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ABSTRACT 

 

 

THE POLITICAL CONSTRUCTION OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS:  

THE CASE OF IZMIR 

 

 

tŜƴǇŜŎƛƻƐƭǳΣ aŜƘƳŜǘ 

Ph.D., Department of Urban Policy Planning and Local Governments 

{ǳǇŜǊǾƛǎƻǊΥ !ǎǎƻŎΦ tǊƻŦΦ 5ǊΦ IΦ 4ŀƐŀǘŀy Keskinok 

 

July 2012, 373 pages 

 

 

Urban Development Projects (UDPs) have become hegemonic projects of redefining urban 

political priorities. The political construction of UDPs could not only be investigated through 

analyzing capital accumulation processes. To reveal how UDPs are politically constructed, 

this thesis investigates how governmental and non-governmental agents form a hegemonic 

block to mobilize hegemonic discursive practices and coercive-legislative mechanisms in the 

formation of UDPs. A Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective is 

formulated to overcome economic determinist and voluntarist agent-oriented approaches. 

Critical realist methodology is adopted with combining deductive and inductive strategies 

and qualitative and quantitative methods. In the first stage of research, the thesis critically 

and comparatively reviews the politics of different UDPs from different countries and then 

deduces initial arguments from this review. In the second stage, these arguments are 

reconsidered in the light of the empirical evidence of the case study. New City Center and 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ the case study 

through critical discourse analysis, questionnaires and in-depth interviews. The case study 

reveals how governmental and non-governmental agents collaborate to mobilize public 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ¦5tǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ ƛǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ 

theorize hegemonically constructed discourses, activities and relations of governmental 

and non-governmental agents. However this hegemonically constructed capacity is not the 



v 

 

only base of political power. Legislative interventions operate as coercive mechanisms and 

play key roles in the implementation of UDPs. UDPs are politically constructed by the 

complementary relation and differential articulation of hegemonically constructed 

capacities and coercive-legislative mechanisms. 

 

Keywords: politics of urban development, hegemony, hegemonic project, the production of 

space, urban development projects 
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CHAPTER 1 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Introduction chapter of the thesis consists of five parts. In the first part, the main rationale 

behind the research of the thesis is explained with the statement of problem. Second part 

puts forward initial arguments and research questions of the thesis. Four initial arguments 

are formulated to constitute the framework of research. In the third part the reason behind 

the selection of case study is stated and a brief information on New City Center (NCC) and 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όT¢/ύ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛǎ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƻ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘǿƻ ¦rban 

Development Projects (UDPs) to reader. In the fourth part, methodological framework is 

explained. In this methodology part, it is clarified how deductive and inductive strategies 

and quantitative and qualitative methods are combined within the critical realist 

methodology. Qualitative methods of case study are also clarified in this part. In the last 

part of conclusion chapter, the content of thesis is given by explaining the scope of each 

chapter.     

 

1.1 The Statement of Research Problem  

The production of urban space is a politically constructed process to reproduce social, 

economical and spatial dynamics of capitalism. In this political process, a hegemonic-

ideological power is constructed by the state and capital over the definition of urban policy 

and planning priorities. Urban Development Projects (UDPs), in this political process, could 

be investigated as politically-ideologically constructed hegemonic projects, providing 

dynamics for the reproduction of capitalist social and spatial relations. 

 

UDPs, in this thesis, are presumed ŀǎ ŀ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎƳΩǎ ŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ 

space, including new central business districts, profit-oriented urban regeneration projects, 

tourism-oriented consumption complexes, gated and luxury residences and shopping malls 

Χetc. UDPs have become strategic and dominant mode of producing these spaces in 

capitalist countries over the last three decades. With the formation and implementation of 

¦5tǎΣ ǎǳŎƘ άŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜέ ŀƴŘ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜέ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƪŜ ƻŦ 

capital accumulation. 
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However, the political construction of UDPs could not only be understood through 

analyzing the relations between the formation of UDPs and the economic structure of 

capital accumulation. In order to reveal the political construction of UDPs, we should also 

critically investigate how governmental and non-governmental agents form a coalition of 

social forces to organize and mobilize hegemonic-ideological superstructural powers in the 

formation of UDPs. This thesis compares the political construction of different UDPs in the 

world and Turkey through literature review and then reconsiders the findings of this review 

in the light of the empirical evidence that is derived from case study research.       

 

In the literature of urban development politics, there are different views on the politics of 

UDPs. Neo-pluralist and neo-²ŜōŜǊƛŀƴ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎƛƳŜέ ŀƴŘ άƎǊƻǿǘƘ 

ƳŀŎƘƛƴŜέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ Ǉǳǘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎ ƳŜǊŜƭȅ ƻƴ ŀƎŜƴǘ-based aspects, relations and 

organizations in the political construction of UDPs. Urban regime approach emphasizes 

formal and informal network relations between the agents of government and business 

(Stone, 1989). Growth machine approach underlines the central role of growth-oriented 

coalitions and reveals how such coalitions are formed by the involvement of land-based 

business elites, local media, universities and local non-governmental organizations (Logan & 

Molotch, 1987). However, these neo-pluralist and neo-Weberian perspectives neglect to 

research the capitalist economic structure behind UDPs and furthermore, they ignore the 

role of capital accumulation processes, class conflict and hegemony construction and 

struggles in the political construction of UDPs and fail to reveal how state intervenes to 

these process (Macleod & Goodwin, 1999). These approaches develop an overtly 

emphasized agent-oriented focus at the expense of ignoring structural capitalist dynamics 

behind the formation of UDPs. Therefore they propose voluntarist explanations for the 

investigation of the political construction of UDPs. 

 

On the other hand, there are Marxist geography approaches, focusing on capitalist 

economic structure of urban development processes. As the leading Marxist Geographer, 

Harvey (1989a) argues that there is a structural relation between the production of space 

and capital accumulation. UDPs, within this approach, reflect entrepreneurial urban policy 

ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎΣ ŀƛƳƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀ άƎƻƻŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜέ ŦƻǊ ŀ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ 

ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ άŎƻŜǊŎƛǾŜ ƭŀǿǎ ƻŦ inter-ǳǊōŀƴ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴέ 

όIŀǊǾŜȅΣ мфуфōύΦ ¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΣ {ƳƛǘƘ 

(2002) points out that UDPs have become global capitalist urban strategies to reduce the 
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rent-gap between actually ground rent realized from the present and highest best use in 

terms of exchange value.  

 

Marxist geography approaches are also criticized since they overtly emphasized the role of 

structural dynamics and develop an economic determinist/reductionist approach in 

explaining the political-ideological dynamics in the formation of UDPs. Marxist geography 

approaches do not provide a critical theoretical base to investigate the political-ideological 

superstructural dynamics of UDPs. Which governmental and non-governmental agents play 

what role through which hegemonic discourses and activities in the political construction of 

UDPs? To answer these questions, neo-Marxian perspectives of urban politics should move 

beyond both the economic determinist explanations of Marxist geography approaches and 

voluntarist-agent oriented explanations of neo-Weberian and neo-Pluralist approaches. 

Thesis argues that in order to answer such questions it is needed to adopt the dialectic 

relation between the economic structure and social-political agents of urban development 

processes and to reveal how UDPs are politically-ideologically constructed by a coalition of 

governmental and non-governmental, political and social forces.  

 

Therefore, the main research problem of this thesis is to investigate the political 

construction of UDPs through uncovering hegemonic discourses and activities of 

governmental and non-governmental agents, the collaborations and struggles of these 

agents in the formation of UDPs. Thesis developed a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian 

theoreticŀƭ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ ŜƭǳŎƛŘŀǘŜ Ƙƻǿ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅέ ŀƴŘ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩǎ 

ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ŀ ǎȅƴǘƘŜǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

concepts provide a critical framework to investigate the political-ideological superstructural 

capacities, mechanisms and relations in the political construction of UDP.     

 

Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective is operationalized, for the case 

study research, through formulating initial arguments and research questions of the thesis. 

These arguments and questions are derived from theoretical perspective and the analysis 

of the politics of UDPs in the world and Turkey and they set up the introductory base of 

research for the case study. Initial argument and research questions of the thesis and the 

way how they are deduced are mentioned in the following part of introduction chapter.  
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1.2 Initial arguments and research questions  

Initial arguments of the thesis are mentioned below. These initial arguments provide a 

framework to investigate the political construction of UDPs in the case study. The first and 

second initial arguments are derived from the theoretical framework of the thesis. They 

reflect how Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective views the political 

construction of UDPs. The third and the fourth initial arguments are derived from analyzing 

the politics of UDPs in the world and Turkey. Six UDPs from different capitalist countries of 

ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǳǊ ¦5tǎ ŦǊƻƳ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ŀǊŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀƴŘ comparatively 

investigated and these third and fourth initial arguments are deducted through this 

investigation.    

 

Initial Argument 1Υ ¦5tǎ ό¦Ǌōŀƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎύ ŀǊŜ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ¦5tǎ have become the mechanisms of 

constructing hegemony over the definition of urban political priorities. 

 

Initial Argument 2: UDPs are politically constructed through the hegemonic arguments, 

discourses and narratives of key decision-makers and these discursive practices have been 

used to mobilize public support and consent of different social forces. 

 

Initial argument 3: In the political construction of UDPS; not only discursive practices of 

hegemony construction, but also coercive-legislative mechanisms of capitalist state (new 

ƭŀǿǎΣ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŘŜŎǊŜŜ ƭŀǿǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǊƻƭŜΦ  

 

Initial Argument 4: UDPs are politically constructed through the complementary relation 

and differential articulation of the discursive practices of hegemony construction and 

coercive-legislative mechanisms of the capitalist state. 

 

Initial arguments put emphasis on hegemonically constructed discourses and coercively 

imposed legislative interventions in the political construction of UDPs. These arguments 

frame the focus of research to investigate the political construction of UDPs in the case 

study. Four sets of research questions are formulated for the case study research within the 

context of these four initial arguments. These four sets of research questions mentioned 

below constitute the empirical focus in designing case study research of the thesis.      
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 Which hegemonic discourses (as discursive persuasion practices) have been produced, 

used and disseminated by whom in the political construction of the UDPs? In this regard, 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ǳǊōŀƴ όǊŜύŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¦5tǎ 

ŀƴŘ ǿƘȅ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέΚ Iƻǿ ǘƘŜ ¦5tǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǎ άǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎέ 

ǘƻ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέΚ ²ƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ by whom in the 

ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ άǳǊōŀƴ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ ŀƴŘ άǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎέΚ 

 

 Hegemonic discourses intend to persuade which social forces to acquire their consent in 

the formation of the UDPs? What roles central and local government politicians and 

officiers, local business associations, property owners and investors, chambers and 

universities, media and non-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ όǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ Ҍ ŎƛǾƛƭ 

society) play in the political construction of UDPs? Key decision-makers of the UDPs target 

to persuade which one of these actors? And Why? 

 

 How these hegemonic discourses have been produced, disseminated and imposed to 

persuade different social forces in the formation of the UDPs? Through which urban 

political agenda setting practices these hegemonic discourses have been disseminated? 

What is the role of media in this process? 

 

 What role legislative interventions (new laws and regulations, change in the existing laws, 

ŘŜŎǊŜŜ ƭŀǿǎΧ ŜǘŎΦύ Ǉƭŀȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¦5tǎΚ ²Ƙŀǘ ƪƛƴŘ ƻŦ ŀ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ 

exists between the discursive persuasion practices of hegemony construction and the 

coercive-legislative mechanisms of capitalist state in the formation of UDPs? 

 

In order to test the validity of initial arguments and to reconsider them in the light of case 

ǎǘǳŘȅΩǎ ŜƳǇƛǊƛŎŀƭ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŦƻǳǊ ǎŜǘǎ ƻŦ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ formulated and they 

play an important role in determining research methodology, selecting case study and 

employing methods in the case study. To answer these research questions of thesis, an 

appropriate case study and research methodology are selected. The main rationales behind 

these selections of case study and methodology are mentioned in the following part of 

introduction chapter.     
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1.3 The Selection of Case Study 

The main research problem of this thesis is to reveal which governmental and non-

governmental agents play what roles in the political construction of UDPs in Turkey. This 

main research task is accomplished through uncovering hegemonic discourses, activities 

and collaborative relations of governmental and key non-governmental agents in the 

formation of UDPs. Therefore, it is essential for this thesis to make empirical research of the 

case study in an urban socio-political context where the agents of civil society are 

developed, organized and have collaborative or conflictual relations with government 

institutions in the formation of UDPs.     

 

TȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎƻŎƛƻ-ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀƎŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ 

are relatively well developed, conscious, organized and politically mobilized when 

compared to other cities of Turkey. Furthermore, these organized agents of civil society 

including local business associations, chambers (affiliated to Union of Chambers of Turkish 

Engineers and Architects-UCTEA), environmentalist non-governmental organizations, 

universities and media institutions tend to develop collaborative or conflictual relations 

with governmental decision-makers in the formation of UDPs. Thus, the first reason behind 

ǘƘŜ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ŘŜǇŜƴŘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

politically mobilized agents of civil society, most of which have play key roles in the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ    

 

The second reason behind the selection of the case study is the political struggle between 

central and local governments. Unlike most of the Turkish metropolitan cities, local 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇŀǊǘȅ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ όwŜǇǳōƭƛŎŀƴ 

tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ tŀǊǘy-RPP). There is a fierce competition between ruling political party of central 

government (Justice and Democracy Party-JDP) and prevailing local political authority of 

Ƴŀƛƴ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇŀǊǘȅ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ōȅ ǿƛƴƴƛƴƎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴs. 

/ƻƴǘǊƻƭƭƛƴƎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǊǳƭƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘȅ ƻŦ 

¢ǳǊƪŜȅΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀƴŘ 

distribute a significant amount of urban rent. Therefore, JDP government pays a particular 

attention to form and implement rent-ōŀǎŜŘ ¦5tǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όT¢/ύ 

Development Project is such a rent-based tourism development project, with which JDP 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ƛǘǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ TȊƳƛr. Prevailing local political 

power of RPP also develops such rent-based UDPs to secure its local political power in 
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TȊƳƛǊΦ bŜǿ /ƛǘȅ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όb//ύ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ 

represents the most prominent rent-based UDP of RPP ƛƴ Tzmir. Thus, NCC project of local 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ 

investigated since they reflect how different political authorities aim to enhance or secure 

ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ! ōǊƛŜŦ ǎǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

hegemonic role governmental and non-governmental actors play in these processes are 

ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ǇŀǊŀƎǊŀǇƘǎ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǿƘȅ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ 

selected as the case study of this thesis.  

 

NCC project has become a flagship urban regeneration project to attract investment 

through producing the spaces of a new central business district, commerce and 

consumption-based activities, luxury and gated residents and shopping malls. The 

formation of NCC ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŘŀǘŜǎ ōŀŎƪ ǘƻ нлллǎΦ {ƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƻŦ нлллǎΤ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality, district municipalities, investors, local business associations and chambers 

(affiliated to UCTEA) have made a series of meetings and discussions in the formation of 

NCC development plan.     

 

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ paid particular attention to incorporate the views of these non-

governmental actors in the planning process and the demands of them were taken into 

consideration in the formation of land-use and density decisions of NCC development plan. 

In fact, this was a strategic decision to cooperate and collaborate with local capital and 

chambers. As a result, NCC development plan was approved in the year 2005 with the 

consensus of local government institutions, local capital (including investors and local 

business associations) and chambers. 
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Figure 1. 1 New City Center Development Project (Source: T¸YabTtΣ нлмлύ  

 

b// ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ 

ǘƻ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘ ōŀŎƪǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǊǘέ όT¸YabTtΣ нлмлύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

ŀƭǎƻ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ άŀ ǾƛŀōƭŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƴŜǿ ǳǊōan images, flagship urban 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǿƻǊŘ Ŏƛǘȅέ 

(T½..Σ нлмм). Powerful governmental and investor-business actors of NCC project argued 

ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǎƛǘŜ άǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ a locomotive poǿŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ 

entrepreneurialism within the context of new global and local economic development 

dynamicsέ όT¸YabTtΣ нлмлύΦ  

 

¢ƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ƛƴǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ ǎƘŀǇŜ ŀƴŘ ōǳƛƭŘ ŀ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

opinion through ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ 

άŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǎŜƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ 

άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ based ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ǳǘǘŜǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
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was prepared with the involvement of different stakeholders including investors, chambers 

ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎέΦ ¢ƘŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ нллн ŀƴŘ нллс ǇŀǎǎŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

dominance of such hegemonic discourses and the Greater Municipality, investors, local 

business associations and chambers played an important role in the production and 

dissemination of such hegemonic discursive practices. 

 

hǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΣ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǊŜǾƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ŀƴŘ 

increased the density of building with this plan revision iƴ нллсΦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Chamber of Architecture (whose leader served as the consultant of the Mayor of Greater 

Municipality in this period) supported to this plan revision. The Greater Municipality of 

TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ōǳilding density should be understood as a 

άǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀέΦ After a few judiciary actions against 

NCC development plan between 2007 and 2010, this development plan was revised again 

and it was started to be implemented in 2011  

 

On the other hand, tƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όTTC) Development Project 

follows a different path in terms of the planning process and the relations of governmental 

and non-governmental actorsΦ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳέ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŘŀǘŜǎ ōŀŎƪ ǘƻ 

1989 tƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ ǿƘŜƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ declared as a Tourism Center by the central government. 

.ŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ мффлǎΣ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŀǊŜŀ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ŘƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΦ 

After the tourism center decision, since the 1990s, it has been subjected to various 

development efforts although there were important counter decisions declared that 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜƭȅ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŜŘΦ 

 

As the leading local business association, TȊƳƛǊ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳŜǊŎŜ stated that άTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 

should be developed as a site of fair and tourism to attract investment with EXPOέ όT½¢hΣ 

нллсύΦ /ŜƴǘǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ όaƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎύ supported and advanced this proposal in 2007 through starting 

the planning procedure for development. In the year 2007, T¢/ development plans are 

prepared and approved with the collaboration of central and local governments, local 

business associations and property owners in the project area. ²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ 9·th нлмр ŀƴŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜ 9·th 

нлмр TȊƳƛǊ 9ȄŜŎǳǘƛǾŜ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ ǿŀǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ-private partnership to manage 
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9·th нлмр ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀŎȅ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ show that hosting a mega 

ŜǾŜƴǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ Ŏŀǘŀƭȅǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

 

 

 

Figure 1.2 TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ (Source: KTB, 2011) 

 

However, chambers affiliated to UCTEA opposed to rent-based development approach of 

T¢C project and ǘƘŜȅ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎŀƴŎŜƭ ƻŦ T¢/ development plans in 

2007 and 2009. As a result of these judiciary actionsΣ T¢/ development plans were canceled 

two times. Since 2010, governmental and investor-business actors ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ TTC project 

started to discuss the legislation of a project-based law to facilitate the implementation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Currently, there is not any project-based legislative intervention enacted to 

bypass court decisions and to facilitate the implementation ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΤ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ it is a 

high probability that such a project-based legislative intervention could be enforced within 

the EXPO 2020 candidacy process to overcome oppositional activities of chambers. 

!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŜŘ ȅŜǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ is an EXPO-based government and 

investor-business collaboration ŀƎƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/Φ !ǎ 

ǘƘŜ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦŀƛƭΣ ǘƘƛǎ 9·th-based collaboration tend to mobilize 

legislative power of the state to form a coercive base of power for the implementation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ   

 

Since 2000s, it is undoubtedly apparent that the most important UDPs, that are expected to 

ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ǘƘŜ ƘƛƎƘŜǎǘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ŀǊŜ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ 

widely agreed that these two leading UDPs will radically transform the existing social and 

spatial structure of urban space and furthermore, it has been observable in the last ten 
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ȅŜŀǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

discourses of governmental and investor-business actors have been concentrated on these 

ǘǿƻ ¦5tǎΦ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-economic context in 

which agriculture and industry based sectors are declining and commerce, tourism and 

consumption-oriented activities are gaining attraction. This transformation of the political-

economic context, behind the formation of the two UDPs, also reflects that these projects 

are the product of a change in the regime of capital accumulation. Therefore, these two 

UDPs reflect and embody the changing relations and strategies in the regime of capital 

accumulation. However, analyzing the restructuring of local economy and capital 

accumulation dynamics is not adequate to reveal how hegemonic-ideological and coercive-

legislative powers have been constructed and mobilized through these UDPs. We need to 

critically investigate the political construction of UDPs to elucidate through which 

hegemonic-ideological discursive practices and coercive-legislative mechanisms these two 

¦5tǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ  

 

1.4 Research Design and Methodology  

Methodological framework of this thesis is organized through a critical realist methodology 

combining deductive and inductive research strategies and qualitative and quantitative 

research methods. In this part, this research design of thesis is explained in detail to answer 

why such a methodological framework is developed and how it is used in different stages of 

research.     

 

1.4.1 Methodological Framework  

Methodological framework of the thesis is explained in two parts. Firstly, the general 

framework of critical realist epistemology and its methodological implications to research 

the politics of urban development are put forward. Furthermore, in this part it is also 

explicated how critical realist methodology of the thesis combines deductive and inductive, 

qualitative and quantitative research strategies and methods. In the second part, the design 

of case study is brought up by explaining which qualitative research methods are used to 

provide answers of which research questions. In this second part, some methodological 

remarks are also stated to shed light on the organization and application of critical 

discourse analysis, questionnaires and semi-structured in-depth interviews, all of which 

constitute qualitative research methods of the case study research. 
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1.4.1.1 Critical Realism and Investigating the Political Construction of Urban 

Development Projects  

Critical realism provides the best methodological framework for the research. Critical realist 

paradigm of social sciences aims to construct a middle way between positivism and 

interpretivism through criticizing both of these two methodological frameworks. 

Empiricism, and positivism more generally, research socio-spatial phenomenon through 

only focusing on observable events. However as critical realism puts forward, causal 

explanations behind socio-spatial phenomenon could not be revealed by this positivist and 

empiricist way of research, since they merely concentrate on the level of regular and 

observed events (Blaikie, 2007). There are unobservable levels of socio-spatial reality and 

empiricist and positivist research methodologies face serious problems in uncovering 

generative structures and mechanisms behind this socio-spatial reality  (Bhaskar, 1997). 

 

On the other hand, there are interpretivist methodology stresses the meaningful nature of 

people's participation in social and cultural life. This methodological framework aims to 

research socio-spatial reality through considering behaviors, narratives, discourses and 

motivations of the people involved in particular socio-spatial processes. However this 

approach of social science could also be criticized since it pays an over emphasis on the role 

ƻŦ ŀƎŜƴǘΩǎ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜǎ ƛƴ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ ŀ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ǇƘŜƴƻƳŜƴƻƴΦ 

Interpretivist methodological frameworks adopt voluntarist explanations and most of them 

ignore structural causal dynamics and generative structures behind socio-spatial reality. 

 

As a socio-spatial reality, the politics of urban development could be best researched by a 

critical realist methodology of social science. In order to reveal the political construction of 

UDPs, it is needed to move beyond both economic determinist perspective of empiricism 

and voluntarist agent-based perspective of interpretivism. Thesis argues that there is a 

dialectical relation between economic structure (capital accumulation) and political-

ideological superstructure (hegemony construction and struggles) in the formation of UDPs 

and this dialectic could  be best investigated relationally through a critical realist 

methodological framework.        
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Critical realist methodology argued that there are three levels of the social world namely: 

the real, the actual and the empirical. The real level consists of mechanisms and structures 

which could not be observed by social scientist. The actual level could be described as the 

realm of events being produced by these mechanisms and not all the events in this domain 

are observed. Lastly,  there is empirical level referring to the observable events (Bhaskar, 

1997). Critical realism is a search for generative structures and mechanisms behind the 

social reality (Sayer, 1992). Furthermore, in contrast to empiricist and positivist 

epistemologies, critical realists believe that knowledge claims could not only based on 

observation alone; but they are also dependent on the theoretical perspectives that 

researchers subscribe to. A critical realist researcher could not propose initial arguments or 

hypothesis through isolating related theories in the research field. Critical realist 

researchers adopt a theory-informed research approach in the designing of empirical 

survey. Such an approach also requires a combination of inductive and deductive, 

retroductive and abductive research strategies.  

 

Thesis adopts such a critical realist methodology through employing it with a Lefebvrian-

inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective. The main empirical focus of critical realist 

research methodology of thesis is to revel how a hegemonic power has been constructed 

with UDPs over the definition of urban political priorities. To answer this question, thesis 

ŀŘƻǇǘǎ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ όнлллΤ нллнύ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŀƭƛǎǘ ƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ hegemony. This interpretation 

of hegemony brings forward to discuss five main dimensions of research methodology. 

 

Firstly, the construction of hegemony and the role hegemonic projects play in this process 

are not only an inter-subjective phenomenon. Hegemonic projects are also grounded in 

ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ōȅ DǊŀƳǎŎƛ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άŘŜŎƛǎƛǾŜ ƴǳŎƭŜǳǎ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅέ 

όDǊŀƳǎŎƛΣ мфтмύΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ¦5tǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέ 

are critically investigated relatedly with the structural dynamics of economy and capital 

accumulation processes. The second point to explain about methodology of thesis is that a 

critical realist conception of hegemony requires an examination of different hegemonic 

projects, the particular social groups and classes involved, the interest that they represent, 

the various values and world-views that they hold and the political blocks and alliances that 

are constructed (Joseph, 2002). Moreover, these agent-based aspects of hegemony should 

not be investigated by ignoring the structural conditions of capitalism. There is always a 

determinative relation between structure and superstructure in the formation of capitalist 
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ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŀƴŘ ¦5tǎ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άƘŜƎŜƳƻnic 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ 

 

The third dimension points out the site of hegemonic projects. Hegemonic class fractions 

organizes themselves through the state, bringing together differing interests and forging 

them into a hegemonic block (Joseph, 2000). Therefore, state and its urban policy making 

and planning processes and mechanisms have become strategic terrains for the formation 

and implementation of hegemonic projects. Thus; state (in the integral sense) and its 

regulative power over the formation of UDPs constitute the central site of empirical survey 

in this thesis.  

 

The fourth point stresses that critical realist interpretation of hegemony entails the use of 

critical discourse analysis because hegemony is constructed through the production, 

dissemination and domination of hegemonic discourses of governmental and key non-

governmental actors. Fairclough et al. (2005) argue that critical realism is compatible with 

critical discourse analysis because discourses frame social interaction and contributes to 

the construction of social and political relations. Critical discourse analysis, in this respect, 

provides such a base of qualitative survey. Through using critical discourse analysis, it is 

possible to provide answers to the question of how hegemonic discourses provide a 

motivational force behind the actions of governmental and non-governmental agents in the 

formation of UDPs. Hegemonic discourses and narratives in the formation of UDPs and the 

persuasive role they play to acquire the consent of different social forces could be 

investigated with a combination of critical realist methodology and critical discourse 

analysis. Although it plays a central role in the design of case study research, critical 

discourse analysis is not proposed as the only way of empirical survey in the thesis. Rather, 

it is applied as a part of the mixed methodological framework, consisted of inductive and 

deductive strategies and qualitative and quantitative methods. 

 

Methodological framework of the thesis and the rationale behind the selection of this 

methodology are explained in this part of introduction chapter. The following part shows 

why and how deductive and inductive strategies, quantitative and qualitative methods are 

combined within the critical realist methodology of the thesis. The later part also elucidates 

which empirical survey methods (critical discourses analysis, questionnaires and in-depth 

interviews) are used to answer which research questions of thesis.       
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1.4.1.2 The Combination of Deductive and  Inductive Strategies and Qualitative 

and Quantitative Methods  

This thesis adopts a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian critical realist methodology and 

within this methodological framework different research strategies and methods are used 

complementarily to reveal how UDPs are politically constructed. In the first stage of 

research, politics of UDPs is investigated through focusing on six UDPs from different 

capitalist countries of the world. In the later stage, the political construction of UDPs, the 

role of hegemonic-ideological discursive practices and coercive-legislative mechanism are 

ŜƭǳŎƛŘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŎƻƳǇŀǊƛƴƎ ŦƻǳǊ ¦5tǎ ŦǊƻƳ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǘǿƻ ǎǘŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ 

research provided important deductions since they uncovered observed regularities and 

characteristics of capitalist urbanization patterns. Furthermore, they also unveiled the 

urban socio-political context of Turkish metropolitan cities in which UDPs are politically 

constructed. These two stages of research indentify UDPs as observed regularities of 

capitalist urbanization and they provided key deductions to formulate the third and the 

fourth initial arguments and to design the framework of the case study research. In the 

third stage of research, a quantitative analysis of local economic strǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛǎ ƳŀŘŜ 

with reference to capital accumulation processes and the role of urbanization in these 

processes. This quantitative analysis of economic growth, employment and built 

environment production indicators also provided deductions, since it explained underlying 

ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƎƛǾŜ ǊƛǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ 

of key information to show how UDPs are proposed as solutions to overcome structural 

problems of neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ǎǘŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΣ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ƻŦ 

literature review on UDPs and quantitative analysis of local economic structure, reflect 

deductive research strategy of thesis. Through making deductions within these research 

stages, initial arguments three and four are formulated and they designed the framework 

of case study.                

 

Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective and the first two stages of 

research provide a base for us to formulate initial arguments of thesis.  After formulating 

these arguments, the case study research is organized to test the validity of these 

ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ. Qualitative methods are used in case study research to comparatively 

ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜ Ƙƻǿ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘΦ There are 
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four interrelated components of this qualitative analysis, which are documentary analysis, 

media analysis, questionnaires and semi-structured in-depth interviews. Documentary 

analysis includes the analysis of plan reports and related documents concerning the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘǿƻ ¦5tǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΤ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇƻǊǘǎ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

tƭŀƴǎ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ŀǊŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀƴŀƭȅȊŜŘΦ ¢ƻ ƳŀƪŜ ƳŜŘƛŀ 

ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΣ ƴŜǿǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜǎ ƻƴ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴ Ƴŀǎǎ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǘƻƻƭǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ 

newspaper, television channels and internet web sites are systematically checked and 

reviewed. A critical discourses analysis of these documents and media texts is made. The 

main findings of discourses analysis play a key role in designing the questions of 

questionnaires and interviews and therefore they led and oriented the organization of 

urban field research. The empirical evidence of the case study led research to make 

inductions to reveal the characteristics and patterns of the political construction of two 

¦5tǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘŀǘƛǾŜ Řŀǘŀ ǿƛǘƘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎΣ 

questionnaires and interviews, this thesis made important inductions to describe how NCC 

ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ǊŜŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ 

initial arguments. The figure mentioned below shows how deductive and inductive research 

strategies and quantitative and qualitative research methods are combined to investigate 

the political construction of UDPs.  
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 Research Strategies (RS)                                     Research Methods (RM) 

   

 

 Quantitative RM   

  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 Qualitative RM 

  

  

 

 

 

  
  
 Critical Discourse Analysis  
     (of interview, media, plan report and  
 document texts) 

Qualitative Analysis of the Political Construction of b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ  from TȊƳƛǊΥ /ŀǎŜ {ǘǳŘȅ 

Deductive RS 
Aim: to test 
theories to 
eliminate the false 
ones ane 
corroborate the 
survivor 
Empirical Survey 
Strategy: Identify a 
regularity to be 
explained and 
construct a theory 
through hypothesis 
and test them  

Inductive RS 
Aim: to establish  
descriptions of 
characteristics and 
patterns 
Empirical Survey 
Strategy: Collect 
data on 
characteristics 
and/or patterns 
and produce 
descriptions  

 

Literature Review on the 
Political Construction of 
UDPs in the World: Unveiling 

of the observed regularities and 
characteristics of capitalist 
urbanization patterns 
throughout the world   

Literature Review on the 
political construction of 
UDPs in Turkey: Unveiling 

of socio-political context of 
UDPs as a form of capitalist 
urbanization in Turkey  

Quantitative Analysis of Local 
9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛǘƘ 
reference to Turkey: Explaining 

underlying structural (economic) 
mechanisms of capitalist 
urbanization processes   

Document Analysis:  
Analysis of plan reports and related documents  

Media Analysis  
Systematic check and review of media sources from internet 

 

Questionnaires   
Questionnaire with central and local government institutions, 
property owners and investors, local business associations, non-
governmental organizations and chambers, local branches of 
political parties, media, universities and local residents 

In-depth Interview  
Interviews with central and local government institutions, 
property owners and investors, local business associations, non-
governmental organizations and chambers, local branches of 
political parties, media, universities and local residents 

 

 

Figure 1.3 Critical Realist Research Methodology of Thesis, combining inductive and deductive strategies and quantitative and qualitative methods (Source: 

Texts in the boxes of Research Strategies are taken from Blaikie, 2007) 
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The investigation of the political construction of UDPs is a multi-dimensional and 

comprehensive research topic. It includes (1) the literature review on the politics of UDPs, 

(2) the quantitative analysis of local economic structure and capital accumulation processes 

and lastly (3) the analysis of case study through using different but complementary 

qualitative methods. This wide range of research could only be carried out through 

combining deductive and inductive strategies and quantitative and qualitative methods. 

This mixed critical realist methodological framework of thesis provides critical perspective 

to reveal through which hegemonic-ideological discursive practices and coercive-legislative 

mechanism UDPs are politically constructed. The design and the main components of case 

study research are explained with detail in the following part.     

 

1.4.2 The Design of Case Study Research 

The design of case study research is outlined with reference to initial arguments, research 

questions and empirical research methods, that are mentioned in the table below. Thesis 

intends to find out the answers of these research questions through employing different 

research methods wiǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ bŜǿ /ƛǘȅ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 

¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ŀōƭŜ ǎƘƻǿǎ ŦƻǳǊ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 

research questions. The comparative case study is designed to provide answers to these 

research questions. Different empirical research methods including critical discourse 

analysis, questionnaire and semi-structured in-depth interviews are combined and used to 

find out the answers of research questions. 
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Table 1.1 Initial Arguments, Research Questions and Empirical Research Methods in the Design of 

Case Study Research 

Initial Arguments  Research Questions  Empirical Research Methods 

¶ UDPs (Urban Development 
Projects) are attempts to 
ŦƻǊƳ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ 
ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ 
therefore UDPs have 
become the mechanisms of 
constructing hegemony over 
the definition of urban 
political priorities. 
 

¶ UDPs are politically 
constructed through the 
hegemonic arguments, 
discourses and narratives of 
key decision-makers and 
these discursive practices 
have been used to mobilize 
public support and consent 
of different social forces. 
 

¶ In the political 
construction of UDPS; not 
only discursive practices of 
hegemony construction, but 
also coercive-legislative 
mechanisms of capitalist 
state (new laws, change in 
the existing laws, decree 
ƭŀǿǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǊƻƭŜΦ  
 

¶ UDPs are politically 
constructed through the 
complementary relation and 
differential articulation of 
the discursive practices of 
hegemony construction and 
coercive-legislative 
mechanisms of the capitalist 
state. 

Which hegemonic discourses (as 
discursive persuasion practices) 
have been produced, used and 
disseminated by whom in the 
political construction of the UDPs? 
In this regard, which urban 
όǊŜύŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ ŀǊŜ 
defined within the formation of the 
UDPs and why they are defined as 
άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέΚ Iƻǿ ǘƘŜ ¦5tǎ ƘŀǾŜ 
ōŜŜƴ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǎ άǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎέ ǘƻ 
ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέΚ 
Which concepts and arguments are 
used by whom in the definition of 
ǘƘŜǎŜ άǳǊōŀƴ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ ŀƴŘ 
άǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎέΚ 

 Critical Discourse Analysis  
(of plan report, related document and media texts)  
 Questionnaire 

The Neighborhood Questionnaire 
(Questionnaire with the people living and working 
in the project areas)  
The Institution Questionnaire 
 (Questionnaire with central and local 
governments, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 
 In-depth Interviews  

(Interviews with central and local governments, 
local residents, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 

Hegemonic discourses intend to 
persuade which social forces to 
acquire their consent in the 
formation of the UDPs? What roles 
central and local government 
politicians and officiers, local 
business associations, property 
owners and investors, chambers 
and universities, media and non-
ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ 
(political society + civil society) play 
in the political construction of 
UDPs? Key decision-makers of the 
UDPs target to persuade which one 
of these actors? And Why? 

 Questionnaire 
The Neighborhood Questionnaire 
(Questionnaire with the people living and working 
in the project areas)  
The Institution Questionnaire 
 (Questionnaire with central and local 
governments, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 
 In-depth Interviews  

(Interviews with central and local governments, 
local residents, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 

How these hegemonic discourses 
have been produced, disseminated 
and imposed to persuade different 
social forces in the formation of the 
UDPs? Through which urban 
political agenda setting practices 
these hegemonic discourses have 
been disseminated? What is the 
role of media in this process? 

 Questionnaire 
The Neighborhood Questionnaire 
(Questionnaire with the people living and working 
in the project areas)  
The Institution Questionnaire 
 (Questionnaire with central and local 
governments, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 
 In-depth Interview  

(Interviews with central and local governments, 
local residents, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 
 Critical Discourse Analysis  

(of media, document and interview texts)  

What role legislative interventions 
(new laws and regulations, change 
ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŘŜŎǊŜŜ ƭŀǿǎΧ 
etc.) play in the political 
construction of the UDPs? What 
kind of a relation exists between 
the discursive persuasion practices 
of hegemony construction and the 
coercive-legislative mechanisms of 
capitalist state? 

 Questionnaire 
The Institution Questionnaire 
 (Questionnaire with central and local 
governments, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 
 In-depth Interview  

(Interviews with central and local governments, 
local residents, investors, local business 
associations, non-governmental organizations and 
chambers, political parties, media and universities) 
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1.4.2.1 Critical Discourse Analysis  

Critical discourse analysis formed an initial outline to investigate the political construction 

of two UDPs. It provided preliminary findings on the formation of b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ and 

oriented urban field research through playing an important role in designing the questions 

of questionnaire and interview. Discourses of key actors in the formation of two UDPs were 

critically analyzed before the field survey. This critical analysis of discourse concentrated on 

plan reports, related documents and media texts. These textual resources to which 

discourse analysis was applied is mentioned below. 

 

Á News and Articles reflected in mass media tools (including newspapers, television channels 

and internet web sites) 

Á The competition brief of International Urban Design Competition for the Port District of 

TȊƳƛǊ 

Á The deciphered texts from the voice record of a symposium called άTȊƳƛǊ .ǸǘǸƴǸƴŘŜ 

bŀǊƭƤŘŜǊŜ-TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ {ŜƳǇƻȊȅǳƳǳέ ƘŜƭŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ 1995 

Á ¢ƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǇƘŜǊŜŘ ǘŜȄǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǾƻƛŎŜ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƻŦ ŀ ǇŀƴŜƭ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ά5ŜƐƛǒŜƴ YŜƴǘƭŜǊΣ 5ŜƐƛǒŜƴ 

TȊƳƛǊέ ƘŜƭŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ 2001 

Á ¢ƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǇƘŜǊŜŘ ǘŜȄǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǾƻƛŎŜ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƻŦ ŀ ŦƻǊǳƳ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ CƻǊǳƳǳέ ƘŜƭŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ 

in 2006 

Á ¢ƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǇƘŜǊŜŘ ǘŜȄǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǾƻƛŎŜ ǊŜŎƻǊŘ ƻŦ ŀ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ 

tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤ IŀƭƪƤƴ YŀǘƤƭƤƳƤ ¢ƻǇƭŀƴǘƤǎƤέ ƘŜƭŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ нлм0 

Á ¢ƘŜ wŜǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ  

Á ¢ƘŜ wŜǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ bŜǿ /ƛǘȅ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ  

Á ¢ƘŜ wŜǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ tƭŀn 

 

The discourses of central and local government politicians and officiers, investors and 

property owners, the leaders of local business associations, chambers and other non-

governmental institutions constitute these textual resources. Therefore; coherent and 

conflicting discourses, views and opinions of these actors were declared, manifested and 

discussed in these textual resources. An analysis of these discourses is made through 

ŜƳǇƭƻȅƛƴƎ CŀƛǊŎƭƻǳƎƘΩǎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜ analysis (Fairclough, 1995; 2001). 

Fairclough (2001) focuses on six main dimensions of discourse particularly in investigating 

the political-ideological dynamics behind the construction of dominant views and widely-

accepted opinions. According to him, a predominant view on the formulation of a particular 

state policy has been constructed through the production, dissemination and domination of 
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key discourses. Discourses have become hegemonic discursive practices by this way and 

they provide crucial roles in mobilizing public support and consent behind a particular state 

intervention or policy. To reveal these roles of discourses, the case study research 

concentrated on CŀƛǊŎƭƻǳƎƘΩǎ six critical dimensions of discourse analysis, which include 

vocabulary, grammar, textual structures, the force of utterance, intertextuality and the 

ideological coherence of texts. The framework of CŀƛǊŎƭƻǳƎƘΩǎ critical discourse analysis, 

adopted in this research, is mentioned below in the table. 

 

Table 1.2 The Framework of Critical Discourse Analysis Adopted in Research  

(1) Vocabulary 
 Rewording, overwording and emphasized words 
 Ideologically constructed and contested words 
 Ideologically relevant and significant meaning relations between words 

(2) Grammar  
 Sentence structures through which the subject, causality and responsibility of action are obscured  
 Grammatical modes adopted in the declarations and news (three major modes; declarative, grammatical question, 

imperative) 
 The Use of Pronouns we and you to ideologically define and separate subject positions  

(3) Textual structures 
 The constitution and the designing of texts, heading and articles in the formation of news 

(4) The Force of Utterance 
 Ideological meanings and reinforcements through the observation of acts of speech 

(5) Intertextuality 
 The finding of common themes (written and/or verbal) within several texts in several documents  
 ¢ƘŜ ǳƴŎƻǾŜǊƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ άƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜέ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ǘƻ ŘƛǎǇƭŀŎŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ŜƳōŜŘŘŜŘ ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ 

deploy new ideological messages. 
(6)  The Ideological coherence of texts 
  Ideological coherence and contradictions of texts  

  Source: Fairclough, 2001 

 

The findings of  critical discourse analysis are presented in the tables which are mentioned 

in the case study chapter.  These tables show predominant and oppositional discourses, 

their speaker actors and targeted audiences and the mechanisms disseminating these 

discourses. The findings of discourse analysis also indicate how the powerful and 

predominant actors of the UDPs construct and reinforce some definitions, meanings and 

perceptions through using and manipulating certain vocabularies and grammatical features 

in their discourses      

 

1.4.2.2 Questionnaires  

The preparation of the questionnaire and the selection of the sampling depend on the 

findings of critical discourse analysis. Discourse analysis provided a base of preliminary 

findings to unveil which hegemonic discourses have been produced, disseminated and 

dominated by whom in the political construction of UDPs. These preliminary findings of 
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discourse analysis gave a direction to urban field survey through playing an important role 

in the designing of questionnaires and interviews. Critical discourse analysis not only 

contributed to the preparation of the questions  of questionnaires and interviews, but it 

also identified key institutional actors in the formation of two UDPs. The sampling of the 

questionnaire is designated by this identification of key actors.  

 

Questionnaires basically investigated to what extend these hegemonic discourses have 

been internalized and reproduced by the institutions and the local residents (people living 

or working in the project sites). Questionnaires detected the motivations behind the 

supportive and oppositional tendencies of different institutional actors and local residents 

in the formation of UDPs. Why they support for or oppose against the formation of these 

two UDPs? Which decisive factors play what kind of roles in the formation of these 

supportive and oppositional tendencies? Through which mechanisms public support and 

consent have been mobilized and which actors (as the social forces of urban politics) play 

what kind of roles in the formation of supportive and oppositional positions? 

Questionnaires are prepared to find out concrete answers of these questions and they 

applied to the related institutions and local residents living or working in the 

neighborhoods where the projects are planned to be implemented. 

   

¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘǿƻ ǘȅǇŜǎ ƻŦ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜǎ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ άLƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ 

vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜέ ŀƴŘ άbŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘ vǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜέ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǎŀƳŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴǎΦ 

Two different types of questionnaire used different sampling methods. But the findings of 

different questionnaires are interrelated and they are presented, discussed and interpreted 

together in the case study chapter.      

 

1.4.2.2.1 The Institution Questionnaire  

A non-random sampling method is used in the application of Institution Questionnaire. The 

reason behind the selection of this non-random sampling is that there is not a universe of 

institutional actors concerning the formation of NC/ ŀƴŘ T¢/ projects. There are different 

ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ 

property developer and investor firms, political parties, unions, chambers, universities and 

all other non-governmental institutions. Some of these institutions are decision-makers in 

the formation of these UDPs, therefore they have an official opinion for the projects. There 

are other institutions having no power of decision-making but forming an opinion on the 
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basis of their interests, orientations and motivations. Lastly, there are also irrelevant 

institutions do not have any idea or view for these UDPs. Thus, a universe of institutional 

actors could not be defined simply for the application of institution questionnaire. 

However, critical discourse analysis solved this sampling problem through the identification 

of key institutional categories and actors in the formation of UDPs. A number of 118 

institutions are identified in this respect and these institutional actors are considered as a 

relevant sampling since they develop, reflect and share similar and different opinions 

concerning the formation of b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ Lƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜ ƛǎ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ ǘƻ 

these non-randomly selected sampling of institutional actors which reflect a relevant and 

ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ DǊŀƳǎŎƛ Ŏŀƭƭǎ άǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ Ҍ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀǇǇƭƛŜŘ мнп 

institution questionnaire to these 118 different institutions. The rate of different 

institutional categories in the formation of the sampling is mentioned below. The list of 

non-randomly selected sampling and the form of institution questionnaire are mentioned 

in the appendices.  

 

central 
government 
institutions

10%
(12)

local 
government 
institutions

17%
(21)

local branches of political 
parties

8%
(10)

local capital organizations
10%
(13)

investor firms
14%
(17)

labor unions
5%
(6)

media institutions
6%
(7)

chambers affiliated to 
UCTEA

7%
(9)

universities
5%
(6)

other non-
governmental 
organizations

18%
(23)

The Rate of Institutional Categories in the Sampling of Institution Questionairre

 

Figure 1.4 The Rate of Institutional Categories in the Sampling of Institution Questionnaire 

 

In the application of institution questionnaire, it is assumed that the persons to whom the 

questionnaire is applied reflect the official view of their institutions. In other words, it is 

made a general presumption that all the people to whom the questionnaire is applied are 

assumed as representing the official view of their institution (whatever their duties in their 

institutions, administrative or occupational). However, this assumption is also tested with 

the questions in the questionnaire and it is examined to what extend these persons reflect 

the official view of their institutions.  
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In the application of questionnaire it is made one institution questionnaire with one person 

and assumed that this person reflects the official view of his/her institution. However, a 

total of eight institution questionnaires are made with tƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ 

Ministry of Culture and Tourism owing to their key and central roles in the formation of 

b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ projects. The reason behind this exceptionality is that it is intended to 

investigate the coherent, conflicting and oppositional views on the formation of these UDPs 

in the same institution. For instance, it is detected conflicting views among the 

administratively and occupationally charged persons in the same institutions like the 

Ministry of Culture and Tourism. Institution questionnaire, in this respect, contributes to 

the investigation of how the official and dominant views (on the formation of the projects) 

of institutions have been shaped and also it is revealed how these views of institutions have 

been opposed through the counter and oppositional discourses and views of the people 

working inside and outside of these institutions.   

 

1.4.2.2.2 The Neighborhood Questionnaire  

Field survey of case study does not only concentrated to unveil the predominant and 

oppositional views and discourses of particular institutions (considered as related 

institutional actors in the formation of the projects), but it also pays particular attention to 

elucidate how local residents (people living or working in the areas of the projects) are 

reacted to these predominant and oppositional views, how their supportive or opposional 

views (concerning the formation of the projects) have been shaped and which decisive 

factors and hegemony construction practices play roles in the constitution of these 

supportive or opposional positions of local residents. To provide concrete answers to these 

questions, a neighborhood questionnaire is prepared and applied to the people living or 

working in the areas of the projects. The form of neighborhood questionnaire is mentioned 

in appendices.    

 

There are four neighborhoods under investigation within the spatial concentration of New 

/ƛǘȅ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όb//ύ ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όT¢/ύ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ ¢ǿƻ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǊŜ 

Ege and Umurbey Neighborhoods located in the backside of Alsancak Port and constitute a 

large part of the area of NCC project. Umurbey Neighborhood was developed historically 

with port-related storage functions and small-scale industry. Ege Neighborhood was 

developed as a migrant settlement of unauthorized housing and provided low-wage labor 
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for the development of informal urban economy for decades. These two neighborhoods are 

facing a process of urban decay owing to the industrial decline and local economic 

restructuring. According to 2011 population census, the number of total population in Ege 

and Umurbey Neighborhoods is 2757. 120 neighborhood questionnaires were applied with 

a random-sampling method to the people living or working in Ege and Umurbey 

Neighborhoods. Therefore, (randomly-selected) number of sampling represents %4,35 of 

the local residents living in these neighborhoods that are subjected to the implementation 

of NCC Project (the rate of random-sampling for NCC Project is %4,3).  

 

Other two neighborhoods are investigated ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ 

ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘǎ ŀǊŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

owing to their ecological characteristics and conservation-oriented decisions taken to 

inhibit development in this site. In fact, TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ ǎǘŀȅŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ-

agricultural conservation site where small land owners cultivate citrus fruit for decades. 

However, the pattern of property and conservation-oriented decisions has been changed 

and Ministry of Culture and Tourism plans ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ-oriented space 

ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ нлмм ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ŎŜƴǎǳǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǘŀƭ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 

population (living in TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ bŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘǎύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ 

directly ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ōȅ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ нтртΦ 122 neighborhood questionnaires were applied with 

a random-ǎŀƳǇƭƛƴƎ ƳŜǘƘƻŘ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ нтрт ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ 

Neighborhoods. The rate of random-ǎŀƳǇƭƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ҈рΣпрΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǊŀǘŜǎ ƻŦ 

random-sampling for each project is represented with the figure mentioned below              
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new city center
50%
(120)

ƛƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ 
center
50%
(122)

The Project Areas that were subjected to the application of 
neigborhood questionnaire

 

Figure 1.5 The Project Areas that were Subjected to the Application of Neighborhood 

Questionnaire  

Note: Randomly-selected sampling populations represent %4,3 of total population for NCC project area and 

%5,4 of total population for T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǊŀǘŜǎ ƻŦ ǎŀƳǇƭƛƴƎ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ be displayed under each figure of 

neighborhood questionnaire findings.  

  

As Figure shows, in the application of neighborhood questionnaire different local residents 

are randomly selected from different project areas. These local residents did not only 

express their views and opinions on the particular project which is expected to directly 

affect them. They also stated their views and opinions (if available) on the other project 

which is not expected to directly affect them. In other words, through the application of 

neighborhood questionnaire, a cross-investigation of the views of local residents is made to 

reveal both the views of Ege-Umurbey Neighborhoods population on tƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

Project and TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ-.ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ bŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ on the formation of NCC 

Project. Neighborhood questionnaire fulfils such a cross-investigation to enlighten whether 

or not geographical proximity matters in the construction of the views of local residents.  

 

Furthermore, there are different class positions within the randomly-selected sampling of 

neighborhood questionnaire. There are upper and petty bourgeois, blue and white collar 

workers, retired and unemployed people, composing different social classes in the 

investigation of the views of local residents. Furthermore, not only different social classes 

but also different income groups are included in the application of neighborhood 

questionnaire.   
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upper bourgeois
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petty bourgeois
34%
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10%
(25)
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Figure 1.6 Different Class Positions in the Sampling of Neighborhood Questionnaire   
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Figure 1.7 Different Income Groups in the Sampling of Neighborhood Questionnaire   

 

To sum up, neighborhood questionnaire includes different social classes and it is applied 

with a randomly selected sampling, composed of 262 people living or working in four 

neighborhoods. Through the application of neighborhood questionnaire, case study aims to 

reveal how local residents are reacted to the predominant and oppositional views of 

institutional actors. This survey aimed to shed some light on the construction of supportive 

or opposional views concerning the formation of both of the two UDPs. The role of decisive 

factors and hegemonic discourses behind the construction of these views of local residents 

are explored within a cross-investigative manner, which is not only researching the 

construction of the views of the people from the perspective of inhabitants (local residents 
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living or working in the project area) but also from the aspect of outsiders (people not living 

or working in this particular project area).  

 

1.4.2.3 Semi Structured In -depth Interviews  

In the field survey, before and after the application of questionnaires, 45 semi-structured 

in-depth interviews were made with 44 people, including local and central government 

politicians and bureaucrats, investors, leaders of local business associations and chambers, 

academicians and lawyers and local residents from different neighborhoods (the list of 

interviewees is mentioned in the appendices). These interviewees were selected because 

they play key roles in the construction of supportive and oppositional views in the 

formation of b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ projects. Interviews were made on February 2010 and August 

2011. In addition to this semi-structured interviews, the voice record of a meeting 

όƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳύ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άǘƘŜ aŜŜǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ tǳōƭƛŎ 

Participation in the PƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/έ όTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤ IŀƭƪƤƴ YŀǘƤƭƤƳƤ 

¢ƻǇƭŀƴǘƤǎƤύ was deciphered. Approximately 30 hours voice record (from interviews and 

meeting) was deciphered and analyzed within the case study. The names and personal 

information of interviewees are not stated in thesis, but the different institutional 

categories of these interviewees are pointed out in the figure mentioned below. 
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Figure 1.8 The Institutional Categories of Interviewees     

 

In the application of semi-structured in-depth interview, different questions were asked to 

different interviewees based on their roles, positions and discourses in the construction of 

predominant and oppositional opinions. Different question sheets were used in the 
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interviews to ask questions and to give direction to the development of discussion with the 

interviewees. One of the interview question sheet is mentioned in the appendices. 

 

Through in-depth interviews, the case study intended to deeply investigate how the widely-

accepted common-sense opinion has been hegemonically constructed in the formation of 

two UDPs. A critical interpretation of interview texts provided deeply analyzed answers to 

the questions like how and why hegemonic discourses of two UDPs have been embraced, 

produced, disseminated and opposed by different social forces of urban politics. By this 

way, the findings of interview complemented the findings of questionnaire through 

providing deeper analysis and causal explanations behind the detected discourses, views 

ŀƴŘ ǊƻƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ  

 

1.5 The Content of Thesis  

In this latest part of introduction chapter, the contents of thesis are explained. This thesis 

consists of seven chapters. In the first chapter, the introduction to thesis is explained 

through specifying research problem, initial arguments, research questions, research design 

and methodological framework of study. Following the introduction, the second chapter 

lays out the theoretical framework of the thesis. In the second chapter, different theories of 

urban development politics are critically discussed to formulate a neo-Marxian theoretical 

perspective for the thesis. In this context, agent-oriented perspectives of neo-pluralist 

urban regime theory and neo-Weberian growth machine approach are critically elaborated. 

In addition to them, structuralist accounts of Marxist geography approach and neo-Marxian 

urban governance perspectives are also critically examined. Through elaborating, discussing 

and criticizing different theoretical approaches, a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian 

theoretical perspective is formulated and proposed to investigate the political construction 

of UDPs. In formulating such a neo-Marxian perspective, a particular emphasis is given to 

discuss the interrelations amongst concepts like άhegemonyέ, άforceέ, άhegemonic 

projectsέ, άthe production of spaceέ. UDPs, in the second chapter, are theorized as 

άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ǿƘƻǎŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ Ƙŀǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ōȅ 

both hegemonic and coercive mechanisms. In the last part of the second chapter, the first 

and second initial arguments of the thesis are formulated within the context of Lefebvrian-

inspired neo-Gramscian perspective.    
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Chapter three involves the critical review of the politics of six UDPs from different capitalist 

ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ 

ŀƴŘ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊ-business 

actors have constructed a hegemonic-ideological power over the definition of urban policy 

and planning priorities. However, this chapter also underlines that these hegemonic 

discursive practices are not the only base of political power, coercive-legislative 

mechanisms of capitalist state (like project-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŜƳǇƻǿŜǊŜŘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ 

also play constitutive roles in constructing the political power in the formation of UDPs. The 

ǊŜǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ ¦5tǎ ŦǊƻƳ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ƛƴ ŎƘŀǇǘŜǊ ŦƻǳǊ supports to the 

main findings of chapter three. In Chapter four, the role of hegemonic discourses, activities 

and coercive-legislative mechanisms, predominant and oppositional political and social 

actors and their collaborative and conflictual relations in the formation of four UDPs from 

Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀ are investigated. Fourth chapter of thesis concluded that 

hegemonically constructed discourses, relations and coercively-legislatively imposed 

mechanisms are articulated in the formation of UDPs and their articulation differentiate 

according to different state-civil society relationship patterns. Chapter three and four also 

together provided a base to formulate third and fourth initial arguments of thesis. 

 

Chapter five ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǊŜǾƛŜǿŜŘ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ 

changing political-economic dynamics throughout history. This chapter revealed that urban 

development plans and projects are formed and implemented in different time periods to 

ǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ǘƘŜ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΦ {ƛƴŎŜ нлллǎΣ ¦5tǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ 

are proposed as solutions to overcome structural problems of neo-liberalization regime, 

including stagnant economic growth, unemployment and trade deficit. However, this 

chapter concluded that to reveal how hegemonic power has been mobilized with these 

UDPs, it is not enough to shed light on economic structure and capital accumulation 

relations, but rather we should investigate through which discourses and activities of 

hegemony construction, a powerful political-ideological superstructural basis is constructed 

for the formation of UDPs. 

 

In Chapter six, comprehensive empirical evidence of case study chapter are presented and 

discussed with a critical and comparative manner. Planning processes, hegemonic 

discourses and activities, collaborative and conflictual relations amongst different 

governmental and non-governmental actors are investigated in the comparative case study 
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ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴgs of critical discourses analysis, 

questionnaires and in-depth interviews in case study provide an empirical base to 

reconsider the political construction of UDPs. In the conclusion chapter, an overall 

summary of chapters and the findings of literature review and the case study research are 

specified. Theoretical perspective of the thesis are reconsidered in the light of the findings 

and results of research. In this final part of thesis, it is elucidated how Lefebvrian-inspired 

neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective of this thesis contributes to the analysis of the 

politics of UDPs. In the final part of conclusion chapter, some policy implications and 

further remarks are proposed to organize political power of urban planning against the 

hegemony of capitalist urban development visions.    
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CHAPTER 2 

 

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK TO INVESTIGATE THE POLITICS OF URBAN 

DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 

 

Urban development projects (UDPs) are politically constructed mechanisms of the 

production of space. This politically constructed mode of producing space has become one 

of the main dynamic reproducing socio-spatial relations within the capitalist system. 

Therefore, in order to investigate the political construction of UDPs; the agents, economic 

structures and political-ideological superstructures of urban development processes should 

be critically reviewed.  

 

Theoretical approaches and concepts critically elaborated in this part provide a framework 

to investigate the political construction of UDPs. There are different theoretical approaches 

on urban development politics, originated from different paradigms of politics. Neo-

pluralist and neo-Weberian approaches put emphasis on agent-based aspects, relations and 

organizations in analyzing the politics of urban development. Marxist geography approach, 

on the other side, focuses on the structural relation between the production of space and 

capital accumulation processes. Furthermore, there are neo-Marxist approaches 

investigating political-ideological superstructures of urban development and revealing how 

state-capital-society relations and political power have been organized in urban 

development processes. All these different approaches provide crucial insights for thesis 

and they are critically discussed and reviewed to formulate a critical theoretical perspective 

to investigate how UDPs have been political constructed.         

 

2.1 Neo-Pluralist and Neo -Weberian Approaches to Investigate the Agents of 

Urban  Development  

Neo-pluralist and neo-Weberian approaches provide critical theoretical insights to 

investigate how powerful governmental and business actors organize their political power 

in the formation of UDPs. As a neo-ǇƭǳǊŀƭƛǎǘ ǾƛŜǿΣ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŜȄǇƭƻǊŜǎ Ƙƻǿ άŀ 

ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴέ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǳǊōŀƴ development processes. Strongly influenced by 

Weberian neo-elitist perspective, growth machine approach stresses the powerful role of 
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land based business elites in the making of urban development policies. The following parts 

are devoted to critical elaboration of these theoretical approaches.     

 

2. 1. 1. Urban Regime and Producing Capacity to Govern 

Through analyzing urban development politics of US, Stone (1989) defined urban regime as 

άan informal yet relatively stable group with access to institutional resources that enable it 

to have a sustained role in urban policy-making processesέ. Urban regime is conceptualized 

ŀǎ άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴέΣ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ άǇƻǿŜǊ ƻǾŜǊ ƻǘƘŜǊǎέ ƻǊ άǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŎƻƴǘǊƻƭέ, since the 

production of such a governing capacity requires the construction of hegemony in 

Gramscian sense. How these capacities to govern are produced and therefore, how urban 

regimes have been formed ?  

 

Stone provided the answers of these questions by analyzing the politics of urban 

development in Atlanta. According to Stone (1989), as strategically constructed urban 

coalitions governing capacities have been shaped under the effects of three key factors, 

which are (1) the ŎƻƳǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ όŎŀǇƛǘŀƭΣ ƭŀōƻǊ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΧ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀŎǘƻǊ 

dominates the formation of the coalition?), (2) the nature of the relationships between the 

members of urban coalition (who dominates the network of relations within the coalition?) 

and (3) the resources brought to the coalition by the members (time, money, media 

ǇƻǿŜǊΧ etc). 

  

In addition to these key constitutive factors, Stone (1989) described four types of power 

produced, exercised and dominated in the formation of urban regimes. Firstly, there is 

systemic power reflecting business control over the redistribution of resources and 

investments. This type of power is available to certain groups like business associations 

including chambers of commerce, industry and all sorts of business-oriented associations. 

Secondly, there is power of command/social control. Such a base of power requires 

resources to achieve domination over interests. Some of the key resources are information, 

media, finance and reputation. Thirdly, there is coalition power depending on bargaining 

rather than domination. Fourth type of power signifies the importance of social 

(re)production which has a key role in constructing long-term capacities to govern in cities. 

Urban regimes represent the production of governing capacities through the operation of 

these four types of power. 
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¢Ŝƴ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀŦǘŜǊ {ǘƻƴŜΩǎ ƛƴfluential study of Atlanta, Stoker and Mossberger (2001) critically 

reinterpreted the role of urban regime approach in explaining the dynamics of urban 

development politics. They argue that urban regimes are some sort of urban political 

coalition formations based on informal relations and networks as well as formal ones 

(Stoker and Mossberger, 2001)  According to them, several core criterions are needed to be 

observed in the application of urban regime approach to diverse urban political settings. In 

other words, they aimed to identify to which context we could apply urban regime 

approach. Firstly, to apply urban regime theory in a particular urban political setting, 

coalition formations under-investigation should depend on formal and/or informal 

partnership of governmental and non-governmental actors. Involvement of non-

governmental actors requires participation of business-driven interest groups but they are 

not limited to business-oriented groups. Secondly, urban coalition formations should be 

capable to bring together fragmented resources for the power to accomplish tasks. Thirdly, 

urban coalition formations should have identifiable policy agendas that could be related to 

the composition of the participants in the coalition. And lastly, rather than a temporary 

collaboration, a long standing pattern of collaboration-cooperation should be observed 

between the participators of urban coalition formations. According to Stone (2005) these 

four criterions also show that a produced capacity to govern become an urban regime 

under four conditions; (1) if it has an identifiable urban policy agenda, (2) if it succeeds to 

form a governing coalition around this specific agenda, (3) if it mobilizes required resources 

for the pursuit of agenda and lastly, (4) if it has become a long term cooperation between 

coalitions members. 

 

²ƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎƛƳŜέ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƴŘ άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴέ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŦƻǊ 

the investigation of the political construction of UDPs ? With reference to urban regime 

approach, it could be argǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ¦5tǎ ŀǊŜ άƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŀōƭŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƎŜƴŘŀǎέ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ 

ǿƘƛŎƘ άƎƻǾŜǊƴƛƴƎ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴǎέ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άǘƘŜ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ  ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ 

governmental and non-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƪƴƻǿƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ 

άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴέ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƛƴƎ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ŀƴŘ ǳǘƛƭƛȊŜ ƪŜȅ άǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎέ ƭƛƪŜ 

ƳŜŘƛŀ ǇƻǿŜǊΣ ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜΣ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴǎΣ ƘǳƳŀƴ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ Lƴ 

other words, different sorts of resources are needed not only for the implementation of 

UDPs, but also for their political-ideological construction with which public support and 

consent of large segments of civil society have been mobilized.  
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Thus, as neo-pluralist paradigm of urban politics, urban regime approach shows that in 

order to investigate the political construction of UDPs, we need to analyze through which 

hegemonic discourses UDPs have become an identifiable urban policy agenda of which 

powerful governmental and non-governmental actors ? Which kind of resources are 

mobilized through which ways in the political construction of UDPs ? How governing 

capacities of UDPs have been constructed ? Which actors play what kind of roles in this 

process ? From the perspective of urban regime approach, answering of these questions is 

important to investigate the political construction of UDPs. 

 

2. 1. 2. Urban Growth Machine and Land Based Business Elites  

Like Urban Regime approach, there was another US based theory of urban development 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άDǊƻǿǘƘ aŀŎƘƛƴŜέ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǘŜǊŀǘǳǊŜ ǎƛƴŎŜ 1980s. Growth 

Machine approach adopted a Weberian neo-elitist perspective and therefore focused on 

the role of local economic elites in pursuing growth.  

 

Growth Machine approach originated on the idea that the commodification of place is the 

main motive behind the urban growth. According to Logan and Molotch (1987), like all 

commodities place has both exchange and use values and these values are in a conflict 

since different local social groups pursue different values. In other words, capitalist 

interests in the city privilege the exchange value of place over its use value through 

commodification of it and this prioritization of exchange value is in direct conflict with use 

value oriented priorities and expectations of local residents. 

 

In this commodification of place, Growth Machine approach stresses the role of local 

business community actors (property developers, rentiers, financiers, construction 

ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎΧŜǘŎύ ƛƴ ǎƘŀǇƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ό[ƻƎŀƴ ŀƴŘ aƻƭƻǘŎƘΣ мфутύΦ Lƴ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

dynamics of urban development politics from a neo-Weberian agent-oriented perspective, 

Logan & Molotch (1987) conceive urban space as the areal expression of the interests of 

ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ƭŀƴŘ-based business elites. These land-based business elites comprise local 

businessmen, property owners, financiers, construction companies, shopkeepers, hotel 

owners, realtors, utility companies, lawyers as well as universities and the local media. As 

the first set of actors in Growth Machines; property developers, financiers and construction 

companies directly benefit from economic growth and urban development. Second group 

of actors including local media and utility companies indirectly benefit from economic 
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growth. As auxiliary players, third set of actors like universities, cultural institutions, sport 

clubs and labor unions support growth since it is conducive to their own plans of expansion. 

Converging in the same imperative of growth, these three sets of actors form formal and 

informal communities, looking for prospects of shaping the urban policy-making process.   

 

To sum up, Logan & Molotch argued (1987) that in the socio-political context of US, land-

based business elites have often been successful in dominating planning bureaucracies, 

political parties, and elected officials, pushing for urban policies to increase surplus value 

that is generated from urban rent. Growth Machines espouse an άideology of value-free 

developmentέ claiming that economic growth with an expanding metropolitan city provides 

development opportunities for all classes. 

 

Growth Machine approach shows that land based business elites constitute the most 

powerful group of actors in the political construction of UDPs. These actors forming the 

basis of DǊƻǿǘƘ aŀŎƘƛƴŜǎ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜ ŀƴ άƛŘŜƻƭƻƎȅ ƻŦ ǾŀƭǳŜ-ŦǊŜŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ through 

bringing UDPs to the agenda of urban politics. Through the discourses and activities of 

Growth Machines, UDPs are introduced and presented to public as an inevitable and 

irrefusible opportunity to boost local economic growth. Therefore any political 

consideration of UDPs needs to investigate the formation and organization of Growth 

Machine actors like property developers, local business associations, local media and 

ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ Lƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ǊŜǾŜŀƭ Ƙƻǿ ¦5tǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ-ideologically 

constructed, the inter-relations, motivations and hegemonic discourses of growth machine 

actors and their roles in imposing the άideology of value-free developmentέ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 

investigated with a critical manner. The following part discusses the inadequacies of Urban 

Regime and Growth Machine approaches in analyzing the politics of UDPs.  

 

2. 1. 3. The Critical Review of Neo-Pluralist and Neo -Weberian Approaches  

Urban Regime and Growth Machine approaches are criticized from a neo-Marxian 

regulation perspective to uncover their limitations and inadequacies for the investigation of 

urban development politics. As a general critique, it could be argued that neo-pluralist and 

neo-Weberian theories like Urban Regime and Growth Machine approaches put emphasis 

on agent-based relations. Urban Regime approach emphasizes formal and informal 

relations and networks between the agents of government and business. Growth Machine 

approach underlines the central role of growth-oriented coalitions and reveals how such 
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coalitions have been formed by the involvement of land-based business elites. These agent-

oriented perspectives ignores and neglects the role of capital accumulation, class conflict 

and hegemony in the political construction of UDPs and fail to reveal how state intervenes 

these processes. This general framework of critiques will be discussed with detail in the 

following paragraphs.   

 

Urban Regime approach presumes a pluralist participation of diverse social interest groups 

in urban politics and theorize state power as an independent arbiter of these diverse 

interest groups. This pluralist assumption of state-capital-society relations neglects the 

actually existing role of state in regulating capitalist socio-political relations and 

underestimate the broader social and spatial forces operating beyond the local. In this 

respect, it could be identified two main criticism to Urban Regime approach. Firstly, 

although regime approach focuses on locally constructed formal and informal relations 

between governmental and business actors, it investigates these relations through isolating 

them from wider political-economic process. In other words, it makes an over-emphasis on 

local coalitions and relies too much on internal alliances of the local level which cause a 

neglect of the political-economic forces operating outside the local scale (MacLeod and 

Goodwin, 1999). For instance, the neo-liberalization of state policies, spatial and scalar 

restructuring of state power all influence the formation of urban coalitions at the local level 

and therefore such supra-local political-economic dynamics should be taken into 

consideration in analyzing urban regimes. Secondly, the empirical basis of regime approach 

is constituted by the experiences of US cities and because of this it is questionable to what 

extent regime approach is capable to explain different dynamics of urbanization in different 

social and political contexts of different countries in the world. According to Macleod and 

Goodwin (1999), Urban Regime approach fails to consider the important role of central 

state. Since regime approach takes decentralized American political system as empirical 

evidence, it could not be successfully applied to other countries where central state is 

powerful than the local state. As Macleod and Goodwin (1999) argue, in European context 

of policy-making and even in Turkey central state institutions have key authorities in 

distributing resources. In these highly centralized administrative and political systems, it is 

not possible to directly apply urban regime approach to investigate how urban coalitions 

have been formed. To enrich the perspective of urban regime approach, we need to 

consider state power correctly and take the role of central state into account in the analysis 

of local/urban coalitions of development.    
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In line with the criticism to regime approach,  Growth Machine approach is also criticized 

from a neo-Marxian regulation perspective. Two critiques come into prominent in this 

respect. Firstly, there is an over-emphasis on the dreams, plans and strategies of local 

business-driven groups in Growth Machine literature. However, this over-emphasis on local 

dynamics neglect the role of supra-local political-economic forces. For instance, Growth 

Machine approach does not consider how urban property markets are related with supra-

local dynamics of capital accumulation regime. The operation of local rentiers are directly 

related with the organization of capital accumulation regime at the global scale (Macleod & 

Goodwin, 1999). Therefore, global dynamics of capital accumulation have profound effects 

on the formation and activities of local business elites. Secondly, Growth Machine approach 

is not capable to give a full account of the state and its role (central and local government 

institutions, institutional arrangements, laws and all sorts of regulatory frameworks) in the 

formation of growth machines (Macleod & Goodwin, 1999). Although Growth Machine 

approach pay particular attention to the organization and activities of local capitalist class 

fractions, it neglects scalar materialization of the state and it does not take into account 

how new άscalar gestalt of capitalismέ gives rise to the formation of growth machines 

within particular politico-institutional context in the world (Macleod & Goodwin, 1999). As 

Macleod & Goodwin (1999) correctly emphasize there is very little effort analytically to 

integrate the strategies of growth machines with national political projects and 

accumulation strategies, supra-local dynamics of capital accumulation and modes of social 

regulation. 

 

Neo-Marxian regulation perspective makes very similar critiques to the main arguments of 

Urban Regime and Growth Machine approaches. The frameworks of these agent oriented 

neo-pluralist and neo-Weberian perspectives could be reconstructed through incorporating 

neo-Marxist state theory. According to Jessop et al. (1999), local business communities, 

which play the main roles in regimes and machines, have been incorporated into the 

political process by the state as a means of furthering the restructuring of the state 

apparatus. In other words, the local political power of urban regimes and growth machines 

do not derive from some source of autonomous political capacity, but rather it is the power 

of a structural-strategic position within a broader political system that enable them such a 

political power. In order to provide business-oriented interests such a structural-strategic 

position, capitalist state (1) configures some platforms (like agencies, partnerships and 
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ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎ ΧŜǘŎύ through which business leaders can exercise political influence, (2) may 

open decision-making processes to informal relations between state officials and business 

representatives (by this way state take decisions through closed door meetings and 

informal political relations with investors) and (3) produce some regulatory frameworks 

όƭŀǿǎΣ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǊŜƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎ ΧŜǘŎύ. Depending on the nature of 

state-capital-society relations; different ways, mechanisms, relations and regulations have 

been used in different countries to incorporate local business-driven interests into urban 

political processes.   

 

Through drawing some lessons from the critical reviews of Urban Regime and Growth 

Machine approaches, it could be argued that UDPs should not only studied as the 

άƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŀōƭŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƎŜƴŘŀǎέ ƻŦ άƭŀƴŘ-ōŀǎŜŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŜƭƛǘŜǎέΣ ōǳǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǿŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ 

take into account how capitalist state (at all scales of policy-making) plays role in the 

political-ideological construction of UDPs. Furthermore, an investigation of the politics of 

UDPs needs to consider how capital accumulation regime, neo-liberalization of state 

policies and rescaling of state power have all structurally influenced the formation of UDPs. 

Lastly, UDPs should not only be seen as the site of powerful land based business elites 

dominating the formation of urban development policies, but rather it is vital to 

conceptualize UDPs as the site of class conflict and hegemony struggles between different 

segments of civil society. UDPs have become the site of both the constructing capitalist 

hegemony and the struggle of counter-ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ƛŘŜŀǎ ŀƴŘ ǾƛŜǿǎΦ CƻǊ ŀ άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭέ 

political-ideological construction of UDPs, capitalist state and capital actors use hegemonic 

growth based discourses to mobilize ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΦ ¢Ƙǳǎ ǘƘŜ άƎƻǾŜǊƴƛƴƎ 

ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘƛŜǎέ ƻŦ ¦5tǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ-collaboration of 

governmental and business actors, but they are also constructed through mobilizing public 

support and consent of different segments of civil society.   

 

2. 2 Marxist Geography Approach es to investigate the economic structure of 

urban development  

Urban Regime and Growth Machine approaches put an over emphasis on agent-based 

relations and neglect structural capitalist dynamics like capital accumulation, class struggle 

and the role of state in the political construction of UDPs. These structural dynamics are 

successfully considered by Marxist Geography approach which has been developed by 

David Harvey and his follower radical scholars.   
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Marxist Geography approach has been originated on the idea that there is a structural 

relation between the production of urban space and capital accumulation. From this 

perspective, UDPs are studied as the dominant modes of producing urban space providing 

new dynamics for the accumulation of capital in the last three decades. Following parts will 

elaborate how Marxist Geography approach and its leading concepts provide critical 

insights to reveal the political-ideological construction of UDPs.  

 

2. 2. 1 Capital Accumulation Processes and the Production of Built Environment  

As the leading Marxist Geographer, Harvey (1982, 1985, 1989a) developed a capital 

accumulation based theoretical framework to understand urban process under capitalism. 

The production of urban space has two main roles in regulating capitalist socio-spatial 

relations. Firstly, urban space plays role as a site of production, exchange and circulation of 

capital. Secondly, it maintains the accumulation of capital through temporarily solving the 

crisis of accumulation. Therefore, urban space is viewed as a form of commodity that 

should be organized and produced by the capitalist. To understand the relations between 

capital accumulation and the production of space, these two roles need to be critically 

discussed further.      

 

Harvey (1989a) argues that the accumulation of capital has been shaped through three 

circuits of capital. These are primary, secondary and the tertiary circuits of capital. Primary 

circuit is the locus of industrial commodity production where the production of value is 

generated. Secondary circuit is the production of fixed capital and consumption fund which 

reflect the production of built environment. Tertiary circuit means making investment on 

science, technology, human capital and social expenditures like education, health and all 

sorts of collectively provided public services. These three circuits of capital play key roles as 

different but interrelated channels of investment under capitalism. Owing to its inner 

contradictions, capitalist system is continuously prone to economic crisis that endangers 

the accumulation of capital. Such crisis of capital accumulation have been temporarily 

solved by the flow of capital between different circuits (Harvey, 1982, 1989a). Different 

circuits of capital and the interrelations between these circuits are reflected in the figure 

mentioned below.      
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Figure 2.1 The structure of relations between the primary, secondary and tertiary circuits of capital 

(Source: Harvey, 1989a) 

 

According to Harvey (1982) a positive rate of accumulation must be sustained if the 

capitalist class is to reproduce itself. According to the this logic of accumulation, the level of 

production and consumption should be equal in the first circuit of capital. If the level of 

industrial production and consumption is not equal, there appears overaccumulation in the 

first circuit. Overaccumulation crisis leads to four problems in the capitalist system. These 

are (1) falling prices of commodities in the market, (2) excessive productive capacity, (3) 

rising unemployment and (4) falling rate of profits (Harvey, 1982).  

 

As a Marxist Geographer, the most important contribution of Harvey is that 

overaccumulation crisis is temporarily resolved through the switch of capital to secondary 

and tertiary circuits. Harvey uncovered that capital is switched to secondary circuit through 

the production of built environment which plays a functional role in the temporary 

resolvement of overaccumulation problem within the capitalist system (Harvey, 1985, 

1989a). Built environment in the form of factories, offices, housing, shopping malls, luxury 

ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ ŀƭƭ provide an urban physical framework where production, circulation, 

exchange and consumption takes place. Capital accumulation and temporary overcoming of 

crisis are realized through the provision of such an urban physical framework.    

 

Harvey reached these results and theorized the relation between capital accumulation and 

urban development through analyzing the political-economy of urbanization of post-1970 

period in US. Through making a Marxist analysis of residential differentiation and 
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suburbanization in US, Harvey pointed out five important political-economic dimensions of 

urban development (Harvey, 1982; 1985). Firstly; residential differentiation through large 

scale suburbanization schemes temporarily resolved overaccumulation problem because it 

made second circuit of capital more attractive and profitable for investments. Secondly, 

neo-liberal political stability in US is provided through making suburban dwellers depth-

encumbered home owners who are unlikely to make a change in the political stability. 

Thirdly, residential differentiation stimulated demand for industrial products (like car and 

furniture) and consumer services, thus providing fresh dynamics for accumulation. Fourthly, 

it enhanced socio-spatial segregation in the contemporary US city. And lastly, such forms of 

capitalist urbanization play a pivotal role in the reproduction of alienation within the social 

relations (Harvey, 1985).     

 

Harvey provided a Marxist explanation on the economic structure of urban development. 

From the perspective of his Marxist Geography approach, it could be argued that as a way 

of producing built environment, UDPs have provided dynamics for the accumulation of 

capital and the reproduction of capitalist system. Since UDPs give rise to the flow of capital 

from first circuit to secondary circuit, they temporarily resolve overaccumulation crisis and 

provide necessary conditions for the sake of capital accumulation. To sum up, Marxist 

Geography approach claims that UDPs have been politically-ideologically constructed by 

capitalist classes to sustain the accumulation of capital. Other scholars of Marxist 

Geography developed this argument and provided further insights to analyze capitalist 

economic structure of urban development processes. One of the most important amongst 

these scholars of Marxist Geography is Neil Smith and his Marxist perspective will be 

elaborated in the following part.       

 

2. 2. 2 The Rent-Gap and Gentrification as a Global Capitalist Urban Strategy  

Neil Smith has developed another Marxist Geography approach to critically investigate the 

political-economic dynamics of UDPs (Smith, 1996, 2002). The starting point of {ƳƛǘƘΩǎ 

argument (1987) is the concept of άrent-gapέ. In the last three decades, a gap has been 

emerged in the inner parts of the cities between actually ground rent realized from the 

present and highest and best use in terms of exchange value. From the perspective of 

capitalist, this rent-ƎŀǇ ƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾƛǘȅέΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƭŀƴŘǎ 

having rent-gap do not provide high returns and profits for the accumulation of capital 
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(Smith, 1987, 1996). The analytical framework of rent-gap concept is illustrated with the 

figure mentioned below.   

 

 

Figure 2.2 The devalorization cycle and the evolution of the rent gap (Source: Smith, 1996)   

 

According to Smith (1996) the formation and implementation of profit-oriented and rent-

seeking UDPs depends on the level of rent-gap in the cities. In order to reduce the rent-gap 

through revalorizing previously devalorized inner-city parts of the city, UDPs have been 

formed and implemented. For Smith (1996, 2002), since most of the UDPs have been 

produced as profit-oriented and rent-seeking mechanisms of producing abstract space in 

the capitalist countries, these projects lead to gentrification process. Urban gentrification 

could be defined simply as the buying and renovation of deteriorated urban properties in 

declining urban neighborhoods by high income groups, thus improving property 

values but often displacing low-income social groups from their neighborhood. The concept 

of rent-gap is proposed by Smith (1987) as the key concept explaining gentrification 

processes.   

 

There are different views on gentrification. There are two strands of thought in this respect. 

hƴŜ ǎǘǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ άŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άƳƛŘŘƭŜ Ŏƭŀǎǎέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜǎ 

capitalist structural dynamics behind urban gentrification processes. Ley (1980, 1996) and 

Hamnett (2000, 2003) are arguably the two most influential scholars stressing the role of 

άŎƘƻƛŎŜέΣ άŎǳƭǘǳǊŜέ ŀƴŘ άƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭέ ƛƴ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ ƎŜƴǘǊƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΦ Ley (1980, 1996) uses the 

notion of a shift from the industrial to the post-industrial society as the basis of his 

explanation. This change involves the creation of new professional, managerial and 

ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ Ƨƻōǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ άƴŜǿ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ŎƭŀǎǎέΣ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƴǳŀƭ 
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industrial working class. This, ultimately, has created a wealthier society with more income 

to spend on housing, renovation and gentrification (Ley, 1996; Hamnett, 2000). Added to 

this, and possibly more importantly, the new middle-Ŏƭŀǎǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘ άculǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎέ 

from any other social group in history stemming from their high levels of education and 

ƘƛƎƘ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ƻŦ άŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭέ όIŀƳƴŜǘǘΣ нлллύΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǘƘŜ άƴŜǿ 

ƳƛŘŘƭŜ Ŏƭŀǎǎέ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŘǊƛǾƛƴƎ ŦƻǊŎŜ ƻŦ ƎŜƴǘǊƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴΦ 

 

Neil Smith (1992, 2002) strongly criticizes this approach with his Marxist Geography 

perspective and argue that Lay and Hamnett is narrowly focusing on socio-cultural 

characteristics and motives of the gentrifiers but they neglect structural capitalist dynamics 

like capital accumulation and class conflict in explaining gentrification processes (Smith, 

1992). According to Smith (1996, 2002), capital together with the land and property market 

(and their institutions) are the key to understand the process of gentrification. Therefore, 

as Smith correctly emphasize, we must focus on the role of the producers of gentrified 

properties, such as property owners and investors, estate agents, local and central 

government institutions and banks. To reveal the political-economic dynamics behind 

gentrification processes, we need to analyze how capital accumulation regime constrain 

and empowers the activities of gentrifiers.   

 

Smith (1996, 2002) argues that UDPs have become profit-oriented and rent-seeking 

mechanisms of producing space in the capitalist countries of the world and therefore most 

of them would cause gentrification of urban space. According to him (Smith, 2002) the 

development of UDPs and associated forms of gentrification depend on the following three 

points, which are also conceptualized as the political-economic bases of UDPs. Firstly, to 

politically construct UDPs, a coordinated and successful functioning of entrepreneurial state 

power at all scales of policy-making is needed. Under the effects of neo-liberalization, 

entrepreneurial urban/local governance mechanisms are established in the developed and 

developing capitalist countries of the world to provide new dynamics for the accumulation 

of capital at the global scale. Secondly, the penetration of global financial mechanisms (like 

banks, crediǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳǎΧ ŜǘŎΦύ ƛǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǎǳŎƘ ǇŜƴŜǘǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŦǳŜƭ ƎŜƴǘǊƛŦȅƛƴƎ ¦5tǎ ƛƴ 

the both developed and developing countries in the last two decades. Thirdly, the political-

ideological opposition against UDPs is important because the struggle of such urban social 

movements may form a oppositional block and obstruct the implementation of UDPs. 

Governmental and business actors aim to overcome the opposition of such movements 
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through absorbing, deactivating or even coercing such oppositional urban movements 

(Smith, 2002).         

 

As the prominent scholar of Marxist Geography, Smith (2002) argues that UDPs have also 

ōŜŜƴ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ άƴŜƻƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴƛǎƳέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇǎ ǊƘŜǘƻǊƛŎ ǘƻ 

ŀǎǎŜǊǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƎŜƴǘǊƛŦȅƛƴƎ ¦5tǎ ŀǊŜ άƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅέΣ άƛƴŜǾƛǘŀōƭŜέ ŀƴŘ άƛǊǊŜŦǳǎƛōƭŜέ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ Ƴŀȅ 

enhance the quality of life of different social classes including both placed and displaced 

population in the city (Smith, 2002). However, such an approach ignores and obscures class 

nature of gentrifying UDPs because through the implementation of such projects class 

inequalities in terms of social-spatial relations have been exacerbated. It could be argued 

ǘƘŀǘ άƎŜƴǘǊƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ 

behind the formation of UDPs are used and dominated to acquire active consent of the 

people living in the cities. In other words, neo-liberal urbanism aims to construct a 

hegemonic power over the definition of urban political priorities (Swyngedouw et al., 

2002).                      

 

To summarize, Smith (1987, 1996, 2002) provided key Marxist Geography concepts to 

ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ IŜ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άǊŜƴǘ-

ƎŀǇέ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǘƘŜƳŜ ƛƴ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ 

conception, UDPs in the world have been formed and implemented in urban sites where 

there is a high level of rent gap. Furthermore, since most of the UDPs have a profit-oriented 

and rent-seeking character, they lead to gentrification. Gentrification, for Smith (2002), is a 

global capitalist urban strategy providing new and global dynamics for the accumulation of 

capital since it has become the widespread phenomenon in most of the capitalist 

ƎŜƻƎǊŀǇƘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΦ [ŀǎǘƭȅΣ {ƳƛǘƘ ǎƘŜŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƭƛƎƘǘ ƻƴ Ƙƻǿ άƴŜƻ-liberal ǳǊōŀƴƛǎƳέ Ƙŀǎ 

been operated by the capitalist state and capital as the driving force of gentrifying UDPs. To 

reveal how this neo-liberal urbanism works, he emphasized to investigate the configuration 

of entrepreneurial urban governance mechanisms as the restructured forms of state-capital 

relations. The following part focuses on entrepreneurial urban governance, its mechanisms, 

priorities and ways of constructing the political-economic bases of UDPs .  

   

2. 2. 3 Inter -Urban Competition and Entrepreneurial  Urban Governance 

IŀǊǾŜȅ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ aŀǊȄƛǎǘ DŜƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜέ όIŀǊǾŜȅΣ мфуфōύΦ IŜ ŦƻǊƳǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ǘƻ ŜƭǳŎƛŘŀǘŜ Ƙƻǿ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ 
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accumulation has been sustained by the transformation in urban policies, which could be 

ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ άƳŀƴŀƎŜǊƛŀƭƛǎƳέ ǘƻ άŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳέ όIŀǊǾŜȅΣ мфуфōύΦ 

As the dominant political-ideological approach in the 1960s and 1970s, urban 

managerialism could be defined as having two characteristics; (1) a just redistribution of 

ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ όнύ the dominance of 

a social welfare ideology (Harvey, 1989b). Crisis of capitalism in the 1970s was temporarily 

resolved through transforming the logic of urban policies that have given rise to urban 

entrepreneurialism. Urban entrepreneurialism could be characterized as the organization 

and mobilization of urban development policies to promote local economic growth through 

the attraction of investments, private sector and market forces (Hall and Hubbard 1998). 

Since the 1980s, entrepreneurial forms of actions like aggressively encouraging inward 

investment, property-led urban regeneration, gentrification and proliferation of flagship 

projects and place-marketing campaigns have all shaped the dominant logic of urban 

development policies in most of the capitalist countries (Harvey, 1989; Griffiths, 1998).        

 

Inter-urban competition is a key concept to understand the political-economic conditions 

behind the formation of urban entrepreneurialism. Harvey (1989b) argues that the 

competition between cities has been promoted consciously to eliminate barriers for the 

movement of goods, people, money and information, all of which have provided a mobility 

for the accumulation of capital at the global scale. Under such conditions of inter-urban 

competition, the task of entrepreneurial urban governance is to maximize the 

attractiveness of local site as a lure for capitalist development (Harvey, 1989b, Cox & Mair, 

1988).  

 

There are two major forms of inter-urban competition defined by Harvey (1989b). Firstly, 

cities compete with each other to attract production-oriented facilities of the new 

economy, including the key control and command functions of finance sector and 

government as well as the information gathering and processing facilities (Harvey, 1989b). 

Attraction of such functions require high quality and expensive transportation and 

infrastructure investments as well as new office spaces. The second strategy is related with 

the attraction of consumption-oriented facilities like shopping, tourism and mega events. 

To attract such facilities, cities have concentrated to upgrade their physical urban 

conditions through constructing culture and convention centers, shopping centers, five star 

hotels, sport complexes, stadiumsΧ ŜǘŎΦ {ǳŎƘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ƎƛǾŜ ǊƛǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀŘǾŜǊǘƛǎŜƳŜƴǘ 
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and marketing of cities as a άgoodέ place to live, visit and consume. Through attracting 

production or consumption oriented facilities of the new capitalist economy, the main task 

ƻŦ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ άŀ ƎƻƻŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜέ ŦƻǊ ŀ ōŜǘǘŜǊ 

functioning of capitalist market forces (Harvey, 1989b).       

 

Who are the capitalist driving forces behind the formation of entrepreneurial urban 

governance? Which governmental and business actors play what roles in making 

entrepreneurial urban development policies? Harvey did not provide full-fledged answers 

to these questions, he rather presented a preface to elucidate how one can identify the 

powerful actors of entrepreneurial urban governance. Harvey (1989b) underlined two 

important issues in this respect. Firstly, local public-private partnerships are emphasized as 

the new site of entrepreneurial urban development policies. Such partnerships are argued 

as the mechanisms of entrepreneurial urban governance and they also play important roles 

in the formation, management and implementation of UDPs. Secondly, it is emphasized 

that the new role of the state is to incorporate business-driven interests into the policy-

making process. Therefore, through the involvement of powerful business actors in urban 

policy-making processes, entrepreneurial urban governance mechanisms have been 

dominated by capitalist interests, which exclude to a large extent the interests and 

priorities of powerless social groups including urban poors, migrants, unemployed people 

and low income working classes. 

 

¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎ ŎǊƛǘƛǉǳŜǎ ƻƴ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ 

governance. The common point in these critique emphasize economical determinism and 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴƛǎƳ ƻŦ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŎǊƛǘƛǉǳŜǎΣ IŀǊǾŜȅ Ƙŀǎ ŀ 

functionalist approach and his explanation of urban entrepreneurialism just depends on 

capitalist economic structure (capital accumulation processes), but ignores the role of 

agency and state in the construction of entrepreneurial urban governance (Jessop, 2004, 

Geddes, 2005). To analyze entrepreneurial urban governance properly, we need to 

elaborate state theory, spatial and scalar restructuring of state power in the formation of 

entrepreneurial urban governance. We should investigate entrepreneurial urban 

governance not only from the perspective of capital accumulation regime but also from a 

politically constructed perspective considering extra-economic dynamics (Jessop, 2004) and 

following context-specific, country-specific pathways of regulatory capacities and policy 

instruments (DiGaetano & Strom, 2003; Geddes, 2005). The following parts provide such 
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critical perspectives of urban governance, shedding light on how state-capital relations, 

state power and local capital have been reorganized and reterritorialized in the political 

construction of entrepreneurial urban governance.      

 

2. 2. 3. 1 State Re-scaling and State Spatial Projects and Strategies  

.ȅ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊƛƴƎ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳΣ ƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

UDPs have become entrepreneurial urban policy mechanisms, which are widely adopted by 

most of the capitalist countries over the three decades. However, to investigate how the 

political power of capitalist state (in the integral sense) ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘΣ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ 

approach do not provide further insights, but we rather need to present and critically 

ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ .ǊŜƴƴŜǊΩǎ όнллпύ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŜȄǇƭanation of entrepreneurial urban governance. 

 

State is the key component of any mode of social regulation and capitalism came to 

dominate as political-economic system by state power. Jessop (1990; 2002) put forward the 

ǘŜǊƳ άƘƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ of the stateέ to describe the upward, downward and outward shifts of 

state power and regulatory capacity (Jessop; 1990; 2002). However, it is important to 

emphasize that the άƘƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ of the stateέ is not a zero sum game in which 

geographical scales are winning or losing power relative to other scales. Scale and rescaling 

have to be understood relationally. Brenner (1998, 1999, 2004) makes this point clear. 

CƻƭƭƻǿƛƴƎ WŜǎǎƻǇΩǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ-relational conception of state power, Brenner (1998) argues 

that states in different geographical scales of policy-making act as άcrucial territorial 

infrastructuresέ through which the circulation of capital has been continuously 

territorialized, deterritorialized and reterritorialized. In order to identify his argument on 

the spatiality of state, Brenner puts forward his well-known concept άstate re-scalingέ. 

According to him, state has been rescaled through three parallel and interrelated processes 

namely; άinternationalization of policy regimesέ, άdenationalization of the stateέ and 

άdestatization of the political systemέ (Brenner, 1999, 2004). 

 

άDestatization of the political systemέ refers to the shift from government to governance, 

which emphasizes the rising involvement of private sector and quasi-state actors in a range 

of public-private partnerships and networks (Brenner, 1999). In these partnerships the role 

of the state as direct manager and distributor of the resources is minimized. Destatization 

of the political system has been realized through the emergence of new forms of 

governance like entrepreneurial public-private partnerships. Such new forms of urban 
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ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ ŦƛƴŘ άƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅέ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǳǊōŀƴ decline, 

poverty, migration, transportation and infrastructure. Policy-making process within the 

context of destatization is dominated by entrepreneurial public-private partnerships 

(Brenner, 2004). 

 

Although nation states are still active agents in the configuration of global neo-

liberalization, it is a fact that άinternationalization of policy regimesέ brings up heightened 

strategic significance of international and global political contexts (like IMF and EU) to the 

agenda of states (Brenner, 1999; MacLeod & Goodwin, 1999). In this respect, the role of 

international policy communities and networks (such as WB and EC) have become more 

effective in the decision-making process of the state. 

 

άDenationalization of the stateέΣ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ alludes to rising role of local and 

regional governance mechanisms in the making of policies. Local and regional governance 

mechanisms have begun to promote functional transnational linkages with other cities and 

regions. In this context, the national scale of political-economic governance has been 

increasingly decentralized (Brenner, 1999, 2004). 

 

Within the light of the three key processes (destatization, denationalization and 

internationalization), state re-scaling can be viewed as άtransferring state power upwards 

to supra-national actors and downwards towards sub-national levelsέ which are better 

positioned to promote entrepreneurial type of urban governance through public-private 

partnerships (Brenner, 1999). However such a transfer of policy-making power does not 

imply the demise of the nation state, but rather it means a growing role of nation states in 

managing the relations and tensions between different levels of policy-making (Sellers, 

2002). In other words, according to Brenner (1999), nation states are even active regulators 

of inter-scalar articulation, structuring new place- and scale-specific institutional 

mechanisms in city-regions, regions, metropolitan cities and all sorts of localities to explore 

new ways of coordinating, controlling and supervising governance processes at a range of 

scales. 

 

How these new place- and scale-specific entrepreneurial urban governance mechanisms 

are structured ? What kind of partnerships, agents and projects have been (re)organized in 

this context ? Brenner (2004) puts forward two key analytical categories to reveal 
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ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ άǎtate spatial projectsέ and 

άǎǘŀǘŜ ǎǇŀǘƛŀƭ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŜǎέΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέ ŀƴŘ άǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŜǎέ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ŀǎ 

activities and regulations designed and implemented by central and local governments to 

ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ǊŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ǎǘŀǘŜΩǎ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ and territorial structure in order to 

better monitor the changing capital accumulation processes (Brenner, 2004). 

 

Some of the key state spatial strategies and projects are the decentralization of policy-

making capacities and resources to local governments, local government reorganization, 

formation and implementation of UDPs (like airports, bridges, convention centers, 

ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ǊŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎΧŜǘŎύ and the establishment of new place- and scale- specific 

governance structures like Regional Development Agencies, Urban Development 

Corporations and Inward Investment Agencies (Brenner, 2004). Such new institutions and 

mechanisms of policy-making power have given rise to replacement of Keynesian-

managerial redistributive policies by market driven and market friendly approaches 

depending on new public management and neoliberalization (Brenner, 1999; MacLeod & 

Goodwin, 1999).    

 

To sum up, Brenner critically conceptualized the rise of entrepreneurial urban governance 

as a product of state re-scaling process. UDPs, for Brenner (2004), do not only reflect 

entrepreneurial urban development policies, but they have also become the sites of state 

re-scaling, providing reterritorialization dynamics for the accumulation of capital. It is an 

undisputable fact that Brenner ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ƛƴǎƛƎƘǘǎ ǘƻ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ 

ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ aŀǊȄƛǎǘ DŜƻƎǊŀǇƘŜǊǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛȊƛƴƎ .ǊŜƴƴŜǊΩǎ Ƴŀƛƴ 

concepts in explaining the rise of entrepreneurial urban governance. According to Kevin Cox 

(2009), for instancŜΣ .ǊŜƴƴŜǊΩǎ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ ŎŀǇŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƻǊƛȊŜ 

urban political changes in European cities, but it does not explain the politics of urban 

governance in US cities. According to Cox (2009) US cities are different, in terms of the 

organization of state power and state-capital relations and these differences give rise to 

different relations and institutions in the politics of urban development.  

 

/ƻȄΩǎ όнллфύ ŎǊƛǘƛǉǳŜǎ ƻƴ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǊŜ-scaling concept could be summarized by two of his 

argument. Firstly, he emphasized that although Brenner conceptualized the rise of 

entrepreneurial urban governance as an outcome of a top-down organized process 

(through the internalization of policy regimes), there are bottom-up dynamics behind the 
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formation of entrepreneurial governance in US cities. Secondly, these entrepreneurial 

urban governance mechanisms do not only focus on supply-side urban locational policies, 

but rather as the empirical evidence of US cities show, they are structured around the 

redistribution of state investments. In US, localities give taxes to central state and they 

struggle for more returns like airports, highways, sport stadiums, infrastructure 

ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊ-urban competition in US underlie 

ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭƭȅ ǎǘŜŜǊŜŘ ǊŜŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ /ƻȄΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ Ƴŀƛƴ 

concepts to explain the rise of urban entrepreneurialism are critically discussed in the 

following part.    

 

2. 2. 3. 2 Local Dependence and Local Political E ngagement 

CoȄ ŀƴŘ aŀƛǊ όмфууύ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜέ ǘƻ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ 

entrepreneurial urban governance in US cities. According to them; different agents in a city 

including governmental, business and labor actors depend on the reproduction of certain 

capitalist social relations within a particular territory (Cox & Mair, 1988).  Firms may be 

locally dependent owing to (1) non-substitutability of local economic resources (availability 

of a certain raw material or a specialized labor force in a particular territory) and (2) 

geographically immobile built environment investments (Cox & Mair, 1988). The more 

locally dependent economic structure means more local political engagement amongst the 

firms. In other words, local dependence of firms has given rise to the formation of local 

business coalition to promote local economic growth. Furthermore, locally dependent firms 

often attempt to harness the state in their pursuit of άa good business climateέ which could 

be characterized by high rate of economic growth and being attractive for inward 

investment. Local state, on the other hand, is locally dependent since it depends on a local 

tax base which can be enhanced through the growth of local economy, attracting inward 

investment and initiating UDPs. Lastly, people are locally dependent and the forms of this 

local dependence has been shifted from traditional lines (family, ethnicity, religion, a 

sphere of confidence and shared identify) to modern dependencies (career, workplace 

stratification and material consumption like homeownership). Local dependence of people 

ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŘƛǎŀǇǇŜŀǊƛƴƎ ōǳǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜ ƛǎ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎΦ ²ƻǊƪƛƴƎ 

class consciousness has been dissipated as traditional forms of local dependence have been 

replaced by commodification and modern form of dependence (Cox & Mair, 1988; 1991).    
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Cox & Mair (1988) argue that modern form of local dependence is intentionally promoted 

by local business coalitions to weaken working class consciousness and to mobilize public 

support behind capital accumulation regime. This promotion of local dependence is realized 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǊŜŎŀǎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅέ, which develops a hegemonic rhetoric 

to argue that the interests, activities and strategies of local business associations serve to 

the whole local community. In the locally dependent economies, the interests of local 

business elites are treated as the interest of the whole local community. Thus, it is possible 

to state that urban development policies and projects to boost local economic growth are 

dominated by the priorities of these local business interests, suppressing powerless and 

uncompetitive groups of the local community and obscuring alternative public policy 

choices for them (Jonas & Wilson, 1999). 

 

As a result, Cox and Mair (1988, 1991) argue that working classes have been convinced by 

local capitalist forces (capitalist local state and local business coalitions) to make sacrifices. 

In other words, needs and interests of working classes have been translated to one 

common territorial interest like; attracting large scale investments and initiating UDPs. 

Class-based and redistribution-oriented local politics have been replaced by growth-

oriented territorial interests that are followed by supply-side policies and intended to 

ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ƭƻŎŀƭƛǘȅΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǇƻǿŜǊΦ 

 

According to Cox & Mair (1988) in locally dependent economies of US, local political 

engagement amongst the local state and local business coalition focus on the formation 

and implementation of profit oriented and rent-seeking UDPs. These UDPs have been 

ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀƎŜƴŘŀ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ άŀƭƭ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎέΣ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ {ǳŎƘ 

discourses of UDPs have become dominant and they suppress both distributive concerns of 

working classes and class-based politics of local economic development (Cox & Mair, 1988, 

1991).  

 

¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜέ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴƛƴƎ Ƙƻǿ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

dependence gives rise to local political engagement amongst local state and capital actors, 

Cox & Mair provide an alternative perspective to investigate the political construction of 

entrepreneurial urban governance. Their approach emphasizes that local business 

coalitions and local state together play very important roles in the political-ideological 
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construction of UDPs through dominating and recasting a local sense of community. 

άDǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΣ ǎƭƻƎŀƴǎ ŀƴŘ 

narratives, behind the formation of UDPs, have contributed to the formation of this sense 

ƻŦ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇǊŜǎǎ Ŏƭŀǎǎ ƴŀǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΦ          

 

Local dependence approach of Cox and Mair (1988) is criticized by neo-Marxist scholars of 

regulation approach (see Macleod & Goodwin, 1999). According to these critiques, local 

dependence approach does not pay sufficient attention to multi-scalar configuration of 

political-economic dynamics and it fails to theorize how state re-scaling process has 

influenced the formation of local business coalitions (Macleod & Goodwin, 1999). Through 

analyzing the empirical evidence of US cities, Cox and Mair (1988) provided a local scale 

dependent explanation of urban entrepreneurialism, but their theoretical approach could 

not be directly applied to different urban political contexts except US.  

 

2. 2. 4 The Critical Review of Marxist Geography Approaches   

Marxist Geography approaches concentrate on revealing structural capitalist dynamics 

behind the formation of UDPs. For Harvey (1989a) and Smith (2002), UDPs are profit-

oriented and rent-seeking ways of producing built environment, facilitating the flow of 

capital from first to secondary circuit and thus providing dynamics for the accumulation of 

capital. This capital based explanations of Marxist Geographers have provided theoretical 

frameworks and concepts to investigate the capitalist economic structure of UDPs. 

However, they do not provide further insights and new perspectives to investigate political-

ideological superstructures of UDPs. 

 

To uncover how urban development politics has been organized, Harvey (1989b) 

ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜέ ŀƴŘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƘŜ 

explained how capital accumulation has been sustained by transforming the ways, 

ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ƻŦ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ 

urban governance is criticized on two grounds. One is that it makes an over emphasis on 

economic structure of urban development and neglects the role of agency and state in the 

construction of entrepreneurial urban governance (Jessop, 2004, Geddes, 2005). The other 

criticism focuses on the context-specific, country-specific pathways of entrepreneurial 

urban governance. Although Harvey (1989b) theorizeǎ άŎƻŜǊŎƛǾŜ ƭŀǿǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊ-urban 

ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴέΣ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƛƳǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
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entrepreneurial urban governance in the localities; the ways, mechanisms, institutions and 

socio-political relations of this inter-urban competition have differentiated in different 

capitalist countries (Macleod & Goodwin, 1999). !ǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻƛƴǘΣ .ǊŜƴƴŜǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ /ƻȄΩǎ 

approaches provided key insights on the politics of urban governance. Brenner (2004) 

explained how entrepreneurial urban governance strategies and projects have emerged as 

a product of state re-scaling process in west European cities. Cox & Mair (1988) explored 

the context of US cities and explained the formation of urban coalitions and their growth 

oriented political programs and projectǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜέ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘΦ 

 

It could be argued that different Marxist Geography approaches have provided different 

insights and ways of explaining the political-economic structure of urban development. 

However any of them do not provide a critical theoretical base to investigate the political-

ideological construction of UDPs. How urban entrepreneurialism and UDPs as the 

mechanism of entrepreneurialism have been politically-ideologically constructed? The 

following part will elaborate different critical concepts and  formulate a neo-Marxist 

theoretical perspective to investigate the political-ideological superstructure of urban 

development 

 

2. 3 Formulating a neo -Marxist theoretical perspective to investigate the 

political -ideological superst ructure of urban development  

In this part of theoretical framework, a neo-Marxist perspective is formulated through 

critically ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ƛŘŜŀ ƻŦ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅέ ŀƴŘ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩǎ 

ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŎƻƴŎŜpts and relations between them are 

discussed with reference to the views of neo-Marxist thinkers; Jonathan Joseph, Bob Jessop 

and Stefan Kipfer. The main aim behind this theoretical discussion is to formulate a 

theoretical perspective to investigate the political construction of UDPs. 

 

2. 3. 1 Gramsci and the concepts of hegemony and force 

IŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǊƛǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŜƪ ǿƻǊŘ άŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŀέΣ ǿƘƻǎŜ Ǌƻƻǘ ƛǎ άegemonέ, 

meaning "leader, ruler, often in the sense of a state other than his own" (Williams, 1983). In 

fact, throughout the history, hegemony has acquired a specifically Marxist character in its 

use. As Anderson (1976) points out Bolshevik Revolution played an important role in the 

ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ aŀǊȄƛǎǘ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊΦ [ŜƴƛƴΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅΣ ƛƴ this respect, 

refers to the leadership exercised by the proletariat over the other exploited classes. For 
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Lenin (Lenin, 1962; Anderson, 1976) the proletariat needs to become a leader in the 

struggle of the all working and exploited people for a fully democratic socialist revolution 

and this political and ideological leadership of proletariat, in the way of socialist revolution, 

had constituted historically the Marxist character of hegemony concept.              

 

Undoubtedly, Gramsci was the great Marxist thinker of all times in providing new insights 

and perspectives to the hegemony concept (see Gramsci 1971). Gramsci repositioned 

hegemony concept towards the core of superstructural dynamics and gave this concept an 

explanatory role within the Marxist paradigm. He defined hegemony as the political and 

ideological activities, moral and intellectual leadership with which ruling class becomes 

capable to take active consent of those over whom it rules (Gramsci, 1971). In his time, 

Gramsci used and developed such a superstructural concept to explain how bourgeois 

classes maintained their political power in the western political context despite the 

contradictions and the crisis of capitalism (Forgacs, 2000). Therefore, hegemony carried out 

new ways of understanding the dialectic relation between the economic structure and the 

political, ideological superstructure. 

 

Where hegemony is located ? and how it is organized and exercised Κ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ 

of the state provides us explanatory answers to answer such questions and reflects some 

light upon the dynamics of the relations between the state and capital. Gramsci adopts an 

integral conception of state power, arguing that άǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŜƴǘƛǊŜ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ƻŦ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ 

and theoretical activities with which the ruling class not only justifies and maintains its 

ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴŎŜΣ ōǳǘ ƳŀƴŀƎŜǎ ǘƻ ǿƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƻǎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǿƘƻƳ ƛǘ ǊǳƭŜǎέ όDǊŀƳǎŎƛΣ 

1971). This integral state ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƭƛƴƪŜŘ ǘƻ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ Ŝǉǳƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ 

άǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ Ҍ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ tǊƛǎƻƴ bƻǘŜōƻƻƪǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ŀǊƳƻǊŜŘ ōȅ ŎƻŜǊŎƛƻƴέ όDǊŀƳǎŎƛΣ мфтмύΦ /ƻŜǊŎƛƻƴ όŦƻǊŎŜύ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ 

(hegemony) are two articulated dimension of state power in the western capitalist 

countries. 

 

Gramsci did not investigate the institutional, formal dimensions of government, its formal 

decision-making processes and policies, rather he explored how hegemony has been 

constructed through political, moral and intellectual leadership of the capitalist classes. His 

conception of integral state also shows us that hegemony construction processes were 

άƳŜŘƛŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǎƻƳŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴΣ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘ 



 

56 

 

and located at a distance from the juridico-ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀǇǇŀǊŀǘǳǎέ όWŜǎǎƻǇΣ мффтύΦ Lƴ 

other words, policy-making processes has become strategic terrains upon which hegemonic 

arguments and activities of capitalist class fractions and counter-hegemonic activities of 

working and oppressed classes unfolds and struggles with each other.  

 

DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩs framework of Marxist thought produced further insights with reference to 

hegemony concept. Hegemony is concerned not just with the moral, intellectual, cultural 

and ideological leadership of capitalist class fractions but with the historical unity of such 

powerful class fractions, which form an hegemonic block in the Gramscian sense. Gramsci 

analyzed such a historical unity of social forces through investigating the political and 

ideological collaboration of ruling classes, supporting classes, mass movements and 

intellectuals. A hegemonic block reflects a coalition of such social forces, capable to 

exercise political, intellectual and moral leadership over the working and oppressed classes 

through an organic relation between political society and civil society (Gramsci, 1971). An 

hegemonic block could also become a part of a historical block as long as a historically 

constituted and socially reproduced correspondence occur between the economic base and 

politico-ideological superstructures of a social formation (Jessop, 1997). Using Gramscian 

terms, historical block reflects the necessary reciprocity between the economic structure 

and political, ideological superstructure and this reciprocity was realized through the 

specific intellectual, moral and political practices that translate economic-corporate 

interests into broader ethico-political ones (Gramsci, 1971). In other words, economic 

growth and capital accumulation oriented interests of hegemonic block have been 

translated to one common framework of interest as if it satisfies the needs and interests of 

working and oppressed classes. The interests of hegemonic block is defined under the guise 

of the common interest of whole society. Capitalist hegemony construction is a political 

praxis, giving rise to the formation and domination of such a false consciousness (Forgacs, 

2000).    

