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INTRA AND INTERREGIONAL MIGRATION PATTERNS IN TURKEY,

conomic opportunities,

.Migration can be explained by the characteristics of the spa-
tial orgamization,

.There are relationships between migration volume and the gige
of settlements!’ sizes,

Migration receiving ang migration giving out capasities are
related to the settlementsg! functions,

‘Migrants are selective ang have differing behaviour'patterns

has equal volume in termg of origin and destination,, in other
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in growth centresin rural areas,to support service centres,etc.
Some of these poiicies find their places in the some of the 5
Year Development Plans of Turkey,and several measures were taken
to Implement them.For instance, the huge amonut of investments
gone and still going in to the less developed parts of the coun-
tYY(DPT,1963,1968).

In this paper,and in the fortcoming papers, the migration phe-
nomenon will be investigated on intra / interregional and
national bases using 1965's and 1980's information(D1E,1983),

The intra regional analysis may make clear that whether or not
there are any migration atraction centres in the sub-regions
(which are regarded closed systems).This will show whether the
sub-regions are in an equilibrium state or not.In other words,
are there any growth centres in the sub-regionse

The interregional analysis thought to be important to see the
interactions between sub-regions/regions as migration movemets.
This kind of analysis indicates to the reader that where are
the potential regions/sub-regions,in general,what are their im-
portance to each others.This type of information is important
to the policy makers,too.In the above two stages,it is possi -

ble to reveal not only the volumes of migration but also the
directiaes of migrants.

The analysis of migration on the naticnal scale shows clearly
the centres of atmctions and their development trends.This wil
also exhibits the relative importance of each centres against
the others.However,in this paper,it is not intended to g0 in to

detailed analysis of the reasons behind,and the correlates of
migration process and the pattern.

GEOGRAPHIC AND ADMINISTRATIVE DIVISIONS OF TURKEY.

Turkey has been divided in to 8 major regions which cover 19

sub-regions as shown in table 1.Each region has varying degree
of importance in population potentials,urban and rural settle-
ment units by size and numbers, the area,the rate of growth,ur-
banization pattern etc, .Also,each region/sub-region has varyng
roles in the distribution and generation of value added.

INTRAREGIONAL MIGRATION PATTERNS.

As mentioned above,there apm 19 subregions on which all the of.
ficial studies have been done.The movements in thege sub-reglons



al centres,except some few cases such as Kocaeli and Bursa in
Eastern Marmara(EM),Tekirdag in Thrace(TR), and Rize in%#abzon
Sub—region(TRB)(l).This means that most of the sub-regional

centres ocoinside with the centres of gravity.Each sub-regiong

eastern regions(See table 2)

is in the Thrace Sub—region,and the highest in Van a
Sub-regions.Also,the mean distance of gravit

The shares of sub-regiong! absolute migrations(n-et migration

gion interms of migrational mobility is Ankara Sub-region which
is followed by Aegean Region(See table 2).

The rates of migration are higher,in 8equence,in the Aegean re
gion (A8) which followed by Diyarbaklr(DI),Qukurova(CU) yand

East Marmara(EM) sub-regions. The gravity centresg! shares in
their sub-regional migrations are almost about 30 pc. to 50 pe.

which indicates the importance of the gravity centers for their
regions(See table 2).

had multidirectional migration pattern.Looking at Fig 1 and 2

it can tentatively be said that miltidirectional migration
pattern emerge where region is large and has more than one



INTERREGIONAL MIGRATION PATTERNS.

last five years.Four sub-regions out of 19,Eastern Marmara(EM),
Ankara(AN),Aegean(AE) ang Cukurova(QU) gained net migrations
totalling to 601631 people, 22,36 pc, of the national migration.

those regions! importance Separetly.

sub-regions with varying degrees.The main sources o migrations were
Black Sea,Central ,East angd South-East Anatolia regions.Migra-
tion from the Aegean sub-region to East Marmara was not impor-
tant compered with migrations from other regions.East Marmara
sub-region gained 405022 net migration (15.00 Pc. national mig,
and 5.63 pc. of the sub-region's pPop.).Migrations mainly came
from Erzurum(19.19 Pc. share in sub-region),Trabzon(15.89 pc),

regions was 816 im., 63.73 pc. of the total migration came from
the mean migration distance,.

