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ABSTRACT

REEVALUATING A PROJECT OF MODERNIZATION:
DESIGN PRINCIPLES FOR THE FUTURE OF
THE ATAT, RK FOREST FARM

Ay d é nhMdgrat u
M.Arch, Department ofrchitecture
Supervisor Prof. Dr.Tomris Elvan Altan
Co-Supervisor: Prof. DrAli Cengizkan

SeptembeR018,127 pages

The Atat¢rk Forest Farm i s a comprehensi v
ideology of the early Republican period that cannot be destm@s a simple open

green area for the capital Ankara. The farm, conceptualized with the philosophy of
creating a new society, is an exemplary initiative to socialize people, to integrate
production and recreation relations, and to bring people togettieeducation and

science. On the other hand, located at an important position in the Ankara urban macro

form since the first years of the Republic, the farm has always been an indispensable
topic of the capital's planning experience. Therefore, inthtsgty t he At at ¢r kK
Farm is evaluated in terms of its planning &mehding functionsThe studyexamines

the historical process of the farm by focusing on its establishment period during the
early Republican modernization process and its transformpéoad from the mie

20th Century to the early 21st Centulhen itcompiles ideasrom thesignificant

current studies on futudevelopment of the farnfhus the aim of this study, which
synthesizes the information obtained from historipedcessand the determined

current studies, is to+evaluate the farmwithin the contexbf a modernization project

and todraw the outline of the design principles for defining its future.

Keywords: At at ¢r k Forest Far m, Ankar a, Moder

Production, Industrial Production, Social Development.
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¥Z

BKR MODERNLEKME PROJESKNKN YENKDEN DEJERLEN
ATAT! RK ORMAN ¢KFTLKJKONKN GELECEJK K¢K
TASARI M PRENSKPLERK

Aydénojlu, Murat
Y¢ksek Li sans, Mi mar |l ék B°Il ¢ mg
Tez YP©° nPeot. Drdonsis Elvan Altan
Or t a k nétieig: PréfDr. Ali Cengizkan

Eyl ¢ | 12Z9ayfa8 ,

Atat ¢rk Orman ¢iftliji, erken Cumhuriyet d°n
Ankara i1 -1in basit bir a-éek yexi/l al an ol ar a
modernl exkme projesidir. Yeni bir toplum yar
-iftlik, insané toplumsall akteéeran, sretim v
hal ke ejitim ve bilimle bulukturank °rnek bir
yéllaréndan itibaren Ankara kentsel makr of or
-iftlik, bakkentin planlama deneyimlerinin v
bual-ékmada At at ¢plka rOlr anrkmuar stid fuwkeé izjaimanéndaki ik
a-éseéendan i ncel enimfekérkeid iCoamhuriydtrad & &« mml, e K me

s¢recindeki Kkuruluk d°nemine ve 20. yézyeéel e
ol an s¢re-teki d°n¢Keém d°nemine odakl anar

incelemektedir¢ al € mma d o n rgelecekiekgtell ii jkii Mi° nhea k- kééknadna
g¢egncecel -al ékxkmal ar daond- kolrdreak detrdreimekd le dii mc
-al ekxmal ardan el de edilen bilgiler:i sent ezl

modernl ekme pdajgsehni Bapsdmgerl endirip onun

i -in tasarém prensiplerinin -er-evesini -lzm
Anahtar Kelimeler:At at ¢r k Or man ¢ci ftligi, Ankar a, M
Tar éms al 'retim, Endg¢gstrivyel 'retim, Topl ums
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

The process otonstructing Ankara as the newapital city developed within the
framework of theprocessof modernization, t& main philosophy of the early
Republican periodThe Republican regime haah ideology that aiedto maintain the
development line by referring to Western valuesthis respect, wen Ankara was
established as the capital of the modern Republic, it was constructed as the symbolic
space of modernity in which all citizens would live in production amasamption
relations as in the modekiestern worldSi nce t he foundation of
Farmand theconstruction of Ankara as the new capital tistorically cancided the

spatal relationship between the faremnd Ankara city has always affedteachof

them Thus, while Ankara w&a product of an effort to create a modern ¢itg,farm

was also anodelthatwas constructed in the direction of this modernization ideology
(Kimyon & Serter, 2015, pp. 4586).

TheAt at ¢r k Forest Far m, f o uperdoaahitiative, hds9 25 by
a special value and meaning for Ankara in the history of Rep@&atice its foundation,

it has been an experimental field of Republican revoluaodbtas become a symhol

area of modernization of agriculture, education, social life and industrializHtwees

a modernization projeand a product of a comprehensive plan to reach all of the
objectives at the same time such as transformation of society, the development of
agricultural and industrial production, the provision of the needs of the people, and the
production of clean and healthy food (Keskinok, 2000, p.43). Moreover, by providing
economic and technological progres®l by contributingo social reproduction ad
societal sovereigntythe farm pioneered the establishment of a-sefficient city

(¢ a v Gextr 2017a, p.69).



The At a tFgreskFarmwas established as part of thiberation movemenof the
Republic expresmigt he i de al m enalding ayricudtdre;, andk industry to
progress together with modern and scientific methods as a thadestituteda very
important step towards urbanization paisand the idea of progress, which started in

the first years of the Republic (Keskinok, 2008, p.70heTfarm is a modernization
project in urban scale, which expresses the culture of public value creation of activities
such as agriculture and industry, production and recreation, the urban and rural culture,
and practice and education. Howevhispublice nt er pr i skelonatdd éothe At at ¢
nation before his deathas beerfragmented in every sense with various laws and
administrative decisionis the following decade®Vith thegrowth of Ankara towards

the westthe city's intense infrastructlmeedsand rent pressures have affected the
farm area negativelyl'hus, he farm has gradually deviated from @stablishment
purposes and has become unable to funclibe. farmland has lost its integrity and
continuity, andhowadaysas become an empty ardat isdifficult to manage at the
center of the cityOn the other hand, as the development of the city and the farm
continuedin parallel the farm has always been at the cenfethe urban planning
experiences of Ankar&élowever, the majority of thesdégpning decisions did not draw

a comprehensive framework for the conservation of the,fanmd thefarm has long

been perceived as an empty afed av dar S e 289, In 20061Ankara p .
Metropolitan Municipality obtained authority over the farm atadted an unavoidable
transformatiorat the farmespeciallyfrom 2010onwards.The main reasons for this

rapid tranformation of the farm, which hageen experiencing certain land losses in
various periods since its establishmearg lack of social consousness)ack of a
comprehensive conservation poliagda d mi ni strati ve abuse (Cavdai
all the land losses, the farm still constitusgsotentialarea for Ankarawith its great
amount of land and central location. For this reason, rdihaarto be regretful for the

f ar moé s it b nesessary o a@nd regain its functions in the direction of its

establishment principles.

Since the establishmentibieAt at ¢r k Forest Farm and pl anni ncg

city coincided, the farm diectly experiened the urban planning procesges.the



other hand, the farmvasan exemplary and model public enterprise with functions
undertaken during its foundation yedrsthis respect, the aim of this thesis is to re
eval uat e PForkest Farnbna df ghe krojects of modernization of the early
Republican periodrom its establishment to contemporary situatieor this purpose

the studyis divided intothreemain historical perioddn Chapter 2, two fundamental
historical periodsvill be mentionedThe first of these periods is the early Republican
period when the farm was established and developed in line with its founding
principles. In this period, the farm was actively involved in the creation of a new and
modern society with q@duction, education and recreational activities. Secondly, the
process from the mi@d" century to the early 24century will be examined. This
period, whichcould be takemo havestaredwith the transfer of the farm to ti&tate
Treasuryin 193§ is the period when the farm experienced land losses with legal and
illegal means. Especially from the beginning of the 21st century to the present day,
there has been much greater interventions in the farm. Finally, the study will focus on
the future of thedrm in Chapter 3. This chapter will try to determine the principles for
the future development of the faimaccordance with the information and strategies

acquired from theignificantcurrent studies.

The content of the study throughout the théstsises on the plannirand founding
functionsof the farm.lts foundingfunctionsare examined in terms of the role of the
farm in the development of agricultural and industrial production and social
developmentThis determinedcontentwill be examinedin all the historical periods
mentioned abovd-or its establishment period, the planning experiences of Ankara
and the formation of the farm will initially be examined and then the impact of its
foundingfunctionson the farm will be explaineéor the seand period, the study will

focus on the approaches of the urban planning processes witnessed in Ankara in
relation to their effect on the farm and
foundingfunctionswill be examinedThen, the current studiedout the future of the

farm will be evaluated in terms of its planning and foundumgctionsin order to
identify the design principles in these terfosthe future.



Thus, the study reevaluates the importance of the historical development of the farm
as a modernization project in Turkey with reference to its planning purposes and
founding functiors, and overview the current contribution of professional or
academic sties about the future of the farim this way, this thesis attempts to
determine the design principles about the futurehefAt at ¢r k For est
synthesizing thenformation obtained from the historical analysis and the current

studies.

Farm



CHAPTER 2

THE ESTABLISHMENT AND THE TRANSFORMATION OF THE
ATAT} RK FOREST FARM

At at ¢r k K Artead te r ka rOA @ nepresanting theimjain philosophy
of the Republic of Turkeyis a very important value for both Ankara and Turkiye
farm, which mainlyaimed the development of agricultural and indusprraduction
andthe social development by transforming the living pattemas conceptualizeas

a pioneering project for thghilosophy of modernization of the nestateideology.
However, over the yearghe farm has begun to change and transform with the
interventions that disregaed its foundingprinciplesof function Hence the farm has
lost many physical features from lamdegrity to productionactivities anchas come
to the point of losing the social values it carri€snsequentlyin this chapter, the
process otheestablishment and transformationfoD dwill be exanined historically
within the context of early Republican modernization processreeriod from the
mid-20" Century tothe arly 22 Century.

2.1.The Farm during the Early Republican Modernization Process

The revolutions that aied to transform the structure of the society were among the
important tasks of the early Republican peribtbst of theserevolutionswere for
creatingamodern soety and national consciousnebwever, while the process of
social transformations waming on, the most important issue to lealtl withwas to

build a new capital cityn this modernization process. Therefdiee construction of
Ankara as the capital cityasundertaken aan importanart of themodernization
projectof the early Repuizan periodAnkar ad6s acqui sition of

was equivalent tohte success of the Republic andsveansidered as a program that



would constitute national consciousne@spagut, 2017, p. 3)One of the most
significantexperiencein the modern planning process of the capfakara was the

establ i shment of (ThedarmArasa cgmpus thetaesigted Far m.
scope and quality of the "modernity project” at its own scale with its values from the
planning of the placehere it wa set up to the built environment and from agriculture,

industry, production and education applications to recreational facilitiasas the
exemplarycomplex of the Republic's development and liberation policy as well as the
ideology of creahg a new societyAlpagut, 2017 p. 2). HencejtheAtat ¢ r k For est
Farm founded bythe presidenMu st af a Kemal Atatg¢rkinto undert
the field of agriculture, signifiea very special practice in terms of environment and

history. The reason for being a very special practice is thasitndeedbeyond the

creaton of an agricultural farm. It veainstead the project of educating and
transforming theroductive power ofite peopleas a result ofhe importancgiven to

the development dhe industrial productioretated to the agricultur&or this reason,

the farm is an exemplary public enterprise demonstrating the determination and will

of the young Republi(Keskinok,2000, p. 43)

Figurel Must af a KemalfarmAt at ¢r k at t he

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/fotograflesda/Last accessed
August 2018



As a result, in this sectiort, h e rR Foaest Farmwill be reviewedthroughits
planning and foundingrinciples offunctionduring the early Republican peridgince

the establishment of the farrmand the planning of Ankara as the capital city have
historically coincidedthe planning period of the farm will be examined by relating it
to the planning of Ankara. Therinciples forthe functionsof the armwill thenbe
examinedin termsof the development adgricultural and industrigbroduction and

socialdevelopment

2.11. The Planning of Ankara andthe Farm

The capital city Ankaraghat cannot be approached only as a spatial project is a
comprehensive social engineering utopia of the early Turkish Republewisi, the

At at ¢ r k F osrae importaRrtaamd mnigéesiban space utopia™ carried out in
Ankara and cannot be reduced to be integotas only a recreati@h area. Itwas

shaped together with Ankara since the first years oRgqublic anchas always been

an important entity within the metropolitan macmofo( ; | kenl i , .2017,
Thereforet he transformation of Ankarads ur ban
impacted by the development of tfegm as a significant urban distri¢Kimyon &

Serter, 2015, p. 44)Because of these reasons,is not rdional to think the
development process of tii@m and the planning processes of tlewv capital city
independently as the farm, whiclarries the remains from the foundation period to
today, obtained most of these traces during the planning process of the CHimtal.

is why, in this partthe foundation story of the farmill be examined througla

historical perspective starting fratime planning stages of the capital city An&gaand

the contribution it gavéo the transformation of the city will evaluated

After winning the War of Independence, with the proclamation of the Republic on 29
October1923, a natiorstate in Turkey w&s started to build anshortly before the
proclamationAnkara was declared as the dapcity (Tekeli, 2011, p. 54)However,
thetransition fromanempire toa nationtstate in Turkey was the history of a struggle

for power. Ankara's process of planning as a capitabatameone of the examples

of the conflict between the leaders of the National Struggle and the supporters of the

7



old administration. The aboldn of the Sultanate did not end the conflictpoiver

between the two centerkstanbul, which was the center of opposition to Mustafa

Kemal and the ruling cadre, continued to carry the title of the capital according to the
supporters of the former admstration. However, Ankara hdoeen de facto capital

since the beginning of the National Strugffartal, 2013, p. 76)The process of

accep i ng Ankar a agai asdasy faskitheamamnudasonfer shisnever
was thatAnkara was less developed thistanbul in terms of urban services and

housing Neverthelesghere were important differences that distingatshnkara, the

capital city, from Istanbul. First of alluring the first years of theeRp u b | i c , Kstanbu!
started to face with decrease of plgtion while the population of Ankara was

increasing rapidlySecondlyKst anb ul had an &ddemanedban net wo
from the Ottoman period and planning experiences that had been going on since the

19" century. Yet this planning was much olddran new practices and in the form of

repairing and renewing. However, Ankara was a city with a high planning potential

due to the small size of its traditional cqi@ankut, 1988, p. 96)There wee many

thoughtsfor the planning of Ankara as capital citstead ofstanbul, whichwas the

capital city ofoldregimel n t hi s di r e c (988 p. 93pxpressesthe Tank ut
ideology for Ankara as follow$iAnkara is the administrative center where it is desired

to leave an eastern world and head faateonal world. It is expected from this city to

become a capital city that can fulfill all the functions of the new world and reflect its

proper way of lifed Thus,it was a very radical decision and a big claim that Ankara
becamethe capital city afterd a vi ng Khich was the ¢apital eity ahree

empires and had the highest compatibility with the West. Ankara, on the one hand,

served as the decisignaking center for the establishment of a modern natiate,

while on the other hand, would beetfirst example o& modern city wherenodern

life predicted by the new Repubbtarted. It would & a model to be followed for other

cities that would enter theath of modernizatiofiTekeli, 2011, p. 54).