 

2. 3. 2 A dual conception of hegemony: the dialectic between the structural 

hegemony and the hegemonic project  

¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άIŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ trojectέ was mentioned by Joseph (2002) within his dual 

conception of hegemony. Joseph (2002) argues that two conceptions of hegemony started 

to emerge, one structural and the other at the more surface level and agential. On the one 

hand, hegemony concerns the organization of political agents around certain projects and 
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winning consent to a set of ideas, on the other hand, hegemony concept is also defined in a 

structural sense, which gives rise to the reproduction or transformation of social structures. 

Therefore, it is possible to derive a dual conŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ŦǊƻƳ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪΣ 

emphasizing structural hegemony, hegemonic project and a dialectic articulation between 

them.  

 

Why do we need a dual conception of hegemony? Joseph answers this question through 

identifying the interactions between the structures and agents (Joseph, 2002). Hegemony 

concept could not be understood with a reductionist way through the struggles between 

the proletariat and the bourgeois. Material causes of this struggle should be sought since 

the agents in the capitalist system are involved in the relations with each other and with 

the social structures and practices. A hegemonic project, in this context, is interpreted as 

άŀƴ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜ ƻǊ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳ ǎǳŎƘ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƎŜƴǘǎέ όWƻǎŜǇƘΣ 

2002). Hegemonic projects are consciousness and concrete practices of powerful class 

fractions and they depend on the deeper hegemonic conditions, which Joseph calls as 

structural hegemony. Furthermore, hegemonic projects could not be understood as pre-

given and indifferent activities and practices. Rather, they have irreducible set of 

mechanisms, properties and powers. Although hegemonic projects emerge out of the 

underlying structural hegemonic conditions, these projects could develop their own 

individual way of activities and practices. To quote from Joseph; άǎtudying hegemony, in its 

manifold sense, requires an examination of different hegemonic projects, the particular 

social groups and classes involved, the interest that they represent, the various values and 

world-ǾƛŜǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ōƭƻŎƪǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭƛŀƴŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘέ 

(Joseph, 2002).   

 

A table mentioned below to make the distinction and the dialectic relation between the 

structural hegemony and hegemonic project more understandable. Structural hegemony 

and hegemonic projects are two aspects of a continual and dialectic process. Structural 

hegemony is related with the deep, underlying conditions and the unity of the social 

formation. Hegemonic projects, on the other hand, realized through the hegemonic 

activities and practices of hegemonic class fractions and they depend on the conditions that 

are produced with the structural hegemony. In brief, hegemonic projects are consciousness 

political projects and interventions within the context of underlying, more unconsciousness 

process of social cohesion and structural reproduction (Joseph, 2002).   
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Structural Hegemony                                                                      Hegemonic Projects 

Deep       Actual 
Functional      Manifest/realized 
Structural      Agential 
Secures unity of social formation    Hegemonic activities and practices 
Reproduction of social structures     Emergent from underlying structures (but 
 and structural ensembles       with their own powers and dynamics  
Underlying conditions     Consciousness political expression 
Reproduction      Struggle 
Social cement      Coercion and consent 
Largely unconsciousness structural                                                         Consciousness transformation or  
reproduction     conservation 

 Figure 2.3 The duality of hegemony (Source: Joseph, 2002) 

 

Joseph also warns us about the use of his dual conception of hegemony. For him, a 

humanist political paradigm would approach hegemony concept from an agent-oriented 

perspective (through using concepts like hegemonic block and hegemonic projects) without 

addressing any relation between the economic structure and political, ideological 

superstructure (historical block). Such approaches have serious problems in terms of a 

Marxian understanding of the hegemony concept (Joseph, 2002). In this respect, Joseph 

criticizes post-structuralist and discourse-based theories of hegemony. Such approaches 

(like radical democratic politics, Laclau & Mouffe, 1985) reduces hegemony to a discursive 

practice, articulating discrete elements within the political, ideological and moral level of 

hegemony construction. Within such post-structuralist, post-Marxist accounts, hegemony 

becomes a textual matter cut off from extra-discursive world and the material relation to 

the reproduction of social structures is lost (Joseph, 2002). Such accounts fail to recognize 

and explore the underlying social structures and the generative mechanisms of hegemony 

and they also ignore any direct relation between the economic structure and political, 

ideological superstructure. As a result, post-structuralist and discourse-based theories of 

hegemony could not answer the questions where hegemony comes from? how it organizes 

political relations and becomes a political project? how it is related with economic 

structure? and whether or not it become an integral part in the construction of historical 

block. 

 

Capital accumulation processes must be maintained and facilitated under the capitalist 

mode of production. Gramsci taught us that owing to the open character of the society, the 

conditions for capital accumulation are not given but have to be socially secured through 
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ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƻƴŜǎΦ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέ ŜƳŜǊƎŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ 

organized and operationalized through the state in the integral sense. Because the state 

has an organizing capacity, it provides the institutional frameworks for the implementation 

of ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ ¢ƘǳǎΣ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ 

evaluated as a strategic terrain upon which different social groups compete to implement 

their hegemonic and counter-hegemonic projects. 

 

Joseph provided us a critical realiǎǘ ǊŜƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘΦ Iƛǎ 

contribution is important for us because he mentioned, discussed and critically elaborated 

ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέΦ IŜ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ Ƙƻǿ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ 

could be examined as emerging mechanisms of consciousness political expression, 

hegemonic activities and practices of powerful class fractions and he also highlighted how 

they are formed as attempts to articulate economic structure and political, ideological 

superstructure. ThrƻǳƎƘ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ WƻǎŜǇƘΩǎ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƛƴǘƻ ŀŎŎƻǳƴǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

projects should investigate the particular social groups and classes involved in these 

projects, the interest that these projects represent, the various values and world-views that 

these projects hold and the political blocks and alliances that are constructed within the 

formation of these projects. 

 

2. 3. 3 Jessop and a hegemony-oriented reading of Regulation School: A Neo -

Gramscian Regulation Approach  

¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ άIŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ trojectέ was ŀƭǎƻ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ōȅ WŜǎǎƻǇΩǎ bŜƻ-

Gramscian regulation approach. Jessop (1997) argues that Gramsci and Regulation School 

examines different but related processes with a same manner at different times. Gramsci 

examined the social embededness and social regularization of state power with a particular 

focus to first three decades of the 20th century. Regulation School, on the other hand, 

investigated the social embededness and social regulation and regularization of capital 

accumulation processes particularly with reference to post-second world war rise of 

capitalism. They share a focus on the formation of political power (through coercion and 

consent) that enable a historically specific hegemonic block to secure the conditions for 

capital accumulation processes.             
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Jessop was the first scholar, explored and highlighted the similarities and the common 

perspectives of Gramscian state theory and Regulation Approach. For him (Jessop, 1997), a 

neo-Gramscian reading of Regulation Approach and Urban Regime Theory could provide us 

a critical political-economic approach in investigating urban regimes as strategically 

selective combinations of political society and civil society (hegemony armored by 

coercion). Jessop (1997) argues that formation of such urban regimes may be linked to the 

formation of a local hegemonic block and furthermore, urban regimes are also related to 

the formation of a historical block as long as such regimes are a part of the broader capital 

accumulation strategy and its mode of regulation.  

 

Neo-Gramscian Regulation Approach pointed out that a historical block could be 

ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŘƛŎǘƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǊŘŀƴǘ ǳƴƛǘȅ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ 

ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ƳƻŘŜ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴέ όWŜǎǎƻǇΣ мффтύΦ CƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ historical block entails 

the formation and domination of a hegemonic block, which was introduced by Gramsci as 

the class alliances or a coalition of social forces. Hegemonic projects, in this respect, are 

very important mechanisms of political power, reflecting a unity of social forces (like ruling 

classes, supporting classes, mass movements and intellectuals) and developed to secure the 

economic base of dominant mode of growth. In other words, hegemonic projects are 

integral practices and activities of powerful class fractions, sustaining the continuity of 

capital accumulation processes and the dominance of related mode of regulation (Jessop, 

1997).  

 

Through explaining the analogies between the Gramscian account of the state and 

Regulation Approach, Jessop (1997) outlined four major inter-related issues for a neo-

Gramscian exploration of urban political-economy. He reinterpreted hegemony-related 

ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎ ƭƛƪŜ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέΣ άŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅέ ŀƴŘ άƛƴǘŜƎǊŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ 

framework. Firstly, for a neo-Gramscian exploration of urban political-economy one should 

ǎǘǳŘȅ άƘƻǿ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ŎƻƳŜǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƻōƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǘǊŀ-

ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴέ όWŜǎǎƻǇΣ мффтύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴǎ ŀ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

mechanisms of entrepreneurial urban governance owing to the role of such mechanisms in 

the regulation of local and supra-local economies. Second point of consideration underlines 

the concept of accumulation strategy. An accumulation strategy, according to neo-

Gramscian approach, reflects a specific economic growth model for a given economic 

space. Furthermore, accumulation strategies could be defined for different spatial scales 
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including urban, local and regional economies as well as national and supra-national 

regimes. It should be emphasized that although accumulation strategy has generally 

applied to the national level, it is also relevant to the local level of political-economy. The 

third lesson from a neo-Gramscian perspective emphasizes and highlights the importance 

and the key roles of hegemonic projects. For a neo-Gramscian exploration of urban 

political-economy, we need to examine the relationship between the local capital 

accumulation strategy and prevailing hegemonic projects. Because capital accumulation 

processes entails political, ideological, moral and intellectual leadership, hegemonic 

projects play a significant role in the formation of this leadership under the dominance of 

powerful class fractions. Hegemonic projects, in this regard, reflects a relative unity of 

diverse social forces and they also mobilize support behind a particular program of action 

that support long term interests of hegemonic class fractions while excluding other 

interests that are inconsistent with the hegemonic project. In other words, hegemonic 

projects privileges particular economic-corporate interests compatible with the capital 

accumulation strategy, while excluding other interests incompatible and inconsistent with 

capital accumulation strategy. 

 

Fourth issue puts emphasis on the strategic selectivity of hegemonic projects. Derived from 

his strategic relational state theory, Jessop (2008) pointed out that particular forms of 

institutional ensembles in policy-making processes involves strategic selectivity. This means 

that hegemonic projects and policy-making mechanisms privilege some strategies and 

interests over others. Although the idea of strategic selectivity was initially developed in the 

analysis of state power, it could also be applied to urban policy-making processes and to 

the formation of hegemonic projects since the formation of such hegemonic projects 

reflects a specific and strategically selective combination of political society and civil 

society. Through such a neo-Gramscian approach, the formation of such hegemonic 

projects could be examined with reference to the formation of a hegemonic block 

(organized around the project) and its associated historical block.               

 

WŜǎǎƻǇΩǎ ƴŜƻ-Gramscian approach is important for us since he provides us a critical 

synthesis of Gramscian state theory and Regulation Approach. This neo-Gramscian 

Regulation Approach critically interpreted the concept of hegemonic project and discussed 

how hegemonic projects are related to capital accumulation strategy, hegemonic block and 

its associated historical block. Furthermore, Jessop also identified how the formation of 
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hegemonic project become a strategically selective site of policy-making mechanism, 

sustaining the dominance of capital accumulation strategy and privileging the interests of 

hegemonic class fractions over others.       

 

ςȢ σȢ τ +ÉÐÆÅÒ ÁÎÄ ÒÅÉÎÔÅÒÐÒÅÔÁÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ ,ÅÆÅÂÖÒÅȭÓ ÃÏÎÃÅÐÔ ÏÆ ÔÈÅ ÐÒÏÄÕÃÔÉÏÎ ÏÆ 

space as an urbanized conception of hegemony  

[ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩǎ Ƴŀƛƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴΣ Ƙƛǎ ǿǊƛǘƛƴƎǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜǊȅŘŀȅ ƭƛŦŜ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎularly his 

conception of production of space could be read and elaborated as an attempt to 

άǳǊōŀƴƛȊŜέ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩǎ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ 

ŀǎ ŀ άŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ŎƻƳōƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ-homogenization and separation-fragmentation is 

thus a sociological extension and politico-ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ DǊŀƳǎŎƛέ όYƛǇŦŜǊΣ нллуύΦ    

 

Kipfer, in this respect, theoretically links the problematic of hegemony to the production of 

space and by doing so he provides us a critical base to use and elaborate hegemony 

concept at the urban political context (see; Kipfer, 2002; 2004; 2008). As Kipfer (2002) 

identifies, Gramsci and Lefebvre provided different but complementary approaches to 

ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅΦ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ŦƻŎǳǎŜŘ ƻƴ the exercise of bourgeois 

influence over culture and knowledge, institutions and ideas mediated through the 

constellations of state and civil society (Kipfer, 2008). In contrast to Gramsci, Lefebvre did 

not focus on the integral relations of the state and civil society, rather he approached the 

concept of hegemony as a reformulation of the problematic of alienation and reification 

within the practices of everyday life (Kipfer, 2004). Lefebvre (1991; 1976) investigated how 

hegemony is constructed through the relations of commodification, alienation and the 

contradictions of everyday life. Thus, everyday life and the production of space in this 

everyday life processes provide a strategic terrain upon which hegemonic power of 

capitalist classes succeeds to take active consent of the large segments of the society.           

 

How hegemony is constructed within the production of space ? How urban space becomes 

a strategic terrain upon which hegemonic projects of capitalism and counter-hegemonic 

projects of anti-capitalist social forces unfold ? In order to respond such questions, we need 

ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ ŀƴŘ ŜƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜΦ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜ όмффмύ 

pointed out that the production of space reveals how capital, state and society conceive, 

live and perceive urban space in a capitalist society. A critical investigation of the 

production of space has a three dimensional process namely; άrepresentations of spaceέ, 
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άspaces of representationέ and the άspatial practiceέ ό[ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΣ мффмΤ мфтфύ. 

Representations of space illustrates the organization and planning of urban space through 

the state-bound interventions of urban policy, planning and dominant knowledge. For 

instance, urban planning efforts like large scale urban (re)development projects are 

conceptualized as the representations of space. Representations of space could also be 

ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άŎƻƴŎŜƛǾŜŘ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭΣ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ 

ideological meaning of space over the everyday life practices and lived spaces of the society 

(Lefebvre, 1979). On the other hand, spaces of representation is the άlived spaceέ where 

social relations are experienced and perceived depending on particular symbols and signs. 

Spaces of representation could also be conceptualized as lived space, having a meaning of 

non-verbal dimensions of symbolism, affective and sensual experience (Lefebvre, 1991). 

The dialectical relation between spaces of representation and representations of space, 

Lefebvre (1991) argues, gives rise to άspatial practiceέ, which carries the contradictions of 

everyday life. Spatial practice reflects the material practices of reproduction and it also 

reflects the perceived dimension of space. Perceived space, as the spatial practices of 

everyday life, has a contradictory character giving rise to the relations of commodification, 

alienation, fragmentation and homogenization that make capitalism to survive under the 

capitalist mode of production (Lefebvre, 1991; 1976). 

 

¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀƴŀƭȅȊƛƴƎ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ production of space, Kipfer 

όнллуύ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ǘƻ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ƛƴ ǎƻ ŦŀǊ ŀǎ ƛǘ άŦǳǎŜǎ 

the contradictory realm of lived space with processes and strategies of producing conceived 

ŀƴŘ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎtual and contradictory character of the 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ŘƛŀƭŜŎǘƛŎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ άŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ 

ǎǇŀŎŜέ ŀƴŘ άǎƻŎƛŀƭ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ !ōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜΣ ŦƻǊ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΣ ƛǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ knowledge 

and power, which is related to political leaders, urban planners and economic-corporate 

interests of hegemonic class fractions. Abstract space reflects and embodies exchange 

value-oriented appropriation of space by capitalists and state actors who are interested in 

the abstract qualities of space, including size, width, location and profit. In fact, abstract 

space gives rise to the alienation, commodification, fragmentation and homogenization 

effects over the everyday life practices (Merrifield, 2006; Gottdiener, 1985). On the 

contrary, social space reflects and embodies the lived dimensions and use value-oriented 

utilization of space that are produced through the everyday life practices, affective-

symbolic aspects of residents. Within this framework, abstract and social spaces are in a 
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continuous conflict and contradiction and this contradiction gives rise to hegemonic power 

relations in the contemporary capitalist city through the appropriation, domination, 

fragmentation and commodification of space. 

 

The central site of the conflict and contradiction between abstract space and social space is 

everyday life. Lefebvre described everyday life as a contradictory dialectic and this dialectic 

ƛǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻƴŜ ƘŀƴŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ άǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴέ ǘƘŀǘ ƳŀƪŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎƳ ǘƻ ǎǳǊǾƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ άǊƻǳǘƛƴƛȊŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

ǊŜǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ Řŀƛƭȅ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƪΣ ƭŜƛǎǳǊŜΣ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƻƴέ όYƛǇŦŜǊΣ 

2002). Therefore, Lefebvre adopted and developed an open and integral Marxist thought 

and he intended to move beyond the borders of structuralist political-economic arguments 

of Marxism and provided new paths to Marxist thought through critically elaborating 

everyday life practices in the post-second world war capitalism (Charnock, 2010). He 

pointed out with reference to French post-ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǿƻǊƭŘ ǿŀǊ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎƳ ǘƘŀǘΣ άŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ 

centralization, aggressive state intervention, the rise of new sectors (like leisure, media, 

consumption-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŀŘǾŜǊǘƛǎƛƴƎΧŜǘŎΦύ ōǳǊŜŀǳŎǊŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ 

consumption and rapid urbanization have all given rise to the deepening of capitalism in 

ŜǾŜǊȅŘŀȅ ƭƛŦŜέ ό[ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΣ мфтсύΦ Iƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜ ǿŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ƛƴ 

this respect and he revealed how the production of abstract space serves to hegemony and 

how hegemony make use of it with the help of knowledge and technical expertise. In other 

words; the serialized production of abstract space internalized in the everyday life through 

the moral principles, persuasion and consent that provides a hegemonic power to the 

producers of abstract space. 

 

As Kipfer (2002; 2004; 2008) identifies, Lefebvre provides us to make a link between the 

hegemony and the production of space. Through following the arguments of Kipfer, it is 

theoretically argued in the thesis that hegemony is an incomplete political project of multi-

dimensional (perceived, conceived, lived) processes and strategies of producing space. 

Hegemonic projects of producing space are formed and implemented through the 

άƛƴǘŜƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŦŦŜŎǘƛve symbolic sides of everyday life (lived space) into the practical-

material (perceived) and institutional-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ όŎƻƴŎŜƛǾŜŘύ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜέ 

(Kipfer, 2008). This is the way hegemony is constructed through the production of urban 

space. 
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2. 3. 5 Urban Development Projects as the hegemonic projects of the production 

of space: Towards a Lefebvrian -inspired neo -Gramscian approach  

In the theoretical chapter, we discussed, elaborated, critically reinterpreted and linked the 

arguments of Joseph, Jessop and Kipfer, whose accounts were derived from Gramsci and 

[ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΦ tŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ǿŜ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎ ƻŦ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅέΣ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ ŀƴŘ 

ǘƘŜ άǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέ ŀƴŘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘƭȅΣ ǿŜ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŀ [ŜŦŜōǾǊƛŀƴ-

inspired neo-Gramscian approach to investigate the political construction of UDPs. 

  

DǊŀƳǎŎƛ όмфтмύ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άpolitical and ideological activities, moral and 

intellectual leadership with which ruling class becomes capable to take active consent of 

those over ǿƘƻƳ ƛǘ ǊǳƭŜǎέΦ IŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ Ǉƭŀȅǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-

ideological power over the definition of political priorities in policy-making processes. 

However, hegemony is not the only basis through which the political-ideological power of 

capitalist ruling classes are produced and maintained. Force is also another key and 

important dimension of political power, therefore it is widely argued by Gramscian Marxist 

perspectives that hegemony (consent) and force (coercion) force are two underlying, 

interrelated and articulated dimensions of political power (Forgacs, 2000). In other words, 

political power of capitalist ruling classes have been constructed by a differential 

articulation of hegemony and force.  

 

Hegemony is constructed by the formatiƻƴΣ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ WƻǎŜǇƘ όнллнύ ǘƻ ǊŜǾŜŀƭ Ƙƻǿ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ 

ǘƻ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜ άdifferent hegemonic projects, the particular social groups and classes 

involved to these projects, the interest that they represent, the various values and world-

views that they hold and the political blocks and alliances that are constructed in these 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέΦ  

 

Gramscian perspective of politics shows that the conditions for capital accumulation are 

not given but have to be socially secured through political and ideological mechanisms as 

well as economic ones (Gramsci, 1971; Forgacs, 2000). Hegemonic projects of capitalist 

ruling classes emerge from such a political-ideological superstructural context of capitalist 

system. Moreover, hegemonic projects are formed, organized and operationalized through 

utilizing organizing capacity of the state, which provides institutional frameworks for the 

implementation of these projects. Therefore, as Jessop (1997) argues, the state and its 
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policy-making mechanisms could be viewed as strategic terrains upon which different social 

groups compete to implement their hegemonic and counter-hegemonic projects. This is 

how class struggle has occurred within the contexts of political-ideological superstructures 

of capitalist system. 

 

According to Jessop (1997) hegemonic projects are very important mechanisms of political 

power, reflecting a unity of social forces (governmental and business actors, chambers and 

non-governmental organizations, universities and media institutions) and developed to 

secure the economic base of capital accumulation processes and relations. WŜǎǎƻǇΩǎ ƴŜƻ-

Gramscian approach shows that in order to investigate the relation between capital 

accumulation and hegemonic projects in a particular urban context, we need to investigate 

how hegemonic projects reflect a unity of diverse social forces and how they mobilize 

public support. 

 

Lƴ ¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ ŎŀǎŜΤ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘŜǇŀǊǘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ WŜǎǎƻǇΩǎ ƴŜƻ-DǊŀƳǎŎƛŀƴ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜΣ  ŜƴƎǸƭ όнллфύ 

makes a hegemony oriented interpretation of urban politics. He discussed and critically 

reinterpreted how class alliances are formed and political power relations are reproduced 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ό ŜƴƎǸƭΣ нллфύΦ 

CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ  ŜƴƎǸƭ όнллфύ ŀƭǎƻ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ 

άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭέ ŀǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŀǎ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ for these 

projects. However, in this thesis, such neo-Gramscian perspectives of urban politics are 

utilized to investigate discourses, practices and mechanisms of consent and coercion in the 

political construction of UDPs. The aim of this thesis is to reveal under which political power 

relations and through which actually existing discourses, practices and mechanism UDPs 

have become hegemonic projects. 

 

Besides of the Gramscian perspectives mentioned above, Lefebvre (1991) approached the 

conception of hegemony from a different but related perspective. As Kipfer (2002) 

ǳƴǾŜƛƭŜŘΣ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ άŀǎ ŀ reformulation of the problematic of alienation 

ŀƴŘ ǊŜƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŜǎ ƻŦ ŜǾŜǊȅŘŀȅ ƭƛŦŜέΦ According to Lefebvre (1991) 

hegemony of capitalist system has been constructed through the relations of 

commodification, alienation and the contradictions of everyday life. Thus, Lefebvrian view 

of urban politics uncovers that everyday life practices and projects and activities to produce 

space within these everyday life practices could be investigated as a strategic terrain upon 
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which hegemonic power of capitalist classes aim to acquire the active consent of the large 

segments of the society (Kipfer, 2002; 2008). 

 

As Lefebvre (1976) revealed, state interventions and capital, the rise of new sectors 

including tourism and leisure, bureaucratically administrated consumption and rapid 

urbanization have all given rise to the deepening of capitalism in everyday life. Through 

observing and critically interpreting such alienating and commodifying socio-spatial 

relations, Lefebvre revealed that the serialized production of abstract space internalized in 

the everyday life through the moral principles and consent that provides a hegemonic-

ideological power over the definition of political priorities. ¢ƘǳǎΣ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

the production of space could be considered as an urbanized conception of hegemony, 

which gives rise to the commodification, alienation, homogenization and fragmentation of 

everyday life practices (Kipfer, 2008). From the perspective of Lefebvrian urban politics, it 

could be argued that Urban Development Projects play the key roles in urbanizing 

DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƎƛǾŜ ǊƛǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ alienating and 

commodifying socio-spatial relations in the contemporary capitalist city.     

 

Through elaborating the concepts of hegemony, hegemonic project and the production of 

space, it is aimed to formulate a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian approach to investigate 

the political construction of UDPs. Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical 

perspective show that UDPs could be investigated as a  strategically selective mechanisms 

of urban policy-making, reflecting how the interests of powerful capitalist ruling classes 

have been prioritized over the interests of powerless working classes. The most important 

contribution of this approach to the field of urban politics is that UDPs could also be 

investigated as politically constructed άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέ, 

serving not only to the construction of a moral, intellectual and ideological leadership in 

urban planning efforts but also to the strategy of capital accumulation in particular 

historical-geographical contexts of capitalism. Moreover, UDPs have also become a 

mechanism of entrepreneurial urban governance that reflects attempts to build a coalition 

of social forces at the urban socio-political context. UDPs are politically constructed 

attempts to acquire public support and consent behind a particular program of action that 

support long-term interests of capitalist classes. 
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As a result of this theoretical discussion, a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian approach is 

formulated and within this theoretical perspective the thesis puts forward two initial 

arguments that give direction to the design of empirical research. These initial arguments 

are mentioned below.  

 

Initial Argument 1: ¦5tǎ ό¦Ǌōŀƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎύ ŀǊŜ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

projects of the pǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ UDPs have become the mechanisms of 

constructing hegemony over the definition of urban political priorities. 

 

Initial Argument 2: UDPs are politically constructed through the hegemonic arguments, 

discourses and narratives of key decision-makers and these discursive practices have been 

used to mobilize public support and consent of different social forces. 

 

These two initial arguments are formulated as a product of the critical reinterpretation of 

different theories of urban development politics including neo-pluralist, neo-Weberian and 

Marxist Geography approaches, Lefebvrian and neo-Gramscian perspectives. Key concepts 

of different theories, their frameworks of explaining the politics of urban development is 

presented in the table mentioned below. This table summarizes the theoretical framework 

of PhD thesis.  
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     Table 2.1 Theoretical Framework of Thesis 

 
Theories to Investigate the Political-Economy of Urban Development 

 
Neo-Pluralist and Neo-Weberian 
Approaches to Investigate the 
Agents of Urban Development 

Marxist Geography Approaches to Investigate the Economic Structure of 
Urban Development    

Neo-Marxist Perspectives to Investigate 
Entrepreneurial Urban Governance 

Urban 
Regime and 
Capacity to 
Govern  
(Stone, 
Stoker, 
Mossberger) 

Urban Growth 
Machines and Land 
Based Business Elites 
(Logan & Molotch) 

Capital Accumulation 
Processes and the 
Production of Built 
Environment 
(Harvey) 

The Rent-Gap and 
Gentrification as a 
Global Capitalist 
Urban Strategy 
(Smith) 

Inter-Urban 
Competition and 
Entrepreneurial Urban 
Governance 
(Harvey) 

State Re-scaling 
and State Spatial 
Strategies and 
Projects  
(Brenner) 

Local Dependence 
and Local Political 
Engagement 
(Cox & Mair) 

 
Formulating a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian Perspective to Investigate the Political-Ideological Superstructure of Urban Development 
Projects 

 
Gramsci and the concepts of 
Hegemony and Force  
(Gramsci) 

Dual Conception of Hegemony: The 
Dialectic Between Structural 
Hegemony and Hegemonic Project 
(Joseph) 

Neo-Gramscian Regulation Approach: 
Hegemonic Projects and Accumulation 
Strategies  
(Jessop) 

The Production of Space as an 
Urbanized Conception of Hegemony 
(Lefebvre, Kipfer) 

 
Two initial arguments of Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian Theoretical Perspective 
(1) UDPs (Urban Development Projects) are attempǘǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ¦5tǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƴƎ 
hegemony over the definition of urban political priorities. 
(2) UDPs are politically constructed through the hegemonic arguments, discourses and narratives of key decision-makers and these discursive practices have been used to mobilize 
public support and consent of different social forces. 
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CHAPTER 3 

 

THE POLITICS OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN THE WORLD: 

DIVERSE ACTORS AND DIVERSE URBAN POLITICAL SETTINGS 

 

The politics of Urban Development Projects (UDPs) in the world is investigated through 

analyzing the construction of urban political power in the formation of the projects. To this 

end, four main dimensions of UDPs are critically and comparatively analyzed, which are (1) 

the size, location and main development logics of the projects, (2) hegemonic discourses to 

mobilize public support and consent for the projects, (3) the reorganization of urban 

planning powers through laws and empowerment of state institutions as coercive-

legislative mechanisms of capitalist state and lastly (4) the identification of powerful socio-

political actors in the political construction of the projects.  

 

These four main dimensions of UDPs are discussed through focusing on six UDPs from 

different countries of the world, including Baltimore Inner Harbor Revitalization Project 

from US, London Docklands Regeneration Project and Olympic Games from UK, Potsdamer 

Platz Redevelopment Project from Germany, Abandoibarra Waterfront Regeneration 

Project from Spain and lastly, Lujiazui Central Finance District Project from Shanghai, China. 

These six UDPs are analyzed through considering how state power, state-capital-society 

relations and the ways urban policies are made have influenced the political construction of 

UDPs. The common structural political-economic dynamics and differences in the formation 

of political power, the use of hegemonic and coercive mechanism, different actors and 

different urban political settings  are analyzed and interpreted with reference to different 

socio-political contexts of different countries.            

   

3.1 The Baltimore Inner Harbor Revitalization Project in US  

Baltimore Inner Harbor was a commercial and passenger port until the 1970s. In the early 

1970s, owing to the economic crisis, industrial decline and the shifts in local economy, 

freight functions and passenger use of the inner harbor had been replaced by grass-covered 

parkland that was used for large events and city fairs (Levine, 1987). According to Harvey 

(2000), upper middle class gentrifiers played an important role in this transformation and it 

was the first sign of urban renewal in Baltimore.   
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Baltimore Inner Harbor revitalization was first proposed in the year 1964 by the request of 

the mayor. However, it was in 1971 after the election of a new mayor, William Donald 

Schaefer όƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎύ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǾƛǘŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ 

project attracted business-driven interests in the city (Harvey, 1989; 2000).   

 

In the context of the closing of the steel plants and port and disappearing federal subsidies, 

local government intended to provide new dynamics to local economy through the inner 

harbor revitalization project. A steering committee called Greater Baltimore Committee 

was constituted by the local government officiers and the chief executive officers of the 

ŎƛǘȅΩǎ млл ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎŜǎ όIǳƭŀΣ мффлύΦ wŜŀƭ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊ WŀƳŜǎ wƻǳǎŜ όŀ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ 

member of the Committee) was also an important figure in the project owing to his 

experience in market-dependent and property-led urban regeneration projects in other US 

cities (Hula, 1990; Levine, 1987). 

 

The key objectives of Greater Baltimore Committee was (1) the revitalization of the inner 

harbor through the introduction of tourism as an important redevelopment strategy and (2) 

the creation of a good business climate to attract inward investment and entrepreneurial 

efforts of business communities (Merrifield 1993; Levine, 1987). As a public-private 

partneǊǎƘƛǇ όŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎύ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘŜŘ ŀƭƭ 

the urban planning efforts for the inner harbor revitalization. Planning of inner harbor 

revitalization was including the construction of parks, a marina, a convention center and an 

aquarium. Construction of them was provided by the contribution of significant public 

subsidies (Harvey, 2000). In addition to this, although it was a public-private agency and 

initiated by direct intervention of local government, Greater Baltimore Committee had 

operated as a private organization because it denied any form of  public access to any of 

their records and meetings (Harvey, 2000).  

   

 

Figure 3.4 A view from revitalized Baltimore Inner Harbor 

(Source:www.baltimore.to/images/BaltimorePanb.jpg) 
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Since the 1980s, Inner Harbor revitalization project in Baltimore has been presented by 

urban policy-makers as a model of how declining, industrial U.S. cities could be regenerated 

on the basis of advanced services, tourist attractions and downtown redevelopment 

(Levine, 1987). Also most of the waterfront regeneration efforts in Europe has been 

ƛƴǎǇƛǊŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ .ŀƭǘƛƳƻǊŜΩǎ LƴƴŜǊ IŀǊōƻǊ ǊŜǾƛǘŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ όWŀǳƘƛŀƴƛŜƴΣ мффрύ Φ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ 

behind the image of prosperity, there were also serious problems caused by the 

revitalization project.  

 

According to Harvey (1989; 2000), urban poverty and deterioration had been exacerbated 

and the created jobs were mostly low-paying and temporary. Most of the new 

constructions in the site did not return a profit and the attractiveness of stores and 

restaurants in Harborplace hid the low quality of shopping and lack of entertainment in 

poorer neighborhoods of the city (Harvey, 2000). Furthermore, Hula (1990) argued that 

Baltimore Inner Harbor revitalization project contributed to an uneven pattern of local 

economic growth and exacerbated urban dualism. A dual urban social structure has been 

emerged in Baltimore. There was, on the one hand, a city of  developers, suburban 

professionals and upper-middle class gentrifiers with good jobs and conspicuous 

consumption; and on the other hand a city of poor blacks and displaced manufacturing 

workers, who continue to suffer from low paid, temporary and insecure jobs, 

unemployment and shrinking public services (Hula, 1990; Levine, 1987). 

 

Levine (1987) identified two main reasons for these results of the project. First reason 

signifies the domination of business-driven interests in the formation and operation of 

public-private partnership. The design and operation of Greater Baltimore Committee as a 

public-private partnership was strategically selective in the sense that it excluded large 

segments of society (including low-paid and temporary workers, impoverished blacks and 

all sorts of socially excluded classes) while incorporating profit-seeking efforts of powerful 

capitalist classes. Secondly, there was an absence of  explicit mechanisms linking downtown 

redevelopment to the revitalization of low- and moderate-income neighborhoods. 

Redevelopment in the downtown did not provide any spill-over effects for social, 

economical and physical regeneration of low-income neighborhoods in Baltimore (Levine, 

1987; Harvey, 2000).  
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It is possible to draw three conclusions from Baltimore Inner Harbor Revitalization Project. 

Firstly, urban policy-making processes in the formation of the project has been strongly 

dominated by powerful local business-driven interests. The reason behind such a business 

dominance in urban politics could be explained with reference to άƭƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜέ 

concept. As the case of Baltimore Inner Harbor Revitalization indicates, local business 

communities in US are dependent on the conditions of local capital accumulation and 

therefore, they mostly intend to harness the power of local government in their pursuit of a 

good business climate, which could be characterized by high rate of economic growth and 

being attractive for inward investment (Cox and Mair, 1988). Local government, on the 

other hand, is also locally dependent owing to its dependence on a local tax base. This local 

tax base could be enhanced through the growth of local economy, attracting inward 

investment and initiating UDPs. In this respect, owing to the condition of local dependence, 

local government and local business communities tend to form a local coalition of economic 

growth and UDPs have mostly led by such a local coalition. In such a political context, local 

governments hold an important decision-making power in urban matters and the structure 

and policy-making process of local governments are highly permeable to local business 

communities. Furthermore, the dominance of private sector interests in urban policy 

formation is perceived as legitimate by a large segment of society. Therefore, compared to 

Europe, it seems that there is not a powerful base of opposition against the formation of 

such urban redevelopment projects. Secondly, local government in US does not only play 

an active role in designing institutional sites (like public-private partnerships, project 

ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎΧŜǘŎύ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ sector interests but it also takes important risks 

for the projects through carrying out key infrastructure investments. For instance in 

Baltimore Inner Harbor Revitalization Project, large amount of public subsidy was used in 

the construction of marina, convention center and aquarium which were the key symbols 

and flagship projects in the revitalization process. Thirdly, Baltimore Inner Harbor 

Revitalization Project could be theorized as a strategically selective urban policy mechanism 

in the sense that it excluded large segments of the society while including a capitalist class 

of powerful business-driven interests in urban policy-making process. Because this projects 

was formed and developed in favor of capital accumulation dynamics rather than social 

reproduction of working classes, it exacerbated socio-spatial inequalities (including urban 

poverty, spatial and social exclusion and deterioration of low-income neighborhoods) in 

Baltimore. 
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3.2 London Docklands Regeneration Project in UK  

London Dockland is a waterfront area in the east-end of London. In the 1950s it was utilized 

as a transportation node of industrial and commercial activities. In the late 1960s, several 

docks were closed down owing to the first signs of economic decline and crisis. Towards the 

end of the 1970s, central government  took interest in the regeneration of the area. Owing 

to the closure of several docks, in the first years of 1980s, it was a disused derelict land, 

covering 2200 hectares. Central government played a key role in the regeneration of this 

huge waterfront area and in 1981 London Docklands Development Corporation (LDDC) was 

established to initiate urban regeneration project in Docklands (Hinsley & Malone, 1996). 

 

LDDC was empowered through three key powers. The first is the power of land assembly 

including compulsory purchase of urban lands. This base of power enabled LDDC to acquire 

land from other public institutions without any public inquiry. By this way, LDDC  acquired 

lands from Greater London Council, Boroughs and Port of London Authority. Secondly, 

LDDC was given development control powers within a huge area of 2200 ha. from three 

Boroughs. Thirdly, LDDC had the power to use government grants for the development of 

land and regeneration of the area (Beswick, 2001). These three key powers, given to LDDC, 

shows how central government empowered a new institution in an UDP. In other words, 

LDDC emerged as a new mechanism of restructured state power, consolidating urban 

planning powers with an exceptional manner. 

 

In UK, local governments receive funds from central government and their budget highly 

ŘŜǇŜƴŘ ƻƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ ŦǳƴŘǎ ŀƴŘ ƎǊŀƴǘǎΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ 

could not enhance their levels of self-generated revenue. In other words, local 

governments are financially dependent on central government and owing to their inability 

in terms of finance and economic power, central government initiated the formation of 

LDDC. The major role of LDDC in the regeneration of docklands was not only the provision 

of substantial level of funding but also the consolidation of urban planning powers with a 

flexible planning approach to bypass bureaucratic impediments. Therefore, for a large scale 

urban intervention in Docklands, LDDC is structured by central government  as a focus of 

exceptional power of urban policy-making and planning. 

 

Involvement of private sector interests in the regeneration process was provided by the 

appointment of business community leaders and large property owners as board members 
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of Corporation (Imrie and Thomas 1995). LDDC adopted a flexible and developer-friendly 

planning approach and this approach was presented  as the common base of interests for 

different classes in London (Hinsley & Malone, 1996).  

 

Publicly owned lands were redeveloped for the purpose of private development and public 

funding was used for the provision of the necessary infrastructure. In other words, public 

resources were transferred to private sector by the central government itself and they were 

utilized as an important intervention mechanism of urban space regeneration in Docklands. 

Furthermore, during the 1980s, large amounts of capital were invested in the area 

(particularly in Canary Wharf) to locate residential and commercial activities, large office 

buildings, huge towers and all other sorts of consumption-based activities in this new 

regenerated face of London Docklands.  

 

  

Figure 3.5 A View from Canary Wharf, one of the most attractive regenerated site of London 

Docklands (Source: http://www.aquiva.co.uk/images/Library/Photo3837) 

 

However, in the late 1980s, recession in the property market caused a crisis for the London 

Docklands regeneration project owing to the reduction of property prices and large amount 

of land stayed undeveloped within the regeneration area.  Barnes et al (1996) argue that 

supply-side policies were the major mechanisms of regeneration project and owing to the 
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ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŘŜƳŀƴŘΣ 5ƻŎƪƭŀƴŘ ōŜŎŀƳŜ άŀ ǾƛŎǘƛƳ ƻŦ ǊŜŎŜǎǎƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǘ 

ƘŀŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘέΦ    

 

Within the urban regeneration literature, London Docklands Regeneration Project started 

to be perceived as a form of UK-style urban entrepreneurialism, costly and redefining urban 

political priorities on the basis of supply-side interventions (Florio and Brownill, 2000). 

Furthermore, it also appeared as an entrepreneurial urban policy mechanism, intending to 

mobilize business-driven interest through initiating LDDC as an the extended arm of central 

government. 

 

It is possible to draw three conclusions from London Dockland regeneration project. The 

first is that central government holds a powerful decision-maker role in the formation of 

UDPs in UK. London Dockland regeneration project shows us that there are key roles and 

functions of central government, including (1) the provision of substantial level of funding, 

(2) consolidation of urban planning powers and (3) the incorporation of private sector 

interests into the decision-making process. Secondly, central government carried out such 

key roles through the formation and empowerment of LDDC. LDDC was empowered as a 

focus of exceptional power base in urban policy making and planning. This exceptionality 

given to LDDC consolidated urban planning powers and bypassed and relaxed urban 

planning processes and some sorts of bureaucratic impediments related with the 

regeneration of Docklands area. Thirdly, this exceptional power base of urban planning was 

used to respond to supply-side priorities of property markets and construction sector. As a 

result, London Docklands regeneration proƧŜŎǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǊŜƛƴǘŜǊǇǊŜǘŜŘ ŀǎ ¦YΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ 

important experience in the political construction of urban entrepreneurialism, 

restructuring state power to form an exceptional base of urban policy-making and redefine 

urban political priorities on the basis of supply-side interventions. 

 

3.3 Olympic Games and Regeneration of Urban Space in Manchester  

Manchester made several attempts to host Olympic games in the 1990s. In September 

1993, Olympic Bid Committee failed in its second attempt to host the Games. Cochrane et 

al. (1996; 2002) examines the construction of Olympic coalition and they investigate the 

interests and power constellations behind the project of hosting Olympic Games as a means 

of regenerating urban space. 
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aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΩǎ ōƛŘ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǎector initiative which has secured strong public sector 

support and local business elites were dominating the Bid and the Olympic process. 

Furthermore, in the regeneration of urban space, the new circuits of political power in the 

city were not anymore linked to the traditional institutional bases of the Chamber of 

Commerce or the regional branch of the Confederation of British Industry. Rather the 

power of governing urban regeneration through Olympic Games had been constructed 

through the networking of a range of organizations at or near the fringes of the state 

(Cochrane et al. 1996). Amongst these organizations are; Training Enterprise Councils, 

Urban Development Corporations, East Manchester Partnership, North West Business 

Leadership Team and the Olympic bid committee all of which had been formed and 

activated as a means of restructuring of political power. As the Chairman of the Olympic Bid 

Committee, Bob Scott operated as the broker and deal-maker among these institutions. 

 

 

Figure 3.6 The City of Manchester Stadium, designed as part of Manchester's failed bid for the 

2000 Summer Olympic (Source: www.manchester2002-uk.com/sports/manchester-city-stadium)  

 

In their relation with central government, Olympic Bid Committee needed to provide 

estimations on the cost and the surplus of the new urban redevelopments. According to 

these estimations, % 37 percent of the total cost of Olympic Games (973 million pound total 

cost) would come from central government sources (Cochrane et al. 2002). This estimations 

show that the project of hosting Olympic Games strongly depend on the generation of 

grants from the government. Although Olympic Bid Committee was presented as a private 

sector initiated institutional structure, it looks more like a locally-based grant coalition. As 

Cochrane et al. (2002) and Peck & Tickell (1995) critically interpret, the politics of urban 
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ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΩǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ƘƻǎǘƛƴƎ hƭȅƳǇƛŎ DŀƳŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ 

a business-dominated localism that involve struggles over the role, meaning and structure 

of the state.  

 

Lǘ ƛǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ŘǊŀǿ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƳŀƧƻǊ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴŎƭǳǎƛƻƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΩǎ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

project of hosting Olympic Games. Firstly, the role of central government in such large scale 

urban interventions could not be ignored. Olympic process in Manchester showed how 

local business-dominated platforms of policy-making depends on central government 

sources. Decisions of central government and its relation with local business elites are very 

important in Manchester case.  Secondly, the Olympic Games in Manchester are never 

presented as an end in themselves by the Bid Committee. Rather it was regarded as an 

instrument to regenerate urban space and realize large scale urban interventions to attract 

inward investment. Olympic Bid Committee constituted a hegemonic discourse arguing that 

Olympic Games will upgrade competitive position of Manchester within the global urban 

hierarchy and Games will provide investment, economic growth and a good business 

climate. Within the light of such politics, it is possible to argue that large scale events (like 

hƭȅƳǇƛŎ DŀƳŜǎΣ 9·thΣ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛŀŘŜΣ ²ƻǊƭŘ ŀƴŘ 9ǳǊƻ /ǳǇ ƛƴ CƻƻǘōŀƭƭΧŜǘŎύ ŀǊŜ ƴŜǾŜǊ ŀƴ ŜƴŘ 

itself. Rather, they could be defined as a means of large scale urban redevelopment 

interventions. Thirdly, a critical investigation on the formation and the resolution of 

Olympic Bid Committee in Manchester shows that coalition politics around the formation of 

large urban redevelopment interventions is unstable, exclusionary and fragile.  

 

3.4 Potsdamer Platz Redevelopment Project in Berlin, Germany  

After the unification of Berlin, 2000 Olympic Games was presented by politicians and 

government officials as an important opportunity to enhance economic growth and attract 

investment in Berlin. Potsdamer Platz Redevelopment Project had become the focus of the 

ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ нллл hƭȅƳǇƛŎ DŀƳŜǎ ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴ όIŅǳǖŜǊƳŀƴƴΣ мффтΤ /ƻŎƘǊŀƴŜ ŀƴŘ WƻƴŀǎΣ 

1999).  

 

Located at the center of Berlin, Potsdamer Platz is an important public square and traffic 

intersection and it was covering 48 ha. of urban land. In the redevelopment project, a 

public-private partnership was formed and the role of public sector was the provision of 

necessary transportation infrastructure, while the rest of the development (including some 

headquarters, large numbers of shops, hotels, offices, shopping malls and residences) 
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would be realized by the private sector. Private sector actors were Sony Corporation and 

Daimler Benz and they were holding over 80 percent of the available land in Potsdamer 

Platz and they also used this land to construct their headquarters in the area (Strom, 1996).  

 

An urban design competition was held for the planning of the redevelopment in Potsdamer 

Platz. World-wide known architectures were appointed by public officials as the jury of the 

competition (Strom, 1996). Through such a way of competition, international architectural 

and urban design efforts had been incorporated into the shaping of urban space within the 

redevelopment project.  

 

 

Figure 3.7 Aerial view looking south over Potsdamer Platz in Berlin  

(Source: http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Potsdamer_Platz) 

 

After the competition, detailed building plans were prepared and a public comment period 

was started for several months to get the opinion of local community (Strom, 1996). When 

compared with US and UK urban politics context, such a way of public comment period in 

the redevelopment project shows how the emphasis on the expectations of the local 

community and public perception is higher in German urban politics context. In this public 

comment period, the local architectural community, local media and some non-

governmental organizations criticized redevelopment efforts. According to them, urban 

design competition had become a process of legitimating compromises reached between 

the rights of property and the state defined public interest (Strom, 1996; Shaw, 2005).     
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This rising opposition against the redevelopment project shows that there was a lack of 

public support, which seems to contradict the experiences of the cities of US and UK. In 

fact, a survey in the 1990s revealed that two-ǘƘƛǊŘǎ ƻŦ .ŜǊƭƛƴΩǎ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎ ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

Olympic Games and the redevelopment project in Potsdamer Platz (Strom, 1996). While 

aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΩǎ ōƛŘ ǘƻ Ƙƻǎǘ ǘƘŜ hƭȅƳǇƛŎǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀtion projects associated with it 

were attracting significant local support (Cochrane et al., 1996), a similar bid for Berlin was 

being met with a high degree of opposition from different segments of society (Cochrane 

and Jonas, 1999). 

 

There are two major conclusions that could be drawn from the experience of Potsdamer 

Platz Redevelopment Project in Berlin. Firstly, socio-political medium in which civil society is 

highly developed with strong non-governmental organizations, plays very important role in 

minimizing private sector influence in urban policy-making. In Berlin, Olympic Games and its 

major urban redevelopment project (Potsdamer Platz) were lacking a significant level of 

local public support owing to the influence of local architectural community and the local 

media over the local public opinion. Conservation of historical heritage, the lack of rent 

control mechanisms and the demands for a more inclusionary conception of public interest 

were the major issues of critical approach developed by non-governmental organizations 

and the local media. This shows how a well developed and organized civil society and local 

media power associated with it may emerge as a focus of opposition against the formation 

of such growth-inducing UDPs. Secondly, like London Dockland and Manchester cases, 

central government plays very prominent roles in the formation of UDPs in Berlin. For 

instance, central government (1) formed the basis of public-private partnership, (2) carried 

out important activities in 2000 Olympic Games Campaign and (3) planned the processes of 

redevelopment in Potsdamer Platz. However, owing to local non-governmental 

ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎΩ ŘƛǎŀǇǇǊƻǾƛƴƎ ŀǘǘƛǘǳŘŜ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ-making, the 

role of central government have become finding a balance between capital accumulation 

dynamics (growth-oriented demand of powerful private sector actors) and the demands of 

local communities (a more sustainable form of development and the protection of 

historical heritage). As the comparisons of UK and German urban politics shows, in both of 

the countries central government plays an active role in promoting and incorporating 

business-driven interests in urban policy-making. HƻǿŜǾŜǊ ƛƴ DŜǊƳŀƴȅΩǎ ǎƻŎƛƻ-political 

context central government rather intends to mediate between different demands over the 

shaping of urban space (Bekmez, 2008; DiGaetano and Strom, 2003) 



 

81 

 

 

 

3.5 Abandoibarra Waterfront Regeneration Project in Bilbao, Spain  

Abandoibarra is a waterfront area and covering approximately 35 ha. of urban land at the 

heart of metropolitan Bilbao. Abandoibarra was the symbol of industrial city and port until 

ǘƘŜ мфулϥǎ όtƭǀƎŜǊΣ нллуύΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ мфулǎΣ ƛǘ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀƴǎŦŜǊ ƻŦ ŘƻŎƪ-

related activities to outer port locations. In fact, the major reason behind this transfer of 

dock-related activities was the crisis of industrial manufacturing activities in Bilbao 

(Rodriguez et al., 2001). To overcome the crisis of local economic structure, political 

authorities (both Basque local government and Spanish central government) and capital 

intended to transform the image of Bilbao from a declining manufacturing city into a new 

post-industrial revitalized metropolis (Gomez, 1998; Rodriguez et al., 2001). Within this new 

agenda of local economic regeneration, Abandoibarra Waterfront Regeneration Project had 

a key role owing to its strategic location in terms of the production of high rent and 

attracting huge inward investment. 

 

!ōŀƴŘƻƛōŀǊǊŀ ǿŀǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǎƛǘŜέ ƛƴ .ŀǎǉǳŜ [ƻŎŀƭ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ 

Strategic Plan in the year 1991. By this strategic plan, local government aimed to guide 

ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ƛƴ .ƛƭōŀƻ ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǎƻƳŜ άƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǎƛǘŜǎέ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ƭŜŦǘ 

out by deindustrialization and therefore needed to revitalized on the basis of new growth 

sectors like real estate, tourism and other consumption-oriented activities (Gonzales, 

нллсύΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ άƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǎƛǘŜǎέ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 

regenerated in accordance with the requirements of capital accumulation dynamics. 

Abandoibarra in this document was defined as a high centrality location in the heart of the 

bourgeois city and despite its central location it had specialized in low value added 

economic functions (Rodriguez et al., 2001).  

 

Basque Locŀƭ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ {ǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ tƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ .ƛƭōŀƻΩǎ 

experience of urban entrepreneurialism because it redefined the objectives in urban 

planning through prioritizing regeneration-based and exchange value-driven UDPs. Some 

άƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǎƛǘŜǎέ όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ !ōŀƴŘƻƛōŀǊǊŀύ ǿŜǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ 

UDPs. Furthermore, this document also shows us how comprehensive planning approach 

transformed into a project-based intervention logic to respond profit-driven capitalist 

urban strategies. Bilbao case also shows how strategic planning in Bilbao was subordinated 

to profit-driven UDPs. 
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Strategic Plan of Basque local government provided the framework of urban regeneration  

for Abandoibarra but the regeneration process was started after an international urban 

design competition which was organized by the City Council of Bilbao in 1992 (Rodriguez et 

al., 2001). The winning projects was offering the location of commercial, office and 

residential functions and some key  infrastructures such as an international conference and 

ŎƻƴŎŜǊǘ Ƙŀƭƭ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ DǳƎƎŜƴƘŜƛƳ .ƛƭōŀƻ aǳǎŜǳƳ όtƭǀƎŜǊΣ нллуΤ wƻŘǊƛƎǳŜȊ Ŝǘ ŀƭΦΣ нллмύΦ 

 

 

Figure 3.8 A view along Abandoibarra waterfront (after the implementation of the project)  

(Source: http://www.bilbaoria2000.org/ria2000/imagenesZonas/1/abandoibarra_04.jpg) 

 

Another important urban policy dimension in the formation of Abandoibarra Waterfront 

Regeneration Project was the establishment of Bilbao Ria 2000 as a new urban governance 

mechanism for urban regeneration in Bilbao. Bilbao Ria 2000 played the central role in 

Abandoibarra Waterfront Regeneration Project and according to Rodriguez et al. (2001) the 

creation of Ria 2000 could be explained by the combination of three critical factors. Firstly, 

there was a consensus between local government, central government and capital to carry 

out co-ordinated actions for the regeneration of urban space in Bilbao. Therefore as a 

άƎƻƻŘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜέ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳΣ wƛŀ нллл ǿŀǎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜŘ ōȅ ōƻǘƘ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ƻŦ 
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local government and central government. Secondly, there were difficulties in land 

management owing to the land ownership structure of derelict sites in Abandoibarra. A 

coordinated body of land management was needed to provide coordination and problem-

solving in dealing with different agents in the existing ownership structure of the area. 

Thirdly, owing to the high costs of regeneration operations and the need for a self-sufficient 

project budget, entrepreneurial forms of management should be adopted in the project 

(Rodriguez et al., 2001). As a result, combination of these three factors gave rise to the 

establishment of Ria 2000 as a centrally structured mechanism of exceptional power in 

urban policy-ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ .ƛƭōŀƻΩǎ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ    

 

Although Spanish central government (Ministry of Public Works, Transport and the 

Environment) proposed the establishment of Bilbao Ria 2000, Basque local government 

gave a significant level of support to its formation and operation. In this respect, it was 

possible to observe a co-operation of local and central governments in the establishment of 

Bilbao Ria 2000. In the year 1992 it was established as a private firm of public shareholders 

(50 percent central and 50 percent local government) and it operated as a quasi-public 

agency to carry out urban regeneration operations in the metropolitan area of Bilbao. The 

main aim of Bilbao Ria 2000 was declared as achieving maximum efficiency in the use of 

resources through self-financed land valorization mechanism which do not entail any form 

of ŘƛǊŜŎǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ όtƭǀƎŜǊΣ нллуΤ wƻŘǊƛƎǳŜȊ Ŝǘ ŀƭΦΣ нллмύΦ 

 

After the completion of Abandoibarra Waterfront Regeneration Project, some remarkable 

realities could be observed. First impact of the project was on real estate sector. In 

Abandoibarra District, housing prices increased an average of 30 to 40 percent during 1998 

and 1999 (the years project completed) (Rodriguez et al., 2001). Second impact was 

disappointing effect of Guggenheim Museum, decreasing number of visitors and 

employƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ȅŜŀǊ ƻŦ aǳǎŜǳƳΩǎ ƻǇŜƴƛƴƎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ 

number of visitors; however after this first year a steady decline have been observed in the 

number of visitors (Plaza, 2006). Furthermore, although Guggenheim Museum was 

presented as an international touristic destination, the rate of international tourists was 

only %30. In addition to this, employment maintenance was not provided. The number of 

jobs in tourism-oriented sectors around Guggenheim Museum decreased dramatically. One 

third of the jobs were disappeared after the fourth year of the Museum (Plaza, 2006; 2007). 

The third impact of the regeneration project have signified low level of foreign direct 
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investment. In fact, advertising activities of the project had little impact in attracting 

ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ŦƻǊ !ōŀƴŘƻƛōŀǊǊŀΩǎ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ 

locating command functions to Abandoibarra was a strategic decision in the project, any 

international command functions or headquarters were not attracted to the regenerated 

site of Abandoibarra (Rodriguez et al., 2001). 

 

Through making a preliminary analysis of these impact of Abandoibarra regeneration 

project, Rodriguez et al. (2001) argued that the success of the project depends on short-

term return maximization logic. However this logic undermined long-term strategic targets 

of the projects including, local economic transformation and development, attraction of 

inward investment and making Bilbao a world-class tourism destination in Europe.       

 

It is possible to identify three key dimensions in the political construction of Abandoibarra 

Waterfront Regeneration Project. The first is that transforming the image of Bilbao from a 

declining manufacturing city into a new post-industrial revitalized metropolis was the urban 

political priority and Abandoibarra Waterfront Regeneration Project had become the core 

in this image rebuilding. UDPs may become the core of urban political strategies in 

rebuilding, transforming and redefining the image, symbolic values and public perception of 

the city. Such image rebuilding activities have operated with a hegemonic discourse, giving 

rise to the internalization of the goals of competitive, entrepreneurial and pro-growth 

urban governance. As a second political dimension, to form such entrepreneurial urban 

governance mechanisms a new inter-organizational body like Bilbao Ria 2000 was set up in 

the Spanish urban politics context. This emerging mode of entrepreneurial urban 

governance involved the transfer of urban planning and policy-making powers from 

traditional planning institutions (like Basque Local Government and Ministry of Public 

Works, Transport and the Environment) to a new partnership agency (Bilbao Ria 2000) 

which was justified on the basis of increased flexibility, proactivity and efficiency (Rodriguez 

et al., 2001). Similar with the establishment of London Docklands Development 

Corporation, Ria 2000 was structured as a partnership of local and central governments and 

it was empowered with exceptional powers in urban policy-ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ .ƛƭōŀƻΩǎ 

regeneration. Third political dimension points out how a project-based urban policy 

approach have become dominant over a traditional comprehensive urban planning 

approach. In the 1980s, traditional planning system and comprehensive planning approach 

in Spain had been criticized owing to the lack of flexibility, lengthy plan elaboration 
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processes and weaknesses in implementation (Rodriguez et al., 2001). To overcome such 

problems, project-led interventions were presented as panacea to solve all sorts of urban 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ .ŀǎǉǳŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΩǎ 

strategic plan unveils the position of existing planning instruments, which have become 

subordinated to profit-driven UDPs. UDPs do not only give rise to the bypassing and 

relaxing of traditional planning procedures, but they also redefine new roles to them. This 

dramatic restructuring of urban planning power was not the only case in Bilbao. In the 

1990s, international events (like EXPO and Olympic Games) and emblematic urban  projects 

emerged as a viable alternative to comprehensive long-term plans in Barcelona and Seville 

(Borja and Castells, 1997). 

 

3.6 The Development of Lujiazui Central Finance District in Shanghai  

In a country where reform has been mainly understood as marketization, opening-up to 

world capitalist economy and decentralization of political power to local governments, it is 

not surprising to face with entrepreneurial Municipal Government aiming to attract inward 

investment through UDPs. As Fu (2002) highlights within the case of Shanghai, Municipal 

Government and international capital have a great interest in promoting economic growth. 

Indeed, urban entrepreneurialism in Shanghai has been driven by project-based and pro-

growth coalition of capital-thirsty Municipal Government and profit-motivated 

international capital (Fu, 2002). The politics of such urban developments could be 

investigated in the case of the development of Lujiazui Central Finance District. 

 

Lujiazui Central Finance District is a sub-zone in the Pudong New Area which was launched 

as an enormous urban development project by Chinese Government in 1990. The Pudong 

New Area is intended to become the new economic engine of Shanghai and as a part of this 

project, Lujiazui is developed as a financial center representing the symbol of twenty-first 

century Shanghai. Lujiazui Central Finance District covers an area of 170 hectare and 

planned total space of construction is 420 ha (Marshall, 2003).     

 

There is no private ownership of land in Shanghai, however development rights are 

transferred from state to private sector through Municipal Land Administration. In this 

regulation, Municipal Governments play very important roles in the sale of land-lease and 

determination of the conditions and length of the lease (Marshall, 2003). In addition to 

having such an authority of land administration, Shanghai Municipal Government 
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established Shanghai Lujiazui Finance and Trade Zone Development Company (a state 

enterprise) to develop alternative design schemes for the  area. Four design schemes are 

produced but the mayor of Shanghai were not happy with the results and he sought the 

advice and assistance of foreign architects and planners (Marshall, 2003). In 1991, Shanghai 

Municipality the take assistance of Lƴǎǘƛǘǳǘ 5ϥ!ƳŝǊŜƳŜƴǘ Ŝǘ 5ϥ¦ǊōŀƴƛǎƳŜ ŘŜ ƭŀ wŞƎƛƻƴ 

Parisienne in the developing of design schemes and acquiring international exposure for the 

design of Lujiazui. In the same year, officials from Shanghai Municipal Government visited 

some world cities and observed their centers and central business districts. The scale and 

attractive image of [ŀ 5ŞŦŜƴǎŜ ƛƴ tŀǊƛǎ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǾƛǎƛǘƻǊǎ. Furthermore, an urban design 

competition was organized with the participation of four international firms each of which 

led by world-wide known architectures (Marshall, 2003). Although China was closed to the 

rest of the world for almost forty years, development of Lujiazui Central Finance District 

gave an end to this tradition and it made urban planning and design efforts open to 

international emblematic architectural expressions.  

  

 

Figure 3.9 A View from the sea side towards Lujiazui Central Finance District  

(Source: http://www.wjnco.com/officesfile/1155928643.jpg)  
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Figure 3.10 A View of Lujiazui Central Finance District  

(Source:http://meiguoxing.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/03/Shanghai-Center-Tower-Chinas-

NextTallest-Building.jpg) 

 

Financial District has emerged in Lujiazui according to the master plan which is prepared by 

collaborative efforts of Shanghai Municipality and international architecture and urban 

design authorities. Fu (2002) argues that such a rapid urban redevelopment (take ten years 

between 1990 and 2000) depends on a pro-growth urban coalition between the local 

government and international capital. To illustrate his argument, he explores the relations 

between Municipal Government and Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. (largest real estate company, 

constructed the tallest and most attractive buildings in Lujiazui) in the providing of land 

leasing, land clearance and construction. In the year 1994, Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. got 50 

ȅŜŀǊǎΩ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘǿƻ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛŎŜ ƻŦ рлл ¦{ ŘƻƭƭŀǊ ǇŜǊ ǎǉǳŀǊŜ ƳŜǘŜǊΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ǿŀǎ ŜȄŎŜǇǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

is that Shanghai Municipal Government provided %15 reduction in the rate of the income 

tax for Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. Although this was one of the support policy given to foreign 

enterprises in manufacturing sectors, Municipal Government provided Forest Overseas Co. 

Ltd. such an exceptionality to obtain tax reduction (Fu, 2002). 

 

Shanghai Municipal Government continued to provide key supports to Forest Overseas Co. 

Ltd. in the following years. In 1995, land clearance was going slow and Forest Overseas Co. 

Ltd. doubted very much that land clearance would take years and it would delay the start of 

the construction. However, Shanghai Municipal Government assured Forest Overseas Co. 

Ltd. that land clearance would be finished as scheduled, otherwise Municipal Government 

committed to pay some money for each day delayed in accordance with the contract. In 
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addition to this assurance, Municipal Government provided some opportunities to  Forest 

Overseas Co. Ltd. in the reduction of the construction cost. In the last month of 1995, 

Chinese Customs Authority stated that foreign-invested enterprises would not continue to 

import self-use materials with zero tariff. This means a huge cost increase for Forest 

Overseas Co. Ltd. in the construction of high-rise buildings and tower since their 

construction was heavily rely on  imported materials. Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. sent a letter 

to Municipal Government and asked whether their construction could benefit from zero 

tariff policy. After receiving this letter, Municipal Government made a request to the State 

Council and asked for a special consideration for Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. Finally, premier of 

central government gave a personal instruction to allow Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. to 

continue enjoying zero tariff policy (Fu, 2002).        

 

As the investigation of the relations between Municipal Government and Forest Overseas 

Co. Ltd. unveils, informal relations and closed door meetings between the mayor of 

Shanghai and the owner of Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. play very important roles in providing 

exceptional opportunities (tax reduction, land clearance and construction cost reduction). It 

is possible draw some major conclusions from the relations between Municipal 

Government and Forest Overseas Co. Ltd. Firstly, international capital and local government 

pursue the same interest and they emerge as the most powerful actors in the development 

project of Lujiazui Central Finance District. Their common base of interest (making Shanghai 

a world-class finance center) had enabled them to form a project-based pro-growth 

coalition. Secondly, such a Chinese-style urban coalition differs from US-ōŀǎŜŘ άƎǊƻǿǘƘ 

ƳŀŎƘƛƴŜέ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘ ŜƳōƻŘƛŜǎ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǘŜƳǇƻǊŀǊȅ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ 

the state. In US, local business communities are well organized and their interests are well 

integrated in the decision-making processes of urban redevelopment. In contrast to US, as 

another socio-political context, local social organizations are barely allowed and 

ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭƛȊŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ /ƘƛƴŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ 

actors of international capital mostly tends to develop informal relations and negotiations 

with Municipal Government in the formation and implementation of UDPs. Thirdly, as the 

case of Lujiazui Central Finance District project shows, Chinese-style urban growth 

coalitions are very strong owing to the position of the state in policy-making. In the reform 

process, developmental aspect of the state has changed but the political aspect of the state 

remains intact. Fu argues that (2002) this makes urban growth coalitions extraordinary 

strong in the making of entrepreneurial urban policies and large scale urban interventions 
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in China. Lastly, the experience of urban entrepreneurialism may give rise to international 

urban design and planning efforts in the design of large scale urban intervention. As the 

development of Lujiazui Central Finance District shows even in countries like Chine (where 

the policy-making and planning were closed to the rest of the world for almost forty years), 

international urban design competitions and world-wide known foreign architectural 

efforts have become the key instruments in the designing of  large scale urban 

interventions. 

 

3.7 The Critical Review of the Politics of Urban Development Projects in the 

World  

The political-economic dynamics behind the formation of six UDPs, from different countries 

of the world, are critically analyzed and discussed in this part. Swyngedouw et al. (2002) 

revealed five common characteristics of thirteen UDPs from European countries. These five 

common characteristics has also constitute a common framework for a consideration of 

political-economic dynamics of six UDPs, investigated in this chapter.  

 

Firstly, According to Swyngedouw et al. (2002) UDPs operate as exceptional power 

mechanisms in urban policy and planning processes. This means that UDPs entail the 

primacy of project-based initiatives over the comprehensive long-term plans. Exceptional 

powers are provided by two ways including (1) the empowering of new institutions like 

public-private partnerships and (2) the authorizing of existing institutions through 

extending their responsibility in a sectorally defined field of urban planning and policy-

making. Secondly, UDPs are poorly integrated to the wider urban social and physical 

structure. They exacerbate socio-spatial polarization and lead to the creation of islands of 

wealth. Thirdly, reducing the rent-gap is the priority in UDPs. They target high-income 

segments of the population and high productivity-based economic activities (Swyngedouw 

et al., 2002). The success of UDPs depends on the production of extra-rent and the 

subsequent realization of the produced land rent. In other words, the success depends on 

the dynamics of real-estate sector. Therefore, built environments produced by UDPs could 

not integrate with cultural, historical heritage and urban macro-form of the city. They 

reflect non-holistic interventions to urban space in the form of shopping malls, gated 

residents, five star hotels, business towers, huge office towers and all sorts of leisure and 

consumption complexes with emblematic architectural expressions. Fourthly, Swyngedouw 

et al. (2002) emphasize that UDPs reflect a new choreography of elite power through giving 
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rise to highly exclusive platforms of policy-making. The new governance structures emerged 

within the context of new urban policies, redistribute planning and policy-making powers to 

highly exclusive partnership agencies. Although this shift in urban policy and planning 

ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛǎ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳƛȊŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άƛƴŎƭǳǎƛǾŜέΣ άƴƻƴ-ƘƛŜǊŀǊŎƘƛŎŀƭέ ŀƴŘ άǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘƻǊȅέ 

approach of agencies and partnerships, the realities show us a selective exclusion of wide 

segments of society in terms of access to decision-making processes (Swyngedouw et al., 

2002). Through excluding wide segments of society, these projects focus on speculative 

reproduction of place rather than reproduction of labor, provision of decent job 

opportunities and wages to people. UDPs are associated with the interests of business-

driven interest groups which are closed circles that consolidate their power while 

preventing access to others. In other words, local democratic participation mechanisms 

within the UDPs are not respected and they result in άa new choreography of elite powerέ 

(Swyngedouw et al., 2002) . Lastly, UDPs reflect and embody a series of processes that are 

associated with changing scale of governance. UDPs emerge within the context of state 

rescaling, emphasizing the role of state spatial power in providing crucial territorial 

infrastructures through which the circulation of capital has been continually territorialized, 

deterritorialized and reterritorialized (Swyngedouw, 1997; Brenner, 1999; Swyngedouw et 

all, 2002). 

 

This five common characteristics of UDPs show that UDPs have become politically 

constructed mechanisms of producing rent and capital accumulation dynamics. 

Furthermore, UDPs also reflect how state power and state-capital relations have been 

restructured, rescaled and even redefined with new urban policy mechanism like 

entrepreneurial public privaǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇǎΣ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ {ǳŎƘ ŦƻǊƳǎ ƻŦ 

entrepreneurial governance have provided key exceptional urban policy-making powers 

through reorganizing urban planning authorities and enforcing new laws as coercive-

legislative mechanism of capitalist state in the formation of the projects.  

 

UDPs, investigated in this part, have been constructed by hegemonic discourses, arguments 

and narratives of key-ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƳŀƪŜǊǎ ŦǊƻƳ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎΦ ά9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 

ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǎǳŎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƛƳ ǘƻ 

mobilize public support and consent for the projects. As discursive practices to persuade 

different segments of civil society, such discourses show how capitalist forces behind the 
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projects aim to redefine urban poƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ 

oriented targets.             

 

The critical review of the projects also show that not only discursive practices of hegemony 

construction, but also coercive-legislative mechanism of capitalist state play a very 

important role in the formation of UDPs. In this respect, through reorganizing urban 

planning powers and empowering new state institutions in the projects, coercive-legislative 

mechanisms of capitalist state have been mobilized. 

   

The use of hegemonic discourses and coercive-legislative mechanism have differentiated 

according to different relations and articulations of state, capital and society. For instance, 

hegemonic discourses and activities to mobilize public support and consent may become 

very important in particular socio-political contexts of some countries where civil society is 

powerful. However, in socio-political contexts where state has a high repressive power over 

the society, there may be no or even less need to use hegemonic discourses and activities. 

Therefore, as a general interpretation, it could be argued that the role of hegemonic 

discourses or coercive-legislative mechanism have differentiated according to different 

contexts of state-civil society relations. In western capitalist countries (like US, UK, Germany 

and Spain), since the agents of civil society are powerful over the formation of the structure 

and policies of the state, hegemonic discourses are frequently produced and disseminated 

through entrepreneurial urban governance institutions, local business associations, media 

institutions, universities and chambers. However the political-ideological superstructure of 

UDPs have not only been constituted by these hegemonic discourses and activities of 

powerful capitalist forces. Coercive-legislative mechanism of the state is still important in 

these countries, since they provide exceptional power to reorganize urban planning 

authorities and to incorporate business-driven interests into the decision-making processes 

through the establishment of new entrepreneurial urban governance institutions. 

 

The comparative analysis of the political-economic dynamics of UDPs are presented and 

summarized with the tables mentioned below. The first table show the main features of the 

projects, the role of the state, powerful actors and entrepreneurial urban governance 

mechanism in the political construction of the projects and presents the main hegemonic 

discourses of the projects. The second table summarizes how the hegemonic discourses 
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and coercive-legislative mechanisms of the state have been integrated in the political 

construction of UDPs.    

 



 

 

 

 

9
3 

 Table 3.1 The Comparison of Key Dimensions of Six UDPs From Different Countries of the World  

  

Size, location and 
new functions 

Main 
Development 
Logic 

Inclusion of 
neighborhoo
d population 
in decision-
making 

Hegemonic 
arguments and 
discourses in 
mobilizing public 
support behind the 
formation of the 
projects  

Production and 
operation of 
exceptional power 
mechanisms in urban 
policy-making and 
planning processes  

Emergence of 
new 
entrepreneurial 
urban 
governance 
mechanisms 

Powerful 
actors in the 
political 
construction 
of the projects 
 

The roles of the 
state in the 
project 
 

The results of 
the project 
 

The 
Baltimore 
Inner 
Harbor 
Revitalizatio
n Project in 
US 

97 hectares of 
inner harbor and 
waterfront space 
previously used as 
freight and 
passenger port for 
industrial and 
commercial 
activities.  
Revitalization 
efforts produced 
new functions like; 
shopping and 
tourist attractions, 
luxury office space 
and advanced 
services. 

Urban 
regeneration: 
Within the context 
of industrial 
decline and 
economic crisis in 
the 1970s, local 
government 
intended to 
provide new 
capital 
accumulation 
dynamics through   
regenerating inner 
harbor space.  

No Project was 
introduced and 
presented to public 
as the mechanisms of 
(1) making tourism a 
dominant local 
economic growth 
strategy, (2) 
attracting inward 
investment and (3) 
creating a good 
business climate.   

Exceptional powers 
of urban policy-
making and planning 
were given to a 
public-private 
partnership (1) to 
consolidate all urban 
planning authorities 
and (2) decide the 
use of public subsidy 
for the key 
infrastructure 
projects within the 
revitalization of inner 
harbor.   

Greater 
Baltimore 
Committee 
emerged as the 
key 
entrepreneurial 
urban 
governance 
mechanism in 
the formation of 
the project.  

Local business 
communities, 
local 
government 
and Greater 
Baltimore 
Committee 
(constituted 
by the 
partnership of 
local 
government 
and local 
business 
communities)  

Two key roles of 
the state; (1) 
incorporation of 
business-oriented 
interests into the 
decision-making 
process (2) taking 
important risks 
through using 
public subsidy for 
key infrastructure 
investments like 
convention center, 
marina and 
aquarium   

Project 
exacerbated 
socio-spatial 
inequalities 
(including urban 
poverty and 
socio-spatial 
exclusion of low 
income 
neighborhoods)  

 
London 
Docklands 
Regeneratio
n Project in 
UK 

2200 hectares of 
waterfront area 
previously used as 
a transportation 
node.  
Regeneration 
project produced 
financial, 
commercial and 
residential 
activities, office 
buildings, shopping 
malls, and towers  

Urban 
regeneration: 
Within the context 
of industrial 
decline and 
economic crisis in 
the 1970s, central 
government 
initiated the 
regeneration of 
docklands to 
provide new 
dynamics for 
economic growth.   

No Project was justified 
on the basis of  
regeneration of a  
disused derelict land 
(1) to make it 
attractive for 
investment and (2) to 
provide new 
employment 
opportunities. Project 
was presented to 
public as the 
common base of 
interests for different 
classes in London.   

Exceptional powers 
of urban policy-
making and planning 
were given to a new 
institution structured 
by central 
government. 
Exceptional powers 
include (1) 
development control, 
(2) land assembly and 
(3) the power to use 
government grants 
for the regeneration 
of Docklands.    

Central 
government 
established 
London 
Development 
Corporation and 
it emerged as 
the key 
entrepreneurial 
urban 
governance 
mechanism in 
the formation of 
the project.    

London 
Development 
Corporation as 
an extended 
arm of central 
government, 
large property 
owners and 
investors 

Three key roles of 
the state (central 
government) are; 
(1) the provision of 
substantial level of 
funding, (2) the 
consolidation of 
urban planning 
powers and (3) the 
incorporation of 
private sector 
interests into the 
decision-making 
process.    

Project 
redefined urban 
political 
priorities on the 
basis of supply 
side urban 
interventions. 
Project also 
suffered from 
the recession in 
the property 
market, owing 
to the lack of 
any 
consideration of 
demand. 
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Table 3.1 (continued)  

 

 

 

 
Olympic 
Games and 
Regeneration 
of Urban Space 
in Manchester, 
UK 

During the 1990s different 
locations in Manchester 
(including city center, 
Salford and eastern part 
of the city) had undergone 
extensive regeneration as 
a ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ .ŜǊƭƛƴΩǎ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ōƛŘ 
for 1996 and 2000 
Olympic Games. 
Regeneration projects 
provided new functions 
like commercial and 
residential land uses, 
tourist attractions and 
shopping malls, olympic 
stadiums and convention 
centers  

Large scale 
event: Hosting 
Olympic Games 
were never an 
end itself but 
rather it was a 
means of large 
scale urban 
redevelopment 
interventions. 
 
  

No Hosting 
Olympic 
Games in 
Manchester 
was presented 
to public as an 
opportunity 
(1) to upgrade  
aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΩǎ 
competitivene
ss and (2) to 
attract inward 
investment. 

Exceptional powers of 
urban policy-making 
were given to Olympic 
Bid Committee and  
Central Manchester 
Development 
Corporation. Urban 
development control 
powers were 
transferred from 
Municipalities and 
Boroughs to these two 
new institution. 

 

Olympic Bid 
Committe and  
Central 
Manchester 
Development 
Corporation 
were the  key 
entrepreneurial 
urban 
governance 
mechanisms in 
the formation of 
regeneration 
projects 

Central 
Government, 
Olympic Bid 
Committee (a 
local business 
initiative, 
supported by 
government 
grants) and 
Central 
Manchester 
Development 
corporation (a 
central 
government 
initiative) 

Three key roles of 
the state are (1) the 
provision of grants 
for the key 
infrastructure 
projects, (2) the 
consolidation of 
urban planning 
powers and  (3) the 
incorporation of 
private sector 
interests into the 
decision-making 
process. 

Committee did not 
succeeded in the 
competition to 
host the 1996 and 
2000 Olympic 
Games. However, 
regeneration 
projects gave rise 
to the redefinition 
of urban political 
priorities on the 
basis of supply side 
urban 
interventions. 

 
Potsdamer 
Platz 
Redevelopmen
t Project in 
Berlin, 
Germany 

Covering 48 hectares of 
urban land Potsdamer 
Platz was an important 
traffic intersection and 
public square. It was the 
most important urban 
intervention as a part of 
.ŜǊƭƛƴΩǎ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ōƛŘ ŦƻǊ нллл 
Olympic Games. Project 
provided new functions 
like headquarters, hotels, 
shopping malls and office 
and residence towers and 
it also renewed 
transportation 
infrastructure. 

Large scale 
event:  Hosting 
Olympic Games 
were never an 
end itself but 
rather it was a 
means of large 
scale urban 
redevelopment 
interventions. 
 

No Hosting 2000 
Olympic 
Games in 
Berlin was 
presented by 
politicians and 
government 
officials as an 
essential 
opportunity 
(1) to enhance 
economic 
growth and (2) 
to attract 
inward 
investment in 
Berlin.  

Exceptional powers of 
urban policy-making 
and planning were 
ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƻ άtŀǊǘƴŜǊ ŦǸǊ 
.ŜǊƭƛƴέ όŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ-private 
partnership established 
to manage urban 
regeneration efforts 
ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ .ŜǊƭƛƴΩǎ нллл 
Olympic Games 
Campaign)    

άtŀǊǘƴŜǊ ŦǸǊ 
.ŜǊƭƛƴέ ŜƳŜǊƎŜŘ 
as  the  key 
entrepreneurial 
urban 
governance 
mechanism in 
the 
redevelopment 
of Potsdamer 
Platz 

Central 
government,  
άtŀǊǘƴŜǊ ŦǸǊ 
.ŜǊƭƛƴέΣ ƭŀǊƎŜ 
property owners 
and investors. 
Local 
architectural 
community, 
local press and 
some non-
governmental 
organization 
emerged as the 
oppositional 
actors against 
the formation of 
the project. 

Three key roles of 
the state are (1) the 
provision of 
transportation 
infrastructure, (2)  
the consolidation of 
urban planning 
powers and (3) 
finding a balance 
between capital 
accumulation 
demands of private 
sector and 
sustainability, 
protection oriented 
demands of local 
non-governmental 
organizations.   

Berlin did not 
succeeded in the 
competition to 
host the 2000 
Olympic Games. 
Olympic Games 
Campaign lacked a 
significant level of 
public support. An 
oppositional 
movement had 
been raised against 
the redevelopment 
of  Potsdamer Platz 
by some local non-
governmental 
organizations and 
local media.  
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Table 3.1 (continued)  

 
Abandoibarr
a 
Waterfront 
Regeneratio
n Project in 
Bilbao, Spain 
 

Covering 35 hectares 
of urban land, 
Abandoibarra is a 
waterfront 
site located in 
the heart of Bilbao. It 
was the symbol of 
industrial city and 
port-related activities 
since the 1980s. In 
the 1990s 
Abandoibarra was 
presented as the 
new cultural and 
business 
center for Bilbao.   

Urban 
regeneration:  To 
overcome the crisis 
of industry-based 
local economic 
structure, 
Abandoibarra was 
transformed to a 
tourism-based 
attractive space for 
inward investment 
and local economic 
growth.    

No  
 
 
 

Project was 
justified on the 
basis of  
regeneration of a 
declining 
waterfront space 
(1) to create a 
post-industrial 
international 
tourism city 
image (2) to 
provide new job 
opportunities  
in new and 
presumably 
dynamic and 
growth-oriented 
sectors such as 
culture and 
tourism.  

Exceptional powers of 
urban policy-making 
and planning were 
given to Bilbao Ria 
2000. Urban planning 
powers were 
transferred from 
traditional planning 
institutions (such as 
Basque Local 
Government and 
Ministry of Public 
Works) to  
Bilbao Ria on the basis 
of increased flexibility, 
proactivity, efficiency 
and the primacy of 
project-based 
interventions 

As a quasi-
public agency, 
Bilbao Ria 
2000 emerged 
as the key 
entrepreneuri
al urban 
governance 
mechanism in 
the 
regeneration 
of  
Abandoibarra 
waterfront.    

Central 
government, local 
government, 
investors and  
Bilbao Ria 2000 (A 
private firm of 
public 
shareholders, 
established 
through the co-
operative effort of 
local and central 
governments) 

Two key roles of the 
state are (1) the 
consolidation of 
urban planning 
powers to provide 
coordinated actions 
between capital and 
the state and (2) the 
introduction of self-
financed land 
valorization 
mechanisms as the 
dominant urban 
ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ƛƴ .ƛƭōŀƻΩǎ 
regeneration. 

The results were 
(1) decreasing 
number of visitors 
and employment 
opportunities after 
the first year of the 
completion of the 
project and (2) low 
level of foreign 
direct investment. 
The success of the 
project was 
defined on the 
basis of short-term 
return 
maximization logic 
but this logic 
undermined long-
term strategic 
targets of the 
project.   

 
The 
Developmen
t of Lujiazui 
Central 
Finance 
District in 
Shanghai 
 

Covering 35 hectares 
of urban land, 
Lujiazui was 
developed as a 
financial center 
representing the 
symbol of emerging 
world city     

Urban 
regeneration:  
Lujiazui Central 
Finance District is a 
sub-zone in the 
Pudong New Area 
which was 
launched as an 
enormous urban 
development 
project by Chinese 
Government in 
1990.  

No Project was 
presented to 
public as the 
only way to (1) 
become a world 
city and to 
attract huge 
inward 
investments.   

Exceptionality in urban 
policy-making and 
planning processes was 
provided through the 
opportunities of tax 
reduction, land 
clearance commitment 
and construction cost 
reduction. Such 
exceptional 
opportunities are 
provided by the 
Municipal Government 
and with the use of 
informal relations 
between Municipal 
Government and 
international capital. 

A project 
based pro-
growth 
coalition of 
capital thirsty 
Municipal 
Government 
and profit-
seeking 
international 
capital form 
the basis of 
entrepreneuri
al urban 
governance.     

Shanghai Municipal 
Government and 
international 
capital (as the 
foreign investors in 
the project). 
Informal relations 
between Municipal 
Government and 
international 
capital as well as 
formal political 
procedures play an 
important role in 
the political 
construction of the 
project.    

Two key roles of the 
state; (1) 
establishment of 
Shanghai Lujiazui 
Finance and Trade 
Zone Development 
Company as a state 
enterprise to provide 
better coordination 
between local 
government and 
international capital 
(2)  facilitation of 
investments through 
providing exceptional 
opportunities in  land 
leasing, tax reduction, 
and construction cost 
reduction.  

The results of the 
projects; (1) the 
project completed 
in seven years 
owing to the strong 
position of state in 
policy-making 
process in China (2) 
high level of 
foreign direct 
investment (3) 
rebranding 
Shanghai as a 
world-class 
financial center 
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Table 3.2 The Political Construction of Urban Development Projects in the World 

 
THE POLITICAL CONSTRUCTION OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN THE 

WORLD 
 

 HEGEMONY  
(Consent) 

 
Hegemonic discourses to 
mobilize public support and 
consent for the projects 
όά9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ 
άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛc 
discourses, arguments and narratives) 

FORCE 
(Coercion) 
 
Coercive-legislative 
mechanism of capitalist 
state in the formation of 
the projects 
(Reorganizations of urban planning 
powers through laws and 
empowerment of state institutions) 

The Baltimore Inner 
Harbor Revitalization 
Project in US 

άƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅέΣ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ 
ƛƴǿŀǊŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ άŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ŀ ƎƻƻŘ 
ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜέ 

Greater Baltimore Committee ( 
a public-private partnership) 

London Docklands 
Regeneration Project in 
UK 

άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ  ŘƛǎǳǎŜŘ ŘŜǊŜƭƛŎǘ 
land to make it attractive for 
ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ άƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ 
ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΧ άǘƘŜ 
common base of interests for different 
ŎƭŀǎǎŜǎέ 

London Development 
Corporation (a new central 
government institution) 

Olympic Games and 
Regeneration of Urban 
Space in Manchester 

άŀƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǳǇƎǊŀŘŜ  
aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎέ ŀƴŘ 
άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ƛƴǿŀǊŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ 

Manchester Olympic Bid 
Committee and  Central 
Manchester Development 
Corporation (a new central 
government institution) 

Potsdamer Platz 
Redevelopment Project 
in Berlin, Germany 

άŀƴ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ 
economic growth and to attract inward 
ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ .ŜǊƭƛƴέ 

tŀǊǘƴŜǊ ŦǸǊ .ŜǊƭƛƴ όŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ-
private partnership) 

Abandoibarra Waterfront 
Regeneration Project in 
Bilbao, Spain 

άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ 
space to create a post-industrial 
ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ Ŏƛǘȅ ƛƳŀƎŜέ 
άDŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ Ƨƻō ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ 
in new economic growth sectors such 
ŀǎ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ 

Bilbao Ria 2000 (a quasi-public 
agency) 

The Development of 
Lujiazui Central Finance 
District in Shanghai 

ά¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǿŀȅ ŦƻǊ {ƘŀƴƎƘŀƛ ƛǎ ǘƻ 
ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ǿƻǊƭŘ Ŏƛǘȅέ ŀƴŘ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ 
ƛƴǿŀǊŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ 

Shanghai Municipal Government 
(informal relations with 
international capital rather than  
legislative interventions) 

   

Powerful and dominant 
actors in the political 
construction of UDPs 
 
 

The Production and Dissemination 
of Hegemonic Discourses 
 
 Central and local government 

institutions 
 Entrepreneurial urban governance 

institutions 
 Local business associations 
 Media Institutions 
 Universities 
 Chambers and  NGOs 

The Formation of Coercive-
Legislative Mechanisms of 
Capitalist State  
 
 Central and local government 

institutions 
 Entrepreneurial urban 

governance institutions 
 

The Configuration of 
Actors  

Political Society + Civil Society (Integral State) 
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CHAPTER 4 

 

THE POLITICS OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN TURKEY: 

INVESTIGATING THE TURKISH URBAN POLITICAL CONTEXT 

 

Turkish urban political context is investigated with reference to the critique of four Urban 

Development Projects (UDPs) from two major metropolitan cities of Turkey, namely 

Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ¦5tǎ ŀǊŜ critically and comparatively investigated 

through analyzing five main dimensions of UDPs which are (1) the size, location and main 

development logics of the projects, (2) hegemonic discourses to mobilize public support 

and consent for the projects, (3) the role of legislative interventions and (4) the 

identification of predominant and oppositional actors in the formation of the projects and 

lastly (5) the results of the projects in terms of the implementation and court decisions 

concerning the development plans of the projects. These five main dimensions of four 

projects are comparatively analyzed, discussed and this critical elaboration provides critical 

insights for thesis.         

 

These five dimensions of UDPs are investigated through concentrating on four UDPs from 

Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŦƻǳǊ ¦5tǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜŘ in this chapter ŀǊŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ 

¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ 5ǳōŀƛ ¢ƻǿŜǊ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ !ƴƪŀǊŀ 

¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ŧrom Ankara. 

These four UDPs are selected since the state and capital have organized their power 

collaboratively to form them through using hegemonic-ideological and coercive-legislative 

mechanisms of urban policy-making. These four UDPs investigated in this part could be 

seen as the politically constructed sites of urban policy-making, reflecting how urban 

entrepreneurialism in Turkey has been organized and constructed and different socio-

political actors are mobilized to support or oppose this process of urban socio-spatial 

change.   

 

As a result of the critical and comparative investigation made in Chapters 3 and 4, it is 

formulated two initial arguments are formulated at the end of this chapter (in addition the 

two of them that are formulated as a product of the theoretical framework). These total 
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four initial arguments constitute the starting point in the designing of the case study of 

thesis.    

 

4.1 (ÁÙÄÁÒÐÁĥÁ 5ÒÂÁÎ 2ÅÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ ÉÎ )ÓÔÁÎÂÕÌ 

IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ƛǎ ŀ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ŎƻǾŜǊƛƴƎ ммл ƘŜŎǘŀǊŜǎ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ƭŀƴŘΦ Lǘ Ŏƻƴǎƛǎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

tƻǊǘ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ŀƴŘ ¢Ǌŀƛƴ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴΦ IŀǊŜƳ .ǳǎ ¢ŜǊƳƛƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘǿƻ 

ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ όYŀŘƤƪǀȅ ŀƴŘ «ǎƪǸŘŀǊύ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ǾŜǊȅ ŎƭƻǎŜ ǘƻ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǎƛǘŜΦ 

The Port have been operated by Turkish State Railways (TCDD) and as a transportation 

ƴƻŘŜ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƻ ŀ ƘƛƴǘŜǊƭŀƴŘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

industrialized geographies of Marmara Region.  

 

The debate on ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ tƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ ǿŀǎ 

first started in the 1980s as a result of key transportation decisions including the foreseen 

closure of the container port and the changing raƛƭǿŀȅ ǊƻǳǘŜ ό¦Ǌƪǳƴ .ƻǿŜΣ нллуΤ 9ǊōŀǒΣ 

2007). However, these discussions and transformation efforts and plans have been realized 

ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άIŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘέ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

key urban regeneration strategy in 2004. Although this project was a breaking point in the 

regeneration efforts, it is needed to critically review policy-making and planning activities 

and the decisions of key actors throughout the 2000s for an in-depth understanding of the 

political dynamics ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ  

 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ нлллǎ ǘǿƻ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ 

CƛǊǎǘƭȅ ƛƴ нллм Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƎŀǾŜ ǊƛǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 

an urban design competition. The main intention in this competition were declared as the 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΣ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ŀȄƛǎΣ ƭƛƴƪƛƴƎ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ǘƻ 

«ǎƪǸŘŀǊ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǊŜ όT..Σ нллмύΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀƴȅ 

official efforts to implement the winning project.  Nevertheless, this urban design 

ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ Ƙƻǿ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ŀ ǇǊƻ-active rent-seeking 

ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ   

 

Three years after the competition, Turkish State Railways (TCDD) declared its own project. 

This project was prepared by a German architecture and urban design company and it was 

including the restoration and renovation of train station and tourism and consumption-

ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƻƴ άMaƴƘŀǘǘŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀέ ŀƴŘ 
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άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŀ ǿƻǊƭŘ ǘǊŀŘŜ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ǿŜǊŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǳǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

¢/55Ωǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ όDŀȊŜǘŜ YŀŘƤƪǀȅΣ нллпύΦ  

 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ȅŜŀǊ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢/55Ωǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƴŜǿƭȅ ŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƴŜƻ-liberal central 

government of Turkey had changed legislative frameworks to facilitate property transfer, 

ǇǊƛǾŀǘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ŀǊŜŀ όYǳȅǳŎǳ ϧ «ƴǎŀƭΣ нлмлΤ YŀǊŀƳŀƴΣ 

нллуΤ  {ŀƪƤȊƭƤƻƐƭǳΣ нллтύΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘroduction of 

new laws (Law no. 5234 and Law no. 5335) as a collection of changes in a number of laws. 

With the law no. 5234, Ministry of Finance was empowered to transfer the ownership of 

IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ tƻǊǘ from ǘƘŜ ¦ƴŘŜǊǎŜŎǊŜǘŀǊƛŀǘ ƻŦ ¢ǊŜŀǎǳǊȅ όIŀȊƛƴŜ aǸǎǘŜǒŀǊƭƤƐƤύ to the State 

Railways (TCDD). The law no. 5335 allowed TCDD to ǎŜƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ 

Port and contract development plans for these properties to be sold (Urkun Bowe, 2008). 

Such changes have given rise to the privatization of publicly-owned resources and 

furthermore, the changes were also including the consolidation of urban planning powers 

through transferring planning authority from Municipalities to the Ministry of Public Works 

and Settlement. By such ways of legislative interventions, central government had 

ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ƛǘǎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ  

 

Legislative interventions were not limited to property-transfer and planning authority 

change. The Coastal law (Law no. 3621) were also transformed through the introduction of 

ǘƘŜ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άŎǊǳƛǎŜǊ ǇƻǊǘέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǿΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ άƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƳŀƎŜ 

ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ŘŜǎƛƎƴƛƴƎ άǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ 

and consumption-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǎǇŀŎŜǎέ ό¦rkun Bowe, 2008). Such a change in the Coastal Law 

was made to provide the basis of legitimation for the construction of cruiser port in the 

IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘΦ  

 

In the year 2005, the preparation of the development plans were contracted to a private 

firm by TCDD in accordance with the powers given by law no. 5335. This private firm 

commissioned internationally known real-estate consultants and architecture companies. 

!ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ άIŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘέ ǿŜǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀǎ 

an emblematic architectural effort, proposing the construction of seven skyscrapers as a 

ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άaŀƴƘŀǘǘŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀέ (as an idealized image of Manhattan). In this 

ŦƛǊǎǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ммл ƘŜŎǘŀǊŜǎ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ όŎƻƴǎƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ tƻǊǘΣ 

IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ¢Ǌŀƛƴ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ Ǌŀƛƭǿŀȅ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎύ ǿŀǎ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ 
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with 5 million dollars of investment (4ŀǾǳǒƻƐƭǳΣ нлмлύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŎƻƴǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ 

centers, shopping centers, luxury residences, culture centers, sport facilities, five star hotels 

and restaurants. Furthermore this project had also been introduced as the key strategy of 

attracting investment and consumption, therefore it was argued that it will contribute to 

the accumulation of capital and also provide employment (.ŀǒ-.ǸǘǸƴŜǊΣ нллсύΦ Although 

such hegemonic discourses had been reflected in the media and mobilized some level of 

public support for the project, they also gave rise to the criticism of oppositional groups 

against the formation of the project.     

 

 

Figure 4.1 !ƴ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ мΣ 

symbolizing the idealized image of Manhattan (Source: http://peyzaj.org/haydarpasa-istanbula-

kapatiliyor/)  

 

!ŦǘŜǊ ƛǘǎ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ ǎŜƴǘ ǘƻ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ 

Conservation Councils. These institutions criticized the plan and gave negative reviews. The 

III. ReƎƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ ŀƴŘ 

skyline of the area requires a more sensitive urban design and planning approach. The II. 

wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ƭƻƎƛŎ ŀƴŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 

the plan. It underlines various technical failures and asks for a proper evaluation of  

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΩǎ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǊŜǇƻǊǘ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ 

registered structures should be listed and a reconsideration of proposed parking spaces and 

recalculation of proposed construction floorspace are needed. It was also emphasized that 

the project must be consistent with some by-laws (Urkun Bowe, 2008). 

 

Like the II. Regional Conservation Council, Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛȊŜd the 

project with reference to technical problems rather than the main development logic and 
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land use decisions. Proposed building and population densities, heavy transport 

infrastructure demand created by the proposed development and the lack of collaboration 

ǿƛǘƘ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳƛƴƎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǿŜǊŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛȊŜŘ όT..Σ 

2005). However, major strategies of the project (including land use decisions, privatization 

and property transfer, the production of high level of rents and the construction of gated 

ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎύ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛȊŜŘ ōȅ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΦ 

On the contrary, such rent-oriented development strategies were justified and promoted 

through the Provincial Environmental Plan, since it supported the relocation of the port and 

the train station and tourism-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŦƻǊ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ όT..Σ нллсύΦ 

 

In addition to these critical reviews of the project, an oppositional group called 

άIŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ {ƻƭƛŘŀǊƛǘȅ DǊƻǳǇέ ǿŀǎ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ƛƴ нллр όŎƻƴǎƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ус bDhǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

Chambers of Architects and City Planners). This oppositional coalition intended to develop a 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ό4ŀǾǳǒƻƐƭǳΣ нлмлύΦ  

 

In view of the rising criticism against the formation of the project, the concept and the 

design of the project were revised and a new concept in the redevelopment of IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ 

ǿŀǎ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ άƴŜǿ 

±ŜƴƛŎŜέ (Radikal, 2005). 

 

 

Figure 4.2 !ƴ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ нΣ 

symbolizing the idealized image of Venice fƻǊ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ (Source: 

http://www.skyscrapercity.com/showthread.php?t=558504) 
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Towards the end of 2005, V. Regional Conservation Council decided to take an initiative and 

ǎǘǳŘȅ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ нллс /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ 

{ƻƭƛŘŀǊƛǘȅ DǊƻǳǇ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ¢Ǌŀƛƴ {ǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ǎǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ 

όŎƻǾŜǊƛƴƎ ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀύ ŀǊŜ ǊŜƎƛǎǘŜǊŜŘ ŀǎ άǳǊōŀƴ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ 

ǎƛǘŜέ όƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǎƛǘ ŀƭŀƴƤύ όDŀȊŜǘŜ YŀŘƤƪǀȅΣ нллсύΦ ¢ƘŜ ƳŀƧƻǊ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ was that it 

brought an obligation to prepare a Conservation Plan before application of any 

regeneration project and it also gave approval authority to the Regional Conservation 

/ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ό¦Ǌƪǳƴ .ƻǿŜΣ нллуΤ 4ŀǾǳǒƻƐƭǳΣ нлмлύΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘ the need 

ŦƻǊ ŀƴ ά!ǊŜŀ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ƛƴ ƳŀƴŀƎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŘƛƳŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ {ǳŎƘ ŀƴ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

active involvement of municipalities, non-governmental organizations, chambers and the 

universities (Urkun Bowe, 2008). 

 

{ƛȄ ƳƻƴǘƘ ŀŦǘŜǊ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘŜΣ ¢/55 ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

preparation of the conservation plan, the involvement of governmental and non-

governmental stakeholders are very important. In this respect, some governmental and 

non-governmental institutions including Ministry of Public Works and Settlement, III. and V. 

wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭǎΣ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ YŀŘƤƪǀȅ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ 

«ǎƪǸŘŀǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎΣ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ 49Y«[ 

Foundation are all invited to the preparation process of conservation plan for HaydarǇŀǒŀ 

(Urkun Bowe, 2008). In fact, this effort of central government could be critically 

reinterpreted as an obvious search for a broader coalition of social forces in the 

ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘŜŘ since the Chambers of 

Architects and City Planners did not involve to this process owing to their concern to 

become a part of the support for the formation and implementation of a rent-oriented 

development. 

 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƛǘ ǿas planned to construct 

a cruiser port. This proposal requires the privatization of a large amount of publicly-owned 

land. Against such a privatization in the year 2005 the Union of Port Workers (Liman-Tǒύ 

appealed to court. After one year, the decision of the Court underlined that TCDD could not 

privatize its functions and any privatization effort could only be realized through the 

Privatization Administration (Urkun Bowe, 2008).   
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¢ƻ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻǳǊǘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǊŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴt, planning 

powers had been reorganized again through a new legislative framework. In 2008 the 

Parliament passed law no. 5793 which changed the authority of development plan 

ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŀƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ {ǘŀǘŜΩǎ ǇǊƛǾŀǘization 

agenda. Privatization Administration was entitled as the solely plan-making authority in 

these areas. Furthermore, this law also gave authority to Privatization Administration to by-

pass the approval of the Regional Conservation Councils for any deǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ 

DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ό«ǎƪǸŘŀǊ ŀƴŘ YŀŘƤƪǀȅύ ǿŜǊŜ Ƨǳǎǘ ƎƛǾŜƴ ŀ мр-

day consultation period after the approval of the plans. It was also stated in the law that 

the planning decisions taken by the Privatization Administration could not be changed for 

ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŦƛǾŜ ȅŜŀǊǎ ό4ŀǾǳǒƻƐƭǳΣ нлмлύΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ 

(made with the law no. 5234 and 5335 in the years 2004 and 2005), this intervention 

showed again how neo-liberal central government intended to consolidate the urban 

planning powers and such a reorganization of planning powers had also constituted the 

ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ ŜȄŎŜǇǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ōȅ-passing of 

Conservation Councils and District Municipalities. 

 

Discussions and speculations have continued throughout the 2000s for the future of 

IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ hƴ ǘƘŜ ƻƴŜ ƘŀƴŘΣ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ 

time of relocation of the port nor the closure of the train station is determined. Building a 

coalition of social forces (though introducing Area Administration) in the planning of 

IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ŦŀƛƭŜŘΦ Provincial Environmental Plan (proposing the 

relocation of the port and tourism-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ) and the 

conservation decisions are all in court (Urkun Bowe, 2008). However; on the other hand, 

there are important urban developments having a potential effect on the project and these 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ōǊƛƴƎǎ ŀ ƴŜǿ ŀƎŜƴŘŀ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ Marmaray Railway 

Tunnel, construction of a third bridge over the Bosphorus and the developments along the 

¢9a IƛƎƘǿŀȅ ƛƴ !ǘŀǒŜƘƛǊ ŀƴŘ «ƳǊŀƴƛȅŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ YŀǊǘŀƭ ƘŀǾŜ ƎƛǾŜƴ ŀ 

rise to the discussion of different scenarios on the future oŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ό4ŀǾǳǒƻƐƭǳΣ нлмлύΦ  

   

There are collaborations and conflicts, struggles and co-operations between different 

actors in the formation of the project. The key point is to unveil the causes and the 

mechanisms of such different relations within thŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ  IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ 

Urban Regeneration Project. In this respect, it is possible to draw six major lessons from the 
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IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ CƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ нлллǎΣ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŀ 

struggle between local and central governments over the reproduction of urban space in 

IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ .ƻǘƘ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

authority of space production through initiating and leading an urban regeneration project 

in an urban location liƪŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ƘƛƎƘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǊŜƴǘ-production potential. 

There was a struggle to get the power of space production for an economically valuable 

urban space. However, towards the end of the 2000s, this struggle turned to a 

collaboration to implement a rent-oriented development. Central and local governments 

ό¢//5Σ tǊƛǾŀǘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ  Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅύ ƘŀǾŜ sustained and 

strengthened a pro-active rent-oriented development approach through agreeing upon the 

major land-use decisions and development strategies in the production of space.  

 

Secondly, the common point in the activities of local and central government was arranging 

ŀƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴΦ ¢/55 ŀƴŘ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘŜ 

urban regeneration process through arranging urban design competitions. In the early 

2000s, urban design competitions was arranged before the preparation of development 

plan and thus, it was intended to gave a direction to the key decisions of the plan. However, 

in the late 2000s, it is declared that a new urban design competition will be organized after 

the approval of the new development plan. Preparation of development plans and 

arrangement of urban design competitions have become successive events, defining a new 

organization in urbanism through prioritizing a project-led and profit-driven intervention 

logic. The third dimension in the political construction of the project points out the role of 

hegemonic discourses in mobilizing public support behind the formation of the projects. 

Central and local governments have proposed the same development logic (profit-driven 

and rent-oriented development) and they also proposed the same land use decisions 

including tourism and residential-based activities (like convention centers, shopping 

centers, luxury residents, culture centers, five star hotels and restaurants). Such a profit-

oriented capitalist reproduction of urban space and its concomitant land-use decisions have 

only been realized through a common social legitimization ground which is provided by 

similar hegemonic discourses of key decision-makers. In this context, the key decision-

ƳŀƪŜǊǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ǊƘŜǘƻǊƛŎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άattracting investment and 

consumptionέΣ άǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ƴŜǿ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƳŀƎŜ 

ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘέΦ {ǳŎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

support behind the formation of the regeneration project. In other words, these hegemonic 



 

105 

 

 

discourses play a very important role in constructing and sustaining political dynamics 

behind the regime of capital accumulation.  

 

CƻǳǊǘƘƭȅΣ ŀǎ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ŎŀǎŜ ƘƛƎƘƭƛƎƘǘǎΣ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ǾŜǊȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

political construction of UDPs. Legislative interventions provide exceptional power 

mechanisms through facilitating the implementation of the project and eliminating 

counter-decisions and actions (including the decisions of the Court and Regional 

Conservation Councils) against the formation of the project. Within the urban regeneration 

ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΣ new laws are introduced as a collection of changes in a number of 

laws and these new laws facilitate urban property transfer and privatization and they also 

give rise to the consolidation of urban planning powers through empowering central 

government institutions (like TCDD and Privatization Administration) and bypassing the 

decisions of oppositional actors (like Regional Conservation Councils, Districts 

Municipalities and some Court decisions). The fifth dimension in the political construction 

of the regeneration project emphasizes the role of the collaboration between the 

influential actors of the project. After the decisions of the Court and Conservation Council 

against the formation of the regeneration project, some governmental and non-

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭǎΣ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜr Municipality, 

YŀŘƤƪǀȅ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ «ǎƪǸŘŀǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎΣ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƛǘȅ 

Planners) ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴǾƛǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ 

Oppositional actors were invited to the process by neo-liberal central government to 

construct a common politico-ideological ground for the formation of the project. In other 

words, through using Gramscian terms, such a state-led collaboration effort could be 

interpreted as a search for a broader coalition of social forces in the production of urban 

ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ ŀ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ōƭƻŎƪ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ 

context through eliminating oppositional claims and contrary arguments of different social 

forces. However this attempt did not succeeded since the Chambers of Architects and City 

Planners did not involve to this process owing to their concern to become a part of the 

support for the formation and implementation of a rent-oriented development. The sixth 

and the last political consideration highlights how oppositional groups act and define their 

criticism and counter-politics against the formation of the project. In fact, oppositional 

actors have mobilized their struggle on the basis of public interests. On behalf of public 

interest such actors bring judiciary action for the cancel and nullity of the plans, laws and all 

sorts of regulatory frameworks related with the regeneration project. Some influential 
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ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀǊŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ {ƻƭƛŘŀǊƛǘȅ DǊƻǳǇ όŎƻƴǎƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ус bDhǎύΣ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ 

Architects and City Planners, and Union of Port Workers (Liman-TǒύΦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ {ƻƭƛŘŀǊƛǘȅ 

Group had become a focus of rising criticism through gathering together different NGOs 

against the formation of the project. Led by the Chambers of Architectures and City 

Planners, this group provided a framework of action through playing an important role in 

ǘƘŜ wŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ /ƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭΩǎ άǳǊōŀƴ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ǎƛǘŜέ όƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǎƛǘ ŀƭŀƴƤύ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴΦ Lƴ 

addition to such oppositional actors, Union of Port Workers had also brought judiciary 

action against the privatization of publicly-owned port space.   

 
Policy-making efforts, new plans and laws, hegemonic discourses and arguments were not 

provided the political ground to overcome the opposition of different actors against the 

formation of the project. However, regeneration efforts never end. Since the 2010 again a 

ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ό¢/55ύ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ όTǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality) has been observable owing to their co-operation in the preparation of a new 

development plan. TCDD states that after the approval of the plan, a new urban design 

competition will be organized and after the transferring of port-related activities to Derince 

Port, winning new urban design projects will decide the future of HayŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ό{ŀōŀƘΣ 

2010).  

 

4.2 $ÕÂÁÉ 4Ï×ÅÒÓ ÉÎ dÓÔÁÎÂÕÌ 

tǳōƭƛŎ ƭŀƴŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜΣ ƻƴŜ ōȅ ƻƴŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳƻŘƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ ŀ 

real estate driven neo-liberal economic growth approach. In this respect, such lands and 

spaces have been exposed to privatization and development initiatives through 

entrepreneurial urban policies of local and central governments, ambitious efforts of 

international as well as national investors όmƪǘŜƳΣ нллсΤ YŀƘǊŀƳŀƴΣ нллсύ. Construction of 

Dubai Towers was a project of this kind. It was a flagship urban regeneration project, 

planned to be located in Zincirlikuyu-Maslak axis which is one of the rising central business 

ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ   

 

There were two key actors in the Dubai Towers project. TƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality and Sama Dubai, an international real estate company. In the year 2005, 

Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ and Sama Dubai revealed a plan to build a 300-meter multi-

use tower complex including five-star hotels, luxury residences, shops and office spaces 

(Karaman, 2008; Turgut, 2006). This flagship urban regeneration project was depending on 
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the privatization of 46,242 square meter warehouse space of Istanbul Transportation 

Authority of Istanbul Greater Municipality όT9¢¢ύ. For such a large scale privatization of 

public land, Sama Dubai committed to pay 832 million dollars and the project was 

ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǊŜŀƭ ŜǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality and Sama Dubai (Radikal, 2005). Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality was the sale of the public land and Sama Dubai committed to bear the cost of 

the project. These two partners were planning to share the revenue of the project. In other 

words, Dubai Towers project was depending on an entrepreneurial partnership of local 

government and international capital. 

