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ABSTRACT

Electoral Rules and Strategic Voting in Turkey

In the first chapter, we construct and analyze counterfactual election results
under different electoral rules and levels of strategic voting. We first divide each
of the existing 85 districts in order to define 550 hypothetical voting districts,
and then use precinct level data from the actual elections in order to calculate
counterfactual results under a First-Past-the-Post (FPTP) rule. Under a simply
tally of the actual votes according to our newly defined districts, the number of
AKP (Justice and Development Party) seats increases to 414 from the actual
327 in 2011 and to 349 from the actual 258 in 2015 (June), while the number of
seats of the biggest loser, the Nationalist Action Party (MHP), decreases from
the actual 53 to just three in 2011 and from the actual 80 to only six in 2015.
Next, we simulate results assuming that some “strategic” voters vote only for
parties which are competitive in their voting districts by using survey data. We
show that strategic voting has only a minor impact on the results. In both
elections, MHP is the biggest beneficiary of strategic voting proportionately.

In the second chapter, we use survey data in order to find out the magnitude of
strategic voting that HDP benefits in the 2015 June elections. We apply Artabe
and Gardeazabal (2014)’s indirect method of strategic voting. We estimate that
8.6% of HDP votes came from strategic considerations in the 2015 June

elections.
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OZET

Tiirkiye’de Segim Sistemleri ve Stratejik Oy

Calismanin ilk boliimiinde farkli secim sistemleri ve stratejik oy durumlarinda
2011 ve 2015 secimleri simiile edilmistir. Ik olarak halihazirdaki secim
bolgelerinden 550 tane se¢im bolgesi olugturulmus; ve gergek se¢im sonuclari
kullanilarak dar bdlge se¢im sistemine gecildiginde se¢im sonuclarinin nasil
degisecegi simiile edilmigtir. Sonuglara gore, dar bolge se¢im sistemine
gecildiginde AKP’nin koltuk sayis1 2011’de 327’den 414’¢; 2015'te (haziran) ise
258’den 349’a yiikselmektedir. Dar bolgeden en ¢ok zarari goren parti olan
MHP’nin koltuk sayis1 ise 2011’de 53’ten iice; 2015te ise 80’den altiya
diigsmektedir. Ayrica baz1 “stratejik” se¢gmenlerin kendi secim bolgelerinde
yalnizca o bolgede sans1 olan partiye oy verecegini varsayarak, anket verisinden
de faydalanarak, ikinci bir simiilasyon daha yapilmigtir. Buna gore stratejik
oyun koltuk daglimina etkisi oldukca sinirlidir. Sonuclara gére MHP oransal
olarak stratejik oydan en fazla faydalanan partidir.

Ikinci kisimda ise HDP’ye 2015 Haziran secimlerinde giden stratejik oyun
biiyiikliigi ol¢iilmiigtiir. Artabe and Gardeazabal (2014)'mn dolayl stratejik oy
hesaplama yontemi kullanilmis ve HDP’ye verilen oylarin %8.6’simin stratejik

oldugu tahmin edilmistir.
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CHAPTER 1

ELECTORAL RULES AND STRATEGIC VOTING IN TURKEY

1.1 Introduction and literature review

On September 30, 2013, the then Prime Minister Erdogan suggested three
different electoral rules in the so-called democratization package. The first
suggestion was to go with the current proportional rule with 10% threshold and
multi member districts of different magnitudes’. The second was to apply
plurality rule with single member districts and no national threshold, namely
First-Past-the-Post (FPTP) as in the United Kingdom. The last suggestion was
to adopt proportional rule with multi-member districts of equal size of five and
5% national threshold. Political pundits argued that these suggestions would
also benefit Erdogan and his party, Justice and Development Party (AKP),
although these two electoral systems are not widely discussed publicly.

For Lijphart (1995), “one of the best-known generalizations about electoral
system is that they tend to be very stable and to resist change”. The current
electoral system in Turkey was adopted after the military coup in 1980 and it
still “resists” change with only some minor modifications. But, then, why
Erdogan came up with these two suggestions? One may argue that such a high
national threshold is undemocratic and changing it with another electoral rule
can be a big step towards democratization. The opposition parties in the
parliament together with minor parties are all against such a high threshold and
European Union also sees 10% threshold as the major shortcoming in “the legal
framework regulating elections” (The European Commission, 2015, 4). Hence,

one can argue that both domestic and international pressure may play role in

'We use, following Taagepera and Shugart (1989), district magnitude to indicate the number
of seats distributed in a district.



such a move by Erdogan. However, the package still offers the current system as
an option; if these two electoral rules are not adopted, then Turkey has to go
with the current electoral rule for an undetermined period of time. Hence, one
can expect that these two suggestions also benefit for Erdogan’s party, AKP,
and such a move can be seen as a strategic step more than a sincere
commitment towards democratization.

This study aims to understand whether Erdogan’s move is really a sincere
step towards democratization or it is only a strategic act to strengthen his hand
against domestic opposition and the European Union. It is done by re-running
the 2011 and 2015 (June) elections under FPTP rule and by understanding how
this electoral rule transforms votes into seats and how indices of fragmentation
and disproportionality change. In the first part of the study, we simulate the
elections mechanically which makes the assumption that voters’ preferences are
going to be the same regardless of the electoral rule. It is simply Duverger’s
famous “mechanical” effect (Duverger, 1959). In the second part, we try to
incorporate Duverger’s “psychological” effect by including the second choices of
electorates using survey data. We try to incorporate the “psychological” effects
of the electoral system on voters only while it can also affect parties as well in a
dynamic setting. The results suggest that there is no dramatic difference
between these two effects which also support the general finding of strategic
voting literature that tactical voting is modest in impact which is 17 % at most
(Kawai and Watanabe, 2013, 628).

This study focuses only on voters and tries to incorporate voters’ possible
strategic motives which can change the mechanical dynamics of a new electoral
rule. However, Duverger’s psychological effect is not only about changes in

voters’ behaviours; political parties can also adapt their behaviours. But, our



results do not take into consideration of how political parties adapt to new
rules”.

Simulations are widely used in electoral studies in order to understand the
effects of electoral rules. It can be based on some hypothetical countries (e.g.,
Fragnelli et al. (2005)) so as to overcome the problem of finding real world data
for electorates’ complete set of preferences. However, knowing only second or,
sometimes, third choices can be enough for re-running elections under different
rules such as Alternative Vote. For instance, Bilodeau (1999) simulates the 1997
Canadian election with the alternative vote. He uses survey question in order to
find out the second and third choices of voters (1999, 750). While he benefits
from a question that directly asks the second choices of respondents, he uses an
indirect method (feeling thermometer) for the third choices of voters. Navarra
and Sobbrio (2001) also use real world election results and simulate the 1996
election for the Italian Chamber of Deputies. They compare the electoral results
obtained under mixed system with those that would have been under
proportional representation which was in effect before the mixed system was
adopted. Similarly, Dunleavy et al. (1998) simulate the 1997 general election of
the UK under different electoral rules. They use specifically designed electoral
ballots for different election rules, rather than asking the second choices of
respondents. They define five-member districts for single transferable vote and
proportional representation rules using existing Westminster constituencies.
Ottone et al. (2009) simulate the 2006 Italian elections for lower chamber under
different election rules by using a simulation software, ALEX 4.1. But they use
districts with the same magnitude since the software they are using does not

allow districts of different magnitude. Coakley (2009) explores the implications

“See, for instance, Baker and Scheiner (2004) for adaptive party strategies



of electoral law in Northern Ireland, whose electoral system was switched from
plurality system to proportional representation, by simulating elections under
different rules. He creates multi-member districts for pre-reform period by using
Westminster constituencies and single member districts for post-reform period
based on local electoral areas. Massicotte and Elias (2005) simulate mixed
member proportional rule under 42 scenarios for Quebec’s provincial elections of
1998 and 2003 which were held under first-past-the-post rule. Sanders et al.
(2011) look at the 2010 UK general election under alternative vote by using
British Election Study data. Ishiyama (2009) simulates the first real
competitive parliamentary election in Ethiopia, which was held under single
member district plurality system, under different election rules such as
proportional representation or mixed member district. Reynolds (1999) looks at
the election results of the five countries in Southern Africa, namely, Malawi,
Namibia, South Africa, Zambia, and Zimbabwe under different election rules.
There are also studies on Turkey that use simulation. Giirsel (2002)
simulates a mixed system, a two-round FPTP rule for 500 seats and PR rule for
50 seats. Hence, he creates 500 districts for this simulation. In his simulation,
the rest 50 seats are allocated proportionally in order to alleviate
disproportionality of FPTP rule. While Giirsel’s study is similar to our analysis
methodologically, Cinar and Goksel (2014)’s study is the closest to ours. They
simulate the same electoral rules proposed in the democratization package.
They find that, under FPTP, AKP takes 422 of the 550 seats while CHP
(People’s Republican Party- the main opposition party in the parliament) gets
84 seats. MHP (Nationalist Action Party) only gets three seats while BDP
(Peace and Democracy Party) manages to get 41 seats. They do not create all

550 districts needed for their analysis; they do it only for small neighbourhoods



by amalgamating them to create a new district’. They look at the vote shares
of each party in big neighbourhoods that need to be divided into districts and
calculate, what they call “threshold vote difference” and decide the allocation
accordingly.

All these studies mentioned above make the crucial assumption that voters’
preferences are going to be the same, in an attempt to show the results of
“mechanical” effects. However, we also try to incorporate “psychological” effect
in our analysis although our results show a crude estimation since it is based on
survey data that is limited in scope. The survey data that we use for the 2011
election does not reflect the regional variations in party preferences due to lack
of observations; hence we use the same set of preferences for all regions.
However, 2015 survey data allows for differentiating voters’ preferences at

NUTS-1 level which is more flexible in accounting for regional variations.

1.2 Methodology

We will first look at the mechanical results of the electoral system change in
Turkey. The 2011 and 2015 general election results are simulated directly with a
hypothesized First-Past-the-Post single member districts election rule (FPTP).
As a second step, we will also consider the second party preferences of people by
using survey data.

In order to simulate the election results, we constructed 550 districts.

While constructing them, we make the following assumptions:

We will use the term district in order to indicate hypothetical regions while the term
province (in Turkish, il) indicates the current biggest administrative entities in Turkey. While
there are 81 provinces in Turkey, 85 electoral regions exist as the biggest three provinces, Istan-
bul, Ankara and Izmir have more than one electoral regions. We use the term neighbourhoods
(in Turkish, ilge) in order to indicate the administrative entities which are under provincial
administrations.



e No gerrymandering would take place. This is maintained with the
geographical integrity principle. This suggests that a district must consist

of neighboring regions.

e The malapportionment in the simulated electoral rule will also be more or

less the same as in the current system.

e Provinces are taken as the basis for constructing the districts. They are
divided into exactly the number of deputies that they have in the current
system. This implies that each created district is within the
administration border of a province meaning that there is no district that
includes regions from multiple provinces. However, this also implies that
current malapportionment due to imbalances of population in provinces is

also carried to our 550 districts.

e In each province, geographical integrity rule applies for neighbourhoods as

well which are big enough to have more than one deputy.

e Villages are added to one of the district in their provinces since it was

virtually impossible to spot each village on the map.

The following example can be elucidative. For instance, Istanbul is divided
into 88 districts since it has 88 deputies in the current system. The average
number of electorate per deputy is 108,885 in Istanbul-1 electoral region in the
current system. Kadikdy, a populous neighbourhood within Istanbul-1
boundaries, is divided into four since its number of electorates is 440,029. Each
of these four districts have neighbouring quarters as geographical integrity rule
is applied in populous neighbourhoods as well. If a neighbourhood is small, then
they are regrouped with its contiguous neighbourhoods. For instance, Kars, a

province in the east of Turkey, is divided into three districts since it has three



deputies with an average of 61,787 electorate per deputy. While the central
neighbourhood in Kars, whose number of electorates is 69,409, constitutes one
of the three newly created districts; Sarikamig and Kagizman, which are
contiguous neighbourhoods, constitute the second district since their combined
number of electorates is 56,490.

These assumptions reflect the need to come up with a realistic simulation
and, as a result, malapportionment in the current system is also carried forth in
the simulated FPTP rule. Taking provinces as the basis is the main reason for
such an outcome; however, historical tradition in Turkish election history is to
distribute deputies according to provinces and combining two small provinces or
mixing parts of provinces would not be accepted (Giirsel, 1998). Geographical
integrity principle also plays role in malapportionment since electorate
distribution in provinces are generally not homogeneous; for instance, shoreless
neighbourhoods are generally less populous than their counterparts that have a
coast. Samuels and Snyder (2001)’s index for malapportionment can be useful
to understand the degree of malapportionment in the simulated election results.
Their formula for malapportionment allows for comparison across different

electoral rules and countries and the formula is as follows:
S
=35 Si — Vs
2 i=1

where s; is the percentage of all seats allocated to district i, and v; is the
percentage of the overall registered voters residing in district i* (Samuels and
Snyder, 2001, 655). In their study, the average MAL index for countries that
have single member districts is 0.0904. In our hypothetical FPTP rule, it is

0.0939 and 0.1043 for 2011 and 2015 respectively which are very close to the

“We use registered voters since population data for our hypothetical districts is not available.
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average of single-member districts systems. The MAL index of Turkey for the
current system in the 2011 general election turned out to be 0.0784 which is
smaller than our hypothetical FPTP rule. It makes sense since single member
districts systems have significantly higher malapportionment (Samuels and
Snyder, 2001, 665). Overall, once the system switches from PR to FPTP, it is
very plausible that malapportionment will worsen and, in our hypothetical
scenario, it is almost equal to the average of all single-member districts systems

analyzed by Samuels and Snyder (2001).

1.3 Mechanical simulation

We simulated both the 2011 and 2015 (June) general election results according
to our 550 hypothetical districts. Our 2011 results are similar to Cinar and
Goksel (2014)’s findings. The results in Table 1 show that incumbent party,
AKP, dramatically benefits from such an electoral change. In 2011, while AKP
has 327 deputies in the current system, it increases to 414 in FPTP rule.
Similarly, its deputies increase from 258 to 349 in the 2015 election. MHP
almost disappears from the parliament due to the fact that it is generally the
second or the third party in a district and the current proportional system which
allocates seats by D’Hondt method benefits MHP. Once the system switches to
FPTP rule, MHP completely disappears as expected. For HDP/BDP”, the

effect of change in electoral system is not that dramatic although FPTP makes

°BDP did not participate in the elections as a political party due to high national threshold.
Instead, its deputies were independent candidates. They formed their party group after they
were elected as independent candidates. There is no other indenpendent candidate that manage
to be deputy apart from BDP-backed “independent” candidates. Hence, “independents” are
counted as if one party, BDP, in the analysis. HDP was founded as an alliance of left wing
parties and BDP in 2013. It participated in the 2015 elections as a political party instead of
running independent candidates.



HDP lose 15 seats in the 2015 election. For CHP, the effect of FPTP in 2015 is
very little while it costs more than 30 seats in the 2011 election.

Overall, AKP seems to be the only beneficiary of a switch from PR to
FPTP rule while MHP is the main losing party. For CHP, the negative effect
seems to be small in 2015 while it is also hit hard in 2011 by FPTP rule.
HDP/BDP seems to take advantage of the FPTP rule in 2011 while it causes a
loss in 2015. Hence, the results of mechanical simulation indicate that only

AKP benefits from FPTP rule.

Table 1: Result of Mechanical Simulation

Number of Deputies

2011 2015 (June)
Current System  FPTP  Current System  FPTP
AKP 327 414 258 349
CHP 135 96 132 130
MHP 53 3 80 6
HDP/BDP 35 37 80 65

1.4 Strategic simulation

Apart from simulating the results mechanically, we also move the analysis a step
further. It is argued in the literature that under FPTP systems strategic
motives will be higher compared to proportional multi member legislative
district system. For instance, Cox (1997) argues that strategic motivations
diminish as the district magnitude gets larger (four or more seats). Hence, it is
very plausible that, in a single member district system, voters whose party has
no chance in a district will be more likely to vote for their second choice. For
instance, a MHP voter who observes that her party has no chance in her district
may vote for her second party, say AKP, in order to help AKP to win the race

and get the deputy in that district.



In the second part of the study we benefit from a survey data provided by
KONDA, a leading public opinion and consultancy company in Turkey. The
survey directly asks the second choices of respondents. In order to incorporate
the “psychological” effects of a change in electoral rules, we make the following

assumptions:

e Small party voters in the current system will continue to vote for the same

party in FPTP rule.

e The distribution of preferences of electorates is the same across the whole

country (only for the 2011 election).

The first assumption is not very strong when we consider the existence of
10% national threshold in the current proportional system. For instance, in the
2011 general election, 95.39% of electorates voted for one of the four major
parties in Turkey. The fifth one was Saadet (Felicity) Party and it only got
1.27% of valid votes. The rest was all below 1% level. Hence, voters of minor
parties are really “sincere” in their votes; even 10% threshold did not change
their voting behaviour. Then, it is not unreasonable to assume that they will
continue to vote for the same party that they voted in the current PR system.
In none of our 550 newly created districts any party other than the major four
parties have a chance to take the seat. Hence, these small party voters will still
be happy in their choices and continue to support their parties since they are
sincere voters.

The second assumption is stronger since it assumes a uniform distribution
of party preferences across Turkey for the 2011 election. However, even such a
strong assumption does not make so much deviation from our mechanical
results as will be shown below. Furthermore, for the 2015 election, survey data

allows us to reflect geographical variations of party preferences at NUTS-1 level.
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The crucial thing is that we are using the 2011 and 2015 general election
results itself in order to understand the possible deviations if the system
switches to FPTP rule. One can argue that this brings endogeneity problem
since we are making estimations for elections using general election results that
we are investigating in the case of rule change. However, we believe that it can
be justified. One can expect more local based polls once the system switches to
FPTP rule. Hence, it can be safely assumed that more people will anticipate
the results in their districts as polls will be held for each district separately. The
voter does not have to know the exact vote distribution of parties in her district,
it is enough to know whether her party has a chance or not (whether her party
is one of the top two parties or not) in the district. We assume that voters can
at least anticipate this level of information before the election and we believe
that it is not an unreasonable assumption. In order to simulate the results with
strategic voting that incorporates psychological effect, we benefited from
First-Second Party Preferences Matrices (Table 2 and 3) constructed from our
survey data’. And we adopted the following algorithm in order to distribute the

votes:

e [f the party is one of the top two parties in the district then it will not lose

any votes.

e [f the party is not one of the top two parties in the district then it will lose

votes proportional to the ratio of strategic voters among its electorates.

e The top two parties get votes from the bottom two parties subject to the

First-Second Party Preferences matrix.

In fact, we constructed 12 different first-second party preferences matrices for the 2015
election for each NUTS region at NUTS-1 level. The one presented here is the aggregation of
all these 12 matrices.

11



Table 2: First-Second Party Preferences Matrix-2011

Second Party Preferences

AKP CHP MHP BDP Other No Vote Total

AKP 12.92% 26.85% 3.71% 39.90%  16.62% 782
CHP 11.11% 34.57% 5.86% 31.48%  16.98% 324
Actual Vote MHP 36.49% 27.03% 3.38% 22.30%  10.81% 148
BDP 40.00% 11.67% 1.67% 8.33%  38.33% 60
Total 114 148 323 53 452 224 1314

Table 3: First-Second Party Preferences Matrix-2015

Second Party Preferences

AKP CHP MHP HDP Other No Vote Total

AKP 5.26% 22.17% 3.15% 13.35%  56.07% 2224
CHP  3.26% 32.84% 9.98%  8.99%  44.94% 1413
Actual Vote MHP 14.67% 27.27% 1.21% 17.09%  39.76% 825
HDP 14.62% 19.06%  2.22% 3.92%  60.18% 766

Total 279 488 974 221 595 2671 5228

Going over the algorithm step by step can be illuminating. The first step is
to let top two parties keep their vote shares while the voters of third and fourth
party may behave differently (remember that minor parties are out of analysis
since we assume at the beginning that they will continue to vote for their party
under FPTP rule as well). This is not unreasonable since people can anticipate
whether their party is in the race or not, either heuristically or through public
opinion polls. Moreover, this is also supported empirically as Abramson et al.
(2010, 81) find in their study of American, Israeli, British, Mexican and Dutch
elections that the top two parties in both FPTP and PR systems are “highly
successful in holding onto those voters who most prefer the party”.

As a second step, we simulate that the third and the fourth parties will lose
votes that depends on the ratio of strategic voters which are treated
exogenously. While the first two parties in a given district are successful in

attracting their voters, it is not the case for the third (or the fourth) parties

12



since they suffer from strategic voting. Fieldhouse et al. (2007, 160) argue that
this is consistent with Duverger’s law which suggests that third or lower placed
parties suffer from strategic defection in FPTP rule, what is called as
“Duvergian” tactical voting (Fisher, 2004). Rational voters can anticipate
whether their parties have a chance to win in a given district and, if not, they
can strategically defect for their second most preferred party in order to help it
to take the seat. In this second step, treating the ratio of strategic voters
exogenous is firstly out of necessity since we are working with an electoral
system that has not been implemented. But it is also an advantage since we can
simply start with an unrealistic ratio of 1 which means that everyone that votes
for the third and the fourth party is strategic and we can move towards more
reasonable ratios that are found in the strategic voting literature (17% is the
maximum as noted above).

As a final step, we re-calculate the vote shares of each party since some of
the third and fourth party votes are transferred to the first and the second party
according to first-second party preferences matrices.

The overall results from Table 4 and 5 suggest that there is not much a
significant difference compared to the mechanical case. The effects of strategic
voting is modest while the there was a dramatic impact of mechanical effect on
the distribution of seats in the parliament. This is also in line with a study
(Kim and Fording, 2001, 309) which concluded that the effect of strategic voting
on the actual distribution of seats is modest in British context. Similarly,
Kiewiet (2013, 105) argues that strategic voting does not have a significant
effect on the outcomes of parliamentary elections; that is, it does not have a

dramatic effect on the distribution of seats.
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Table 4: Election Results with Strategic Voters- 2011

Ratio of Strategic Voters (2011)

5% 10% 20% 50% 100%
Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share
AKP 414 50.19% | 413 50.58% | 415 51.38% | 416 53.84% | 426 58.15%
CHP 96 26.07% 96 26.16% 95 26.35% 93 26.92% 82 27.92%

MHP 3 12.62% 4 12.22% 4 11.40% 5 8.89% 6 4.48%
BDP 37 6.49% 37 6.39% 36 6.19% 36 5.59% 36 4.52%

Table 5: Election Results with Strategic Voters- 2015

Ratio of Strategic Voters (2015)

5% 10% 20% 50% 100%
Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share | Seat Vote Share
AKP 349 40.74% | 349 40.82% | 345 40.99% | 338 41.47% | 323 42.28%

CHP 130 25.10% | 130 25.06% | 134 25.00% | 138 24.80% | 149 24.48%
MHP 6 16.04% 6 15.63% 6 14.81% 8 12.35% 12 8.25%
HDP 65 12.70% 65 12.45% 65 11.93% 66 10.39% 66 7.83%

In the 2011 election, as the ratio of strategic voters increases, AKP benefits
from it thanks mostly to MHP and BDP voters whose second choices are AKP.
CHP suffers from increasing level of strategic voting since it loses 14 seats when
the every third and fourth party voters starts acting strategically. MHP is an
interesting case since its seats increase while the vote share of MHP decrease as
the level of strategic voting increases. The decrease in vote share is due to the
fact that MHP is generally a second or third party in every district (and
generally fourth in Kurdish populated regions) and MHP is hit hard by our
algorithm that assumes strategic defection from third or fourth parties.
However, its seats in the parliament increase since MHP is generally the second
choices of electorates if they have a second choice.

In the 2015 election, AKP is now affected negatively as the number of
strategic voters increases. It loses 26 seats when everyone is strategic voters
compared to mechanical simulation. CHP, increasing its seats from 130 to 149,

now benefits from strategic voting. MHP again shows the interesting pattern
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that its seats increase while witnessing decline in its vote share. HDP, which is
not affected with increases in strategic voters, remains unaffected as in the case
of the 2011 election.

In general, the effect of strategic voting on AKP is mixed in two elections.
It is because there are less people in 2015 surveys that choose AKP as their
second choices. In fact, there are less people in 2015 that indicate a second
preference. It shows the polarising context of Turkish elections in 2015
(Kemahlioglu, 2015) as fewer people are ready to vote for a second party
compared to 2011. The strategic voting effect is also mixed for CHP as well
since it benefits from tactical votes in 2015 while this is not the case in 2011.
HDP remains mostly unaffected by strategic voting. It is because HDP wins in
south eastern part of Turkey overwhelmingly while it is almost non-existent in
central Anatolia. Therefore, strategic voting effect is minimal. MHP seems to
be the biggest beneficiary of strategic voting in two elections. While MHP is the
main victim of FPTP rule due to mechanical factors, it benefits from
psychological factors. MHP is the biggest beneficiary, at least proportionately,
of strategic voting. In fact, Kiewiet (2013) also finds similar results, in British
context, for Alliance/Liberal Democrats which suffer from mechanical factors
while, at the same time, benefits from strategic voting.

Figure 1 and 2 show the number of seats each party will have when the
ratio of strategic voters change. The horizontal lines show what they have in the
current system while the dots are the estimation under the FPTP rule. In both
figures, we can clearly see that MHP is the major loser in FPTP rule although
psychological factors make them gain a couple of more seats. For HDP/BDP,
estimations for each ratio of strategic voters are generally very close to the
horizontal line of HDP/BDP suggesting that its votes do not change much with

increasing ratio of strategic voters. In 2011, AKP, which has 327 deputies in the
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current system, increases its seats to 414 in mechanical case. Moreover, the case
with 5% strategic voting, which is plausible, also gives the same results. AKP’s
414 seats far exceed the 2/3 majority which is needed to change the constitution.
Similarly, in 2015, while its seats in the current system are 258, it increases to
349 in mechanical simulation and it stays the same with 5% strategic voters. As
can be seen in Figure 1, FPTP rule gives AKP a supermajority (more than 367
of the total 550 seats) in the parliament in 2011. In 2015, while AKP is unable
to form a government on its own in the current system, the number of its seats
increases to 349 which is below supermajority but is enough to take a
constitutional change proposal to referendum. Changing constitution will bring
a regime change in Turkey since Erdogan wants to replace parliamentary system

with presidential system a la Turca (Kalaycioglu, 2014).
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The horizontal lines show the number of deputies in the current system (PR) for each party

Figure 1: The distribution of seats under the current system (PR) and FPTP by
ratio of strategic voters-2011
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Figure 2: The distribution of seats under the current system (PR) and FPTP by
ratio of strategic voters-2015

1.5 Discussion

We also calculated the effective number of parties in the parliament and least
square index as a last point. While the former is considered to be an index for
fragmentation in the parliament, the latter is an index for disproportionality in
terms of the difference between share of votes and seats. Apart from the
electoral rules simulated above, a new rule, proportional system with one
district with current 10% national threshold is added to the analysis. The
reason why we keep the threshold in this case is to see the effect of only district
magnitude. If we simulate the 2011 election under this rule AKP gets 288 seats
while CHP, MHP, and BDP manage to get 150, 75 and 37 seats respectively. In
2015, AKP gets 236 seats while CHP, MHP, and HDP get 144, 94, 76 seats
respectively. These allocations of seats are much more proportional compared to

FPTP rule, as expected.
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The effective number of parties (Laakso and Taagapera, 1979) is a good
measure for fragmentation in the parliament since the index considers the
relative power of each parties. For instance, when there are 2 parties in the
parliament with 50% of the seats, the effective number of parties will be 2 since
they are equal in size. However, when one party gets 90% of the seats while the
other party merely manages to get 10% of the seats, the effective number of
parties will not be 2; but something close to 1. The index basically gives the
degree of fragmentation in terms of equal-sized parties in the parliament

(Gallagher and Mitchell, 2005, 599). It is calculated as follows:

N TGy
where N is the effective number of parties in the parliament and S; is the seat
share of party i in the parliament.

The index for disproportionality is least squares index and it simply looks
at the difference between vote and seat shares of each parties. Gallagher
(1991)’s index is mostly used in the literature and it is computed as follows:

n . 1/)2

where S; and V; are the seat and vote shares of party i respectively.

We calculated the values for both indices for the current rule and the
simulated FPTP rule in Table 6. We also added PR with one district. Indices of
some democratic countries are also added in order to make a sound

comparison’ .

"Indices for the UK, Spain and Israel were taken from Gallagher and Mitchell (2005).
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Table 6: The Effective Number of Parties and Index of Disproportionality: A
Comparison with Selected Countries

2011 2015(June)

N, LS, N, LS,

Current PR Rule(85 districts) 2.34  7.40 | 3.13  4.85

FPTP Rule-Mechanical (550 districts) 1.66 20.98 | 2.12 19.35

FPTP Rule-Everyone Strategic (550 districts) 1.60 16.75 | 2.31 12.96
Proportional Rule (1 district) 2.69 2.44 | 3.32  2.38

N, LS,
Spain 2011 (PR Rule-52 districts) 2.6 6.93

United Kingdom 2010 (FPTP Rule-650 districts) 2.57 15.1
Israel 2015 (PR Rule- 1 district) 6.94 2.77

In general, effective number of parties decreases significantly once the
FPTP rule is adopted. In 2011, while the current effective number of parties is
2.34, it becomes 1.66 in the mechanical FPTP rule meaning that there are 1.66
equal-sized parties in the parliament in terms of fragmentation. The effective
number of parties in the parliament increases in 2015 (3.13) while it also
decreases once FPTP is adopted (2.12 in mechanical case). Compared to the
United Kingdom (which has a FPTP system), FPTP system in Turkey produces
less fragmented parliament but raises more concern for democratization. The
highest number of effective parties is maintained if Turkey adopts an electoral
rule similar to Israel although it is very much below Israel’s number of effective
parties (6.94 for Israel, 2.69 and 3.32 for Turkey in 2011 and 2015 respectively).
It is because 10% national threshold in Turkey forces some small party
supporters to vote for their second most favourite parties.