At this point, according toesearches, it is possibledorrelatethe founding prpose
oftheAt at ¢ r k F o robhaoding Ankaranas the capital cit that time, a
group of people who were pessimistiasquestioning how a man would live, even

when a tree did not grow up rree While discussions alut the capital citywere

8



ongoingoneoft he gr eat deci si ons o fcamettarésgue K wi t
the futureof Ankara. Millions of trees would grow iinkara and irthe middle of he

steppe( At at ¢r k ¢ i p.119) Ok dne hand\nkada W& dlanned as the

capital of the modern Republion the other hand he At at ¢r kwasFor e st
constructed as one of the most important parts otityisincreasingts attractiveness

i n ¢ o mp asstanbub. m the riew ex, khe city wa now regarded as the symbolic

space of modernityvhere all citizenswould live in production and consumption

relations as in the modern western world, not as a field of any belief system and its
dominance of symbolic venugkKimyon & Serter,2015, p. 46) The fact thatthe

Atatirk Forest Farmwas a largeurban green areavhichwould be inthe center of the

city later, became one tfie most important elemesthat distinguishé Ankara from
Kstanbul.On the other hand, the practices carried im the farm were not only
administrative but also economic mgvehus, it is understood that the process of

increasingte i mportance of A nslcariedoutanqaationasand Kst a

planned process through the farm, not jastsymbolic aml coercive initiatives
(Kimyon & Serter, 2015, p. 48)

Figure2. The At at ¢0rsk sFoocrieaslt fFaaerrmmhati ee Be Kst

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/fotografleaida/Last accessed
August2018



As a result, the new government designated Ankara as the official center after the

National Struggle. Now the center of a political system governed by its citizens was at

the center of Anatolia where the people were also concentrated. Besidebgitseaah

that the declaration of Ankara as the capital city was a fundamental change, which

shows that a very different regime from the old administration was established. In
addition, within this process of Fammange, we
was one of the most elaborate elements that strengthened Ankara's hand against

Kstanbul

Following the declaration of Ankara as the capital, there was a search for planned
development, planned growth and planned construction at the main axis of the
modernization efforts parallel to its development as the capital city. At the base of

Ankara's urban planning search, the claim of proving that the young Republic was

different from the Ottoman Empire would also show itself in the nature of all initiatives

as an important emphasis (Cengizkan, 2011, p. 30). In this direction, the first plan of
Ankara in the modern sense was made by O6Kexkf
regarding the old city and the new city in the time of the first Mayor Mehmet Ali Bey.

The plan was made to organize the expropriation to the south of the historic center of

the city and to direct the development of the city. It is understood that the Old City,

which constituted the castle and its surroundings and one third of which had bee

destroyed by a fire in 1916, was given as an area for urban remediation and was

requested to evaluate its expansion possibilities. The project owner, formerly a

member of the Kstanbul Constitutional Commi s
architectbr . Car | Chri stoph -1966).dHeeeportamdplans Ber | i n (
ordered on December 30, 1923 were delivered to the Municipality on May 30, 1924.

The plan, which was in the form of a sketch, was distributed as an extension of the
expropriation lav numbered 583 dated May 1 (Cengizkan, 2011, p. 31). The 1924
L°rcher Plan tried to place the growing poplu
surroundings, giving legitimacy to the new ways to make the city more comfortable to

its surroundings. Hower, before the end of the plan, the pressure of rapid population

growth brought to the agenda the design of the New City as a management
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nei ghborhood with the name of "¢ankaya'
expropriation law. Within this neighblmood, it was considered to build a new
parliament, a 'state neighborhood' where ministries and other state institutions would
be located, as well as a residential neighborhood where the workers would live. The
relationship between the Old City and the Néwy was considered in a parallel
fashion. The New City was equipped with public spaces, reinforcing the experience of
the new nation and natiestate that was being established, with a spacious Garden
City approach (Cengizkan, 2011, pp-&).

Figure3. L°%°r che+l192Pl an 19214

Sourcehttp://www.goethe.de/ins/tr/ank/prj/urs/geb/sta/loe/trindex.bast accessed
August 2018

Thefawndati on of tFarm, wAich & bng of khe rRostringartant public
space projects of the city of Ankara, also corresponds to these times. According to the
researches, there is no direct decision about the establishment of a foresttfegm in
L°rcher pl an. ghboeyaAlpagu(20E/ cpp.Eq), the similarities
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bet ween the principles observed in L°rcher’
principles and devel opment of t he Atat ¢ r k F
especially in the O&oShsrplarmiagtrepditeeyndhasicéddhed c hapt e
importance of human and community health, and gave details of its reflection on

urbanism at the beginning of the 20th century. Public spaces, green spaces, cemeteries,

parks for the elderly and sports areas for yop@gple, proposed by open spaces in a

conemporary and modern city, aggtensios of this thoughtParallel to this thought,

in 1924Plan Reporf or A n k a r(18®24)clairfsrthath e r

These two water traces surround the city's settlement area with a natural belt,
which can be seen as a natural park around the city. When viewed from a bird's
eye view, or taken as a general picture of the city, this effect occurs in the
general appearanoé the city with its water resources. If this feature donated
by nature are used and applied successfully, the city that looks barren and
soullesstodaycan be given a garden city form surrounded by park greenery
(Cengizkan, 2011, p. 30)

L°rchehePABbat gnklorBeossr est Farm b

Y

Figure4.
SourceMETU Urban Design Studio, 1991098.

The foundation stage dhe At at ¢r k For est Far thetwoas real i ze
planning experiences of Ankara. While the planrpngcess of the city continued on
the one hand with the L°rcher plan, on the ¢

to work to construct a modern farm in Ankafaerefore hedecided to implement an

12



important project prepared in 1925 capital. Hetsa t e d wariteal to estabklishii

a big modern farm next to Ankaxaln line with this aim, he wanted to establish a
commission from welknown agriculturists of the country and he expected from these
experts to findhe necessary land for tharfin ( Ay dmp 2012, p35). However,a

significant part of thgproposedarmlandwas marsh and the remaining part was arid.
According to Tahsin Cokkan, a member of
place for the farm around Ankara, they thought very little about the present farm site.

The land was neglected, diseased agmtlow. It was a place where nature did not
behavegenerously. The land even made them pessimistic while logkiAgt at ¢ r k

¢i ftl ikl e#l3) NevarthebSs, thapd, whitiPwas known to be unsuitable

for agricultural use by the people of Ankaveas chosen consciously by Mustafa

Kemal (Bilsel, 2013, p. 1)It was not a simpléarmlandhe was looking forln fact,

At at ¢rk wanted a report fromadagmintioeul t ur a
worst soil for agriculturedis aim was to show that the strong relationship between the

soil and the people of the country, where the main @wif income is agriculture,

could be established in a healthy way even in a piece af {ahere the natural

conditions wee hardly at all appropria{&emiz, pp. 15859).In fact, it is not possible

to explain this land choice only with agriculture. The transformation of the society
through the transformation of langlas also targeted. It wakesired to revive the
forgottensocialfeelingswith the attempts to be achieved this barren land in the

middle of Anatolia, Accor di ng t o Cthejreason fpr thiseangcious o k ,
choice should be seen as an important indicator of the desire for the destruction of
prejudices, the realization tfhe seemindy impossible, and for the people to gain
confidence in their own streng{Keskinok, 2000, p. 43At the end of the all these
researches, the establishment of the At a
Kemal Atatg¢r k on Ma yarmbSwhichiwairbtially called\"Gdzia r a .
Farm", was Mustafa Kemal's own property, which he built by buying land from other
people. The railroad and 20.000 square meters of land extending along the Ankara
Stream purchased fr om FneerAokaragoremnermbidint he w
Pasha, formed the core of the farm. With the purchase of other lands in time, the Gazi

Farmland reached 102.000 square meters worth (Bilsel, 2013, p. 1).

13



-

Figure5. The barren land in the middle of Ao (Original situation of the farm)

Source: METU Urban Design Studaochive

Figure6. Trarsformation of the farm i@ea

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/gorunumakeyapilar/Last accessed
August 2018
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While the establishment of the Atatg¢rk F
direction of its establishment purposes were continuing, the planning process of
modern Ankara was also in progress. However, in this planning process, there was a
huge urlan green area that could no longer be overlooked and it would find its place

in the subsequent planning processes of the capital. By 1927, it was understood that
192425 L°rcher Plan area and some of its pi
urbanproblems. The population of the city increased from 25.000 to 107.000 and it is
necessary to plan the development of the city according to the population of 250,000.
The municipality received a preliminary report by inviting experienced urban planners
Hemann Jansen, Leon Jausseley and Josef Brix to Ankara. Among the proposals of
the three experts who participated in the 1928 competition, Jansen's project was chosen
(Cengizkan, 2011, p. 33). The competition resulted in 1929 and approved in 1932. The
plan was prepared for a population of 300.000 people within a period of 50 years
(el der ém, 2004, p . 62) . Her mann Jansen'
capital city of Ankara; as it is requested from the competitors, it legitimized the
construction cared out in the light of 19225 L°r cher Pl an. Jans
general zoning. Vehicle and pedestrian movement was determined by the main urban
backbone. The plan indicated the main direction of development of the city towards

the south and proposed &bruction areas in three directions around the old city. By
accepting the Ankara castle as a "city crown", the green "vista line" was suggested for

the planning of the castle's surroundings and castle itself to look 'beautiful’. It accepted

0 Bent Banwurban iedreation area and the station area as a city center. Decisions
about the development of a park system, the gathering of ministries in the New City,

the use of the surroundings of Ank&8w&vas railway line as an industrial zone, the
cemetery us in the north of Cebeci, and the use of zoos and large parks in the farm
area had already been i mplemented. Adopti
Jansen defined the development context of the city according to a zoning plan. In this
frame, bydefining the districts such as Workers' Neighborhood, Universities District,

and Tandojan Airport, Jansen proposed a

transportation was Atatg¢r k35Boul evard (Cel
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Figure7. Jansen Plan

SourceMETU Urban Design Studiarchive

Figure8. JansenRIn and t he At odggsr Kk For est
SourceMETU Urban Design Studio, 1991098.
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The Atat¢rk Forest Farm was od° ngrle alta niknipt
(1990 claims that Ankara was planned with inspiration from the Garden City idea
which rose in reaction to the destructions created by industrialists in European
countri es. The Atatg¢rk Forest Farm was
planning movement. Aaally, the municipality had already made it clear that the farm

was very crucial in the planning of Ankara. 8othe competition for the planning of

Ankara in 1928, article 17 under the heading "Oral, written directives and donations
given to experts othe future plan of the city of Ankara" given to the competitors was
about the already established and developing farm. This single article about the farm
was indicating the development area in general terms by saying that "The zoo and the
generalparkmis ext end from the Mar mara Pl ateau
Farm". However, the future direction, scope and pace of this exemplary farm
pioneering the other state farms clearly demonstrates that it was an important project
of the Republic. It \as designed as a part of the policy of development and liberation

and had a spiritual unity with the planning of Ankara. It was designed as a model space
where the Republican individual would be trained in every aspect (Alpagut, 2017, p.

7).

However, he farm was not designed and developed tghoa certain planning
directionuntil the early 1930<%ractices for the planned and igrtative development

of the farmstarted in the 1930@&Ipagut, 2010p. 243) Within this period of time,

therewas anothespecialist who played n acti ve role in the pl
Forest Farm, Ernst Arnold EglEgli as an architect of Swiss origivas quite

influential in the planning of the 1930s, the determination of the location of new
buildings and the preparah of their projectsThe practices of Ernst Egli dhe

At at ¢r k For atheé sedoradpaniodiinnwhichitha faren settlement showed

a planned and regular developmatstbuilt environmentvas enriche@nd reached its
currentstate(Alpagut, 2010p. 241)Eg lrielsat i onshi p with the A
had started earlier than Janges r e | .a&Shaortlp after Inis @rrival in Turkey, in

1928, the design and constructiortttMarmaraK ° k luigding in thefarmlandwas

assigned to EgliFollowing this first design, in 1934, he prepardtir@e pagereport

and a sketch named Ga z i ¢i f t | i forithe Bran@nd Iprasentel it tk thez i 6
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presidencyThus, the process of planning and developing the &éaranmodern model

settlement hadegun (Alpagut, 2017,p. 11) In 1934, the same yeawith the

suggestion of Egli, Hermann Jansen and the new Development Director Beynih

signed the "Ankara and the ViciniBevelopment Plan Contractn the second article

of the 10point contract, iis stated that a 1/5000 scale map belongirtgedarm and

Gazi Evi would be given to Janseit. seems thabecause of the contract, despite the

existing Egli plan, Jansemas alsanvolved inthe farmd planning.In 1936, Jansen

presented the drawingb@ut the Brewery and its surroundings wittoar-pagereport

toFarm Manager [hahbd Egli repo€ of R34 thiarea, which was

determinedto be the center of the farrmow becamea detailed planning issue

(Alpagut, 2017p. 12). According to the document dated 24.8.1886utthe proposal

of Jansen about the regulation of the environment of the Brewery in the Presidential

Pal ace Atat¢rk Archive, Jansen made plans fo
the houss were located. Eigwho worked with Jansen and undertaolost of the

planning and construction activities later years, hadnplemented this plan with

some changes. In addition, the designthefmain buildings within this plan belongs

to Egli (Alpagut, 2010pp. 240-241). Consequentlythe Jansen Plamostly overlaps

with the distribution of functions in the "G
in 1934 (Alpagut, 2017 p. 25). The planned development of the farm started with

Egli's design in 1934, folload by Jansen planning and Jansefgli cooperatiorin

1936 Functions such as accommodation, agriculture, prodyaion needed for a

modern | ife were added to the Atatg¢irk Forest
(Alpagut, 2017p. 10).
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Figure9. Sitep an f or the Atat¢rk Forest Farm by

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/@oerkezbolgesi/Last accessed
August 2018
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Figure10. Modern Turkish Bathrawings byErnstArnold Egli

Source: Leyla Al pagut, Atatg¢grk Orman ¢i f 1
Bira Fabri kasé@, Konutl ar ve AnGeleneksel 0
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Figurell " Gazi ¢ciftliji Tadilat Eskizi"™ by Erns

~

Source: Leyla Al pagut, Atat¢grk Orman ¢i ftli]
Bira Fabri kaseé, Konutl ar ve fAGel eneksel 0 Bir
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Figurel2 Jansen Plan for Brewery Site, 1936.