 

In the declaration of this entrepreneurial public-private partnership, the president of Sama 

Dubai stated their aim ŀǎ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŦƛǊƳǎ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ Lǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέ 

ŀƴŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜ ƘŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 

ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ όwŀŘƛƪŀƭΣ нллрύΦ ¢ƘŜ aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ƛƴ 

ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƭǎƻ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άDǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƘŀǾŜ ŀŎǘŜŘ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ 

ŦƛǊƳ ǘƻ ƳŀȄƛƳƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ŦƭŀƎǎƘƛǇ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ 

(Radikal, 2005). Three days after this declaration, Ministry of Finance prepared a legislative 

intervention to change the authority of public land transfer. By this way, Ministry of Finance 

ǿŀǎ ŜƳǇƻǿŜǊŜŘ ƛƴ ǊŜƎǳƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŀƭƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƭŀƴŘǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ T9¢¢ 

land (Milliyet, 2005). Such an intervention shows how neo-liberal central government 

mobilized its legislative power to facilitate the construction of Dubai Towers.  
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Figure 4.3 An Imaginative View of Dubai Towers  

(Source: http://wowturkey.com/forum/viewtopic.php?t=17568&start=20) 
 

Towards the end of the 2005, the criticism and opposition had raised against the direct sale 

of public land to Sama Dubai. To overcome such oppƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ нллсΣ T9¢¢ ƭŀƴŘ 

was sold by tender and Sama Dubai win the tender by committing to pay 832 million dollars 

ŦƻǊ T9¢¢ ƭŀƴŘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƭŀƴŘ ƘŀŘ ōƻƻǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǊƛǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜ 

scale properties in Zincirlikuyu-Masƭŀƪ ŀȄƛǎΦ ²ƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƭŜ ƻŦ T9¢¢ ƭŀƴŘΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǇǊƛŎŜ 

per square meter in Zincirlikuyu-Maslak axis rose to 17.993 US dollars, surpassing average 

values in the central business districts of London and Tokyo (Aksoy, 2008). Property prices 

made a top with ǘƘŜ ǎŀƭŜ ƻŦ T9¢¢ ƭŀƴŘΦ !ǎ presented in the table mentioned below, the level 

ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ ǇǊƛŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƴŜǿƭȅ ǊƛǎƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ƘŀŘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ 

than 20 times between the years 2004 and 2007 (Tasan-Yƻƪ ŀƴŘ  ŜƴŎŜ-¢ǸǊƪΣ нллуύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

substantial rise of property prices show how Dubai Towers project have given rise to the 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƴǘ ƛƴ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΩǎ ƴŜǿ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΦ 
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Table 4.1 The sale of properties in the rising Central Business District ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ  

Seller  Buyer  Place 
The amount 
ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘ  όƳчύ  

Price 
(million 
dollars)  

Price per 
square meter 
(dollars) 

The date of 
sale 

Roche International 
pharmaceutical 
company (the land of 
factory)  

National 
Investor 

Levent 35.079 27,5 786 April 2004 

bƻǾŀǘƛǎ ¦ƭǳǎƭŀǊŀǊŀǎƤ ƛƭŀœ 
ǒƛǊƪŜǘƛ όŦŀōǊƛƪŀ ŀǊŀȊƛǎƛύ 

National 
Investor 

Levent 13.500 27 1.259 
March 
2005 

5ŜǾŀ IƻƭŘƛƴƎ όǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƛƭŀœ 
ǒƛǊƪŜǘƛΣ ŦŀōǊƛƪŀ ŀǊŀȊƛǎƛύ 
 

National 
Investor 

 ƛǒƭƛ 13.300 80,5 6.053 
December 
2006 

Oyak-Renault 
National 
Investor 

Levent 10.630 73 6.882 
February 
2007 

The land of General 
directorate of Highways 
(belongs to Ministry of 
Transport) 

National 
Investor 

Zincirlikuyu 96.505 800 8.290 
March 
2007 

¢ƘŜ [ŀƴŘ ƻŦ T9¢¢ 
όōŜƭƻƴƎǎ ǘƻ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ 
Greater Municipality)  

International 
Investor 

Levent 46.241 832 17.993 
March 
2007 

The Land of Turkish 
Ziraat Bank 

National 
Investor 

.ǸȅǸƪŘŜǊŜ 6.721 40 5.951 
October 
2007 

The Land of Liquor 
Factory 

National 
Investor 

Esentepe 23.711 415 17.502 July 2008 

Source: ¢ŀǒŀƴ-Yƻƪ ŀƴŘ  ŜƴŎŜ-¢ǸǊƪΣ нллу 

 

In the early 2007, The Chambers of Architectures, City Planners and Civil Engineers brought 

judiciary action for the nullity and the cancel of the revision in the 1/5000 scale 

development plan. The revision in this plan was made to provide exceptional development 

opportunities for the construction of Dubai Towers through enhancing the density of 

construction area and removing the limitations for the height of the buildings. In the same 

year, 8. Administrative /ƻǳǊǘ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ όTǎǘŀƴōǳƭ уΦ TŘŀǊŜ aŀƘƪŜƳŜǎƛύ ǊŜƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

judiciary action of these Chambers and the Court decided that there was not any planning 

decisions violating the principles of urbanism and public interest in the 1/5000 scale 

development plan. However one year later, in 2008, these Chambers appealed to State 

/ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ό5ŀƴƤǒǘŀȅύ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŀǇǇŜƭƭŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƛƳŜ {ǘŀǘŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ŘŜŎƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

enhancing the density of construction area and removing the limitations for the height of 

Dubai Towers violate the principles of urbanism and public interest (Arkitera, 2009). 

Therefore, State Council decided the nullity and the cancel of the revision in the 1/5000 

scale development plan.   
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As a result, oppositional claims and the judiciary actions of the Chambers of Architectures, 

City Planners and Civil Engineers succeeded. They played an important role in the leading of 

the oppositional movements and activities through bringing judiciary action against the 

exceptional development opportunities that were provided through the enhancing of the 

density of construction area and removing the limitations for the height of the towers.  

 

The nullity and the cancel of the revision in the 1/5000 scale development plan stopped the 

implementation of Dubai Towers project in 2008. Owing to the Court decisions, Sama Dubai 

rejected to pay the money for the T9¢¢ ƭŀƴŘΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ǊƛǎƛƴƎ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƛƴ 

2008 has negatively affected the economy of Dubai and Sama Dubai, one of the leading 

holding in Dubai, declared that they could not able to pay 59 billion dollars depth to the 

market (Milliyet, 2010). Following this declaration, in 2010, Dubai Emirates requested a 

rescheduling of the depth for its two holdings that are under the direct control of Dubai 

Emirates. This request to reschedule the depth was including the depth of Sama Dubai for 

the coƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 5ǳōŀƛ ¢ƻǿŜǊǎ ƛƴ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ ¢ƘŜ aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ 

of global financial system was inevitably negatively affected the implementation of Dubai 

¢ƻǿŜǊǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ ŀƴŘ ƘŜ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŘƳƛǘǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƛƴ ǊŜŎŜƛǾƛƴƎ 832 million 

dollars ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ T9¢¢ ƭŀƴŘ ŦǊƻƳ {ŀƳŀ 5ǳōŀƛέ όaƛƭƭƛȅŜǘΣ нлмлΤ ǎƻ[Σ нлмлύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

serious problems within the implementation of the project have given rise to critical 

ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘŜǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ 5ǳōŀƛΩǎ ƳƻŘŜƭ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŀƴŘ 5ǳōŀƛ-oriented international 

real-estate investments.           

 

[ƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 5ǳōŀƛ ¢ƻǿŜǊǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 

not clear. Discussions, speculations and various criticisms have continued throughout the 

2000s for the future of the project. Neither ǘƘŜ ǇŀȅƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǇǘƘ ŦƻǊ T9¢¢ ƭŀƴŘ nor the 

development plan revision for the construction of huge towers was realized. Provision of 

exceptional development opportunities through enhancing the density of construction area 

and removing the limitations for the height of the buildings had collapsed. The Chambers of 

Architects, City Planners and Civic Engineers played a key role in bringing judiciary actions 

against the exceptional development opportunities that were intended to be provided for 

ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ŀƳŀ 5ǳōŀƛΩǎ ƘǳƎŜ ǘƻǿŜǊǎΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŎƻǳǊǘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ 

project, global financial crisis and the decline in Dubai economy have constituted inevitable 

negative effects for the implementation of the project. Although, Dubai Towers project was 

first started with an entrepreneurial partnership of local government and international 
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capital, it was contested by different actors on the basis of public interest and principles of 

urbanism. Thus; public-private partnership, revision in the development plan, hegemonic 

discourses of decision-makers and investors did not provide the political ground to 

overcome the opposition of different actors against the formation of the project. The key 

point for the thesis, in this respect, is to point out the political-economic dynamics behind 

the formation of the project.  

 

There are four major conclusions that could be drawn from the experience of Dubai Towers 

tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ. Firstly, although it was not successful, the formation of this flagship 

urban regeneration project was depending on an entrepreneurial public-private partnership 

of local government and international capital. Such public-private partnerships are the 

major mechanisms in the formation and implementation of UDPs in the advanced capitalist 

countries. Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ {ŀƳŀ 5ǳōŀƛ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ 

partnership to construct Dubai Towers. However, this partnership did not achieve its 

targets. Secondly, the formation of this project was depending on a large scale privatization 

of public land. 46,242 square meter warehouse space of T9¢¢ ǿŀǎ ǎƻƭŘ ǘƻ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

real estate investor. It should be noted that the transferring of such properties from public 

to private sector play a catalyst role in the implementation of the UDPs. Furthermore, it is 

ŀƭǎƻ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ άōŀǊǊƛŜǊǎέ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƭŀƴŘǎ όƭƛƪŜ T9¢¢ 

land) has been eliminated through the efforts of neo-liberal government, including the 

facilitation of the sale of public lands. Thirdly, Dubai Towers project have sparked a 

substantial rise in the property prices of Zincirlikuyu-Maslak axis. In this new central 

ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΣ property prices show ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƭŜ ƻŦ T9¢¢ 

land. Dubai Towers project show us that such UDPs ƛƴ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ 

in the production of a huge amount of urban rent. The rent-gap in the newly rising central 

ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎǳŎƘ ¦5tǎΣ ǘŀǊƎŜǘƛƴƎ high-income 

segments of the population and high productivity-based economic activities. As such an 

UDP, Dubai Towers Project has given rise to the production of extra-rent and the 

subsequent realization of the produced land rent. Fourthly, construction of Dubai Towers 

entails exceptional development conditiƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ 

provide these exceptional conditions in the 1/5000 scale development plan through 

enhancing of the density of construction area and removing the limitations for the height of 

the towers. However, led by the Chambers of Architectures, City Planners and Civic 

Engineers, some organized oppositional social groups opposed and contested this 
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exceptional development condition. These Chambers play a very important role in the 

mobilization of oppositional claims and struggles through bringing judiciary action against 

the formation of the project. Dubai Towers case shows that it is needed to take active 

consent of such social forces to construct hegemony in the formation of such UDPs. 

 

4.3 Northern Ankara Urban Regener ation Project  

Although there were previous attempts ōȅ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ !ƭǘƤƴŘŀƐ ŀƴŘ YŜœƛǀǊŜƴΣ 

urban space in the northern part of Ankara has been reproduced through Northern Ankara 

Urban Regeneration Project, started in 2004. It is a huge urban regeneration project 

covering 1.582 hectares of urban space, previously occupied by the squatters. Since the 

1970s, approximately 10.500 squatters had constructed in this northern district of Ankara 

and after the demolishing of these squatters, Ankara Greater Municipality intended to 

construct consumption complexes, culture and convention center, five star hotels and 

luxury and gated residents within the regeneration project (ABB, 2007a). 

 

 
 
Figure 4.4 A view from a part of the project area, before the implementation of the Project 

(Source: ABB, 2007a) 

 

There was an important legislative intervention behind the formation of Northern Ankara 

Urban Regeneration Project. This legislative intervention was making of a new law (Law no: 

5104) to constitute the authority of space production in the northern Ankara through 
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restructuring and redefining the authority of urban planning, project implementation and 

property transfer. Legislated in the year 2004, Law No. 5140 was a first location-specific 

law, prepared and approved to implement Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project. In 

fact, this law assigned key roles within this project to Greater Municipality of Ankara and 

Housing Development Administration. These two institutions of central and local 

governments were empowered to prepare necessary urban design projects and to carry out 

applications for construction works and infrastructure facilities (Balaban, 2008; TƴŎŜΣ нллсύΦ 

According to the law no. 5104, all the previous development plans of the project area 

approved prior to this law was suspended and the authority of development plan 

preparation and approval was transferred from District Municipalities to Ankara Greater 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ό.ŀƭŀōŀƴΣ нллуΤ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллуύΦ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ 

empowered to prepare and approve any development plan and all kinds of development 

and subdivision plans concerning the Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project area 

were delegated to Greater Municipality of Ankara. In other words, according to Balaban 

(2008), this law intended to make project area a plan-free zone over which Greater 

Municipality of Ankara (as the empowered authority of development through the Law. No 

5104) could freely develop some planning decisions and development conditions.  

 

Furthermore, according to the law no. 5104, Ankara Greater Municipality was empowered 

to license all sort of construction works and facilities within the project area. In addition to 

this, Ankara Greater Municipality was also given the authority to manage and utilize the 

public properties exist in the project area. With this authority, 115,7 hectares of public 

property were transferred from different public institutions to Ankara Grater Municipality 

without any charge ό¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллуύΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎΣ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƻ !ƴƪŀǊŀ DǊŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ 

shows us how Greater Municipality as a local government institution was provided with an 

exceptional power in the regeneration of northern Ankara. 

 

Ankara Greater Municipality was not the only powerful actor in the formation and 

implementation of Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project. Housing Development 

Administration is also a key actor and a partnership of Ankara Greater Municipality and 

IƻǳǎƛƴƎ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ¢h.!  (Toplu Konut - .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ Belediyesi  Tƴǒŀŀǘ 

9Ƴƭŀƪ aƛƳŀǊƭƤƪ ǾŜ tǊƻƧŜ !Φ ύ, was founded to carry out key tasks in the implementation of 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢h.!  ǿŀǎ ŦƻǳƴŘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ όHousing 

Development Administration) and local government (Ankara Greater Municipality) and it 
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was empowered to manage and coordinate activities in the implementation of the project, 

including the demolishing of squatters, carrying out the construction of new buildings and 

removing people living in the squatters of Northern Ankara to Karacakaya District where 

Housing Development Administration constructed new mass housing for the titleholders in 

the project area. 

     

The financing of this project was depending on the sale of land and luxury residents and 

villas, constructed to provide finance for the project. It was planned that the revenue that 

will generate from the sale of land and these residents and villas will provide a fund to 

implement the whole project. In the year 2007, Housing Development Administration 

invited the tenders for the sale of approximately 28 hectares of land in the project area. By 

such a way of contracting, it was intended to give rise to the construction of 1.823 housing 

units (luxury residents and villas) within a 431.595 square meter construction area ό¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ 

2008). It was intended to contract this construction work to a private firm and the revenue, 

that will generate from the sale of luxury residents and villas, will be shared between 

Housing Development Administration and the private firm. In other words, it was planned a 

collaboration of the state and the capital through a revenue-sharing scheme within the 

implementation of the project. However, any private firm did not demand to involve to this 

revenue-sharing scheme in 2007 and the tendering process was delayed. In the November 

of 2010, the tendering process was started again but not resulted yet (Samanyoluhaber, 

2010). The construction of luxury residents and villas through such a revenue-sharing 

scheme and the results of this process are not clear yet.        
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Figure 4.5 An Imaginative View From Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project, Recreational 

Facilities and Residents (Source: http://tobas.com.tr/parts/tobasgaleri goster.asp?TYPE_=4) 

 

 
 
Figure 4.6: Another Imaginative View From Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project, Luxury 

Residents and Villas (Source: http://tobas.com.tr/parts/tobasgalerigoster.asp?TYPE_=4) 

 

There are serious critical review against the formation and implementation of this project. 

Most of these critiques are coming from the profession and academicians of city planning. 
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For instance, as a first location-specific legislative intervention, Law no. 5410 was criticized 

by some of the city planners owing to its focus on physical transformation (Balaban, 2008; 

¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллуΤ mȊŘŜƳƛǊ-{ǀƴƳŜȊ ŀƴŘ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллтΤ ¢aah.Σ нллтΤ ¦ȊǳƴΣ 2006). According to 

these critical reviews, Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project just intends to 

physically transform the project area into a prestigious residential- and consumption-based 

space through the clearance of squatter settlements from the northern periphery of 

Ankara. This physical transformation approach of the project gives rise to certain problems 

since the societal dimension of this transformation of urban space was neglected.  

 

In the beginning of the formation of the project, central and local governments produced 

some hegemonic discourses to provide a socially legitimate basis and to mobilize support 

behind the formation of the regeneration project. There were two hegemonic arguments in 

ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘΣ ŦƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ άŜƴƘŀƴŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǉǳŀǘǘŜǊǎ 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳ ƴŜǿ Ƴŀǎǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎέ ŀƴŘ ǎŜŎƻƴŘƭȅΣ άǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ-

oriŜƴǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǎƻƳŜ ǇǊŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǊȅ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

shows that owing to the high living cost of the newly constructed residences in the project 

area,  most of the middle and low income groups (constituting the majority of the people 

living in the project area) have tended to move away from the newly constructed residents. 

For some of the scholars, this first sign of the socio-spatial change of the classes implies the 

first step of gentrification within the Northern Ankara Urbŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ό¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ 

нллуΤ mȊŘŜƳƛǊ-{ǀƴƳŜȊ ŀƴŘ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллтΤ ¦ȊǳƴΣ нллсύΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎΣ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀƭǎƻ 

ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŀ ǊƘŜǘƻǊƛŎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άŜƴƘŀƴŎƛƴƎ 

ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜέΣ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ Ƴŀǎǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎΣ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜd in Karacakaya for the low income groups of 

the project area, was having a very low quality. It is obvious that the project is not capable 

ǘƻ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜ ƻŦ ƭƻǿ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ όmȊŘŜƳƛǊ-{ǀƴƳŜȊ ŀƴŘ 

¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллтΤ ¢aah.Σ нллтύΦ  

 

Some other critical review point out different dimensions of urban regeneration project. 

According to Balaban (2008), through the implementation of the project occupiers of illegal 

buildings and squatters, which were built before 01.01.2000, were given the right to 

purchase the new residences. This could be interpreted as a kind of development amnesty. 

Moreover, a significant level of increase in the property prices and rents has been 

ƻōǎŜǊǾŀōƭŜ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ όmȊŘŜƳƛǊ-{ǀƴƳŜȊ ŀƴŘ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллтΤ 

TMMOB, 2007). This substantial rise of property prices show how Northern Ankara Urban 
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Regeneration Project has given rise to the production of a huge amount of urban rent in 

some of the northern districts of Ankara. 

 

There are four major conclusions that could be drawn from a political consideration of 

Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project. Firstly, to implement the urban regeneration 

project, the first location-specific legislative intervention was made with the law no. 5104. 

This law shows how Greater Municipality of Ankara has been given exceptional power in 

terms of the preparation and approval of development plans, property transfer and 

carrying out construction works and infrastructure facilities. This law could also be 

evaluated as a pilot study of the urban regeneration law proposal, consolidating urban 

planning powers and bypassing the authority of District Municipalities. Urban regeneration 

areas, within this law, was released from current urban planning system and development 

legislation. Law no. 5140 shows us again how legislative intervention is important in the 

political construction of rent-oriented UDPs. Secondly, there is a partnership of local and 

central government in this regeneration project. As a form of partnership between the local 

ŀƴŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎΣ ¢h.!  Ƙŀǎ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƪŜȅ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ƳŀƴŀƎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

coordinating activities within the implementation of the project. Private sector involves to 

this partnership through the revenue-sharing scheme. Thirdly, although Greater 

Municipality of Ankara and Housing Development Administrations argued that the priority 

ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ άŜƴƘŀƴŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǉǳŀǘǘŜǊǎέΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ 

was not such an increase in the quality of life of middle and low income groups, living 

previously in the project area. Contrary to such hegemonic arguments of the state (made to 

mobilize support behind the formation of the project), the majority of the people living in 

the project area have tended to move away from the newly constructed residences 

because they face a high cost of living in these residences. Under such conditions, most of 

the middle and low income groups (constituting the majority of the people living in the 

project area) have started to move to out of the regenerated North of the Ankara. For some 

of the scholars, this displacement of the low and middle income groups shows the first step 

ƻŦ ƎŜƴǘǊƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ όmȊŘŜƳƛǊ-{ǀƴƳŜȊ ŀƴŘ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ нллтΤ ¦ȊǳƴΣ 

2006). Fourthly, this urban regeneration project unveils how a rent-oriented and project-

based approach have become the mainstream urban (re)development policy since the 

нлллǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ !ƴƪŀǊŀ όYŀǊŀōǳǊǳƴΣ нллфΤ DǸȊŜȅΣ нллфύΦ For 

instance, 2023 master plan of Ankara, underlines the importance of urban (re)development 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŦƻǊ ŜǾŜƴ ŀ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ό!..Σ нллтōύΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ 
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sense, it supports project-led initiatives and their roles in the production of attractive urban 

spaces in terms of attracting investment and employment opportunities and making the 

capital of Turkey a competitive city within the context of rising global competition between 

ŎƛǘƛŜǎ όDǸȊŜȅΣ нллфΤ !..Σ нллтōύΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŀǊŜ 

defined according to some new legislative interventions since the 2000s (like Law No. 5216 

and 5140) and these regeneration areas have been subjected to rent-oriented development 

initiatives, increasing the level of property prices and the displacement of powerless low-

income classes and enhancing socio-spatial polarization (Karaburun, 2009; TMMOB, 2007; 

Uzun, 2006). As a result, a critical consideration of Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration 

Project unveils that behind the political construction of UDPs there is a strong state 

intervention and this state-led urban regeneration initiatives have given rise to the 

dominance of a rent-oriented and project-based approach in the making of entrepreneurial 

urban policies, redefining the priorities of urban (re)development and intending to obscure 

the class conflict behind such urban processes. 

 

τȢτ !ÎËÁÒÁ 'İÎÅÙÐÁÒË 5ÒÂÁÎ 2ÅÇÅÎÅÒÁÔÉÏÎ 0ÒÏÊÅÃÔ 

DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ƛƴ нллр ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ !ƴƪŀǊŀ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΩǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ ŀǎ άǳǊōŀƴ 

ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǊŜŀΣ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άaǸƘȅŜ флн Ǉƭƻǘέ, covers 170 hectares of land, 

some part of which had been occupied by the squatters since the 1970s. Currently, there 

are approximately 600 squatters in this plot and the number of shareholders is 2100. Owing 

to the high number of shareholders and the complexity of property relations, Greater 

Municipality of Ankara could not intervene to this plot throughout the 1980s and 1990s. 

However in the year 2005 this plot wŀǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀέ ŀƴŘ 

this decision of Greater Municipality provided a key basis for a rent-oriented intervention to 

this area. 
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Figure 4.7 ! ±ƛŜǿ CǊƻƳ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ !ǊŜŀ  

(Source:http://www.ankarabel.gov.tr/AbbSayfalari/Kentsel_Donusum/guney_ankara_muhye/guney_ankara_m

uhye_ana.aspx) 

 

ά¦Ǌōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀέ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ нллр ǿŀǎ ŘŜǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŀǊǘƛŎƭŜ то ƻŦ 

Law No. 5393. According to this article of the law, determination of the urban regeneration 

area could be announced under the decision of the absolute majority of the entire 

members of the Municipal Council and these areas, that are subjected to the determination 

as an urban regeneration area, must be within the borders of the municipal or the 

neighboring area and it must be at least 50.000 square meters (Law No. 5393). More 

importantly, urban regeneration areas, within this law, was released from the current 

urban planning system and development legislation. As an urban regeneration area, 

άaǸƘȅŜ флн Ǉƭƻǘέ, was isolated from the master plan and all sorts of upper scale plans of 

Ankara. In other words, Greater Municipality of Ankara intended to make this plot a plan-

free zone to freely develop some exceptional planning decisions and development 

conditions. 

 

After the determination of the project area όaǸƘȅŜ флн Ǉƭƻǘύ ŀǎ ŀƴ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ 

ŀǊŜŀέΣ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

year 2007. In this declaration, it was stated that Ankara Greater Municipality signed up 

contracts with all shareholders within the project area and all of the shareholders agreed to 

transfer their share to Greater Municipality in return for 1 square meter residential space 

for each of the 5 square meter land (ABB, 2007). Moreover, Greater Municipality of Ankara 
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invited the tenders through flat for land ƳŜǘƘƻŘ όƪŀǘ ƪŀǊǒƤƭƤƐƤ ȅǀƴǘŜƳƛȅƭŜ ƛƘŀƭŜύΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ 

declared by the Greater Municipality that within this regeneration project there will be high 

rise, luxury and gated residents, with high technology, electronical security and intelligent 

building systems (ABB, 2007; Arkitera, 2007). 

 

 

Figure 4.8 ¢ƘŜ [ŀȅƻǳǘ tƭŀƴ ƻŦ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

(Source:http://www.ankarabel.gov.tr/AbbSayfalari/Kentsel_Donusum/guney_ankara_muhye/guney_ankara_m

uhye_ana.aspx)  

 

DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ ŀƴ άƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ 

ŀ ƴŜǿ ƭƛŦŜ Ŧǳƭƭ ƻŦ ƭŜƛǎǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ άƴŜǿ ƭƛŦŜέ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǇŜƴŘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

formation of a gated community, strongly supported by special security and an exclusionary 

sense of enclosure. In order to mobilize public support behind the formation of the project, 

the project was also introduced as a site of attraction in terms of luxury residential life, 

green and open spaces and a high standard of quality of life (ABB, 2007, Arkitera, 2007).  
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Figure 4.9 !ƴ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

(Source:http://www.milliyetemlak.com/haber/guneypark%E2%80%99ta-islem-

tamam/haber.html?haberID=4739) 

 

In the year 2008, Greater Municipality of Ankara started to prepare 1/1000 scale 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 

the approval of this development plan, the construction work was contracted to six large 

construction companies all of which declared that the total approximate cost of the project 

is around 800 million dollars (Arkitera, 2007). Although the cost was high and the 

construction work was large scale, Greater Municipality of Ankara declared that it was 

planned to finish the project in two years (ABB, 2007).  

 

In 2008, after the approval of the development plan, a non-governmental organization 

called ά4ŀƐŘŀǒ .ŀǒƪŜƴǘ !ƴƪŀǊŀ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛέ (a politically opponent non-governmental 

organization against the central government and Ankara Grater Municipality), brought a 

judiciary action for the cancel of the 1/1000 scale development plan which was prepared 

and approved by the Greater Municipality of Ankara. This NGO, as an oppositional group 

against the formation of the project, succeeded in the judiciary action and Ankara Greater 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΩǎ мκмллл ǎŎŀƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ ŎŀƴŎŜƭŜŘΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǘ 

decision, two key issue was emphasized. Firstly, the court decided that there is not public 

interest in the determination of the project area as urban regeneration area. Therefore, it 

was stated that aǸƘȅŜ флн Ǉƭƻǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀǇǇƭƛŎŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŀƴ urban 

regeneration project according to the article 73 of Law No. 5393. Secondly, owing to the 

lack of public interest in the determination of the urban regeneration area, Greater 

Municipality of Ankara was not empowered to prepare 1/1000 scale development plan 
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ό!ƴƪŀǊŀ пΦ TŘŀǊŜ aŀƘƪŜƳŜǎƛΣ нллуύΦ In other words, court decision underlined that Greater 

Municipality of Ankara did not authorized to prepare 1/1000 scale development plan for 

DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ōǳǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ 4ŀƴƪŀȅŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƘŀŘ ǘƘŜ ŀuthority 

to prepare this plan according to the Municipal Law.       

 

After the court decision, the 1/1000 scale development plan was canceled and the 

ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ǎǘƻǇǇŜŘ in 2009. To 

overcome this court decision, neo-liberal central government prepared a legislative 

intervention in 2010 through initiating a bill of law (kanun teklifi) concerning the revisions 

of the article 73 of Law No. 5393. By the revision of this article in the Municipal Law, 

Greater Municipalities are empowered to determine any area as urban regeneration area 

without any justification in terms of the principles of urbanism, planning and public interest 

(Radikal, 2010). Furthermore, all public properties in these urban regeneration areas are 

transferred from different public institutions to Greater Municipalities and the authority of 

development plan preparation and approval at all scales of planning (including the 

preparation of 1/1000 scale development plan) is given to Greater Municipalities όIǸǊǊƛȅŜǘΣ 

2010a). 

 

This legislative intervention was made by the decision of the Council of Ministers. Through 

such a direct intervention of central government, seven different areas (each covering huge 

amount of land and having a high potential to produce rent) are determined and declared 

as urban regeneration areas (Cumhuriyet, 2010). Six of these seven areas were belonging to 

ǘƘŜ ōƻǊŘŜǊǎ ƻŦ 4ŀƴƪŀȅŀ ŀƴŘ ¸ŜƴƛƳŀƘŀƭƭŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘŜŘ ōȅ 

the main oppositional party (Republicŀƴ tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ tŀǊǘȅύΦ .ȅ ǘƘƛǎ ƭŀǿΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾŀƛƭƛƴƎ 

political power of central government, Justice and Development Party provided a legal 

ground for Greater Municipalities to bypass District Municipalities of different parties and 

to dominate some exceptional development rights (for urban regeneration areas) over the 

broader urban planning system of the metropolitan cities (Bayram, 2010). Such a dramatic 

change in the planning of urban regeneration areas means how Greater Municipalities were 

provided with exceptional urban policy and planning powers through the legislative 

intervention of central government.  

 

With the revision of the article 73 of Municipal Law, Greater Municipality of Ankara was 

ŜƳǇƻǿŜǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜ мκмллл ǎŎŀƭŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ DǸƴeypark Urban 
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Regeneration Area. In other words, Greater Municipality of Ankara was given a legally 

ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ǘƻ ŎŀǊǊȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

In the year 2010, Greater Municipality of Ankara prepared and approved the 1/1000 scale 

development plan and this time contracted construction work to a large construction 

company (ABB, 2010a). The construction of the gated residences and the implementation 

process of the project are continuing (ABB, 2010b).    

 

The Chambers of Architectures and City Planners have criticized the revision of the 

Municipal Law in terms of the determination and the planning of urban regeneration areas 

όwŀŘƛƪŀƭΣ нлмлΤ IǸǊǊƛȅŜǘΣ нлмлōύΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜǎŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

implementation of this law, Greater Municipalities have emerged as the sole authority in 

the planning of urban regeneration projects in metropolitan cities. This huge power of rent-

distribution might be abused owing to the violation of the principles of urbanism, planning 

and public interest (Radikal, 2010). Oppositional political parties, on the other hand, stated 

that this law bypasses the planning authority of most of the District Municipalities in 

metropolitan cities. Oppositional parties argue that this law was prepared under the strong 

ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǿ ǎŜǊǾŜǎ Ƴƻǎǘƭȅ ǘƻ 

these two Greater Municipalities. Oppositional parties also stated their tendency to bring a 

judiciary action for the nullity and the cancel of this ƭŀǿ όIǸǊǊƛȅŜǘΣ нлмлōύΦ  

 

It is possible to draw three major lessons from a political consideration of Ankara 

DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƛǊǎǘƭȅΤ the revision of Municipal Law, concerning 

the determination and the planning of urban regeneration areas, shows that central 

government made direct legislative interventions to overcome court decisions against the 

implementation of urban regeneration projects. Legislative interventions (new laws, 

revisions ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƭŀǿǎΧŜǘŎύ Ǉƭŀȅ a very important role not only as a catalyst in the 

ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŀǎ ŀ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ǎƻƭǾƛƴƎέ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳΣ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳƛƴƎ 

court decisions against the project. Secondly, DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƘƻǿǎ 

how Greater Municipalities were provided with exceptional urban policy and planning 

powers through the legislative intervention of central government. Through the provision 

of such exceptionalities, Greater Municipalities find opportunities to bypass the planning 

authority of District Municipalities. Thirdly, Chambers of Architectures and City Planners, 

some non-governmental organizations and oppositional political parties have mobilized 

ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 
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Regeneration Project. Such organized oppositional social groups may play a role in the 

mobilization of the political struggle through bringing judiciary action against the 

ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ [ƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜǎ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ŀƴŘ 5ǳōŀƛ ¢ƻǿŜǊǎΣ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ 

Urban Regeneration Project also shows that it is needed to take active consent of such 

oppositional groups to construct hegemony in the formation of such UDPs. As a last point 

of consideration, it should be noted that political construction of such UDPs (like 

DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪύ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ŀǎ ŀ site of political struggle to get the power of rent-

distribution, which could be turned into a powerful instrument to enhance political power.  

 

4.5 The Critical Review of the Politics of Urban Development Projects in Turkey  

The political dynamics of four UDPs from Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ŀǊŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀƴŀƭȅȊŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

discussed in this chapter. The findings of this analysis is summarized in the tables 

mentioned below. The first table briefly summarizes the main political dimensions of the 

projects, that are critically investigated. The second table gives a brief explanation on how 

the hegemonic discourses and legislative interventions, as the different but interrelated 

and complementary dimensions, have been utilized in the political construction of the 

projects. The second table also provides summarized answers on the questions like which 

actor play what kind of roles in the political construction of the projects.  

 

The findings of this chapter could be summarized through discussing five common political-

economic dimensions of four UDPs. These five common dimensions reflect Turkish urban 

political context in which UDPs are formed and implemented. Firstly, the main 

development logic behind the formation of four UDPs is the production and distribution of 

urban rent. Through regenerating urban space, a rent-oriented approach in the production 

of space has become the dominant paradigm of urban politics. Some urban sites (such as 

ǘƘŜ ǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ǘǊŀƛƴ ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΣ ǿŀǊŜƘƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ T9¢¢ ƛƴ aŀǎƭŀƪ ǎǉǳŀǘǘŜǊǎ ƛƴ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ 

Ankara and DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪύ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ŀǎ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜέ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ 

decision-makers of the cities. Rent-oriented UDPs are proposed as solutions to regenerate 

ǘƘŜǎŜ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǇŀŎŜǎέ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳ ƛƴǘƻ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ 

spaces ŦƻǊ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΦ !ƴ ŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΣ Ƙŀǎ 

become dominant through these rent-oriented UDPs. Secondly, in the formation of these 

UDPs, hegemonic discourses of powerful governmental and investor-business actors have 

constituted a hegemonic-ideological power over the definition of urban planning priorities. 

ά9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ 
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hegemonic discourses are produced and disseminated through mass media tools and these 

discourses have redefined urban policy and planning priorities on the basis of urban 

entrepreneurialism. Thirdly, the political power, in the formation of UDPs, has been 

constructed through not only by hegemonic discourses and activities, but also through 

some legislative interventions like new laws, revisions in the existing laws and decree-laws 

ΧŜǘŎΦ {ǳŎƘ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŎƻŜǊŎƛǾŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ 

state, since they impose some mechanisms to reorganize urban planning powers and to 

facilitate property transfer and privatization through the enforcement of legislative 

frameworks. Such coercive-legislative interventions of capitalist state have also function as 

mechanisms to bypass oppositional activities and court decisions that are against the 

formation of the projects. Therefore, through using their legislative power, powerful 

governmental decision-makers enforce legislative frameworks to facilitate the formation 

and implementation of UDPs.  

 

Fourthly, consideration of the political dynamics of UDPs show that there are different 

actors supporting to or opposing against the formation of UDPs. Governmental decision-

maker actors (central or local government institutions and their partnerships), investors 

and business associations, ruling political party, media institutions and some universities (if 

they involve to the project) have constituted the base of political power in the formation of 

the projects. Led by the governmental and investor-business actors, these powerful actors 

play key roles in the production and dissemination of hegemonic discourses. On the other 

side, chambers (affiliated to the Union of Chambers of Turkish Engineers and Architects), 

some labor unions and non-governmental organizations, oppositional media institutions, 

left-wing political parties and some universities have stated their oppositional views and 

organized their struggle against the formation of UDPs. In these oppositional movements, 

Chambers of Architectures and City Planners have led the formation of oppositional views 

and movements, since they have key roles in controlling urban development processes in 

terms of public interest.  

 

Lastly, the critical investigations made in Chapters 3 and 4 together reveal that the 

utilization of hegemonic-ideological and coercive-legislative mechanisms in the political 

construction of UDPs have differentiated according to different state-civil society 

relationship patterns in different countries of the world. Since the agents of civil society in 

western capitalist countries are well organized and powerful in the making of urban 
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development policies, they perform an active and determinative role in the formation of 

UDPs. However in different political contexts like China, where state has a coercive-

repressive power over the agents of civil society, state has the power to directly impose the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ IŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ ƻŦ άŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅέ ƛǎ 

important in the cities where the agents of civil society are well organized and have a stake 

in the making of urban development policies. Legislative interventions of the state have 

play crucial coercive roles in the political contexts where the state has a repressive power 

over the actors of civil society. In other words, the articulation of consent and coercive 

mechanisms, in other words hegemony and force, have differentiated according to the 

patterns of the relations between state and civil society. In the urban political contexts of 

Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ !ƴƪŀǊŀΣ ōƻǘƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛve interventions are used with 

ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǊȅ ƳŀƴƴŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ bƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ άƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ 

interventions of state actors have constructed the political power to produce urban space 

through UDPs.    

 

To conclude, the comparative and critical investigation of the politics of UDPs from 

different capitalist countries of the world and Turkey give rise to the formulation of two 

further initial arguments. In addition of the two previously stated initial argument, that 

were formulated within the theoretical framework of thesis, these two initial arguments 

are mentioned below. These total four initial arguments constitute the starting point in the 

designing of the case study of thesis. 

 

Initial Argument 3: In the political construction of UDPS; not only discursive practices of 

hegemony construction, but also coercive-legislative mechanisms of capitalist state (new 

laws, change in the existing laws, decree ƭŀǿǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǊƻƭŜΦ  

 

Initial Argument 4: UDPs are politically constructed through the complementary relation 

and differential articulation of the discursive practices of hegemony construction and 

coercive-legislative mechanisms of the capitalist state 
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   Table 4.2 The Comparison of Key Dimensions of Four UDPs From Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀnd Ankara  

 

Size, location and the 

new functions 

Main development 
logic and the 
production of urban 
rent 

The political construction of the UDPs 
Oppositional 
movements and the 
leading 
oppositional groups 
against the 
formation of the 
UDPs 

The results of the 
project 
 

Hegemonic 
arguments and 
discourses in 
mobilizing public 
support behind the 
formation of the 
UDPs 

The role of legislative 
interventions in the formation 
and implementation of the 
UDPs 

Powerful actors in 
the formation of 
the UDPs 

HaȅŘŀǊǇŀǒ
a Urban 
Regenerati
on Project 
ƛƴ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ 

110 hectares of 
waterfront area 
including the port and 
train station. The 
project area has been 
used as a transportation 
node since the early 
20th century and served 
to a large industrial 
geography in Marmara 
region. The urban 
regeneration project 
intends to produce new 
functions like shopping 
centers, luxury 
residents, and five star 
ƘƻǘŜƭǎΧŜǘŎΦ   

Flagship urban 
regeneration through 
IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ 
Trade Center and 
Cruiser Port Project. 
Relocation of the port 
and train station and 
tourism-oriented 
development 
approach was 
proposed within this 
project. There is high-
level of rent 
production potential 
within the urban 
regeneration efforts.  

άManhattanization 
ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀέΣ 
άaŀƪƛƴƎ 
IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ŀ ƴŜǿ 
±ŜƴƛŎŜέ ŀƴŘ 
άdeveloping a 
world trade 
ŎŜƴǘŜǊέ ǘƻ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ 
ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ 
άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 
employment 
ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ ŀƴŘ 
ǘƻ άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀƴ 
improved national 
ƛƳŀƎŜέ  
 

New Laws  
Law No. 5234 and Law No. 5335 
Legislative interventions to 
facilitate the privatization of 
port and train station and to 
change the authority of 
development plan preparation 
and approval by empowering 
central government institutions 
(Ministry of Finance, TCDD) 
Law No.5793  
Legislative intervention to 
overcome court decision by 
empowering Privatization 
Administration and bypassing 
Conservation Councils and 
District Municipalities in terms 
of the authority of development 
plan preparation and approval 
The change in the existing law  
Law no. 3621 ς A change in the 
coastal law to provided the legal 
basis for the construction of 
cruiser port   

A Central 
Government-led 
urban regeneration 
effort - Central 
Government 
Institutions (Turkish 
State Railways, 
Privatization 
Administration, 
Cabinet and Turkish 
National Assembly 
as a legislative base 
of power)  
 

The Chamber of 
Architectures and 
City Planners (lead 
the formation and 
the activities of 
IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ {ƻƭƛŘŀǊƛǘȅ 
Group), Union of Port 
Workers and some 
other non-
governmental 
institutions... On 
behalf of the public 
interest, such actors 
brought judiciary 
action for the cancel 
and the nullity of the 
plans and laws 
related with the 
regeneration project.   

Policy-making efforts, 
new plans and laws, 
hegemonic arguments 
were not provided the 
political ground to 
overcome the 
opposition of different 
actors. However, 
regeneration efforts 
never end. 
Since the 2010 there is 
a collaboration of 
¢/55 ŀƴŘ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ 
Greater Municipality 
to prepare a new 
development plan and 
to arrange a new 
urban design 
competition. 
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Table 4.2 (Continued) 

Dubai Towers 
ƛƴ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ 

Project depends on 
the privatization of 
4,6 hectares area in 
the new central 
business district of 
TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǊŜŀ 
was previously 
used as the 
ǿŀǊŜƘƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ T9¢¢Φ 
Project includes 
the construction of 
300-meter multi-
use tower complex 
including 
consumption, 
residential and 
service-based 
functions. 

Flagship urban 
regeneration through 
the construction of 
Dubai Towers. There 
are two partners of the 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ 
Greater Municipality 
and Sama Dubai. Sama 
Dubai committed to pay 
the cost of the project 
in return for a share of 
the revenue of the 
project. The project 
gave rise to the 
production of a huge 
amount of rent in the 
new central business 
ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ƻŦ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ      

ά!ǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ 
international 
firms and 
investments to 
make Istanbul a 
ŦƛƴŀƴŎƛŀƭ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΣ 
άǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ 
employment 
opportunities 
will be provided 
after the 
implementation 
ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ, 
άǎǘŀǘŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀŎǘ 
as a private firm 
to maximize the 
economic value 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘέ 

The change in the existing 
law  
Law No. 5018 ς A change in 
the Public Financial 
Management and Control 
Law to redefine the 
authority of public land 
transfer through 
empowering Ministry of 
Finance and facilitating the 
privatization of public lands. 

An unsuccessful 
entrepreneurial 
partnership of local 
government 
όTǎǘŀƴōǳƭ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 
Municipality) and 
international 
capital (Sama 
Dubai)  with the 
support of central 
government 

The Chamber of 
Architectures, City 
Planners and Civic 
Engineers played an 
important role in the 
leading of the 
oppositional activities 
through bringing 
judiciary action against 
the exceptional 
development 
opportunities that were 
provided through the 
enhancing of the 
density of the 
construction area and 
removing the 
limitations for the 
height of the towers. 

The project was 
contested by 
oppositional actors on 
the basis of public 
interest and the 
principles of urbanism. 
Thus; public-private 
partnership, revision in 
the development plan, 
hegemonic arguments of 
decision-makers and 
investors did not provide 
the political ground to 
overcome the 
oppositional claims and 
struggles against the 
formation of the project. 

Northern 
Ankara Urban 
Regeneration 
Project 

1.582 hectares of 
urban space in 
Northern Ankara, 
previously 
occupied by the 
squatters. Urban 
Regeneration 
project intends to 
produce new 
consumption and 
residential based 
functions including 
convention 
centers, shopping 
malls and luxury 
residents.      

Urban regeneration 
through demolishing 
squatters and physically 
transforming the 
project area into a 
άǇǊŜǎǘƛƎƛƻǳǎέ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ 
and consumption based 
space. Main 
development logic was 
the collaboration of the 
state and capital 
through revenue 
sharing scheme. There 
is also a substantial rise 
of property prices in 
and around the project 
area, showing the 
production of a huge 
amount of rent.  

άtǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ 
prestigious, 
tourism-oriented 
and attractive 
ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ 
άŜƴƘŀƴŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 
quality of life of 
the people living 
in the squatters 
through 
providing them 
new mass 
ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎέ  

New Law 
Law 5104 ς As the first 
location-specific law, 
Northern Ankara Urban 
Regeneration Project Law 
restructured and redefined 
the authority of urban 
planning, property-transfer 
and project implementation. 
With this law, Greater 
Municipality of Ankara was 
given key authorities and all 
the previous development 
plans of the project area 
approved prior to this law 
was suspended and the 
authority of development 
plan preparation and 
approval was transferred 
from District Municipalities 
to Ankara Greater 
Municipality.  

A partnership of 
Local Government 
(Greater 
Municipality of 
Ankara) and 
Central 
Government 
(Housing 
Development 
Administration), 
¢h.!  founded as 
an institution of 
this  partnership. 
Private sector was 
involved to this 
partnership 
through the 
revenue sharing 
scheme.   

Although they did not 
bring judiciary action 
against the project, the 
Chambers of 
Architectures and City 
Planners have criticized 
the regeneration 
project. Their 
oppositional claims 
were criticizing the (1) 
gentrification and 
displacement, physical 
transformation lacking a 
social dimension and (2) 
the dominance of a 
rent-oriented, project-
based approach lacking 
a comprehensive, 
holistic and long-term 
urban regeneration 
perspective.   

Some parts of the project 
were finished and the 
implementation of the 
whole project depends 
on the success of the 
revenue-sharing scheme. 
On the other hand, the 
project increased the 
level of property prices 
and it also gave rise to 
the displacement of 
powerless low income 
classes. Law No. 5104 
and the dominance of 
rent-oriented, project-
based, non-holistic urban 
regeneration approach 
attracted so much 
criticism by the Chamber 
of City Planners. 
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Table 4.2 (Continued) 

Ankara 
DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ 
Urban 
Regenerati
on Project 

Project area is in the 
southern part of 
Ankara, covering 170 
hectares of land 
some part of which 
had been invaded by 
the squatters since 
the 1970s. Within this 
regeneration project, 
it was planned to 
construct shopping 
malls and high rise, 
gated and luxury 
residents for high-
income classes.   

Urban regeneration 
through demolishing 
squatters and physically 
transforming the 
project area into a 
luxury residential space 
for high income classes. 
There is high number of 
shareholders in the 
project area and they 
agreed to transfer their 
share to Greater 
Municipality in return 
for residential space. 
Private sector 
participated to the 
project through flat for 
land method. 

Project was 
presented to the 
public as an 
άƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ 
a new life full of 
leisure and 
ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 
άƴŜǿ ƭƛŦŜέ 
discourse was 
envisaged for the 
high income 
classes on the 
ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άƭǳȄǳǊȅ 
ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƭƛŦŜέΣ 
άƎǊŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ ƻǇŜƴ 
ǎǇŀŎŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άŀ 
high standard of 
ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜέ 

The change in the existing law   
A change in the Municipal Law 
(Law No.5393) in order to; (1) 
overcome court decision, (2) 
bypass District Municipalities 
and empower Greater 
Municipalities as the sole 
authority in the planning of 
urban regeneration projects. 
With this law, Greater 
Municipalities were 
empowered to determine any 
area as the urban regeneration 
area.  
 

Greater 
Municipality of 
Ankara and Central 
Government 
(Greater 
Municipality of 
Ankara was 
empowered as the 
sole authority in 
the planning of 
urban regeneration 
projects by the 
legislative 
intervention of 
Central 
Government)  
 

Politically opponent 
non-governmental 
organizations, one of 
which brought judiciary 
action against the 
project, The Chambers 
of City Planners and 
Architectures raise 
criticisms on the basis 
of the violation of the 
principles of urbanism, 
planning and public 
interest, Oppositional 
parties also stated their 
tendency to bring 
judiciary action for the 
cancel of the Municipal 
Law.  

By the change in the 
Municipal Law, Greater 
Municipality of Ankara 
was given a legally 
legitimate basis to carry 
on the implementation 
of the project. 
Construction work was 
contracted to a large 
construction company, 
the construction process 
is still continuing. 
Judiciary actions against 
the operation of the 
Municipal Law may stop 
the implementation of 
the project. 
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Table 4.3:The Political Construction of Urban Development Projects in Turkey 

THE POLITICAL CONSTRUCTION OF URBAN DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN TURKEY 

 HEGEMONY  
(Consent) 
Hegemonic discourses to mobilize 
public support and consent for the 
projects 
όά9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ 
άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 
discourses, arguments and narratives) 

FORCE 
(Coercion) 
Coercive-legislative mechanism of 
capitalist state in the formation of 
the projects 
(Reorganizations of urban planning powers, 
Bypassing of oppositional actors and decisions 
through laws and empowerment of state 
institutions) 

HayŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 
Regeneration 
Project 
 

άaŀƴƘŀǘǘŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀέΣ 
άaŀƪƛƴƎ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ŀ ƴŜǿ ±ŜƴƛŎŜέ ŀƴŘ 
άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŀ ǿƻǊƭŘ ǘǊŀŘŜ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέ ǘƻ 
άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 
ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀƴ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘ 
national image 

Legislative interventions (Law No. 5234, 5335, 
5793, 3621) Facilitating the privatization of 
publicly owned resources,  changing the 
authority of development plan preparation and 
approval, empowering central government 
institutions and bypassing conservation councils 
and district municipalities 

Dubai Towers 
Project  
 

ά!ǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŦƛǊƳǎ ŀƴŘ 
investments to make Istanbul a financial 
ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΣ "thousands of employment 
opportunities will be provided"Σ άGreater 
aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ acts as a private 
firm  in this project to maximize the 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘέ 

Legislative intervention (Law No. 5393) 
Overcoming court decisions, bypassing District 
Municipalities and empowering Greater 
Municipalities as the  sole authority in the 
planning of urban regeneration projects 

Northern Ankara 
Urban 
Regeneration 
Project 
 

άtǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ǇǊŜǎǘƛƎƛƻǳǎΣ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ-
ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ 
άŜƴƘŀƴŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ 
living in the squatters through providing 
ǘƘŜƳ ƴŜǿ Ƴŀǎǎ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎέ  

Legislative intervention (Law No. 5104) 
Restructuring and redefining the authority of 
urban planning, property transfer and project 
implementation within the urban regeneration 
area,  bypassing District Municipalities and 
giving exceptional powers to Greater 
Municipality of Ankara in the planning of 
northern Ankara urban regeneration 

!ƴƪŀǊŀ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ 
Urban 
Regeneration 
Project  
 

άOpportunity for a new life full of leisure 
ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎέΦ άNeǿ ƭƛŦŜέ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜ ǿŀs 
envisaged for the high income classes  on 
ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άƭǳȄǳǊȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƭƛŦŜέΣ άƎǊŜŜƴ 
ŀƴŘ ƻǇŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άŀ ƘƛƎƘ ǎǘŀƴŘŀǊŘ ƻŦ 
quality of life 

Legislative intervention (Law No. 5018) 
Facilitating the privatization of publicly owned 
resources through empowering central 
government institutions 

   

Powerful and 
dominant actors in 
the political 
construction of 
UDPs 

The Production and Dissemination 
of Hegemonic Discourses 
Central and local governments, property 
owners and investors, local business 
associations, ruling political party, 
universities and media institutions and non-
governmental organizations 

The Formation of Coercive-Legislative 
Mechanisms of Capitalist State  
Central government 

Oppositional actors 
struggling against 
the formation of 
UDPs 

The Production and Dissemination 
of Counter Hegemonic Discourses 
Chambers (affiliated to the Union of 
Chambers of Turkish Engineers and 
Architects), labor unions, non-governmental 
organizations, media institutions, 
oppositional left-wing political parties and 
universities  

Judiciary actions against the 
formation of UDPs  
Chambers (affiliated to the Union of Chambers 
of Turkish Engineers and Architects) and non-
governmental organizations 

The Configuration of 
Actors 

Political Society + Civil Society (Integral State) 

Two initial arguments through considering the politics of UDPs in the World and Turkey 
(3) In the political construction of UDPS; not only discursive practices of hegemony construction, but also coercive-legislative 
mechanisms of capitalist state (neǿ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŘŜŎǊŜŜ ƭŀǿǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ƪŜȅ ǊƻƭŜΦ  
(4) UDPs are politically constructed through the complementary relation and differential articulation of the discursive 
practices of hegemony construction and coercive-legislative mechanisms of the capitalist state. 
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CHAPTER 5 

 

THE POLITICAL-ECONOMICAL BACKGROUND OF URBANIZATION AND 

PLANNING WITHIN THE HISTORI#!, $%6%,/0-%.4 /& dZMIR 

 

Urban ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǊŜ investigated with reference to local economic 

structure and political dynamics within the historical development of the city. In this 

framework, major urban development plans and urban development projects (UDPs) in 

different political-economic periods are critically elaborated. Capital accumulation 

dynamics and dominant urbanization policies are discussed within a critical manner. 

Through revealing the historical development and transformation of political-economic 

dynamics, six major trajectories of urbanization are defined and the discussion in this 

chapter is organized around these six political-ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǘǊŀƧŜŎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 

¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘǊŀƧŜŎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŎƻǾŜǊǎ ŀ ƭƻƴƎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ŀ 

foreign market dependent agricultural product exporter port city. The second trajectory 

had been shaped by political revolution and the building of nation state between 1923 and 

мфпрΦ ¢ƘŜ ǘƘƛǊŘ ǘǊŀƧŜŎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŜ 

local economy through import substituted industrialization between the years 1945 and 

1960. In the fourth trajectory between 1960 and 1980, import substituted industrialization 

had been developed further and its impacts upon the urbanization processes had become 

apparent under the influence of a sub-fordist regime of capital accumulation. The fifith and 

sixth trajectories of post-1980 period show how neo-liberalization, with its global and local 

dynamics, has been constructed as the dominant political regime of Turkey. In these 

trajectories of huge political-economic change, urbanization process and local economic 

ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŜƳŜǊƎŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŘǊƛǾƛƴƎ ŦƻǊŎŜ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǊŜƎƛƳŜΦ 

¢ƘŜ ŦƛŦǘƘ ǘǊŀƧŜŎǘƻǊȅΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ άǊƻƭƭ-back neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴέ ǎƛƎƴŀƭǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǊƛǎŜ ƻŦ 

urbanization within the trŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфулǎ 

and 1990s. The sixth and ongoing trajectory since the 2000s represents how state and 

capital have politically constructed and organized the operation of urban 

ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lƴ ǘƘe following parts of Chapter 5, the political-economic 

background of urban development processes are elaborated around these six trajectories 

of urban political-economic change.      
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5. 1 17. Century - 1929: A Foreign Market Dependent Agricultural Product  

Exporter Port city  

In the late Ottoman period, TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ƳƻŘŜ ƻŦ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ 

through exporting agricultural products. In this political-economical trajectory of 

urbanization, port oriented urban development had become important since it provided 

key dynamics for the reproduction of capital accumulation dynamics under the dominance 

of imperialist western countries.   

 

5.1.1 Local Economic Structure and the Political Dynamics  

As an agriculture-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǇƻǊǘ ŎƛǘȅΣ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ŘŀǘŜǎ ōŀŎƪ ǘƻ 

мтΦ ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ мтΦ ŀƴŘ мфΦ ŎŜƴǘǳǊƛŜǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ŀ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ 

ǘǊŀŘŜ ŎŜƴǘŜǊΣ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎǊŀŦǘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ƘƛƴǘŜǊƭŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǿŜǎǘ 

9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǊǘ ό¸ƤƭŘƤǊƤƳ ϧ IŀǎǇƻƭŀǘΣ нлмлύΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ŀ 

colony of imperialist countries, articulated to the relations of trade capitalism under the 

ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǊŎŀƴǘƛƭƛǎǘ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǿŜǎǘ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ όYǳǊƳǳǒΣ нллуύΦ 

  

Throughout the 17. century, ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ƘƛƴǘŜǊƭŀƴŘ ƘŀŘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ supplied agricultural 

products, which were demanded by western European countries owing to the growth of 

industrial structure in these countries (Atay, 1991). In this period, these agricultural 

products were distributed through the port and these products had provided key raw 

materials for the growth of industries in the western European countries. Large foreign 

companies of TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ in this local economic context, because they were 

having significant marketing and trade connections and furthermore the level of the 

production of  some agriculture products (like cotton, grape, frig, oil and tobacco) was 

increased substantially owing to the demand of foreign markets (Kaya, A.Y., 2010). 

Although there were large foreign companies and they were dominating trade relations in 

TȊƳƛǊΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǎƳŀƭƭ-scale agricultural producers. However these small-scale 

producers were not powerful; because large foreign companies were controlling foreign 

ǘǊŀŘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ    

  

¢ƘŜ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άŀ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀl product 

ŜȄǇƻǊǘŜǊ ǇƻǊǘ ŎƛǘȅέΣ ǿŀǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ƴŜǿ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ муоу ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ 

ǘƘŜ ά¢ǊŜŀǘȅ ƻŦ .ŀƭǘŀ [ƛƳŀƴέ ǎƛƎƴŀǘǳǊŜŘ amongst the Ottoman Empire, Great Britain and 
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Northern Ireland United Kingdom. This treaty of trade removed the system, which was 

prohibiting the marketing of domestically produced raw materials by foreign traders. New 

trade regime, constructed by Treaty of Balta Liman, provided new opportunities for foreign 

traders to participate foreign and domestic trade relations. Foreign traders had become 

more powerful as a result of this system (Beyru, 2000). By this way, the control and the 

ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ǘǊŀŘŜǊǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ όǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ 

as a dependent agricultural product exporter port city) had been strengthened όTƪƛȊΣ нллоύΦ  

 

¢ƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ǳƴǘƛƭ ǘƘŜ 

1920s. TȊƳƛǊ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎƳ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƘŀŘ 

been controlled by foreign capital. In the 1920s, local economic structure and political 

dynamics had been changed dramatically as a result of the establishment of Turkish 

Republic, nation state building and world-wide economic crisis.   

   

5.1.2 Urban Development Plans and Projects as the Hegemonic Projects of 

Urbanization  

Local economic structure and capital accumulation relations had shaped the processes of 

the production of urban space in the period between 17. and 19. centuries. In this period, 

urban development projects (UDPs), constructed according to the plan of Danger & Prost, 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ άŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ŜȄǇƻǊǘŜǊ ǇƻǊǘ 

ŎƛǘȅέΦ   

   

The first city-ǿƛŘŜ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ōȅ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎ wŜƴŜ 5ŀƴƎŜǊ ŀƴŘ 

Raymond Danger with the consultancy of Henri Prost. This first master plan was having a 

physical planning approach and it was approved in the year 1925. Danger & Prost plan 

proposed some key UDPs to reproduce and sustain local economic structure and capital 

accumulation relations of the city ό59«Σ мффтΤ !ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутύΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ UDPs were Alsancak 

Port and a Railway System with a new central station, which connected agricultural 

production hinterland to Alsancak station and port (Bilsel, 2000). As a physical planning 

approach, the plan of Danger & Prost proposed a new port and a new railway 

transportation system and also new industrial production zones (Bilsel, 2009). These UDPs 

had produced a working urban spatial system to connect the production and distribution of 

agricultural and industrial raw material products. Furthermore; within the plan of Danger & 

Prost, it was proposed to build a new town on the areas that were destroyed by fire and 
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ƭŀǊƎŜ ōƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǉǳŀǊŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΩǎ 

French modernist architecture (Can, 2010; Kaya, 2002). Danger & Prost plan did not include 

ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ǊŀƴƎƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ōŀŎƪǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǊǘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΦ 

However it intended to connect some touristic sites to the center and within this context 

tƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŀǊǊŀƴƎŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ōŜŀŎƘΦ      

 

 

Figure 5.1 The Plan of Danger & Prost, 1925 (Source: Kaya,2002) 

 

Besides of the UDPs that were proposed by Danger & Prost plan, there were also different 

UDPs, constructed in the hinterland and even in the city center. These UDPǎ ǿŜǊŜ TȊƳƛǊ-

!ȅŘƤƴΣ TȊƳƛǊ-Kasaba railway systems and large inns and warehouse structures, which were 

facilitating the distribution and storaging of agricultural products. Railway systems provided 

transportation infrastructure for the transferring and distribution of agricultural products, 

produced in the agricultural hinterland and delivered to city center for distribution to 

western European markets. Large inns and warehouse structures, on the other hand, 

provided opportunities to storage these products before distributing them abroad. όYƤǊŀȅΣ 

мффуΤ !ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутύΦ  

 

Thus; UDPǎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ άŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ 

ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ŜȄǇƻǊǘŜǊ ǇƻǊǘ Ŏƛǘȅέ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

capitalist mode of production through providing a system of the production, distribution 

and marketing of agricultural products and industrial raw materials. These UDPs (both 

proposed within the Danger & Prost plan and independently of the plan) had become the 

hegemonic projects of urbanization to the extent that they dominated, reproduced and 
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(re)territorialized capitalist economic structure within the context of socio-spatial relations 

in the city of TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ƘƛƴǘŜǊƭŀƴŘΦ          

 

5.2 1929 - 1945 : The Construction of Nation S tate and  State -led Industrial 

Development A ttempts  in the City  

In the 1920s, there were dramatical events in terms of the change of political regime and 

capitalist economic relations. Turkish War of Independence was followed by a political 

revolution through which the nation state of Turkish Republic had constructed. State-led 

industrialization policies had become dominant in this period to construct an independent 

economic structure. Policies of urbanization had concentrated to produce the spaces of the 

new independent republic throughout the 1930s.    

 

5.2.1 Local Economic Structure and the Political Dynamics  

There were significant political and economical changes occurred in the 1920s. The Turkish 

War of Independence against the occupation of imperialist west European countries and 

after the war with the declaration of the Republic in the year 1923, a nation state building 

process had begun to produce a politically and economically independent country. Under 

the conditions of this political revolution, a dramatic transformation process had began to 

change previous local economic structure (defined as foreign market dependent 

agricultural product exporter) of the city. In this process of change and revolution, it was 

intended to transform dependent economic structure, because it was exporting industrial 

raw materials as agricultural products and importing industrial products from west 

European countries. This economic structure was depending on the operation of the 

capitalist mode of production of west European countries. To transform this dependent 

economic structure, in the 1930s, a state-led independent industrial development had 

become the main objective of Turkish Republic. Industrial development policies and local 

economic development and transformation policies had been produced in this period to 

construct this state-led independent industrial structure in the whole country (Keskinok, 

2010).  

 

In this period between 1929 and 1945; the decisions that were taken in the first TȊƳƛǊ 

Economic Congress had played a very important role in the construction of the state-led 

national industrialization process. In the direction of the decisions, taken in the Congress, it 

was targeted and planned to establish some industrial sectors (whose raw materials were 
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provided domestically); to support private sector for industrial development and to 

mobilize state investments for the development of public sector in the industrial growth of 

the country. Moreover, it was aimed to produce consumer goods which were imported 

previously and to support domestic industrial sectors through tax regulation. State 

investments, according to the decisions of the Congress, were mobilized to establish some 

particular industrial sectors, which were not preferred to make investment by private 

industrial firms ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мффуύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴŀǊȅ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ 

change, while on the one hand a bourgeoisie class had been constructed with state 

intervention; on the other hand, working class had been constructed, important foreign-

oriented establishments had been nationalized and trade union rights were provided to this 

newly growing working classes. In this period; with its different elements it was started to 

construct a economy-politic structure, articulated to capitalist system through the political 

operation of nation state and economic functioning of (relatively) independent state-led 

industrial growth. 

 

World-wide economic crisis in the year 1929 played an important role in the shaping of 

policies in this period. Crisis caused a sharp decrease in the prices of agricultural products 

and industrial raw materials. This decrease disabled agricultural product exporter and 

ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŜǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ǇǳǊǎǳŜ ŦǊŜŜ ǘǊŀŘŜ policies (Kaya, 

!Φ¸Φ нлмлύΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΤ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎΣ ŜȄǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ tƻǊǘ 

decreased significantly. Between the years 1927 and 1932 the level of exportation 

diminished almost % 50, decreased from 99,7 million TL to 40,6 million TL (Kaya, A.Y. 2010). 

World-wide economic crisis, the declaration of Republic and nation state building processes 

had all given rise to protectionist trade policies and state-led industrialization policies which 

also became the driving forces of change and development behind the restructuring of local 

economy. 

 

In this period; within the context of first Five Year Development Plan, the first modern 

ǘŜȄǘƛƭŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƭƻǘƘƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘ {ǸƳŜǊōŀƴƪ ǿŀǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ мфооΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ 

year 1935, Etibank was established to process underground sources and to provide raw 

materials and energy for the development of industry. In the year 1937; an Iron and Steel 

Plant ŦŀŎǘƻǊȅ ǿŀǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ YŀǊŀōǸƪΦ YŀǊŀōǸƪ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƛŘŜŀƭ ƳƻŘŜƭ ƻŦ 

industrial city in this period within the context of state-led national industrialization policies 

(Keskinok, 2010). Furthermore; in this period, the organization of small agricultural 
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producers was also initiated and supported by nation state. With the Law of Agriculture 

Sales Cooperatives and Unions, small agricultural producers were provided opportunities to 

supply directly their products to markets through cooperatives without middleman and 

ŎƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴǎΦ ¢!wT  ό!ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ {ŀƭŜǎ /ƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜǎ ¦ƴƛƻƴύ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŀgricultural 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƳŀǊƪŜǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ мфот ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ 

opportunities for small-scale agricultural producers to accumulate capital and to involve in 

the local economic structure (Kaya, A.Y. 2010).  

 

In the 1930s and in the first half of the 1940s, economic structure of the country had been 

shaped on the basis of state-ƭŜŘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ 

this economic restructuring process through the developments in the food and textile 

industries. Through the direct investments of the state and the promotion of private sector, 

textile and ginning factories were established. Furthermore, factories of preserve food, 

flour, pasta and herbal oil was established within the development of food industry; in 

addition to them, furniture industry and construction material manufacturing also started 

to develop ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мффуύΦ On the other hand important resources for industrial 

development were transferred to public ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ. For instance; 

TȊƳƛǊ-!ȅŘƤƴ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ-Yŀǎŀōŀ wŀƛƭǿŀȅ /ƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŀƴȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ tƻǊǘΣ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭ 

services and energy production, all of which were controlling by foreign companies, had 

been transferred from international capital to the nation-state of Turkish Republic (Kaya, 

A.Y. 2010). 

 

To sum up, in this period of dramatic political and economic change under the conditions of 

world economic crisis and nation state building, protectionist trade policies and state-led 

national industrial development policies had become dominant in the shaping of local 

ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ǿŀǎ ƴƻ ƳƻǊŜ άŀ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ŜȄǇƻǊǘŜǊ ǇƻǊǘ ŎƛǘȅέΤ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ŀ ŦƻŎǳǎ ƻŦ ǎǘŀǘŜ-led and national industrial 

development attempts. In the period between 1929-1945, local ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 

had been shaped and constructed within the context of this nation state oriented 

ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ !ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœ (1987), this period of state-led national 

industrialization was the first rise period of industǊƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ. 
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5.2.2 Urban Development Plans and Projects as the Hegemonic Projects of 

Urbanization  

In the years between 1929-1945, άǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǘŜ-led industrial 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎέ ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ in the production of urban space. Some 

decisions of Danger & Prost plan, that was approved in 1925, were realized in this period. In 

Danger & Prost plan; a new port and industrial production districts (connectedly with this 

ƴŜǿ ǇƻǊǘύ ƛƴ IŀƭƪŀǇƤƴŀǊ ŀƴŘ 4ŀƴƪŀȅŀ ǿŜǊŜ Ǉlanned. In this period; food and textile factories 

were constructed in these industrial production districts through the direct investment of 

state.            

 

In 1933, Danger & Prost plan was revised to realize an important UDPs. After Alsancak Port 

Project, as the second most important UDPǎΣ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ ǿŀǎ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ 

this revision of Danger & Prost tƭŀƴΦ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ ǿŀǎ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ 

international fair site for the presentation and marketing of industrial products. As a fair 

ǎƛǘŜΣ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ in Alsancak, ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 

 

Figure 5.2 ¢ƘŜ [ŀȅƻǳǘ tƭŀƴ ƻŦ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ (Source: Kaya, N., 2002)  

 

The idea to design a fair site complex for the presentation and marketing of industrial 

prƻŘǳŎǘǎ ǿŀǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘŜŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ /ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ мфноΦ ¢ƻ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŜ ǘƘƛǎ 

ƛŘŜŀΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ мфолǎΣ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ŜƘœŜǘ ¦Ȋ ǎŜŀǊŎƘŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

organization, planning and design of fair site complexes in the Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics. After these studies, he decided to revise Danger & Prost plan to realize 

YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ ǿŀs constructed as a national and 



 

139 

 

 

international fair site complex, functioning for the presentation and marketing of local 

industrial products. It was the most prominent UDP ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфолǎΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ 

the key urban spatial organization for the reproduction of local economic structure and 

capital accumulation relations.      

 

In the period 1925-1945, ƻǳǘ ƻŦ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻǘ ŀƴȅ UDPs. On the other hand; 

towards the end of the 1930s, the studies to prepare a new city-wide master plan were 

started since Danger & Prost plan had become incapable and limited to respond the new 

demands of growing city. Therefore; in 1938, as the leading figure of rational 

comprehensive planning and modernist architecture, Le Corbusier was charged by the 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ Řǳǘȅ ƻŦ ǇǊŜǇŀǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ-wide master plan. However 

the start of second world war in 1939 disrupted and delayed planning studies and Le 

Corbusier completed master plan in 1948.    

    

5.3 1945 ɀ 1960 : Attempts to  Liberalize  Local Economy and  Transition Towards 

Import S ubstituted Industrialization in the C ity  

In the period between 1945 and 1960, first attempts to liberalize local economic structure 

ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘΦ In this period of political and economical change, economic 

structure of Turkey started to adopt import-substituted industrialization regime under the 

dominance of right-wing central government of Turkey. As a result of this capital 

accumulation regime; migration and rural unemployment (owing to the mechanization in 

agricultural production) had initiated squatter development in the metropolitan centers of 

Turkey. Policy-makers, in this period, did not tend to solve such structural problems of 

urbanization through adopting a rational comprehensive, holistic and long-term perspective 

of planning, but rather they tend to make clientalist urban policies through distributing the 

rights of construction to particular social classes by parital interventions to urban space. 

This policy choice had exacerbated social-spatial problems of urbanization process.      

 

5.3.1 Local Economic Structure and the Political Dynamics  

After second world war; rather than protectionist trade policies Turkish government 

decided to implement free trade policies. The new economic structure in this period gave 

rise to the formation of a new capitalist mode of production, which orientated industrial 

production towards domestic markets and prioritized the development of agriculture, 

mining, construction sectors and infrastructure investments (Kaya, A. Y. 2010).  
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Parallel with this transformation of economic structure, Turkish Republic became a member 

of International Monetary Fund (IMF), World Bank (WB) and The Organization for European 

Economic Co-operation (OECD). Unlike the previous period, cooperative and collaborative 

relations had developed with international institutions under the conditions of foreign-

dependent import substituted industrialization. Within this framework of transformed 

economic structure; Turkey rearticulated to capitalist mode of production and in this 

rearticulation, imperialist-capitalist countries of west Europe had become powerful in the 

orientation, manipulation and domination of  development policies and investment 

decisions of Turkey.       

 

In the year 1950; Democrat Party won the elections, came to power and different economic 

restructuring targets were put into practice. Although the main target of economic 

restructuring was defined as the liberalization of economy, throughout the 1950s there was 

not a significant fall in the level of state investments and public expenditures (¸ƤƭŘƤǊƤƳ ϧ 

Haspolat, 2010). In the years between 1948 and 1951, Marshal Plan was put into practice 

by United States and Turkish Government decided to take credits within the context of this 

plan. Government used these credits for the development of industry, energy and 

ƛƴŦǊŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутύΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ŀǎ ŀ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ-dependent development approach, 

this credit-based industrial development approach had increased economic and political 

dependency of Turkey to western imperialist-capitalist system (particularly to US) since 

these credits were given in return for long-term trade with western imperialist-capitalist 

countries. Furthermore; Turkish Government was obliged to use these credits for the 

development of some particular industrial sectors, which were strategically selected by 

imperialist countries of the word capitalist system. Under such conditions; Marshal Plan of 

US and its policies that were adopted and implemented by Democrat Party Government 

had given rise to the construction of a foreign-dependent import substituted 

industrialization regime in Turkey. Therefore, investments for the development of industrial 

structure in this period had increased economic and political dependence of Turkey to 

western imperialist-capitalist countries rather than to construct an independent economic 

structure, which were the main target in the establishment of Turkish Republic. Turkish 

Republic was no more adopting an independent and state-led national industrial 

development regime; rather Democrat Party government prepared and carried out new 
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policies based on a foreign-dependent import-substituted industrialization regime under 

the domination, control and manipulation of western imperialist-capitalist countries.     

 

In this period, UDPs had also served to this dependent import-substituted industrialization 

regime. Within this context; as UDPs Alsancak Port and electricity plants were extended, 

highway transportation networks were developed and hydroelectric power plants were 

constructed in the hinterland of the cƛǘȅ ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутύΦ Lƴ мфртΤ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŘƛǘǎΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ 

ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ aŀǊǎƘŀƭ tƭŀƴΣ ǿŜǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ 

ŎƘŜƳƛǎǘǊȅΣ ŎŜƳŜƴǘΣ ƛǊƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŜŜƭΦ {ƻƳŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŦŀŎǘƻǊƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƭƛƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ 4ƛƳŜƴǘƻΣ 

¢ǳǊȅŀƐ ŀƴŘ aŜǘŀǒ aŜtalurji were established in this period with the partnership of foreign 

capital (Kaya, A.Y. 2010). In this period there was a significant industrialization process in 

TȊƳƛǊΤ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘ-substituted regime under the 

domination and control of western imperialist-capitalist countries.    

 

Lƴ ǘƘŜ мфрлǎΣ aŀǊǎƘŀƭ tƭŀƴ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΤ ǘƘŜ 

number of tractors were increased considerably as a result of the credits and financial 

grants, that were provided by Marshal Plan. Apart from the increasing number of tractors, 

the extension and improvement of irrigation network and the expansion in the use of 

ŦŜǊǘƛƭƛȊŜǊǎ ƘŀŘ ŀƭƭ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутΤ 59«Σ 

1997). Such mechanizations and technological improvements in agricultural production 

decreased the need for labor in the rural areas. The development of industrial sectors in the 

cities, on the other hand, required more labor to work in these industries. This double 

effect of the transformations in agricultural production and industrial sectors, attracted 

ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǊǳǊŀƭ ǘƻ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутύΦ      

 

In this period; owing to the migration and the lack of a comprehensive social policy 

program of the state to deal with rural decline and increased migration, squatter 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƘŀŘ ōŜƎǳƴ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǎǉǳŀǘǘŜǊǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ 

understood only as a housing problem of migrants; rather it was a product of structural 

problems, including the transformation of agricultural production, industrial growth and 

the lack of social state interventions. In the years between 1955 and 1960; ten squatter 

ŀǊŜŀǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ƛƴ .ǳŎŀΣ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀŎƪǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǊǘ ό«ƴǾŜǊŘƛ, 

2002). Started in the 1950s, the development of squatters had continued and surrounded 

ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƛǇƘŜǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ǳƴǘƛƭ ǘƘŜ мфулǎ ό«ƴǾŜǊŘƛΣ нллнΤ {ǀƴƳŜȊΣ нллмύΦ  
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Figure 5.3 The Spatial Development of Squatters (Source: Sevgi, 1988) 

   

Migrants in this period not only provided required labor force for industrial development; 

but they also became a mass of consumer for the marketing of industrial products in the 

domestic markets όTƪƛȊΣ нллоύΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜŘ ŀƴ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ 

process; however this industrialization process had become dependent on supra-national 

political and economical dynamics.  

 

TȊƳƛǊ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜŘ ŀ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƻǊǘ-substituted industrialization under the control and 

dominance of imperialist-capitalist countries like US. In addition to this, becoming a 

member of  international institutions like IMF and WB also supported this transition. A 

foreign-dependent regime of capital accumulation had shaped local economic structure. On 

the other hand, the lack of powerful social policy programs of the state to deal with 

increased migration had also exacerbated social problems and gave rise to the 

development of squatters.  

 

5.3.2 Urban Developme nt Plans and Projects as the Hegemonic Projects of 

Urbanization  

aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǊǳǊŀƭ ǘƻ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƘŀŘ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴ 

towards import substituted industrialization under the control and domination of 

imperialist-capitalist countries. Industrial development in urban areas and mechanization in 

agricultural production both caused rural decline and attracted migration to metropolitan 
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ŎƛǘƛŜǎΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ TȊƳƛǊ ŎƻƴŦǊƻƴǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŀǇƛŘ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘǊŜŜ Ŏƛǘȅ-wide master 

plans were prepared to control urban growth. However just one of them was implemented. 

UDPs in this period were proposed but some of them were implemented to serve the 

dynamics of local economic growth and capital accumulation regime. 

The first city-wide master plan, in this period, was prepared by Le Corbusier. Although he 

started the studies of master plan in 1939, owing to the conditions of the Second World 

War, he finished master plan in the year 1949. This city-wide master plan was a model 

project of CIAM (International Congresses of Modern Architecture), introduced to the 

ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƘŜƳŜ ƻŦ άŀ ƎǊŜŜƴ Ŏƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘ пллΦллл ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴέ ό.ƛƭǎŜƭΣ нллфύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ Ǉƭŀƴ 

of Le Corbusier was a product of his modernist architecture and urbanism approaches. The 

plan of Le Corbusier was depending on the strict zoning of urban space (including the zones 

of commercial, industrial, business, residential areas) and the provision of an effective 

transportation circulation between these different zones (Kaya, N., 2002; Can, 2010). In the 

plan, an industrial development zone was proposed for the development of Salhane district 

and furthermore a sport center with open-green areas were proposed for the development 

ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘΦ            

 

 

Figure 5.4 The Plan of Le Corbusier, 1925 (Source: Kaya,2002) 

 

¢ƘŜ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ŘŜŎƛŘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ [Ŝ /ƻǊōǳǎƛŜǊ ǿŀǎ 

inapplicable so that his plan was not implemented (Bilsel, 2009). This decision of 

Municipality shows us that local government in this period did not adopt the approach of 
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comprehensive, long-term and radical intervention to urban space. However; on the other 

ƘŀƴŘΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŜŘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ [Ŝ /ƻǊōǳǎƛŜǊΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛƴǎǇƛǊŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

oriented planners and produced land use references for them in the preparation of  

subsequent city-wide master plans (Kaya, N., 2002; Can, 2010). 

 

After the unimplemented master plan of Le Corbusier in the 1950s, preparation of a new 

city-wide master plan came to the agŜƴŘŀΦ Lƴ мфрн TȊƳƛǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ /ƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ 

was organized by Provincial Bank of Turkey. A group of architectures consisting of Kemal 

!ǊǳΣ 9Ƴƛƴ /ŀƴōƻƭŀǘ ŀƴŘ DǸƴŘǸȊ mȊŘŜǒ ǿƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ 

was put into practice in 1953 (Kaya, N., 2002). Their approach behind the preparation of the 

plan was functionalist planning and they were affected by the plan of Le Corbusier. The 

master plan of Le Corbusier oriented them in separating urban areas to functional zones 

including housing, commerce, industry, port and logistics (Bilsel, 2009). There were two 

significant UDPs, came to the agenda with this city-wide development plan. These projects 

were (1) the extension of Alsancak Port (with the purpose of container transportation) and 

(2) the development of a small scale industrial production and warehouse site in Salhane, 

ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘ !ƭǎŀƴŎŀƪ tƻǊǘ ό.ƛƭǎŜƭΣ нллфύΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǘƘƛǎ 

development plan proposed a public beach, which was intended to be designed as a part of 

ǘƘŜ ŜȄŎǳǊǎƛƻƴ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ό/ŀƴΣ нлмлύΦ UDPs, came to the 

agenda with this development plan, intended to reproduce import substituted 

industrialization regime and related capital accumulation relations. The extension of 

Alsancak Port was implemented, but the construction of small scale industrial production 

and warehouse site in Salhane was not implemented.  
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Figure 5.5 ¢ƘŜ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ƻŦ !ǊǳΣ /ŀƴōƻƭŀǘ ŀƴŘ mȊŘŜǒΣ мфрн (Source: Kaya, N., 2002) 

 

The most important ŎǊƛǘƛǉǳŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ !ǊǳΣ /ŀƴōƻƭŀǘ ŀƴŘ mȊŘŜǒ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ 

ignored the development of squatters. These critiques underlined that this development 

plan did not intervened to the development of squatters in the particular districts of the 

city (Kaya, N., 2002). Within the framework of this criticism, it is possible to identify two 

developments explaining why this plan did not continue to respond to the needs of growing 

city. The first development was the increasing number of migration and overpopulation of 

the city. Population projection of the development plan for the year 2000 was 400.000 and 

this projection was exceeded in a short period of time. In 1970, the number of population 

was 520.000. The second development was the bypassing of development plan through the 

high number of plan revisions. Development plan was approved in 1953 and after its 

approval approximately 5000 plan revision proposals were submitted and almost 1200 of 

them were approved by the Ministry of Development and Settlement (TƳŀǊ Tǎƪŀƴ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤύ 

ό59«Σ мфутύΦ IǳƎŜ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƘƛƎƘ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ Ǉƭŀƴ ǊŜǾƛǎƛƻƴǎ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ 

government in this period preferred to implement partial interventions that bypassed 

comprehensive city-ǿƛŘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ !ǊǳΣ /ŀƴōƻƭŀǘ ŀƴŘ mȊŘŜǒΦ CǳǊǘƘermore we should 

also note that clientalist relations and political dynamics between the central government 

and some social groups demanding these plan revisions had become dominant in the 

bypassing of development plan. To deal with migration and squatter development, the 
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political authorities in this period did not prefer to make comprehensive, long-term and 

integrative interventions; including the planning of rural transformation, industrial 

development and the provision of formal employment and social hosing opportunities to 

migrants. Until 1970s; plan revisions as short-term and partial interventions were 

implemented and through such mechanisms of the production of urban space, political 

authority had distributed the rights of construction to particular social groups and 

developed a clientalist relation with them by such a way of partial planning.   

 

In 1945-1960 period, city-wide master plans intended to produce urban spaces, which were 

required for the transition towards an import-substituted industrialization regime. Urban 

ŀǊŜŀǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭΣ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭΣ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ȊƻƴŜǎ 

and it was intended to design an effective transportation system between these different 

zones of the city. UDPs, on the other hand, were proposed and designed for a well-

functioning urban spatial structure to serve the relations of import substituted 

industrialization regime. As an UDP, the extension of Alsancak Port was implemented and 

this project provided an infrastructural basis for the development of import-substituted 

industrial sectors in the city. The extension of Alsancak Port with the purpose of container 

transportation not only provided reproductive dynamics for import substituted capital 

accumulation regime; but this project also acquired consent of different social classes in the 

city.  Therefore; in this period, the extension of Alsancak Port had become the leading 

hegemonic project of urbanization. On the other hand; city-wide development plan of Aru, 

/ŀƴōƻƭŀǘ ŀƴŘ mȊŘŜǒ did not foresee the dynamics of rapid urbanization and this 

development plan was bypassed by the political authority through partial interventions. 

Within this framework, it could be noted that in the 1960s there was not any 

comprehensive city-wide master plan, guiding holistically the development of urban space 

ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ tƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴǎƛǾŜΣ ƭƻƴƎ ǘŜǊƳ 

and holistic planning approach; rather it decided to implement clientalist urban policies 

through distributing the rights of construction to particular social classes by partial 

interventions to urban space.    

 

5.4 1960  - 1980 : Import Substituted I ndustrialization, Migration and Attempts to 

Regulate Sub-Fordist Capital Accumulation Regime in the C ity  

In the 1960s and 1970s, import substituted industrialization and sub-Fordist regime of 

capital accumulation had become dominant in Turkey. Within this period, demand-oriented 
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redistributive Keynesian policies had regulated the economy and society and in this 

process, while on the one hand, heavy industrial development zones were developed by 

the direct investment of the state, on the other hand, structural problems like 

unemployment and migration were dealt with through condoning and allowing squatter 

development and informal sector employment. Rational comprehensive plŀƴǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 

Metropolitan Planning Bureau, in this period, provided long-term, strategic and holistic 

ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƎƴƻǊŜŘ ƛƴ 

the post-1980s period.      

 

5.4.1 Local Economic Structure and th e Political Dynamics  

After second world war, import-substituted industrialization regime had become dominant 

under the ruling political power of Democrat Party government. In the period between 

1960 and 1980, import-substituted regime of capital accumulation had shaped local 

economy and it became the main dynamic behind the processes of industrial development, 

increasing migration and rapid urbanization. Lipietz (1984) described this import 

ǎǳōǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ŀǎ ŀ άǎǳō ŦƻǊŘƛǎǘ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ƻŦ ŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴέ ǎƛƎƴƛŦȅƛƴƎ ŀ 

dramatic change in the spatial division of labor among the advanced capitalist countries 

and developing countries. Within the context of this sub-fordist regime, Turkey was no 

more articulated to capitalist mode of production with the role of agricultural product 

exporter and industrial raw material supplier; rather it became a sub-fordist focus of import 

substituted industrial production. In this process of industrialization, production technology 

and investment goods were imported from developed countries and industrial products 

were manufactured and finished in Turkish factories. The key feature of this industrial 

production process was its dependency upon the technology and licence of foreign capital, 

thus it was as a foreign-dependent mode of industrialization (Ataay, 2001).  

 

In 1960; for the planning of this sub-fordist regime of capital accumulation, State Planning 

Organization (SPO) was established by the right-wing political authority of this period. The 

plans and policies of SPO had shaped the regulatory basis of this foreign-dependent mode 

of industrialization. With these plans and policies, public resources were utilized to sustain 

the sub-ŦƻǊŘƛǎǘ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ƻŦ ƛƳǇƻǊǘ ǎǳōǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŦŦŜŎǘŜŘ ōy 

these policies. In the first five year development plan of SPO, %53 of public investments in 

TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀƭƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƳŀƴǳŦŀŎǘǳǊƛƴƎ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŀǘŜ 

was increased to %68 in the second and to % 72 in the third five year development plan 
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(Kaya, A.Y., 2010). !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ !ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœ όмффуύΣ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ȅŜŀǊǎ мфсл ŀƴŘ мфул 

was the second rise period of state-led ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ.  

 

In this period of import-substituted industrialization, there were two leading investor 

actors. They were state and private sector. Through the direct investment of the state, 

!ƭƛŀƐŀ hil Refinery was established as a state economic enterprise within a heavy industrial 

zone in 1972. This was a key investment decision of the first five year development plan. 

CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΤ ƛƴ мфтрΣ TȊƳƛǊ LǊƻƴ ŀƴŘ {ǘŜŜƭ LƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ /ƻƳǇŀƴȅ ǿŀǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛƴ !ƭƛŀƐŀ ŀǎ ŀ 

partnership of national and international capital. This heavy industrial production zone in 

!ƭƛŀƐŀ όǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ƻŦ TȊƳir metropolitan area) was supported and advanced 

ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ƭƛŀƐŀ tƻǊǘ ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутύΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΤ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ-

based industries (like food and textile) but also chemistry, iron-steel and automotive 

industries had been developed ό59«Σ мффтύΦ In this industrial development period, state 

economic enterprises and national-international capital partnerships had specialized in 

particular processes of industrial production, which required large capital investment and 

imported technologies. These large-sized, leading actors of industry produced for the 

markets of whole country. Small and middle sized enterprises, on the other hand, had 

specialized in labor-intensive processes of production, articulated to large-sized and capital-

intensive industrial operations as a subordinated form of industry and organized their 

productive capacity to serve local/regional markets ό!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мффуύΦ 
 

 

However; although the level of public and private investment for the development of 

import-substitutŜŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ǿŀǎ ƘƛƎƘΣ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ мфтлǎΦ {ƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ мфтлǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ƭƻǎǘ ƛǘǎ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ 

ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ YƻŎŀŜƭƛΣ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ-oriented 

iƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ȊƻƴŜ όYŀȅŀΣ !Φ ¸ΦΣ нлмлύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǳō-fordist 

import-ǎǳōǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ-oriented regime of 

capital accumulation across the country. Most of the developing industrial companies of 

TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ǊŜƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ƘƻƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфулǎ ό{ǀƴƳŜȊΣ мфууύΦ 

Owing to the foreign-dependent structure of import-substituted regime, capital preferred 

to locate in the metropolitan cities, which have high level of international economic 

relations and supra-national transportation connections. Therefore; capital preferred to 

ƭƻŎŀǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ǇƻǊǘ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΣ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ YƻŎŀŜƭƛ ό!ǘŀŀȅΣ нллмύΦ 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΤ TȊƳƛǊ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ center and lost competitive 
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Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ǎǳō-fordist import-substituted 

industrialization regime.      

 

On the other hand, the wave of migration from rural areas to metropolitan cities continued 

in this period. The transformation of agricultural production behind the push factors in rural 

areas and the pull factors of industrial growth in metropolitan cities had constituted a 

ŘƻǳōƭŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎǘƛƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ŀ ŘǊŀƳŀǘƛŎ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ 

this period and import-substituted industrial structure was insufficient to respond to the 

formal employment demands of migrants. Under this condition of unemployment, a huge 

ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀƭ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳŀƭ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛr 

ό59«Σ мффтύΦ aƛƎǊŀƴǘǎ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ŦƛƴŘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

development of informal economic sectors, but they also developed informal ways to deal 

with their housing problems. Squatters were developed as a result of this problem and 

these informal settlements were constructed in public lands, industrial production zones 

and even in the peripheral districts of the city ό«ƴǾŜǊŘƛΣ нллнύΦ       

 

 

Figure 5.6 5ŜƴǎŜƭȅ tƻǇǳƭŀǘŜŘ {ǉǳŀǘǘŜǊ bŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ мфтн ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ YŜƭŜǒΣ мфтнύ 

 

In this period, import-substituted industrialization regime triggered migration, informal 

sectors and rapid urbanization and it also caused a relative increase in the level of wages. 

This import-substituted regime of capital accumulation was based on the production of 

industrial products for domestic markets. Therefore, an increase in the level of wages did 

not only enhance production costs but it also raised the level of demands. Wage was an 
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important factor in the stimulation of demand. In this period, dominant Keynesian policies 

was depending on this demand-oriented regime of capital accumulation. Within this 

regime, it was assumed that the provision of collective consumption and the high level of 

wages for working classes constitute the main dynamic to sustain capital accumulation 

process όTƪƛȊΣнллпύ. Within the framework of this Keynesian sub-Fordist regime, there was a 

relative increase in the level of wages particularly in the 1970s (Kaya, A.Y., 2010). 

 

Sub-Fordist import-substituted regime of capital accumulation and related Keynesian 

ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ǘǊƛƎƎŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǿŀƎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻƴŜ ǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘƛƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ 

of migration on the other. The margin of profits for capital had sustained a high level until 

to a certain period, owing to the increasing migration and the availability of cheap labor in 

cities. In addition to it, the provision of formal and informal employment opportunities and 

the rising level of wages had sustained the high level of demand for a period of time.  

 

However, these demand generating dynamics had exacerbated the reproduction of capital 

since the 1970s. With the 1970s, the high level of wages started to constitute a pressure 

over the costs of industrial production in advanced capitalist countries. Huge increase in oil 

prices in 1973 brought this situation into a world-wide economic crisis. Economic crisis of 

1973, entailed a new supply-oriented regime of capital accumulation both for Fordist-

developed countries and sub-Fordist developing countries including Turkey. This was an 

inevitable consequence of Fordist-Keynesian capital accumulation regime and transition to 

a new regime of accumulation reshaped different political geographies of capitalist system. 

A post-Fordist regime of capital accumulation and neo-liberal policies (consistent with this 

new regime) have become dominant for the next thirty years of capitalist system. In Turkey, 

January 24 decisions (taken by SPO at the 24th of January 1980) played a key role in the 

transition to a post-Fordist capital accumulation regime and these decisions were also an 

attempt of Turkish capitalist state to initiate neo-liberal structural adjustment process. 

TȊƳƛǊ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘŜƭȅ ǘƻƻƪ ƛǘǎ ǎƘŀǊŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘƛǎ Ǉƻǎǘ-1980 neo-liberal transformation process.  

 

5.4.2 Urban Development Plans and Projects as the Hegemonic Projects of 

Urbanization  

In this period, State Planning Organization was established and attempted to plan the 

development of import-substituted industrialization through plans and policies. As a part of 

this planning attempts, Metropolitan Planning Bureaus (aŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ bŀȊƤƳ tƭŀƴ .ǸǊƻƭŀǊƤ) 
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were established in three major metropolitan cities όTǎǘŀƴōǳƭΣ !ƴkara and TȊƳƛǊύ by the 

decision of the Council of Ministries    

 

The main target behind the establishment of Metropolitan Planning Bureaus could be 

defined as the planning of import-substituted urban industrial development and the 

controlling of rapid urbanization ό59«Σ мффтύ. Metropolitan Planning Bureaus adopted a 

synthesis of rational comprehensive planning and structural planning approaches and they 

also aimed to take the decisions of urban development through the participation of 

investors, public and private sector institutions and chambers. Within this framework, Tzmir 

Metropolitan Planning Bureau intended to prepare comprehensive and long-term 

metropolitan plans, which based on comprehensive survey and analysis, participatory 

decision-taking models and plan-project integrity ό!Ǌƪƻƴ ϧ DǸƭŜǊƳŀƴΣ мффрύΦ The public 

interest in this metropolitan planning efforts was aimed to be determined by the 

involvement of different participants in the city, including local business associations, 

ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΣ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŀƭƭ ǎƻǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ ²ƛǘƘ this 

participatory and comprehensive metropolitan planning approach, planning bureau 

ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфтлǎΦ      

 

The first plan of Tzmir Metropolitan Planning Bureau was approved in 1973. In this plan, a 

ƭƛƴŜŀǊ ǳǊōŀƴ ƳŀŎǊƻŦƻǊƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǿŀǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŀȄƛǎ ƻŦ !ƭƛŀƐŀ 

heavy industrial zonŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǊōŀƭƤ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ-based food industry zone in the 

south. To restrain growth of the city towards the periphery and to inhibit urban 

development within the east-west axis, a linear urban macroform development was 

proposed. To provide sucƘ ŀ ƭƛƴŜŀǊ ƳŀŎǊƻŦƻǊƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ !ƭƛŀƐŀ ƘŜŀǾȅ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ȊƻƴŜ ƛƴ 

ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǊōŀƭƤ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ-based food industry zone in the south were planned and 

designed as the two zones of linearity. In addition to this some key UDPs were proposed 

within the plan to provide a spatial basis for linear macroform. These projects were (1) the 

development of a rail transportation system along a linear line of development, (2) the 

ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀƴ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ȊƻƴŜ ƛƴ 4ƛƐƭƛ ŀƴŘ όоύ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ ƴŜǿ ǇƻǊǘ ŀnd 

ŀƛǊǇƻǊǘ ƛƴ 4ƛƐƭƛΦ .ȅ ǘƘŜ Ǌŀƛƭ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘ !ƭƛŀƐŀΣ aŜƴŜƳŜƴΣ 

TȊƳƛǊ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǊōŀƭƤ ŀƭƻƴƎ ŀ ƭƛƴŜŀǊ ƭƛƴŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ hƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ 

new port and airport projects were intended to be worked with the proposed industrial 

ȊƻƴŜ ƛƴ 4ƛƐƭƛΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ Ǌŀƛƭ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ and started to service in 
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2011. !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ŀƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ 4ƛƐƭƛ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мффлǎΣ ǘƘŜ 

port and airport projects were not realized.    

 

 

Figure 5.7 The Plan of Tzmir Metropolitan Planning Bureau, 1973 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ !Ǌƪƻƴ ϧ DǸƭŜǊƳŀƴΣ мффрύ 

 

!ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ !Ǌƪƻƴ ŀƴŘ DǸƭŜǊƳŀƴ (1995); through considering some important 

geographical, agricultural and economical thresholds, this plan carried out a key macroform 

development decision. However this plan and the planning system in general, was lacking 

powerful control mechanisms for the implementation of this macroform decision. 

Moreover, also the lack of new planning instruments restricted the transformation of the 

spatial pattern of property and under the existing private property pattern, public 

investments were not implemented in the areas that were proposed by the metropolitan 

plan (Kaya, N. 2002). Metropolitan plan entailed the preparation of sub-scale plans, 

however the delay of these sub-scale plans encouraged the impromptu use of previous 

plan. By this impromptu use of previous plan, plan revisions and partial plans were 

prepared and implemented and these partial interventions increased density in the city 

center and legalized illegal formation of squatters in the peripheries of the city ό59«Σ мффтύΦ     

 

Metropolitan development plan, prepared by Tzmir Metropolitan Planning Bureau and 

approved in the ȅŜŀǊ мфтоΣ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǊŜŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŦƻǊ ōƻǘƘ {ŀƭƘŀƴŜ ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 

districts. However, this plan was revised in 1978 and strategic decisions were taken within 
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this revision. One of the most strategic one was the development of city center towards 

north easterly direction. With this decision of city center development, Salhane district was 

planned as a new center of business, commerce and service based activities. Therefore, 

planning of Salhane district as the new center of business-based activities originated from 

this metropolitan plan revision made in 1978. 

 

 

Figure 5.8 The Plan of Tzmir Metropolitan Planning Bureau, 1978 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ !Ǌƪƻƴ ϧ DǸƭŜǊƳŀƴΣ мффрύ 

 

In the 1970s, Tzmir Metropolitan Planning Bureau intended to control and plan rapid urban 

growth which was triggered by the development of import-substituted industrialization 

process. To this end, Metropolitan Planning Bureau prepared and implemented 

metropolitan plan in 1973 and revised this plan in 1978. These plans was a product of 

rational comprehensive and structural planning approaches and they propose a linear 

macroform to restrain unplanned growth of the city towards the periphery. With the 

proposition of some UDPs, this macroform decision was supported and advanced. 

However, it is difficult to mention that all targets of Metropolitan Planning Bureau were 

fulfilled ό59«Σ мффтΤ !ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ мфутύΦ ¢ƻŘŀȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ нлмлǎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ǘƘŀǘ TȊƳƛǊ ƛǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ 

growing and does not have a linear urban macroform.    
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5.5 1980 - 2000 and today: Neo-liberalization Process and Attempts to C onstruct 

an Entrepreneurial and C ompetitive Local Economic Structure  

Since the 1980s, a new regime of capital accumulation started to replace import-

substituted industrialization. Turkish state form the basis of the new regime through the 

January 24 decisions. New regime of capital accumulation was constructed through a 

liberalized free market economy and a strict fiscal discipline under the control of IMF and 

WB. Moreover, the attraction of foreign investment, the transferring of public resources to 

public sector and the building up of a competitive and entrepreneurial economic structure 

was the main political directions behind the formation of the new regime (Boratav, 2003). 

These regulations, that could be defined as the neo-liberalization of economic structure and 

state, had set out the political-economic agendas of imperialist-capitalist countries after 

Washington Consensus. In Turkey, this neo-liberal regulation started to dominate political-

economic agenda of the country since the 1980s. January 24 decisions was a very key state 

intervention, in this respect, redesigned economic structure of the country in accordance 

with the neo-liberal structural transformation process. The MP (Motherland Party-ANAP) 

government came to dominate as the leading actor of neo-liberal structural transformation 

process in Turkey after the military coup on 12th of September 1980 ό.ŀȅƤǊōŀƐ нллфΤ 

Boratav, 2003). 

 

However, the rise of neo-liberalism could not be explained and discussed with reference to 

one overall period of structural transformation throughout the 1980s, 1990s and 2000s. As 

Peck and Tickell (2002) identified although a liberalized operation of market forces was 

presumed and adopted as sufficient for the task of neo-liberal economic regulation during 

the 1980s; by the 1990s it had become obvious that recurrent failures in sectors like 

transport, food and environmental pollution and even in financial and labor markets called 

for responses outside the neo-liberal deregulation and marketization policies of the 1980s. 

In this respect, neo-liberalization process has moved into a new phase which could be 

characterized by the rise of new forms of governance and regulation. This move was 

characterized and theorized by the scholars of third generation regulation approach (Peck 

ϧ ¢ƛŎƪŜƭƭΣ нллнΤ .ǊŜƴƴŜǊ ϧ ¢ƘŜƻŘƻǊŜΣ нллнύ ŀǎ ŀ ǘǊŀƴǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ άǊƻƭƭ-back neo-

ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴέ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ άǊƻƭƭ-out neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴέΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ Ǌƻƭƭ-back neo-liberalization put 

emphasis on deindustrialization of developed economies, privatization and marketization of 

collective consumption, dismantlement of Keynesian-welfarist and redistributive functions 

of the state; roll-out neo-liberalization intends to respond to the contradictions and crisis 
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tendencies of roll-back neo-liberalization. Therefore, in the roll-out neo-liberalization 

process, various activities of institution-building and governmental intervention has been 

observed to overcome the crisis tendencies of the earlier phase of neo-liberalization. In this 

regard, roll-out neo-liberalization reflects and embodies a series of politically and 

institutionally mediated responses to the failings of the roll-back neo-liberalization, 

formulated in the context of ongoing neo-liberal hegemony (Peck & Thickell, 2002). 

 

The rise of neo-liberalization in Turkey in the post-1980 period could be explained within 

this framework. The crisis of import-substituted sub-Fordist industrialization regime, 

January 24th decisions and the dominance of MP Government as the leader actor of 

structural transformation had all shaped the basis of roll-back neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ό.ŀȅƤǊōŀƐΣ 

2009). The end of roll-back neo-liberalization and transition to a more interventionist roll-

out neo-liberalization process occurred in the 2000s after economic crisis and unstable 

coalition governments of the 1990s ό.ŀȅƤǊōŀƐΣ нллфύΦ Therefore; after 2001 economic crisis, 

the political dominance of JDP (Justice and Democracy Party) government and its 

regulations concerning economic development, social policy and urbanization could be 

evaluated within the context of this transition to roll-out neo-liberalism. As the political 

leader of roll-out neo-liberalization, JDP government structured new forms of state 

interventions, designed new policy-making mechanisms, new laws and legislations on the 

basis of this transition to roll-out neo-liberalization. The transformation of the local 

ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛǎ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ōƛƎ ǇƛŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ 

political-economic change. Urban planning efforts, urban policies and UDPs are all 

elaborated with reference to different phases of neo-liberalization in the post-1980 period.        

 

5.5.1 1980 - 1990: Roll -back Neo-liberalization and the Rise of Urbanization 

within the Transformation of Local Economic Structure  

Urbanization has become the main constitutive dynamic of capital accumulation regime in 

the post-1980s period by which redistributive demand-side Keynesian policies has been 

replaced by supply-oriented growth first policies including low wages, marketization of 

collective consumption, privatization of public lands and services. Except industry, 

urbanization based activities like commerce, services, tourism and construction has become 

ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ 

these sectors, urban space has been produced within a profit-oriented and rent-seeking 

approach of urban entrepreneurialism. Hegemonic discourses to make neo-liberal urban 
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development vision a common-sense public opinion, were first started to dominate the 

field of urban politics in this period.     

 

5.5.1.1 Local Economic Stru cture and the Political D ynamics  

Fordist regime of capital accumulation and Keynesian mode of social regulation confronted 

with a crisis as a result of the structural problems in the world economy towards the end of 

the 1970s. Oil crisis in 1973 was a sign of this world-wide economic crisis. Import-

substituted industrialization and redistributive-Keynesian policies had been replaced by 

export-oriented industrialization and post-fordist flexible capital accumulation regime 

through which wages are kept under pressure (Peck & Tickell, 2002). Paralel with these 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎΣ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘ-

substituted industrial structure. Rather; finance, commerce, construction and tourism were 

the leading sectors of capital accumulation. On the one hand, open economy policies 

decreased the level of competitiveness of domestic industrialists and on the other hand as 

the level of profit margin increased in the sectors like construction, tourism and finance, 

industry lost its attractiveness in terms of investment (Boratav, 2003). 

 

In this process; agricultural production and its share in GDP had declined, but industrial 

production stayed as an effective economic sector in the regime of capital accumulation. 

Since the 1980s, the share of agriculture sector in GDP and total employment has declined. 

Industrial production was also stagnant in this period, but it continued its effective 

structure upon the local economy in terms of its rate in GDP and the number of newly 

established industrial companies. Development ƻŦ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ƭƻƴƎ ǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ 

history dates back to import-substituted industrialization of 1940s and its functioning in the 

post-1980 period still continued. In other words, there was not a de-industrialization 

process shaping the structure of ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǘ-1980 period. 

However, on the other hand, it has been observed remarkable developments in the newly 

growing economic sectors like commerce, services, tourism and construction, which 

constitute the driving force behind the urban development and redevelopment processes 

throughout the world since the 1980s. The rates of these economic sectors in GDP and total 

employment have increased since the 1980s.   
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Figure 5.9 ¢ƘŜ {ƘŀǊŜǎ ƻŦ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ {ŜŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ D5t ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ мфут-2001 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TYύ 
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Figure 5.10 The bǳƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ 9ǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ CƛǊƳǎ ōȅ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ нллм-2009 (Source: 

¢«TYύ 

 

When we examine the local economic structure of Izmir, it becomes obvious that industrial 

sector, as the first circuit of capital, entered into a stagnation period since the 1980s. 

However, as mentioned, this stagnation was not a deindustrialization process since export-

oriented industrial activities continued to function within the relations of capital 

accumulation. At the same period of time, some urbanization-based sectors forming the 

second circuit of capital such as commerce, services, tourism and construction have also 

developed and they started to increase their share in GDP. In other words; there was a 

concurrent accumulation of capital in both first and second circuits of capital, which means 

that industry and service based sectors operate together within the local economic 

ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

both in TurkŜȅ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ IŀǊǾŜȅΩǎ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ 

switching approach (Harvey, 1985). Harvey (1985) develops a functionalist point of view 

about the relationship between the two circuits and he argues that investments in 
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secondary circuit are the outcomes of a crisis or a problem occurred in the primary circuit. 

However Turkish experience of urbanization reveals that secondary circuit contains some 

specific features make it independent or autonomous from the primary circuit (Balaban, 

2008). As Balaban (2008) unveiled, a rise in secondary circuit of capital (involving the 

investments in service and construction based sectors) could be independent from the 

rising or falling trends in primary circuit activities (include industrial production). Therefore 

functionalist capital logic approach of Harvey could not explain the formation of economic 

ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊΦ !ǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƻƛƴǘΣ ǘƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

movement of capital between different circuits, it is needed to investigate political 

dynamics. In short, state intervention and its policies in the regulation of economic 

structure and urbanization should be investigated to highlight how capital was transferred 

to second circuit. 

   

State intervention and its policies have played a very crucial role in the switch of capital 

ŦǊƻƳ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘƻ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ŎƛǊŎǳƛǘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎǿƛǘŎƘ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ǘƻ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ 

circuit, which was defined by Harvey as the urbanization of capital, could be observed 

through the increase in the production of built environment. Parallel to the raise of built 

ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΣ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ 

significantly since the 1980s.    
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Figure 5.11 ¢ƘŜ LƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ мфнф-2000 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TYύ 

 

In fact; there are two periods, 1983-1988 and 2002-2007 in which the production of built 

environment showed a huge increase and construction sector had grown remarkably. In 

1983-1988 period MP came to political power and decentralized urban planning powers to 

municipalities through many legislative interventions. In this period, with the enactment of 
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Development Law (No. 3194), municipalities were empowered to prepare and approve 

development plans in 1985.  

 

For Balaban (2008), this was a selective decentralization of planning powers because 

decentralized planning powers were utilized selectively, served to the interests of large 

construction companies which were in a clientalist relation with municipalities. 

Furthermore, local government system was also changed with the law no. 3030 in the year 

1985. With the enactment of law no. 3030, a two-tier municipal system was established 

within metropolitan cities and mayors of the Greater Municipalities have been provided 

more authorities and powers against the Municipal Councils and District Municipalities 

(Balaban, 2008). Moreover, a new law on housing sector (Law No. 2985) was also 

introduced in 1984. With the approval of law no. 2985, new financial means were provided 

to housing sector and Housing Development Administration founded as a new public body 

in the housing sector. For Balaban (2008) the main intention behind these arrangements 

was to provide public support for housing production in both financial and technical terms. 

Within the increase of built environment production in the 1980s, state played an initiater 

role behind the switch of capital to second circuit through some sort of legislative 

interventions, including the reorganization of urban planning powers, the promotion of 

mass housing production and the restructuring of local government system. 
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Figure 5.12 ¢ƘŜ bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ tŜǊƳƛǘǎΣ мфул-

2010 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TYύ 

 

These legislative interventions within the roll-back neo-liberalism of the 1980s underpinned 

the formation of more powerful municipalities and mayors. At the local level; 

organizational structure, powers and financial capacities of municipalities were changed 

dramatically. Municipalities were given authorities to prepare, approve and implement 
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their development plans and furthermore the investment volume of municipalities was 

enhanced considerably (Ersoy, 1992). In the period between 1984 and 1989, the 

investmenǘ ǾƻƭǳƳŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ŀǇǇǊƻȄƛƳŀǘŜƭȅ ŀ нл-fold increase, 

under the local political dominance of MP ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ƳŀȅƻǊ .ǳǊƘŀƴ mȊŦŀǘǳǊŀ όKaval, 2005).      

 

MƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ TȊƳƛǊ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ǳƴǘƛƭ ǘƘŜ мфулǎΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ŀŦǘŜǊ мфулǎΣ ǘƘŜ net rate 

of migration has declined. Stagnation of industry was the major cause behind the the 

decline of migration ǘƻ TȊƳƛǊ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊΦ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ǉƻǎǘ-2000 period any sector of local 

economy including not only industry but also agriculture, commerce and services, did not 

provide adequate employment opportunities for the migrants. In addition to decreasing 

employment opportunities, the diminishing availability of public lands for the occupation of 

squatters had also decreased the level of migration to TȊƳƛǊ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊΦ Migration and 

squatter development processes had reached to a certain threshold in economic and 

geographical terms.  
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Figure 5.13 The change in the Numbers of In-migration, Out-ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ bŜǘ aƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ 

1985-2010  (Source: ¢«TYύ 
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Figure 5.14 ¢ƘŜ bǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 9ƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ōȅ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ !ŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ нллп-2010 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TYύ 

 

Roll-back neo-liberalization stagnated industry, exacerbated rural decline and decreased 

employment opportunities almost in all sectors of the local ecoƴƻƳȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ At the same 

time, in 1983-1988 period a huge increase was observed in the production of built 

environment. In this process, capital accumulation relations had been changed through the 

switching of large amount of capital to second circuit, which signals the rise of construction 

sector. However these developments in capital accumulation and switching processes could 

not be explained only with reference to the free operation of market forces within a 

deregulated market atmosphere. On the contrary, state played a very important role as the 

initiator and driving force of these developments. For instance, in Turkey, urbanization 

became the main strategy behind the capital accumulation processes in the 1980s and this 

role of urbanization was provided through a series of state intervention, including new 

laws, legislations and policies.      

 

Laws no 3194 and 3030, that provided selective decentralization of urban planning powers, 

could be evaluated within this context of state intervention. Behind these state 

interventions there was MP government as the ruling political authority of Turkey. In fact, 

MP government had become the dominant political actor in the construction of roll-back 

neo-liberalization process. In 1983; MP came to political power and formed the first neo-

liberal government of Turkey. Just one year later, in 1984, MP win the local elections and 

ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ bŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƴƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

national economic structure of Turkey was no more depending on import-substituted 

industrialization; rather the new regime of capital accumulation was structured on the basis 

of finance and urbanization-based sectors like construction and tourism. In the 1980s, these 

rent-based economic activities were supported, privileged and advanced through the 
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clientalist relations between the state and capital under the political dominance and 

leadership of MP government.   

 

The end of roll-back neo-liberalization and transition to a different variant of neo-

liberalization, which is called as the roll-out phase, did not occur simply and automatically 

as sequential phases of neo-liberalization. In this transition process, there were several 

economic crisis and unstable coalition governments came to political power throughout the 

мффлǎΦ !ǎ .ŀȅƤǊōŀƐ όнллфύ ǇƻƛƴǘŜŘ ƻǳǘ, the end of the roll-back phase was not immediately 

followed by roll-out measures. A painful decade of economic crises and unstable coalition 

governments had to pass in between. 

