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OZET

Nufus ve 1isglcUnin matropoliten alanda mekansal
dagilimr sonucunda alt merkezler olusmakta ve kant taek
markezli  bir  yapidan ¢ok merkezli bir vyapiya
donugmektedir. Bu ¢aligma baslica beg  bslumden
olugmaktadir. Girig bsluminde, konunun sac¢ilmea
nedenlari, ama¢ ve kapsami belirtilmistir.

tidneci boltumde, n0fus ve isglicuinin mekansal
dagilimini ve yer sa¢imini agiklamada  ekonomik-
davranigsal vyaklasimlar esas alinarak tek markezli
kentsel gelisim modelinde igyeri yer se¢imine ve konut
yer se¢imine ba4li olarak Alonso, Muth-Mills, V.Thtinan
ve A.Weber' in dustinceleri ag¢iklanmaya ¢aligilmistir,

Uctinctt hsltumde, TuUrkiye-fstanbul ntfus ve iggiictt
defisimi inceleanmistir. tatanbul' un 1930°' dan 198§
yilina kadar planlama kararlari wve plan c¢aligmalar:,
sanayl, merkezi is alanlari, gecekondu alanlari, konut
alanlari, ntfus ve isguctundeki defigimler ve yer segim
kararlari ortaya konarak kentin galisme stUreci ve
mekansal dagilimi incelenmigtir.

D6rdunctl bslumde, tfstanbul kentinin nafus ve
isguctntin mekansal dajilimda yerlesme tercihlerinin
hangi fakttrlere bajli olarak dedistigi Boarnet' in
kuzey New Jarsey' e uyquladi§ir modal ¢oklu rekreasyon
ysntemi kullanilarak Istanbul® a uygulanarak ntfus ve
isguctintn birbirlerine olan etkisi arastirilmigtair.

Sonu¢ bélumtinde isa, genel bir defarlendirmaye
yar verilmigtir.



SUMMARY

LOCATION OF EMPLOYMENT AND FPOFULATION IN ISTANBUL

The zpetial relationships are getting more and
more complex as the matropolitan areas keep on anlarglng
and consgequantly the anvironmental pollution and energy
that are the results of the ¢growing demand for
tranaportation become the main problemz that the
planners ara to solva. The davelopment of the non-
nonocenterad matropolitan spatial structura, which is a
spatial model having as its purpose the lessening of the
distance between tha residing and the laboring places,
has been supported as it is beliaved to be capabla to
enhance the environmental quality.

The spatial distribution of the employment powar
in the non-monocentarad metropolitan areas affacts and
directs a wide spectrum of 1issues including tha
transportation, the industry, the business centers, the
planning of residential araas ‘and its affects on the
environmant. In addition to thia, the factors affecting
the selection of the functions® position are required to
be listed in the studies conducted on this same subject
in order for the spatial structure to be mora affective
and the sources to be rational.

The sub-centers are formed as a result of the
spatial distribution of the population and the
productive power and so the city is tranaformed into a
non-monocentared urban settlemnts. The detarm{nation of
the direction of this transformation affects the growth
and the development of tha city(by affecting the value

1
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of the land and the residences). In TIztanbul, which is
the greatast metropol of Turkey of mono-centerad spatial
structure is transformed into a non-monocenterad one as
the historical center located on the peninsula keep on
losing ita relativa importancea. The =arvicing industry
i3z dominant in the zub-canters that have come into being
as a raszult of this development. The supporting of tha
production industry in particular is also vital in this
transformation pariod. Thare is an overpopulation in
the urban area in general, that has become a mojer
probleam aspacially after the 1950' 3, as aresult the
growing migration and birth rates. The reason for the
decrase in the population in areas near the szub-centers
while thare is an icrease in ganeral in the city is thae
fuctional transformation of the residences into officas.

The article includes five chapters and the firsat
ona contains the reason why this subject i3 selected as
wall as tha purposa and the scope of this study.

