadi ve Stratejik Arashrmalar Vakfi

Mithatpasa Cad.No.49/8 Yenisehir

|x1ziLay

Alinteri Bulvan E Blok No:31/23 06370 Ostim/Yenimahalle

JosTIM

Giindofidu Mah, Dumlupinar cad. No.13 Kurtulug

JKURTULUS

Konya Sk. No.13/1 Ulus

Juus

STRAZBURG CAD TASHAN NO:38/20

|SIHHIYE

Konur Sk. No.44/15 Kizlay

|K1ZILAY

Dumlupinar Cad.MNo.13 Demirlibah ge

|MALTEPE

Menekse Sk. Cigek Apt. No.13/11 Keilay

JxiziLay
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Table A.3: Detailed Data Base of Foreign Direct or Indirect Investments in Ankara

D e T - S I e

B g
L e = = - T T T e i =

23
24
25
26
27
28
20
30
31
32
3
34
5
6
a7
8
30
40
41
42
43
44
45
45
47
48
40
50
51
52
53
54
55
58
57
58
50
80
51
62

[
5
58
50

oo

NAME OF COMPANY ADRESS ESTABLISHED

TURK TRAKTOR VE ZIRAAT MAKINALARI A.S. GUVERCIN YOLU,111-112 GAZI - ANKARA 22,01,1954)
PAN TOHUM ISLAH VE URETME A.S. MITHATRASA CD. NO.10/2 ANKARA 27.03.1955
TURK DTOMOTIV ENDUSTRISI A.S. SELANIK CAD. NO.62/5 KIZILAY/ANKARA 28,07, 1355
EREGLE DEMIR VE CELIK FAB, T.AS. Atatiik Bulvar,1 27, Kat:5-6,ANKARA 01,01, 1260
SANDOZ KIMYA SAN. LTD.STL GAZ] BULVARI 1338 SOK 32/8 ANKARA 01011965
MAN TURKIYE A.S. ESENEOGA HAVALIMANT ¥OLU 22 KM AKYURT 05750 ANKARA 01,10, 1964
BANK 0OF CREDIT AND COMMERC.INTERN.OVERSEAS LTD. ARIANTIN CAD. 22/7 G.OSMANPASATANKARA 01.01,1980)
TURKIYE LiBYA ORTAK TARIM VE HAYVANCILIK A.S. KARANFIL SOK.NO:71 KIZILAY/ANKARA 01011961
GENTAS GENEL METAL SAN.VE TICA.S. MENEKSE S0K.10-B D17 YENISEHIR /ANKARA 01011382
HORTAS MADEN VE MADEN URUNLERI [TH.IHR.SANVE TIC.AS, KARANFIL SOKAK NO. 40 ANKARA 01011983
CUNEYD INTERNASYONAL THRACAT ITHALAT VE MUSAVIRLIK LTD.STI  |MESRUTIYET CAD.20/14 YENISEHIR-ANKARA 0101, 1984
IMEKS HAYVANCILIGI GELISTIRME VE ET ENTEGRE TESISLERT A.S. ZIYAGOKALP CAD. NO:972 KIZILAY-ANKARA 01,01, 1924
KARELS KABN LAMBA AVIZE IMALAT A.S. HOSDERE CAD. ETIBANK BLOKL. 113 ANKARA 01011984
PB-TSE MUSAVIRLIK HATIR SOK.ND: 23 G.OSMANPASA-ANKARA 01,01 1924
TANBEL PAZARLAMA LIMITED SIRKETT NECATIEAY CAD.LALE SOK.3/20ANKARA 01.01, 1984
ETSUN ENTEGRE TARIM URUNLERI SAN.ULUSLAR.NAKLIYAT TIC.AS. SELANIK CD. M:28 1 KAT. KIZILAY /ANKARA 25011984

TUSAS HAVACILIK VE UZAY SANAYII A5,

ISTANBUL YOLU 35 KM AKINCI 06371 KAVAKLIDERE -ANKARA

HIMA INSAAT TURIZM, ITHALAT, IHRACAT VE TIC.LTD.STI.

BUKLUM S0K.2/25-25,AKAY - ANKARA

ISA PAMUK TICARET VE IHRACAT LTD.STL

.M.KEMAL BULVARI NO:59/14 MALTEPE-ANKARA

MIDLEKS IHRACAT ITHALAT VE TEMSILCILIK A5,

HUSEYIN RAHMI GURPINAR SOK.NO: 7/5 CANKAY A-ANKARA

NASIR [THALAT-IHRACAT-NAKLIYAT VE PAZARLAMA LTD.STL.

ESAT CADNG:33/3 KUCUKESAT-ANKARA

NUR DERI VE KONFERSIYON SAN.VE TICA.S.

Kenur Sak. 24719, Kizilay - ANKARA

SEISMOGRAPH SERV CORP.

MNENEHATUN CAD. NO:56 GAZIOSMANPASA-ANKARA

SENER MUSAVIRL K, MUHENDISL K, ENDUSTRI VE TICARET L TD.STI.

BUDAK SOK.NO: 5 GAZIOSMANPAS A-ANKARA

SOMER DIS TICARET LTD.STI.

PORTAKAL CICEGT SOK.71/10CANKAYA -ANKARA

STANDART ELEKTRIK VE TELEKOMUNIKASYON LTCLSTL

ATATURK BULVARI 159/4 0:52-53 ANKARA

TARIK ITHALAT IHRACAT VE TIC.LTD.STI.

RUSKONDU 50K.15/6 AAYRANCI-ANKARA

T.M.T. TULGA MUHENDISLIK VE TIC.LTDLSTL

Pariz Cad.54(7 Kavakldera - ANKARA

VEFA INSAAT NAKLIYAT,SAN.VE TIC.LTDLSTLL

AZIZIYE MAH.KUSKONDU SOK 15/1 CANKAYA-ANKARA

WETCO INSPECTION MERKEZI BALMANYA TURK.ANKARA SUBEST

ATATURK BULWARI BUKRES SOK. NO. 3/5 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

VOYAGER MEDITERRANEAN TURIZM ENDUSTRIS! VE TICARET A.S.

Cankaya Caddesi 472 ANKARA

HISS KAMLS SAN.TIC.VE IHRACAT LTD.STI.

ATAKENT SITESL C-3 BLOK NO.3 ANKARA

SANGARI ULUSLARARASI TIC.A.S.

KEMED] CAD. NO. 71 KAYAKLIDERE/ANKARA

ENTAS ENTEGRE TAVUKCULUK SAN.VE TIC.AS.

TUNALT HILMI C0.22 K.ESAT/ANKARA

TEXAKO PETROL A.S.

TUNUS CAD.50/12 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

AKMIR TURIZM [SLETMECILIK VE TICARET A.S.

MNENEHATUN CADDESI,S56/3, GAZIOSMANPASA - ANKARA

CAM IC VE DIS TICARET LTD.STI.

2.C0. NOLBS/1  BAL GAT-ANKARA

DELOITTE HASKINS AND SELLS DENETIM DANISMANLIK HIZ.A.S.

KOROBLU CAD.54,GAZIOSMANPASA - ANKARA

GE-3A SANAYI URUNLERI TIC.LTD.STL

ATATURK BULVARI NO:580/234 KIZILAY -ANKARA

GEVHER SANAYT URUNLERE TICATD.STI.

ATATURK BULVARI ND:B69/234 KIZILAY/ANKARA

GRAF ITHALAT IHRACAT VE TIC.LTD.STL.

HOGDERE CADL23/5 Y.AYRANCIJANK

HAMDO ITHALAT IHRACAT VE TIC.LTDLSTL

2. MENEKSE SOK.27/3 KIZILAT/ANK.

KOST-ER INSAAT TICARET VE SAN. A.S.

CINNAH CAD.ALABAS SOK.2/11 CANKAYA/ANKARA

MARASAL BRANDA VE CADIR FABRIKALARI LTD.STL.

Bilezik Sck.5/1 Kavaklidere - ANKARA

MOHER YUN TICARET LTCLSTIL

GUNES SOK.ND:17/S CANKATAFANK

MOUKAHAL TURIZM A3,

EBUZZIYA TEVFIK SOK. NO:21/5,CANKAYA - ANKARA

PERS DIS TICARET LTDLSTI.

KADER SOK.24/1 G.OSMANPASA-ANKARA

PLASTIK SANATTI BLOW MOULDING LTDL3TL

Mahatma Gandi Cad. 87/2, Gazicemanpasa - ANKARA

SANAZ INSAAT ITHALAT [HRACAT VE PAZARLAMA LTDLSTL.

SEDAT SIMAVI SOK.ND:19/9 CANKAYA-ANKARA

SURDAS AS.

Cevre Sokak,16/12, Cankaya - ANKARA

TOURENT AKDENIZ TURIZM YATIRIM VE ISLETME A5,

BUKLUM SOKAK,NO: 2 KIZILAY - ANKARA

TUPRAG METAL MADENCILIK SAN.VE TIC.LTD.5TI.

TUNUS.CAD.75/3 KAVAKLIDEREFANK

ULLISL ARARAST ARAZI VE TOPOGRAFIK ARASTIRMALARI LTDLSTI.

Ahmet Mithat Efendi Sok.13/1 CANKAYA - ANKARA

VASSER TEKNIK SU ARITMA TEKNIKLERT SAN.VE TIC.LTD.STT

TUNALL HILME CAD.G2/1 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

VESTAS INSRAT SAN.VE TICAS.

CANKAYA, CINNAH CADDESIA3/10,ANKARA

WESTERN GEQPHYSICAL COMP. TURKIYE ANKARA SUBESI

BASCAVUS SOK. NO: 180/1  KUCUKESAT-ANKARA

TURSER TURIZM SERVIS VE TICA.S.

ARIANTIN CO. N.7 GAZIOSMANPASAIANKARA

AINSGREEN ANKARA GUBRE SAN.VE TIC.AS.

Sehit Adern Yavuz Sok.17-BKizilay - ANKARA

BELEV] TARIM URUMLER] ITHALATT IHRACATI LTD.STI.

S.5.K.ISHANI A-1 BLOK K:12 NO:022 KIZILAY/ANKARA

BikABA BIRINCI KALITE EAG FIDANI URETIMI LTD.5Ti.

Arantin Cad .32, Gaziasman pasa - ANKARA

BIM INSAAT TAAHHUT TIC.LTD.STL

TUNALL HVLMY CAD, NO.57/5 7 K.DERE/ANKARA

CALIS ITHALAT IHRACAT LTD.LSTL.

SAGLIK S0K.0711 SIHHIY E/ANKARA

DARY US INSAAT VE ITH.IHR.LTDLSTI.

TUNALT HILMI CAD. 82-B/6 KAVAKLIDEREFANKARA

HAZAR DIS TICARET A5,

TUNALL HILMI CADNG: 70713 ANKARA

IPEK YOLU TURIZM TIC.VE SAN.ALS.

Bestekar Sok.B8/B, Kavaklidere - ANKARA

LESHOLD DIS TICLTD.STI.

BILIR SOK.6/7 KAVAKLIDERE/ANK.

SELIN IC VE DIS TICARET AS.

GUZIN SOK.NO:20/11 KAVAKLIDERE ANKARA

TITAN KIMYA SAN.TIC.LTD.STI.

Bayindir Sok. 47/2,Kizilay - ANKARA

VINSAN VEZIROGLU INSAAT SAN.VE TICA.S.

TURAN GUNES BULVART NO: 68 CANKAYA-ANKARA
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FERHAT DIS TICARET LIMITED 5T

MENEKSE SOKN0:32/22 KIZILAT -ANKARA

TALL KAVAK TURIZM VE YAT ISLEFMECILIGI AS.

RESIT GALIP COLNO.101/5 G.OWP. ANKARA

NOKSEL CELIK BORU SAN.ALS.

CETINEMEC BULVARI 2.CAD.NO.10 OVECLER/ANKARA

ITEM TICARET VE MUMESSILLIK LTD.ST1L

BUKLUM SK.NO.85/7 KAVAKLIDERE ANKARA

AKA DIS TICARET VE NAKLIYAT LTD.STI.

EILLUR SOKAK 22/3 KAVAKLIDERE - ANKARA

ARIKAN OTELCILIK TURIZM TIC.A.S.

ALACAM SOK.10/4 CANKAYASANKARA

ASA INSAAT ITHALAT IHRACAT VE TIC.LTD.STIL.

AKINCILAR S0K.27/12,MALTEPE - ANKARA

BAK KOUR DIS TICARET LTD.STL

KONUR 5OK.28/7 KIZILAY - ANKARA

CIHAN KONFEKSIYON VE TIC.LTD. ST1.

MENEKSE SOK.MENEKSE PASATL NO:123 ANKARA

DESEN MERMER SANAYIVE TICARET LTD.5TI

GUNES SOKAK,3/1, KAVAKLIDERE - ANKARA

DORIDAS OTELCILIK VE TURIZM ISLETMELERI A.S.

CINNAH CAD.ALACAM 50K.10/18 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

ERCAG TURIZM SANAYI VE TICARET A.S.

ATATURK BULVARLE5/4,KIZILAY - ANKARA

HEKIMOGLU DIS TIC.LTD.STL

FEVZI CAKMAK SOK.13/16 DEMIRTEFE / ANKARA

HIGH TECH OPTIK SANAYI VE TICARET LTDLSTI.

BILLUR S50K.NO.31/9 GOP ANKARA

HILL AND KNOWLTAN ULUSLARARAST HALKLA ILISKILER A5,

ABDULLAH CEVDET SOK.33/7 CANKATA - ANKARA

KOYTUR BALLICA SUT SANAYI VE TICARET A.S.

TUNALL HILMI CAD.22 ANKARA

MARCONI SELENIA KOMINIKASY ON A. S.

KONYA YOLU 25. KM, GOLBASI-ANKARA

MARUBEN] CORP.ANKARA SUBEST MERKEZ] ISTANBUL

BUGDAY S0K.YELOGLU 1SHANI, M:5,K:3-4, KAVAKLIDERE - ANKARA

MEREDITH JONES TARIMSAL SAN.A.S.

BULTEN SCK. 35/2 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

MITSUBISHI CORPORATION ANKARA SUBESI

KARUM IS MRK.427 IRAN (D.ND.21 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

RAN KIMYA SAN. PAZ. ITH. VE [HR. LTD. STI.

KENEDT CAD.KAVAKLIDERE- ANKARA

RANTUR MADENCILIK SAN.VE TICLTD.STL.

ALACAM SOK.31/1 AAYRANCI - ANKARA

STEYR ANKARA DANISMAMLIK VE TIC.A.S.

BUKRES SOK. 8/3, CANKAYA - ANKARA

TIM DIS TICARET A.5.

BESTEKAR SOK 35/6 06580 - ANKARA

TIVIK ITHALAT THRACAT TICARET LTD.5TIL

100, YIL SITESIA7/8 ANKARA

TROPHY RONTGEN SANAYI A5,

TUNUS CADDESI,B/21 ANKARA

YASEMIN ITH. IHR. VE TIC. LTD.STL

BUKLUM S0K. NOLO/1 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

KO -TUR ENTEGRE TAVUKCULUK SANYE TIC.AS.

2.CAD. NO: 45 OVECLER-DIKMEN-ANKARA

NITROMAK MAKINA KIMYA NITRO NOBEL KIMYA SANAYL ALS.

CINNAH CD.PILOT SK.NO.17 CANKAYA/ANKARA

CORE RESOURCES MANAGEMENT KAYNAK ¥ ONETIMI TIC, LTD. STI.

KARUM I5M. NO: 437 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

TECK COMINCO MADENCILIK SAN. A

FARABI SOK. 373 CANKAYA - ANKARA

SA-MI OTOMOTIV TICARET, ITHALAT IHRACAT LTD.STL

CEVRELI SOK.74/1 Ar DINLIKEVLER - ANKARA

PEMI MUSAYIRLIK MUHENDISLIK AS.

ABDULLAH CEVDET SK. 33/7 CANKAYAfANKARA

RIM ITHALAT IHRACAT VE TICLTD.STL.

BUKLUM SOK. 9/1, KAVAKLIDERE - ANKARS

UNTA GIDA VE SAN.VE TIC.LTD.STI.