 

5.5.1.2 Urban Development Plans and Projects as the Hegemonic Projects of 

Urbanization  

Roll-back neo-liberalization process in the 1980s triggered the development of 

urbanization-based sectors including tourism, construction and commerce. Within this 

context, legislative interventions and urban policies of this period have constituted 

ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀōƭŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 

MP came to political power in 1983 and one year after in 1984 it won the municipal 

ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜŘ ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻf local political power and control over the 

ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎΦ TȊƳƛǊ aŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ .ǳǊŜŀǳ ǿŀǎ 

disempowered with the law no 3194, that was enacted in 1984. In this period; under the 

ƳŀȅƻǊǎƘƛǇ ƻŦ .ǳǊƘŀƴ mȊŦŀǘǳǊŀΣ ŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ Ŏŀƴdidate of MP, Greater Municipality of 

TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŀŎǘƻǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 

practices.    

 

In 1989, a city-wide master plan was prepared and approved by the Greater Municipality of 

TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ Ǌŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ comprehensive plan, offering long-term and strategic 

solutions for the serious urban development problems of the city (Kaya, N., 2002). This plan 

also did not make a macroform decision. Rather, it was a an eclectic upper scale plan, 

prepared according to the reclamation and partial plans of the 1980s ό!Ǌƪƻƴ ϧ DǸƭŜǊƳŀƴΣ 

1995). ¢Ƙƛǎ ǳǇǇŜǊ ǎŎŀƭŜ ǇƭŀƴΣ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ ƛƴ мфуф ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ 

a kind of an incremental planning approach since it rejected to develop any comprehensive, 
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holistic and long-term perspective for the development of city. This plan combined partial 

urban developments without any holistic approach.  

 

 

Figure 5.15 ¢ƘŜ aŀǎǘŜǊ tƭŀƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ aŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŀǊŜŀΣ мфуф ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ !Ǌƪƻƴ ŀƴŘ DǸƭŜǊƳŀƴΣ мффрύ 

 

Undoubtedly, such a plan served the interests of some property owners and construction 

companies, who developed clientalist relations with the Greater Municipality ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ {ǳŎƘ 

legal actors like property owners and construction companies were not the only ones 

satisfied with this process. In the year 1984, Amnesty Law was enacted (with the Law no. 

2981) and in five years all squatter developments within the YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀΣ .ǳŎŀ and Bornova 

district boundaries, covering a total of 1944 hectares in 54 neighborhoods, were legalized 

through the reclamation plans and the distribution of title deed allocation certificate. In 

fact, this was a dramatic legalization ƻŦ ƛƭƭŜƎŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ (Kaval, 2005). In 

other words, the victory of exchange-value over the use-value of urban space had been 

constructed through the transformation of the squatter neighborhoods to multi-storey 

apartment blocks by the reclamation plans and the distribution of title deed allocation 

certificates ό ŜƴƎǸƭΣ нллф)Φ aƛƎǊŀƴǘ ǎǉǳŀǘǘŜǊ ŘǿŜƭƭŜǊǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ƴŜƻ-

liberal urban policy regime through the bribes, distributed under the name of title deed 

allocation certificate ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ   
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Figure 5.16 wŜŎƭŀƳŀǘƛƻƴ tƭŀƴǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ мфуф aŀǎǘŜǊ tƭŀƴ ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ TY.bTtΣ 

2007) 

 

On the other hand, owing to the enactment of Mass Housing Law (Law no. 2985) in the 

1980s, the level of mass housing production increased considerably. Mass Housing Law 

played a key role in the increasing of the number of buildings in this period (Kaval, 2005). In 

line with the decisions of 1989 upper scale plan, some mass housing projects like Egekent 

ŀƴŘ 9Ǿƪŀ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ 4ƛƐƭƛΣ .ǳŎŀ ŀƴŘ .ƻǊƴƻǾŀ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘǎ ό59«Σ мфутύΦ These projects 

also supported the sprawl of urban pattern towards the periphery.       

 

The upper scale plan of 1989, determined Salhane district as the potential development 

area of exiting city center. This decision of city center development was coherent with the 

previous metropolitan development plan made in 1978. Therefore, commerce and service 

oriented land use functions were proposed for Salhane district to give a direction to the 

development of existing city center. The plan of 1989, on the other hand, proposed tourism 

and recreation basŜŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

decision was not compatible with the previous city-wide master plan made in 1978. Later 

ƻƴΣ ƛƴ мфуфΣ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

authoritȅ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ǘǊŀƴǎŦŜǊǊŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅΦ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ 
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Tourism was empowered in the 1989 as the major authority of planning in the 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊΦ  

 

After the 1980s; although it seemed that MP started to lose its country-wide political 

ǇƻǿŜǊΣ .ǳǊƘŀƴ mȊŦŀǘǳǊŀ ǿŀǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ continuing the right-wing mayorship through being 

elected with a different center-right political party RWP (Right Way Party-DYP) in the 1990s. 

As the leading right-wing local political powerΣ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ 

period proposed several rent and profit oriented UDPs and by these projects it attempted 

to provide a hegemonic basis for the dominance of a neo-liberal urban development vision 

ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 

The major UDPS, implemented in the 1990s, were Mass Housing Projects, Aegean Free 

½ƻƴŜ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ Iƛƭǘƻƴ hǘŜƭ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

these projects were different. Mass Housing Projects were implemented through the direct 

investment of Turkish State, Aegean Free Zone Project was implemented as a corporation 

ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƭŀǎǘƭȅΣ TȊƳƛǊ Iƛƭǘƻƴ hǘŜƭ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

constructed as a foreign direct investment (Kaval, 2005). Different ways of funding UDPs, 

including foreign investment and partnership of local and international capital, were first 

realized in the 1990s. Foreign capital started to become an actor in the production of urban 

ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ    

 

Some other remarkable UDPs were planned and designed but they were not implemented 

in the 1990s. A critical review of these projects is important since these projects clarify how 

local political power intended to construct a neo-liberal urban development vision through 

the UDPs. Amongst these unimplemented UDPs, the most prominent ones ǿŜǊŜ TȊƳƛǊ 

Tourism and Trade Center Project, Konak Square Redevelopment Project and Gedizkent 

luxury housing project. In fact, these projects were introduced to public as a part of Mayor 

.ǳǊƘŀƴ mȊŦŀǘǳǊŀΩǎ ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ мфф9. With the 

introduction of these projects, it was intended to mobilize public support and to increase 

ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǾƻǘŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜ ƻŦ άǿƻǊƭŘ Ŏƛǘȅέ ǿŀǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ 

used by the right-ǿƛƴƎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛr in local government election 

ŎŀƳǇŀƛƎƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ мфффΦ ²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǿƻǊƭŘ ŎƛǘȅέΣ .ǳǊƘŀƴ mȊŦŀǘǳǊŀ ŀƴŘ Ƙƛǎ ǊƛƎƘǘ-

wing local political leadership proposed some emblematic UDPs to construct a neo-liberal 

urban development vision. These projects were the tourism oriented redevelopment of 
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Alsancak port, the construction of a central business district in Salhane and the construction 

ƻŦ ŀƴ ǳƴŘŜǊǿŀǘŜǊ ǘǳƴƴŜƭ ǘƻ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘ «œƪǳȅǳƭŀǊ ŀƴŘ .ƻǎǘŀƴƭƤ (Kaval, 2005). Although 

these projects were not implemented in 1980s and 1990s; they constituted the basis of 

neo-liberal urban development perspective, directed tendencies, visions and activities of 

ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ for the post-

2000 period όōƪƴȊΤ T½¢h нллоΤ нллсΤ нллтŀΤ нллтōΤ нллфŀΤ нллфōύΦ ¢ƘŜ ¦5ts, proposed in 

1980-1990 period, were introduced and presented to the public on the basis of discourses, 

ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ άŜƴƘŀƴŎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎέΦ 

These neo-liberal discourses intends to mobilize public support and consent behind the 

formation of the projects. In this period, the attempts to construct the hegemony of neo-

liberal urban development vision could be observed through the dominant discourses of 

UDPs.  

 

Most of the UDPs, that were brought to the urban planning agenda, were not implemented 

in this period. In fact, these rent-oriented UDPs were brought to the agenda under the 

right-wing local political dominance of MP and RWP. In addition, these UDPs could be 

viewed as the key mechanisms in the attempts to switch capital from first to second circuit 

and furthermore they also played a crucial role in the mobilization of public support and 

consent behind the urban policies and planning efforts in this period. Thus, these UDPs 

have become prominent neo-liberal urban policy mechanisms since the 1980s and they also 

become the attempts to construct an urbanized hegemony.  

 

5.5.2 From the 2000s onwards: Roll -out Neo-liberalization and the 

Reorganization of Capital and State Policies in the Way of Urban 

Entrepreneuria lism  

From the 2000s onwards, the role of the state has come into prominence in terms of the 

regulation of neo-liberalization. In this period of political-economic change, state 

interventions at different scales of policy-making to construct competitive local economies 

have become key constitutive political force behind the construction of urban 

ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊƛǎŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳ ƛǎ 

having a state-led character and it has prioritized project-based interventions and neo-

liberal urban development visions to boost local economic growth. However, as the 

ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎƘƻǿΣ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ 

affected in this process of neo-liberalization.         
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In this process of state-led urban entrepreneurialism new urban policy mechanisms like 

UDPs, place- and scale-based governance mechanisms like Development Agencies have 

become dominant regulative mechanisms of urbanization. Furthermore, urban planning 

powers have been sectorally recentralized though empowering different central 

government institutions in planning. As a result of these processes Ministries, Greater 

Municipalities and profit-oriented UDPs have gained exceptional power over the planning 

system which has become fragmented, uncoordinated and non-holistic.   These 

ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀǾŜ ŜȄŀŎŜǊōŀǘŜŘ ǎƻŎƛƻ-ǎǇŀƭƛǘŀƭ ƛƴŜǉǳŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

The results and political-economic background of these policies are discussed with detail in 

the following parts.  

 

5.5.2.1 Local Economic Structure and the Political D ynamics  

Since the 2000s, foreign trade deficit started to dominate the local economic structure of 

TȊƳƛǊΦ bŜƻ-liberal structural transformation process enhanced imported-input dependence 

of lƻŎŀƭ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ In addition to imported-input dependence, export-

oriented domestic industrial production stagnated and importation of agricultural products 

ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘΦ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǿƻǊǎŜƴƛƴƎ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ have 

produced serious employment problems and trade deficit problems. In the 2000s; under 

the effect of neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ōŜŎŀƳŜ 

more vulnerable owing to the high level of unemployment and decreasing competitiveness 

of almost all sectors of the local economy (Kaya, A.Y., 2010). Although in the 

neoliberalization process; policy-makers at the central and local level, developed discourses 

ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎέ ŀƴŘ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ TȊƳƛǊ Ŏonfronted with a 

high level of unemployment and decreasing competitiveness. Such structural problems of 

neo-liberal transformation have become more apparent since the 2000s.    
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Figure 5.17 CƻǊŜƛƎƴ ¢ǊŀŘŜ {ǳǊǇƭǳǎκ5ŜŦƛŎƛǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ мффс-2011 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TYύ 
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Figure 5.18 ¢ƘŜ wŀǘŜ ƻŦ ¦ƴŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ !ǾŜǊŀƎŜΣ мфул-2010 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TYύ 

 

Destructive effects of roll-back neo-liberalization became more apparent with the economic 

crisis of 1994 and 2001 in Turkey. The economic crisis of 1994 caused 500.000 people to 

lost their jobs and triggered the flight of 4.2 billion dollars foreign capital from Turkey. 

Turkish government intended to manage these crisis conditions through the decreasing of 

direct state investment, the promotion of tourism sector and most importantly by the 

dominance of IMF-supported fiscal policies (Boratav, 2003). The results were not 

successful. A second economic crisis hit the Turkish economy in a short period of time in 

2001 

 

The stagnation of export-oriented industrial production and the decline of agricultural 

production have been exacerbated after 2001 crisis. Under the destructive effect of neo-

liberal structural transformation, agricultural production lost its main dynamic in terms of 

being a profitable economic activity and it was shrinked by state policies. As the two 
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ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǘŜȄǘƛƭŜ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ Kula Mensucat and TȊƳƛǊ tŀƳǳƪ aŜƴǎǳŎŀǘ, whose raw 

ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭ ƛƴǇǳǘ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

bankruptcy after 2001 crisis (Kaya, A.Y.,  2010). ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀ ǎƘƻŎƪ ŦƻǊ TȊƳir, reflecting how 

deeply local industrial and agricultural sectors were affected by the crisis. In addition to the 

ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ƻŦ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅΣ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ 

ǇǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜƭƻŎŀǘŜ ǘƻ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ƻŦ 1994 and 2001. Lƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 

sectors like industry and agriculture, which provided the development of local economy in 

the previous periods, did not adopted to the changing conditions of competitiveness. A high 

rate unemployment started to dominate local economic structure and almost all sectors of 

ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƻǎŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎΦ TȊƳƛǊΣ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΣ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ 

as a loser economy since the 2000s under the effects of neo-liberal structural 

transformation process ό{ǀƴƳŜȊΦΣ 2010). 

 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΤ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ TȊƳƛǊ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƻǎŜ ƛǘǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 

opportunities, this decline has also triggered the regeneration of local economy and the 

organization of local capital to overcome the crisis of capital accumulation. Within such a 

framework of local economic restructuring; throughout the 1990s, different fractions of 

local capital had been organized and they consolidated their power. In the 1990s, many 

ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊ LƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭƛǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ Businessman Association 

όT½{T!5ύ, Aegean Industrialists and Businessmen Association ό9{T!5ύ, Aegean Young 

Businessmen's Association ό9DT!5ύ ŀƴŘ !ŜƎŜŀƴ CƻǳƴŘŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

(EGEV) were established as civil and non-governmental associations of business community 

ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ in this period, different local capital groups intended to increase 

their competitive power through establishing joint venture companies and corporations. 

DǸœōƛǊƭƛƐƛ IƻƭŘƛƴƎ and YTt! are the leading joint venture companies, that were established 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мффлǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ hƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ 

ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ TȊƳƛǊ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 

Commerce, for instance, started to prepare strategic plans since the 1990s to set the 

agenda of urban development policy and to influence the decision-makers of urban 

development. During the last 20 years, parallel with the rise of neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΣ TȊƳƛǊ 

Chamber of Commerce has become a leading actor over the agenda of local economic 

development and urban spatial development processes. It proposed certain urban policies 

ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ ƪŜȅ ¦5tǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƪŜ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ όǎŜŜ T½¢hΣ нллоΤ нлффŀύΦ 

The organization of different fractions of local capital was not limited with these 
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developments. Since the 1990s, powerful holdings and leading local business associations 

have established private universities to develop local human capital resources, to support 

technology production and research & development activities. Through establishing 

ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎΣ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƴŜǿ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

accumulation of capital. Izmir University of Economics, Yasar University and Izmir University 

are three of them, established in the 1990s and 2000s.             

 

Not only different fractions of local capital but also even the state itself reorganized its 

power, institutions and policy-making mechanisms within the context of neo-liberalization. 

State power has been reorganized through the designing of new policy-making institutions 

and the mobilization of legislation power. In fact; these changes in the reorganization of 

state power reflect a new era of neo-liberalization, assigns a more interventionist and 

regulatory role to state. This new era was called roll-out neo-liberalization and in Turkey 

since 2002, JDP government has become the ruling political authority behind the transition 

from roll-back to roll-out neo-liberalization. Since 2002, as the leader and authoritarian 

political actor, JDP government consolidated policy-making power in the hands of 

government to construct a state-led roll-out neo-liberalization process. However this 

transition to roll-out neo-liberalism was not the direct result of the contradictions of roll-

back era. In Turkey, roll-back neo-liberalization was not immediately followed by roll-out 

neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΦ !ǎ .ŀȅƤǊōŀƐ όнллфύ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘΣ Ǌƻƭƭ-out neo-liberalization came as a 

result of a double-pressure, both from below (the National Outlook Movement and the rise 

of JDP) and from above (the IMF and the World Bank). Within the framework of such a 

transition, it could be stated that a hybrid form of neo-liberalization has been shaped by the 

ruling political authorities of Turkey.    

 

As roll-out neo-liberalization assigns a more interventionist and regulatory role to capitalist 

state, JDP government have made numerous legislative interventions concerning the 

redistribution of urban policy-making and planning powers. New laws, legislations, the 

changes in the existing laws and decree-laws have been enacted since 2002, the year when 

JDP won the elections and came to political power. Public Administration Reform was 

enacted in this period and it gave rise to the privatization of public services. As a part of 

Public Administration Reform, Greater Municipality Law (Law no. 5216) and Municipality 

Law (5393) were enacted. In addition to these laws, some powers of policy-making were 

transferred from central to local levels through empowering new local policy-making 
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institutions like Special Provincial Administrations and Development Agencies (Ersoy, 2003; 

 ŜƴƎǸƭΣ нллоύΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜƻ-liberalization of state 

intervention (to provide efficiency for the functioning of markets) and they also rescaled 

the policy-ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ό.ŀȅƤǊōŀƐΣ нллфύΦ 

 

Although it seems that legislative interventions in the 1980s and 2000s decentralized urban 

policy-making and planning powers, a series of other legislative interventions recentralized 

some key urban planning powers at the same period of time in the 2000s. In this period, 

JDP government has enacted a series of new laws and decree-laws to construct a power 

over the production of urban space.  

 

Within the context of such an increase in state intervention, it has been observed a huge 

number of legislative intervention of the state in the regulation of urban policy and 

planning powers. Since 2003, under the political authority of JDP government, 

approximately 200 new laws and many decree-laws have been enacted and through these 

legislative frameworks the production of urban built environment has been promoted 

(Balaban, 2008). Most of these legislative interventions are separating and disintegrating 

planning powers, defining them on tƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎ όƭƛƪŜ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎΣ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅΣ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΧ 

etc.) and assigning them to sectorally-specialized Ministries (like Ministry of Industry, 

aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳΧ ŜǘŎΦύ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀƴȅ ƘƻƭƛǎǘƛŎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

disintegration of planning pƻǿŜǊǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ .ŀƭŀōŀƴ όнллуύ Ŏŀƭƭǎ άǘƘŜ ǎŜŎǘƻǊŀƭ ǊŜŎŜƴǘǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ 

ƻŦ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎέΣ Ƙŀǎ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǎƛƴŎŜ нллн ŀƴŘ 

it played an initiator role in the increase of urban built environment production both in 

¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ŀƴŘ TȊmir. 
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Figure 5.19 The NǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΣ нллл-2010 ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TYύ 

 

In the roll-out phase of neo-liberalization; Turkish state, under the political authority of JDP 

government, played an offensive role and proactively intervened the production of space 

through legislative interventions. For instance; in 2003, with the enactment of Amendment 

Law on Tourism Incentive Law (Law no. 4957), Ministry of Culture and Tourism was 

empowered to prepare and approve development plans for the areas that were 

determined as tourism centers. Furthermore; Mass Housing Administration ό¢hYTύ was 

provided with extended and exceptional authorities for mass housing production and urban 

regeneration processes through eleven legislative interventions that were made 

throughout the 2000s. By these legislative interventions, Mass Housing Administration has 

become one of the leader and dominant entrepreneurial state actor in the production of 

built environment. Exceptional urban planning powers of Mass Housing Administration 

have been mostly used to reduce the rent-gap in the peripheral and central locations of 

cities. In addition to the empowerment of Mass Housing Administration, Ministry of 

Industry and Commerce was also empowered by the Law of Industrial Zones (Law no. 4737) 

to prepare and approve development plans in industrial zones. Lastly, with the decree-laws 

no 644 and 648, a new Ministry called Ministry of Environment and Urbanism was 

established in 2011 and it was given a wide range of powers, concerning urban planning, 

environmental protection (or non-protection) and overall management of built 

environment production. By these decree laws, Ministry of Environment and Urbanism was 

empowered to prepare and approve environmental plans and to take decision on the 

development of protected areas; furthermore it was also given power for an overall 

facilitation and promotion of urban built environment production. These changes in the 

restructuring of planning powers did not only centralize some key locally-administrated 
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urban planning processes, but they also open the way to distribute development rents to 

particular interest groups. 

 

Table 5.1 Some Prominent Legislative Interventions Gave Rise to the Sectoral Recentralization of 

Planning Powers 

Empowered State 
Institutions 

Legislative Interventions Years The Authorizations of Planning and Built 
Environment Production that were Provided with 
Legislative Interventions  

Mass Housing 
Administration 
ό¢hYTύ 
 

Mass Housing Law (Law no 
2985) and 11 Supportive Laws 
(Laws no. 4767, 4864, 4964, 
4966, 5104, 5162, 5229, 5234, 
5327, 5273, 5609) 

Throughout 
2000s 

The authorizations to provide housing credit, to 
produce mass housing in disaster areas, to form 
and implement urban regeneration projects for 
the purpose of squatter regeneration, to form and 
implement luxury mass housing projects, to 
establish companies and public-private 
partnerships for the implementation of urban 
regeneration and housing projects  

Ministry of 
Culture and 
Tourism 

Amendment Law on Tourism 
Incentive Law (Law no. 4957) 

2003 The authorization to prepare and approve 
development plans in tourism centers 

Ministy of 
Industry and 
Commerce 
(previous name) 

The Law of Industrial Zones 
(Law No. 4737) 

2002 The authorization to prepare and approve 
development plans in industrial zones 

Ministry of 
Transportation 
 

Amendment Law on the Law of 
Duties and Organization of 
Ministry of Transportation 
(Law no. 5494)  

2006 

The authorization  to prepare, approve and 
implement development plans and projects 
concerning the realization of transportation 
investments 

Privatization 
Administration 
 

Amendment Law on 
Concerning the Regulation of 
Privatization Implementations 
(Law no. 5393) 

2005 
The authorization to prepare and approve 
development plans for the areas that belong to 
Privatization Administration 

Ministry of 
Environment and 
Urbanism 

Decree-laws no 644 and 648 
2011 

 

(1) The authorization to prepare and approve 
Spatial Strategy Plans and Environmental Plans  
(2) The authorization to take decisions on the 
conservation or development of protected sites 
(3) The authorization to prepare and approve all 
development plans and to give construction 
permits for the all public and private properties in 
Turkey, whose development plans were not 
approved by the authorized state institutions in 
three months (a huge overall authority to manage, 
facilitate and promote the production of built 
environment in Turkey)  

 

 

JDP government intended to consolidate urban planning powers in the hands of central 

government through these legislative interventions. Furthermore, JDP government also 

aimed to enhance its local political power by constructing a direct control, domination and 

power over the urban rent production and distribution processes. In fact, these legislative 

interventions to construct a power over the production and distribution of urban rents, 

could also be critically interpreted as politically-motivated attempts to enhance the local 

political power of JDP ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎ are stronger. 

However, these attempts were not successful in the enhancement of local political power 

ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ !ŦǘŜǊ нллнΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ JDP won local elections and get the power of Greater 
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Municipalitieǎ ƛƴ Ƴŀƴȅ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŎƛǘƛŜǎΣ ƛǘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǿƛƴ ŀƴȅ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

2000s.       

  

Table 5.2 Winning Parties and Their Rate of Votes in Greater Municipality Elections in 1999, 2004 

and 2009  

 1999 2004 2009 

Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ  FP 
(%27) 

AKP 
(%45) 

AKP 
(%44) 

Ankara  FP 
(%33) 

AKP 
(%55) 

AKP 
(%38) 

TȊƳƛǊ  DSP 
(%30) 

CHP 
(%47) 

CHP 
(%56) 

Bursa  DSP 
(%28) 

AKP 
(%53) 

AKP 
(%47) 

Adana  ANAP 
(%26) 

AKP 
(%39) 

MHP 
(%29) 

Konya  FP 
(%48) 

AKP 
(%62) 

AKP 
(68) 

Antalya  CHP 
(%21) 

AKP 
(%34) 

CHP 
(%40) 

Gaziantep  CHP 
(%31) 

AKP 
(%57) 

AKP 
(%53) 

Mersin  DSP 
(%19) 

CHP 
(%34) 

CHP 
(%30) 

Kocaeli  CHP 
(%40) 

AKP 
(%51) 

AKP 
(%47) 

5ƛȅŀǊōŀƪƤǊ  HDP 
(%62) 

SHP 
(%58) 

DTP 
(%64) 

Samsun  ANAP 
(%27) 

AKP 
(%46) 

AKP 
(%46) 

Kayseri  FP 
(%39) 

AKP 
(%70) 

AKP 
(%61) 

Sakarya  AKP 
(%37) 

AKP 
(%44) 

Erzurum  MHP 
(%36) 

AKP 
(%61) 

AKP 
(%56) 

9ǎƪƛǒŜƘƛǊ  DSP 
(%42) 

DSP 
(%44) 

DSP 
(%51) 

{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ ¢«TY 

 

As a dominant and authoritarian political power, JDP won local elections and acquired the 

ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ŀƴŘ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ нлллǎΦ !ƭǘƘƻugh; they were 

ƴƻǘ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǘƘŜ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ JDP have continued 

with an offensive and proactive approach throughout the 2000s. In other words, the failure 

of JDP ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŘŜŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛǘǎ Ƴƻǘƛvation and interest, on the contrary, 

ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ƛǘǎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ 

ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ !ƎŜƴŎȅ ǿŀǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ 
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in 2006. JDP government establishŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ !ƎŜƴŎȅ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

Through the establishment of Development Agency, it was intended to design a local 

policy-making mechanism to facilitate and attract investments, to serve and balance the 

interests of different fractions of local capital and to mobilize entrepreneurial urban 

ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ Special Provincial Administration was established in 2005 

and it was also empowered as a local policy-making mechanism to distribute a significant 

level of rural development resource and to prepare and approve Provincial Development 

Plans. These policy-making state institutions were established within the context of Public 

Administration Reform and they started to play crucial roles within the increased control of 

JDP ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 

On the other hand, JDP central government is also entrepreneurial and offensive in 

ǇǊƻǇƻǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǎƻƳŜ ¦5tǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀǘƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǎƛƴŎŜ нллнΦ 

For instance, with the deciǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΣ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ŎƘƻǎŜƴ ŀǎ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΩǎ 

candidate to host EXPO 2015. After this decision; through a collaboration of central and 

local governments, a new development plan was prepared and a series of new investment 

decisions were taken for ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ 9·th 

нлмрΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ TȊƳƛǊ ƭƻǎǘ EXPO 2015 hosting contest against Milan, it is chosen again as the 

candidate to host EXPO 2020 and a partnership of central, local governments and local 

business associations is established and significant urban policy-making powers are 

transferred to this public-private partnership, that established with the cabinet decision of 

JDP government. In addition to attempts to host mega events, central government also 

aimes to implement two important large scale infrastructure projects ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ 

ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ-TȊƳƛǊ IƛƎƘǿŀȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ North Aegean 

4ŀƴŘŀǊƭƤ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Not only these large scale infrastructure projects; but also New City 

/ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǿŜǊe emphasized and used 

intensively in the propaganda and program of JDP ƛƴ нллф TȊƳƛǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΦ {ƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ 

2000s; JDP has introduced itself as the powerful political authority to implement these 

UDPs, to attract investment, to provide employment opportunities and finally to mobilize 

local economic growth dynamics. In fact; through these urban development policies and 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǎƘŀǇŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ 

JDtΩǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊΦ     
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However, JDP is not the only political power building the agenda of urban politics on the 

ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ RPP (Republican 

tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ tŀǊǘȅύ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘǊƻƴƎƭȅ ŜƳǇƘŀsized UDPs  and similar with JDP, it defined them on the 

ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘΣ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ 

the local governments ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŀƴŀƎŜŘ ōȅ RPP, embraced the logic of 

entrepreneurial urban policy within the context of neo-liberalization. Therefore, The 

DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ǎƻƳŜ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ŀ ǇǊƻŦƛǘ-

oriented and rent-seeking approach in the (re)production of urban space and they 

concentrated on how to provide new urban spaces for capital accumulation through the 

formation of UDPs. For instance, New City Center Development Project was first brought to 

the agenda of urban politics by the GreŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¦5tǎ and urban planning 

efforts are elaborated and critically discussed in the later part with their features and 

details.           

 

5.5.2.2 Urban Development Plans and Projects as the Hegemonic Projects of 

Urbanization  

In the roll-out phase of neo-liberalization; central, local governments and capital have 

ǎƘŀǇŜŘ ŀ ŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ TȊƳir. In this process, city-wide master plans 

and UDPs have played a crucial role in the formation of urban entrepreneurialism. In 2007, 

DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ 

όTȊƳƛǊ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ .ǀƭƎŜ bŀȊƤƳ TƳŀǊ tƭŀƴƤύΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƭŀƴΣ ŀ ƳŀŎǊƻŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ 

proposed between Menemen and Menderes on the north-south axis and Bornova and 

bŀǊƭƤŘŜǊŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ŝŀǎǘ-west axis. With the decisions of the plan; agricultural basins, 

protected natural zones and vast forest lands limit and surround macroform through 

forming a green belt. In the plan, There are also sub-centers of urban region development 

ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ό!ƭƛŀƐŀ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘΣ ¢ƻǊōŀƭƤ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘΣ YŜƳŀƭǇŀǒŀ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ŝŀǎǘ ŀƴŘ ¦Ǌƭŀ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

west) to provide a settlement hierarchy and a balanced and coordinated development of 

the whole urban region όTY.bTtΣ нллтύΦ TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ŀƛƳǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 

a sustainable, balanced, evenly developed and planned urban region under the approach of 

strategic spatial planning ό!ȅǎŜƭ ϧ DǀƪǎǳΣ нллуύΦ However, the co-existence of different 

upper-ǎŎŀƭŜ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘƛƴƎ Ǉƭŀƴ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ and the lack of coordination, 

continuity and unity amongst different upper-scale plans make even difficult to implement 

strategic spatial development decisions of TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴΦ    
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Figure 5.20 TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ TY.bTtΣ нллтύ  

 

²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴΣ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ Tourism Center as an aƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǊŜŀΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 

Tourism Center belongs to the Ministry of Culture and Tourism and Ministry targets to 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ƻŦ health tourism (bknz: KTB,2007; 2011). This conflicting views 

ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǿ Ƙƻǿ ŀ political struggle occurs between local and central 

governments.       

 

TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ōŀŎƪǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ !ƭǎŀƴŎŀƪ tƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ {ŀƭƘŀƴŜ 

District as the new city center development area. According to this plan, in the long-run, 

Alsancak Port will be transformed to a cruise port and commerce and tourism-oriented land 

use development for the backside of the port and Salhane district will integrate with this 

cruise port. These plan decisions are coherent with the new city center development plan 

(TY.bTtΣ нллтΤ T¸YabTtΣ нлмлύΦ 
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Figure 5.21 ! tŀǊǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴΣ ǎƘƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ƳŀŎǊƻŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 

(Source: TY.bTtΣ нллт) 

 

TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǎƻƳŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ŀǎ άǳǊōŀƴ 

rehabilitation anŘ ǊŜƴŜǿŀƭ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ ŀǊŜŀǎέΦ Lƴ ŀ ǎƘƻǊǘ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƻŦ ǘƛƳŜΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ 

and implement urban rehabilitation and renewal projects for these areas, that were built 

ǳǇ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǊŜŎƭŀƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƘŀōƛƭƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƴŜǿŀƭ ǇǊƻƎǊŀƳ ŀǊŜŀǎέ ŀǊŜ 

deŦƛƴŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ άƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎΣ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƭƛŦŜέΦ 

Furthermore, it is also stated that άto produce more healthy, safe and attractive places to 

live with a high quality of life, it is needed to intervene to the existing decline of these 

ŀǊŜŀǎέ όTY.bTt, 2007). It seems that large scale urban regeneration projects will be formed 

and implemented for the redevelopment of these areas and TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 

Development Plan constitute the basis of this regeneration-oriented intervention. The 

locations of these urban rehabilitation and renewal program areas are displayed in the map 

mentioned below.   
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Figure 5.22 The Program Areas of TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎƛƻƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tƭŀƴ ό{ƻǳǊŎŜΥ TY.bTtΣ нллтύ 

 

TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wegion Development Plan was not the only mechanisms that brought UDPs to 

the agenda of urban planning. Throughout the 2000s, it is possible to observe many UDPs. 

Some of these projects were implemented, while some other ones were not implemented 

and many of ǘƘŜƳ ǿŜǊŜ ƛƴ ǇǊƻƎǊŜǎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ¦5t ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ Tzmir World Trade Center 

Project which was intended to be developed as a public-ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality and DǸœōƛǊƭƛƐƛ IƻƭŘƛƴƎ. Owing to the financial problems of DǸœōƛǊƭƛƐƛ IƻƭŘƛng, 

the implementation of this project was delayed for a long time and in the last five years this 

time the plan concerning the implementation of the project, was cancelled by the court as 

result of the judicial actions of former mayor and chambers. Tzmir World Trade Center 

Project is the first UDP that was introduced and presented to public on the basis of the local 

economic growth and investment-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ 

άpromotion of commerce-ōŀǎŜŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άƳŀƪƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊ ŀ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŎƛǘȅέΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛǎ 

project was not implemented, investment and growth-based hegemonic discourses were 

first used within this project to mobilize the support and consent of large segments of 

ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 

Another important UDP in the post-2ллл ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ǿŀǎ TȊƳƛǊ hƭȅƳǇƛŎ ±ƛƭƭŀƎŜ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ 

implemented in 2005 as a part of the Universiade Games. As a large scale event like EXPO, 

¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛŀŘŜ DŀƳŜǎ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ ŀ άŎŀǘŀƭȅǎǘ ǘƻ ōƻƻǎǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ 

and Olympic Village Project, in this context, presented as the άǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ 
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and high-ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛŀŘŜ ǇƭŀȅŜŘ ŀ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ 

role in the mobilization of public support behind the project. In 2006, Greater Municipality 

ƻŦ TȊmir started to form a new project called TȊƳƛǊ bŜǿ CŀƛǊ {ƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ /ƻƴƎǊŜǎǎ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 

Project. This project is not implemented yet, but it is known that 22 hectares of privately 

ƻǿƴŜŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ ŜȄǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘƛǎ 

project. This huge expropriation was defended and justified through the hegemonic 

discourse of Greater Municipality emphasizing that New Fair Site and Congress Center 

Project will άattract billion dollars of investmentέ and άprovide thousands of new 

employment opportunitiesέ.     

 

In the post-2000 period, there are also several large transportation development projects, 

formed and being started to be implemented. Among them the most crucial ones are the 

Urban Railway Transportation Project and Northern Aegeŀƴ 4ŀƴŘŀǊƭƤ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Urban 

Railway Transportation Project was first started in 1994 and three lines were completed 

since then. Western line is under construction and it become a site of political struggle 

between the central and local governments owing to the problems of financing of the 

project. bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ !ŜƎŜŀƴ 4ŀƴŘŀǊƭƤ tƻǊǘ ǿŀǎ planned as the largest port in Turkey and this 

project has been organized under the authority of central government since 2009. 

Container functions of Alsancak Port will transŦŜǊ ǘƻ 4ŀƴŘŀǊƭƤ tƻǊǘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ 

of the project. The efforts of central government to form the project have increased the 

level of property prices in and around the project area. 

 

However since the 2000s, it is undoubtedly apparent that the most important projects, that 

are expected to attract the highest level of investment, are New City Center (NCC) and 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όT¢/ύ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǿƛŘŜƭȅ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘǿƻ 

projects will radically transform the existing social and spatial structure of urban space and 

furthermore, it has been observable in last ten years that investment and growth-oriented 

hegemonic discourses of state and capital have been concentrated on these two projects. 

Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ Ŧƻrmed within a political-economic context in which 

agriculture and industry-based sectors are declining and commerce, tourism and 

consumption-oriented activities are gaining attraction. This transformation of the political-

economic context, behind the formation of the projects, also reflects that these projects 

are the product of the rise of neo-liberal structural transformation process and its 

ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜǎ ǳǇƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ 
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embody the changing relations and strategies in the regime of capital accumulation. From 

this aspect, it could be stated that these projects reproducing, reinforcing and 

reconstructing the neo-liberal hegemony of capitalist system at the urban level. However, 

analyzing the restructuring of local economy and capital accumulation dynamics is not 

adequate to reveal how neo-liberal hegemony has been constructed through these UDPs. 

We need to critically investigate the political construction of UDPs to elucidate through 

which discourses, reinforcements and socio-political relations UDPs have become the 

άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ  

 

To sum up; since 2002, a state-led roll-out neo-liberalization process has been shaped 

under the political dominance of JDP government. In this process, although, on the one 

hand, public-private partnership and project-based new local policy-making mechanisms 

have been designed, on the other hand central government institutions have been 

empowered with the powers of urban planning through a series of legislative interventions. 

In fact, this concurrent de- and re-centralization of urban planning powers did not 

democratize planning process, rather it open the way to distribute rents unevenly to 

particular interest groups. However, these state interventions and policies did not provide a 

smoothly operating political-ideological basis for the implementation of profit-oriented 

¦5tǎΦ Lƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŦƛǘ-oriented UDP were not implemented and 

they failed in acquiring the consent of organized social classes. Although New City Center 

Project was started to be implemented and acquired a certain level of public support and 

ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΤ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǘŜǎǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŦǊƻƴǘŜŘ ōȅ 

particular organized social groups and not implemented yet. Thus, it is needed to 

investigate through which discourses and activities of hegemony construction a powerful 

political-ideological basis is provided to the formation of the projects. We should also unveil 

which social forces play what kind of roles in this political construction of the projects. A 

comparative and detailed analysis of the formation of two projects will be critically 

elaborated with reference to these questions in the later chapter.    

 

5. 6 The Critical  2ÅÖÉÅ× ÏÆ dÚÍÉÒȭÓ 5ÒÂÁÎ $ÅÖÅÌÏÐÍÅÎÔ 0ÒÏÃÅÓÓÅÓ 7ÉÔÈÉÎ ÔÈÅ 

Context of Political -Economic Dynamics   

In this concluding part of Chapter 5, an overall summary and a critical review of the 

political-ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ǘǊŀƧŜŎǘƻǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ Řevelopment are 

presented. As timelines mentioned below illustrate, there are key events and developments 
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forming the basis of political-economic background of urban development. It is identified 

ǎƛȄ ǘǊŀƧŜŎǘƻǊƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŜŀŎƘ of which are constituted by 

different but successive and inter-related politically and economically important events like 

ǿŀǊǎΣ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŎǊƛǎƛǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǊǳƭƛƴƎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΩǎ 

government. These key historical events and developments define different political-

economic trajectories of urbanization and planning. As timeline figures mentioned below 

ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅΣ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ŀ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴǘ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ŜȄǇƻǊǘŜǊ ǇƻǊǘ Ŏƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

late Ottoman period until the Turkish Republic was established. After the Turkish War of 

Independence, Republic was established and nation state had become the regulative power 

of urbanization and planning. In this process of nation state building, a state-led industrial 

development process had shŀǇŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊΦ {ƛƴŎŜ 

the 1945, the ruling political power in the central government of Turkey had changed and 

the right-wing political authority aimed to liberalize local economy through an import 

substituted industrialization. Import substituted regime continued to dominate local 

ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ TȊƳƛǊ ǳƴǘƛƭ ǘƘŜ мфулǎΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜƎƛƳŜ ƻŦ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ 

accumulation, demand-side Keynesian-redistributive policies was the major urban policy 

framework, hoǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ¢ǳǊƪƛǎƘ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭέ ƛƴ ŘŜŀƭƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 

ǎǉǳŀǘǘŜǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΣ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 

1980s signals the start of a new political regime in Turkey, which was widely known as 

άƴŜƻ-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴέ. In this period of political-economical change, demand-side 

redistributive policies have been replaced by supply-side and growth-oriented 

entrepreneurial policies including the privatization of public services, profit-oriented and 

rent-seeking production of urban space. State-capital relations have been restructured and 

policy-making power of state has been re-scaled in this process to design new policy-

making mechanisms in order to make and implement these entrepreneurial urban policies. 

The rise of neo-liberalization could be investigated with reference to two sub-periods of 

change, the first covers 1980s and 1990s and the second includes key developments from 

2000s onwards.   

 

In the roll-back neoliberalization of 1980s, the ruling political power in Turkey changed and 

the right-wing political power had doƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎƛŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lƴ 

these years, there were important changes including the stagnation of industry and the rise 

of commerce, service, tourism and construction based sectors, all of which had shaped the 
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structure of local economy. The production of built environment showed a huge increase in 

the 1980s as a result of the direct intervention of the state. Towards the end of the 1990s, 

it could be observed that different fractions of local capital started to organize their power 

by establishing local business associations through which they aim to influence urban 

policy-ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ нлллǎΣ ǘƘŜ Ǌƻƭƭ-out phase of neo-liberalization and 

ǘƘŜ ǊƛǎŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘe power and 

the active involvement of local business associations in urban policy-making processes. The 

establishment of Development Agency, some public-private partnerships, urban planning 

processes and the UDPs ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ Ƙƻǿ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ TȊƳir has been organized 

by the state and capital. All policies and mechanisms of state intervention, since the 2000s, 

have been mobilized to construct the hegemony of neo-liberal urban development visions. 

Within this context of increased state intervention, UDPs have been proposed by the 

collaboration-cooperation of powerful governmental and investor-business actors as the 

urban policy choices to overcome structural problems of neo-liberalization regime, 

including stagnant economic growth, unemployment and trade deficit.      
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1975 19801945 1950 1955 1960 1965 19701850 1920 1925 1930 1935 1940

1929
World Economic 
Crisis 1950

Democrat Part 
Government came 
to political power 

1923
The Declaration of 
Turkish Republic 

1838
The Treaty of 
Balta Liman

1925
The Plan of Danger & Prost

1929-1935
The first rise period 
of industrial 
development 

1939-1945
Second World War

1948
The Plan of Le Corbusier

1953
The Plan of Aru, 
Canbolat and Ozdes

1960
The establishment of 
State Planning 
Organization 

1973
¢ƘŜ tƭŀƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 
Metropoliten 
Planning Bureau

1973
World 
Economic 
Crisis 

1973-1977
The second rise 
period of industrial 
development 

1980
January 24 decisions
(Neo-liberal structural 
transformation 
started)

1923
First TȊƳƛǊ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ 
Congress 

17. Century ς1929 A foreign market dependent 

agricultural product exporter port city 

1929 ς1945 The Construction of 
nation-state and state-led 
industrial development attempts 
in the city

1945 ς1960 Attempts to 
liberalize local economy and 
transition towards import 
substituted industrialization

1960 ς1980 Import substituted 
industrialization, migration and attempts to 
regulate sub-fordist regime in the city

 

Figure 5.23 Key Events and Development in the Formation of the Political-9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ .ŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ ƻŦ ¦ǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ мтΦ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅ - 1980 
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1980 2005 20101985 1990 1995 2000

1984
Greater 
Municipality Law 
was Enacted

1994
Economic Crisis 
in Turkey

1989
Washington Consensus
(a set of neo-liberal 
economic policy 
prescriptions to 
constructneo-liberal 
hegemony)

1983
ANAP 
Government 
came to 
political 
power 

1980
January 24 
decisions

1989
Development Master 
tƭŀƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 
Municipality 

1984
ANAP came to 
local political 
ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ

2006
TȊƳƛǊ bŜǿ CŀƛǊ {ƛǘŜ 
and Congress 
Center Project

1998
TȊƳƛǊ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 
Project (first LUDPiƴ TȊƳƛǊύ

1984
Mass Housing 
Law was 
Enacted

1984
Development 
Amnesty Law 
was enacted

1985
Development Law was 
enacted

1990 - 1995
Increasing organization and 
cooperation of local capital fractions  
(local business associations, joint 
ventures...etc.)

2001
Economic Crisis in 
Turkey

2001 - ...
Increasing human 
capital and 
technology based
investments of local 
capital (Universities, 
R&D Centers ...etc.)

2001
New City Center 
Projects was started

2002
AKP came to 
political power

2003
Amendment Law on 
Tourism Incentive Law 
(planning of tourism 
centers was assigned 
to central governmen)  

2004-2005
Greater Municipality 
Law and Minicipality 
Law were enacted 

2006
TȊƳƛǊ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 
Agency was 
established

2007
TȊƳƛǊ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 
Region 
Development 
Plan was 
approved

2011
9·th нлнл TȊƳƛǊ  {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ 
Board  was established as a 
cooperativeplatform of 
central, local governments 
and business associations

2007
A cooperationof central 
and local governments  to 
Ǉƭŀƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ 9·th нлмр 
Fair Site

2008
World Economic 
Crisis

2010
Northern Aegean 
4ŀƴŘŀǊƭƤ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ
was started under the 
authority of Central 
Government

1980-1990Roll-out Neo-liberalization and the Rise of Urbanization within the Transformation of Local Economic 
Structure

2000sonwardsRoll-out Neo-liberalization and the reorganization of capital and state 

policies in the way urban entrepreneurialism

 

Figure 5.24 Key Events and Development in the Formation of the Political-9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ .ŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ ƻŦ ¦ǊōŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ From 1980s Onwards  
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In this chapter, it is particularly focused on post-1980s periods of political-economic 

change. As the table mentioned below show, there are six trajectories of urbanization each 

of which represent different regimes of capital accumulation and modes of social 

regulation. The leading sectors of local economy and the dominant urban policies have 

changed throughout different trajectories of urbanization. In these different political-

economic trajectories of urbanization, various city-wide master plans are prepared to deal 

with urban development problems and in different plans different propositions are made 

for the development of New City Center aƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ 

the case study of thesis.  

 

Urban Development Projects (UDPs) that brought to the agenda of urban politics by 

dominant social forces, have changed throughout different trajectories. The common 

economic motivation behind the UDPs in different trajectories was the regime of capital 

accumulation. UDPs in different time periods are formed and implemented to reproduce 

the dynamics of capitalist local economic structure. Through producing required spaces for 

the accumulation of capital (port in the first decades of 20th ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΣ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

1930s, Railways and industrial development zones in the period between 1945 and 1970 

and rent-oriented urban development projects since the 1980s) UDPs have provided the 

key dynamics for the reproduction of capitalist socio-spatial relations in the city. In each of 

the time period, the hegemonic bases of these different UDPs have been constituted on the 

basis of local economic structure and capital accumulation relations. In other words, public 

support and consent behind these UDPs have been mobilized through introducing these 

UDPs to public something serving the functioning of local economic structure. To sum up, 

ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ ¦5tǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ Ǌeveals that, the hegemonic 

basis of UDPs (mobilization of public support) has been constructed through the dominant 

relations and dynamics of local economic structure and capital accumulation. In brief, it 

ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ¦5tǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇŜriods reflect the dominant local economic 

relations of capital accumulation. Therefore, it could be argued that these UDPs of different 

ǇŜǊƛƻŘǎΣ ǎǳƳƳŀǊƛȊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘŀōƭŜ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿΣ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƭ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ to investigate how the hegemonic power has been 

mobilized with these projects, it is not enough to shed light on economic structure and 

capital accumulation relations, but rather we should investigate through which discourses 

and activities of hegemony construction, a powerful political-ideological superstructural 

basis is constructed for the formation of the projects. It is needed investigated how UDPs, 
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particularly in the post-2000s period, have been politically-ideologically constructed and 

which social forces play what kind of roles in this political construction process. A 

ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘǿƻ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ¦5tǎ ŦǊƻƳ TȊƳƛǊΣ ƴŀƳŜƭȅ 

bŜǿ /ƛǘȅ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όb//ύ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όT¢/ύ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ 

elaborated with reference to these questions in the following case study chapter of thesis.                
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   Table 5.3: The Six Trajectories of Urbanization with reference to Changing Local Economic Structure and Political Dynamics 

The trajectories of 
urbanization 

The regime of 
capital 
accumulation 

The leading 
sectors of the 
local economy 

Urban policies as the 
mode of social regulation 

Master 
Plan  

The Planning 
approach 
behind the 
master plan 

The propositions 
of the master plan 
for the 
development of 
new city center 
ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 
tourism center 
area 

Urban Development 
Projects (UDPs) 

The Hegemonic basis of 
the UDPs 

17. Century - 1929 
 
A foreign market 
dependent 
agricultural product 
exporter port city 

Capital 
accumulation in 
the first circuit 
(primitive 
accumulation) 
under the 
imperialist policies 
of western 
capitalist countries 

Agricultural 
production 
(articulated to 
capitalist mode of 
industrial 
production 
through exporting 
agricultural 
products as the 
raw material) 

- Producing the spaces of 
port city to serve western 
European capitalist 
countries as an agricultural 
product exporter 
- Building a new town on 
the areas that were 
destroyed by fire 

The plan of 
Danger & 
Prost (1925) 
 

Physical 
planning 
approach 
 

- New city center 
area was not 
included by the plan 
- Public beach was 
proposed for 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ  

Alsancak Port Project 
and Railway Projects (as 
the large scale 
transportation 
infrastructure projects)   

Distribution and 
circulation of agriculture 
products to reproduce 
the relations and 
processes of capital 
accumulation 

1929 ς 1945  
 
The Construction of 
nation-state and 
state-led industrial 
development 
attempts in the city 

Capital 
accumulation in 
the first circuit 
through state-led 
industrialization 

Industry and 
Agriculture (State-
led national 
industrial 
development and 
agricultural 
production) 

- The construction of nation-
state and citizenship 
through urban policies 
- Nationalization of energy 
production and 
transportation & 
infrastructure services 
- State-led industrialization 
policies (protectionist  
policies and the planning of 
industrial development 
districts through state 
investment) 

The Revision 
of the plan 
of Danger & 
Prost (1933) 

Physical 
planning 
approach 
 

New city center and 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ 
center areas were 
not included by the 
master plan revision 

YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ         (planned 
and designed as an 
international fair site for 
the advertisement and 
marketing of industrial 
products) 

Marketing and 
advertisement of 
industrial products to 
reproduce the dynamics 
of nation state-led 
industrial development 
 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

1
8
9 

Table 5.3 (Continued) 

1945 ς 1960  
 
Attempts to 
liberalize local 
economy and 
transition towards 
import substituted 
industrialization 

Capital 
accumulation in 
the first circuit 
through import 
substituted sub-
fordist 
industrialization 
 

Industry and 
Agriculture 
(import 
substituted 
industrialization 
and agricultural 
production) 
 

- Socially inclusive 
urbanization: Tackling with 
rural unemployment and 
migration through 
providing industrial 
employment and 
legalization of illegal 
squatter development 
- Large scale 
transportation, energy 
infrastructure and industry 
investments through 
foreign financial resources 
(WB and Marshal Plan)  

- The Plan of Le 
Corbusier 
(prepared but not 
implemented in 
1948) 

Modernist 
urbanism & 
architecture 
approach 

- Small scale industrial 
development was 
proposed for the new 
city center area 
- A sport center with 
an open-green space 
system were 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ  

- Alsancak Port Extension 
Project (to enhance 
container transportation 
capacity) 
- Industry and logistic 
oriented development of 
Salhane district  
(not implemented) 
 

Production and 
distribution of 
industrial products to 
provide local 
economic 
development and 
industrial 
employment 
 - The Plan of Aru, 

mȊŘŜǒ ϧ /ŀƴōƻƭŀǘ 
(1952) 
 
 

Functionalist 
planning 
approach 
 

- Small scale industrial 
development and 
logistic functions were 
proposed for the new 
city center area 
- A public beach with 
excursion tourism 
functions were 
proposed for some 
ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 

1960 ς 1980 
 
Import substituted 
industrialization, 
migration and 
attempts to 
regulate sub-fordist 
regime in the city 

Capital 
accumulation in 
the first circuit 
through import 
substituted sub-
fordist 
industrialization 

Industry and 
Agriculture 
(import 
substituted 
industrialization 
and agricultural 
production) 
 

- Demand-oriented 
Keynesian redistributive 
policies: relatively high 
wages, provision of 
collective consumption and 
reproduction of labor 
- Socially inclusive 
urbanization:  
(1) Planning of heavy 
industrial zone through the 
investment of state and the 
provision of industrial 
employment  
 (2) Tackling with 
unemployment and 
migration through 
condoning and allowing 
squatter development and 
informal sector 
employment 

- The Master plan 
ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 
Metropolitan 
Planning Bureau 
(1973) 
- The Revision of 
the Master plan of 
TȊƳƛǊ 
Metropolitan 
Planning Bureau 
(1978) 
 

A Synthesis of 
rational 
comprehensive 
planning and 
structural 
planning 
approach 

- Commercial and 
Service functions 
were proposed in the 
revision of the master 
plan for the 
development of new 
city center area  
- A public beach with 
excursion tourism 
functions were 
proposed in the 
revision of the master 
plan for some parts of 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 

- Railway Project 
όŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƴƎ !ƭƛŀƐŀ ŀƴŘ 
¢ƻǊōŀƭƤ ŀƭƻƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƴƻǊǘƘ-
south axis)  
- A new industrial 
development zone in 
4ƛƐƭƛ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ƴŜǿ ǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ 
airport (partially 
implemented)   
 

Development of 
industrial structure in 
the city to provide 
industrial 
employment on the 
basis of a linear urban 
macro-form 
 

 



 

 

 

 

1
9
0 

Table 5.3 (Continued)  

1980-1990 
 
Roll-out Neo-
liberalization and 
the Rise of 
Urbanization within 
the Transformation 
of Local Economic 
Structure 
 

Capital 
accumulation 
in the first and 
second circuits 
through a 
stagnant 
export-
oriented post-
fordist 
industrial 
structure and 
developing 
commerce, 
tourism and 
finance based 
sectors   
 
 
 

Commerc
e and 
Service 
based 
sectors 
(tourism, 
ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜΧŜ
tc) and 
constructi
on sector 
 

- Supply-oriented growth first 
policies: low wages, marketization 
of collective consumption and 
privatization of public lands and 
services, attraction of capital 
through rent-oriented production 
of urban space, reproduction of 
capital rather than labor 
- Selective decentralization of 
planning powers:  
(1) Urban planning powers were 
decentralized to Municipalities 
(2) Greater Municipality and 
Mayors have become 
entrepreneurial and empowered 
through legislative interventions 
(3) Clientalist relations of Greater 
Municipality with large 
construction companies and also 
with squatters to provide economic 
interest and to get political support  

The master 
Ǉƭŀƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 
metropolitan 
area (Greater 
Municipality 
ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ 
1989) 
 

Increment
al planning 
approach 
 

- Commercial and 
Service functions were 
proposed in the master 
plan for the 
development of new 
city center area  
- TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ 
as an agriculture area to 
be protected. However, 
the first rent-oriented 
tourism development 
initiatives and counter 
activities to protect the 
area were first started 
in this period 
 

- Aegean Free Zone Project 
and Mass Housing Projects 
(implemented) 
- TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ 
Center Project, Konak 
Square Redeveleopment 
Project and Gedizkent 
Luxury Housing Project (not 
implemented)  
- First formation of urban 
entrepreneurialism and 
neo-liberal urban 
development visions and 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΥ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ 
Trade Center Project and 
Tourism and trade oriented 
development of Salhane 
district within the context 
ƻŦ άǿƻǊƭŘ Ŏƛǘȅ TȊƳƛǊέ 
discourse (projects not 
implemented) 

First formation of urban 
entrepreneurialism and neo-
liberal urban development 
visions and projects which 
was presented to public as 
the mechanisms of local 
economic growth and 
ƳŀƪƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊ άŀ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ 
ǿƻǊƭŘ Ŏƛǘȅέ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 
attracting investment  

2000s and today  
 
Roll-out Neo-
liberalization and 
the reorganization 
of capital and state 
policies in the way 
urban 
entrepreneurialism 
 

Capital 
accumulation 
in the first, 
second and 
third circuits: a 
diversified and 
entrepreneuri
al local 
economic 
structure to 
overcome the 
crisis of capital 
accumulation 
 

Commerc
e and 
Service 
based 
sectors 
(tourism, 
ŦƛƴŀƴŎŜΧŜ
tc) and 
constructi
on sector 
 

- Socially exclusive urbanization: (1) 
socio-spatial polarization and 
exclusion (2) urban regeneration 
projects without no social and 
spatial integrity (3) no more 
legalization of squatters and (4) 
privatization of public lands and 
services 
- Re-institutionalization of urban 
policy mechanisms: (1) Urban 
development projects as 
entrepreneurial urban policy, (2) 
place and scale based governance 
mechanisms like development 
agencies, and Special Provincial 
!ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ   
- Sectoral recentralization of 
ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇƻǿŜǊǎΧ Planning system 
has become fragmented, 
uncoordinated and non-holistic  

TȊƳƛǊ ǳǊōŀƴ-
region 
development 
plan (Greater 
Municipality 
ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ 
2007) 

Strategic 
Spatial 
Planning 

- Commercial and 
Service functions are 
proposed in the plan for 
the development of 
new city center area 
- Tourism-oriented 
development is 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ōȅ 
central government. 
However this 
proposition has been 
confronted by some 
oppositional social 
groups on the basis of 
public interest and 
protection of ecological 
values 

- bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ !ŜƎŜŀƴ 4ŀƴŘŀǊƭƤ 
Port Project (not 
implemented yet)  
- TȊƳƛǊ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 
Project (started in 1998, 
not implemented yet) 
- TȊƳƛǊ hƭȅƳǇƛŎ ǾƛƭƭŀƎŜ 
Project (implemented in 
2005 as a part of 
Universiade) 
- TȊƳƛǊ bŜǿ CŀƛǊ {ƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ 
Congress Center Project 
(not implemented yet) 
- New City Center 
Development Project 
(started in 2001, continuing 
to be implemented) 
- TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 
Development Project (not 
implemented yet) 

The rise of project-based 
and state-led urban 
entrepreneurialism. Neo-
liberal urban development 
visions and projects was 
presented to public as the 
inevitable policy measures 
to boost local economic 
growth, to provide 
employment and to enhance 
quality of life 
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CHAPTER 6 

 

4(% #!3% /& d:-)2ȡ ! COMPARATIVE INVESTIGATION OF THE POLITICAL 

CONSTRUCTION OF NEW #)49 #%.4%2 !.$ d.#IRALTI TOURISM CENTER 

DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS 

 

In Chapter 6, the empirical evidence of the case study research is presented, discussed and 

critically elaborated within a comparative perspective. The methodological framework of 

this thesis oriented research to make inductions and deductions and to use qualitative and 

quantitative research methods with a complementary manner. Through reviewing the 

literature on the politics of UDPs in the world and Turkey, initial arguments are deducted to 

design the case study of thesis. Furthermore; through making a political-economy based 

ǉǳŀƴǘƛǘŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΣ ǳƴŘŜǊƭȅƛƴƎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŀƭ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƻŦ 

capitalist urbanization processes are explained. This literature survey of UDPs and 

quantitative analysis of local economy provided key sources of deduction in designing the 

case study of research.  

 

The Case study research provides inductive findings to reconsider initial arguments of 

thesis. By this inductive way, empirical evidence of the case study contributes to the 

reconsideration of the political construction of UDPs. Empirical findings of the case study 

are elaborated in two parts. Firstly the dynamics of decision making behind the formation 

ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜŘΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ǇŀǊǘΣ ǘƘŜ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƻŦ 

opinion building in the political construction of two UDPs are compared and explored in 

detail. This case study chapter put particular emphasis on revealing how governmental and 

non-governmental agents collaborate to mobilize public support and consent for UDPs. 

 

6.1 The Comparative Investigation of Decision -Making Dynamics Behind the 

Formation of the P rojects  

Decision-making dynamics behind the formation of the projects are comparatively 

investigated with reference to planning processes, property relations and cooperative 

relations of dominant actors in the formation of the projects. Firstly as the key decision-

making process, the preparation and approval of development plans are outlined within a 

chronological manner. Not only the procedures of planning process, but also different 
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views and opinions, supportive and oppositional discourses of key actors are identified and 

critically reinterpreted. This chronological evaluation of events provides a critical 

perspective to reveal how the formation process of the projects has been shaped and 

constructed through the prevalent discourses and dominant views of powerful actors. 

Secondly, it is a widely-known fact that property relations play a crucial role in the 

production of urban space. Therefore, the existing and changing property patterns and 

relations are investigated and reinterpreted as the key dynamics of decision-making in the 

formation of the projects. The third point of consideration in the investigation of decision-

making dynamics outlines the key and powerful position of leading and dominant actors in 

the formation of the projects and emphasizes that these projects also reflect and embody 

άŀ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŦƻǊŎŜǎέ όƛƴ DǊŀƳǎŎƛŀƴ ǎŜƴǎŜύ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƴŀƛƴƭȅ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎΣ 

business associations, investors and media institutions. Lastly, the main findings of critical 

discourse analysis are pointed out through the identification of predominant and 

oppositional views and the discursive practices behind the formation of these views.  

 

6.1.1 The Chronology of Events in the Formation of Projects  

The formation of NCC project dates back to the first years of 2000s. In 2001, the Greater 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŘŜŎƛŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

redevelopment of  the backside of Alsancak Port. A German architect Jochen Brandi won 

the competition with his project which was widely-ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ά¢ƘƛǊŘ TȊƳƛǊ tǊƻƧŜŎǘέΦ Since 

then designing a new city center in this declining urban area (ranging from the backside of 

ǘƘŜ !ƭǎŀƴŎŀƪ tƻǊǘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ and including 538 hectares of urban space) 

has become a flagship urban regeneration project to attract capital through a new central 

business district, commerce and consumption based activities, luxury and gated residents, 

shopping malls Χetc.  

 

After the competition, Greater Municipalƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ and approved a development 

plan to design the new city center in 2005. {ƻƳŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭǎ ƻŦ .ǊŀƴŘƛΩǎ ǿƛƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

were taken into consideration in the preparation of development plan. More importantly, it 

was made a series of meetings and discussions with investors, local business associations 

ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǇŀƛŘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƛƴŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ 

the views of these groups in the planning process and the demands of them were taken 

into consideration in formation of land-use and density decisions of the plan. In fact, this 

was a strategic decision to cooperate and collaborate with local capital and chambers. As a 
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result, New City Center Development Plan was approved in the year 2005 with the 

consensus of local government institutions, local capital (including investors and local 

business associations) and chambers.   

 

bŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ 

opportunity to regenerate the old industrial and storage-oriented use of this declining and 

ŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀέ όT¸YabTtΣ нлмлύΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƭǎƻ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ άŀ ǾƛŀōƭŜ 

basis to provide new urban images, flagship urban design and regeneration projects to 

ƳŀƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴ internationally competitivŜ ǿƻǊŘ Ŏƛǘȅέ όT¸YabTtΣ нлмлύΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ 

that NCC area should ōŜŎƻƳŜ άŀ ƭƻŎƻƳƻǘƛǾŜ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ 

entrepreneurialism within the context of new global and local economic development 

ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ όT¸YabtΣ нлмлύ ¢ƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭity ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǇƭŀȅŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ŀƴŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ 

in the production of such predominant discourses in the formation of NCC project.  

 

¢ƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ƛƴǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ ǎƘŀǇŜ ŀƴŘ ōǳƛƭŘ ŀ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

opinion through the domination and manipulation of such regeneration and 

competitiveness based discourses but it also produced and disseminated collaboration and 

cooperation oriented discourses signifying that the project was prepared with the 

involvement of different stakeholders including investors, chambers and business 

associations. The years between the 2002 and 2006 passed through the dominance of such 

prevalent discourses and the Greater Municipality, investors, local business associations 

and chambers  played an important role in the production and dissemination of such 

hegemonic discursive practices.  

  

Lƴ нллсΣ ƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΣ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǊŜǾƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ 

ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ǊŜǾƛǎƛƻƴΦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ of 

Architecture (whose leader served as the consultant of the Mayor of Greater Municipality 

ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘύ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ǊŜǾƛǎƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ 

argued that this revision of building density should be understood as ŀ άǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ 

ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀέΦ         

  

In the following three years, there had been judiciary actions for the nullity and the cancel 

of the plan. As a result of the lawsuit, that was sued by the ex-Mayor of Greater 

Municipality and a few city councilors, the NCC development plan was canceled in 2009. 
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The reason behind the decision of the court was the lack of geological surveys and reports 

concerning the risk of earthquake in the NCC area. In fact, this judiciary action against the 

plan was carried out by a small group of local politicians and does not reflect an 

ideologically oppositional position against the formation of the project.  

 

After the court decision against the formation of the project, a new wave of hegemonic 

discourses started to dominate urban political agenda. The Mayor of Greater Municipality 

ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ b// ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿƛƭƭ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ нл ōƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŘƻƭƭŀǊǎ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ 

ǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ Ƨƻō ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ άǎǳŎƘ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭan 

ƘŀǊƳ ǘƻ ŀƭƭ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅέΦ 

Parallel with these discourses, investors and local business associations stated that judiciary 

actions obstruct huge investments, employment opportunities and preclude the 

regeneration of local economy and urban space on the basis of finance, commerce and 

tourism oriented sectors. 

 

In addition to the hegemonic discourses of the state and capital, investors has announced 

their particular projects in the NCC area since 2007. Their projects concentrate on the 

redevelopment of privately owned land with mixed use functions including shopping malls, 

offices and luxury residents. Huge office towers, shopping malls, gated and luxury residents 

has been introduced, presented and advertised to public as the new attractive spaces of 

NCC. In these place marketing strategies, it is emphasized that these towers, malls and 

ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎǳŎƘ 

discourses and place-marketing strategies, it is intended to mobilize public support and 

consent. 

 

In 2011, after the completion of geological surveys and reports, NCC development plan was 

approved again and District Municipalities started to prepare 1/1000 scaled implementary 

development plans όǳȅƎǳƭŀƳŀ ƛƳŀǊ ǇƭŀƴƤύ in accordance with the regulative land use and 

density decisions of NCC development plan. As a result, since the year 2011 investors have  

taken their building licenses and started to construct their particular projects in the NCC 

area. Although there was judiciary actions against the formation of the projects throughout 

the 2000s, the project was started to be implemented in 2011. Important events and their 

roles in the formation of NCC project are outlined with a chronological manner in table 

mentioned below. It took ten years of time to start the implementation of NCC project.  
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Table 6.1 The Chronology of Events and Developments in the Formation of NCC Project 

Years Events and Developments 

2001 International Urban Design Competition for the redevelopment of the backside 
ƻŦ !ƭǎŀƴŎŀƪ tƻǊǘ ǿŀǎ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ  

2002 - 2005 NCC development plan ƘŀŘ ōŜŜƴ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 
through collaborating with investors, local business associations and chambers 

2005 NCC development plan ǿŀǎ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ    

2006 NCC development plan was revised to increase building density    

2007 - 2010 Judiciary actions against the formation of NCC project. A small group of local 
politicians brought several judiciary actions for the nullity and cancel of NCC plan 

2007 - Χ Investors started to declare their particular projects in NCC area, including the 
construction of huge office towers, shopping malls, gated and luxury residents 
ΧŜǘŎΦ 

2009 NCC development plan was canceled owing to the lack of geological surveys and 
reports concerning the risk of earthquake in the NCC area  

2010 NCC development Plan was revised and approved again through the completion 
of geological surveys and reports 

2011 NCC project was started to be implemented. Implementary development plans 
were prepared and approved by the District Municipalities and investors started 
to construct their particular projects in the NCC area. 

 

¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όTTC) Development Project follows a different path 

in terms of the planning process and the relations of different actors. In fact, the 

άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳέ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŘŀǘŜǎ ōŀŎƪ ǘƻ мфуф ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ ǿƘŜƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ declared 

as a TourƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΦ .ŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ мффлǎΣ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ 

agricultural area with a diversity of ecological resources. After the tourism center decision, 

since the 1990s, it has been subjected to various development efforts although there were 

important counter ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ 

should be absolutely conserved. Between the years 1990 and 2006; a five star hotel, a 

shopping mall and some luxury villas had been constructed as piecemeal developments 

through bypassing and relaxing conservation decisions. As a result of this piecemeal 

developments, the level of boron in the soil had increased excessively and therefore 

agricultural productivity and ecological diversity of the soil had decreased sharply in 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŜȄǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ 

intentionally in the 1990s and 2000s as a result of these developments and construction 

facilities.      

 

In 2006, as the leading local business associatƛƻƴ TȊƳƛǊ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳŜǊŎŜ stated that 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ ŦŀƛǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ investment within the 
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context of EXPO. Central and local government authorities supported and advanced this 

proposal of local business through expanding the area of tourism center and starting the 

planning procedure for development. In the year 2007, T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

cooperation and collaboration of central and local governments, local business associations 

and property owners in the project area. ²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ǿŀǎ 

ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ 9·th нлмр ŀƴŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜ 9·th нлмр TȊƳƛǊ 9ȄŜŎǳǘƛǾŜ 

Committee was established as a public-private partnership to manage EXPO 2015 

/ŀƴŘƛŘŀŎȅ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜǎe developments show us that hosting a large scale event 

ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ Ŏŀǘŀƭȅǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  

 

Lƴ нллтΣ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ ŀƴ 9·th-based tourism 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ōƛƭƭƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎέ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘǎ 

ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέΦ 9·th нлмр TȊƳƛǊ 9ȄŜŎǳǘƛǾŜ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

EXPO-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ƘǳƎŜ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎέ ŀƴŘ άƛƴcreasing GDP per capita in 

TȊƳƛǊέ όY¢.Σ нллтύΦ {ǳŎƘ 9·th-based hegemonic discourses intended to mobilize public 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ƴƻǘŜŘ 

ǘƘŀǘ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ нллтΣ there was an EXPO-based coalition of 

state and capital actors including central and local governments, investors and local 

business associations.  

 

In fact; such an EXPO-based coalition of social forces did not only produce and disseminate 

hegemonic discoǳǊǎŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέΤ ōǳǘ ƛǘ 

ŀƭǎƻ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƪŜȅ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘΦ CƻǊ 

instance; in 2007 as the central actor of this EXPO-based coalition, Ministry of Culture and 

TouriǎƳ ǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ŀƴŘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ 

ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ȊƻƴŜέ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ 

ŀǊŜŀǎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ƻǇŜƴŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ-oriented development. There was an active and 

offensive EXPO-ōŀǎŜŘ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project. However, chambers of UCTEA (The Union of Chambers of Turkish Engineers and 

Architects) environmentalist non-governmental organizations, left wing-socialist political 

parties and most of the academicians from universities have opposed to the formation of 

ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜ ƛƴ ǎǳŎƘ ŀƴ 9·th-based coalition of actors.  
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In 2008 it was announced that TȊƳƛǊ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǿƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ Ƙƻǎt EXPO 2015 event. 

However EXPO-based coalition of government and business actors continued to 

ŎƻƴŎŜƴǘǊŀǘŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/Φ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ƳƻƴǘƘǎ ƻŦ нллуΣ ŀ ƴŜǿ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ 

prepared and approved with the collaboration and cooperation of central and local 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎΦ [ƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ T¢/ 

9ƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ tƭŀƴ όT¢a 4ŜǾǊŜ 5ǸȊŜƴƛ tƭŀƴƤύΦ     

 

Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ T¢/ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ-oriented development, but it 

also has commerce and residential-based land use decisions to construct shopping malls 

ŀƴŘ ƭǳȄǳǊȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ ¢ƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ όŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9!ύ ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ 

rent-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎŀƴŎŜƭ ƻŦ T¢/ 

environmental Ǉƭŀƴ ƛƴ нллфΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴΣ T¢/ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ 

ŎŀƴŎŜƭŜŘ ƛƴ нллфΦ ¢ƘŜ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project explicitly stated this court decision and chambers as the oppositional forces 

obstructing the tourism-oriented development of local economy. Since 2010, project-based 

Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎ the legislation of a new project-based law 

ǘƻ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

 

The major argument behind the discourse of project-based law is ǘƘŀǘ άǎǳŎƘ ¦5tǎ όƭƛƪŜ T¢/ύ 

entails the enactment of particular and project-based legislative frameworks to facilitate 

the implementation of the projectέ. Currently there is not any project-based legislative 

framework designed and enacted to bypass court decisions and to facilitate the 

implementŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΤ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ it is a high probability that such a project-based 

legislative framework could be enacted within the EXPO 2020 Candidacy process to 

overcome oppositional activities of chambers. !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŜŘ ȅŜǘΣ 

there is an EXPO-based government and business coalition aggressively supporting the 

ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦŀƛƭΣ ǘƘƛǎ 9·th-

based coalition tend to mobilize legislative power of the state to form a coercive base of 

power for the implementation of the project.      

 

¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ōǊƛŜŦƭȅ ŀƴŘ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŘƛǎŎǳǎǎŜŘ and this discussion is 

outlined with a chronological manner within the table mentioned below. A detailed 

ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎŜǎ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ 
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predominant and oppositional discourses are elaborated within the tables mentioned in the 

case study chapter.  

 

Table 6.2 The Chronology of Events and Developments in the Formation of T¢/ project 

Years Events and Developments 

1989 TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ŀǎ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ - T¢/ύ 

1989-2005 Discussions and failed attempts to form a deǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦƻǊ T¢/  

2005 TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ȊƻƴŜέ  
όōȅ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ tǊƻǾƛƴŎƛŀƭ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƻǊŀǘŜ ƻŦ !ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜύ 

2006 A participatory ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎ όŎŀƭƭŜŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ CƻǊǳƳǳύ ǿŀǎ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ to give rise to 
the collaborŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ T¢/ όƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ 
central and local government institutions, local business associations, chambers, 
universities and other non-governmental institutions) 

2007 Ministry of Culture and Tourism eliminated άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ȊƻƴŜέ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ 
ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ  άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΦ  
(AƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ƻǇŜƴŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ-oriented development) 

2007 T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ with the cooperation and 
collaboration of central and local governments, local business associations and 
property owners  
(An EXPO-based coalition of central, local governments and business associations 
ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀƎŜƴŘŀ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘύ  

2007 The ChambeǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9! ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ 
project. 

2008 TȊƳƛǊ ƭƻǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ against Milano to host EXPO 2015 event 

2008 ! ƴŜǿ T¢/ project was prepared and approved with the cooperation and 
collaboration of central and local governments, local business associations and 
property owners 

2009 ¢ƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9! ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ 
project again 

2010 Local and central government politicians started to discuss and demand a 
project-based new law to facilitate the implementation ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

2011 ! ƴŜǿ T¢/ project was prepared and approved with the cooperation and 
collaboration of central and local governments, local business associations and 
property owners 

2011 The Chambers affiliated to UCTEA ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ brought 
judiciary action for the cancel of the project    

2011 Central government politicians stated that a project-based new law to facilitate 
ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜxt of 
EXPO 2020 Candidacy Process 
(EXPO-based coalition of government and business continued to dominate the 
ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ)    

 

6.2.2 The Existing and Changing Property Patterns and Relations in the Areas of 

the Projects  

Property patterns and relations could be investigated as a driving force of decision-making 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ŦƻŎǳǎ 

on the analysis of property relations; a short interpretation on property relations is 
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reflected in this part to briefly explain how the changes in the property patterns and 

relations have constituted an influence over the key decisions taken in the planning process 

of each projects. 

 

NCC project covers two neighborhoods and a waterfront site ranging from Alsancak Port 

ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀ ŘƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜƭȅ ŀƴŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎƭȅ ƻǿƴŜŘ 

factories, small-scale manufacturing workshops, warehouse and storage buildings. To a 

large extent, the property pattern of NCC project area was shaped by these privately and 

publicly owned properties. In the last ten years, most of the public properties in this area 

were transferred to private sector through the privatization of publicly owned lands and 

buildings. Currently; except Ege Neighborhood, the property pattern of NCC project area is 

consisted of large plots and parcels that belongs to private holdings and companies. Ege 

Neighborhood is located at the backside of Alsancak Port and consisted of small properties 

of migrant and poor Romans (an ethnic minority in Turkey) whose title deeds were 

distributed in 1984 through the enactment of the Development Amnesty Law.  

 

The pattern of property has influenced the major decisions of NCC development plan. Large 

property owner investor firms affected the formation of land-use and density relations. 

Because they intended to construct mixed-use projects including huge office towers, 

shopping malls, gated and luxury residents, they demanded mixed-use land-use and high-

density building decisions. The GrŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

large property owner investor firms and revised NCC development plan in accordance with 

such demands of large property owners. The interviews texts (that are deciphered from the 

voice record of inǘŜǊǾƛŜǿǎύ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǊŜǾƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

planning decisions in order to serve to the interests of large property owner and developer 

investor firms. 

 

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊ 1  
ά²Ŝ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ŦǊƻƳ b// ǎƛǘŜΧ ²Ŝ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǘƻƭŘ 
and present their projects to us. In the preparation of NCC development plan, we always 
consider their particular projects. These large property owners saw draft of the development 
plans in different phases of planning. We also saw their particular projects that are expected to 
be constructed in their large plots. But, other than large property owners, local residents for 
ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƴƴƻǳƴŎŜŘ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΧ Lƴ ǘƘe first NCC 
development plan, as planners we did not think housing, but afterwards investors and large 
ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘŜŘ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎΦ ²Ŝ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǾƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴΧ L 
could say that the demand of large property owners have become influential in taking land use 
decisions. Almost all of the NCC site has become a mixed use land use zone due to their 
ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎΦέ     
Investor of NCC site, Tekfen Holding Executive Board Member 
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άLƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛƴ нллрΣ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ our parcel was commerce. But 
we also want housing because we want to construct a mixed use project including mall, 
residences and offices. Most of the property developers and construction companies think like 
ǳǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ƳƛȄŜŘ ǳǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΧ [ŀǘŜǊ ƻƴΣ ǿŜ ǘŀƭƪŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊ YƻŎŀƻƐƭǳΦ ²Ŝ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ 
our demands and say that we need housing land use because our projects are mixed use. With 
the plan revision in 2009, they considered our demands and revised the plan. Currently, there is 
not any obstacle for ǳǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ƻǳǊ ƳƛȄŜŘ ǳǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ         
Property Owner Household at Ege Neigborhood 
ά[ŀǊƎŜ ƘƻƭŘƛƴƎǎΣ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƳŀƪŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜΣ ǘƘǳǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ 
ŀƴŘ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘΦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǇŀƛŘ ǇŀǊǘƛcular attention to the 
demand of such powerful groups. We are poor, migrant local residents and our thoughts and 
views are not important for them. They did not take our views in the preparation of NCC 
development plan. But we heard that they are preparing an urban regeneration project for our 
ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘΦ ²ŜƭƭΣ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƛƭƭ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǳǎ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƭŀƴΦ .ǳǘ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƻ 
do. If they give us apartments in return for our properties, then we might consent to the plan. 
²Ŝ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ ŀǿŀȅ from here. Who wants! Officials from Greater Municipality come 
ƘŜǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŜ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƳΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǇƻƻǊΣ ƳƛƎǊŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘŜƴŀƴǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƘŜǊŜΦ ²Ŝ ŘƻƴΩǘ 
ǿŀƴǘ ŘƛǎǇƭŀŎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŜŘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΦέ 

 

The interview texts mentioned below also reveal that small property owners and tenants in 

Ege Neighborhood could not have an influence over the formation of planning decisions. 

They could not affect the formation of land-use and density decisions, rather NCC project is 

expected to give rise to the displacement of migrant and poor people living in Ege 

Neighborhood. Moreover, because it has a small property pattern with a migrant and poor 

population, Ege Neighborhood is excluded from the framework of NCC development plan. 

In NCC Development Plan, Ege Neighborhood is ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ȊƻƴŜέ 

entails further attention and a detailed intervention to regenerate the neighborhood 

όT¸YabtΣ нлмлύΦ !ǎ ŀ άǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ȊƻƴŜέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ǘƻ 

ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ 9ƎŜ bŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ 

ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǘƘrough the 

interviews and observations, it is not detected a significant change of property pattern in 

NCC area. However, planning processes and decisions have changed according to the 

pattern of property and the mechanisms and decisions of planning have differ in 

intervening to large and small property patterns in NCC area (Acar, 2011; T¸YabtΣ нлмлύΦ 

 

!ǎ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ƻŦ b// ŀǊŜŀΣ T¢/ ŀǊŜŀ ǿŀǎ ƻƴŎŜ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ƻŦ ǎƳŀƭƭ 

scale agricultural producers of citrus fruits. However in the last decade agricultural 

productivity of soil was declined sharply and most of the agricultural producers abandoned 

the production of ŎƛǘǊǳǎ ŦǊǳƛǘǎΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ 

changed not only under the effect of agricultural decline but also as a direct outcome of 

tourism-oriented development initiativeǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŘǊŀƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ 

affected the pattern of property and some investors started to buy the small lands of citrus 
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producers. Interview texts and observations in the field survey show us how the property 

pattern has changed and large investors have become dominant in the planning decisions 

ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ    

 

.ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊ 
ά¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ Ƙŀǎ ǎƘƻǿŜŘ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƛƳŜΦ {Ƴŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ 
farmer families started to sell their land to large tourism investors. This has increased 
ŘǊŀƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀŦǘŜǊ нллсΧ bƻǿ ǿŜ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƻǊ ŦƻǳǊ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ 
ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǎƳŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ ŦŀǊƳŜǊ ŦŀƳƛƭƛŜǎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦέ  
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Assistant Expert 
άLǘ ƛǎ ǘǊǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ .ǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ 
ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŀǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ 
are investors having allocation of public lands or even collecting small land of local residents. 
They have also employ people to follow their work in here. They come here and endeavor to get 
the right land use and density decision for them which maximize their profits from tourism 
ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎΧ LŦ ŀ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊ ƛǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳically and politically powerful, he has more influence 
ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎΦ Lƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎǳŎƘ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 
ƻǿƴŜǊǎΦ {Ƴŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ōȅ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƛƴƎ ŀƴ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴΦ 
They defŜƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴΦέ    
Property Owner Household at .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ bŜƛƎōƻǊƘƻƻŘ 
άLƴ ƛƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ƘŀƴŘǎ ƛƴŎǊŜŘƛōƭȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛƪŜ ǳǎ ŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 
agricultural production of citrus fruits have become the victims of development problem in 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ Lƴ ƻƴŜ ǎŜƴǎŜΣ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŦƻǊŎŜŘ ǘƻ ǎŜƭƭ ƻǳǊ ƭŀƴŘǎ ǘƻ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ƴƻ ŎƘƻƛŎŜΧ 
We could not take development rights for building in our own lands, on the other side, we all 
have depts. We obliged to sell our ƭŀƴŘǎ ǘƻ Ǉŀȅ ƻǳǊ ŘŜǇǘƘǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǿŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴȅ 
accumulated money. Just I left. I am still resisting to sell my small land that was inherited from 
Ƴȅ ŦŀƳƛƭȅΦέ  

 

It is understood that the decline of agricultural production have constituted a pressure for 

ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ŦŜǿ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ 

ǿƘƻ ŀƛƳ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ƳŀƭƭǎΣ ŦƛǾŜ ǎǘŀǊ ƘƻǘŜƭǎ ŀƴŘ ƎŀǘŜŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿƛǘƘ 

ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎΦ ¦ƴƭƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ T¢/ ǇǊoject initiated the 

transformation of property patterns and this transformation make large investors (who 

ƘŀǾŜ ōƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƳŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΩǎ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎύ ƳƻǊŜ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 

process since they have obtained a power over the taking of land use and density decisions. 

Furthermore, as interview texts unveiled, this power of large investors has been utilized 

ŀƴŘ ŜȄŜǊǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŎƭƻǎŜŘ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ŎƭƻǎŜŘ ŘƻƻǊǎ 

with the top decision-makers of the Ministry of Culture and Tourism. 

 

In addition to the transformation of property pattern, small land owner inhabitants of 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƭǎƻ  ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ 

ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/Φ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ  ƻŦ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŀƴǘǎ όTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ 

5ŜǊƴŜƐƛΣ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ !Ǌǎŀ aŀƐŘǳǊƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛύ ǿŜǊŜ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜŦŜƴŘ ŀƴŘ ŀŘǾŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ 

interests of small land owner inhabitants in the planning process. Such associations also 
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strengthens collaborative relations with different small land owner inhabitants and 

therefore intend to facilitate the formation and implementation of the project   

 

6. 1. 3 Leading and Dominant Actors and the Role of Their Cooperative Relations 

in the Formation of the Projects   

Which governmental institutions and non-governmental organizations play a leader and 

ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΚ Iƻǿ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ 

collaborated and cooperated in the formation of the projects? And how such collaboration-

based relations form a project-based and short-term coalition of social forces in the 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΚ Lƴ-depth interviews and institution 

questionnaire provide key findings for the answering of such questions.    

 

It could be identified six major actors playing interrelated roles and sharing dominant 

Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 

operate as the central decision-ƳŀƪŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality όTDaύ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳǎ ǘƘƛǎ central decision-maker role through organizing an 

international urban design competition, preparing and approving development plan and 

designing selectively participative platforms to take decisions in the preparation of 

development plan. This platform was organized as advisory committee meetings to take 

key land-use and density decisions in the preparation of NCC development plan and 

investors-large property owners, local business associations and chambers affiliated to 

UCTEA were included in these advisory committee meetƛƴƎǎΦ TDa ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜ ǘƘŜ 

support and consent of these key social groups through organizing such advisory 

committee meetings. Secondly, it is obvious that investors (most of whom are large 

property owners in NCC project area) are in an important and decisive position in the taking 

of NCC planning decisions. In fact, large construction companies and property investment 

partnerships have particular projects for the redevelopment of NCC, including the 

construction of shopping malls, five star hotels, huge office towers and luxury residents. 

TDa ǇŀƛŘ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǾƛǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ 

land-use and density decisions of development plan to make it adaptable for the 

implementation of such malls, hotels and towers. For instance, in 2006, building density 

and land-use decisions were changed after the demands of investors. Thirdly, District 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ όYƻƴŀƪ ŀƴŘ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅύ ŀƭǎƻ ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ŀǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ 

institutions in the planning process and implementation of the project. District 
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aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŎŀǊǊƛŜŘ ƻǳǘ ƪŜȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ TDa ƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǎǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ 

planning process and prepared and approved 1/1000 scale implementary development 

plans to start the implementation of NCC project.  

 

Fourthly, the chambers affiliated to UCTEA could be stated as the most crucial and key non-

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ǎ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ǘŜȄǘǎ ǊŜǾŜŀƭΣ TȊƳƛǊ 

Branch of the Chamber of Architectures actively involved in the preparation of NCC 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΣ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 

Architectures (Mr. Hasan Topal) worked as the advisor of Mayor. In addition to this, it is 

ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ǘƘŀǘ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǇǊƻǾided occupational and 

ǘŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǎǘŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ b// ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴΦ bƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ 

the Chamber of Architectures, but also different related chambers (affiliated to UCTEA) 

were invited to the advisory committee meetings in the preparation of NCC development 

ǇƭŀƴΦ LƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ǘŜȄǘǎ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ TDa ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

formation of NCC development plan.   

      

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ 9Ȅ-head of the Department of Urban Development 
ά²Ŝ ƳŀŘŜ ŀŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ ŎƻƳƳittee meetings before the preparation of NCC development plan. With 
this meetings, we wanted to learn the interests and expectations of large property owners from 
NCC project. Investors, business groups, chambers and us we all gathered together and worked 
ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀŘǾƛǎƻǊȅ ŎƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜΧ ²Ŝ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǘŀƭƪŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƪŜ ŎŀǊŜ ƻŦ ƭŜŀǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƛǊ 
tendencies and expectations. We asked them what you want to construct in your large plots? 
We had always stay in touch with them to learn their particular projects. And we always 
ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǘŜƴŘŜƴŎƛŜǎΣ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴ ǇǊŜǇŀǊƛƴƎ b// ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴΧ 
They demanded high-rise and high density building conditions and as the head of urban 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ L ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎΦέ  
Chamber of Architectures, The HŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
άL ŀƳ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// 
development plan. Therefore, I have supportive views in favor of NCC project. As chamber, all 
organized architectures, supported to the formation of NCC project. As I said, not only 
ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘΣ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ǿŜ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴΣ ǿŜ ƳŀŘŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎέ  
TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊ 1 
ά!ǎ ǘƘŜ head of the chambers of architectures, Mr. Hasan Topal has made significant 
contributions to the preparation of NCC development plan. Not only his personal efforts, but 
ŀƭǎƻ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎ ŀǎ ŀ ǿƘƻƭŜ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻf NCC 
project. They come here. We made meetings and discussions concerning the formation of land 
ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƻƴΧ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ǾŜǊȅ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ ŀŘǾŀƴǘŀƎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ b// 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ    

 

As a fifth point of consideration, local capital organizations (the chambers of commerce, 

industry and businessman associations) could be stated as a significant non-governmental 

actor in the formation of NCC project. All local capital organizations support the formation 

of NCC project without any disagreement. As interview texts show, the most of the local 
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capital organizations were invited to advisory committee meetings in the formation of NCC 

development plan. These local capital organizations have manifested their support for NCC 

project in every stages of the project and they play a significant role in mobilizing public 

support and consent through the (re)production of investment, growth and employment-

based predominant discourses in these manifestations.        

 

As the later parts of case study chapter elucidate, such predominant discourses (reflected 

and manifested in media) have become hegemonic superstructural elements in the shaping 

of public opinion within the formation of both project. As the sixth and last point of 

consideration, the supportive role of government in the formation of NCC could be 

underlined. Although central government does not have any authority of planning and 

therefore it is in a passive position in the formation of NCC project, the representatives of 

Justice and Development Party (JDP) ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ό¢ƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ƻŦ ¢ǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘΣ W5tΩǎ 

ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǇŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ ōƻŀǊŘ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ W5t TȊƳƛǊ ǇǊƻǾƛƴŎƛŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴύ 

declared their support for NCC project. In addition, it is also detected that one of the most 

important promise oŦ W5tΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴ 

campaign of 2010 was the implementation of NCC project. Although JDP government has 

no authority in the formation of NCC project, it declared its support for the project and 

constituted ŀƴ ƛƳǇƭƛŎƛǘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ǿƛǘƘ TDa ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  

   

TȊƳƛǊ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳŜǊŎŜΣ /ƻƴǎǳƭǘŀƴǘ ƻŦ ¦Ǌōŀƴ !ŦŦŀƛǊǎ 
ά¢ƘŜ ƭŀǊƎŜǎǘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƛǎ TȊƳƛǊ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 
Commerce. After us, there are other business associations coming to the fore including the 
ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘ ƳŀǊƛƴŜ ǘǊŀŘŜΣ T½{T!5 ŀƴŘ 9DT!5Φ !ǎ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǿŜ Ƴŀȅ 
have divergent opinions on some issues of local economy. But we totally agree in the formation 
ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ ²Ŝ ŀƭƭ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΧ L ŎƻǳƭŘ ǎŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ 
ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǎƘŀǊŜ ŀ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ 
two projects. We support to the formation of these projects, because they will provide million 
ŘƻƭƭŀǊǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘΦ !ŎǘǳŀƭƭȅΣ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ƛŦ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴȅ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦέ      
WǳǎǘƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ 5ŜƳƻŎǊŀŎȅ tŀǊǘȅΣ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ .ƻŀǊŘ aŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ  
άb// tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎhould be realized. Because it will attract both foreign and domestic investors. We 
should not obstruct the implementation of this project. With this project, there will be provided 
attractive spaces for investors and lots of new employment opportunities for the people. NCC 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ǘƻ ŜǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅΧ !ŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ b// 
ǎƛǘŜΣ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ D5t ōƻǘƘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ǉƭŀȅǎ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ 
ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘΦέ           
TȊƳƛǊ LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ ƻŦ ¢ŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅΣ !ŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ {ǘŀŦŦ 
ά²Ƙŀǘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŜȄǇŜŎǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜ ǎȅƳōƻƭƛŎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƻǿŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ 
ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǊŜƴǘΦ L ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ŀŘŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ŎƻǊǇƻǊŀǘŜ 
something and this project provides such an opportunity to corporately dominate urban 
development. NCC project is so critical for those who argue that I make investments for 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΧ ²Ŝ ŀƭǎƻ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ WǳǎǘƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ 5ŜƳƻŎǊŀŎȅ tŀǊǘȅ Ƙŀǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ 
TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƭƛŎƛǘ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘǿƻ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎΧ 
¢ŀƘŀ !ƪǎƻȅ ǿŀǎ W5tΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜ ƛƴ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻƳƛǎŜ ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ 
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ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ŀƳƻƴƎǎǘ TDa ŀƴŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ 
govŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ            

 

Like NCC Project, there are six major dominant actors playing key roles in the formation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ όa/¢ύ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ 

decision-maker in the planning process. The MCT has authority to prepare plans for the 

tourism-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ƛǘ ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ 

manage different interests, demands and views (of different social groups) on the basis of 

tourism-oriented development. It could be also interpreted that the MCT has play a crucial 

ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ W5tΩǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ through the implementation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƎƛǾŜ ǊƛǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ Ƙǳge 

amount of rent. Secondly, it is clearly observable that property owners and investors are in 

ŀƴ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴǘƛŀƭ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ 

ōŜŜƴ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōƻught the lands of small 

land owners. Interview texts unveil that these large investors have become dominant and 

influential in taking land-use decisions through direct and closed door meetings with the 

top managers of the MCT. In addition to large investors, small land owners have also 

organized their power to become influential in the planning process and for this purpose 

they established two associations (TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǾŜ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ ¢ŀōƛŀǘƤƴƤ DǸȊŜƭƭŜǒǘƛǊƳŜ ǾŜ 

5ŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛΣ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ !Ǌǎŀ aŀƐŘǳǊƭŀǊƤ Tƴǎŀƴƛ 5ŀȅŀƴƤǒƳŀ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛ) and organized 

meetings with the MCT. 

 

Thirdly, it should be uncovered and underlined how local government institutions 

collaboratŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ 

observations, interviews and questionnaires in the field survey, it is detected a 

collaboration of central government (The Ministry of Culture and Tourism) and local 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ όTȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅύ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project. As interview texts show every draft plans (prepared by the MCT for the 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/ύ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǎŜƴǘ ǘƻ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴǎ 

have been finalized through considering the views and revisions of local governments. 

Therefore, there is a collaboration and cooperation of central and local governments in the 

ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/Φ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ to 

acquire not only the consent of local governments, but also an active support and consent 

of key local non-governmental organizations (including chambers affiliated to UCTEA, 

environmentalist NGOs and universities).  
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Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Top Level Bureaucrat 1 
ά²Ŝ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜƳŀƴŘ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΦ ¢ǿƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎ ŀǊŜ 
organized. We invited all stakeholders to this meeting because there are common issues like 
9·th ŀǊƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ 
aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ²Ŝ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ 
9·th ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ !ŦǘŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎΣ ǿŜ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ 
There was an agricultural protection zone decisƛƻƴΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ƻōǎǘŀŎƭŜ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 
Investors, property owners, local governments and us as a whole thought that this decision 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀōƻƭƛǎƘŜŘΦ ¢ƘŜƴΣ ǿŜ ǘƻƻƪ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ ōȅǇŀǎǎŜŘ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 
protection zone status ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴΦ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 
cooperation of Ministry and Greater Municipality. Although we have legal authority to prepare 
ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ ǿŜ ƴŜǾŜǊ ƛƳǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ŀƴŘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
goǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ǘŀƪŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƛƴǘƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ ²Ŝ ǎŜƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŘǊŀŦǘǎ 
ƻŦ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƳΦ ²Ŝ ƳŀŘŜ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƳ ŀƴŘ ǘƻƻƪ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻƴ 9·thΣ 
ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ŦƛƴŀƭƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜƭȅΦέ               
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Expert 
άLǘ ǿŀǎ ǾŜǊȅ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎŜŜƴ ƛƴ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎ ƻƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŜȄŎŜǇǘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǳƴiversities 
all of the local stakŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǘƘŜ 
Mayors of GreaǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ŘƛŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ōŜǎǘ ǘƻ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŜ T¢/ 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅ ŀƴŘ 
we also considered their demand in planning. Investors, local business groups have already 
pursued the planning studies and even collaborated with us. I mean that we collaborate and 
take into consideration the views of almost all stakeholders. But chambers affiliated to UCTEA 
and some academicians from  universities obviously declared their oppositional views against 
ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǿǊƻƴƎ Η Iƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ 
ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜ ƛǘ Η TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǿƛƭƭ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ  ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅέΦ          
TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊ н 
¢ƘŜȅ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǳǎ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƴ ŀƭƭ ǎǘŀƎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǎŜƴǘ 
us 5000 and 1000 scale draft development plans and asked our views on these draft plans. Such 
activities show us that the Ministry of Culture and Tourism aims to collaborate with local 
ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/Χ !ƭǎƻ L ƘŜŀǊǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƻƳŜ ōǳǊŜŀǳŎǊŀǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ŎƻƳŜ 
here and made meetings with the decision-makers of Greater Municipality and board members 
ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ŜȄǇŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǳǎ ǘƻ ǇŜǊǎǳŀŘŜ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ .ǳ ǿŜ ŎŀƴΩǘ Řƻ ƛǘ Η      

 
 

As the fifth and sixth ŀŎǘƻǊǎΣ 9·th TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ .ƻŀǊŘ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ Ǉƭŀȅ 

leading and predominant roles ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ! ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ŀǊŜŀ ǿŀǎ 

ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ 9·th CŀƛǊ {ƛǘŜ ƛƴ нллт ŀƴŘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

presented with an EXPO-based tourism-oriented approach that is constructed and 

ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ōȅ 9·th TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ .ƻŀǊŘ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ 9·th TȊƳƛǊ 

Steering Board was established as a public-private partnership of government institutions 

and business associations and it has played a key role in increasing awareness and 

mobilizing public support and cƻƴǎŜƴǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀŘǾŜǊǘƛǎƛƴƎ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǎ ŀƴ 

EXPO-based tourism development schemeΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ 9·th TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ .ƻŀǊŘ 

play a constitutive role in the (re)production of predominant view within the formation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ TȊƳƛǊ ƭost the competition against Milano to host EXPO 2015 meeting; however 

TȊƳƛǊ ƛǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴ ŀǎ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΩǎ ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀǘŜ ǘƻ Ƙƻǎǘ 9·th нлнл ōȅ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ 
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ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ŀƴ 9·th-based tourism 

development approach. The efforts of central and local governments, local business 

associations and EXPO 2020 TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ .ƻŀǊŘ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǘƻ Ǉƭŀƴ T¢/ ōƻǘƘ ŀǎ ŀƴ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ 

site and health tourism center. 

 

Lƴ ōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ όb// ŀƴŘ T¢/ύΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ŀǘǘempts to construct collaborative 

and cooperative relations between governmental institutions and non-governmental 

organizations. Such attempts in NCC project become successful since a collaboration of 

local governments, investors, local business associations and chambers is provided. Central 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƎƛǾŜǎ ŀ ǇŀǎǎƛǾŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

implementation of NCC project. The field survey findings also show that the collaboration 

and cooperation with chambers (affiliated to UCTEA) is particularly important in NCC 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ ƛǎ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

central and local governments. As a central government institution, the MCT initiated this 

collaboration. Through the collaboration of government institutions, the MCT aimed to 

ƳŀƴŀƎŜ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ Ŧŀƛƭ ǎƛƴŎŜ 

chambers refuted to collaborate with the MCT and continue to oppose against the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T/¢ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ    

 

The MCT is not successful in acquiring the support of chambers (affiliated to UCTEA). 

IƻǿŜǾŜǊΤ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀƴ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜΣ ŀƴ 9·th-based tourism 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ǎ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǎŎŀƭŜ 

event EXPO is utilized ŀǎ ŀ Ŏŀǘŀƭȅǎǘ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 

implement yet, an EXPO-based coalition of government and business emerged and started 

ǘƻ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ǘƘŜ ŀƎŜƴŘŀ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ LƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ǘŜȄǘǎ mentioned below show how EXPO-

ōŀǎŜŘ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŦƻǊƳǎ ŀ ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  

  

Chamber of City Planners, The IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
Lǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 
Project. They want ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ǘƘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǊƛƎƘǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǿƘŀǘ 
they want ! Ministry had organized meetings and invited local governments, tourism investors, 
local business associations. They formed a collaboration after these meetings. This collaboration 
ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ƳŀȄƛƳǳƳ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǊƛƎƘǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ L ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ 
ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ Ƙŀǎ ƻǇŜǊŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴΦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
did not resist to this coalition, rather it integrated to thƛǎ ŎƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴΧ 9ǾŜƴ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ƛŦ 
DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƘŀŘ ƭŜƎŀƭ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ǘƻ Ǉƭŀƴ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΣ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜ ŀ 
ƎƻƻŘ Ǉƭŀƴ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅΩǎ ǇƭŀƴΦέ 
Chamber of Architectures, The IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
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άbƻǿ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ 9·th ōŀǎŜŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ŎƭŜŀǊ 
ǘƘŀǘ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƳŀƪŜ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ 
ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ǿƘŀǘ ōǳǊŜŀǳŎǊŀǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 
Municipality think, but I am sure that the Mayor, his deputies and most of the city councilors 
support to this collaboration. I exactly know that Ministry is not taking any planning decision 
ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀǎƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛties. For instance, I heard that 
the final decision of building density in the plan was taken together with the decision-makers of 
DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅΦέ   

 

Except in-depth interviews, institution questionnaire also reveals the collaborative relations 

of central decision-maker actors in the formation of the project. According to the findings 

ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ TȊƳƛǊ 

DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ όTDaύ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛȊŜǎ ǘƻ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻrs-property owners in the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ TDa ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜǎ ŀǊŜ 

district municipalities, chambers and local business associations.  
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Figure 6.1 The actors that are considered as the collaborative-cooǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǇŀǊǘƴŜǊ ƻŦ TDa ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

formation of NCC project (institution questionnaire, rating) 

Note: The rating of each actor is computed by the rating of answers. Actors ranked first as the collaborative-

cooperative partner are assigned 3 points. Actors ranked second as the collaborative-cooperative partner are 

assigned 2 points. Actors ranked third as the collaborative-cooperative partner are assigned 1 point. The rating 

of each actor is computed by summing up of these points. This rating method is explained here and will not 

mention under each of the figure.   

 

[ƛƪŜ TDaΣ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ŦƛǊǎǘƭȅ ŀƴŘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘƭȅ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ 

cooperative relations with investors-ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

Another crucial point is that there is an obvious central and local government collaboration-

ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ 

ǘƘŜ a/¢ ŀƭǎƻ ƎƛǾŜǎ ǇǊŜŎŜŘŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ  ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ TDaΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ 

questionnaire could be validated through observations and interviews from field survey, 
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ǿƘƛŎƘ ǊŜǾŜŀƭǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ a/¢Σ TDa ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

T¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ        
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chambers affiliated to UCTEA 

other non-governmental organizations

governorship

universities

media institutions
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ōŀƭœƻǾŀ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ

the chambers of commerce and industry

izmir greater municipality

investors-property owners

 

Figure 6.2 The actors that are considered as the collaborative-cooperative partner of MCT in the 

formation of T¢/ project (institut ion questionnaire, rating) 

 

Interviews texts and the opinions of various institutions are reflected in the figures and 

quotations mentioned above. Such empirical evidence shows that governmental decision-

makerǎ όTDa ƛƴ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ a/¢ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘύ in the formation of each project 

prioritizes to collaborate and cooperate with investors-property owners and local business 

associations. In addition to this, the passive support of central government in the formation 

of NCC project and the cooperation of central and local governments in the formation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƭƭ ǇƭŀȅŜŘ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǊƻƭŜǎΦ However it should also be noted that these 

patterns of collaboration and cooperation does not directly mean a strict and long-term 

coalition of government and business actors in the formation of the project. Thus, the 

figures mentioned below represent not a long-term pro-growth coalition of actors in the 

formation of the projects, but rather they outline the major leading and dominant actors 

and their collaborative, cooperative relations in the formation of the projects. These 

governmental and non-governmental actors reflected in the figures constitute short-term, 

project-based and profit-oriented coalition like formations, constructing the political-

ideological basis of the projects. This short-term and project-based coalition like formation 

ƻŦ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘŜŘ ƛƴ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ōǳǘ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜ ƻŦ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ            
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Figure 6.3 Leading actors and their cooperative relations in the formation of NCC project 

 

 

Figure 6.4 Leading actors and their cooperative ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

 

6. 1. 4 The Main Findings of Critical Discourse Analysis  

The case study of thesis elucidates discourses of different actors. Predominant and 

oppositional discourses of governmental and non-governmental actors are critically 

ŀƴŀƭȅȊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ CŀƛǊŎƭƻǳƎƘΩǎ ŦǊŀƳŜǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ critical discourse analysis (Fairclough, 
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1995; 2001). The framework of critical discourse analysis concentrates on six main 

dimensions of discursive practices including vocabulary, grammar, textual structures, forces 

of utterance, intertextuality and the ideological coherence of texts. Discourses of different 

actors in the formation of the projects are critically and comparatively analyzed within this 

framework. An overall summary of the findings of critical discourse analysis are presented 

in the tables mentioned below. 

 

The findings of critical discourse analysis signify that governmental decision-maker actors 

and business actors in both of the projects use common economic growth-oriented words 

like άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

common words, there are also different words specific to each project. For instance in the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΤ TDaΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǳǎŜ άǳǊōŀƴ 

ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜƭȅΦ Governmental and business actors, on 

ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ ǳǎŜ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ ŀƴŘ ά9·thέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project. Moreover, there are coalition-ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ƭƛƪŜ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ 

ƻŦ άŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎέΦ {ǳŎƘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀǊe ideologically constructed to mobilize and 

consolidate public support in the formation of the projects.  

 

Grammatical features of media texts are also important since they dominate, manipulate 

and reinforce some particular meanings and perceptions concerning the formation of the 

projects. For instance; in both of the projects, scientific reasons behind the judiciary actions 

of oppositional actors are obscured through manipulating the grammatical structure of 

headings and news. Furthermore, the use of grammatical modes and pronouns reflects 

ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǘǊŀŘƛŎǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǇǊŜŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

Textual structures of media texts reveals how the formation of headings and articles in 

news gives rise to the manipulation of public opinion. The accusatory acts of speech and 

expressions of decision-makers and investors have constitute a force of utterance over the 

formation of public opinion. Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘhrough such acts of speech, 

these decision-makers and investors aim not only to construct public support, but also to 

constitute a public pressure over the oppositional activities of chambers.  

 

Critical discourse analysis also made an intertextual analysis of several documents and it is 

revealed that some concepts like άinvestmentέ, άgrowthέ, άemploymentέ, άpublic interestέ 

and άcooperationέ have all stated and ideologically constructed as common discourses and 
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themes in several documents. Lastly, the findings of critical discourse analysis also indicate 

that the internal ideological coherence of predominant discourses is high in both of the 

projects. However; unlike NCC project, there is a certain ideological contradiction between 

predominant and oppositional discourses ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ.   
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   Table 6.3 The Main Framework of Critical Discourse Analysis 

 NCC Project T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

Vocabulary 
 
 

 

Rewording, overwording and 

emphasized words 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΣ άƴŜǿ Ƨƻō 
ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέΣ άŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀέΣ άŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀέΣ άŀƴ ƻƭŘ 
ǎǘƻǊŀƎŜ ǎƛǘŜέΣ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΣ άǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ƳŀƭƭǎέΣ 
άǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜέΣ άƳƛȄŜŘ ǳǎŜέΣ άƘƛƎƘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅέΣ άCƻƭƪŀǊǘ ¢ƻǿŜǊǎέΣ 
άTȊƳƛǊΩǎ ƴŜǿ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΣ άǘƻǿŜǊέΣ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ  

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΣ ά9·thέΣ άƘŜŀƭǘƘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέΣ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǊŜǾŜƴǳŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜέΣ 
άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜέΣ άǳƴŀǳǘƘƻǊƛȊŜŘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎέΣ άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳέΣ άŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ 
ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘέΣ άƭǳȄǳǊȅ ƘƻǘŜƭǎέΣ άǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜǎέΣ άƘƛƎƘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅέΣ 
άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ƴƻƴ-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎέΣ 
άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎέΣ άǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ōǊƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎέ άǊŜǎǘǊŀƛƴƛƴƎ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
economic development oŦ TȊƳƛǊέ άŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿέ άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿέ 

Ideologically constructed and contested 
words 
 

άǇŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎέ 
άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƴŜǿ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ 
άŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘέ 
 άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎέ 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘά 
άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǿƛƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇέ 
ά9·thέ 
άǇŜǊǎǳŀŘŜ ŜŀŎƘ ƻǘƘŜǊέ 
άǊŜǎǘǊŀƛƴƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ 
άŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘŜŘέ  

Ideologically relevant and significant 

meaning relations between words 

 b// tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ-collaborative 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎέ άǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ 
ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊέΦ   
 b// ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άƛƴǎǘǊǳƳŜƴǘέ 
άǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻ 
ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀǎέΦ 

 T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ άǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎέΣ άǘƻ 
ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέ ǿƛǘƘ ά9·thέΦ  
 ά/ƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ άǇŜǊǎǳŀǎƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƻ 

acquire the consent of oppositional actors in the formation of the project  
 ά¢ƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άŜƴŦƻǊŎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜέ ǘƻ ƻōǎǘǊǳŎǘ ǘƘŜ 
ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜ ƻŦ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ   

Grammer 
 

 

Sentence structures through which the 
subject, causality and responsibility of 
action are obscured 

 Scientific reasons behind the judiciary action against the NCC 
development plan are concealed through manipulating the grammatical 
structure of heading and news 

 ¢ƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƭŜ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǊŜ 
concealed through the formation of media texts 
 OǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ōǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ŀǊŜ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜŘΤ 

however scientific and occupational reasons behind these judiciary actions are obscured 
through manipulating the grammatical structure of heading and news 

Grammatical modes adopted in the 
declarations and news 
(three major modes; declarative, 
grammatical question, imperative) 

 NCC Project area and development perspective of the project are 
defined through a declarative grammatical mode to mobilize the support 
of the readers of newspapers   
 b// tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ άƛƳǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜέ 

grammatical mode in the texts of newspapers     

 T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ 
declarative grammatical mode to mobilize the support of the readers of newspapers   
 T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ άƛƳǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜέ ƎǊŀƳƳŀǘƛŎŀƭ ƳƻŘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

texts of newspapers  
 Public reaction is manipulated and oriented against the oppositional groups who bring 

judiciary action agŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ tǳōƭƛŎ ǊŜŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 
accusing grammatical modes.   
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Table 6.3 (Continued) 

¢ƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ tǊƻƴƻǳƴǎ άǿŜέ ŀƴŘ άȅƻǳέ to 

ideologically define and separate 

subject positions 

No ideologically defined and separated subject positions. There is no use 
ƻŦ ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ άǳǎέ ŀƴŘ άǘƘŜƳέΦ 
 

¢ƘŜ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άǳǎέ ŀƴŘ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ-
ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άǘƘŜƳέ ŀƴŘ άǘƘƻǎŜέΦ {ǳŎƘ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ 
aim to stigmatize and marginalize counter-oppositional actors and to consolidate public 
ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ   

Textual structures 
The constitution and the designing of 
texts, heading and articles in the 
formation of news 

The headings ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿǎ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ 
In these headings, local politicians (bringing judiciary action against the 
project) are blamed  as oppositional groups restraining the development 
ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎǳŎƘ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ƘŜŀŘƛƴƎǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƴtended to 
manipulate public opinion.   
 Newspaper texts emphasize predominant/prevalent development 

perspective in the formation of NCC Project. In these texts; geological, 
scientific and urban planning based reasons and justifications behind the 
judiciary actions are ignored.  

 ά¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέΣ ά9·thέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀǊŜ 
emphasized in the headings of news and through the manipulation of these themes it is 
aimed to mobilize public support and consent. Chambers (who bring judicial action against 
the project) are stigmatized as oppositional actors and a public pressure is constructed 
against such actors to disable their oppositional activity   
 Newspaper texts emphasize predominant/prevalent development perspective and ignore 

scientific, ecological and urban planning based motivations and justifications of oppositional 
actors.     