The disproportionality dramatically increases once the system switches to
FPTP rule as it was also obvious in the seat allocation above. However, once
people start acting strategically disproportionality decreases. Especially, the

decrease in disproportionality is dramatic in 2015 (from 19.35 to 12.96); hence
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strategic voting brings more proportionate parliament in terms of seat
distribution. It is because MHP manages to get some additional seats although
its vote share decreases making the difference between these two smaller. The
current rule in Turkey is more disproportional than its counterpart in Spain in
2011 and it is less in 2015. Similarly, FPTP system simulated in Turkey brings
about more disproportionality compared to the United Kingdom due to AKP’s
crushing hegemony over the distribution of seats although strategic voting

corrects some of this disproportionality.

1.6 Conclusion

Results above suggest that FPTP rule will clearly work for AKP; it will be more
difficult to hear the voices of other parties in the parliament as number of
effective parties suggests. Disproportionality will also increase which will make
FPTP rule more undemocratic in terms of reflecting “will of the nation”-
Erdogan’s populist jargon, in the parliament.

CHP also suffers from such a change since it loses seats once mechanical
factors of FPTP are taken into account.

MHP is the main loser since it is generally the second or the third in every
province. Hence, switching to FPTP rule will clearly turn it into a minor party
unless party administration changes its strategy as well. However, strategic
motivations benefit MHP although this effect does not even come close to
compensate its loss emanating from FPTP itself.

For HDP/BDP, switching to FPTP does not do much harm. It is because
its votes are generally concentrated in the Kurdish populated Southeastern

Anatolia.
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Overall results suggest that adopting FPTP rule will not make the electoral
system more democratic unlike the name of the package in which it comes out.
The effective threshold imposed by FPTP rule is worse than the current legal
10% threshold in Turkey. Hence, the overall results suggest that change in
electoral rules does not bring about more democratic electoral rule as long as

the national threshold stays the same.
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CHAPTER 2

STRATEGIC VOTING IN THE JUNE 2015 ELECTIONS:
HOW MUCH DID HDP BENEFIT FROM STRATEGIC VOTING?

2.1 Introduction

Strategic voting in proportional representation (PR) systems was ignored for a
long time since people have fewer incentives to vote strategically in PR systems.
The reason for the lack of incentives is that people’s most preferred party can
win representation easily in PR systems. Hence, people would not bother with
deviating from their most favourite party. However, Gibbard-Satterthwaite
theorem (Gibbard (1973), Satterthwaite (1975)) made it clear that there is no
aggregation mechanism that is strategy-proof apart from dictatorship. Hence, it
is reasonable to expect strategic voting in PR systems just as it is found in
first-past-the-post (FPTP) systems (Abramson et al., 2010, 62). But there are
not many empirical studies that focus on strategic voting in PR systems unlike
the case of FPTP systems since there would not be any need to cast a strategic
vote to affect the election results (Moser and Scheiner, 2009, 52). Hence, the
general assumption in the literature [(Duverger, 1959) and (Cox, 1997)] was
that sincere voting was the norm in PR systems (Hobolt and Karp, 2010, 300).
However, some recent studies in the literature show that strategic voting in
PR systems can be as prevalent as in the FPTP systems (Abramson et al.,
2010). There are also country specific studies which show that strategic voting
occurs in PR systems as well. There are couple of explanations of why voters
cast strategic votes in PR systems and all these explanations are coalition-based
as can be found in Abramson et al. (2009, 83). What I mean by coalition-based
explanations of strategic voting is that voters cast strategic votes with the aim

of affecting coalition formation. For instance, voters may act as “portfolio
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maximizers” which suggest that they can try to affect the formation of
coalitions. Hence, these explanations generally take coalition as the main
motivation for strategic voting. However, Turkish case differs from
coalition-based explanations of strategic voting due to its unique very high
national threshold.

This study presents evidence of strategic voting from Turkey. The country’s
high national electoral threshold (10%) makes it very likely for some voters to
cast a strategic vote. The 2015 June election provided such an environment
since one party (HDP- People’s Democratic Party) faced with the danger of
falling short of the electoral threshold. Since falling just short of the electoral
threshold would distribute HDP’s seats (mostly to the current governing party,
AKP-Justice and Development Party) that they would normally get when the
party passes the election threshold, there have been calls in the media',
especially to Republican People’s Party (CHP) supporters, to vote for HDP.

The organization of this study is as follows. Firstly, I will review the
strategic voting literature and argue that Turkish case provides a unique
environment that has not been studied yet. Secondly, I will focus on Turkey and
show why some voters felt the need to cast a strategic vote in the 2015 June
election. In the third section, I will present the data and the method and, I will

present the results in the fourth section. Section five concludes.

2.2 Literature review

Strategic voting literature can be grouped into two at the broadest level. The
first group in this literature makes inferences about strategic voting by using

aggregate data. These studies generally construct flow-of-the-vote matrices or

! See for instance: Yoriik (2015a) or Yériik (2015b)
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define some constituency based measures which capture strategic voting. There
are many studies that use this methodology such as Johnston and Hay (1982),
Galbraith and Rae (1989), Johnston and Pattie (1991), Fieldhouse et al. (1996),
and Johnston and Pattie (1992). These studies focus on the UK elections.
Similarly, Hanretty (2008) and Forcina et al. (2012) use vote transition matrices
in the Italian context. Gschwend et al. (2005) use aggreagete election results in
order to find strategic defection in Portugal. Gschwend et al. (2014) look at the
case of Finland whose electoral system is of PR character. They focus on the
possibility of strategic defection in Finnish context. Burden (2005), with the
help of aggregate electoral results, looks how the electoral competition work for
major candidates in the US presidential elections. Moser and Scheiner (2009)
exploit the variation in electoral results which may be related with ticket
splitting in mixed-member electoral systems. Muller and Page (2015) employ a
non parametric method while using aggregate election results in order to find
the level of strategic voting in the 2010 British general election. Kawai and
Watanabe (2013) also use aggregate election results while they employ an
inequality based estimator in Japanese election.

The main advantage of this approach is that there is not a problem of
whether the data is representative of the population or not. It can be a serious
issue when one uses survey data. However, the main problem with this
approach is the “ecological inference problem” which suggests that making
inferences about individual behaviour using aggregated data can be
problematical [(King, 1997), (Alvarez et al., 2006)].

The second group in this literature uses survey data in order to get around
the ecological inference problem. This group can also be divided into two
sub-groups; while the first sub-group uses a “direct” method, the second group

employs an “indirect” method for identifying strategic voting. The former
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methodology benefits from specifically designed survey questions that aims to
find out the strategic voters (e.g. Niemi et al. (1992), Johnston and Pattie
(2011)). In this approach, strategic voters are identified as the ones whose
favourite parties have no chance and, therefore, who vote for second most
preferred party. However, there are some problems in direct methodology.
Firstly, there is the problem of recall bias in political surveys and it advantages
the winning parties (Muller and Page, 2015, 3842). Moreover, there is
post-election bias of increased level of strategic voting (Alvarez and Nagler,
2000, 62) what can be called as, following Artabe and Gardeazabal (2014),
response bias. This suggests that survey respondents are more likely to assert
that they vote strategically the further the survey is conducted from the election
day.

The second sub-group uses “indirect” method which uses a model of vote
choice and, generally, divergence between estimated vote and actual vote is
exploited (e.g. Alvarez et al. (2006), Fieldhouse et al. (2007)). Starting with
Alvarez and Nagler (2000), studies that use indirect method usually define some
proxies which capture strategic voting since absence of these proxies can bring
about, what Artabe and Gardeazabal (2014) call, strategic voter bias. When
these proxies are set to zero in the model, it is assumed that strategic motivation
vanishes and the divergence between restricted and unrestricted models gives
the fraction of voters who cast a strategic vote. Although one can get rid of
response bias with indirect methodology, these proxies enter the model for all
voters in the same parametric form while only a fraction of voters are strategic
and this can bring about biased results (Artabe and Gardeazabal, 2014, 244).

One can find many studies that use survey data on strategic voting in
Britain such as Cain (1978), Lanoue and Bowler (1992), Niemi et al. (1992),
Alvarez and Nagler (2000), Alvarez et al. (2006), Fieldhouse et al. (2007),
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Aldrich et al. (2011), Johnston and Pattie (2011), and Herrmann et al. (2016).
Similarly, studies such as Blais and Nadeau (1996), Blais et al. (2001), and
Merolla and Stephenson (2007) focus on strategic voting in Canadian elections.
Blais et al. (2005) use the 1999 Ontario election in order to compare direct and
indirect methods of identifying strategic voting by using survey data. There are
also some studies that focus on countries whose electoral system is either mixed
or PR. For instance, Herrmann and Pappi (2008) and Shikano et al. (2009)
study strategic voting in Germany which has a mixed electoral system. Meffert
and Gschwend (2010) focus on strategic voting in Austria whose electoral system
is of PR character. Similarly, Fredén (2014) focuses on Sweden while Kriesi
(1998) studies strategic voting within Swiss context. Irwin and Van Holsteyn
(2012) uses a quasi-experimental approach to identify strategic voting in the
Netherlands which has a PR system. Lago (2008), Viniuela and Artés (2012),
and Artabe and Gardeazabal (2014) focus on Spain which has a PR electoral
system. Abramson et al. (2010) focus on both FPTP and PR systems in order
to compare the level of strategic voting in these different systems.

This study uses Artabe and Gardeazabal (2014)’s method of identifying
strategic voters due to the following reasons. Firstly, the existence of 10%
electoral threshold render constituency based proxies meaningless since each
vote is crucially important to pass national electoral threshold. Many proxies
found in the literature use district based proxies which focus on distance from
contention, competition or probability of winning in a given district (see Vinuela
and Artés (2012), Table 1). However, such proxies are not for PR systems since
parties can get a seat even when they are not competitive enough in a given
district (Vinuela and Artés, 2012, 293).

There are also some proxies defined for PR systems. For instance, Lago

(2008) uses a proxy of past election success for strategic voting. However, this is

26



also district based: He uses a dummy variable taking a value of 1 if the political
party suffering from strategic defection (Communist Party-PCE or United
Left-IU in his case) did not get a seat in the previous election. He finds that
people use heuristics meaning that if PCE/IU did not get a seat in a given
district in the previous election, then it is likely that voters of this party will
vote for their second most preferred party. However, this is also district based
since voters decide their strategic motivation based on whether the party gets a
seat in their district or not. Similarly, Vifiuela and Artés (2012, 295), use
district based proxy, what they call as threshold gap which is “the difference
between the effective threshold of representation and the expected vote for the
small party in the district”. Their proxy is specifically designed for PR systems.
All these studies that study strategic voting in PR systems employ proxies that
are based on individual districts (Vinuela and Artés, 2012, 293).

All these proxies mentioned above are district based while Turkish case is
different thanks to its unique very high electoral threshold. Small (but close to
10% electoral threshold) party voters may continue to vote for their most
preferred choice even if their party have absolutely no chance in their districts.
Hence, district-based proxies can easily fail in Turkish case since strategic
motivations will not be constituency-based per se; but it will be more about

whether the parties can pass the election threshold or not.

2.3 Turkish case

Before going into the Turkish case, what I mean by strategic voting must be
clarified. I adopt the following definition of strategic voting: “a strategic vote is
a vote for a party (candidate) that is not the preferred one, motivated by the

intention to affect the outcome of the election” (Blais et al., 2001, 344). What
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was the main motivation for Turkish voters to cast a vote that is not the most
preferred one in the 2015 June election?

Justice and Development Party (AKP) came to power in 2002 with 34.28%
of the votes while it took 66% of the seats in the parliament since only
Republican People’s Party (CHP) managed to pass the electoral threshold apart
from AKP. In its first period, AKP declared its commitment to economic
reforms, which are supported by IMF, initiated by the previous government.
Moreover, the EU membership process gained momentum after AKP came to
power which alleviated some of the concerns for AKP’s islamic roots. With
Turkish economy booming in this period, AKP increased its votes and got
46.58% of the votes in the 2007 election. In this second period, AKP started
eliminating the military’s role in Turkish politics which was seen by political
pundits in Turkey and abroad as a step towards democratisation in Turkey. The
2011 election brought another victory for AKP with 49.83% of the votes and it
became the first incumbent party which increased its votes in three consecutive
elections in Turkish political history. However, the fears of civilian
authoritarianism increased in this period (Kemahloglu, 2015, 447) with
Erdogan tightening his grip on power. EU membership fell off the agenda while
press freedom deteriorated (Kemahlioglu, 2015, 447). Judicial autonomy was
also damaged in this period (Oni@, 2016, 143) and the right to assembly and
demonstration was denied in many instances which usually ended up with police
repression. There has also been corruption allegations which were repressed as
well (Onis, 2016, 143). As a result of these anti-democratic steps taken by the
government, Gezi Park protests- initially as demonstrations against an urban
development plan for Gezi Park in Istanbul turning into countrywide rallies
against AKP- erupted which showed the unrest among AKP’s opponents. These

protests were also repressed severely resulting 16 deaths and thousands of
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injuries °. Erdogan did not try to placate the protestors and did not heed their
demands; on the contrary, he answered these protests by organizing a mass rally
in Istanbul®.

Just 1 year after Gezi Park Protests, Erdogan became the first elected
president of Turkey with 51.79% of valid votes. After he became president, he
started promoting a switch from parliamentarism to presidential system in
Turkey while his opponents consider such a switch as a further step towards
authoritarianism. Although the presidents have more symbolic roles and are
supposed to be impartial in Turkey, as the case for all parliamentary systems, he
started actively working as de facto prime minister.

With this background of political events, the 2015 June election took place
in this polarised context (Kemahlioglu, 2015, 445). When the political
campaigns for the 2015 June election started, President Erdogan was also
involved in political propaganda which was clearly unconstitutional. During the
so-called opening ceremonies-which was in fact rallies for AKP- he openly called
for presidentialism and wanted 400 lawmakers for AKP which would be more
than enough for a constitutional change to presidential system’. In fact, AKP
also proposed to adopt presidentialism in its election manifesto which raised
concerns for opponents that supermajority for AKP (367 of 550 seats) would
bring about one-man rule in Turkey.

Erdogan criticized all major opposing parties in these “opening ceremonies”
while the most significant was towards the Peoples’ Democratic Party (HDP)
(Carkoglu and Yildirim, 2015, 60). HDP is a pro-Kurdish left wing party and

“See the Union of Turkish Bar Associations’ report (Union of Turkish Bar Associations,
2014)

“See BBC (2013)

'See Hiirriyet Daily News (2015)
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the main strategy for pro-Kurdish political movements to get into the
parliament had been to nominate independent candidates in south-eastern parts
of Turkey where the majority of population are Kurds. It was due to circumvent
the 10% electoral threshold. However, HDP decided to participate in the 2015
election as a political party instead of running independent candidates which
was seen as a risky move by political pundits since it could fall short of the
threshold. This created an opportunity for AKP and Erdogan since AKP would
get the seats that would otherwise be distributed to HDP if they pass the
threshold. According to an election simulation prepared by Cilekagaci”, the
following two scenarios show how dramatically AKP could benefit from HDP
falling short of the threshold. In scenario 1, let the vote shares be 49%, 25%,
12% and 10% for AKP, CHP, MHP and HDP respectively. In this scenario,
Cilekagaci simulator estimates that AKP would get 312 seats while 129, 44, and
65 seats would go to CHP, MHP, and HDP respectively. In scenario 2, let the
vote distribution be the same expect for HDP falling just by 1% (49%, 25%,
12% and 9% for AKP, CHP, MHP, and HDP respectively). In this scenario, 367
seats would go to AKP while 135 and 48 seats would be distributed to CHP and
MHP respectively. HDP cannot get any seats as they are short of the threshold.
The number 367 is critical since it is the threshold for making a constitutional
change in the parliament (supermajority). So while AKP cannot have the
majority for making a constitutional change in Scenario 1, they can make such
changes in Scenario 2 which is almost the same with the first scenario in terms
of vote distribution.

Since Erdogan was also aware of this fact, he criticized HDP on every

occasion. The major AKP strategy during the election campaign was to make

°See: http://simulator.cilekagaci.com/#mhp=16&akparti=41&chp=25&hdp=13
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HDP fall short of the electoral threshold (Bardakei, 2016, 7). To maintain this
objective, HDP was criticized mainly on two grounds: The first one was HDP’s
association with Kurdistan Workers’ Party (PKK), a terrorist organization. The
second criticism came from HDP’s commitment to dismantle The Directorate of
Religious Affairs” (Bardakei, 2016). By criticizing HDP on terrorism and
religion, two sensitive topics, Erdogan hoped to make HDP fall short of the
threshold.

It was this political landscape that may lead some opponents of AKP to
cast strategic votes for HDP in order to prevent AKP from taking more seats
than what it would normally get. One can expect that some of CHP voters
could cast a strategic vote for HDP since CHP, a centre-left party, is seen as
closer to HDP than other parties in the ideological spectrum. Furthermore,
HDP’s election strategy may sound appealing to some CHP voters as well.
HDP’s leader, Selahattin Demirtag, mostly set up his election strategy on how
HDP would prevent Erdogan from being president (in a presidential system).
“We will not make you the president” was one of the main slogans that HDP
used during the campaign and this could very well affect some CHP voters to
switch to HDP for strategic reasons.

Some conservative Kurds who are normally expected to vote for AKP could
vote for HDP as well. In fact, HDP tried to attract some conservative Kurdish
vote from AKP while, at the same time, aimed left votes from CHP
(Kemahlioglu, 2015, 456). As Bardakgi notes (2016, 7), the main challenge for
HDP was to attract the support of the “white Turks” who are normally CHP
supporters. However, the danger of falling short of the threshold- and therefore

the danger of AKP’s supermajority in the parliament- could help HDP to

9This speech by Erdogan during one opening ceremony is typical of these two wave of
critisims: Anadolu Agency (2015)
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attract votes from CHP. For Kurdish votes coming from AKP, the danger of
AKP’s supermajority cannot be the concern obviously. But, this time, the
danger of no pro-Kurdish representation in the parliament might lead some
(Kurdish) AKP voters to vote for their second most preferred choice (Akarca,
2015, 90).

The issue of strategic voting was very popular in the media before the
elections as well. For instance, there were discussions about how voting for HDP
can, in fact, strengthen CHP’s hand in the parliament’. Moreover, people widely
discussed the prospect of strategic voting for HDP in popular internet forums.

The possibility of strategic voting in the 2015 election has been noted in
the literature as well. For instance, Akarca (2015, 86) argues that 10% electoral
threshold encourages strategic voting. He notes (2015, 92) that HDP’s
presentation of itself as very close to the threshold motivated some other party
supporters to vote for HDP. Onis (2016, 145) also points out the issue of
strategic voting. He argues that many Turks who would normally vote for CHP
voted for HDP due to the fear that HDP could fall short of the threshold.

Although this study, to my knowledge, is the first study that focuses on the
magnitude of strategic voting in Turkey with an indirect method by using
survey data, there are some studies and polls that estimate the magnitude of
strategic voting in the 2015 June election. For instance, Akarca (2015, 95)
estimates that 4% of the electorate voted strategically to HDP in order to help
it to pass the threshold. His finding relies on an econometric model of aggregate
voting results which uses panel data of past election results. Although he uses
many macro control variables in his model, there can be an ecological inference

problem in his results since making inferences about micro behaviour such as

See, for instance, Yoriik (2015b)
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strategic voting through macro variables may be problematical as discussed in
the literature review section of this study. Onis (2016) also argues that 2% of
the electorate shifted from CHP to HDP for strategic reasons. Since he does not
give details on his methodology, I cannot evaluate how he estimates this
magnitude.

Some polls also present evidence of strategic voting in the 2015 June
election. For instance, an IPSOS poll® conducted just after the elections
revealed that 17% of HDP voters decided to vote for HDP within the last week
before the election although the figures are much lower for other parties (2% for
AKP and 5% for CHP and MHP). The reason of the significant difference
between HDP and other parties might be whether to cast a strategic vote or
not. However, we cannot rely solely on this question in order to estimate the
magnitude of strategic voting. One can also look at how respondents see their
votes. For instance 19% of HDP voters in the June election (and 15% in the
November election) indicate that their votes are temporary (emanet).
Interestingly, this is even higher among MHP voters: 22% in the June election
and 25% in the November election. Although Akarca (2015) considers these
figures as strategic voting, these are very high when compared to strategic
voting literature. Even if we assume that there is no recall bias and response
bias (which can be the case since June poll was conducted just one day after,
and November poll was conducted just three days after the election), these
figures may overestimate the magnitude of strategic voters. The respondents
may just want to emphasize that their votes are not unconditional: They may
vote for another party in the next election if expectations are not met. It only

shows that these are not really loyal party voters. Instead of looking at this

®Tt can be found online: IPSOS (2015)
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question, as Akarca (2015) did, I believe that the following counterfactual
question in the same IPSOS survey is more appropriate for strategic voting.
The same poll also shows that 8% of HDP voters would vote for AKP or CHP
(4% for each) if they observed the election results. This 8% can be attributed to
strategic voting since HDP passed the threshold easily and if strategic voters
observed this result, they would go for their most preferred party. The answers
to the same question in November poll show that there would not be any shift
from HDP to any other parties if election results were observed meaning that
HDP did not benefit from strategic voting in November.

While June IPSOS poll shows that 8% of HDP voters (or 1% of the
electorate) cast strategic votes, Akarca’s estimation (2015) of strategic voting
for HDP yields higher results (4% of the electorate). Onig (2016) argues that
HDP benefited from strategic voting by 2% of the electorate. To the extent that
IPSOS poll is free from response and recall bias, its results should be similar to
our findings. The problem with Akarca’s estimation is that it can suffer from
ecological inference bias.

Long story short, it is very likely that some CHP voters who have fears of
rising authoritarianism and one-man rule could vote for HDP in the 2015 June
election as HDP faced with the danger of falling short of the threshold. If HDP
did not pass the threshold, its seats would be mostly taken by AKP and it
would pave the way for supermajority of AKP in the parliament. Similarly,
some AKP voters who are ethnically Kurdish could decide to help HDP in this
election in order to have pro-Kurdish representation in the parliament. I do not
expect any MHP- a far-right nationalist party- voters to cast a strategic vote for
HDP as they are diametrically opposed to each other in ideological spectrum.

These considerations of voters can be considered as strategic voting as it

fully fits the definition of strategic voting which I cited at the beginning.
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Furthermore, two conditions for strategic voting are also met (Blais et al., 2005,
164): Voters vote for a party other than their most favourite one and, secondly,
they decide in that way because of the perceptions of the expected outcome of

the election.

2.4 Data and methodology

In this study, I follow Artabe and Gardeazabal’s (2014) (AG henceforth)
methodology that allows a counterfactual analysis (without specifying any
proxy) of how voters would behave if strategic motivations vanished. In order to
do that, I estimate a random utility model of voting behaviour (RUM). As AG
(2014, 243) point out, RUM can be used to investigate how party preferences
depend on party and individual characteristics. However, strategic voters do not
vote for their most preferred parties which bring about biased results (what AG
call as strategic voting bias) if proxies that capture strategic motivations are not
included in the model. Since these proxies are mostly district-based, they are
not appropriate for Turkey due to its 10% electoral threshold. Every vote counts
for national threshold and voters may vote for a party that have absolutely no
chance in a given district since it has the danger of falling short of the threshold.
Therefore, AG’s methodology, which allows for counterfactual analysis without
proxy measures of strategic voting, is very appropriate for Turkish case. In their
methodology, possible strategic voters are identified first and excluded from the
first step of the analysis. In this first step, RUM is set up with sincere voters in
order to avoid from strategic voting bias. Then, in the second stage, the votes of
possible strategic voters are predicted using RUM set up in the first stage. If
there exists a difference between estimated and actual votes of these possibly

strategic voters, then they are really counted as strategic voters.
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I use survey data from KONDA, a leading public opinion and consultancy
company. The survey was conducted before the election in two waves. Since it
was conducted before the election, there will not be any response bias. Hence,
to the extent that there is no response bias, direct methodology can also be
used. However, the question that I use for identifying strategic voters make
direct methodology implausible for the following reason. Firstly, the question is
as follows: What do you think about voting for HDP?

a)l will vote definitely
b)I will vote in order to help HDP to pass the threshold

¢)I will not vote for HDP if they pass the threshold for sure

d)T will not vote definitely

I identify possible strategic voters as the ones who chose b and ¢ since they
may vote for HDP with the intention of helping it to pass the threshold.
However, voters’ expectation can change when the election day comes. A
respondent may choose b when the survey was done; but once the election day
comes, she may switch to her most preferred party since she expects that HDP
will pass the threshold for sure. As cited above, an IPSOS survey conducted
just after June 2015 revealed that 17% of HDP voters decided to vote for HDP
within the last week before the election while the figures are much lower for
other parties: 2% for AKP and 5% for CHP and MHP. Our data also supports
this doubtfulness. Table 7 shows that there are many voters who said that they
would vote for CHP but, at the same time, declared that they may help HDP to
pass the threshold. With our counterfactual analysis, we can see how many of
these CHP voters are estimated to vote for CHP in the second stage. If we find
that a great portion of these CHP voters are predicted to vote for CHP again,
then we should not worry about these potentially strategic CHP voters who can

switch to HDP after the survey is done. Similarly, we can also see how many of
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these self-declared HDP voters can be really considered as strategic in the
second stage. However, in either case, we cannot solely rely on direct measure

by looking at the answers of this question.

Table 7: Potential Strategic Voters

Potential Strategic Total Ratio

AKP 133 1640 8.11%
CHP 240 1024 23.44%
MHP 33 548  6.02%
HDP 81 461  17.57%

That’s why using an indirect approach is a better way of estimating the
magnitude of strategic voting in Turkish case. Furthermore, due to the problem
with district-based proxies, AG’s method seems to be the best way of doing the
counterfactual analysis of how would the strategic voters’ choice change in the
absence of strategic motivations; that is, which party would strategic HDP

voters choose in the absence of strategic considerations.

2.5 Results

In order to do this counterfactual analysis, I first exclude these possible
strategic voters. It is not important whether these people are really strategic or
not at this point. Some sincere voters who misreported their thoughts on voting
for HDP may erroneously be excluded. However, it is not a problem except for
losing some observations in the first stage. The crucial thing is to exclude real
strategic voters since any failure to do so can bring strategic voting bias in the
first stage. Any sincere voters who are mistakenly dropped from the sample in
the first stage can still be identified in the second stage once their votes are

predicted (Artabe and Gardeazabal, 2014), so losing them in the first stage is
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not that crucial. In the second stage, so-called counterfactual analysis, these
possibly strategic voters’ votes are going to be estimated in the model set up in
the first stage that consists of only sincere voters. Hence, these estimations will
be their sincere votes as strategic considerations would not be taken into
account in this model.

I use conditional logit similar to AG as Alvarez and Nagler (1998) argue
that conditional logit is more appropriate than multinomial logit for modelling
voting behaviour. It allows both alternative-specific and case-specific variables.

I estimate the coefficients of the following Random Utility Model:

Uij = XiBj + Zi0 + €5

where X; is a vector of individual characteristics, Z;; is a vector of alternative ]
attributes from the point of view of individual i, 8; and 6 are parameter vectors,
and €;; is error term.

Although it is not crucial to present the estimation results of the model for
our purpose, I present the estimation results here.

As it can be seen from Table 8, education plays an important role in party
preferences. We can observe that as the level of education increases, people tend
to vote for AKP less. People with no elementary school degree tend to vote
AKP more relative to CHP or MHP. Similarly, elementary school graduates also
tend to support AKP. There are also a number of significant coefficients in
occupational categories. Retired and unemployed people, housewives, students
tend to vote for HDP less as compared to AKP, our base category. People who
are in the first income quintile tend to vote for opposition parties. People who
are ethnically Kurdish tend to vote for HDP unsurprisingly. Similarly, Kurdish

people tend to evade from CHP and MHP when compared to AKP. This also
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shows how AKP’s election strategy of targeting Kurdish votes was important.
Alevis tend to vote for CHP and HDP and people who see themselves as
modern also prefer opposition parties relative to AKP. The religiosity variable is
evaluation of one’s own religiosity on 5-point scale. The results show that
people who are more religious tend to vote for AKP relative to CHP and HDP
while religiosity is insignificant in distinguishing AKP and MHP voters. It
makes sense as the electoral bases of AKP and MHP are very similar. If one
expects an economic crisis in the country, then she tends to prefer opposition
parties as well since the coefficients of the variable “Economic Crisis” is positive
and significant in all three parties. People who are satisfied with their economic
conditions also tend to vote for AKP as expected. Household sizes are not that
important in party preferences although people who live in bigger households
tend to vote for MHP relative to AKP. Moreover, we see that there is very high
vote persistence in Turkey since previous vote variable is significant at 1% level.
The other alternative specific variable, incumbent, takes the value of 1 for a
party which governs the municipality in a given city. For instance, if a
respondent lives in Istanbul (whose mayor is from AKP), incumbent variable is
coded as 1 for AKP for that person. We hope to capture municipal services
with this variable. Although the coefficient is positive, it is insignificant. Lastly,

I also control for city fixed effects with city dummies.
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Table 8: Conditional Logit Estimation Results

Individual Specific CHP/AKP MHP/AKP HDP/AKP

age(18-28) -0.0648 -0.0106 -0.547
(0.339) (0.300) (0.413)
age(29-43) -0.103 -0.134 -0.361
(0.244) (0.239) (0.359)
female -0.196 -0.0989 -0.292
(0.308) (0.329) (0.367)
bef-elementary ~ -1.353%* -2.219%%* -0.0708
(0.631) (0.653) (0.813)
elementary -0.616* -0.787** -0.450
(0.341) (0.372) (0.502)
secondary -0.345 -0.672* -0.620
(0.345) (0.384) (0.551)
highschool -0.689** -0.664** -0.317
(0.309) (0.337) (0.501)
‘Work:Farmer -0.192 -0.342 -0.560
(0.328) (0.319) (0.501)
‘Work:Retired -0.0223 -0.591 -1.036*
(0.376) (0.415) (0.599)
Work:Housewife -0.0411 -0.547 -1 TTTRRE
(0.398) (0.430) (0.630)
Work:Student 0.245 -0.384 -1.840%*
(0.599) (0.712) (0.738)
Work:Unemployed -0.524 -1.612%* -2.108%**
(0.511) (0.630) (0.752)
Income Quintile-1 ~ 0.951%** 0.419 1.783%**
(0.339) (0.356) (0.601)
Income Quintile-2 0.300 -0.205 1.269*
(0.389) (0.416) (0.677)
Income Quintile-3 0.463 0.0611 1.367+*
(0.306) (0.316) (0.547)
Income Quintile-4 0.792** -0.216 0.518
(0.347) (0.356) (0.583)
Kurdish ~ -1.302%** -1.161%* 3.115%%*
(0.448) (0.539) (0.409)
Alevi 2.001%** 1.007 1.716%*
(0.606) (0.734) (0.793)
Rural 0.177 0.658*** 0.531
(0.259) (0.254) (0.368)
Auto-Ownership 0.249 -0.0346 0.441
(0.198) (0.209) (0.291)
Religiosity -0.305* -0.264 -0.557**
(0.157) (0.169) (0.253)
Modern 1.037%** 0.179 1.114%%*
(0.268) (0.283) (0.364)
Economic Crisis ~ 1.929%*** 1.843%** 1.840%**
(0.225) (0.228) (0.344)
Economic Evaluation — -1.307*** -0.913%** -1.310%**
(0.216) (0.231) (0.314)
HH Size (1-2) 0.271 0.333 -0.292
(0.621) (0.545) (0.613)
HH Size (3-5) 0.334 0.813* -0.288
(0.578) (0.471) (0.490)
HH Size (6-8) 0.0803 0.894* -0.374
(0.629) (0.515) (0.554)
Constant -0.947 0.752 -0.175
(1.162) (0.958) (1.259)
Alternative Specific
Previous Vote 2.830***
(0.0932)
Incumbent 1.136
(0.755)
City Fixed Effects YES
Observations 12,744 12,744 12,744

Robust standard errors in parentheses
¥ p<0.01, ** p<0.05, *p<0.1
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What is important in this analysis is to have high rate of good prediction
since I will predict the votes of possibly strategic voters in the second stage.
The overall goodness-of-fit is 89% (2835/3186). The goodness-of-fit for each

party is given in Table 9.

