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Abstract 

Capital cities have a major role in carrying the symbolic meanings of their countries. 

Planning decisions and historical periods affect their urban forms and development 

processes. This research examines the morphological evaluation of Ankaraτthe 

capital city of Turkeyτand provides an approach to understanding its unique physical 

structure. Ankara has witnessed strategically important planning periods through its 

history that are reflected in its urban form. The historical periods affecting the 

developing process of the capital city are analyzed through a mathematical method 

called "Space Syntax" which contributes to the field of urban morphology with a 

quantitative perspective. The analytical framework investigates the changing process 

of Ankara's unique urban axis and morphological structure. Its different historical 

periods show that the capital city is constantly changing. Ankara's monumental city 

axis, which shows its traces since the formation of the city, still exists today. However, 

this unique axis, which connects the historical core areas of the capital city, has lost its 

potential today. Due to economic and political demands, the main axis, namely 

!ǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘΣ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜŘ ōȅ ŀ ƴŜǿƭȅ ŦƻǊƳŜŘ ǿŜǎǘŜǊƴ ŀǊǘŜǊȅΦ 

Understanding Ankara's forming and changing process will enhance its subsequent 

development plans. By evaluating a unique capital city from Turkey with a 

morphological perspective, this research will contribute an approach to future studies.  

 

Keywords: Ankara, capital city, urban morphology, space syntax 

1. Introduction 

The phenomenon of urban change is one of the most significant issues to evaluate a city's 
evolving process from past to present. Planning and design decisions developed for cities are the 
main factors that contribute to the changing process. These strategic decisions affect the city 
formation on macro to micro scales. As cities develop and grow, the morphological character of the 
city changes and capital cities have the central role affected by this change. Capital cities have a 
character for being a symbol for their countries that makes them special. Each capital city in the 
world has different historical, economic, cultural, and political backgrounds, and the city form is 
evolved around the effects of these processes. Urban morphology provides a multi-disciplined 
research area by examining the reflections of these effects on the urban form. Through 
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morphological analysis of a capital city, this research aims to understand its unique urban structure 
and the factors of the city's having a role as a capital. 

This research focuses on Turkey's capital cityτAnkaraτaffected by many planning and design 
decisions throughout its historical development process. In turn, they have brought many changes 
to the morphological structure of the city. This research examines whether or not the special areas 
that carry a distinct role in a city's becoming the capital have maintained their meaningful existence 
until today. The characteristic features and planning processes from past to present, which make a 
city unique and make it the capital, are analysed morphologically with the Space Syntax method, a 
special mathematical approach.   

2. Conceptual and Theoretical Background 

Urban morphology, which contributes to urban form investigation on various disciplines, is the 
main approach behind this research. Rapaport (1977) emphasises that city is a system that includes 
many economic, social, cultural, political, and historical backgrounds. As an interdisciplinary field, 
urban morphology has the opportunity to reflect the past and future goals of the city (Malfroy, 
2004). In this context, changes in the urban form will bring about differences and transform the 
physical environment. Therefore, it is critical to analyze forming and developing processes of the 
cities and evaluate them from a morphological perspective. 

Many countries in the world are known for their capital cities. Their symbolic meanings affect 
ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜr and development strategy. In capital cities, it is observed that the spatial 
formation of the city and the political process are interrelated issues (Lefebvre, 1991). In the 
historical process, the first capitals emerge as central areas representing the political system for 
their countries όYƤƭƤƴœΣ нлмоύ. In the east, countries such as Mesopotamia, India, and China, and in 
the western world, the same aim is observed in the establishment of many of the cities belonging 
to the Renaissance Period (Tankut, 1990). When the formation and development processes of 
capital cities in history are examined, Washington, which was founded in the late 18th century, 
Ankara, which was established in the first half of the 20th century, Brasilia and Islamabad, which 
were established after the Second World War, have been chosen as the capital cities because of 
political and geographical differences. However, what unites these cities at a common point is that 
they reflect the first urban planning processes for their countries (YƤƭƤƴœΣ нлмоύ. 