The Force of Utterance 
Ideological meanings and 
reinforcements through the 
observation of acts of speech 

¢ƘŜ aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ TDa ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ business associations attempt 
to mobilize and manipulate public support and consent through 
accusatory acts of speech and expressions reflected in the photos of 
news. 
 

¢ƘŜ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜǎ ƻŦ a/¢Σ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊǎ ƻŦ TDa ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎ ƻf 
local business association attempt to mobilize and manipulate public support and consent 
through accusatory acts of speech and expressions reflected in the photos of news. Through 
such acts of speech they aim not only to construct public support, but also to constitute a 
public pressure over the oppositional activities of chambers. 

Intertextuality 
 The finding of common themes 

(written and/or verbal) within several 
texts in several documents  
 ¢ƘŜ ǳƴŎƻǾŜǊƛƴƎ ƻŦ ŀ άƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ 
ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜέ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ƛƴ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘǎ 
to displace previously embedded 
ideology and to deploy new ideological 
messages. 

(1) The plŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ b// ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ 
ǘƻ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ ¢ƘŜ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 
ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ŀǎ άŀ 
product of the cooperation-collaboration of different stakehƻƭŘŜǊǎέ 
(2) ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀέΣ ōŜƭƻƴƎǎ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ 
industry-ōŀǎŜŘ  ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΣ ƛƴǘƻ ŀ άƘƛƎƘ-quality 
ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴΣ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜέ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ 
consumption-based local economic structure. 

(1) T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άƛƴǎǘǊǳƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 
ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ά9·thέ ŀƴŘ άƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ-ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ  
(2) ά¢ƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜŘέ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 
structure. And thereŦƻǊŜΣ άōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ǎƳŀƭƭ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ƭŀƴŘ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
ǎŀǘƛǎŦƛŜŘέ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ ŀ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǎǇŀŎŜέ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ 
άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέ 
 

The Ideological coherence of texts 
Ideological coherence and 
contradictions of texts 

The structural-ideological coherence of predominant/prevalent 
discourses is high. The Ideological contradiction of counter/oppositional 
discourses is low  

The structural-ideological coherence of predominant/prevalent discourses is high. The 
ideological contradiction between predominant/prevalent and counter/oppositional 
discourses is high. 
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Through critically analyzing the discourses of a wide range of actors (including central and 

local government politicians and officiers, investors and property owners, the leaders of 

local business associations and chambers) not only the ideological basis of predominant 

discourses but also the ways and mechanisms of their domination and manipulation are 

revealed. The definition of problems and development perspective in the formation of both 

of the projects reflect such ways of public opinion building. Critical discourse analysis points 

out that predominant and oppositional discourses define different problems and 

development perspectives for the formation of the projects. For instance, the actors of 

predominant discourses in the formation of NCC project (which include TDaΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΣ 

local capital organizations and chambers) emphasize that άNCC project area should be 

regenerated to provide investment, employment and an attractive urban spaceέ. Contrary 

to these predominant discourses, oppositional discourses underlines the fact that άNCC 

project site should stay undeveloped owing to the geological problems of this siteέ. Like 

NCC project, predominant and oppositional discourses emphasize conflictual dimensions of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀΦ CƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ ǇǊŜŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜέ ŀƴŘ 

άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ǳƴŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘέ ǎƛǘǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǎ 

άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊέΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

urban problem and development perspective in any UDP is a politically-ideologically 

constructed process which has been shaped to serve the long-term interests of capitalist 

class fractions.   

 

Table 6.4 The Main Findings of Critical Discourse Analysis 

 NCC Project T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

The definition of problems 
within the 
predominant/prevalent 
discourses 
 

ά!ƴ ŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘ ƻƭŘ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǊŜƘƻǳǎŜ 
ǎƛǘŜέΣ άŀ ŘŜǘŜǊƛƻǊŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ 
areas surrounded with unauthorized 
ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ŀƴŘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘέΣ άŀƴ 
economically unproductive area to which 
construction companies should be directed 
ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ  

ά!ƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ ƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
ƘƛƎƘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ōƻǊƻƴ ƛƴ ǎƻƛƭέΣ άǎƳŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ 
have become victims owing to the 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ   
ά!ƴ ǳƴŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ǎƛǘŜ ƛƴ ǎǇƛǘŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
high potential of tourism-ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ, 
άŀ ǇǊƻŦƛǘŀōƭŜ ŀǊŜŀ ŦƻǊ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ōǳǘ 
stayed undeveloped owing to the opposition of 
particular non-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎέ. 

The definition of 
development perspective 
within the 
predominant/prevalent 
discourses 

ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ 
unproductive declining urban area into a 
high-quality consumption, working and living 
ǎǇŀŎŜέ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ 
ŀƴŘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ   

ά¢ƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ 
ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎέέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ 
unproductive site on the basis of EXPO-
ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ŀƭǎƻ 
άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 
ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέ 

The definition of problems 
within the 
counter/oppositional 
discourses 

A group of local politicians bringing judiciary 
action for the cancel of NCC plan. They argue 
ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎǘŀȅ 
undeveloped owing to the geological 
ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƛǘŜέ όIƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ƎǊƻǳǇ ƻŦ 
local politicians have not become a powerful 
and broad base of ideological opposition 
against the formation of the project)  

ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ƻŦ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 
ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƛǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤέ 
ŀƴŘ άŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǊŜ 
ƛƎƴƻǊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎέΦ άT¢/ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 
an appropriate location to construct EXPO fair 
ǎƛǘŜέ ŀƴŘ άǘƘŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴ ŀǊŜ 
conflicting with the decisions of upper scale 
ǎǇŀǘƛŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊέΦ  



 

216 

 

 

Table 6.4 (Continued) 

The definition of 
development perspective 
within the 
counter/oppositional 
discourses  

_ 

Restraining the high-density development 
of hotels and shopping malls, develop 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ŀǎ ŀƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ǎƛǘŜ 
and as an open-green space system on the 
basis of ecology-sensitive conservationist 
planning approach 

The speaker actors of 
predominant/prevalent 
discourses 

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ-property 
owners, local capital organizations, District 
Municipalities, Chambers affiliated to UCTEA  

The Ministry of Culture and Tourism, 
investors-ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 
Municipality anŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ 
9·th TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
capital organizations  

The speaker actors of 
counter/oppositional 
discourses 

A group of local politicians (not become a 
powerful and broad base of ideological 
opposition against the formation of the project) 

Chambers affiliated to UCTEA, 
academicians in universities, left-wing and 
socialist political parties, some non-
governmental institutions (collectively and 
coordinately form a powerful base of 
ideological opposition against the 
formation of the project) 

Targeted audiences of 
predominant/prevalent 
discourses 

[ƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ŀ ǿƘƻƭŜ 

Organized social groups (including 
chambers and environmentalist non-
governmental organizations) city planners 
ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ŀ ǿƘƻƭŜ    

Targeted audiences of 
counter/oppositional 
discourses 

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴicipality and local public of 
TȊƳƛǊ 

¢ƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳΣ TȊƳƛǊ 
DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ 
Municipality, organized social groups and 
ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 

Mechanisms (re)producing 
and disseminating 
predominant/prevalent 
discourses  

 News and articles in mass media tools 
 ¢ƘŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ TDa 
 The declarations of investors and 

construction companies 
 The declarations of local business 

associations 
 ¢ƘŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Chambers of Architectures 
 The advertisements of shopping malls, office 

towers and luxury residence that are 
constructed within the NCC Project 
 Face to face communications of local residents 

living or working in the project area  
 International urban design competition for the 

backside of the port 

 News and articles in mass media tools 
 The declarations of MCT 
 ¢ƘŜ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ 9·th TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ 

Board 
 The declarations of property owners 
 The ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TDa ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ 

Municipality 
 The declaration of local business 

associations 
 The declaration of central government 

representatives 
 Advertisements and presentations 

concerning the EXPO candidacy  
 Forums, meetings and symposiums on the 
ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
 Face to face communications of local 

residents living or working in the project 
area  

Mechanisms (re)producing 
and disseminating 
counter/oppositional 
discourses 

 News and articles in mass media tools  
 Face to face communications of local residents 

living or working in the project area  

 News and articles in mass media tools  
 The declarations of Chambers 

affiliated to UCTEA 
 Forums, meetings and symposiums on the 
ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
 Face to face communications of local 

residents living or working in the project 
area 

 

As the table of the main findings of critical discourse analysis shows the speaker actors of 

predominant/prevalent discourses are the ones who play leading and dominant roles and 

collaborate and cooperate with each other in the formation of the projects. However, the 

speaker actors of oppositional discourses are different in each of the projects. A small 

group of local politicians constitute counter/oppositional actors but this oppositional group 

could not extend and strengthen the base of their opposition through incorporating 

chambers, universities and NGOs against the formation of NCC project. T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ 

other hand, attracts the political-ideological opposition of chambers, universities, some 



 

217 

 

 

political parties and non-governmental organizations which collectively and coordinately 

form a powerful base of ideological opposition against the formation of T¢/ project.  

 

Revealing the audiences of predominant and oppositional discourses is also critical to 

enlighten the target of these discourses. In NCC project, through the production, 

dissemination and domination of predominant discourses, ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ όŀǎ ŀ ǿƘƻƭŜύ 

is focused as a general target to mobilize public ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΦ Lƴ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƻǿƛƴƎ 

to the availability of oppositional discourses and relatively powerful ideological base of 

opposition, predominant discourses primarily target to mobilize active support, 

collaboration and cooperation of these oppositional groups including chambers (affiliated 

to UCTEA), environmentalist non-governmental organizations and city planners.  

 

Mechanisms in the (re)production and dissemination of discourses are also investigated to 

revel the ways of public opinion building in the formation of the projects. The findings of 

critical discourse analysis show that news, articles and advertisements in mass media tools 

play an important role in disseminating and dominating the predominant discourses in the 

formation of both of the projects. It is observed that the declarations of governmental and 

business actors dominate the formation of news and articles in most the media sources. 

The predominant discourses specified in these declarations play a facilitative role in the 

dissemination of predominant view in the formation of the projects. For instance, the 

governmental decision-makers and local business associations in both of the projects use 

media sources to build a supportive public opinion for the projects. Furthermore; the 

advertisements of shopping malls, office towers and luxury residence, that are presented 

within the NCC project, have constituted an ideological power in shaping public perception 

and manipulating the common-sense of the people. Lƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ 9·th-based 

advertisements and presentations aiming to increase awareness and to mobilize the 

support of all the people living in TȊƳƛǊΦ [ŀǎǘƭȅΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŦŀŎŜ ǘƻ ŦŀŎŜ 

communications of local residents living or working in the project area have also 

constituted persuasive discursive practices and mobilized the support of the large part of 

the people living or working in the project area.  

 

A comparative and brief analysis of discourses is presented and summarized with the tables 

in this part. Through critically analyzing the discourses of different actors, it is elucidated 

how predominant discourses attempt to construct a hegemonic power over the definition 
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ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎΦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ predominant discourses of 

powerful state and capital actors have played an important role in the attempts to 

construct a hegemonic power.  

 

The main findings of  discourse analysis points out that discourses could be seen and 

studied as a political-ideological site of power, struggle and opposition of different social 

forces in the formation of the projects. Powerful state and capital actors (re)produce and 

disseminate predominant discourses to mobilize public support for the formation of the 

projects. However, on the other side, oppositional actors confronts against these 

predominant discourses through putting forward their counter/oppositional discourses. 

There is a struggle at the level of discursive practice in the formation of UDPs.  

 

Critical discourse analysis provided an initial step and preliminary findings to investigate the 

(re)production, domination and struggle of different discourses. Discourses of key actors in 

the formation of the projects are critically analyzed and this analysis oriented urban field 

research through playing an important role in designing the questions of questionnaire and 

interview. Discourse analysis detected and outlined the formation of major discourses. Filed 

survey investigated to what extend these discourses are (re)produced by particular actors 

in the formation of the projects. Moreover, field survey also aimed to reveal motivations, 

tendencies and  causal explanations behind the (re)production, domination and struggle of 

discourses in the formation of the projects.  

 

6.2 The Comparative Investigation of  the Dynamics of Opinion Building in the 

Political -Ideological Construction of the P rojects  

In this part of case study chapter, the results of urban field survey including the findings of 

questionnaires and in-depth interviews are comparatively analyzed and critically 

reinterpreted. Firstly, hegemonic discourses and the construction of predominant opinion 

are investigated through analyzing the dynamics behind the formation of the views of 

institutions and local residents. Oppositional actors and their counter discourses are also 

analyzed as the basis of struggle against the formation of the projects. Lastly; coherences, 

conflicts and struggles in the formation of the opinions of certain institutions are 

investigated. This last part of case study chapter is finalized by an overall summary of 

empirical evidence.   
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6. 2. 1 Hegemonic Discourses and the Construction of Predominant Opinion  

As critical discourse analysis outlined, there are different discourses produced and 

disseminated by particular social forces in the formation of the projects. Thesis argues that 

predominant discourses have become hegemonic discourses in the formation of the 

projects since they dominate, manipulate and reinforce certain ideas, themes, thoughts and 

perceptions over the formation of public opinion. It is also critically reinterpreted that this 

domination-manipulation process could be seen as a political-ideological construction to 

mobilize public support and consent for the formation of the projects. 

 

Case study of thesis develops a particular focus on empirical investigation of the major 

ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛǾŜ ǿŀȅǎ ŀƴŘ ŘȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ CƻǊ 

this purpose, the decisive factors behind the support of institutions and local residents, 

hegemonic discourses and the ways of their dissemination and the targeted actors in the 

mobilization of consent are all comprehensively and comparatively investigated in this part 

with reference to the findings of questionnaires and interviews.     

 

6. 2. 1. 1 The Formation and Dissemination of the Views of Institutions  

The findings of institution questionnaire reveal that tendency of institutions to decide on an 

official view concerning the formation of the project is low. Although NCC ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ 

are expected to have remarkable influence to the city, not a large majority of the 

ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŘŜŎƛŘŜ ƻƴ ŀƴ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿ όǊŜǎƳƛ ƪǳǊǳƳ ƎǀǊǸǒǸύ 

concerning the formation of the projects. Only %45 of the surveyed firms stated that they 

decide on an institutional view for the formation of NCC project. On the other hand, %65 of 

the surveyed firms ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ 

gap between these two percentages stem from the fact that chambers, unions and other 

bDhǎ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ƳƻǘƛǾŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜŎƛŘŜ ƻƴ ŀƴ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 
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Figure 6.5 Institutional views whether or not decided for NCC project according to the categories 

of institutions (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation)  

 

When institutional view decisions are investigated according to the categories of 

institutions, it is possible to reach remarkable findings. The governmental decision-maker 

institutions having authority in the formation of the project are more motivated in deciding 

on an institutional view than the institutions having no authority. In fact, governmental 

decision-ƳŀƪŜǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ƭƛƪŜ TDa ŀƴŘ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ŘŜŎƛŘŜ ƻƴ ŀƴ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ 

institutional view in the formation of NCC project; however some other administrative 

institutions (like the mukhtars-the head of the neighborhood), who are expected to be 

influenced directly by the project but have no authority, do not tend to decided on any 

view for the project. Moreover, the head of the related neighborhoods and the people 

living in them are not incorporated in the planning processes of each projects. This selective 

participation-incorporation of actors in the formation of the projects decreases the level of 

awareness and obstructs local residents to inform about the project. 
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Figure 6.6 Institutional views whether or not decided for T¢/ project according to the categories of 

institutions (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation)  

 

Like NCC project; major governmental decision-maker institutions, having certain 

ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ, state their supportive institutional view. 

However, a significant part of other governmental institutions, which have no authority 

ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜ ŀƴȅ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭƭȅ ǘŀƪŜƴ ǾƛŜǿΦ On the 

other hand, 47 of 73 institutions (%65), stated that although they do not declare any 

officially decided view, they tend to adopt the views of some other institutions concerning 

the formation of NCC project. The number of institutions stating such a tendency is 29 in 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 
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Figure 6.7 The institutions whose views are adopted in the formation of NCC project (institution 

questionnaire, rating)  
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Figure 6.8 ¢ƘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƘƻǎŜ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŀǊŜ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ (institution 

questionnaire, rating)    

 

The leading institutions in affecting the views of other institutions are different in each of 

the projects. .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ǇƭŀȅŜŘ ŀ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

cooperative role in the preparation of NCC development plan, chambers (affiliated to 

UCTEA) are stated by most of the surveyed institutions as the leading institution in affecting 

the views and opinions in NCC project. Unlike NCC project, chambers do not cooperate with 

ǘƘŜ a/¢ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ wŀǘƘŜǊΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘe 

and cooperate with the MCT and therefore they are stated as the leading institutions in 

ŀŦŦŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŀƴŘ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛƎǳǊŜ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŜ 

major three ways of disseminating the views of institutions according to the categories of 

institutions.   
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Figure 6.9 The ways of disseminating the views of institutions in NCC project according to the 

categories of institutions (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation)  
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Figure 6.10 The ways of disseminating the views of institutions ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ according to the 

categories of institutions (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

Because central government institutions have no authority in the planning of NCC, most of 

them do not state and disseminate any officially decided view for NCC. Moreover, 

institution questionnaire finds out that governmental decision-makers in both of the 

projects prefer to disseminate their views by written documents, meetings and discussions 

with key stakeholders. Investors and local capital organizations (include local business 

associations and the chambers of commerce and industry) disseminate their demands and 

views in the formation of the projects through different ways. They not only prefer to 

organize closed door meetings and discussions with the decision-makers; but they also 

make public declarations by using mass media tools. The main motivation behind the public 

declarations of local capital organizations is to dominate their ideas and priorities in the 

formation of the projects. Chambers affiliated to UCTEA use each ways to disseminate their 

views. Unions and NGOs disseminate their views ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōȅ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

declarations.    

 

To summarize, the findings of institution questionnaire reveal that not a large majority of 

the institutions decide on official institutional views for the projects. Rather; authorized 

governmental institutions, investors, local capital organizations and chambers are informed 

and they constituted their views in ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘǎ ƳƻǊŜ 

interests and views of institutions than NCC project does. Lastly, there are also different 

ways of disseminating the views of institutions and these ways differ according to the 

categories of institutions.  
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6. 2. 1. 2 The Decisive Factors Behind the Mobilization of Support and Consent  

During the field survey, it has been observed different tendencies and views supporting or 

opposing the formation of the projects. Which categories of institutions and which social 

classes support or oppose the formation of the projects and which decisive factors play 

roles in the formation of supportive or oppositional views of institutions and particular 

classes? This part aims to provide answers to these questions by manifesting the findings of 

institution and neighborhood questionnaires.  

 

The findings of institution questionnaire shows that the views of institutions differ 

according to the categories of these institutions. The vast majority of local government 

institutions, investors-property owners and local capital organizations support to the 

formation of NCC project. Because central government institutions have no authority in the 

formation of NCC project, most of them do not state any idea for NCC project. On the other 

hand; local branches of political parties, chambers (affiliated to UCTEA), universities and 

other NGOs do not have a dominant view. These institutions of civil society represents 

contrasting opinions including both supportive and oppositional views for NCC project.    

 

2

16

5

12

13

1

2

5

3

11

1

2

7

10

4

5

1

4

5

5

2

3

5

0 5 10 15 20 25

central government institutions

local government institutions

local branches of political parties

local capital organizations

investors

unions

media institutions

chambers affliated to UCTEA

universities

other NGOs

support no support no idea

 

Figure 6.11 Existence of support to the NCC project from categories of institutions (institution 

questionnaire, cross-tabulation)  

 

[ƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ-

property owners and local capital organizations. However, unlike NCC project, a large 

majority of non-governmental organizations include chambers (affiliated to UCTEA), unions, 

environmentalist NGOs, and some universities and political parties declare their 
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ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ 

and obviously state their oppositional view on the basis of the preservations of the site.           
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Figure 6.12 Existence of support to the T¢/ project from categories of institutions (institution 

questionnaire, cross-tabulation)     

 

Not only the findings of institution questionnaire but also the empirical evidence of 

neighborhood questionnaire reveals decisive factors behind the supportive or oppositional 

views of local residents living or working in the project site. Neighborhood questionnaire 

unveiled that geographical proximity matters in the mobilization of public support and 

consent. As figure mentioned below shows %70 of the local residents (living or working in 

NCC project site) express their support for the formation of NCC project. %55 of the people 

ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƻǊ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ōŜƘƛƴŘ 

ǘƘŜ ƭƻǿŜǊ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ 

them are not interested and do not have an idea for the formation of NCC project. The 

results of neighborhood questionnaire shows that being closer to NCC project site plays a 

decisive role in attracting interest and mobilizing the support and consent of the people in 

the formation of NCC project.     
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Figure 6.13 Existence of support to the NCC project from people living in different project sites 

(neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

Geographical proximity also plays a crucial role in mobilizing the support of the people for 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ҈ул ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ 

ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ only %32 of 

ǎǳǊǾŜȅŜŘ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project. Survey findings show as a general outcome that the vast majority of the people 

have awareness only for the project that will be implemented in the area where they live or 

work. People are informed and tended to express their support for the projects that are 

expected to transform their living or working space. Most of the people have no idea or not 

informed adequately to decide on a particular view (supportive or oppositional) for the 

projects distant from their spaces of live and work. To conclude, it could be argued that 

geographical proximity matters in the mobilization of public support and consent in the 

formation of the projects.   
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Figure 6.14 9ȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜǎ 

(neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

Another important decisive factor in the formation of supportive view for the projects is the 

ownership of property. The findings of neighborhood questionnaire reveal that the 

existence of supportive views for the projects depends on the ownership of the properties 

and the intended use of these properties. Property owners and workplaces are more 

tended to support to the projects. %59 of property owner households and %90 of property 

owner workplaces express their support for NCC project. The percentage of the support of 

both tenant households and tenant workplaces are relatively  lower.    
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Figure 6.15 The existence of support to the NCC project from property owners, tenants, 

households and workplaces (neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 
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[ƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘǎ Ƴƻǎǘƭȅ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘΣ 

almost half of the tenant workplaces and tenant households express their support, the 

percentages of the supportive views of property owner workplaces and property owner 

households are higher than the tenants. Being a property owner in the project site 

constitutes a positive influence over the formation of supportive views for the projects. 

Most of the property owners in the project sites expect that these projects will serve to 

their interests through increasing the level of the prices of their property. Owing to this 

individual profit-oriented view of people, most of the property owners support these 

projects with a motivation of rent-based short-term profit-maximization. 
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Figure 6.16 ¢ƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎΣ ǘŜƴŀƴǘǎΣ ƘƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘǎ 

and workplaces (neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

In fact, the most important decisive factor behind the mobilization of public support and 

consent for the projects are class positions. Before urban field survey it was expected that 

capitalist class fractions tend to support to the projects more than the working classes. In 

the formulation of the initial arguments of thesis, it is stated that such profit-oriented and 

rent-seeking UDPs serve to the long-term interests of capitalist class fractions. Therefore 

powerful capitalist class fractions are expected to have a supportive view for the formation 

of the projects. This argument is validated by the findings of field survey. The empirical 

evidence of neighborhood questionnaire indicates that employers (includes both the upper 

and petty bourgeois) and the vast majority of white collar workers support both of the 

projects. A lower rate of blue collar workers, causal workers, unemployed, student and 
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retired people support to the formation of the projects. Oppositional views against the 

formation of the projects are more widespread amongst such fractions of working classes. 
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Figure 6.17 The existence of support to the NCC project from different class positions 

(neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 
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Figure 6.18 The existence of support to ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ Ŏƭŀǎǎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴǎ 

(neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

For both of the projects, it could be argued that the tendency to support the formation of 

the projects differ according to the class positions of the people. Bourgeois classes tend to 

support the projects more than the working classes and this class-based formation of the 

views could be observed as a general tendency in the formation of both of the projects. In 
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addition to the role of class positions, different income levels also reflect different views for 

the project.    
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Figure 6.19 The existence of support to the NCC project from different income levels 

(neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

As figures indicate people with higher income levels prone to state their support to the 

projects more than the lower income ones. The large majority of the people having more 

than 2000 TL monthly income support to the formation of the projects. However, as income 

level decreases the rates of supportive views diminish. In fact, this finding of the relation 

between income levels and the formation of (supportive or oppositional) views validate the 

relation between class positions and views. Powerful capitalist class fractions whose 

income levels are high have a higher rate of support for the projects. Unlike them, working 

classes (except white collar workers) having lower levels of income show a lower rate of 

support for the projects.   
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Figure 6.20 ¢ƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ levels (neighborhood 

questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

The analysis of decisive factors behind the formation of supportive views shows that 

geographical proximity matters in the mobilization of public support and consent in the 

formation of the projects. Local residents living or working in the sites of the projects are 

more tended to support to the projects than the people living in distant districts of the city. 

Moreover it is also revealed that being a property owner in the project site constitutes a 

positive influence over the formation of supportive views for the projects. Because they 

think that these projects will serve to their interests, most of the property owners actively 

support to the formation of the project. There is not a problem from the perspective of 

governmental decision-makers in mobilizing the support and consent of property owners.  

 

Lastly, class positions are pointed out as the political-ideological basis of different views and 

opinions concerning the formation of the projects. As a general tendency, powerful 

capitalist class fractions are more tended to support to the formation of the projects than 

the working classes. However, this general empirical evidence of neighborhood 

questionnaire should be critically investigated further to reveal how different classes 

internalizes and reacts to the domination of hegemonic discourses in the formation of the 

projects. To what extend the hegemonic discourses of the projects are adopted by different 

institutions and social classes and through which motivations, expectations and 

justifications these discourses are adopted or opposed by these actors of urban politics? 

The later part of case study focuses on the elucidation of the answers of these questions 

with a comprehensive, comparative and detailed  analysis of empirical evidence. 
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6. 2. 1. 3 Hegemonic Discourses and the Building of Consent   

As critical discourse analysis revealed, powerful and prevalent views of governmental and 

business actors in the formation of the projects produce, disseminate and dominate some 

ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΦ {ǳŎƘ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ 

άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΣ άƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǇǊŜŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ 

hegemonic discursive practices since they have been adopted by different institutions and 

social classes as a widespread and common-sense opinion. This part presents and 

elaborates some remarkable findings of urban field survey to reveal to what extend such 

hegemonic discourses have been adopted by these institutions and social classes.  

 

Thesis originated on the idea that the predominant definitions of the current situation of 

project sites are not objectively, scientifically and non-ideologically defined value-free and 

neutral realities. On the contrary, these definitions are politically-ideological constructed 

discourses to shape and manipulate a supportive common-sense opinion in the formation 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ άƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƭǎƻ 

aim to attract public support and consent. Therefore, such hegemonic definitions and 

discourses of the projects should be researched with a critical perspective in the 

investigation of the political construction of the projects. This part of case study uncovers 

both the leading hegemonic definitions, discourses and the adoption of them by different 

institutions and social classes.    

  

6. 2. 1. 3. 1 Hegemonic Definitions to Construct the Problems of the Project Sites  

Questionnaires and in-depth interviews both reveal through which discourses the 

άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘΦ IŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ 

ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜ    ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǘƻ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ 

Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΦ {ǳŎƘ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƭǎƻ Ǉǳǘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎ ƻƴ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜέΣ 

άŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘέΣ άŘŜǘŜǊƛƻǊŀǘŜŘέ ŀƴŘ άŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎέ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜΦ IŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ 

ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŀǘ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ ƛǎ άŀƴ ƻƭŘ ǿŀǊŜƘƻǳǎŜ ǎƛǘŜ surrounded by unauthorized 

ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎέΦ bŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜ ǎƘƻǿǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƭƛǾƛƴg or 

working in NCC project site define the existing condition of the site through these 

discourses. Local residents who argue that άNCC Project site must not be develop owing to 

its geological risksέ are less in numbers. This geological risk-based definition against 
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development of the site are mostly adopted and stated by the people having opposional 

views against the formation of the NCC project.    
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Figure 6.21 Hegemonic definitions in constructing the problems of NCC project site (neighborhood 

questionnaire, rating)  
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Figure 6.22 Hegemonic definitions in constructing the problems of NCC project site (institution 

questionnaire, rating)  

 

As figures mentioned below demonstrate, the findings of neighborhood and institution 

questionnaires are almost same concerning the hegemonic definitions of NCC project site. 

These hegemonically defined problems and definitions of the problems of NCC project site 

also reflect certain planning problems to shape and dominate the construction of common-

sense opinion in the formation of NCC project. Through these hegemonic definitions, NCC 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ǇƻǊǘǊŀȅŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ άƻƭŘΣ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀǊŜŀέ ǘƘŀǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ 

ōŜ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜŘέ ǘƻ άǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƘƛƎƘŜǊ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǊŜǘǳǊƴǎέ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅέΦ 

And correspondingly, NCC project is constructed as a certain solution to overcome such 

problems of this particular urban area. In fact, powerful and predominant governmental 
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and business actors effort to shape and manipulate the formation of common-sense view 

and public opinion on the basis of such hegemonic definitions.  
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Figure 6.23 Hegemonic definitions in constructing the problems of T¢/ project site (neighborhood 

questionnaire, rating)  
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Figure 6.24 Hegemonic definitions in constructing the problems of T¢/ project site (institution 

questionnaire, rating)  

 

[ƛƪŜ b// ǎƛǘŜΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ōȅ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

residents. The figures mentioned below show these common definitions. According to the 

findings of both of the queǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜǎΣ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άŀƴ ǳƴŦŀǾƻǊŀōƭŜ ŀǊŜŀ ŦƻǊ 

ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜέ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ άƴƻǘ ǎǳōƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ in spite of its valuable 

ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέΦ {ǳŎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƭǎƻ Ǉǳǘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ άǾƛŎǘƛƳ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ 

ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎέ through arguing that the most of the small landowner local residents 

(previously cultivated their lands) are negatively affected from both agricultural decline and 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƛǘŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ άǾƛŎǘƛƳ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎέ ŀǊŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘo 

public as a basis of justification to initiate the development of this site. Moreover, there are 

also counter definitions and discourses arguing that άT¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ a huge 
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development pressure of investors, property owners and politiciansέ. Such counter 

discourses point out that άinvestors and politicians cooperatively effort to initiate 

development in this site to enhance their economical and political powerέ. It should also be 

noted that such counter definitions and arguments reflect the oppositional views of 

ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

 

Another significant finding of the questionnaires is that the hegemonic definitions of NCC 

ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƛŀǘŜ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ 

words, different institutions define different problems for the project sites. For instance, a 

vast majority of central and local governments, investors and local capital organizations 

ǎǘŀǘŜ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾƛǘȅέ ŀƴŘ άǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƛƴ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

problems of NCC project site. These governmental and business actors do not define 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǎ ŀ άƎŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ Ǌƛǎƪȅ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƎŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ Ǌƛǎƪ 

dependent definition of the project site is made by some chambers and adopted by few 

universities and non-governmental institutions.  
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Figure 6.25 The hegemonic definitions of NCC project site according to the categories of 

institutions (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

The differentiation of project site definitions according to the categories of institutions 

ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Most of the governmental institutions, 

investors and locŀƭ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǎ άŀƴ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ άƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴέΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǎǳŎƘ 

ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ T¢/ ƛǎ άŀƴ unfavorable site for agricultureέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǎƳŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘ 

owner local residents of the site have become the victims of both agricultural decline and 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤέΦ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9!Σ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ 
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universities, left-wing political parties and environmentalist non-governmental 

organiȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƭƭ ǊŜƧŜŎǘ ǎǳŎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŀǊƎǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ άT¢/ ƛǎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ŀ 

huge development pressure of investors, property owners and politiciansέ all of whom are 

άŀƛƳƛƴƎ ǘƻ develop the site to enhance their economical and political powerέ. Such counter 

arguments and definitions reflect how an ideological base of opposition from some actors 

ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŀǊŜ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƻōƭƛǾƛƻǳǎ 

ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘƛŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƳƻƴƎǎǘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳental and business actors 

and some non-governmental civil organizations.           
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an unfavourable site for agriculture victimizing residents owing to the 
problems of development 

a site that is not subjected to tourism development inspide of its 
valuable waterfront location

a site under a huge development pressure of investors and property 
owners 

a site that must not be developed owing to its agricultural and 
ecological charactaristics

a site that is intended to be developed to serve the interests of 
politicans and investors  

central government institutions local government institutons local branches of political partieslocal capital organizations

investors unions media instituons chambers affliated to UCTEA

universities other NGOs  

Figure 6.26 The hegemonic definitions of T¢/ project site according to the categories of institutions 

(institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

The institution and neighborhood questionnaires detected the leading and dominant 

definitions of the project sites. To support and advance the findings of questionnaires, in-

depth interviews explored how such hegemonic definitions of project sites have been 

adopted by institutions and local residents. The findings of in-depth interviews reveal that 

different governmental and non-governmental actors share a regeneration-based common 

opinion for the planning of NCC site. Some interviewers, representing chambers and 

universities wƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǾƛŜǿǎΣ ǎǘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŎƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƭȅ ōȅ 

ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ǘƻ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƻŦ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΦ {ǳŎƘ 

ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǎƛǘŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀƴ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ȊƻƴŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

oŦ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΦ ¦ƴƭƛƪŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ 

ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ Ǉǳǘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎ ƻƴ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ƻŦ b// ǎƛǘŜέ ŀƴŘ ŀǊƎǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ 

άŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƛǘŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ƳŀƪŜ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅέΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŜȄǇƭƛŎƛǘƭȅ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ b// ǎƛǘŜ 
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should enhance the attractiveness of the site in terms oŦ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ 

ŀŎŎǳƳǳƭŀǘƛƻƴέΦ  

         

/ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎΣ ¢ƘŜ IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜΦ !ƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ functionless 
in the last two decades. Agricultural and industrial decline and changing dynamics of urban 
economy caused the main reasons behind the decline of economic functions of NCC site. NCC 
site is an obsolete and declining urban space of previous capital accumulation dynamics. And 
today, we need to regenerate it to mŀƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŎƛǘȅΧ hƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ ŀǎ L 
emphasize before, in the first years of 2000s, there was a growth problem of existing city center. 
We decided that NCC site is the most appropriate location to direct the growth of existing city 
cŜƴǘŜǊΦέ     
5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸl University, Academic Staff 1 
άCƻǊ ƳŜΣ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǎŀǾŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ Ŏƛǘȅ 
ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŦǊƻƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜΦ ²ƛǘƘ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǎŀȅǎ ǘƻ 
investors that here is NCC, come and construct your towers, residences and malls whatever you 
want here. Through saying this, I think, they save historical center from urban plundering. This is 
ƎƻƻŘ L ƳŜŀƴ Η ¢ƘŜȅ ǎŀǾŜ YŜƳŜǊŀƭǘƤΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǎŀǾŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ !ƭǎŀƴŎŀƪ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƻƴΧ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ 
b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛŦ ƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ 
locates here, it means existing center will be conserved as the historical cultural center of the 
ŎƛǘȅΦέ      
Investor of NCC, Folkart Towers Project Officer 
ά¢ƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƛƴ b// tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƻ ƳŀȄƛƳƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ 
unproductive lands in this site. What these economically unproductive lands provide for the 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΦ ¢ƻǘŀƭƭȅ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ Η LŦ b// ŘŜvelopment plan provides me 
profitable land use and building density conditions, then I make investment under these 
ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƛƴǘΦ LŦ ǘƘƛǎ ƘŀǇǇŜƴǎ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜΣ ŜǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛƭƭ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜ 
direct or indirect benefits from the develƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ b// ŎŜƴǘŜǊΧ [ƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ Řƻ ƴƻǘ 
ƻǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜȅ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƭƛƪŜ ƳŜΦ 9ǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀǾŜ 
opportunities to benefit from NCC project. This is a win-ǿƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ηέ       
Ege Foundation of Economic Development, Administrative Board Member  
ά²ŜƭƭΣ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŜ ƭŜŀǊƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǎǳŎƘ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΦ 
Rather than being long-term and comprehensive, the planning in the new age focuses on the 
regeneration of declining and deteriorated parts of the city. As you know, they call it urban 
ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΦ b// ƛǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ ²Ŝ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ ŘŜǘŜǊƛƻǊŀǘŜŘΣ 
declining and obsolete urban spaces like NCC site which has also been occupied by unauthorized 
buildings. Such spaces ought to be regenerated for a higher quality of life in the city. We need 
urban regeneration projects to make these spaces attractive for working, living and shopping. 
¢Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǘŀǎƪ ƻŦ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎΦέ 

 

¢ƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ project ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ōȅ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜέ ŀƴŘ 

άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ governmental and business actors. Through 

ǘƘŜǎŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

decreasing competitiveneǎǎ ƻŦ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ŦƻǊ ŘŜŎŀŘŜǎέΦ 

This argument (of property owners, governmental and business actors) emphasized that 

άTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ȊƻƴŜ ǘƻ ǎǘƛƳǳƭŀǘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

ŎƛǘȅέΦ hǘƘŜǊ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ ǎǘǊŜǎǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƳŀƭƭ ƭŀƴŘ ƻǿƴŜǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ 

ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŎǘƛƳǎ ƻŦ ōƻǘƘ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜέ ŀƴŘ άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳέ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ Lǘ 

ƛǎ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƳŜǘ ƛƴ the 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜέΦ  
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aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŀƴŘ ōƻŀǊŘ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ƭŀƴŘ 
and it should be conserved. They tend to persist their ideas through arguing that we gave our 
ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ōŜŦƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛǘ ǘƻŘŀȅΧ ²ƻǊƭŘ ƛǎ 
ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎΣ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƛǎ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ōǳǘ ȅƻǳǊ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ Η L ŀƳ 
ŀǎƪƛƴƎ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŀǎ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻ ŀƴŘ ǿƘat is today ? What was small 
ŦŀǊƳŜǊǎ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻ ŀƴŘ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǘƻŘŀȅ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ΚΦΦΦ hƪŀȅ L ŀƎǊŜŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŜ ƻǇŜƴ 
ŀƴŘ ƎǊŜŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎΦ .ǳǘ ƴƻǘ ŦƻǊ ƘŜǊŜ ΗΦΦΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘǊǳŜ ǘƻ ƛƴǎƛǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎǘŀȅ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŀǘΦ 
The only way for the develƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ 9·th ŀƴŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΦ ²Ŝ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƛƎƴƻǊŜ ƛǘ Η 9ǾŜƴ 
academicians and chambers cannot ignore !... We gave all support to the Ministry for the 
ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǎ ŀƴ 9·th ŀƴŘ ƘŜŀƭǘƘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǘƻ ƎƛǾŜΦέ  
Mayor of .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
άLǘ ƛǎ ŀ ǎƘŀƳŜΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ƴƻǿ ŀ ǊǳōōƛǎƘ ǇƭŀŎŜ Ŧǳƭƭ ƻŦ ǳƴǳǎŜŘ ƎǊŜŜƴƘƻǳǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƧǳƴƪǎΦ ²Ƙƻ Ŏŀƴ 
ŀŎŎŜǇǘ ƛǘΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜ ƳŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ .ŀƭœƻǾŀΣ L Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ŀŎŎŜǇǘΧ ¢ƘŜ ǎƻƛƭ ƛǎ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 
citrus fruits has finished. There is not a well functioning water system to irrigate the land. There 
is no agriculture I mean. How they propose to make agricultural production under these 
ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ƪƛŘŘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǳǎ ΗΧ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ƎǊŜŜƴ ƘƻǳǎŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ 
ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ ¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǿŀȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ 9·thΦέ     
tǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ hǿƴŜǊ IƻǳǎŜƘƻƭŘ ŀǘ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ bŜƛƎōƻǊƘƻƻŘ 
ά¢ƘŜ ǎŀŘ ǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŀƪƛƴƎ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƘŜǊŜ ǘƘƛǊǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƪŜ 
good money from this production. However in the last two decades, the level of boron in the soil 
has increased and the productivity has declined as a result of this. On the other side, agriculture 
has been finished step by step through state policies in Turkey. Currently, not only in TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ōǳǘ 
also in different rural areas of Turkey, agriculture is not an attractive income generating activity 
ŦƻǊ ŦŀǊƳŜǊǎΦ ²Ƙŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ǿŜ Řƻ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎΧ aȅ ŘŀŘ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 
only way for us is to build an apartment here in our land. We have strived for it in last two 
ŘŜŎŀŘŜǎ ōǳǘ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘ ȅŜǘΧ {ƛƴŎŜ нллсΣ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘŜ 
plans of here but there is no concrete development yet. We are waiting but angry because they 
forced us to a village lifŜ ƘŜǊŜ ŜǾŜƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΦέ             

 

Words, meanings and discourses reflected in the interview texts show that hegemonic 

definitions of the project sites do not only provide a description on the existing condition of 

project sites; but they also target to constitute a hegemonic power over the definition of 

the roles and priorities of urban planning in these project sites. In other words; through 

producing, disseminating and dominating some particular definitions of project sites, it is 

intended to shape and manipulate a common public opinion supportive of the formation of 

the project. The major governmental and business actors behind this political-ideological 

construction of hegemonic definitions are the ones who effort to enhance their base of 

economical and political power with these project. In the following part, the findings of 

case study has shed some light on the hegemonic discourses which play crucial roles in 

mobilizing public support and consent in the formation of the projects. 

 

6. 2. 1. 3. 2. Hegemonic Discourses to Mobilize Public Support Through the 

Construction of the Capacity of Producing Consent   

Critical discourse analysis detected the hegemonic discourses on the formation of the 

projects. Urban field survey investigated further these detections of discourse analysis 
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through searching to what extend these discourses are adopted by different institutions 

and social classes. Moreover, field survey also provides an empirical basis to uncover the 

motivations and  expectations of these different institutions and social classes in adopting 

hegemonic discourses.      

 

Like hegemonic definitions of the project sites, there are also hegemonically produced and 

disseminated discourses aiming to acquire public support and consent in the formation of 

the projects. These hegemonic discourses are produced by powerful governmental and 

business actors, and disseminated to public through mass media tools. In fact, these 

hegemonic discourses are continuously restated, reemphasized and reiterated through the 

declarations of these powerful actors. By this way, it is intended to acquire the support of 

not only local residents but all local public as a whole. Therefore, it is needed to investigate 

to what extend these discourses are successful in acquiring the support of the people and 

institutions.    

 

As figures mentioned below display, common hegemonic discourses are adopted by a large 

majority of local residents and institutions in the formation of NCC project. The findings of 

both neighborhood and institution questionnaires indicate four major discourses adopted 

ŎƻƳƳƻƴƭȅ ōȅ ŀ ǿƛŘŜ ǊŀƴƎŜ ƻŦ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ όмύ άǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ 

ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΣ όнύ άǘƘŜ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ όоύ άǘƘŜ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ 

ǇǊƛŎŜǎέ ŀƴŘ ƭŀǎǘƭȅ όпύ άǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƻǿŜǊǎΣ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƭƭǎέΦ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘǎ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ 

ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ άŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅέΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜȅ 

ŀƭǎƻ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇŜŎǘ ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭ 

transform the old warehouse site into an attractive space of business towers, luxury 

ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ƳŀƭƭǎέΦ      
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Figure 6.27 The hegemonic discourses to mobilize public support and consent in the formation of 

NCC project (neighborhood questionnaire, rating)  
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Figure 6.28 The hegemonic discourses to mobilize public support and consent in the formation of 

NCC project (institution questionnaire, rating)  

 

The figures mentioned above also show that άinvestmentέ, άemploymentέΣ άeconomic 

growthέ and άurban regenerationέ based predominant discourses have become hegemonic 

discourses since they have been shared commonly by most of the institutions and people as 

the discursive base of widespread ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΦ [ƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ 

politically-ideologically constructed by some hegemonic discourses of governmental 

decision-makers and local business leaders. The findings of neighborhood and institution 

questionnaires indicate that most of the institutions and local residents support to the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōȅ ŀǊƎǳƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘƛǎ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳ 

ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛƴǘƻ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ 

investment and ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ƎƛǾŜ ŀƴ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜȅ 

ǘƘƛƴƪ ŀƴŘ ǾƛŜǿ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ άŀǎ ŀ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƻǊ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎέΦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ 
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ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ōƻǘƘ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ άŀƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƻ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ 

structurŀƭ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƭƛƪŜ ƭƻǿ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǳƴŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ 

Questionnaires, interviews and observations in the field survey uncovers that the 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛǎ ǎǳōƻǊŘƛƴŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀƴ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 

ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ōŀǎŜd approach dominating and disseminating an abstract conception of space in 

Lefebvrian terms.       
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Figure 6.29 The hegemonic discourses to mobilize public support and consent in the formation of 

T¢/ project (neighborhood questionnaire, rating)  
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Figure 6.30 The hegemonic discourses to mobilize public support and consent in the formation of 

T¢/ project (institution questionnaire, rating)  

 

Hegemonic discourses are also analyzed with reference to different class positions. The 

cross-tabulation of hegemonic discourses and class positions uncovers that the adoption of 

hegemonic discourses are not differentiated according to different class positions. As 
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figures mentioned below indicate, different people from different class positions may adopt 

different discourses. The class positions of the people do not play a decisive factor in the 

adoption of hegemonic discourses. Most of the people whatever their class positions state 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ 

discourses to express their support for the projects. This shows that such hegemonic 

discourses have become common-sense in the formation of the projects and therefore they 

play a political-ideological superstructural role in dominating and manipulating the 

formation of public opinion concerning the formation of the projects. Furthermore, we 

should note that governmental and business actors are politically-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭέ 

in shaping and manipulating the formation of public opinion, since a vast majority of the 

people adopts the hegemonic discourses they produced and disseminated.              

 

8

8

8

8

3

1

59

58

59

63

47

44

19

15

16

17

10

11

27

26

24

24

20

13

1

1

25

22

26

25

15

18

2

1

2

2

5

3

4

5

4

4

2

3

3

3

3

1

0 20 40 60 80 100 120 140 160

providing investment and employment 

constructing an attractive center of towers, residents and malls

increasing the level of property prices

initiating urban regeneration in other districts of the city

providing solutions for traffic congestion in the city center

decreasing development pressure over the historical fabric of city center 

upper bourgeois petty burgeois white collar workers blue collar workers causal workers

retired persons students unemployed persons housewifes
 

Figure 6.31 The hegemonic discourses in the mobilization of public support to NCC project 

according to class positions (neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 
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Figure 6.32 The hegemonic discourses in the mobilization of public support ǘƻ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ according 

to class positions (neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 
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The findings of questionnaires are supported by in-depth interviews. Interview texts 

ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ōŀǎŜŘ 

discourses have constituted a base to mobilize public support in both of the project. For 

ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜƛǊ ƳƛȄŜŘ ǳǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜ ǿƛƭƭ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴ 

ŘƻƭƭŀǊǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ Ƨƻō ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊέΦ LƴǾŜǎǘƻrs also 

ŀǊƎǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǎǳŎƘ ƳƛȄŜŘ ǳǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ƘǳƎŜ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ǘƻǿŜǊǎΣ Ƴŀƭƭǎ ŀƴŘ 

ƭǳȄǳǊȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ǿƛƭƭ ƳŀƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ Ŏƛǘȅ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ǎŎŀƭŜέΦ ¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ 

analyzing the statements of investors, it could be observed that investors justify their 

άƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ōȅ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άTȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ƭƻǎǘ ƛǘǎ 

competitiveness in the last two decades and it needs to regain competitive power by 

promoting the development of commerce and service based economic secǘƻǊǎέΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ 

ǘƻ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΣ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ŦƭŀƎǎƘƛǇ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ƛƴƛǘƛŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ 

ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ōŀǎŜŘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅέΦ    

 

Not only investors but a variety of local actors produce and ŘƛǎǎŜƳƛƴŀǘŜ ǎǳŎƘ άƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ 

άŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// 

project. For instance; politicians and bureaucrats from local governments, academicians 

from universities, architectures and city planners from chambers all emphasize the key role 

ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ 5ƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ 

propounds different but supporting arguments in the formation of NCC project. For 

instance, chambers (affiliated to UCTEA) and universities supported NCC project through 

ǎǘŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ƻŦ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊέΦ 

However; governmental, business and other non-governmental  actors (including chambers 

and universities) as a whole share a common-sense view supporting to the formation of 

NCC project. It could also be noted that through this politically-ideologically constructed 

supportive views investors in NCC site present and dominate their particular interests as 

the interests of whole local public. 

  

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊ н 
άhǳǊ ŀƛƳ ƛƴ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ƴŜǿ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǘǊŀŘƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ 
center of the city, Konak and Alsancak districts are no more able to meet the demands of 
development. But, on the other hand, investors in commerce and service based sectors demand 
new sites for development. By the project, we directed these demands to NCC site. By this way, 
we save traditional historical center from development pressure and initiated the creation of a 
ƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦέ   
LƴǾŜǎǘƻǊ ƻŦ b// ǎƛǘŜΣ T  D¸h LƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ tŀǊǘƴŜǊǎƘƛǇΣ TȊƳƛǊ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ hŦŦƛŎŜǊ  
άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ TȊƳƛǊ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǿƻǊƭŘ 
city. This project is impƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŦƻǊ ƴƻǘ ǘƻŘŀȅ ōǳǘ ŦƻǊ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΣ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ TȊƳƛǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 
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ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƳǇŜǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƳŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƛǘŀƴ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΧ TȊƳƛǊ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ƘǳƎŜ 
investment and to provide new employment opportunities by these urban projects. This is what 
lƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ Η ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ Ƙƻǿ ŀ Ŏƛǘȅ ōŜŎƻƳŜ Ǝƭƻōŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜΦέ    
Investor of NCC site, Tekfen Holding Executive Board Member 
άhǳǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎƭŀƳƻǊƻǳǎ ƻƴŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜΦ Lǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ нрл 
million dollars investment and 5000 new employment opportunities. We will create a new 
ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜǎ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ƳŀƭƭΣ 
ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎŜŀ ǾƛŜǿΣ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ōƭƻŎƪǎ ŀƴŘ Ƴǳƭǘƛ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǎƳŀǊǘ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ōƭƻŎƪǎΧ hǳǊ 
projects wƛƭƭ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ǎȅƳōƻƭ ƻŦ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ƭƛŦŜ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŜƴǊƛŎƘƛƴƎ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ 
ƭƛŦŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΦ !ƭƭ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛƭƭ ŦƛƴŘ ŜǾŜǊȅ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ƭƛŦŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎΣ 
working, residence, cinema and all sorts of cultural and art facilities within our mixed use 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ    
TȊƳƛǊ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ !ŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ {ǘŀŦŦ 
άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀƎŜƴŘŀ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 
TȊƳƛǊ Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŘƻƭƭŀǊǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΣ ƴŜǿ Ƨƻō ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΣ ŀ ƴŜǿ ŀƴŘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊΧ !ǎ 
you know, globalization has brought to the agenda of cities new issues like competitiveness, 
ōǊŀƴŘ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƳŀǊƪŜǘƛƴƎΦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿŀǎ ƭŀŎƪƛƴƎ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜ ǘƻ ǊŜǎǇƻƴŘ ǎǳŎƘ 
new issues of globalization. But here is NCC projecǘ Η ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ TȊƳƛǊ ƴŜǿ 
ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ Ǝƭƻōŀƭ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎΦέ      

 

[ƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άcompetitivenessέ based 

hegemonic discourses are widespreadly emphasized ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ The 

eȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aŀȅƻǊǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜ 

ǘƘŀǘ άTȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΣ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǘǊŀŘŜ 

deficit and these problems could be solved by attracting investments in tourism and service 

ōŀǎŜŘ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎέΦ CƻǊ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-ƳŀƪŜǊǎ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 

ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ōƻƻǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

city. As key decision-makers from local and central governments and local business 

ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ άǘƘŜ ǳƴŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǎŜŎǘƻǊ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ 

changed by implementing such tourism-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƭƛƪŜ T¢/έ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŜŘ 

to construct five star hotels, cure centers, spas and luxury residents.    

 

In analyzing the statements of key decision-makers, it is possible to observe that local and 

central government decision-makers share a common view and state their similar 

discourses on the basiǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǾƛŜǿΦ CƛǊǎǘƭȅΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǾƛŜǿ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ άŀƴ uncompetitive and 

ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ƭŀŎƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭǎέ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǎŜƳƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ 

ǘƘƛǎ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ƳŜŘƛŀ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜƴΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǎ άŀ 

possible solution to overcome the economy-based problems of all the people living in 

TȊƳƛǊέΦ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǿŀȅ ƻŦ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǎŜƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜȅ ƳŀƪŜ 

their view predominant in order to mobilize public support and consent in the formation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘ ŀ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ T¢/ 

project and it is also observable in the formation of NCC project. Another crucial point that 
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ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜŘ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 9·thΦ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ 

ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜ 9·th ŀǎ άŀƴ ŜǎǎŜƴǘƛŀƭ mega event to attract investments and develop tourism in 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤέΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ƛƴǘǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ 9·th ǘƻ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ŀƴ άƛǊǊŜŦǳǎƛble 

opportunity ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέΦ  

 

aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
άTȊƳƛǊ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ǳǎŜ ƛǘǎ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭǎ Ŧor growth. I am asking you why? Investment, employment, 
ŜȄǇƻǊǘ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŎǊŜŀǎƛƴƎΦ 9ŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘƻǊǎ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎƘƻǿ ƛǘΧ bŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊȅ ƴƻǊ 
agriculture provide employment. We could not find jobs to our children. Could we !... Okay I ask 
you then, which sectors under such declining economic conditions provide employment. The 
answer is clear. It is tourism, commerce and service based sectors. We should develop with such 
sectors. We can provide new employment by promoting the development of such sectors. This is 
ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ Ƨƻō ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŦƻǊ ƻǳǊ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΧ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
ƛǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŜƴŀōƭŜǎ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ōŀǎŜŘ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ 
ƛǊǊŜŦǳǎƛōƭŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƘƻ ǿŀƴǘ ŀ better future for their city. If it is like that 
ǿƘȅ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭƛƴƎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΚ L Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ŦƛƴŘ ŀƴȅ ŀƴǎǿŜǊΧ ²Ŝ 
ŀǊŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ T¢/ ƴƻǘ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ōǳǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ²Ŝ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŎƛǘȅΦ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ 
ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ ƻƴŜ ŀƳƻƴƎǎǘ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦέ     
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Top Level Bureaucrat 2  
άTȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ōǊŀƴŘ ƴŀƳŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΦ Lǘ could not get high levels of 
tourism revenue and this has negatively affected its local economy. As Ministry of Culture and 
¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŜ ǿŀƴǘ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƴƎ 
ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΦ ²Ŝ ŎŀǊŜ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ ƛǘǎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ΗΦΦΦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƛƴ ŀ ƪŜȅ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ 
ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ²Ŝ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ²ƘŜƴ ƛǘ 
is implemented, you will see how health and congress tourism facilitates would contribute to the 
developmenǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΦ hƴƭȅ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅΣ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǊŜŀŎƘ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΦέ          
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Expert 
ά²ƛǘƘ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦƛǾŜ ǎǘŀǊ ƘƻǘŜƭǎΣ ŎǳǊŜ ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎΣ ǎǇŀǎΣ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ Ƴŀƭƭǎ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 
consǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ These all attract investment and provide employment in tourism and 
construction sectors. This project I believe has a considerable influence over the local economic 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΧ ¢ƻŘŀȅ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ TȊƳƛǊ Η Lǘ Ƙŀǎ ǎŜŀΣ ŀ ƎƻƻŘ ǎǳƴƴȅ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭ 
beaches but tourism is not developed in this city. It has remarkable tourism potentials but they 
ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǳǘƛƭƛȊŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΧ /ƻƳǇŀǊŜ Ƙƻǿ !ƴǘŀƭȅŀ ǘƻƻƪ ǘƘŜ 
ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǿƘƛƭŜ TȊƳƛǊ ƭŜŦǘ ōŜƘƛƴŘΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴΣ TȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ 
problems. All the stakeholders in the city want employment and development. This 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜŘ ōȅ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ƘǳƎŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ 
ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΦέ    
aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
ά¢ƻŘŀȅ ǘhere is little investment and employment and trade deficit is continuously increasing in 
TȊƳƛǊΦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ŏŀƴ ǎƻƭǾŜ ǎǳŎƘ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ŜǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅ ƪƴƻǿǎ ƛǘ ǿƛƭƭ 
attract million dollars of investment and thousands of new employment opportunities. We 
expect also it will contribute to the decreasing of trade deficit by attracting foreign currency 
ŦǊƻƳ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎΧ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ ƴŜŜŘ ƛǘ ǘƻ ǎƻƭǾŜ ƛǘǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀƴŘ 
social problems. It is very clear. Anybody cannot ignore !... But if you say we should make 
ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ƘŜǊŜΣ ǘƘŜƴ ȅƻǳ Ŧŀƭƭ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΦέ         
TȊƳƛǊ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳŜǊŎŜΣ /ƻƴǎǳƭǘŀƴǘ ƻŦ ¦Ǌōŀƴ !ŦŦŀƛǊǎ  
ά!ǎ ǘƘŜ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΣ ƻǳǊ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎt is a visionary one. We want 
TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ŀǎ ŀ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎŜΣ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǎǘŜǊƴ 
Mediterranean. But we could not realize this development vision because the city does not have 
attractive spaces for large tourism investƳŜƴǘǎΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƻŦ ƭŀǊƎŜ 
ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎ Η Lǘ Ƴŀȅ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ǾŜǊȅ ŎǊǳŎƛŀƭ ǊƻƭŜ ƛƴ ǊŜŀƭƛȊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΧ {ƻƳŜ ŎƛǾƛƭ 
ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ǎƛǘŜΦ Iƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ Ŏlaim 
it I cannot believe ! There is not any agriculture site just eight kilometer away from the center of 
ŀƴȅ Ŏƛǘȅ ƛƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŎƻǳƴǘǊƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘΦ ¢ƘŜƛǊ ŎƭŀƛƳ ƛǎ ōǳƭƭǎƘƛǘ ΗΦΦΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ŀ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭƭȅ 
ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŀǊŜŀ ǿƛǘƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ TȊƳƛǊ Ƴŀȅ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ƛǘǎ attractiveness in terms of global 
ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜƴŜǎǎΦ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ [ƻƴƎ ŀƎƻ ǿŜ ƛƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 



 

246 

 

 

should be planned with the purpose of EXPO because we know EXPO provides benefits for all of 
ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦέ         

 

Critical discourse analysis and the findings of questionnaires and in-depth interviews they 

all indicate the fact that predominant discourses of powerful governmental and business 

actors have constituted a hegemonic power over the definition of urban planning priorities 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜǎΦ !ǎ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ǎƘƻǿΣ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ 

άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ŘƛǎŎǳǊǎƛǾŜ ōŀǎŜǎ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƛƴ ōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

projects. Through the production and dissemination of hegemonic discourses, these 

projects are presented to public as if they would provide benefits for all of the people living 

ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¦Ǌōŀƴ ǊŜƴǘ ōŀǎŜŘ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ 

ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛǎŜ ƻŦ άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ Ƴanipulation of public opinion 

constitutes the base of hegemony construction in the formation of the projects. 

 

Within the light of the empirical evidence, this thesis asserts that powerful governmental 

and business actors intend to construct a άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ (CPC) by 

producing, disseminating and dominating hegemonic discourses in the formation of the 

project. This politically-ideologically constructed capacity focuses on the mobilization of 

public support and consent in the formation of the projects and plays role in redefining the 

priorities of urban planning and policy. The construction of each capacities of producing 

consent (CsPC) for each project may vary according to different actors involved; but the 

common basis of each CsPC is that they are embodied by the hegemonic discourses of 

powerful capitalist actors in the formation of the projects. In addition, another important 

common base of CsPC is that they all aim to mobilize public support and consent through 

redefining the priorities of urban planning and policy. There are differences and common 

bases in the construction of CsPC.  

   

Field survey provides a comparative and comprehensive investigation on the construction 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ǎt/ ƻŦ ōƻǘƘ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ŘǊŀǿ ƻƴŜ major conclusion from 

the findings of field survey that each CPC of each project attempts to construct a common-

sense view concerning the formation of the project and it is aimed to make dominant this 

common-sense perception as the widespread public opinion in the formation of the 

project. By this politically-ideologically constructed way, capitalist actors acquire the 

support and consent of large segments of society and therefore constituted a hegemonic 

power over the definitions of urban political priorities. However, this general conclusion 
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still needs to be investigated further to reveal different types of giving support to the 

formation of the projects. Different local residents tend to declare their support for the 

projects through different motivations, expectations and behaviors. They do not show a 

common behavioral type of mobilizing their consent; but rather there are different 

behaviors motivating local residents differently in expressing their thoughts and views 

concerning the formation of the project. 

 

The findings of in-depth interview uncover two major behavioral types of mobilizing 

ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƛǎ άactive ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ. Local residents obviously stating their 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛǘƘƻǳǘ ŀƴȅ ƘŜǎƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ǳǎƛƴƎ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ 

άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛȊŜŘ 

ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ άŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέΦ Lƴ-depth interviews indicate that these local residents, who 

actively support to the formation of the project, are embracing hegemonic discourses and 

reproducing them by expressing their views. Most of the active supporters of the projects 

ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 

ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊέΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ they tend to become organized 

through establishing associations and pursue all the news from media sources concerning 

the formation of the projects. In addition, observations in the field survey also show that 

ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ άŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ 

living in NCC site. Some typical expressions of stating active consent are reflected with the 

interview texts mentioned below.  

 

Property Owner Household at Ege Neigborhood  
άL ǊŜŀŘ ŦǊƻƳ ƴŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƭarge investors and they are planning to construct shopping 
ƳŀƭƭǎΣ ƻŦŦƛŎŜ ǘƻǿŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭǳȄǳǊȅ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ tƭŜŀǎŜ ǊŜƳŜƳōŜǊ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘǎ 
ƛƴ мфслǎ ŀƴŘ мфтлǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀŘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ƳƛƎǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŦǊƻƳ ǊǳǊŀƭ ŀǊŜŀǎΦ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ 
employment ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘƛƳŜǎΦ ²ƘŜƴ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƳƛƎǊŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ 
ƧƻōǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ ōǊŜŀŘ ǘƻ Ŝŀǘ ŦƻǊ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜΧ ¢ƻŘŀȅ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƴƻ ƴŜǿ Ƨƻō ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΣ ƴƻ ōǊŜŀŘ 
ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ aȅ ǎƻƴ ƛǎ ǳƴŜƳǇƭƻȅŜŘΧ .ǳǘ ǿŜ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ b// ǇǊƻƧŜct will provide 
new job opportunities for people. It will also attract investment. In the construction and 
ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎΣ ƭŀōƻǊ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŘŜƳŀƴŘŜŘΣ ǘƘǳǎ ƴŜǿ Ƨƻōǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜΧ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜ 
ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛon of NCC project because directly or 
ƛƴŘƛǊŜŎǘƭȅ ŜǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ                
Property Owner Household at .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ bŜƛƎōƻǊƘƻƻŘ  
ά!ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ Ŏƛǘȅ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 9·thΦ ²Ŝ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ 
oǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ǾƛŜǿΦ LŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛƭƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ǿƛǘƘ 9·th ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ 
ǿƘȅ ǿŜ ǎŀȅ ƴƻ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎΧ ²Ŝ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǎǇŀŎŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 
ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘΧ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ŀǎ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƛǎǎǳŜ ōǳǘ ŀlso as a national tourism 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƭƛƪŜ !ƴǘŀƭȅŀ .ŜƭŜƪ ǘƻ ƻōǘŀƛƴ Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴ ŘƻƭƭŀǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǊŜǾŜƴǳŜΦέ  
άbƻǿ ǿŜ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΦ 
Through the implementation of the project, new employment opportunities are provided in 
construction sector. After the completion of constructions, touristic facilities will demand further 
ƭŀōƻǊ ǇƻǿŜǊΦ L ƳŜŀƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛƭƭ Ŏƻƴǘƛƴǳƻǳǎƭȅ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ƴŜǿ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘΧ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ 
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side, when consumption increases with touristic facilities and malls here, this will enhance the 
capital accumulation of investors. Increased accumulation means higher level of investment in 
ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎΦ Lƴ ōǊƛŜŦΣ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǊŜǾƛǘŀƭƛȊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΧ ¢ƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ 
important thing fƻǊ ǳǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƎŜǘ ǊƛŘ ƻŦ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǊǳōōƛǎƘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭ ŀƴŘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǇŀŎŜ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ²Ŝ  ŎƻƳǇǊŜƘŜƴŘ ƛƴ 
the planning process that we need to organized our power by establishing an association with 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŜ ŀƛƳ ǘƻ ŘŜŦŜƴŘ ƻǳǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅέ   

 

The second behavioral type of mobilizing consent is άǇŀǎǎƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ which means low 

level of awareness and passive support of the people concerning the formation of the 

project. People having a passive consent for the project do not embrace and reproduce 

hegemonic discourses and they have a very low level of information for the project. These 

uninformed people do not tend to become organized to defend their interests in the 

formation of the project. In the field survey, it is observed that most of the people having 

passive consent for the project are tenants and low-educated, low-income people. 

Furthermore, in expressing their views for the projects these people emphasize their daily 

lives and survival strategies as reactions to project. However, although they do not actively 

support to the project, their tendency to cooperate with active supporters is high and 

therefore it could be expected that people having active and passive consent may act and 

decide together under any condition of decision-taking in the implementation of the 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ {ƻƳŜ ǘȅǇƛŎŀƭ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ άǇŀǎǎƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ ŀǊŜ ŎƛǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ǘŜȄǘǎ 

mentioned below. 

 

Tenant Household at Ege Neighborhood 
άL ƪƴƻǿ b// tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ŦŜǿ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ aŀȅƻǊΦ LƴŘŜŜŘ L ƘŀǾŜ ǾŜǊȅ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ 
the formation of the project. I just saw some newspaper news and articles concerning the NCC 
project. But mukhtar and the head of our association have more information. Go and speak with 
them ! To be honest, I do not even mind how the project has been formed. We just want to 
learn how it affects our daily life here. Just that ! But as I said, leading people of neighborhood 
community paid particular attention to this project and they tell us some possible outcomes of 
the project. They say that we will not be disadvantaged from the implementation of the project. 
²Ŝ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŜƳ ŀƴŘ ǿŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘ ǘƻ ƻǳǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΦέ   
ά²Ƙŀǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƛǘ Ƴŀtter if NCC project attracts investments and provides employment. I am not 
ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘŜŘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ L ǿƛƭƭ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊƪ ƴƻǊ ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƴŜǿ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ b// ǎƛǘŜΦ {ƻ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƳƛƴŘ ƛǘ 
ΗΦΦΦ LŦ ȅƻǳ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǊƴ ƻǳǊ ƴŜƛƎƘōƻǊƘƻƻŘΩǎ ǾƛŜǿΣ L ǊŜŎƻƳƳŜƴŘ ȅƻǳ ǘƻ ǘŀƭƪ ǿƛǘƘ Ƴukhtar and 
association. They consider and defend the interests of our neighborhood and we trust them. But 
ǿŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜǎǇŜŎǘ ǘƻ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΦ ¦ƴǘƛƭ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŜȅ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƳŀƪŜ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ǿǊƻƴƎ ǘƻ 
ǳǎΧ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǊƴ ŜȄǘǊŀ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ b// ǇǊoject since mukhtars and our 
ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǳǎ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴέ 
¢Ŝƴŀƴǘ ²ƻǊƪǇƭŀŎŜ ŀǘ YƻǊǳǘǸǊƪ bŜƛƎōƻǊƘƻƻŘ 
άTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ L ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ Ǝƻ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅΦ L ƘŜŀǊŘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ Ƴȅ ŦǊƛŜƴŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŘ ŀ 
few news from newspapers. It is said ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ 9·th ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿƛƭƭ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 
investment, employment and tourism development. Of course we want such things for the 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΧ .ǳǘ L ƘŀǾŜ ǾŜǊȅ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ L ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ 
involved to publiŎ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎΧ L Ƨǳǎǘ ƳŀŘŜ ǎƻƳŜ Řŀƛƭȅ ǘŀƭƪǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƻǳǊ 
neighborhood and saw two or three news. These are the only sources of my very limited base of 
ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ L ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ǎŀȅ ȅƻǳ ǘƘŀǘ L ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻǊ ƻǇǇƻǎŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ L do not 
ƘŀǾŜ ŀŘŜǉǳŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǘŀƛƭŜŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀƴ ŀǎǎŜǎǎƳŜƴǘΦέ      
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This part of case study chapter underlines three major findings of urban field survey. Firstly, 

governmental decision-makers do not have any problem in mobilizing the support of local 

residents. Most of the people living in the project site actively or passively consent to the 

formation of the project. Secondly, these local residents adopt and reproduce 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέΣ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ based 

hegemonic discourses in expressing their support to the projects. These hegemonic 

discourses have become common-sense in the formation of the projects and therefore they 

play a political-ideological superstructural role in dominating and manipulating the 

formation of public opinion concerning the formation of the projects. Lastly, all findings of 

empirical evidence until this part indicate that a άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ (CPC) is 

politically-ideological constructed by producing, disseminating and dominating hegemonic 

discourses in the formation of the project. Powerful governmental and business actors play 

crucial roles in the constructing of CPC which attempt to construct a hegemonic power over 

the definition of urban political priorities. The following part will comparatively elaborate 

through which mechanisms the CsPC are constructed in both of the projects.  

 

6. 2. 1. 4 The Dissemination of Hegemonic Discourses and the Construction of 

Public Opinion  

Hegemonic discourses are produced and reproduced by powerful governmental and 

investor-business actors in the formation of the project and they are successful in acquiring 

public support and consent. However one question still needs to be answered. Through 

which mechanisms these hegemonic discourses are disseminated ? This part elaborates on 

the answering of this major research question by reflecting the evidences of questionnaire 

and interviews.      

 

The findings of neighborhood questionnaire indicate that there are two common sources of 

disseminating hegemonic discourses. As the first and most important source, news and 

articles in mass media tools are stated by most of the people as common and influential 

mechanism in realizing and perceiving hegemonically produced discourses of the projects. 

Secondly, the declarations of powerful governmental and business actors reflected in these 

news constitute another crucial source in the dissemination of hegemonic discourses. The 

ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƭŀǊƎŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŎƻƳǇŀƴƛŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ become 

prominent mechanisms in dominating and manipulating the views of the people in the 
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formation of NCC project. On the other side; the declarations of the Ministry of Culture and 

¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ƘŀǾŜ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ǊƻƭŜǎ ƛƴ ǎƘŀping and 

ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  
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Figure 6.33 Influential mechanisms in the dissemination of hegemonic discourses (neighborhood 

questionnaire, rating) 
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Figure 6.34 Influential mechanisms in the dissemination of hegemonic discourses (neighborhood 

questionnaire, rating) 

 

Critical discourse analysis and in-depth interviews also reveal that the number and the 

intensity of such declarations of governmental decision-makers and business leaders 

increase after the preparation of related development plans and also after any judiciary 

actions against these plans. In other words; mayors, ministries, some top level bureaucrats 

and leading investors and business leaders prefer to manipulate public opinion after the 

preparation of development plans. If any oppositional actor against the project bring 
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judiciary action for the cancel of the plan, such leading actors again start to dominate mass 

media tools through disseminating their declarations and discourses. When they declare 

their views, such actors concentrate to constitute and shape a supportive public opinion for 

the projects. Interviews texts mentioned below show how governmental and business 

actors use mass media tools to express and disseminate their declarations and discourses in 

the formation of NCC project. Interview texts also reveal that media institutions have 

become the key mechanism of dominating and manipulating public opinion through 

constructing the CPC (capacity of producing consent).  

 

Aegean Economic Development Foundation, Administrative Board Member  
What we did with the new city center project was as follows: there was a fury once the court 
case on the development plan was cancelled. Investors uproared and they were right. Some say 
they had already started implementing their investments, some say they gave up on investing in 
Izmir. We are making  press releases in order to build a consensus over the project and to inform 
the public on how much the court case has damaged Izmir. A group of bodies including non-
governmental organizations like us, local administrators, investors, local businessmen are all 
together making press releases along a common framework. We are stating that investments 
should not be cut-out of Izmir with court cases like these, and that this does harm to the city by 
ōƭƻŎƪƛƴƎ  ǘƘƻǳǎŀƴŘ ƻŦ ƴŜǿ ƧƻōǎΦ ²ŜΩǊŜ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƛƴŦƻǊƳ ƻǳǊ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊŜǎǎ ǊŜƭŜŀǎŜǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ 
appear in newspapers, local tv channels. And I think it makes an impact. The public opinion is 
unified around a view and support to the project increases.   
¸Ŝƴƛ !ǎƤǊ bŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊΣ bŜǿǎ /ƘƛŜŦ  
As I have said, the new city center project is important for some groups who declare themselves 
as the investors of the city. They have always make such declarations to our newspaper. We 
have set-up a platform to reflect thŜƛǊ ƛŘŜŀǎΧ ²Ŝ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 
aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƻƳƳŜǊŎŜΣ as the project started and the plans were going 
through approval and court cases were being brought against plans. They stated the benefits of 
the project to Izmir and its development. These interviews increased  the level of awareness of 
the public  for the new city center project, which is our duty as a media institution. We are 
responsible with enlightening the public and to show them what is right. 

 

Besides common influential mechanisms, there are also different influential mechanisms of 

disseminating hegemonic discourses specific to each project. For instance; the findings of 

neighborhood questionnaire and interviews reveal that some advertisements of shopping 

malls, office towers and luxury residents, which are expected to be constructed in NCC site, 

have become a very influential mechanism in dominating hegemonic discourses like 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΣ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ άǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜέΦ 5ǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛƴterviews in 

ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅΣ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜȅ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŜŘ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ǎŜŜƛƴƎ ǎǳŎƘ 

ŀŘǾŜǊǘƛǎŜƳŜƴǘǎέΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜȅ ŘŜŎƛŘŜ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ 

ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀŦǘŜǊ ƴƻǘƛŎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀŘǾŜǊǘƛǎŜƳŜƴǘǎέ ŀƴŘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊƳore it is also understood 

that their perception on the formation of NCC project have been manipulated through the 

images, themes and messages these advertisements disseminate. One of the most 

advertised resident tower project, located in the NCC site and named Folkart Towers, is 

mentioned below.   
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Figure 6.35 An imaginative view of Folkart towers project being constructed in NCC site  

(Source: http://www.folkarttowers.com/) 

 

Interview texts unveil that the vast majority of local residents become aware of NCC project 

after noticing the advertisements of Folkart Towers. This advertisement of huge office and 

resident towers take place almost in all media sources and gives rises to the shaping of 

supportive public opinion for NCC project. Hegemonic discourses that decision-makers and 

business leaders produce and reproduce are disseminated by such advertisements through 

ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎ ƭƛƪŜ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜέ ŀƴŘ 

άŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ƻŦ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎΣ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƭƛǾƛƴƎέ. It could also be underlined that such 

advertisements disseminate an ideologically-constructed message ŎƭŀƛƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ƘŀǾŜ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ to benefit from these residences and malls that are 

ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜέΦ  

 

MukhtaǊ ƻŦ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ bŜƛƎōƻǊƘƻƻŘ 
ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŦƛǾŜ ƻǊ ǎƛȄ ōƛƎ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜŘ ƭƛŎŜƴǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ 
new city center  site. One of them is the Folkart towers, which airs commercials on every tv 
ŎƘŀƴƴŜƭΣ ȅƻǳ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǎŜŜƴΦ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤΣ ǿƘich has been unknown for 50 years has come to be 
ƪƴƻǿƴ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ CƻƭƪŀǊǘΦ tŜƻǇƭŜ ǎŀȅΣ άƎǊŜŀǘΣ ƻǳǊ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƭŀƴŘ ǿƛƭƭ Ǝŀƛƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜέΣ ǘƘŜȅ 
ǎŀȅ άCƻƭƪŀǊǘ ƛǎ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ǇǊŜǎǘƛƎƛƻǳǎΣ ŜƭƛǘŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΦ 
The fact that the Folkart towers project is widely covered by the media also increases awareness 
ƻŦ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ  
Investor of NCC, Folkart Towers Project Officer 
 άCƻƭƪŀǊǘ ¢ƻǿŜǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǇǊƻŦƻǳƴŘ  ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ-wide and nation-wide recognition of the new 
city center project. We have advertisements in newspaper, local televisions and billboards. 
9ǾŜǊȅōƻŘȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀŘǾŜǊǘƛǎŜƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ ƪƴƻǿ ǳǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǿŜƭƭΦ ²ƛǘƘ CƻƭƪŀǊǘ ¢ƻǿŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ 
we provide  a sporty, healthy lifestyle, a landscape, a sea-side living and working opportunity all 
ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ƳƻǊŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ōŜΦΦΦ ŀƴŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƻǳǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ 
the awareness of and support to the NCC project has raised significantly. People say that we 
increase the quality of life in the city, we bring value  to it and we help it develop. Such 
ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƳŀƪŜ ǳǎ ƘŀǇǇȅΦέ 
¸Ŝƴƛ !ǎƤǊ bŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊΣ bŜǿǎ /ƘƛŜŦ 
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ά¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƘǳƎŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ Ƴŀƭƭ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴŎŜ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭǎΦ ²ƘŜƴ ŀ ŎƻǳǊǘ ŎŀǎŜ 
has been ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ άǿƘƻ 
ǿƻǳƭŘ ƻōƧŜŎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭΣ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΚέΦ L ŎƻǳƭŘ ǎŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 
ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ ǘƘŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ CƻƭƪŀǊǘΩǎΣ aŜgapƻƭΩǎ ŀƴŘ T -D¸hΩǎ 
advertisements of shopping malls, offices and residences have an effect as much as the 
ǎǘŀǘŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ  aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΦέ 

 

The other project specific influential mechanism of disseminating hegemonic discourses is 

EXPO. TƘŜ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ƛǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ǘǿƻ ǘƛƳŜǎ ŀǎ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

process of TȊƳƛǊΩǎ 9·th нлмр ŀƴŘ нлнл ŎŀƴŘƛŘŀŎƛŜǎΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ TȊƳƛǊ ƭƻǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ 

host EXPO 2015 event, it is declared as EXPO 2020 candidacy of Turkey again by the central 

government. Central and local government actors, local business associations and EXPO 

TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ όŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ-private partnership) all presented EXPO 

as άan irrefusible mega event to attract investment and tourism developmŜƴǘέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ Ƴƻǎǘƭȅ 

declared by such powerful governmental and investor-ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ά9·th ǿƛƭƭ ōƻƻǎǘ 

ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅέ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ άǎǇƛƭƭ-ƻǾŜǊ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎέ ŦƻǊ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άŎǊŜŀǘƛƴƎ ƴŜǿ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ-basŜŘ ǎŜŎǘƻǊǎέΦ {ǳŎƘ 9·th-

based hegemonic discourses and some presentations, advertisements and imaginative 

views prepared within the EXPO candidacy process have all shaped a supportive public 

ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ hƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ site is mentioned below.  

  

 

Figure 6.36 An imaginative view of 9·th CŀƛǊ {ƛǘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ²ŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ  

(Source: http://www.expoizmir.org.tr/) 

 

The critical analysis of discourses and interview texts point out that EXPO is utilized as a 

ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǘƻ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŀŎŎŜƭŜǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ {ƛƴŎŜ нллтΣ 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴƛƴƎ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΣ it is intended 
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ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ As interviewees expressed, 

governmental decision-makers and local business leaders intend to mobilize public support 

for T¢/ project through forming the project with an EXPO-based strategy. 

 

Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Assistant Expert 
άLǘ ǿŀǎ ŎƭŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 9·th ǿƻǳƭŘ ōǊƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊ Ƴƛƭƭƛƻƴǎ ŘƻƭƭŀǊǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΣ  ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ŀƴŘ 
thousands of new job opportunities. These claims were made in order to increase public support 
towards T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜŘ Ƨƻƛƴǘƭȅ ōȅ ǘƘŜ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘ 
local capital owners, via using the media power. It was an important strategy to mention EXPO 
ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ Ƴŀǎǎ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳΦ Lǘ ǿŀs an important strategy 
ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ Ǝŀƛƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎΦέ 
Chamber of City Planners, The Head of Central Office 
άLƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ŎŀǊŜ ŀōƻǳǘ 9·th ǘƻŘŀȅΦ  .ǳǘ ǘƘŜƴΣ ǿƘȅ ƛǎ 9·th ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
ŀƎŜƴŘŀ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ƛǎ ŀǎ ŦƻƭƭƻǿǎΥ 9·th ǿŀǎ Ǉǳǘ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ǎƻ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
receives support from different social groups. EXPO has been used as  an opportunity to initiate 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ōŜƛƴƎ ǳǎŜŘ ǎƻΧ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀƛƳŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ 9·th ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀŎtivity 
in favor of the public and by this way they want to eliminate the opposition of chambers. This is 
ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜΦ 

 

Interviews texts also reveal that media institutions plays a very influential role in 

constructing a supportive public opinion for the projects. Powerful capitalist actors behind 

the formation of the projects utilize mass media tools of media institutions to dominate a 

political-ideological power over the formation of common-sense opinion. This public 

ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ƳŜŘƛŀ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project. The domination-ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ 

through putting a pressure over the formation of oppositional-counter views against the 

project. Some newspaper clippings reflecting this pressure is mentioned below. 

 

 

 

Figure 6.37 Newspaper clippings reflecting the pressure over the formation of oppositional-

counter views against T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ (Source: ¢aah.Σ  th TȊƳƛǊ  ǳōŜǎƛ !ǊǒƛǾƛύ  
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In this process of public opinion building; the supportive views of governmental and 

business actors are frequently reflected in the news, however the oppositional views of 

chambers and environmentalist NGOs against the formation of T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘŜŘ ƛƴ 

these news. As the head of local branch of the Chambers of City Planners properly states 

άǘƘŜ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǳǘƛƭƛȊŜǎ 

media to shape, dominate and manipulate a supǇƻǊǘƛǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέΦ 

Mainstream media institutions and most of the local newspapers make news by restricting 

and manipulating the views of oppositional actors. For instance, it is observed that most of 

the media institutions conceal the scientific and occupational justifications behind the 

ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ōŀǎŜŘ 

ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ōǳǘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀ 

institutions do not adequately and correctly mention them in the news. Through making 

ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜ ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 

ŎƻƴŎŜŀƭŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎΣ άǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ǎǘŀǘŜ 

and capital forces ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƛƳǎ ǘƻ ǇŜǊǎǳŀŘŜ ǳǎ ōȅ ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƴƎ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 

opinion and applying a pressure over our oppositional-counter thoughts and views 

ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέΦ Some interview texts, taken from the deciphered 

voice records, reflect how media institutions play a key role in the domination and 

ƳŀƴƛǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  

 

/ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊǎΣ ¢ƘŜ IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
ά¢ƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘΦ /ƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴǎ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǳǎe the media to shape 
the public opinion. And in this way, they build up support for projects. For instance, they ask 
ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ŦƻǊ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ōŀǊŜƭȅ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ǇŜǊŎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎ 
that I have expressed. On the other hand, the statements from the minister, mayor and local 
business leaders are published word-by-word. They would like to shape the public opinion with 
the statements of these powerful stakeholders, meanwhile, they pick and choose our 
statements into news that misleŀŘ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΦέ 
Chamber of !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎΣ ¢ƘŜ IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
άLǘ ƛǎ ƻŦ ŎǊƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ƘƻƭŘ ƻŦ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǇƻǿŜǊΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ŀƴŘ 
some local business associations are aiming to mobilize the consent of different social groups. 
And they use the media power to target and pressure disapproving groups like us. They channel 
public reaction towards us with the news that they make. They would like us to give up on the 
ŎƻǳǊǘ ŎŀǎŜ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜ ƻƴ ǳǎΦέ  
¸Ŝƴƛ !ǎƤǊ bŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊΣ bŜǿǎ /ƘƛŜŦ  
ά²ƘŜƴ T¢/ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŎŀƴŎŜƭƭŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳǊǘ ŎŀǎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ 
political and business figures in Izmir  would like to express their opinion on this issue. They call 
us and we interview thŜƳΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƘŜƭǇǎ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΧ tŜƻǇƭŜ ǊŜŀŎǘ ǿƘŜƴ ƻǳǊ 
interviews inform them that the accusers in the case have blocked investment and employment. 
They see the truth. We are the media, our job is to show the truth. If there are groups that cause 
Izmir millions of dollars loss, groups that block the city from becoming a world-leader in tourism 
or a brand city, then we will make news out of reaction to these groups. This is not unobjective 
ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎƳΣ ŜǾŜǊȅǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŀƴŘ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛǾŜΧ ²Ŝ ǿƛƭƭ ǘŜƭƭ the public how much cost the 
ƻǇǇƻƴŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ L¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŎŀǳǎŜŘΦέ 
/ǳƳƘǳǊƛȅŜǘ bŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊΣ ¢ƘŜ WƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǳǊŜŀǳ 
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ά¢ƘŜȅ ƳŀƪŜ ƴŜǿǎ ŎƭŀƛƳƛƴƎ άǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ƛǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ 9·thέΦ .ǳǘ ǘƘŜȅ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƎƛǾŜ 
the scientific justification of their opposition in the news. So they target the chamber. Is this 
objective journalism?... This is an obvious theatre act on stage.  Groups that are in political and 
ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŜȄǇŜŎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƘŀǾŜ ƧƻƛƴŜŘ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ǘƻ  ƳŀƪŜ ƴŜǿǎ ǇǳōƭƛǎƘƛƴƎ ŀƭƻƴƎ 
ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōǳƛƭŘ ŀ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ 
the mainstream media and local newspapers in Izmir make such kind of news, with which the 

ƻǇǇƻƴŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ L¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜ ǘŀǊƎŜǘŜŘΧ ¢ƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜǊǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧect have media powerΦέ  
 

As the previous part of the case study chapter asserted, the capacity of producing consent 

(CPC) is constructed by powerful governmental and business actors who develop 

cooperative-collaborative relations in the formation of each project. It is intended to use 

this politically-ideologically constructed capacities to mobilize public support and consent 

for the projects. The core of each CsPC (capacities of producing consent) is constituted by 

the hegemonic discourses, definitions and declarations of powerful governmental and 

business actors. However, actually existing mechanisms behind the construction of these 

CsPC were undiscovered until this part.  

 

This part of case study chapter investigated the mechanisms behind the dissemination of 

hegemonic discourses. It is revealed that the mechanisms of mass media play a crucial role 

in both disseminating hegemonic discourses and constructing a supportive public opinion 

for the projects. In other words, the CsPC have been constructed by the mechanisms of 

Ƴŀǎǎ ƳŜŘƛŀΦ tŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ Ƴŀǎǎ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǘƻƻƭǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ 

platform of political-ideological struggle between the predominant-supporter view (of 

governmental and business actors) and oppositional-counters view (of chambers affiliated 

to UCTEA and some other NGOs). However, it could be stated that predominant-supporter 

views have more advantages in manipulating the shaping of public opinion since they 

dominate and command most of the mass media institutions. The following part 

concentrates on the question which social groups the CsPC target to persuade in the 

formation of the projects. 

 

6. 2. 1. 5 The Targeted Actors in the Mobilization of Consent  

Hegemonic discourses, their producers and disseminators and the level their adoption by 

local residents are revealed by the findings of field survey. However, another crucial 

research question still needs to be answered. Hegemonic discourses of powerful 

governmental and business actors target to mobilize the consent of which social groups in 

the formation of the project? In other words, the CsPC (capacities of producing consent) 

essentially concentrate to mobilize the consent of which actors in the formation of the 
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projects. It is an obvious fact that the general target of hegemonic discourses (produced, 

ǊŜǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǎŜƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎύ ƛǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ŀ ǿƘƻƭŜΦ 

However, the findings of field survey reveal that there are particularly targeted actors in the 

acquiring of consent for the projects.       

 

¢ƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ /ǎt/ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘs primarily 

target to take active support of oppositional actors who declared their oppositional-counter 

views against the projects. Most of the representatives of the institutions think that it is 

needed to cooperate-collaborate with oppositional actors in the formation of the projects 

since they may constitute a powerful base of opposition through obstructing the 

implementation of the projects. As figures mentioned below indicate, actors who declared 

their oppositional views and brought judiciary action for the cancel of projects are stated 

mostly by the representatives of institutions to cooperate for the formation of projects. For 

instance, a group of local politicians (consisted of ex-Mayor of Greater Municipality and a 

few city councilors) are stated by the majority of the institutions as the most important 

actor to cooperate for the formation of NCC project.    
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Figure 6.38 The targeted actors to cooperate for the formation of NCC project (institution 

questionnaire, rating) 
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Figure 6.39 The targeted actors to cooperate for the formation ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ όƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ 

questionnaire, rating) 

 

Similar with the findings on NCC project, institution questionnaire shows that most of the 

institutions specify chambers (affiliated to UCTEA) as the primary target with which 

governmental decision-makerǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ 

finding of questionnaire is more significant when we think that chambers constitute a 

ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ōǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

ŎŀƴŎŜƭ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇment plans. Most of the institutions think that oppositional actors 

against the project should be incorporated as a partner of governmental decision-makers in 

ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ōŀǎŜŘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǿƛǘƘ 

oppositional actors could also be viewed as a hegemonically-constructed strategy to absorb 

and pacify the oppositional power and activity of these counter-oppositional actors.  

 

Parallel with the findings of institution questionnaire, in-depth interview texts provide a 

rich base of empirical evidence to identify two particularly emphasized major targets in the 

ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀǊŜ όмύ άƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴǎέ ƭƛƪŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ όнύ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9!έΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ civil society are also 

mostly emphasized targets with which governmental and business actors should cooperate 

in the preparation of the projects. 

 

Firstly, the efforts and discourses to mobilize the consent of occupational professions are 

elaborated. In the formation of the projects, decision-makers aims to get the active consent 

of some occupational professions like city planning and architecture. This target could be 
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critically reinterpreted, within the framework of thesis, as a serious attempt to extend and 

strengthen the capacity of producing consent (CPC) for the formation of projects. Through 

strengthening the CPC, powerful governmental and business actors exert a certain 

dominance over the priorities and roles of such occupational professions in the formation 

of the projects. The findings of discourse analysis and interviews indicate that 

hegemonically-constructed efforts to mobilize active support of such occupational 

professions could be observed more clearly in the formation of NCC project. For instance, 

decision-ƳŀƪŜǊǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ 

design competition to benefit from the activities of architectures and planners. 

CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΤ ǘƘŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άōȅ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊƛƴƎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ōŜƎƛƴƴing of NCC 

project, they also aim to attract and mobilize the active support of city planners and 

ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎέΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ 

ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƛƴ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōȅ ǎǘŀǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άŎƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛbute to the project by 

ƻƴƭȅ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎ ǘǊŀƴǎǇƻǊǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘǊŀŦŦƛŎ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ b// ǎƛǘŜέΦ tŀǊŀƭƭŜƭ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǳŎƘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΣ 

ǎƻƳŜ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǎŎƻǇŜΣ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 

professions should be determined according to the ŘŜƳŀƴŘǎ ƻŦ ƳŀǊƪŜǘǎέΦ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ 

discourses reflect how powerful governmental and non-governmental actors behind the 

formation of NCC project exert dominance over the role and the priorities of urban 

planning. Thesis argues that this politically-ideologically constructed domination is exerted 

by restricting and redefining the role of urban planning in the formation of NCC project. 

Thus, activities and discourses to mobilize the consent of such occupational professions 

(like city planning and architecture) could be understood, from a neo-Gramscian 

perspective, as a politically-ideologically constructed domination over the role of these 

occupations in the production of urban space.  

   

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ 9Ȅ-head of the Department of Urban Development 
ά²e organized an urban design competition for NCC Project in order to bring together 
occupational groups of architects and city planners and to create a discussion environment for 
such groups. By this way, we have created a channel through which different occupational 
ŜȄǇŜǊǘǎ Ŏŀƴ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƎƻƻŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ ¢ƘŜ 
competition jury was  composed of academicians from architecture and city planning 
departments of universities. Several architects and planners from within and from outside of 
LȊƳƛǊ ƘŀǾŜ ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜŘΦ ²Ŝ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΣ ǘƘŜȅ ƎŀǾŜ ǳǎ ƛŘŜŀǎΧ tŜƻǇƭŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ 
occupational fields of architecture and planning supported the project and participated in it. We 
wanted to give such a message to the puōƭƛŎΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀŎƘƛŜǾŜŘΧ tŜƻǇƭŜ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ  ǘƘŜ 
TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ  ƛǎ ƻǇŜƴƛƴƎ ǳǇ ǘƘŜ NCC project to different ideas from the 
ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŦƛŜƭŘǎ ƻŦ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜέ 
Investor of NCC site, Megapol Construction Company Executive Board Member 
άL ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ǎǘating that they agree to the NCC project in principal, but it 
may create traffic problems, which could be solved in such and such ways. I would like them to 
make a suggestion... The architect should describe how to design an energy efficient building in 
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a city center. The civil engineer should bring the technology of earthquake-proof high-rise 
ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΧ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ Ƙƻǿ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǎŎƛŜƴŎŜ ŀƴŘ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎΣ  ǿƛǘƘ ƳŜΣ ƴƻǘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ 
ƳŜΧ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ Ŏƛǘȅ Ǉƭŀƴning with me, I would like 
ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bŜǿ /ƛǘȅ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƴƻǘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ƳŜΧ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ 
educated man-ǇƻǿŜǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎΦέ 
TȊƳƛǊ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ !ŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ {ǘŀŦŦ 
ά¢ƘŜ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻǇŜƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƛƴŦƻǊmation and the advancements. 
Meanwhile occupational training should be responsive to the requirements and dynamics of the 
market. In the Izmir Economic University we are designing and executing a curriculum along 
ǘƘŜǎŜ ƭƛƴŜǎΧ  Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛve development that the New City Center project is 
being initiated with an international  urban design project. I give great importance to the 
cooperation of decision-makers with occupational groups in architecture and planning. We as 
architects should be ready to provide our input to the  project  such as New City Center project, 
ǿƘƛŎƘ ƻŦ  ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ LȊƳƛǊΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΦέ   

 

Secondly, the evidence of field survey uncovers that governmental decision-makers target 

to mobilize the consent of chambers in the preparation of related development plans for 

the projects. In the urban planning system of Turkey, chambers affiliated to UCTEA (Union 

of Chambers of Turkish Engineers and Architects) have certain roles in regulating the scope 

and the activity of occupational professions like city planning, architecture and engineering. 

They have also legislatively defined authorities to bring judiciary action for the cancel of the 

plans which violates the principles of urbanism and planning.  

 

Therefore, chambers have a potential power against any urban development plan and 

project. Decision-ƳŀƪŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ 

cooperate-collaborate with chambers which have important authorities over the regulation 

of urban development and planning processes. As interview textǎ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘΣ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōƻǘƘ 

aimed to cooperate-collaborate with chambers of city planners and architectures in the 

ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ όTDaύ ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘŜŘ 

ƛƴ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƴƎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

Chambers of Architectures as a key stakeholder in the formation of NCC project. As the 

ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿŜŜǎ ǎǘŀǘŜΣ άǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻn was a strategically taken decision by the 

DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ 

TȊƳƛǊέΦ In the process of preparing NCC development plan, TDa ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜd not only with 

chambers but also with city planner academicians from universitiesΦ TDaΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

governmental decision-maker of NCC project, attracted and mobilized the support and 

consent of a key part of civil society in the formation of the project.  

 

TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ 9Ȅ-head of the Department of Urban Development 
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άL ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀ ƻŦ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ LȊƳƛǊ ōǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎΦ  L 
stated to the Mayor that we should build consensus with chambers and local business 
associations during the development of the plan. I stated that we should call-in all stakeholders 
ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΦ tƛǊƛǒǘƛƴŀ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŀƭΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǿŀȅ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘŜŘ ŀƴȅ ŎƻǳǊǘ ŎŀǎŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ 
ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎΧ LŦ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻƴŜ Ŏŀƴ ƳŀƴŀƎŜ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ 
consensus with aƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎΣ ǘƘŜƴ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƳǳŎƘ ŜŀǎƛŜǊ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǇƭŀƴΧ ²Ŝ 
organized advisory board meetings with these stakeholders. This way we have created an 
atmosphere of consensus and  cooperation  at the beginning of the New City Center project. 
Most imǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƻŦ ŀƭƭΣ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘŜŘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ǘƻ ōǊƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴΦέ 
.ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊ 
άtƛǊƛǒǘƛƴŀ ǘƻƻƪ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎΦ IŜ ŀǇǇƻƛƴǘŜŘ ŀƴ ŜȄ-chamber executive as a department chief 
ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΦ IŜ ǊŜŎǊǳƛǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ LȊƳƛǊΩǎ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƻƴǎǳƭǘŀƴǘΦ IŜ 
always made efforts to act tƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎ ŀƴŘ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎΧ IŜ 
organized an international urban design competition at the beginning of NCC project. This 
competition was lead by academics in architecture and city planning departments, which 
enabled their suppƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ      

 

¦ƴƭƛƪŜ TDaΣ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ όa/¢ύ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǘƻ cooperate-collaborate with 

ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ !ǎ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ǘŜȄǘǎ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿ 

show, although key decision-makers from central and local governments emphasize that 

ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǊŜŀŘȅ ǘƻ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

development plans, this attempt to provide a consensus with these actors has failed. The 

aŀȅƻǊǎ ƻŦ TDa ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǇ ƭŜǾŜƭ ōǳǊŜaucrats from the 

MCT all emphasize cooperation and collaboration based discourses to construct a 

ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŜƳǇƛǊƛŎŀƭ 

evidence show, chambers and universities do not tend to involve any collaborative relation 

ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ 9·th ōŀǎŜŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/έ ŀƴŘ άǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴs we never 

ǇŀǊǘƛŎƛǇŀǘŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƻǳǊ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀƴŘ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ 

ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴέΦ Lǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ-ideologically motivated struggle 

between the discourses of governmental decision-makers and chambers in the formation 

ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ     

 

aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
άaŀȅƻǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǊŜŀŘƛƴƎ ƛƴǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΦ L ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǊŜǉǳŜǎǘ  ŦǊƻƳ 
academicians, chambers and NGOs. During my term I have proved that I am an environmentalist 
and a nature protectionist as much as anybody else. I have not distributed rent to anybody. 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǊŜƴǘΦ Lƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ŦƻǊ LȊƳƛǊ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ LƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ 
developed through tourism. Do not say that a decision made twenty years ago of conserving 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǎƛǘŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǎǘŀȅ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǘǿŜƴǘȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǿ 
ŀǊŜ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘΦ !ŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎΣ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ ƻōƭƛƎŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜŀǎǎŜǎǎ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ [Ŝǘ ǳǎ 
build consensus on the pƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ Řƻ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΩǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 
ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳΦέ 
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Top Level Bureaucrat 1 
ά¢ƘŜ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ǎǘŀǘŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƻǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
planning of this place. We ask for their wider participation in the planning of this area.  We invite 
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them to make a draft plan and bring it to the ministry so that we can discuss it. But do make a 
ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴΣ Řƻ ƴƻǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ŎǊƛǘƛŎƛȊŜΧ [ŜǘΩǎ ƎŀǘƘŜǊ ǊƻǳƴŘ ŀ ǘŀōƭŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǾƛƴŎŜ Ŝach other, 
collaborate and let us not block the process. These are the requests we have made to the 
chambers. We are ready to work with chambŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ǊŜŀŘȅ 
ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘƛƻƴΣ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴΧ .ǳǘ ǘƘŜȅ ƘŀǾŜ ƴŜǾŜǊ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƻ 
collaborate. They have criticized from a distance. This is the same as saying: let there be no plan 
ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ ƭŜǘ ƛǘ ǎǘŀȅ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘƛǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƭŜǘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ Ƙŀƭǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦέ 
άLƴ ŦŀŎǘΣ ǿŜ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƘŀǾŜ ŀǎƪŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƛƴ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ T¢/ 
ǇƭŀƴǎΦ ²Ŝ ŜƴƎŀƎŜŘ ƛƴ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ŎƻǊǊŜǎǇƻƴŘŜƴŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ 5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǿŜ ǎǘŀted that we 
ǿƻǳƭŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǇǳǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/Φ .ǳǘ ǘƘŜ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎǎ ŀǘ 59¦ ǊŜƧŜŎǘ ƻǳǊ Ŏŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ 
ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴΧ ¢ƘŜȅ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎǘŀƴŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜƛǊ ȅŜŀǊǎ-ƻƭŘ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƻƴ LƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 
area that needs protection as it is. This was a disappointment for me. The world is changing, 
¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ƛǎ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎΣ TȊƳƛǊ ƛǎ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎΣ ōǳǘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜƳ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀȅ 
ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǿ Ηέ 
Chamber of !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎΣ ¢ƘŜ IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
ά¢ƘŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ Ŏŀƭƭǎ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǎŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ 
the decisions of building density and land use. But this is not planning. We opposed to the 
approach of planning in there. For us, a tourism-centered strategy, and EXPO are wrong planning 
decisions. HencŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ƴƻ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ L¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ Lƴ ŦŀŎǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ Ŏŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ƛǎ 
ŀƴ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘ ǳǎ ŦǊƻƳ ōǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ŀ ŎƻǳǊǘ ŎŀǎŜΧ ²Ŝ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ bŜǿ /ƛǘȅ 
Center project, but that was different. We were involved at the beginning of the process and we 
shaped the overall planning approach behind the project, we were not forced to adhere to a 
ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜ ŘƛǎŀǇǇǊƻǾŜΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŀǎƪŜŘ ƻŦ ǳǎ ƛƴ LƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ IŜƴŎŜ ŀ 
ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΦέ 

 

 

Thesis argues that governmental decision-makers target to acquire the active support and 

ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ chambers have opposional views and bring 

ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ 

canceled two ǘƛƳŜǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ 

for governmental actors to cooperate-collaborate in the preparation of the plans. In one 

sense, it could be claimed that governmental actors aims to persuade chambers in order to 

ŘƛǎǎǳŀŘŜ ǘƘŜƳ ŦǊƻƳ ōǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ 

governmental actors aim to absorb and pacify the opposition of chambers under the guise 

ƻŦ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛǾŜ-ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎέΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ against 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-ideological basis, they do not respond positively any consensus 

based discourse and reject cooperation-collaboration with the MCT in the preparation of 

T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ  

 

¢Ƙƛǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ άŎƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎέ ŀƴŘ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9!έ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

two major target of governmental decision-makers in the formation of the project. 

However there is still one important question that still needs to be answered. Through 

which ways and strategies, these collaborative-cooperative relations are constructed 

amongst governmental and non-governmental actors in the formation of the projects? The 

empirical findings on NCC project reveal that international urban design competition and 
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incorporating chambers as the key stakeholder in the beginning of NCC project provide a 

ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ŦƻǊ TDa ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƻŦ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΦ .ȅ 

ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅΣ TDa ǎǳŎŎŜŜŘŜŘ ƛƴ ŜȄǘŜƴŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛƴ 

the long run facilitated the implementation of NCC project.    

 

On the other side, the MCT has pursued a different and unsuccessful strategy in attempting 

to collaborate with chambers. As a central government institution, the MCT intended to 

utilize local government institutions όTDa ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅύ ŀǎ ŀ ƳŜŘƛǘŀǘƛǾŜ 

platform to construct collaborative relations with chambers. As interview texts reveal, since 

local governments and chambers have common political tendencies, it is viewed by the key 

officials in the MCT that local governments have the power to persuade chambers in the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎȅ ǘƻ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ 

also failed since chambers opposed to collaborate with governmental actors in the 

ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜlopment plans. 

    

Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Expert 
ά!ǎ L ǎŀƛŘ L ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎƻƴǾƛƴŎŜŘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ LƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ  
project. The approval of chambers need to be taken, which is mainly a responsibility of the 
Greater Municipality of Izmir. We have communicated these to them. We have held meetings in 
LȊƳƛǊ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇƘŀǎŜǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴǾƛǘŜŘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
meetings. They participated. But these acquaintances never turned into a consensus on the 
ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ L¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΦέ 
TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΣ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊ н 
ά²ƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊƛƴƎ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ǘƘŜȅ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ŦƻǊ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎΦ !ƭƭ 
these were efforts to convince the chambers. They saw local governments, which were ruled by 
ǘƘŜ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎŀƴ tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ tŀǊǘȅΣ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛǳƳ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǾƛƴŎƛƴƎ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ 
ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ ōȅ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎŀƴ tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ tŀǊǘȅΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŜƭǇ ƛƴ 
convincing chambers into the ITC plans, but these efforts failed. Because the chambers are 
ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ƻƴ ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ŀƴŘ ƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƎǊƻǳƴŘǎΦέ 
Chamber ƻŦ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊǎΣ ¢ƘŜ IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
άwŜŎŜƴǘƭȅ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ Ƙŀǎ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ ŀ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘΦ !ǎ ǘƘŜȅ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎ 
politically close to the chambers they assign the task of convincing the chamber to local 
ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘǎΧ ²Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ ŀƛƳŜŘ ƘŜǊŜ, however, is not a real consensus. What is aimed is to give an 
impression of collaboration, and to prevent any court-case toward the plans from us. Izmir 
DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ Ŧǳƭƭ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ  ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ 
and ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ .ǳǘ ƻǳǊ ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŀƴŘ ǳƴŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎΧ ¢ƘŜƛǊ 
rhetoric of consensus is not intended for true consensus. The objective is to prevent court 
ŎŀǎŜǎΦέ 

 

To sum up, there are two particularly targeted actors in the mobilization of consent which 

ŀǊŜ άƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴǎέ ƭƛƪŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9!έΦ 

Governmental decision-maker actors intended to strengthen the CsPC of each project 

ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƴƎ-ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎέ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎiety in the formation of the 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜǎƛǎ ŀǊƎǳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛǎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ-ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ 
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relations, powerful governmental actors may exert dominance over the role and priorities 

of urban planning in the formation of the projects. CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜ ǘƘƛǎ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ-

ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŜǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎŀƭƭȅ-

constructed strategy to absorb and pacify the oppositional power of counter-oppositional 

actors. The findings of field survey reveal the ways, mechanisms, strategies and targets of 

constructing a CPC in the formation of the projects. One critical question left unanswered. 

Which kind of coercive mechanisms are used if the CPC have become unsuccessful in 

mobilizing public support and consent behind the formation of the project? The following 

part will provide some empirical evidence to discuss the answers of this question.        

 

6. 2. 1. 6 The Views of Different Actors on the Formation of Project -Based 

Legislative Interventions  

The literature review on the politics of UDPs from World and Turkey show that not only 

hegemonically-constructed discourses and activities but also coercively-dominated state 

mechanisms like project-based laws play strategic roles in formation and implementation of 

UDPs. Within the light of theoretical framework and literature review, the initial argument 

of thesis claimed that coercive-legislative mechanisms of the capitalist state plays a 

constitutive role in the political construction of UDPs. Therefore; in the urban field survey 

different views, discourses and tendencies of different institutions and local residents on 

the formation of project-based legislative interventions are investigated.  

 

Through literature review and critical discourse analysis, it is observed that project-based 

ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ όƴŜǿ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŘŜŎǊŜŜ ƭŀǿǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ ƘŀǾŜ 

entered into the agenda of urban politics when the CsPC of the projects have failed to 

mobilize public support and consent for the projects. In other words, coercive legislative 

mechanisms are frequently defined and discussed as a solution to implement the projects 

when political-ideological oppositional views against the projects are powerful and obstruct 

the implementation of the projects.        

 

In fact, project-based legislative interventions were first used in Northern Ankara Urban 

Regeneration Project. To facilitate the formation and implementation of this regeneration 

project, a project-based law was enacted by the state. After Northern Ankara Urban 

wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¢ŀǊƭŀōŀǒƤ ŀƴŘ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ 

Projects several project-based laws were enacted to reorganize the powers of urban 
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planning and to facilitate the transferring of properties. Moreover, it is also revealed that 

such project-based legislative interventions provide a legal base to overcome oppositional 

decisions of different actors against the projects including conservation councils, district 

municipalities and state councils. 

 

Lƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴtal and business actors started to argue and propose project-

ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǎ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ  ǘƻ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ 

projects in the year 2010. Owing to the several judiciary actions, both of the projects have 

not been implemented for a long time. Although NCC project was started to be 

implemented ƛƴ нлммΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǎǘƛƭƭ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ 

ǇǊŜǾŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ нллтΦ Lǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ T¢/ 

project has attracted discourses of decision-makers more than NCC project, since NCC 

project was started to be implemented. In 2011, for instance, just two month before the 

ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜƭŜŎǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ Ƴŀȅ 

prepare project-based laws to facilitate the implementation of some urban development 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƭƛƪŜ 9·thέΦ {ǳŎƘ ŀ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǳƴŎƻǾŜǊǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ 

actors have failed to mobilize the consent of certain oppositional groups, they tend to 

overcome their opposition through imposing a project-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ T¢/ 

project.            

 

The roles of project based legislative interventions in the political construction of NCC and 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛres and in-depth interviews with different 

institutions.  As figure mentioned below indicates, a considerable part of surveyed 

ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƎǊŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-based laws promote investors, bypass judiciary actions and 

facilitate the implementation of the ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǿƛŘŜƭȅ ŀƎǊŜŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ 

άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿǎ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ŀƴŘ 

attract more reaction and struggle from oppositional groups against the formation of the 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛtution questionnaire show that discourses and attempts to 

enact project-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛƭƭ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ŦǳǊǘƘŜǊ 

contrasting and opposing views of different institutional actors.  
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Figure 6.40 The views of institutions on the formation of project-based legislative interventions 

(institution questionnaire, frequencies)  

 

Furthermore, the views of institutions on project-based legislative interventions 

differentiate according to the categories of these institutions. As the findings of institution 

question reveal, almost %80 of local and central governments, investors and local capital 

organizations have supportive views on the formation of project-based laws. Such 

governmental and business actors support to the enactment of project-based laws through 

ŀǊƎǳƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άǎǳŎƘ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΣ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ōƻǘƘ ǘƘŜ 

ǇŜǊǎǳŀǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέΦ hƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ 

hand, as figure displays, almost %60 of oppositional views on the project-based laws is 

consisted of chambers, universities, unions and other non-governmental organizations 

most of whom also declared their opposition against the fƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 
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Figure 6.41 The views of institutions on project-based legislative interventions according to the 

categories of institutions (neighborhood questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 
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It could also be noted that the findings of institution questionnaire provided very similar 

findings with neighborhood questionnaire in terms of the relative weight of different views 

of institutions on the formation of project-based legislative interventions. Moreover, 

neighborhood questionnaire also reveal that most of the people perceive project-based 

ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴǎ ŀǎ ŀƴ ƛǎǎǳŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

surveyed people from NCC project site having no idea on project-based laws. People living 

ƻǊ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ informed and aware of the discussions and discourses on 

the formation of project-based laws. 
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Figure 6.42 The number of local residents having no idea on the formation of project-based 

legislative interventions (neighborhood questionnaire, frequencies) 

 

The findings of questionnaires are supported and advanced by in-depth interviews. As 

interview texts show, representatives of different institutions conceive project-based laws 

ŀǎ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ƛǎǎǳŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ 

interviews indicating that project-based laws are expected to be enacted for NCC project. 