pc.of the national migration,and 3.13 pe. of the sub-regional
population. 21.05 Pc.of the sub-regional net mign£¢ion came
from Erzurum sub-region.Diyarbak;r came second in the ranking

1
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of sub-regions which gave net migration to the Aegean sub-re
gion with 14.70 pc.share.The other regions were,in hierarchy,
Ankara(ll.89pc),Van(7.25 pc),Eskigehir(6.78pc),Elaz1g(6.55pc),
Antalya(4.47pc),Konya(4.27pc) and Samsun sub-region(3.74 pc).
The Aegean sub-region gave out migration only to the East Mar-.
mara sub—region(3.24pc).The Dean migration distance for the
Aegean sub-region was 845 km.,and 60,22 PC. of the net migra-

tion of the Aegean sub-region came from outside the mean migra-
tion distance.

regions such as Antalya,Fagt Marmara
The migration distance was 657 km.

The rate of net migration of the East Marmara Bub-region was
5.63 pc.in 1980 which was 22,02 Pc. in 1965,This ratio for the
Aegean Sub-region was3.13 pc. in 1980(3.83 pPc.in 1965),for An-
kara -0.08 pc.in 1980(8.91 pc.in 1965), for Cukurova 1,75 pe.

in 1980(5.78 pec.in 1965) .However, 1980 ratios increased when the
foreign living category was added to these figures(see table 3:1),

al migration gain),and South-East Anatolia(33,19 pc.).The fapr

most migration giving region was Black Sea to Antalya sub-regi-
on(4.94 pec.).

regions,
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Ankara Sub-region had reached to equilibrium stage in 1980 in
migration terms which was a migration gaining sub-region -in
1965with 8.91 pPc. migration ratio.Migration giving and receiv:-
ing provinces are shown in Fig.5.

COMPERATIVE EVALUATION OF INTERREGIONAL MIGRATION PATTERNS,
On the interregional base, two diffepent migration profiles
produced for 1965-1980 Periods (2).Firstly,l965 migration
profile exhibits that the East Marmara,Ankara,and the Cukur-
ova regions were migration gaining regions.The East Marmara
sub-region was the highest in the ranking(22,05 pc),followed
by Ankara’,Qukurova and the Aegean sub-regions.However, © 1980
migration profile is rather different from 1965 profile.Al«

of migration decreased frqm 22.05 pc. to 5.63pc(See Fig.6,7,8,
9 and Table 3),

However,looking a+o the ratio between the volume of in and out
migration to the subregions,which can be called migration pool
of the subregions,and the sub regions' population,it can be
observed that the migration pools have lost their importance

in all the subregions,exluding Diyarbakir and Van sub-regions
(Tadle 3),

M
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NATIONAT MIGRATION PATTERN.

The 80's migration pattern at the national scale dfﬁerredirom
the past migration pattern in 1965.Some new migration attrac-
tion centres were emerged,its number increaseqd from 15 to 23
(See table 3,f1g.10,11). As the volumes of migration to the
bprevious centres hagd been decresing or turning to loss in the
East,e.i,Hakkari-Mus,Diyarbaklr,some new attraction centres
came out,especially in the Western part of the conutry,e.i,

ncrease was reached in Koca-
2li.0n the other hand,Kars,the far nort-east provinge of the

country,was the highest migration giving

Whether a province attracted migration from the surrounding

provinces or more distant provinces,and what were the volumes

of migration in this respect? To answer tkese,each province ex-

amined agaimst to the first highest migration giving/receiving
provinces(3). 34 of the 67 provinces which received migration
from the highest 10 migration giving provinces accounted for
2 mean value of 56.2 pc.Tho maan migration distances varied
from province to Province,however the general mean ‘distance
was about 556 km. Istanbul only received 37.5 Pc. of the total



The rate of in and out migration less and beyond the mean mi-
gration distances show two important aspects of migratory move-
ment.Each province had two tier migration attraction areas.Most

of the migration came from the nearest(less than mean migration
distance) provinces.

The reverse is true for out-going migration which went to the
nearest centres,except some few centres(See table 6).

ORIGINS OF MIGRATIONS.