G.M.K. BULVARI 23/13 ANKARA

SERDAR [THALAT IHRACAT ¥E TIC.LTD.3TI.

SUMER SOK.9/6, KIZILAY - ANKARA

DMC TEKSTIL TIC.LTDLSTL

BESTEKAR 50K. NO.3-3 BAKANLIKLAR/ANKARA

MESA IMALAT SANAYI VE TICARET A.S.

ATATURK MH.KATT CD. NO:44 Y. KENT-ANKARA

BEYER MAKINA SAN.VE TIC.LTD.5TL

KONYA KARAYOLU 3 KM. GOLBAST f ANKARA

AZER ITHALAT-THRACAT VE TIC. LTD.STL

TUNALL HILMI CAD.101/24 KAVAKLIDERE ANKARA

ZEMZEM DIS TIC.LTD.STL.

NECATIEEY CADLSEZENLER SOK.4/1 ANKARA

ALKAD DIS TIC.LTD.STL

OLGUNLAR SOK. NO.20/11 BAKANLIKLAR/ANKARA

ANGORA TURIZM YAT ISLET.AS.

IRAN CAD.25/A GAZIOSMANPASA/ANKARA

ARTAS ANKARA RAYLT TOPLUTASIMA AS.

GAMA BINAST ATATURK BULVARI 229 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

DETU TURIZM YATIRIMLARI VEISLETMECILIE LTD.STL

EAYINDIR S0K. 3/4 ANKARA

DK DIS TIC.LTD.STI.

ALACAM SOKAK NO.1/23-24-25 CANKAYASANKARA

E15-ASOC. TIC VE DAN.LTELSTL.

IRAN CAD. 2574 G.OSMANPASASANKARA

E.M.L. ELEKTRONIK SISTEMLER SAN. A5

BATINDIR 50K, 50/1 KIZILAY /ANKARA

ET VE BALIK SAN.VE TIC.AS.

ET BALIK KUR.GN.MD.NO.104 AKKOPRU-ANKARA

FIELD SUPPORT SERV.MUH.LTDLSTI

MAHATMA GANDI (D.107/2 GAZIOSMANPAZA/ANKARA

GABAY AYAKKAEI SAN.VE TICAS.

YENI MAH.542.50K.19/2 GAZIQSMANPASAIANKARA

GERSEL 151 SAN. VE TIC. AS.

TUNUS CAD. NO.5 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

GROSSER ¥E GROSSER YATIRIM VEDIS DAN.LTD.STL

MAHATMA GANDHI CAD. NO. 7115 ANKARA

HE-WA TURIZM VE TICAS.

G.M.K.BULYAR] FEVZI CAKMAK SOK.NO.31/5 DEMIRTEPE/ANKARA

INTERTRADE PARK VE SPOR ALANLARI DUZENL.SAN.TIC.LTD.STL.

YENISEHIR HALK SOK. 16f13 ANKARA

JOHN CHIEN TURISTIK ISLET. VE TIC. LTD.STI.

KOROGLU CAD. 37/7 CANKAYAZANKARA

KARO TURIZM VE TIC.LTD.STI.

KOROGLU CAD. 56/2 GAZIOSMANPASA/ANKARA

MAKSING LOK.ISL.AS.

ZIYA GOKALP CADLND.20/8 KIZILAY/ANKARA

MBB KUTLUTAS HELIKOPTERLERI LTDLSTI.

ATATURK BULVARI 193/6 KAVAKLIDERE[ANKARA

MEG INSAAT SAN. TIC. AS.

HOSDERE CAD. NO.24/18 ¥.AY RANCI/06550/ANKARA

NISSHO IwAI CORP. MERK.TOKY O ANKARA MERK.VE 1ST.SUBELERI

GUNES SOK. NO.1/1-2 SISLI MEY DANI KAVAKLIDEREIANKARA

NRT-ARK TURIZM GIRISIMLERI A.S.

TUNUS CAD. NO.50/A4 DB680-KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

OPTIM OBERMEYER PROJE TEKNIK BILGI ISLEM MERK.A.S.

KIRKPINAR SOK.9/8 CANKAYA-ANKARA

ORTADOGU ORMANCILIK PROJIE ETUD VE MUS.TIC.AS.

GUNIZ SOK. NO. 44/4 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARS

OZER VE KIRSCHEAUM TUR.SAN.TIC.LTDLSTI.

SOYSAL SITEST ISH. K.1 NO.107 ANKARA

PARADISE TURIZM 5AN. TIC. LTD.5TI.

ATATURK BULVARI NO. 223714 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

PELKA IMALAT ELEKTRIK MALZEMELERT SAN.TIC A5,

ISTANBUL YOLU 25.KM. SARAYKOY /ANKARA

PETSA PETROL SAN. YAGL. TIC. AS.

BESTEKAR S0K. NO.3/3 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

RULTUR TURIZM ISL.AS.

AKAY CAD. NO.21/15 BAKANLIKLARIANKARA

YEK IC VE DIS TIC.LTD.STI.

TOROS SOK.NO:37/10SIHHIYE FANKARA

ELSAM KAGIT 1SLEME VE BASIM SAN.ITH.IHR.VE TICLTD.STI.

ZiTA GOKALP CAD.ICEL SOK.NO:7/10 KIZILAY/ANKARA

ALSAT DIS TIC. LTD.5TI.

MAHATMA GANDI (0. 24/3 G.0.PASA/ANKARA

PASTEUR MERIEUX SERUM VE ASI 3AN. A5,

CINNAH CAD. 3372 ANKARA
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HIDRO-OTV SEHIR VE ENDUSTRI SULARINI ARITMA LTD.STI.

1ZC1 SK. NO.6f2-4-6 G.0.P.JANKARA

F3P TURIZM VE YATIRIM A5,

CINNAH CD. 74/7 CANKAYA/ANKARA

ARLEKIN HALICILIK VE EL SANATLARI SAN.VE TIC.LTD.5TL

PURGUKLU MAH.MEVLANA CAD.KIZILAY GARSISI NO:PO3 ANKARA

L ﬁmﬁ'
| 1xomie

BERLITZ LISAN MERKEZLER! LTD.5T1 ABDULLAH CEVDET 0K, NOL33/7 ANKARA 14

FADIL JARBOE ITH.IHR.VE TIC.LTOLSTL. MARESAL FEVZI CAKMAK CAD.55/1 ANKARA 05, @
ALBORA OTELCILIK TUR. VE TIC. AS. 57.50K. 7/5 EMEK/ANKARA 01,01, 1320)
ALLGON BASARI TELEKOMUNIKASY ON SAN.TICA.S. ATATURK BULVARI 53/6 SIHHIYE/ANKARA 01.01, 1320
AYMET SINGAPORE LAND TURIZM AS. KOROBLU CAD. 5474 GAZIOSMANPASA/ANKARA 01011920
DOGUS ELEKTRONIK SAN. VE TIC.AS. [ZMIR CAD. 48710 KIZILAY/ANKARA 01.01,1930)
EGEMEN GIDA TEKSTIL MADD. ITH.IHR.LTDLSTL. SOYSAL CARSIST K.2 NO.202 KIZILAY/ANKARA 01.01. 1950
GAGEQ GUNEYDOGU ANADCOLU GAZIANTEP ENT.OTELC.AS. ATATURK BULV.02/8 YENISEHIRS ANKARA 0101190
HOMAN [THALAT IHRACAT VE TIC.LTD.STL CEVRE SOK. 10/17 CANKAYA/ANKARA 01.01.1220)
KOOHIIT ELEKTRONIK TICLTD.STL ATTAR SOK. 9/2 GAZIDSMANPASA/ANKARA 01.01,1320)
LUCON SERYIS BAKIM VE ESITIM LTD.STL. MAHATMA GANDI CAD. 25/0 GAZIOSMANPASA-ANKARA 01,01, 190)
ORIENT OTOMAT SISTEMLERI DEZGEN AUTOMATEN TICA.S, CEMAL NADIR SOK. 23/1 CANKAYA/ANCARA 101, 1920)
PASKAL [HR.ITH. TIC.LTD.STI. [ZMIR CAD. IHLAMUR SOK. 9/15 KIZILAY/ANKARA 01,0110
SAID DIS TICLTDLETL MENEKSE S0K.32/22 KIZILATIANKARA 01.01,190)
SETAS ELEKTRIK MALZEMELERT PAZ.TAAH.SAN.TIC.A.S, SANAYT CAD. ICAYNAR HAN NO.27/A ULUS/ANKARA 01.01. 1320)
SUPERYAT MARINA VE TURIZM A.S. FARABI S0K. NOLL2/8 CANKATAANKARA 0101, 1920
SEMSETTIM ITH.IHR. ¥E TICLTD.STL FEWZ] CAKMAK TAD. NOLES/1 ANKARA 01011920
TEKILA TURIZM ¥AT I5L. A5, TAHRAN CAD. NO.4/8 GAZIDSMANPASAJANICARA 01,01, 1220)
THOMSON TEKFEN RADAR SAN. VE TIC. AS. GOREME 50K, NO. /8 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA 01.01. 1950
UNITHERM 15T URETIM SAN. A.5. SEHIT ERSAN CAD.COBANYILDIZI SOK.NOLZ/E CANKAYAJANKARA 0101190
WENEER TIMBER INC. ANKARA TURKIYE SUBESI KOZA CAD.GEZEGEN SOK.3/5 GAZIOSMANPASA/ANKARA 01.01.1320)
WERAP ANKARA ELEKTRONIK A.5. K.K.EEKIR (DLESNAF SK.N:00/8 ISKITLERANKARA 01,01, 1920
ZEYNEP TURIZM A5 TUNUS CAD. 0175 ANKARA 01,01, 190)
RIOTUR MADENCILIK A.5. UGUR MUMCU CO. 80/34 G.0LPASA-ANCARA 1901, 1920
ANSAN ANKARA GIDA MESRUBAT VE MEYVE SUL.SAN.TIC.AS, RESITGALIP CO. ILKADIM 3K.NO.1 G.OP./ANKARA 2301.1950)
A DIN YAZILIM VE ELEKTRONIK SAN. A.5. M.KEMAL MAH. 10.50K, ESKISEHIR YOLU 7 KM, ANKARA 140,190
NAB-TAT DIS TIC. VE PAZ.LTD.STL TUNUS (0D.57/8 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA 06,04, 1920)
KARADENIZ ELEKTRIK AS. RESIT GALIP CAD. 88/4 GAZIOSMANPASA/ANKARA 32.04,1920)
HYDER MUHENDISLIK MUSAVIRLIK LTDLSTL KIERLS SK.NO.15/4 CANKATATANKARA 10,06, 1920)
COMPUTER GRAFIK YAZI SISTEMLERI LTDLSTL GHANDI CAD. 71/4 GAZIOSMANPASA/ANKARA 107,120
AYMET MIKROFAZ ELEKTRONIK SAN.TIC.AS. KOSEOGLU CAD. KIZKULEST SOK. NO.23/3 CANKAYAANKARA 15,08, 1920
GALMEK GEC ALSTHOM-BARMEK ELEKTRIK ENDUSTRISE A3 ESENBOGA HAVALIMANI YOLU 23 KM. AKYURT-ANKARA 11,11,1920
BABCDOC AND WILCOX GAMA KAZAN TEKNOLOIIST A.5. ATATURK ELL. 211 KAT: 10 05680-KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA 18.41,1920
ELIN ELMAK ELEKTRONIK SISTEM. TIC. LTD.STL. BILLUR SOK. 23/7 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA 01,01,1351
INSUTT JEOLC01 JECTEKNIK SONDATCILIK LTDLSTL KIRKPINAR SK.NOL 475 06600 CANKATA-ANKARA 01,01, 1291]
O7BARI GIDA SAN.ITH.IHR.A.S. ATATURK EULVARI 02/6 YENISEHIR-ANKARA 0101, 1981
REMPA DIS TIC. LTD.5TI. CANKIRI CAD. 67/E - 11 DISKAPT/ANKARA 01,01, 1294
SOLADUR GUNES EMERILSL SAN. VE TIC.LTDLSTL HALE SK. 10/3 MALTEPE-ANKARA 01011991
SPORTEKS SPOR TEKSTIL TIC.IHR. ITH. LTD.STL HALE S0 1073 MALTEPE-ANKARA 1,01, 1201
SUR OTOMOTIV YAN SAN.TICAS. KARLI 5K, 15/4 G.OSMANPASA-ANKARA 01011991
DOGALGAZ DONUSUM SISTEMLERI TIC. LTDLETL BILIR SOK. §/7 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA 21011291
NEWMONT MADENCIL [ VE TIC. A.S. ZIYA UR RAHMAN CD. 17/3 G.OSMANPASA-ANKARA 05.03,1281
TUREELCO DIS TIC. LTD.5TL 10.C0. L-3 BLOK 18/30 EMEK-ANKARA D204 1291
WOEST-ALPINE ANK.MUH.TAAH.LTDLSTI. NEMEHATUN CAD.NO.8L/2 G.0.PASA/ANKARA 2004.1951
DARDANEL MADENCILIK SAN. VE TICA.S. ILKADIM SK.3/3 G.0.P-ANKARA 23,04, 1321
ESDAS ELEKTROMIK SIST.DESTEK SAN.TIC.AS. GOP MAH. 245.50.N0.2 GOLEAST ANKARA 17.06.1991
GEMERAL TRADING EKSPORT-IMPORT DIS TIC. LTD.STL BAREARCS MH.E.ELCT SK.NO.10/L KUCUKESAT/ANKARA 0061931
INPRO PROJE VE MUHENDISLIK LTD.STI. ATATURK BULV.109/31 K.DERE/ANKARA 16,08, 1951
BURAK ITHALAT IHRACAT ANONIM SIRKETI NECATIBEY CAD. SEZENLER S0K. NOud-11  ANKARA 18,09,1991
ERICSS0N TELECOMUNICAZ. SPA ANKARA SUBES RESIT GALIP COLHIRFANLE 5K.16/7 G.0.P./ANKARA 26001701
KSE POMPA ARMATUR SAN.TIC. AL, MAHATMA GANDHI CAD.54 G.0.PASA/ANKARA 10,10,1201
TUP GAZ TIC.3AN. A5, ESKI BUYUKDERE CD.OYCAN PLAZA NO.15 K.7 MASLAK/IST. 15.11,1551
H.P. DIS TIC. VE NAKLIYAT LIMITED STI. BILIR SOK. NO:Bf1  KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA 24:11,1981]
COMESA TIBEL ALETLER LTD.5TI. KEROBLU CAD. 43/7-8 G.0.PASA-ANKARA 2511, 1991
PFM ANKARA TIEBI PLASTIK TIC. LTD. 5T KOROGLU €D, NO: 14/6 G.OSMANPASA-ANKARA 17,12, 1201
AKGURCAY GIDA SAN. TIC. IML. ¥E IHR. AS. SELANIK CAD. 48/17-22  ANKARA 25121001
WOLKER IHRACAT, ITHALAT YURTICI TIC. VE TUR. LTD.STLADINA SYN. EROL BILGEN [ZMIR CD. 3/7 KIZILAY-ANCARA 35,01, 1250)
MEROSA ITH. IHR. SAN. VE PAZARLAMA LIMITED SIRKETI MESRUTIYET COD.HATAY SK.N:1614 KIZILAY -ANKARA 0502198
DOSTROY ALTYAPL PROJE VE INSAAT AS. YESILYURT SOK. NOiLS/S  CANKATA-ANKARA 1902, 198
RK.BELOOM BILGISAYAR VE TEKNIK HIZM. TIC LTD.STI KIZKULESE SOK. 17710 G.0.PASA-ANKARA 05,03, 1233
STANDART TEKNIK SERV.A.S. ATATURK BLLV. 16/51 ANKARA 10,04, 193
POSEIDON YACHTS SCANDINAVIA A.B. FEVZ] CAKMIAK SOK.NO:336 KIZILAT-ANKARA 27,05, 10
ALTERNATIF YATIRIMLAR OTELCILIK TUR. TIC. A.S. MAHATMA GANDHL CAD. 24/4 6.0.P./ANGARA 2005, 120
CIMENKENT EMNIYET MALZEMELERT IMAL VE TIC. LTD. 571 TUNUS CAD. NI:E5/2  KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA 04,05, 1955
DROSSEORU PLASTIK VE TIC. AS. KARANFIL S0K. 35 KIZILAY-ANKARA 006 19
MONOKON INS. TAAHH.5AN. TIC.A.S. KONUR SOK. CAN APT. 55/10 BAKANLIKLAR/ANKARA 4081225
METRO GROSMARKET ANKARA ALISVERIS HIZ.TIC.LTD.STL. HILAL SEZER ERKUT CAD. ETLIK/ANKARA 1808192
IRATUR GIDA SAM. ITH.IHR. VE TIC LTD. 5TL ESAT CO.KOZLAR ISHANI NO: 61742 KAT:6 KUCUKESAT/ANKARA 3108192
DIOEK SABLIC SANVE TIC.AS. YESILYURT 5K.15/5 CANKAYA/ANKARA 10,09, 190
AZER ALTIN ITHALAT IHRACAT VE TIC.LTDLSTL ANAFARTALAR CAD.111/¥-3-4 VAKIF ISHANI NO.111 UL USANKARA 22.09,195|
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SAHARA ITHALAT-IHRACAT VE DAHILI TOPTAN TIC.LTD.STL RUZGARLI SK.NO. 18/17 DEVECT [5H. ULUS/ANKARA 06,10, 1952
TU-K () E¥ ALETLERI TIC.STL HANIMELT SOK.NO:10/21 SIHHIYE-ANKARA 21.10.193)
BELEK GOLF KLUBU TURIZM INSAAT SAN. VE TIC. ALS. KONYA YOLU 63 BALGAT/ANKARA 10,11,192
NTTI EILVAK TEKNIK VE DANISMANLIK A5, HALICT SOK.ND.4/4 G.0.P./ANKARA 2.1, 1920
NASA TURIZM YATIRIM LTD.5TL EAGLAR CAD. 234/3  ANKARA 14.12,190
EAGLAN INSAAT VE IMALAT SANVE TICAS. STARAZBURG CAD.16/20 SIHHIYE-ANAKARA 12,12.1920
GEMEREK EKSPORT IMPORT VE DI5 TIC.LTDLSTI. KOZA S0K.NOiLLB/18 GAZIOSMANPASA-ANKARA 21,12, 19|
ARITE MOTOR VE TIC. A5 SEBZE BAHC.SK.NOL74/60 [SKITLER/ANKARA 20011923
YILDIZ TURIZM ISLETMECILIK VE TIC. LTD. STL KULELL SOK. 4574 G.0.PASA-ANKARA 030715
OKAN TURIZM YATIRIMLARI VE I5L. AS. SEHIT ADEM YAVUZ S0K. 0/13 KIZILAT/ANKARA 16,03, 1933
CITY HOSPITAL SAGLIK YATIRIM HIZMET AS, BUKLUM 5K.N0.53 KAWAKLIDERE-ANKARA 13.04,1933
SIGMATEK MIMARLIK MUHENDISLIK MUS. LTDL 5TL KAPTANPASA SK.NO: 30 G.O.P.JANKARA 13041983
CAE-LINK ALTAY SIMULATOR A3, KIZILIRMAK SOK. NO: 2 BAKANLIKLAR-ANKARA 05.05.1553
JINGFA TURIZM VE TICLTD.STL CIN RESTAURANT ALTINPARK IRFAN BASTUG CAD.ANKARA 25051923
PENDY PLASTIK URUNLERI TIC, A.5. ARIANTIN CAD. NOL22/7 G.O.P.JANKARA 35.05,1993
SAREA IC VE DIS TIC. LTDLSTIL CINNAH CADLALAGAM SOK.ND.36/15 CANKAYAJANKARA 1006, 1983
TAYSAN ULUSLARARAS] GIDA HIZMETLERI LTO. STL. SARICAM S0K. NO: 16 SITELER-ANKARA 006, 1993
NEAR EAST INSAAT SAN. VE TIC. ALS. KIZKULESE S0K. 32/1 GAZIOSMANPASA-ANKARA 06071933
ALHAMD ESTABLISHMENT DIS TIC.LTD.STL EMEK 8,CAD. 215/A ANKARA 05071993
GAMA GAZPROM TAAHH.PAZ.VE TIC.AS. ATATURK EULVARI GAMA 13 MERK.O7/47 KIZILAY/ANKARA 140071933
MENCH YAYINCILIK VE TIC.LTD.STL. AMITHAT EF.SK. 2072 CANKAYA/ANKARA 17,06, 1953
EES00 ULUSLARARASI ABONE CD,ROOM VE IL.HIZLTD.STL KONUTKENT 2 A1 BLOK NO.30 ANKARA 23081993
COMEX INTERPARTNERE PAZ.TIC.A.S. ATATURK EULV.GAMA [5 MERK.NOAL KIZILAY/ANKARA 200,199
LONGSANS DIS TIC, LTD. 5T1. DOLUNAY 5. 0712 K.ESAT-ANKARA 3109.1923
INPAS TURISTIK TESISLER ISL. ORG. LTD. 5T CINNAH CAD. ALABAS SOK. 16/2 CANKAYA-ANKARA 04,10.1953
ILIN-BATI ULUSLARARASI TIC. A5, BOSTANCIK CAD. 40 CIGILTERE-ANKARA 03.12.1923
NERGIS MODERN SEBZECILIK VE TARIM URUNL.SAN.TIC.LTDLSTL. ISTASYON MH. KOPRUBASI KUMEEVLER NO.14 SINCAN ANKARA 30,43, 19
FRANZ EMELE TEKSTIL BASKI SAN.TIC.LTD.STL. ORNEK SAN.SITESI 4.CD. NO.6 OSTIM/ANKARA 32.12.1993
HERAELS ELECTRO NITE TERM.SAN.TICA.S. ORG.SAN.E0L ORHAN 151K CONOLY SINCAN/ANK. 2313, 1993
BOJE PEDERSEN INS.TARH.SAN. VE TIC. A5 MESRUTIYET CO. 14/2 KIZILAY-ANCARA 12,01, 1934
SPORTS INTERN.BILKENT FITNESS VE SPOR MERKEZE A5 BILKENT 1.C0.NO.501 ANKARA . 1934
GRESCHBACH SAGSIZ MEKANIK OTOPARK 15L.LTD.5TL. ILKIZ 50K, 8/10 SIHHIYE ANKARA 23003.1924
MARIMPEKS DIS TIC.ALS. FEVZI CAKMAK SOK. 13/16 DEMIRTEPE/ANKARA 04041904
AMBER TURIZM VE OTELCILIK TIC.ALS. UNYE SOK.NO.7/8 G.0.P. ANKARA 10031924
SCANDINAY AN HOUSES MARK.INS. TAAH.SAN.VE TICAS, MESRUTIYET CO. NO.15/2 KIZILAY/ANKARA 2004199
BASTAS EASKENT CIMENTO SAN. A.5. ANK.-SAMSUN KARAYOLU 35, KM, ELMADAG/ANCARA 10,06 1024
P.P. UCTUR ULUSLARARASI ING.SAN.TICAS. ILLER 5€. MO.5 MEBUSEVLER/ANKARA 13.06,1924
RFC REKLAM FILM FROD.AJANS LTD.STL. KUMKAPL 3K. 3471 CANKAY AFANKARA 15,06, 194
URMET CILINGIR ELEKTRONIK TIC.LTD.S5TI RESIT GALIP CD. 13/3 G.O.P. ANKARA 15,07,1924
TELERAC ELEKTRONIK SIST.SAN.TIC.A.S, HULYA SK. 21/6 G.O.P./ANKARA 11,05,1994
AW RASYA ANIMASYON VE TURISTIK HIZMETLER LTD.5TL ATATURK BULV. NO:02/8 YENISEHIR-ANKARA 12081924
DUNY A ULUSLARARAS] IC VE DIS TIC.AS. TUNALL HILMI CD.94/6 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA 02,09, 1224
AVRASYA TURIZM YATR. VE ISLAS. R.GALIP CD. GOLGELI SK. NO.1 G.O.P. ANKARA 15.09,1924
SCHOMBURG INS.MALZ. SAN.TICLTD.STL ALDAVER SK. NO2ZFL CANKATA/ANKARA 270,199
WILDD INTERNATIONAL PAZARLAMA VE DIS TICLTD.STL FETHIYE SK.NO.6/11 GOP [ANKARA 17.10, 1204
GIAT SAVUNMA SAN.HIZM.AS. MAHATMA GANDHI €D, NO: 102/1 G.0.PASA-ANKARA 19,10,1934
TODDS INTERMATIONAL KONFEKSIYON TEKSTIL SAN.TIC.LTDL5TL OSTIM 2.CO.NO.28 YENIMAHAL LE/ANKARA 24,10.1924)
TICKNER DANISMANLIK MUS.TIC.LTD.5TI. KULELT 5K. NO.41/7 G.O.P.JANCARA 3,11, 1204
ALSTOM ENERIIVE NAKIL A.5. TAHRAN CD. NO.3/7 K.DERE/ANKARA 411, 1924
UNI-MAR ENERIT YATIRIMLARL A5, IRAN CD. MO.2/2 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA 07.11,1994
CAN ELEKTRONIK 58N, VE TICLTD.STL ISTASYON MH.SINIR 5K.NO.17-5 ETIMESGUT/ANKARA 22,11, 1924
EUR(PE TRADE CENTER DIS TICLTD.STL NECATIEEY CD. 18/12 ANKARA 35,11,1994
EADS SAVUNIMA SISTEMLERL A3 KAPTANPASA SOK.NO.2/3 06700 GOP ANKARA 011,194
ASCOTEC MUHENDISLIK-MUMESSILLIK HIZ. VE TIC. LTD.STL. SELANIK CAD, 1713 KIZILAY-ANKARA 06,12, 1934
COMPUTER ASSOCIATES B.SATAR YAZILIM PAZ.LTD.STL TRAN CD. 45/10 CANKAY A/ANKARA 21131904
BASARI ELEKTRONIK SAN. VE TIC.AS. ESENBOGA KARAYOLU 28.KM BALIKHISAR KOYU MEVKIT 06750 AKYUR) 3512,1999