Tankut (1990) explains the effects of economic, social, and political factors on urban form with 
four sample capital citiesτCanberra, Ankara, Islamabad, and Brasiliaτthat carry the political 
ŘŜŎƛǎƛƻƴǎΩ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜƛǊ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ a striking common feature as shown in Figure 1. 
While the main goal in the establishment of Canberra is to be a national capital city, in Ankara, it is 
to create a city model that represents the Republican Period. The process of Brasilia's being a capital 
city is based on reflecting the economic development periods of the city. In Islamabad, the concept 
of nationality comes to the fore, aiming to symbolize the state. 

Figure 1 Plans of four sample capital cities (a. Canberra, b. Ankara, c. Brasilia, d. Islamabad; schematised by 
the author from Tankut, 1990). 

Tankut (1990) defines the urban formation process as a nationality concept and states that the 
four example capital cities have a national symbol as their common feature. However, they have 
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different characteristics with their locations, political systems, histories, and the capital city images 
they reflect. The "created center" decision can be observed in Canberra, Ankara, and Brasilia, and 
the striking city axis draws attention in these cities. On the contrary, this decision is not observed 
in Islamabad; it is an example of a multifunctional capital city and has a regular plan open to growth 
(Tankut, 1990, p.18). However, the political effects can be obviously observed as a common finding 
in these examples through the existence of a special urban axis which the city shaped itself around. 
The leading inference that can be made from the study of Tankut's approach is that a city's 
becoming a capital is shaped around the specific factors and decisions which affect the city's 
development process. 

¢ƘŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŦƻŎǳǎŜǎ ƻƴ .ǊŀǎƛƭƛŀΩǎ ƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ 
(Holanda et al., 2015). The Space Syntax method provides an analytical evaluation to analyze the 
ǳǊōŀƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳŜƴǘƛƻƴŜŘ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘΦ .ǊŀǎƛƭƛŀΩǎ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŘŜǾelopment phases and 
centrality factors have been analyzed ǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ {ǇŀŎŜ {ȅƴǘŀȄ ƳŜǘƘƻŘΩǎ ǇŀǊŀƳŜǘŜǊǎΦ Lǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ 
analyzed to what extent the urban parts that form Brasilia have an integrated structure, and the 
spatial structure has been analytically characterized. In addition, the urban qualities that form the 
central functions have been examined through Space Syntax. In the study, it has been observed 
that the central core of the capital city, which has been originally planned, does not carry this 
potential today. This result can be explained by the representation of three centres belonging to 
the city as shown in Figure 2: the functional centre where business and service activities are 
concentrated; the demographic centre that minimizes the distances of the city; the morphological 
centre, which is topologically the most accessible area of the city. As a result of the study, it is 
ƳŀǘƘŜƳŀǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ .ǊŀǎƛƭƛŀΩǎ Ƴŀƛƴ Ŏƛǘȅ ŀȄƛǎ ŀƴŘ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǳǊōŀƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ 
conditions. 

 

Figure 2 Deformaǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ .ǊŀǎƛƭƛŀΩǎ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ƻōǘŀƛƴŜŘ ōȅ {ǇŀŎŜ {ȅƴǘŀȄ ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ (Holanda et al., 2015). 

Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΣ ¢ǳǊƪŜȅΩǎ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ Ŏƛǘȅ !ƴƪŀǊŀ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ƳŜŀƴƛƴƎ ōȅ ŎŀǊǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŜŦŦŜŎǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
special historical, cultural and political process, especially from ǘƘŜ /ƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ wŜǇǳōƭƛŎŀƴ tŜǊƛƻŘ ƻŦ 
мфно ǘƻ ǘƻŘŀȅΦ Lƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƛƎƘǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǎǘǳŘƛŜǎΣ ǘƘƛǎ ǊŜǎŜŀǊŎƘ ŀƴŀƭȅǎŜǎ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩǎ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ǳǊōŀƴ 
structure and morphology.  

3. Methodology 

Analysing ŀ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǳǎƛƴƎ ŀ ƘƻƭƛǎǘƛŎ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ōǊƛƴƎǎ ŀƴ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ 
interacting elements within the city (Herbert & Thomas, 2013). Kropf (2017) defines urban 
morphology as a representation of researching, studying, and thinking tools to understand and 
interpret the urban environment. Examining the morphological changing process of a capital city 
presents a perspective to evaluate the conditions of its historical periods. 