Sourceleyla AlpagutHe r ma n n

¢ciftlijJid Planl amaseé,

As a result, Ankara's beintpe capital city and modern planning processes in this

daAsglkar adéda
2017

yeni

bi

r g°

direction were carried out in parallel with the foundation and plannitigeggft at ¢ r k

Forest FarmWhile Ankarawaschosenas thecapital and built as a modern city, the

role of the farm was significant. The farm as an unprecedented practice in the country,

saved the purposes of the earlgfiblic by intersecting with the practicepddnning

andcreding a new city Althoughthe farm wa not yet physically established on the

L°rcher plan, the first

pl an

of

t he

decisions of the plan and the establishment principles of the farm is remahkaiée.

city's next plan byansenthe farm now hads presence so ibald not be overlooked.

However, the farm, which was not plannieddetailin the Jansen proposalid not

developin a planned manner over a period of time.
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Figurel13. Jansen'sketch for Brewery Site, 1936.

Sourceleyla AlpagutHer mann Jansen i -in Ankaradda yeni
¢iftlijidé Rlanlamasée, 2017

The farm, which started to develegth the initiatives of Egli, was then planned in

detail with thecooperation of Jansen and EdfiJansen’'s Ankara plae considered

as a modern garden city propodalh e rR Foaest £arm looks like smallscale

example of this "garden city" effort with all its functions, planning and built
environment. Jans&nrotes onthe planning of Ankara such aghe desire to be
contemporarybeing esponsible for welbeing of people andhe consideration and

application of contemporary technology fadt he characteristics of
Forest FarnfAlpagut, 2017p. 25).

2.1.2.The Founding Functions

The development of Ankara as the modern capital after the proclamation of the

Republic was the beginning of the production of a model city for the whole country

and social transformation targeted in the modernization project. The initiative to

establish tls modern city carried out in the middle of Anatolia, where rural life was

dominant, was also a challenge to establish a new cultural and social relationship

bet ween the urban and the rwural. I n this dir
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in the capital Ankara was the first agricultural model to interpret the collaboration
between the urban and the rural in the early Republican period. The farm, which
introduced modern agricultural and industrial production techniques to the public, was
emphaizing the importance of agricultural production for the economic organization

of the city and providing a unique recrea
p . 19) . Thus, i n this section, the At at
has #&eady been emphasized, will be examined in terms of the principles for its
functions. These principles will be basically explained as development in agricultural

and industrial production and social development.

2.1.2.1. zvelopment ofAgricultural and | ndustrial Production

Mustafa Kemal At at ¢r k, the founder and t|
the importance of agriculture with the following word&he national economy is
based on agriculture. Because of this, we attach great impottadeselopment in

agricultured (Mumcu, 2002, p. 93)

The modernization project following the founding of the Republic in 1923 indicated

that the country had to be reorganized socially and spatially. Parallel to this, the
economy was an important issuédaddressed in order to establish and maintain the
moder n soci ety understanding. [ n t his
independence as the most basic requirement of national sovereignty in the opening
speech of Economic Congress of Turkey helKia mi r in February 1
before the proclamation of Republic and he thus started the planning process of the

first national economic policy. For this policy, the initial aim was to improve
mechanization in agriculture and industry networks. Theragraeform that started

to be defined by this congress was very important for the development of national
economy. Because, at that time, 80% of the country's population worked in agriculture

and 8085% of export revenues were based on agricultural ptoduc ( Aky ¢ r e k z
p. 19).
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Referring to the importance of modern agriculture for the country's economy at every
opportunity, Mustafa Kemal Atat ¢, ,rk was awar e
production relations in agriculture and livestock coubd be effectiveany more For
generating a powerful economic structure, it
the backwardness in agriculture and animal husbandry by using contemporary

techniques and to be a pioneer for society by selling prododie bbtained with

modern methods in domestic and foreign marke¥6z t o p r a k ,-30).2TGu8,6 p . 29

the farm is the most impressiegample of the progre$seom despair to trust, from

fatalism to rationality and from traditiontd science and technig&eskinok, 2000,
p. 43)

. bt 2 ol 25

Figurel1l4. Moden farming echniques

Sour ce: Atate¢rk ¢i ftli kleri, 1939.

According to theresearchesth e At at ¢ r k wdsanr exgetimentah frelch
especially for the transformation of agricultural lab&fter the establishment of the
farm on particularly selected infertile lands, agricultural activities accelerated. These
agricultural activities were far beyond simple produmetiIn the direction of the

establishment purposes of the farm, a detasdéy, which would guide the
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transformation of the societgtarted.The establishment purposes of the farm set out
the principles for functions of this detailed agricultural praiduc The most important
aim of agriculturl production was to initiatenodern cultivation methods and to
introduce these methods to farmers for developed agricultural produstienthat,

agricultural activities would proceed in more detail.

Figure15. Scientific researchers at tharn

Sour ce: Atat¢rk ¢iftlikleri, 1939.

The main agricultural innovations of the farm were to investigate new species for
breeding cereal types and to promote and distribute them to tlie, gakproduce
domestic and foreign fruit species suitable for climate conditions, to show them to the
public and to spread them to the region, to develop viticulture and to introduce it to the
public, to afforest with scientific methods, to encouragerafitation throughout the
country and to plant nurseries for the purpose of planting fruit and vineyard saplings

necessary for the farm and the region (Keskinok, 2000, p. 43). While agricultural
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production took place in a large part of the farm, facilif@sanimal husbandry,

beekeeping, dairy products and beer and wine production were also established.

Mor eover, with o6Gazi Farm Products Sample S
Istanbul, cheap and higjuality vegetables, fruits, milk, fruit juice analld sales were

provided to the public (Bilsel, 2013, p. 2). Thus, it was aimed that the industrial

production would be developed by processing and utilizing the agricultural production

of the farm in these facilities. The farm was a product of a compriekeatesign that

tried to achieve the goals such as the conversion of the productive power, the
development of the relation of industrial production and agriculture, the provision of

the needs of the people and clean and healthy food production (KeskKi6kp243).

Figure16. Beer Factory (An example of industriabgduction)

Sour ce: The Ataxhiver Kk For est Farm

In summary, the farm as an economic enterprise was a private company established
for the benefit of the publiand itwas an example of agriculeimdustry:-commerce
integration envisaged in first-year industry plan ofthe Turkish Republic.
Technological development and the relationship between industrialization and
agricultural production were gathered withia dontext(Bilsel, 2013, p. 2)By this
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means, while the farm administration took a role in the economic organization of the

city, the modern concepts of production were included in the daily life of the people.

2.1.2.2.Social Development:Transformation in Living Patterns

In addition to being an important part of the modernization project in the sense of
producton intke early Republican perwasadlsoart he
example inthe spatial sense with its contemporary public recreation ateathis
period, thefarmhousingthe places of rural and recreational life of the modern capital
city constructioncame forward with its recreational public spadesspite being
physically awayfrom thecity, the public spaces of tharfn were connected to the city

by a strong public transport network histtime. In this period, while the farmas
related tahecity as a modernist project area with its modern production aimed at the
modernizabn project of the Republic, it had a value of being a pragmatic

representatin space for citizens with its contemporary recreation ardéss

representation was made throughftha r me@ spaces of modern lifeAy c é,p. 2017

At

186). For exampletheMar mar a and Kzmir Mansions, poo

farm weae places publicized through the use of urban space wtherequality of
women and men vgaprovided on the social ground. In this setise farmbecamea
place wlere modernity wa expelenced andadopted with the practices déily life.

A new social developmenvas targeted in which the people wouldt only live in
neighborhood scale amebuld notbeafraid of meeting other individuals and opposite
sex in city scale. As a space orgatian where this social transformatiomas
promoted and encouraged, the farm tatskplace in time as an area where the
transforming side of fuwasdiscoveredKimyon & Serter, 2015, p. 27)
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Figurel7. New social lifeexperiences at tharfm

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/gorunurakeyapilar/Last accessed
August 2018

According to G°ngl Tankut (as cited in
and urban environment would be an important poirfier the social transformation in
which people would shift from an eastarnented daily life to a westeroriented
lifestyle. With the help of these urban social spaces, the notion of civilization that was
aimed for the capital Ankara with the Repubkias incorporated in lives of people.
Thus, people embraced the farm, which represented contemporary civilization. On the
other hand, these social spaces revealed the cultural differences of society. Citizens
who wanted to feel themselves as part of the secial understanding brought by the

Republic should be involved in these social spaces of the new regime, such as the

At at ¢r k For est F a42nThésKmrew spatial praciicés®fferepnew 4 1

lifestyle alternatives for the people of Ankara. B35, with the Black Sea Pool, the
Marmara Pool and the zoo, the farm became a favorite recreation area for citizens
(el déer ém, 20014, p . 76) . Especially t
transforming the living patterns of inhabitants by prowidswimming opportunity in

Ankara in summer time. Apart from recreational opportunities, these pools were open
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air schools where courses were provided for people to learn swimming and sports
activities took place. Moreover, by the help of the zoo, restdas, beer parks and

other recreational activities, it was aimed that people could achieve whatever they
needed within this social trd&nsformation

Figure18. Transformation of living patterns tte farm

Sour ce: At ate¢rk ¢i ftli kleri, 1939.

At the Marmara Pavilion, which housedcreational areas and parks around it, the
presidential orchestrideganto offer alternative music to Turkish music. This music
made inthe western style could beachedot only at conce times but also in daily

life via radio. It is obvious that the program of the rad@s related to the desired
social development of the people andrtleelucation in this direction. It was intended

to adapgraduallythe principles angleasuresf the western lifestyle to everyday life

to create radical transformationK a - a r , 4840)1080 the other hand, the Public
Houses were very important in terms of social developniémy were openedn

1932 with the aim of strengtheninghé awareness afationality, increasing the
interaction between people and creating an ideal society, and hosting different
activities such as literature, sports, library, history, musicand ré | d ér é m, 200
76). From another point of view, this enided social developmenas not done only

by transforming people’s living patteridven if a largepart of it wasin the field of
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agricultural production activities, increasing the education level of the people was also
an important aim in terms ahe development of the socie.s ¢ aj at ay Keski nol
states besides being a model farin,h e At at ¢ r kvaskleoraesshool afch r m
carried the value of being an educatieredearch institution. At that time, peasant
children were educated at ttaerh for the dissemination of modern farming techniques
(Keskinok, 2000, p. 43)The intention of Mustafa Kemal to establish this farm was
alsoto provide employment for the young population and to spread the agricultural
activities that started in Ankara to tlemtire Anatolia. These young agriculturists
would spread the new technologies and scientific developments to the whole country.
They wouldbe educatedby gaining experience on their own land and themuld
become the teachets educate peasant¥lore than producing science, it was aimed

to create new generations who believed in science, knowledge araemgjlof young
Turkey. In line with this aim high schools of agriculturerere opened in particular

cities of the country including Ankara in 1930. It was compulsory for the high school
students to do internshgithe farm in order to attertlehigher Agricultural Institute.

Thus, these students doing internship on the farrwilmsemesters gained experience
ineveryrespeqt Ka- ar, 22)10, pp. 25
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Figurel9. A female student training at tharin
Sour ce: Atate¢rk ¢i ftli kleri, 1939.

As a result, this social development and modernizatioject, which was initiated at

theAt at ¢r k Forest F a r meffori. Bhis prgectwas imffagta a s up
detailed and mukiayered system of thinking thatmedto intervene in every aspect

of people's daily life.

2.2. The Farm from the Mid-20" Century to the Early 215t Century

The Atat¢rk Forest Farm is an wurban spac
period for achieving the goals such as developed agricultural production, rural and
urban integration, development of rural life and production, promotion of agriculture

and agiculture-based industry, carrying out agricultural researches, continuity of
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production and consumption union and creation of education and employment
opportunities. In this context, the farm with its assets, values, culture and production
capacity is ammportant public area that needs to be protected (Kimyon & Serter, 2015,

p. 49). However, despite the articles of law for its protection, the farmland has attracted
the attention of many public and private establishments over the years to be used for
differ e n t functions (Atak & kahin, 2004, p . 83
created by the immigration to the city resulted in the rapid growth of Ankara towards
the west in the period following the Second World War. With the growth of Ankara,
the city's ntense infrastructure needs and rent pressures have affected the farm area
negatively. As the farm started to be part of the city center geographically, the
relationship between the farm and the city has been limited to the search for solutions
to spatialproblems and the farm has been tried to provide space for additional uses
such as industrial enterprise. Thus, in the period from the2@fidCentury onwards,

the farm has become a fragmented area for Ankara due to the city'ssoalergrowth

( Ay c &,p.18j0 1

As a result, many transformations have occurred in the farm dthe tthange of
location of the farm in the urban macroform. The farm, which has still an important
role in theurban development of Ankara, haansforned by neglecting its planning
and functional purposes due to different reastmshis sectionthe transformation
process of the farm starting from the r&@" centuy until the beginning of the 21
centurywill be examinedThe transformation that tharim has been experiencing!

be explained in terms dhe deviation from its planning approaches dnoim its

principles of function.