Table 9: Goodness-of-Fit for Each Party

Estimation
AKP CHP MHP HDP Total Goodness-of-Fit
AKP 1446 21 32 8 1507 05.95%
CHP 67 674 39 4 784 85.97%
Actual Vote om0 34 373 2 515 73.40%
HDP 22 19 2 337 380 88.68%

Table 9 shows that the model fails to correctly predict one fourth of MHP
voters. The goodness-of-fit for other parties are very good. It correctly predicts
nearly 96% of AKP votes while it is close to 86% for CHP and 89% for HDP
voters. The model’s failure with MHP voters is not that important for our
analysis since we do not expect any strategic vote for HDP from MHP voters.
The correct prediction of possibly strategic voters’ votes are what matters for
us. Firstly, correct prediction for HDP is important. And the goodness-of-fit for
HDP is very good. Secondly, we expect mainly CHP voters to cast a strategic
vote for HDP; therefore, CHP’s goodness-of-fit is also important. As a
secondary source of strategic votes, we also expect some AKP voters, who are
ethnically Kurdish, to support HDP for strategic purposes. AKP’s
goodness-of-fit is also very high. Overall, MHP’s poor goodness-of-fit is no
concern to us for our purpose. The main reason for such poor fit for MHP is
that its electoral base is very similar to AKP. Since we mainly use individual or
family characteristics- which do not change much for AKP and MHP voters- as

controls, such poor fit is expected indeed. I could have used some feeling
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thermometer results as control variables in order to increase prediction; but the
data does not contain any question of feeling thermometers about parties or
party leaders. There are many studies that use such measures as control
variables in their analyses (Blais et al. (2001), Blais et al. (2005), Fredén
(2014),and Johnston and Pattie (2011) etc.). However, generally, such measures
are not determined before the variable of interest which is vote choice. We
cannot be sure that feeling thermometer results are certainly determined before
party choice. It is very probable that they are determined simultaneously due to
some other factors. Hence, such measures are bad controls which can bring
about biased results. Good controls are the ones that are determined before the
variable of interest (Angrist and Pischke, 2008, 51). In any case, having low
prediction rates for MHP is not crucial and the prediction rates for other parties
are good in the model set up with “good” control variables.

We can now predict the votes of our possibly strategic voters. Following
Artabe and Gardeazabal (2014), for each possible strategic voter i in I, I
compute the probability of voting for party p as Prlj; = p/Xi, Zi, 3, 5] where 3
and 6 are estimated parameter values from the first step. Once these
probabilities are calculated for each party p € P, the counterfactual estimated
sincere vote of our possibly strategic voters will be the maximum of these

probabilities. That is,
Ji = argmax Pr(j; = p/ X, Zip, B, é]
peP

If j; is the actual vote of our possibly strategic voter, we accept them as
sincere voter if j; = j57. That is, if actual vote and estimated vote of possibly
strategic voter are the same, we accept them as sincere voters (Artabe and

Gardeazabal, 2014, 250). If these votes differ, then the estimated votes of
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strategic voters are considered as their sincere votes. It is because, strategic
motivations vanish once their vote is estimated in our RUM which only consists
of sincere voters as we excluded possible strategic voters from the beginning.
Table 10 presents the results of our counterfactual analysis. This table
shows the estimation results of our self-identified 487 possible strategic voters’
sincere party choices. The rows show their declared actual votes and the
columns are their estimated sincere votes. Firstly, we observe that a great
majority of possibly strategic AKP, CHP, and MHP voters are predicted to vote
for their own party in the absence of strategic motivations as well. Hence, it
shows that we should not worry about these people although they declared a
readiness to cast a strategic vote for HDP. The off-diagonals of these three
parties do not make any sense in our analysis; we can treat them as wrong
predictions (remember that the overall goodness-of-fit was 89%). What we are
mainly interested in this analysis is the off-diagonals of HDP voters since these
off-diagonals of HDP row show the estimated sincere votes of possibly strategic
HDP voters. That is, the off-diagonals tell us which party these HDP
voters-who declared that they vote for HDP for strategic reasons- vote in the

absence of strategic considerations.

Table 10: Result of the Counterfactual Analysis

Estimated Sincere Votes

AKP CHP MHP HDP Total Ratio

AKP 118 4 4 7 133 88.72%
CHP 24 19 12 9 240 81.25%
Actual Votes 1, 7 1 922 3 33 66.67%
HDP 16 21 3 41 81 50.62%

The results show that only half of these self-identified strategic voters are

really strategic. 41 of these 81 possibly strategic voters are not considered as
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strategic; their sincere votes are also estimated as HDP. 21 people are predicted
to vote CHP if they do not take strategic considerations into account. Similarly,
there are 16 AKP voters that voted for HDP for strategic reasons. There are
also three people who are predicted to vote for MHP in the absence of strategic
considerations. These results are expected since we expect that the main source
of strategic voting for HDP is from CHP voters. Moreover, some AKP voters
also support HDP for strategic reasons as expected. Although we expect no
strategic MHP voters, there are three such voters. In total, 8.6% of HDP voters
(or 1% of total electorate) come from strategic voting. These results are very
much similar to IPSOS survey (which found that 8% of HDP voters are
strategic) mentioned above. Our results show that Akarca’s (2015) and Onis’

(2016) results are overestimated.

2.6 Discussion

AG’s (2014) counterfactual method combines direct and indirect approach and,
that’s why, it minimizes some biases such as response bias which would be a
problem if we relied solely on direct approach. However, there can be some
problems with this methodology as well.

Firstly, in the second stage, we treated the off-diagonals of AKP, CHP, and
MHP as prediction errors; but, we considered the off-diagonals of HDP as
indicators for strategic voting while these off-diagonals can also be prediction
errors as well. However, we observe that this cannot be the case. The ratios
given in Table 10 are the ratios of diagonals to the total votes for each party.
For instance, the ratio for AKP is 88.72% (118/133). These ratios are simply
called goodness-of-fit in the first stage. If these off-diagonals were simply

prediction errors, then we would observe more or less the same ratio (or
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goodness-of-fit) in these two stages. For instance, CHP’s goodness-of-fit is
85.97% in the first stage, while the ratio is 81.25% in the counterfactual analysis
which is not dramatically different. Similarly, AKP’s goodness-of-fit is 95.95%
while its ratio is 88.72% in the second stage. For MHP, the goodness-of-fit is
73.4% and the ratio is 66.67%. However, we find that the goodness-of-fit for
HDP is 88.68% while the ratio for HDP is dramatically lower: 50.62%. If these
off-diagonals for HDP in the second stage were simply prediction errors, which
is the case in the first stage, the goodness-of-fit and the ratio of HDP would be
more or less similar to each other as in the case for other three parties.
Although some prediction errors can be included in the counterfactual
analysis which can bring about overestimation, there is one other effect that we
ignored throughout the analysis which brings underestimation of strategic
voting. It is the effect of small party voters. Due to the lack of observations, we
excluded small party voters from the beginning while some of these small party
voters may cast a strategic vote for HDP since their parties have no chance in
an election with 10% electoral threshold. In fact, Akarca (2015, 92) argues that
most of the additional support to HDP came from small party voters. Hence,
there is both overestimation and underestimation of strategic voting to HDP
which can counteract each other. Although we do not know the exact effects of
these two opposing forces, it is certain that these two will counteract each other

which make them less worrisome for our analysis.
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APPENDIX

THE 550 HYPOTHETICAL DISTRICTS

In order to create 550 hypothetical districts we make the assumption that no
gerrymandering would take place. This is maintained with the geographical
integrity principle. This suggests that a district must consists of neighbouring
regions. Moreover, provinces (Il in Turkish) are taken as the basis for
constructing the districts. They are divided into exactly the number of deputies
that they have in the current system. This implies that each created district is
within the administration border of a province meaning that there is no district
that includes regions from multiple provinces. In each province, geographical
integrity rule applies for neighbourhoods (.flge in Turkish) as well which are big
enough to have more than one deputy. Villages (kdy) and small towns (belde)
are added to one of the district in their provinces since it was virtually
impossible to spot each village on the map. The composition of each created
districts according to 2011 administrative units is as follows. The changes in

administrative units for 2015 are given as notes at the end.

ADANA/SEYHAN-1

Aydinlar Mah. Ismetpasa Mah.
Bahglievler Mah. Kurtulug Mah.
Barig Mah. Mekan Mah.
Cemalpaga Mah. Mithatpasa Mabh.
Demetevler Mah. Namik Kemal Mah.
Denizli Mah. Narlica Mah.

Dikili Mah. Yesilevler Mah.
Fevzipaga Mah. Ziyapaga Mah.

Gazipaga Mah. 46



ADANA /SEYHAN-2

Ahmet Remzi Yiiregir Mah. Karayusuflu-Koyliioglu Mah.
Akkapt Mah. Karayusuflu-Miirseloglu Mah.

Alidede Mah. Karayusuflu-Salmanbeyli Mah.

Barbaros Mah.
Begocak Mah.
Bey Mah.
Camuzcu Mah.
Cmarli Mah.
Daglioglu Mah.
Doseme Mah.
Hadirli Mah.
Hanedan Mah.

Havuzlubahge Mah.

Hurmali Mabh.
Hiirriyet Mah.
Karasoku Mah.

Karayusuflu Mah.
Bahgelievler Mah.

Kayalibag Mah.
Kocavezir Mah.
Koyuncu Mah.
Kuruképric Mah.
Mestanzade Mah.
Midik Mah.
Resatbey Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Sariyakup Mah.
Serinevler Mah.
Sucuzade Mabh.
Sehitduran Mah.
Tepebag Mah.
Tiirkocagi Mah.
Ulucamii Mah.

Karayusuflu-Caput¢u Mah. Yalmanli Mah.
Karayusuflu-Dervigler Mah. Yesilyuva Mah.
Karayusuflu-Dortagag Mabh. Yenibey Mah.

Karayusuflu-Kayishi Mah.
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ADANA/SEYHAN-3

Biiyiik¢ildirim Mah.

Dumlupinar Mah.
Emek Mah.
Gokgeler Mah.
Golbagt Mah.
Giilbahgesi Mah.
Giilpmar Mah.
Istiklal Mah.

Kiiciikgildirim Mabh.

ADANA/SEYHAN-4

Bahgeshir Mah.
Biiyiikdikili Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Giirselpasa Mah.
Karakuyu Mah.
Kavakli Mah.

Kuyumcular Mah.

Kiigiikdikili Cinarli Mabh.

Piar Mah.

ADANA-H

Ceyhan Tlcesi

Meydan Mah.
Mirzacelebi Mah.
Onur Mah.

Ova Mah.
Sarthamzali Mah.
Sakirpasa Mah.
Ugak Mah.
Yenidam Mah.
Yolgecen Mah.

Sarthuglar Mah.
SogiitliMah.
Stimer Mah.
Tellidere Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Yenibaraj Mah.
Yesilyurt Mah.
Zeytinli Mah.
2000 Evler Mah.



ADANA-6

Aladag Tlcesi
Karaisall Ilcesi

Pozanti ﬂgesi
ADANA-T

Kozan ilgesi

Saimbeyli Ilcesi
ADANA-8

Saricam Ilgesi
ADANA /Y UREGIR-1

Agzibiiyiik Mabh.
Akdeniz Mah.
Anadolu Mah.
Aydincik Mah.
Bahgelievler Mah.
Bagk Mah.

Cirik Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah.

Dede Korkut Mah.

Giinesli Mah.
Giizelevler Mah.
Havutlu Mah.
Haydaroglu Mah.

49

Imamoglu Ilgesi

Feke Ilcesi

Tufanbeyli Tlcesi

Koza Mah.

Levent Mah.

Seyhan Mah.

Solakli Cumhuriyet Mah.
Solakli Hiirriyet Mah.
Yamagh Mah.

Yesil Baglar Mah.

Yunus Emre Mah.

19 Mayis Mah.

Abdioglu Cumhuriyet Mah.

Alihocali Mabh.
Atatiirk Mah.
Beykoy Mah.



Biiytikkapipih Mah.

Cine Mah.
Cagirtkanli Mabh.
Cotlu Mah.
Danigment Mah.
Dedepinar1 Mah.
Denizkuyusu Mah.
Diizce Mah.
Egriaga¢ Mabh.
Esenler Mah.

Eski Misis Mah.

Gazipaga Mah.

Gegitli Cumhuriyet Mah.

Gokgeli Mah.
Giimiigsyaz1 Mah.
Haciali Mah.
Havraniye Mah.
Herekli Mah.
Irmakbagi Mah.
Kadikoy Mah.
Kamigh Mabh.
Karaahmetli Mah.

ADANA /Y UREGIR-2

Akdam Mabh.
Akmcilar Mah.
Camili Mah.
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KayarliMah.
Kokliice Mah.
Kopriigozii Mah.
Kiitiikliic Mah.
Ozler Mah.
Pagkoy Mah.
Pekmezli Mah.
Sagdich Mah.
Sakizli Mabh.
Sazak Mabh.
Sahinaga Mah.
Seyhmurat Mah.
Tasgr Mah.
Yahsiler Mah.
Yalnizca Mah.
Yenice Mah.
Yenikoy Mabh.
Yerdelen Mah.
Yukaricicekli Mah.
Yunusoglu Cumhuriyet Mah.
Yunusoglu Hiirriyet Mah.
Zagarli Mah.

Dadaloglu Mah.
Dogankent Bahclievler Mah.

Dogankent Cumhuriyet Mah.



Dogankent Kigla Mah.
Karacaoglan Mah.
Kazim Karabekir Mah.
Kisla Mah.

Kopriili Mah.

ADANA /Y UREGIR-3

Atakent Mabh.
Camlibel Mah.
Dervigler Mah.

Incirlik Cumhuriyet Mah.

Kiremithane Mah.
Mutlu Mah.
Ozgur Mah.

Saricm Mah.

ADANA/CUKUROVA-1

Belediye Evleri Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Huzurevleri Mah.

Kocatepe Mah.

ADANA/CUKUROVA-2

Beyazevler Mah.
Gokkuyu Mah.
Giizelyalh Mah.
Karshlar Mah.
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PTT Mah.

Selahattin Eyyubi Mah.
Serinevler Mah.

Tahsilli Mah.

Yavuzlar Mah.

Sinanpasa Mabh.

Sehit Erkut Akbay Mabh.
Ulubath Hasan Mah.
Yakapinar Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.

Yiiregir Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)
Karatag Ilcesi

Yumurtalik ﬂgesi

Kurttepe Mah.
Salbag Esentepe Mabh.
Sambayadi Mah.

Yiiziinciiyll Mah.

Mahfesigmaz Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Cukurova (Belde/Kaoy)



ADANA /CUKUROVA-3

Toros Mah.

ADIYAMAN-1

Alitasi Mah.
Altingehir Mah.

Barbaros Hayrettin Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Eskisaray Mah.
Hocadmer Mah.
Karapimar Mah.
Mara Mah.

ADIYAMAN-2

Bahcecik Mah.
Bahgelievler Mah.
Fatih Mah.
imamaga Mabh.
Kapcami Mah.
Kayalik Mah.
Malazgirt Mah.

Mehmet Akif Mah.
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Yurt Mah.

Mimar Sinan Mah.

Siimerevler Mah.

Tiirkiye Petrolleri Mabh.

Ulucami Mabh.
Yavuz Selim Mah.
Yeni Mah.

Yeni Sanayi Mah.

Yenipiar Mah.

Musalla Mah.
Orenli Mah.
Siratut Mah.
Siteler Mah.
Turgut Reis Mah.
Varlik Mah.
Yesilyurt Mah.
Yunus Emre Mah.



ADIYAMAN-3

Adiyaman Merkez (Belde/Koy) Celikhan Tlgesi

Gerger Ilgesi Sincik Tlcesi
ADIYAMAN-4

Kahta Ilcesi Samsat Ilgesi
ADIYAMAN-5

Besni Ilcesi Tut Tlgesi

Golbag Ilgesi
AFYONKARAHISAR-1

Merkez Ilgesi
AFYONKARAHISAR-2

Merkez Tlcesi (Belde/Kéy) Ihsaniye Ilcesi
Bayat Ilgesi Iscehisar Tlcesi

Cobanlar Ilcesi
AFYONKARAHISAR-3

Bolvadin Ilgesi Sultandag: Ilcesi

Emirdag Ilgesi Cay Ilcesi
AFYONKARAHISAR-4

Sinanpasa Ilgesi Hocalar Ilgesi

Sandikl Tlgesi Kiziloren Ilgesi
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AFYONKARAHISAR-H

Dinar Ilgesi
Basmakag Ilgesi

Dazkir Tlg:esi
AGRI-1

Agr1 Merkez Ilcesi
AGRI-2

Dogubayazit Ilgesi
AGRI-3

Diyadin Ilgesi

Eleskirt Ilgesi
AGRI-4

Patnos Ilcesi
AMASYA-1

Merkez Ilgesi
AMASYA-2

Merkez (Belde/Koy)

Suluova Ilgesi

o4

Evciler il(;esi

Suhut Ilgesi

Hamur Ilcesi

Tashgay Tlgesi

Tutak Ilcesi

Goyniicek Tlcesi

Tasova Ilgesi



AMASYA-3

Merzifon il(;esi

Giimiishacikdy Ilcesi

ANKARA /CANKAYA-1

Ahlatlibel Mah.
Beytepe Mah.
(igdem Mah.
Cukurambar Mah.
iggi Bloklar1 Mah.

ANKARA /(CANKAYA-2

Akpimar Mah.

Ata Mah.

Gokkuggr Mah.
Huzur Mah.

Ilker Mah.
Karapmar Mah.
Keklik Pinar1 Mah.
Malazgirt Mah.

ANKARA /CANKAYA-3

Anittepe Mah.

Arka Topraklik Mah.

Bahgelievler Mah.
Cebeci Mah.
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Hamamézii Ilgesi

Kizilirmak Mah.
Mustafa Kemal Mah.
Mutlukent Mah.
Sogiitozii Mah.

Universiteler Mah.

Metin Akkug Mah.
Miirsel Ulu¢ Mah.
Naci Cakir Mah.
Oran Mah.

Osman Temiz Mah.

Sehit Cengiz Karaca Mah.

Yukar: Dikmen Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah.
Camlitepe Mah.
Devlet Mah.
Dilekler Mah.



Emek Mah.
Ertugrulgazi Mah.
Erzurum Mah.
Eti Mah.
Fakiilteler Mah.
Fidanlik Mah.
Tleri Mah.

Kizilay Mah.
Korkutreis Mah.

ANKARA /(CANKAYA-4

Akarlar Mah.

Asag1 Dikmen Mah.
Asag Imrahor Mah.
Birlik Mah.

Boztepe Mah.
Biiyiikesat Mah.
Cankaya Mah.
Cavusglu Mah.
Evciler Mah.

Gaziosmanpaga Mah.

Hilal Mah.
Ilkbahar Mah.

ANKARA /(CANKAYA-5

Agikpaga Mah.
Ayranci Mabh.
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Maltepe Mah.
Mebusevleri Mah.

Namik Kemal Mah.

On Cebeci Mah.

Saglik Mah.

Topraklik Mah.

Yukar1 Bahgelievler Mah.
Yiicetepe Mah.

50. Yil Mah.

Karahasanli Mah.
KaratagMah.
Kazim Ozalp Mabh.
Kirkkonaklar Mah.
Komiircii Mabh.
Orta Imrahor Mah.
Sancak Mabh.
Tohumlar Mah.
Yakupabdal Mah.
Yayla Mah.
Yesilkent Mah.
Yildizevler Mah.

Bademlidere Mabh.
Bagcilar Mah.



Barbaros Mah.
Bayraktar Mah.
Dogus Mabh.
Esatoglu Mah.
Goktiirk Mah.
Giivenevler Mah.

Incesu Mah.

Kavaklidere Mah.

Kocatepe Mah.
Kiiciikesat Mah.
Kiiltiir Mah.

ANKARA/CANKAYA-6

Asag1 Ovecler Mah.

Aydinlar Mah.
Aziziye Mah.
Balgat Mah.
Cevizlidere Mah.
Ehlibeyt Mah.
Giizeltepe Mah.
Harbiye Mah.

ANKARA-7

Bala Tlg:esi

Sereflikochisar Ilgesi
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Megrutiyet Mah.
Metin Oktay Mah.
Mimar Sinan Mabh.
Muhsin Ertugrul Mah.
Murat Mah.

Remzi Oguz Arik Mah.
Seyranbaglar1 Mah.
Tinaztepe Mah.

Umut Mah.

Zafertepe Mah.

100. Yil Mah.

Ilkadim Mah.

Nasuh Akar Mabh.

Oguzlar Mah.

Ovecler Mah.

Sokullu Mehmet Paga Mabh.
Sehit Cevdet Ozdemir Mah.
Yukar: Ovecler Mah.

Gélbast Ilgesi

Evren Ilgesi



ANKARA-8

Haymana Ilcesi Polath Tlcesi

ANKARA/MAMAK-1

Abidinpaga Mah. Kutlu Mah.

Akdere Mah. Mutlu Mah.
Agik Veysel Mah. Peyami Safa Mah.

Ege Mah. Sehit Cengiz Topel Mah.
General Zeki Dogan Mah. Tiirkozii Mah.

Kazim Orbay Mah. Yukar1 Imrohor Mah.

ANKARA/MAMAK-2

Altiagag Mah.
Altievler Mah.
Anayurt Mah.
Bahgelerici Mah.

Bahgeleriistii Mah.

Bagak Mah.
Bostancik Mah.
Cigiltepe Mah.
Ekin Mah.

ANKARA/MAMAK-3

Aksemsettin Mah.
Araplar Mah.
Bayimdir Mah.
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Giilseren Mabh.
Giilveren Mah.
Harman Mabh.
Hiirel Mah.
Hiiseyingazi Mah.
Karaaga¢g Mah.
Ptt Evleri Mah.
Safaktepe Mah.

Bogazigi Mah.
Derbent Mah.
Dostlar Mabh.



Dutluk Mabh.

Fatih Mah.
Gokgeyurt Mah.
Kayag Mah.
Kibris Mah.
Kizilca Mah.
Kostence Mah.
Kusunlar Mah.
Kiiciik Kayas Mabh.

ANKARA/MAMAK-4

Balkiraz Mabh.
Cengizhan Mah.
Caglayan Mah.
Demirlibahce Mah.
Durali Alig Mah.

Fahri Korutiirk Mah.

Karsiyaka Mah.

ANKARA /SINCAN-1

Ahi Evran Mabh.
Andicen Mah.
Atatiirk Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.

Istasyon Mabh.
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Lalahan Mah.
Ortakdy Mah.

Sahap Giirler Mah.
Tepecik Mah.

Uregil Mah.

Yeni Bayindir Mah.
Yesilbayir Mah.
Yildirimbeyazit Mah.

Kartaltepe Mah.
Mehtap Mah.
Misket Mabh.
Saimekadin Mah.
Sahintepe Mah.
Sirintepe Mah.

Tuzlugayir Mah.

Marasal Cakmak Mah.
Miilk Mah.

Plevne Mah.

Selcuklu Mah.



ANKARA /SINCAN-2

Akcaoren Mah.
Aksemsettin Mah.
Coglu Mah.
Erkeksu Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Gazi Osmanpasa Mabh.

Gokgek Mah.
Kesiktag Mah.

ANKARA /SINCAN-3

Adalet Mah.
Alagoz Mah.

Alici Mabh.
Anayurt Mah.
Baci Mah.
Beyobas1 Mah.
(igektepe Mah.
Cokoren Mah.
Ertugrulgazi Mah.
Esenler Mah.
Fevzi Cakmak Mah.
Gazi Mah.
Girme¢ Mah.
Hisarlikaya Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.

Tlyakut Mah.
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Menderes Mah.
Mevlana Mah.
Mustafa Kemal Mah.
Torekent Mah.
Ulubath Hasan Mah.
Yenikay1 Mah.
Yunus Emre Mah.

29 Ekim Mah.

Incirlik Mah.
Istiklal Mah.
Malazgirt Mah.
Malikoy Mah.
Osmaniye Mabh.
Osmanli Mah.
Pmarbagi Mah.
Polatlar Mah.
Saraycik Mah.
Tandogn Mabh.
Tatlar Mah.
Tiirkobas1 Mah.
Ucret Mah.
Yeni¢imgit Mah.
Yenihisar Mah.

Yenipegenek Mabh.



ANKARA /ETIMESGUT-1

Ahi Mesut Mah.
Alsancak Mabh.
Ayyildiz Mah.
Baglica Mah.
Elvan Mah.
Erler Mah.

ANKARA /ETIMESGUT-2

Altay Mah.
Bahgekapt Mah.
Etiler Mah.
Goksu Mah.

Istasyon Mabh.
ANKARA /ETIMESGUT-3

Atakent Mabh.
Eryaman Mah.
Giizelkent Mah.
Oguzlar Mah.

ANKARA /KEGIOREN-1

Aktepe Mah.
BaglarbagiMah.
Cldiran Mah.
Kamil Ocak Mah.
Senlik Mabh.
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Fatih Sultan Mabh.
Piyade Mah.
Stivari Mah.
Topgu Mah.
Yapracik Mah.

Kazim Karabekir Mah.
Sehit Osman Avcr Mah.
Seker Mah.

30 Agustos Mah.

Seyh Samil Mah.
Tunahan Mah.
Yavuz Selim Mah.
Yesilova Mah.

Senyuva Mah.
Tepebagt Mah.
Yakacik Mah.
Yesiloz Mah.

Yesiltepe Mah.



ANKARA /KEGIOREN-2

Adnan Menderes Mah.
Atapark Mah.
Bademlik Mah.
Giizelyurt Mah.

Kosk Mah.

Osmangazi Mah.

ANKARA /KEGIOREN-3

Ayvali Mah.

Etlik Mah.

Tincirli Mah.
Sancaktepe Mah.

19 Mayis Mah.

Baglum Giizelyurt Mah.
Calseki Mah.

Esertepe Mah.

Hisar Mah.

Kafkas Mah.

ANKARA /KEGIOREN-4

Baglum Giizelyurt Mah.
Calseki Mah.

Esertepe Mah.

Hisar Mah.

Kafkas Mah.
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Ovacik Mah.
Pmarbagi Mah.
Ufuktepe Mah.
Uyanig Mah.
23 Nisan Mah.

Kanuni Mah.
Karakaya Mah.
Kargiyaka Mah.
Kosrelik Mah.
Kuscagiz Mah.
Saribeyler Mah.
Sehit Mah.
Kubilay Mah.
Yayla Mah.
Yiikseltepe Mah.

Kanuni Mah.
Karakaya Mah.
Karsiyaka Mah.
Kosrelik Mah.

Kusgcagiz Mah.



Saribeyler Mah. Yayla Mah.
Sehit Mah. Yiikseltepe Mah.
Kubilay Mah.

ANKARA /KEGIOREN-5

Asag1 Eglence Mah. Haskoy Mah.

Basimevleri Mabh. Kalaba Mah.

(icekli Mah. Karargahtepe Mah.
Emrah Mah. Kavacik Subayevleri Mah.
Giiclitkaya Mah. Sefkat Mah.

Giimiigdere Mabh.

ANKARA/YENIMAHALLE-1

Alacaathh Mabh. Konutkent Mah.
Asgagiyurtcu Mabh. Koru Mah.
Balikuyumcu Mah. Macun Mah.
Bestepe Mah. Prof.Dr.Ahmet Taner Kiglah
Camlica Mah. Mabh.

Cayyolu Mah. Sehitali Mah.
Dodurga Mah. Umit Mah.
Emniyet Mah. Varlik Mah.
Fevziye Mah. Yagamkent Mah.
Gayret Mabh. Yukariyurt¢u Mah.
Gazi Mah. 25 Mart Mah.
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ANKARA /YENIMAHALLE-2

Asag1 Yahyalar Mah.
Avcilar Mah.
Barigstepe Mah.