The majority of institutions and local residents are of the opinion that central government 

tends to prepare a project-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿ ǘƻ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

Moreover, in-depth interviews also uncovered that local and central governments, 

investors and local capital organization all support to the enactment of such an EXPO-

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜǊǎ 

of EXPO-based legislative interventiƻƴ ŀǊƎǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀǊŜ ƻōǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ 

ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ άbecause there is no consensus over the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢C Project, a project-based law could provide a coercive base of power for the 

formation and implementation oŦ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘέ.  
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aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
¢ƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ōȅ ŀ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-ōŀǎŜŘ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿΧ ¢ƘŜ ǊǳƭƛƴƎ 
political party is very powerful and constitutes the majority of the assembly. Thus, they have 
power to enaŎǘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴ ŀōƻǳǘ ŀ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ōǳǘ ŀ 
special law because even if the opponents and proponents of projects fail to achieve a 
ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎΣ ǘƘŜ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜŀƭƛȊŜŘΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ƛǎ Ƴȅ ōŜƭƛŜŦΦ 
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Expert 
άtǊƻƧŜŎǘ-based special law is thought for EXPO. We already have the law for planning of tourism 
ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎ ǘƘǳǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƴŜŜŘ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎΦ .ǳǘΣ ƛŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛǎ 
declared as EXPO area then a special law incƭǳŘƛƴƎ 9·th Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŜƴŀŎǘŜŘΧ IŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŀƛƳ ƛǎ ǘƻ 
ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿƛǘƘ 9·thΦέ 
LƴǾŜǎǘƻǊ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΣ bŀȊƳƛ YǸǊǸƳ /ƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ /ƻƳǇŀƴȅ 9ȄŜŎǳǘƛǾŜ .ƻŀǊŘ aŜƳōŜǊ 
ά! ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŜƴŀŎǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ōǊƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ action against the 
plans and court decides cancel the plans. As a result the projects are interrupted. The only 
ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǘƻ ŜƴŀŎǘ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿΦ CƻǊ bƻǊǘƘ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ŀƴŘ ¢ŀǊƭŀōŀǒƤ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ 
they enact such special laws. Then it can be alsƻ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜ ŦƻǊ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǿƘȅ ƴƻǘΚ ²Ŝ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ 
ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ²Ŝ ǎƘŀǊŜ ǘƘƛǎ ƛŘŜŀ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜǎ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ 
ŀƭǎƻΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ǿŜ ŜȄǇŜŎǘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-based special law is to facilitate the implementation of 
ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ  

 

There are also oppositional actors against the enactment of ant project-based legislative 

intervention. As in-depth interviews reveal some non-governmental actors, which are also 

ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ŀǊƎǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ άŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŀƛƳǎ to enact an 

EXPO-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ōȅǇŀǎǎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎέΦ 

hǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ-based laws are utilized to provide exceptional 

ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜǎέΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ƛn the interviews that 

άŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-makers tend to use project-based laws to enhance their 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘƛƴƎ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǊŜƴǘέΦ   

 

/ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊǎΣ ¢ƘŜ IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
 ά²ƘŀǘŜǾŜǊ ǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ is happened to us is the result of special laws. What is a project-based 
special law? It is an exceptional law for interest groups of the project.  They provided 
ŜȄŎŜǇǘƛƻƴŀƭƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƭƛƪŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΣ ¢ŀǊƭŀōŀǒƤ ŀƴŘ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ 
Ankara with the enactment of such project-ōŀǎŜŘ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿǎΧ {ǳŎƘ ƭŀǿǎ ǳƴŘŜǊƳƛƴŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ 
ƻŦ Ŝǉǳƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƧǳǎǘƛŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿΣ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŜƴŀŎǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǿƛƭƭ 
serve the interest of particular groups supporting to the project. So, they desire and follow this 
issue. By enacting a special law, they can bring arrangements to do chambers, NGOs out of 
judiciary action. By doing so, they can ǊŜƳƻǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘȅ ǘƻ ōǊƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ 
project. So that they come with a lot of undemocratic privileges. I am exactly against to all 
ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛǎǎǳŜǎΦέ 
Bar of Izmir, The Member of Urban and Environment Commission 
ά.ȅ ŜƴŀŎǘƛƴƎ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƻ Řƻ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ōƻŘȅ ƻŦ ƭŀǿȅŜǊǎ ƻut of judiciary 
action. With the use of special laws, projects are exempt from upper scale spatial plans and they 
provide privileged right of building. In other words, such a situation can bring lawlessness and 
they use laws as an instrument to distribute rent and increase political power. Do they have the 
right to do that simply because they form the majority of the assembly?... This is just to cover up 
urban raid under the name of special law.  That is why they want to enact the special law. Expo 
and tourƛǎƳ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ŎŀƳƻǳŦƭŀƎŜǎΧ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ŀǊŜ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ƭŀǿƭŜǎǎƴŜǎǎΣ ŀŎǘ 
against public interest and intervene to the operation of legal system. They make all these with 
ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƭŀǿǎΦέ 
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Counter-ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŀǘ άŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜǎ ƻƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ŀƴŘ ¢ŀǊƭŀōŀǒƤ ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǎƘƻǿΣ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ 

motivation behind enacting a project-based law is to bypass the oppositional activities of 

counter-ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎέΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘƻƻŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ  ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-makers do 

not provide consensus with oppositional non-governmental actors (like chambers and 

ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǎǘ bDhǎύ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ ŜƴŀŎǘ ŀ Ǉroject-based 

ƭŀǿ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƻǎŜ ŀ ŎƻŜǊŎƛǾŜ ŀƴŘ ƭŜƎŀƭƭȅ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ 

and ideologically-motivated opposition of chambers and some NGOs whose active consent 

could not be acquired by the governmental decision-makers. Since powerful governmental 

ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŎǉǳƛǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project have not become strength, rather it remains weak. This thesis argues that owing to 

the weakness of CPC, powerful actors tend to dominate and impose a coercive and legally 

legitimate mechanism with a project-based law. However, such a project-based law still 

remain socially illegitimate since it is not a product of a consensus between different actors 

ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ    

 

To sum up, this part of case study reveal that the project-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿ ƛǎ ŎƻƴŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŀǎ ŀƴ T¢/ 

project-based issue to impose a coercive-legislative mechanism in the absence of consensus 

and collaboration-ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/Σ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ 

governmental decision makers target to collaborate with chambers, they fail to mobilize 

the consent of such oppositional groups and do not succeed in collaboration. Therefore, the 

CPC ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴŜŘΦ Lƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǿŜŀƪƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ /t/ ƻŦ 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-makers tend to prepare an EXPO-ōŀǎŜŘ ƭŀǿ ŦƻǊ T¢/ 

project to pacify and bypass the oppositional views and activities of counter-oppositional 

non-governmental actors. The next part will elaborate the oppositional views and actors 

against the formation of the projects and shed some light to their motivations, tendencies, 

discourses and organizations.    

 

 6. 2. 2 Counter Discourses, Oppositional Views and Actors  

The main focus of empirical research is devoted to the investigation of how public support 

and consent have been mobilized for the projects. However, the case study of thesis 

revealed not only supportive views but also oppositional views and counter discourses 

against the formation of the projects. Urban field survey investigated the motivations, 
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discourses and organizations of counter-oppositional actors against the formation of the 

projects and uncovered that most of the local residents living in the project sites support to 

the formation of the projects. According to the findings of neighborhood questionnaire, 

only %24 of local residents living in NCC site are opposed to the formation of NCC project. 

[ƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧect attracted very little oppositional view from local residents 

ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ hƴƭȅ ҈мр ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƘŀǾŜ 

problems in mobilizing active or passive consent of local residents. As questionnaire and 

interviews show, local residents of project sites do not adopt counter-oppositional 

discourses, rather their thoughts and opinions have been shaped and manipulated under 

the political-ideological dominance of hegemonic discourses. In other words, the capacities 

of producing consent (CsPC) of each project are successfully extended by mobilizing the 

support of local residents. 

 

Critical discourse analysis revealed the major opposional discourses against the formation 

of the projects. Questionnaires investigated to what extend local residents and institutions 

ŀŘƻǇǘ ǎǳŎƘ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŦƛƴŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴƴŀƛǊŜ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ T¢/ 

project attracted more opposional views from institutions including chambers (affiliated to 

UCTEA), universities, environmentalist NGOs and some left-wing political parties. As figures 

ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿ ŘƛǎǇƭŀȅΣ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƘŀǾŜ 

higher ratings than the oppositional discourses against NCC project.              
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Figure 6.43 The oppositional discourses ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ (institution 

questionnaire, rating) 
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Figure 6.44: The oppositional discourses against the formatiƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ (institution 

questionnaire, rating) 

 

There is a small group of oppositional actors making counter arguments against the 

formation of NCC project. This group is consisted of ex-Mayor ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 

and a few city councilors ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊƎǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ άb// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ Ƙŀǎ ǎŜǾŜǊŜ ƎŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ Ǌƛǎƪǎ ƛƴ 

ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƘƛƎƘ ǊƛǎŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴέΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ άb// ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

Ǉƭŀƴ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ŜȄŎŜǇǘƛƻƴŀƭ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻǿƴŜǊǎέ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ άƛǘ 

does not ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΦ hƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƳŀƭƭ 

oppositional group have brought judiciary action for the cancel of the plan. Although NCC 

development plan was canceled two times in 2000s, the last revision of the plan was 

started to be implemented in 2011. It is also observed that this small group of local 

politicians did not extend and strengthen the base of their opposition through 

incorporating chambers, universities and NGOs against the formation of NCC project. 

 

On the otƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ ǳƴƭƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘŜŘ ŀ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ŀƴŘ ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ-

motivated opposition of non-governmental institutions. As figure mentioned below 

indicate, chambers affiliated to UCTEA play a leading role in the formation of oppositional 

viŜǿǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ƻŦ 

chambers, academicians from universities and some left-wing political parties and 

environmentalist NGOs. This politically-ideologically motivated oppositional group criticizes 

T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΣ άplanning principlesέ and 

άecological characteristics of the project siteέ. ¢ƘŜȅ ŀǊƎǳŜ ǘƘŀǘ άƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ 

ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊƛǎǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ T¢/ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ ŀǇǇǊƻǇǊƛŀǘŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ 9·th ŦŀƛǊ ǎƛǘŜέΦ              
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Figure 6.45 ¢ƘŜ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ όƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ 

questionnaire, rating) 

 

Oppositional actors ƳŀƪŜ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜȅ 

claim that predominant ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ǳǘƛƭƛȊŜ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ 

ƭƛƪŜ ά9·thέΣ άƘŜŀƭǘƘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ ŀƴŘ άǘƘŜ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ƻŦ ƎŜƻǘƘŜǊƳŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎέΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΤ ǎǳŎƘ 

predominant discourses, according to oppositional actors, are not propounded to provide a 

socially just and spatially sustainable form of local economic development, but rather to 

stimulate ǘƘŜ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ siteΦ hǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛȊŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ 

and economic development based discourses are declared by powerful governmental and 

business actors to constitute a socially legitimate basis through which the public support 

ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜŘέΦ    

 

hǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ project brought judiciary action to cancel 

T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ ¢ƘŜȅ ǿƻƴ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŎŀƴŎŜƭŜŘ 

two times in 2000s. As interview texts mentioned below indicate, they express the main 

reason behind their judiciary actions through arguing that άT¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǾƛƻƭŀǘŜ 

the principles of urbanism and ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛƎƴƻǊŜ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƛǘŜέΦ 

CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 

and designing the site as an EXPO location are not decided through considering any 

ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛŀέΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ are not also any scientific survey on the geothermal potentials of 

T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ǿƛƻƭŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴƛǎƳ 

and planning have constituted the main motivations of politically-ideologically oriented 

oppƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 
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/ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎΣ ¢ƘŜ IŜŀŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
ά¢ƘŜ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜǎǘǊƻȅŜŘ ŎƻƴǎŎƛƻǳǎƭȅΦ [ŀǊƎŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀǊŜ 
directed to this area and small property owners are provoked.  All these are performed by state 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ ŀ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊŜǎǎǳǊŜ ƻƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΧ /Ǌƻǿƴ tƭŀȊŀ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 
partial plans, the agricultural lands are open to development through public interest decisions 
ŀƴŘ ƭŀǎǘƭȅ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜclared as EXPO site since 2007. All these are performed under the 
ƭŜŀŘŜǊǎƘƛǇ ƻŦ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘΧ ²ƘƻƳ ŀǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǎƪƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƛƴ ǇŜǊŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎΚ 
!ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎŎƛŜƴǘƛŦƛŎ ŎǊƛǘŜǊƛƻƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ŀǎ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊΚ !ƴŘ ŀŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ 
ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ 9·th ŀǊŜŀΚ ²ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 
principles? where is public interest?... Political power imposes its own plan and it acts as the 
single planning authority.  This is an undemocratic way of planninƎ Ηέ 
ά¸ƻǳ ǎŀȅ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴΦ L ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŀǎƪ ȅƻǳ are planning and development the same 
ǘƘƛƴƎ Κ ²Ƙŀǘ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ƛǎ ǘƻ ƻǇŜƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 
ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΧ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōŜ ǊŜŘǳŎŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ! We are not against planning 
ƛǘǎŜƭŦΤ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΦ    
Chamber of Geological Engineers, Administrative Board Member 
ά9ǾŜǊȅ ƎŜƻǘƘŜǊƳŀƭ ǿŀǘŜǊ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƎƻƻŘ ŦƻǊ ŘƛǎŜŀǎŜ ǎƻ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŜƳƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǿŀǘŜǊ ǎƘƻuld be 
ƳŀŘŜΦ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴ ƛǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ƻƴ ƎŜƻǘƘŜǊƳŀƭ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ōǳǘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ŎƘŜƳƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ƳŀŘŜΦ  Lǎ 
ǘƘŜ ƎŜƻǘƘŜǊƳŀƭ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ōŜŘ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΚ ¢ƘŜȅ ŜǾŜƴ ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ 
ŎŀƭŎǳƭŀǘŜ ǘƘƛǎΧ ²Ŝ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ƎŜƻǘƘŜǊƳŀƭ tourism, health tourism and 
9·th ŀǊŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǎ ŎƻƳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊŜ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ 
ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŜƭǎŜΦέ    
5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ !ŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ {ǘŀŦŦ н 
ά¢ƘŜȅ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƻǇŜƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƴŀƳŜ ƻŦ investment, employment, EXPO 
and tourism. Investors and state collaboratively bypassed the decisions of agriculture and 
ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΧ bƻǿΣ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ǎŀȅǎ ǘƘŀǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 
development thus the stakeholders should reach a consensus. This is not a real consensus 
ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀƴ ŜŦŦƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǇŜǊǎǳŀŘŜ ƻǇǇƻƴŜƴǘǎΧ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǊƻƭŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ 
meet the demands of investors but also preserve long term sources of society. So the plan 
should preserve long terƳ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΧ L ŀƳ ŀǎƪƛƴƎ ȅƻǳ ǿƘȅ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ ŜŎƻ-park or an 
ǳǊōŀƴ ŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ǎƛǘŜ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΚ {ǳŎƘ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜǎ 
ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦέ 

 

Interview texts also unveiled that the oǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project has been formed through the collective, collaborated and coordinated opposition of 

different actors of civil society including chambers, universities, some political parties and 

NGOs. Such different actors organize their power and collectively oppose against the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9! ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

opposional views and lead to the mobilization of counter-oppositional views and activities. 

Chambers of city planners and architectures have played leading roles in increasing the 

awareness of different actors of civil society and even in the mobilization of counter-

oppositional views and practices of these actors.  

 

Aegean Environment and Culture Platform Association, Member of Association  
ά/ƘŀƳōŜǊǎΣ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǎǘ bDhǎΣ ǎƻƳŜ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜǎ ŦǊƻƳ ƭŜŦǘ-
ǿƛƴƎ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǿŜ ŀƭƭ ǘƻƎŜǘƘŜǊ ŦƻǊƳ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ L ǘƻƭŘ ƻŦ 
ecological destruction, shrinking agricultural land to NGOs. Chambers told of lawsuit and give 
some information about planning. And soon we have become something like a collective body in 
ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴΧ ¢ƻŘŀȅΣ ƻƴƭȅ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ōǊƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴ ōǳǘ 
we support their all oppositional activity. We are against the rent oriented project of the 
aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ Ηέ 
Bar of Izmir, The Member of Urban and Environment Commission 
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ά²ƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀǇǇǊƻǾŜŘΣ ǿŜ ƘƻƭŘ ǘǿƻ ƻǊ ǘƘǊŜŜ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΣ ǎƻƳŜ 
environmentalist NGOS and left-wing parties. Chamber decided to bring judiciary action against 
the plan and share their decision with us and we agreed to support their decision because we 
ŀǊŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ 
CǊŜŜŘƻƳ ŀƴŘ {ƻƭƛŘŀǊƛǘȅ tŀǊǘȅΣ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ .ƻŀǊŘ aŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .Ǌŀnch 
άaƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǎŀȅǎ ǘƘŀǘ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ 
ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΧ ¢ƘŜ aŀȅƻǊǎ ƻŦ ōƻǘƘ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ 
aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅΩǎ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ ǾƛŜǿ ƻƴ TTC project . We certainly oppose this 
ǾƛŜǿ ΗΦ T¢/ Ǉƭŀƴǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ōǳǘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘǎ ƻŦ ƭŀƴŘƻǿƴŜǊǎΣ 
large tourism investors and local business groups and lastly local politicians who aim to get 
political rent of this development. We see this situation like this. And we form our oppositional 
ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƛƴ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ  ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ .ŀǊ ŀƴŘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǎǘ bDhǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŦƻǊƳ ŜŀŎƘ 
other in order to raise awareness. Chambers told us and we declare our support to them. Then 
we went other left-wing parties and told them. A chain of oppositional view has been organized 
ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅΣ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŜȄǇŀƴŘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƻǊŘƛƴŀǘŜŘΦέ      

 

Oppositional views and actors could also be critically reinterpreted from the perspective of 

constructing the capacities of producing consent (CsPC) of the projects. Since there is not a 

powerful political-ideological opposition against the NCC plan, its CPC is relatively more 

ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ hƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎƛŘŜΣ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ Ŏƛvil society, led 

by the chambers affiliated to UCTEA, declare their counter views and oppose to the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΤ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ 

governmental decision-maker actors have cooperated-collaborated with chambers in the 

formation of NCC project, but they fail to provide consensus-based relations with chambers 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘǳǎΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǿŜŀƪ ǿƘŜƴ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ 

relatively powerful-strength CPC of NCC project, which has been constructed through the 

consensus amongst governmental and business actors, investors and chambers.    

 

In brief, the counter activities of political-ideological opposition ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

undermines a powerful construction of CPC for this project. Governmental decision-makers 

fail to absorb and pacify the opposition of non-governmental social forces and therefore, 

ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ-ideologically motivated activities of 

chambers, environmentalist NGOs, some universities and political parties. Unlike the 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-ƳŀƪŜǊǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 

Ƙŀǎ άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭƭȅέ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜŘ-collaborated with chambers in the formation of NCC project. 

¢Ƙƛǎ άǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴέ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ 

the CPC of NCC project, since they mobilize the support and active consent of the chambers 

with consensus-based relations. As a result, case study provide the empirical evidence to 

argue that the existence and the mobilization of counter-oppositional views and activities 

directly influence the construction of CsPC of each projects.  
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6. 2. 3 The Construction of Intra -Institutional Consent  

In the urban field survey, it is presumed that the persons to whom the institution 

questionnaire is applied are accepted as reflecting the official view of their institutions. In 

other words, these persons having particular administrative or occupational duties in their 

institutions are considered as the representative of the views of their institutions. However, 

in the application of institution questionnaire, it is asked some questions to these persons 

in order to reveal to what extent they adopt the official view of their institutions. Before 

field survey, it is detected that while a large majority of the people (working in different 

institutions) actively consent to the official view of their institutions, there are still few 

people that oppose to the official view of their institutions. Although they are not many in 

numbers, the motivations and views behind their oppositional position against the official 

view of their institutions are investigated with a critical manner in the urban field survey.   

 

This tendency of consenting or non-consenting to the official view of institution is defined 

ŀǎ άƛƴǘǊŀ-ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέΦ LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ 

institutions, need to mobilize a certain level of consent of not only local residents and some 

NGOs, but also the consent and active support of their personnel/employees who have 

particular administrative or occupational duties in these institutions. Intra-institutional 

consent plays a very important role in constructing a certain unity and coherence in the 

formation of the officials views of institutions.            

 

According to the findings of institution questionnaire, only %1 of the persons stated that 

they do not adopt the views of their institution concerning the NCC project. Besides, %7 of 

them stated that they do not embrace the views ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ T¢/ 

project. As these low rates show, the level of intra-institutional consent is high and 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ŦŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǎŜǊƛƻǳǎ άǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎέ ƛƴ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 

consent of their own personnel for the projects. However we need to investigate further 

this general tendency of intra-institutional consent with a deeper analysis.    

   

An in-depth analysis of empirical evidence show that intra-institutional consent 

differentiates according to the categories of institutions. This means that people working in 

central and local governmental institutions are more tended to oppose the view of their 

institution than the people working in investor companies and local capital organizations. 

Questionnaire results also indicate that since universities, media institutions and some 
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other NGOs do not decide on an official institutional view for the projects, people working 

in these institutions are not in a position to state that they adopt or not adopt the views of 

their institutions. In such circumstances; the people whose institution do not decide on a 

view give no answer to this question of intra-institutional consent. Furthermore, the figures 

mentioned below also show that the level of intra-ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ T¢C project is 

relatively low since there are people working in state institutions and declared that they 

ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƻŦŦƛŎƛŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀŘƻǇǘ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ-

ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ and explicitly utter their 

oppositional views. Lastly, the most important evidence that questionnaire provides is that 

almost all of the people working or having particular administrative roles in investor 

companies and local capital organizations actively consent to the formation of both of the 

projects. Therefore, investor-ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀǊŜ άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭέ ƛƴ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƴƎ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ 

over the formation of thoughts and opinions of the people having particular occupational 

or administrative roles in these investor-business institutions.     
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Figure 6.46 The level of intra-institutional consent in NCC project according to the categories of 

institutions (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 
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Figure 6.47 The level of intra-institutional consent ƛƴ T¢/ project according to the categories of 

institutions (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

In addition to these findings, institution questionnaire also investigated whether or not the 

intra-institutional consent differentiate according to different duties of the people 

performing particular administrative or occupational roles in these institutions. The findings 

reflected with the figures mentioned below indicate that the people having administrative 

roles in their institutions are more tended to adopt the official view of their institution than 

the personnel/employees having particular occupational roles in the institutions. In other 

words, administrative officials and the members of administrative boards have a higher 

level of intra-institutional consent than the personnel/employee having occupational duties 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎΦ tŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅΣ ǎƻƳŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ 

Greater Municipality and the Ministry of Culture and Tourism are more tended to oppose 

the views of theiǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ      
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Figure 6.48 The level of intra-institutional consent in NCC project according to the duties of the 

people (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 
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Figure 6.49 The level of intra-institutional consent ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ according to the duties of the 

people (institution questionnaire, cross-tabulation) 

 

Urban field survey uncovers that administrative board members from investor companies 

and local business associations and officials having administrative duties in state 

institutions are all more tended to adopt the views of their institutions. Therefore, the level 

of intra-institutional consent is relatively high amongst the people having administrative 

duties in their institutions. Employees and officials performing particular occupational tasks 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ όŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎΣ ŜƴƎƛƴŜŜǊǎΣ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊǎΣ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǘƘŜ 

view of their institution critically and they may tend to oppose the views of their 

institutions. Survey also revealed that employees and officials working in local or central 

government institutions are more tended to declare their oppositional view against the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-maker 

institutions, preparing and approving development plans and managing the formation of 

the projects, they do not hesitate to express their counter-ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ 

project.   

 

In depth interviews support and advance the findings of institution questionnaire. As 

interview texts mentioned below demonstrate, in the Ministry of Culture and Tourism 

όa/¢ύΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘƛƴƎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Lƴ 

ŦŀŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ŎƻƴǘǊƻǾŜǊǎƛŀƭ ƛǎǎǳŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ Ǉƭŀƴƴers 

ŀƴŘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƭŜǎǎ ƛƴ ƴǳƳōŜǊǎ ŦǊƻƳ TDa ŀƴŘ a/¢ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ άT¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŀ 

ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ŀƳƻǳƴǘ ƻŦ ǊŜƴǘ ŦƻǊ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƎǊƻǳǇǎέΦ 

Such officials having occupational duties in their institutions also ǳƴŘŜǊƭƛƴŜ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜȅ Řƻ 

ƴƻǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ Ǉƭŀƴǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜȅ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ 
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ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀƴ ŜǾŜƴΣ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛōƭŜ ŀƴŘ Ƨǳǎǘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǇŀŎŜέΦ 

However, there are also officials in the MCT agree with the view of Ministry and supporting 

ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǊŜǾŜŀƭŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƻǊƪƛƴƎ ƛƴ 

governmental decision-ƳŀƪŜǊ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

ƘŀǾŜ ŀŘƻǇǘŜŘ άƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ 

reproduce and disseminate such hegemonic discourses consciously with their expressions 

and statements.    

 

Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Expert 
άL ŀƳ ƻŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ ŀŘƻǇǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ǿƘȅ ƴƻǘΚ  L ŀƳ ŀŘƻǇǘƛƴƎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘǎ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΣ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ L ŀƳ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ T¢/ 
project because the Ministry received the opinion of all stakeholders about the project. The 
Ministry wanted to reach a consensus with governorship, local governments, local business 
ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎΦ Lƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ŀŎŎƻƳǇƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŀƭƭ 
ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ  
Ministry of Culture and Tourism, Assistant Expert 
ά!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ L ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅΣ L ŘƛǎŀƎǊŜŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘǎ ǾƛŜǿ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 
L ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƛƎƴƻǊŜŘ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ ¦ƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ 
name of public interest, they cause to be produced a space for not all social groups of people 
ƭƛǾƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊΦ aȅ ƻōƧŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎΗΦΦΦ {ƻΣ Ƨǳǎǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘƛŎ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƻǇŜƴŜŘΣ ŦƻǊŜƛƎƴ 
earnings and consumption at shopping center will increase and employment in construction, 
commerce and tourism sectors will be provided,  anticipated developments related to the 
project is gonna be for the sake of public interest? Well then what is gonna be happen if the 
produced space is close to public but just meet the consumption demands of high income 
groups? Then large segments of the socieǘȅ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ŜȄŎƭǳŘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǇŀŎŜΣ ǿƻƴΩǘ ǘƘŜȅΚ hǊ 
what we are going to do for disappeared bird spaces, giant eucalyptus trees to be cut and losing 
ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜǎΦ !ƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƭƻǎǘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǾŀƭǳŜǎΚέ 

 

Powerful governmental and investor-business institutions aim to acquire the consent of not 

only local residents and some non-governmental organizations. But they also need to 

mobilize the active consent of their own members/officials/employees. Therefore, the 

capacity of producing consent (CPC) of the projects is constructed to dominate the views of 

these insider people who performs particular administrative or occupational duties. The 

level of intra-institutional consent is related directly and positively with the construction of 

CPC and high level of intra-institutional consent provided in a particular project means the 

more powerful CPC in the formation of this project. In other words, high level of intra-

institutional consent facilitates the construction of hegemony over the definition of urban 

political priorities in the formation of the projects. The most important empirical evidence 

in this part remarks that NCC project has a higher level of intra-institutional consent when 

ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ [ŀǎǘƭȅΣ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ intra-institutional 

consent also changes according to the duties of the people and the political-ideological 

tendencies of these people in performing their particular occupations.   
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6. 2. 4 Coherences and Conflicts in the Opinions of Institutional Categor ies  

In analyzing the findings of field survey, it is considered that the same institutional 

categories reflect the same tendencies and views concerning the formation of the projects. 

There are seven major institutional categories identified in the case study, which are state 

institutions, investors, local capital organizations, chambers affiliated to UCTEA, 

universities, media institutions and local branches of political parties. Although each 

institutional category has been consisted of coherent views in itself, there are also 

contrasting and conflictual views. For instance, although the majority of state institutions 

ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ ǘƻ 

the formation of this project. Therefore, it is not possible to classify and reflect the views of 

state institutions under one title of opinion. There are coherences and conflicts in the 

opinions of institutional categories concerning the formation of the projects.  

 

The findings of field survey show that there are five institutional categories composed of 

contrasting and conflictual views and do not reflect one unified coherent view. These are 

άǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎέΣ άǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎέΣ άǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎέΣ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎέ ŀƴŘ άƳŜŘƛŀ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎέΦ 

In-depth interviews with the representatives of such institutions provide significant 

empirical evidence to reveal contrasting and conflictual views in each of these institutional 

categories.      

 

State institutions have contrasting views ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢C project. For 

ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜΣ ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ƻŦ /ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ όa/¢ύ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ƛƴ 

the first years of 2000s, TȊƳƛǊ tǊƻǾƛƴŎƛŀƭ 5ƛǊŜŎǘƻǊŀǘŜ ƻŦ !ƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀƴ 

άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ȊƻƴŜέ ƛƴ нллрΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ άƘƛƴŘŜǊŜŘέ the MCT to 

Ǉƭŀƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ŀǎ ŀ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ȊƻƴŜΦ ¢ǿƻ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƭŀǘŜǊΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘŀƪƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ decision 

of άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΣ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ŜƭƛƳƛƴŀǘŜŘ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ȊƻƴŜέ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ ƻŦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ 

ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜlopment plans to promote tourism oriented development 

ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƻƴ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΣ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ 

taken by Conservation Councils and abolished in the later stages of the planning process. 

These contrastƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ άǎǘŀǘŜ 

ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎέ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǳƴƛŦƛŜŘ ǿƘƻƭŜ ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ƻŦ ŜƴǘƛǊŜƭȅ ŎƻƘŜǊŜƴǘ 

views and opinions. There are contrasting and conflictual views and opinions concerning 

ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  
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¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ŎƻƴǘǊŀǎǘƛƴƎ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ 

City Planning and Architecture departments of state universities criticizes the formation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ŜȄǇƭƛŎƛǘƭȅ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘeir oppositional views against the project. As interview 

texts display, such academicians explicitly state their counter-oppositional views on the 

ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘέΣ άǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎέ ŀƴŘ άǘƘŜ ǇǊƛƴŎƛǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ 

urbanism and planƴƛƴƎέΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ŦŜǿ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǿƘƻƳ ŦǊƻƳ 

ǇǊƛǾŀǘŜ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀǊƎǳƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ 

άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέΦ !ŎŎƻǊŘƛƴƎ to their view, the role of universities is to provide applicable solutions 

for the problems of urban development and therefore, all academicians from city planning 

and architecture departments should cooperate with the governmental decision-makers in 

the ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ !ǎ ƛƴǘŜǊǾƛŜǿ ǘŜȄǘǎ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ōŜƭƻǿ ƛƭƭǳǎǘǊŀǘŜΣ 

such contrasting views of universities reveal that the opinions of different academicians 

from different universities do not reflect one common political-ideological point of view. 

²ƘƛƭŜ ǎƻƳŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴǎ ƻǇǇƻǎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-ideological 

based arguments and views, some other ones support to the formation of the project with 

their politically-ideologically motivated thoughts.  

 

5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ ¦ƴƛversity, Academic Staff 2 
άTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘΦ ²ƘŜƴ L ǿŀǎ ǘƘŜ ƳŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴ ŎƻǳƴŎƛƭ ŀǎ ŀƴ 
ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴΣ L ŦƻǳƎƘǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƛǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǘƻ Řƻ ǘƘŀǘ ƛŦ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊȅΦ 5ƻƴΩǘ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ 
option except from EXPO, hotels, residences and shoppinƎ ŎŜƴǘŜǊǎ ŦƻǊ ƛƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΚ L ŀƳ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƻ 
ōŜ ƛƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ƻƴ 9·th ŀƴŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ǿƛǘƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƭǘŜǊƴŀǘƛǾŜ 
ŦƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΧ CƻǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎŜǊǾŀǘƛƻƴƛǎǘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ōŀǎŜŘ 
on urban agriculture and sustainability is necessary. But neither the Ministry nor business 
communities care to develop such an alternative planning approach. They prioritize the short 
ǘŜǊƳ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ǊŜǘǳǊƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ 
TȊƳƛǊ 9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ !ŎŀŘŜƳƛŎ {ǘŀŦŦ 
άhŦ ŎƻǳǊǎŜ anybody cannot ignore ǘƘŀǘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ Ƙŀǎ ŀƴ ŜŎƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǾŀƭǳŜΦ .ǳǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ 
ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǾŀƭǳŜΣ ǿŜ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƴŜƎƭŜŎǘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΧ L ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ T¢/ 
project of Ministry and I also found the support of local authorities as significant. ²ŜΣ ŀǎ TȊƳƛǊ 
9ŎƻƴƻƳȅ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ ŀƭǎƻ Řƻ ƻǳǊ ōŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ²Ŝ 
arranged two large public meetings here in our university. In these meetings, our call was for 
5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ /ƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ ƻǊŘŜǊ ǘƻ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ aƛƴƛǎǘǊȅΧ !ǎ ŀƴ 
ŀŎŀŘŜƳƛŎƛŀƴΣ L ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ŦƛƴŘ ƛǘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŦƻǊ TȊƳƛǊΦ !ƴŘ ŀǎ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ǿŜ Řƻ ƻǳǊ 
ōŜǎǘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘέ 

 

Another important institutional category having contrasting and conflictual views is political 

parties. As the findings of in-depth interviews uncover, different political parties have 

ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǊŀƴŎƘŜǎ ƻŦ ǊǳƭƛƴƎ 

and main opposition parties, namely Justice and Democracy Party and Republican People's 
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Party, ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƭŜŦǘ-wing and socialist parties 

ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀǊƎǳƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ά9·th ŀƴŘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǇǊovide benefits not for all local public but rather for investors and 

ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ƎǊƻǳǇǎέΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǎǳǊǇǊƛǎƛƴƎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-ideological 

divergences amongst such political parties. Owing to their contrasting political-ideological 

views, different political parties have contrasting views and opinions for the formation of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

 

WǳǎǘƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tŀǊǘȅΣ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ .ƻŀǊŘ aŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
ά9ǾŜǊȅ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƳŀŘŜ ŦƻǊ 9·th ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎƭȅ ƻǿƴŜŘ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ 9ȄǇo will finish 
six months later but the investments of hotels, shopping centers and residences around the 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀǊŜŀ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǘƻ ōƻƻǎǘ ŎƻƴǎǳƳǇǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ ²ƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅΣ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ 
ǿƛƭƭ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇΦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ŀǎǇŜŎǘǎΦ TȊƳƛǊ ǿƛƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ 
ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘ T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ²Ŝ ƭƛǾŜŘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛŀŘ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ 
ŀƴ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜ ƛƴ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎΣ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǊŜǾƛǘŀƭƛȊŜŘ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳȅΦέ 
wŜǇǳōƭƛŎŀƴ tŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ tŀǊǘȅΣ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ .ƻŀǊŘ aŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
ά9·thΣ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘǎΣ ƴŜǿ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŀƭƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ T¢/ project 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŀǘΦ Lǘ 
should not be thouƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ŀǊŜ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ǘƘŜ T¢/ 
project. If this was the case, then local authorities would not support to the project. All the social 
ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧect, because we 
ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎŜǊǾŜǎ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΦέ  
CǊŜŜŘƻƳ ŀƴŘ {ƻƭƛŘŀǊƛǘȅ tŀǊǘȅΣ !ŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ .ƻŀǊŘ aŜƳōŜǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ 
ά²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ !ǎ ŀ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƛǎǘ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘȅΣ ǿŜ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ƻǳǊ ŎƻǳƴǘŜǊ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ ŀƴŘ 
oppositional views. We formed them by joining the meetings arranged by chambers and the bar 
ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ƳŜŜǘƛƴƎǎΣ ŀƭƭ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƛǎǘ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎ ƭƛƪŜ ǳǎ ŘŜŎƛŘŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƴ ƻǇǇƻǎƛƴƎ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ 
ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜȅ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛble, open 
and public space as a tool for the benefits of huge investment under the name of tourism and 
EXPO. State and capital in collaboration will produce a space which is close to wide segment of 
ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƭƻǿ ƛƴŎƻƳŜ ƎǊƻǳǇǎΦ ²Ŝ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀƴ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛƻƴŀǊȅ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦέ  

 

Chambers affiliated to UCTEA reflect more coherent views ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project. However, this does not mean that there is not any contrasting insider views against 

the activities of chambers. As interview texts mentioned below uncover, the former head of 

the chamber of city planners (now a member of an environmentalist NGO) criticizes the 

ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ 

Architectures in the preparation of NCC development plan. According to this critical insider 

view, such a collaboration in the preparation of NCC plan has restricted the autonomy of 

the chamber of architectures against governmental decision-makers. It is critically argued 

by this view that under such collaborative working practices with decision-makers, 

chambers lose their autonomy in terms of occupational principles and public roles. 

Therefore, administrative boards of chambers affiliated to UCTEA should not collaborate 

with any  governmental institution in the preparation of development plans. This critical 

insider view shows that although chambers affiliated to UCTEA supported to the formation 
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of NCC project by collaborating with the Greater Municipality, there are also members of 

these chambers having critical views against such a collaboration. Thus chambers are 

ŎƻƴǎƛǎǘŜŘ ƻŦ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎΩ ŎƻƴŦƭƛŎǘǳŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǿƛǘƘ 

decision-makers in planning processes.  

   

Aegean Environment and Culture Platform Association, The Member of Association 
άL ōŜƭƛŜǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ƛƴ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǎŎŀƭŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƭƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ .ǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ 
does not mean that the administrative board members of chambers should be the consultant of 
decision-ƳŀƪŜǊǎΧ ¢ƘŜ ƘŜŀŘ TȊƳƛǊ .Ǌanch of Chamber of Architectures was the consultant of the 
aŀȅƻǊ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅΧ LŦ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ōƻŀǊŘ ƳŜƳōŜǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǎǳŎƘ 
an organic relationships with decision-makers of municipalities then we cannot talk about any 
autonomy of the chamber. You cannot bring judiciary action against the plan prepared by the 
institution you worked for. Then the autonomy of chambers in terms of public roles has been 
ŘŀƳŀƎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ ¸ƻǳ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǳƴŀōƭŜ ǘƻ Řƻ ȅƻǳǊ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǊƻƭŜǎ ΗΧ While I was 
ǘƘŜ ƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǊŀƴŎƘ ƻŦ /ƘŀƳōŜǊ ƻŦ /ƛǘȅ tƭŀƴƴŜǊǎΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŀȅƻǊǎ ǿƘƻ ǿŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ 
ǿƻǊƪ ǿƛǘƘ ƳŜΦ .ǳǘ L ŘƛŘ ƴƻǘ ŀŎŎŜǇǘ ǘƘƛǎΣ ƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ L ŜȄǇƭŀƛƴŜŘ ȅƻǳΦέ 

 

Media institutions employ mass communication tolls that reflect may be the highest level 

of conflictual and contrasting views. There are different media institutions reflecting and 

embodying very different approaches and views concerning the formation of the projects. 

For instance, most of the national mainstream media institutions and the most powerful 

ƭƻŎŀƭ ƳŜŘƛŀ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƭƭ ŀƎƎǊŜǎǎƛǾŜƭȅ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢ƘŜƛǊ 

obvious support could be observed by the news, headings and articles in their newspapers. 

Such media institutions disseminate hegemonic discƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ Ǉƭŀȅ ǊƻƭŜ ǘƻ 

mobilize public support and consent for the project. In contrast to them, there are few less 

powerful local media sources adopting objective principles of journalism and reflecting the 

voices of not only governmental and business actors but also oppositional NGOs including 

chambers, universities and environmentalist civil society organizations. Thus, media 

institution could be understood as a complex institutional category having and reflecting 

contrasting and conflictǳŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ     

 

/ǳƳƘǳǊƛȅŜǘ bŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊΣ ¢ƘŜ WƻǳǊƴŀƭƛǎǘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǳǊŜŀǳ 
άaƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŘƛŀ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƴŜǿǎǇŀǇŜǊǎ ƳŀƪŜ ƴŜǿǎ ǘƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 
hǇŜƴ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƻƪ ǘƘŜ ǇŀƎŜǎ ΗΦΦΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƴŜǿǎ ŎƭŀƛƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ άǘƘŜ ǇǊoject will provide employment 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ŀƴȅōƻŘȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōǊƛƴƎ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΧ ²ŜƭƭΣ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƭƻƻƪΤ 
are there any scientific reasons of court case published in newspaper? Are there any news on 
how they constructed Crown Plaza by bypassing conservation decisions. Of course not!... All 
work they have  done, to manipulate public opinion with the headlines and news in order to 
increase the support to the project. Of course, the boss of all these newspapers have large 
properties in difŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇŀǊǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΦ ¢ƘŜȅ Ƴŀȅ Ǉƭŀƴ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘ ŜǾŜƴ ƛƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΦ {ƻ 
such news directly servet o their interests. They are in an organic relationships with investors, 
businessman and even the Ministry and they  reflect the economic and political interest of these 
groups. Is this objective journalism!... There is no newspaper like us which have preserve 
objective and ethical values. Especially, all make bias and unobjective news about urban 
ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦέ   
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This part concluded that institutional categories such as άǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎέΣ άǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎέΣ 

άǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎέΣ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎέ ŀƴŘ άƳŜŘƛŀ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎέ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ƻƴŜ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ŎƻƘŜǊŜƴǘ 

view; rather there are conflictual and contrasting views in these institutional categories 

concerning the formation of the projects. Such contrasting views are more observable for 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ²ƛǘƘ 

reference theoretical approach of thesis, such institutional categories could be identified as 

a site of political-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜ ǳǇƻƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ άŀ ǿŀǊ ƻŦ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴέ όƛƴ DǊŀƳǎŎƛŀƴ ǘŜǊƳǎύ 

occur amongst the social forces of urban politics. As field survey results unfold, not NCC 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōǳǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-ideological struggle.       

 

6.3 The Overall Summary and the Critical Interpretation of Empirical Evidence  

In the concluding part of case study chapter, an overall summary and critical interpretation 

of empirical evidence is presented. The findings of case study research are discussed with 

reference to research questions of thesis. 

  

Critical discourse analysis provided an initial step and preliminary findings to investigate the 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ Discourses of key actors in the formation of 

the projects are critically analyzed and this analysis oriented urban field research through 

playing an important role in designing the questions of questionnaire and interview. 

Discourse analysis detected the predominant and oppositional discourses concerning the 

formation of the projects. Filed survey investigated to what extend and how these 

discourses are adopted and (re)produced by particular institutions and local residents in the 

formation of the projects.  

 

Critical discourses analysis of media texts and key documents reveal that governmental 

decision-maker and business actors in both of the projects use common economic 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ƭƛƪŜ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ 

άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ Lƴ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ them, there are also different words specific to each project. 

CƻǊ ƛƴǎǘŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΤ TDaΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ 

ǳǎŜ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜƭȅΦ Such actors, on the other 

ƘŀƴŘΣ ǳǎŜ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ ŀƴŘ ά9·thέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

Moreover, there are coalition-ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ƭƛƪŜ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ 
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άŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎέΦ {ǳŎƘ hegemonic discourses are ideologically constructed to 

mobilize and consolidate public support in the formation of the projects.   

 

The findings of critical discourse analysis show that news, articles and advertisements in 

mass media tools play an important role in disseminating and dominating hegemonic 

discourses in the formation of both of the projects. It is observed that the declarations of 

governmental and business actors dominate the formation of news and articles in most the 

media sources. Hegemonic discourses stated in these declarations play a facilitative role in 

the dissemination of predominant view in the formation of the projects. However there are 

also oppositional discourses against the formation of the projects, therefore, discourses 

could be seen and studied as a political-ideological site of power, struggle and opposition of 

different social forces in the formation of the projects. Powerful state and capital actors 

(re)produce and disseminate hegemonic discourses to mobilize public support for the 

formation of the projects. However, on the other side, oppositional actors confront against 

these discourses through putting forward their counter/oppositional discourses. There is a 

struggle at the level of discursive practice in the formation of the projects. This struggle 

ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ƻōǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ  

 

Discourse analysis, questionnaire and in-depth interviews all revealed the positions and 

ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ǳƴŎƻǾŜǊŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality, District Municipalities, investors, local capital organizations and chambers 

affiliated to UCTEA are predominant actors in the formation of NCC projects. These 

governmental, business and social actors have played the main constitutive role in 

ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ό/t/ύ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

Municipality has planning power and it is the focus of any hegemonic discourses and 

practices. Investors and local business associations (re)produce hegemonic discourses by 

stating and disseminating them continuously and they also have power over the planning 

process of NCC. Chambers affiliated to UCTEA provide occupational support and mobilize 

the consent of organized city planners and architectures for the NCC project. Furthermore, 

central government indirectly support to the project. Lastly, media institutions play an 

important role in shaping and dominating a common-sense view by disseminating 

hegemonic discourses in the formation of NCC project.   
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There is an obvious of central and local government ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project, which could be observed by the cooperative relations amongst the Ministry of 

/ǳƭǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳΣ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

development plans. These powerful governmental decision-makers also produce and 

ŘƛǎǎŜƳƛƴŀǘŜ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέΣ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ά9·thέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ 

ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ [ƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴŘ 9·th TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ as a public-

private partnership (re)produce and disseminate these hegemonic discourses. Most of the 

mainstream media institutions utilize mass communication tools to mobilize public support 

and shape a supportive common-ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ    

 

There are two remarkable findings on the role of predominant actors in the political-

ideological construction of the projects. Firstly, although governmental and business actors 

are predominant and make collaboration-cooperation in the formation of the projects, they 

do not constitute a long-term and progrowth coalition. Rather, these predominant actors 

constitute a short-term, project-based and profit-oriented coalition like formations 

dominating hegemonic discourses and by this way aiming to construct the capacities of 

producing consent (CsPC) of the projects. This project-based coalition like formations of 

governmental and non-governmental actors succeeded in NCC project, but failed to 

ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜ ƻŦ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Secondly, it is uncovered that the role of governmental and 

business actors in the political-ideological construction of the projects could not be 

investigated through neglecting the relations amongst the state, capital and society. In 

other words, these two UDPs could not be conceptualized simply as the projects of 

capitalist state or capital, rather they are politically-ideologically constructed through the 

organic relations, cooperative interrelations, struggles and conflicts of a series of actors 

including not only governmental and business actors but also some other agents of civil 

society like chambers affiliated to UCTEA, universities and media institutions. To sum up, 

the configuration of predominant actors in the formation of the projects could be 

ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛȊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ DǊŀƳǎŎƛ ŀǎ άǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ Ҍ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅέΦ  

 

The change in the property relations is another crucial dynamic of decision-making in the 

planning of T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ. NCC project site has a mixed property pattern consisted of both large 

and small, private and public properties which do not change hand considerably in the last 

ten years. However, ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƘŀǾŜ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ƛƴ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ 
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ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƘŀǾŜ ƛƴŦƭǳŜƴŎŜǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Lƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΣ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ ƘŀǾŜ 

bought small lands of citrus fruits producers sƛƴŎŜ нллсΣ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ ǿƘŜƴ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 

ōŜƎŀƴΦ !ǎ ǊŜǎǳƭǘ ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ǇŀǘǘŜǊƴ ƛƴ T¢/ ǎƛǘŜΣ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎ 

acquired the power to ƴŜƎƻǘƛŀǘŜ ƻǾŜǊ ƭŀƴŘ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘŜƴǎƛǘȅ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ T¢/ 

development plans. 

 

Which hegemonic discourses have played role in mobilizing public support and consent for 

the projects? This major research question is answered by the findings of critical discourse 

analysis and urban field survey. The findings reveal that NCC project is defined and 

presenǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ άŀƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ 

{ǳŎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ 

ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǎ άǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜέΦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧect, 

ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ ŀƴŘ ά9·thέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΦ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ 

ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛǘƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ άŀƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ 

ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜέ ŀƴŘ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎέ ŀǊŜŀ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǘƻ άŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀctive 

ǎǇŀŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέΦ Lƴ ōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ όǊŜύǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΣ ŀ ƴƻǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜέ όǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜύ ƛǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ-

ideologically constructed.  

 

The categories of institutions and class positions of local residents are decisive factors 

behind the mobilization of support and consent. Government institutions, investors, 

property owners and local capital organizations support to the formation of both of the 

projects. Chambers affiliated to UCTEA, some universities and left-wing parties, 

ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǎǘ bDhǎ ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǾƛŜǿǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƻǊ ōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

projects, it could be argued that the tendency to support to the formation of the projects 

differ according to the class positions of local residents. Bourgeois classes tend to support 

to the formation of the projects more than the working classes and this class-based 

formation of the views could be observed as a general tendency. Moreover, geographical 

proximity to project site also plays a crucial role in mobilizing the support of the people. 

Local residents living or working in the sites of the projects are more tended to support to 

the projects than the people living in distant districts of the city. In addition to this, being a 

property owner in the project site constitutes a positive influence over the formation of 

supportive views for the projects. Although the tendency to support to the projects 
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differentiate according to class positions, geographical proximity to project site and 

property ownership, there is no problem from the perspective of governmental decision-

makers in mobilizing the support and consent of local residents. A vast majority of local 

residents support to the formation of the projects.        

 

However local residents tend to declare their support for the projects through different 

motivations, expectations and behaviors. They do not show a common behavioral type of 

mobilizing their consent; but rather there are different behaviors motivating local residents 

differently in expressing their thoughts and views concerning the formation of the project. 

In this respect, there are two major behavioral types of mobilizing consent. The first is 

άŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ. Local residents obviously stating their support to the project without any 

ƘŜǎƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ǳǎƛƴƎ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛȊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ άŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέΦ aƻǎǘ ƻf the actively 

consenting local residents are property owners and living in the project sites and they think 

ǘƘŀǘ άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊέΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ 

become organized through establishing associations and pursue all the news from media 

sources concerning the formation of the projects. In addition, observations in the field 

ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ŀƭǎƻ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŀǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǘŜƴŘŜŘ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ άŀŎǘƛǾŜ 

ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ b// ǎƛǘŜΦ  

 

The second behavioral type of mobilizing consent is άǇŀǎǎƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ which means low 

level of awareness and passive support of the people concerning the formation of the 

project. People having a passive consent for the project do not embrace and reproduce 

hegemonic discourses and they have a very low level of information for the project. These 

uninformed people do not tend to become organized to defend their interests in the 

formation of the project. In the field survey, it is observed that most of the people having 

passive consent for the project are tenants and low-educated, low-income people. 

Furthermore, in expressing their views for the projects these people emphasize their daily 

lives and survival strategies as reactions to project. However, although they do not actively 

support to the project, their tendency to cooperate with active supporters is high and 

therefore it could be expected that people having active and passive consent may act and 

decide together under any condition of decision-taking in the implementation of the 

project.  
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The findings of field survey show that the vast majority of the people and institutions, who 

support to the formation of the projects, adopt hegemonic discourses. Most of the people 

whatever their class positions state άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ 

based hegemonic discourses while they are expressing their support to the projects. This 

widespread tendency shows that hegemonic discourses have become common sense in the 

formation of the projects and therefore they play a political-ideological superstructural role 

in dominating and manipulating the formation of public opinion.  

 

One of the main argument of thesis is that governmental and business actors aim to 

construct a άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ (CPC) through the domination of hegemonic 

discourses and the collaboration with key agents of civil society like local business 

associations, chambers, universities, media institutions. The main target of CPC is to 

mobilize public support and consent for the project. This politically-ideologically 

constructed hegemonic capacity focuses on the mobilization of public support and consent 

in the formation of the projects and plays role in redefining the priorities of urban planning 

and policy. The construction of each capacities of producing consent (CsPC) for each project 

may vary according to different actors involved; but the common basis of each CsPC is that 

they are embodied by the hegemonic discourses of powerful capitalist actors in the 

formation of the projects.  

 

Through which mechanisms hegemonic discourses of the projects have been disseminated 

and dominated as common sense over the formation of public opinion? There are two 

common and influential mechanism in both of the projects namely (1) mass media tools 

and (2) the declarations of powerful governmental and business actors in these tools. 

Besides these common mechanisms, there are project-specific mechanisms. For instance, 

the advertisements of shopping malls, office towers and luxury residences have become 

influential in dominating hegemonic discourses, therefore they have played a constitutive 

role in constructing the CPC of NCC project. The other project specific influential 

mechanism of disseminating hegemonic discourses is EXPO. As field survey uncovered, the 

governmental decision-makers and local business leaders intend to mobilize public support 

ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴ 9·th-based strategy. To sum up, the 

CsPC of the projects have been constructed by the utilization of mass media tools. 

tŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ Ƴŀǎǎ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǘƻƻƭǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ 

political-ideological struggle between the predominant-supporter view (of governmental 
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and business actors) and oppositional-counters view (of chambers affiliated to UCTEA and 

some other NGOs). However, it could be stated that predominant-supporter views have 

more advantages in manipulating the shaping of public opinion since they dominate and 

command most of the mass media institutions.   

 

Although hŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ǘŀǊƎŜǘ ǘƻ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǎ ŀ 

whole, it could be identified particular targets. There are two particularly targeted actors in 

ǘƘŜ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ άƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴǎέ ƭƛƪŜ Ŏƛǘȅ Ǉƭŀƴning and 

άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9!έΦ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-maker actors intended to 

ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴ ǘƘŜ /ǎt/ ƻŦ ŜŀŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƴƎ-ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎέ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ 

of civil society in the formation of the project. In the formation of NCC project, such efforts 

ǘƻ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƪŜȅ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ǎƛƴŎŜ TDaΣ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ 

and some academicians from universities have collaborated in the preparation of NCC 

development plan. However, since the opposition of chambers agaiƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ 

political-ideological basis, they do not respond positively any consensus based discourse 

and reject cooperation-ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ a/¢ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ 

ǇƭŀƴǎΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜŎƻƳe powerful owing to the failed 

attempts of MCT to collaborate with oppositional actors of civil society.  

  

¢ƘŜǎƛǎ ŀǊƎǳŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛǎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ-ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ 

powerful governmental actors may exert dominance over the role and priorities of urban 

ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜ ǘƘƛǎ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ-ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ 

discourses and strategies could also be viewed as a hegemonically-constructed strategy to 

absorb and pacify the oppositional power of counter-oppositional actors. Governmental 

decision-makers fail to absorb and pacify the opposition of non-governmental social forces 

ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ǊŜǎǘǊƛŎǘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ-ideologically motivated 

activities of chambers, environmentalist NGOs, some universities and political parties. 

¦ƴƭƛƪŜ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴ-ƳŀƪŜǊǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ 

aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ Ƙŀǎ άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭƭȅέ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜŘ-collaborated with chambers in the formation of 

b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ άǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴέ ŜƴŀōƭŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƻ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴ 

the base of the CPC of NCC project, since they mobilize the support and active consent of 

the chambers with consensus-based relations. As a result, case study provides the empirical 

evidence to argue that the existence and the mobilization of counter-oppositional views 

and activities directly influence the construction of CsPC of each projects.  
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Since  governmental decision-makers do not provide collaboration with oppositional non-

governmental actors (like chambers, ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǎǘ bDhǎύ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project, they tend to enact a project-based law to impose a coercive and legally legitimate 

ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴot 

strength because there is a powerful and ideologically-motivated opposition of chambers 

and some NGOs whose active consent could not be acquired by the governmental decision-

makers. Thesis argues that owing to the weakness of CPC, powerful actors tend to 

dominate and impose a coercive and legally legitimate mechanism with a project-based 

law. However, such a project-based law still remain socially illegitimate since it is not a 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ƻŦ ŀ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ    

 

Urban field survey also reveled that powerful governmental and investor-business 

institutions aim to acquire the consent of not only local residents and some non-

governmental organizations, but they also need to mobilize the active consent of their own 

members/officials/employees. Therefore, the capacity of producing consent (CPC) of the 

projects is constructed to dominate the views of these insider people who performs 

particular administrative or occupational duties. The level of intra-institutional consent is 

related directly and positively with the construction of CPC and high level of intra-

institutional consent provided in a particular project means the more powerful CPC in the 

formation of this project. In other words, high level of intra-institutional consent facilitates 

the construction of hegemony over the definition of urban political priorities in the 

formation of the projects. The most important empirical evidence in this part remarks that 

NCC project has a higher level of intra-institutional consent when ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ 

Lastly, survey results indicate that the level of intra-institutional consent also changes 

according to the duties of the people and the political-ideological tendencies of these 

people in performing their particular occupations.   

 

Institution questionnaire revealed that institutional categories such as άǎǘŀǘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎέΣ 

άǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎέΣ άǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇŀǊǘƛŜǎέΣ άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎέ ŀƴŘ άƳŜŘƛŀ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎέ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ƻƴŜ 

single coherent view; rather there are conflictual and contrasting views in these 

institutional categories concerning the formation of the projects. Such contrasting views 

ŀǊŜ ƳƻǊŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-ideological 

opposition against this project. With reference to theoretical approach of thesis, such 
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institutional categories could be identified as a site of political-ideological struggle upon 

ǿƘƛŎƘ άŀ ǿŀǊ ƻŦ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴέ όƛƴ DǊŀƳǎŎƛŀƴ ǘŜǊƳǎύ ƻŎŎǳǊ ŀƳƻƴƎǎǘ ǘƘŜ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ 

politics. As field survey results unfoldΣ ƴƻǘ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ōǳǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǎƛǘŜ ƻŦ 

political-ideological struggle.       

 

All the findings of case study research are summarized and presented in the table 

mentioned below. As a general conclusion of case study research, it could be argued that 

governmental and investor-business actors have constructed a powerful CPC succeed to 

mobilize public support and consent in the formation of NCC project. However, the CPC of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ has not become powerful and failed to mobilize the consent of oppositional 

actors of civil society, therefore it could not have a hegemonic power over the definition of 

urban political priorities. The CsPC of the projects have also affected the implementation of 

the projects. Since NCC project is politically-ideologically constructed with a powerful CPC, 

ƛǘ ƛǎ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŜŘΦ ¦ƴƭƛƪŜ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ is not implemented yet 

owing to the ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀƭǎƻ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ ǘƘŜ 

ǇƻǿŜǊƭŜǎǎƴŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ   

 

Table 6.5 Comparative Analysis of Case Study Research Findings  

 
NCC Project T¢/ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

Predominant actors and their 
collaborative-cooperative 
relations and roles   
 

TDa (governmental decision-maker having 
planning authority and the focus of hegemonic 
discourses and practices)  
District Municipalities (governmental decision 
makers having planning authority)  
Investors (Investor actors having negotiation 
power over planning decisions and producing 
hegemonic discourses)  
Local Capital Organizations (Business actors 
producing and disseminating hegemonic 
discourses)  
Central Government Representatives 
(governmental actors passively supporting to 
the project and reproducing and disseminating 
hegemonic discourses)  
Chambers Affiliated to UCTEA 
(chambers providing occupational support, 
reproducing and disseminating hegemonic 
discourses, mobilizing the consent of organized 
city planners and architectures)    
Media Institutions 
(Mass media tools disseminating hegemonic 
discourses and constructing common-sense 
opinion) 

MCT(governmental decision-maker having 
planning authority and the focus of 
hegemonic discourses and practices)  
Investors and Property owners  
(Investors having negotiation power over 
planning decisions and producing 
hegemonic discourses) 
TDa ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ 
(Governmental actors collaborating with 
MCT in planning process, reproducing and 
disseminating hegemonic discourses and 
playing a mediator role to acquire the 
consent of chambers)  
9·th TȊƳƛǊ {ǘŜŜǊƛƴƎ /ƻƳƳƛǘǘŜŜ 
(Public-Private partnership producing and 
disseminating hegemonic discourses)   
Local Capital Organizations (Business 
actors producing and disseminating 
hegemonic discourses)  
Media Institutions 
(Mass media tools disseminating 
hegemonic discourses and constructing 
common-sense opinion) 

Property pattern and the 
transformation of property 
relations 

Project site has a mixed property pattern 
consisted of both large and small, private and 
public properties, which do not change hand.    

Project site has a small private property 
pattern. Properties change hands and 
large investors buy small lands of local 
residents  
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Table 6.5 (Continued) 

Political 

construction 

of the 

projects 

Hegemonic 
discourses 
 

άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ 
ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΣ ά ǘƘŜ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎ 
and economically unproductive urban area into 
a high quality consumption, working and living 
ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ άŀ ƴŜǿ ŀƴŘ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ 
ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊέ  

ά!ǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ 
άǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ǿƛǘƘ ά9·thέ ŀƴŘ 
άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέΣ άŘŜǾŜƭƻǇing an 
agriculturally declining and economically 
unproductive site to an attractive tourism 
ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊέ  

The targeted 
actors of 
hegemonic 
discourses 

The focused target: City planners, 
architectures and their chambers, Chambers 
affiliated to UCTEA, other organized social 
groups   
The general target: tǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 

The focused target: City planners, 
architectures and their chambers, 
Chambers affiliated to UCTEA, universities 
and other organized social groups   
The general target: tǳōƭƛŎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ 

The 
Disseminatio
n of 
hegemonic 
discourses  

 News and articles in mass media tools 
(declarations of predominant actors) 
 Advertisements of shopping malls and 

residences that are constructed in NCC site 
 Everyday life relations and communications 

of local residents 
 International urban design competition for 

the project site 

 News and articles in mass media tools 
(declarations of predominant actors) 
 Presentations and advertisements 

prepared within the EXPO candidacy 
 Symposium, forums and meetings 
ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 
 Everyday life relations and 

communications of local residents 

The Capacity 
of producing 
consent (CPC) 

Strength and relatively powerful  
CPC has become powerful through (1) the 
operation of politically powerful governmental 
decision-ƳŀƪŜǊ ŀŎǘƻǊ όTDaύΣ όнύ ǘƘŜ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ƻŦ 
central government, (3) collaborating-
cooperating with investors, local capital 
organizations, chambers and universities and 
(4) the use of mass media tools.   

Not strength and powerless 
CPC has not become powerful owing to 
the (1) operation of politically powerless 
governmental decision-maker actor (MCT) 
and (2) failed attempts to collaborate-
cooperate with chambers and other 
oppositional NGOs .   

The tendency 
to enforce 
project-based 
legislative 
interventions 

No tendency The tendency exists. There are discourses 
and efforts to enforce a project-based law 
within the context of EXPO 

Ideological 
contradiction 
of 
counter/opp
ositional 
discourses  

No ideologically contradicted opposition 
against the project. 
A small group of local politicians (not become a 
powerful and broad base of ideological 
opposition against the formation of the 
project) 

Ideologically contradicted opposition 
against the project 
Collective opposition of chambers 
affiliated to UCTEA, some academicians 
from universities, left-wing political parties 
and environmentalist NGOs. Opposition 
has been led and coordinated by 
chambers   

The Level of Intra-Institutional 
Consent 

High 
Low.  
Low level of intra-institutional consent of 
state institutions  

Coherences and conflicts in 
the views of institutional 
categories 

Coherent 

Conflictual  
Institutional categories each of which have 
conflictual views are state institutions, 
universities, political parties, chambers 
and media institutions 

The results of the projects  Despite the slowness of implementation, 
project has been implemented since 2011  
NCC development plans are prepared and 
approved, it took ten years to implement plans. 
Construction process has started in Salhane 
district. 

Project is not implemented yet. Owing to 
ǘƘŜ ƧǳŘƛŎƛŀǊȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ 
development plans, the MCT is not able to 
ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭƭȅ ŦƛƴƛǎƘ T¢/ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ 
The oppositional struggle against the 
project continues.    
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CHAPTER 7 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

Conclusion chapter emphasizes and discusses the finding of research and reconsiders 

theoretical perspectives of urban development politics within the context of these findings. 

This chapter consists of three parts. Firstly an overall summary of chapters and the findings 

of literature review and the case study research are specified. In the second part, 

theoretical perspective of the thesis are reconsidered in the light of the findings and results 

of research. In this part of conclusion chapter, it is elucidated how neo-Marxian theoretical 

perspective of the thesis contributes to the analysis of the politics of urban development 

processes. In the final part of conclusion chapter, some policy implications and further 

remarks are proposed to organize political power of urban planning against the hegemony 

of capitalist urban development visions.     

 

This thesis formulated a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective to 

investigate the political construction of urban development projects (UDPs). The politics of 

UDPs in the world and Turkey are comparatively investigated and critically reviewed within 

the context of this perspective. Four Initial arguments are derived from this political 

analysis of UDPs and they set up the framework of case study research through providing a 

path for critical discourse analysis and urban field survey, which includes both quantitative 

and qualitative methods. The empirical evidence of discourse analysis, questionnaires and 

in-depth interviews of case study provided key inductions to reconsider theories of urban 

development politics. Thus it could be stated that Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian 

critical realist methodology of the thesis combined deductive and inductive research 

strategies and qualitative and quantitative research methods to reveal how UDPs are 

political constructed. These initial arguments are stated below and they are reconsidered in 

the light of the empirical evidence of the case study. As a result, four concluding arguments 

are reached, which are mentioned in the following parts of conclusion chapter  

 

Initial Argument 1: ¦5tǎ ό¦Ǌōŀƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎύ ŀǊŜ ŀǘǘŜƳǇǘǎ ǘƻ ŦƻǊƳ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜ ¦5tǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎ ƻŦ 

constructing hegemony over the definition of urban political priorities. 



 

295 

 

 

 

Initial Argument 2: UDPs are constructed through the hegemonic arguments, discourses 

and narratives of key decision-makers and these discursive practices have been used to 

mobilize public support and consent of different social forces. 

 

Initial Argument 3: In the political construction of UDPS; not only discursive practices of 

hegemony construction, but also coercive-legislative mechanisms of capitalist state (new 

ƭŀǿǎΣ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜȄƛǎǘƛƴƎ ƭŀǿǎΣ ŘŜŎǊŜŜ ƭŀǿǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ Ǉƭŀȅ ŀ ƪŜȅ Ǌole.  

 

Initial Argument 4: UDPs are politically constructed through the complementary relation 

and differential articulation of the discursive practices of hegemony construction and 

coercive-legislative mechanisms of the capitalist state. 

 

7. 1 Summary and  the Findings of the R esearch 

In this part of conclusion chapter, the summary of chapters including the findings of 

literature review and case study are discussed with reference to research questions of the 

thesis. The politics of UDPs in the world and Turkey are critically and comparatively 

investigated through focusing on powerful governmental and investor-business actors, 

their hegemonic discourses and legislative interventions of the state in the political 

construction of these UDPs. This comparative analysis of the political construction of UDPs 

ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƪŜȅ ŘŜŘǳŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΦ ¢ǿƻ ƭŜŀŘƛƴƎ ¦5tǎ ŦǊƻƳ TȊƳƛǊ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜŘ 

the empirical focus of the case study of the thesis. A comparative and comprehensive 

analysis of the political construction ƻŦ bŜǿ /ƛǘȅ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όb//ύ ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ 

όT¢/ύ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ŘŜǘŀƛƭ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎ 

and related research questions of the thesis.  

 

A critical and comparative analysis of the politics of six UDPs in the world revealed that 

άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǇǊŜŘƻƳƛƴŀƴǘ 

discourses, arguments and narratives of powerful governmental and investor-business 

actors play a key hegemonic-ideological superstructural role in the political construction of 

UDPs. These hegemonic discursive practices mobilize public support and consent for UDPs 

ŀƴŘ ōȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǊŜŘŜŦƛƴŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ƻŦ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ 

oriented targets, which subordinate the production of space to the attraction of 

investments.         
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However, the analysis of the politics of UDPs point out that not only hegemonic discourses 

of governmental and investor-business actors, but also coercive-legislative mechanisms of 

the capitalist state play a crucial role in the political construction of UDPs. As the coercive 

mechanisms of capitalist state, legislative interventions reorganize urban planning powers 

and empower new state institutions (public-private partnerships, development 

corporations anŘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƎŜƴŎƛŜǎΧŜǘŎΦύ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ The comparative 

investigation of six UDPs from different capitalist countries of the world (including 

Baltimore Inner Harbor Revitalization Project in US, London Docklands Regeneration Project 

and Olympic Games Urban Regeneration Project in UK, Potsdamer Platz Redevelopment 

Project in Germany, Abandoibarra Waterfront Regeneration Project in Spain and Lujiazui 

Central Finance District Development in Shanghai) shows that such legislative interventions 

of the state operate as coercive mechanisms to incorporate investor-business driven 

interests into the policy-making processes in the formation of UDPs. The role of the state, in 

this respect, is not only the production and dissemination of hegemonic discourses, but also 

the enforcement of key coercive-legislative mechanisms like laws and empowered state 

institutions to redefine urban planning powers. Therefore, it could be argued that UDPs in 

different capitalist countries of the world are politically constructed by both hegemonic 

discourses and coercive-legislative mechanisms of powerful state and capital actors. There 

is not a divergence amongst hegemonic discourses and coercive-legislative mechanisms, 

but rather there is a unitary and complementary relation amongst them in the political 

construction of UDP. 

 

The analysis of the politics of different UDPs from different capitalist countries of the world 

in chapter three also provides a base to explain the socio-political background behind the 

use of hegemonic discourses and coercive-legislative mechanisms. The use of hegemonic 

discourses and coercive-legislative mechanisms have differentiated according to different 

relations and articulations of state and civil society. For instance, hegemonic discourses and 

activities to mobilize public support and consent may become key ideological-

superstructural elements in particular social-political contexts of some countries where the 

agents of civil society are developed and they have a power over the structure and policies 

of the state. In the socio-political contexts of western capitalist countries, civil society is 

powerful and therefore hegemonic discourses and activities of the agents of civil society 

play an important role in the political construction of UDPs. However, in some other socio-
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political contexts where state has a high repressive power over civil society, there may be 

no or even less need to use hegemonic discourses and activities. Thus, as a general 

interpretation, it could be argued that the role of hegemonic discourses or coercive-

legislative mechanism have differentiated according to different contexts of state-civil 

society relations. In western capitalist countries, since the agents of civil society are 

powerful over the formation of the structure and policies of the state, hegemonic 

discourses are frequently produced and disseminated through entrepreneurial urban 

governance institutions, local business associations, media institutions, universities and 

chambers. However the political-ideological superstructure of UDPs have not only been 

constituted by these hegemonic discourses and activities of powerful capitalist forces. 

Coercive-legislative mechanisms of the state are still important in these countries, since 

they provide exceptional powers to reorganize urban planning authorities and to 

incorporate business-driven interests into the decision-making processes through the 

establishment of new entrepreneurial urban governance institutions. 

 

In chapter four, the political construction of four UDPs from Turkey (including IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ 

Urban Regeneration and 5ǳōŀƛ ¢ƻǿŜǊǎ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ŀƴŘ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ŀƴŘ 

DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ !ƴƪŀǊŀύ are critically and comparatively 

investigated. This investigation of four UDPs shed light on Turkish urban political context in 

which UDPs are formed and implemented. This Turkish urban political context could be 

summarized by discussing five main dimensions of the political construction of UDPs. 

 

As the first deduction from chapter four, the main development logic and the political 

priority in the formation and implementation of UDPs is the production and distribution of 

ǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƴǘΦ ¦ƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƴŀƳŜ ƻŦ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ŀ ǊŜƴǘ-oriented approach 

has become the dominant paradigm in urban development policies. Urban built 

environments in the projects sites όǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ ǘǊŀƛƴ ǎǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΣ 

ǿŀǊŜƘƻǳǎŜ ƻŦ T9¢¢ ƛƴ aŀǎƭŀƪΣ ǎǉǳŀǘǘŜǊǎ ƛƴ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ŀƴŘ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪύ ŀǊŜ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

ŘŜŎƭŀǊŜŘ ŀǎ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜέ ōȅ ǘƘŜ Ǝƻvernmental decision-makers of the 

cities. Rent-ƻǊƛŜƴǘŜŘ ¦5tǎ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ŀǎ ǎƻƭǳǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƻ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘŜ ǘƘŜǎŜ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ 

ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǇŀŎŜǎέ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳƛƴƎ ǘƘŜƳ ƛƴǘƻ άŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ŦƻǊ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΦ 

An abstract space approach, with reference to Lefebvre, has become dominant through 

these rent-oriented UDPs. Secondly, as chapter four uncovers, there are different actors 

supporting to or opposing against the formation of UDPs. Governmental decision-maker 
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actors (central or local government institutions and their partnerships), investors and 

business associations, ruling political party, media institutions and some universities (if they 

involve to the project) have constituted the base of political power in the formation of the 

projects. These powerful political and social forces have been led by governmental and 

investor-business actors and they play key roles in the production and dissemination of 

hegemonic discourses in the formation of UDPs. On the other side, chambers (affiliated to 

the Union of Chambers of Turkish Engineers and Architects), some labor unions and non-

governmental organizations, oppositional media institutions, left-wing political parties and 

some universities have stated their oppositional views and organized their struggle against 

the formation of UDPs. In these oppositional movements, Chambers of Architectures and 

City Planners have led the formation of oppositional views and movements, since they have 

key roles in controlling urban development processes in terms of public interest. The third 

remark emphasizes that hegemonic discourses of powerful governmental and investor-

business actors have constituted a hegemonic power over the definition of urban planning 

ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎΦ ¢ƘŜǎŜ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ 

ŀƴŘ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǎŜƳƛƴŀǘŜ ǘƘŜƳ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ 

dominating and commanding mass media tools in the formation of UDPs. These hegemonic 

discourses of UDPs give rise to the redefinition of urban policy and planning priorities on 

the basis of urban entrepreneurialism in Turkey. However, hegemonic discourses and 

activities of powerful governmental and investor-business actors is not the only dynamic in 

the political construction of UDPs. The forth main dimension of the political construction of 

UDP in Turkey underlines the enforcement of coercive-legislative mechanisms. The political 

power, in the formation of UDPs in Turkey as well as in the world, has been constructed 

through not only by hegemonic discourses and activities, but also through some legislative 

interventions like new laws, revisions in the existing laws and decree-ƭŀǿǎ ΧŜǘŎΦ Such 

legislative interventions have operated as coercive mechanisms of capitalist state, since 

they impose some mechanisms to reorganize urban planning powers and to facilitate 

property transfer and privatization through the enforcement of legislative frameworks. 

Such coercive-legislative interventions of capitalist state have also function as mechanisms 

to bypass oppositional activities and court decisions that are against the formation of UDPs. 

Therefore, through using their legislative power, powerful governmental decision-makers 

enforce legislative frameworks to facilitate the formation and implementation of UDPs. The 

sixth and the last political dimension of UDPs in Turkey underlines the complementary 
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relation amongst hegemonic discourses and coercive-legislative mechanisms in the political 

construction of UDP. 

 

Chapter three and four together emphasized that the utilization of hegemonic discursive 

practices and coercive-legislative mechanisms in the political construction of UDPs have 

differentiated according to different state-civil society relationship patterns in different 

countries of the world. Since the agents of civil society in western capitalist countries are 

well organized and powerful in the making of urban development policies, they perform an 

active and determinative role in the formation of UDPs. However in different political 

contexts like China, where state has a coercive-repressive power over the agents of civil 

society, state has the power to directly impose the formation of UDPs. Hegemonic 

ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ŀŎǘƛǾƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƛŜƭŘ ƻŦ άŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅέ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘƛŜǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƘŜ 

agents of civil society are well organized and have a stake in the making of urban 

development policies. 

 

Therefore, this thesis argues that in different socio-political contexts of different capitalist 

countries, the hegemonic discourses and legislative mechanisms have been articulated 

differently. In other words, the articulation of consent and coercive mechanisms 

(hegemony and force), have differentiated according to the patterns of the relations 

between state and civil society. In the socio-political context of Turkey, both hegemonic 

discourses and legislative interventions are used with a complementary manner in the 

ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ bƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ άƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ 

άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊǾŜƴǘƛons of 

state actors have constructed the political power to produce urban space through UDPs. 

The key point for this thesis is to reveal the dynamics, inter-relations and particular actors 

of hegemonic discourses and coercive-legislative mechanisms in the case study of thesis. 

 

Before the case study chapter, the historical political-ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ōŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΩǎ 

urbanization and planning processes are elucidated in chapter five with a particular focus 

on post-2000 period. As the political-economic analysis of chapter five reveals, the roll-out 

phase of neo-liberalization and the rise of urban entrepreneurialism in the post-2000 

ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŜ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ 

business associations in urban policy-making processes. Within this context of increased 

state intervention and investor-business involvement, UDPs have been proposed by the 
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collaboration-cooperation of powerful governmental and investor-business actors as the 

viable urban policy choices to overcome structural problems of neo-liberalization regime, 

including stagnant economic growth, unemployment and trade deficit.   

 

Historical political-economic analysis of chapter five also identified the hegemonic bases of 

different UDPs throughout different political-economic trajectories of urbanization. It is 

unveiled that UDPs have brought to the agenda of urban politics by dominant social forces 

and the common economic motivation behind UDPs in different trajectories is the regime 

of capital accumulation. UDPs in different time periods are formed and implemented to 

reproduce the dynamics of capitalist local economic structure. Through producing required 

spaces for the accumulation of capital (port in the first decades of 20th ŎŜƴǘǳǊȅΣ YǸƭǘǸǊǇŀǊƪ 

in the 1930s, railways and industrial development zones in the period between 1945 and 

1970 and rent-oriented urban development projects since the 1980s) UDPs have provided 

the key dynamics for the reproduction of capitalist socio-spatial relations in the city. In each 

of the time period, the hegemonic bases of these different UDPs have been constituted on 

the basis of local economic structure and capital accumulation relations. In other words, 

public support and consent behind these UDPs have been mobilized through introducing 

these UDPs to public something serving the functioning of local economic structure. 

However, to investigate how the hegemonic power has been mobilized with these UDPs, it 

is not enough to shed light on economic structure and capital accumulation relations, but 

rather we should investigate through which discourses and activities of hegemony 

construction, a powerful political-ideological superstructural basis is constructed for the 

formation of UDPs. It is needed to investigate how UDPs, particularly in the post-2000s 

period, have been politically-ideologically constructed and which social forces play what 

roles in this political construction process? These questions are answered by the case study 

chapter including a comparative and detailed analysis of the formation of New City Center 

όb//ύ ŀƴŘ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ƻǳǊƛǎƳ /ŜƴǘŜǊ όT¢/ύ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 

In the case study chapter of the thesis, NCC and T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ŦǊƻƳ TȊƳƛǊ ŀǊŜ 

critically investigated through employing three methods of qualitative analysis with a 

complementary manner, which are (1) critical discourse analysis (of plan reports, related 

documents and media texts), (2) institution and neighborhood questionnaires and (3) semi-

structured in-depth interviews (with key stakeholders and local residents). These different 
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sources of empirical evidence are used complementarily to reveal different dynamics of 

decision-making and opinion-ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ 

 

Critical discourses analysis of media texts and key documents reveal that governmental 

decision-maker and investor-business actors in both of the projects use common economic 

growth based ǿƻǊŘǎ ƭƛƪŜ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ 

In addition to them, there are also different words specific to each project. For instance in 

ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΤ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ όTGM), investors and local business 

ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǳǎŜ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜƭȅΦ {ǳŎƘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎΣ 

on the ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ ǳǎŜ άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ ŀƴŘ ά9·thέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜƳŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ Ŏƻŀƭƛǘƛƻƴ-ōŀǎŜŘ ǿƻǊŘǎ ƭƛƪŜ άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ŀƴŘ 

άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ƻŦ άŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀƪŜƘƻƭŘŜǊǎέΦ {ǳŎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ 

constructed to mobilize and consolidate public support in the formation of UDPs.   

 

The findings of critical discourse analysis show that news, articles and advertisements in 

mass media tools play an important role in disseminating and dominating hegemonic 

discourses in the formation of both of the two ¦5tǎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ 

declarations of governmental and investor-business actors dominate the formation of news 

and articles in most of the media sources. Hegemonic discourses stated in these 

declarations play a facilitative role in the dissemination of predominant view in the 

formation of the projects. However there are also oppositional discourses against the 

formation of the projects. Therefore, discourses could be seen and studied as a political-

ideological site of power, struggle and opposition of different social forces in the formation 

of the UDPs. Powerful state and capital actors (re)produce and disseminate hegemonic 

discourses to mobilize public support for the formation of UDPs. However, on the other 

side, oppositional actors confront against these discourses through putting forward their 

counter-oppositional discourses. There is a struggle at the level of discursive practice in the 

formation of UDPs. This struggle could be observed obviously ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ 

project.  

 

The main argument of this thesis is that governmental and investor-business actors aim to 

construct a άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ (CPC) through the domination of hegemonic 

discourses and the collaboration with key agents of civil society like local business 

associations, chambers, universities and media institutions. The main target of CPC is to 
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mobilize public support and consent for UDP. This politically-ideologically constructed 

hegemonic capacity focuses on the mobilization of public support and consent in the 

formation of UDP and plays role in redefining the priorities of urban planning and policy. 

The construction of each capacities of producing consent (CsPC) for each project may vary 

according to different actors involved; but the common basis of each CsPC is that they are 

embodied by the hegemonic discourses of powerful capitalist actors in the formation of 

UDPs.  

 

Which hegemonic discourses have played political-ideological superstructural role in 

mobilizing public support and consent for UDPs? This major research question of the thesis 

is answered by the findings of critical discourse analysis and urban field survey. The findings 

ǊŜǾŜŀƭ ǘƘŀǘ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀǎ άŀƴ ƻǇǇƻǊǘǳƴƛǘȅ to attract 

ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέΦ {ǳŎƘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀǊŜ 

ŀƭǎƻ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻōƭŜƳǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǎƛǘŜ ŀǎ άǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜέΦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ site of 

άǘƻǳǊƛǎƳέ ŀƴŘ ά9·thέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΦ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊ-business 

ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛǘƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ άŀƴ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛǾŜέ ŀƴŘ άŀƎǊƛŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ 

ŘŜŎƭƛƴƛƴƎέ ŀǊŜŀ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǘƻ άŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƻŦ ǘƻǳǊƛǎƳ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘέΦ Lƴ 

ōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΣ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ όǊŜύǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎΣ ŀ ƴƻǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜέ 

(with reference to Lefebvre) is politically-ideologically constructed.  

 

Urban ŦƛŜƭŘ ǎǳǊǾŜȅ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ ǊŜǾŜŀƭŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ the categories of institutions and class positions of 

local residents are decisive factors behind the mobilization of support and consent. 

Government institutions, investors, property owners and local capital organizations support 

to the formation of both of the two UDPs. Chambers affiliated to UCTEA, some universities 

and left-wing political parties, environmentalist NGOs declare their oppositional views 

ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ CƻǊ ōƻǘƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΣ ƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ that the tendency to 

support to the formation of the projects differ according to the class positions of local 

residents. Bourgeois classes tend to support to the formation of the projects more than the 

working classes and this class-based formation of the views could be observed as a general 

tendency. Moreover, geographical proximity to project site also plays a crucial role in 

mobilizing the support of the people. Local residents living or working in the sites of the 

projects are more tended to support to the projects than the people living in distant 
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districts of the city. In addition to this, being a property owner in the project site constitutes 

a positive influence over the formation of supportive views for the projects. Although the 

tendency to support to the projects differentiate according to class positions, geographical 

proximity to project site and property ownership, there is no problem from the perspective 

of governmental decision-makers in mobilizing the support and consent of local residents. A 

vast majority of local residents support to the formation of the projects.   

 

However local residents tend to declare their support for the projects through different 

motivations, expectations and behaviors. They do not show a common behavioral type of 

mobilizing their consent; but rather there are different behaviors motivating local residents 

differently in expressing their thoughts and views concerning the formation of the project. 

In this respect, there are two major behavioral types of mobilizing consent. The first is 

άŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ. Local residents obviously stating their support to the project without any 

ƘŜǎƛǘŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŜǉǳŜƴǘƭȅ ǳǎƛƴƎ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ 

ƛƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎƛƻƴǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎŀǘŜƎƻǊƛȊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ άŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέΦ aƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘƛǾŜƭȅ 

consenting local residents are property owners living in the project sites and they think that 

άǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊέΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ǘƘŜse people tend 

to become organized through establishing associations and pursue all the news from media 

sources concerning the formation of the projects. The second behavioral type of mobilizing 

consent is άǇŀǎǎƛǾŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ which means low level of awareness and passive support of 

the people concerning the formation of the project. People having a passive consent for the 

project do not embrace and reproduce hegemonic discourses and they have a very low 

level of information for the project. It is observed in urban field survey that most of the 

people having passive consent for the projects are tenants and low-educated, low-income 

people. Furthermore, in expressing their views for the projects these people emphasize 

their daily lives and survival strategies as reactions to project. However, although they do 

not actively support to the project, their tendency to cooperate with active supporters is 

high and therefore it could be expected that people having active and passive consent may 

act and decide together under any condition of decision-taking in the implementation of 

the project. 

 

Through which mechanisms hegemonic discourses of UDPs have been disseminated and 

dominated as common sense over the formation of public opinion? This major research 

questions of the thesis is answered by the empirical evidence of the case study. There are 
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two common and influential mechanism in both of the projects namely (1) mass media 

tools and (2) the declarations of powerful governmental and investor-business actors in 

these tools. Besides these common mechanisms, there are project-specific mechanisms. 

For instance, the advertisements of shopping malls, office towers and luxury residences 

have become influential in dominating hegemonic discourses, therefore they have played a 

constitutive role in constructing the CPC of NCC project. The other project specific 

influential mechanism of disseminating hegemonic discourses is EXPO. As field survey 

uncovered, the governmental decision-makers and local business leaders intend to mobilize 

ǇǳōƭƛŎ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ŦƻǊ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŦƻǊƳƛƴg the project with an EXPO-based strategy. To 

sum up, the CsPC of UDPs have been constructed by the utilization of mass media tools. 

tŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ Ƴŀǎǎ ƳŜŘƛŀ ǘƻƻƭǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀǘŦƻǊƳ ƻŦ 

political-ideological struggle amongst the predominant-supporter view (of governmental 

and investor-business actors) and oppositional-counter views (of chambers affiliated to 

UCTEA and some other NGOs). However, it could be stated that predominant-supporter 

views have more advantages in manipulating the shaping of public opinion since they 

dominate and command most of the media institutions.   

 

Hegemonic discourses intend to mobilize the consent of which social forces in the 

formation of UDPs? This research question is answered through discussing the findings of 

the case study research in chapter six. It is identified two particularly targeted actors in the 

ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŀǊŜ άƻŎŎǳǇŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǇǊƻŦŜǎǎƛƻƴǎέ ƭƛƪŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 

άŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ŀŦŦƛƭƛŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ¦/¢9!έΦ DƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŘŜŎƛsion-maker actors intend to strengthen 

ǘƘŜ /ǎt/ ƻŦ ŜŀŎƘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƴƎ-ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎέ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǳŎƘ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ 

society in the formation of UDPs. In the formation of NCC project, such efforts to 

collaborate with key actors of civil society haǾŜ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ ǎƛƴŎŜ TDaΣ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ 

and some academicians from universities have collaborated in the preparation of NCC 

development plan. However, since chambers politically-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢/ 

project, they do not respond positively any consensus based discourse and reject 

cooperation-collaboration with Ministry of Culture and Tourism (MCT) in the preparation of 

T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ !ǎ ŀ ǊŜǎǳƭǘΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƻǿƛƴƎ 

to the failed attempts of MCT to collaborate with oppositional actors of civil society. 

 

Another important argument of the ǘƘŜǎƛǎ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƎǳƛǎŜ ƻŦ ǎǳŎƘ άŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ-

ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ Ƴŀȅ ŜȄŜǊǘ ŘƻƳƛƴŀƴŎŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ 
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role and priorities of urban planning in the formation of UDPs. Furthermore this 

άŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ-ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŜǎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ 

hegemonically constructed strategy to absorb and pacify the oppositional power of 

counter-oppositional actors. Governmental decision-makers fail to absorb and pacify the 

opposition of non-ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ŦƻǊŎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 

restricted by the politically-ideologically motivated activities of chambers, environmentalist 

NGOs, some universities and left-wing political parties. Unlike the governmental actors of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ TȊƳƛǊ DǊŜŀǘŜǊ aǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭƛǘȅ Ƙŀǎ άǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭƭȅέ ŎƻƻǇŜǊŀǘŜŘ-collaborated with 

ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ άǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǎǳǎ ōŀǎŜŘ 

ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴέ ŜƴŀōƭŜ them to strengthen the base of the CPC of NCC project, since they 

mobilize the support and active consent of the chambers with consensus-based relations. 

As a result, the case study provides the empirical evidence to argue that the existence and 

the mobilization of counter-oppositional views and activities directly influence the 

construction of CsPC of each projects. 

 

This thesis argues that since governmental decision-makers do not provide collaboration 

with oppositional non-governmental actors (like chambers, environmentalist NGOs) in the 

ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ǘƘŜȅ ǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ enforce a project-based law to impose a coercive and 

ƭŜƎŀƭƭȅ ƭŜƎƛǘƛƳŀǘŜ ōŀǎŜ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Thesis claims that project-

based laws operate as άŎƻŜǊŎƛǾŜ-legislative mechanismsέ and governmental actors tend to 

enforce them more if they do not successfully construct a powerful CPC for the project. This 

ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ ¢he CPC ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ strength because there is a powerful 

and ideologically-motivated opposition of chambers and some NGOs, whose active consent 

could not be acquired by the governmental decision-makers. Owing to the weakness of 

CPC, powerful actors tend to dominate and impose a coercive and legally legitimate 

mechanism with a project-based law. However, such a project-based law still remain 

socially illegitimate since it is not a product of a real consensus amongst different actors of 

T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ    

 

The case study also revealed that powerful governmental and investor-business institutions 

aim to acquire the consent of not only local residents and some non-governmental 

organizations, but they also need to mobilize the active consent of their own 

members/officials/employees. Therefore, the capacities of producing consent (CsPC) of 

UDPs are constructed to dominate the views of these insider people who performs 
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particular administrative or occupational duties. The level of intra-institutional consent is 

related directly and positively with the construction of CPC and therefore it could be 

claimed that high level of intra-institutional consent facilitates the construction of 

hegemony over the definition of urban political priorities in the formation of UDPs. 

Empirical evidence of case study chapter remarks that NCC project has a higher level of 

intra-ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ǿƘŜƴ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ {ǳǊǾŜȅ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ŀƭǎƻ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜ 

that the level of intra-institutional consent also changes according to the duties of the 

people and the political-ideological tendencies of these people in performing their 

particular occupations.   

 

All the findings of the case study and literature review on the politics of UDPs in the world 

and Turkey are summarized and illustrated through the figure mentioned below. This figure 

displays which governmental and non-governmental actors and their hegemonic 

discourses, activities and collaborative relations play what kind of roles (strengthening or 

weakening) in constructing the CPC. It also explicates under which conditions project-based 

laws as coercive-legislative mechanisms are enforced and what role such legislative 

mechanisms play in the formation of UDPs. In addition, this figure provides a basis to 

comparatively analyze the roles of CPC and coercive-legislative mechanisms in the political 

construction ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ    

 

To explain the main rationale of the figure, firstly it is needed to manifest the key socio-

political dynamics of the political construction of UDPs. Local political power of government 

institutions (which are having planning authority in the formation of UDP), collaborative 

relations amongst local and central government and the high level of intra-institutional 

consent in the formation of UDP have all strengthened the CPC of UDP. Negotiation power 

of investors-business associations over the governmental decision-makers and coordinated 

and organized acting capacity of local capital fractions also strengthen the CPC of UDP. If 

the local political power of governmental institution  (having planning authority in the 

formation of UDP) and the level of its intra-institutional consent are low and if there is 

political struggle between local and central governments, then these socio-political 

dynamics all weaken the construction of CPC of UDP. Uncoordinated actions of local capital 

fractions and the low negotiation power of them over governmental decision-makers also 

weaken CPC. Media power, on the other hand, plays a very curial role in constructing the 

CPC through disseminating, dominating and manipulating a common-sense public opinion 
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for UDPs. The utilization of mass media tools like newspapers, television channels, internet 

and all sorts of advertisement platforms by powerful governmental and investor-business 

actors gives rise to the construction of CPC. Oppositional non-governmental actors may also 

utilize these tools to explain their oppositional views and manifest their counter hegemonic 

projects and such activities undermines the construction of CPC of UDPs. However, 

powerful capitalist actors of UDPs have more power in dominating and commanding mass 

media tools in the formation of UDPs.         

 

The thesis argues that mobilizing the active consent of organized conscious social groups 

including universities, chambers and other non-governmental organizations is one of the 

most important dynamic in the political construction of UDP. To construct a powerful CPC, 

governmental and investor-business actors attempt to develop collaborative relations with 

such organized social groups in the formation of UDPs. For instance, collaborations with 

related academicians and departments from universities and forming partnerships with 

chambers affiliated to UCTEA in the preparation of development plans strengthen CPC, 

since these collaborative relations provide support and active consent of these organized 

conscious social groups.  

 

Mobilization of consent of local residents and citizens is also important for governmental 

decision-makers of UDPs. The active consent of these unorganized masses, in the general 

sense, is mobilized through hegemonic discourses and the manipulation of public opinion. 

!ǎ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƛƴŘƛŎŀǘŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƻōƛƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊ 

differentiated according to geographical proximity to project site, class positions and 

property ownership.   
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Figure 7.1 The Key Dimensions of the Political Construction of Urban Development Projects

Local Residents and Citizens 
 Geographical proximity to project site 
 Class positions and income level  
 Being property owner or tenant 
 Bargaining over building density 

  !ŎǘƛǾŜ /ƻƴǎŜƴǘ ҭ Passive Consent 

UNORGANIZED 
MASS 

State and the Political Power 
 Local political power of government institutions having planning authority  
 Collaboration or struggle amongst local and central governments 
 Internal ideological coherence or conflict and the level of intra-

institutional consent of state institutions 

 
Investors and Capital Organizations 
 Influence and negotiation power of investors-capital organizations 

over the decision-makers 
 Coordination and organized capacity of local capital 

 

Media Institutions 
 The utilization of mass media tools by 

predominant or oppositional actors 
(newspapers, television, internet and 
advertisement) 

Universities 
 Collaboration or conflict with academia 

 
Organized Occupational Groups  
 Collaboration or conflict with related chambers affiliated 

to UCTEA 

Other Organized Social Groups 
 Collaboration or conflict with non-governmental 

organizations, labor unions 

Capacity of Producing Consent :                               
The mobilization of public support and consent for UDPs through the 
hegemonic discourses, activities and collaborative relations of 
powerful governmental and non-governmental actors 

 

Coercive-legislative mechanism: Project-

based laws, change in the existing laws, decree-laws 
and all other sorts of legislative interventions  

 Reorganized urban planning 
powers 
 Facilitates property transfer 
 Provides exceptionality to project 

over planning  
 Bypasses counter/oppositional 

decision-makers and court 
decisions 

 Reorganized 
urban planning 
powers 
 Facilitates 

property 
transfer and 
bypasses court 
decisions  

STATE 
and 

CAPITAL 

MEDIA 
POWER 

ORGANIZED 
CONSCIOUS 

SOCIAL 
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Hegemonic Projects of the 
Production of Space: 
Redefining urban policy and planning 
priorities through the political 
construction of urban development 
projects  
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These socio-political dynamics stated in the table mentioned above have all strengthen or 

weaken the construction of CsPC of UDPs, which are the crucial capacities of hegemony 

construction over the definition of urban political priorities. However, as the critical 

examination of the politics of UDPs in the world and Turkey reveals, the CsPC of UDPs do 

not provide the only superstructural base in the political-ideological construction of UDPs. 

Laws, legislations, project-based laws, decree-laws and all sorts of legislative interventions 

play a very important role and they operate as coercive-legislative mechanisms of capitalist 

state in the political construction of UDPs. As Chapter four and the findings ƻƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛƴ 

case study revealed, these coercive-legislative mechanisms have played four significant 

roles, which are (1) the reorganization of urban planning powers, (2) the facilitation of 

property transfer, (3) the provision of exceptional power to project over planning and lastly 

(4) bypassing of counter/oppositional decision-makers and court decisions. These dynamics 

are provided by the enforcement of project-based laws, decree-laws and all other sorts of 

legislative interventions in the political construction of UDPs in Turkey.    

 

The CPC and coercive-legislative mechanisms of the state together form the basis of 

political-ideological superstructural power in the formation of UDPs. These hegemonically 

constructed capacity (CPC) and coercive-legislative mechanisms articulated in the political 

construction of UDPs. They complement each other and provide key political-ideological 

and legal-legislative dynamics for the political construction of UDPs.       

 

Abovementioned figure provide a comparative framework to explain main differences and 

ǎƛƳƛƭŀǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ b// ŀƴŘ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ b// ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƛǎ 

ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴ όTȊƳƛǊ Greater Municipality), which has high levels 

of political power and intra-institutional consent. Furthermore, in the preparation of NCC 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΣ TDa ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƻǊǎΣ ƭƻŎŀƭ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀǎǎƻŎƛŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ŎƘŀƳōŜǊǎ 

affiliated to UCTEA and some academicians from universities. This collaborative relations 

with such non-governmental actors and the utilization of mass media tools by 

governmental and investor-business actors give rise to a powerful construction of CPC for 

NCC project. Since this hegemonically constructed capacity of NCC project is powerful, 

governmental decision-makers did not consider to enforce a project-based law as a 

coercive-legislative mechanism. With its powerful CPC, NCC project has been implemented 

ŀƴŘ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ǊŜŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ǳǊōŀƴ 

ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƛƻǊƛǘƛŜǎ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ŘŜŎŀŘŜΦ 
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¢ƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƘŀƴŘΣ ǎƘƻǿǎ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ 

the articulation of CPC and coercive-legislaǘƛǾŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ 

the preparation and approval of development plans are managed by a central government 

institution (MCT-Ministry of Culture and Tourism) which has both low levels of local 

political power and intra-institutioƴŀƭ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘΦ ¢ƻ ƻǾŜǊŎƻƳŜ ƛǘǎ ƭƻǿ ƭŜǾŜƭ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊ ƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΣ 

MCT collaborated with local ƎƻǾŜǊƴƳŜƴǘ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ƛƴŎƭǳŘƛƴƎ TDa ŀƴŘ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ 

Municipality in the preparation of development plans. However, MCT did not succeed in 

mobilizing the consent of most of the organized social groups like chambers (affiliated to 

UCTEA), some left-wing political parties and labor unions, environmentalist NGOs and some 

academicians from universities. These organized conscious social groups politically-

ideologically opposed agaƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ǊŜƧŜŎǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƳŀƪŜ 

ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ a/¢ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-

ideological opposition of such organized conscious social groups undermined the 

ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎt. Since central and local government decision-makers 

failed to construct a powerful CPC, they tend to enforce an EXPO-based law as a coercive-

ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳ ǘƻ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ Lƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǿƻǊŘǎΣ 

governmental decision-makeǊǎ ƛƴ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΣ ƛƴǘŜƴŘ ǘƻ ǎǳōǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ŀ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ 

CPC through enforcing a coercive-legislative mechanism. Unlike NCC project, not the CPC 

but an EXPO based law as a coercive-legislative mechanism plays the key role in the political 

constructioƴ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŀƭǎƻ ōŜ ŀǊƎǳŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜŀƪ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

reflect why this politically-ideologically opposed project is not implemented yet. Owing to 

the judiciary actions of politically-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƻǇǇƻǎŜŘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƎǊƻǳǇǎ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ T¢C 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƭŀƴǎΣ ǘƘŜ /t/ ƻŦ T¢/ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǎǘǊŜƴƎǘƘŜƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ a/¢ ƛǎ 

not able to successfully finish T¢/ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎΦ Politically-ideologically motivated 

opposition of organized social groups continues and powerful governmental actors aim to 

bypass the opposition of these groups through enforcing an EXPO-based law as a coercive-

legislative mechanism.  

 

All the findings of research including the case study and the politics of UDPs in the world 

and Turkey are discussed with a critical, comparative and detailed manner in this part. In 

the following part of conclusion chapter, the theories of the politics of urban development 

projects are reconsidered within the light of this empirical evidence. The next part shows 

how the empirical evidence of the thesis contributes to the formulation of a Lefebvrian-
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inspired neo-Gramscian theoretical perspective for the investigation of political-ideological 

construction of UDPs.  

 

7.2 Reconsidering Theories  of the Politics of Urban Development Proje cts 

There are different theoretical perspectives to investigate the politics of urban 

development. As neo-pluralist and neo-Weberian perspectives of urban development 

politics, urban regime and growth machine approaches propose to research the politics of 

¦5tǎ ŀǎ άƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŀōƭŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŀƎŜƴŘŀǎέ ƻŦ άƭŀƴŘ-ōŀǎŜŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŜƭƛǘŜǎέΦ aƻǊŜƻǾŜǊΣ 

urban regime approach emphasized the role of cooperation-collaboration of governmental 

ŀƴŘ ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ŀƴŘ ŎƭŀƛƳǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǎǘŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŀ άŎŀǇŀcity to 

ƎƻǾŜǊƴέ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ό{ǘƻƴŜΣ мфуфύΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊ ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 

research of the thesis proves that agent based perspectives of urban regime and growth 

machine approaches fail to consider the role of capital accumulation, state power, 

hegemony construction and struggles in the political construction of UDPs. As the empirical 

evidence of the thesis indicate, UDPs have become the sites of constructing capitalist 

hegemony over the definition of urban planning and policy priorities. ¢ƘŜǊŜŦƻǊŜΣ άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ 

ǘƻ ƎƻǾŜǊƴέ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ƛǎ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜŘ ƴƻǘ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƭƭŀōƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇƻǿŜǊŦǳƭ 

government and business actors, but it is also politically-ideologically constructed by the 

hegemonic discourses and activities of these capitalist actors to mobilize public support and 

consent.               

 

Marxist geography approach, led by Harvey, provided a structuralist explanation to 

overcome agent based perspectives of urban regime and growth machine approaches. It 

places particular emphasis on capital accumulation relations in explaining the political-

economic dynamics of UDPs. As Marxist Geography approach argues (Harvey, 1989a; Smith, 

2002), UDPs are profit-oriented and rent-seeking ways of producing built environment, 

facilitating the switch of capital from first to secondary circuit and thus providing dynamics 

for the accumulation of capital. To explain how state power and state-capital relations have 

been redefined and restructured in the formation of UDPs, Harvey (1989b) propounded the 

conceǇǘ ƻŦ άǳǊōŀƴ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳέ ŀǎ ŀ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭ ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭ ǇǊŜŦŀŎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘƛƻƴ 

of the politics of urban development. Urban entrepreneurialism, for Harvey (1989b), have 

become widespread in capitalist countries through dominating UDPs as the viable urban 

ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ ŎƘƻƛŎŜǎ ǘƻ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ƛƴǿŀǊŘ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘƛƴƎ ŀ άƎƻƻŘ 
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ōǳǎƛƴŜǎǎ ŎƭƛƳŀǘŜέ ŦƻǊ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ƳŀǊƪŜǘ ŦƻǊŎŜǎΣ ¦5tǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ŜƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƻƭƛŎȅ 

mechanisms of capitalist class power.  

 

Which governmental and non-governmental actors play what roles in dominating UDPs as 

entrepreneurial urban policy mechanisms? Harvey and Marxist Geography approach, in 

general, do not provide full-fledged answers to these questions, they rather underline that 

the new role of state power in the organization of urban entrepreneurialism is to 

incorporate investor-business driven interests into the urban policy making process. UDPs 

play role in this incorporation of capitalist interest and therefore they are conceptualized as 

entrepreneurial urban development policy mechanisms. However, as the theoretical 

perspective of this thesis stresses, Marxist Geography approaches adopt an economic 

determinist/reductionist view and fail to explain how governmental and non-governmental 

actors organize their power in the political-ideological construction of UDPs. To overcome 

economic reductionist approach of Marxist Geography, different neo-Marxian views of 

urban governance emerged and they provide important explanations on how state power 

and state capital relations have been redefined, reorganized and even reterritorialized in 

the making of entrepreneurial urban development policies. Amongst them, the most 

ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƻƴŜǎ ŀǊŜ .ǊŜƴƴŜǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ /ƻȄΩǎ ǾƛŜǿǎ ƻŦ ǳǊōŀƴ ƎƻǾŜǊƴŀƴŎŜΦ .ǊŜƴƴŜǊ όнллпύ 

explained how UDPs as supply-side entrepreneurial urban development policies have 

ŜƳŜǊƎŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘ ƻŦ άǎǘŀǘŜ ǊŜǎŎŀƭƛƴƎέ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƛƴ ǿŜǎǘ 9ǳǊƻǇŜŀƴ ŎƛǘƛŜǎΦ /ƻȄ ŀƴŘ aŀƛǊ 

(1988) explored the formation of urban coalitions and their growth based UDPs with 

ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ άƭƻŎŀƭ ŘŜǇŜƴŘŜƴŎŜέ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘΦ        

 

However any of these Marxist and neo-Marxian perspectives of urban governance do not 

provide a theoretical base to investigate how governmental and non-governmental actors 

organize their hegemonic-ideological and coercive-legislative powers in the political 

construction of UDPs in Turkey. This thesis formulated a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian 

ǇŜǊǎǇŜŎǘƛǾŜ ǘƻ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƛƎŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 

Theoretical formulation of the thesis oriƎƛƴŀǘŜŘ ƻƴ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ ǇƻǿŜǊΦ 

For Gramsci (1971) hegemony (consent) and force (coercion) are two underlying, 

interrelated and articulated dimensions of political power through which capitalist classes 

maintain their ruling power. Force is provided by the coercive-repressive power of the 

state. Hegemony, on the other hand, is constructed by the formation, operation and 
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ŘƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέ which are organized through the organizing capacity 

of the state (Jessop, 1997; Joseph, 2002). Therefore state in the integral sense and its 

policy-making mechanisms could be viewed as a strategic terrain through which capitalist 

ruling classes develop their hegemonic projects. UDPs, from this neo-Gramscian 

perspective, could be seen and ǎǘǳŘƛŜŘ ŀǎ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎέ ǘƘŀǘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘ Ƙƻǿ ŘƛǾŜǊǎŜ 

social forces (governmental and investor-business actors, chambers and non-governmental 

ƻǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǘƛƻƴǎΣ ǳƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘƛŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƳŜŘƛŀ ƛƴǎǘƛǘǳǘƛƻƴǎ ΧŜǘŎΦύ ǳƴƛǘŜ ǘƻ ǎŜŎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ōŀǎŜ 

of capital accumulation relations.    

 

In addition to neo-Gramscian approach, Lefebvrian perspective of urban politics views UDPs 

ŀǎ ǎŜǊƛŀƭƛȊŜŘ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜέΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ internalized in the everyday life 

through the moral principles and consent (Lefebvre, 1991; Kipfer, 2002; 2008). Through 

producing abstract space with UDPs, a hegemonic-ideological power is constructed over the 

definition of urban policy and planning priorities. This hegemonic-ideological powers of 

UDPs also gives rise to commodification, alienation, homogenization and fragmentation, all 

of which for Lefebvre (1976) deepen capitalism through dominating everyday life practices. 

 

Through reinterpreting the concepts and theoretical perspectives of Gramsci and Lefebvre, 

a Lefebvrian-inspired neo-Gramscian approach is formulated to investigate the political 

ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΦ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘƛǎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛȊŜŘ ¦5tǎ ŀǎ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ 

ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƘŜƻǊŜǘƛŎŀƭ ƭŜǾŜƭΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ŜƳǇƛǊƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǘƻ ǊŜǾŜŀƭ 

hegemonic discourses and activities, collaborative relations and conflicts, legislative 

interventions and enforcements and the role of governmental and non-governmental 

actors in these processes. Therefore empirical survey of our case study concentrated to 

reveal these socio-political dynamics of the political construction of UDPs in the case of NCC 

ŀƴŘ T¢/ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǊŜǎǳƭǘǎ ƻŦ the case study research are reflected in 

the table below.   
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Table 7.1 The Key Dimensions of the Political Construction of Urban Development Projects  

The Configuration of 
Actors in the Political 
Construction of UDPs  

Socio-Political Dynamics of the Political Construction of UDPs 
Strengthens (S) or 
Weakens (W) CsPC for 
UDPs 

Facilitated the 
implementation 
of UDPs 

Obstructed the 
implementation 
of UDPs 

The Composition 
of the Power in 
the Political 
Construction of 
UDPs 

Political 
Society  

+  
Civil 

Society  
(Integral 
State) 

State and 
Capital 

Politically powerful government institutions having planning authority S Ҟ  

Hegemonic 
Capacity (CPC)  

+  
Coercive-
Legislative 
Mechanism  

Politically powerless government institutions having planning authority W  Ҟ 

Collaboration amongst local and central governments S Ҟ  

Struggle amongst local and central governments  W  Ҟ 

Internal ideological coherence of government institution having planning authority  S Ҟ  

Internal ideological conflict of government institution having planning authority W  Ҟ 

High level of intra-institutional consent of government institution having planning 
authority 

S Ҟ  

Low level of intra-institutional consent of government institution having planning 
authority 

W  Ҟ 

High negotiation power of investors-capital organizations over the decision-makers S Ҟ  

Low negotiation power of investors-capital organizations over the decision-makers W  Ҟ 

Collective and coordinated actions of local capital having organized capacity S Ҟ  

Non-collective and uncoordinated actions of local capital having no organized capacity W  Ҟ 

Media 
Power 

The utilization of mass media tools by powerful governmental and investor-capital actors S Ҟ  

The utilization of mass media tools by oppositional organized conscious social groups W  Ҟ 

Organized 
Conscious 
Social 
Groups 

Collaboration with related departments and academicians S Ҟ  

Conflict with related departments and academicians W  Ҟ 

Collaboration with related chambers affiliated to UCTEA S Ҟ  

Conflict with related chambers affiliated to UCTEA W  Ҟ 

Collaboration with non-governmental organizations, labor unions S Ҟ  

Conflict with non-governmental organizations, labor unions W  Ҟ 

Unorganize
d Mass 

People living/working proximate to project site S   

People living/working in distant districts from the project site W   

Upper and petty bourgeois, white collar workers with high income level S   

Unemployed, retired persons, blue collar and causal workers with low income level   W   

Property owners in the project site S   

Tenants in the project site W   

Bargaining with property owners over building density S Ҟ  
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The table showing the key dimensions of the political construction of UDPs, is a summary 

and table version of the figure mentioned in the previous part of conclusion chapter. It 

elucidates which socio-political dynamics play what roles in the construction of CPC. As this 

table indicates, local political power, hegemonic discourses and collaborative relations 

amongst state, capital and civil society actors strengthens the construction of CsPC of UDPs. 

Local political struggles and conflicts amongst such actors, on the other hand, weakens the 

construction of CsPC.  

 

Governmental and investor-business actors aim to strengthen CPC of UDP through 

collaborating with  organized conscious social groups including chambers, universities and 

other non-governmental organization. This collaborative relation facilitates the 

implementation of UDP. If governmental and investor-business actors fail to collaborate 

with such social groups, CPC of UDP could not be strength and the implementation of UDPs 

are obstructed since such social groups politically-ideologically oppose against the 

formation of UDPs through bringing judiciary action against these projects. Under such 

conditions of weak CPC, governmental decision-makers tend to enforce project-based laws 

as coercive-legislative mechanisms in the formation of UDPs.   