MEGA TRADE ITH.IHR.LTD.STI.

HANIMELI SK. 10/18 SIHHIYE/ANKARA

ITN INS.MALZ.VE DIS TIC.LTDLSTL

HURRIYET 0D, 170/3 DIKMEN/ANKARA

NIGARLT ING.MALZ,DIS TIC.LTD.STI

BUKULMEZ SK. 6/22 DIKMENSANKARA

COOK VE MATZ PAZARLAMA VE TIC. LTD.STL

BILLUR SOK. NO: 23/3  KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

GLOBAL MEDIKAL ALETLER TIBBI CIH.LTD.STL.

S.TEGMEN KALMAZ (D.MODERN CARSI NO.425 ULUS/ANKARA

TEMPA KLIMA TEKNIK MALZEME PAZARLAMA LTDLSTL.

FEVZI CAKMAK SOK.NO.: 33/6 DEMIRTEPE-ANKARA

AKTAS INS.MALZ.SAN.VE TIC.AS.

DEMIRCILER SITESI NO.178 SITELER/ANKARA

TAMTAS YAFI MALZ.SAN.VE TIC.AS.

DEMIRCILER SITESI NO.178 SITELER/ANKARA

REGULUS TURIZM A3,

CINNAH CD. NO.28/3 CANKAYA/ANKARA

SHAHRIAR DI TIC. LTD.STIL

GAZIOSMANPASA BOYABAT SOK. 15/6 ANKARA

ILEKS DIS TIC.LTD.STI

FLEVNE (D. NO.137 ALTINDAGIANKARA

NOVA OTOMOTTY SAN. VE TIC A5,

ALINTERI BULVARIL NO.145 OSTIM - ANKARA

PAS.INT.DIS.TIC.LTD.STL

SELANIK CAD. NO.:33/20  KIZILAY -ANKARA

ANIOS DEZENFEKTAN AN, VE TIC. A5,

MITHATPAZA CAD. 24/14 YENISEHIR-ANKARA

CL DALCA-LISMAOC TOLLS DIS TICLTDLSTL

BOZYER MEVKIT BUBDUZ KOYU  AKYURT-ANKARA

ASLAN DERI ITHALAT IHRACAT LTD.STL

FEVZI CAKMAK SOK. NO.: 33/6 DEMIRTEPE-ANKARA

ATY DIS TIC. LTD.STI.

SELANIK CAD, 39/10  ANKARA

268

30,12, 1284




Table A.3- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of Foreign Direct or Indirect Investments in Ankara

28
290
201
202
29
204
205
205
207
208
200
300
30
302
303
04
305
308
307
308
309
3o
311
2
N3
314
315
g
317
38
na
320
321
323
323
324
325
326
327
328
329
330
33
332
333
334
335
335
337
338
339
340
341
342
34,
344
345
345
347
348
349
350
a5
352
353
354
355
356
357
358
359
360
361

=]

=)

=2

ey

]

=

NAME OF COMPANY

ADRESS

IEC TELEKOMUNIKASYON CIHAZLARI LTD.STI,

ESKISEHIR YOLU BEYSUKENT DICLE (D, NO.5 ANKARA

1MARS TURIZM TIC, VE SAN. A3

SELANIK CAD. 1/1  KIZILAY -ANKARA

DICTATOR ULUSLARARASI DIS TIC. LTDLSTI.

CEVAT DUNDUR (D KAVACIKLL [SM, NO.:18 OSTIM-ANKARA

TUR-KAF ITH.IHR.A.S.

BAGLAR CD. 23413 K.ESAT-ANKARA

MEDIKAL SERVIS VE TIC. LTDLSTL

BULTEN SOK. 37/2  KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

BUCHART HORN MUHENDISLIK MIMARLIK PLANLAMA VE TICAS.

TURANGUNES BULV. AYKON SITESE 5170 ORANJANKARA

VILDAN [THALAT IHRACAT SAN. TIC LTDLSTI.

ATAC 2 30K, 66/4 KIZILAY-ANKARA

ALTAL MADENCILIK SAN, VE TIC, LTDLSTLL

BILLUR SOK. 23/8 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

EKA DIS TICLTD.STL

YILDIZ MH. EBUZIYA TYEVFIK SOK. NO.: 1710 ANKARA

KELVIN HOTEL MUTFAK EKIFMANLARI IMALAT SAN. LTD5TL.

DEMIRHENDEK CD. NO: 156 SITELER-ANKARA

MEDITEK MUHENDISLIK SAN. VE TIC, LTDLSTL

AND SOK.NC: 878 CANKATA-ANKARA

ALFANUR INSAAT TEKSTIL GIDA MAD. VE OR.UR.ITH.IHR LTD.5TL.

TUNA CD. 18/3  YENISEHIR-ANKARA

ERGENEKON INS.GIDA MAD.TEK.OR.UR.PET.URITH.IHR. TIC.LTDLSTL.

TUNA CAD. 18/3 YENISEHIR-ANKARA

ASENA GIDA MAD. OR.UR. VE TIBEI MALZ. ITH.IHR. VE PAZ. LTD.5TI.

TUNA CD. 18/3  YENISEHIR-ANKARA

TURALEX TUR.TIC.ING.AS.

AL SUAVI SOK.EMA ISMERKEZI 1/20 MALTEPE/ANKARA

CAT KARGO HAYVA TASIMA A.3.

GULSEREN 5K. NO.G/7 MALTEPE/ANKARA

ALMET METAL END.VE TIC.ALS.

31.3K. NO.118-120 OSTIM-ANKARA

AKHINDI TARIM GIDA SAN.VE TICAS.

NASUH AKAR MAH. 6. SOK. 5/1 BALGAT/ANKARA

IMPEX ITH.IHR. VE TIC. LTD.STI.

KARANFIL 50K, 18/66 KIZILAY-ANKARA

PAKPEN INTERNATIONAL DIS .TIC.AS.

TURAN GUNES BULV.NC:72/3 CANKATA-ANKARA

DRICA NITRO PATLAYICI MADDELER SAN.TIC.AS.

HULYA SK. NO.45 G.0.P. 06700/ANKARA

BALFOUR BEATTY INSAAT VETIC. LTDLETI.

CATHANE SK. NO.23/8 GAZIOSMANPAZA/ANKARA

BEH-3AN MAKINA TAAHH.SAN.TIC.AS.