Bur¢ Mah.
(Cigdemtepe Mah.
Giiventepe Mah.
Inoénii Mah.

Ivedik Mah.
Kaletepe Mah.

ANKARA/YENIMAHALLE-3

Bat1 Sitesi Mah.
Ergazi Mah.
Ilkyerlesim Mah.
Karacakaya Mah.
Kardelen Mah.
Kentkoop Mah.

ANKARA/YENIMAHALLE-4

Anadolu Mah.
Barig Mah.
Cargt Mah.
Demetevler Mah.
Demetgiil Mah.
Demetlale Mah.

Ergenekon Mah.
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Kargiyaka Mah.

Kayalar Mah.

Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.
Ostim Mah.

Ozevler Mah.

Pamuklar Mah.

Ugur Mumcu Mabh.
Yesilevler Mah.

Yukar1 Yahyalar Mah.

Memlik Mabh.
Susuz Mah.
Turgut Ozal Mah.
Yakacik Mah.
Yeni Bat1 Mah.
Yuvakoy Mah.

Esentepe Mah.
Giizelyaka Mabh.
[sinlar Mah.

Ragip Tiiziin Mah.
Tepealt1 Mah.
Yenicag Mabh.
Yunus Emre Mah.



ANKARA/ALTINDAG-1

Ahiler Mah.
Aktag Mah.

Ali Ersoy Mah.
Altinpark Mah.
Anafartalar Mah.
Atitbey Mah.
Atilla Mah.

Aydinlikevler Mah.

Caligkanlar Mah.
Candarli Mah.
Doganbey Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.

Hacettepe Mah.

Haci1 Bayram Mah.

Hacilar Mah.

ANKARA/ALTINDAG-2

Alemdag Mah.
Aydincik Mah.
Baglarici Mah.
Baraj Mah.
Bagpimar Mah.
Battalgazi Mah.
Besikkaya Mah.
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Kale Mah.

Necatibey Mah.
Orhangazi Mah.
Onciiler Mah.

Onder Mah.

Plevne Mah.

Sakarya Mah.

Server Somuncuoglu Mah.
Seyfi Demirsoy Mah.
Stikriye Mah.

Ulubey Mah.

Yavuz Selim Mah.
Yildirim Beyazit Mah.
Yunusemre Mabh.
Ziraat Mah.

Ziibeyde Hanim Mah.

Camlik Mah.
Dogantepe Mah.
Dogu Mah.
Feridun Celik Mah.
Gicik Mah.
Giilpmmar Mah.

Giinesevler Mah.



Karacacren Mah.

Karakoy Mabh.
Karakum Mabh.

Karapiircek Mah.

Kavakli Mah.
ANKARA-30

Nallihan il(;esi

Beypazar1 Ilcesi

Giidiil Tlgesi
ANKARA-31

Cubuk Ilcesi

Kalecik ﬂgesi
ANKARA-32

Pursaklar ngsi

Akyurt Ilgesi
ANTALYA-1

Demre Ilgesi

Kasg Ilcesi
ANTALYA-2

Korkuteli Ilgesi

Kumluca Ilcesi
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Pecenek Mah.
Solfasol Mah.
Tatlar Mabh.
Yildiztepe Mah.

Cambdere Ilcesi
Kizilcahamam Ilcesi

Ayag Ilcesi

Kazan ngsi

Elmadag Ilgesi

Finike ﬂ(;esi

Elmal Ilgesi

Kemer Ilcesi



ANTALYA-3

Gazipaga Ilgesi
ANTALYA-4

Alanya (Belde/Koy)
ANTALYA-5

Manavgat(Belde/Koy)

Giindogmus Ilcesi
ANTALYA-6

Manavgat Tlgesi(Il/Tlce Merkezi)
ANTALYA-T7

Aksu (Belde/Koy)
ANTALYA-8

Konyaalt1 Ilgesi
ANTALYA/KEPEZ-1

Ahathh Mah.

Avni Tolunay Mah.
Bagkoy Mah.
Camlibel Mah.
Cankaya Mah.
Duraliler Mah.
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Alanya (I1/Ilce Merkezi)

Akseki Ilgesi
Ibradi Ilgesi

Aksu Ilgesi(Il/Ilce Merkezi)

Serik Tlcesi

Désemealts Ilgesi

Erenkéy Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Gogerler Mah.
Giilveren Mah.
Kanal Mabh.



Kazim Mah.
Karabekir Mah.
Kepez Mah.
Kiiltiir Mah.
Santral Mah.
Safak Mah.

ANTALYA /KEPEZ-2

Altiayak Mah.

Altinova Diidden Mah.

Altmova Orta Mabh.
Altinova Sinan Mabh.
Ayanoglu Mah.
Baraj Mah.
Beskonaklilar Mah.
Demirel Mah.
Diidenbagt Mah.
Gazi Mah.

ANTALYA /KEPEZ-3

Atatiirk Mah.

Barig Mah.

Emek Mah.
Fabrikalar Mah.
Fevzi Cakmak Mah.
Giindogdu Mabh.
Kargiyaka Mah.
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Selale Mah.

Unsal Mabh.

Yeni Dogan Mabh.
Yegilyurt Mah.

Kepez Ilcesi(Belde/Kay)

Goksu Mah.

Giines Mah.

Habibler Mah.

Hiisnii Karakas Mah.
Kuzeyyaka Mah.
Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.
Menderes Mah.
Stitgiiler Mah.
Teomanpaga Mabh.

Zeytinlik Mah.

Kiitiikcii Mah.
Ozgiirliik Mah.

Ulus Mah.

Varsak Esentepe Mah.
Varsak Karsiyaka Mah.
Varsak Menderes Mah.
Yavuz Selim Mah.



Yeni Mah.
Yeni Emek.
Yesiltepe Mah.

ANTALYA/MURATPASA-1

Altindag Mabh.
Bahcelievler Mah.
Bayimndir Mah.
Deniz Mah.
Giivenlik Mah.
Kisla Mah.

Kizilsaray Mah.

ANTALYA /MURATPASA-2

Altinova Mah.
Yenigol Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Doguyaka Mah.
Dutlubahce Mah.
Ermenek Mah.
Etiler Mah.
Gebizli Mah.
Giizelbag Mah.
Giizeloluk Mah.
Kizilarik Mah.
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YiikseligMah.
Zafer Mabh.

Meltem Mah.
Memurevleri Mah.
Soguksu Mah.
Tahilpazar1t Mah.
Ucgen Mah.
Varlik Mah.
Yildiz Mah.

Kiziltoprak Mah.
Konuksever Mah.
Mehmetcik Mah.
Muratpaga Mah.
Sedir Mah.
Tarim Mah.
Topgular Mah.
Yenigiin Mah.
Yegildere Mah.
Yesilkoy Mah.
Yesilova Mah.



ANTALYA/MURATPASA-3

Balbey Mah.
Barbaros Mah.
Caglayan Mabh.
Caybag1 Mah.
Demircikara Mah.
Elmali Mabh.
Fener Mah.
Genclik Mah.
Giizeloba Mah.
Hagimigcan Mah.

Kilingarslan Mah.

ARTVIN-1

Merkez ﬂ(;esi

Ardanug Ilcesi

ARTVIN-2

Hopa Ilcesi

Arhavi Ilcesi

Kircami Mah.
Meydankavagi Mah.
Selcuk Mah.

Sinan Mabh.

Sirinyali Mah.
Tuzcular Mah.
Yesilbahce Mah.
Yiiksekalan Mah.
Zerdalilik Mah.

Zumriutova Mah.

Savsat Ilgesi

Yusufeli Tlgesi

Borcka Tl(;esi

Murgul Ilcesi

AvYDIN-1

Aydin Merkez (11/1lce Merkezi)
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AYDIN-2
Nazilli Tlgesi
AYDIN-3

Buharkent Tlgesi
Kuyucak Ilgesi

Karacasu Ilcesi
AYDIN-4

Aydin Merkez(Belde/Koy)
Kogk Tlgesi

AYDIN-5

Cine Ilcesi

Karpuzlu Ilcesi
AYDIN-6

Germencik Ilcesi
AYDIN-7

Didim Ilgesi
BALIKESIR-1

Akincilar Mah.
Ali Hikmet Paga Mah.
Alt1 Eylil Mabh.
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Bozdogan Ilgesi

Yenipazar Ilcesi

Sultanhisar Ilgesi

Kocarli Ilcesi

Incirliova Ilgesi

Kusadasi Ilcesi

Soke Ilcesi

Aygoren Mah.
Bahcelievler Mah.
Cay Mah.



Dinkgiler Mah.
Dumlupinar Mah.
Ege Mah.

Eski Kuyumcular Mah.

Giimiigcesme Mabh.
Haci Ilbey Mah.
Haci Ismail Mah.
Hasan Basri Mah.
Cantay Mah.
Hisarici Mah.
Karaoglan Mah.
Karesi Mah.
Kasaplar Mah.
Kayabey Mah.

BALIKESIR-2

Adnan Menderes Mah.
Atatiirk Mah.

Gaziosmanpaga Mah.

Pasa Alan1 Mah.

BALIKESIR-3

Erdek Ilgesi

BALIKESIR-4

Gonen Ilgesi

Manyas Ilcesi
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Kizpmar Mah.
Kuva-i Milliye Mah.
Maltepe Mah.
Mirzabey Mah.
Plevne Mah.
Siitliice Mah.
Vicdaniye Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Yildirim Mah.
Yildiz Mah.

1. Oruggazi Mah.
1. Sakarya Mah.
2. Orucgazi Mah.

2. Sakarya Mah.

Toygar Mah.
1.Giindogan Mah.

2. Giindogan Mah.
Merkez (Belde/Koy)

Bandirma Ilcesi

Marmara Ilgesi

Susurluk Tlgesi



BALIKESIR-5

Dursunbey Ilcesi

Bigadi¢ Ilcesi
BALIKESIR-6

Balya Ilcesi

Ivrindi il(;esi
BALIKESIR-7

Burhaniye Ilcesi

Gomeg Ilgesi
BALIKESIR-8

Edremit Tlcesi
BILECIK-1

Bilecik Merkez Ilcesi
Osmaneli Tlgesi

Golpazar Ilcesi
BILECIK-2

Sogiit Tlgesi

Pazaryeri Ilcesi

Smdirg Ilgesi

Kepsut Ilcesi

Savastepe Ilgesi

Havran Ilcesi

Ayvalik Tlcesi

Yenipazar Ilcesi

Inhisar il(;esi

Boziiyiik Ilcesi
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BINGOL-1

Bingol Merkez (I1/Ilce Merkezi)

BINGOL-2
Bingol Merkez (Belde/Koy) Adakl Tlgesi
Yayladere Ilcesi Yedisu Ilgesi

Kig Ilgesi
BINGOL-3

Karliova Tlcesi Geng Ilcesi

Solhan Ilgesi

BrTLIs-1

Bitlis Merkez Ilcesi Mutki Ilcesi
BITLIS-2

Tatvan Ilcesi Hizan Ilcesi
BITLIS-3

Adilcevaz Tlgesi Giiroymak Ilcesi

Ahlat Ilcesi
BoLu-1

Bolu Merkez (11/Tlge Merkezi)
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BoLu-2

Bolu Merkez (Belde/Kay)

Gerede Tlgesi
BoLu-3

Goyniik Tlcesi
Mudurnu Ilcesi

Seben Ilgesi
BURDUR-1

Burdur Merkez Tlg:esi
BURDUR-2

Altinyayla Ilesi
Cavdir Ilgesi

Golhisar Tlcesi
BURDUR-3

Bucak Ilcesi

Celtikei Tlcesi
BURsA-1

Karacabey Ilcesi
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Yenicag Ilcesi

Kibriscik Ilgesi
Dértdivan Ilcesi

Mengen Ilcesi

Tefenni Ilcesi
Karamanl Ilgesi

Yesilova Ilcesi

Aglasun Ilgesi

Kemer Ilcesi

Mudanya Ilcesi



BURSA-2

Mustafakemalpasga Ilesi
Biiyiikorhan Ilcesi

Harmancik Tlg:esi
BURSA-3

Kestel Ilgesi
Inegsl (Belde/Kay)

BURsA-4

Inegol (I1/Tlge Merkezi)
BURSA-5

Iznik ﬂ(;esi
BURSA-6

Gemlik Tlcesi
BURSA/OSMANGAZI-1

Adalet Mah.
Akpimar Mah.
BaglarbagiMah.
Hamitler Mah.

Hiirriyet Mah.
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Keles Tlcesi

Orhaneli Tlcesi

Yenisehir Ilcesi

Orhangazi Ilgesi

Giirsu Ilcesi

Istiklal Mah.
Sogukkuyu Mah.
Yenibaglar Mah.

Yenikaraman Mah.



BURSA/OSMANGAZI-2

Ahmetpaga Mah.
Aktarhiissam Mah.
Alacamescit Mah.
Alipasa Mabh.
Altiparmak Mah.
Bahar Mah.
Cirpan Mah.
Demirtaspasa Mah.
Doganbey Mah.
Ebu Ishak Mah.
Elmasbahceler Mah.
Giinestepe Mah.
Hac Ilyas Mah.
Hocaalizade Mah.
Hocahasan Mabh.
ibrahimpaga Mabh.
Intizam Mabh.
ivazpa@a Mabh.
KavakliMah.
Kayhan Mah.

BURSA/OSMANGAZI-3

Alemdar Mah.
(iftehavuzlar Mah.
(irishane Mabh.

7

Kircaali Mah.
Kirazli Mabh.
Kiremetg¢i Mah.
Kurugesme Mah.
Mollagiirani Mah.
Nalbantoglu Mah.
Orhanbey Mah.
Osmangazi Mah.
PmarbagiMah.
Reyhan Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Santral Garaj Mah.
Selimiye Mah.
Sehabettinpaga Mah.
Sehrekiistii Mah.
Tahtakale Mah.
Tayakadin Mah.
Tuzpazar:t Mah.
Ulu Mah.

Fatih Mah.
Kiipliipinar Mah.
Mehmet Akif Mah.



Sirameseler Mah.

Soganli Mah.

BURSA/OSMANGAZI-4

Altinova Mah.
Aticilar Mabh.
Basaran Mah.
Doganevler Mah.
Giilbahce Mah.
Tsmetiye Mabh.

Kemergesme Mah.

BURSA/OSMANGAZI-5

Alagarkoy Mah.

Armutkéy Mah.

Celtikkoy Mabh.

Cukurcakoy Mah.

Demirtag Barbaros Mah.
Demirtag Cumhuriyet Mabh.
Demirtag Dumlupinar Mah.
Demirtag Sakarya Mabh.
Deregavuskdy Mah.

Emek Adnan Menderes Mah.

Emek Fatih Sultan Mehmet Mah.

Emek Zekai Glimiigdiy Mah.
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Tuna Mah.

Kogukginar Mah.
Kiiciikbalikli Mabh.
Namik Kemal Mah.
Selamet Mah.
Veysel Karani Mah.
Yesilova Mah.
Zafer Mah.

Gegcit Mah.
Giindogdu Mabh.
Ocaakca Mah.
Cesmebagt Mah.
Ovaakga Egitim Mah.
Ovaakca Merkez Mah.
Ovaakca Santral Mah.
Panayir Mah.
Yeniceabat Mah.
Yenikent Mabh.
Yunuseli Mah.



BURSA/OSMANGAZI-6

Alaaddin Mah.
Alacahirka Mah.
Cekirge Mah.
Demirkap:r Mah.
Dikkaldirim Mah.
Doburca Mabh.
Hamzabey Mah.

Hiidavendigar Mah.

BURSA/YILDIRIM-1

Akcaglayan Mah.
Davutdere Mah.
Emirsultan Mah.
Haciseyfettin Mah.
Hocatagkin Mah.
Karaaga¢g Mah.
Karamazak Mabh.
Kurtoglu Mah.
Meydancik Mah.
Mollaarap Mah.
Musababa Mabh.

BURSA/YILDIRIM-2

Baglaralt1 Mabh.
Cumalikizik Mah.
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Inkaya Mah.
Kocanaip Mah.
Kiikiirtlii Mah.
Maksem Mah.
Mollafenari Mah.
Muradiye Mah.
Yahsibey Mabh.

Osmangazi(Belde/Koy)

Namazgah Mah.
Piremir Mah.
Selimzade Mah.
Sinandede Mah.
Teferriic Mah.
Umurbey Mah.
Yenimahalle Mah.
Yesil Mah.
Yildirim Mah.

Zumritevler Mah.

Degirmenénii Mabh.

Demetevler Mah.



Erikli Mah.
Esenevler Mah.
Fidyekizik Mah.
Giilliik Mah.
Isabey Mabh.
Kaplikaya Mah.

Karapiar Mah.

BURSA/YILDIRIM-3

Baruthane Mah.
Beyazit Mah.
Davutkad: Mabh.

Degirmenliklizik Mah.

Egitim Mah.
Ertugrulgazi Mah.
Maltepe Mah.

BURSA /YILDIRIM-4

Anadolu Mah.
Arabayatagi Mah.
CiaroniiMah.
Duacinar1 Mah.

Hacivat Mah.

Kazim Karabekir Mah.

Mevlana Mah.
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Mimarsinan Mah.
Selcukbey Mah.
Siteler Mah.
Sirinevler Mah.
Yigitler Mah.

75. Y1l Mah.

Hamamlikizik Koyii

Mehmetakifersoy Mah.

Ortabaglar Mah.
Siracevizler Mah.
Stkraniye Mah.
Yediselviler Mah.
Yesilyayla Mabh.
152 Evler Mah.

Millet Mah.
Samanli Mah.
Ulus Mabh.

Vakif Mah.
Vatan Mah.
Yavuzselim Mah.

Yunusemre Mah.



BURSA/NILUFER-1

Ahmet Yesevi Mah.

Akcalar Kurtulug Mah.

Akcalar Zafer Mah.
Altin Sehir Mah.
Ataevler Mah.
Balat Mah.

Barig Mah.
Biiyiikbalikli Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Ertugrul Mah.

Esentepe Mah.

BURSA /NILUFER-2

Alaaddinbey Mah.
Begevler Mah.
Cali Mah.
Camlica Mah.
Demirci Mah.

Golyaz1 Bayir Mah.

Golyaz1 Merkez Mah.

Giimiigtepe Mah.
Hasanaga Mah.
Ihsaniye Mabh.

Karaman Mah.

81

Fethiye Mah.

Gokeekoy Mah.

Goriikle Dumlupinar Mah.
Goriikle Irfaniye Mah.
Goriikle Kurtulug Mah.
Goriikle Sakarya Mah.
Goriikle Zafer Mah.

Isik Tepe Mah.

Minareli Cavug Mah.
Ozliice Mah.

Yiiziinciiyll Mah.

Kayapa Camlik Mah.
Kayapa Istiklal Mah.
Kayapa Zafer Mah.
Kizileiklh Mah.
Konak Mah.

Kiiltiir Mah.
Odunluk Mah.
Ucevler Mah.

Uriinlit Mah.

Niliifer (Belde/Kay)



CANAKKALE-1

Canakkale Merkez Tlcesi

CANAKKALE-2

Gelibolu Ilgesi

Lapseki Ilgesi
(CANAKKALE-3

Biga Ilgesi
CANAKKALE-4

Bayramig ﬂgesi
Ezine Ilgesi

Ayvacik Tlcesi
(CANKIRI-1

Cankir1 Merkez Ilcesi
(ANKIRI-2

Cerkes Ilgesi
Eldivan Ilcesi
Igaz Tlgesi
Kursunlu Ilgesi

Orta Ilgesi
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Can Ilcesi

Yenice Ilgesi

Bozcaada Ilgesi
Gokcada Tlesi

Eceabat Ilcesi

Kizilirmak Tlgesi

Sabanozii Ilgesi
Yaprakh Ilgesi
Atkaracalar Ilesi
Bayramoren Ilcesi

Korgun Tl(;esi



CoruM-1

Ak Kent Mah.
Buharevler Mah.
Cepni Mabh.
(oplii Mah.
Kunduzhan Mah.

CORUM-2

Bahcelievler Mah.

Giilabibey Mah.
Kale Mah.

CorRuM-3

Ugurludag ﬂ(;esi
Karg Ilcesi
Osmancik H(;esi

Dodurga Ilcesi
Corum-4

Bayat Ilcesi
Sungurlu Tlgesi

Bogazkale Tlcesi
DENIZLI/ MERKEZ-1

Adalet Mah.

Bahgelievler Mah.
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Ulukavak Mah.

Ugtutlar Mah.

Yeniyol Mah.

Corum Merkez(Belde/Kdy)

Karakecili Mah.
Mimarsinan Mah.

Yavruturna Mah.

Lagcin Tlesi
Oguzlar Tlgesi

Iskip Tlcesi

Alaca ilgesi
Ortakoy Hg:esi

Mecitozi ﬂgesi

Barbaros Mah.

Barutgular Mah.



Cakmak Mah.
Gerzele Mah.
Goveclik Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.
Hallaclar Mah.
Hisar Mah.
Kadilar Mah.
Karaman Mah.

Kugpinar Mah.

DENIZLI/ MERKEZ-2

Akcesme Mah.
Alpaslan Mah.
Bereketler Mah.
Bozburun Mah.
Eskihisar Mabh.
Goncali Mah.
Giimiiscay Mah.
Hacieyiiplii Mah.
Ilbade Mah.
Karahasanli Mah.
Karakova Mah.
Karsiyaka Mah.

DENIZLI/ MERKEZ-3

Akhan Mah.
Akkonak Mah.
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Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.
Merkez Efendi Mah.
Muratdede Mabh.
Saruhan Mah.

Servergazi Mah.

Sirinkoy Mah.

Yenisehir Mah.

1200 Evler Mah.

Kayalar Mah.
Kayihan Mah.
Korucuk Mah.
Selguk Bey Mabh.
Sevindik Mah.
Stimer Mah.
Semikler Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Yenigafak Mah.
Zafer Mah.
Merkez Tlcesi (Belde/Kéy)

Aktepe Mah.
Altintop Mabh.



Anafartalar Mah.

Degirmenonii Mah.

DeliktagMah.

Dokuzkavaklar Mah.

Giizelkdy Mah.

Hacikaplanlar Mah.

DEN1ZLI/ MERKEZ-4

Asmalievler Mah.
Atalar Mah.
Bagbasi Mah.

Cankurtaran Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah.
Camlaralt1 Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Feslegen Mah.
Gokpinar Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.

Incirlipmar Mah.

DENIZLI-5

Cameli Tlgesi
Acipayam Ilcesi

Serinhisar Ilcesi

Pelitlibag Mabh.
Saraylar Mah.
Sirakapilar Mah.
Topraklik Mah.
15 Mayis Mah.

Istiklal Mah.

Kale Mah.
Karakurt Mah.
Kervansaray Mah.
Mehmetc¢ik Mah.
Siteler Mah.
Tekke Mah.
Yunusemre Mabh.
Zeytinkoy Mabh.

Ziumriit Mah.

Beyagac Ilgesi

Kale Ilcesi



DENIZLI-6

Tavas Ilgesi
Giiney Tlcesi

Babadag Hg:esi
DENIZLI-7

Cal Ilgesi
Honaz H(;esi
Bozkurt Ilgesi

Baklan ﬂ(;esi
DIYARBAKIR-1

Bismil Ilcesi
DIYARBAKIR-2

Kulp Ilcesi

Lice ﬂgesi
DIYARBAKIR-3

Clingiis ﬂgesi

Cermik Ilcesi
DIYARBAKIR-4

Sur Ilgesi

Saraykoy Ilgesi
Buldan Ilgesi

Akkoy Ilgesi

Bekilli Ilcesi
Civril ﬂ(;esi
Cardak Ilgesi

Cmar Ilgesi

Silvan Ilcesi

Ergani Ilcesi
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DIYARBAKIR-H

Hani Tlcesi
Dicle Ilcesi

Egil Ilgesi
DIYARBAKIR/BAGLAR-1

Agacgecit Mah.
Bagcilar Mah.
Baticanakgt Mah.
Batikarako¢ Mabh.
Buguktepe Mah.
Cigekliyurt Mah.
Ciftlik Mah.
Develi Mah.
Gommetag Mah.
Kabahidir Mah.
Kolludere Mah.
Kortepe Mah.
Ozdemir Mah.

DIYARBAKIR/BACGLAR-2

Alipmar Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Kaynartepe Mah.
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Kocakdy Ilgesi

Hazro Ilgesi

Pinaroglu Mah.
Saridalli Mabh.
Tavsantepe Mah.
Tellikaya Mah.
Topraktag Mah.
Topyolu Mah.
Uzunbahge Mah.
Yenikoy Mabh.
Yesildalli Mah.
Yukar1 Mollaali Mabh.
5 Nisan Mah.

Baglar Ilcesi (Belde/Kay)

Kiurkineik Mah.
Muradiye Mah.
Yunus Emre Mah.



DIYARBAKIR/BACGLAR-3

Mevlana Halit Mah.

Selahattin Eyyubi Mah.

DIYARBAKIR /KKAYAPINAR-1

Barig Mah.
Beneklitag Mah.
Cankatran Mah.
Ciiciik Mah.
(Colgiizeli Mah.
Gozalan Mabh.

DIYARBAKIR /K AYAPINAR-2

Peyas Mah.
DIYARBAKIR-11

Yenisehir ﬂ(;esi
EDIRNE-1

Edirne Merkez ﬂgesi
EDIRNE-2

Lalapasa Ilcesi
Siiloglu Ilgesi

Havsa Ilgesi

Seyh Samil Mah.

Gozegol Mah.
Huzurevleri Mah.
Talaytepe Mah.
Uyandik Mah.
Yolboyu Pirinclik Mah.

Kayapmar Ilcesi (Belde/Koy)

Meric Ilcesi

Uzunkoprii ﬂgesi



EDIRNE-3

Ipsala Ilgesi Enez Ilcesi

Kegan Ilgesi

ELAZIG/MERKEZ-1

Abdullah Paga Mah. Hilalkent Mah.
Atagehir Mah. Olgunlar Mah.
Cumbhuriyet Mah. Stirsiiriic Mah.
Fevzi Cakmak Mabh. Universite Mah.
Hicret Mah. Yeni Mah.

ELAZIG/MERKEZ-2

Akpimar Mah. Kiiltiir Mah.

Ala Yaprak Mah. Nail Bey Mah.

Cargt Mah. Safran Mah.

Dogu Kent Mah. Sugozii Mah.

Esen Tepe Mah. Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kéoy)

Izzet Paga Mah.

ELAZIG/MERKEZ-3

Aksaray Mah. Karsiyaka Mah.
Catal Cesme Mah. Kirklar Mah.

Golli Bag Mabh. Kizilay Mah.
Giimiis Kavak Mah. Mustafa Paga Mabh.
Harput Mah. Rizaiye Mah.
Icadiye Mah. Riistem Paga Mah.
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Sali Baba Mabh.
Sanayi Mah.

Sarayatik Mabh.

ELAZIG-4

Agm Ilgesi
Baskil Tlcesi

Karakocan Ilgesi

Ulu Kent Mah.

Yildiz Baglar1 Mabh.

Palu Ilgesi
Sivrice Ilgesi

Aricak Tlgesi

Keban Ilcesi Kovancilar Ilgesi
Maden Ilgesi Alacakaya Tlcesi
ERZINCAN-1

Erzincan Merkez ngsi

ERZINCAN-2
Cayirh Tlgesi Refahiye Tlcesi
ili(; H(;esi Tercan Hc;esi
Kemah Ilcesi Uziimlii Tlcesi
Kemaliye Ilcesi Otlukbeli Tlcesi
ERZURUM-1

Yakutiye Ilcesi
ERZURUM-2

Palandéken Ilcesi
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ERZURUM-3

Olur Ilgesi
Oltu Ilcesi

Uzundere Ilgesi
ERzZURUM-4

Askale Tlcesi

Aziziye Tlgesi
ERZURUM-5

Pasinler H(;esi

Horasan Ilcesi
ERZURUM-6

Karagoban Ilcesi

Karayaz1 Ilcesi

ESKISEHIR/ ODUNPAZARI-1

Agapmar Mah.
Akarbagi Mah.
Akcamii Mah.
Akcaglan Mah.
Arifiye Mah.
Cunudiye Mah.
Cavlum Mah.

Deliklitag Mabh.
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Tortum Ilcesi
Ispir Ilgesi

Pazaryolu Ilcesi

Cat Tlcesi

Tekman il(;esi

Narman ﬂ(;esi

Senkaya Ilcesi

Kopriikoy Ilcesi

Hinis Ilcesi

Gokmeydan Mah.
Giindogdu Mabh.
Istiklal Mah.
Karacahoyiik Mabh.
Karapinar Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Orta Mah.

Paga Mah.



Seving Mabh. Yassithoyiik Mah.

Sarkiye Mah. Odunpazar Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)
ESKISEHIR/ ODUNPAZARI-2

Alatnii Mah. Kirmizitoprak Mah.

Cankaya Mah.
Dede Mah.

Erenkoy Mabh.
Goztepe Mah.

Huzur Mah.

ESKISEHIR/ ODUNPAZARI-3

Asag1 Caglan Mah.
Biiyiikdere Mah.
Emek Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.
Ihlamurkent Mah.
Kalkanli Mah.

ESKISEHIR / TEPEBASI-1

Alinca Mah.

Agag1 Sogiitonii Mabh.

Batikent Mah.
Boyacioglu Mah.
Camlica Mah.
Cukurhisar Yeni Mah.
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Osmangazi Mah.
Stimer Mah.
Visnelik Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.
Yildiztepe Mah.

Kayapimar Mabh.
Orhangazi Mah.
Vadigehir Mah.
Yenikent Mah.
71 Evler Mah.
75.Y1l Mah.

Egrioz Mah.
Emirceoglu Mah.
Ertugrulgazi Mah.
Hisar Mah.
Hosnudiye Mah.
Kavacik Mah.