  

CPC is a key concept in terms of the political construction of UDPs. It operationalizes 

DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ ƻŦ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ŀƴŘ ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ Ƙƻǿ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭ-ideological superstructural 

dynamics have been organized by powerful governmental and non-governmental actors in 

the political construction of UDPs. However CPC is not the only base of political power, 

legislative interventions (project-based laws, decree-laws, all sorts of legislative 

intervention) also play key roles in the formation of UDPs. As research findings unveil, the 

political power in the formation of UDPs is composed by the complementary relation and 

differential articulation of hegemonic capacity (CPC) and coercive-legislative mechanisms 

(laws, legislative interventions)Φ CǳǊǘƘŜǊƳƻǊŜΣ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ άƛƴǘŜƎǊŀƭ ǎǘŀǘŜέ 

(political society + civil society) reflect the configuration of governmental and non-

governmental actors in the political construction of UDPs. 

 

The final arguments of conclusion is derived through reconsidering the initial arguments of 

the thesis within the light of empirical evidence. Initial arguments play an important role in 

framing basic theoretical premises and empirical survey of thesis and they are revised 

within the light of the empirical evidence. As a result of the research, initial arguments are 
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reconsidered, enriched and four concluding arguments have been derived. These 

concluding arguments summarize the findings of research and contribute to the 

theorization of the political construction of UDPs.  

 

Concluding Argument 1: UDPs (Urban Development Projects) have become άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǎǇŀŎŜέ as long as governmental and key non-governmental 

actors collaborate and mobilize hegemonic-ideological discursive practices and coercive-

legislative mechanisms in the political construction of UDPs. Through dominating 

hegemonic discourses and enforcing project-based legislative interventions, these 

hegemonic and coercive superstructural practices and mechanisms are mobilized to 

redefine urban policy and planning priorities in urban development processes. 

 

Concluding Argument 2: UDPs are ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ άŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ 

άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǳǊōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛŎ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘǎΣ 

discourses and narratives of powerful governmental and investor-business actors. These 

powerful capitalist actors of UDPs aim to construct a άŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǘƻ ǇǊƻŘǳŎŜ ŎƻƴǎŜƴǘέ (CPC) 

through the domination of hegemonic discourses and the collaboration with key organized 

actors of civil society including chambers affiliated to UCTEA, universities, environmentalist 

non-governmental organizations and media institutions. The CPC of an UDP primarily target 

to mobilize the consent of such organized conscious social groups to construct a hegemonic 

power over the definition of urban policy and planning priorities. UDPs gain a hegemonic 

power as long as powerful capitalist actors of UDPs successfully construct a powerful CPC. 

The power of CPC depends on the adoption of hegemonic discourses, local political power 

of governmental actor (having planning authority), the collaboration of central and local 

governments, the internal ideological coherence and intra-institutional consent of state 

institutions, coordinated and organized capacity of local capital and the utilization of mass 

media tools in the formation of UDPs. 

 

Concluding Argument 3: In the political construction of UDPS; not only discursive practices 

of hegemony construction, but also legislative mechanisms of capitalist state (project-based 

laws, decree-laws, change in the existing laws and all other sorts of legislative 

interventions) play a key role. In the socio-political contexts in which governmental 

decision-makers do not provide collaboration with oppositional non-governmental actors 

(like chambers, universities, environmentalist NGOs) in the formation of UDPs, they tend to 
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enforce a project-based law to impose a coercive and legally legitimate base of power for 

the formation of UDPs. In this respect, as the case study of this thesis reveals, project-based 

laws operate as άŎƻŜǊŎƛǾŜ-ƭŜƎƛǎƭŀǘƛǾŜ ƳŜŎƘŀƴƛǎƳǎέ and governmental actors tend to 

enforce them more if they do not successfully construct a powerful CPC for UDP. 

Governmental decision-makers intend to substitute the lack of a powerful CPC through 

enforcing a project-based law as a coercive-legislative mechanism in the formation of UDP. 

However the enforcement of coercive-legislative mechanisms do not only stem from the 

lack of hegemonic power. If the production of built environment become a necessity for the 

continuity of capital accumulation, governmental decision-makers tend to enforce these 

coercive-legislative mechanisms to impose the implementation of UDPs   

 

Concluding Argument 4: UDPs have been politically constructed through the 

complementary relation and differential articulation of hegemonic discourses and activities 

(that construct CPC of UDP) and legislative interventions (that operate as coercive-

legislative mechanisms). Empirical evidence of the thesis indicate that hegemonic-

ideological discursive practices and coercive-legislative mechanisms have been articulated 

in the political construction of UDPs and this άdifferential articulation of hegemony and 

ŦƻǊŎŜέ depends on different state-civil society relationship patterns in different capitalist 

countries of the world. In the countries where the agents of civil society are organized and 

powerful, governmental actors need to construct a hegemonic-ideological power for a 

successful political construction of UDPs. However in different socio-political contexts in 

which state has a coercive-repressive power over the agents of civil society, state has the 

power to directly impose the formation of UDPs through coercive-legislative mechanisms. 

Therefore, articulation of the mechanisms of hegemony and force have differentiated 

according to the patterns of the relations between state and civil society. In the socio-

political context of Turkey, both hegemonic discourses and legislative interventions are 

used with a complementary manner in the political construction of UDPs. Not only 

άƎǊƻǿǘƘέΣ άƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴέ ōŀǎŜŘ ŘƛǎŎƻǳǊǎŜǎ ƻŦ civil society 

actors, but also legislative interventions of state actors have constructed the political power 

to produce urban space through UDPs.  
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7.3 Policy Implications and Further Remarks for Counter -Hegemonic Views and 

Projects   

UDPs are politically constructed and this construction gives rise to the domination of an 

hegemonic-ideological power over the definition of urban policy and planning priorities. To 

struggle against the capitalist hegemony of UDPs, urban planning may play revolutionary 

roles. In this part of conclusion chapter some policy implications are proposed to elucidate 

the role of urban planning in organizing counter hegemonic views and projects.   

 

The political analysis of UDPs shows that powerful capitalist forces mobilize not only 

coercive-legislative power of state and systemic power of capital, but they also construct a 

hegemonic power over the role of urban planning in the formation of UDPs. As the case 

study reveals, the roles and the priorities of urban planning, in the formation of UDPs, are 

ŘŜŦƛƴŜŘ ŀǎ άǘƘŜ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘέΣ άǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǾƛǎƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŜƳǇƭƻȅƳŜƴǘέ ŀƴŘ άǘƘŜ 

ǇǊƻƳƻǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ ƎǊƻǿǘƘέΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦5tǎΣ ǳǊōŀƴ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ 

strategic mechanism of producing space, has been subordinated to the priorities of 

economic growth. Capitalist social forces aim to dominate urban planning as the practice of 

ǇǊƻŘǳŎƛƴƎ άŀōǎǘǊŀŎǘ ǎǇŀŎŜέ ƛƴ [ŜŦŜōǾǊƛŀƴ ǘŜǊƳǎΦ 

 

However, the role of urban planning is not restricted with the production of abstract space. 

Urban planning is not a simple instrument of capitalist forces to impose their profit-

oriented UDPs. The basic principles of urban planning concerns public interest, social 

justice, use value of urban space and socio-spatial equality of classes. Therefore urban 

planning, by its nature, plays a strategic role in providing social and spatial justice and 

equality through a socially just redistribution of resources. Against profit-oriented UDPs of 

capitalism, UDPs could also be used as an anti-capitalist urban planning practice, focusing 

on socio-spatial justice and the primacy of use value of space over exchange value. To sum 

up, urban planning could be viewed as a strategic site of urban political praxis upon which 

hegemonic UDPs of capitalist forces and counter hegemonic views and projects of 

politically-ideologically opponent revolutionary social forces compete and struggle. 

 

In Turkey as well as in the world, there are different political and social forces supporting to 

and struggling against the capitalist hegemony of UDPs. Governmental and investor-

business actors construct hegemonic powers of UDPs through collaborating with key actors 

of civil society including universities, chambers, media institutions and other non-
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governmental organizations. However these organized actors of civil society have also 

political-ideological potential to oppose against the hegemony of UDPs. Therefore, these 

ŀŎǘƻǊǎ ƻŦ ŎƛǾƛƭ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘǳŀƭƛȊŜŘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŀƎŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ άǘƘŜ ǿŀǊ ƻŦ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴέ ƛƴ 

Gramscian terms, which defines the hegemony struggle amongst capitalist and 

revolutionary social forces.          

 

It can be inferred from this thesis that to struggle against the capitalist hegemony of UDPs, 

it is required to organize and coordinate the power and the revolutionary productive 

capacity of civil society actors including universities, chambers, media institutions and other 

NGOs. Universities and chambers have the potential to play crucial roles in forming 

counter-hegemonic projects for a socially just and use value oriented production of urban 

space against the hegemony of UDPs. Media power has key role in this process, since these 

counter-hegemonic views and projects are able to mobilize public support and consent 

through the utilization of mass media tools. Thus, counter-hegemonic projects of an anti-

capitalist urban planning approach could only be mobilized through organizing the power 

and resources of these civil society actors. The role of counter-hegemonic projects, in this 

respect, is providing alternative socialist urban development visions through empowering 

new imaginations, new revolutionary utopian visions to create livable, accessible, socially 

just and egalitarian cities, urban spaces and neighborhoods for the people not for profit.  

 

In Turkish urban political context, existing mode of struggle against profit-oriented UDPs is 

bringing judiciary actions against legislative frameworks and development plans of these 

UDPs. Chambers affiliated to UCTEA and some oppositional NGOs have brought judiciary 

actions against such coercive-legislative mechanisms (laws, plans ΧŜǘŎΦ) of UDPs and 

through giving rise to the cancellation of development plans, such oppositional social forces 

play role in obstructing the implementation of UDPs. However to mobilize our counter anti-

capitalist urban development policies, we need not only a struggle at the level of coercive-

legislative mechanisms through bringing judiciary actions against UDPs. But we also need to 

enrich urban development vision and imagination of people through mobilizing our 

counter-hegemonic anti-capitalist urban development projects. It is the only way to win 

άǘƘŜ ǿŀǊ ƻŦ Ǉƻǎƛǘƛƻƴέ ŀƎŀƛƴǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ ƻŦ ¦5tǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ǘƘƛǎ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅ 

struggle, academicians from universities, chambers of city planners and architectures urban 

planning practitioners and all related organized social groups should mobilize, coordinate 

and organize their activity to create alternative socialist urban development visions and 
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projects that focus on the production of livable, accessible, socially just and egalitarian 

urban spaces. They also need to utilize media power to mobilize awareness, public support 

and consent for their alternative socialist urban development visions and projects. This is 

the way how the political-ideological power of urban planning is able to organize and 

mobilize its revolutionary power against the capitalist hegemony of UDPs. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

321 

 

 

 

REFERENCES 

 

!.. όнллтŀύ YǳȊŜȅ !ƴƪŀǊŀ DƛǊƛǒƛ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ tƭŀƴ !œƤƪƭŀƳŀ wŀǇƻǊǳΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀ 
.ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 

 
!.. όнллтōύ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΩƴŘŜ ¸ŀǇƤƳ 4ŀƭƤǒƳŀƭŀǊƤ .ŀǒƭŀŘƤΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ 

.ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ ŦŀŀƭƛȅŜǘƭŜǊƛ ƘŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ ōƛƭƎƛƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜ ȅŀȅƤƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƤΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ 
Belediyesi.  

 
!.. όнлмлŀύ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΩƴŘŜ TǒƭŜƳ ¢ŀƳŀƳΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ ŦŀŀƭƛȅŜǘƭŜǊƛ 

ƘŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ ōƛƭƎƛƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜ ȅŀȅƤƴ ƻǊƎŀƴƤΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΦ 
 
Acar, Y. (2011) Urban Transformation within the Interface of Design and Administration: the 

ŎŀǎŜ ƻŦ TȊƳƛǊ IŀǊōƻǊ 5ƛǎǘǊƛŎǘΣ ǳƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ ǘƘŜǎƛǎΣ aƛŘŘƭŜ 9ŀǎǘ ¢ŜŎƘƴƛŎŀƭ 
University, Ankara.  

 
!ƪǎƻȅΣ !Φ όнллрύ TȊƳƛǊ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƎŜƭƛǒƛƳƛƴŘŜ ōǸȅǸƪ ǀƭœŜƪƭƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŜǊŜƭ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳ-ȅŀǊƎƤ 

ŜƪǎŜƴƛƴŘŜ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛΣ ¦ƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ ǘƘŜǎƛǎΣ 5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ 
TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 
!ƪǎƻȅΣ !Φ όнллфύ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΩǎ /ƘƻƛŎŜΥ hǇŜƴƴŜǎǎΣ ¦Ǌōŀƴ !ƎŜΣ bƻǾŜƳōŜǊ нллфΣ ¢ƘŜ tǳōƭƛŎŀǘƛƻƴ 

of London Scholl of Economic and Political Science, London, UK. 
 
!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ CΦ όмфутύ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ YŀǾǊŀƳƤ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ DŜƭƛǒƳŜ 5ƛƴŀƳƛƪƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ {ƻƴǳœƭŀǊƤ 

«ȊŜǊƛƴŜ .ƛǊ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀΣ 59« aǸƘŜƴŘƛǎƭƛƪ-aƛƳŀǊƭƤƪ CŀƪǸƭǘŜǎƛ ¸ŀȅƤƴƤΣ bƻΥ L{.b фтр ппм 
ллмо TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 
!ƭǘƤƴœŜƪƛœΣ CΦ όмффуύ aŜƪŀƴ hǊƎŀƴƛȊŀǎȅƻƴǳƴǳƴ «ǊŜǘƛƳƛƴŘŜ .ƛǊƛƪƛƳ TƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ wƻƭǸΥ YŜƴǘ ǾŜ 

hƴǳƴ 5ǸȊŜƴƭŜȅƛŎƛǎƛ .ƛǊ !ȅƎƤǘ hƭŀǊŀƪ {ŀƴŀȅƛ YŀǇƛǘŀƭƛΣ ¸ŀȅƤƴƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒ 5ƻƪǘƻǊŀ ¢ŜȊƛΣ 
59«Σ CŜƴ .ƛƭƛƳƭŜǊƛ 9ƴǎǘƛǘǸǎǸΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 
Anderson, P. (1976) The Antinomies of Antonio Gramsci, New Left Review, I/100, 

November December 1976. 
 
Arkon, C., Gulerman, A.R. (1995) Izmir Buyuksehir Butunundeki Nazim Plan Calismalari 

Uzerine Bir Inceleme, Planlama Dergisi, 1-2, pp. 14-20. 
 
!ǘŀȅΣ 4Φ όмффмύ aŜǘǊƻǇƻƭƭŜǒƳŜȅŜ 5ƻƐǊǳ TȊƳƛǊΣ 9ƎŜ aƛƳŀǊƭƤƪΣ фмκнΣ ǎΥ по-46.  
 
!ǘŀŀȅΣ CΦ όнллнύ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜΩŘŜ YŀǇƛǘŀƭƛȊƳƛƴ aŜƪŀƴǎŀƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳǸΣ tǊŀƪǎƛǎ όнύнллмΦ ро-96. 
 
!ȅǎŜƭΣ CΦ ϧ DǀƪǎǳΣ {Φ όнллуύ TȊƳƛǊ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ .ǀƭƎŜ bŀȊƤƳ TƳŀǊ tƭŀƴΩƴƤƴ 5ŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƛƭƳŜ .ƛœƛƳƛ 

«ȊŜǊƛƴŜΣ 9ƎŜ aƛƳŀǊƭƤƪΣ мΥ ос-39. 
 
Balaban, O. (2008) Capital accumulation, the state and the production of built environment: 

the case of Turkey,  Unpublished PhD Thesis, Middle East Technical University, City 
and Regional Planning Department. 

 



 

322 

 

 

.ŀǒ-.ǸǘǸƴŜǊΣ CΦ όнллсύ ²ŀǘŜǊŦǊƻƴǘ wŜǾƛǘŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŀ /ƘŀƭƭŜƴƎƛƴƎ Urban Issue, paper 
presented in 42nd ISoCaRP Congress. 

 
.ŀȅƤǊōŀƐΣ aΦ όнллфύ {ǘŀǘŜ ǊŜǎŎŀƭƛƴƎΣ ŜȄŎƭǳǎƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘŜƳǇƻǊŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ƴŜƻliberalism, The case of 

Turkey, Paper presented at the CPSA 2009 Conference, Ottawa, Canada. 
   
Beswick, Carol-Ann (2001) Public-Private Partnerships in urban regeneration, the case of 

London Docklands, Unpublished Master Thesis, The University of Calgary. 
 
Bekmez, D. (2008) The Politics of Urban Regeneration, The Case of the Golden Horn, 

TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΣ ¦ƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ tƘŘ ¢ƘŜǎƛǎΣ .ƛƴƎƘŀƳǘƻƴ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ {ǘŀǘŜ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ bŜǿ 
York. 

 
Beyru, R. (2000) 19Φ ¸ǸȊȅƤƭŘŀ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ¸ŀǒŀƳΣ [ƛǘŜǊŀǘǸǊ ¸ŀȅƤƴƭŀǊƤΣ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ 
 
Bhaskar, R. (1997) A Realist Theory of Science: 2nd edition, London, Verso. 
 
.ƛƭǎŜƭΣ /Φ όнлллύ мфΦ ȅǸȊȅƤƭƤƴ TƪƛƴŎƛ ȅŀǊƤǎƤƴŘŀ TȊƳƛǊϥŘŜ .ǸȅǸƪ mƭœŜƪƭƛ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ǾŜ YŜƴǘ 

aŜƪŃƴƤƴƤƴ .ŀǒƪŀƭŀǒƤƳƤΦ Ϧ9ƎŜ aƛƳŀǊƭƤƪϦΣ млΣ όнлллύΣ ǎΦоп-37. 
 
.ƛƭǎŜƭΣ /Φ όнллфύ LȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ /ǳƳƘǳǊƛȅŜǘ 5ƻƴŜƳƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƛ όмфно-1965): 20. Yuzyil Kentsel 

Mirasi, Ege Mimarlik, Ekim, pp. 12-17. 

Blaikie, N. (2007) Approaches to Social Inquiry, Polity Press. 

.ƻǊŀǘŀǾΣ YΦ όнллоύ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜ Tƪtisat Tarihi: 1908-нллнΦ !ƴƪŀǊŀΥ TƳƎŜ ¸ŀȅƤƴŜǾƛΦ  
 
Brenner, N. (1998) Between fixity and motion: accumulation, territorial organization and 

the historical geography of spatial scales, Environment and Planning D: Society and 
Space 16(4) 459 ς 481. 

  
Brenner, N. (1999) Globalization as Reterritorialisation: The Re-scaling of Urban Governance 

in the European Union, Urban Studies, 36:3, 431-451. 
 
Brenner, Neil and Theodore, Nik (2002) Cities and the Geographies of Actually Existing 

Neoliberalism, Antipode, Volume 34, Number 3, July 2002 , pp. 349-379(31) 
 
Brenner, N. (2004) New state Spaces Urban Governance and the Re-scaling of Statehood, 

Oxford University Press.  
 
Brenner, N. and Theodore, N. (2005) Neoliberalism and the Urban Condition, City, Vol. 9, 

Issue 1, pp: 101 ς 107. 
 
Borja, J. and Castells, M. (1997). Local and Global Management of Cities in the Information 

Age, London: Earthscan Publications Ltd. 
 
Can, I. (2010) Urban Design and the Planning System in Izmir, Journal of Landscape Studies 

3 (2010), 181 ς 189. 
 
Charnock, G. (2010) Challenging New State Spatialities: The Open Marxism of Henri 

Lefebvre, Antipode, vol. 42, no. 5, pp: 1279ς1303. 
 



 

323 

 

 

Cochrane, Alan; Peck, Jamie & Tickell, Adam (1996) Manchester Plays Games: Exploring the 
Local Politics of Globalisation, Urban Studies, Vol. 33, No. 8, pp: 1319-1336. 

 
Cochrane A. and Jonas, A. (1999) Reimagining Berlin : World City, National Capital or 

Ordinary Place?, European Urban and Regional Studies,  Vol. 6 (2), pp: 145ς164. 
 
Cochrane, Alan; Peck, Jamie & Tickell, Adam (2002) Olympic Dreams: Visions of 

Partnerships, in City of Revolution, Ward K. and Peck J. (edt.), Manchester Univesity 
Press. 

 
Cox, K. R., and Mair, A. (1988) Locality and community in the politics of local economic 

development, Annals of the Association of American Geographers, 78, 307ς325. 
 
Cox, K.R. and Mair, A. (1991) From localized social structures to localities as agents, 

Environment and Planning A, Vol. 23, Issue 2, pp: 197-213. 
 
Cox, K. (2009) Rescaling the State in Question, Cambridge Journal of Regions, Economy and 

Society 2009, 1ς15. 
 
4ŀǾǳǒƻƐƭǳ mΦόнлмлύ {ǳƳƳŀǊȅ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ /ŀǎŜ {ǘǳŘȅΣ ¦ƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ŎŀǎŜ ǎǘǳŘȅ ƴƻǘŜǎΣ 

London School of Economics and Political Science, London UK. 
  
4ƛƭƛƴƎƛǊΣ ¢Φ όнллмύ !ƴ 9Ǿŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ {ŜǘǘƭŜƳŜƴǘ tƻƭƛŎƛŜs Towards National Space in terms of 

Globalization and localization, ¦ƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ tƘ5 ¢ƘŜǎƛǎΣ 5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ 
TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 
DiGaetano, A. and Strom, E. (2003) Comparative Urban Governance: An Integrated 

Approach, Urban Affairs Review, 38 (3): 356-95. 
 
DE«Σ aƛƳΦ CŀƪΦΣ  ŜƘƛǊ ǾŜ .ǀƭƎŜ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ .ǀƭǸƳǸΣ όмффтύΣ Iŀōƛǘŀǘ LL 5Ǹƴȅŀ 5ŜƴŜȅƛƳƭŜǊƛ 

YŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ TȊƳƛǊ .ŀƐƭŀƳƤƴŀ bŀǎƤƭ .ŀƪƤƭŀōƛƭƛǊΚ .ƛǊ DŜƭƛǒƳŜƴƛƴ !ƴŀǘƻƳƛǎƛΥ Iŀōƛǘŀǘ LL 
¢ƻǇƭŀƴǘƤǎƤƴŀ {ǳƴǳƭŀƴ .ǀƭǸƳ DǀǊǸǒǸΣ ¸ŀȅƤƴƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ wŀǇƻǊǳΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 
9ƐƛƭƳŜȊΣ .Φ όнлмлύ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ ǾŜ 5ǀƴǸǒǘǸǊǸƭŜƳŜȅŜƴ ½ƻǊǳƴƭǳ ¸ƻƪǎǳƭƭǳƪ 

IŀƭƭŜǊƛΣ ƛƴ 5ŜƐƛǒŜƴ TȊƳƛǊΩƛ !ƴƭŀƳŀƪΣ tƘƻŜƴƛȄ ¸ŀȅƤƴŜǾƛΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 
 
9Ǌōŀǒ !Φ9Φ όнлллύ tƻǊǘ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ {ǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƭŜ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΣ ¢ƘŜ /ŀǎŜ ƻŦ 

Galata Port and Haydarpasa Port Projects in Istanbul After 2000, paper presented in  
43rd ISoCaRP Congress. 

 
Ersoy, M. (1992a) Relations between central and local governments in Turkey: An historical 

perspective, Public Administration and Development, Vol. 12, Issue 4, pp: 325ς341. 
 
Ersoy, M. (199нōύ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǾŜ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ¸ŜƴƛŘŜƴ ¸ŀǇƤƭŀƴƳŀǎƤƴŀ Tƭƛǒƪƛƴ ¢ŀǎƭŀƪƭŀǊƤƴ 

Getirdikleri, Planlama, n.26. pp. 41-46, TMMOB, Ankara. 
 
9ǊǎƻȅΣ aΦ όнллоύ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǾŜ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ¸ŜƴƛŘŜƴ ¸ŀǇƤƭŀƴƳŀǎƤƴŀ Tƭƛǒƪƛƴ ¢ŀǎƭŀƪƭŀǊƤƴ 

Getirdikleri, Planlama Dergisi, 2003/4, s; 41-46.  
 
Fairclough, N. (1995). Critical Discourse Analysis. Boston: Addison Wesley.  



 

324 

 

 

 
Fairclough, N. (2001). Language and Power (2nd edition). London: Longman. 
 
Fairclough, N., Jessop, B., Sayer, A. (2005) Critical Realism and Semiosis; in Realism, 

Discourse and Deconstruction, Joseph, J. & Roberts J.M. (ed.), Routledge 
Publications.  

 
Florio, S., and Brownill, S. (2000) Whatever Happened to Criticism? Interpreting London 

5ƻŎƪƭŀƴŘǎ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ /ƻǊǇƻǊŀǘƛƻƴΩǎ hōƛǘǳŀǊȅέΣ /ƛǘȅΣ п όмύΥ ро-64. 
 
Forgacs, D. (2000) The Gramsci Reader: Selected Writings 1916-1935, New York University 

Press, New York, US. 
 
Fu, Zhengji (2002) The State, Capital and Urban Restructuring in Post-reform Shanghai, in 

The New Chinese City (edt.) Logan, J.R., Blackwell Publishers. 
 
Fu, Fulong (2003) Globalization, Place Promotion and Urban Development in Shanghai, 

Journal of Urban Affairs, Vol.25, Issue 1, pp: 55ς78. 
 
Gramsci, A. (1971) Selection From the Prison Notebooks, London: Lawrence & Wishart.  
 
Griffiths, R. (1998) Making sameness: place marketing and the new urban 

entrepreneurialism in Oatley, N. (ed.) Cities, Economic Competition and Urban 
Policy (London: Paul Chapman Publishing), pp 41-57. 

  
Gomez, M (1998) Reflective Images: The Case of Urban Regeneration in Glasgow and 

Bilbao, in International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, 22, 1, pp 106-121. 
 
Gonzalez, S (2006) Scalar narratives in Bilbao: a cultural politics of scales approach to the 

study of urban policy, in International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, vol 
30, no 4, pp 836-857. 

 
Gottdiener, M. (1985) The Social Production of Urban Space, The University of Texas Press, 

Austin. 
 
DǸƴŀȅŘƤƴΣ IΦ όнллсύ DƭƻōŀƭƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ tǊƛǾŀǘƛȊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ tƻǊǘǎ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΣ tŀǇŜǊ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ 

XIV International Economic History Congress, Helsinki. 
 
DǸȊŜȅΣ mΦ όнллфύ ¦Ǌōŀƴ ǊŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ŎƻƳǇŜǘƛǘƛǾŜ ǇƻǿŜǊΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ƛƴ ŀƴ ŜǊŀ ƻŦ 

globalization, Cities 26,pp: 27ς37, Elsevier Ltd. Publications. 
 
Hamnett, C. (2000) Gentrification, postindustrialism and occupational restructuring in 

global cities in Bridge, G. and Watson, S. (eds.) A Companion to the City (Oxford: 
Blackwell), pp 331-341. 

  
Hamnett, C. (2003) Unequal City: London in the Global Arena, London: Routledge. 
  
Harvey, D. (1982) The Limits to Capital, Blackwell: Oxford. 
 
Harvey, D. (1989a) The Urban Experience, The John Hopkins University Press, Baltimore. 



 

325 

 

 

 
Harvey, D. (1989b) From managerialism to entrepreneurialism: the transformation in urban 

governance in late capitalism, Geografiska Annaler Series B: Human Geography, 71 
(1), pp 3-17. 

  
Harvey, D. (2000) Spaces of Hope, University of California Press. 
  
IŅǳǖŜǊƳŀƴƴΣ IΦ όмффтύ {ƻŎƛŀƭ ¢ǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ¦Ǌōŀƴ {ǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ .ŜǊƭƛƴ ǎƛƴŎŜ мффлΣ ƛƴ hΦ 

YŅƭƭǘƻǊǇΣ LΦ 9ƭŀƴŘŜǊΣ hΦ 9ǊƛŎǎǎƻƴ ŀƴŘ aΦ CǊŀƴȊŜƴ όŜŘǎύ /ƛǘƛŜǎ ƛƴ ¢ǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ς 
Transformation in Cities. Social and Symbolic Change of Urban Spaces, pp. 80ς97. 
Aldershot: Avebury. 

 
Hinsley, H., and Malone, P. (1996) London: Planning and Design in Docklands, in P.Malone 

(ed.), City, Capital and Water. London: Routledge. 
 
Hubbard, P. and Hall, T. (1998) The Entrepreneurial City and the New Urban Politics; in 

Hubbard, P. and Hall, T. (ed.) The Entrepreneurial City: Geographies of Politics, 
Regime and Representation; New York: Wiley, 1-23. 

 
Hula, R. C. (1990) The Two Baltimores, in D. Judd and M. Parkinson (eds.), Leadership and 

Urban Regeneration: Cities in North America and Europe. Newbury Park: Sage. 
 
TƪƛȊΣ {Φόнллпύ TȊƳƛǊ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜǎƛϥƴƛƴ {ŜƪǘǀǊŜƭ ǾŜ aŜƪŀƴǎŀƭ ¢ŜƳŜƭŘŜ !ƴŀƭƛȊƛΣ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ hŘŀǎƤ 

¸ŀȅƤƴ bƻΥмотΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ 
 
Imrie, R. and Thomas, H. (1995) Urban Policy Processes and the Politics of Urban 

Regeneration, International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, Vol. 19, Issue 
4, pp: 479ς494.  

 
TƴŎŜΣ 9Φ YΦ όнллсύ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳŘŜ ¸Ŝƴƛ tƻƭƛǘƛƪŀΣ ¸ŀǎŀ ǾŜ 9ƐƛƭƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ 5ŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛΣ 

Kuzey !ƴŀƪŀǊŀ DƛǊƛǒƛ tǊƻǘƻƪƻƭ ¸ƻƭǳ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ ǳƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ 
thesis, Gazi University, Ankara. 

 
T.. όнллмύ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ IƛȊƳŜǘ .ƛƴŀǎƤπ YŀŘƤƪǀȅ aŜȅŘŀƴƤ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ 

IŀǊŜƳ ¸ŀƪƤƴ 4ŜǾǊŜǎƛ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ ¢ŀǎŀǊƤƳ tǊƻƧŜ ¸ŀǊƤǒƳŀƭŀǊƤΦ 
 
T..Σ όнллрύ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ [ƛƳŀƴ ǎŀƘŀǎƤΣ мκрллл ǾŜ мκмллл mƭœŜƪƭƛ bŀȊƤƳ ǾŜ ¦ȅƎǳƭŀƳŀ TƳŀǊ 

tƭŀƴƭŀǊƤ 5ŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŜ Tƭƛǒƪƛƴ DǀǊǸǒΣ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΦ 
 
T.. όнллсύ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ Tƭ 4ŜǾǊŜ 5ǸȊŜƴƛ tƭŀƴƤ wŀǇƻǊǳΣ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ōǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΦ 
 
T½.. όнллмύ TȊƳƛǊ [ƛƳŀƴ .ǀƭƎŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ ¢ŀǎŀǊƤƳ ¦ƭǳǎƭŀǊŀǊŀǎƤ CƛƪƛǊ ¸ŀǊƤǒƳŀǎƤ ¸ŀǊƤǒƳŀ 

 ŀǊǘƴŀƳŜǎƛΣ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΦ 
 
TY.bTt όнллтύ TȊƳƛǊ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ .ǀƭƎŜ bŀȊƤƳ TƳŀǊ tƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ wŀǇƻǊǳΣ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΣ 

TȊƳƛǊΦ 
 
T¸YabTt όнлмлύ TȊƳƛǊ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ bŀȊƤƳ TƳŀǊ tƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ wŀǇƻǊǳΣ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ 

.ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ 
 



 

326 

 

 

Jacobs, K. 2006 Discourse Analysis and its Utility for Urban Policy Research, Urban Policy 
and Research, Vol. 24, No. 1,pp: 39ς52. 

 
Jauhiainen, J. (1995) Waterfront redevelopment and urban policy: The case of Barcelona, 

Cardiff and Genoa, European Planning Studies, Volume 3, Issue 1 March 1995 , 
pages 3 ς 23. 

 
Jessop, B. (1997) A Neo-Gramscian Approach to the Regulation of Urban Regimes: 

Accumulation Strategies, Hegemonic Projects and Governance, in M. Lauria (edt) 
Reconstructing Urban Regime Theory, Sage Publications. 

 
Jessop B., Peck J. & Tickell A. (1999) Retooling the machine: economic crisis, state 

restructuring, and urban politics in Jonas, A. E. G. and Wilson, D. (eds.) The Urban 
Growth Machine: Critical Perspectives Two Decades Later (New York: SUNY Press) 
pp 141-162.  

 
Jessop, B. (2004) Spatial fixes, temporal fixes and spatio-temporal fixes, David Harvey: A 

Critical Reader, pp. 142-166, Blackwell Publishing. 
 
Jessop, B. (2008) State Power: A Strategic Relational Approach, Polity Press, Cambridge, UK.  
 
Jonas, A. G. and Wilson, D. (1999) The urban growth machine: critical perspectives two 

decades later, State University of New York Press, Albany. 
 
Jonas, A. G. and Ward, K. (2002) Excavating the logic of British urban policy: neo-liberalism 

as the crisis of crisis management, Antipode, 34 (3), pp 473-460.  
 
Joseph, J. (2002) A Realist Theory of Hegemony, Journal for the Theory of Social Behavior, 

30: 2, Blacwell Publishers.  
 
Joseph, J. (2002) Two Types of Hegemony: Structural Hegemony and Hegemonic Projects; in 

Hegemony: A Realist Analysis,  (edt) Joseph, J., Routledge Publications. 
 
Joseph, J. (2002) (edt) Hegemony: A Realist Analysis, Routledge Publications.  
 
YŀƘǊŀƳŀƴΣ ¢Φ όнллсύ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ YŜƴǘƛƴŘŜ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ {ǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛΣ 

tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ 5ŜǊƎƛǎƛΣ {ŀȅƤΥ нллсκнΣ ¢aah.  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤƭŀǊƤ hŘŀǎƤ ¸ŀȅƤƴƤΦ 
 
Karaburun, N. (2009)  Urban Transformation in Ankara, The Challenge for a Holistic 

Approach, unpublished master thesis, Gazi University, Ankara. 
 
Karaman, O. (2008) Urban pulse, remaking space for globalization in Istanbul, Urban 

Geography, 2008, Vol. 29:6, pp. 518ς525. 
 
YŀǾŀƭΣ .Φ όнллрύ {ƛȅŀǎŜǘ .ƛƭƛƳƛ ǾŜ YŜƴǘƭŜǒƳŜ-tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ TƭƛǒƪƛǎƛΣ .ǳǊƘŀƴ mȊŦŀǘǳǊŀ 5ǀƴŜƳƛ TȊƳƛǊ 

mǊƴŜƐƛΣ ¸ŀȅƤƳƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒ ¸ǸƪǎŜƪ [ƛǎŀƴǎ ¢ŜȊƛΣ 5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ  
 
YŀȅŀΣ !Φ¸Φ όнлмлύ мфΦ ¸ǸȊȅƤƭŘŀƴ нмΦ ¸ǸȊȅƤƭŀ TȊƳƛǊ 9ƪƻƴƻƳƛǎƛƴŘŜ {ǸǊŜƪƭƛƭƛƪ ǾŜ YƤǊƤƭƳŀƭŀǊΣ ƛƴ 

5ŜƐƛǒŜƴ TȊƳƛǊΩƛ !ƴƭŀƳŀƪΣ tƘƻŜƴƛȄ ¸ŀȅƤƴŜǾƛΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ   
 



 

327 

 

 

Kaya, N. (2002) Analysis of the Interaction Between Urban Theory and Practice in Urban 
tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎΤ ¦ƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎ TȊƳƛǊ /ŀǎŜΣ ¦ƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ tƘŘ ¢ƘŜǎƛǎΣ TȊƳƛǊ LƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ ƻŦ 
¢ŜŎƘƴƻƭƻƎȅΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ  

 
YŜƭŜǒΣ wΦ όмфтнύΦ TȊƳƛǊ aŀƘŀƭƭŜƭŜǊƛ ό.ƛǊ ¢ƛǇƭŜǒǘƛǊƳŜ mǊƴŜƐƛύΣ {ƻǎȅŀƭ .ƛƭƛƳƭŜǊ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛ ¸ŀȅƤƴƭŀǊƤΣ 

Ankara. 
 
YŜǎƪƛƴƻƪΣ 4Φ όмффтύ {ǘate and the (Re)production of Urban Space, METU Faculty of Arch. 

Press, Ankara. 
  
YŜǎƪƛƴƻƪΣ 4Φ όнллсύ YŜƴǘƭŜǒƳŜ {ƛȅŀǎŀƭŀǊƤΣ Yŀȅƴŀƪ ¸ŀȅƤƴƭŀǊƤΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 
 
YŜǎƪƛƴƻƪΣ IΦ 4Φ όнлмлύ ¦Ǌōŀƴ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 9ȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ƻŦ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфолǎΣ a9¢¦ WC! 

2010/27:2, 73-188. 
 
YƤǊŀȅΣ aΦ όмффуύ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǒŜƳŜȅŜƴ YŜƴǘ TȊƳƛǊΣ .ŀƐƭŀƳ ¸ŀȅƤƴƭŀǊƤΣ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ  
 
Kipfer, S. (2002) Urbanization, Everyday Life and the Survival of Capitalism: Lefebvre, 

Gramsci and the Problematic of Hegemony, Capitalism Nature Socialism, 13: 2, pp: 
117-149. 

 
Kipfer, S. (2004) Urbanization, Difference and Everyday Life; Lefebvre, Gramsci, Fanon and 

the Problematic of Hegemony, Unpublished PhD Thesis, York University, Toronto, 
Canada.  

  
Kipfer, S. (2008) How Lefebvre Urbanized Gramsci: Hegemony, Everyday Life, and 

Difference, in Space, Difference, Everyday Life, edited by K. Goonewardena, S. 
Kipfer, R. Milgrom, C. Schmid, Routledge Publications. 

 
Y¢. όнллтύ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ 4ŜǾǊŜ 5ǸȊŜƴƛ tƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ wŀǇƻǊǳΣ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ 

.ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 
 
Y¢. όнлммύ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ 4ŜǾǊŜ 5ǸȊŜƴƛ tƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ wŀǇƻǊǳΣ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ 

.ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 
 
YǳǊƳǳǒΣ hΦ όнллуύ 9ƳǇŜǊȅŀƭƛȊƳƛƴ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜΩȅŜ DƛǊƛǒƛΣ ¸ƻǊŘŀƳ ¸ŀȅƤƴŜǾƛΦ 
 
YǳȅǳŎǳ ¢Φ ŀƴŘ «ƴǎŀƭΣ mΦ όнлмлύ ¦Ǌōŀƴ ¢ǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ {ǘŀǘŜ-led Property Transfer: An 

Analysis of Two Cases of Urban Renewal in Istanbul, Urban Studies, vol. 47 no. 7 
1479-1499 

 
Ley, D. (1980) Liberal Ideology and the Postindustrial City, Annals of the Association of 

American Geographers, vol. 70 no. 2, pp. 238-258. 
 
Ley, D. (1996) The New Middle Class and the Remaking of the Central City, Oxford 

University Press, New York. 
 
Laclau, E. Mouffe, C. (1985) Hegemony and Socialist Strategy: Towards a Radical Democrat 

Politics, Verso Publications, London, UK. 
 



 

328 

 

 

Lauria, M. (1997) Reconstructing urban regime theory: Regulating urban politics in a global 
economy, Sage Publications. 

 
Lefebvre, H. (2003) The Urban Revolution, translated by: Robert Bononno, University of 

Minnesota Press, Minneapolis, USA. 
  
Lefebvre, H. (1991) The Production of Space, translated by: Donald Nicholson-Smith, 

Oxford: Basil Blackwell. 
 
Lefebvre, H. (1979) Space: Social Product and Use Values, Critical sociology: European 

perspectives, pp. 285-295.  
 
Lefebvre, H. (1976) The Survival of Capitalism, translated by: Frank Bryant, Parsi: 

Anthropos. 
 
Lenin, V.I. (1962) Working Class and Bourgeous Ideology, in V.I. Lenin, Colected Works 

volume 8, London and Moscox: Lawrence and Wishart. 
   
Levine, A. (1987) Downtown Redevelopment as an urban growth strategy: A Critical 

Appraisal of the Baltimore Renaissance, Journal of Urban Affairs, Vol. 9, Issue 2, pp: 
103ς123. 

 
Lipietz, A. (1984) Imperialism or the beast of the apocalypse, Capital & Class Spring 1984 

vol. 8 no. 1 81-109. 
 
Loftman, P. and B. Nevin (1996) Going for growth: Prestige projects in three British cities, 

Urban Studies, vol. 33, no. 6: 991-1019 
 
Loftman, P. (1998) Flagship projects: are we repeating past mistakes, Urban Environment 

Today, Vol. 40, 5th March 1998, pp 14. 
 
Logan, J. and Molotch, H. (1987) Urban fortunes: the political economy of place. Berkeley, 

CA: University of California Press. 
 
Lovering, J. (2008) The Relationship Between Urban Regeneration and Neoliberalism, A 

Research Agenda, International Planning Studies, Volume 12, Issue 4 November 
2007 , pages 343 ς 366. 

  
Martin, D., McCann, E., Purcell, M. (2003) Space, scale, governance, and representation: 

Contemporary geographical perspectives on urban politics and policy, Journal of 
Urban Affairs, Vol 25, Number 2, pp: 113ς121. 

 
MacLeod, G. and Goodwin, M. (1999) Space, Scale and state strategy: rethinking urban and 

regional governance, Progress in Human Geography, v. 23(4), 503-527. 
 
aŀŎ[ŜƻŘΣ DΦ όнллоύ CǊƻƳ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 9ƴǘǊŜǇǊŜƴŜǳǊƛŀƭƛǎƳ ǘƻ ŀ άwŜǾŀƴŎƘƛǎǘ /ƛǘȅέΚ hƴ ǘƘŜ {Ǉŀǘƛŀƭ 

Injustices of Glasgow's Renaissance, Antipode, Vol. 34: 3, pp: 602-624 (23). 
 
Marshall, R. (2003) Emerging Urbanity : Global Urban Projects in the Asia Pacific Rim, Spon 

Press, Taylor & Francis Group. 



 

329 

 

 

 
Merrifield, A. (1993) The Struggle over Place: Redeveloping American Can in Southeast 

Baltimore, Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers, 18 (1): 102-21. 
 
Merrifield, A. (2006) Henri Lefebvre: a Critical Introduction, Routledge: New York. 
 
mƪǘŜƳΣ .Φ όнллсύ bŜƻ-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ YǸǊŜǎŜƭƭŜǓƳŜƴƛƴ YŜƴǘƭŜǊŘŜ TƴǓŀǎƤΥ !YtΩƴƛƴ YǸǊŜǎŜƭ YŜƴǘ 

{ǀȅƭŜƳƛ ǾŜ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΩǳƴ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǓǸƳ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛΣ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ 5ŜǊƎƛǎƛΣ {ŀȅƤΥ нллсκнΣ 
¢aah.  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤƭŀǊƤ hŘŀǎƤ ¸ŀȅƤƴƤΦ 

 
mȊŘŜƳƛǊ-{ǀƴƳŜȊΣ bΦ ŀƴŘ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ mΦ όнллтύ Ψ!ƴƪŀǊŀΩŘŀ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳΥ YǳȊŜȅ !ƴƪŀǊŀ 

DƛǊƛǒƛ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΩΣ tŀǇŜǊ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ ¢aah. !ƴƪŀǊŀ YŜƴǘ {ƻǊǳƴƭŀǊƤ 
Sempozyumu, 29-ол YŀǎƤƳ нллтΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 

 
Peck, Jamie & Tickell, Adam (1995) Business Goes Local: Dissecting the Business Agenda in 

Manchester, International Journal of Urban and Regional Research, Vol. 19, Issue 1, 
pp: 55ς78. 

 
Peck, Jamie (1995) Moving and shaking: business elites, state localism and urban privatism, 

Progress in Human Geography, 19,1, pp: 16-46. 
 
Peck, J. and Tickell, A. (2002) Neo-liberalizing space, Antipode, 34 (3), pp 452-472. 
  
tŜƴǇŜŎƛƻƎƭǳΣ aΦ όнлммŀύ YŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ YŜƴǘƭŜǒƳŜ 5ƛƴŀƳƛƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜΩŘŜƪƛ {ƻƴ мл ¸ƤƭƤΥ ¸ŀǇƤƭƤ 

4ŜǾǊŜ «ǊŜǘƛƳƛΣ 5ŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ .ǸȅǸƪ mƭœŜƪƭƛ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊΣ .ƛǊƛƪƛƳΣ ƴƻΥ нтлΦ 
  
Penpecioglu, M. (2011b) Neo-ƭƛōŜǊŀƭ IŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀƴƤƴ YŜƴǘƭŜǊŘŜ TƴǒŀǎƤΥ .ǸȅǸƪ mƭœŜƪƭƛ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 

tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ǾŜ aŜƪŀƴƤƴ «ǊŜǘƛƳƛΣ tŀǇŜǊ ǿŀǎ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ мнΦ /ƻƴƎǊŜss of National 
Social Science, Turkish Social Science Association, Ankara. 

 
Plaza, B (2006) The Return on Investment of the Guggenheim Museum in Bilbao, 

International Journal of Urban and Regional Research 30, 2, pp 452-467. 
 
Plaza, B (2007) Museums as economic re-activators: challenges and conditions for their 

effectiveness, paper presented at EURA Conference, Glasgow, 12-14 September. 
 
tƭǀƎŜǊΣ WΦ όнллуύ .ƛƭōŀƻ /ƛǘȅ wŜǇƻǊǘΣ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŦƻǊ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ 9ȄŎƭǳǎƛƻƴΣ !ƴ 9{w/ 

Research Center.  
 
wƻŘǊƝƎǳŜȊΣ !Σ aŀǊǘƝƴŜȊΣ 9 ŀƴŘ DǳŜƴŀƎŀΣ D όнллмύ ¦ƴŜǾŜƴ wŜŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ς New Urban 

Policies and Socio-Spatial Fragmentation in Metropolitan Bilbao, European Urban 
and Regional Studies 8, 2, pp 161-178. 

 
{ŀƪƤȊƭƤƻƐƭǳΣ bΦ .Φ όнллтύ¢ƘŜ LƳǇŀŎǘ ƻŦ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƴŜǿŀƭ tƻƭƛŎƛŜǎΣ ¢ƘŜ /ŀǎŜ ƻŦ ¢ŀǊƭŀōŀǒƤ 

TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΣ ¦ƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ aŀǎǘŜǊ ¢ƘŜǎƛǎΣ a9¢¦ {ƻŎƛƻƭƻƎȅΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 
 
Sayer, A. (1992) Method in Social Science: A Realist Approach, London, Routledge. 
 
{ŜǾƎƛΣ /Φ όмфууύ YŜƴǘƭŜǒƳŜ {ǸǊŜŎƛƴŘŜ TȊƳƛǊ ǾŜ DŜŎŜƪƻƴŘǳƭŀǊΣ TȊƳƛǊ Yƻƴŀƪ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ YǸƭǘǸǊ 

HizmetƭŜǊƛΣ ¦ȊƳŀƴ ¸ŀȅƤƴŎƤƭƤƪΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ 



 

330 

 

 

 
Shaw, K. (2005) The Place of Alternative Culture and the Politics of its Protection in Berlin, 

Amsterdam and Melbourne, Planning Theory and Practice, 6 (2): 149-69. 
 
{ƛȅŀƘΣ {Φ όнллфύ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀŘŀ aǸȊŀƪŜǊŜ {ǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛΥ TȊƳƛǊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ mǊƴŜƐƛΣ ¦ƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ 

ǘƘŜǎƛǎΣ 5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ  
 
Smith, N. (1987) Commentary: Gentrification and the Rent Gap, Annals of Association of 

American Geographers, vol. 77, no. 3, pp. 462-465.  
 
{ƳƛǘƘΣ bΦ όмффнύ .ƭƛƴŘ ƳŀƴΩǎ ōǳŦŦΣ ƻǊ IŀƳƴŜǘǘΩǎ ǇƘƛƭƻǎƻǇƘƛŎŀƭ ƛƴŘƛǾƛŘǳŀƭƛǎƳ ƛƴ ǎŜŀǊŎƘ ƻŦ 

gentrification Transactions of the Institute of British Geographers, 17 (1), pp 110-
115  

 
Smith, N. (1996) The New Urban Frontier: Gentrification and the Revanchist City, 

Routledge, London & New York. 
 
Smith, N. (2002) New Globalism, New Urbanism: Gentrification as Global Urban Strategy, in 

Spaces of Neoliberalism: Urban Restructuring in North America and Western 
Europe, pp.80-103, Blackwell. 

 
Stoker, G., and Mossberger, K. (2001) The Evolution of Urban Regime Theory: The Challenge 

of Conceptualization, Urban Affairs Review, July 1, 2001; 36(6): 810 - 835. 
 
Stoker, G. (1995) Regime Theory and Urban Politics, in edited by D. Judge, G. Stoker, H. 

Wolman (eds) Theories of Urban Politics, Sage Publications, London. 
 
Stone, C. (1989) Regime politics: Governing Atlanta, 1946-1988, University Press of Kansas. 
 
Strom, E. (1996) In Search of the Growth Coalition: American Urban Theories and the 

Redevelopment of Berlin, Urban Affairs Review, 31 (4): 455-81. 
 
Strom, E. (200мύ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ bŜǿ .ŜǊƭƛƴΥ ¢ƘŜ tƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ ¦Ǌōŀƴ 5ŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ DŜǊƳŀƴȅΩǎ 

New Capital, Lexington Books,  
 
{ǀƴƳŜȊΣ TΦ mΦ όнллмύ ¸ŀǇƤǎŀƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ {ǸǊŜǎƛƴŘŜ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ 5ƤǒƭŀƴƳƤǒƭƤƪƭŀǊƤƴ hƭǳǒǳƳǳ TȊƳƛǊ 

¢ŀǊƛƘƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ DŜœƛǒ !ƭŀƴƤ mǊƴŜƐƛΣ ¸ŀȅƤƳƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒ 5ƻƪǘƻǊŀ ¢ŜȊƛΣ 5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ 
«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛ  ŜƘƛǊ ǾŜ .ǀƭƎŜ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ .ǀƭǸƳǸΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ   

 
{ǀƴƳŜȊΣ aΦ όмфууύ YƤǊƪ IŀǊŀƳƛƭŜǊΥ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜΩŘŜ IƻƭŘƛƴƎƭŜǊΣ оΦ .ŀǎƪƤΣ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΥ DǀȊƭŜƳΦ 
  
{ǀƴƳŜȊΣ aΦ όнлмлύ YǸǊŜǎŜƭ YǊƛȊƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΩŜ 9ǘƪƛƭŜǊƛΣ ƛƴ 5ŜƐƛǒŜƴ TȊƳƛǊΩƛ !ƴƭŀƳŀƪΣ tƘƻŜƴƛȄ 

¸ŀȅƤƴŜǾi, Ankara. 
 
Swyngedouw, E., Moulaert, F. and Rodriguez, A. (2002) Neo-liberal urbanization in Europe: 

large-scale urban development projects and the new urban policy, Antipode, 34 (3), 
pp 542-577. 

  
 ŜƴƎǸƭΣ IΦ¢Φ όнллоύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ 5ŜǾƭŜǘ {ƻǊǳƴǳ ǾŜ ¸ŜǊŜƭ 5ŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳǸƴŘŜ ¸Ŝƴƛ 9ƐƛƭƛƳƭŜǊΦ 

Praksis 9: 183-220. 



 

331 

 

 

 
 ŜƴƎǸƭΣ IΦ¢Φ όнллфύ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 4Ŝƭƛǒƪƛ ǾŜ {ƛȅŀǎŜǘΣ TƳƎŜ ¸ŀȅƤƴŜǾƛΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ  
 
¢ŀǒŀƴ-YƻƪΣ ¢Φ ŀƴŘ  ŜƴŎŜ-¢ǸǊƪΣ  Φ όнллуύ ƛǒƭƛΩƴƛƴ Cƛƴŀƴǎ ǾŜ 9Ƴƭŀƪ 5ƛƴŀƳƛƪƭŜǊƛ !œƤǎƤƴŘŀƴ 

TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΩǳƴ YǸǊŜǎŜƭ !ƐƭŀǊŀ 9ƪƭŜƳƭŜƴƳŜǎƛƴŘŜƪƛ wƻƭǸΣ ǇŀǇŜǊ ǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŜŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ онΦ 
²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 5ŀȅ ƛƴ aƛƳŀǊ {ƛƴŀƴ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΦ 

 
Turok, I. (1992) Property-led urban regeneration: panacea or placebo, Environment and 

Planning A, 24 (3), pp 362-379. 
  
¢ǳƴœΣ DΦ όнлмлύ ¢ƘŜ ǇƻƭƛǘƛŎǎ ƻŦ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŜŎƻƴomic growth - a critical approach : the case of 

Manisa, Unpublished PhD Thesis, Urban Policy Planning and Local Governments, 
METU, Ankara. 

 
¢ǳǊƎǳǘΣ {Φ όнллсύ ²Ƙŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ǎƘŀǇŜŘ ōȅ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ƳŀƪŜǎ ƻƴŜ ǘƘƛƴƪΣ ƛƴ ¢ƘŜ 

sustainable city IV: urban regenerŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǳǎǘŀƛƴŀōƛƭƛǘȅΣ ŜŘǘƛǘŜŘ ōȅΥ «ƭƻ aŀƴŘŜǊΣ/Φ 
A. Brebbia,Enzo Tiezzi, WIT Press, UK. 

 
¢aah.  th όнллтύ !ƴƪŀǊŀ YŜƴǘ {ƻǊǳƴƭŀǊƤ {ŜƳǇƻȊȅǳƳǳ YƛǘŀōƤΣ ¢aah. ¸ŀȅƤƴƭŀǊƤΦ 
 
¢aah.Σ  th TȊƳƛǊ  ǳōŜǎƛ !ǊǒƛǾƛΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ 
 
Urkun-.ƻǿŜΣ TΦ όнллуύ /ƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƛǾŜ !ƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ tƻst Industrial Dockland Transformation 

LƴƛǘƛŀǘƛǾŜǎΥ DǳƛŘŀƴŎŜ ŦƻǊ tƻƭƛŎȅ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ tƻǊǘ ŀƴŘ {ǳǊǊƻǳƴŘƛƴƎǎΣ 
Unpublished Master Thesis in METU Urban Policy Planning and Local Governments, 
Ankara. 

 
¦ȊǳƴΣ bΦ όнллсύ ά¸Ŝƴƛ ¸ŀǎŀƭ 5ǳȊŜƴƭŜƳŜƭŜǊ ǾŜ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ƻƴǳǎǳƳŜ 9ǘƪƛƭŜǊƛέΣ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀΣ 

¢aah.  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤƭŀǊƤ hŘŀǎƤ ¸ŀȅƤƴƤΣ нллсκн {ŀȅƤ осΣ ǇǇΦ пф-52. 
 
«ƴǾŜǊŘƛΣ IΦ ½Φ όнллнύ {ƻǎȅƻ-9ƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ TƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊ .ŀƐƭŀƳƤƴŘŀ TȊƳƛǊ DŜŎŜƪƻƴŘǳƭŀǊƤƴŘŀ YƛƳƭƛƪ 

¸ŀǇƤƭŀƴƳŀƭŀǊƤΥ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀ-hƴǳǊ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ ǾŜ ¸ŀƳŀƴƭŀǊ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ mǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛΣ 
YayƤƳƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒ 5ƻƪǘƻǊŀ ¢ŜȊƛΣ 5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛ  ŜƘƛǊ ǾŜ .ǀƭƎŜ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ 
.ǀƭǸƳǸΣ TȊƳƛǊΦ 

 
Ward K. and Jonas A.E.G (2004) Competitive city-regionalism as a politics of space: a critical 

reinterpretation of the new regionalism, Environment and Planning A, 36(12) 
2119 ς 2139. 

 
Williams, R. (1983) Keywords: A Vocabulary of Culture and Society, Fontana Publication, 

London. 
 
Wood, A. (1998) Making sense of urban entrepreneurialism, Scottish Geographical 

Magazine, 114, 120-123. 
 
Wood, A. (2005) Comparative Urban Politics and the Question of Scale, Space and Polity, 

Vol. 9, Issue 3, pp: 201 - 215.  
 
¸ƤƭŘƤǊƤƳ 5Φ ϧ IŀǎǇƻƭŀǘΣ 9Φ όнлмлύ .ƛǊ [ƛƳŀƴ YŜƴǘƛƴƛƴ {ƛȅŀǎŀƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳǸƴǸƴ 9ƪƻƴƻƳƛ tƻƭƛǘƛƪ 

Cŀȅ IŀǘƭŀǊƤΣ ƛƴ 5ŜƐƛǒŜƴ TȊƳƛǊΩƛ !ƴƭŀƳŀƪΣ tƘƻŜƴƛȄ ¸ŀȅƤƴŜǾƛΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ    



 

332 

 

 

 
¸ǸƪǎŜƭΣ mΦ όнллуύ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳǸƴ CƛȊƛƪǎŜƭ ǾŜ {ƻǎȅŀƭ aŜƪŀƴŀ 9ǘƪƛǎƛΣ YǳȊŜȅ !ƴƪŀǊŀ DƛǊƛǒƛ 

YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ ǳƴǇǳōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƳŀǎǘŜǊ ǘƘŜǎƛǎΣ DŀȊƛ ¦ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘȅΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΦ 
 
 
 

INTERNET REFERENCES 

News 
 
!ǊƪƛǘŜǊŀ όнллтύ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΩƴŘŜ ¸ŀǇƤƳ 4ŀƭƤǒƳŀƭŀǊƤ .ŀǒƭŀŘƤΣ ǊŜǘǊieved from 

http://www.arkitera.com/news.php?action=displayNewsItem&ID=17895 
 
Arkitera 2009 - 5ǳōŀƛ YǳƭŜƭŜǊƛϥƴŜ 5ŀƴƤǒǘŀȅ ϥ5ǳǊϥ ŘŜŘƛΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://arkitera.com/h41294-dubai-kulelerine-danistay-dur-dedi.html 
 
Arkitera (2009) -  ƛǒƭƛ T9¢¢ DŀǊŀƧƤ !ƭŀƴƤƴŘŀ ¸ǸǊǸǘǸƭŜƴ 5ǳōŀƛ YǳƭŜƭŜǊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ 5ŀƴƤǒǘŀȅ 

¢ŀǊŀŦƤƴŘŀƴ 5ǳǊŘǳǊǳƭŘǳΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳΣ  
http://www.arkitera.com/h38063-%C5%9Eisli-iett-garaji-alaninda-yurutulen-dubai-kuleleri-

projesi-danistay-tarafindan-durduruldu.html 
 
/ǳƳƘǳǊƛȅŜǘ όнлмлύ !ƴƪŀǊŀϥŘŀ т ōǀƭƎŜΣ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳ ŀƭŀƴƤ ƛƭŀƴ ŜŘƛƭŘƛΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.cumhuriyet.com.tr/?im=yhs&hn=156890, online access, December 
2010. 

 
DŀȊŜǘŜ YŀŘƤƪǀȅ όнллпύ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ƛœƛƴ ōǸȅǸƪ ǇǊƻƧŜΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.gazetekadikoy.com/home.asp?id=23&yazi_id=155  
 
GaȊŜǘŜ YŀŘƤƪǀȅ όнллсύ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ .ǀƭƎŜǎƛ {ƛǘ !ƭŀƴƤ Tƭŀƴ 9ŘƛƭŘƛΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.gazetekadikoy.com/home.asp?id=2&yazi_id=871 
 
IǸǊǊƛȅŜǘΣ нлмлŀ DǀƪœŜƪ ǾŜ ¢ƻǇōŀǒϥŀ ǎǸǇŜǊ ȅŜǘƪƛƭŜǊ ƎŜƭƛȅƻǊΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/15016817.asp 
 
HǸǊǊƛȅŜǘΣ нлмлō YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳŜ ¸ŀǊƎƤ ¸ƻƭǳ DǀǊǸƴŘǸΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.hurriyet.com.tr/gundem/15060033.asp 
 
Milliyet (2005) - 5ǳōŀƛƭƛƭŜǊŜ ȅŀǎŀƭ ŀƭǘȅŀǇƤΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.milliyet.com.tr/dubaililereyasalaltyapi/ekonomi/haberdetayarsiv/05.10
.2010/132709/default.htm 

 
aƛƭƭƛȅŜǘ όнллтύ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩƴƤƴ 4ŜƘǊŜǎƛ 5ŜƐƛǒƛȅƻǊΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ  

http://www.milliyetemlak.com/haber/ankara%27nin-cehresi-
degisiyor/haber.html?haberID=2363 

 
aƛƭƭƛȅŜǘ όнллфύ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΩƴŘŜ TǒƭŜƳ ¢ŀƳŀƳΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.m illiyetemlak.com/haber/guneypark%E2%80%99ta-islem-
tamam/haber.html?haberID=4739 

 
Milliyet (2010) - 5ǳōŀƛ ōŀǘƤȅƻǊ ŘǸƴȅŀ ǇŀƴƛƪǘŜΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.milliyet.com.tr/Ekonomi/HaberDetay.aspx?aType=HaberDetay&Katego



 

333 

 

 

riID=3&ArticleID=1166899&Date=27.11.2009&b=DUBAI%20BATIYOR%20DUNYA%2
0PANIKTE 

 
Radikal (2005) - 5ǳōŀƛ ȅŀǎŀǎƤΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

 http://www.radikal.com.tr/haber.php?haberno=167972 
 
wŀŘƛƪŀƭ όнллрύ άIŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ±ŜƴŜŘƛƪ Ǝƛōƛ ƻƭŀŎŀƪέΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.radikal.com.tr/haber.php?haberno=163156 
 
RaŘƛƪŀƭ όнлмлύ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳŘŜ ¢Ŝƪ {ǀȊ {ŀƘƛōƛ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.radikal.com.tr/Radikal.aspx?aType=RadikalHaberDetay&Date=&ArticleI
D=1003204&CategoryID=98 

 
{ŀōŀƘ όнлмлύ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀϥƴƤƴ ŦŜǊƳŀƴƤ ƘŀȊƤǊΗ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳΣ 

http://www. sabah.com.tr/Ekonomi/2009/11/22/haydarpasanin_fermani_hazir 
 
{ŀƳŀƴȅƻƭǳIŀōŜǊ όнлмлύ tǊƻǘƻƪƻƭ ȅƻƭǳƴŘŀ ƎŜƭƛǊ ǇŀȅƭŀǒƤƳƤ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.samanyoluhaber.com 
 
Sol, 2010 - 5ǳōŀƛ ƳƻŘŜƭƛ œǀƪǘǸΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://haber.sol.org.tr/ekonomi/dubai-modeli-coktu-haberi-20912 
 
 
Figures 
 
A view from revitalized Baltimore Inner Harbor, retrieved from  

www.baltimore.to/images/BaltimorePanb.jpg 
 

A View from Canary Wharf, one of the most attractive regenerated site of London 
Docklands, retrieved from http://www.aquiva.co.uk/images/Library/Photo3837 

 
The City of Manchester Stadium, designed as part of Manchester's failed bid for the 2000 

Summer Olympic,  retrieved from  
www.manchester2002-uk.com/sports/manchester-city-stadium  

 
Aerial view looking south over Potsdamer Platz in Berlin retrieved from 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Potsdamer_Platz 
 

A view along Abandoibarra waterfront (after the implementation of the project) retrieved 
from  
http://www.bilbaoria2000.org/ria2000/imagenesZonas/1/abandoibarra_04.jpg 
 

A View from the sea side towards Lujiazui Central Finance District, retrieved from  
http://www.wjnco.com/officesfile/1155928643.jpg 
 

A View of Lujiazui Central Finance District, retrieved from 
http://meiguoxing.com/blog/wp-content/uploads/2010/03/Shanghai-Center-
Tower-Chinas-NextTallest-Building.jpg 
 



 

334 

 

 

!ƴ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ мΣ 
symbolizing the idealized image of Manhattan, retrieved from  
http://peyzaj.org/haydarpasa-istanbula-kapatiliyor/ 
 

An imaginative ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ ²ƻǊƭŘ ¢ǊŀŘŜ /ŜƴǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ /ǊǳƛǎŜǊ tƻǊǘ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ нΣ 
ǎȅƳōƻƭƛȊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀƭƛȊŜŘ ƛƳŀƎŜ ƻŦ ±ŜƴƛŎŜ ŦƻǊ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀΣ retrieved from 
http://www.skyscrapercity.com/showthread.php?t=558504 
 

An Imaginative View of Dubai Towers, retrieved from  
http://w owturkey.com/forum/viewtopic.php?t=17568&start=20 

 
An Imaginative View From Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project, Recreational 

Facilities and Residents, retrieved from 
http://tobas.com.tr/parts/tobasgalerigoster.asp?TYPE_=4 
 

Another Imaginative View From Northern Ankara Urban Regeneration Project, Luxury 
Residents and Villas, retrieved from  
http://tobas.com.tr/parts/tobasgalerigoster.asp?TYPE_=4 

 
! ±ƛŜǿ CǊƻƳ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ !ǊŜŀΣ retrieved from  

http://www.ankarabel.gov.tr/AbbSayfalari/Kentsel_Donusum/guney_ankara_muhy
e/guney_ankara_muhye_ana.aspx 

 
¢ƘŜ [ŀȅƻǳǘ tƭŀƴ ƻŦ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ retrieved from  

http://www.ankarabel.gov.tr/AbbSayfalari/Kentsel_Donusum/guney_ankara_muhy
e/guney_ankara_muhye_ana.aspx  
 

An imagƛƴŀǘƛǾŜ ǾƛŜǿ ƻŦ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ, retrieved from  
  http://www.milliyetemlak.com/haber/guneypark%E2%80%99ta-islem 

tamam/haber.html?haberID=4739) 
 
 
Reports and Other Documents 
 
ABB (2007c) 2023 Development Plan Report, Greater Municipality of Ankara, retrieved from 

http://ankara.bel.tr/AbbSayfalari/ABB_Nazim_Plani/rapor/9-planlama-bolgeleri.pdf 
 
ABB (2010b) DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ YƻƴǳǘƭŀǊƤ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ retrieved from, 

http://www.ankarabel.gov.tr/AbbSayfalari/Kentsel_Donusum/guney_ankara_muhy
e/guney_ankara_muhye_ana.aspx, online access, December 2010. 

 
!ƴƪŀǊŀ пΦ TŘŀǊŜ aŀƘƪŜƳŜǎƛ όнллуύ нллуκмруп 9ǎŀǎ bƻΩƭǳ 5ŀǾŀ IŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ YŀǊŀǊ aŜǘƴƛΣ 

retrieved from http://avukatmuzafferyilmaz.com/den/dosya/c336.pdf 
 
.ŀȅǊŀƳΣ aΦ όнлмлύ 9ǾƛƴƛȊ 9ƭƛƴƛȊŘŜƴ !ƭƤƴŀōƛƭƛr, retrieved from 
  http://www.odatv.com/n.php?n=eviniz-elinizden-alinabilir-1607101200 
 
Ta9/9Σ όнллфύ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ YŜƴǘ wŀǇƻǊǳΥ {ƻƴ .Ŝǒ ¸ƤƭƤƴ aǳƘŀǎŜōŜǎƛΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.toplumunsehircilikhareketi.org/ 
 



 

335 

 

 

T½¢h όнллоύ TȊƳƛǊ {ǘǊŀǘŜƧƛƪ tƭŀƴƤΣ нлло-2012, TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ hŘŀǎƤΣ retrieved from 
http://www.izto.org.tr/stra-plan.pdf 

 
T½¢h όнллсύ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ hŘŀǎƤƴƤƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ƛƭŜ TƭƎƛƭƛ DǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛΣ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ hŘŀǎƤΣ retrieved 

from 
http://www.izto.org.tr/IZTO/TC/DuyuruEtkinlik/Kentsel+%C3%87al%C4%B1%C5%9
Fma+ve+Projelerimiz/_iztoinciralti.htm 

 
T½¢h όнллтŀύ TȊƳƛǊ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ .ǀƭƎŜ bŀȊƤƳ TƳŀǊ tƭŀƴƤ IŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ DǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƳƛȊΣ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ 

hŘŀǎƤΣ retrieved from  
http://www.izto.org.tr/IZTO/TC/DuyuruEtkinlik/Kentsel+%C3%87al%C4%B1%C5%9
Fma+ve+Projelerimiz/_kentselbolge.htm 
 

T½¢h όнллтōύ TȊƳƛǊ aŀƴƛǎŀ YǸǘŀƘȅŀ 4ŜǾǊŜ 5ǸȊŜƴƛ tƭŀƴƤ IŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ DǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƳƛȊΣ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ 
hŘŀǎƤΣ retrieved from 
http://www.izto.org.tr/IZTO/TC/DuyuruEtkinlik/Kentsel+%C3%87al%C4%B1%C5%9
Fma+ve+Projelerimiz/ 

 
T½¢h όнллфŀύ TȊƳƛǊƛƴ mƴŎŜƭƛƪƭƛ {ƻǊǳƴ ǾŜ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛΣ YŜƴǘ 5ŀƴƤǒƳŀƴƭƤƐƤ hŦƛǎƛΣ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ 

hŘŀǎƤΣ retrieved from  
http://www.izto.org.tr/IZTO/TC/DuyuruEtkinlik/Kentsel+%C3%87al%C4%B1%C5%9
Fma+ve+Projelerimiz/_izmrsornprje.htm 
 

T½¢h όнллфōύ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤƴŘŀƴ .ŜƪƭŜƴǘƛƭŜǊƛƳƛȊΣ TȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ hŘŀǎƤ, retrieved 
from 
http://www.izto.org.tr/IZTO/TC/DuyuruEtkinlik/Kentsel+%C3%87al%C4%B1%C5%9
Fma+ve+Projelerimiz/_izmrsornprje.htm 

 
[ŀǿ bƻΦ рмлп ά[ŀǿ ƻƴ ¦Ǌōŀƴ wŜƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ tǊƻƧŜŎǘ ²ƛǘƘƛƴ bƻǊǘƘŜǊƴ tŜǊƛǇƘŜǊȅ ƻŦ !ƴƪŀǊŀέΣ 

retrieved from 
http://www.mevzuat.gov.tr/Metin.Aspx?MevzuatKod=1.5.5104&MevzuatIliski=0&s
ourceXmlSearch= 

 
Law No. 5393 Municipal Law, retrieved from  

http://www.mevzuat.gov.tr/ 
 
[ŀǿ ƴƻ сонп TȊƳƛǊ 9·th !ƭŀƴƤ IŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ YŀƴǳƴΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 

http://www.mevzuat.gov.tr/ 
 
¢aah.Σ  th όнллфύ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ DŀǊ [ƛƳŀƴ ǾŜ DŜǊƛ {ŀƘŀǎƤ YƻǊǳƳŀ !ƳŀœƭƤ bŀȊƤƳ ǾŜ 
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DǀǊǸǎǸΣ ǊŜǘǊƛŜǾŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 
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APPENDIX A: INSTITUTION QUESTIONNAIRE FORM 

!ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴƭŀǊŀ ƻƪǳƴŀŎŀƪ ōƛƭƎƛƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜ ƴƻǘǳ 
.ǳ ŀƴƪŜǘ hǊǘŀ 5ƻƐǳ ¢Ŝƪƴƛƪ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛƴŘŜ ȅǸǊǸǘǸƭƳŜƪǘŜ ƻƭŀƴ ōƛǊ .ƛƭƛƳǎŜƭ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ !ƴƪŜǘ 
¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǾŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ŀƭƳŀȅƤ ŀƳŀœƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǾŜ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƪ нл 
Řŀƪƛƪŀ ǎǸǊƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ ±ŜǊŘƛƐƛƴƛȊ ƪƛǒƛǎŜƭ ōƛƭƎƛƭŜǊ ƘƛœōƛǊ ǒŜƪƛƭŘŜ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊΦ !ƴƪŜǘƛƴ ȅŀǇƤƭƳŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ ŀƳŀœ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ 
ǾŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛ ŀƭƳŀƪǘƤǊΦ !ƴƪŜǘ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǎƛȊŜ 
ȅǀƴŜƭǘƛƭŜƴ ǎƻǊǳƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ŎŜǾŀǇ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛ ǀƴǸƴǸȊŘŜƪƛ ŀƴƪŜǘ ŦƻǊƳǳƴŘŀƴ Řŀ ǘŀƪƛǇ ŜŘŜōƛƭƛǊǎƛƴƛȊΦ .ǳ ŀƴƪŜǘ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǎƛȊŜ 
ȅǀƴŜƭǘǘƛƐƛƳƛȊ ǎƻǊǳƭŀǊŀ όǾŀǊǎŀύ ƪǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊǳƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛ ȅŀƴǎƤǘŀŎŀƪ ǒŜƪƛƭŘŜ ȅŀƴƤǘ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊ ōŜƪƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ YƛǒƛǎŜƭ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸȊǸƴ 
ƛǎǘŜƴŘƛƐƛ ǎƻǊǳƭŀǊŘŀ άƪƛǒƛǎŜƭ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸȊ ƛǘƛōŀǊƛȅƭŜέ ƛŦŀŘŜǎƛ ȅŜǊ ŀƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǾŜ ōǳ ǎƻǊǳƭŀǊŘŀ ƪƛǒƛǎŜƭ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘƳŜƴƛȊ ȅŜǊƛƴŘŜ 
ƻƭŀŎŀƪǘƤǊΦ  
!ƴƪŜǘ bǳƳŀǊŀǎƤΥΧΧ       !ƴƪŜǘǀǊǸƴ !ŘƤΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ         !ƴƪŜǘ ¸ŀǇƤƭƳŀ ¢ŀǊƛƘƛΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
 
Genel Bilgiler 
мΦ !ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƪǳǊǳƳǳƴ ŀŘƤ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ ΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ.. 
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳ όYǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ ǾŜ ōŀƐƭƤ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊΣ ±ŀƭƛƭƛƪΣ YŀȅƳŀƪŀƳƭƤƪƭŀǊΣ YŀƭƪƤƴƳŀ !ƧŀƴǎƤύ 
 ̧ ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳ ό.ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊΣ Tƭ  mȊŜƭ TŘŀǊŜǎƛΣ aǳƘǘŀǊƭƤƪƭŀǊύ 
 {ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ 
 ̧ ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸ ό¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ ǎŀƴŀȅƛΣ ŜǎƴŀŦ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤΣ ƛǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛΧǾōύ 
 ̧ ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘ όDŀȅǊƛƳŜƴƪǳƭ ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƛŎƛ - ōǸȅǸƪ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛύ 
 Sendika 
 ̧ ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜȅŀ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒǳ 
 ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ 
 «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ 
 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘǸ 

 
нΦ !ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƪƛǒƛƴƛƴ ŀŘƤ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ ΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦΦΦ 
 
оΦ !ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƪƛǒƛƴƛƴ ƪǳǊǳƳ ƛœŜǊƛǎƛƴŘŜƪƛ ƎǀǊŜǾƛ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ ΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦΦΦΦΦ  
(.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 ̧ ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƭǳ «ȅŜǎƛ όŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊΣǎƛȅŀǎƛ ǇŀǊǘƛƭŜǊΣ ǎŜƴŘƛƪŀƭŀǊΣ ƻŘŀƭŀǊΣ ǒƛǊƪŜǘƭŜǊ ΧǾŘΦύ 
 TŘŀǊƛ ƎǀǊŜǾƭƛ ό±ŀƭƛΣ YŀȅƳŀƪŀƳΣ aǳƘǘŀǊΣ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜ .ǒƪΦΣ DŜƴŜƭ aŘΦΣ 5ŀƛǊŜ .ǒƪΦΣ  ǳōŜ aŘΦΣ DŜƴŜƭ {ŜƪΦ ǾŜ ¸ŀǊŘƤƳŎƤƭŀǊƤ ΧǾŘΦύ 
 aŜǎƭŜƪƛ ƎǀǊŜǾƭƛ ό¦ȊƳŀƴΣ !ǾǳƪŀǘΣ  ŜƘƛǊ ǇƭŀƴŎƤǎƤΣ aƛƳŀǊΣ aǸƘŜƴŘƛǎΣ {ŜƪǊŜǘŜǊΣ DŀȊŜǘŜŎƛ ΧǾōΦ ƳŜǎƭŜƪƛ ƎǀǊŜǾƭƛ œŀƭƤǒŀƴύ 
 mƐǊŜǘƛƳ ŜƭŜƳŀƴƤ όmƐǊŜǘƛƳ «ȅŜǎƛ ǾŜȅŀ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ DǀǊŜǾƭƛǎƛύ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ «ȊŜǊƛƴŜ {ƻǊǳƭŀǊ 
пΦ YǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊ ȅŜƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƘŜǊƘŀƴƎƛ ōƛǊ ƎǀǊǸǒ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊŘǳ ƳǳΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀretleyiniz) 

 9ǾŜǘ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊŘǳ όрΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 IŀȅƤǊ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀŘƤ όсΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ όсΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
рΦ YǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊǳƴ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ǎƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ȅƻƭǳȅƭŀ ƛƭŜǘǘƛƴƛȊΚ ό{ŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ŜǾŜǘ ǾŜȅŀ ƘŀȅƤǊ 
ǒƤƪƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ ό уΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ DŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 

 Evet IŀȅƤǊ 

DǀǊǸǒǸƳǸȊǸ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊŀ ȅŀȊƤƭƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƭŜǘǘƛƪ   

Kurumlarla toǇƭŀƴǘƤ-ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜ ȅŀǇŀǊŀƪ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƳǸȊǸ ƛƭŜǘǘƛƪ   

YŀƳǳƻȅǳ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀǎƤ ȅŀǇŀǊŀƪ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƳǸȊǸ ŀœƤƪƭŀŘƤƪ   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
6. Yeni ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜŘƛƐƛƴƛȊ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ǾŀǊ ƳƤΚ  
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 9ǾŜǘ ǾŀǊ όтΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 IŀȅƤǊ ȅƻƪ όуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ όуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
тΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜŘƛƐƛƴƛȊ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ Ƴƛǎƛniz? 
(mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ  
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 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ¸ŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
уΦ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƪǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊǳƴ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ǘŀƭŜǇ Ŝǘǘƛ ƳƛΚ  
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 Evet etti 
 IŀȅƤǊ ŜǘƳŜŘƛ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
фΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ ƛƭŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ƛœŜǊƛǎƛƴŘŜ ƻƭŘǳƐǳƴǳ ŘǸǒǸƴŘǸƐǸƴǸȊ 
ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤȅƭŀ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ȅŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ TƭœŜ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛ όYƻƴŀƪΣ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀΣ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛύ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
млΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƛŦŀŘŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜ !ƭŀƴƤƴƤƴ ό[ƛƳŀƴ ŀǊƪŀǎƤΣ {ŀƭƘŀƴŜ ōǀƭƎŜǎƛ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊŀƴ ƳŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛύ ǒǳ 
ŀƴƪƛ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴǳ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǾŜȅŀ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ 
belirtebilir misiniz?  
όƘŜǊ ƛŦŀŘŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀ

ŘƤǊ 

YƤǎƳŜƴ 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀ

ŘƤǊ 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

9ƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ƎŜǘƛǊƛ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀȅŀƴΣ ŀǘƤƭ ƪŀƭƳƤǒ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ    

¢ŜǊƪŜŘƛƭƳƛǒΣ ȅƤǇǊŀƴƳƤǒ ōƛǊ œǀƪǸƴǘǸ ŀƭŀƴƤŘƤǊ    

Yŀœŀƪ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǊƭŀ œŜǾǊŜƭŜƴƳƛǒ Ŝǎki bir depolama 
ŀƭŀƴƤŘƤǊ 

   

aƻŘŜǊƴ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƳŜǊƪŜȊŜ ŘǀƴǸǒǘǸǊǸƭŜƳŜƳƛǒ ōƛǊ 
ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

WŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ǀȊŜƭƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ŘƻƭŀȅƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƤƭƳŀƳŀǎƤ 
ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
ммΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŜ ƪǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ ƳǳΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒaretleyiniz)  

 9ǾŜǘ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ όмнΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 IŀȅƤǊ ǾŜǊƳƛȅƻǊ όмрΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 CƛƪǊƛƳƛȊ ȅƻƪ όмуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ όмуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
мнΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊŘŜ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 9ǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪili 
ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ  
όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 Etkili oldu YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ Etkisiz 

tǊƻƧŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ    

tǊƻƧŜ TȊƳƛǊΩŜ ƎǀƪŘŜƭŜƴƭŜǊ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳƛǒ ōƛǊ ŎŀȊƛōŜ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ 
ƪŀȊŀƴŘƤǊŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 
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tǊƻƧŜ ƎŀȅǊƛƳŜƴƪǳƭ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜǊƛƴŘŜ ŀǊǘƤǒ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ    

tǊƻƧŜ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤΩŘŀƪƛ ǾŜ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ŘƛƐŜǊ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƪƛ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳǸ 
tetikleyecektir 

   

tǊƻƧŜ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛƴŘŜƪƛ ǳƭŀǒƤƳ ǎƻǊǳƴǳƴŀ œǀȊǸƳ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ    

tǊƻƧŜ YƻƴŀƪΩŘŀƪƛ ǘŀǊƛƘǎŜƭ Řƻƪǳ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜƪƛ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀ ōŀǎƪƤǎƤƴƤ 
ŀȊŀƭǘŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
моΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀǎƤƴƤ ŜǘƪƛƭŜƳƛǒǘƛǊΚ 9ǘƪƛƭŜŘƛΣ ƪƤǎƳen 
ŜǘƪƛƭŜŘƛ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœeneklerinden birini belirtebilir misiniz?  
όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 Etkiledi YƤǎƳŜƴ 9ǘƪƛƭŜŘƛ Etkisiz 

DŀȊŜǘŜƭŜǊŘŜΣ ǘŜƭŜǾƛȊȅƻƴŘŀ ǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŜǘǘŜ ȅŜǊŀƭŀƴ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊ ǾŜ ȅŀȊƤƭŀǊ     

Tƴǒŀŀǘ ǒƛǊƪŜǘƭŜǊƛƴƛƴΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊƤƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ¸ŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

.ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƪ ƎǀƪŘŜƭŜƴΣ !±aΣ ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎ ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊƤ    

[ƛƳŀƴ ōǀƭƎŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǘŀǎŀǊƤƳ ǳƭǳǎƭŀǊŀǊŀǎƤ ŦƛƪƛǊ ȅŀǊƤǒƳŀǎƤ    

¸Ŝƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ƴŀȊƤƳ ƛƳŀǊ ǇƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊ    

.ǳ ǇǊƻƧŜȅƭŜ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ ƎŜǊœŜƪƭŜǒǘƛǊƛƭŜƴ ƪƻƴŦŜǊŀƴǎΣ ŦƻǊǳƳΣ œŀƭƤǒǘŀȅ ΧǾō 
etkinlikler 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
мпΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊŘŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 
mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤȅƭŀ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜǊŜƪ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ  
όмтΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  

 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛ ǾŜ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ¸ŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
мрΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 9ǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ 
ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
Etkili oldu 

YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ 
oldu 

Etkisiz 

.ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ƪŀǘƭƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀƴƤƴ ƧŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ǊƛǎƪƭŜǊƛ ōǳƭǳƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ    

aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴŜ ŀȅǊƤŎŀƭƤƪƭƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀ ƘŀƪƭŀǊƤ ǾŜǊƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊ    

Bu alanda sunulacak hizmetlerden sadece zengin kesimler 
ŦŀȅŘŀƭŀƴŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

.ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ ȅƻƪǎǳƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ȅŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ŜŘƛƭŜŎŜƪǘƛǊ     

tƭŀƴ ƪŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤƴƤ ƎǀȊŜǘŜǊŜƪ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

tƭŀƴ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳƴ ǘǸƳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƪŀǘƤƭƤƳƤȅƭŀ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
мсΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ 
ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭ 4ŀƪƳǳǊ ǾŜ ƻƴǳƴƭŀ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ŘŀǾŀ ŀœŀƴ ƪƛǒilerin 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
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 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ¸ŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
мтΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ Ŝƴ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ 
ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ Ƴƛǎiniz? (mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭ 4ŀƪƳǳǊ ǾŜ ƻƴǳƴƭŀ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ŘŀǾŀ ŀœŀƴ ƪƛǒƛƭŜǊ  
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘΣ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ TƭœŜ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛ όYƻƴŀƪΣ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀΣ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛύ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛ ǾŜ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
муΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜƴ ōŜƪƭŜƴǘƛƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ 
ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊ ǘŀƴŜǎƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ misiniz? όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ 
ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ YƤǎƳŜƴ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ    

DǀƪŘŜƭŜƴ    

¸ǸƪǎŜƪ ŜƳǎŀƭ    

tǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀ    

Tƪƴŀ    

¦ȊƭŀǒƤ    

Ticaret ve Turizm Merkezi    

Kurvaziyer Turizmi    

[Ǹƪǎ ƪƻƴǳǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ    

¸ŀǒam kalitesi     

5ǸǒǸƪ ȅƻƐǳƴƭǳƪ    

YŜƴǘ ƳŜȅŘŀƴƤ    

!œƤƪ ǾŜ ¸Ŝǒƛƭ !ƭŀƴƭŀǊ    

YŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤ    

Kamusal mekan    

YƤȅƤȅƭŀ ōǸǘǸƴƭŜǒƳŜ    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
мфΦ YǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊǳƴ ȅŜƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ƪƛǒƛǎŜƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ōŜƴƛƳǎƛȅƻǊ ƳǳǎǳƴǳȊΚ  
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 Benimsiyorum 
 YƤǎƳŜƴ ōŜƴƛƳǎƛȅƻǊǳƳ 
 Benimsemiyorum  
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
нлΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƳŜǎƛ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŦŀȅŘŀǎƤƴŀ ƻƭǳǊΚ mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤȅƭŀ 
belirtebilir misiniz? (mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ {ŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ  
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ ƘŜǊ ƪŜǎƛƳƛƴ 
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 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘƛƴ 
 όΧύ TƭœŜ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ όYƻƴŀƪΣ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀΣ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛύ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤ «ȊŜǊƛƴŜ {ƻǊǳƭŀǊ 
нмΦ YǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƘŜǊƘŀƴƎƛ ōƛǊ ƎǀǊǸǒ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊŘǳ ƳǳΚ  
(.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 9ǾŜǘ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊŘǳ όннΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 IŀȅƤǊ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀŘƤ όноΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ όноΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
ннΦ YǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊǳƴ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ǎƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜri yoluyla ilettiniz? ({ŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ŜǾŜǘ ǾŜȅŀ ƘŀȅƤǊ 
ǒƤƪƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ ό нрΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ DŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 

 Evet IŀȅƤǊ 

DǀǊǸǒǸƳǸȊǸ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊŀ ȅŀȊƤƭƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƭŜǘǘƛƪ   

YǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƭŀ ǘƻǇƭŀƴǘƤ-ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜ ȅŀǇŀǊŀƪ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƳǸȊǸ ƛƭŜǘǘƛƪ   

YŀƳǳƻȅǳ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀǎƤ ȅŀǇŀǊŀƪ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƳǸȊǸ ŀœƤƪƭŀŘƤƪ   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
ноΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜŘƛƐƛƴƛȊ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ǾŀǊ ƳƤΚ  
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 9ǾŜǘ ǾŀǊ όнпΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 IŀȅƤǊ ȅƻƪ όнрΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ όнрΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
нпΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜŘƛƐƛƴƛȊ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ ōŜƭƛǊǘebilir 
misiniz? (mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ  

 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ¸ŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
нрΦ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƪǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊǳƴ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ǘŀƭŜǇ Ŝǘǘƛ ƳƛΚ  
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 Evet etti 
 IŀȅƤr etmedi 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
нсΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ ƛƭŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ƛœŜǊƛǎƛƴŘŜ ƻƭŘǳƐǳƴǳ ŘǸǒǸƴŘǸƐǸƴǸȊ 
ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤȅƭŀ ōŜƭƛǊtebilir misiniz? (mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
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нтΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƛŦŀŘŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛƴƛƴ όTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǾŜ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜƭŜǊƛύ ǒǳ ŀƴƪƛ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴǳ 
ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ  
όƘŜǊ ƛŦŀŘŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘ
ŀŘƤǊ 

YƤǎƳŜƴ 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘ
ŀŘƤǊ 

¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘ
ƤǊ 

¢ŀǊƤƳ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƳŀȅŀƴΣ ƛƳŀǊƤ Řŀ ǎƻǊǳƴƭǳΣ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƳŀƐŘǳǊ 
ŜŘƛƭŘƛƐƛ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

YƤȅƤŘŀ ŘŜƐŜǊƭƛ ƪƻƴǳƳǳƴŀ ǊŀƐƳŜƴ ǘǳǊƛȊƳ ŀƳŀœƭƤ 
ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƛƭŜƳŜƳƛǒǘƛǊ   

   

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǘŀǊŀŦƤƴŘŀƴ ȅƻƐǳƴ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀ ōŀǎƪƤǎƤ 
ŀƭǘƤƴŘŀŘƤǊ 

   

¢ŀǊƤƳǎŀƭ ǾŜ ŜƪƻƭƻƧƛƪ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ŘƻƭŀȅƤ ȅƻƐǳƴ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀƴƤƴ 
ǘŜǒǾƛƪ ŜŘƛƭƳŜƳŜǎƛ ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

.ŜƭƛǊƭƛ ǎƛȅŀǎƛ ǾŜ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ œƤƪŀǊ œŜǾǊŜƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƎǸœƭŜǊƛƴƛ ŀǊǘǘƤǊƳŀƪ 
ƛœƛƴ ƛƳŀǊŀ ŀœƳŀƪ ƛǎǘŜŘƛƪƭŜǊƛ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
нуΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŜ ƪǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ ƳǳΚ  
(.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ   

 9ǾŜǘ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ όнфΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 IŀȅƤǊ ǾŜǊƳƛȅƻǊ όонΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 CƛƪǊƛƳƛȊ ¸ƻƪ όорΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ όорΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
нфΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ŘŜǎtek vermenizde etkili oldu? Etkili oldu, 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ 
ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 Etkili oldu YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ 
 

Etkisiz 
 

tƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƳŜǎƛ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ     

tƭŀƴƭŀǊ TȊƳƛǊΩƛƴ ŘŜƐŜǊƭƛ ōƛǊ ƪƤȅƤ ŀƭŀƴƤƴƤ ǘǳǊƛǎǘƛƪ ōƛǊ ŎŀȊƛōŜ 
ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛƴŜ ŘǀƴǸǒǘǸǊŜŎŜƪǘƛǊ  

   

tƭŀƴƭŀǊ ƎŀȅǊƛƳŜƴƪǳƭ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜǊƛƴƛ ŀǊǘǘƤǊŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ    

tƭŀƴƭŀǊ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœŜǊǎŜ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ TȊƳƛǊΩŜ ŘŀƘŀ ōǸȅǸƪ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳƭŀǊ 
ȅŀǇŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ   

   

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴŘŀƪƛ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ŘƛƐŜǊ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƪƛ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳǸ 
tetikleyecektir 

   

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴŘŀƪƛ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ǳƭŀǒƤƳ ǎƻǊǳƴƭŀǊƤƴƤ Řŀ œǀȊŜŎŜƪ ōǸȅǸƪ 
ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳƭŀǊ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ   

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
олΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀǎƤƴƤ ŜǘƪƛƭŜƳƛǒǘƛǊΚ 9ǘƪƛledi, 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ŜǘƪƛƭŜŘƛ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ misiniz?  
όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
Etkiledi YƤǎƳŜƴ 9ǘƪƛƭŜŘƛ Etkisiz 

Gazetelerde, televizyonda ve internette yeralan haberler ve 
ȅŀȊƤƭŀǊ  

   

Tƴǒŀŀǘ ǒƛǊƪŜǘƭŜǊƛƴƛƴΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊƤƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤƴƤƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ     

.ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

.ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƪ ƎǀƪŘŜƭŜƴΣ !±aΣ ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎ ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊƤ    

9·th ǘŀƴƤǘƤƳƤ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ƎǀǊŘǸƐǸƳ ȅŀȊƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ ŦƻǘƻƐǊŀŦƭŀǊ    

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ 4ŜǾǊŜ 5ǸȊŜƴƛ tƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴŘŀ 
ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊ 

   

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤΩƴƤƴ ŘǸȊŜƴƭŜŘƛƐƛ ǘƻǇƭŀƴǘƤƭŀǊ    

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΩƴƛƴ ŘǸȊŜƴƭŜŘƛƐƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ CƻǊǳƳǳ     
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 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
омΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊŘŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ 
etkili oldu? όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ όопΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ  
 όΧύ 9·th ŀŘŀȅƭƤƐƤ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ƪǳǊǳƭŀƴ ƪƻƳƛǘŜƭŜǊΣ ƪǳǊǳƭƭŀǊ 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
онΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 9ǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΣ 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊinden birini belirtebilir misiniz? όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ 
ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
Etkili oldu 

YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ 
oldu 

Etkisiz 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴƤƴ ŜƪƻƭƻƧƛƪ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŜ ǀȊƎǸΣ ƪƻǊǳƳŀŎƤ ōƛǊ Ǉƭŀƴ 
ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ 

   

tƭŀƴ ƪŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤ ƎǀȊŜǘŜǊŜƪ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴŘŀ Ǉƭŀƴƭŀƴŀƴ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ƘǸƪǸƳŜǘƛ ƎǸœƭŜƴŘƛǊŜŎŜƪǘƛǊ    

tƭŀƴ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳƴ ǘǸƳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƪŀǘƤƭƤƳƤȅƭŀ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

Bu alanda sunulacak hizmetlerden sadece zengin kesimler 
ŦŀȅŘŀƭŀƴŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ŜƳǎŀƭ ǘŀƭŜǇƭŜǊƛ ƪŀǊǒƤƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
ооΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ mƴŎŜƭƛƪ 
ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊ 

 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 4ŜǾǊŜŎƛ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘΣ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ ǾŜ {ŀƴŀȅƛ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭer 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
опΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ Ŝƴ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ 
ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 4ŜǾǊŜŎƛ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘΣ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ ǾŜ {ŀƴŀȅƛ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭeri 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
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орΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŘŀƴ ōŜƪƭŜƴǘƛƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜrinden bir tanesini belirtebilir misiniz? όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ 
ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ YƤǎƳŜƴ 
ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ    

DǀƪŘŜƭŜƴ    

¸ǸƪǎŜƪ ŜƳǎŀƭ    

tǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀ    

Tƪƴŀ    

¦ȊƭŀǒƤ    

Turistik Cazibe Merkezi    

Kurvaziyer Turizmi    

[Ǹƪǎ ƻǘŜƭƭŜǊ ǾŜ ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎƭŀǊ    

¸ŀǒŀƳ ƪŀƭƛǘŜǎƛ     

5ǸǒǸƪ ȅƻƐǳƴƭǳƪ    

YƻǊǳƳŀŎƤ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ     

EkolƻƧƛ ŘǳȅŀǊƭƤ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ    

!œƤƪ ǾŜ ¸Ŝǒƛƭ !ƭŀƴƭŀǊ    

YŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤ    

Kamusal mekan    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
осΦ YǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊǳƴ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒǸƴǸ ƪƛǒƛǎŜƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ōŜƴƛƳǎƛȅƻǊ ƳǳǎǳƴǳȊΚ  
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 Benimsiyorum 
 YƤǎƳŜƴ ōŜƴƛƳǎƛȅƻǊǳƳ 
 Benimsemiyorum  
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
отΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΩƴƤƴ ǘǳǊƛȊƳ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀǊƤȅƭŀ ƛƳŀǊŀ ŀœƤƭƳŀǎƤ ǎƛȊŎŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŦŀȅŘŀǎƤƴŀ ƻƭǳǊΚ mƴŎŜƭƛƪ 
ǎƤǊŀǎƤȅƭŀ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘƛƴ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ ǾŜ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ  
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .elediyesinin 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ ƘŜǊ ƪŜǎƛƳƛƴ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
оуΦ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ōǸȅǸƪ ǀƭœŜƪƭƛ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ƎǸƴŘŜƳŘŜŘƛǊΦ .ǳ ƪƻƴǳŘŀ 
ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ŀƭƳŀƪ ƛǎǘƛȅƻǊǳƳΦ [ǸǘŦŜƴ ǎŀȅŘƤƐƤƳ ƛŦŀŘŜƭŜǊŜ ƪŀǘƤƭƤǇ ƪŀǘƤƭƳŀŘƤƐƤƴƤȊƤ ōŜƭƛǊǘƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ  
όIŜǊ ƛŦŀŘŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ YŀǘƤƭƤȅƻǊǳƳΣ ƪŀǘƤƭƳƤȅƻǊǳƳΣ ŦƛƪǊƛƳ ȅƻƪ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
  

 YŀǘƤƭƤȅƻǊǳƳ YŀǘƤƭƳƤȅƻǊǳƳ Fikrim Yok 

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ƛƴǒŀŀǘ ǎŜƪǘǀǊǸƴǸΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊƤ ǘŜǒǾƛƪ ŜŘŜǊΣ ŦŀȅŘŀƭƤ ƻƭǳǊ    

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ŘŀǾŀƭŀǊƤƴ ŀǒƤƭŀǊŀƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ƘƤȊƭŀ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƳŜǎƛƴƛ 
ǎŀƐƭŀǊ 

   

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ  ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭŀƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜrin daha kolay ikna 
ŜŘƛƭƳŜƭŜǊƛƴƛ ǎŀƐƭŀǊ 

   

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ IǸƪǸƳŜǘƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ƎǸœƭŜƴƳŜǎƛƴƛ ǎŀƐƭŀǊ    

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭŀƴ ƳǳƘŀƭŜŦŜǘƛΣ ǘŜǇƪƛƭŜǊƛ ŀǊǘǘƤǊƤǊ    

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ǇƭŀƴǎƤȊ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜǎƛƴƛ ǘŜǒǾƛƪ ŜŘŜǊ     

 
DǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ōƛȊƭŜǊƭŜ ǇŀȅƭŀǒǘƤƐƤƴƤȊ ƛœƛƴ  

ǘŜǒŜƪƪǸǊ ŜŘŜǊƛȊ. 
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APPENDIX B: NEIGBORHOOD QUESTIONNAIRE FORM 

 

!ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴƭŀǊŀ ƻƪǳƴŀŎŀƪ ōƛƭƎƛƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜ ƴƻǘǳ 
.ǳ ŀƴƪŜǘ hǊǘŀ 5ƻƐǳ ¢Ŝƪƴƛƪ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛƴŘŜ ȅǸǊǸǘǸƭƳŜƪǘŜ ƻƭŀƴ ōƛǊ .ƛƭƛƳǎŜƭ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ !ƴƪŜǘ 
¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǾŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ŀƭƳŀȅƤ ŀƳŀœƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǾŜ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƪ мр 
Řŀƪƛƪŀ ǎǸǊƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ ±ŜǊŘƛƐƛƴƛȊ ƪƛǒƛǎŜƭ ōƛƭƎƛƭŜǊ ƘƛœōƛǊ ǒŜƪƛƭŘŜ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊΦ !ƴƪŜǘƛƴ ȅŀǇƤƭƳŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ ŀƳŀœ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪezi 
ǾŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛ ŀƭƳŀƪǘƤǊΦ !ƴƪŜǘ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǎƛȊŜ 
ȅǀƴŜƭǘƛƭŜƴ ǎƻǊǳƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ŎŜǾŀǇ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛ ǀƴǸƴǸȊŘŜƪƛ ŀƴƪŜǘ ŦƻǊƳǳƴŘŀƴ Řŀ ǘŀƪƛǇ ŜŘŜōƛƭƛǊǎƛƴƛȊΦ  
!ƴƪŜǘ bǳƳŀǊŀǎƤΥΧΧ       !ƴƪŜǘǀǊǸƴ !ŘƤΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ         !ƴƪŜǘ ¸ŀǇƤƭƳŀ ¢ŀǊƛƘƛΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
 
Genel Bilgiler 
мΦ !ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƪƛǒƛƴƛƴ ŀŘƤ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ ΥΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦΦΦ 
 
нΦ IŀƴƎƛ ƳŀƘŀƭƭŜŘŜ ȅŀǒƤȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊκœŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 Umurbey Mahallesi  
 Ege Mahallesi  
 .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ  
 Cǳŀǘ 9ŘƛǇ .ŀƪǎƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ 
 TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ  
 .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ 
 YƻǊǳǘǸǊƪ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ  
 CŜǾȊƛ 4ŀƪƳŀƪ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
оΦ bŜ ƪŀŘŀǊ ȊŀƳŀƴŘƤǊ ōǳ ƳŀƘŀƭƭŜŘŜ ȅŀǒƤȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊκœŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 1-п ȅƤƭŘƤǊ 
 5-ф ȅƤƭŘƤǊ 
 10-мф ȅƤƭŘƤǊ 
 20-нф ȅƤƭŘƤǊ 
 ол ȅƤƭŘŀƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ ǎǸǊŜŘƛǊ 

 
пΦ 9ƐƛǘƛƳ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴǳȊ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 TƭƪǀƐǊŜǘƛƳ ƳŜȊǳƴǳ 
 Lise mezunu 
 «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ aŜȊǳƴǳ 
 ̧ ǸƪǎŜƪ [ƛǎŀƴǎ  
 Doktora 
5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
рΦ ¸ŀǒŀŘƤƐƤƴƤȊκœŀƭƤǒǘƤƐƤƴƤȊƤƴ ƪƻƴǳǘǳƴκƛǒȅŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘ ŘǳǊǳƳǳ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ƘŀƴŜƘŀƭƪƤ 
 aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ƛǒȅŜǊƛ 
 YƛǊŀŎƤ ƘŀƴŜƘŀƭƪƤ 
 YƛǊŀŎƤ ƛǒȅŜǊƛ 

 
сΦ 4ŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊ ƳǳǎǳƴǳȊΚ όœŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊǎŀύ TǒƛƴƛȊ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 TǒǾŜǊŜƴ - ōǸȅǸƪ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ όōǸȅǸƪ ǒƛǊƪŜǘΣ ŦŀōǊƛƪŀΣ ōǸȅǸƪ ƻǘŜƭ ǎŀƘƛōƛΧǾōύ  
 TǒǾŜǊŜƴ - ƪǸœǸƪ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ όYh.TΣ ŜǎƴŀŦΣ ǘǸŎŎŀǊΧǾōΦύ  
 bƛǘŜƭƛƪƭƛ ƛǒƎǸŎǸ ς ǸŎǊŜǘƭƛ όŘƻƪǘƻǊΣ ƳǸƘŜƴŘƛǎΣ ǀƐǊŜǘƳŜƴΣ ŀǾǳƪŀǘΧǾōΦύ 
 bƛǘŜƭƛƪǎƛȊ ƛǒƎǸŎǸ ς ǸŎǊŜǘƭƛ όƛǒœƛΣ ǘŜȊƎŀƘǘŀǊΣ ǒƻŦǀǊΧǾōΦύ  
 Yevmiyeli 
 Emekli  
 mƐǊŜƴŎƛ 
 TǒǎƛȊ  
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
тΦ !ȅƭƤƪ ƎŜƭƛǊƛƴƛȊ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ŀǊŀƭƤƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 !ȅƭƤƪ ƎŜƭƛǊƛ ȅƻƪ 
 0-599 TL  
 600-1199 TL 
 1200-1999 TL 
 2000-3999 
 пллл ¢[Ωƴƛƴ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜ 

 
уΦ IŜǊƘŀƴƎƛ ōƛǊ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒǳƴŀ ǸȅŜ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όǎŜƴŘƛƪŀΣ ŘŜǊƴŜƪΣ ǾŀƪƤŦΣ ǘƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ ǎŀƴŀȅƛΣ ŜǎƴŀŦ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤΣ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤΧ vb.) 
ό.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
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 9ǾŜǘ όфΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  IŀȅƤǊ όмлΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 
фΦ IŀƴƎƛ ǘǸǊŘŜ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒǳƴŀ ǸȅŜǎƛƴƛȊΚ ό.ƛǊ ȅŀŘŀ ōƛǊŘŜƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

Sendika 
Dernek 
±ŀƪƤŦ 
¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ «ȊŜǊƛƴŜ {ƻǊǳƭŀǊ 
млΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƛŦŀŘŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜ !ƭŀƴƤƴƤƴ ό[ƛƳŀƴ ŀǊƪŀǎƤΣ {ŀƭƘŀƴŜ ǾŜ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤύ ǒǳ ŀƴƪƛ 
ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴǳ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǾŜȅŀ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ 
belirtebilir misiniz? όƘŜǊ ƛŦŀŘŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤ

r 

YƤǎƳŜƴ 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤ

r 

¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪ
ǘŀŘƤǊ 

9ƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ƎŜǘƛǊƛ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀȅŀƴΣ ŀǘƤƭ ƪŀƭƳƤǒ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ    

¢ŜǊƪŜŘƛƭƳƛǒΣ ȅƤǇǊŀƴƳƤǒ ōƛǊ œǀƪǸƴǘǸ ŀƭŀƴƤŘƤǊ    

Yŀœŀƪ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǊƭŀ œŜǾǊŜƭŜƴƳƛǒ Ŝǎƪƛ ōƛǊ ŘŜǇƻƭŀƳŀ ŀƭŀƴƤŘƤǊ    

aƻŘŜǊƴ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƳŜǊƪŜȊŜ ŘǀƴǸǒǘǸǊǸƭŜƳŜƳƛǒ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ    

WŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ǀȊŜƭƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ŘƻƭŀȅƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƤƭƳŀƳŀǎƤ ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ ōƛǊ 
ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
ммΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ Ƴǳǎǳƴuz? (.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ  

 9ǾŜǘ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ όмнΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ  
 IŀȅƤǊ ǾŜǊƳƛȅƻǊ όмрΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 CƛƪǊƛ ¸ƻƪ όмуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ όмуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
мнΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊŘŜ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 9ǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪili 
ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 Etkili oldu YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ Etkisiz 

tǊƻƧŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ    

tǊƻƧŜ TȊƳƛǊΩŜ ƎǀƪŘŜƭŜƴƭŜǊ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳƛǒ ōƛǊ ŎŀȊƛōŜ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ 
ƪŀȊŀƴŘƤǊŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

tǊƻƧŜ ƎŀȅǊƛƳŜƴƪǳƭ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜǊƛƴŘŜ ŀǊǘƤǒ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ    

tǊƻƧŜ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤΩŘŀƪƛ ǾŜ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ŘƛƐŜǊ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƪƛ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳǸ 
tetikleyecektir 

   

tǊƻƧŜ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛƴŘŜƪƛ ǳƭŀǒƤƳ ǎƻǊǳƴǳƴŀ œǀȊǸƳ 
ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

tǊƻƧŜ YƻƴŀƪΩŘŀƪƛ ǘŀǊƛƘǎŜƭ Řƻƪǳ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜƪƛ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀ ōŀǎƪƤǎƤƴƤ 
ŀȊŀƭǘŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
моΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊŘŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 
mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤyla belirtebilir misiniz? (mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜǊŜƪ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ  

 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛ ǾŜ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ¸ŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 



 

346 

 

 

мпΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀǎƤƴƤ ŜǘƪƛƭŜƳƛǒǘƛǊΚ 9ǘƪƛƭŜŘƛΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ 
ŜǘƪƛƭŜŘƛ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ  
όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ όмтΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 Etkiledi YƤǎƳŜƴ 9ǘƪƛƭŜŘƛ Etkisiz 

Gazetelerde, televizyonda ve internette yeralan haberler ve 
ȅŀȊƤƭŀǊ  

   

Tƴǒŀŀǘ ǒƛǊƪŜǘƭŜǊƛƴƛƴΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊƤƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

IǸƪǸƳŜǘ ¸ŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

.ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƪ ƎǀƪŘŜƭŜƴΣ !±aΣ ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎ ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊƤ    

Liman bǀƭƎŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǘŀǎŀǊƤƳ ǳƭǳǎƭŀǊŀǊŀǎƤ ŦƛƪƛǊ ȅŀǊƤǒƳŀǎƤ    

¸Ŝƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ƴŀȊƤƳ ƛƳŀǊ ǇƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ 
ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊ 

   

Bu projeyle ilgili gerœŜƪƭŜǒǘƛǊƛƭŜƴ ƪƻƴŦŜǊŀƴǎΣ ŦƻǊǳƳΣ œŀƭƤǒǘŀȅ 
ΧǾō ŜǘƪƛƴƭƛƪƭŜǊ 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
мрΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 9ǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ 
ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
Etkili oldu 

YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ 
oldu 

Etkisiz 

Bu alŀƴŘŀ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ƪŀǘƭƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀƴƤƴ ƧŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ǊƛǎƪƭŜǊƛ 
ōǳƭǳƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

   

aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴŜ ŀȅǊƤŎŀƭƤƪƭƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀ ƘŀƪƭŀǊƤ ǾŜǊƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊ    

Bu alanda sunulacak hizmetlerden sadece zengin kesimler 
ŦŀȅŘŀƭŀƴŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

.ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ ȅƻƪǎǳƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ȅŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ŜŘƛƭŜŎŜƪǘƛǊ     

tƭŀƴ ƪŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤƴƤ ƎǀȊŜǘŜǊŜƪ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

tƭŀƴ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳƴ ǘǸƳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƪŀǘƤƭƤƳƤȅƭŀ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
мсΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ 
ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭ 4ŀƪƳǳǊ ǾŜ ƻƴǳƴƭŀ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ŘŀǾŀ ŀœŀƴ ƪƛǒƛƭŜǊƛƴ 
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳet Yetkilileri 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
мтΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ Ŝƴ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ 
ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ ōŜlirtebilir misiniz? (mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ ¸ǸƪǎŜƭ 4ŀƪƳǳǊ ǾŜ ƻƴǳƴƭŀ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ŘŀǾŀ ŀœŀƴ ƪƛǒƛƭŜǊ  
 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘΣ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ TƭœŜ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛ όYƻƴŀƪΣ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀΣ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛύ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛ ǾŜ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
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 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
муΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜƴ ōŜƪƭŜƴǘƛƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ 
ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊ ǘŀƴŜǎƛƴƛ belirtebilir misiniz? όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ 
ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ YƤǎƳŜƴ 
ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ    

DǀƪŘŜƭŜƴ    

¸ǸƪǎŜƪ ŜƳǎŀƭ    

tǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀ    

Tƪƴŀ    

¦ȊƭŀǒƤ    

Ticaret ve Turizm Merkezi    

Kurvaziyer Turizmi    

[Ǹƪǎ ƪƻƴǳǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ    

¸ŀǒŀƳ ƪŀƭƛǘŜǎƛ     

5ǸǒǸƪ ȅƻƐǳƴƭǳƪ    

YŜƴǘ ƳŜȅŘŀƴƤ    

!œƤƪ ǾŜ ¸Ŝǒƛƭ !ƭŀƴƭŀǊ    

YŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤ    

Kamusal mekan    

YƤȅƤȅƭŀ ōǸǘǸƴƭŜǒƳŜ    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
мфΦ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƳŜǎƛ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŦŀȅŘŀǎƤƴŀ ƻƭǳǊΚ mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤȅƭŀ 
belirtebilir misiniz? (mƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ {ŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ  
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ ƘŜǊ ƪŜǎƛƳƛƴ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘƛƴ 
 όΧύ TƭœŜ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ όYƻƴŀƪΣ YŀǊǒƤȅŀƪŀΣ .ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛύ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤ «ȊŜǊƛƴŜ {ƻǊǳƭŀǊ 
нлΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƛŦŀŘŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛƴƛƴ όTƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǾŜ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜƭŜǊƛύ ǒǳ ŀƴƪƛ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴu 
ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ 
όƘŜǊ ƛŦŀŘŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 ¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪ
ǘŀŘƤǊ 