2.2.1.Deviation from the Planning Purposes

Because of its important position in the modernization prajeeAt at ¢ r k For est Far
was included in the plans prepared by Hermann Jansen for ARkanathe mie20"

Century onwardghe farm, whichwas establishenh line with its planning principles,

has not shown the same development in terms of planning for featkis reason, it

is possible to divide the historical development of the farm into two parts in terms of
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its planning processes: the early republican period and thel 68tperiod During

the period beginning from 195theAt at ¢ r k F or everied Bylaws and wa s g
temporary policiesin thisprocessthefarmwasfaced with the problem of rapid urban
growthof Ankara( Ay c é,p.32WNtH the rapid growth of the city, the search for

a new plarbecamea current issue. In 1955, a new competition was organized for the
urban development of Ankara atiek winner of this competition waélseNi hat Y ¢ c el
-Raxkit Uy bTaealplan, apprevadnn 1957, warepared for a population of
750,000and covereda peri od of 20 vy e aThsUybadigyl¢dcerl é m,
plan, which coincidé with the postl950 periodaimed at finding solutions to the
problems that the population increase caused in the city. However, despite ttgesize,

At at ¢r k Fland was tgnorfédaim thre planning procg¢sa&\y c¢c & , p.1&j0 1 7
Accordi ng t o,p.Y6d, lthd éecsiens of th2 Plah 4elated tppen green

areas were against the proposal of Jansen. For this reason, the city's open green area
system was damaged and there were no strict decisions to ensure the intéigety of
farmland In theplan thefarmarea was considered as an area whermthmecipality's
proposedlympics project could be realizeth this periodthe farm was thareafor

the projects planned and decided by the local govern®@enthe other hand, in order

to meet the housing needs of the increasing population of theGay, Mahallesi,

where the workers wouldre predominantly, was founded on the latalenfrom the

farm in this periodTherefore in the period between 198®6Q theneeds ofurban

housing and industrial structurés the citywere metby usingthe farm area. The

meaning of théarmfor the citybecamdimited to the recreational areas thadre used

in everyday life( Ay c &, p.1230Tb toncludethe planpr oposed T by Y¢c
Uybadinsuggested proposals for th@igion of the problems of city;dwever, it can

be said thait did not make a clear decision about the farm and perceived it as an empty
area in the city. One of the direct consequences of this was the increagitement

pressures othe farm, which walin the direction athec i tgyowtls, and the division

of thefarmlandwi t h i nfrastructure needs (Atak &
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Figure20. Uy badin Y¢cel Pl an and the borders of
SourceMETU Urban Design Studio, 1991098

Shortly afterthe plan was approved, a necessity of a new plan for Ankara emerged
becauseof exceeding the projected populatiom this direction, the Ankara
Metropolitan Area Master Plan Bureau was established in 1969 in order to control
urban developmdénand to prepare a new plamhis Bureau prepared a master
development plan of Ankara for 1990 and this plan was approved in TB82plan

was prepared with the assumption that Ankara would agapulation 08.6 million
pepl e in 1990 (Yeldeéer ém, 2004, p . 64) . The
experience was that the 1990 master plan was the first plan to conduct a comprehensive
planning approach about the farm ar&astly, the bureau and some voluntary
organizatons prepared/5000 and 1/2500@lans of thefarmland Especially the
1/5000 plan tiered proposals for regulating pedestrian and vehicle transportation for
the historic center of the farvloreover, the plasuggestediew functions such amn
enlargedzog, new recreation areas, parking lotsj@agtural fairgroundsandtouristic

uses. It also conserved architectural values such as the Wine Factory, existing zoo,
Beer Factory, Turkish bath house, Marmara Mansion, Karadeniz Pool and Marmara
Hotel. Althoughdecisions taken by the plan were not implemented completely, certain
decisions could be realized @ v dart; 2017a, pp. 28283). In addition, t was

emphasized in the plan that green areas should be protected and preventbé from
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urban development difie city. In reference to the researches of the Bureau, unsuitable
areas of the farm for agricultural production should be used for recreation Eutpose
this direction, according to the plamhile the city developetb the west, also the open
green caidors must be extended in the same direction. All these reports of the Bureau
propose that the farm areaasidentified as a important recreation area atatken as

a potential for future recreation projects. These aneasidentified as open green
aras and any institution would not be al/l
p. 64). Thus, with the master plan, even if they were not directly teelato the
conservation of theafm, a number of decisiomgeretaken perhaps for the first time.
Some planning decisiongeremade for thdarm, whichwasin the green belt that is
thought to benecessaryo overcome air pollution in the city. However, decisions taken
within this macroscale approach did not keep fédmen away from the pressure of
settl ement ( At ak -8®.THese lacisignstilRrésditdd,in theposs 8 7
of land in the farm. First, the bureau approved the transfer offlandthe farmfor

the Balgat neighborhood. In addition, areas tfr State Cemetery and wholesale
markets were provide@herefore, th@lanstill regardedhefarmlandas a void where

new functions could be injected @ v &erty 2017a, 282).As a result, wh these
decisions taken in the master plan, Ankara, whies developing in the western

direction, surrounded tHarm.

The Ankara 2015 Structure Plan, which was formulated in 1985 and planned for a 30
year perspective, was made by scholars from Middle East Technical University and
specialists from local administrans. The planfocused on the transport system and
offered a new system in addition to the existing ro&ftsvever, as the focus of the
plan was thetransportation system and macroform development, there were no
strategies for the farm in the pléh a v &Gexty 2017a, pp. 25261).

Thus, he lands of the farm have been exposed to the pressure of urban growth of the

city on a macro scal®ecausef this pressurghe farm wadistedasafinat ur al an
hi st or iiod992 andits eonservation borders were determined by the
Conservation Council in 1993. In addition, in 1998, the farm was dedaie@#irst

Degree Conservation sitdowever, until 2006, urban uses continued to surround the
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farmland, as there was no new conservatiaster plan for the farnDespitethe

determined boundary fats conservatiorsite areathe farmcould notpreserve itself

fromland losse¢¢ a v &extr 2013, pp. 261262.Accor di ng tpol83Aycé (2017
the reason behind the declaration of the farm as a registered conservation site was to

create a barrier from the lands of the famprotect itagainst the pressure caused by

the growth of the cityThus the conservation appeich for thedrm by declang it as

a registered conservatiosite reduced its spatial and production potentials. This

attitude weakenedtfar més r el ation to the city and red

recreational space with its former public spaces.

Figure2l Development of Ankaraandtheansf or mati on of the At at ¢

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/portfoliofaotrlarinin-degisimi/
Last accessed August 2018
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Subsequently, the localgernmenpp r e par ed t Hamin 2008 In edpa3, P
the farm areavas mentioned as the most important part of the urban green syfstem

the city. In this direction, the farm had to be strengthened with other green belts
extending in the eastest direction othe city.The plan report also recommendbd

removal of the polluting uses in the wgpdanning region where the farooexisted

with industrial facilities.In addition, the farnrandthe military areasn the citywere
protected as western ventilationrgdors and as the heritage of Mustafa Kemal

At a t Adtlmolgh the plan offeredew proposals, the problemstog existing land

were not analyzed in detail and the planning principles are not comprehensive.
Foll owing the 2023 pl @onservation BlasteriPlaiereand 20
prepared by theGreater Municipality of AnkaraThe 2006 plan was aimed at
trandormationrather than the conservation of the farm. Uses such as an enlarged zoo
area and the International Olympic Games area were problenititheir sizes and
contents. On the other hand, the transportation proposals concerning the historical
center of the farm and the preservation of buildings su¢hesBurkish bath, Wine

Factory and administration buildings were positive aspects of #ire plowever,
besides this, the Brewery site was designated as a special project area. As a result, the
2006 plan did not represent the concept of conservation in its Ranignatelyjt was

not implemented due to a number of civil actiods. the othera n d , the 2010
Conservation Master Plan was!| i t er al | theconbeavatiendbasismd
transportation structure on the urban schilefact, according to the plan report, the

aim of the plarwastorevealanew ar m i n t he rd'sDomatonlettern of A
with which he left the ownership of the farm to the State Treasury. The aim was a new
farm unified with the macro plan of Ankara, in wbih modern farming techniques

would beapplied and recreational usesuld be createdn addition, theproblematic
proposals in the previous conservation plan were cancelled. Only the enlarged zoo
proposal coincided with the previous plaowever theextension area of the zowms
alsochanged tward the west.The transportation decisions, on the otherdhavere
completely contrary to the conservation of the farm aféa. proposed boulevards

would attract new functions along the farm and would threaten the conservation of the
farm. As a result, the 2010 plan was not actually base conservation basis.
Particularly, transportation decisions ignored the territorial integrity of the farm.
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Figure22 Tr ansfor mation of the Atatg¢rk Forest F

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/portfoliofaotrlarinin-degisimi/
Last accessed August 2018

b e

Figure23. Tr ansformation of the Atatg¢rk Forest F

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/portfoliofaatrlarinin-degisimi/
Last accessed August 2018
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Figure24. Existing and sold lands of tharfn by 2002
Source: METU Urban Design Studib9971998.

Consequenthy he exi st ence of hdsheeavaryimpogantkssue or e st
in the planning processe@s Ankaraafter 1950. However, the effects of the decisions

during these planning processesa k e n for the Atatg¢grk For
questionedlt is a mistake that thiarm, which determines the development direction

of the city,hasonly beenindicated as awmpen area or as a place provider for some
institutions in planning decision€ontrary to all thesemore bold decisions have to

be taken for the planning of tfi@m in the growing city écause it is the worst way of
preserving it by specifying it as @nea to be protected and not making a decision on

its developmentd i | a | (20B7ypd®) alsoemphasizethat although the relation

between thedrm and the city has been spatially closer on macroscale within the
historical process, it has weakened in terms of public spaces. The most important
reason for this was the understandingafservation, whicldid not do anythingo

designthe changing rationship of thedrm and Ankara. Furthermod,t ak & kahi r
(2004, p86) statethat since the days when the Republic was established, it seems that
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the planning approaches of ttem have presented fandamental error. In general,

the farmlandwas percered not as an urban area having a certain function in the city,
but as a restrictive opespace,that is a barrier to construction. The relationship
between thearm and the city of Ankara is not much emphasized. However, the
farmlandlike every area in theity is not an empty piece of land that can be evaluated
independently of the whole city and its relations with its surroundings. For the
development and livability of the city, it is an iGornspace that accommodates
historical, enironmental and aesthetic possibilities and it is necessacprsider

these characteristies planning. In this sense, the claim thatthte&t ¢ r k For est Far
can be maintained by making a master plan should not be evaluated independently
from the uppescale plarof the city. In other words, the pblem of the protection of

the farmis the problem of planning Ankara at the same time.

Figure25. The position otheAt at ¢r k For atgt Farm in the ¢

Sourcehttp://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr/portfoliofaotrlarinin-degisimi/
Last accessed August 2018
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2.2.2. Deviation from the Founding Functions

As discussed in the previous chaptdieAt at ¢ r k Forest Farm has
role in the developments in agriculture and industrial production and in the
transformation of social lifddowever, the farm began to deviate from its principles of
functions in the second period examined isi@ctionAc cor di ng t o, Hi | al
p.183, in the period starting from 1950, the most effective factor in the transformation

oft h e fgeograpbysn spatial sense was ignoring researches related to agriculture

at the same time with the whole world. In the same period, due to the fact that the
integrated decisions about the physical environroktite citycould not be taken, the

farm turredinto anarea surrounded by Ankara, which grew in the arestirection.

Thus, agriculture and animal husbandrytoh e fpeoduntidonshas been on the
decline. The areallocatedto cereals and livestock has been getting smaller day by

day. Due to thdact that the farm is surrounded by main transportation routes, water
and natural gas pipelines, sewerage and energy transmission lines that the
infrastructure of the city requires, the fields where production can be done have been
torn down and the agrittural function has been los¥loreover, with the closure of

many factories, industrial production has begun to decieas¢ ak & kahi n, 2
84).

On the other handilong with the decisions made by #mministratorof the period,

the farmalsobegan to lose its public spaces. Thus, the public usage bahiiag

from the pevious periodfiave continued to diminish in everyday l#edrestrictions

in public places have limited the meaningle#farm for the cit Ay c €,,p.1790 1 7
ThereforetheAt at ¢ r k Forest Farm, where agricul:t
been decreased, has begun to find use by citizens with limited recreational activity
opportunities. In this section, the deviation of the functional princgfiéise At at ¢ r k
Forest Farnfrom the mid-20" century tothe early 2% centurywill be examined in

detail. This process will b revealed by the negligenceagricultural and industrial

production and the effacement of social values and meanings.
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2.2.2.1.Negligence of Agriculturaland Industrial Production

I n order to el aborate the deviation of the .
function in this period, it is necessary to look at a slightly earlier period because, one

of the most important reans of this deviation is the land losses of the farm. Mustafa

Ke mal At at ¢rk donated all the farms he founc
treasuy as stated ithetwo documentsiated 11.06.1937 and 13.06.198@ping that

they would be managed with the framework of their principles of function.

Following the donation, State Agriculture Enterprises Authority was established with

the law No. 3308 on 01.01.1938 for the management of these farms and all immovable

properties were transferred to thistitution( At ak & k a hi-82). WHled 0 4 , pp. &
donating the farms to the state, At at ¢r k ha
|l etter. According to the letter, the Atat ¢ rk
establishment objectives and pripleis of function. However, the farm, of which the

most important principles of function were to provide agricultural and industrial

production, has not been well managed by this institution and its establishment
objectives have beéem, 2604 ,dap. bz) .dalyn (Iy®ed d,er
to the treasury, the public institutions started to settle in the farmlands and the process

of the disintegration of the farm started. In 1950, legal regulations were made with the

aim of protecting the integyitof the farm's territory. With the Establishment Law No.

5659, the farm started to be managed as a s
farms. Even though there were attempts to prevent land losses with this law, land

transfers continued in variofierms. In Article 10 of Law No. 5659, it is stated that a

special law requires for the transfer of farmland. With the laws numbered 6000, 6238,

6947, and 7310 in accordance with this article, the farm area was opened to non

agriculture uses and land tramsf to public institutions started. Thus, the continuity

of agricultural production with these interventions was destréfedyon & Serter,

2015, p. 53). With this law, which was valid until 2006, the authority of selling land

from the farm was granted tbe Turkish Grand National Assembly. With the law

numbered 5524 issued in 2006, the authority to make plans in the farm was left to the

| ocal g 0 v er n meHowesger, ifi 2007 @ntrovareial degisions were put

forward in the Conservation Developnt Plan prepared by the Ankara Metropolitan
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Municipality. According to the plan decisions, it is seen that very large areas were
divided into uses such as Zoo, Olympic Village and Sports Park. As a result of this, it
is recommended in the plan that thémeds with high agricultural quality be used
contrary to the establishment purposes of the farm. In addition, these uses required the
construction of open and closed facilities on a large scale and the large amount of
agricultural land to be destroyed (Ayd a n , 20027). pp. 126

According to Turksh Court of Accounts Reportontihet at ¢ r k FAnore,st Far
2011, p. 79plthough the production that took place during the foundation years of the
farm had an important role in meeting the needs of thelpebp\nkara, in the 2000s

these productions seem to be very marginal to meet the needs. On themdhédrifia

not possible for theakm to lead farmers arourtdn terms of the agricultural technique

being applied. According to the report, the reasortfemegligenceof agricultural

and industrial activitiegs that with the development of transportation facilities,
foodstuff needs of Ankara can be obtainedilgedrom the other regions of Turkey.
Moreover, these food products are cheaper and more abundant than those produced in
the farm.On the other hand, production activitegthe farm did not decrease only in

view of economic damage. The other reasohasthe need for green space in Ankara
becomes more important than the need for food produced in theHarailel to this,
afforestation studies have increased and areas where agricultural production has been
done have decreased.

As a resul t, agriculture and industrial |
following a decreasing trend. The rate of agricultural production has decreased due to

the fact that the farm remains in the city and the cost of agricultural prodischimyn.