[t is belived that migration originates/originated from rural
areas to urban centres.This was true at least for the sixties.
1980 migration pattern exhibited quite interesting pictuwe in
this respect.From table 7,12 out of 67 provinces received ur -

ban originated migrations which accounted to 30.57 pc.of the
total migration(4).

At the national level,the ratio of migration city,town and ru-

ral origin were,respectively,343pg,29,7pc,36,o pc. The ratios

for out-gwing migration,according to destinations,were 45,23 mc.
for cities,20.13 pc. to small towns and 34.62 for rural areas.

Looking at the difference between out-going and in-coming mi -

gration with different origins,it can be saig that in the re-

search period,the major population loss occured in towns,dis -

trict seats.Although the national global values showed that ru-
ral population increase was much below the growth of urban pop-
ulation in general(urban+town),this study indicated that rural

population loss was not as much as the loss of towns.

It should be kept in mind,however, that these ratios reflected
only the population movement between 1975-1980.The incomplete pub-
lications of 1985 population census,shows the much higher de-

crease 1in rural population compare to 1980(annual growth rates
are -1.06 and 1.33 respectively),

CONCLUSIONS.

-At the intraregional(sub-regional) level,each subregion re=.
ceived short distance migrations.

-There were no important migratory movement within the Black
Sea subregions,e.i,WBS,SA,TRB. Samsun,Amasya,Tokat and Rize
were the migration receiving centres in their subregions,

.In Thrace subregion Tekirdag vecame a migration attracting point,
.Kocaell and Bursa were prime catres of net migration- in East



.Diyarbakir ySiirt,Mardin received net

dzmir province was the most important mi

.The Ankara sub-region had lost its im

larmara,

-Eskigehir and Ankara were the centres of gravity in their sub-

regions,

-Erzurum province received migration mainly from Kars which

was one of the most migration giving province in the country,

.Elazig provinee hagd been playing an important role in its re-

gionfthe first biggest damm constructed for production of elec-
tric power),

natolia,

migration and portrayed
multidirectional migration pattern,

.I¢el and Hatay received migration from their region( IGel has

an oil refinery,free trade zone, and is an important horticul-
ture and greenhouses centre of the country),

.Antalya province attracted migration from its region which is

the centre of tourism industry ,

gration receiving cemtre

in the Aegean region.Manisa Province has becoming an attraction

centre,

The nigration rattern diffared at the regional level, the migra-
tion movement gave different and ve

.The volumes of inmigration,so the importance of

Ty meaningful perspectives:
each region

s/is consig.-
of urbanization in the coun-

have been decreasing since 1965 %o 1980. This wa
Sent ' with the rate and the pattern
try , '

.The main migration receiving regions were the East Marmara, the
Aegean, the GQukurova angd to a lessger degree the Antalya and Kay-

seri.,

portance as an inmigration

area between 1965-80,which seems now a stepping point in to out

migration ,

.The regions received high net migration gave migration to short-

er distances,or People tended to move in larger volumes over
shorter distances.This is considered to be rather common for
developing countries(primate cities receive the majority of

the migrating populations)(Tumertekin,E,l977).

3
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Notes,

1. The centres on which migration is centered are called as
gfavity centers,
1980 figures produced from DIE's Internal Migration figures,
This selection 1s done 3% Wit *edian point in both incoming

and outgoing migration volumes and 34 provinces selected for
investigation.