FETIH SK. 46/2 SITELER/ANKARA

MANES DIZEL MOTORLARI SAN. VE TIC LTDLSTI.

BUYUK SAN. 1.00. ELIF 50K, 77193 ISKITLER-ANKARA

YENT ANADOLU MINERAL MADENCILIK SAN.TIC.LTD.STI.

SUSLU SK.NO: 2 MEBUSEVLERT TANDOGAN-ANKARA

ESY BILIM EGT.5AGLIK VE SPOR YER I3LTICLTD.STL

GUVENLIK CD. 16/7-8 AAYRANCI/ANKARA

GTECH AVRASYA TEKNIK HIZMETLER VE MUS. AS.

CINNAH COLND: 54/3 CANKAYA-ANKARA

BBG TARIMSAL URUNLER VE TARIM MAK.TIC.VE MUH.HIZ.LTD.STL

SELANIK CD.52/21 KIZILAY/ANKARA

KB THERMIT METALURIL INS. SAN.AS.

KARANFIL SOK. 40/5 BAKANLIKLAR-ANKARA

ETIZECLIT KiMYA SAN.VE TIC.AS.

TUNUS CAD. NO.33 KAT:4 05650 KAVAKLIDERE -ANKARA

FAR GUVENLIK SIS.CEV.YOM.DANHIZ.TICLTD.STI.

8.C0. NO.10/3 A OVEQLER/ANKARA

FINNMAP-AS HORITACILIK SAN.VE TIC.A.S.

UGUR MUMCU CAD.B0/6 G.0OLP./ANKARA

DUNYA DIS TIC. LTD.STL

[ZMIR CD. NO: 35/6 KIZILAY-ANKARA

METTICO TURIZM VE TIC. LTD.STL.

GENCLIK CD. SAVAS SOK. NO: 10/1 TANDOGAN-ANKARA

SCT FILTRE OTOMOTIV SAN, VE DIS TIC.LTOLSTL

NENEHATUN CD. NO: 103/5 G.O.P./ANKARA

KESSEL VE HARTMANN INSAAT ITHALAT IHRACAT LTD.STI.

G.M.K. BULV. B4f11 MALTEPE-ANKARA

TOSCANA PEYZAJ VE DIS TIC.LTD.STL

2MENEKSE 30K, 32/6 KIZILAY-ANKARA

AK TARIM URUNLITH.IHR.TICLTDLETI.

KONUR 30K, 32/8  KIZILAY-ANKARA

TURSTOY TURIZM VE DIS TIC.LTD.STH.

CIHAN SK.OZBAYRAKISH. NO: 1721 SIHHIYE-ANKARA

TURUS TURIZM VE DIS TIC.LTD.STL

CIHAN SOK.OZBAYRAK I5H. 1/21 SIHHIYE-ANKARA

ERSAN PETROL UR. TIC.LTDLSTIL

NECATIBEY CD. 84/12 YENISEHIR-ANKARA

TILLO DIS TIC. VE MUMESSILLIK A5

GESME MH. GAZETECT KASIK CD.NG:17 ULUCANLAR-ANKARA

BIF BESICILIK SAN.VE TIC.LTDLSTL

HULYA SKNO.41L/10 G.O.PJANKARA

ASENA 2 TURIZM VE D15 TIC.LTD.STL

CIHAN SK.1/21 SIHHIYEFANKARA

NILAY DIS TIC.TUR.ISL.PAZ.LTD.STL.

MESRUTIYET CO. 17/22 KIZILAY/ANKARA

LORD 1§ VE DIS TIC. LTOLSTL

TUNALL HILMI CD. 85/34 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

SANKOK MEYVE SULARI ITH.IHR.LTDLETT.

GUNIZ SOK.METHI APT. 23/6  CANKAYA-ANKARA

iNTATIBEI URUNLER TIC.LTD.STI.

ADAKALE 5K.16/12 SIHHIY E/ANKARA

CENNHOLL TURIZM DIS TIC.LTD.STL

DEFINE 30K, NO: 12/4 AYDINLIKEVLER-ANKARA

ANKARA EKSPORT DIS TIC. LTD.STI.

G5.M.K.BULVART ONUR [SH. 14/8 KIZILAY-ANKARA

WUG BAUTRAEGER GMBH TURKIYE SUBES]

ORAN SEHRI 2. TIGREL CD. 26/B CANKAYAJANKARA

AREMA BIS TUR.DIS TIC.LTD.STI

GUNIZ 5K.20/14 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

GESAN GIDA SAN. VE TIC LTDLSTLL

HULYA SOK.6/1 ANKARA

VITRO ANTALYA TARIM UR.VE TOH.UR SAN. VE TICLTD.STL

MEYVELL SOK. NO: 28/22 ETLIK-ANKARA

WISDOM FOREST ITH.IHR.MUS.TUR.TIC. VE SAN.LTD.STIL

3. Cd.Na. 87/A B.EVLER/ANKARA

PIMAKS PNOMATIR 13 MAKINALART IM.5AN.MUHLLTD.STL.3

YENI OSTIM SAN.SIT.28 SK.NC.12 OSTIM/ANKARA

TURAN DIS TIC. LTD.STIL.

CAYHANE SOK. NO:24 G.0.PASA-ANKARA

1-TYM TURIZM VE DANISMANLIG TIC, LTD.5TI.

KONUR SOK.NCE 51/4 BAKANLIKLAR-ANKARA

AE ENERIL VE CEVRE KORUMA TEKNIG] MUHENDISLIK MUS, YE DIS TIC.LY

BILLUR SOK.5/5 06700 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

SODHAN TIEBI CIHAZLAR SAN.VE TICLTDLSTI.

MESRUTIYET COHATAY SK.NOLLE/1 KIZILAY/ANKARA

GB35 EMLAK VE TICARET .A.S.

§.EMEC BULYARI 8.C0.NO.20 OVECLER/ANKARA

ASTON TONER VE F.KOPT MALZ.SAN.TIC.AS.

HALK Sk, NC.22/1-2 YENISEHIR{ANKARA

TEPEFONBIR MARKET YATIRIM INSAAT VE TIC AS.

BEYTEPE KOYU NO:5 BILKENT-ANKARA

PHARMA MONDIAL [LAC PAZ.TIC.LTD.STL

MEZRUTIYET COLHATAY SK.NO.18/1 ANKARA

YAYMAR DENIZCILIK TUR.INS. TAHH.ITH.IHR.SAN. TIC,LTCLSTT.

SANCAK MH. 219 SOK.ND:3/9 CANKAY A-ANKARA

BARHUMI D15 TICVE TURIZM LTDSTI.

SELANIK CAD.39/20 KIZILAY [ANKARA

A-D ITHALAT IHRACAT LTDLSTIL

YUCETEPE MHILK.SK.NO.12/A CANKAYA/ANKARA

ESEL ENERII URETIM VE TICARET A3,

CINNAH (D NOW3F/30 CANKAYA/ANKARA

ULUS ASSARAH DIS TIC.LTD.STI.

[ZMIR CAD. 4276 KIZILAY/ANKARA

AHIKOY ENERJI SANVE TIC.AS.

KADER SK. 5/4 G.O.P.ANKARA

ASSA TTH.IHR.LTD.STI.

OZANKARA TOPTANCILAR SIT.3 BL.NO:0S MACUNKOY Y MAHALLE-AN

TEPE SINEMA KULTUR ETKINLIKLERI VE ORGANIZASYON A.S.

BEYTEPE KOYU NO:S  BILKENT-ANKARA

TEPE-AKFEN-VIE (TAV) YATIRIM YAPIM ISL.AS.

BEYTEPE KOYU NO.5 BILKENT/ANKARA
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TURKISH PETROLEUM INT,COMP.LTDL(TPIC) ANKARA SUBEST

BAHCELIEVLER MH.148 SK.ND.2 GOLBASI/ANKARA

ANAHITA DIS TICARET TURIZM LTDLSTL

ZITA-UL RAHMAN CD. 11 SOK, NO: 38/6 G.0.PASA/ANKARA

FITZ PATRICK INSAAT VE TICARET LTDLSTL

UGUR MUMCU SOK.21/2 GOP/ANKARA

BORZ DIS TIC. VE PAZ.LTDLSTL.

Z.GOKALP CD. 22/25 KIZILAY-ANKARA

THAMES WATER ALTYAPI HIZMETLERI LTD.3T1.

KIRLANGIC S.NO.28/11 G.O.P.JANKARA

WIETMARSHER AMBULANS DZEL DON. VE 5AG.GER. SAN.VE TIC.LTD.5T1.

TURAN GUNES BULY. 52/6 CANKAYA-ANKARA

ATATURT INS.TAAH.TUR.VE SAN.LTD.STL

KOZA 3K.154/16 GOP.JANKARA

BOSTON SCIENTIFIC TIP GERECLERI LTDLSTL

KULELT 3K, NC.3 G.0.P.JANKARA

ENVIRONMENTAL TECTONICS CORPORATION TURKIY EQFISINE

TURAN GUNES BULV.AYKON SITESE NO.S1/H ANKARA

PARIS PARFUMERI TEKSTIL GIDA SAN.TIC.LTDLSTL

KOCATEPE M.KIZILIRMAK 3.NO.43/4 YENISEHIR/ANKARA

ISKENDERUN ENERII URETIM VE TIC.AS.

TURAN EMEKSIZ 50K, NC:3/3 B ELOK 06700 G.0.P. JANKARA

KONYA ILGIN ELECTRIC PRODUCTION BM.TURKIYE SUBESI

ZivA UR RAHMAN CD. NO.17/3 GOP/ANKARA

BAYMINA ENERT] A.5.

ANK.DOGALGAZ SANTRAL ANK, ESKISEHIR YOLU 40 KM MALIKOY M

GUNEY EGE ENERII ISLETMELERI LTDLSTL.

1ZC1 S0K. N(O:18/5 GAZIOSMANPASA-ANKARA

OZGE BASIM YAYIN LTDLSTL.

KIZILIRMAK SK.NO.23/6 KOCATEPE/ANKARA

BILENER)I BILKENT ENERJI URETIM OTOPROD.SAN.TIC.AS.

BILKENT 5.C0.NO.4 BILKENT/ANKARA

KANEL KANGAL ELEKTRIK LTD.5TI.

IZMIR CDL25/7 KOG HAN KIZILAY/ANKARA

MEHMETOGULLARI IHR.ITH.TIC.LTD.STL.

BESTEKAR 5.28/14 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

ANADOLU PETROL URETIM HIZMETLERI LTD.STL

KARUM ISMERKEZI NO: 437 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

YENI HAYAT ICIN SPORTIF HIZ.GIDA TUR.NATUREL CIN VE TARURTICY

FISKIYE SK. N:17/5 CANKATATANKARA

EILLY GOLD DIG TIC.LTOLSTL

FEVZI CAKMAK SOK. 13/16 DEMIRTEPE-ANKARA

ASIL INTERNATIONAL TRADE AND TRAWEL TUR.DIS TIC.LTD.STL.

SELANIK CD. 39/20 KIZILAY/ANKARA

OZDEMIR HOBAS BORU URETIM SAN.VE TICA.S.

TUNUS CDLBULTEN 3K, NO. 13 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

ALTAS ALIAGA ELEKTRIK URETIM VE TICARET A.S.

CINNAH C.NO.3/4 CANKAYASANKARA

VILDAN GIDA PAZARLAMA VE TIC. LTD. 5T1.

ERZURUM MAH. GEGIM SOK. NO.15/A ANKARA

YILDIZ ARAMA VE MADENCILIK SAN. VE TIC.LTD.STIL

FARABI SK.NO.15/11 KAYAKLIDERE/ANKARA

SANCAK FARYABI DIS TIC. LTD.STIL

ZiYA GOKALP CAD. n(: 24165 KIZILAY/ANKARA

YUE LONG TUR.TIC.LTD.STIX

MESRUTIYET CD.INO.43/B KIZILAY/ANKARA

SAAB INSAAT TURIZM.SAN.PAZIC.VE D8.LTD.STL.

TUNUS CD. NO. 21/5 K.DERE/ANKARA

ENSR INTERNATIONAL DANVE MUH.LTDLSTL.

SEDAT SIMAVI 5K.10/2 CANKAY AJANKARA

A.C.L. INSAAT MOBILYA TEKSTIL LTDLSTL

RESIT GALIP COLND: B8/1 G.O.PASA-ANKARA

MANTEROL TEKSTIL LTDLSTL

KARACAKAYA CDL155 SITELER/ANKARA

EON FOOD GIDA URUNLERI DIS TIC.LTDLST.

MESRUTIYET CD.17/22 KIZILAY/ANKARA

ADIYAMAN GOLEASI TERMIK SANT.SAN.VE TIC.ALS.

KADER 50K, 5/4 G.0.PASA-ANKARA

ANKARA PEKIN ULUSLARARAST TURIZM ITH.IHR.VE TIC.LTCLSTL

MAHATMA GANDI CAD. 6571 G.OSMANPASA-ANKARA

SEVING YAYINCILIK DAGITIM PAZ.TIC.LTD.STL

KIZILIRMAK SOK.NO.27/3 KIZILAY JANKARA

CORBICO KOMUR MADENCILIK TARIM URUNLERI ITH.IHR.ISL.VE PAZ.LTD

BESTEKAR 30K.NO; 176 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

LURCVA ITHIHRVE DIS TIC.LTC.STL

CETINEMEG BULVART NO: 17/9 DIKMEN-ANKARA

AL-TUR OTOMOTIV SAN. VE TIC. ALS.

BISKEK CAD. NO: 65/A EMEK-ANKARA

AZER TUR INS. MIM. MUH. HALT KILIM TEKS. GIDA TURZ.TAAH.ITH.IHR.54

BULBULDERES] CAD.NO: 85/1 ANKARA

PROSET YONETIM DANVE HIZ.LTD.STL

PITADE SK.PORT.CIC.APT.NO.18/7 C BLOK CANKATA/ANKARA

K.B.M. OTOMOTTY URUNLER] ITH.IHR.TIC VE HAC ORG.SLTD.STL.

1ZMIR CD.KONAK APT.NO.5S /3 KIZILAY/ANKARA

KAAN PAZARLAMA VE TICARET LTD.STL.

C.EMEC BULV.NO. 117 K.2 BALGAT/ANKARA

YENI YOLLAR KOZM.KISISEL BAK.TEM.OTO BAK.SAN.TIC.LTD.5TI.

MESRUTIYET COMENDERES 13 MRK.NG.O K.7 D.15-15 KIZILAY/ANKA

ECI TELEKOM LTDL5TI

COBAN YILDIZI SK.NO. /10 CANKAY A/ANKARA

REYSAS TASIMACILIK VE LODISTIK TIC.ALS.

KATIP CELEEI SK.ND. 2/2 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

CALSAN ALCT SAN.VE TIC.AS.

BUYUK SAN.SINCAP SK.NO.12 ANKARA

MAVT AY ITHVE IHR.LTD.STL

KULELI 5K. 49/25 G.0.P./ANKARA

NOVAGENLX BIO ANALITIK ILAC AR-GE MERK.SAN.TIC.AS.

FARABI SK.NO.35 CANKAY AJANKARA

(5OSA MOEBILYA TEKSTIL GIDA SANVE TIC.LTDLSTL

KARPUZLU 73/17-24 SITELER/ANKARA

MUSTAFA INV.YATIRIM MUS.HIZ.0IS TIC.ING.LTD.STL

W.BRANT SOK. 7 A/2 CANKAY A/ANKARA

NEWAY PARK AS.

MEBUSEVLERT SEREFLT SOK.ND:3 TANDOGAN/ANKARA

REWE RUZGAR ENERJIST LTDLSTL

SECIM SK.NO, 26 [SKITLER/ANKARA

KRISTIANSEN DANSKE BAGERI GIDA SAN.TIC.TUR.A.S.

KUZGUN SK.64/7 AYRANCIJANKARA

SISTEMLI PROJE MUS.INS.NAKL.OTO YAN UR.SAN.TICLTDLSTL

ZI7AUR RAHMAN CD.BIRLIK 14.5K.ND.2 CANKAYA/ANCARA

SILM YATIRIM HOLDING ALS.