The research proposes using Space Syntax as a tool to evaluate the planning periods affecting 
the historical development of Ankara. This special morphological theoryτdeveloped by Bill Hiller 
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and Julienne Hanson and colleagues at UCLτprovides a demonstrable frame to understand the 
urban system and its physical evolution (Kubat, 1999). The aim behind this technique is to explain 
the connection between the society and urban environment (Kubat, 1997). Space Syntax allows us 
to understand social relations and their reflections on the morphological structure (Hillier, Hanson 
& Graham, 1987). By presenting a quantitative view to the analysis of the changing conditions of 
cities, Space Syntax is a frequently used research method (Hillier & Hanson, 1984).  

Space Syntax contributes a morphological approach to analyse the physical conditions of the city 
while evaluating the relationships between society and urban structure. In this study, the physical 
ŀƴŀƭȅǎƛǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ōȅ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊƛƴƎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǇŜǊƛƻŘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ 
plans and documents of each determined period are converted into axial maps. Additionally, these 
maps, which are an axial representation of each determined historical period of the city, are 
converted into segment maps to analyse the city's morphological structure more accurately. These 
maps created from the historical plans are analysed in the Depthmap programme which allows the 
interpretion of the changing structure of the city with tables and graphics. Space Syntax measures 
the connectivity, integration, and choice values of the historical periods evaluated in the research. 
Thus, a comparative framework on mathematical data is presented by using various parameters in 
the analyses. The urban system and its spatial relations can be reached in a more understandable 
frame through these measurements (Hillier & Hanson, 1984). By evaluating local (R:400, 800) and 
Ǝƭƻōŀƭ όwΥƴύ ǊŀŘƛƛΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ŀ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŀǘƛǾŜ 
perspective morphologically at the city scale. 

4. Findings of the Morphological Change of Ankara 

¢ǳǊƪŜȅΩǎ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ Ŏƛǘȅ !ƴƪŀǊŀ ǿŀǎ ōƻǊƴ ƛƴ !ƴŀǘƻƭƛŀΣ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ ǎǘŜǇǇŜ όLǒƤƴΣ нллфΣ ǇΦ 
11). Ankara is a special city representing the Republican period, and a cultural transmission belongs 
to this unique process.  

The Declaration of the Turkish Republic reflects a significant period that shaped the urban 
character of Ankara as the capital city. Most of the studies about the capital city Ankara define the 
Republican period as a symbol of national identity ό.ŀȅǊŀƪǘŀǊΣ нлмсΤ LǒƤƴΣ нллфΤ /ŜƴƎƛzkan, 2009) 
and representation of modernism. This study considers the special period as a breaking point for 
ǘƘŜ ŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩǎ ƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ (Figure 3). The historical periods analysed by the 
study have been shaped around this perspective. Therefore, both the urban system before the 
declaration of the Republic and the planning periods created after that time and the current city 
situation are analysed in this research. 

 

Figure 3 The historical periods examined by the study with Space Syntax method. 

The data evaluated within the scope of the study are the plans of the [ǀǊŎƘŜǊ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ όмфнп-28), 
Jansen period (1928-32), and ̧ ǸŎŜƭ-¦ȅōŀŘƤƴ tŜǊƛƻŘ όмфрт-70), the three main planning periods that 
affect the urban development of Ankara, and the map reflecting its current condition. Additionally, 
the 1839 map, which reflects the urban structure of Ankara before it became the capital, and the 
1923-24 map, which represents the period when the Republic was declared, and the city was the 
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capital, are analysed with their axial maps (Figure 4). In determining the maps of the mentioned 
periods, the reachable data is a limitation of the study. The implementation process of the study is 
based on the analysis of these six periods with the designed methodological frame shaped by Space 
Syntax (Figure 5). 

 

Figure 4 The axial maps of the analysed historical periods όŀΦ муоф ƳŀǇΤ ōΦ мфнп ƳŀǇΤ ŎΦ [ǀǊŎƘŜǊ tƭŀƴΤ ŘΦ 
Jansen Plan; e. Yucel-Uybadin Plan; f. Today Ankara). 

 

Figure 5 The city boundaries of the six periods analysed. 