4. Those 12 provinces had over 50 PC. city originated migration.
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| Table 1: Geographic and Administrative Divisions of Turkey 0
i By Regions, Subregions, Provinces, and Districts,
No.of No.of
Region Subregion Provinces Districts | Region Subregion . Provinces Districts
Marmara  Eastern Marmara tstanbul 19 Western Black Sea Zonguldak 9
(MAR) (21) Bilecik 5 (WBS) Bohlx 9
. Bursa 10 Kast amonu 12
x Kocaeli 4 Eastern Samsun Samsun 8
é Sakarya 6 ?ég;‘; Aea (s4) Amasya
f Sout Eastern Marmara Balikesir 16 'E;gg:):on Of'du i
b (SE) Canakkele 11 S100p
‘ Trace Edirne 7 okt 7
: (TR) Kirklareli Trabzon 10
- Tekirdag 7 Giresun 9
Rize 7
?:‘:?ra ::::I:l 2;‘ Artvin 6
i Glimiighane 4
4 Central : . sam . s Eastern Diyarbakir Elazig 7
‘?'C’ji‘;““ %;:;seh" NLtgeniE . Anatolia (n1) Bingsl 4
) Xazgae & (EA) Elaziy Malatya 8
Eskigehir 6 (EL) Tunceli 7
Afyon Karahisar 10
Kitahya 6 Erzurum Diyarbakir 11
Kayseri Kayseri 10 Bitlis 5
(KA) Nevaekic 6 Mardin 1"
Nigde 5 Siirt 10
o Konya Konya 17 Uzfa 9
; (x0) (ER) Erzurum 13
Sivas Sivas 11 Erzincan 6
= Aegean Go tzmir 19 Kars 14
(AE) Aydin 11 Hug :
v Denizli 10 G(é:;antep Gaziantep 6
Manisa 12 Ad1yaman &
¢ Mugla -9 Maxng g
‘ Usak 5 Van Van 7
' Antalya Antayla 1" 2 AgZri
(ANT) Burdur 5 Hakkari 5
7 tsparta 9 TOTAL 19 67 582
3 ' Qukurova Ad ana 13
(cv) Hat ay 8
tcel 6

-



Table 2:

S

Migration characteristics of the sub-regions and regions.

12

Gravity
: 3 . Mean mig, Mean dist. |Sub~regi.mtgf centres
Region Sub-region [:ub—reg,mt : Centre of : 4 .
INat ional mig’dxstance gravity to gravity Reg. pop } share in sub
7 . (e coutre . reg, mig.
. . {Bastern 3.38 162 Kocaeli 107 0.46 44.06
Marmara (EM) : ae : :
Hammans Sout East
(MA) Marmara (SEM) <0.01 210 Balikesir 210 <0.01 50.00
Thrace (TR) 0.31 97 Tekirdag 101 0.05 50.00
Ankara (AN) 5.04 194 Ankara 194 0.18 50.33
SenEsal lEskisehir (ES) 0.38 118 Eskigehir 127 0.63 48,02
Anatolias \Kayseri (KA)| 0.08 104 Kayseri 115 0.14 50.00
LEA) iKonya (KO) = - Konya - - -
; iSivas (st) = = Sivas - - -
| i
;Aegeaq(AE) 3.47 192 tzmir 162 1.72 38,62
‘Antalya (ANT) | 1.18 109 Antalya 138 0.34 50,00
| Cukurova (GU) | i 0.59 157 tcel 165 0.50 42,04
;WcSCer\". Black;
| . : .00
iSea (W3S) 0.03 222 Zonguldak 212 0.05 50.0
. Samsun (SA) | 0.17 243 Samsun 174 0.02 28,77
Eastern i |
1138 3% Trabson (TRB) 0.06 211 Rize 159 0.09 49.82
i “Lbo ;
| !
Diyarbakir 0.72 222 Diyarbakir 169 0.78 33,14
5 . (o)
Elazig (EL) | 0.27 168 Elazig 127 0.51 29,42
i .
EEaS[ern iF.rzurum (ER)| 0.17 301 Erzurum 222 0.22 37.33
lAnatolia |
! . Gaziantep 0.22 131 Gaziantep 116 0.31 49,90
pES | (CA)
{ Van (VA) 0.06 495 Van 217 0.18 50.00 g
f

<
o
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Table 3 , Internal Migration Trends In Turkey,

Sub regioa Mig/Pop(y ) -Mig/Pop(l) Mig/Pop(2)

1960 1965 1980
EM % 21.53 % 22.05 % 5.63
SEM - 3.37 - 6.88 -0.27
TR - 8.70 ~11.00 0.37
AN 8.63 8.91 -0.08
ES - 1.37 - 2.36 ~0.50
KA -10.11 - 9.95 0.10
KO - 4.47 - 3.49 ~0.75
SI -11.73 -15.28 -5.63
AE 4.04 3.83 3.12
~ ANT - 5.60 - 4.95 0.87
cu 6.78 5.78 1.75
WBS - 5.73 - 5.37 -0.12
SA - 5.91 - 5.57 -2,25
TRB -23,21 -21.31 -3.49
EL - 9.92 - 9.24 -4.54
DI - 2.70 - 2.86 -4.13
ER - 5.65 - 8.27 -6.60
GA - 6.56 -.4.21 -1.07
VA - 1.26 - 1.51 -3.57