The production variety in the 1930s has gradually moved away (Atak, 2008, p.220).
Actually, in the period when the farm was surrounded by the city (2066), despite

the increase in sales of vegetables and fruits, the rented areas alsodnéteasyer,

the numerical increase in production was achieved as a result of mechanization and
managerial success. In the period when the farm was the site of the modernization
project (19251950), although the production was numerically small, the famn ha
strong public relations with the city. F i
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example shows that it is not the numerical values that establish spatial relationship

with the city on macr,p.196. ralowimg teedanatisaf al e ( Ay c é
the farm to the treasyrespecially in the period from 1950 to the present day, the farm

has become unable to carry out its principles of establishment due to the significant
changes in terms of its physicd86).@ntructure ¢
the otherhandgne of the greatest characteristics of
are processed in factories and workshops in their own institutions. The beer, malt,

soda, ice, milk, yoghurt, wine, leather and iron furniture factodesatéd in the farm

are established with the aim of processing the farm products. However, agricultural

production has not developed due to the decrease in the importance given to this type

of production in later periods. In fact, many of these factoriee baen shut down

(A-éks°z, RO04d,resulltr6gf all these devel opme]
has become an area where consumption is encouraged, as opposed to the founding era

that emphasized production. While production functions are bemgved from the

farm, the city has become a venue where events are organized to increase consumption.

In other words, the factor that makes the continuation of agricultural production

together with industrial production meaningless in the farm is the cpotany

ideology of consumption (Kimyon & Serter, 2015, p. 62).

2.2.2.2 Effacement of Social Values and Meanings

Established in 1925heAt at ¢r k Forest Far m iheurbarot onl y ai
and the rural, but also an expression of social change, an ideology, a new
understanding of publicity and a field of liberation (Kimyon & Serter, 2015, p. 62).

Besidedts agricultural functionghe farmwas a project that created public spaces for

society in arenvironment shaped by a modern life style and gave importance to the

development of these spac&specially after the development stages between 1925

and 1933, it became a place that provided many active and passive recreation
opportunities for the peoptd Ankara foralongtim¢ A- é ks°z, 2871, p. 190)
At a t dgmatingthe farm to the publi@lsomentioned the importance of recreation

areas in the testament letter that he sent to the prime munistiee clearly stated that

this was one othemost importanpurposes of establishing the faridowever,asthe
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other activities included in the establishment purposes of the farm, activities based on
recreation also foll owed a deAcyldioiamg t2r0el
pp. 9192). Especially after tb early Republicanperiod, the area has been
disintegrated in different way$o summarize, while theafm was an area where the

large public ouldfreely enjoy and benefit from green spaceghfeatureshave been

destroyed and thee@ahas becomalmost closed to the public.

As mentioned earliethe destruction of the publicnesstheAt at ¢ r k Forest F
the destruction of its role tnansforming the societuringits founding years has been

the result of multlayered interventions. Firstly, the farm was seized in pieges b
public institutions and was made an unusable area for the publgcd&privation of
publicnesgeached another dimension in the militggvernmenteras. In addition to

the changingwneshipof theland, themansionsand pools that the people dse the

farm area in the mst intensive and qualified way wee prohibited by these
administrations(Kimyon & Serter, 2015, p. 62Moreover, duringthese military
periods, internal conflicts in the local geography and bans orugheof streets
negativédy affected social peace aegonomy, and also reduced the public use of the
farm. Problems faced bthe society during thegeeriods left the spatial politics for

public interest out of the agenda and limited the farm's relationship with th& oy .
restrictions in the public sector ledtransform thedrm into an area that has lost its
meaning for the city Ay c &,,p.188.0nlsiort, thearmhas physically transformed

into an area that has been destroyed in use and content in #i®®odgieriod. With

all this loss of meaning, it has turned from an area used by the people into an idle space
in the middle of the cityKimyon & Serter, 2015, p. 62).
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2014 Birebir Yapilan Anket Sonuglari 2014 internet Anket Sonuglari

AOC'yi ne sikhikta AOC'yi ne sikhikta

kullaniyorsunuz? Sayi |Yiizde(%) | kullaniyorsunuz? Sayi |Yuzde(%)
Hig 42 22,9 Hig 42 22,9
Ayda Bir 39 21,3 Ayda Bir 39 21,3
Ayda Birkag Kez 21 11,4 Ayda Birkag Kez 21 11,4

Ug Ayda Bir 18 |9,8 Ug Ayda Bir 18 |9,8

iki / Ug Yilda Bir 9 4,9 iki / Ug Yilda Bir 9 4,9

Yilda Bir 42 22,9 Yilda Bir 42 22,9
Yilda Birden Fazla 12 6,55 Yilda Birden Fazla 12 6,55

Figure26. Survey about the public use of tlaerh by 2014

Souc e : Me |l ek P eé n a iTheMeaningd thew t aa tHgeedtHarmfor
the Citizens of Ankara: Outcomeof a Questionnaireand a Seriesof Interviews
http://aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edy 2014

In addition, undoubtedly the most important factor in the destruction of the social
development and habits achieved during the foundation years is again the land losses

that the farmhassuffered.The lands of thearm havebeen taken away by publand

private institutions. In factaccording to the researchégsides théand losseshat

have been legalizeloy laws there are also losses tltannotbe documentedlhus,

the farm, which was physically surrounded Bykara that grew in the western

directionhas become an av aiglowbTheintdgrayofithefarear t he ci t
was already damaged by land losses, and the deterioration of this integrity affected the
publicnessnegatively. e policymakersof the period also accelerated the process of

collapse of publicness with serious interventions. The construction of the state
graveyardafter anarchitectural project competition resulted in the closure of the Black

Sea Polthat had beean important publicspacer ansf or mi ng t he soci ety
p.189. Moreover, in thel980s,the Marmara Bol and the pavilion were given to the

use of the National Intelligence Organization and their activities were finished. The

first industrial facility, he Beer Factory and itsark, which also played the most

important public role in the planning history of ftaém, was also inexplicably closed

(Aydoj an, 2robus, 2he relptionshp Hhgtween theem and the cityhas

becomelimited to recreational uses coming from the past and continuing to decrease

day by day.
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Finally, the other reason for the weakeni
in the historical process is that the public transport relationshipdtd®en developed
according to the growi n@®.199.rTheadisintegratiord i t i 0 n
process of the area has continued based on the planning of transportation needs. Even

if the incident was taken to the court, the construction of roads defined in the project
could not be prevented due to the slow progress of the jugiceess. In line with

plans, the farm area has been divided in nsailith and eastvest directions and the

daily access to the farm center has become diffizdtusehe traffic is flowing too

fast in these roads. Thus, the public use of the farrblee n weakened (¢av.

Figure27. Transportation lines restricting accessibilitytloédAt at ¢ r k For est F

Source: Photograph taken by the author

The At at ¢r kthefpmject arda of FhaarlynRepublicaraim of creatinga
new society and new peopleas later exposed teeconomyorientedinterventions,
which operatedhgainsthe ideology of publicnessainlydue tot h e fp@asitiamth s
the city.Thus, thearmland which used to be wholly owned by the public, has mostly
lost its publicnessiue to ongoing interventiorfsom the mid20" Century onwards
(Kimyon & Serter, 2015, p. 8.
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CHAPTER 3

THEFUTUREOFTHE ATAT, RK FOREST FARM

I n the previous sections, the devel opmeni
foundation period tdhe beginning of the 21Century has been examineid two

different historical periodén terms of planning angrinciples of function.n this

historical review, firstlythe positive contributions of the farm on the society and the

city were mentioned within the scope of gerly Republicaimodernizatiorproject,

in whichthe farm pioneexd during its foundation perio@ihen the process started with

the transfer of the farms to the treasury was discuésedis period, which showed

its effect particularly after h e  lileabDland|gsses of the farm atitedeviations

from its planning purposes angrinciples of function werdiscussedDespite all the
negativitiestheA t a tFgrestdarm, located in the geometric center of contemporary
Ankara,is still a huge area that has many potentials for theldiiyever, in order to

use thigpotential to increase the quality of the area, it is necessary to stop the recent
interventions and allocate the Atatg¢rk F
(Bilsel, 2013, p. 10)The farmis the place of production, contemporary life culture,

social transformation, education and practice, creating a public valuaatiodal

unity. In this sense, the importange&ven tothe farmas a public enterprise should

continue and its establishmentpurposs, goals and visionshould regaintheir

importance

I n this respect, there are many studies
literature, also proving the comprehensiveness of this modernization project. Besides
these studies, theroblems of the farm area are also tried to be solved in legal terms

by civil and professional organizations. Especially the Ankara Branch of the Chamber
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of Architects has shown a strong legal position, trying to defend the farm with lawsuits

against theegative decisions of local authorities. It also tries to raise awareness of the

public on the issue by organizing activities
Farm and the future of Ankara, and the panel and its publication on the farm and the

newly built presidential complex in the area (Dosya, 34, 2015). The chamber also

opened a web site to share the details of its struggle against the changing conditions in

the area (www.aocmucadelesi.org). Another contribution of the chamber to the future

ofthe area was to organize the ' Kent D¢kl eri
thinking and discussing about the farm (http://www.mimarlarodasiankara.org/aoc/).

On the other hand, METU Faculty of Archit e
undertaken studies in @er to raise awareness about the farm. These studies, which

are <carried out under the name of 0AOC Ar a
documentation starting from the establishment of the farm, including historical

documents about and analyses @& turent situation of the farland historically,

which are accessible to whole researches in its website
(aocarastirmalari.arch.metu.edu.tr). Other related educational activities like the

summer school at Gazi University and the studies carried out at METah Urésign

Studio, on the other hand, presented various solutions for the problems of the area with

the participatio of students and academicians.

In line with these considerations, in this chapter, a contemporary evaluation will be

made regardinthecurrent situation otheAt at ¢r k Forest Farm in or de
future developmen(This evaluation will be done through planning and functioning

principles in accordance with the structofeanalysisapplied throughout the thesis.

At the beginning of each sectiowmyverviews of recent studies on the topic will be

examined, and thetlevelopment strategies for the future of the farm with respect to

its planning and functioningill be discussedStrategies derived from current studies

will be synthesized in determining development strateglean, this synthesis will be

combined with historical examination and design principles will be determined.
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3.1.Planning Strategiesfor the Farm

The At at ¢r k Forest Farm area has suffered
aforementioned approaches in the planning processes it has expeifriemctt mid

20" Century onwardsThe planning processasf the period applied ithe farm have

not provided its conservationand developed iropposition toits establishment
objectivesBesidesthe planningf the city haslways approached the farm in macro
scale. Detailed studies are rarely encountered in the planning of the farm area. On the
other hand, bedes the physical plamg of the farm within the urban scaknother
important point is its management ptamy. The fact that the decision mechanisms of

the farm have been constantly changing since its establishment is one of the causes of
the problemslte farm facesThe increase of the land losses and the fact that the area
has become dysfunctional at the urban scale has been the subject of many recent
studies. Today the farm area lost its two third of land property and it is no longer an
agricultural aea on the periphery of Ankara as it was in the foundation years.
However, with its current location and potentials it has, the farm still has a strategic
value in terms of urban planning. For this reason, the planning principles of the farm
should be remanged with the current conditions and the farm should strengthen its
relationship with the urban fabric surrounding it. Thus, this section of the study will
try to determine the future planning strategies of the farm. In order to discuss these
strategiesthe planning proposals will initially be compiled from selected educational
and professional studies by universities and organizations on the topic. Later, in the
following subbheadings, by also referring to the recently completed academic literature
onthe farm, the principles on management planning anduaadlanning of the farm

will tried to be determined for its fututkevelopment.

3.1.1. An Overview of Recent Studies on Planning

TheAt at ¢ r Karnk whicles®rie of the most important landscapétheTurkish
Republic, has been subject of several researches and projects due to its edacaktion
production potentials for todaydés <city

natural asset and publipace(¢ a v &extr 2018, p. 226).Despite its great potential
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for Ankara,the farm considered as an important problem due to the pressure of

urbanization, has been examined in line with its establishment principles in various

dimensions with the studies carried QAigreatmajority of these studidsas aimed at

protecting and revaluating the &rm as a contribution to the liberation and enrichment

of the daily lives of citizensThese studies, carried out with groups formed by both

international and interdisciplinary participants, have enabled the creation of creative

ideas for thfarm and the creation of a productive discussion environnterthis

section, theselected educational and professionatudies by universities and
organizationsothep| anni ng of t hewille analyedkorderar e st Far m
present differentdeas interpretations, and analyzgésveloped for its current situation

and its future in recent times.

One of the educational studies and research
out in METU Urban Design Studio. The farm, which constituted one ofmbst
controversial topics of the city of Ankara during the late 1990s, was dealt with in 1997
98 education period within this studio of METU Architecture Faculty, Department of
City and Regional Planning, Urban Design Master Program. The aim was to
investgate the main problems encountered by the farm, and depending on this
objective, studies were carried out to collect and evaluate the information, reconsider
the objectives and develop the scenarios for its future. According to the study, the
planning prokems of the farm were discussedsptanning goals and models were
determined, and the features of the farmlands and their location in the city were
evaluated. Accordingly, the problems of each land were identified and proposals were
developed for functiamthat these lands could undertake in the future. The decisions
taken by the research forptanning of the farm are as follows:
- The i dea of the reorganization of farm in
of donation should be reexamined. Thamaining farm areas should be
arranged as open area functions of the green belt extending along the Ankara
Stream. The farm area within the green belt, which is part of the Ankara
Metropolitan Area, has to be examined in this context. For this reasbaoyit

be handled in coordination with the planning works of the Municipality.
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- While this green belt was designed by combining the farm area with the Youth
Park and the Old Hippodrome Area, it has been severely damaged today. On
the other hand, itis cotsier ed t o protect the G¢vel
airports for their open use principles.

- The farm area extends in the eastest direction in the city. METU, Bilkent
and Hacettepe universitieand Balgat and ¢ayyol u resi de:
located to the sdh of these lands. In the north, Yenimahalle and Demetevler
residential areas of the Batékent di st
between the northern and southern parts of the city. Considering the
development of the city through the westeorridor, there should be a similar
development axis involving social, cultural and scientific uses to bridge the
green belt.

- In the green spaces and city parks located in the spatial arrangements of the
western countries, there are possibilities todtalone with nature with such
uses as walking, and cycling, and wild life takes place in this texture. If the
farm site is to be reorganized for the city's open space requirements, it should
be arranged to allow such activities.

- The part of the farm exteni ng t o the north paralle
constitutes a green belt between Bat ék
that this area should be arranged as a zoo garden and nature park in the long
term (Canaran, 2004, pp-25).