4.1. Historical periods 

The first map evaluated within the analysis of the study belongs to the year 1839 and has a 
critical role in that it reflects the first known borders of Ankara (Cengizkan, 2009). This historical 
ƳŀǇ Ŏƻƴǘŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘǊŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩǎ ƳŀŎǊƻ ŦƻǊƳ ǎƘŀǇŜŘ ōȅ ƛǘǎ ƎŜƻƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǳǊōŀƴ 
structure. When this map is analysed spatially, Ankara is surrounded by castle walls in the historical 
period before it became the capital city, and an organic pattern of structure is observed (Figure 6). 
The settlement was shaped around the Ankara Castle, and the circulation in the city can be 
described with thin and long roads. 
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Figure 6 The 1839 map & its spatial analysis. 

By the 1920s, the process of Ankara being the capital city and the declaration of the Turkish 
Republic brought about the necessity of phases to be taken for the physical condition of the city 
and planning decisions. The first preparation in this period was to develop the city's growth 
opportunities with the Ankara Castle and its surroundings, which represent the city's historical 
centre. The 1924 map has a significant role in reflecting the urban system as a map during the period 
when Ankara was the capital city. It is an inevitable process that the effects of the developing new 
administrative period will directly reflect on the morphological structure of the city. This map's 
spatial analysis provides information about the growth directions of the city and the traces of the 
new representation spaces reflecting the Republican period (Figure 7). In the 1924 map, a 
ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ŀȄƛǎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ŀȄƛǎ ƛǎ !ǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘ όƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ 
Bankalar Street in that year), connects the old and new city and reflects the Republican period 
(Keskinok, 2009)Φ Lƴ ǘƘŜǎŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΣ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŀȄƛǎ ƻŦ !ǘŀǘǸǊƪ 
Boulevard, especially while the location selections for the new buildings relating to the Republican 
period were made. This unique urban axis is essential in connecting the old and new centres of the 
city. Additionally, it has a significant role in reflecting the capital city's economic, social, cultural, 
ŀƴŘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǘǊŀƴǎŦƻǊƳŀǘƛƻƴΦ !ǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘ ƛǎ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ Ŏƛty axis 
for this research. 

 

Figure 7 The 1924 map & its spatial analysis. 

[ǀǊŎƘŜǊϥǎ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ (1924-28) shows the first planning decisions of the capital city Ankara. 
This plan's decisions include growth strategies in the south of the city, Ulus representing the old 
ŎƛǘȅΣ ŀƴŘ YƤȊƤƭŀȅ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŜƳǇƘŀǎƛǎŜŘ (Figure 8). In these 
planning decisions, historical buildings reflecting the Republican period have been located in Ulus, 
ǿƘƛƭŜ ǘƘŜ YƤȊƤƭŀȅ ǊŜƎƛƻƴ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ǘƘŜ ŀŘƳƛƴƛǎǘǊŀǘƛǾŜ ǳƴƛǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜǎ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ 
connection between these two city centres is AǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅϥǎ 
morphology was formed by the streets, squares, and regions around the boulevard. 



Journal of Design for Resilience in Architecture & Planning, 2021, 2(Special Issue): 129-146  

 

 

Page | 135 

 

Figure 8 [ǀǊŎƘŜǊΩǎ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ tŜǊƛƻŘ όмфнп-28) & spatial analysis. 

Jansen Planning decisions (1928-32)Σ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ǘƘŜ ǘǊŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ [ǀǊŎƘŜǊ tƭŀƴΣ ǿŜǊŜ Ǉǳǘ 
into practice with international competition. This period proposes the strategy of zoning in the city 
regions. Jansen's planning approach concentrates on the idea of the development of the urban 
sysǘŜƳ ƻƴ !ǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘΦ ¢ƘŜ ǊƻƭŜ ƻŦ !ǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘ ŀǎ ŀ ōǊƛŘƎŜ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ 
new city centres became more striking in this period. Also, the cultural, educational, and 
administrative buildings were located on this monumental axis. Considering the spatial analysis of 
ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ !ƴƪŀǊŀϥǎ Ƴŀƛƴ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜǘŜǊƳƛƴŜŘ ǘƻǿŀǊŘǎ 4ŀƴƪŀȅŀ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘΦ 
However, Ankara Castle has been used as a representation symbol in the Ulus region, the old city 
centre, and new constructions have been settled there (Figure 9). Jansen's emphasis on preserving 
the traditional pattern of the city by considering the old and new city centres together in the urban 
planning decisions also carries clues about which processes play a role in the change of the 
moǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŎƛǘȅΦ Lƴ ǘƘƛǎ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΣ ǘƘŜ ƳƻƴǳƳŜƴǘŀƭ !ǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘ ŀȄƛǎ 
had a strategic position. In contrast, the core regions of the city have been extended from Ankara 
/ŀǎǘƭŜ ǘƻ 4ŀƴƪŀȅŀ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŀǘƛǾŜ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ Ŧƻr this period. 