G.M.K.BULYART NO. 9574 MALTEPE/ANKARA

UNIVERSAL ENSCO AURASL A ENERJL SAN.TIC.AS.

BIRLIK MH.ZI¥AURRAHMAN CD.14.5K. 2/3 CANKAYAJANKARA

GM RESTORANT LOKANTACILIK TIC.LTD.STI.

ORAN YOLU TURAN GUNES BULY. 112/10  CANKAAYA-ANKARA

BARENT GROUP LLC.TURKIYE SUBEST

NENEHATUN CD.NO. 2872 G.O.P.ANKARA

ORMAZABAL ELEKTROMEKANIK SAN.IC VE DIS TICA.S.

ISTANBUL YOLU 25.KM.SARAY KOY JANKARA

RANT INSAAT TIC.VE SANA.S.

FEVZL CAKMAK SK. 3378 KIZILAY/ANKARA

AWAN DIS TICLTD.STI.

FEVZI CAKMAK S0K.3171 KIZILAY/ANKARA

CHINA HONG KONG TIC.MERK.ULS.TURITHIHR.LTD.STL

SELANIK CD.NO. 52-36 KIZILAY/ANKARA

HARZA MUHENDISLIK YE MUS.LTD.STI.

KAPTANPAZA S0K. NO. 2 B.ESAT/ANKARA

STRABAG. AG.(MERKEZI LINZ AVUSTURYA] TURKIYE ANKARA SUBESI

HATIR SK.NC.18/3 GOR/ANKARA

AQUA CONSULT SAGSOZ ARITMA SIST.DIS TIC.LTD.STI.

KARDELEN MH.12.COL.DOSTLAR SIT.NO.33 BATIKENT/ANKARA

RMG CEM GAZ KONT.SIS.ITH.-IHR. LTDLSTLL

ANK.ORG.SAN.BOL. TURKMENISTAN CAD.NG: 13 SINCAN-ANKARA

LOCKHEED MARTIN OVERSEAS SER. COR. ANK. 3B, MERK.I MARYLAND

TUNUS CD. NO.40/7 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

GOLSPOR K.KALE TEKSTIL DERI URETIM SAN.VE TICALS.

TUNUS CDLNG. 40714 CANKAYA/ANKARA

AGRAZUR S0C.A RESPONSABILITE LIM.ANKARA SUBEST

KIRLANGIC 3K.NO. 41/6 G.O.P.ANKARA

NEW CENTURY TURIZM VE TICLTD.STI.

MAHATMA GANDI CD.NO.84/A G.O.P./ANKARA

TRADIGRAIN TARIM URUNLERT TIC.LTD.STI.

KOZA 3K. NO. 20/2 G.0.P.ANKARA

GARANTI MOBEL REKLAM DEKORASYON DANS.ICVE DIS TICLTD.STI.

T.GUNES BULY.FL3K.NO, 19/10 CANKAYA/ANKARA
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435 [REIDICE 0ZGUR DIS TICTURLTD.STL. TUNALT HILMI CD.NO.59/G K.DERE/ANKARA
A36[ANGLO ANATOLIAN TICLTD.STL BIRLIK MH.43. SK. NO. 17/3 CANKAY A/ANKARS
437 [WRP TURKIYE LIMITED SIRKETI S.ADEM YAVUZ SOK.NO: 016 KIZILAY-ANKARA
438|ROSS BREDERS ANADOLU ANA DAMIZLIK TAV.SAN.VE TIC.AS. CATYOLU CD.SECKINLER SIT.606 SK.ND. 23 CATY OLUANKARA
430 | SMARTMETER ELEKTRONIK SIST.ARS.VE GEL.SAN.TIC.LTDLSTI. KUSKONDU SK.ND, 771 CANKATAANGARA
440 | INFONET TELEKOMUNIKASYON HIZM.A.S. CINNAH CD. NO.3E/S CANKAYA/ANKARA
441 [OHS TURIZM VE [SLETMELERI A.S. ILLER SK.NO. 16/2 TANDOGAN/ANKARA
442|DOGU BATI YAYINCILIK B.SAYAR TUR.DIS TIC.LTD.STL AYDINLAR MH.DIKMEN CO. 246/40 ANKARA
443|E2SE ENERIE URETIM SAN.VE TICLTDLSTL TANDOGAN MAH. TURGUT REIS CAD. NO:28/1 CANKAYA-ANK.
444[DONAIL LTD.LIABILITY COMP.ANKARA SUBEST KARUM I5 MRK.NO. 437 CANKATAANKARA
445 INCHEROOK INV.LTD.ANKARA SUBEST KARUM 15 MERK.IRAN CDLNEL 21 K.DERE/ANKARA
445|DUZEN NORWEST CEVRE SAGLIK HIZM.EGT.DAN.TICA.S. ZIYAURRAHMAN CD.NO. 25/3 G.OP./ANKARA
447 [CAIN SEDDI TURIZM VE DIS TIC.LTD.STI. BESTEKAR SK.NO. 88/B K.DERE/ANKARA
448[S0M CIVATA SOMUN SAN.TICAS. TURKMENISTAN CO.NO.23 ORG.5AN.EOLSINCAN/ANKARA
440|MEKRA LANG OTOMOTIV YAN SAN.AS. IVEDIK ORGANIZE SANAYI SITESI NURBIRLIK KOOP. 24 CADDE NO:6
450 [SATURN AGENTUR TEKSTIL SAN.VE TIC.LTD.STL. M.AKIF CD. 1. SOK. KOCASINAN ISM. A BLOK KAT: 2 BAHCELIEVLER-
451 [ADC TELEDATA TELEKOMUN.MALZ SAN.TICLTD.STL. FEVZL CAKMAK SK.NOD. 33720 KIZILAY/ANKARA
452 SECURITY SOLUTIONS INT.GUVENLIK VE SAv.SIST.0AN.EGT HZM TIC.LTO{ELCT SK.ND. 771 AAYRANCI/ANKARA
453 |EGL ENERIT INS.SAM.IC VE DIS TIC.LTD.STL H.MUSRET ZORLUTUNA SOK. 133 CANKATA/ANKARA
454(T.0.T. TEKSTIL ORGANIZASYON TASARIM SAN.LTD.STL. DIKMEN CAD. MO: 334/B DIKMEMN-ANKARA
455 |EDUSYSTEMS TEKNIK EGT.DANS.DIS TIC.LTD.STL KENEDT CDLNO. 38/14 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA
456(THE ASSOCIATED PRESS-ANKARA TURKIYE SUBEST IRAN CD. KARUM I5M. NO: 21/303 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA
457 |DOGADAN GIDA URUNLERT SAN.VE PAZAS. OBUZLAR MH.28.5K.NC. 7/D BALGAT/ANKARA
458{CETLIN CONSULTING LTD.5TL.ANKARA SUBEST KAPTANCASA SOK.ND:32A 5.0 PASA-ANKARAY
459|05 MEDIA ENFORMASY ON LTDLSTL KIRKPINAR SOK.ND: 171 CANKAY A-AKARA
460{Pay OPTIK VERI TASIYICILARI SAN.VE TIC.AS. MESRUTIYET CAD. NO: 17/15 BAKAMLIKLAR-ANKARA
461 [ETC-15 ENVIRONMENTAL TEC.CORP.IN.SYS.EILGT ISL.TEKNALS. T.GUNES BULVART KORMAN SITESE 5171 CANKAYAIANKARA
462 [LINPAC PLASTIK AMBALA) PAZ. VE TICA.S. HULYA SOK. NO: 37/3 G.O.PASA-ANKARA
463 [AD KONUT INS.MAKINA ELEKTR. TAHH.TIC.LTD.STL RUZGARLL SK. NO: 147243 Uy UB/ANKARA
464[iMA1 IC VE DIS TICAS. RUZGARLL SOK. PILEVNE SOICND: 144 ULUS-ANKARA
465 |DE WIND RUZGAR ENERJT SISTEMLERI LTD.STI. MITHATPASA 0D, NOi 71/12 KIZILAY-ANKGARA
466|PETROPAD IC VE D13 TICLTD.STL. GOREME SK.MO. 6/7 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA
467 [CANNON GUG SIST. GELISTIRME INS. MUH.MUT.DAN.VE DIS TIC.LTOLSTL [KULELD SOK.NO.B7/1 06700 GOP ANKARA
468 |REYSAS SANATSAL GOSTERI MERK.TURIZM A.5. GOLGEL] SK.NO.18 G.O.P./ANKARA
460 [HALAT BAGIRSAK LTDST. HATAY SOK. 9713 KIZILAY-ANKARA
470(RIO TINTO MINING EXPLORATION LTD.STL.TURKIYE SUBESI EIRLIK MAH. 11. SOK. NO: 14/1 CANKAYA-ANKARA
471 (P & T ELEKTRIK TEKNOLOIE LTDLSTL ABAY KUMANBAY CAD. NO:7/5 CANKATA FANKARA
472 |KRAIBURG KAUCUK URUNL.DIS TIC.LTD.STL ARD SITESI 10077 ADA 601 SK.NO.77 CSTIM/ANGARA
473|MBATS INSART MAKINALARI TIC.LTD.5TI. R.GALIP COLNO. 56/1 G.O.P JANKARA
474 MEYPA ITH. [HR. GIDA PAZ. TIC.LTD.STL TUNALT HILME CONOEZ0/2 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA
475|TEPE FONBES MARKET TATIRIM ING.VE TIC.AS. BEYTEPE KOTU MO.5 BILKENT ANKARA
476[HANTUR MADENCILIK TURIZM DIS TICARET A5, KOZA 50K. 122/5 GAZIOSMANPASA-ANKARA
477|STAHLS ITH.IHR.LTD.STL TOROS SK.NO. 7/9 SIHHIYE/ANKARA
478 |FORTEC KOMUNIKASYON TIC. VE SAN. A3 BUKLUM S0K. NC: 68/1 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA
470| 0OMAS MADENI AKSAM SAN.VE DIS TIC.LTD.STL. GAZI MAH.POLATLI COLNO: 93 ANKARA
430[PaT ELEKTRIK TEKNOLOI LTD.STI. BOGAZ 5K. N:5/11 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA
431 |EUPEC PIPE COATINGS GMBH ANK.SUBES] PIYADE SOK. 18710 CANKATA-ANKARA
482 |KORES KOCADAS RUZGAR ENERII SANTRALI URETIM AS. FILISTIN SOKCNO.14/5 G.0.P. ANKARA
483 [EPHESUS INT.INS.MOBILYA SAN.IC VE DIS TIC.LTDLSTL 20 £0.ND.13/B OVEQLER/ANKARA
434|ESPRO MUZE REHB.VE KUL.HIZM.ITH.IHR TIC.5AM.A.5. T.GUNES BULY.40.5K.FUNDA SIT.B.BL.N: 20 ORAN-CANKATA-ANKARA
435[HUL YUAN DIS TICLTD.STL KOZA 50K, NO:S0/L GAZIOSMANPASA ANKARA
486|GALATIA TURIZM VE DIS TIC.LTDLSTL KARANFIL SOK.NO: 30/10 KIZILAY-ANKARA
437 |KALECIK BAGCILIK YAT. INS.TIC. VE SANAS. MAHATIA GANDL CDLNG: 7775 G.0.P.- CANKAYA-ANKARA
438 [upmuT GERUNTULEME VE LABORATUVARL AR GRUBU LTD.5TL SELANIK CAD. NO: 45 KIZILAY-ANKARA
430 [DYWIDAG ING. LTD.5TL CETIN EMEG BULVART DBUZLAR MH. 51 5K.3/7 BALGAT-ANKARA
400{TOFSUN IS, MADEN GIDA KIRT.ITH.IHR.LTD.STI. BAYINDIR SOK.NC:37/7 KIZILAT-ANKARA
401 {INK D MAKINE TUR.SAN.TIC.VE INS.LTDLSTL GUNES SOK.NOLS/L 056500 KAVAKLIDERE /AMKARA
402 [MASSIMO DUTTT GIYIM ITH.IHR.YETIC.LTD.STL LEVENT ALI KAYA SK.POLAT PLAZA B BLOK K.5 NO.501 SISLIJIST.
403{PULL B BEAR GIYIM ITH.IHR.VE TIC.LTDSTL ALL KATA SK.POLAT PLAZA B BLOK K.5 NO.501 SISLI/IST.
404 CENTURION PHARMA [LAC SANVE TIC.LTD.STI. CINNAH CAD.NG.27/12 CANKATA/ANKARA
405{QUARDIGA EMEA LTD.ANKARA SUBES KULELIL 50K.M0.37/16 GOP/ANKARA
406{HONEST BRAVE TUR.MUS.ITH.IHR.TIC.LTDLS T ASKABAT (D NC: 89/B BAHCELIEVLER-ANKARA
407 [ DSTWIND ENERIL SAN. VE TIC.AS. TURKOCAG C 65.50K.NO.5/7 BALGAT ANKARA
408[KIM AND LEE DIS TIC.LTDLSTL. CUKURAMEAR MH.455 SOK.NO: 5/45  BALGAT/ANK.
400 {UMMAN INSAAT VE TUR.ISLAS. CETIN EMEC BULVARI 75.5K. 14/2 ASAGIOVECLER-ANKARA
500{EEARINGPOINT GLOBAL SOLUTIONS TEK. DAN. LTD. 5TL KUVEYT CO. NC: 3171 AAYRANCI-ANKARA
501 [ETA TURIZM YATIRIM VE I5LETMELERT A5, M.GHANDI (D. 88/2 G.O.PASA-ANCARA
502 [ASLAN INTERNATIONAL DIS TIC.VE DANIS A3, KARUM 15 MERK.IRAN CADLNOL21/437 KAVALIDERE/ANKARA
S03[TRADE MARKS ANGENCIES CO.LTD. ANKARA TURKIYE SUBESE SETEKAR 50K.NO.40/15 KAYAKLIDERE/ANKARA
504|1LF MUH.TEK.DAN.TAAH, VE TIC.LTD.STI. AHMET RASIM SK. NO: 11 KAT: 2 CANKAYA-ANKARA
505|{GOLDEN DRAGON ITH.IHR.VE TIC.LTD.STI. KORKUT RELS MAH. CIHAN S0K.NO.37/4 SIHHIY EfANKARA
506{N.ACER HOLDING B.v. TURKIYE ANKARA SUBEST F.CAKMAK 2 50K. 36/4 KIZILAY-ANKARA
507 [THE LANGUAGE CONNECTION DIL HIZM.WE EVIRMENLIK DAN YAY. TUR.IC|FEVZE PASA MAHSOYDASLAR S0K.10/8 ULUS/ANKARA
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STEFFEN ROBERTZOR ARO TIDZUER (UZ) INC. ANKARA TURK.SUB.

ABDULLAH CEVDET 30K.NO.26/2 CANKAYA ANKARA

MEYAKD INSAAT LTD.STI.

TURAN EMEKSIZ CID.PARK SITESIA 3 BLOK K.12 NO.26 ANKARA

BSM TIP GERECLERT LTD. STI.

KULELT SOK NO.3 G.OP/ANKARA

GULMAY SABLIK HIZMETLERI EGT.TUR.INS.GIDA SAM.TIC.AS.

YESILOZ MH.IRFAN BASTUS CAD.4.50K.NO.2 HASKOY ANKARA

BHP MADENCILIK LTDLSTIL

TAHRAN CAD.NG.23/1 KAVAKLIDERE 06700 ANKARA

DESERT STONE DEKORASYON PEYZA] SAN.Y EDIS TICLTDLSTL

CETIN EMEC BUL.SOKULLU CAD.ND.3/A DIKMEN ANKARA

ALPINE MAYREDER BAL GMEH TURKIYE SUBEST

KIRCICEGT SOK.NO.FL GOP MAH, CANKAYA ANKARA

PRETTL ENDUSTRI SISTEMLER] SAN. VE TICA.S.

ATATURK BUL.117/18 BAKANLIKLAR JANKARA

MKS INSAAT TIC.LTD.STI.