(1) Pigures are produced from Sanll.I,Unal.Y,Klllgaslan.I
(1976)
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Table 4: Rates of net migration in Turkey (net mignation/population)
B
| Provinces 1965 1985 19852 Provinces 1965 1985 19852
z z 2 ‘ x 7 4
Adana 9.7 0.01 0.05 tzmir 14,0 6.04 6.97
Adiyaman =5.2 | -=3.09 =3.05 | Kars -6.9 |-10.12  }10.20
Afyon -7.6 -2.73 -2.41 5 Kast amonu -22.1 -2.34 -1.72
Agry -2.9 | -6.76 -6.70 || Kayseri -8.6 0.95 1.48
Camasya -0.3 |-2.20 -2.20 || Kirklareli | -10.4 | -1.12 -0.14
' Ankara 26.9 1.83 2.40 ; Kirgehir -13.6 | -3.46 |-2.93
,Antalva -2.3 2.30 2,47 Kocaeli 7.1 9.05 | 10.02
Artvin -15.8 | =527 -5.03 Konya -3.5 0.69 |=0.35
Avdin 3.4 1.70 2.22 Kit ahya -1.9 0.06 0.56
‘Balikesir -6.2 | -0.13 0.36 Malatya -10.8 | -3.82 |-3.66
I Bilecik -2.1 | -0.19 -0.29 ! Manisa 1.0 0.95 1.27
Bingsl =3.7 | -4.71 -4.82 || K.Marag -6.2 | -1.11  [-0.98
Bitlis -3.2  !-6.84 -7.30 Mardin -7.8 | -5.14 |-5.05
(Bolu -8.0 |=-0.10 -0.19 Mugla -3.4 0.00 0.02
Burdur <4.7 | -0.65 -0.26 Mus 5.5 | -5.60 |-5.90
- Bursa =15 san 7.47 | Nevsehir -14.8 | -1.34  {-0.74
Canakkale . =8.3  1-0.34 -0.02 Nigde I =9.5 | -1.42 |-1.,08
Caritrrr L -25.6 1-5.34 -5.24 | Ordu L =97 | -2.89 |-2.73
Gorm -8.6 5—4.15 -3.97 i Rize -25.2 -2.39 -2.08
Denizli 7.2 [-0.51 -0.12 Sakarya 5.6, 0.78 1.52
Diyarbakir 1.9 i-z.os -2.02 Samsun P59 -1.10 -0.86
‘Edirne [ =11.4  '-0.76 -0.15 Siirt | -0.6 |-2.45 |-2.35
Elazig i 7.5 I =3.96 =-3.98 " Sinop 1 =16.3 -2.88 -2,60
‘Erzincan =212 [-3.32 | -3.06 | sivas -15.3 | -6.31 |-6.05
! Erzurim . -8.6  [-5.67 | -5.59 | Tekirdag -13.8 | 1,33 | 3.33
‘Eskisehir 3.6 1,44 2,38 Tokat =4.0 -2.69 -2.53
Gaziantep . =2.0 0.07 0.33 Trabzon | -20.9 -2,35 ~1.96
 Giresun =19,3 I=3.15 -3.34 Tunceli -19.6 -8.24 -8.25
| Gimiishane -22.5 | -8.50 -7.72 S.Urfa -4.8 -5.84 -5.77
'Hakkari 1.0 |-1.32 -1.70 Usak -10.5 | -0.45 |-0.32
Hata 2.1 1.64 1.90 Van -1.0 -1.54 -1.56
Isparta 10.2 | -0.66 -0.37 Yozgat -9.3 | -4.35 |-4.02
ftcel 2.4 4.77 4.81 Zonguldak 8.2 0.91 1.3
| Istanbul | 37.5 5.92 7.15 L