Keskin Mah.
Kozkay1 Mah.
Satilmigoglu Mah.
Sazova Mah.

Sirintepe Mah.

ESKISEHIR / TEPEBASI-2

Bahcelievler Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Emirler Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Eskibaglar Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Fevzicakmak Mah.
Gazipasa Mah.
Gokdere Mah.
Giillik Mah.

Haci Ali Bey Mah.

Haci1 Seyit Mah.
Hasanbey Mah.
Hayriye Mah.
Isiklar Mah.

ESKISEHIR-6

Cifteler Tlgesi
Mahmudiye Ilcesi
Mihalicaik Tlgesi
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Uluénder Mah.
Yenibaglar Mah.
Yesiltepe Mah.

Yukar1 Sogiitonit Mah.

Zincirlikuyu Mabh.

Ihsaniye Mah.

Koyunlar Mah.

Kumlubel Mah.

Mamure Mah.

Merkez Yeni Mah.
Mustafa Kemal Paga Mah.
Orta Mah.

Omeraga Mabh.

Sakintepe Mah.

Siitliice Mah.

Sarhoyiik Mabh.

Seker Mah.

Tunali Mah.

Zafer Mah.

Tepebas: Ilcesi (Belde/Koy)

Saricakaya Ilgesi
Seyitgazi Ilcesi

Sivrihisar Tlgesi



Alpu Ilgesi
Beylikova Ilcesi

Inénii Ilgesi

GAZIANTEP/SAHINBEY-1

Akbulut Mah.
Akpimar Mah.
Baglarbasi Mabh.
Bayramli Mah.
Bostancik Mah.
Bur¢ Esentepe Mah.
Bur¢ Karakuyu Mah.
Cebeler Mah.
Damlacik Mah.
Deniz Mah.
Derediizii Mah.
Durantas Mabh.
Geneyik Mah.
Giilpmar Mah.
Giineykent Mah.
Kabarcik Mah.

Kale Mah.
Kaleboynu Mah.

GAZIANTEP/SAHINBEY-2

Akdere Mah.
Barak Mah.
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Giinyiizii Ilgesi
Han Ilgesi

Mihalgazi Ilcesi

Karagomak Mabh.
Karatas Mah.

Kerer Mah.
Kiiciikkizilhisar Mah.
Muhacirosman Mah.
Osmanh Mabh.
Saribagak Mabh.
Sarisalkim Mah.
Sarit Mah.

Serince Mabh.
Sahintepe Mah.
Yagdover Mah.
Yazibagi Mah.
Yeditepe Mah.
Yesilkent Mah.
Yesilpinar Mabh.
75.Y1l Mah.
Sahinbey Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Beybahce Mah.
Beydilli Mah.



Bozoklar Mah.
Dumlupinar Mah.
Firat Mah.
Giizelvadi Mah.
Narlitepe Mah.

GAZIANTEP/SAHINBEY-3

Akyol Mah.
Alaybey Mah.
Alibaba Mah.
Alleben Mah.
Aydimbaba Mabh.
Bahcelievler Mah.
Barig Mah.
Bekirbey Mabh.
Bey Mah.
Bostanci Mabh.
Boyaci Mah.

Cabi Mah.

Cemal Giirsel Mah.
Cengiz Topel Mah.
Cukur Mah.
Daracik Mah.
Delbes Mah.
Diigmeci Mah.
Diiztepe Mah.

Esentepe Mah.
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Ocaklar Mah.
Perilikaya Mabh.
Serinevler Mah.
Ucoklar Mah.
Vatan Mah.

Eyiipoglu Mah.
Giindogdu Mabh.
Inénii Mah.
Ismetpaga Mah.
Kanalict Mah.
Karagoz Mah.
Karatarla Mah.
Karayilan Mabh.
Kepenek Mah.
Kilingoglu Mah.
Kocaoglan Mah.
Kozanli Mah.
Kozluca Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Oguzlar Mah.
Ozdemirbey Mah.
Sagakli Mah.
Seferpaga Mah.
Sultan Selim Mabh.

Suyabatmaz Mah.



Sahinbey Mabh.
Sahveli Mah.
Sahveli Mah.
Sekeroglu Mah.
Senyurt Mah.
Tepebagt Mah.
Tiglaki Mah.

GAZIANTEP/SAHINBEY-4

Beyazlar Mah.
Cagdag Mabh.
Giines Mah.
Istiklal Mah.
Konak Mah.

GAZIANTEP/SAHINBEY-5

Binevler Mah.
Cumbhuriyet Mah.
Camlica Mah.
Etiler Mah.
Fidanhik Mabh.
Giiltepe Mah.
Giimiigtekin Mah.
Hosgoér Mah.
Kahvelipinar Mah.
Kavaklik Mah.
Kibris Mah.
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Tiirkmenler Mah.
Tiirktepe Mah.
Ulucanlar Mah.
Unaldi Mah.
Yavuzlar Mah.
Yazicik Mah.

25 Aralik Mabh.

Mimar Sinan Mabh.
Onur Mah.
Yesilevler Mah.

23 Nisan Mah.

60. Yil Mah.

Kolejtepe Mah.
Kurbanbaba Mah.
Nuripazarbagt Mah.
Ogretmenevleri Mah.
Sakarya Mah.

Savcili Mah.
Siileymangah Mah.
Turan Emeksiz Mah.
Ulas Mabh.
Yukaribayir Mah.



GAZIANTEP/SEHITKAMIL-1

Aktoprak Mabh.
Atabek Mabh.
Aydintepe Mah.
Boyno Mah.
Erikli Mah.
Goksiinciik Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.
Karacabur¢ Mah.
Karahiiyiik Mah.
Kayaonii Mah.
Kizik Karasakal Mah.

Kizikhamurkesen Mah.

GAZIANTEP /SEHITKAMIL-2

Atakent Mabh.
Aydinlar Mah.
Belkiz Mah.
Burak Mah.
(Caglayan Mah.
Diiliikkbaba Mabh.
Eydibaba Mah.
Eyiipsultan Mah.
Fevzi Paga Mah.
Gazikent Mabh.
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Mevlana Mah.
Nurtepe Mah.
Onat Kutlar Mah.
Ozgiirliik Mabh.
Pirsultan Mah.
Sam Mabh.
Selimiye Mah.
Yukaribeylerbeyi Mah.
Yunus Emre Mah.
Zeytinli Mah.

8 Subat Mah.

Goztepe Mah.
Hacibaba Mabh.
Hasircioglu Mah.
Karacaoglan Mah.
Kargiyaka Mah.
Kocatepe Mah.
Mervesehir Mah.
Mithatpasa Mabh.
Miiniifpaga Mah.
Yegilova Mah.



GAZIANTEP/SEHITKAMIL-3

Atatiirk Mabh.
Batikent Mah.
Budak Mah.
Dimigkili Mah.
Emek Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Gazi Mah.
Giivenevler Mah.

Isikli Mah.

GAZIANTEP/SEHITKAMIL-4

Asagi Anil Mah.
Bedirkoy Mah.
Beykent Mah.
Bilek Mah.
Cakmak Mah.
Ciksorut Mah.
Degirmicem Mah.
Girne Mabh.
Golliice Mah.
Giizelyurt Mah.
Hacikamber Mah.
Ibrahimsehir Mah.
Incili Piar Mah.

incihkaya Mabh.
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Ibrahimli Mah.
Karadede Mah.
Miicahitler Mah.
Osmangazi Mah.
Pancarli Mah.
Sarigiilliik Mah.
Sehirgosteren Mah.
Ulus Mabh.

Ziilfikar Mah.

Karacaahmet Mabh.
Karaoglan Mah.
Kirazlibahge Mah.
Kozluyaz1 Mah.
Kiilli Mah.
Nesimi Mah.
Sanayi Mabh.
Sefagehir Mah.
Selahattin Eyyubi Mah.
Seyrantepe Mah.
Sinan Mabh.
Sirinevler Mah.
Taglica Mah.
Tuglu Mah.



Umut Mah.
Yaprak Mah.
Yeni Mah.

GAZIANTEP-10
Nurdag: Ilgesi

GAZIANTEP-11
Nizip Ilgesi

GAZIANTEP-12

Sehitkamil Tlgesi (Belde/Koy)
Oguzeli Tlgesi

Karkamug Ilgesi
GIRESUN-1

Giresun Merkez Ilcesi
GIRESUN-2

Piraziz Ilgesi

Bulancak ilgesi
GIRESUN-3

Kesap Ilcesi
Yaghdere Tlcesi

Espiye Ilcesi

YukariAril Mah.
29 Ekim Mah.

Islahiye Ilgesi

Yavuzeli Tlgesi

Araban Ilgesi

Dereli Ilgesi

Sebinkarahisar Ilgesi

Giice Ilgesi
Alucra Ilgesi

Camoluk Ilcesi
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GIRESUN-4

Eynesil Ilgesi
Tirebolu Ilgesi

Canakgi Ilgesi
GUMUSHANE-1

Giimiishane Merkez Ilcesi

Torul il(;esi
GUMUSHANE-2

Siran Ilgesi

Kelkit Tlgesi
HAKKARI-1

Hakkari Merkez Ilcesi
HAKKARI-2

Yiiksekova U(;esi
HAKKARI-3

Semdinli Tlcesi
HATAY/MERKEZ-1

Akasya Mah.
Akdeniz Mah.
Akevler Mabh.
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Dogankent Ilcesi

Gorele Tlgesi

Kiirtiin Ilcesi

Kose ngsi

Cukurca Ilgesi

Aksaray Mabh.
Altingay Mah.
Armutlu Mah.



Cebrail Mah. Gazi Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah. General Siikrii Kanathh Mah.
Elektrik Mah. Saraykent Mah.
Esenlik Mah. Urgen Paga Mabh.

Esentepe Mah.

HATAY/MERKEZ-2

Akbaba Mah. Orhanli Mah.
Aydinlikevler Mah. Sofular Mah.
Bagriyanik Mah. Stimerler Mah.
Barbaros Mah. Sehitler Mah.
Biniciler Mah. Seyhali Mah.
Dutdibi Mah. Sirince Mah.

Fevzi Cakmak Mabh. Ulucamii Mah.
Gazi Paga Mah. Yeni Camii Mah.
Giillii Bahge Mah. Zenginler Mah.
Haci Omer Alpagot Mah. Avsuyu Beldesi
Haraparasi Mah. Cekmece Beldesi
Havuzlar Mah. Dursunlu Beldesi
Iplik Pazar1 Mabh. Ekinci Beldesi
Kantara Mah. Gilimiisgoze Beldesi
Karaali Boliigii Mah. Giizelburg Beldesi
Kardegler Mah. Harbiye Beldesi
Kigla Saray Mabh. Karaali Beldesi
Kocaabdi Mah. Karlisu Beldesi
Kuyulu Mah. Kuzeytepe Beldesi
Meydan Mah. Kiiciikdalyan Beldesi
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HATAY/MERKEZ-3

Hatay Merkez Ilcesi (I1/Ilce
Merkezi)

HaTAy-4

Iskenderun Tlesi (11/1lce
Merkezi)

HATAY-5
Iskenderun Ilcesi (Belde/Koy)
HATAY-6

Yayladag: Ilcesi

Altnozii Ilgesi
HATAY-7

Kirikhan Ilgesi

Kumlu ﬂgesi
HATAY-8

Samandag Ilgesi
HATAY-9

Dartyol Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)
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Reyhanh Tlcesi

Belen Ilcesi

Erzin Ilcesi



HaATAY-10

Dértyol Tlgesi(Il/Ilce Merkezi) Hassa Ilcesi

ISPARTA / MERKEZ- 1

Akkent Mah. Mehmet Tonge Mah.

Anadolu Mah. Modern Evler Mah.

Bahcelievler Mah. Muzaffer Mah.

Batikent Mah. Tiirkes Mah.
Binbirevler Mah. Sanayi Mah.
Ciintir Mah. Yedisehitler Mah.
Fatih Mah. Zafer Mah.

Giilistan Mah. Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)

Isikkent Mah.
ISPARTA / MERKEZ-2

Halife Sultan Mah.

Ayazmana Mah.
Baglar Mah.
(Celebiler Mah.
Davraz Mah.
Dere Mah.
Doganci Mah.
Emre Mabh.

Gazi Kemal Mah.

Giileii Mabh.
Gilevler Mah.
Halikent Mabh.
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Hizirbey Mah.
Hisar Mah.
Iskender Mah.
Istiklal Mah.
Karaaga¢c Mah.
Kececi Mah.
Kepeci Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Kutlubey Mah.

Pirimehmet Mah.



Sermet Mah.
Sidre Mah.
Siliibey Mah.
Turan Mah.

ISPARTA-3

Keciborlu Ilgesi
Gonen Ilgesi

Uluborlu Tlcesi
ISpPARTA-4

Gelendost Tlcesi

Sarkikaraagac Ilcesi

Yenisarbademli Tlgesi

MERSIN/TARSUS-1

Aksgemsettin Mah.

Altaylilar Mah.
Anit Mah.
Baglar Mah.
Caglayan Mah.

Ergenekon Mabh.

Eski Omerli Mah.

Fatih Mah.
Gaziler Mabh.
Gazipaga Mah.

Hiirriyet Mah.
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Vatan Mabh.
Yayla Mah.
Yenice Mah.

Atabey Ilcesi
Senirkent Ilcesi

Yalvac Ilgesi

Aksu Ilgesi
Siitciiler Ilesi

Egirdir Tlcesi

Kavakli Mah.
Kirklarsirt1 Mabh.
Kizilmurat Mah.
Mithatpasa Mah.
Ogretmenler Mah.
Resadiye Mah.
Sehitisak Mah.
Sehitler Tepesi Mah.
Yeni Mah.

Yesilyurt Mah.



MERSIN/ TARSUS-2

Bahge Mah.
Barbaros Mah.
Beydegirmeni Mah.
Caminur Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Duatepe Mah.
Fahrettin Paga Mah.
Ferahimsgalvuz Mah.
Fevzi Cakmak Mah.
Girne Mabh.
Gozlitkule Mah.

Ismetpaga Mah.

MERSIN/ AKDENIZ-1

Abdullah Sahutoglu Mah.
Adanalioglu Mah.

Adanalioglu Limonlu Mah.

Adnan Menderes Mah.
Akdam Mabh.

Akdeniz Mah.
Anadolu Mah.
Bagcilar ihsaniye Mabh.
Baglarbagi Mah.

Bahgeli Asagiburhan Mah.

Bahgeli Kiirk¢ii Mah.
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Kemalpaga Mah.

Sahin Mah.

Sehitkerim Mah.
Sehitmustafa Mah.
Tekke Mah.
Tozkoparan Zahit Mah.
Yarbay Semsettin Mah.
Yesil Mah.

Yesilevler Mah.

Yunus Emre Mah.

82 Evler Mah.

Tarsus Ilcesi (Belde/Koy)

Bahceli Yukariburhan Mabh.
Bahgis Mah.
Civanyaylagi Mah.
Cay Mah.

Cilek Mah.
Demirhisar Mah.
Dikilitag Mah.
Evci Mah.

Gazi Mah.

Giines Mah.

Hal Mah.



Karacailyas Mabh. Nacarli Mah.

Karacailyas Emek Mabh. Ozgiirlitk Mabh.

Karacailyas Evren Mah. Sariibrahimli Mah.

Karaduvar Mah.
Kazanli Mah.
Koselerli Mah.
Kulak Mah.

MERSIN/ AKDENIZ-2

Bahge Mah.

Barig Mah.

Cami Serif Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Cankaya Mabh.
Giindogdu Mabh.
Hamidiye Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.
ihsaniye Mabh.
Kiremithane Mah.

Kiiltiir Mah.

MERSIN/TOROSLAR-1

Akbelen Mah.
Bagcilar Mah.
Bahgceciler Mah.
Buluklu Mah.
Cagdaskent Mah.
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Sakirgiilmen Mah.

Sevketstimer Mah.

Akdeniz Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Mahmudiye Mah.
Mesudiye Mah.
Mithatpasa Mabh.
Miifide Ilhan Mabh.
Nusratiye Mah.
Siteler Mah.
Toroslar Mah.
Turgutreis Mah.
Ucocak Mah.

Yeni Mah.

Cavusglu Mah.
Ciftgiler Mah.
Cukurova Mah.
Diigdiiéren Mah.

Giineykent Mah.



Halkkent Mah.

Hiiseyin Okan Merzeci Mah.

Karaisali Mah.
Kasghh Mah.
Korukent Mah.

MERSIN/ TOROSLAR-2

Alsancak Mabh.
Demirtag Mah.
Kurdali Mah.
Mevlana Mah.
Mithat Toroglu Mabh.
Mustafa Kemal Mah.
Osmaniye Mabh.
Portakal Mah.

Toroslar Mah.
Yesilgimen Mabh.
Toroslar Tlcesi(Belde/Koy)

Camliyayla Ilcesi

Saglik Mah.
Selcuklar Mah.
Tozkoparan Mah.
Turgut Tiirkalp Mah.
Turunclu Mabh.
Yalinayak Mah.
Yusuf Kilig Mah.
Zeki Ayan Mah.

MERSIN-7

Mezitli Tlcesi Yenisehir Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)
MERSIN-8

Yenisehir Tlcesi(Il/Ilce Merkezi)

MERSIN-9

Erdemli Tlgesi
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MERSIN-10

Silifke Tlcesi

MERSIN-11
Mut Tlgesi Bozyazi ﬂgesi
Giilnar Tlgesi Anamur Tlgesi

Aydmak Ilgesi

ISTANBUL/BEYKOZ-1

Acarlar Mah. Incirkéy Mabh.
Anadolu Hisar1 Mah. Kanlica Mah.
(Cigdem Mah. Kavacik Mah.
Cubuklu Mabh. Pagabahce Mabh.
Fatih Mah. Riizgarlibahge Mah.
Goksu Mah. Soguksu Mah.
Goztepe Mah. Yeni Mah.

ISTANBUL/BEYKOZ-2

Anadolu Kavagi Mah. Ortagesme Mah.

Baklaci Mabh. Tokatkdy Mah.
Camlibahge Mah. Yalikoy Mah.

Cengeldere Mah. Yavuz Selim Mah.

Ciftlik Mah. Beykoz Ilgesi(Belde/Koy)
Giimiigsuyu Mah. Sile Tlcesi

Merkez Mah.
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ISTANBUL/KADIKOY-1

Acibadem Mah.
Caferaga Mah.
Fikirtepe Mah.

Hasanpaga Mah.
ISTANBUL/KADIKOY-2

Bostanct Mah.

Kozyatagir Mah.

ISTANBUL/KADIKOY-3

Caddebostan Mah.

Erenkoy Mabh.
ISTANBUL /KADIKOY-4

Dumlupinar Mah.
Egitim Mah.
Fenerbahge Mah.

ISTANBUL/KARTAL-1

Atalar Mah.
Cevizli Mah.

Esentepe Mah.
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Kosuyolu Mah.
Osmanaga Mah.
Rasimpasa Mah.

Ziihtiipasa Mah.

Suadiye Mah.
19 Mayis Mah.

Goztepe Mah.

Sahray1 Cedit Mah.

Feneryolu Mah.
Merdivenkdy Mah.

Orhantepe Mah.
Orta Mah.
Soganlik Yeni Mah.



ISTANBUL/KARTAL-2

Cumhuriyet Mah.
Carsi Mah.

Giimiigpinar Mah.
ISTANBUL/KARTAL-3

Cavugoglu Mah.
Karliktepe Mah.
Kordonboyu Mah.
Petrolis Mah.

IsTANBUL/USKUDAR-1

Acibadem Mabh.
Barbaros Mah.
Bulgurlu Mah.

Burhaniye Mah.
IsTANBUL / USKUDAR-2

Ahmediye Mah.
Altunizade Mah.

Aziz Mahmut Hiidayi Mah.
Icadiye Mah.

Kuzguncuk Mah.
Mimarsinan Mah.

Murat Reis Mah.
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Hiirriyet Mah.
Ugurmumcu Mabh.

Yakacik Yeni Mah.

Topselvi Mah.
Yali Mah.
Yukar: Mah.
Yunus Mah.

Cumbhuriyet Mah.
Kisikli Mah.

Kiiciik Camlica Mah.
Unalan Mah.

Salacak Mah.
Selami Ali Mabh.
Selimiye Mah.
Sultantepe Mah.
Validei Atik Mah.

Zeynep Kamil Mah.



IstaNBUL/ USKUDAR-3

Bahgelievler Mah.
Beylerbeyi Mah.
Cengelkoy Mah.
Ferah Mah.
Giizeltepe Mah.
Kandilli Mah.

ISTANBUL /PENDIK-1

Ahmet Yesevi Mah.

Esenyali Mah.
Fatih Mah.

ISTANBUL / PENDIK-2

Bahgelievler Mah.
Bat1 Mah.
Cmardere Mah.
Dogu Mah.

Dumlupinar Mah.
ISTANBUL / PENDIK-3

Camcesme Mah.
Esenler Mah.

Fevzi Cakmak Mabh.
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Kirazlitepe Mah.

Kuleli Mah.

Kiigiiksu Mah.

Kiipliice Mah.

Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.
Yavuztiirk Mah.

Giizelyali Mah.
Kaynarca Mah.
Orhangazi Mah.

Orta Mah.

Sapan Baglar1 Mah.
Velibaba Mabh.

Yeni Mah.
Yesilbaglar Mah.

Kavakpmar Mah.
Pendik Tlcesi (Belde/Kéy)



ISTANBUL/PENDIK-4

Camlik Mah.
Ertugrul Gazi Mah.
Giilli Baglar Mah.
Harmandere Mah.
Kurtkoy Mah.

Ramazanoglu Mah.

IsTANBUL/ UMRANIYE-1

Adem Yavuz Mah.
Asagi Dudullu Mah.
Cemil Meri¢ Mabh.
Esenkent Mah.
Esengehir Mah.

IsTANBUL/ UMRANIYE-2

Altingehir Mah.
Cakmak Mah.
Camlik Mah.
Mehmet Akif Mah.
Site Mabh.

IsTANBUL/ UMRANIYE-3

Armagan Evler Mah.

Atakent Mah.
Esenevler Mabh.
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Sanayi Mah.
Siiliintepe Mah.
Seyhli Mah.
Yayalar Mah.
Yenigehir Mah.

Huzur Mah.
[hlamurkuyu Mabh.
Madenler Mah.
Necip Fazil Mah.
Parseller Mah.

Serifali Mah.
Tathsu Mah.

Tepeiistii Mah.

Yukar:1 Dudullu Mah.

Istiklal Mah.
Namik Kemal Mah.



IsTANBUL/ UMRANIYE-4

Atatiirk Mah.
Dumlupinar Mah.
Elmalikent Mah.

Fatih Sultan Mehmet Mah.

Hekimbasgi Mah.
Inkilap Mah.

ISTANBUL /MALTEPE-1

Altaygesme Mah.
Baglarbagi Mah.
Cevizli Mah.

ISTANBUL/MALTEPE-2

Altintepe Mah.
Aydinevler Mah.
Cmar Mah.
Girne Mabh.

ISTANBUL/MALTEPE-3

Bagibiiyiik Mah.

Biiyiikbakkalkdy Mah.

Findikli Mah.
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Kazim Karabekir Mah.
Saray Mabh.

Tantavi Mah.
Topagact Mah.
Yaman Evler Mah.

Esenkent Mah.
Feyzullah Mah.
Yali Mah.

Idealtepe Mah.
Kiiciikyali Mah.

Adalar Tlgesi

Giilensu Mah.
Giilsuyu Mah.

Zumritevler Mah.



ISTANBUL/SULTANBEYLI-1

Abdurrahmangazi Mabh.

Aksemsettin Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Hamidiye Mah.
Mecidiye Mah.

Adil Mabh.

Ahmet Yesevi Mah.
Battalgazi Mah.
Hasanpaga Mah.
Mimar Sinan Mabh.

[STANBUL/SANCAKTEPE-1

Abdurrahmangazi Mabh.

Atatiirk Mah.

Emek Mah.

Hilal Mah.

Inonii Mah.

Kemal Tiirkler Mah.
Meclis Mah.

[STANBUL-27

Tuzla il(;esi

[STANBUL /SULTANBEYLI-SANCAKTEPE-2
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Mehmet Akif Mah.
Nacip Fazil Mah.
Orhangazi Mah.
Turgut Reis Mah.
Yavuz Selim Mabh.

Akpinar Mah.
Eyiip Sultan Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Osmangazi Mah.
Veysel Karani Mah.

Merve Mah.
Mevlana Mah.
Safa Mah.
Sarigazi Mabh.
Yenidogan Mah.
Yunus Emre Mah.

Sancaktepe Ilcesi (Belde/Koy)



ISTANBUL/ ATASEHIR-1

Agik Veysel Mah.
Barbaros Mah.
Esatpasa Mah.
Fetih Mah.

ISTANBUL/ ATASEHIR-2

Atagehir Atatiirk Mah.

Icerenkdy Mah.

[STANBUL/ ATASEHIR-3

Atagehir Ferhatpagsa Mah.

Inénii Mah.
Kayigdagt Mah.
Mevlana Mah.

ISTANBUL-31
Cekmekoy Ilcesi
[STANBUL-32
Besiktas Ilgesi
ISTANBUL /BEYOGLU-1

Arap Camii Mah.
AsmaliMescit Mah.
Bedrettin Mah.

Mustafa Kemal Mah.
Ornek Mabh.
Yeni Sahra Mabh.

Kiigiikbakkalkoy Mah.

Mimar Sinan Mah.
Yeni Camlica Mah.
Yenigehir Mah.

Bereketzade Mah.
Bostan Mah.
Biilbiil Mah.
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Cihangir Mah.

Catma Mescit Mah.

Cukur Mah.
Emekyemez Mah.
Evliya Celebi Mah.
Firuzaga Mah.
Giimiigsuyu Mah.
Haciahmet Mah.
Hacimimi Mah.
Hiiseyinaga Mah.
Istiklal Mah.

Kadi Mehmet Mah.

Kalyoncu Kullugu Mah.

Kamer Hatun Mah.

Kaptanpasa Mah.

Katip Mustafa Celebi Mah.

ISTANBUL/BEYOGLU-2

Camiikebir Mah.
Fetihtepe Mah.
Halicioglu Mah.
Kececi Piri Mah.
Kulaksiz Mah.

IsSTANBUL/EYUP-1

Akgemsettin Mah.
Alibeykdy Mah.
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Kemankes Karamustafa Paga
Mabh.

Kilicali Paga Mah.

Kocatepe Mah.

Kuloglu Mah.

Kiiciik Piyale Mah.
Miieyyedzade Mah.

Omer Avni Mah.

Piirtelas Hasan Efendi Mah.
Sururi Mehmet Efendi Mah.
Sahkulu Mah.

Sehit Muhtar Mah.

Tomtom Mah.

Yahya Kahya Mabh.
Yenigehir Mah.

Ornektepe Mah.
Piri Paga Mah.
Piyalepaga Mah.
Stitliice Mah.

Cirgir Mah.
Goktiirk Merkez Mabh.



Giizeltepe Mah.
Mimarsinan Mah.

Mithatpasa Mabh.

ISTANBUL/EyUP-2

Defterdar Mah.
Diigmeciler Mah.
Emniyettepe Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Eyiip Merkez Mah.
Islambey Mabh.
Karadolap Mah.

ISTANBUL /FATIH-1

Aksemsettin Mah.
Alemdar Mah.
Balabanag Mah.
Beyazit Mah.
Binbirdirek Mah.
Cankurtaran Mabh.
Cibali Mah.
Demirtag Mah.
Emin Sinan Mabh.
Hac1 Kadin Mah.
Hobyar Mah.

Hoca Giyasettin Mah.

Hoca Paga Mah.
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Yesilpinar Mah.
Eyiip Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Nigsanct Mah.
Rami Cuma Mah.
Rami Yeni Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Silahtaraga Mah.

Topgular Mah.

Iskenderpaga Mah.
Kalenderhane Mah.
Katip Kasim Mah.
Kemal Paga Mah.
Kiiciik Ayasofya Mah.
Mercan Mah.

Mesih Paga Mah.
Mevlanakap1t Mah.
Mimar Hayrettin Mabh.
Mimar Kemalettin Mah.
Molla Giirani Mah.
Mollafenari Mah.
Mollahiisrev Mah.



Muhsine Hatun Mabh. Siileymaniye Mabh.

Nisanca Mabh. Sehremini Mah.
Riistem Paga Mah. Sehsuvar Mah.
Sara¢ Ishak Mah. Tahtakale Mah.
Saridemir Mabh. Taya Hatun Mah.
Sultan Ahmet Mah. Topkap: Mah.
Sururi Mabh. Yavuz Sinan Mabh.

ISTANBUL /FATIH-2

Ali Kusgu Mah. Hirka-i Serif Mabh.

Atikali Mah. Karagiimriik Mah.
Ayvansaray Mah. Yavuz Sultan Selim Mah.
Balat Mah. Zeyrek Mah.

Dervigali Mah.

ISTANBUL/FATIH-3

Aksaray Mabh. Seyyid Omer Mabh.
Cerrahpasa Mabh. Silivrikapt Mah.
Haseki Sultan Mah. Stimbiil Efendi Mah.
Kocamustafapaga Mah. Yedikule Mah.

ISTANBUL/ G AZIOSMANPASA-1

Baglarbasi Mabh. Sarigdl Mabh.
Karlitepe Mah. Yenidogan Mah.
Merkez Mah. Yildiztabya Mah.

Pazarici Mah.
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ISTANBUL/ G AZIOSMANPASA-2

Barbaros Hayrettinpasa Mah. Karayollar1 Mah.
Karadeniz Mah. Mevlana Mabh.

ISTANBUL/ G AZIOSMANPASA-3

Fevzi Cakmak Mah. Semsipaga Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah. Yeni Mah.
Kazim Karabekir Mah.

ISTANBUL/SARIYER-1

Bahgekdy Merkez Mah. Kocatag Mah.

Bahgekoy Yeni Mah. Maden Mah.

Biiyiikdere Mabh. Merkez Mah.
Cumbhuriyet Mah. Pttevleri Mah.