RUZGARLI SOK 14/243 ULUS-ANKARA

SNC-LAVALIN MUHVE TARH.LTD.STL

BUKLUM SOK. NO.A/8 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

MACAHEL GIDA TARIM URUN.MOTORLU ARAC.PETROL URUN.MAK.PAR.IHH

NACT CAKIR MH.9.50K.ILAYDA APT.33/6 DIKMEN ANKARA

MAKEY INSAAT MAKINE SAN. VE TIC. LTD. STL

4. CADDE NO. 65/65 YILDIZ CANKAYA-ANKARA

GENO MUH. END. VE TEK. SIS.5AN. IT. VETIC. LTD. 5T1.

IVEDIK ORGANIZE SAN. SIT. OZ. ANADOLU 5AN. SIT. 680 3K, NO:38 T

ASHPLUS YAPL MALZ.SAN, VE TICAS.

SELANIK CAD.NO.G0/10 KIZILAY ANKARA

ERENKA INS. TUR.SAN.VE TICLTDLSTL

HALIL SEZAI ERKUT CD.54.5K.N0.2/1 B BLOK ETLIK/ANKARA

INTERNATIONAL DIALYSIS SaG.0RNVE HIZTIC.ALS,

TUNA CD.N: 18-25 YENISEHIR-ANKARA

INNOWAWE TELSIZ SISTEMLERI TIC.ALS.

BIRLIK MH. 11, SK.NO.:24/18 CANKAYA-ANKCARA

SEVKETOGULLARI ITHIHR. LTD.5TL.

OBLUZLAR MH. 52 5€. N: /8 BALGAT/ANKARA

BOTAS INTERMATIONAL LTD.STL

SOGUTHZU CAD. NO:31 08520 SOGUTOZU ANKARA

ISPARTA MENSUCAT SAN. VE TIC. AS.

SEHIT TEAMEN KALMAZ CAD. NO:16 ULUS ANKARA

MC DIS TICARET LTD. 5T1.

TAHRAN CD. BILLUR 5K. NO.23{7-8 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

IMC DANISMANLIK LTDLSTL

FILISTIN 5K NO: 26/4 G.O.PASA/ANKARA

SOMMER YAPI ELEMANLARI TIC.WE SAN.LTD.STL

HILAL MH.TURAN GUNES BUL.54.5K.NO 406700 CANKATATANKARA

I5IKLAR SARAPCILIK SAN. VE TIC.A.S.

GENCLIK CD.NC.O ANITTEPE/ANK.

BP EXPLORATION (CASPIAN SEAJLTD.ANK.SUBEST

SOGUTEZ0 MH.SOB0TOZ0 C0.31 K.7 BALGAT/ANKARA

CAR.US. DAN.ILETISIM TEKN.HIZMETLERI SAN.VE LTD.5TL.

CINNAH CAD. BUKRES SOK.NO: 3/8 CANKAYA-ANKARA

SOLANA-AYRASTA TARIM URUINLERT SAN. WE TIC. LTD. 571

DOGOL CAD. NO.7/2 TANDOGAN/ANKARA

PHOENIX SAN. VE TIC, LTD. ST

PIK DOKUMCULER SITESI B-2 NO.9 K.QEKMECE/ISTANBUL

SAM FLEKTIRIK TAAHHUT SAN. VE TIC.LTOLSTL

SANAYT CD.19/3 K.3 ULUS/ANKARA

TECHNOSTROYEXPORT INS.DIS.TIC.LTD.5TL.

TURAN GUNES BULVARI 5. CAD. 5/3 ¥I1LDIZ CANKAYA JANKARA

MAZI-3 RUZGAR ENERIIS] SANTRALL ELEKTRIK URETIM A.5.

KULELT 50K NO.B7/5 06700 GOP/ANKARA

TURBOMACH SA TURKIYE ANK SUBES]

MEBUS EVLERT ILLER 50K.NO.10 TANDOGAN FANK.

ACCURD YANGIN SONDURME SISTEMLERI ITH. IHR. ¥E MUOM, LTD. 5TL

TURAN GUNES BULVARI 4.CAD. NO.7L/A CANKAY A/ANKARA

OBRASCON HUARTE LAIN 5.A. TURKIYE SUBESI

CINNAH CAD.102/9 CANKAYATANKARA

QUAD PLAS CTOMASTON HIZMETLERI LTD. 5T1.

MITHATPASA CD. NO.55/12 KIZILAY D6420/ANKARA

EHN-TR TEMIZ ENERII TIC. LTD, $TL

BIRLIK MH. 9.C0. NO.103/2 CANKAYA/ANKARA

SUHEYL TEYFIK FIDANCILIK LTD. 571,

HOSDERE (D, NO.178/1 YUKARIAYRANCI-ANKARA

AMERIKAN HALL 5AN. VE TIC, A

ESKISEHIR YOLU 63, KM POLATLIJANKARA

HUAWET TELEKOMUNIKASYON DIS TIC. LTD.

MARATMAGANDI CAD. NO.26 G.O.P.JANKARA

BALIT INS. TUR.GIDA VE MEDIKAL TIC.LTD.STL

KOZA S0K.NO.154/16 GOP/ANKARA

EEDIR MODERN ILETISIM TEKNOLOIISE KAYNAK ITH.IHR.LTD.STL.

EREGLT 50K. NO:32/D SITELER-ANKARA

RONA MALTON ENTERNASYONAL MUTEAHHITLIK LTD. STL

ISTANBUL CAD. SEDEF S0K. NO.7f2 ISKITLERS ANKARA

ITC INVEST TRADING 8 CONSULTING AG

ISTANBUL DEVLET YOLU UZER] 7.KM SERPMELER NO.224 MACUNKOY,

D10 TECHNOLOGY TURIZM VE IC VE DIS TIC. LTD. 5TL

STRAZEURG CD. 40f19 SIHHIYE/ANKARA

KURUDERE MADENCILIK A.5.

BIRLIK MH.11.5K.N0.14/1 CANKATATANKARA

BAKL-TEILISI -CEYHAN PIPELINE OOMPANY -TURKIYE SUBESI

SOGUTHZU MAH. SOBUTOZU CAD. NO:31 KAT:7 SOBUTOZU -ANKARA

NEWMOT ALTIN MADENCILIK LTD.STI.

ARJANTIN CAD.NO.15/5 06700 G.O.P.JANKARA

ViTA-LIFE TIBBE UR.PAZ. VE SAG.HEZM.ITH.IHR.LTD.STL

SANCAK MH. 240 5K, ND: 57/5 CANKAYA-ANKARA

INGENIEURGEMEINSCHAFT LASSER FEIZLMAYR GBR ANKARA TURKIYE SU

BILLUR SOK. 23/7 KAVAKLIDERE-ANKARA

NET - PIA BILISIM VE ILETISIM TEKNOLOI SAN.IC VE DIS TIC.LTD.STL.

ATATURK BUL.NC.151/806 KIZILAY/ANK.

ADM INS.SANNE TIC.AS.

BASAK 2 SIT.NO.7/2 CAYOLU/ANKARA

PROYA YAZILIM VE TICARET A5

ZIYABEY COLNG: 30 BALGAT-ANKARA

KELLOGG BROWN VE ROOT SERVICE INC.ANKARA SUBES]

TUNUS CD.NO.50/6 KAVAKLIDERE/ANKARA

IBL MEDIKAL URUNLER SAN. VE TIC. LTDLSTL

IVEDIK ORG.SAN.BOLAGAC ISLYAP.KOOP.21 CADL517.5K.NO:2 Y. MAl

BIJAN TURIZM INS.ITH.IHR.TIC.LTD.STIL

ESAT CAD. 67/39 K.ESAT-ANKARA

SEKISO OTOMOTIV SAN. VE TICAS.

KORE SEHITLERI (0L.ND.37/6 ZINCIRLIKUYLY/IST.

ZAGORA TEKSTIL PAZARLAMA 5AN. VE TIC. LTD. 5TL

BASAK SOKAK BURCAK APT. NO:13 YESILYURT ISTANEUL

SPACANA MAKINA ITH.IHR.VE DIS TICLTOLSTL

GENCTURK CD.CENGIZHAN SK.NOLLT E.ONU/IST.

PUSULA MADENCILIK SAN. VETIC. LTD. $TL

KAVAKLIDERE FARABI SOK. NO:15/11 CANKAYA-ANKARA

KILIS SAMPANYA URETIMI VE GIDA SAN. AS.

KARAKURSUNLAR 30 CADOE 26/3 YUZUNDUYIL BALGAT-ANKARA

PEGASUS SAVUNMA SAN.VE TIC.LTD.STL

IKIZDERE 5K.NO.25/3 GOF JANKARA

MARINAS TURIZM TEKSTIL GIDA ITH. IHR. VE TIC. LTD. STL

BAHCELIEVLER 1. (0. NO.71f2 ANKARA
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APPENDIX D

Table A.4: Detailed Data Base of National Group Companies in Ankara

Origin of 150-2005
Name of Group Company e Ankara Adress RANK
1|ABB Elektrik Istanbul Cinnah Caddesi, Nazmi Bey [shan 1/8 187
2[AEd Tbrahim Grup Trerbul [Oveder Mot 7. Gok. Uzge Arr. 53
3|Adanet Sirketler Grubu ANKARA Bulten Sok. 473 Uhbal Kavaklidere Ankara
4|Adopen Antalya Ziya Bey Cad. 13. Sk.Dedepinar Apt. No:14/4 Balgat 224
5|Ahmet Vel Menger Helding Lstanbul [stanbul Yolu 10, Km No:157 Y.mah
&[ARhsel Holding ENRERE  [Bilkent Plaza A-3 BIok Kat & Bilkent
7|Akdag Makina Ticaret Sanayi Istanbul ller Sokalk No: 11 Mebusevieri-Tandegan
8lAk Gida Istanbu Esenboda Yolu 21. k. Akyurt 52
9|Ak Enerii Istanbu ene Hatun Caddesi No:98/4 GOP 72
10[Akfen Halding N 073 Soi, Notzz GOP
11 [{Akkim Istanbul 8. Cadde Emek 281
121Akpinar Grubu ANKARA Gunes Sok Noi3l Kavaklidere
13[Akzo-Naobel Lzrmnir OGUZLAR MAH. 61. SK. NO:3/2 06520 BALGAT 243
141Alcatel Teletag Istanbul Glvenevier, Gilnes Sok. Now4/2 06690 Kavaklidere 428
15]Alge Sirketler Grubu ANKARA JCadde /U Sok. No:o 06460 Ovecler
16]Altay Group ANKARA Kizilirmak Cad. No:2 Bakanliklar
17]Altinkaynak Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Ulus-Ugur Murmecu Cad 56/ 1 GOP
18]Altinyildiz Istanbul Armada AYM 205
19Anadolu Gruby Istanbul Cinnzh Cad. No: 56/14 Cankaya 45
20[Anka Sirk. Gr. ANKARA [st. Yolu 23. krn Saraykoy/Kazan
21[Ankara Un Sanayl ANKARA Konya Yolu Uzer Noi 193 Balgat - ANKARA 283
22(Arcelik Istanbul Altinordu Cad. No:5 Organize Sanayi Bolgesi Sincan 5
23lArkanl Holding Istanbul Tunall Hilmi Cad. No:41/13
24| Arkas Holding [zrnir Sehit Ersan Cad. Coban Yildiz Sok No:1f13 Cankava
25|Arpag [stanbul Armada AVM 451
26Asas Aliminyum [stanbul Yenikent 230
27|Aselsan * ANKARA Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah. 16. cadde No: 16, Macunkoy 68
28|Askarn Kamyon Istanbul Gazi Mustafa Kemal Bulvan No: 112/A 06797 Maltepe 185
29[AsTan Sirkener Grubu TNKARE  |Genn Emeg Bulvar Nurmiyer Cadaesi No: 175 DIRMmen
30[Atasay Grup Istanbul Ankarmall AYM 270
31[Ayan Sirk Gr. ANKARA Regit Galip Cad, Nows/a-7 0670 GUP
32|Aydin Grup ANKARA Givenlik Caddesi IcSokak No: 7/ 3 Adyranc 350
33[Aydiner Sirk. Top. ANKARA Yen! foga Sok. No 2 Gop
34|Aydinlar Sirketler Grubu Balikesir Plevne Mah Polatl Cad 42 Sincan
35|Aygaz Istanbul Atatirk Bulvan Kizilay 10
36|Aytac Cankr Gimnat 249
37|Balnak Helding Lstanbul Givenevier mah. Gines sok. No: 13/11 06690 Kavaklidere
38(Banvit Ballkesir Serpreler, No:40f2 Macunkoy a7
39(Barmek Holding ANKARA Cetin Emeg Bulvar 2, Cadde Noid9 Ovedler
40 _Eﬁan Holding Istanbul Hosdere Cad. No:167 Cankaya
41 [Baskent Holding BNKERE [ Taskent Cad. 11, 5ok No:40/ 50 Bancelievier
42|Bastas ANKARA Sarmsun Yolu 35, km. Elmadag 401
43|Bayindir Holding Istanbul Tunus Cad. No:24 Kavaklidere
44|Bavmak Makine Lstanbul PLEVNE SOK 7/61 13LER [§ MERKEZL RUZGARLL 228
45|Baymina Enerji ANKARA Eskizehir Yolu 40. Km . Malikoy Mevkii Temelli 1}
46|Bayraktarlar Holding Istanbul Abidin Daver Sok. No:d Cankaya
47|Beka Istanbul [stanbul Yolu Ergazi 12
48|Besler Gida Istanbul Esenboga Yolu 21, km. Akyurt 66
49[Betek Boya Lstanbul Turan Giines Bulvar) [kbahar Mahallesi 249. Sokak No:33/A Oran 114
50[Bavazit Grubu Kacagll Migros Avrn [skitler
51 [Beypi Bolu Ercives s yerler Sitesi 9.Cad.No:51 Macunkoy 162
52|Bilim Ilag Istanbu Camlica Mah. Anadolu Bhv, 15. Sk, Atlas [5 Merkezi No: 5712 Gimat 142
53|Bicfarma Istanbu Yatik Musluk Mah. Aslan Agz Sok. No:3/4 GULVEREN 372
S4{Bilgin Sirketler Grubu AN Kulell sok. &7f2 GOP
55|Biltarn Sirketler Gr. Istanbul Ahrmet Mithat Ef. Sok 28/2 GOP
56|Birlik Mensucat Kayser aracakayaCad. 140 Siteler 325
571Birlik Pazarlama-Grup ANKARA Esenboda Yolu 21, km, Akyurt 449
58|Bizimg=z Kocadi enehatun cad. GOP 303
591BM Muhendisiik ve [nsaat AS. ANKARA Eskisehir Yolu Blkent Kavsagr No 4 Bilkent
60|BMC [zrnir Bestekar Sokak No: 44 Daire b Kavaklidere 28
61BN Endustr Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Rerestealer San o Not2 1 Ushm
62{Bosch Turk Bursa Bagdat Caddesi 213 Sokalk No:3 Ostim 30
53{Boyner Halding Istanbul Atatiirk Bulvan Kizilay
54|BP Turk Istanbul Katip Celebi Sokak No:2/9 Cankaya 06690 Ankara 173
65 [Burc Group TNGERE [ E'Jlrgamze Sancy, Bolges) :guyuﬁ‘ frur Cad. NG Sincan
g6[Bulblloglu Sirk. Gr. Trabzon Organize Sanayl Bolgesi Oguz Caddest Not21 Sincan
67|Cafer Sadik abalioglu Holding Denizli Oguzlar Mah. Bans Mango Cad. No 7/2 Balgat
68|Ceceli Sirk Gr. ANKARA [skitler Cad. Nof30
89[Ceylan Holding ANKARA Regit Gallp cad, NoB3G.0.P
F0|Ciner Grup Istanbul Sogutozl Caddesi SIM Is Merkezi 14/D Sogltdzu
71|Coca Cola Turk Istanbul Oz Ankara Toptanalar Sitesi Gimat 26
72|CP Grup Lstanbul Gimat 7. Bolge 137 Macunkoy &9
73|Camsan Adac Ordu Bilkent Plaza A-3 Blok Bilkent 257
HCayirova Kocagll Biskek Cadesi 137 Emek 206
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75
76
77
78
79
80
81
82
83
84
85
86
87
88
89
a0
a1
82
a3
94
85
96
93
EL]
99
100
101
102
103
104
105
106
107
108
109
110
111
112
113
114
115
116
117
118
119
120
121
122
123
124
125
126
127
128
128
130
131
132
133
134
135
136
137
138
139
140
141
142