From $anli,t., Y.Unal, t.Kilicaslan, 1976

2. Includes people who were living in a foreign country,

12
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Table5: Origin and destination of in-out migration between

15

1965-80
In-migration Out-migration In-migration Out-migration
Provinces City1 ‘I'cwn2 Village City‘ Tow& Village| Provinces Ci:y1 Townzvillage Cit; Townzvillage
Adana 53 22 25 45 24 31 tzmir 50 13 37 44 27 29
Ad1yaman 31 36 33 49 17 34 Kars 22 35 43 42 16 42
grAfyon 30- 29 41 48 22 30 Kast amonu 19 27 54 52 13 35
Agr: I 36 32 36 40 20 20 Kayseri 58 12 30 56 19 25
. Amas ya 26 45 29 50 21 29 Kirklareli | 17 42 41 41 21 38
Ankara 83 9 8 51 24 25 Kirgehir - - - - - -
Antalya 59 19 22 47 21 32 Kocaeli 29 34 37 42 22 35
Arcvin 15 27 58 42 20 38 Konya 38 39 33 48 23 29
Aydin 24 39 37 43 20 37 Kiit ahya 32 26 42 44 22 34
Balikesir 28 45 27 39 23 38 Malatya 56 15 29 57 15 28
Bilecik 32 42 35 57 17 26 Manisa 21 46 33 42 21 37
Bingdl 36 26 41 50 14 36 K.Marag 27 34 39 46 27 27
Bitlis 21 34 45 42 28 30 Mardin 22 43 37 52 23 25
Boiu 21 39 50 43 30 27 Hugla 16 41 43 45 23 36
Burdur 38 24 28 53 19 28 Musg 28 29 43 33 21 46
Bursa Lss 16 29 43 24 33 Nevsehir |25 35 40 59 18 23
Canakkale i 24 38 38 43 24 33 Nigde 22 37 40 58 18 24
Cankiry E 28 25 47 57 20 23 Ordu 27 31 42 46 17 37
Corum f 30 33 37 64 16 20 Rize 27 22 51 46 14 40
Den:izli i 42 18 40 33 24 43 Sakarya 36 19 45 41 21 38
Diyarbakir i 65 16 19 48 26 26 Samsun 44 21 35 44 21 35
Edirne | 40 31 29 41 23 36 Siirt 26 57 18 46 25 29
Elazig ; 53 15 32 50 18 32 Sinop 24 29 47 38 13 49
Erzincan i 35 27 38 44 18 38 Sivas 32 21 43 51 12 37
1 B i b 2 36 4 18 38 Tekirdag |19 49 32 4 21 35
Eskisehir 76 8 16 51 24 25 Tokat 19 44 38 51 16 33
Gaziantep 67 19 14 47 25 28 Trabzon 34 20 46 42 18 40
Giresun 23 28 48 49 13 38 Tunceli 27 29 43 44 15 41
Gimiushane i 18 27 55 34 17 49 S.Urfa 36 27 38 45 20 45
Hakkari { 26 26 38 29 16 45 Usak 52 20 28 39 28 33
Hat av 14 47 39 43 22 35 Van 56 21 23 44 24 32
Isparca 48 29 23 49 22 30 Yozgat 17 32 51 63 17 31
tcel 49 22 29 42 21 37 Zonguldak 19 43 38 39 21 40
Istanbul 52 6 42 37 26 37

|

ro

The term town is used to refer to district sead

In this study the term city mean is the province centre, the seat of province, of which
population vary from 10 thousand to S million.

» Sub-province centre, of which population
differs between about 2500 to over 100 thousand.

P
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Table 6 : Mean migration distances and some indices of migration