After the planmg decisions listed above had been identified, ideas for an appropriate
planning model were developed. According to the study, achieving these goals
undoubtedly would require a new understanding of planning and organization. The
farm needed a dynamic plang-implementation process, not a static master plan. For
this purposeeither it had teestablish a sel$upporting planning team or this should

be done by specialized agencies. In line with these ideas, institutions and the

relationships needed to beadished with these institutions were defined in the study.
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Table 1 The institutions and theslationsto beestablished

Local Administrations: Metropolitan
Municipality and District
Municipalities

Plan approval
Transportation
Infrastructure
Greenarea production

Central Government: Ministries, othi
public institutions, Ministry of
Finance

Project production
Financial resource creation

Private Institutions: Investors
Voluntary Organizations, Chambers

Financial resource creation
Joint investment
Green area production

International Organization®ther
Country Representatives, United
Nations and other institutions

Project generation and financial resou
creation

Sample projects: Animal Park, Natu
Park, Golf Course, etc.

Souc e : Cansu

C a n atramrslatedy Bhe dutha n ,

2004,

@)L\\\jr 7.““‘ /

Figure28. T he At at ¢gfikeernfegione acdordifRgacesearch

Source: METU Urban Design Studib9971998

In the last phase of the study, 15 sahions of the farm were defined; the problems

encountered by these regions and the opportunities offered by the regions were

identified and basic policies and proposals were developed for thesegsoibs.
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These bas policies are aimed at producing solutions to the problems seen in the

designated places with protection, improvement, publicizing, development and

production themes as seen in the table below. At the last stage, the institutions that

would cooperate fothe 15 identified regions and how to cooperate with these

institutions were specified (Canaran, 2004, p. 25).

Table 2. Basic gliciesfor the fifteen regions identified in théusly

Region Basic Policy

1 Conservation

2 Recovery

3 Increasing Publicity

4a Development
4b Development

4c Recovery and Development
5 Conservation and Production
6 Conservation and Production
7 Conservation and Production
8 Conservation and Production
o) Conservation and Production
10 Conservation and Production
11 Conservation and Production
12 Development

13 Development

14 Development

15 Conservation and Development

SourceCansu

Another educational study on the farm wlas summer school conducted2005by
Gazi UniversityUrban and regional Planning Departméftie main purpose of this
study was to create a multidisciplinagvironment fodeveloping ideas alutions
to theproblems ad assessing potentials of tlrerh( Te k e |

Ca n ar a rnransldegy theeanthor 2 0 0 4 ,

Var ol

Er cok

2005, p.33)The study was carried ohy five different groups including students and

experts. The groups focusedfore different themesThefinal reports of the working
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groupsshowthat althoughthey did not preserdefinite planning proposals on the

urban scalegeneralplanningdecisions, which were not in detaigerestill taken for

a number ofpecificregionsof the farm arealThese decisions can be grouped under

two headings as planning decisions regardingrgegeas and transportatidimestudy
suggestdthat a green agwas needed in the middle of the cépdthat the farm area

must be planned by combining witlhe Castle A n &€t k a b iParktogorodde Yo ut h
that Another plaming thought about greesreas wa the decision to create a new

green area of 1,500 hectares with new planning in the middle and west of tl@rarea.

the other hand, the most important of the decisions taken on transportatiomiasues

to plan a bicycle network thatould work toincrease access inside ttaemlandand

connect it to the other parts of the cltywas proposed that this bicycle network should

be connected with the university campuses neighborintatheandimportant stops

for Ankara such as rkara Cultural Centeand Youth Park It was also thought to

increase access by connecting this route to all the entrances within the Ifarm.
planning, it wasaimed to use some parts of the existtraffic roads instead of
recreatingthisnetwortk Te kel , Va&olG¢gr Er ¢ o83R.8@dvevepp . 32
as already mentioned, all these decisions regarding plannithg istudyremained

only in the idea phase and no mapping is done.

The Atat¢rk Forest Farm has been the topic o
also other professional organizations in recent times. One significant occasion in that
was the competition,organizedin 2015by the AnkaraBranch of theChamter of
Architects as part of it$H Ke n't gmpétitlon sedies. The competition is
important to be examined as the most recent occasion to provide a grouhd for
evaluation of theplanning of theAt at ¢ r k F or eusdd grédainumberlofa nd s
proposalswere developed for the future of the farm in the professional and student
categores.As a result of this competition, awawdnning and norawarding groups
developed important ideas fibs re-planningby taking intoconsideratiorthe current

situation ofthe farm. While someatrticipantgput these ideas in the form of manifestos,

othe's produced detailed mapping studies and supported tmegs with verbal
explanationsThe jury did not choose any of the projects to be awarded the first prize
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for the professional category, but gave two second prizes and two third prizes.

(http://www.mimarlarodasiankara.org/aoc/9)

One of the projects in the professional category that received the second prize was by
Fulya Sel-uk (2015) . Firstly, the main .
integrity of the remaining lands of the farm. Accordiogthe urban scale decisions
related to the farm stated in the report, Ankara Stream must be reformed and the
Etimesgut military areas need to be demilitarized for their inclusion to the farmland.
Along with this planning decision, a fertile land routestablished in this project on

both sides of the river and the continuity of the farmland is ensured. In addition,
physical and functional continuity is ensured with the "green belt" that integrates the
greenarem s uch as Kal ePark ahaddipgodraani,iand it is frotactech

as a "breathing corridor" in the urban ecosystem. Lastly, unlike the boulevards parallel
to the railway and the higbpeed roads, public transportation, light rail system,
pedestrian and bicycle priority transportation b@atsproposed, which will feed the

farm from the existing metro network that surrounds the production band.

On the other hand, the proposal that received the other second prize presented by
Serdar Mal ko-, Al pasl an Ni z a modgn,lBilge At ag
Bekt ak, Burak ¥zge¢r, Cansu Demir, Ceren
(2015) also analyzes the present situation of the farm in a comprehensive way.
Approaching the farm from many perspectives on the urban scale, the project develops
sacial, environmental and economic policies in line with its vision and objectives.
While developing these policies, the proposal presents the problems in detail by
analyzing the current situation of the farm under the heading of each topic. Then, as a
resut of these analysis, a detailed proposal is presented from the reorganization of the
management structure of the farm to the functioning of the smallest piece of land.
Thus, in this study, it is seen that theptanning decisions are predominant in timafi

product, and every piece of land is labeled and mapped for producing conversion

recommendations.
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Figure29. Farm's sulsegions determined in théusly

Source: The Ankara Branch of the Chamber of Architects AreBa@ndPrize in

O0Kent D¢kl er byS®eaé d@o mpMatl iktoi-gn Al pasl an Ni zamo]
Ni zamojlu, Ayhan Erdoj an, Bilge Bektack, Bur a
G°zde G¢l dal anaPiSk el al e Bal ambar

According to the vision of the study stated in the presentation, the farm should be re
planned as a field aiming to share the information obtained from the researches and
studies carried out on the field in the direction of public interest. In additiole, thia

farm is being replanned, it is designed as a fairly managed area that is production
oriented, providing solutions to the urban poverty problem and preserving historical,
ecological, natural and cultural values. When it is examined from the wrakm the

farm is planned in such a way that it includes functions such as recreation area,
agriculture area, rehabilitation area, afforestation area, regulation area, activity center,
wildlife development area and urban forest area. In terms of territatégrity, the
farmland was studied in five parts: the western farm, the central north farm, the central

eastern farm, the central southern farm, and the southern farm. Each farm section was
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studied in detail and the pieces of land were marked and naititedodes. Thus, in
the last part, the present uses of each piece of land and the proposalsefare

mentioned

Figure30. Five main regions of the farm in theoposal

Source: The Ankara Brahoof the Chamber of Architecachive-Second Prize in

60Kent D¢kl eri by®Bér €a mp evtail tkioo n Al pasl an |
Ni zamoj | u, Ayhan Erdoj an, Bilge Bektak,
G°zde G¢l dal anadi5kel al e Bal ambar

In general, the project does not receive a concrete planning decision on the area, but
rather suggests changes in the function of existing planning. Firstly, it suggests the
functioning of empty areas on the land. It is suggested that most of the dysfahcti
areas should be converted into agricultural land by improving soil conditions. At the
same time, it has been considered to increase the soil fertility of the land that still
functions as agricultural land. Secondly, it proposes that the institutmh$éaads
located on the area, which have lost their functions for some reason, will be allocated
to the farm andused for public benefit. Finally, it is intendedto move the uses that
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occupied the farm in illegal ways in the past and continue tdiftumimday. The places

of relocation of these establishments are indicated by maps and their areas and
buildings are allocated to the farm and reserved for public use. Thus, the territorial
integrity of the farmland will be protected in accordance withplening in its

foundation years.

In addition, a planning strategy has been developed in this group for the management
of the farm. The proposed organizational structure consists of two main components:
the Farm Field Management Council and the Rsliamagement Collective. The Field
Management Council is composed of the board of directors and commissions, and
provides the implementation and supervision of the policy decisions taken in the area
management plan. In addition, the council has a struchatedecides on social,
economic and spatial interventions to be implemented in the field, charges relevant
commissions for these interventions, oversees all public committees and
administrative collectives for the public interest and budgets the agreecemtions.

In short, the council is responsible for the management of the whole area. The
Management Collective, which is envisaged as an autonomous structure, is an
organization that supervises the industrial production areas in the farm, determines the
activities in agriculture and animal husbandry areas and aims to solve urban poverty.
In the proposal, all members of the advisory committee and commissions under the
Farm Field Management Council and all members of the Farm Management Collective

are idenified and the tasks they are responsible for are listed.
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Yonetim Orgiitlenmesi Asli Sorumluluklar

Ar-Ge galismalarinda, AOC’deki ilgili birimlere teknik bilgi paylagiminda bulunma, AR-GE galigmalarina aktif
olarak katilma

Modern tarim teknikleri, tohum ve hayvan islahi, ticari etkinliklerin saglanmasi, pazarlama, flora ve faunanin
tespiti ve korunmasi, Ankara Gayi Islahi, Tarihi dokunun korunmasi, restorasyon ve islevlendirme, arastirma,
Universiteler |raporlama gibi konularda destekler sunmak

Ogrenim goren égrencilerin (iretim siireglerinde gorev almasi, doga ile biitiinlesmesi hususunda etkinlikler
dizenleme

Uretilen teknik bilginin AOG’de uygulanmasi hususunda gorev ve sorumluluk alma

Meclis toplantilarina temsilci gondererek, alanin yonetimi siirecinde destek sunmak

AOC’nin kamusal amaglarla kullanimi konusunda etkinlikler dizenleme, farkindalik yaratici destekler sunmak

AOC gondllileri agini olusturmak

AOC alan yonetim plani izlenebilir gostergelerini izlemek, degerlendirmek ve denetlemek

Sivil Toplum

Brgitleri AOC yonetim planinin da belirlenen kullanim kararina bagli olarak ilgili alanlarin yonetiminde, islev

yuklenmesinde destek sunmak

AOC dayanisma platformunda goérev alarak, Ciftligin yonetim siirecinde destek sunmak

Ulusal ve Uluslararasi isbirligi aglari yaratmak

Kendi yetki alanlarina giren, gegcmiste tahsis edilen alanlarin geri kazanim stirecinde AOC Alan Yoénetim
Meclisiyle isbirligi icinde olmak

Vatandaslarin Ciftlik alanini kullanmasi konusunda sosyal projeler diizenlemek

Ankara Gayinin islahi konusunda etkin projeler gelistirmek, Ankara Cayi su kalitesini dizenli izlemek ve
kamuoyu ile paylagsmak

AOC Alan Yonetim Plani ile uyumlu koruma amagli imar planini hazirlamak ve alan yonetim plani siirecini
katilimci bir bigimde yonetmek

Belediyeler e o e : NN O
AOC alaninin UNESCO miras listesine girmesi yontnde Kultir ve Turizm Bakanlgi ile isbirlikleri gelistirmek

Danigma Kurulu

AOC miras alanlarinin envanterini gikarmak ve restorasyon uygulama projelerini hazirlamak

AOC kentsel tasarim rehberini hazirlamak ve uygulamak

AOC alaninda ruhsatsiz bir bigimde kagak olarak insa edilmis bitiin uygulamalari ivedilikle durdurmak ve kagak
insa edilmis yapilari ve uygulamalari yikmak, sorumlulari hakkinda cezai islemlere baslamak

AOC arazilerini pargalayan ulagim arterlerini ve kavsaklari igeren Nazim plan ve uygulama imar planlarini alan
yonetim planina uygun hale getirmek ve AOC alanini bolen ulasim diizenlemelerini kaldirmak

AOC genisleme plani dogrultusunda Merkez Kuzey, Merkez Guiney, Merkez Dogu, Bati ve Guney Ciftlik
alanlarinda kurulmasi 6ngortilen Alt Bolge temsilciliklerinden olugan temsilciler

AOC Alt Bolge
Temsilcilikleri |Alan yonetim planinda belirtilen miidahaleler konusunda meclise bilgi vermek

AOC’de uygulanacak miidahaleleri izleme, sorumlu olduklari alt bolgelere iliskin talepleri veya kararlari meclise
iletme

Sahip olduklari mesleki bilgiyi kamu yarari adina, Ciftlik alaninda kullanma

Meslek Odalari |[Mecliste alinan miidahale kararlarini denetleme ve karar alma siirecinde aktif rol alma
Meslek alanlarinda egitim goren ogrencilerin doga ile buttinlesmesi, Gretim streglerinde gorev almasi
hususunda etkinlikler diizenleme

AOC alaninda, Meclis toplantilarinda 6rgutli isci kesiminin temsilcileri olarak yer almak

iscilerin galisma kosullarinin iyilestirilimesi ve modern tiretim tekniklerini 6grenmelerine yonelik egitimlerin
desteklenmesi

iscilerin yasayabilecegi olasi sorunlarin ¢oziimii icin ¢coziimler gelistirme, iscilerin taleplerini ilgili organlara
iletme

Toplu is s6zlesmesinin hazirlanmasinda, yeni isci alimi konularinda meclise danismanlik yapma

Sendikalar

Figure31. New administration rganization for théarm and responsibilities of each
participant

Source: The Ankara Branch of the Chamber of Architects AreBe@ndPrize in

O0Kent D¢kl er byS®6 d@o mpveatl iktoi-gn Al pasl an Ni z
Ni zamojl u, Ayhan Erdoj an, Bilge Bekt ak, |
G°zde G¢l dal analiSk el al e Bal ambar
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Yonetim Orgiitlenmesi

Asli Sorumluluklar

Komisyonlar

Sosyal Dayanisma Komisyonu

AOC isletmelerinde retilen Uriinlerin ticretsiz olarak yoksul mahallere dagitiimasi stirecinde
rol almak