Table A.4-Cont’d: Detailed Data Base of National Group Companies in Ankara

143

144

145

146

147

1481

149

150

151

152]

153

154

Origin of I50-2005
Name of Group Company Chimitang Ankara Adress RANK

Celik Sirketler Grubu ANKARA Ayten Sokak No: 8 Tandogan/Ankara
Celikler Sirketler Grubu Istanbul Kayas Cad. no 226 Mamak
Celikord Istanbul Cistim 269
Cimsa Mersin Karsiyaka Mah. Firat cad. No.3 P.K.68 Lalahan 106
Cozum Holding ANKARA Cinnah Cad. No:98/3 Cankaya
Dedeman Holding Istanbul Biiklim Sok No:1 Kavaklidere
Demir Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Sancak mh. Kahire cd.No:50 Cankaya 309
Dernircren Sirketler Grubu Istanbul Bilkent Is Merkezi A-3 Blok No:17 Bilkent / Ankara
Denta: Denizli Oguzlar Mb. Bans Manco Cad. No: 7/2 Balgat 409
YeTam Srk. Gr. ANKARA Saglik Mah. Aksu Cad. Alemdaroglu Ishan No:3/2 Sihhiye
Dogan Holding Istanbul Cinnah Cad Noi2 Cankaya
Dogan Yayin Holding Istanbul Cinnah Cad No :2 Cankaya
Dogus Cay Ordu [stanbul Yolu 16, Km No: 624 367
Dogus Grubu Istanbul Mesrutivet Cad. Koray Han No: 17 Kizilay

okap Sirk. Top. FNRARE Turan Emeksiz Sok. No:l GOP
DYO Lzmir Yagar Center, Ali Suavi Sokak, No:11 Maltepe 176
Ece Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Mestutivet Caddes 28/11 Kizilay Ankara
Eczacibag Holding Istanbul Turan Glnes Bulvar Na:86 Yl diz-Cankaya
Ege Grup ANKARA ller Sok. No:13 Mebusevlen Tandogan 35
Eka Sirk. Top. Istanbul Ataturk Bulvar Mo: 59/22 Kizilay
Emak Sirk, Gr. ANKARA ATB Ls Merkez k Bl.269 Macunkoy
Ermek Boru ANKARA Sincan Org. San. Bol. Tirkmenistan Cad. No:2 06935 Sincan 465
Enerjisa Kocaeli Ata Plaza Ceyhun Atf Kansu Cad. Ehlibeyt Mah. A Blok 100713 Balgat 130
Enka Holding Istanbul Turan Glnes Bulv, 59-a Sancak
ER Holding ANEARA Cinnah Cad. No:24/13 Cankaya
Erel Teknoloji Gruby Istanbul Sehit Musatafa Doagn Sok 39/2 Yildiz
ERE Holding A Anadolu Bulvan 11, Sok. No: 14 Sogutozl
Eregl Dermir * ANKARA Eskigehir Devlet Yolu No:12, 06530 SOGLTOLL i
Erka Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Hosdere Cad. 216/1 Y.Avranc
Erkunt ANKARA Or ganize Sanayi Bolgesi Bat Hun Cad.No:2 Sincan 403
Erpilic Balu Istanbul yolu Erciyes isyerleri sitesi 5.cad.Na:35 Macunkaoy 166
Ertugrul Sirketler Grubu ANKARA Ulubey Sok. 24 GUP
Eryigit Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Ivedik 0SB OzAnadolu Sit. 682 Sok No:l
£t Holding * ANKARA Ataturk Bulvan Sihhiye 5]
Evyap Grubu Lstanbul Ehlibeyt Mah.6. Sok. Exsioglu Is Merkezi 16/5 Balgat
Fako Istanbul Suleyman Sirr Sokak, Saglk Apt. No: 21 /18, Sihhiye 174
Feza [stanbul Esenboda Yolu Karacacen 283
Firat [stanbu Urganize Sanayl Bolges Avrupa Hun Bulvar) 39
Filiz [stanbul Bahgekapl M. Yesilcam Sanayi Sitesi B Blok No:30 Guvercinlik 439
Ford Otosan Group Istanbul £t Mah. All Suavi Sok. No: 9 Maltepe 2
Form Sirketler Grubu Istanbul Cetin Ernec Bulvar 8.Cad.76. Sok. No: 3/3 06460 Ovecler 486
Gama Lnsaat Grup TNKERA Ataturk Bubean No: 228 Kavaklidere
Gedik Holding Istanbul Sumner Sok No:13/8 Kizilay / Tunus Cad. No:48/D Kavaklidere
Gemak ANKARA Adac [sleri Sitesi 21. Cad. 517, Sokak No:12 vedik 0.5.B. 357
Gentas Sirk. Top. ANKARA Dolantl Sk. No:21 Siteler 06610 Ankara
Glaxasimithlinke Istanbul Ceyhun Atif Kansu Cad. Ucler Plaza 126 K:1 D:3-4 Balgat 67
Golda Istanbul Rermzi Oguz Ank Mah. Tunall Hilmi Cad. No:80-B Kavaklidere 84
Goodyear Istanbul Sogitozi 50
Goker Sirketler Grubu ANKARA [Cinnzah Caddesi No:d9/1 Cankaya / ANKARA
Goltas ANKARA Asad) Ovecler Mah. 8. Cad. 77. Sok. No: 15/4 Cankayz 275
Grammer Bursa 31, Sok. Noi11h Ostim 208
55D Holding Istanbul Necatibey Cad. No:40/& Sihhiye
Gillaylar Istanbul Ankamall AVM 143
GUngor YIdiZ STk, G, A [TOraut Rels Caddes! Caral Gokak 24715 Db 70 Maltepe
Giirallar Grup Kiitahya Kazim Karabekir Ulus
515 Ingaat ve Mohendislik AS. ANKARA Kohya yolu 23 Kim. Golbas)
Glirsan Grup ANKARA Aloyurt
Habag Istanbul Simon Bolivar Cad. No: 3 Cankaya 18
Hacl Omer Sabanci Halding Istanbul ISTANBUL YOLU JZERT 9.KM
Harun Yuksel Sirk. Gr. Tokat Mebusevleri Iler Sokak No: 18/9 Tandegan
Havelsan * ANKARA Eskisehir Yolu Fkm 06520, Ankara 294
Hazinedarogly Grup Istanbul Paris Cad. No: 1245 Kavaklidere
HDM Sirketler Grubu Kocaell Cobanyildizi Sok 1/11 Kavaklidere
Hedef Grubu Istanbul Bahcekapl Mah. 50. Sok No: 14 Sasmaz
Hema Istanbul Eskisehir Yolu 55, km. Polatl 116
Hes Kayseri Ziva Gokalp Cad. Adakale Sok. No:27/3, Kizilay a1
Hiziroglu Holding ANKARA R aca Gokak Wos 10 U6h10 Gazlosmanpasa
Hidrornek ANKARA Sincan Org. San. Bal. Osmanll Cad. No: 1 Sincan 257
Honda Tirk Kocagli Konya Yolu & km, Balgat 150
Hyundal Assan Kocael| Konya Yolu Balgat 21
Isparta Mensucat ANKARA Eskisehir Yolu No: 294 Beyiepe 441
Lorahim Cecen Yatirim Holding ANKARA Kizilirmak Sok No:31 Kocatepe

hlas Holding [stanbul izilirmak Sok. Kocatepe

ncekara Helding [stanbul asub Akar Mah. 25. Sok Ne:16 Balgat

pek Kagit [stanbul Ugur Mumncu Cad. GOP 165
[pragaz Istanbul Ceyhun Afif Kansu Cad. No:35/C Balgat 23
Lstikbal Kayseri Eskisehir Yolu Erler Mah. 207
Lsbir Holding ANKARA Alaturk Bulvarn No:1659/54 Cankaya 423
Lslern Sirketler Grubu ANKARA BeysUkent- Cayyall
[zocarm Istanbul Atatlirk Bulvar No: 58 Kizilay 177]
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Table A.4- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of National Group Companies in Ankara

Origin of I50-200E
Name of Group Company Crmpany Ankara Adress RANK

155[3TL Tiitin [stanbLl Cvecler 4. Cad. 11z
156|Kale Endiistri Holding [stanbu Konya Devlet Karayolu No:82/1 Balgat 37F
157|Kar Sirk. Gr. [stanbu Tunali Hilmi £ad.No 27-8 06490 Kiicilkesat [ Ankara
158|Karsan Bursa KAZIM KARABEKIR CAD. NO.99/25 ISKITLER 13
159]Kent Gida Gr. Kocaell Istanbul Yeolu 16, km. Yenibati mah. Babkent 120
160]Keskinkilig Kayseri Atb Ismn.Anadolu Bul.No:28 Macunkoy 44F
161|Kiraca Sirk. Top. Bursa Halici Sok Nod/7 GOP
162|Kilirn Istanbul Karacakaya Cd. No:204 Siteler Ao
163|Kecalar Sirketler Grubu ANKARA Esenboga Havalimani Yolu, 13.Km. Pursaklar-Ankara
164{Kocarman Nakliyat ANKARA Plevne Sck. Sarikaya Lshani 8/15 Ruzgarh/Lus
165|Kog Holding Istanbul Lzmir Caddesi Kog Ishani No:25/7 Kizilay
186|Koray Sirk. Top. Istanbul KarumAliisveris Merk.
167|Koza Altin Tzmir Istanbul Yolu 10. Km. No: 310 Batikent 49F
168[Kurucayirl Sirk. Top. ANKARA Bagdat Caddesi Nois6n Y ENIMAALLE
169|Kutay Sirk. Gr. Istanbul Asagi Ovecler 4.Cad. 73.5okak No:10/8
170|Lafarge Istanbul 1. Cadde Sincap Sckak No: 12 Bilyilksanayi 331
171|Likom A.S. ANKARA Umurbey Sckak No:3 06700 Gaziosmanpasa
172|Limak Insaat Grup ANKARA Hafta Sok. No: 9 G.0.P Ankara
173|Makine Kimya * ANKARA Tandogan 81
174[Man Turkiye ANKARA Esenboga Yolu 23, kmn Akyurt /e
175|Marsa Adana A, Ovecler 110
176|Marshall Lstanbul RUZGARLL CELAL ATIK SK. NO:4 /30 - ULLS / 184
177|Maysan Makine A.5. Istanbul Ivedik 0.5.8. Glines Doksan San.Sit. 615 Sok. No:20/B Ostim
178[MB Grup Gazantep  |Turan Giines Bul. Korman Sit. A bl. D-2 Yildiz
179Mercedes Benz Turk Istanbul Udur Murmcy Cad. Noi22/3 06700 G.O.P i
180|Merines Hall Gaziantep  JISTANBUL YOLU 7.KM. NECDET EVLIYAGIL CAD.NO:24/C 13¢
181[Merkez Gazete Istanbul Sogukozil 12%
182[Mesa Sirk. Top. ANKARA Mesa Plaza, Koru Sites), [hlamur Caddes) 2 Cayyalu 44
183[Met-ay Sirketler Grubu ANKARA Cinnah Taddesi No @ 4573 Cankaya
184|Meteksan Bilisim ANKARA 5.Cadde No:b/A, 06533 Bilkent 420
185[Mets Holding ANKARA Abidin Daver Sok Noi33 Cankaya
186[Milangaz Istanbul Bilkent [s Merkezi A-3 Blok No:1/7 Bilkent 1:
187[Migros Turk T.AS. Istanbul igros Alisvens Merkezi Akkdpril
188[Mita ANKARA Eski Glvercinlik Yolu 113 Gazi 351
189'WE§Howdmg ANRARE Dgur Murmcy Cad. Moo GA.F
190[Mobil Turk Istanbul IVEDIK ORG. SAN. BOL, AYDIN PLASTIKCILER SIT. 580.50K 22
191|Mobil Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Yesilcarn Sitesi D Blok No : 91 Sasmaz
192[Mogaz Lstanbul Atatirk Bulvar Zafer Is Ham 58/10 Kizilay 85
193[Mutlu Istanbul Kazim Karabekir Cad. Ozcan Plaza No:124 Diskapi 25z
194 Nabay ANKARA Balgat 434
195 Nace Sirk. Top. ANKARA Cetin Emec Bulvan 2. Cadde No: 14 Ovecgler
196|Nexans Istanbul Hosdere Caddesi No: 17975 Cankaya 22E
197[Net Holding Istanoul Emel Mah. Ercives Apt, B0. Sok No:1/2 Emek
198|Nobel Ilag Istanbul Ovecler 7. Cadde 15e
199 Nokeel Celik ANKARA Cetin Ernec Bulvar 2. Cadde No:10 06450 Ovegler 12F
200|Nortel Istanbul Cinnah Caddesi No:12 Kavaklidere - 325
201 [Nowvartis Istanbul Ovecler 4. Caddesi T4E
202[Nuh Grubu ANKARA Iskitler Caddest Seder Sok Not1Z2 Alindag TLE
203[Nurcl Holding ANKARA Arjantin Caddesi No:7 G.O.P
204[0fas Sirk. Gr. ANKARA All Suav Sokak No:lfb 6570 Tandogan/ANKARA
205{0lmuksa Istanbul Gazl Mustafa Kemal Bulvan 137/5 06570 Maltepe 19,
206[0pet Petrol Grup Istanbul Zarer I hanl Ataturk Bulvar) No: 58 Kizilay
207|10rma Isparta Dr. Mediha Eldern Sokak, No: 79/7, Kocatepe 458
2080z Dogu Rulman Sanay ANKARA EsRIseniT Yolu 29, krn Lodurmiy 1.
209{Otokar Istanbul KAZIM KARABEKIR C. NO:12/18 DISKAPL 121
210{Ovyak Beton ANKARA Istanbul Yaolu 12.km Tirk Kusu Karsis) No:120 Etimesgut 195
211{Ovak Renault Bursa ESKISEHIR DEVLET KARAYOLL SOGUTOZU MEVKIL NO:4 ;
212|0nder Sirk. Gr. Istanbul Ulucanlar Cad. No:33 Samanpazar, Ulus
213[0zaltin Sirketler Grubu ANRERE AnjantinCaddes No.S, G.O.P
214{0zdogan Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Letin Ermec Bulvan & Cadde No: 18 UbhBU A, Dvegler
215|0zkar [nsaat Holding ANKARA Cetin Emeg Bulvan & Cadde No: 18 Ovecler
216[0zkas Sirk. Top. ANKARA Mebusevleri [ller Sok. No 10U Tandogan
21 7[Ozkire Holding Izrmnir Sarnsun yolu demirciler sit. 1. Cad No:l158 Siteler
21B[O0zvap Sirk. Top. Kocaeli Konur Sok. Kokll Apt. No:59/8 , Bakanliklar
219|Pakpen Sirketler Gr. Konya Turan Giines Bulvari No: 75/8-9 Yildiz - ANKARA
220|Park Holding Istanbul Sodiikozi Cad.SIM Is Merkezi Sogiitozil
221|Pasiner Sirk. Gr. Istanbul Pasiner Binasl, Birlik 3. Cadde No. 9 Yildiz
222(Pasabzhge Istanbul ISTANBUL YOLLI 22.KM. QSTIM 7t
223|Permak Holding Istanbul Iran Cad. No:41/2 G.OP
224(Peflas ANKARA Kazim Karabekir Cad. Ozcan Plaza No:124 Diskap e
225|Petrel Ofisi Istanbul Atatirk Bulv. Gama Gur [s Merkezi, No 211, Kat 9, Kavaklidere 20
225(Pinar Izrnir Eskisehir Yolu 26.km Yurtou Koyl Mevkii 100
227|Palisan Boya Sanavi Ve Ticaret AS.  [Kocadli Tvogsan Ozanadolu Sanayi Sitesi 566.50k.No:68 Tvedik 270
228|Politeknik Sirketler Grubu Istanbul Karanfil sok, 28/18 Kizilay
2291Profilo Sirk. Top. Istanoul [Bilkent Plaza A2 Bl Noish 4
230|Prokon-ekon Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Zyabey Cad. No 39 Balgat
231[Prota Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Farabl Sokak 775 Cankaya,Siliken Blok ZK 08 ODTLU-Teknokent
232[Raysel Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Tunus Cad, 575 UnbE0 Bakanliklar
233|REYSAS Holding ANKARA Hulya Sck. No: 21 G.0.P
234|Roche Istanbul Ovecler 7. Cad. No:37/1 Asag) Ovecler 2hE
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35
236
237
238
239
240
241
242
243
244
245
246
247
248
249
250
251
252
253
254
255
256
257
258
259
260
261
262
263
264
265
266
267