Cayirbagt Mah. Rumeli Kavagi Mabh.
Kazim Karabekir Paga Mah. Tarabya Mah.

Kemer Mah. Yeni Mah.

Kire¢gburnu Mah. Sariyer Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

ISTANBUL/SARIYER-2

Baltalimani1 Mah. Istinye Mah.
Camlitepe Mah. Piar Mah.
Dariiggafaka Mah. Poligon Mah.
Emirgan Mah. Resgitpasa Mah.
Fatih Sultan Mehmet Mabh. Rumeli Hisar1 Mah.
Ferahevler Mah. Yenikoy Mabh.
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ISTANBUL/SISLI-1

Ayazaga Mah. Kustepe Mah.
Esentepe Mah. Maslak Mah.
Fulya Mah. Mecidiyekoy Mah.
Giilbahar Mah. Merkez Mah.
Huzur Mabh. 19 Mayis Mah.

izzetpa§a Mabh.

ISTANBUL /SISLI-2

Bozkurt Mah. H.Rafat Paga Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah. Inénii Mah.
Duatepe Mah. Kaptan Paga Mah.
Ergenekon Mah. Megrutiyet Mah.
Eskigehir Mah. M.Sevket Paga Mah.
Ferikoy Mabh. Paga Mah.
Halaskargazi Mah. Tegvikiye Mah.
Harbiye Mabh. Yayla Mah.

H.Edip Adivar Mah.

[STANBUL/ZEYTINBURNU- 1

Bestelsiz Mah. Merkezefendi Mah.
Cirpict Mah. Seyitnizam Mah.
Maltepe Mah. Telsiz Mah.
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ISTANBUL/ZEYTINBURNU-2

Gokalp Mah.
Kazligesme Mah.
Nuripaga Mah.
Stimer Mah.

ISTANBUL/KAGITHANE-1

Caglayan Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.
Giirsel Mah.
Harmantepe Mah.

Hiirriyet Mah.

ISTANBUL/ KAGITHANE-2

Celiktepe Mah.
Emniyetevleri Mah.
Hamidiye Mah.
Ortabayir Mah.

Sanayi Mah.

ISTANBUL/BAYRAMPASA-1

Altintepsi Mah.
Ismet Paga Mah.

Muratpaga Mah.
Ortamahalle Mah.
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Veliefendi Mabh.
Yenidogan Mah.

Yesiltepe Mah.

Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.

Merkez Mah.
Nurtepe Mah.
Talatpasa Mah.
Telsizler Mah.

Seyrantepe Mah.
Sirintepe Mah.
Yahyakemal Mah.
Yesilce Mah.

Terazidere Mah.
Vatan Mabh.
Yenidogan Mah.



ISTANBUL/BAYRAMPASA-2

Cevatpasa Mah. Kocatepe Mah.
Kartaltepe Mah. Yildirim Mah.

ISTANBUL/ESENLER-1

Birlik Mah. Kazim Karabekir Mah.
Fatih Mah. Tuna Mah.

ISTANBUL / ESENLER-2

Cifte Havuzlar Mah.
Davut Paga Mah.
Fevzi Cakmak Mah.
Menderes Mah.

ISTANBUL/ ESENLER-3

Havaalani Mah.

Kemer Mah.

[STANBUL/SULTANGAZI-1

Cebeci Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Gazi Mah.

[STANBUL /SULTANGAZI-2

Cumhuriyet Mah.
Eski Habipler Mah.

Mimar Sinan Mah.
Namik Kemal Mah.
Nine Hatun Mabh.
Yavuz Selim Mabh.

Orugreis Mah.
Turgut Reis Mah.

Yunus Emre Mah.
Ziibeyde Hanim Mah.
75. Y1l Mah.

Habipler Mah.

Tsmetpa@a Mah.



Malkogoglu Mah. Yayla Mah.
Sultanciftligi Mah. 50. Yil Mah.
Ugur Mumcu Mabh.

ISTANBUL/BAKIRKOY-1

Atakoy 1. Mah. Sakizagaci Mabh.
Cevizlik Mah. Yenimahalle Mah.
Kartaltepe Mah. Zeytinlik Mah.
Osmaniye Mabh. Zuhuratbaba Mah.

ISTANBUL/BAKIRKOY-2

Atakoy 2-5-6. Mah. Senlikkoy Mabh.
Atakdy 3-4-11. Mah. Yesilkoy Mabh.
Atakoy 7-8-9-10. Mah. Yegilyurt Mabh.

Basikoy Mah.
ISTANBUL-60
Silivri Ilcesi

ISTANBUL/BUYUKGEKMECE-1

Ahmediye Mah. Kumburgaz Merkez Mah.
Bahgelievler Mah. Muratbey Merkez Mah.
Celaliye Mah. Tiirkoba Mah.

Giizelce Mah. Ulus Mah.

Hiirriyet Mah. Yenimahalle Mah.
Kamiloba Mah. Catalca Ilgesi
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ISTANBUL/BUYUKGEKMECE-2

Alkent 2000 Mah.
Atatiirk Mah.
Batikoy Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Cakmakli Mah.
Dizdariye Mah.

ISTANBUL / KUUGQUKCEKMECE-1

Atakent Mah.
Atatiirk Mah.

ISTANBUL / KUIGQUKCEKMECE-2

Begyol Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.

Kartaltepe Mah.
ISTANBUL / KUUQUKCEKMECE-3

Cennet Mabh.
Cumhuriyet Mah.

Fatih Mah.
ISTANBUL / KUIGUKGEKMECE-4

Fevzi Cakmak Mah.
Tstasyon Mabh.

Kanarya Mah.
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Fatih Mah.

Karaaga¢g Mah.
Mimarsinan Merkez Mah.
Murat Cesme Mah.
Pmartepe Mah.

19 Mayis Mah.

Mehmetakif Mah.

Kemalpaga Mah.
Sogiitli Cesme Mah.
Tevfik Bey Mah.

Yeni Mahalle Mah.
Yesilova Mah.

Sultan Murat Mah.

Yarimburgaz Mah.



ISTANBUL / KUGQUKCEKMECE-5
Halkali Merkez Mah.
ISTANBUL/ AVCILAR-1

Ambarli Mah.
Cihangir Mah.

ISTANBUL/ AVCILAR-2

Denizkogkler Mah.

Giimiigpala Mah.
ISTANBUL/ AVCILAR-3

Firuzkoy Mah.

Mustafa Kemal Paga Mah.

ISTANBUL/BAGCILAR-1

Baglar Mah.
Barbaros Mah.
Evren Mah.

ISTANBUL/BAGCILAR-2

Cmar Mah.
Fevzicakmak Mah.

Kemalpasa Mah.
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Inoénii Mah.

Merkez Mah.

Universite Mah.

Tahtakale Mah.
Yesilkent Mah.

Giinegli Mabh.
Hiirriyet Mah.

Kazimkarabekir Mah.

Merkez Mah.
Sancaktepe Mah.
100. Yil Mah.



ISTANBUL/BAGCILAR-3

Demirkap:1 Mabh.
Fatih Mah.

ISTANBUL/BAGCILAR-4

Inoénii Mah.
Kirazli Mah.

Yavuzselim Mabh.
ISTANBUL /BAHQELIEVLER- 1
Bahcelievler Mah.
ISTANBUL /BAHQELIEVLER-2

Cumhuriyet Mah.

Kocasinan Merkez Mah.

ISTANBUL/ BAHQELIEVLER-3

Cobangesme Mah.

Yenibosna Merkez Mah.

ISTANBUL/BAHQELIEVLER-4

Fevzicakmak Mah.

Hiirriyet Mah.

126

Goztepe Mah.
Mahmutbey Mah.

Yenigiin Mah.
Yenimahalle Mah.
Yildiztepe Mah.

Siyavuspasa Mah.

Soganli Mah.

Zafer Mah.

Sirinevler Mah.



IsTANBUL /G UNGOREN-1

Abdurrahman Nafiz Giirman
Mabh.

Giiven Mabh.

Mehmet Nesih Ozmen Mah.

ISTANBUL /G UNGOREN-2

Akincilar Mah.
Gengosman Mah.

Giinestepe Mah.
ISTANBUL-81

Arnavutkdy Ilcesi
ISTANBUL /BASAKSEHIR- 1

Altingehir Mah.
Bahcesehir 1. Kisim Mah.
Bahcesehir 2. Kisim Mah.

ISTANBUL/ BASAKSEHIR-2

Bagak Mabh.
Bagaksehir Mabh.
Kayabag1 Mah.
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Merkez Mah.
Sanayi Mah.

Tozkoparan Mah.

Haznedar Mabh.
Maregal Cakmak Mah.

Giivercintepe Mah.
Sahintepe Mah.

Ziyagokalp Mah.
Bagaksehir Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)



ISTANBUL/BEYLIKDUZU-1

Adnan Kahveci Mah.
Biiytiksehir Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah.
ISTANBUL/BEYLIKD (-2

Barig Mah.
Kavakli Mah.
Marmara Mah.

ISTANBUL/ESENYURT-1

Akcaburgaz Mah.
Ardich Mah.
Esenkent Mah.
Istiklal Mah.

ISTANBUL/ ESENYURT-2

Atatiirk Mah.
Cumbhuriyet Mah.

Giizelyurt Mah.
ISTANBUL/ESENYURT-3

Fatih Mah.
Incirtepe Mah.

Inénii Mah.
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Dereagzi Mah.

Giirpmar Mah.

Sahil Mabh.
Yakuplu Mah.

Ornek Mabh.
Sanayi Mah.
Yenikent Mah.

Mehtercesme Mah.
Merkez Mah.
Pinar Mabh.

Namik Kemal Mah.
Saadetdere Mah.

Talatpasa Mah.



[ZMIR-1

Cesme Ilgesi
Karaburun Ilcesi

Urla ﬂgesi

[ZMIR-2

Selcuk Tlcesi

IzMmIR /Buca-1

Adatepe Mah.
Aydogdu Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah.

Cagdag Mah.

Camlipinar Mah.

Dumlupinar Mah.

Gaziler Mah.
Izkent Mah.
Karanfil Mah.

IzMIR /BUCA-2

Akincilar Mah.
Barig Mah.
Caldiran Mah.
Camlik Mah.
Dicle Mah.
Efeler Mah.
Firat Mah.
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Giizelbahge Tlcesi

Seferhisar Ilgesi

Torbali ilgesi

Kozagac Mabh.
Menderes Mah.
Murathan Mah.
Seyhan Mah.
Sirinkapt Mah.

Vali Rahmi Bey Mah.

Yaylacik Mah.

Yenigiin Mah.

Giiven Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.
Inkilap Mah.
Laleli Mah.
Ufuk Mabh.
Yigitler Mah.



IzMIR /BUca-3

Atatiirk Mabh.
Buca Koop Mah.
Camlikule Mah.
Goksu Mah.

Inénii Mah.

Kaynaklar Merkez Mah.

Kurugegme Mah.
IzMIR / KONAK-1

Akin Simav Mah.
Altintag Mabh.
Atilla Mah.
Barbaros Mah.
Cankaya Mah.
Goztepe Mah.
Giizelyali Mah.
Kemal Reis Mah.

[zZMIR /KONAK-2

Anadolu Mah.
Atamer Mah.

Bogazici Mah.

Cengiz Topel Mah.

Cmarli Mah.

Ciartepe Mah.
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Mustafa Kemal Mah.
Yesilbaglar Mah.
Yildiz Mah.

Yildizlar Mah.

Zafer Mah.

29 Ekim Mabh.

Buca Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Kilig Reis Mah.
Kocatepe Mah.

Mehmet Ali Akman Mah.
Mithatpasa Mabh.

Murat Reis Mah.

Piri Reis Mah.

Turgut Reis Mah.

Emir Sultan Mah.
Ferahli Mah.
Giiney Mah.
Halkapmar Mah.
Hilal Mah.

Huzur mabh.



Ismet Paga Mah.
Kiiciikada Mah.
Lale Mah.
Levent Mah.

Mehmet Akif Mah.

Mehtap Mah.
Mersinli Mah.
Millet Mah.
Murat Mah.
Saygr Mabh.

IzMIR /KONAK-3

Akarcali Mah.
Akdeniz Mabh.
Akinci Mah.
Ali Reis Mah.
Alsancak Mabh.
Altay Mah.
Altmordu Mah.
Avziziye Mah.
Ballikuyu Mah.
Bozkurt Mah.
Cahabey Mah.
Cimentepe Mah.
Dayiemir Mah.
Dolaplikuyu Mah.

Duatepe Mah.
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Trakya Mabh.
Ulubatli Mah.
Yavuz Selim Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.
Yenigehir Mah.
Yegildere Mah.
Zeybek Mah.
Zeytinlik Mah.

26 Agustos Mah.

Ege Mah.

Etiler Mah.

Faik Paga Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Fevzi Paga Mah.
Giines Mah.

Giinesli Mah.
Giingor Mah.
Giizelyurt Mah.
Hasan Ozdemir Mah.
Hursidiye Mah.
Imariye Mah.

Ismet Kaptan Mah.
Kadifekale Mah.
Kahraman Mescit Mah.



Kahramanlar Mabh.
Kestelli Mah.
Kocakap1 Mah.
Konak Mah.
Kosova Mah.
Kubilay Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Kiiltiir Mah.
Mecidiye Mah.
Mimar Sinan Mabh.
Mirali Mah.
Namazgah Mah.

Namik Kemal Mah.

Odunkap1 Mabh.
Oguzlar Mah.
Pazaryeri Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Selcuk Mah.
Stimer Mah.

[ZMIR-9

Menderes Ilcesi

[ZMIR-10

Narhdere Ilcesi
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Siivari Mah.

Sehit Nedim Tugaltay Mah.

Tan Mabh.
Tinaztepe Mah.
Tuzcu Mah.
Tiirkyilmaz Mabh.
Ugur Mah.
Umurbey Mah.
Ulkii Mah.
Veziraga Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Yenigiin Mah.
Yesiltepe Mah.
Yildiz Mah.
Zafertepe Mah.
1. Kadriye Mah.
19 Mayis Mah.
2. Kadriye Mah.

Gaziemir Ilgesi

Balcova Ilgesi



IzMIR/KARABAGLAR-1

Abdi Ipekci Mah. Karabaglar Mah.
Agik Veysel Mah. Kibar Mah.

Aydin Mah. Osman Akstiner Mah.
Barig Mah. Peker Mah.

Bozyaka Mabh. Sariyer Mah.
Cennetoglu Mah. Selvili Mah.

Calikusu Mah. Sevgi Mah.

General Asim Giindiiz Mah. Ugur Mumcu Mabh.
Giinaltay Mah. Yunus Emre Mah.

Ihsan Alyanak Mabh. Karabaglar Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

[zMIR /KARABAGLAR-2

Adnan Stivari Mah.

Ali Fuat Cebesoy Mah.

Ali Fuat Erden Mah.
Bahriye Ucok Mah.
Cennetcesme Mah.
Devrim Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Esenyali Mah.
Fahrettin Altay Mah.
Gazi Mah.

General Kazim Ozalp Mabh.

Limontepe Mah.

Maliyeciler Mah.
Metin Oktay Mah.
Muammer Akar Mah.
Ozgiir Mah.

Poligon Mah.

Salih Omurtak Mah.
Sehitler Mah.

Umut Mah.
Uzundere Mah.
Uckuyular Mah.
Yurdoglu Mah.

Yiizbas1 Serafettin Mah.



1zMIR/KARABAGLAR-3

Arap Hasan Mah. Giilyaka Mah.
Bahar Mah. Kazim Karabekir Mah.
Bahcelievler Mah. Refet Bele Mah.
Basin Sitesi Mah. Reis Mah.
Doganay Mah. Tahsin Yazici Mah.
Esenlik Mah. Vatan Mah.
[zMIR-14
Menemen Ilgesi Foca Ilcesi

Aliaga Tlcesi(il/Ilce Merkezi)
[zMIR-15

Kemalpaga Ilcesi Tire Tlgesi

Baymdir Ilgesi

[zMIR-16
Dikili Tlgesi Kinik Ilgesi
Bergama Tlcesi Aliaga Tlgesi(Belde/Koy)

IzMIR /BORNOVA-1

Atatiirk Mah. Kazimdirik Mah.
Ergene Mah. Kizilay Mah.
Evka 4 Mah. Rafet Paga Mah.
Inénii Mah.
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1zMIR /BORNOVA-2

Barbaros Mah.
Birlik Mah.
Camkule Mah.
Cmar Mah.

Gazi Osman Paga Mah.

[siklar Mah.
Kogukavak Mah.
Meri¢ Mah.

1zMIR /BORNOVA-3

Doganlar Mah.
Egemenlik Mah.
Erzene Mah.
Evka 3 Mah.
Giirpinar Mabh.
Karacaoglan Mah.

Kemalpagsa Mah.

[ZMIR /K ARSIYAKA-1

Aksoy Mah.
Alaybey Mah.
Bahariye Mah.
Bahcelievler Mah.
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Merkez Mah.
Serintepe Mah.
Tuna Mah.
Yesilova Mah.
Yildirim Mah.
Beyazit Mah.
Zafer Mah.

Mevlana Mah.

Naldoken Mabh.

Umit Mah.

Yesilgam Mah.

Yunus Emre Mah.
Bornova Ilcesi(Belde/Kéoy)

Bahriye Ucok Mabh.
Donanmaci Mah.
Tersane Mah.
Tuna Mah.



[zMIR / K ARSIYAKA-2

Atakent Mah.
Bostanli Mah.
Dedebasi Mah.

Demirképrii Mah.
Fikri Altay Mabh.

1zMIR /K ARSIYAKA-3

Cumhuriyet Mah.
Inonii Mah.

Mustafa Kemal Mah.
Ornekksy Mabh.

[ZMIR-23

Odemis Tlgesi

Kiraz ﬂgesi
[ZMIR-24

Cigli Tigesi
IzMIR /BAYRAKLI-1

Adalet Mah.
Bayrakli Mah.
Cay Mah.
(Cicek Mah.
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Goncalar Mabh.
Imbath Mah.
Mavigehir Mah.
Nergiz Mah.

Semikler Mah.

Yali Mah.

Ziibeyde Hanim Mah.
Karstyaka Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Beydag Ilgesi

Manavkuyu Mah.
Mansuroglu Mah.
Osmangazi Mah.
Tepekule Mah.



1zMIR /BAYRAKLI-2

Alpaslan Mah.
Cengizhan Mah.
Dogangay Mah.
Emek Mah.

Fuat Edip Baksi Mah.

Giimiigpala Mah.

Muhittin Erener Mah.

Onur Mah.
KARs-1

Kars Merkez ngsi
KARS-2

Arpacay Ilcesi
Akyaka Ilgesi

Susuz Ilgesi
KARs-3
Sartkamug Ilcesi

KAsTaAMONU-1

Kastamonu Merkez Ilcesi

Org. Nafiz Giirman Mah.
Postacilar Mah.

R.Sevket Ince Mah.
Sogukkuyu Mah.

Turan Mah.

Yamanlar Mah.

75. Y1l Mah.

Selim Ilgesi

Digor Ilcesi

Kagizman Ilgesi
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KASTAMONU-2

Tosya Ilcesi

Taskoprii Ilcesi
Hanoni H(;esi

Devrekani Ilgesi

KASTAMONU-3

Kiire Tlcesi

Inebolu Ilgesi

Al Tlgesi

Seydiler Ilcesi
Doganyurt Ilcesi

Senpazar Ilcesi

KAYSERI-1

Sariz Ilcesi

Pmarbagt Ilesi
Akkisla Tlgesi

Saroglan Ilgesi

KAYSERI-2

Yesilhisar Ilcesi

Yahyali Ilcesi

Catalzeytin Ilesi
Bozkurt Ilgesi

Abana Ilgesi

Azdavay Ilgesi
Cide Tlcesi
Piarbast H(;esi
Daday Ilcesi
Arac Tlcesi

Ihsangazi Ilcesi

Biinyan H(;esi
Ozvatan Tlcesi
Felahiye Ilcesi

Tomarza Tlgesi

Develi ﬂgesi



KAYSERI-3

Talas il(;esi

Hacilar Ilgesi

KAYSERI/ KOCASINAN-1

Ahi Evran Mah.
Akctepe Mah.

Akin Mah.

Beyazsehir Mah.

Boyac1 Mah.

Boztepe Mah.

Bugdayli Mah.
Cirgalan Mah.

Dadagi Mah.

Ebi¢ Kizilirmak Mah.
Ebi¢ Mevlana Mah.
Elagéz Mah.

Erkilet Arabidin Mah.
Erkilet Camiikebir Mah.
Erkilet Dere Mah.
Erkilet General Emir Mah.

Erkilet Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.

Erkilet Osman Gazi Mah.
Erkilet Tepe Mabh.
Erkilet Yukar1 Mah.
Erkilet Zade Mah.

139

Incesu Ilgesi

Erkilet 100. Yil Mah.
Fevzioglu Mah.

Gomeg Mah.

Giinesli Mah.
Bahcelievler Mah.
Giinegli Cumhuriyet Mabh.
Giinegli Kale Mah.
Hasan Arpa Mah.

Hilal Mah.

Hoca Ahmet Yesevi Mah.
Karahoyiik Mah.

Kemer Mah.

Kizik Mah.

Kocasinan Mabh.

Kuscu Mah.

Mahzemin Giindogan Mabh.
Mahzemin Yeni Mabh.
Mithatpasa Mabh.
Orugreis Mah.

Oymaagac Mah.

Salur Mah.



Sancaktepe Mah.
Saray Bosna Mah.
Seker Mah.
Talatpasa Mah.
Tanpinar Mah.
Vatan Mah.

KAYSERI/ KOCASINAN-2

Alsancak Mabh.
Camiikebir Mah.
Cengiz Topel Mah.
Cumbhuriyet Mah.
Erciyesevler Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Fevzi Cakmak Mah.
Kayabasi Mah.

KAYSERI/ KOCASINAN-3

Barbaros Mah.
Begparmak Mah.
Gaziosman Pasa Mabh.
Gevhernesibe Mah.
Hac1 Saki Mah.
istasyon Mah.
Mevlana Mabh.
Ornekevler Mah.
Plevne Mah.

140

Yavuzselim Mah.

Yazir Mah.

Yenidogan Mah.

Yesil Mah.

Kocasinan ilgesi(Belde/ Koy)

Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.
Mimarsinan Mah.
SerceoniiMabh.

Ugurevler Mah.
Yenipervane Mah.
Yildizevler Mah.

Ziumrit Mah.

Sahabiye Mah.
Sanayi Mah.
Seyrani Mah.
Stimer Mah.
Sirinevler Mah.
Turgut Reis Mah.
Yavuz Mabh.

Yeni Mah.
Yenigehir Mah.



Yunusemre Mah.

KAYSERI/MELIKGAZI-1

Alpaslan Mah.

Biiytikbiiriingiiz Fatih Mah.

Biiytikbiiriingiiz Yavuz Mah.

Germir Mah.

Gesi Bagpinar Mabh.
Gesi Bahgeli Mah.
Gesi Cumhuriyet Mah.
Gesi Fatih Mah.
Gesi Giiney Mabh.
Gesi Giizelkdy Mah.
Gesi Kayabag Mabh.
Gesi Kuzey Mah.
Gokkent Mah.
Giirpinar Pinar Mah.
Giirpinar Yesil Mah.
Konaklar Mah.

Kosk Mah.

KAYSERI/MELIKGAZI-2

Altioluk Mabh.
Anafartalar Mah.
Anbar Mabh.
Aydinlik evler Mah.
Egribucak Mah.
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Ziyagokalp Mah.

Melikgazi Mah.
Mimarsinanbahcelievler Mah.
Mimarsinandemokrasi Mah.
Mimarsinandere Mah.
Mimarsinanfatih Mah.
Mimarsinankayapul Mah.
Mimarsinangirintepe Mah.
Tavlusun Mabh.

Turan Mah.

Turan Kiiciikbiiriingiiz Mah.
Turan Subasi Mabh.

Vekse Mah.

Yeni Mah.

Yesilyurt Mah.

Yildirim Beyazit Mah.
Melikgazi Ilcesi(Belde/Kaoy)

Esentepe Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.

Inecik Mah.
Kazimkarabekir Mah.
Keykubat Mah.



Kocatepe Mah.

Osman Kavuncu Mah.

Sakarya Mah.

Selimiye Mah.

KAYSERI/ MELIKGAZI-3

Battalgazi Mah.
Becen Mah.
Caferbey Mah.
Camikebir Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Corakgilar Mah.

Danigsmend Gazi Mah.

Erenkoy Mabh.
Esenyurt Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.
Giiliikk Mah.
Hisarcik Mah.
Bahgelievler Mah.

Hisarcik Erciyes Mah.

Hisarcik Ibrahim Tennuri Mah.

KIRKLARELI-1

Liileburgaz H(;esi

Tinaztepe Mah.
Yenikéy Mah.

19 Mayis Mah.
30 Agustos Mah.

Hunat Mah.
Karacaoglu Mah.
Kemeralt1 Mabh.
Kilicaslan Mah.
Kiranardi Cumhuriyet Mah.
Kiranardi Fatih Mah.
Kicikap1 Mah.

Kiiciik Mustafa Mah.
Kiiciikali Mah.
Nurihas Mabh.
Osmanli Mah.
Selcuklu Mah.
Seyitgazi Mah.

Sehit Nazimbey Mabh.
Tacettin Veli Mah.



KIRKLARELI-2

Kirklareli Merkez il(;esi

Demirkdy Ilgesi
KIRKLARELI-3

Pehlivankdy Ilcesi

Babaeski Ilgesi
KIRSEHIR-1

Kirgehir Merkez Ilcesi
KIRSEHIR-2

Cicekdagr Ilcesi
Kaman ilgesi

Mucur Ilcesi
KoCAELI/ GEBZE-1

Adem Yavuz Mah.
Beylikbagi Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.
Istasyon Mabh.
Kogklii Cesme Mah.

Kofcaz Ilcesi

Pimarhisar Ilgesi

Vize Ilcesi

Akpmar Ilgesi
Akcakent Ilgesi

Boztepe Ilcesi

Mevlana Mah.
Mimar Sinan Mabh.
Osman Yilmaz Mah.
Ulus Mah.

Yavuz Selim Mabh.
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KOCAELI/ GEBZE-2

Arapgesme Mah. Kirazpmar Mah.

Barig Mah. Mustafapasa Mabh.

Gaziler Mah. Sultan Orhan Mah.

Giizeller Mah. Tathikuyu Mah.

Hacihalil Mah. Yenikent Mah.

Inénii Mah. Gebze Ilgesi(Belde/Koy)
KOCAELI-3

Goleiik Ilgesi

KocAELI-4

Kartepe Ilcesi Kandira Tlcesi
KOCAELI-5

Karamiirsel Ilcesi Basgiskele Ilcesi
KOCAELI-6

Korfez Ilgesi
KOCAELI-7

Derince Ilgesi
KOCAELI-8

Cayirova Ilcesi Dilovast Ilgesi
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KOCAELI-9

Darica il(;esi

KOCAELI/IzMIT-1

Akarca Mah.

Akmese Atatiirk Mah.
Akmege Cumhuriyet Mah.
Alikahya Atatiirk Mah.

Alikahya Cumhuriyet Mah.

Alikahya Fatih Mah.
Alikahya Merkez Mah.
Ayazma Mabh.
Bekirdere Mah.

Fevzi Cakmak Mah.
Giindogdu Mabh.
Karadenizliler Mah.

KOCAELI/IzMIT-2

Akgakoca Mah.
Cedit Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Cukurbag Mah.
Dogan Mah.
Erenler Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.
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Korfez Mah.
M.Alipasa Mah.
Malta Mah.
Sanayi Mah.
Tavsantepe Mah.
Tepekdy Mah.
Yahyakaptan Mabh.
Yenisehir Mah.
Yesilova Mah.

28 Haziran Mah.
Izmit Tlgesi(Belde/Koy)

Hacihasan Mabh.
Hacihizir Mah.
Hatipkoy Mah.
Kadikoy Mah.
Karabag Mah.
Kemalpaga Mah.
Kocatepe Mah.

Kozluk Mah.



Kurucesme Fatih Mah.

Orhan Mah.
Omeraga Mah.
Serdar Mabh.
Sirintepe Mah.

Tepecik Mah.

Terzibayir1 Mah.

Konvya-1

Kulu ﬂgesi

Cihanbeyli Tlcesi

Topgular Mabh.
Turgut Mah.
Tiiysiizler Mah.
Veliahmet Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.
Zabitan Mah.

Altnekin Ilgesi

Sarayonii Ilgesi

Konya-2

Beysehir Ilcesi Seydisehir Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Derebucak Ilgesi
Konya-3

Seydisehir Tlcesi (Ilce Merkezi) Ahirl Tlgesi

Yalihiiyiik Ilgesi Hadim Ilgesi
Akoren ﬂgesi Taskent H(;esi

Bozkir Ilgesi

Konvya-4

Emirgazi Ilcesi

Karapiar ngsi
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Cumra Ilgesi

Giineysir Ilcesi



Konya-5

Tuzlukeu Ilcesi
Igm Ilgesi

Doganhisar ﬂgesi
KoNyaA-6

Eregli Ilcesi
KoNyA /KARATAY-1

Akabe Mah.

Basak Mah.
Catalhiiyiik Mah.
Cataltomek Mah.
Elmaci Mah.
Emirgazi Mah.

Erler Mah.

Fetih Mabh.
Fevzicakmak Mah.
Gaziosmanpasa Mah.

Haciibali Mah.

Haciyusufmescit Mah.

KocalarkopriisiitMah.

KoNyA /KARATAY-2

Akgesme Mah.
Akifpaga Mah.
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Hiiyiik Ilgesi

Derbent Ilcesi

Halkapinar Ilcesi

Istiklal Mah.
Karaaslandede Mabh.
Karaaslaniiziimcii Mah.
Karakulak Mah.
Kumkopri Mabh.
Orhangazi Mah.
Ortakonak Mah.
Sakyatan Mabh.
Saracoglu Mah.
Selimsultan Mabh.

Satir Mah.

Tathcak Mah.