Faaliyet yiriten cevre dernekleri, yoksullukla miicadele platformlari gibi yapilarla iliski
kurarak, AOC yonetim plani dahilinde galismalar yapmak

Mekansal Planlama Komisyonu

ilgili meslek odalart ile isbirligi icerisinde, yénetim plani gercevesinde alinan mekansal
mudahale kararlarinin uygulanmasi siirecinde aktif rol almak

AOC genisleme politikalarinin geregi olan kamulastirma, tahsis islemlerini takip etmek,
fizibilite raporlari hazirlamak

Ekolojik Yasam Komisyonu

Ciftlikteki ilgili tim miidahalelerin alanin ekolojik butiinliigiine etkilerini degerlendirmek ve
gorus bildirmek

Ekolojik yasam, ekolojik yapi, ekolojik ciftlik, perma kdltir, karbon saliniminin azaltiimasi,
karbon ayak izinin dustrilmesi konularinda galisan bir merkez kurulmasina ve kurulan
merkezin ulusal ve uluslararasi aglara katilimini saglamak ve taninirhgini arttirici katki
gelistirmek

Ekolojik kentlesme konusunda Belediyeler ile isbirlikleri gelistirmek ve Ankara kentinin ekolojik
ayak izini takip etmek

Ciftlik alaninin flora ve faunasina uygun yeni tirleri ve bitki cinslerini arastirmak

Ekolojik kirlilik konusunda 6nlem politikalari belirlemek

Alanda mevcut durumda kirlilik sorunu yasanan ekolojik 6gelerin temizlenme strecinde
politika kararlari tiretmek, ilgili uzmanlar ve meslek odalari ile koordinasyon kurmak

Egitim Komisyonu

Orgiin egitim veren devlet okullari ve {iniversiteler ile iletisime gegerek; farkli yas ve
gruplardan 6grencilerin giftlik alaninda, tarimsal tiretim sireglerine eklemlenmesi ve doga ile
bulusmasini saglama konusunda galismalar yapmak

ilgili meslek odalari ve tiniversitelerin ilgili boltimleri ile birlikte alanda calisacak isgilerin
mesleki agidan egitilmesi, nitelikli is gliciintin olugturulmasi konusunda goérev almak

Ankara yoksul kéylustiniin modern tarim tekniklerini 6grenmeleri konusunda galismalar
yapmak ve isbirligi aglan gelistirmek

Kadin Komisyonu

Kadinlarin, ciftlik alaninda belirli bir kota konularak istihdam edilmesi konusunda calismalar
yapmak

Alanda, cinsiyet temelli esitsizliklerin her diizlemde giderilmesi konusunda calismalar yapmak

Kentsel yoksullukla karsi karsiya olan veya yoksullagma riski altinda bulunan kadinlarin AOC
isletmelerinde ve tarimsal uygulamalarinda istihdam edilebilirliklerini arttirmak, evinin
balkonunda, bahgesinde ve gatisinda kentsel tarim uygulamalari yapilmasi konusunda destek
vermek ve Uretilen Grlinl satin alabilecek aglarin olusumuna katki saglamak

Genglik Komisyonu

Yoksulluk riski ile karsi karsiya olan veya yoksullagsma riski altinda bulunan hanelerde yasayan
genglerin igin AOC isletmelerinde istihdam edilmesini tesvik edecek kota uygulamalari
konusunda galismalar yapmak

Genglerin, tarimsal Uretim bolgelerine 6nerilen rekreatif kullanim amagh alanlarda, doga ile
bitlinlesmesini saglamak

Universiteler ile koordine bir sekilde, etkinlikler diizenlemek

Kurumsal iligkiler Komisyonu

Tahsisler ve diger kurumlar ile birlikte yuruttlecek tim konularda gerekli proseddrleri
yuratmek

AOC kurumsal kimliginin ve etik degerlerinin olusmasini saglamak

Ulagim Komisyonu

Alana dair toplu ulagim kararlarinin revize edilmesi, isgilerin calisma alanlarina erigimi, alan
icerisinde dolagim kararlarinin belirlenmesi gibi konularda gérev almak

Miras Alanlari Koruma
Komisyonu

Ciftlik alaninda bulunan tarihi, kilttrel, dogal miras 6gelerinin tespit edilmesi, envanterinin
cikarilmasi, karsi karsiya kaldiklari risklerin belirlenmesi ve belirlenen riskleri azaltici
onlemlerin tespit edilmesi

Miras 6gelerini tanitici belge, bilgi ve dokiimanin hazirlanmasi ve kamuoyu ile paylasiimasi

Ciftlik alaninda bulunan miras alanlarinin korunmasi, yeniden islevlendirilmesi stirecinde karar
alinmasi, kullanma dengesinin saglanmasi konusunda 6nleyici politika kararlarini hazirlamak ve
denetlemek

6Kent
Ni zamoj | u,
G°zde

Ge¢l dal

Figure32. Commissions antheir responsibilities in the nevdainistration

SourceThe Ankara Branch of the Chamber of Architects Arctbezond Prize in
D¢kl er byS®6 d@o mpMaatl iktoi-gn Al pas| an
Erdoj angn®8u |l QemiBrekt @&r, e BuKla

Ay han

anablSk el al e Bal ambar
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The proposal of Bakak Er en anpdzeWBionerg ¥z - e
designs the farm considering the present conditions, and no physical planning
intervention is donelt is proposed that the current structures be loaded with various
functions to create a focus around them and it is anticipated that the area will be
transformed spontaneously over time. For this purpose, initial focuses and functions
were determined fat. Functions that will increase with the participation of the public

and gain meaning, and which do not have commercial concern and need capital support
are identified. These functions, which are defined under the titles of research center,
production araes, social areas and cultural areas, are located at the focal points.
However, the places where these focal points will be located are indicated on the map

as points and have not been studied in detail.

// SARAP FABRIKASI

@ // ESKI ANKAPARK
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Lo
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// SIGIRCIK TESISLER|
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Figure33. Focal pointgletermined in therpposal

Source: Source: The Ankara Branch of the Chamber of Architects As€hive
Prize in O0Kent hykdwrak Brée CoanpdiBuse n¥ z - e
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Lastly, a team consisting of Sevgi Areéec°z, Er
G°k-e Kérmacée and Yunus -prizeproposng dsiujlyog ot t he s
the whole of the land to make the area suitable for its establishment purposes. This

proposal does not present a detailed study in the sense of planning. However, it reveals

its targets by making a method of zoning on the map and focuses on certain areas.

According to the proposal, a number of critical areas in the farmland are identified and

design strategies developed on the transformation of these areas. Designated areas and

planning decisions are as follows:

- Due to its strategic | ocation in the city
will be kept in its place and only its name wile changed as ' AO¢ Log
Center'.

- The function of the State Railways (TCDD) Warehouse Directorate will be
changed and the area will be opened to the public as transformed into the theme
park entitled dédecology against machi ned.
- The National Botanic Garden, which is under construction at the junction of
Beytepe, will continue its activity and will spread around the northern green
axis extending to the railway.
- The current position of the historic farm core will be preserved. iNgmewly
designed pedestrian and bicycle axes, the potential density in the area will be
directed to the surrounding parks and squares.
- It is aimed that the military territories in the farm area will be evacuated and
moved to the farther western partofé ci ty, Yakamkent .
- The area, which I s used as a military zon
southwest of Etimesgut, will be used for livestock and pasture purposes with
increasing soil fertility.
- Ankara Boulevard will be removed. Within the aragyedestrian circulation
axis that includes many activities and bicycle paths designed according to
topography is projected. Green bridges will be built on the boulevard so that

pedestrian paths will not be interrupted.
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KOMUNIKATIF HAYVANAT BAHCESI

sess Bisiklet-Yaya Yollan|

- Demir Yolu s ‘ ! / TARIM HAYVANCILIK VE EKOLOJI ENSTITOSU
Ana Arag Yollan
—— Ankara Cay

YAYAVE BISIKLET YESIL KOPRULERI
Figure34. Design strategies for the farmea

Source: The Ankara Branch of the Chamber of Architects Arehihned Prize in
60Kent D¢kl er byS®& gCo Mp etizt,i Edmen ¢aj dak Bi
kam| G°k-e Kérmacé and Yunus Tak, 2015

When we generbl look at the ideas produced in the competition, it seems that most
of the suggestions do not take an integrative and strict planning decision regarding the
relation of the land with the city. This may be because it is a very challenging approach
to planthe farm from the very beginning when we consider the location and the borders
of the farm within the urban context today. Instead, more local planning decisions are
taken and the land is designed to béurectioned over its current situation. Although

only four proposals that received awards in the professional category are examined
above, exemplifying the contemporary professional approach to the farm, the

proposals of almost every group are similar in general frame and concentrates on
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making the area @m to public in accordance with its establishment purposes by taking

into account the current conditions of the land.

3.1.2. $rategies for Management Planning

The doctoral dissertation of Hilal Aycé titl
'retim Yapéséndaki Deji kimin -Makahseal 0DBhE Ky
Bakék-201L92% is one of the i mportant recent a

stru¢ ure of the far m.,pA7danahe trst pegod (1923988 cée (2017
of the management of the farm, Atat¢,rk becam
managing the Atat¢rk Forest Farm and the oth
project with the aim of establishing a modern country. He was personally involved in

the administration of the Atatg¢igrk Forest Fa
economic policy and as the site of modern pr
ownesship to the Treasury on July 11, 1937 and State Agricultural Enter{bisete{

Ziraat Kwdree nmedteahl)i shed to operated At at ¢r k'
3308, which was enacted danuaryl, 1938.Until 1948, the management of the farm

was carried out with an integrative policy within the body of the State Agricultural
Enterprises. This system, established by At a
farm to be governed by the state with aregmative policy during the following
presidency of Kn°ng. Af t er the Second Worl d
governed by a muHparty system. On April 1950, with the Law No. 5659 the farm

started to be managed as a separate directorate under tegyWohiAgriculture and

the Turkish Grand National Assembly. The election of the Democratic Party as the

ruling party and the changing production policy of the country were decisive in the
administration of the farm atjtp.l1@)hrethet i me . Acc
second article of the law no. 5659, the organization scheme of the directorate was

determined. According to the scheme, the directorate was composed of a director, a

director assistant and six administrative centers specialized in diffeyguns.

However, ¢avdar Sert (2017a, p.296), in her
Farm as a Heritage Asset within the Context of Turkish Planning Experience, 1937

2017', which is another important recent academic study on the planning bidtee
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farm, claims that the farm was not a smifjanizing establishment at the time and its
authorities were limited. Local authorities had much more rights on the farm. In other
words, the management rights of the farm were shared between locatraral c
administrations. Along with these, the establishment law was not sufficient to protect

the establishment purposes of the farm.

Between the years 19a4M®80, the effect of the 1960 military coup caused military
influence on farm management decisioBetween 1980 and 2006, the Ministry of
Agriculture and the Turkish Grand National Assembly were again influential in its
management. After the law numbered 5524 issued in 2006, the influence of both local
administration and central government was obseirvéide management of the farm,

and this influence was the determinant of the change in its production and spatial
structur e. To summari ze, the Atatg¢grk For
historical process had three main characteristics: In thepéradd (19251950), the

integrative management approach reflected the production and spatial structure of the
farm and provided it to establish a strong spatial relationship with the city. Between
1950 and 2006, the variable structure of managementlechte f ar més not b
to resist the changing conditions of the city. In the last period (20Q8), the mixed
administrative (local administration / central government) character has caused the

disintegration of the spatial structure of the farmhiret ur ban macr of or m (
p.180.

As understood from the historical proces:¢
with an integrative approach was the most effective. The future management planning

of the farm should be domneth this understanding. It is impossible to manage such a
comprehensive modernity project with only one manager and several offices attached

to it. The management of the farm should be considered as a complex and multifaceted
task. Kraus and Curtis (1982ndicated that administrations of public parks are

influenced by five key element:
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- Legal requirements that limit or lead functioning of recreation and parking
areas.

- The political framework of service.

- The demands of citizens representing different etiic and soci@conomic
groups.

- The practical realities submit by human and material resources.

- The philosophical, academic and experiential background of the department
head.

The number of these components shwowwl d be muc
and it will thus be very wrong to approach it like a simple park or recreation area.

However, the inclusion of the demands of the people in the management plan, the level

of the vision developed by managers, and the fact that the laws are not vesrieti

the most important factors. It should be ensured that especially the peobihave

a say I n the management of the farm area t hat
to this, an organizational scheme in which many participants are inveitvedd be
established. A c c o r ,pil8)gan integrativé understanllizggase ( 201 7
required in the administration of the farm. However, within this understanding there is

a need for reflection of the demands of different actors. In other warfism of

governance that brings different actors together must be developed. This form of

governance should consist of different actors such as universitiegomemmental

organizations, agricultural producers, and industrial producers.

At the Central Park, for example, the management scheme is made up of experts from

different professions. In particular, a management system has been established in

which architects, city planners and landscape architects are involved. As mentioned

beforet he management scheme of the Atatg¢rk Fore
a simple park, should similarly have experienced experts from related branches of

profession. In addition to professional people, actors such as universities, non
governmental orgamations, municipalities, professional chambers, and unions should

actively take part in the management. The relevant commissions should be established

in the categories specified and their duties should be determined. Every decision taken
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by the farm, whih is governed and decided transparently and fairly, should go through

a filter where public approval can be obtained.

3.1.3. $rategies for Land-Use Planning

I n her doctor al di sser t a-288)p explaing that thea r Se
planning deg i on s for the Atatg¢rk Forest Far m
successfully implemented in the years when the farm was established. The main
transportation connections between the city and the farm were provided by 1937
Jansen Plan. The historical centérthe farm, the buildings and the site plan were

shaped by the European plamaechitects Ernst Egli and Hermann Jansen. In the

Jansen Plan, the connection between the farm and the city center and residential areas
was successfully provided by greenprand roads. In these early years, the farm
became one of the important elements of Ankara's urban macroform and modern

|l andscape. Later, the Atatg¢ rk Forest Farr
the farm, but did not set criteria for its consgion and development. In fact, Ankara

and the farm went into an unplanned period with Jansen's resignation in 1939. The

lack of a vision resulted in the fragmentation of spatial integrity by transferring land

to public institutions and the army. The hplanning experience, namely 1957 Master

Plan, could not again develop strategies against the problems faced by the farm. This

plan described the farm as a buffer zone between industrial areas and the city center.
Moreover, the farm was defined as a researea and a void where open space
activities could be developed. As a result, the lack of a strategy of the plan for the farm

deeply affected the spatial unity of the area.