208/ Ti
269110

270
2
272
273
274
275
276
277
278
279
280
281
282

Table A.4- Cont'd: Detailed Data Base of National Group Companies in Ankara

Origin of I50-2005
Name of Group Company L iing Ankara Adress RANK
Sabanc Holding [stanbu (.M.K Bulvan No:137 Maltepe
Sandoz lac [stanbu 8. Cad. No:44/3 Asadiovecler 161
Sanovel [stanbu Dvedler 4. Caddesi 147
Santa Farma Lstanbul 6.Cad. Akay Apt. NO:13 f 11 AOvecler 397
Sarar Holding Eskisehir ~ JArmada Av.m Sogltozl 231
Saray Holding Karaman Sevyah Sok No:l5/2 G.O.P 343
Schenieder Lzrnir All Suavi sok. Akhan, No: 23 Kat: 3 Maltepe 355
Set Italcernenti Group Lstanbul Giivercinlik Cimento Fb. 200
Setkorn Sirketler Grubu Istanbul Cevhun Atf Kansu Cad. 5.50KAK 35/13-15 BALGAT
SHC Kastamonu |Sirma Sokak No:8 Siteler 470
Soyut Holding Al anran Cad. NoisU Kavaklidere
Supermatik Istanbul Birlik Mah. 3. Cad. No:§ Yildiz
Siirat Sirk. Gr. Lstanbul Sehit Danilg Tunaligil Sok No:3/5 Maltepe
|Siitag Bursa Macunkoy, No: 44/ 1, Yenimahalle 93
Sara Eneni ANKARS Nasuh Akar Mah. 24 Sokak Noi 06520 Balgat 407
Senpilic Adapazan  |Bahcekap Mah. Yesilcam syeri Sitesi C Blok Noi43 Sasmaz 183
Tarnek Holding Istanbul Ernek Mah. 79. Sok No:16 /4 BAHCELIEVLER 324
Tansag Lzrnir Dikren Cad. No:3h8 Dikmen
Target Group ANKARA 2. Sokak No, 3 Balgat
Tekfen Haolding Istanbul Gorerne Sok. No:8/8 Kavaklidere
Teknoloji Helding Istanbul Teknosis Slikon Binas) Zemin Kat No:2-23 Teknokent ODTU
Tes Sirk. Gr. Al enehatun Cad, No 4377 GOP
Tepe Grubu ANKARA Beytepe Koyu Yolu Notb Bilkent
Tetasg Sirk. Gr. Istanbul Ehlibevt Mah. 2. sok No 4 Balgat
Titas Sirk. Gr. ANKARA Birlik Mah. 7. Cadde No: 113f7-8 Cankaya
Toprak Holding Istanbul Kuleli Sok, No:22 G.O.P
Toyota Tirk Adgpazan (;-I:—I'IN EMEC BUL. NO. 75 OVECLER B
Turkeell Lstanbul Eskisehir Yolu 8. k. Not2e4 Balgat
| Tukas Lzmir Yukar| Ovecler Mah. Pemnbe Késk Apt.No:3/8 Yukan Oveder 232
| Tusag ANKARA  |P.K 18 Kavaklidere 304
Tipras Kocael Atatirk Bulvan, Atawurt Ishani, No.168/64 &
Tirk Demnirdakiim Istanbul Ufuk Universitesi Caddesi No:18 Rat:10 D:72 Cukurambar 57
Tiirk Traktor ANKARA Glvercinlik Yolu 111 Gazi 53
Lrkive Kamiir Is|.* ANKARA Hipodrom Caddesi Ymzh. 19
Lrkive Petrolleri A.0* ANKARA Tunus Caddesi no 8 Kavaklidere 45
Tirkive Seler Fabrikalan AS* ANKARS Efimesgut il
Ulusoy Helding [stanbul Sehit Adem Yavuz Sok. No:by/2 Kialay
Lhvar Sirk Gr. [stanbu Lller Sokak No:11 06580 Tandodan
Ulker Sirk. Gr. [stanbu Aloyurt: 75
Vakko Grup Lstanbul Armada Avm Sogutozl
Varan Sirk. Gr. Istanbl Sogitozl
Yakupodu ANKARA Havaliman! Yolu 22, K. Akyurt 359
Yagar Holding Lzrnir G.M.K Bulvar Ali Suavi Sok. No:11 Maltepe
Yatag Kayseri Istanbul Yolu Sasmaz 329
Yimpas Helding Yozgat Soditzl
Yiarsan ANKARA Gimat Gida Toptancilar Sitesi 2. Blok No: 51 Macunkoy 225
Yiicel Istanbul Biskek Cad. 1372 Emek/Ankara il
Zenger Sirketler Gr. ANKARA Ankara Kalest Ustl Doyran Sokak Not13 Ulus-Ankara
* : Public Oriented Companies
102 Ankara Centered
180 Ankara Brunch Office
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APPENDIX E

Table A.5: Sample of Local Producer Service Company Addresses
Registered By Trade Chamber of Ankara (ATO)

BESTEKAR SOK. MO, 47/11
BESTEKAR SOKAK 3/10
BESTEKAR SOKAK NO.74/10 KAVAKLIDERE

BEYKOZ SK.5¢4 _
BUKLUM SK 2/31 KAVAKLIDERE
BUKLUM SK 20418 KAVAKLIDERE
BUKLUM SK 20018 KUGUKESAT

M SK NO-<47f3 K.DERE

M SK, 20/14 K,DERE

M 8K, NO. 105/B K.DERE KAVAKLIDERE
M SK. NO:10/8 KAVAKLIDRE

M Sk, MO0/

BUKLUM SK, NC120/18

BUKLUM SK.11742 - KAVAKLIDERE

BUKLUM SK.23/3 KAWAKLIDERE
BUKLUM SK.26/4 KAVAKLIDERE
BUKLUM SCK NO.34/8

BUKLUM SOKAK 232 KAVAKLIDERE
BUKLUM SOICAK 45/14 KAVAKLIDERE
BULTEH 8K, 41/4
BULTEN SK. NO.66/8
BULTEN SK. NO:9/13.
BULTEM SK.8/9 KAVAKLIDERE

GUFTE SOKAKE HO: 12/

IRAN CAD. KARUM I5 MERKEZI MO, 214361

.F.KENEDI CAD NO 25/5 KAVAKLIDERE

KARUM ISMERKEZL IRAN CAD.21/373 G D PASA
KEMED'Y CAD 150713

KEWNEDY CAD,NCLEL/4 KAWAKLIDERE

T HILMI CAD 70/13 KAVAKLIDERE

T.HILMI BULTEN S, NO, 2142 K.DERE
T.HILMI CAD. NO. 91471 KAVAKLIDERE

THILMI CD 18/174 KAMAKLIDERE

TAHRAN CAD. NO. 34/3 K.DERE

BANKACI SK. NO 4/ K.ESAT

BANKACT 8K, N0, 17/2 KIZILAY

BANKACIL SOK. 6/7

BINEKTASI Sk.2441 KESAT _ -
KAVAKLIDERE MAHALLESE ATATURK BULVART NO:151/0101
KAVAKLIDERE MH. KUGUK ESAT C0. 37/11

KEMEDT CD YALIM SK NO.10/2 KAVAKLIDERE

PARIS CAD 36/2 KAVAKLIDERE

PARIS CAD ISIIYOLU SK 5/12 KAYAKLIDERE

PARIS CADDEST NO.34/5 KAVAKLIDERE

TUNUS CAD 83/11 K.DERE

TUNUS CAD, 22 KIEILAY

TUNUS CAD, 50/15 KAVAKLIDERE

TUNUS CAD, 76/12

TUNUS CAD. MO, 49/8

TUNUS CAD.85/2 KAVAKLIRERE
TUNUS CADDEST NO.00/8 KAYAKLIDERE
| ALIM SK NO.6/3 KUGUKESAT

HAFTA SK.16/4 5.0.PASA
HAFTA SOKAK 2518 GAZIOSMANPASA

BAGLAR CADCESI 8012
ATATURK BULVARI NO.85/6
ATATURK BULVARI NO:105/715
ATATURK BULVARI NO 13777
ATATURK BULVARIT NO:LS1/407 BAKAHLIKLAR
OLBUNLAR SOK, KITAP STANTLARI HO, 4
OLGUNLAR SOKAK 24410

OLGUNLAR SOKAK NO.11/10 BAKANLIKLAR
OLGUNLAR SOKAK NO.26/13

Z GOKALP CAD METRO HH 24/22

7.GOKALP CD SSK RANT TESISLERI 117924
ADEM YAVUZ SK MO:6/A

2 IZMIR CAD 45/5 KIZILAY
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Table A.5-Cont'd: Sample of Local Producer Service Company Addresses
Registered By Trade Chamber of Ankara (ATO)

KAYAKLIDERE KIZILAY

TUNUS CAD' 5

TUNUS CAD 5/3 KAUAKLIDERE

TUNUS CADL -85/3

TUNUS CADL40/8 K.DERE

TUNUS CADDESE .66 KAvAKLIDERE
TUNUS CADDESI 33

TUNUS CADDESE 50/8-8

TUNUS CD, , 42 GANKAYA

TUNUS CD.i46

HAFTA SK.5 G O PASA

KAZIM OZALP MAH RESIT GALIP CAD -87 GOP
AKAY CAD 14/C

ATATURK BULVARIL : 72 B/C

ATATURK BLY, 71/48-54

ATATURK BUL 05 KIZILAY

ATATURK BUL.185 KAT.1 BAKANLIKLAR
ATATURK BUL.105/703

ATATURK BUL.147 KIZILAY

ATATURK BULY..219 KIZILAY

ATATURK BULY. 111744

ATATURK BULY.117/17 KIZILAY
ATATURK BULVARI

ATATURK BULVARL 175-77

ATATURK BULVARL -103/A KIZILAY
ATATURK BULYARL 1691 ATAYURT ISHAML
ATATURK BULVARL 171

ATATURK BULVARL 177/14 BAKANLIKLAR
ATATURK BULVARI 21

ATATURK BULVARI 48-50

ATATURK BULVARL 55 KIZILAY
ATATURK BULVARL 57/A KIZILAY
ATATURK BULVARL 58 KIZILAY
ATATURK BULVARI 58 YENISEHIR
ATATURK BULVARL T.70 KIZILAY
ATATURK BULVARL, . 73/C

ATATURK BULVARI, GOREME SOK, . 1/5-8
DOKTOR MEDIHA ELDEM SK. .62f9

DR MEDIHA ELDEM SK 38/4

DR, MEDIHA ELDEM SK, 172

IHLAMUR SK.7/3 KIZILAY

THLAMUR SOK. 1 KAT:?

HLAMUR SOKAK 3

ZMIR CAD 18 KIZILAY

IZMIR CAD MEMEKSE SIK 2/4

ZMIR CAD MODA I5H. A BLOK 1 KAT 95
IZMIR CAD, 3444 KIZILAY

ZMIR CAD 128 KIZILAY

ZMIR CAD 13/1 KIZILAY

ZMIR CAD, 18/B SIHHIYE

ZMIR CAD.21p42 KIZILAY

ZMIR CAD, 28/8

ZMIR CAD.35 KIZILAY

IZMIR CAD HALILBEY CARGISI :9/20
ZMIR CADLMENEKSE SIC MODA [SH.2143 KIZILAY
ZMIR CADDEST 21

ZMIR CADDESI MODA ARG 21/43 KIZILAY
ZMIR CADDESI MODA CARSISI 6/18
KARAMFIL SK 1106 KIZILAY

KARAMFIL 8K 17/3

KARAMNFIL SK. 12p4

KARAMFIL SK.ZAFIR ISH.4/30
KARANFIL SOKAK 4/53 KIZILAY
KARAMFIL SOKAK 81

KUMRULAR SK.6 KIZILAY

KUMRULAR SOIAK 16/D KIZILAY
M.PASA CADAZMA KIZILAY

MEMEKSE PASAIL 6/2 KIZILAY

MEMEKSE 5K 19/2

MENEKSE SK.6/27 KIZILAY

MEMEKSE SK.6/3 KIZILAY

MEMEKSE SOKAK .10 B30

MENEKSE SOKAK 32/14 KIZILAY
MEMEKSE SOKAK MEWEKSE PS1 7/6
MESRUTIYET CAD 11144 KIZILAY
MESRUTIYET CAD 29

MESRUTIYET CAD 2044 BAKAHLIKLAR
MESRUTIVET CAD 29/B KIZILAY
MESRUTIYET CAD 3/25-C KIZILAY
MESRUTIYET CAD 30

278



CURRICULUM VITAE

PERSONAL INFORMATION

Surname, Name: Gokce, Bugra

Nationality: Turkish Republic (TC)

Date and Place of Birth: 25 March 1974 , Ankara
Marital Status: Single

email: bugragokce@yahoo.com

FOREIGN LANGUAGE

English
EDUCATION
Degree Institution Year of Graduation
Certificate on City Planning JICA 2008
MS Gazi University,

City and Regional Planning 2000
BS Gazi University,

City and Regional Planning 1995
High School Ankara Mustafa Kemal High School 1990
WORK EXPERIENCE
Year Place Enroliment
1997-going on Ankara Metropolitan Municipality

Dept. of Urbanization and Development Urban Planner
2006-going on Gazi University

Dept. of City and Regional Planning Part-time Instructor
1995-1997 Rota Planlama Ltd.Sti. Partner
OTHER DUTIES
Year Place Enroliment
2006-2007 UCTEA Chamber of City Planners of Turkey President
2004-2006 UCTEA Chamber of City Planners of Turkey Vice President
2002-2004 UCTEA Chamber of City Planners of Turkey

Ankara Branch Board Member
COMPETITION DEGREES
Year Name of Competition Degree
2006 [zmir Konak Uzundere Recreation Valley

Urban Design Competition Project 20d
2005 Antalya Konyaalti Coastal Area Planning and

Urban Design Competition Project 31
2001 Ankara Giilbag Special Preservation Area

Planning Competitioh Project 1* Mansion
1994 Student Planning Competition of Turkey

Within World Planning Day i

279



PUBLICATIONS

2023 Capital Ankara Master Plan, Planning Report, 2008, Editor and Planning Team Coordinator,
Ankara Metropolitan Municipality, Fersa Corp., Ankara.

Natural Area Preservation Symposium, 2007, Coordinator and Session Chief, UCTEA, Chamber of
City Planners, Ankara.

Planning and Urban Design Standards in Disaster Risk Areas, December, 2006, Published Book by
Ministry of Development and Settlements, Ankara.

Regeneration Process of Central Business District of Ankara, 2006, “Planlama-Journal”, 2006,
Ankara.

An Analysis and Consultancy Report of Development Legislation Framework of Turkey, July, 2005,
within MEER Project by Ministry of Development and Settlements, Teem Member, Ankara.

Planning and Representation Problematic versus Changing and Transforming on Science and
Reality, 2005, Published Article in World Planning Day Colloquium of 2004 Turkey Book, UCTEA
Chamber of City Planners, Ankara.

A New Planning Process on Rights, Is it Possible?, 2004, “Planlama-Journal”, Ankara.

Revision Efforts of Planning Legislation Should Be Multiple Dimension and Actors, 2004,
Published Article in Journal of Architecture in Turkey, Ankara.

Pedestrian Transportation on CBD of Ankara, 2004, First Chapter of Published Book,
Ankara Branches of UCTEA Chambers of Architects and City Planners, Ankara.

Problematic of Capital Ankara Master Plan, 2003, First Chapter of Published Book, UCTEA
Chamber of City Planners, Ankara.

Regeneration Process of Central Business District of Ankara, 2003, within Urban
Regeneration Symposium Book, Istanbul.

AREAS OF INTEREST

Planning Implementations, Structures of Central Business Districts, Metropolitan Planning,
Legislative Framework of Planning, Civil and Democratic Society, Urban Design,

280