Karatay Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Aziziye Mah.
Biiyiik Sinan Mah.



Celebi Mah.
(Cimenlik Mah.
Doganlar Mah.
Dogus Mah.
Erenler Mah.

Haci Hasan Mabh.
Hacisadik Mah.
Haciveyiszade Mah.

Hamzaoglu Mah.

Hasandedemescit Mah.

Kalenderhane Mah.
Karacigan Mah.

Kayacikaraplar Mah.

KoNyA/MERAM-1

Abdiilaziz Mah.
Aksinne Mah.
Alavardi Mabh.
Armagan Mah.
Agkan Mah.
Caybagt Mah.
Dedekorkut Mah.
Dr.Ziya Barlas Mah.
Fahriinnisa Mah.
Gazanfer Mah.

Haci1 Fettah Mah.
Hac1 Isa Efendi Mah.
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Kececiler Mah.
Kerim Dede Mah.
Keykubat Mah.
Kopriibagi Mah.
Kuzgunkavak Mah.
Mengene Mah.
Nakipoglu Mah.
Ortamescit Mah.
Sartyakup Mah.
Semsitebrizi Mah.
Ulubatlihasan Mah.
Yediler Mah.
Yenimahalle Mah.

Havzan Mabh.
Kurtulug Mah.
Ladikli Mah.
Mamuriye Mah.
Mehmet Vehbi Mah.
Meliksah Mah.
Muradiye Mah.
Necip Fazil Mah.
Orgeneral Tural Mah.
Ogretmenevleri Mah.
Pirebi Mah.

Saadet Mah.



Sahibiata Mah.
Stileyman SJah Mah.
Seyh Sadrettin Mah.
Stikran Mabh.
Tirithirmak Mah.
Toprak Sarni¢ Mabh.

KoNnyA/MERAM-2

Alakova Mabh.

Ali Ulvi Kurucu Mah.
Alpaslan Mah.
Arifbilge Mah.
Ayanbey Mah.

Bati Mabh.

Hadimi Mah.

Beybes Mah.
Boruktolu Mah.
Boyali Mah.

Biiyiik Kovanagz Mah.
Biiyiikaymanas Mabh.
Candir Mah.

Cariklar Fatih Mah.
Comakli Mah.

Dere Asiklar Mabh.
Derecamikebir Mah.
Doguhadimi Mah.
Durunday Mah.

Uluirmak Ali Hoca Mah.
Uluirmak Saka Mah.
Uzunharmanlar Mah.
Yenice Mah.

Yunus Emre Mah.

Zafer Mah.

Ekmekkocu Mah.
Godene Mah.

Giilbahce Mah.
Hacigaban Mah.
Harmancik Mah.
Hasankéy Mah.

Hatip Mah.

Kalfalar Mah.

Karaaslan Aybahce Mah.
Karadigin Mah.
Karahiiyiik Mah.
Kaginhani Yeni Mah.
Kaginhani Istasyon Mah.
Kirazli Mabh.

Kozaga¢c Mah.

Ko6ycegiz Mah.

Kiiciik Aymanas Mah.
Kiiciik Kovanagzi Mah.
Kiirden Mah.



Lalebahce Mah.
Loras Mah.
Osman Gazi Mah.
Pamukgu Mah.
Selam Mah.
Selver Mah.
Telafer Mah.
Turgut Reis Mah.

KONYA /SELQUKLU-1

Akincilar Mah.
Aksemsettin Mah.
Aydinlikevler Mah.

Bedir Mah.

Erenkoy Mabh.

Esenler Mah.

Hocacihan Hacilar Mah.
Hocacihan Hanaybagi Mah.
Hocacihan Saray Mabh.
Hocacihan 100. Yil Mah.

KONYA /SELGUKLU-2

Ardichh Mah.

Binkonutlar Rauf Orbay Mah.
Buhara Mah.

Cumbhuriyet Mah.

Dumlupinar Mah.

Yaka Mabh.

Yaylapimmar Mah.

Kas Mah.

Yaylapimar Siileymaniye Mah.
Yaylapimar Uhud Mah.
Yenibahge Mah.
YorganciMah.

Meram Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Kilingarslan Mah.
Mehmet Akif Mah.
Mimar Sinan Mabh.
Molla Giirani Mah.
Ozalan Mah.
Ozlem Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Selcuk Mah.

Yeni Selcuk Mah.

Gazali Mah.
Hiisamettin Celebi Mah.
Kaggarli Mahmut Mah.
Kocatepe Mah.
Malazgirt Mabh.



Peyami Safa Mah.

Saraykoy Mabh.

Selehaddini Eyyubi Mah.

Sille Ak Mah.

Sille Parsana Mah.
Sille Subagi Mah.
Sulutas Mah.

KONYA /SELGUKLU-3

Asgagipinarbagt Mah.

Babalik Mah.
Beyazit Mah.
Beyhekim Mah.
Bosna Hersek Mabh.

Biiyiik Thsaniye Mah.

Biiyiikkayacik Mah.
Devri Cedid Mah.
Dokuz Mah.

Fatih Mah.
Ferhuniye Mah.
Feritpaga Mah.
Hacikaymak Mah.
Hamidiye Mah.

Konvya-14

Celtik Ilgesi

Yunak Tl(;esi
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Stileyman Celebi Mah.
Seyh Samil Mah.
Tatkéy Mah.

Yazir mah.

Yiikselen Bilecik Mah.
Yiikselen Merkez Mah.

Horozluhan Mah.
Isiklar Mah.

Kiiciik Thsaniye Mah.
Medrese Mah.
Musalla Baglar1 Mah.
Nigsantag Mah.
Sancak Mabh.
Sekermurat Mah.
Tarla Mah.

Toémek Mah.

Yeni Sehir Mah.

Yukaripinarbagi Mah.

Selcuklu Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Kadihani Tl(;esi
Aksehir Tlcesi



KiUTanya-1
Merkez Ilcesi(Il/Ilce Merkezi)
KUTAHYA-2

Merkez Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)
Cavdarhisar Ilgesi

Aslanapa Ilcesi
KUTAHYA-3

Domanic Ilcesi
KUTAHYA-2

Simav Ilcesi
Emet ﬂ(;esi

Hisarcik Ilgesi
MALATYA-1

Darende Ilcesi
Akcadag Ilgesi

MALATYA-2

Doganyol Ilcesi
Piitiirge Ilgesi
Kale ﬂgesi
Battalgazi Ilcesi

Yazihan ﬂ(;esi
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Gediz Tlgesi
Dumlupmar Ilgesi

Altintag Ilgesi

Tavsanl Ilgesi

Saphane Ilgesi

Pazarlar ngsi

Dogangehir Tlcesi

Yesilyurt Ilgesi

Arguvan Ilcesi
Arapgir Ilcesi
Hekimhan Tl(;esi

Kuluncak Ilgesi



MALATYA/MERKEZ-1

Abdulgaffar Mah.
Agag1r Baglar Mah.
(ilesiz Mah.
Karakavak Mah.
Samanli Mah.

Su Mah.

MALATYA / MERKEZ-2

Akpimar Mah.
Aslanbey Mah.
Bahgebagt Mah.
B.Hiiseyinbey Mabh.

B.Mustafa Pasa Mah.

Cevherizade Mah.
Cosniik Mah.
Dabakhane Mabh.
Ferhadiye Mah.
Firat Mah.
Hamidiye Mah.
ismetiye Mabh.
Istiklal Mah.

izzetiye Mabh.
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Seyh Bayram Mah.
Tecde Mah.
Turgut Ozal Mah.
Yavuz Selim Mah.
Yeni Mah.

Merkez ﬂ(;esi(Belde /Koy)

Kavaklibag Mabh.
Kernek Mah.
K.Hiiseyinbey Mah.
Kirguval Mah.
K.Mustafa Paga Mah.
Niyazi Mah.

Nuriye Mah.
Sancaktar Mah.
Saray Mah.

Sikgik Mah.

Sifa Mah.

Ucbaglar Mah.
Yenihamam Mabh.

Zafer Mah.



MALATYA /MERKEZ-3

Atakoy Mah. Hasan Varol Mah.

Bagharik Mah. Koyunluoglu Mah.

Beydagi Mah.
Cemalgiirsel Mah.
Cukurdere Mah.
Hact Abdi Mah.

MALATYA / MERKEZ-4

Atatiirk Mah.
Battalgazi Mah.
Bentbagi Mah.
Beylerbagi Mah.
Cevatpasa Mah.
Cirikpinar Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Carmuzu Mah.
Cavusoglu Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Gazi Mah.
Goztepe Mah.
Halfettin Mah.
Hidayet Mah.

Hoca Ahmet Yesevi Mah.

Ilyas Mah.
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Ozalper Mabh.
Pagakoskii Mah.
Yamag¢ Mabh.
Zaviye Mah.

Inoénii Mah.
Iskender Mah.
Kaynarca Mah.
Kiltepe Mah.
Kosu Mah.
Melekbaba Mah.
Salkoprii Mah.
Saricioglu Mah.
Selcuklu Mah.
Seyran Mah.
Sehitfevzi Mah.
Tandogan Mah.
Tastepe Mah.
Yaka Mabh.
Yesilkaynak Mabh.
Yildiztepe Mah.



MANISA-1

Akhisar Tlgesi
MANISA-2

Alagehir Tlgesi
MANISA-3

Kula ilgesi
Selendi Tlcesi

Demirei Ilgesi
MANISA-4

Soma Ilgesi
MANISA/MERKEZ-1

Adakale Mah.
Akincilar Mah.
Alaybey Mah.
Arda Mah.
Ayni Ali Mah.

Baymdirhik Mah.

Cargt Mah.
Dilsikar Mah.
Dinger Mah.
Ege Mah.
Gediz Mah.
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Sarigol Ilcesi

Gordes Ilgesi

Kopriibagt Ilgesi

Kirkagac Ilgesi

Goktasghi Mah.
Ibrahimcelebi Mah.
ishakgelebi Mah.
Kocatepe Mah.
Kuyualan Mah.
Merkez Efendi Mah.
Mimarsinan Mah.
Nisancipasa Mah.
Peker Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Saruhan Mah.



Sehitler Mah.
Tevfikiye Mah.

Topguasim Mah.
Tunca Mah.

MANISA /MERKEZ-2

Adnan Menderes Mah.

Ahmet Bedevi Mah.
Akmescit Mah.
Akpimar Mah.
Atatiirk Mabh.
Barbaros Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Dere Mah.

Fatih Mah.
Giizelyurt Mah.
Hafsa Sultan Mabh.
Kaynak Mah.

Kazim Karabekir Mah.

Kegili Koy Mah.

MANISA-7

Saruhanli Ilgesi

Ahmetli ilgesi
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Utku Mabh.
Yarhasanlar Mah.
1.Anafartalar Mah.

Kuslubahge Mabh.
Lalapasa Mah.
Laleli Mah.

Maregal Fevzi Cakmak Mah.

Mesir Mah.

Mutlu Mah.
Nurlupimar Mah.
Spil Mah.

Turgut Ozal Mah.
Uncubozkoy Mabh.
Yeni Mahalle Mah.
2.Anafartalar Mah.
50.Y1l Mah.

75.Y1l Mah.

Manisa Merkez Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Golmanzara Ilgesi



MANISA-8
Salihli Tlgesi
MANISA-9
Turgutlu Ilcesi
KAHRAMANMARAS-1
Afsin Tlcesi
KAHRAMANMARAS-2
Andirm Ilgesi
KAHRAMANMARAS-3

Elbistan Ilcesi

KAHRAMANMARAS/MERKEZ-1

Akcakoyunlu Mah.

Aslan Bey Mah.
Ballica Mah.
Bayazitli Mah.
Biiglek Mah.
Camlik Mah.
Divanli Mabh.
Dogu Kent Mah.

Dulkadiroglu Mah.

Durakli Mah.
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Goksun Ilcesi

Tiirkoglu Ilesi

Ekmek¢i Mah.
Fevzi Paga Mah.
Gazi Paga Mah.
Isa Divanli Mah.
Kanuni Mah.
Karamanli Mabh.
Kayabasi Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Magrali Mah.
Osman Gazi Mah.



Pimarbast Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Senem Ayse Mabh.
Serintepe Mah.

Siitcii Imam Mabh.

KAHRAMANMARAS/MERKEZ-2

Abdiilhamid Han Mah.
Akif Inan Mah.
Bin Evler Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Gedemen Mah.
Hasancikli Mabh.
Haydar Bey Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.
Istiklal Mah.
Karacaoglan Mah.

Kavlakli Fatih Mah.

Kavlakli Mimar Sinan Mah.

Kavlakli Yunus Emre Mah.
Kilavuzlu Mah.
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Sehit Evliye Mabh.
Seyh Samil Mah.
Turan Mah.

Yahya Kemal Mah.
Yiiriikselim Mah.

Malik Ejder Mah.
Mimar Sinan Mabh.
Necip Fazil Mah.
Orug Reis Mah.
Piri Reis Mah.
Sacaklizade Mah.
Selcuklu Mabh.
Stimbiilli Mah.
Sehit Abdullah Cavug Mah.
Tavsan Tepe Mah.
Ungﬁt Mah.
Yunus Emre Mah.
12 Subat Mabh.

5 Nisan Mah.



KAHRAMANMARAS/MERKEZ-3

Aksu Mah.
Baglarbagi Mah.
Bahceli Evler Mah.
Barbaros Mah.
Dumlupinar Mah.
Egemenlik Mah.
Erkenez Mabh.
Ertugrul Gazi Mah.
Eyiip Sultan Mabh.
Gayberli Mah.
Gen¢ Osman Mah.
Haci Bayram Veli Mah.
Hayrullah Mah.
Ismet Paga Mabh.
Istasyon Mabh.

Karacasu Ferhus Mah.

KAHRAMANMARAS/ MERKEZ-4

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)

KAHRAMANMARAS-8

Pazarcik Ilgesi

Caglayancerit Ilgesi

Karacasu Karaziyaret Mah.
Karacasu Kargiyaka Mah.
Karacasu Kirim Mabh.
Karacasu Mamarag Mah.
Mehmet Akif Mabh.
Menderes Mah.

Mevlana Mah.

Namik Kemal Mah.
Orhan Gazi Mah.

Stimer Mah.

Sazi Bey Mah.

Seyh Adil Mah.

Yavuz Selim Mah.

Yeni Sehir Mah.

Yusuflar Mah.

Nurhak Ilcesi

Ekinéz Ilgesi



MARDIN-1

Kiziltepe Ilcesi(Belde/Kdy)
MARDIN-2

Kiziltepe Tlgesi(il/ Tlce Merkezi)
MARDIN-3

Mardin Merkez ilgesi
MARDIN-4

Mazidagr Ilcesi

Savur Ilgesi
MARDIN-5

Midyat ilqesi
MARDIN-6

Nusaybin Ilcesi
MuGLA-1

Bodrum Ilcesi
MUGLA-2

Milas Tlgesi
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Derik ﬂgesi

Omerli Tlcesi

Yesilli Tl(;esi

Dargecit Ilgesi



MuGLA-3

Marmaris il(;esi

Datca Ilgesi
MUGLA-4

Mugla Merkez Ilcesi

Yatagan Ilcesi
MUGLA-5

Koycegiz Ilcesi

Dalaman Tlgesi
MuGLA-6

Fethiye Tgesi
Mus-1

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)
Mus-2

Merkez Tlgesi(1l/Ilce Merkezi)

Haskoy Ilcesi
Mus-3

Bulanik Ilgesi

Ula Tlgesi

Kavaklidere Ilcesi

Ortaca Ilcesi

Varto Ilesi

Korkut Ilcesi

Malazgirt Ilcesi
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NEVSEHIR-1
Nevsehir Merkez Ilgesi
NEVSEHIR-2

Kozakh Tlcesi Urgiip Ilcesi

Avanos Ilgesi

NEVSEHIR-3
Hacibektag Ilcesi Acigdl Tlgesi
Giilgehir Tlcesi Derinkuyu Ilgesi
NIGDE-1

Merkez Tlcesi(1l/Ilce Merkezi)

NIGDE-2

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kay) Ciftlik Ilgesi
NIGDE-3

Altunhisar ﬂgesi Ulukisla ﬂ(;esi

Bor Ilgesi Camard1 Ilgesi
ORDU-1

Ordu Merkez Ilgesi Giilyali Tlgesi
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ORDU-2

Ikizce Ilgesi Unye Ilgesi

Caybast Ilgesi
ORDU-3

Fatsa Ilesi

ORrDU-4
Mesudiye Ilgesi Korgan Ilgesi
Golkay Ilcesi Kumru Ilcesi
Aybast1 Tlgesi Akkug Tlcesi
ORDU-5
Persembe Ilgesi Giirgentepe Ilgesi
Kabatag Ilcesi Camasg Ilcesi
Kabadiiz Ilcesi Catalpmar Ilcesi

Ulubey Ilgesi
Rize-1

Merkez ﬂgesi

Rize-2
Derepazart Ilgesi Ikizdere Ilcesi
iyidere ﬂgesi Cayeli ﬂgesi
Kalkandere Tlgesi Giineysu Ilcesi

163



RizE-3

Pazar Ilgesi
Hemsin Ilcesi

Camlihemsin Ilcesi
SAKARYA-1

Akyaz1 Tlgesi(Tl/Tlce Merkezi)

Kocaali Tlgesi
SAKARYA-2

Akyaz1 Tlgesi(Belde/Koy)

Erenler Ilcesi
SAKARYA-3

Pamukova Ilcesi

Geyve Ilcesi
SAKARYA-4

Kaynarca Ilcesi

Ferizli ﬂ(;esi
SAKARYA-H

Sapanca Ilgesi
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Ardegen Tlcesi
Findikli Ilgesi

Hendek ilgesi

Karapiircek Tlgesi

Tarakl Tlgesi

Arifiye Tlcesi

Sogiitlii Ilcesi

Karasu Ilgesi

Serdivan Ilcesi



SAKARYA /ADAPAZARI-1

Acielmalik Mabh.
Alandiizii Mah.
Camili Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Calticak Mah.
Camyolu Mah.
Dagdibi Mah.
Evrenkoy Mah.
Goktepe Mah.
Harmantepe Mah.
Tkizce Miislim Mabh.
Ikizce Mah.
Osmaniye Mah.
Istiklal Mah.
Karakamig Mah.

SAKARYA /ADAPAZARI-2

Akincilar Mah.
Alancuma Mah.
Baglar Mah.
Celebiler Mah.
Cerciler Mah.
Cokekler Mah.
Gukurahmediye Mabh.

Dogancilar Mah.

Karaman Mah.
Karapmar Mah.
Korucuk Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Mahmudiye Mabh.
Mithatpasa Mah.
Ozanlar Mah.
Sakarya Mah.
Semerciler Mah.
Siilleymanbey Mah.
Seker Mah.
Taskisigi Mah.
Tekeler Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.

Giilliik Mah.

Giinesler Merkez Mah.
Giinesgler Yeni Mah.
Haciramazanlar Mah.
Hizirtepe Mah.
Horozlar Mah.
Karakoy Mabh.

Karaosman Mah.



Kasimlar Mah. Tepekum Mah.

Kurtbeyler Mah. Thgcilar Mah.

Maltepe Mah. Tuzla Mah.

Orta Mah. Yagcilar Mah.

Papugcular Mah. Yahyalar Mah.

Riistemler Mah. Yenicami Mah.

Sirinevler Mah. Yenigiin Mah.

Taghk Mah. Adapazar Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)
SAMSUN-1

Vezirkoprii Ilcesi Yakakent Ilcesi

Alacam Ilcesi
SAMSUN-2

Bafra Ilcesi
SAMSUN-3

Carsamba Ilcesi

SAMSUN-4
Havza Ilgesi Asarcik Tlcesi
Kavak Ilcesi Ladik Ilgesi
SAMSUN-5
Terme Ilgesi Ayvactk Ilcesi

Salipazar Ilgesi
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SAMSUN-6

Atakum Ilgesi Ondokuzmays Ilcesi
SAMSUN-7

Tekkekoy Ilcesi Canik Ilcesi

SAMSUN/ILKADIM-1

Adalet Mah. Kazim Karabekir Mah.
Ahulu Mah. Kiran Mah.
Anadolu Mah. Kisgla Mah.

Atakoy Mabh.
Catalarmut Mah.
Cay Mah.
Derebahge Mah.
Derecik Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Fevzi Cakmak Mah.

Giizeldere Mabh.
Ilyaskoy Mah.
Kadikoy Mah.
Kavacik Mah.

SAMSUN /ILKADIM-2

Bahgelievler Mah.
Baruthane Mah.
Cedit Mah.
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Kusgulu Mah.
Rasathane Mah.
Resadiye Mah.
Tepecik Mah.
Toybelen Mah.
Uzgur Mah.
Yasardogu Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.

Yesiltepe Mah.

Ilkadim ilgesi(BeIde JKoy)

Ciftlik Mah.
Hancerli Mah.
Hastane Mah.



Hiirriyet Mah.
istasyon Mabh.
Kadifekale Mabh.
Kale Mah.
Kalkanci Mah.
Karadeniz Mah.

Karasamsun Mah.

Kiligdede Mah.
Kokgiioglu Mah.

SIIRT-1
Merkez Tlgesi (I1/Tlce Merkezi)

SIIRT-2

Kurtalan Ilcesi

SIIRT-3

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)

Sirvan Ilcesi

Pervari ﬂgesi

SINOP-1

Merkez ngsi
Erfelek Ilcesi
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Liman Mah.
Pazar Mah.
Saitbey Mabh.
Selahiye Mah.
Ulugazi Mah.
Unkapani1 Mah.
Zafer Mah.
Zeytinlik Mah.
19 Mayis Mah.

Baykan Ilcesi

Eruh Ilcesi

Aydmlar Tlgesi

Gerze Ilgesi

Dikmen Ilcesi



SINOP-2

Tiirkeli Tlcesi
Ayancik Tlgesi

Boyabat Ilcesi
SIVAS-1

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)
Ulag Tlgesi

Kangal Tlcesi
SIVAS-2

Gemerek Tlcesi

Sarkisla Ilgesi
SIVAS-3

Imranl Ilcesi
Zara Tlgesi
Hafik Tlgesi

Dogansar Tgesi
S1vAS/ MERKEZ-1

Abdulvahabigazi Mah.
Akdegirmen Mah.
Alibaba Mah.
Aydogan Mah.

Bahtiyarbostan Mah.
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Saraydiizii Ilcesi

Duragan Ilgesi

Divrigi Ilcesi

Giiriin Tlgesi

Yildizeli Tlgesi

Altinyayla Tlcesi

Koyulhisar Ilcesi
Susehri Tlgesi
Akmeailar Tlgesi

Gélova Ilcesi

Cargibagt Mah.
Cayboyu Mah.
Cayyurt Mah.

Dedebali Mah.

Demircilerardi Mabh.



Eskikale Mah.
Fatih Mah.
Ferhatbostan Mah.
Gokcebostan Mah.
Giilyurt Mah.
Huzur Mabh.

Inoénii Mah.
Kilavuz Mah.

Kiigiikminare Mah.

Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.

SIVAS/MERKEZ-2

Altuntabak Mah.
Cicekli Mah.
Danismentgazi Mabh.
Dirilis Mah.
Dorteyliil Mah.

Ece Mah.

Emek Mah.

Esentepe Mah.
Esenyurt Villakent Mah.
Gokmedrese Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.
Halilrifatpaga Mah.
Istiklal Mah.
Kadiburhanettin Mah.
Kaleard: Mah.
Kardegler Mah.
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Mehmetpasa Mabh.
Mismilirmak Mabh.
Orhangazi Mah.
Pasabey Mah.
Seyrantepe Mah.
Sularbagi Mah.
Seyhsamil Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.
Yigitler Mah.

Yiiceyurt Mah.

Karsiyaka Mah.
Kizilirmak Mah.
Kiimbet Mah.
Mimarsinan Mah.
Ortiiliipmar Mabh.
Pulur Mah.
Selcuklu Mabh.
Tuzlugsl Mah.
Uluanak Mah.
Uzuntepe Mah.
Uclerbey Mah.
Yahyabey Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Yenisehir Mah.
Yesilyurt Mah.

Yunusemre Mah



TEKIRDAG-1
Cerkezkdy Ilgesi
TEKIRDAG/CORLU-1

Alipasa Mabh.

Cobangesme Mah.

Hatip Mah.
Havuzlar Mah.
Mubhittin Mah.

TEKIRDAG /CORLU-2

Cemaliye Mah.
Cumbhuriyet Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Hidiraga Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.

Kazimiye Mah.
TEKIRDAG-4

Saray Ilcesi

Marmara Ereglisi Ilcesi

Resadiye Mah.
Rumeli Mah.
Seyhsinan Mabh.
Zafer Mah.

Kemalettin Mah.
Nusratiye Mah.

Saglik Mah.
Silahtaraga Mah.
Yesiltepe Mah.

Corlu Ilgesi(Belde/Koy)

Murath il(;esi

Hayrabolu Ilcesi



TEKIRDAG-5

Merkez ﬂ(;esi(Belde /Koy)

Malkara Ilgesi
TEKIRDAG-6

Merkez Tlcesi(1l/Ilce Merkezi)
ToxkAT-1

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Koy)
Sulusaray Ilcesi

Yesilyurt H(;esi
TOKAT-2

Erbaa Ilgesi
TOKAT-3

Niksar Ilcesi

Resadiye il(;esi
TokAT-4

Merkez Tlgesi(T1/Tlce Merkezi)
TOKAT-5

Zile Ilcesi
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Sarkdy Ilcesi

Artova Ilgesi
Pazar Ilcesi

Almus ﬂ(;esi

Turhal Tlesi(Belde/Kaoy)

Basciftlik Ilcesi

Turhal Tlgesi (11/Tlce Merkezi)



TRABZON-1

Akcaabat Tlgesi

TRABZON-2

Arakl Tlgesi
Siirmene Ilcesi
Kopriibag: Ilcesi

Dernekpazart Ilcesi

TRABZON-3

Merkez Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

Yomra Ilcesi

TRABZON-4

Salpazar1 Ilgesi
Besikdiizlii Ilgesi

Tonya ﬂgesi

TRABZON/MERKEZ-1

Aydinlikevler Mah.
Bengisu Mah.
Fatih Mah.

Inonii Mah.
Kargiyaka Mah.
Soguksu Mah.
Toklu Mabh.
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Cargibast Ilcesi

Of Tlgesi
Caykara Ilcesi

Hayrat Ilgesi

Arsin Tlgesi

Vakfikebir Ilgesi
Diizkdy Ilcesi

Macka il(;esi

Ugurlu Mah.

Yesilova Mah.
Yesiltepe Mah.

1 Nolu Besirli Mah.

2 Nolu Begirli Mah.

2 Nolu Erdogdu Mah.
3 Nolu Erdogdu Mah.



TRABZON/MERKEZ-2

Bahgecik Mah.
Boztepe Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Carst Mah.
Comlekci Mah.
Degirmendere Mah.
Esentepe Mah.
Gazipasa Mah.
Giilbaharhatun Mah.
Hizirbey Mah.
Iskenderpaga Mah.
Kalkinma Mah.
Kanuni Mah.
Kaymakli Mah.

TUNCELI-1

Tunceli Merkez Tl(;esi

TUNCELI-2

Cemiggezek Tlcesi
Hozat Ilgesi

Nazimiye Ilcesi

174

Kemerkaya Mabh.
Konaklar Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Ortahisar Mah.
Pazarkapt Mah.
Sanayi Mah.
Universite Mah.

Yali Mah.

Yenicuma Mah.
Yenimahalle Mah.
Zafer Mah.

1 Nolu Bostanc1 Mah.
1 Nolu Erdogdu Mah.
2 Nolu Bostanci Mabh.

Mazgirt Tlgesi

Ovacik Ilcesi
Pertek Ilcesi

Piiliimiir Ilcesi



SANLIURFA-1

Akcakale Tlcesi Surug Ilesi(il/Ilce Merkezi)
SANLIURFA-2

Birecik Ilcesi Surug ﬂgesi(Belde/Kéy)
SANLIURFA-3

Bozova Ilgesi Halfeti Ilgesi

Hilvan Ilcesi
SANLIURFA-4

Harran ﬂgesi Ceylanpinar ﬂgesi
SANLIURFA-H

Siverek Tlgesi(il/Tlce Merkezi)
SANLIURFA-G

Siverek Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

SANLIURFA / MERKEZ-1

Akabe Mah. Camikebir Mah.
Aksgemsettin Mah. Dedeosman Mah.
Atatiirk Mah. Direkli Mah.
Beykapusu Mabh. Gol Mah.

Bicakgt Mah. Giimiiskugak Mah.
Buhara Mah. Hakimdede Mah.
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Haleplibahce Mah.
Hizmali Mah.
Kadioglu Mah.
Kamberiye Mah.
Karakoyunlu Mabh.
Kendirci Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.
Mance Mah.

SANLIURFA / MERKEZ-2

Akpmar Mah.
Baglarbagi Mah.
Bahcelievler Mah.
Bamyasuyu Mah.
Cengiz Topel Mah.
Devtesti Mah.
Imam Bakir Mah.
ipekyol Mabh.

SANLIURFA / MERKEZ-3

Ahmet Yesevi Mah.
Ertugrul Gazi Mah.

Esentepe Mah.
Hamidiye Mah.
Kargiyaka Mah.
Osman Gazi Mah.
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Pmarbagi Mah.
Stileymaniye Mah.
Sehitlik Mah.

Tepe Mah.
Tiirkmeydani Mah.
Yakubiye Mah.
Yeni Mah.

Yusufpaga Mah.

Mimar Sinan Mabh.
Pagabagi Mah.
Sancaktar Mah.
Sirrin Mabh.

Sultan Fatih Mah.
Sair Nabi Mah.
Sair Sevket Mah.
Yavuz Selim Mah.

Refahiye Mah.

Selahaddin Eyyubi Mah.

Ulubathh Mabh.
Veysel Karani Mah.
Yenigehir Mah.
Yesildirek Mah.