YƤǎƳŜƴ 
¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¢ŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀ
ŘƤǊ 

¢ŀǊƤƳ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƳŀȅŀƴΣ ƛƳŀǊƤ Řŀ ǎƻǊǳƴƭǳΣ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƳŀƐŘǳǊ 
ŜŘƛƭŘƛƐƛ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

YƤȅƤŘŀ ŘŜƐŜǊƭƛ ƪƻƴǳƳǳƴŀ ǊŀƐƳŜƴ ǘǳǊƛȊƳ ŀƳŀœƭƤ ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƛƭŜƳŜƳƛǒǘƛǊ      

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǘŀǊŀŦƤƴŘŀƴ ȅƻƐǳƴ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀ ōŀǎƪƤǎƤ 
ŀƭǘƤƴŘŀŘƤǊ 

   

¢ŀǊƤƳǎŀƭ ǾŜ ŜƪƻƭƻƧƛƪ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ŘƻƭŀȅƤ ȅƻƐǳƴ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǒƳŀƴƤƴ 
ǘŜǒǾƛƪ ŜŘƛƭƳŜƳŜǎƛ ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

Belirƭƛ ǎƛȅŀǎƛ ǾŜ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ œƤƪŀǊ œŜǾǊŜƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƎǸœƭŜǊƛƴƛ ŀǊǘǘƤǊƳŀƪ ƛœƛƴ 
ƛƳŀǊŀ ŀœƳŀƪ ƛǎǘŜŘƛƪƭŜǊƛ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴŘƤǊ 

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
нмΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ ƳǳǎǳƴǳȊΚ  
(.ƛǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ   
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 9ǾŜǘ ǾŜǊƛȅƻǊ όннΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 IŀȅƤǊ ǾŜǊƳƛȅƻǊ όнрΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 Fikrim yok όнуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ όнуΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 
ннΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊŘŜ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 9ǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΣ 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ 
ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 Etkili oldu YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ 
 

Etkisiz 
 

tƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƳŜǎƛ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ     

tƭŀƴƭŀǊ TȊƳƛǊΩƛƴ ŘŜƐŜǊƭƛ ōƛǊ ƪƤȅƤ ŀƭŀƴƤƴƤ ǘǳǊƛǎǘƛƪ ōƛǊ ŎŀȊƛōŜ 
ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛƴŜ ŘǀƴǸǒǘǸǊŜŎŜƪǘƛǊ  

   

tƭŀƴƭŀǊ ƎŀȅǊƛƳŜƴƪǳƭ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜǊƛƴƛ ŀǊǘǘƤǊŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ    

tƭŀƴƭŀǊ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœŜǊǎŜ IǸƪǸƳŜǘ TȊƳƛǊΩŜ ŘŀƘŀ ōǸȅǸƪ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳƭŀǊ 
ȅŀǇŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ   

   

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴŘŀƪƛ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ŘƛƐŜǊ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƪƛ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳǸ 
tetikleyecektir 

   

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴŘŀƪƛ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ǳƭŀǒƤƳ ǎƻǊǳƴƭŀǊƤƴƤ Řŀ œǀȊŜŎŜƪ ōǸȅǸƪ 
ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳƭŀǊ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ   

   

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
ноΦ {ƛȊŜ ǎŀȅŀŎŀƪƭŀǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀǎƤƴƤ ŜǘƪƛƭŜƳƛǒǘƛǊΚ 9ǘƪƛledi, 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ŜǘƪƛƭŜŘƛ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ  
όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
Etkiledi 

YƤǎƳŜƴ 
Etkiledi 

Etkisiz 

DŀȊŜǘŜƭŜǊŘŜΣ ǘŜƭŜǾƛȊȅƻƴŘŀ ǾŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŜǘǘŜ ȅŜǊŀƭŀƴ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊ ǾŜ ȅŀȊƤƭŀǊ     

Tƴǒŀŀǘ ǒƛǊƪŜǘƭŜǊƛƴƛƴΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊƤƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤƴƤƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ     

.ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ    

.ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƪ ƎǀƪŘŜƭŜƴΣ !±aΣ ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎ ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊƤ    

9·th ǘŀƴƤǘƤƳƤ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ƎǀǊŘǸƐǸƳ ȅŀȊƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ ŦƻǘƻƐǊŀŦƭŀǊ    

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ 4ŜǾǊŜ 5ǸȊŜƴƛ tƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ 
ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊ 

   

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤΩƴƤƴ ŘǸȊŜƴƭŜŘƛƐƛ ǘƻǇƭŀƴǘƤƭŀǊ    

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΩƴƛƴ ŘǸȊŜƴƭŜŘƛƐƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ CƻǊǳƳǳ     

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
нпΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƴƛȊŘŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ 
etkili oldu? όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ όнтΦ {ƻǊǳȅŀ ƎŜœƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ  
 όΧύ 9·th ŀŘŀȅƭƤƐƤ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ƪǳǊǳƭŀƴ ƪƻƳiteler, kurullar 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ !ŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ 5ŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
25. Size sŀȅŀŎŀƐƤƳ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ 9ǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΣ 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳ ǾŜȅŀ ŜǘƪƛǎƛȊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όƘŜǊ ƎŜǊŜƪœŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ 
ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
 

 
Etkili oldu 

YƤǎƳŜƴ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ 
oldu 

Etkisiz 



 

349 

 

 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴƤƴ ŜƪƻƭƻƧƛƪ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŜ ǀȊƎǸΣ ƪƻǊǳƳŀŎƤ ōƛǊ Ǉƭŀƴ 
ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ 

   

tƭŀƴ ƪŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤ ƎǀȊŜǘŜǊŜƪ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴŘŀ Ǉƭŀƴƭŀƴŀƴ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ƘǸƪǸƳŜǘƛ ƎǸœƭŜƴŘƛǊŜŎŜƪǘƛǊ    

tƭŀƴ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳƴ ǘǸƳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƪŀǘƤƭƤƳƤȅƭŀ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

Bu alanda sunulacak hizmetlerden sadece zengin kesimler 
ŦŀȅŘŀƭŀƴŀŎŀƪǘƤǊ 

   

aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ŜƳǎŀƭ ǘŀƭŜǇƭŜǊƛ ƪŀǊǒƤƭŀƴƳŀƳƤǒǘƤǊ    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ
Χ 

 
нсΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀƴƤȊŘŀ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳΚ mƴŎŜƭƛƪ 
ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊ 

 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 4ŜǾǊŜŎƛ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘΣ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ ǾŜ {ŀƴŀȅƛ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦΦ 

 
нтΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ƎŜǊŜƪŜƴ Ŝƴ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤ/kesimleri 
ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ 4ŜǾǊŜŎƛ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ aǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ 
 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘΣ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪƭŀǊƤ  
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ ǾŜ {ŀƴŀȅƛ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛ 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 
 όΧύ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
28. Size sayacaklaǊƤƳŘŀƴ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŘŀƴ ōŜƪƭŜƴǘƛƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ 
ƪƤǎƳŜƴ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΣ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊ ǘŀƴŜǎƛƴƛ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όǎŀȅƤƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜǊōƛǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ Ǹœ 
ǎŜœŜƴŜƪǘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘleyiniz) 
 

 ¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ YƤǎƳŜƴ 
ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¸ŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊ 

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳ ǾŜ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ    

DǀƪŘŜƭŜƴ    

¸ǸƪǎŜƪ ŜƳǎŀƭ    

tǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀ    

Tƪƴŀ    

¦ȊƭŀǒƤ    

Turistik Cazibe Merkezi    

Kurvaziyer Turizmi    

[Ǹƪǎ ƻǘŜƭƭŜǊ ǾŜ ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎƭŀǊ    

¸ŀǒŀƳ ƪŀƭƛǘŜǎƛ     

5ǸǒǸƪ ȅƻƐǳƴƭǳƪ    

YƻǊǳƳŀŎƤ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ     

9ƪƻƭƻƧƛ ŘǳȅŀǊƭƤ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ    



 

350 

 

 

!œƤƪ ǾŜ ¸Ŝǒƛƭ !ƭŀƴƭŀǊ    

YŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤ    

Kamusal mekan    

 
 5ƛƐŜǊΦ 

¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

 
нфΦ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤΩƴƤƴ ǘǳǊƛȊƳ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀǊƤȅƭŀ ƛƳŀǊŀ ŀœƤƭƳŀǎƤ ǎƛȊŎŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŦŀȅŘŀǎƤƴŀ ƻƭǳǊΚ mƴŎŜƭƛƪ 
ǎƤǊŀǎƤȅƭŀ ōŜƭƛǊǘŜōƛƭƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ όmƴŎŜƭƛƪ ǎƤǊŀǎƤƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ Ŝƴ ŦŀȊƭŀ Ǹœ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 

 όΧύ IǸƪǸƳŜǘƛƴ 
 όΧύ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ ǾŜ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛǇƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ  
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ ƘŜǊ ƪŜǎƛƳƛƴ 
 όΧύ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘΣ {ŀƴŀȅƛΣ 9ǎƴŀŦ hŘŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ 
 όΧύ Tǒ ŀŘŀƳƭŀǊƤ ŘŜǊƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 
 όΧύ 5ƛƐŜǊΦ ¸ŀȊƤƴƤȊΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

 
олΦ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ōǸȅǸƪ ǀƭœŜƪƭƛ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ƎǸƴŘŜƳŘŜŘƛǊΦ .ǳ ƪƻƴǳŘŀ 
ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ŀƭƳŀƪ ƛǎǘƛȅƻǊǳƳΦ [ǸǘŦŜƴ ǎŀȅŘƤƐƤƳ ƛŦŀŘŜƭŜǊŜ ƪŀǘƤƭƤǇ ƪŀǘƤƭƳŀŘƤƐƤƴƤȊƤ ōŜƭƛǊǘƛǊ ƳƛǎƛƴƛȊΚ  
όIŜǊ ƛŦŀŘŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ YŀǘƤƭƤȅƻǊǳƳΣ ƪŀǘƤƭƳƤȅƻǊǳƳΣ ŦƛƪǊƛƳ ȅƻƪ ǎŜœŜƴŜƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ōƛǊƛƴƛ ƛǒŀǊŜǘƭŜȅƛƴƛȊύ 
  

 YŀǘƤƭƤȅƻǊǳƳ YŀǘƤƭƳƤȅƻǊǳƳ Fikrim Yok 

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ƛƴǒŀŀǘ ǎŜƪǘǀǊǸƴǸΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊƤ ǘŜǒǾƛƪ ŜŘŜǊΣ ŦŀȅŘŀƭƤ ƻƭǳǊ    

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ŘŀǾŀƭŀǊƤƴ ŀǒƤƭŀǊŀƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ƘƤȊƭŀ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƳŜǎƛƴƛ 
ǎŀƐƭŀǊ 

   

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ  ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭŀƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŀƘŀ ƪƻƭŀȅ ƛƪƴŀ 
ŜŘƛƭƳŜƭŜǊƛƴƛ ǎŀƐƭŀǊ 

   

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ IǸƪǸƳŜǘƛƴ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ƎǸœƭŜƴƳŜǎƛƴƛ ǎŀƐƭŀǊ    

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭŀƴ ƳǳƘŀƭŜŦŜǘƛΣ ǘŜǇƪƛƭŜǊƛ ŀǊǘǘƤǊƤǊ    

mȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ǇƭŀƴǎƤȊ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜǎƛƴƛ ǘŜǒǾƛƪ ŜŘŜǊ     

 
 

DǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ōƛȊƭŜǊƭŜ ǇŀȅƭŀǒǘƤƐƤƴƤȊ ƛœƛƴ  
ǘŜǒŜƪƪǸǊ ŜŘŜǊƛȊ. 
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APPENDIX C: SAMPLING OF INSTITUTION QUESTIONNAIRE 

 

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳKultur ve Turizm Bakanligi                                                      

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳKultur ve Turizm Bakanligi                                                      

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳKultur ve Turizm Bakanligi                                                      

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳKultur ve Turizm Bakanligi                                                      

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Valiligi Il Kultur ve Turizm Mudurlugu                                    

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳ.ŀƭŎƻǾŀ YŀȅƳŀƪŀƳƭƤƎƤ                                                            

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳKonak Kaymakamligi                                                              

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳ¢/55 TȊƳƛǊ !ƭǎŀƴŎŀƪ [ƛƳŀƴ LǎƭŜǘƳŜǎƛ aǳŘǳǊƭǳƎǳ                                   

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Kalkinma Ajansi                                                           

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Valiligi Il Cevre ve Sehircilik Mudurlugu                                 

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳLȊƳƛǊ ±ŀƭƛƭƛƎƛ Lƭ ¢ŀǊƤƳ aǳŘǳǊƭǳƎǳ                                               

aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳTȊƳƛǊ YǳƭǘǳǊ ǾŜ ¢ŀōƛŀǘ ±ŀǊƭƛƪƭŀǊƛ YƻǊǳƳŀ YǳǊǳƭǳ                                 

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳEge Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                        

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳKonak Belediyesi                                                                

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳInciralti Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                  

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳBahcelerarasi Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                              

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Buyuksehir Belediyesi                                                     

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Buyuksehir Belediyesi                                                     

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Buyuksehir Belediyesi                                                     

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Buyuksehir Belediyesi                                                     

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳAlsancak Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                   

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳMimar Sinan Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳBalcova Belediyesi                                                              

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳBayrakli Belediyesi                                                             

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳAdalet Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                     

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳUmurbey Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                    

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳFevzi Cakmak Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                               

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳIzmir Il Ozel Idaresi                                                           

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳKahramanlar Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳBayrakli Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                   

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳTeleferik Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                  

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳFuat Edip Baksi Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                            

¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƳǳEgitim Mahallesi Muhtarligi                                                     

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ!Yt TȊƳƛǊ Lƭ .ŀǎƪŀƴƭƛƎƛ                                                         

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤBDP Izmir Il Baskanligi                                                         

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤODP Izmir Il Baskanligi                                                         

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤCHP Izmir Il Baskanligi                                                         

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤMHP Izmir Il Baskanligi                                                         

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤHAS Izmir Il Baskanligi                                                         

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤTKP Izmir Il Baskanligi                                                         

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤDP Izmir Il Baskanligi                                                          

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤI9t!w TȊƳƛǊ Tƭ .ŀǎƪŀƴƭƛƎƛ                                                       

{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ{ŀŀŘŜǘ tŀǊǘƛǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ                                              

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸTȊƳƛǊ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ hŘŀǎƤ                                                             

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸDeniz Ticaret Odasi                                                             

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸIzmir Esnaf ve Sanatkarlar Odalari Birligi                                      

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸIzmir Emlak Komisyonculari Odasi                                                

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸEge Genc Isadamlari Dernegi                                                     

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸIzmir Ticaret Borsasi                                                           

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸMUSIAD Izmir Subesi                                                             

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸEge-Koop                                                                        

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸEge Sanayiciler ve Isadamlari Dernegi                                           

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸIzmir Sanayici ve Isadamlari Dernegi                                            

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸEge ve Bati Akdeniz Isadamlari Federasyonu                                      

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸEge Turistik Isletmeler ve Konaklamalar Dernegi                                 

¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸEge Bolgesi Sanayi Odasi                                                        

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘNazmi Kurum Insaat A.S.                                                         

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘMegapol Insaat A.S.                                                             

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘKavuklar Insaat A.S.                                                            

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘEskidji Gayrimenkul A.S.                                                        

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘBalcova Termal Otel                                                              

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘBirlesik Emlakcilar A.S. Balcova Acentaligi                                     

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘFolkart Yapi A.S.                                                               

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘVeryeriler Insaat A.S.                                                          

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘAr-Tu Kimya A.S.                                                                

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘNail Ozkardes Insaat A.S.                                                       

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘKucukbay Grup                                                                   

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘKar Insaat A.S.                                                                 

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘ¢ǳǊƪƳŀƭƭ DŀȅǊƛƳŜƴƪǳƭ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳ !Φ{Φ                                               

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘRonesans AVM Ege Koordinatorlugu                                                

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘNokta Insaat Yatirim Turizm A.S.                                                

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘTekfen-OZ Gayrimenkul Gelistirme A.S.                                           

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ  ƛǊƪŜǘTorunlar Gayrimenkul Yatirim A.S.                                               

Sendika KESK-Yapi Yol-Sen                                                               

Sendika DISK- Sosyal Is Sendikasi                                                       

Sendika KESK-Tum Belediyeler ve Yerel Yonetim Hizmetleri Emekcileri                     

Sendika KESK-Egitim-Sen 1Nolu Sube                                                      

Sendika ¢ǳǊƪπƛǎ ¢ŜȊπYƻƻǇπƛǎ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜ                                                  

Sendika Kamu-Sen Izmir Sube                                                             

¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳDogan Haber Ajansi                                                              

¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳYeni Asir Gazetesi                                                              

¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳIzmir Life Dergisi                                                              

¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳ9ǾǊŜƴǎŜƭ DŀȊŜǘŜǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ .ǳǊƻǎǳ                                                  

¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳCumhuriyet Gazetesi Izmir Burosu                                                

¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳYenigun Gazetesi                                                                

¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ¦ƭǳǎŀƭ aŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳEge Postasi Gazetesi                                                            

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤTMMOB Sehir Plancilari Odasi Genel Merkezi                                      

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. IŀǊƛǘŀ aǳƘŜƴŘƛǎƭŜǊƛ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                    

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. {ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƛƭŀǊƛ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                       

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. Lƴǎŀŀǘ aǳƘŜƴŘƛǎƭŜǊƛ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                    

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. WŜƻŦƛȊƛƪ aǳƘŜƴŘƛǎƭŜǊƛ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                  

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. WŜƻƭƻƧƛ aǳƘŜƴŘƛǎƭŜǊƛ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                   

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. ½ƛǊŀŀǘ aǳƘŜƴŘƛǎƭŜǊƛ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                    

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. aƛƳŀǊƭŀǊ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                               

¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ¢aah. /ŜǾǊŜ aǳƘŜƴŘƛǎƭŜǊƛ hŘŀǎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                     

«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ Izmir Yuksek Teknoloji Ensitusu                                                 

«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ Ege Universitesi                                                                

«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ Orta Dogu Teknik Universitesi                                                   

«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ Dokuz Eylul Universitesi                                                        

«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ Izmir Ekonomi Universitesi                                                      

«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ Yasar Universitesi                                                              

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛEge Ekonomiyi Gelistirme Vakfi                                                  

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛEge Mahallesi Roman Dernekleri Federasyonu                                      

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛHalkevleri Konak Subesi                                                         

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛInciralti Bahcelerarasi Tabiatini Guzellestirme ve Degerlendirme Dernegi        

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ¢9a! ±ŀƪŦƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                                         

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ/ŀƎŘŀǎ ¸ŀǎŀƳƛ 5ŜǎǘŜƪƭŜƳŜ 5ŜǊƴŜƎƛ TȊƳƛǊ {ǳōŜǎƛ                                   

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛIzmir Barosu                                                                    

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛYesiller Izmir Grubu                                                            

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛIzmir Ideal Lions Klubu                                                         

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛEge Cevre ve Kultur Platformu Dernegi                                           

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛEge Dogal Yasami Koruma Dernegi                                                 

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛEge Surdurulebilir Saglik Cevre Egitim ve Kalkinma Dernegi                      

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛIzmir Gazeteciler Cemiyeti                                                      

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛEge Orman Vakfi                                                                 

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛDeniz Feneri Dernegi Izmir Subesi                                               

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ5ƻƎŀƭ ǾŜ YǳƭǘǳǊŜƭ /ŜǾǊŜ LŎƤƴ ¸ŀǎŀƳ DƛǊƛǎƛƳƛ                                     

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛCevre Koruma Ve Arastirma Vakfi                                                 

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛODTU Ege Mezunlari Dernegi                                                      

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛCagdas Hukukcular Dernegi                                                       

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛEge Turizm Dernegi                                                              

5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛIzmir Yerel Gundem 21                                                            
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APPENDIX D: IN-DEPTH INTERVIEW QUESTIONS 

 

¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŜ ǎƻǊǳƭŀr 

¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛƴƛƴ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƐƛΣ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜǊƛ ƪƤǎŀŎŀ ƴŀǎƤƭ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴŀōƛƭƛǊΚ {ƛȊ ōǳ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊΣ 

ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜǊ ƘŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ ƴŜ ŘǸǒǸƴǸȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ T½.. ǎƛȊƛƴƭŜ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ ƳƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀȅŀ œŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊ ȅƻƪǎŀ ƪŜƴŘƛ ŦƛƪƛǊƭŜǊƛ ŘƻƐǊǳƭǘǳǎǳƴŘŀ ǎƛȊƛ ƛƪƴŀ 

etmeye Ƴƛ œŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊƭŀǊΚ {ƛȊŎŜ ƴƛœƛƴ ōǀȅƭŜ ōƛǊ œŀōŀ ƛœŜǊƛǎƛƴŘŜƭŜǊΚ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ bŀȊƤƳ TƳŀǊ tƭŀƴƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǇƤƭƳŀǎƤΣ ǊŜǾƛȊŜ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜΣ ŀǊŀȊƛ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƳ ǾŜ ȅƻƐǳƴƭǳƪ ƪŀǊŀǊƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ŘŜƐƛǒǘƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ 

Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŀƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛΚ bŀǎƤƭ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭǳȅƻǊƭŀǊ ǾŜ ƴƛœƛƴ ŜǘƪƛƭƛκōŜƭƛǊƭŜȅƛŎƛ ƻƭƳŀƪ ƛǎǘƛȅƻǊƭŀǊΚ {ƛȊ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ōǳ ǎǸǊŜœǘŜ T½..ΩȅŜ 

ƛƭŜǘǘƛƴƛȊ ƳƛΚ bŀǎƤƭ ǾŜ ƴƛœƛƴΚ  

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴκƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜǎƛΣ ŘŜǎǘŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ŀƭƤƴƳŀǎƤ ƴƛœƛƴ ǀƴŜƳƭƛŘir? 

CŀǊƪƭƤ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ƴŜ ǘǸǊ œŀōŀƭŀǊƤƴƤȊ ƻƭŘǳΚ  

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ƛƳŀǊ ǇƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ȅŀǒŀŘƤƐƤƴƤȊκœŀƭƤǒǘƤƐƤƴƤȊ ƳŀƘŀƭƭŜŘŜƪƛ ƎǸƴŘŜƭƛƪ ȅŀǒŀƳƤƴƤȊŀ ƴŀǎƤƭ ōƛǊ Ŝǘƪƛǎƛ 

ƻƭŀŎŀƪΚ bƛœƛƴ ōǀȅƭŜ ŘǸǒǸƴǸȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŜ ǎƻǊǳƭŀǊ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤƴƤƴ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜǊƛ ƴŜŘƛǊΚ {ƛȊ ōǳ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊΣ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜǊ 

ƘŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ ƴŜ ŘǸǒǸƴǸȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪ ǎƛȊƛƴƭŜ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ ƳƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀȅŀ œŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊ ȅƻƪǎŀ ƪŜƴŘƛ ŦƛƪƛǊƭŜǊƛ ŘƻƐǊǳƭǘǳǎǳƴŘŀ ǎƛȊƛ ƛƪƴŀ ŜǘƳŜye 

Ƴƛ œŀƭƤǒƤȅƻǊƭŀǊΚ {ƛȊŎŜ ƴƛœƛƴ ōǀȅƭŜ ōƛǊ œŀōŀ ƛœŜǊƛǎƛƴŘŜƭŜǊΚ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǇƤƭƳŀǎƤΣ ǊŜǾƛȊŜ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜΣ ŀǊŀȊƛ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƳ ǾŜ ȅƻƐǳƴƭǳƪ ƪŀǊŀǊƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ŘŜƐƛǒǘƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ 

etkƛƭƛ ƻƭŀƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ƘŀƴƎƛƭŜǊƛΚ bŀǎƤƭ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭǳȅƻǊƭŀǊ όǘƻǇƭŀƴǘƤΣ ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜΣ ƪŀƳǳȅŀ ŀœƤƪ ǾŜȅŀ ƪŀǇŀƭƤΚύ ǾŜ ƴƛœƛƴ ŜǘƪƛƭƛκōŜƭƛǊƭŜȅƛŎƛ 

ƻƭƳŀƪ ƛǎǘƛȅƻǊƭŀǊΚ {ƛȊ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛȊƛ ōǳ ǎǸǊŜœǘŜ Y¢.ΩȅŜ ƛƭŜǘǘƛƴƛȊ ƳƛΚ bŀǎƤƭ ǾŜ ƴƛœƛƴΚ  

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀǎƤƴŀ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴκƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜǎƛΣ ŘŜǎǘŜƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ŀƭƤƴƳŀǎƤ ƴƛœin 

ǀƴŜƳƭƛŘƛǊΚ CŀǊƪƭƤ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ƴŜ ǘǸǊ œŀōŀƭŀǊƤƴƤȊ ƻƭŘǳΚ  

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΦ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴŘŀ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭŜǊŜƪ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤƴƤƴ ƛƳŀǊŀ ŀœƤƭƳŀǎƤ ǎƛȊŎŜ Ŝƴ œƻƪ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƪŜǎƛƳƛƴ ŦŀȅŘŀǎƤƴŀ ƻƭǳǊΚ 

IŀƴƎƛ ƪŜǎƛƳ ōǳƴŘŀƴ ƴŀǎƤƭ ŦŀȅŘŀ ǎŀƐƭŀǊΚ bƛœƛƴ ōǀȅƭŜ ŘǸǒǸƴǸȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ tƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ȅŀǒŀŘƤƐƤƴƤȊκœŀƭƤǒǘƤƐƤƴƤȊ ƳŀƘŀƭƭŜŘŜƪƛ ƎǸƴŘŜƭƛƪ ȅŀǒŀƳƤƴƤȊŀ ƴŀǎƤƭ ōƛǊ Ŝǘƪƛǎƛ 

ƻƭŀŎŀƪΚ bƛœƛƴ ōǀȅƭŜ ŘǸǒǸƴǸȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
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Ortak sorular 

¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ǾŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ Ǝƛōƛ ōǸȅǸƪ ǀƭœŜƪƭƛ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ǒŜƘƛǊ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ŀƭŀƴƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƘŀƴƎƛ 

ƪƻƴǳƭŀǊƤ ƎǸƴŘŜƳŜ ƎŜǘƛǊƛȅƻǊΚ .ǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƭŜ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ  ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ŀƭŀƴƤƳƤȊŘŀ ƘŀƴƎƛ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊΣ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊΣ ƘŀƴƎƛ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊ ƘŀƪƛƳ 

ƻƭƳŀȅŀ ōŀǒƭƤȅƻǊΚ {ƛȊ ōǳ ƪƻƴǳŘŀ ƴŜ ŘǸǒǸƴǸȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

.ǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƭŜ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀƴƤƴ ȅŜƴƛ ŘǀƴŜƳŘŜ ǊƻƭǸ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴŀƴ ǳȊƭŀǒƤΣ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ œŜƪƳŜΣ ƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀΣ 

cazibe meǊƪŜȊƭŜǊƛ ȅŀǊŀǘƳŀ Ǝƛōƛ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ƘŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ ƴŜ ŘǸǒǸƴǸȅƻǊǎǳƴǳȊΚ {ƛȊŎŜ ōǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀƴƤƴŘŀ ȅŀŘŀ ƪŀǊǒƤǎƤƴŘŀ 

ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀƴƤƴ ǊƻƭǸ ƴŜŘƛǊΣ ƴŜ ƻƭƳŀƭƤŘƤǊΚ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ōǸȅǸƪ ǀƭœŜƪƭƛ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ƎǸƴŘŜƳŘŜΦ mƴŎŜŘŜƴ TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΩŘŀ 

ǾŜ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩŘŀ Řŀ ōŜƭƛǊƭƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƳŜƪ ƛœƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊΣ ȅŀǎŀ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊƛ ȅŀǇƤƭƳƤǒǘƤΦ {ƛȊŎŜ ƴƛœƛƴ ōǳ ǘǸǊ 

ƎƛǊƛǒƛƳƭŜǊ ƎŜǊœŜƪƭŜǒǘƛǊƛƭƛȅƻǊΚ TȊƳƛǊ ƛœƛƴŘŜ ōǀȅƭŜ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴƤǊǎŀ ōǳƴǳƴ ǎƻƴǳœƭŀǊƤ ƴŜ ƻƭǳǊΚ IŀƴƎƛ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ōǳƴŘŀƴ ŦŀȅŘŀ 

ǎŀƐƭŀǊΣ ŘŀǾŀ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛƴƛ ƴŀǎƤƭ ŜǘƪƛƭŜǊΚ   

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 

ΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧΧ 
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APPENDIX E: INTERVIEWEE LIST 

 

5ŜǊƛƴƭŜƳŜǎƛƴŜ DǀǊǸǒƳŜ ¸ŀǇƤƭŀƴ YƛǒƛƭŜǊƛƴ YǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ 

DǀǊŜǾƭŜǊƛ

DǀǊǸǒƳŜ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ 

kurum/kesim kategorisi

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤ ϝ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ 9ǎƪƛ 5ŀƛǊŜ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤǎƤ м¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤǎƤ н¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

Yƻƴŀƪ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤǎƤ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

.ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤǎƤ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

.ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

.ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ aǳƘǘŀǊƤ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

9ƎŜ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ aǳƘǘŀǊƤ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

.ŀȅǊŀƪƭƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ aǳƘǘŀǊƤ¸ŜǊŜƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ «ǎǘ 5ǸȊŜȅ .ǸǊƻƪǊŀǘƤ мaŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ «ǎǘ 5ǸȊŜȅ .ǸǊƻƪǊŀǘƤ нaŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ ¦ȊƳŀƴƤaŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ ¦ȊƳŀƴ ¸ŀǊŘƤƳŎƤǎƤaŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

TȊƳƛǊ мΦ bƻΦƭǳ Y¢±YY  ŜƘƛǊ tƭŀƴŎƤǎƤaŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

TȊƳƛǊ ±ŀƭƛǎƛ ϝ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

TȊƳƛǊ YŀƭƪƤƴƳŀ !ƧŀƴǎƤ ¦ȊƳŀƴƤaŜǊƪŜȊƛ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ

¢aah.  th DŜƴŜƭ aŜǊƪŜȊ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤ¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ

¢aah.  th TȊƳƛǊ  ǳōŜ 9ǎƪƛ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤ¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ

¢aah.  th TȊƳƛǊ  ǳōŜ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤ¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ

¢aah. ah aƛƳŀǊƭŀǊ hŘŀǎƤ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤ¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ

¢aah. Wah TȊƳƛǊ  ǳōŜ ¸ΦYΦ «ȅŜǎƛ¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ

¢aah. WCah TȊƳƛǊ  ǳōŜ ¸ΦYΦ «ȅŜǎƛ ¢aah.ϥŀ .ŀƐƭƤ aŜǎƭŜƪ hŘŀǎƤ

TȊƳƛǘ ¢ƛŎŀǊŜǘ hŘŀǎƤ YŜƴǘ 5ŀƴƤǒƳŀƴƤ¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸ

9ƎŜ 9ƪƻƴƻƳƛȅƛ DŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƳŜ ±ŀƪŦƤ ¸ΦYΦ «ȅŜǎƛ ¸ŜǊŜƭ {ŜǊƳŀȅŜ mǊƎǸǘǸ

¸YaϥŘŜ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ π aŜƎŀǇƻƭ Tƴǒŀŀǘ !Φ ΦΣ ¸ΦYΦ «ȅŜǎƛ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ

¸YaϥŘŜ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳƤŎƤ π CƻƭƪŀǊǘ YǳƭŜƭŜǊƛ tǊƻƧŜ {ƻǊǳƳƭǳǎǳ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ

¸YaϥŘŜ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ π ¢ŜƪŦŜƴ IƻƭŘƛƴƎ ¸ΦYΦ «ȅŜǎƛ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ

¸YaϥŘŜ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ π T πD¸h TȊƳƛǊ .ǸǊƻǎǳ {ƻǊǳƳƭǳǎǳ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ

T¢aϥŘŜ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ π CƛȅŀǇ Tƴǒŀŀǘ !Φ ΦΣ ¸ΦYΦ «ȅŜǎƛ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ

T¢aϥŘŜ ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ π bŀȊƳƛ YǸǊǸƳ Tƴǒŀŀǘ !Φ ΦΣ ¸ΦYΦ «ȅŜǎƛ¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ

!Yt TȊƳƛǊ Tƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƭǳ «ȅŜǎƛ{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ

/It TȊƳƛǊ Tƭ ¸ƛƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƭǳ «ȅŜǎƛ{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ

m5t TȊƳƛǊ Tƭ ¸ǀƴŜǘƛƳ YǳǊǳƭǳ «ȅŜǎƛ{ƛȅŀǎƛ tŀǊǘƛ Tƭ .ŀǒƪŀƴƭƤƐƤ

5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛ mƐǊŜǘƛƳ «ȅŜǎƛ м«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ

5ƻƪǳȊ 9ȅƭǸƭ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛ mƐǊŜǘƛƳ «ȅŜǎƛ н«ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ

TȊƳƛǊ ¸ǸƪǎŜƪ ¢ŜƪƴƻƭƻƧƛ 9ƴǎǘƛǘǸǎǸ mƐǊŜǘƛƳ «ȅŜǎƛ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ

TȊƳƛǊ 9ƪƻƴƻƳƛ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜǎƛ mƐǊŜǘƛƳ «ȅŜǎƛ «ƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜ

/ǳƳƘǳǊƛȅŜǘ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸǊƻǎǳ DŀȊŜǘŜŎƛǎƛaŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳ

¸Ŝƴƛ !ǎƤǊ DŀȊŜǘŜǎƛ IŀōŜǊ {ƻǊǳƳƭǳǎǳaŜŘȅŀ YǳǊǳƭǳǒǳ

TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ǾŜ .ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ ¢ŀōƛŀǘƤƴƤ DǸȊŜƭƭŜǒǘƛǊƳŜ ǾŜ 

5ŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛ «ȅŜǎƛ5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘǸ

.ŀƭœƻǾŀ !Ǌǎŀ aŀƐŘǳǊƭŀǊƤ Tƴǎŀƴƛ 5ŀȅŀƴƤǒƳŀ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛ «ȅŜǎƛ5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘǸ

TȊƳƛǊ .ŀǊƻǎǳ YŜƴǘ ǾŜ 4ŜǾǊŜ YƻƳƛǎȅƻƴǳ «ȅŜǎƛ5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘǸ

9ƎŜ 4ŜǾǊŜ ǾŜ YǸƭǘǸǊ tƭŀǘŦƻǊƳǳ 5ŜǊƴŜƐƛ «ȅŜǎƛ5ƛƐŜǊ {ƛǾƛƭ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ mǊƎǸǘǸ

9ƎŜ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ aǸƭƪ {ŀƘƛōƛ IŀƴŜƘŀƭƪƤ Mahalle sakini

9ƎŜ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ YƛǊŀŎƤ IŀƴƘŀƭƪƤ Mahalle sakini

.ŀƘœŜƭŜǊŀǊŀǎƤ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ aǸƭƪ {ŀƘƛōƛ IŀƴŜƘŀƭƪƤMahalle sakini

YƻǊǳǘǸǊƪ aŀƘŀƭƭŜǎƛ YƛǊŀŎƤ TǒȅŜǊƛMahalle sakini

* TȊƳƛǊ ±ŀƭƛǎƛ ǾŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜ .ŀǒƪŀƴƤƴŀ ŀƛǘ 

ŘŜǒƛŦǊŜƭŜǊ ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜƭŜǊŘŜƴ ŘŜƐƛƭ ƪŀƳǳȅŀ ŀœƤƪ ǘƻǇƭŀƴǘƤ ǎŜǎ 

ƪŀȅƤǘƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƴ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ  

 

 



 

355 

 

 

 

APPENDIX  F: 

CURRICULUM VITAE 

 
PERSONAL INFORMATION 
 
{ǳǊƴŀƳŜΣ bŀƳŜΥ tŜƴǇŜŎƛƻƐƭǳΣ aŜƘƳŜǘ 
Nationality: Turkish (TC) 
5ŀǘŜ ŀƴŘ tƭŀŎŜ ƻŦ .ƛǊǘƘΥ нл hŎǘƻōŜǊ мфумΣ TȊƳƛǊ 
Marital Status: Married 
email: mpembeci@gmail.com 
 
EDUCATION 
 
Degree Institution Year of Graduation 
MRP METU Regional Planning 2007 
BS DEU City and Regional Planning 2003 
High School TȊƳƛǊ {ŜƭƳŀ ¸ƛƐƛǘŀƭǇ High School 1999 
 
WORK EXPERIENCE 
 
Year Place Enrollment 
2009-Present METU City and Regional Planning 

Department 
Research Assistant 

2008-2009  T.C. Ministry of Public Works and 
Settlement 

 City Planner 

 
FOREIGN LANGUAGES 
 
Advanced English 
 
PUBLICATIONS 
 
1. tŜƴǇŜŎƛƻƐƭǳΣ aΦ άYŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ YŜƴǘƭŜǒƳŜ 5ƛƴŀƳƛƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜΩŘŜƪƛ {ƻƴ мл ¸ƤƭƤΥ ¸ŀǇƤƭƤ 4ŜǾǊŜ «ǊŜǘƛƳƛΣ 
5ŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ .ǸȅǸƪ mƭœŜƪƭƛ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊέ .ƛǊƛƪƛƳΣ ǎŀȅƤΥ нтлΣ όнлммύ 
   
2. tŜƴǇŜŎƛƻƐƭǳΣ aΦ ά¸Ŝƴƛ .ǀƭƎŜǎŜƭŎƛƭƛƪ ǾŜ 5ŜƴƛȊƭƛΥ ά̧ ŜǊŜƭ 9ƴŘǸǎǘǊƛȅŜƭ DŜƭƛǒƛƳƛ ǾŜ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳǸ ¸ŜƴƛŘŜƴ 
5ǸǒǸƴƳŜƪέ tǊŀƪǎƛǎΣ нллфκоΣ ǎŀȅƤ нмΣ όнлмлύ 
  
3. PenpeŎƛƻƐƭǳΣ aΦ ϧ wƻƳŀƴƻΣ ¸Φ άCǊƻƳ tƻǾŜǊǘȅ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƴ ǘƻ bŜǿ tƻǾŜǊǘȅΥ ! {ŎǊǳǘƛƴƛȊŜ ǘƻ /ƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ 
5ȅƴŀƳƛŎǎ ƻŦ ¦Ǌōŀƴ tƻǾŜǊǘȅ ƛƴ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅέΣ ¢ƻǇƭǳƳ ǾŜ 5ŜƳƻƪǊŀǎƛΣ ŎƛƭǘΥ нΣ ǎŀȅƤΥ рΣ όнлмлύ 
   
4. tŜƴǇŜŎƛƻƐƭǳΣ aΦ ϧ .ŀȅǊŀƪǘŀǊΣ ¦Φ ά.ŀǒƪŀ .ƛǊ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ DŜƭƛǒƳŜ ¢ŀƘŀȅȅǸƭǸ aǸƳƪǸƴŘǸǊΥ mȊƎǸƴ .ƛǊ 
¸ŜǊŜƭ [ƛŘŜǊƭƛƪ ¢ŜŎǊǸōŜǎƛ hƭŀǊŀƪ мфтт-мфул !ǊŀǎƤ !ƴƪŀǊŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ !ƭƛ 5ƛƴœŜǊ 5ǀƴŜƳƛέ aǳƭƪƛȅŜ 
WƻǳǊƴŀƭΣ ŎƛƭǘΥ онΣ ǎŀȅƤΥ нсмΣ όнллуύ 
 
HOBBIES 
 
Cinema, Poetry, Fishing, Football, Jogging 

 



 

356 

 

 

 

APPENDIX G: 

TURKISH SUMMARY 

 

YŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƳŜƪŀƴƤƴ ǸǊŜǘƛƳƛ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭizmin toplumsal, ekonomik ve mekansal dinamiklerini 

ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ǸǊŜǘƳŜƪ ŀƳŀŎƤȅƭŀ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭŜƴ ōƛǊ ǎǸǊŜœǘƛǊΦ .ǳ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ǎǸǊŜœǘŜΣ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ 

ǾŜ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ǘŀǊŀŦƤƴŘŀƴ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǎƛȅŀǎŀ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ-ideolojik 

ōƛǊ ƎǸœ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƛǊΦ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ όYDtύ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭŜƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ 

ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ōǀȅƭŜǎƛ ōƛǊ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ƎǸŎǸƴ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳƭƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ōƛǊ Ǌƻƭ 

ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ .ǳ ȅǀƴǸȅƭŜ YDtΣ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǎƛȅŀǎŀ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛ 

yeniden tanƤƳƭŀȅŀƴ ǾŜ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭŜƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƴŜōƛƭƛǊΦ    

 

.ǳ ŘƻƪǘƻǊŀ ǘŜȊƛƴŘŜ YDtΣ ȅŜƴƛ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ƛǒ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊƤΣ Ǌŀƴǘ ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛΣ 

ǘǳǊƛȊƳ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƭŜǊƛΣ ƪƻǊǳƴŀƪƭƤ ǾŜ ƭǸƪǎ ƪƻƴǳǘ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ŀƭƤǒǾŜǊƛǒ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƭŜǊƛ Ǝƛōƛ ƪŀǇitalist 

ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ǀǊǸƴǘǸƭŜǊƛƴƛ ƪŀǇǎŀȅŀŎŀƪ ǒŜƪƛƭŘŜ ƎŜƴŜƭ ōƛǊ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƪŀōǳƭ 

ŜŘƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ YDt ōǳ ǘǸǊ ƳŜƪŀƴǎŀƭ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜ ǀǊǸƴǘǸƭŜǊƛƴƛ ǸǊŜǘŜƴΣ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭŜƴ 

ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ōƛǊƛƪƛƳ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛƴƛ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ǸǊŜǘƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ !ƴŎŀƪ YDtΩƴƛƴ 

ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤ ǎŀŘŜŎŜ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƳŜƪŀƴƤƴ ǸǊŜǘƛƳƛ ǾŜ  ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ōƛǊƛƪƛƳ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛ ŀǊŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ 

ȅŀǇƤǎŀƭ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴƛƴ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛȅƭŜ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƴŜƳŜȊΦ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴƤ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜƪ ƛœƛƴΤ 

ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛ ǎǸǊŜŎƛƴŘŜ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ǊƻƭƭŜǊƛΣ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ 

ǾŜȅŀ œŀǘƤǒƳŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ōǳ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ǸǎǘȅŀǇƤǎŀƭ ƎǸœƭŜǊƛ όƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ǾŜ ŜȅƭŜƳƭŜǊΣ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ǸƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊƭŜ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛΣ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƎǸŎǸƴǸƴ 

ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƳƤ ΧǾōΦύ ǾŜ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ-ȅŀǎŀ ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤ όȅŜƴƛ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊΣ ƳŜǾŎǳǘ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊŘŀ 

ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊΣ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊΣ ƪŀƴǳƴ ƘǸƪƳǸƴŘŜ ƪŀǊŀǊƴŀƳŜƭŜǊ ΧǾōΦύ ƴŀǎƤƭ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜŘƛƪƭŜǊƛ 

ǾŜ ƘŀǊŜƪŜǘŜ ƎŜœƛǊŘƛƪƭŜǊƛ ƻǊǘŀȅŀ œƤƪŀǊǘƤƭƳŀƭƤŘƤǊΦ ¢ŜȊ ōǳ ƪŀǇǎŀƳŘŀ ōƛǊ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ȅŀǇƳŀƪ ƛœƛƴ 

ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜ ƪǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ ōƛǊ œŜǊœŜǾŜ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳǳǒΣ ŘǸƴȅŀŘŀƴ ǾŜ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜΩŘŜƴ ǎŜœƛƭŜƴ ōŀȊƤ YDtΩƴƛƴ 

ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ŘƛƴŀƳƛƪƭŜǊƛƴƛ ȅŀȊƤƴ ǘŀǊŀƳŀǎƤ ƛƭŜ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ YǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ œŜǊœŜǾŜ ǾŜ ȅŀȊƤƴ ǘŀǊŀƳŀǎƤ 

ǎƻƴǳŎǳ ōŀǒƭŀƴƎƤœ ǎŀǾƭŀǊƤ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ .ǳ ǎŀǾƭŀǊƤƴ ƎŜœŜǊƭƛƭƛƐƛΣ ǘŜȊƛƴ ǀǊƴŜƪ ƻƭŀȅ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜǎƛ 

ƻƭŀƴ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜƴ ¸Ŝƴƛ YŜƴǘ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ ό¸Yaύ ǾŜ TƴŎƛǊŀƭǘƤ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ όT¢aύ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŜ 

ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜŘŜƴ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭŜƴ ŀƳǇƛǊƛƪ ǾŜǊƛƭŜǊ ƤǒƤƐƤƴŘŀ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƤƭƳƤǒ ǾŜ ōǳ ǎŀǾƭŀǊ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ŜƭŜ 

ŀƭƤƴƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ      

 

YŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǎƛȅŀǎŜǘ ȅŀȊƤƴƤƴŘŀ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŜǘƛ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŜ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƪǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊ 

ōǳƭǳƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ .ǳ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊ ǘŜȊƛƴ ƛƪƛƴŎƛ ōǀƭǸƳǸƴŘŜ ŜƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ ōƛǊ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜȅŜ ǘŀōƛ 
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ǘǳǘǳƭƳǳǒ ǾŜ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀȅŀ ǘŜƳŜƭ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊŀŎŀƪ ȅŜƴƛ ōƛǊ ƪǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳƭƳǳǒǘǳǊΦ 

άYŜƴǘǎŜƭ wŜƧƛƳέ ƪǳǊŀƳƤ ǾŜ ά.ǸȅǸƳŜ YƻŀƭƛǎȅƻƴƭŀǊƤέ Ǝƛōƛ œƻƐǳƭŎǳ ǾŜ ²ŜōŜǊŎƛ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊ 

ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜƴƛƴ ŀƪǘǀǊ-ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ōƻȅǳǘƭŀǊƤƴŀ ǾǳǊƎǳ ȅŀǇƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ .ǳ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊ YDtΩƴƛƴ 

ŀǊƪŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ȅŀǇƤȅƤΣ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ōƛǊƛƪƛƳ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛƴƛΣ ǎƤƴƤŦ œŜƭƛǒƪƛǎƛƴƛΣ 

ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀǎƤ ǾŜ ƳǸŎŀŘŜƭŜǎƛƴƛ ǾŜ ŘŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ōǳ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊŜ ƴŀǎƤƭ ƳǸŘŀƘŀƭŜ ŜǘǘƛƐƛƴƛ ƛƘƳŀƭ 

ŜǘƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 5ƛƐŜǊ ȅŀƴŘŀƴ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƎŜƭƛǒƳŜƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŜǘƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ άaŀǊƪǎƛǎǘ /ƻƐǊŀŦȅŀέ ǘŜƳŜƭƭƛ 

ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊŘŀ ōǳƭǳƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ .ǳ aŀǊƪǎƛǎǘ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊ Řŀ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ƳŜƪŀƴƤƴ ǸǊŜǘƛƳƛ ǾŜ 

ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ōƛǊƛƪƛƳƛ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛ ŀǊŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ ȅŀǇƤǎŀƭ ƛƭƛǒƪƛȅŜ ǾǳǊƎǳ ȅŀǇƳŀƪǘŀΣ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ 

ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŀ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ōŜƭƛǊƭŜƴƛƳŎƛ ōƛǊ œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜƴ ȅŀƪƭŀǒŀǊŀƪ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ǸǎǘȅŀǇƤǎŀƭ 

ŘƛƴŀƳƛƪƭŜǊƛΣ ŘŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ǊƻƭǸƴǸ ǾŜ ǎƻǎȅƻ-ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛ ƛƴŘƛǊƎŜƳŜŎƛ ōƛǊ ǒŜƪƛƭŘŜ ŜƭŜ ŀƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 

YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴƤ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊŀŎŀƪ ōƛǊ ƪǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ œŜǊœŜǾŜΤ ƘŜƳ œƻƐǳƭŎǳ ǾŜ ²ŜōŜǊŎƛ 

ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊƤƴ ŀƪǘǀǊ-ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ƛǊŀŘƛ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀ œŜǊœŜǾŜǎƛƴƛΣ ƘŜƳ ŘŜ aŀǊƪǎƛǎǘ ŎƻƐǊŀŦȅŀ 

ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ōŜƭƛǊƭŜƴƛƳŎƛκƛƴŘƛǊƎŜƳŜŎƛ œŜǊœŜǾŜǎƛƴƛ ŀǒƳŀƭƤŘƤǊΦ ¢ŜȊ ōǳ ŀƳŀœƭŀ 

[ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩŘŜƴ ŜǎƛƴƭŜƴƳƛǒ ƴŜƻ-Gramscici ōƛǊ ƪǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳǳǒǘǳǊΦ .ǳ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳΤ 

DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩƴƛƴ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀέ ǾŜ [ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩƴƛƴ άƳŜƪŀƴƤƴ ǸǊŜǘƛƳƛέ ƪŀǾǊŀƳƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ƴŀǎƤƭ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭƛ 

ƻƭŘǳƐǳƴǳ ǾŜ ōǳ ƪŀǾǊŀƳƭŀǊƤƴ ōƛǊ ǎŜƴǘŜȊƛƴƛƴ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴƤ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜƪ ƛœƛƴ ƴŀǎƤƭ ōƛǊ 

ŜƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ œŜǊœŜǾŜ ǎŀƐƭŀŘƤƐƤƴƤ ƻǊǘŀȅŀ ƪƻȅƳǳǒǘǳǊΦ 

 

9ƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ ƎŜǊœŜƪœƛ ƳŜǘƻŘƻƭƻƧƛΣ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴƤ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀƪ ƛœƛƴ Ŝƴ ǳȅƎǳƴ ȅǀƴǘŜƳǎŜƭ 

œŜǊœŜǾŜȅƛ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 9ƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ ƎŜǊœŜƪœƛ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳ ƘŜƳ ŀƳǇƛǊƛǎƛȊƳƛƴ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ 

ōŜƭƛǊƭŜƴƛƳŎƛƭƛƐƛƴƛΣ ƘŜƳ ŘŜ ȅƻǊǳƳƭŀƳŀŎƤƭƤƐƤƴ ŀƪǘǀǊ-ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ƛǊŀŘƛ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƤƴƤ ŀǒƳŀƪǘŀ ǾŜ 

YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ-ƛŘŜƻƭƻƧƛƪ ǸǎǘȅŀǇƤǎŀƭ ƎǸœƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ-ȅŀǎŀ ȅŀǇƤŎƤ 

ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀȅŀ Ŝƴ ǳȅƎǳƴ œŜǊœŜǾŜȅƛ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ .ǳ ȅǀƴǘŜƳǎŜƭ œŜǊœŜǾŜ 

ŘŀƘƛƭƛƴŘŜ ǘǸƳŘŜƴƎŜƭƛƳŎƛ ǾŜ ǘǸƳŜǾŀǊƤƳŎƤ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ǎǘǊŀtejileri ve niteliksel ve niceliksel 

ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ȅǀƴǘŜƳƭŜǊƛ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳƤǒ ǾŜ ōǀȅƭŜŎŜ ƪŀǊƳŀ ōƛǊ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ȅǀƴǘŜƳƛ 

ōŜƴƛƳǎŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ YǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ œŜǊœŜǾŜ ǾŜ ȅŀȊƤƴ ǘŀǊŀƳŀǎƤ ƛƭŜ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ 

ōŀǒƭŀƴƎƤœ ǎŀǾƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛ ǘǸƳŘŜƴƎŜƭƛƳŎƛ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƧƛǎƛƴƛ ȅŀƴǎƤǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ ¢ŜȊƛƴ 

ǀǊƴŜƪ ƻƭŀȅ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜǎƛ ƛƭŜ ǘǸƳŜǾŀǊƤƳŎƤ ōƛǊ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƧƛ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜƴƳƛǒΣ ōǳ œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ ¸Ya ǾŜ T¢a 

ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀƭŀǊƭŀ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ōŜƭƛǊƭƛ ƪŀǊŀƪǘŜǊƛǎǘƛƪƭŜǊ ǾŜ 

ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƭŀǊ œƤƪŀǊǎŀƴƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ TȊƳƛǊ ȅŜǊŜƭ ŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ȅŀǇƤǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ 

ŘŜƐƛǒƛƳ ǾŜ ŀƴƪŜǘ ōǳƭƎǳƭŀǊƤ ƴƛŎŜƭƛƪǎŜƭ ŀƴŀƭƛȊƭŜǊŜ ǘŀōƛ ǘǳǘǳƭƳǳǒΣ ŀȅǊƤŎŀ ŜƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ ǎǀȅƭŜƳ ŀƴŀƭƛȊƛ 

ǾŜ ŘŜǊƛƴƭŜƳŜǎƛƴŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜ Ǝƛōƛ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪǎŜƭ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ȅǀƴǘŜƳƭŜǊƛ ŘŜ ǳȅƎǳƭŀƴƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ 9ƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ 

ƎŜǊœŜƪœƛ ȅǀƴǘŜƳǎŜƭ œŜǊœŜǾŜ ŘŀƘƛƭƛƴŘŜ ǘǸƳŜǾŀǊƤƳŎƤ ǾŜ ǘǸƳŘŜƴƎŜƭƛƳŎƛ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƧƛƭŜǊ ǾŜ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪǎŜƭ 

ǾŜ ƴƛŎŜƭƛƪǎŜƭ ȅǀƴǘŜƳƭŜǊ ōƛǊōƛǊƭŜǊƛƴƛ ǘŀƳŀƳƭŀȅŀŎŀƪ ǒŜƪƛƭŘŜ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ 
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5ǸƴȅŀƴƤƴ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ǸƭƪŜƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƪƛ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŜ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ȅŀȊƤƴ ǘŀǊŀƳŀǎƤ 

ǘŜȊƛƴ ǸœǸƴŎǸ ōǀƭǸƳǸƴŘŜ ōŜƭƛǊǘƛƭƳƛǒ ǾŜ ōŀǒƭŀƴƎƤœ ǎŀǾƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳƭƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ Ǌƻƭ 

ƻȅƴŀƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ .ǳ ƪŀǇǎŀƳŘŀ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƴŜƴ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊΤ .ŀƭǘƛƳƻǊŜ [ƛƳŀƴƤ ¸ŜƴƛŘŜƴ /ŀƴƭŀƴŘƤǊƳŀ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ 

[ƻƴŘǊŀ [ƛƳŀƴ !ƭŀƴƤ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ aŀƴŎƘŜǎǘŜǊΩŘŀ hƭƛƳǇƛȅŀǘ hȅǳƴƭŀǊƤ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀki 

YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ .ŜǊƭƛƴΩŘŜ tƻǘǎŘŀƳŜǊ tƭŀǘȊ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ Tǒ !ƭŀƴƤ DŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƳŜ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ ǾŜ 

{ƘŀƴƎƘŀƛΩŘŀ [ǳƧƛŀȊǳƛ aŜǊƪŜȊƛ Cƛƴŀƴǎ .ǀƭƎŜǎƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΩŘƛǊΦ .ǳ YDtΩƴŜ  ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ 

ȅŀȊƤƴ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀǎƤΣ YDtΩƴƛƴ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǎƛȅŀǎŀ-ȅŀǇƤƳ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴ 

ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ōƛǊ ƎǸœ ƛƴǒŀ ŜǘƳŜƴƛƴ ŀǊŀŎƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭŘƤƐƤƴƤ ƻǊǘŀȅŀ 

œƤƪŀǊƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ TƴŎŜƭŜƴŜƴ с YDtΩŘŜ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ-ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛΤ άŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ōǸȅǸƳŜέΣ 

άȅŀǘƤǊƤƳέ ǾŜ άŘǀƴǸǒǸƳέ Ǝƛōƛ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƭŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ 

ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛƴƛΣ ǊƤȊŀǎƤƴƤ ŜƭŘŜ ŜǘƳŜȅƛ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 5ƛƐŜǊ ȅŀƴŘŀƴ .ǳ YDtΩŘŜ ȅŀƭƴƤȊŎŀ 

ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛŎƛ ǎǀȅƭŜƳǎŜƭ ǇǊŀǘƛƪƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŜƐƛƭΤ ŀȅƴƤ ȊŀƳŀƴŘŀ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŘŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ 

yasa-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ōƛǊ Ǌƻƭ ƻȅƴŀŘƤƐƤ Řŀ ƎǀǊǸƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ YDtΩƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 

ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴŀƴ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊƭŀ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ȅŜǘƪƛƭŜǊƛ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ŘǸȊŜƴƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜΣ ȅŜƴƛ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ 

ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴŘƤǊƤƭƳŀƪǘŀ ǾŜ ȅŜǘƪƛƭŜƴŘƛǊƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 5ŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 

ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭŀƴ ōǳ ȅŀǎŀ-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊ ŀȅƴƤ ȊŀƳŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ-ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ YDtΩƴŜ 

ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ œƤƪŀǊƭŀǊƤƴƤ ōŀǎƪƤƴ ǾŜ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭƛ ƪƤƭŀŎŀƪ ƪŀǊŀǊ-ŀƭƳŀ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ǘŀǎŀǊƭŀƴƳŀǎƤƴƤ 

Řŀ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ {ƻƴǳœ ƻƭŀǊŀƪΣ YDt ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳǎŜƭ ǇǊŀǘƛƪƭŜǊƛƴ ǾŜ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ ȅŀǎŀ-

ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤƴ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ƘŀǊŜƪŜǘŜ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛȅƭŜ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 

IŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǾŜ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ ȅŀǎŀ-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤƴ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƳƤ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ǸƭƪŜƭŜǊŘŜƪƛ 

ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ-ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƎǀǊŜ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ {ƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳƴ ǀǊƎǸǘƭǸ Ǿe 

ǎƛȅŀǎŀ ȅŀǇƤƳ ǎǸǊŜœƭŜǊƛƴŘŜ ōŜƭƛǊƭƛ ōƛǊ ƎǸŎŜ ǎŀƘƛǇ ƻƭŘǳƐǳ ōŀǘƤƭƤ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ǸƭƪŜƭŜǊŘŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ǾŜ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ ŀǊŀǎƤƴŘŀ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛŎƛ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛ 

ǀƴ Ǉƭŀƴŀ œƤƪŀǊƪŜƴΤ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳƴ ōǀȅƭŜǎƛ ōƛǊ ǀǊƎǸǘƭǸƭǸƐŜ ǾŜ ƎǸŎŜ ǎŀƘƛǇ ƻƭƳŀŘƤƐƤ ǸƭƪŜƭŜǊŘŜ 

ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛŎƛ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ǾŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊ ȅŜǊƛƴŜ ŘŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ ȅŀǎŀ-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ 

ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƳŀ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛ ŘŀƘŀ ŦŀȊƭŀŘƤǊΦ  

 

¢ŜȊƛƴ ŘǀǊŘǸƴŎǸ ōǀƭǸƳǸƴŘŜ ƛǎŜ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ǾŜ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩŘŀƴ ǘƻǇƭŀƳŘŀ ŘǀǊǘ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤ 

ȅŀȊƤƴ ǾŜ ƎŀȊŜǘŜ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊƛ ǘŀǊŀƳŀǎƤ ƛƭŜ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ .ǳ ƪŀǇǎŀƳŘŀ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƴŜƴ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ 

TǎǘŀƴōǳƭΩŘŀƴ IŀȅŘŀǊǇŀǒŀ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜǎƛΣ 5ǳōŀƛ YǳƭŜƭŜǊƛ tǊƻƧŜǎƛ ǾŜ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩŘŀƴ 

YǳȊŜȅ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ǾŜ DǸƴŜȅǇŀǊƪ YŜƴǘǎŜƭ 5ǀƴǸǒǸƳ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛŘƛǊΦ .ǳ YDtΩƴŜ  ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 

ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜ Ǌŀƴǘ ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ōǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ άŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ōǸȅǸƳŜέΣ άȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ œŜƪƳŜέΣ άƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ 

ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀέ ǾŜ άƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳέ Ǝƛōƛ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƭŜ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭŘƛƐƛƴƛ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 



 

359 

 

 

DŀȊŜǘŜƭŜǊŘŜ ǾŜ ǘŜƭŜǾƛȊȅƻƴƭŀǊŘŀ ȅŜǊŀƭŀƴ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊΣ ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊ ōǳ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ 

ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƤƭƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ōƛǊ Ǌƻƭ ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ YDtΩƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ōǳ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ-ideolojik 

ƎǸŎǸƴǸƴ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳƭƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƎǸŎǸ ǎƻƴ ŘŜǊŜŎŜ ǀƴŜƳƭƛŘƛǊΦ 5ŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ-sermaye 

ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛ YDtΩƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ōǳ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ǸǊŜǘŜǊŜƪ ƳŜŘȅŀ ŀǊŀŎƤƭƤƐƤȅƭŀ 

ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊŀōƛƭŘƛƐƛ ǀƭœǸŘŜ ōǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƎŜƴƛǒ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛƴƛ ǾŜ 

ǊƤȊŀǎƤƴƤ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘŜōƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊƭŜǊΦ Tǎǘŀƴōǳƭ ǾŜ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩŘŀƪƛ ōǳ YDtΩƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ 

ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜŘŜƴ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭŜƴ ōƛǊ ŘƛƐŜǊ ǎŀǇǘŀƳŀ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ-ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ YDtΩnin 

ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ƎŜœƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ Ǝƛōƛ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ ƛƭŜ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛ ƪǳǊƳŀ 

ƎƛǊƛǒƛƳƛŘƛǊΦ .ǳ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀ ŜǘƳŜ ŀƳŀœƭƤ ƎƛǊƛǒƛƳƭŜΣ YDtΩƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƪƛƭƛǘ ǀƴŜƳŘŜƪƛ 

ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜ ǾŜ ōǀȅƭŜŎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭere muhalif olma 

potansiyeline sahip sivil toplum kesimleri projeyi destekleyici bir konuma getirilmesi 

ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ ¢ŜȊƛƴ ŘǀǊŘǸƴŎǸ ōǀƭǸƳǸƴŘŜ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ǎƻƴ ǎŀǇǘŀƳŀ ƛǎŜ YDtΩŘŜ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ 

yasa-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤƴ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ ǘŀǊŀŦƤƴŘŀƴ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳŀ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴŘƛǊΦ tǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ 

ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊΣ ƳŜǾŎǳǘ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊŘŀ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊΣ ƪŀƴǳƴ ƘǸƪƳǸƴŘŜ ƪŀǊŀǊƴŀƳŜƭŜǊ Ǝƛōƛ ȅŀǎŀ ȅŀǇƤŎƤ 

ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤƴΤ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛŎƛ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊΣ ŜȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ǾŜ άƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛέ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛ άōŀǒŀǊƤƭƤέ 

ōƛǊ ǒŜƪƛƭŘŜ ƎŜǊœŜƪƭŜǒǘƛǊƛƭŜƳŜŘƛƐƛ ƪƻǒǳƭƭŀǊŘŀΣ ȅŀƴƛ ǀǊƎǸǘƭǸ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ YDtΩƴŜ 

ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛΣ ǊƤȊŀǎƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƴŀƳŀŘƤƐƤ ŘǳǊǳƳƭŀǊŘŀ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳŀ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛ ŀǊǘƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 

5ŜǾƭŜǘ YDtΩƴŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ŘŀǾŀ ŀœŀǊŀƪ ƳǳƘŀƭŜŦŜǘ ŜŘŜƴ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤƴŀ ǾŜ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ 

ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛƴŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ ȅŀǎŀ ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ōƛǊ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ƪŀƴǳƴ 

ƘǸƪƳǸƴŘŜ ƪŀǊŀǊƴŀƳŜƭŜǊƛ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ YDtΩƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ōǳ ȅŀǎŀ-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƭŀ 

ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘƛƴ Ŝƭ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƳƛ ƪƻƭŀȅƭŀǒǘƤǊƤƭƳŀƪǘŀΣ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ȅŜǘƪƛƭŜǊƛ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ŘǸȊŜƴƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜ 

ǾŜ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ƳǳƘŀƭŜŦŜǘƛ ŘŜǾǊŜ ŘƤǒƤ ōƤǊŀƪƤƭƳŀȅŀ œŀƭƤǒƤƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ     

 

¢ŜȊƛƴ ƪǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ ȅŀƪƭŀǒƤƳƤ ǾŜ 5ǸƴȅŀΩŘŀƴ ǾŜ ¢ǸǊƪƛȅŜΩŘŜƴ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ YDtΩƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 

ƎŜǊœŜƪƭŜǒǘƛǊƛƭŜƴ ȅŀȊƤƴ ǘŀǊŀƳŀǎƤ œŜǊœŜǾŜǎƛƴŘŜ ŘǀǊǘ ōŀǒƭŀǘƤŎƤ ǎŀǾ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳƭƳǳǒǘǳǊΦ YǳǊŀƳǎŀƭ 

œŜǊœŜǾŜ ǾŜ ȅŀȊƤƴ ǘŀǊŀƳŀǎƤƴŘŀƴ œƤƪŀǊǘƤƭŀƴ ōǳ ŘǀǊǘ ǎŀǾ ǘŜȊƛƴ ǀǊƴŜƪ ƻƭŀȅ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜǎƛƴƛƴ ƻŘŀƐƤƴƤ 

ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ !ǒŀƐƤŘŀ ōŜƭƛǊǘƛƭŜƴ ōǳ ŘǀǊǘ ōŀǒƭŀǘƤŎƤ ǎŀǾƤƴ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴƤ ƴŜ ǀƭœǸŘŜ 

ŀœƤƪƭŀŘƤƐƤ ǘŜȊƛƴ ǀǊƴŜƪ ƻƭŀȅ ƛƴƭŜƳŜǎƛƴŘŜƴ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭŜƴ ǾŜǊƛƭŜǊ ƤǒƤƐƤƴŘŀ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƛƭƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ ¢ŜȊƛƴ 

ǀǊƴŜƪ ƻƭŀȅ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜǎƛƴƛ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊŀƴ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜƴ ¸Ya ǾŜ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ƛƭŜ ōǳ 

ǎŀǾƭŀǊ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ŜƭŜ ŀƭƤƴƳƤǒ ǾŜ ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƛƭƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ    

 

.ŀǒƭŀǘƤŎƤ {ŀǾ мΥ YDtΣ άƳŜƪŀƴ ǸǊŜǘƛƳƛƴƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛέƴƛ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀȅŀ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ 

ƎƛǊƛǒƛƳƭŜǊŘƛǊΤ ōǳ ƴŜŘŜƴƭŜΣ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ 

ƛƴǒŀ ŜǘƳŜƴƛƴ ōƛǊ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀǎƤ ƘŀƭƛƴŜ ƎŜƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊƭŜǊΦ  
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.ŀǒƭŀǘƤŎƤ {ŀǾ нΥ YDtΣ ƪƛƭƛǘ ƪŀǊŀǊ-ŀƭƤŎƤƭŀǊƤƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛΣ ŀǊƎǸƳŀƴƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ ŀƴƭŀǘƤƭŀǊƤȅƭŀ 

ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜƪǘŜ ǾŜ ōǳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳǎŜƭ ǇǊŀǘƛƪƭŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ 

ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛƴƛ ǾŜ ǊƤȊŀǎƤƴƤ ŜƭŘŜ ŜǘƳŜƪ ƛœƛƴ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ   

 

.ŀǒƭŀǘƤŎƤ {ŀǾ оΥ YDtΩƴƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǎŀŘŜŎŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴƤƴ ǎǀȅƭŜƳǎŜƭ ǇǊŀǘƛƪƭŜǊƛ 

ŘŜƐƛƭΣ ŀȅƴƤ ȊŀƳŀƴŘŀ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŘŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ ȅŀǎŀ-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤ Řŀ όǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǀȊŜƭ 

ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊΣ ƳŜǾŎǳǘ ȅŀǎŀƭŀǊŘŀ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊΣ ƪŀƴǳƴ ƘǸƪƳǸƴŘŜ ƪŀǊŀǊƴŀƳŜƭŜǊύ ƪƛƭƛǘ ōƛǊ Ǌƻƭ 

ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ  

 

.ŀǒƭŀǘƤŎƤ {ŀǾ пΥ YDtΣ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴƤƴ ǎǀȅƭŜƳǎŜƭ ǇǊŀǘƛƪƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŘŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ȊƻǊƭŀȅƤŎƤ 

yasa-ȅŀǇƤŎƤ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ǘŀƳŀƳƭŀȅƤŎƤ ƛƭƛǒƪƛǎƛΣ ŦŀǊƪƭƤƭŀǒŀƴ ŜƪƭŜƳƭŜƴƳŜǎƛ ȅƻƭǳȅƭŀ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ 

ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 

 

.ŜƭƛǊǘƛƭŜƴ ŘǀǊǘ ōŀǒƭŀǘƤŎƤ ǎŀǾ ǘŜȊƛƴ ǀǊƴŜƪ ƻƭŀȅ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜǎƛƴƛƴ ƻŘŀƐƤƴƤ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪǘŀ ǾŜ ōǳ 

ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭŜŎŜƪ ǾŜǊƛƭŜǊƛ ȅƻǊǳƳƭŀƳŀƪ ƛœƛƴ ōƛǊ œŜǊœŜǾŜ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 

¢ŜȊƛƴ ǀǊƴŜƪ ƻƭŀȅ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƳŜǎƛ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜƴ ¸Ya ǾŜ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ ǎŜœƛƭƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ IŜǊ ƛƪƛ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŘŜΤ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ ǾŜ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ-ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ 

ȅƻƐǳƴƭŀǒǘƤƐƤΣ Ŝƴ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ƳƛƪǘŀǊŘŀ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳƤ œŜƪƳŜǎƛ ōŜƪƭŜƴŜƴ ǾŜ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀl, ekonomik 

ǾŜ ƳŜƪŀƴǎŀƭ ŘƛƴŀƳƛƪƭŜǊƛ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜ ōǸȅǸƪ ōƛǊ ŜǘƪƛȅŜ ǎŀƘƛǇ ƻƭƳŀǎƤ ƳǳƘǘŜƳŜƭ YDtΩŘƛǊΦ .ǳ 

ǀȊŜƭƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ŘƻƭŀȅƤ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜƴ ōǳ ƛƪƛ YDtΩǎƛ ǎŜœƛƭƳƛǒ ǾŜ ōǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤΤ ŜƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳ ŀƴŀƭƛȊƛΣ ŀƴƪŜǘƭŜǊ ǾŜ ȅŀǊƤ-ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴŘƤǊƤƭƳƤǒ ŘŜǊƛƴƭŜƳŜǎƛƴŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜƭŜǊ Ǝƛōƛ œŜǒƛǘƭƛ 

ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪǎŜƭ ǾŜ ƴƛŎŜƭƛƪǎŜƭ ŀƴŀƭƛȊ ȅǀƴǘŜƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƳƤ ƛƭŜ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƤƭƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ   

 

TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ƛƴŎŜƭŜƴŜƴ ƛƪƛ YDtΩŘŜ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ƪƻƴǳƳŘŀ ȅŜǊŀƭŀƴ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊΣ ǊƻƭƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ 

ƪǳǊŘǳƪƭŀǊƤκƪǳǊƳŀȅƤ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜŘƛƪƭŜǊƛ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ-ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛ ŀƴƪŜǘƭŜǊΣ ŘŜǊƛƴƭŜƳŜǎƛƴŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜƭŜǊ 

ǾŜ ŜƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ ǎǀȅƭŜƳ ŀƴŀƭƛȊƛ ƛƭŜ œǀȊǸƳƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛΣ 

¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊΣ TƭœŜ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛΣ ȅŜǊŜƭ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ¢ǸǊƪ aǸƘŜƴŘƛǎ ve aƛƳŀǊ hŘŀƭŀǊƤ 

.ƛǊƭƛƐƛΩƴŜ ό¢aah.ύ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ƪƻƴǳƳŘŀ ƻƭŘǳƐǳ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 

.ǳ ǇǊƻƧŜŘŜ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜǎƛ ǾŜ TƭœŜ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ȅŜǘƪƛǎƛƴŜ ǎŀƘƛǇ ƪŀǊŀǊ-

ŀƭƤŎƤ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ȅŜǊŀƭƤǊƪŜƴΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ ȅŜǊŜƭ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ǎǸǊŜŎƛƴƛ 

ȅǀƴƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜȅƛ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜȅŜƴ ǾŜ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ǸǊŜǘŜƴ ǾŜ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊŀƴ 

ōƛǊ ǊƻƭŘŜŘƛǊΦ ¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤ ƛǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƳŜǎƭŜƪƛ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛƴ 

ǎŀƐƭŀƴƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ Ǌƻƭ ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ .ǳ ǇǊƻƧŜŘŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭǸ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ œŜǾǊŜƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ǊƤȊŀǎƤ ŜƭŘŜ 
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ŜŘƛƭƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ 5ƛƐŜǊ ȅŀƴŘŀƴΣ ƘǸƪǸƳŜǘ ȅŜǘƪƛƭƛƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛȅƭŜ ōǳ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊŘƛƐƛ 

ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴƛ ƪƛǘƭŜ ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤ ƛƭŜ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊŀƴ ǾŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ōƛǊ άƻǊǘŀƪ Řǳȅǳέƴǳƴ 

ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ Ǌƻƭ ƻȅƴŀȅŀƴ ōƛǊ ƪƻƴǳƳŘŀŘƤǊΦ 

 

T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜ ƛǎŜ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƪƤȅŀǎƭŀ ŘŀƘŀ ōŜƭƛǊƎƛƴ ǾŜ ǀƴ Ǉƭŀƴŀ œƤƪŀƴ ōƛǊ άƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ 

ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳ-ȅŜǊŜƭ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳ ǳȊƭŀǒƤǎƤ-ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛέ ōǳƭǳƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ tƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ȅŜǘƪƛǎƛƴŜ ǎŀƘƛǇ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ 

karar-ŀƭƤŎƤ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤΩƴƤƴ ȅŀƴƤǎƤǊŀ TȊƳƛǊ .ǸȅǸƪǒŜƘƛǊ ǾŜ .ŀƭœƻǾŀ .ŜƭŜŘƛȅŜƭŜǊƛ 

ŘŜ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ǎǸǊŜŎƛƴƛ ŘŜǎǘŜƪƭŜƳŜƪǘŜΣ ȅǀƴƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜƪǘŜ ǾŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ǸǊŜǘŜǊŜƪ ōǳ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ !ȅǊƤŎŀ ōǳ ȅŜǊŜƭ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ TȊƳƛǊΩŘŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭǸ 

ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǊƤȊŀǎƤƴƤƴ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ Y¢. ǘŀǊŀŦƤƴŘŀƴ ōƛǊ άŀǊŀŎƤέ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 

ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳŀǎƤƴƤƴ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜƴŘƛƐƛ ǳƭŀǒƤƭŀƴ ōƛǊ ŘƛƐŜǊ ǎŀǇǘŀƳŀŘƤǊΦ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ōŜƴȊŜǊ ōƛœƛƳŘŜ ōǳ 

ǇǊƻƧŜŘŜ ŘŜ ȅŜǊŜƭ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǸǊŜǘƛƳƛ ǾŜ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƤƭƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ 

ǀƴŜƳƭƛ Ǌƻƭ ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΤ ōǳ Ǌƻƭ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜ ŀȅǊƤŎŀ 9·th TȊƳƛǊ ¸ǀƴƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜ YǳǊǳƭǳ 

ǘŀǊŀŦƤƴŘŀƴ Řŀ ȅŜǊƛƴŜ ƎŜǘƛǊƛƭƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ ¸ŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜƪƛ ǊƻƭǸ 

ŘŜΣ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜƪƛƴŜ ōŜƴȊŜǊ ōƛœƛƳŘŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴƛ ƪƛǘƭŜ ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤ ƛƭŜ 

yaygƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊŀǊŀƪ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ōƛǊ άƻǊǘŀƪ Řǳȅǳέƴǳƴ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŜ ƪŀǘƪƤ ǎŀƐƭŀƳŀƪǘƤǊΦ  

 

tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴ ƪƻƴǳƳƭŀǊƤΣ ǳȊƭŀǒƤ-ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ǊƻƭƭŜǊƛ ōǳ 

œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ ǒŜƪƛƭƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ǳƭŀǒƤƭŀƴ ǎƻƴǳœƭŀǊŘŀƴ ōƛǊƛ de bu 

ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ ǊƻƭƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ōƛǊōƛǊƭŜǊƛȅƭŜ ŜǘƪƛƭŜǒƛƳŘŜƴ 

ƛȊƻƭŜΣ ǘŜƪƛƭΣ ƛƭƛǒƪƛǎƛȊ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƤƭŀƳŀȅŀŎŀƐƤŘƤǊΦ .ŀǒƪŀ ōƛǊ ŘŜȅƛǒƭŜ ƛƪƛ ǇǊƻƧŜ ŘŜ ōŀǎƛǘœŜ 

ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŘŜǾƭŜǘƛƴ ǾŜȅŀ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜƴƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƪǳǊŀƳǎŀƭƭŀǒǘƤǊƤƭŀƳŀȊΦ IŜǊ ƛƪƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƴƛƴ 

ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŘŀκƪǳǊƎǳǎǳƴŘŀ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴκƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƪŀǊǒƤƭƤƪƭƤ ŜǘƪƛƭŜǒƛƳƛΣ ƻǊƎŀƴƛƪ 

ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊƛΣ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƪƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ƳǸŎŀŘŜƭŜƭŜǊƛ ōǳƭǳƴƳŀƪǘŀ ōǳ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŘŀ Ǌƻƭ 

ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ƛƴǒŀǎƤƴŘŀκƪǳǊƎǳǎǳƴŘŀ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ƪƻƴǳƳŘŀƪƛ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴ 

ƪƻƴŦƛƎǸǊŀǎȅƻƴǳƴǳ άǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ Ҍ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳέ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ DǊŀƳǎŎƛΩƴƛƴ άōǸǘǸƴŎǸƭ ŘŜǾƭŜǘέ 

ƪŀǾǊŀƳƤƴŀ ǊŜŦŜǊŀƴǎƭŀ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀƪ ƳǸƳƪǸƴŘǸǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ŀǊƪŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ ƪŀǇƛǘŀƭƛǎǘ ƎǸœƭŜǊ ōƛǊ 

ȅŀƴŘŀƴ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳ ŘƛƐŜǊ ȅŀƴŘŀƴ Řŀ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜȅŜǊŜƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ 

ƎŜœƛǊŜŎŜƪ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ ȊŜƳƛƴƛ ƛƴǒŀ ŜǘƳŜ ƘŜŘŜŦƛƴŘŜŘƛǊΦ .ǳ ƘŜŘŜŦ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜ ƎǀǊŜŎŜƭƛ 

ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŘŀƘŀ άōŀǒŀǊƤƭƤέ ōƛǊ ōƛœƛƳŘŜ ȅŜǊƛƴŜ ƎŜǘƛǊƛƭƛǊƪŜƴ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŘŜ άōŀǒŀǊƤέ 

ǎŀƐƭŀƴŀƳŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 
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aǸƭƪƛȅŜǘ ǀǊǸƴǘǸǎǸ ǾŜ ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘƛƴ Ŝƭ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƳƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ƪǳǊƎǳƭŀƴƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǀȊŜƭƭƛƪƭŜ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ 

ǎǸǊŜŎƛƴƛ ŜǘƪƛƭŜȅŜƴ ōƛǊ ƪŀǊŀǊ-ŀƭƳŀ ŘƛƴŀƳƛƐƛ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ Ǌƻƭ ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜ ŀƭŀƴƤƴŘŀ 

ōǸȅǸƪ ǾŜ ƪǸœǸƪ ǀȊŜƭ ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘƭŜǊ ǾŜ ƪŀƳǳ ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ōǳƭǳƴŘǳƐǳ ƪŀǊƳŀ ōƛǊ 

ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘ ǀǊǸƴǘǸǎǸ ōǳƭǳƴƳŀƪǘŀΣ ƘŜƴǸȊ ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘƛƴ Ŝƭ ŘŜƐƛǒǘƛǊƳŜǎƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƘŜǊƘŀƴƎƛ ōƛǊ 

ŜƐƛƭƛƳ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳŜƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ .ǳ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ōǸȅǸƪ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ 

ǎǸǊŜŎƛƴŘŜ ŀƭƤƴŀƴ ƪŀǊŀǊƭŀǊŘŀ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳƐǳΣ ƪǸœǸƪ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŀȅƴƤ ŜǘƪƛȅŜ ǎŀƘƛǇ 

ƻƭƳŀŘƤƐƤ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ ¸Ya ŀƭŀƴƤƴŘŀ ƪǸœǸƪ ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘ ǀǊǸƴǘǸƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ōǳƭǳƴŘǳƐǳ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊ 

άǀȊŜƭ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ŀƭŀƴƤέ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴŀǊŀƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƴƛƴ ƎŜƴŜƭ ƛœŜǊƛƐƛƴƛƴ ŘƤǒƤƴŘŀ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ 

ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛȅƭŜ ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƛƭŜŎŜƐƛ ǾŜ ōǳ œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ ōǳ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊŀ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƳǸŘŀƘŀƭŜ 

ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊƤ ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƛƭŜŎŜƐƛ ƎǀǊǸƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ T¢a ŀƭŀƴƤƴŘŀ ƛǎŜ ƪǸœǸƪ ǀȊŜƭ ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘ ǀǊǸƴǘǸǎǸ 

ƳǸƭƪƛȅŜǘƛƴ ōǸȅǸƪ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊŀ ŘƻƐǊǳ Ŝƭ ŘŜƐƛǒǘƛǊƳŜǎƛȅƭŜ ŘǀƴǸǒƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ T¢a ŀƭŀƴƤƴŘŀ нллс 

ȅƤƭƤƴŘŀƴ ƛǘƛōŀǊŜƴ ȅŀǒŀƴƳŀƪǘŀ ƻƭŀƴ ōǳ ŘǀƴǸǒǸƳΤ YǸƭǘǸǊ ǾŜ ¢ǳǊƛȊƳ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƐƤΩƴƤƴ ōǸȅǸƪ 

ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŜ ǘŀƭŜǇƭŜǊƛ ǾŜ ōŀǎƪƤƭŀǊƤȅƭŀ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀ ǎǸǊŜŎƛƴƛ ƘƤȊƭŀƴŘƤǊƳŀǎƤƴŀ ƴŜŘŜƴ 

ƻƭƳǳǒΤ ƪǸœǸƪ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŜ œƤƪŀǊƭŀǊƤ œŜǊœŜǾŜǎƛƴŘŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜƴŜǊŜƪ .ŀƪŀƴƭƤƪ ƛƭŜ 

ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭŜǊ ƪǳǊƳŀǎƤƴƤ ǘŜǘƛƪƭŜƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ        

 

tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ-ǎƤƴƤŦǎŀƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛƴƛƴΣ ǊƤȊŀǎƤƴƤƴ ŜƭŘŜ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ 

ƘŀƴƎƛ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭŘƤƐƤ ŜƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƭ ǎǀȅƭŜƳ ŀƴŀƭƛȊƛ ƛƭŜ ƻǊǘŀȅŀ œƤƪŀǊƤƭƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ 

¸ŀǇƤƭŀƴ ŀƴƪŜǘƭŜǊ ǾŜ ŘŜǊƛƴƭŜƳŜǎƛƴŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƳŜƭŜǊƭŜ ōǳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊŎŜ ƴŜ ǀƭœǸŘŜ 

ǾŜ ƴŀǎƤƭ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜƴŘƛƐƛΣ ƛœǎŜƭƭŜǒǘƛǊƛƭŘƛƐƛ ŀǊŀǒǘƤǊƤƭƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ άȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ œŜƪŜƴέΣ  

άƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀƴέΣ άŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ŀœƤŘŀƴ ŀǘƤƭέ ōƛǊ άǘŜǊƪŜŘƛƭƳƛǒ œǀƪǸƴǘǸ ŀƭŀƴƤέƴƤ άƪŀƭƛǘŜƭƛ ōƛǊ 

ǘǸƪŜǘƛƳΣ œŀƭƤǒƳŀ ǾŜ ȅŀǒŀƳ ƳŜƪŀƴƤέƴŀΣ άƳƻŘŜǊƴ ōƛǊ ȅŜƴƛ ƪŜƴǘ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛέƴŜ ŘǀƴǸǒǘǸǊǸƭƳŜǎƛ 

œŜǊœŜǾŜǎƛƴŘŜƪƛ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊŎŜ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛ ƛǎŜ άǘǳǊƛȊƳ 

ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳƭŀǊƤƴƤ œŜƪŜǊŜƪέΣ άƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳ ƻƭŀƴŀƪƭŀǊƤ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀŎŀƪέΣ ά9·thέ ƛƭŜ άǘŀǊƤƳ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƳŀȅŀƴ 

ƛƳŀǊƤ Řŀ ǎƻǊǳƴƭǳ ōƛǊ ŀƭŀƴƤ TȊƳƛǊΩŜ ƪŀȊŀƴŘƤǊŀŎŀƪέ ōƛǊ ǇǊƻƧŜ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ƛƭŜ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 

Her ikƛ ǇǊƻƧŜŘŜ ŘŜ άŜƪƻƴƻƳƛƪ ōǸȅǸƳŜέΣ άȅŀǘƤǊƤƳέ ǾŜ άƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳέƻŘŀƪƭƤ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƭŜΣ 

[ŜŦŜōǾǊŜΩȅŜ ǊŜŦŜǊŀƴǎƭŀ ōƛǊ άǎƻȅǳǘ ƳŜƪŀƴέ ƪŀǾǊŀȅƤǒƤƴƤƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ƪƻƴǳƳŀ ƎŜǘƛǊƛƭƳŜȅŜ 

œŀƭƤǒƤƭŘƤƐƤ ƎǀǊǸƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ  

 

IŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜƴƳŜǎƛ ƪǳǊǳƳ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛǎƛƴŜ ǾŜ ǎƤƴƤŦǎŀƭ ƪƻƴǳƳƭŀǊŀ ƎǀǊŜ 

ŦŀǊƪƭƤƭƤƪƭŀǊ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ IŜǊ ƛƪƛ ǇǊƻƧŜŘŜ ŘŜ άŘŜǾƭŜǘ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤέΣ άȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊέΣ άȅŜǊŜƭ 

ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛέ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛƭŜǊƛƴŘŜ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴŀƴ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴ ōǳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜƳŜ ǾŜ 

ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛƴƛƴ ŘŀƘŀ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ƻƭŘǳƐǳΤ ά¢aah.Ωŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤέΣ 

άǸƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊέ ǾŜ άŘƛƐŜǊ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛέƴƛƴ ƛǎŜ ŘŀƘŀ ŘǸǒǸƪ ƻƭŘǳƐǳ ƎǀǊǸƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ .ǳ 
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ŜƐƛƭƛƳƭŜǊ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŘŀƘŀ ōŜƭƛǊƎƛƴ ōƛǊ ōƛœƛƳŘŜ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 5ƛƐŜǊ 

ȅŀƴŘŀƴΣ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜǊŜƪΣ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜƪ ǎƤƴƤŦǎŀƭ ƪƻƴǳƳŀ ƎǀǊŜ ŦŀǊƪƭƤƭŀǒƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΤ ōǳ 

œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ άƛǒǾŜǊŜƴ ōǸȅǸƪ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜέΣ άƛǒǾŜǊŜƴ ƪǸœǸƪ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜέ ǾŜ άƴƛǘŜƭƛƪƭƛ ƛǒƎǸŎǸ ǸŎǊŜǘƭƛέ 

ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴŀƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ōǸȅǸƪ œƻƐǳƴƭǳƐǳƴǳƴ ƘŜǊ ƛƪƛ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ŘŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊŘƛƐƛ 

ƎǀǊǸƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ƎǀǊŜŎŜƭƛ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŘŀƘŀ ŘǸǒǸƪ ƻǊŀƴŘŀ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛ ŜƳŜƪƭƛΣ 

ƛǒǎƛȊΣ ǀƐǊŜƴŎƛ ǾŜ ȅŜǾƳƛȅŜƭƛ œŀƭƤǒŀƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊŘŜ ȅŀȅƎƤƴŘƤǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜ ŘǳǊǳƳǳ ƛƭŜ 

ǎƤƴƤŦǎŀƭ ƪƻƴǳƳ ŀǊŀǎƤƴŘŀƪƛ ƛƭƛǒƪƛΣ ƎŜƭƛǊ ŘǸȊŜȅƛ ƛƭŜ ōŀƐƭŀƴǘƤƭƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ Řŀ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ «ǎǘ ƎŜƭƛǊ 

ƎǊǳǇƭŀǊƤ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ŘŀƘŀ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ƻǊŀƴƭŀǊda destek verirken orta-ŘǸǒǸƪ ƎŜƭƛǊƭƛ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ƎǀǊŜŎŜƭƛ 

ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŘŀƘŀ ŘǸǒǸƪ ƻǊŀƴƭŀǊŘŀ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊŘƛƐƛ ƻǊǘŀȅŀ œƤƪŀǊƤƭƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ !ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƪƛǒƛƭŜǊƛƴ ƎŜƭƛǊ 

ŘǸȊŜȅƛ ŀȊŀƭŘƤƪœŀ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ƪŀǊǒƤ ƻƭƳŀ ǾŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ƘŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ ŦƛƪǊƛ ƻƭƳŀƳŀ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛ ŀƐƤǊƭƤƪ 

ƪŀȊŀƴƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 

 

HŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜȅŜǊŜƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƳŜΣ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛΤ ƳǸƭƪ 

ǎŀƘƛōƛ ȅŀŘŀ ƪƛǊŀŎƤ ƻƭƳŀ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ ŘŜ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƳ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ !ȅǊƤŎŀΣ ŀƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ 

ƛƴǎŀƴƭŀǊƤƴ ōǸȅǸƪ œƻƐǳƴƭǳƐǳƴǳƴ ƪŜƴŘƛ ȅŀǒŀŘƤƪƭŀǊƤκœŀƭƤǒǘƤƪƭŀǊƤ 

semtlerde/mahallelerde/ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊŘŀ ƪǳǊƎǳƭŀƴŀƴ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ƘŀƪƪƤƴŘŀ ōƛǊ ŦŀǊƪƤƴŘŀƭƤƪ ǾŜ 

ƎǀǊǸǒ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛ ƛœŜǊƛǎƛƴŘŜ ƻƭŘǳƐǳ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ YŜƴǘƛƴ ōŀǒƪŀ 

ōǀƭƎŜƭŜǊƛƴŘŜκǎŜƳǘƭŜǊƛƴŘŜƪƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƭŜ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ ŦƛƪƛǊ ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƳŜΣ ƎǀǊǸǒ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǎƤƴƤǊƭƤ 

ƪŀƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜ ŘƛƴŀƳƛƐƛΤ ǎƤƴƤŦǎŀƭ ƪƻƴǳƳŀΣ ƳǸƭƪ 

ǎŀƘƛǇƭƛƭƛƐƛƴŜΣ ȅŀǒŀƴŀƴκœŀƭƤǒƤƭŀƴ ȅŜǊŜ ōŀƐƭƤ ōƛǊ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ  

 

tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ǾŜǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŀƴ ǾŜ ōƛǊ άƻǊǘŀƪ Řǳȅǳέ ƛƴǒŀ ŜǘƳŜȅƛ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜȅŜƴ ōǳ 

ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ŀȅƴƤ ȊŀƳŀƴŘŀΤ ƪŜƴǘǎŜƭ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀƴƤƴ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ǾŜ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀŘŀ 

άƪŀƳǳ ȅŀǊŀǊƤέƴƤƴ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƴƳŀǎƤ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜ άƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ōƛǊ ƎǸœέ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀƴƤƴ ŀǊŀŎƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 

ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƛƭŜōƛƭƛǊΦ IŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƭŜ ōƛǊ ǘǸǊ άǊƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳŎǳ ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜέ ƛƴǒŀ ŜǘƳŜȅƛ ǾŜ 

ōǳ ǘŜƳŜƭŘŜ ŦŀǊƪƭƤ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ-ǎƤƴƤŦǎŀƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛƴƛΣ ǊƤȊŀǎƤƴƤ ŜƭŘŜ 

ŜǘƳŜȅƛ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜȅŜƴ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊ ǎƛȅŀǎŀƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ǾŜ ǎƛǾƛƭ ǘƻǇƭǳƳ ȅŀǇƤƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ōƛǊ ƪƻƴŦƛƎǸǊŀǎȅƻƴǳ ƛƭŜ 

ƻƭǳǒƳŀƪǘŀΣ ōǳ ȅŀǇƤ ƛœŜǊƛǎƛƴŘŜ ŘŜǾƭŜǘ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤΣ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳŎƤƭŀǊ ǾŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭǸ ǎŜǊƳŀȅŜ œŜǾǊŜƭŜǊƛΣ 

yerel ve ǳƭǳǎŀƭ ƳŜŘȅŀ ƪǳǊǳƭǳǒƭŀǊƤΣ ǸƴƛǾŜǊǎƛǘŜƭŜǊ ǾŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭǸ ŘƛƐŜǊ ǘƻǇƭǳƳǎŀƭ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ȅŜǊ 

alabilmektedir. 

 

!ƴƪŜǘ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƳŀƘŀƭƭŜƭŜǊŘŜ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴκœŀƭƤǒŀƴ ǾŜ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ƛƪƛ ƪŀǘŜƎƻǊƛ 

ŘŀƘƛƭƛƴŘŜ ŘŜƐŜǊƭŜƴŘƛǊƳŜƪ ƎŜǊŜƪƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ Tƭƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ άȅŀǘƤǊƤƳέΣ άƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳέ 

ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ŘƻƐǊǳŘŀƴ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜȅŜƴΣ ƛœǎŜƭƭŜǒǘƛǊŜƴ ǾŜ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴƛ ƛŦŀŘŜ 
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ŜŘŜǊƪŜƴ ōǳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊŀƴΣ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ǸǊŜǘŜƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ 

ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƐƤ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ ǾŜȅŀ œŀƭƤǒŀƴ ōǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊΤ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ōǳ 

ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ǇƭŀƴƭŀƳŀŘŀ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ŀƪǘǀǊƭŜǊƛƴ ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ ŀǊŀŎƤƭƤƐƤȅƭŀ ƪƛǘƭŜ ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ 

ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƴ ŘǸȊŜƴƭƛ ǾŜ ǎƤƪ ōƛǊ ōƛœƛƳŘŜ ǘŀƪƛǇ ŜǘƳŜƪǘŜΣ άǊƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳŎǳ ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜέƴƛƴ 

ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜŘƛƐƛ œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ ōƛǊ άƻǊǘŀƪ Řǳȅǳέȅǳ ōŜƴƛƳǎŜƳŜƪǘŜ ǾŜ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛȅƭŜ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ 

ƎǀǊǸǒǸ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƳŀƪǘŀΣ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ǸǊŜǘƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŀƪǘƛŦ ōƛǊ ōƛœƛƳŘŜ 

ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜƴ ōǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ œƻƐǳƴƭǳƪƭŀ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ œƤƪŀǊƭŀǊƤ ǘŜƳŜƭƛƴŘŜ 

ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜƴƳƛǒ ǾŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜǊƛ ŀǊŀŎƤƭƤƐƤȅƭŀ ƪŀǊŀǊ-ŀƭƤŎƤƭŀǊƭŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛ ƪǳǊŀƴΣ ǇǊƻƧŜƴƛƴ ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƐƤ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ 

ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ƻƭŀƴ ǾŜ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛ ƪƛǘƭŜ ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤƴŘŀƴ ǎƤƪƤ ōƛǊ 

ōƛœƛƳŘŜ ǘŀƪƛǇ ŜŘŜƴ ƪƛǒƛƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 

 

TƪƛƴŎƛ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛǎŜΣ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ōƛƭƎƛ ǾŜ ŦŀǊƪƤƴŘŀƭƤƪ ŘǸȊŜȅƛ ŘǸǒǸƪΣ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ƛœǎŜƭƭŜǒǘƛǊόŜύƳŜȅŜƴΣ ōǳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŘǳƪœŀ ǎƤƴƤǊƭƤ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛȅƭŜ 

ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ǸǊŜǘόŜύƳŜȅŜƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ǾŀǊƭƤƐƤ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƐƤ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴ 

ǾŜκǾŜȅŀ œŀƭƤǒŀƴ ōǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ƪŜƴŘƛ ƎǸƴŘŜƭƛƪ ȅŀǒŀƳƭŀǊƤ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜ ƻƭŘǳƪœŀ ōǸȅǸƪ ōƛǊ ŜǘƪƛȅŜ 

ǎŀƘƛǇ ƻƭŀŎŀƪ ōǳ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ŘǸǒǸƪ ŘǸȊŜȅŘŜ ōƛƭƎƛ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ƻƭŀƴΣ ŦŀǊƪƤƴŘŀƭƤƪ 

ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊόŜύƳŜƳƛǒΣ œƤƪŀǊƭŀǊƤ ǘŜƳŜƭƛƴŘŜ ǀǊƎǸǘƭŜƴƳŜ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛ ŘǸǒǸƪ ǾŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊƛ 

ƪƛǘƭŜ ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤ ǸȊŜǊƛƴŘŜƴ ǘŀƪƛǇ ŜǘƳŜȅŜƴ ǾŜȅŀ ƻƭŘǳƪœŀ ŘǸǒǸƪ ōƛǊ ǎƤƪƭƤƪǘŀ ǘŀƪƛǇ ŜŘŜƴΣ 

œƻƐǳƴƭǳƐǳ ƪƛǊŀŎƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀǇƤƭŀŎŀƐƤ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ǾŜȅŀ œŜǾǊŜǎƛƴŘŜ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴΣ œŀƭƤǒŀƴ 

ƪƛǒƛƭŜǊŘŜƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ .ǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ōŀǎƪƤƴκƘŀƪƛƳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ 

ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƳŀƳŀƪǘŀΣ ōǳ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ȅŜƴƛŘŜƴ ǸǊŜǘƳŜƳŜƪǘŜ ǾŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƭŜ ƛƭƎƛƭƛ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 

œƻƐǳƴƭǳƪƭŀ ƎǸƴŘŜƭƛƪ ȅŀǒŀƳƭŀǊƤƴŀ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ōŀǊƤƴƳŀ ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ƪŀȅƎƤƭŀǊƤ ǀƴ Ǉƭŀƴŀ œƤƪŀǊƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊƭŀǊΦ 

!ƴŎŀƪΤ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŀƪǘƛŦ ōƛǊ ōƛœƛƳŘŜ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜȅŜƴΣ ƘŜǊ ƴŜ ƪŀŘŀǊ ōŀǊƤƴƳŀ ǾŜ ƎŜœƛƳ 

Ǝƛōƛ ȅŀǒŀƳǎŀƭ ǀƴŎŜƭƛƪƭŜǊƛ œŜǊœŜǾŜǎƛƴŘŜ ǊŜŀƪǎƛȅƻƴ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜǊŜƪ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŘǸǒǸƪ ōƛǊ 

ŦŀǊƪƤƴŘŀƭƤƪ ŘǸȊŜȅƛƴŜ ǎŀƘƛǇ ƻƭǎŀƭŀǊŘŀ ōǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀǒŀŘƤƪƭŀǊƤ ǾŜȅŀ œŀƭƤǒǘƤƪƭŀǊƤ ƳŀƘŀƭƭŜŘŜƪƛ 

ŀƪǘƛŦ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊŜ ŜƴǘŜƎǊŜ ƻƭƳŀ ǾŜ ōǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƭŜ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ƘŀǊŜƪŜǘ ŜǘƳŜ 

ŜƐƛƭƛƳƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ŘŜ ȅǸƪǎŜƪ ƻƭŘǳƐǳ ƎǀȊƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ άwƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳŎǳ ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜέƴƛƴ ǸȊŜǊƭŜǊƛƴŘŜ άŀƪǘƛŦ 

ǊƤȊŀέ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘŜƳŜŘƛƐƛ ōǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊ ŘǸǒǸƪ ōƛǊ ŦŀǊƪƤƴŘŀƭƤƪ ŘǸȊŜȅƛȅƭŜ ǇŀǎƛŦǘŜ ƻƭǎŀƭŀǊΣ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ 

ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƭŜ ōƛǊƭƛƪǘŜ ƘŀǊŜƪŜǘ ŜǘƳŜ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛƴŘŜŘƛǊƭŜǊΦ .ǳ œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ ōǳ 

keǎƛƳƭŜǊŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ άǇŀǎƛŦ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊέ ǘŀƴƤƳƭŀƳŀǎƤ ȅŀǇƤƭŀōƛƭƛǊΦ !ƪǘƛŦ ǊƤȊŀ 

ǾŜ ǇŀǎƛŦ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƭŜǊƛ ƳǸƭƪ ǎŀƘƛōƛ ǾŜȅŀ ƪƛǊŀŎƤ ƻƭƳŀ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴŀΤ ǇǊƻƧŜ ŀƭŀƴƤƴŘŀΣ 

œŜǾǊŜǎƛƴŘŜ ȅŀŘŀ ǘŀƳŀƳŜƴ ŘƤǒŀǊƤǎƤƴŘŀ ōŀǒƪŀ ōƛǊ ōǀƭƎŜŘŜ ȅŀǒŀƳŀ ǾŜȅŀ œŀƭƤǒƳŀ durumuna; 

ŜƐƛǘƛƳ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴŀ ǾŜ ǎƤƴƤŦǎŀƭ ƪƻƴǳƳƭŀǊŀ ƎǀǊŜ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪ ƎǀǎǘŜǊŜōƛƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ 5ƛƐŜǊ ȅŀƴŘŀƴΣ 

¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴƛƴ ƎŜǊœŜƪƭŜǒǘƛǊƛƭŜŎŜƐƛ ŀƭŀƴŘŀ ǾŜ œŜǾǊŜǎƛƴŘŜ ȅŀǒŀȅŀƴΣ œŀƭƤǒŀƴ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ 



 

365 

 

 

œƻƐǳƴƭǳƐǳ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŘǳƪœŀ ŘǸǒǸƪ ōƛǊ ŦŀǊƪƤƴŘŀƭƤƪ ŘǸȊŜȅƛƴŜ ǎŀƘƛǇǘƛǊΦ !ȅƴƤ 

ŘǳǊǳƳ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ŘŜ ƎŜœŜǊƭƛŘƛǊΦ .ǳ œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŀƪǘƛŦ ǾŜ ǇŀǎƛŦ ǊƤȊŀ 

ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜ ŜƐƛƭƛƳƛ ȅŀǒŀƴƤƭŀƴΣ œŀƭƤǒƤƭŀƴ ȅŜǊŜ ōŀƐƭƤ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ Řŀ ŘŜƐƛǒƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ 

ǊƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀΣ ŘŜǎǘŜƪ ŜƭŘŜ ŜǘƳŜ ƳŜƪŀƴŀ ōŀƐƭƤ ōƛǊ ƴƛǘŜƭƛƪ ƎǀǎǘŜrmektedir. 

 

wƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳŎǳ ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜȅƛ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘŜƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƤƭƳŀǎƤ ǾŜ ōƛǊ άƻǊǘŀƪ 

Řǳȅǳέ ƘŀƭƛƴŜ ƎŜǘƛǊƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ ƘŀƴƎƛ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀƭŀǊ ƪǳƭƭŀƴƤƭƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΚ !ǊŀǒǘƤǊƳŀ ōǳ œŜǊœŜǾŜŘŜ 

Ǹœ ƻǊǘŀƪ ƳŜƪŀƴƛȊƳŀ œǀȊǸƳƭŜƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ ¸ŀǇƤƭŀƴ ƪǳǊǳƳ ŀƴƪŜǘƭŜǊƛ ƘŜǊ ƛƪƛ ǇǊƻƧŜȅŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƻƭŀǊŀƪΤ όмύ 

ƪƛǘƭŜ ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤƴŘŀ ȅŜǊ ŀƭŀƴ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊΣ όнύ ȅŜǊŜƭ ǾŜ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳ ƪǳǊǳƳƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ǾŜ 

ǇǊƻƧŜ ŀƭŀƴƭŀǊƤƴŘŀ ȅŀǘƤǊƤƳ ƎŜǊœŜƪƭŜǒǘƛǊŜŎŜƪ ƛƴǒŀŀǘ ǒƛǊƪŜǘƭŜǊƛƴƛƴ ōǳ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊŘŜ ȅŜǊ ŀƭŀƴ 

ŀœƤƪƭŀƳŀƭŀǊƤ ǾŜ όоύ ƘŀȊƤǊƭŀƴŀƴ ¸Ya ƴŀȊƤƳ ƛƳŀǊ ǇƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ T¢a œŜǾǊŜ ŘǸȊŜƴƛ ǇƭŀƴƤ ǾŜ ōǳ 

ǇƭŀƴƭŀǊŘŀ ȅŀǇƤƭŀƴ ŘŜƐƛǒƛƪƭƛƪƭŜǊƛƴ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ Ŝǘƪƛƭƛ ƻƭŘǳƐǳƴǳ ƻǊǘŀȅŀ ƪƻȅƳǳǒǘǳǊΦ 

tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛ ŘŜǎǘŜƪƭŜȅƛŎƛ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴ ƻƭǳǒƳŀǎƤƴƤ ǎŀƐƭŀȅŀƴ ōǳ ƻǊǘŀƪ ŜǘƪŜƴƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŀƴƤǎƤǊŀΤ T¢a 

ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ 9·th ƪŀǇǎŀƳƤƴŘŀ ǎǳƴǳƭŀƴ ŦƻǘƻƐǊŀŦΣ ȅŀȊƤ ǾŜ ǘŀƴƤǘƤƳƭŀǊƤƴΤ ¸Ya 

ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƛǎŜ !±a-ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎ ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ŘŜǎǘŜƪƭŜȅƛŎƛ-ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƛŎƛ ƎǀǊǸǒƭŜǊƛƴ 

ƻƭǳǒƳŀǎƤƴŘŀ ǀƴŜƳƭƛ ǊƻƭǸ ƻƭŘǳƐǳ ƻǊǘŀȅŀ œƤƪŀǊƤƭƳƤǒǘƤǊΦ !ȅǊƤŎŀΤ ƪƛǘƭŜ ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤ ƛƭŜ 

ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ȅǀƴŜƭƛƪ ŘŜǎǘŜƐƛΣ ǊƤȊŀȅƤ ŀǊǘǘƤǊƳŀȅƤ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜȅŜƴ ƘŀōŜǊƭŜǊΤ ōƛǊ ȅŀƴŘŀƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛ ȅŀȅƎƤƴƭŀǒǘƤǊƳŀȅƤ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜƳŜƪǘŜΣ ŘƛƐŜǊ ȅŀƴŘŀƴ ƛǎŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ƪŀǊǒƤκƳǳƘŀƭƛŦ 

ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ TȊƳƛǊ ƪŀƳǳƻȅǳ ǀƴǸƴŘŜ ƘŜŘŜŦ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜƪǘŜΣ ōǳ ƪŜǎƛƳƭŜǊƛ ǊƤȊŀ ƎǀǎǘŜǊƳŜȅŜ 

ȊƻǊƭŀȅŀŎŀƪ ōƛǊ ōŀǎƪƤ ƻǊǘŀƳƤ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀȅƤ ƘŜŘŜŦƭŜƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ .ǳ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴ Ŝƴ ƛȅƛ ǀǊƴŜƐƛ T¢a 

ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛƴŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ ƎǀǊǸƭƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ  

 

tǊƻƧŜƭŜǊƛƴ άǊƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳŎǳ ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜέƭŜǊƛΣ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊŜ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƴ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴƛƪ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƪƛǘƭŜ 

ƛƭŜǘƛǒƛƳ ŀǊŀœƭŀǊƤƴŘŀ ȅŜǊ ōǳƭƳŀǎƤ ƛƭŜ ŘƻƐǊǳŘŀƴ ƛƭƛǒƪƛƭƛŘƛǊΦ ά¸ŀǘƤǊƤƳέ ǾŜ άƛǎǘƛƘŘŀƳέ ƻŘŀƪƭƤ ƻǊǘŀƪ 

ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊ ŘƤǒƤƴŘŀΤ ¸Ya ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ !±a-ǊŜȊƛŘŀƴǎ ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊƤƴƤƴ ōǳ ǊƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊƳŀ 

ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜǎƛƴƛƴ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ ƛǒƭŜǾ ƎǀǊŘǸƐǸ ƎǀȊƭŜƳƭŜƴƳƛǒǘƛǊΦ T¢a ǇǊƻƧŜǎƛ ƛœƛƴ ƛǎŜ ōǳ 

ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜ 9·th ŀŘŀȅƭƤƐƤ ǾŜ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳ ǾŜ ȅŜǊŜƭ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳƭŜǊƛƴ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ ŘǳǊǳƳǳƴŀ ƎǀǊŜ 

ǒŜƪƛƭƭŜƴƳŜƪǘŜŘƛǊΦ .ŀǒƪŀ ōƛǊ ŘŜȅƛǒƭŜΤ ƪŜƴǘƛƴ ƎǸƴŘŜƳƛƴŜ ƎŜǘƛǊƛƭŜƴ ǇǊƻƧŜΣ !±a-rezidans 

ǊŜƪƭŀƳƭŀǊƤΣ ƳŜǊƪŜȊƛ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳ ǾŜ ȅŜǊŜƭ ȅǀƴŜǘƛƳƭŜǊ ŀǊŀǎƤƴŘŀ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛΣ ƳŜǎƭŜƪ ƻŘŀƭŀǊƤȅƭŀ ƛǒōƛǊƭƛƐƛ 

ȅŀǇƤƭŘƤƐƤ ǀƭœǸŘŜ ǾŜ ƳŜŘȅŀŘŀ ƘŀƪƛƳκōŀǎƪƤƴ ǎǀȅƭŜƳƭŜǊƛƴ ȅŜǊ ōǳƭƳŀǎƤȅƭŀ ōƛǊ άǊƤȊŀ ƻƭǳǒǘǳǊǳŎǳ 

ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜέ ƎŜƭƛǒǘƛǊƳŜƪǘŜ ǾŜ ōǳ ƪŀǇŀǎƛǘŜ ǇǊƻƧŜƭŜǊ ǘŜƳŜƭƛƴŘŜ ƘŜƎŜƳƻƴȅŀ ƛƴǒŀ ŜŘƛƭƳŜǎƛƴŘŜ ŀƴŀ 

ǳƴǎǳǊ ƻƭŀǊŀƪ  Ǌƻƭ ƻȅƴŀƳŀƪǘŀŘƤǊΦ 

 


