In the later period, the Bureau of Ankara Metropolitan Area Planning played an active
role in the farmdés planning. According
resulted in the development of the city to the west in the 1970s. 1974 AFF Technical
Report and the 1990 Master Plan were the first planning examples, which analyzed the
various assets of the farm in detail. Therefore, these plans presented extensive
decisions on the planning of the farm. In the 1980s, 1/5000 and 1/25000 scale plans
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were prepred voluntarily for the development of the farm by BAMAP and other

actors. Especially with the 1/5000 plan, many new functions and conservation

proposals were developed. However, the bureau also allowed the transfer of
fragmented land portions for manyopgcts and land losses of the farm could not be
prevented. The next planning experience was
of 1/2000 scale made by a group of academicians. The plan defined the farm area as a

park and suggested new cultural actastalongside the use of the park. The problem

with this plan was that it was design oriented rather than emphasizing conservation.
According to the plan, most of the agricultural lands of the farm would be spent for a
large-scale zoo. The plan, which wasde in 1990 and targeted for 2015, focused on

the transportation system of the city. However, the plan ignored the accessibility of the

farm area. In 2014, along with Ankara Boulevard, the accessibility problems of the

farm grew. Lastly, in 2006, the munippal i ty prepared the AOC¢C Con:
Plan as a subcale plan of the 2023 Plan. However, this plan was not again a
conservation plan in its essence and it still described the farnaad e the middle

ofthecity( ¢avdar Sp.282288.2017 a,

It is seen that none of the master plans for the farm has drawn a comprehensive
framework for the conservation of the farm. For this reason, the farm area has long

been perceived as a void, a big empty space and a valuable commercial estate for many

groups and institutions. Even master plans and legal regulations have contributed to

the creation of this per. dreplannmgrexpdriénece dar Ser t
of Ankara and the Atatg¢rk Forest Farm prove
the future to fulfill the potential of the farm. In fact, with the inadequacy of planning

content, the farm area has been the subject of many studies. In the case studies
mentioned earlier, the planning decisions regarding the future of the farm are also
mentioned. Perhaps the most important common feature of these studies is the re

planning of the farm in accordance with its foundation purposes. However, it is

difficult to accept today exactly the same planning principles applied about a hundred

years ago The farm is now in the middle of the Ankara city macroform. In

contemporaryconditions, itis not enoughjust to plan the future of the farm. The
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relationships that the farm establishes with the city, especially on the periphery, must

be described in perfect detail. According to some researches, it is perceived as a
disadvantage that the farm area remains in the center of the city. However, this
situation has also a significant potential and it can be turned into an advantage for the
farmland. In fact, as the city grows around the farm, the farm area becomes more
important. The farm is the subject of this study because it is still a potential space i

the middle of the city. At this point, the most important potential for the farm is that it

can be reached fromanypoints of the city By its position in the city, it serves as a

bridge between the norgouth and eastest axes of the city. Howevenday, the

farm is a structure that is disrupted by transportation axes. The viaduct project defined
onthenots out h axis connects the farm cente
Bekevler direction. Anadol u Bosoltmxisar d, w
has been transformed into a road where cars travel at higher speeds, following the
expansion work done up to the ODT}] Cross.|
of the roads dividing the area on the aasst axis started in 2013. With the chanfe
direction of G¢vercinli k Road (Ankara B
landscape in the city has been disintegrated clearly. The-laightroad, which is

closed to pedestrians, makes daily access to the farm center difficult as well as
disintegates the farmland ontheease st axi s ( ¢avdar, n.d. ).
important principles that the farm can be planned in line with its establishment
purposes is regulating its accessibility because an area that cannot be reached will
become useks even if it is successfully planned. In this direction, according to the
speech of H¢lage¢ Kaplan in the conferenc
(We are Discussing the Future of Ao-)0 o
these roads shalilbe passing around the farm. The railway line should also be
excluded from this situation because it hasistorical context. However, the city's

transport network should not enter the farm. Otherwise, the farm will be perceived as

a corridor that is oglquickly passed through by vehicles.
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The concept of planning should have a mlaljiered structure that needs to be
interrelated with many inputs and disciplin
presented at the same conference (2009, p.19), participativery important in

planning. It is especially important to be able to get the opinions of the different actors

in Ankara's urbamelated problems. It is also very important to be able to create a

certain vision and to be able to produce different adteves from different ideas
throughout the whole planning process becaus
history shows, all of the decisions taken are the products of subjective approaches.

Each planner and designer prepared plans within theslohtheir own design culture

and intellectual capacity (¢tavdar Sert, 2017
be established to eliminate the lack of communication between the technical staff and

the local administrators. Unless local administrahas legal authority and the rights

of technical elements are defended, it is very difficult to achieve success in planning

(Kaplan, 2009, p.15).

Until today, different disciplines in universities have produced various studies about

the planning oftie farm. Not only educational institutions but also other actors such

as norgovernmental organizations and occupational chambers have produced similar

studies. In this direction, in order to provide the influence of the results of all these

studies, acomr ehensi ve AO¢ Conservation Contract r
signed, and then a planning process involving multiple participants is to be put into

action. Indeed, the lack of a sufficient legal framework and conservation policy has

been effective inthe problems witnessed through the planned or unplanned

devel opment of the Atat¢rk Forest Far m. I n
previous planning experiences did not predi
2017a, p.299). Instead, the plaashto be produced in a comprehensive way by

multiple participants, should be repeatedly revised, and most importantly consider the

objectives of the establishment of the farm. It is important that the decisions to be taken

should be mutually beneficial wheonsidering the present situation of the farm. This

benefit should be provided for the people, the state, and most importantly for the city.
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As mentioned earlier, planning is a concept associated with many disciplines. The case
studies mentioned at tleginning of the chapter mainly carry out the planning of the
farm through its functions. A large majority of these studies suggest that the farm be
re-planned in accordance with its functions defined during its establishment.
According to Bilsel (2013, 0) , t he At at ¢(¢r k Forplamded Far m
to be allocated for the use of the people. In this respect, some of the proposals in the
studies are utopian. The farm extends in the direction of the development of the city
and it is the most imptant factor of the city's development in this direction. Although

it has had significant land loss in time, projects for its future should be done by
evaluating its contemporary conditions. First, it is impossible to increase the territorial
integrity ofthe farm. Although land transfers have also been made by illegal means,
its land ownership is now of these institutions. At this point, interventions made by the
state will be effective in planning. However, it will not be possible to reverse all of
theseinterventions. In this respect, the conversion of these entities to public use will

be a more efficient way.

The Atat¢rk Forest Farm was established
targets it set in its founding years. In this context, iasessary to fplan the farm
considering its purposes of the establishment. The farm still has the potential to be a
center that produces healthy food for people by combining agricultural production and
industrial production together with urban leisurg\aiies because it is the place where

the urban culture and the culture of agricultural production intersaash other. For

this purpose, agricultural production areas of the farm should be determined by
detailed analysis. When its production capadstyincreased, the farm will also
contribute to the city and the country in economic sense. This planning principle is
crucial for an urban life that is nealienated to the production culture. In addition, the

At at ¢rk Forest F a r mnkarassinae itsgfaurdation. Iti® quitei d o r
possible to maintain this green axis in today's conditions. An uninterrupted and fully
accessible open space should be planned to allow for the use of the public. All these
planning practices are very important forhaalthy urban life and the conditions
necessary for a healthy wurban | ife can b

Farm.
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The biggest problem of the farm was planning initiatives, which are not based on any
analytical structure. Such an urban sfammation in the middle of the city of Ankara
requires great efforts. During the planning processes, it is wrong to designate the farm
area as an empty land even if it is decided to conserve area &eitasise one of the
important problems faced bydffarm is illegal land ownership. Hence, unless the
planning principles for the farm are determined in detail, illegal land losses and

improper land use will continue to be experienced.

In this direction, the people's consciousness about the identity darm should be

strengthened by the planning principles to be determined. At the Middle East

Technical University in the 2013014 education year, it was tried to create such
consciousness for the Atat¢rk For 8st Farm b
research and design studio course of the Department of Architecture conducted by Al

Cengizkan. The groups consisting of City and Regional Planning and Architecture

students focused on different issues about the farm. According to the questionnaires

madeby Mel ek Pénar dmcoradacted vidth tid paopld e Ankama

(2014), the use dhefarmwas determined adiminished, andhe majority of people

using the farm only for eating and drinking activities. The answers showed that the

people thoufgt that the farm area consisted of only the central region. In order to

change this thinking, a detailed mapping study was carried out showing the wide

| andscape of the farmlands. I n the mapping s
¢cekmel i, Mptrat AvVdekQengi z(RO4Y) itwaskvedBed | i N ¢ avde
which road, junction and area belonged to the farmland. With these studies, the aim

was to inform thesocietyabout the public space belonging to the farm.

The Atat¢rk Forest Farm as an ethdaenttyy since i
character of the farm should be protectBesides, thantegrity of the farm that has

been destroyedfor various reasons should be recovergdture planning stues

should take into account these two characteristics of the Taxday, functions on the

At at ¢r k Faserdesgried dirandamnesslhe farm, which is very far from
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the city in the years it was founded, is now intertwined with the urban f&taitning

a farm outside the city and planning a farm according to urban conditions require
differentanalytical thinkingIn other wordstheAt at ¢ r k Forest Farm
has its own identity but is now a part of the ciythis point, it is neessary to design

the adjacency conditiorDue to the lack of comprehensive analysisplanning
irrelevant neighbourhoods have emerged spontanediuslgxample, a social facility,

a sports complex, a training structure, and a memorial tombudteside by side in

one area of the farnThe fact that thigplanned adjacency condition of different
functionsdoes not show that the farm has developed in a planned m&mdne
contrary, it disrupts the integrity of the farAfter a comprehensive amdulti-layered
analysis, a zdng study will be usefulAt this point, a lot of data should be used for
zoning.The climatic characteristics of the land, smllysesmorphological features

and environmental factors should be considerdjacency condibns canbe

designed successfully with the planning to be made considering thes€hietathe

entity character of the farm will express itself clearly.

W

Q 1. Presidential Complex

2.AOC Land

3. State Cemetery

4. TBMM Social Facility
5. Ankara Atlispor Club
6. Alparslan Tirkes Park
7. Bagkent Ogretmenevi
8. Wonders Event-\WWedding
9. Ankara Atatiirk Anatolian High School
10. Genglerbiriigi Football Club

11. Ankaraguici Football Club

12. Gazi Industrial School

13. Mimar Sinan Industrial School
14.Turkey Volleyball Club

Figure 35. Irrelevant adjacency relations of the farmlafithe map focuses on a
specific area of the farm area. As a result of planning practices without comprehensive
analyses, irrelevant neighbourhoods occur. These areas with very different functions
behave like foreigners in the same piece of land.

Source: Rrdered by the author
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Figure36. Examples ofield analysis produced at METU Urban Design Studio, 1997
1998 Many analyzes have been produced in the Urban Design Studio irl2987

In contemporary conditions, similar field studies should be done before planning. By
superposing these studies, zoning should be done and the planning steps should be
taken.

SourceMETU Urban Design @idio, 19971998
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The other major problem tieAt at ¢ r k Forest Farm | and t
accessibility Especially in recent years, thegghwayshave been constructed without
considering the integrity of the farmlandowever, it is important to consider the
identity of the farmland and to pass these roads through the underdroaddition,

the planning of these transportatimadsshould be carried out according to #uming
studies which are formed after compresige analyseMETU Urban Design Studio,

one of the aforementioned studies, was able to carry out these analyses199897
with its limited possibilities The study, which produced many mapsch as
geomorphology, topography, daylight, geology, hydggletc, based its own proposal

on these analysedt is unacceptable not to make these rational studies with
contemporary technological opportunities. Planning transportation axes by calculating
shortest distance between two points does not requiertellectual background.
Therefore, instead of seeking simple solutions in the planning of transportation lines,

comprehensive and rational studies shoulddresidered.

What is important here is to change the unattended and prohibited condition of the

0 C

faim. According to the Berivan Polatds com

Central Park, Hyde Park and Gross Tiergarten carried out in Arch 713 course, although
the farm is an average of 10 times larger than all other parks, there are 40 entries for

the other parks while only 11 for the farm.
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Central Region of the Atatiirk Forest Farm - 11 Entries Central Park - 46 Entries

GroBser Tiergarten - 38 Entries Hyde Park - 38 Entries

Figure37. Accessibilityo mpar i son of the Atatg¢rk Forest Fe

Source: Berivan PolaComparingA t a t FgreskFarm with Other Global Urban
Parks: Case of Central Park NY; Tiergarten Berlin; Hyde Park,London
http://aocarastirmari.arch.metu.edu.tr/ogrenprojelerindeaoc/ 2014

Here, it seems that the farm has a problem of recognition. In order to provide this,
benefitting from the location of the farm within the city, its local accessibility should
initially be ensuredBy local accessibility, it is tried to be described that the farm
should be accessible from every part of its landscape where it gets into contact with
the city and it should offer the same possibilities for all the people. In this direction, as
suggesteth the examined examples, a zoning study can be carried out. However, these
zoned areas should still be planned to accommodate more than one function, rather
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than planned for only specific functions. Thus, people in different parts of the city will
be ableto access the facilities offered by the farm equally and in the area closest to
them. In this zoning management, activities such as agricultural and industrial
production, education, research and development, recreation and social and cultural
developmentshould be planned in coordination with one another. With this new
planning model, the farm will have a wide range of users with the help of multiple
functions it offers and its facilities will be equally and locally accessible for the people

from all pars of the city.

Figure38. Potential of the farm's central position intltgd@ he At at ¢r k For e
should be an area, whiths 0 laccessibléfroyn theperipherydue to its location

in the city. Furthermore, the units, which aneluding the same facilities for the
peoplemust be placedn the peripheryin this way, people should be able to get the

same opportunities from the areas close to their residence.

Source: Rendered byushor

In addition,h e At at ¢r k F or eextendddrmtherrastvestrdidectionvh i ¢ h
is located in the center of the city in the following yedilse farm, which has the
potential to connect the city in four directions, cannot eaanevethis inits natural

extension axisafter wrong planning decisions.In the 199798 study ofthe METU
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Urban Design Studio, thresxeswere proposed to connect the city in the nedith
direction.Thesewere the axes d@échnology, recreatioand cultureRegardless of the
number and function of theseutes it is important that the farserveas a bridge in

the northsouth direction.

Figure39. Three axes in the nor8outh direection proposed at METU Urkaesign
Studio

Source: METU Urban Design Studio, 199998

Asaresultt he At at¢rk Forest Farm is not a place
lost. On the contrary, it still has an important position with the size of its untouched

areas in the cityoday. From now on, considering its establishment principles, the farm

should be reconsidered with comprehensive and #ayéred planning by the

participation of multiple actors.
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