Sclected provinces having immigration® Selected provinces giving outmigration*
Province mo.of ) Vea? Province no.of out- Mean
lnmigration immig, 2 3 migration outfnig 4 5 6
distance distance
tscanbul 618280 965 37.5 21.6 57.7 Istanbul 271390 461 41.0 9.9 66,0
Ankara 271115 422 45.5 9.14 68.9 Ankara 205535 332 49.6 7.5 32,1
temic 223044 681 46.1 7.52 77.8 Kars 91724 1120 76.8 3.3 24,5
Bursa 123408 710 40.3 4,16 56.8 | tzmir 83640 311 56.5 3.1 47.0
Kocieli 93079 656 53.4 3.13 68.3 Erzurum . 77250 1030 65.9 2.8 27.3
Adana 80690 383 55.8 2.9 66.7 Sivas 75260 559 80.9 2.7 32.3
tcel 76417 491 56.1 2,57 71.3 | Adana 73901 447 64.3 2.7 57.4
| Konva 58761 490 46.3 1.98 48.3 Konya 63545 421 64.8 2.3 47.s
E Kav-er! 52769 506 59.7 1.78 64.5 Balikesir 53022 475 54.9 1,93 76.6
Manisa 51700 704 93.5 1.74 78,2 S.Urfa 51470 616 78.9 1.87 71.4
Balikasir 51221 462 53.9 1.72 89.5 | Trabzon 50833 760 72,7 1.85 13,2
Zonguld ak 50183 590 55.5 1.69 69.6 | Diyarbakir 49050 726 65.7 1.79 43.2
Eskisehir 49266 320 53.3 1.66 69.3 | Malatya 48471 512 70.0 1.76 28.3
Hatay 48578 485 58.3 1.63 70.7 Samsun 46429 475 70.5 1,69 36,2
Aydin 42096 717 54,1 1.41 82,1 Mardin 41812 746 76.9 1.52 54,6
Antalya 41615 486 55.3 1.40 47,1 Yozgat 41008 367 80.8 1.49 77.1
Samsun 37609 316 61.6 1.26 35.4 | Elazig 40326 707 69.8 1.47 39,9
Sakarya 36723 690 49.6 1.23 64.5 | Ordu 40123 584 76.7 1,46 31,0
Trabzon 36549 724 564.0 123 .32.0 Manisa 39636 296 74.8 1,44 83,5
Tekirdag 35914 581 52.4 1.21 80.0 Corum 39465 406 80.8 1.44 70.7
Gaziantep 35415 380 67.8 1.19 79.0 Kayseri 37876 356 65.6 1.38 59,6
Diyarbakir 33488 616 66.6 1.12 69.0 ; Zonguldak 37811 484 66.7 1,38 83.2
Erzurum 31793 768 64.6 1,07 38.7 Bursa 37592 244 63.0 1.37 35.5 ‘
Denizli 31331 512 51.5 1.05 79.5 Eskigehir 36864 250 66.3 1,34 58.4
Boiu 28772 513 59.3 0.97 83.2 tcel 35774 567 55.7 1.30 63.9
Sivas . 26880 479 59.7 0.90 49.9 Giresun 35665 585 82.9 1,30 11,9
Mdlotva 26225 538 61.9 0.88 54.4 | Tokat 35174 458 54,6 1,28 30.8
EKUthya 25695 405 50.3 0.86 80.8 | Agr1 34807 1138 52.9 1,27 33.3
EEtz‘ncan 25352 567 71.9 0.85 34.6 Kast amonu 34297 360 83.9 1.25 21,4
y Kas© monu 24252 370 73.5 0.81 = Gaziantep 34256 502 72.3 1,25 57.4
lRi:c 24087 655 70.0 0.81 35.5 Erzincan 33918 837 76.7 1.23 16.8
Edirne 23940 706 53.1 0.80 85.9 Kocaeli 33664 282 65.7 1,22 77.4
K.Maras 23151 406 62.8 0.78 79.6 | Hatay 32356 634 70,4 1.18 52,7
Elaz:ig 22816 528 65.5 0.76 67.5 Afyon K.H. 32252 258  75.1 1.17 59.3
Afyon K.H. 22691 _ Gimighane 31638
Averages 556 56.2 36.8 Averages 538 68.2 39.3
* .It covers only the provinces having/giving migration over median national in/out migration.
. The volume of in-migration from max. migration given 10 provinces/the volume of national in-migration.
2. The volume of in-migration within mean migration distance/the volume of total in-migration.
35

“he volume of in-migration within mean migration distance/the volume of total regional in-migration.

+ The volume of out-migration to max. migration receiving 10 provinces/the volume of national out-mig,
The volume of out-migration within mean migration distance/the volume of totial out-migration.

“he volume of out-migration within mean migration distance/the volume of total regional out-migration.
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