In tha =sacond chapter, the economical and
behavioral approaches are considered to be the principal
factors in explaining the spatial distribution of the
population and the amployment. Thase approachas areg
based on thae position selaction and equilibrium theories
and have as their fundemantel principles the maximising
of the income and the minimising of the cost. There are
two main models for this kind of approach: tha mono-
cantarad urban development model and the non-
monocentered urban development model. In the section
ralated to the mono-centerad urban davelopment model,
the ideas of Alonsc, Muth-Mills, V.Thtnan and A.Weber on
tha topic of tha location selactionz for tha firms and
the residences are discribed. Alonsoc and Muth-Mills
focused on the location selection for the raesidences and
claimed that the usa and the wvalue of tha land, the
ability to ba reached easily and the rent rates are the
major factors affecting this selection while A.Weber and
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V.Thinen focusad on the location salaction for the firms
and claimed that the sztudies for the maximising of the
income and the minimising of the cost(especialy tha
transportation cost), tha value of ths land and relative
market prices are the major factdra affecting this
salaction. The studies concerning tha non-monocantarad
development models related to the location selections in
the spatial distribution of the population and the

employment are continuing.

In tha third chapter, the urbanization procass
and the changes in tha population and the employment are
avaluated in Istanbul which is the greataest metropolitan
of Turkey, the changes in the population and ths
productive power of tha Marmara region that are related
to tha attraction of 1Istanbul and the relationship
batwean Iatanbul and the whola of Turkey are examined.
The increasa in the population of the urban areas
started in the 1950's. The reasen for this inreasa is
the migration from the rural areas to the urban araeas.
Istanbul plays a major role in the increase of the
population of the urban areas and rate of migration to
the urban areas in Turkey in genaral. Tha rate of
population increasae in Istanbul is greater by 2.5 folds
than the rate of population increase in the whole of
Turkey. However as the increase in the rate of
employment is not paralel to the increaza areas in the
population, the rate of dependance on the laboring
indivuduals increased. The reason for this increase is
that tehere iz no equilibrum in the Turkish economy.

Istanbul, that had developed radiantingly around
centers like Eminsnll, Uskiidar and Kadik®dy between 19530
and 1950 in spite of the low increasing rate in the
population and the employment, was affectaed by the
planning decisions. Tha foreién'planning aexparts hava
been consulted to at the time and the city planner
H.Prost contributed a great deal to the planning of the
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city. The urban settlements were developing around some
centaers as a result of tha eastabilishment of 3oma
factories in Pasabahga, Beykoz, $isli, Sariyar, Bakirkdy
and Zeytinburnu before tha declaration of tha republic,
municipal, plans and the intensifying of the industry
facilities around Hali¢. The squatter settlement has
started in a small scale in this period in Zaytinburnu

and Osmaniyae settlemants.