SANLIURFA / MERKEZ-4

Eyiipkent Mah. Onikiler Mah.
Eyyiibiye Mah. Osmanli Mah.
Eyyiip Nebi Mah. Selcuklu Mabh.
Hacibayram Mabh. S1th Maksut Mah.
Hayati Harrani Mah. Topdagi Mah.

Muradiye Mah.
SANLIURFA / MERKEZ-5

Merkez Tlgesi(Belde/Kay)
SANLIURFA-12

Viransehir Ilcesi

UsAK-1
Banaz Ilgesi Sivash Ilcesi
Esme Ilcesi Ulubey Ilgesi

Karahalli Tlgesi

USAK/MERKEZ-1

Atatiirk Mah. Fevzi Cakmak Mabh.
Cumbhuriyet Mah. Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kay)
Fatih Mah.
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USAK/MERKEZ-2

Aybey Mah.
Bozkurt Mah.
Dikilitag Mah.
Durak Mah.
Elmalidere Mah.
Isik Mah.

Islice Mah.

Karaagac Mah.
VAN-1

Saray Ilcesi

Bagkale Tl(;esi
VAN-2

Bahcesaray Ilcesi

Gevag Ilgesi
VAN-3

Ercig Ilgesi(il/Ilce Merkezi)
VAN-4

Merkez Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)
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Kemal6z Mah.

Kome Mah.

Kurtulug Mah.

Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.
Ozdemir Mabh.

Sarayalt1 Mah.

Unalan Mabh.

Giirpiar Ilcesi

Catak Ilcesi

Edremit Ilcesi

Muradiye Ilgesi

Ercig Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)



VAN-5
Ozalp Tlesi

VAN/MERKEZ-1

Abdurrahman Gazi Mah.

Altintepe Mah.
Buzhane Mah.
Eminpaga Mah.
Iskele Mah.

VAN/MERKEZ-2

Akkopric Mah.
Beyiiziimii Mah.
Esenler Mah.
Hacibekir Mah.

Tstasyon Mah.
VAN/MERKEZ-3

Alipasa Mabh.
Bahgivan Mabh.

Cevdet Paga Mah.

Cumhuriyet Mah.
Hafiziye Mah.
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Caldiran Ilcesi

Selimbey Mabh.
Stiphan Mah.
Sabaniye Mah.
Yali Mabh.

Kargiyaka Mah.

Seyit Fehim Arvasi Mah.
Seyrantepe Mah.
Semsibey Mah.

Yeni Mah.

Halilaga Mah.
Hatuniye Mah.
Serhat Mah.

Serefiye Mah.

Vali Mithat Bey Mah.



YO0zGAT-1
Merkez ﬂ(;esi
YOzGAT-2

Yerkoy Tl(;esi
Sefaaitli Ilgesi

Yenifakili Tlgesi
Y OZGAT-3

Aydincik Tlgesi

Sorgun Ilgesi
YOzZGAT-4

Kadigehri Ilgesi
Saraykent Ilcesi

Akdagmadeni Ilcesi
ZONGULDAK-1

Caycuma Ilcesi
ZONGULDAK-2

Devrek Ilgesi
ZONGULDAK-3

Alaph Tlcesi
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Bogazliyan ngsi

Candir Tlgesi

Cekerek Tlcesi

Cayiralan Ilcesi

Sarikaya Ilcesi

Gokeebey Ilcesi

Eregli Tlcesi(Belde/Kay)

Eregli Tlgesi(il/Ilce Merkezi)



ZONGULDAK/MERKEZ-1

Merkez Ilcesi(Il/Ilce Merkezi)

ZONGULDAK/MERKEZ-2

Merkez Ilcesi(Belde/Koy)

AKSARAY/MERKEZ-1

Aratol Bahgeli Mah.
Aratol Istiklal Mah.
Bahge Saray Mabh.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Ciftlik Mah.
Hiirriyet Mah.
Istiklal Mah.
Kirimhi Mah.

Laleli Mah.

AKSARAY /MERKEZ-2

Bahgeli Mah.
Bayram Baba Mah.
Bedir Muhtar Mah.
Biiyiik Bolcek Mah.
Coglaki Mah.
Cerdigin Mah.
Dere Mah.
Ereglikapt Mah.
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Mehmet Akif Ersoy Mah.
Selcuklu Mabh.

Somuncu Baba Mabh.
Tacin Mah.

Yavuz Sultan Selim Mah.
Yeni Mah.

Yeni Sanayi Mah.

Yunus Emre Mah.
Merkez Tlgesi(Belde/Kay)

Fatih Mah.

Haci Hasanli Mah.
Hacilarharmani Mabh.
Hamidiye Mah.
Hashas Mah.
Kalanlar Mah.
Kilicaslan Mah.
Kurtulug Mah.



Kiigiikbolcek Mah. Sofular Mah.

Meydan Mah. Samli Mah.
Minarecik Mah. Seyhhamit Mah.
Muhsin Celebi Mah. Sifahane Mah.
Nakkas Mabh. Taspazar Mah.
Pamucak Mah. Zafer Mah.
Pasacik Mah. Zincirli Mah.
Pinar Mah.
AKSARAY-3
Ortakdy Ilgesi Sariyahsi Ilgesi
Agacoren Ilcesi Eskil Tlcesi
Giizelyurt Ilcesi Giilagag Ilcesi
BAYBURT-1

Merkez Tlgesi(T1/Tlce Merkezi)
BAYBURT-2

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Koy) Demirézii Tlgesi

Aydmtepe Ilgesi
KARAMAN-1

Merkez Tlgesi(il/Tlce Merkezi)
KARAMAN-2

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Koy) Ermenck Tlgesi
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Ayranc Ilcesi

Kazimkarabekir ﬂ(;esi

KIRIKKALE-1

Delice Ilgesi
Keskin Ilgesi
Sulakyurt Ilcesi

Bahsili Tlcesi

KIRIKKALE/ MERKEZ-1

Aksgemsettin Mah.

Asagimahmutlar Mah.

Baglarbagi Mah.
Bahgelievler Mah.
Cullu Mah.

Etiler Mah.

Fatih Mah.
Giindogdu Mah.
Kaletepe Mah.

KIRIKKALE/ MERKEZ-2

Calilibz Mah.
Fabrikalar Mah.
Giirler Mabh.
Giizeltepe Mah.
Hiiseyin Kahya Mah.
Kizilirmak Mah.
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Basyayla Ilcesi

Sariveliler il(;esi

Baligeyh Tlgesi
Celebi Ilgesi
Karakecili Ilgesi

Yahsihan Ilgesi

Karsiyaka Mah.
Kirikkoyii Mah.
Kimeski Mah.
Osmangazi Mah.
Sanayi Mah.
Selim Ozer Mah.
Yuva Mah.

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kay)

Kurtulug Mah.
Ovacik Mah.
Tepebagt Mah.
Yaylacik Mah.
Yenidogan Mah.
Yenimahalle Mah.



BATMAN/MERKEZ-1

Akyiirek Mah.
Bayimdir Mah.
Camlica Mah.
Camlitepe Mah.
Giineykent Mah.
Huzur Mah.

Hiirriyet Mah.

BATMAN/MERKEZ-2

Aydinlikevler Mah.
Bahgelievler Mah.
Begevler Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah.
Carst Mah.

Cay Mah.

Fatih Mah.

Tluh Mah.

Kismet Mah.

BATMAN/MERKEZ-3

Baglar Mah.
Belde Mah.
Gap Mah.
Giiltepe Mah.
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Kargiyaka Mah.
Petrol Mah.
Petrolkent Mah.
Seyitler Mah.

Site Mah.

Yavuz Selim Mah.
Yesiltepe Mah.

Meydan Mah.
Pmarbagi Mah.
Raman Mah.
Saglik Mah.
Safak Mah.
Sirinevler Mah.
Yeni Mah.
Ziyagokalp Mah.
19 Mayis Mah.

Hilal Mah.

Kiiltiir Mah.

Pazaryeri Mah.

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)



BATMAN-4

Begiri Ilgesi
Gerciig Ilcesi

Kozluk ﬂgesi
SIRNAK-1

Merkez Ilcesi

Giiclitkonak Tlcesi
SIRNAK-2

Idil Tlgesi
SIRNAK-3

Silopi Ilgesi
SIRNAK-4

Cizre Ilgesi
BARTIN-1

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)
BARTIN-2

Merkez Tlcesi(1l/Ilce Merkezi)

Kurucasile Ilcesi
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Sason Ilgesi

Hasankeyf Ilcesi

Beytiigsebap Ilcesi

Uludere Tlgesi

Ulus Ilgesi

Amasra Ilcesi



ARDAHAN-1
Merkez ﬂ(;esi
ARDAHAN-2

Cildur Tlgesi

Hanak Ilcesi
IGDIR-1

Merkez Ilgesi
IGDIR-2

Aralk Tlcesi

Tuzluca Ilgesi
YALOVA-1

Merkez Ilgesi
YALOVA-2

Altinova Ilgesi
Armutlu Ilgesi

Cmarcik Tlcesi
KARABUK-1

Merkez ﬂgesi

Gole Tlcesi

Posof Tlgesi

Damal Ilgesi

Karakoyunlu Ilcesi

Ciftlikkoy Ilcesi

Termal Ilgesi
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KARABUK-2

Eflani Tlgesi Safranbolu Ilcesi
Eskipazar Ilgesi Yenice Ilcesi

Ovacik Ilgesi
Kiris-1

Merkez Tlgesi(11/Tlce Merkezi)

KILis-2
Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy) Musabeyli Ilcesi
Elbeyli Tlgesi Polateli Tlg:esi

OSMANIYE-1

Diizici Ilcesi Bahce Ilcesi

Toprakkale Tlcesi Hasanbeyli Ilcesi
OSMANIYE-2
Kadirli Tlgesi Sumbas Ilcesi

OSMANIYE/MERKEZ-1

Adnan Menderes Mah. Fatih Mah.

Ali Bekirli Mah. Gebeli Mah.
Alibeyli Mah. Haci Osmanli Mabh.
Bag Mah. Haraz Mah.
Cumhuriyet Mah. Istiklal Mah.
Fakikugsagi Mah. Karaboyunlu Mah.
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Karacay Mah. Raufbey Mah.

Kurtulug Mah. Selimiye Mah.
M.Akif Ersoy Mah. Ulash Mabh.
Mimar Sinan Mabh. Yedi Ocak Mah.

OSMANIYE/MERKEZ-2

Ahmet Yesevi Mah. Rizaiye Mah.

Dr.Ihsan Goknal Mah. Sirinevler Mah.

Dumlupinar Mah. Yaverpasa Mah.

Esenevler Mah. Yeni Mah.

Kazim Karabekir Mah. Yesil Yurt Mah.

Mevlana Mabh. Yildirim Beyazit Mah.

M.Fevzi Cakmak Mah. Yunus Emre Mah.

Rahime Hatun Mah. Merkez Tlcesi(Belde/Kaoy)
DUzcE-1

Akcakoca Tlgesi Cilimli Tlgesi

Yigilca Tlgesi Giimiisova Ilcesi

Cumayeri Ilcesi
DUzcE-2

Merkez Tlgesi(1l/Ilce Merkezi)
DUzcE-3

Merkez Tlcesi(Belde /Koy) Golyaka Tlcesi

Kaynagh Ilcesi
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Notes for 2015 Administrative Units

e With the metropolitan municipality law change that took place in 2012,
the villages (“kdy”s) and towns (“belde”s) in the metropolitan
municipalities were turned into quarters (“mahalle”). They are treated as

the same; their districts did not change in 2015.

e With the metropolitan municipality law change, central neighbourhoods
(Merkez Tlce) were named differently (or, in some cases, divided into two
or amalgamated with other neighbourhoods) but their districts to which

they belong did not change in our 2015 simulation.

e There are some occasional changes in the names of quarters. Their

districts to which they belong remain the same.

e Newly created quarters/neighbourhoods coming out of already existing
quarters/neighbourhoods were included in the same created district with

the quarter /neighbourhood they come out of.

e Newly created quarters due to the construction of new settlements were

treated in line with the geographical integrity rule.

e In the case of amalgamation of existing quarters, amalgamated quarters
are treated as new units and were put into appropriate districts as

geographical integrity rule applies.

e Some quarters (Alacaath, Cayyolu, Dodurga, Konutkent, Koru,
Prof.Dr.Ahmet Taner Kiglah, Umit, and Yasamkent) (“Mahalle”s) which
had been under Yenimahalle neighbourhood were tied to Cankaya
neighbourhood after 2011. That’s why they are treated as part of Cankaya
in 2015.
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e Some quarters (Agagiyurtgu, Balikuyumcu, Fevziye, Sehitali, and
Yukariyurt¢u) (“Mahalle’”s) which had been under Yenimahalle
neighbourhood were tied to Etimesgut neighbourhood after 2011. That’s

why they are treated as part of Etimesgut in 2015.

e Yesilgimen Quarter which had been under Toroslar Neighbourhood was
tied to Akdeniz Neighbourhood after 2011. That’s why it is treated as

part of Akdeniz in 2015.

e Ayazaga, Huzur, and Maslak Quarters which had been under Sariyer
Neighbourhood was tied to Sisli Neighbourhood after 2011. That’s why

they are treated as part of Sisli in 2015.

190



REFERENCES

Abramson, P. R., Aldrich, J. H., Blais, A., Diamond, M., Diskin, A., Indridason,
[. H., Lee, D. J., and Levine, R. (2010). Comparing strategic voting under
FPTP and PR. Comparative Political Studies, 43(1), 61-90.

Akarca, A. T. (2015). Putting Turkey’s June and November 2015 election

outcomes in perspective. Insight Turkey, 17(4), 81-104.

Aldrich, J., Houck, A., Abramson, P., Levine, R., and Scotto, T. J. (2011).
Strategic voting in the 2010 UK election. APSA 2011 Annual Meeting

Paper.

Alvarez, R. M., Boehmke, F. J., and Nagler, J. (2006). Strategic voting in

British elections. FElectoral Studies, 25(1), 1-19.

Alvarez, R. M. and Nagler, J. (1998). When politics and models collide:
Estimating models of multiparty elections. American Journal of Political

Science, 42(1), 55-96.

Alvarez, R. M. and Nagler, J. (2000). A new approach for modelling strategic
voting in multiparty elections. British Journal of Political Science, 30(01),

S7-T5.

Anadolu Agency (2015, May 2). President Erdogan slams HDP in Diyarbakir.
Retrieved from: http://aa.com.tr/en/turkey/

president-erdogan-slams-hdp-in-diyarbakir/51325.

Angrist, J. D. and Pischke, J.-S. (2008). Mostly harmless econometrics: An

empiricist’s companion. Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press.

Artabe, A. and Gardeazabal, J. (2014). Strategic votes and sincere

counterfactuals. Political Analysis, 22(2), 243-257.

191


http://aa.com.tr/en/turkey/president-erdogan-slams-hdp-in-diyarbakir/51325
http://aa.com.tr/en/turkey/president-erdogan-slams-hdp-in-diyarbakir/51325

Baker, A. and Scheiner, E. (2004). Adaptive parties: Party strategic capacity
under Japanese SNTV. FElectoral Studies, 23(2), 251-278.

Bardakgi, M. (2016). 2015 parliamentary elections in Turkey: Demise and

revival of AKP’s single-party rule. Turkish Studies, 17(1), 4-18.

BBC (2013, June 16). Turkey unrest: Mass rally for Erdogan amid new clashes.

Retrieved from: http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-22925619.

Bilodeau, A. (1999). L’impact mécanique du vote alternatif au Canada: une
simulation des élections de 1997. Canadian Journal of Political Science,

32(04), 745-761.

Blais, A. and Nadeau, R. (1996). Measuring strategic voting: A two-step
procedure. FElectoral Studies, 15(1), 39-52.

Blais, A., Nadeau, R., Gidengil, E., and Nevitte, N. (2001). Measuring strategic

voting in multiparty plurality elections. Electoral Studies, 20(3), 343-352.

Blais, A., Young, R., and Turcotte, M. (2005). Direct or indirect? Assessing two
approaches to the measurement of strategic voting. Electoral Studies, 24(2),

163-176.

Burden, B. C. (2005). Minor parties and strategic voting in recent US

presidential elections. Electoral Studies, 24(4), 603-618.

Cain, B. E. (1978). Strategic voting in Britain. American Journal of Political
Science, 22(3), 639-655.

Carkoglu, A. and Yildirim, K. (2015). Election storm in Turkey: What do the
results of June and November 2015 elections tell us? Insight Turkey, 17(4),

S7-T9.

192


http://www.bbc.com/news/world-europe-22925619

Cmar, Y. and Goksel, T. (2014). Demokratiklesme paketindeki 6nerilerle
kargilagtirmali alternatif se¢im sistem simiilasyonlari. Prepared for the
Turkish Economic Policy Research Foundation of Turkey (TEPAV).
Retrieved from: http://www.tepav.org.tr/upload/files/
1398689750-9 .Demokratiklesme_Paketindeki_Onerilerle_

Karsilastirmali_Alternatif_Secim_Sistemi_Simulasyonlari.pdf.

Coakley, J. (2009). The political consequences of the electoral system in
Northern Ireland. Irish Political Studies, 24(3), 253-284.

Cox, G. W. (1997). Making votes count: Strategic coordination in the world’s

electoral systems. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Dunleavy, P., Margetts, H., O’Duffy, B., and Weir, S. (1998). Remodelling the
1997 general election: How Britain would have voted under alternative

electoral systems. British Elections & Parties Yearbook, 8(1), 208-231.

Duverger, M. (1959). Political parties: Their organization and activity in the

modern state. London: Methuen.

Fieldhouse, E., Shryane, N., and Pickles, A. (2007). Strategic voting and
constituency context: Modelling party preference and vote in multiparty

elections. Political Geography, 26(2), 159-178.

Fieldhouse, E. A., Pattie, C. J., and Johnston, R. J. (1996). Tactical voting and
party constituency campaigning at the 1992 general election in England.

British Journal of Political Science, 26(3), 403-418.

Fisher, S. D. (2004). Definition and measurement of tactical voting: The role of
rational choice. British Journal of Political Science, 34(01), 152-166.

193


http://www.tepav.org.tr/upload/files/1398689750-9.Demokratiklesme_Paketindeki_Onerilerle_Karsilastirmali_Alternatif_Secim_Sistemi_Simulasyonlari.pdf 
http://www.tepav.org.tr/upload/files/1398689750-9.Demokratiklesme_Paketindeki_Onerilerle_Karsilastirmali_Alternatif_Secim_Sistemi_Simulasyonlari.pdf 
http://www.tepav.org.tr/upload/files/1398689750-9.Demokratiklesme_Paketindeki_Onerilerle_Karsilastirmali_Alternatif_Secim_Sistemi_Simulasyonlari.pdf 

Forcina, A., Gnaldi, M., and Bracalente, B. (2012). A revised Brown and Payne
model of voting behaviour applied to the 2009 elections in Italy. Statistical
Methods € Applications, 21(1), 109-119.

Fragnelli, V., Monella, G., and Ortona, G. (2005). A simulative approach for

evaluating electoral systems. Homo Oeconomicus, 22(4), 525-549.

Fredén, A. (2014). Threshold insurance voting in pr systems: A study of voters’
strategic behavior in the 2010 Swedish general election. Journal of

FElections, Public Opinion & Parties, 24(4), 473-492.

Galbraith, J. W. and Rae, N. C. (1989). A test of the importance of tactical
voting: Great Britain, 1987. British Journal of Political Science, 19(01),
126-136.

Gallagher, M. (1991). Proportionality, disproportionality and electoral systems.
FElectoral studies, 10(1), 33-51.

Gallagher, M. and Mitchell, P. (2005). Indices of fragmentation and
disproportionality. In Gallagher, M. and Mitchell, P., editors, The politics

of electoral systems. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Gibbard, A. (1973). Manipulation of voting schemes: a general result.

Econometrica: Journal of the Econometric Society, 41, 587-601.

Gschwend, T. et al. (2005). Institutional incentives for strategic voting: The
case of Portugal. Paper presented at Electoral Behaviour and Political
Attitudes: Portugal in the European Context Project, 27-28 January,
Lisbon.

194



Gschwend, T., Stoiber, M., and Giinther, M. (2014). Strategic voting in
proportional systems: The case of Finland. Institute for Advanced Studies

Working Paper, 138, 1-21.

Girsel, S. (1998). Siyasal Istikrar ve Iki turlu dar bélge secim sistemi
simiilasyon modeli. Prepared for the Turkish Industry and Business

Association (TUSIAD). Retrieved from: http://goo.gl/zj1VOX.

Giirsel, S. (2002). Karma secim sistemi ve siyasal Istikrar. Prepared for the
Turkish Industry and Business Association (TUSIAD). Retrieved from:
http://www.tusiad.org/tr/yayinlar/raporlar/item/

188b-karma-secim-sistemi-ve-siyasi-istikrar-cilt-1.

Hanretty, C. (2008). Party mergers and vote shifts in Italy. European

University Institute SPS Working Paper 06.

Herrmann, M., Munzert, S., and Selb, P. (2016). Determining the effect of
strategic voting on election results. Journal of the Royal Statistical Society:

Series A (Statistics in Society), 179(2), 583-605.

Herrmann, M. and Pappi, F. U. (2008). Strategic voting in German

constituencies. Electoral Studies, 27(2), 228-244.

Hobolt, S. B. and Karp, J. A. (2010). Voters and coalition governments.

FElectoral Studies, 29(3), 299-307.

Hiirriyet Daily News (2015, February 6). Erdogan wants 400 deputies for his
former AKP at Turkish elections. Retrieved from:
http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/
erdogan-wants-400-deputies-for-his-former-akp-at-turkish-elections-.

aspx?pagelD=2384&nID=78015&NewsCatID=338.

195


http://goo.gl/zj1V0X
http://www.tusiad.org/tr/yayinlar/raporlar/item/1885-karma-secim-sistemi-ve-siyasi-istikrar-cilt-1
http://www.tusiad.org/tr/yayinlar/raporlar/item/1885-karma-secim-sistemi-ve-siyasi-istikrar-cilt-1
http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/erdogan-wants-400-deputies-for-his-former-akp-at-turkish-elections-.aspx?pageID=238&nID=78015&NewsCatID=338
http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/erdogan-wants-400-deputies-for-his-former-akp-at-turkish-elections-.aspx?pageID=238&nID=78015&NewsCatID=338
http://www.hurriyetdailynews.com/erdogan-wants-400-deputies-for-his-former-akp-at-turkish-elections-.aspx?pageID=238&nID=78015&NewsCatID=338

IPSOS (2015). 2015 Genel se¢im sandik sonrasi aragtirmasi. Retrieved from:
http://www.arastirmakutuphanesi.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/

06/Ipsos_SandikSonrasi_CNNTURK-web2.pdf.

Irwin, G. A. and Van Holsteyn, J. J. (2012). Strategic electoral considerations

under proportional representation. FElectoral Studies, 31(1), 184-191.

Ishiyama, J. (2009). Alternative electoral systems and the 2005 Ethiopian

parliamentary election. African Studies Quarterly, 10(4), 37-56.

Johnston, R. and Hay, A. (1982). On the parameters of uniform swing in
single-member constituency electoral systems. Environment and Planning

A, 14(1), 61-74.

Johnston, R. and Pattie, C. (2011). Tactical voting at the 2010 British general
election: Rational behaviour in local contexts? FEnvironment and Planning

A, 43(6), 1323-1340.

Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. (1992). Using an entropy-maximizing procedure
to estimate territorial social indicators: An introduction and illustration.

Social Indicators Research, 27(3), 235-256.

Johnston, R. J. and Pattie, C. J. (1991). Tactical voting in Great Britain in
1983 and 1987: An alternative approach. British Journal of Political
Science, 21(01), 95-108.

Kalaycioglu, E. (2014). The challenge of a la Turca presidentialism in Turkey.
Istituto Affari Internazionali, Retrieved from:

http://www.iai.it/sites/default/files/gte_c_18.pdf.

Kawai, K. and Watanabe, Y. (2013). Inferring strategic voting. The American
Economic Review, 103(2), 624-662.

196


http://www.arastirmakutuphanesi.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/06/Ipsos_SandikSonrasi_CNNTURK-web2.pdf
http://www.arastirmakutuphanesi.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/06/Ipsos_SandikSonrasi_CNNTURK-web2.pdf
http://www.iai.it/sites/default/files/gte_c_18.pdf

Kemahlioglu, O. (2015). Winds of change? The June 2015 parliamentary

election in Turkey. South European Society and Politics, 20(4), 445-464.

Kiewiet, D. R. (2013). The ecology of tactical voting in Britain. Journal of
FElections, Public Opinion & Parties, 23(1), 86-110.

Kim, H. and Fording, R. C. (2001). Does tactical voting matter? The political
impact of tactical voting in recent British elections. Comparative Political

Studies, 34(3), 294-311.

King, G. (1997). A solution to the ecological inference problem. Princeton, NJ:

Princeton University Press.

Kriesi, H. (1998). Straightforward and strategic voting in the elections for the

Swiss council of states in 1995. Electoral Studies, 17(1), 45-59.

Laakso, M. and Taagapera, R. (1979). Effective number of parties: A measure
with application to Western Europe. Comparative Political Studies, 12(1),
3-27.

Lago, I. (2008). Rational expectations or heuristics? Strategic voting in

proportional representation systems. Party Politics, 14(1), 31-49.

Lanoue, D. J. and Bowler, S. (1992). The sources of tactical voting in British

parliamentary elections, 1983-1987. Political Behavior, 14(2), 141-157.

Lijphart, A. (1995). Electoral Syatems and Party Systems: A study of

twenty-seven democracies, 1945-1990. New York: Oxford University Press.

Massicotte, L. and Elias, A. (2005). An MMP System for Quebec: What can be
learnt from simulations of previous elections? Papers prepared for
presentation at the Canadian Political Science Association Annual General

Meeting, London, Ontario, 2-4 June 2005.

197



Meffert, M. F. and Gschwend, T. (2010). Strategic coalition voting: Evidence
from Austria. Electoral Studies, 29(3), 339-349.

Merolla, J. L. and Stephenson, L. B. (2007). Strategic voting in Canada: A

cross time analysis. Electoral Studies, 26(2), 235-246.

Moser, R. G. and Scheiner, E. (2009). Strategic voting in established and new
democracies: Ticket splitting in mixed-member electoral systems. Electoral

Studies, 28(1), 51-61.

Muller, D. and Page, L. (2015). A new approach to measure tactical voting:
Evidence from the British elections. Applied Economics, 47(36), 3839-3858.

Navarra, P. and Sobbrio, G. (2001). Election re-running and the nature of
constitutional choices: The case of Italian electoral reform. Constitutional

Political Economy, 12(1), 31-50.

Niemi, R. G., Written, G., and Franklin, M. N. (1992). Constituency
characteristics, individual characteristics and tactical voting in the 1987
British general election. British Journal of Political Science, 22(02),

229-240.

Onis, Z. (2016). Turkey’s two elections: The AKP comes back. Journal of

Democracy, 27(2), 141-154.

Ottone, S., Ponzano, F., and Ricciuti, R. (2009). Simulating voting rule reforms
for the Italian parliament: An economic perspective. AUCO Czech

Economic Review, 3(3), 292-305.

Reynolds, A. (1999). FElectoral systems and democratization in Southern Africa.

Oxford: Oxford University Press.

198



Samuels, D. and Snyder, R. (2001). The value of a vote: Malapportionment in
comparative perspective. British Journal of Political Science, 31(04),

651-671.

Sanders, D., Clarke, H. D., Stewart, M. C., and Whiteley, P. (2011). Simulating
the effects of the alternative vote in the 2010 UK general election.
Parliamentary Affairs, 64(1), 5-23.

Satterthwaite, M. A. (1975). Strategy-proofness and Arrow’s conditions:
Existence and correspondence theorems for voting procedures and social

welfare functions. Journal of Economic Theory, 10(2), 187-217.

Shikano, S., Herrmann, M., and Thurner, P. W. (2009). Strategic voting under
proportional representation: threshold insurance in German elections. West

FEuropean Politics, 32(3), 634—656.

Taagepera, R. and Shugart, M. S. (1989). Seats and votes: The effects and

determinants of electoral systems. New Haven: Yale University Press.

The European Commission (2015). Turkey 2015 report. Retrieved from:
http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/pdf/key_documents/2015/

20151110_report_turkey.pdf.

Union of Turkish Bar Associations (2014). Gezi raporu: Demokrasi ve
totalitarizm sarkacindaki Tiirkiye. Retrieved from:

http://tbbyayinlari.barobirlik.org.tr/TBBBooks/518.pdf.

Vinuela, E. G. and Artés, J. (2012). Strategic voting and effective
representation thresholds: Evidence from three Spanish general elections.

European Journal of Political Research, 51(3), 289-315.

199


http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/pdf/key_documents/2015/20151110_report_turkey.pdf
http://ec.europa.eu/enlargement/pdf/key_documents/2015/20151110_report_turkey.pdf
http://tbbyayinlari.barobirlik.org.tr/TBBBooks/518.pdf

Yoriik, E. (2015a, May 18). 8 Maddede neden HDP’ye stratejik oy vermek
lazim? T24 Internet Newspaper, Retrieved from:
http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/erdem-yoruk/

8-maddede-neden-hdpye-stratejik-oy-vermek-lazim, 11906.

Yoriik, E. (2015b, May 26). HDP’ye oy vermek, CHP’yi AKP kargisinda
giiclendirecektir. T24 Internet Newspaper, Retrieved from:
http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/erdem-yoruk/

hdpye-oy-vermek-chpyi-akp-karsisinda-guclendirecektir, 11969.

200


http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/erdem-yoruk/8-maddede-neden-hdpye-stratejik-oy-vermek-lazim,11906
http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/erdem-yoruk/8-maddede-neden-hdpye-stratejik-oy-vermek-lazim,11906
http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/erdem-yoruk/hdpye-oy-vermek-chpyi-akp-karsisinda-guclendirecektir,11969
http://t24.com.tr/yazarlar/erdem-yoruk/hdpye-oy-vermek-chpyi-akp-karsisinda-guclendirecektir,11969