 

Figure 9 WŀƴǎŜƴΩǎ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ tŜǊƛƻŘ όмфну-32) & spatial analysis. 
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¸ǸŎŜƭ-¦ȅōŀŘƤƴ tƭŀƴ (1957-70) has been implemented as a result of an international competition 
at a time when the population of the capital city increased considerably. This period aimed to 
prevent urban sprawl with this plan, which was created to control the increasing population (AMM, 
2006). However, the unpredictable population growth led to illegal buildings in the city (Figure 10). 
This planning period had been created when the rate of urban development and the increasing 
population was high and became a period when the number of buildings and parcels increased 
throughout the city compared to the previous Jansen period. Because of this condition, the number 
of buildings and parcels has increased throughout the whole city compared to the previous Jansen 
period. DǸƴŀȅ όнллсύ states that this period did not have the form-seeking approach of the Jansen 
ŀƴŘ [ǀǊŎƘŜǊ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘǎΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ƎŜƴŜǊŀƭƭȅ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŜǊƛƻŘ ƘŀŘ ƴƻǘ ǎǘǊŀǘŜƎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŘƛǊŜŎǘŜŘ 
the development of a capital city. 

 

Figure 10 ̧ ǸŎŜƭ-¦ȅōŀŘƤƴΩǎ tƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ tŜǊƛƻŘ όмфрт-70) & spatial analysis. 

Since the 1970s, the development in the urban model has affected the city as an uncontrolled 
growth process. Essentially, since the Jansen Plan, the need for a comprehensive master plan has 
been emphasised όDǸƴŀȅΣ нллсύ. For this purpose, the 1990 master plan has been developed, which 
has the effects of the current urban system of Ankara (Figure 11). An increased urban circulation 
ŀȄƛǎ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀƴȅ ƛƴǘŜǊŀŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǊǘŜǊƛŜǎ ŀǊŜ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ƛƴ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎȅΦ Lǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ 
concluded that the effective potŜƴǘƛŀƭǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘǊŜǎ ¦ƭǳǎ ŀƴŘ YƤȊƤƭŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ŘŜŎǊŜŀǎŜŘ ǿƘŜƴ 
ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƛǎ ŜǾŀƭǳŀǘŜŘ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǳƴŎƻƴǘǊƻƭƭŜŘ ƎǊƻǿǘƘ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ŏƛǘȅ (Figure 12). 
Especially since the 2000s, increasing shopping malls, high-rise offices, and residential blocks and 
the problem of scale disorder in the city have become factors affecting the morphological structure 
of the city. 
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Figure 11 1990 Master Plan. 

By evaluating the distinctive planning decisions and historical periods of the capital city Ankara, 
ǘƘŜ ƳƻǊǇƘƻƭƻƎƛŎŀƭ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎ ǇǊƻŎŜǎǎ ƛǎ ƻōǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƳŀǇǎ ŀƴŘ 
images. As a result of these observations, it is deduced thaǘ !ƴƪŀǊŀΩǎ ǳǊōŀƴ ǎȅǎǘŜƳ ƛǎ ǎƘŀǇŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ 
effect of its geomorphological features, and the central core areas emphasise its capital city 
ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊΦ !ǘŀǘǸǊƪ .ƻǳƭŜǾŀǊŘΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǳǊōŀƴ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǇƛǘŀƭ ŎƛǘȅΣ Ƙŀǎ ǎƘƻǿƴ ƛǘǎ 
potential throughout all periods as a monumental city axis. However, it is concluded that the 
existence of this axis in the historical periods has gradually lost its strong character due to the 
appearance of different city axes. The most critical milestones of examined different periods are 
explained in Figure 13. 

 

Figure 12 Today Ankara & spatial analysis. 