The migration rate increased between 1950 and
1965 as a rasult of the modarnization procass in
agriculture. fIstanbul, which was not ready to meet thae
demands of the increasing population regarding the
technical and social infrastructure, the equipment and
the service industries, has started to enlarge towards
Bayoglu, Basiktas and $isli on the European side and
towards the aast of Uskiiddar and Kadiksy on the Asian
side thea road axis that have been newly constructed and
axpanded by Menderes and H&gg. While the industrial
area around Hali¢ has grown to include the northern
districts of Eylp, Rami, Gaziosmanpaga, Alibayksy and
Kaf§ithane, the other industrial growth around
Zaytinburnu and Bakirksy spreaded in the direction of
Halkali, SefakSy and Firuzkdy. The Hali¢-Bomonti-
Buytkdera road became busier around Beyoflu and the
industrial area in the Asian side around Kartal-Maltepe
which has been spreading linearly started to widen
towards Tuzla-Yakacik-Gayirova-Gaebze axis. The
population was decreasing in Emindntt while it was
increasing around the same district. The population and
employmant increased rapidly and started to spread
around the caentral laboring and industrial areas in
Fatih, Bakirkdy and Kartal. The need for housing could
not be served in this period bacause of the alarming
rate of increase. As a-result of this and to minimise
the transportation costs, squatter saettlements
constituted around Zaytinburnu, Taglitarla, Osmaniye,
Kugukksy, Begylzaevler, Bereg, Sirinevler, Aalibaykdy,
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Kagithane, Sariyer, Beykoz, (skitddar, Umraniye and
Kadiksy. The controlling of the planning of the city
became harder because of the rapid development of this
wall-organized squatter movemant. The metropolitan area
of istanbul started to expand towards thae east on the
Asian s3ide to towards the north-west on tha European
sida as a result of the increase in the population and
in the employment, the getting aasier to reach the
industrial areas and tha spreading of the industrial and
trading areas. Thera have been many studies for the
planning of the city batwean 1365 and 13995. The major
ones are tha 1966 Industrial Areas city Plan, the 1980
Matropolitan Area City Plan and the 1994 Istanbul
Matropolitan Area City Plan. There have been no
ramarkable results in the planning efforts made between
1966 and 1980. The planning problems of Istanbul hava
been tried to be solved with the action programs during
this period of time. The industrial areas with in the
urban sattlement enlarged towards Baykoz, Umraniye,
Kartal, Pendik and Tuzla on the Asian sidae and towards
$isli, Kafithane, Sariyer, Eylp, G.0.Paga, GUngsren,
Ezenler, Bafcilar, K.Gekmeca, Bah¢elievlier and Esenyurt
areas on the Europan side between 13965-1995. Tha
spreading of the industrial areas to tha urban areas
resulted in the increasing of the population and of the
rate of migration to tha urban areas. Tha construction
efforta around the industrial areas that has begun
earlier as a result of the nead to ba close to the
working places, continued at this period. The
population increase was at itz peak point in BRalarkdsy
and Kartal batween 1965-1995, the reason for this being
thesa areas developing as the areas providing new
incomes. The population started to spread in the
metropolitan area according the urban devalopment of
Istanbul directed itself - towards the coastal roads with
the construction of Bosphorus Bridge and the surrounding
highways in 1973. The same development accelerated when
the Fatih Sultan Mehmet Bridge and the surrounding
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highwayas have bean opened. The central business disrict
in Beyoglu, $izli and Mecidiyekdy have enlarged until
Maslak in the north as a result of the dacentralization
of tha central propartias of tha central busineas
district of historical peninsula, Emin®nt, The central
business district have daveloped towards Eminsng,
Bakirkdy and Bagcilar in the east. oOn tha Asian side,
the central businass disrict of Uskudar and Kadikdy,
Kartal and Maltepe have bacome third rate central
business diatrict. with in the decentralization of tha
industry and thea apreading of tha urban development
between 1965 and 1995, there was born a growihg demand
for housing and so atarted the problem of squatter
saettlements. Thea squattar settlemants, that have been
constructaed solaely to serve the need for housing at thae
begining, became buildings up to seven storeys high in
time because of thea commarcial needs arisen during this
pariod. The 3quatter sattlements hava daveloped towards
K.Gekmece, G.0.Pasa, Bagcilar, Esenyurt, Alibeykdy,
Kajithane, Sariyer, Baykoz, Uskudar, Umraniye, Sarigazi,
Sultanbeyli and Kartal in the metropolitan area of
Istanbhul.

Tha policies that will affact the use of land and
the spatial formation of the transportation in the long
run are principally the decisions to control the
migration over the whole of country. The maetropolitan
area of Istanbul developad as a result of the continuing
trend of today' =& distribution of population and
employmant, tha settlements of the population and the
employment in a more centralized way in-a short period
of tims, the densening of the population along the main
transporttation corridors becauses of the growing demand
for public transportation and the formation of the sub-
canters with the daevelopment of saeveral centers as
employment centera apart from the main centers.
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In tha fourth chapter, the transportation, the
valus of land and the changez in population and
productive power that affact the spatial distribution of
tha population and the employment of Istanbul ara
examined and their affects are studied with the multi-
racration method. This model is wvalid for 14 districts
that can bae listed as Bakirkdy, Begiktag, Beykoz,
Beyodlu, Emindnt, Eylp, Fatih, G.0.Paga, Kadiksy, Kartal,
sariyer, $isli, Uskudar and Zeytinburnu that are with in
the borders of the Iatanbul Greater Municipality. The
1985 and 1990 datas of DIE (National sStatistics
Enstituta) concerning the population and the employment,
mod land values and tha distances baetween the disricts
have bean used. The final model shows that thae
population and tha productive powar affact each other in
the Intanbul urban area.

In the final chapter, a general avaluation that
stresses the effect on the spatial development of
Istanbul of the increase of the population and the
employment in the maetropolitan area of Istanbul and the
formation of the sub-areas with the support of the
anvironmental approaches because of the decreaze in the
air pollution and tha conservation of anergy as aresult
of the decreasing distance between the home and the
office, can be found.
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