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Land Readjustment

What is Land Readjustment?

LR is a land-management tool used to reorganize land for urban
development by forming its location, shape and size according to the
spatial plans, and provide land needed for public purposes such as
roads and green areas (Seele, 1982).

How is the Land Readjustment Process?

The LR projects start with a formal decision which can either be a
private or public initiative. With this decision, the project area is
defined by mathematically adding or pooling the parcels, which are
located within the project boundaries.

III FIG Vipriing Week e 8 landreadjustment.or
2l sume 17-21 Ma Igaria Tjen WWW. u .
F I G @ s b SOFIA 2015 J 9 3

Land Readjustment Mechanism

Source: Hisham EI Shimy, 2012

Following the participation process, according to the spatial plans the area
allocated for public purposes are extracted from the project area.

Landowners make more contributions in terms of reducing their land to
recover the cost of the project. This land portion is called reserve or cost
equivalent land which is sold at the end of the project to pay for costs such
as planning, administration and construction.
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Land Readjustment Mechanism

o
Public Facilities
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Project Finance
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Betore LA
Source: Hisham EI Shimy, 2012

Then, the remaining area is subdivided into urban parcels according to the
master plan, and allocated to the landowners based on their shares in the
project. The calculations in the allocation process could be area or value
based.

After the allocation of the land, the value difference between the initial and
allocated plots is calculated for each landowner and compensated through
money payments.
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Evaluation Framework for LR

Comparing to other land assembling methods (e.g, expropriation, and
voluntarily boundary exchange), LR provides a better land management
theoretically. However, in practice, only a few countries succeed using the
positives of LR. For the others, the usage and success levels are far behind
the expectations. This diversity of the use and success requires an
assessment to be made to define the cause of the performance gaps.

Consequently, the countries in which LR is unsuccessful or not accepted as
the main land management and land assembly tool should be evaluated.

In this evaluation, countries should test and compare their results with the
best or the expected results of an ideal LR system to understand what is
wrong with their strategies and find out the performance gaps that needs
improvements.
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Evaluation Framework for LR

Recently, researchers have shown an increased interest for the development
of the evaluation frameworks, especially for assessing land administration
(LA) systems.

While LA attracts that much attention on evaluation, the LR literature is
mostly centered on describing the main concepts such as the usage,
principles, advantages and disadvantages of the existing implementations.

As a result, the LR literature failed to establish an internationally accepted
methodology, and a research cooperation for a global evaluation
mechanism of LR systems.

Lack of an agreed methodology resulted in academicians using various
criteria or success factors for to evaluate and compare LR systems and
concentrate on different aspects of the LR without a common concept.
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Evaluation Framework for LR

To establish an internationally accepted methodology, and a research
cooperation for a global evaluation mechanism of LR systems; we analyze
almost all ISI journal articles on LR and from these articles, the importance,
the necessity and the possible outcome of an ideal LR in terms of good
practices are defined.

Furthermore, indicators on the existence or the success levels of good
practices are established. Then, together with the indicators, good practices
are classified and clustered into evaluation levels and aspects based on their
scope or institutional and technical responsibility.
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Evaluation Framework for LR

As a result;
the evaluation framework for LR practices have been published.

Land Use Policy 44 (2015) 153-168

Contents lists available at SciencaDirect
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plans by converting rural land into urban land and providing city infrastructure. Although the main
aim and the processes are similar around the world, each country has a different degree of success in
the application of LR, which reveals the need for 2 comprehensive evaluation. However, the research
to date has generally tended to focus on describing the main concepts such as the usage, principles,

i of the existing i ions rather than evaluating LR A systematic
approach, which provides an objective basis and removes subjectivity by identifying good practices and
their indicators, is needed to assess the strengths and weaknesses of the LR process. In this article, we

Keywords:
Land readjustment
Evaluation framework

Monitoring and evaluation analyzed a wide range of ISl journal articles on LR to establish a framework and a methedology that will
Performance indicators help evaluate and compare the national LR processes. The main contribution of this article is to build an
awareness for the ofan agreed to evaluate the perfi

of a country’s LR in a systematical way, which is currently not available in the literature.
© 2014 Elsevier Ltd. All rights reserved.
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The Form of the Evaluation Framework

he Evaluation Framework For Land Readjustment Practices

IZINELG) A I Aspects Good practices Indicators

Land Policy

. Legal
Policy Level

Financial
Social
EVERI NI (&)l Project Management
(WD elil0 BV B Technical Principles

Capacity Building

Research & Development ...
External Factors

Level Technology

Data Quality
Other
Review Process

Performance Assessment ...
Level
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Home | LR.org Land Readjustment Evaluation Framework Assessment About

.‘ Welcome to LR.org

The aim of LR.org is to contribute to the understanding of LR and raise the awareness of an
internationally accepted evaluation and monitoring methodology, which includes developing the
awareness, a vision and strategies through institutional development, legislation and coordination of
stakeholders under the different aspects of LR.

For these aims; the evaluation framework for land readjustment practices (Yilmaz, et al, 2015) is
established to measure and compare the performance of the existing LR strategies and the website
"LR.org" is created to provide an online platform for this evaluation.

5 Home | LR.org |

® Land Readjustment

» Evaluation Framewaork for LR
b Assessment

b About us

What is Land Readjustment? || The Evaluation Framework for LR || Assessment of LR Practices

2015 | Yildiz Technical University, Land ent R 1 Group | www.landreadjustment.org | All rights reserved.
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Land Readjustment Evaluation Framework Assessment

In the last century, LR has proven to be a successful tool in covering the loss of the wars and natural
disasters and producing serviced land in countries facing a high rate of urbanization. Since the global
problems regarding land are not on the decrease, LR gains even more importance.

Although LR is applied efficiently and successfully in some countries, for some others the level of use and
success are far behind expectations. This diversity of the use and success requires an assessment to be
made to define the cause of the performance gaps.

By using the online assessment forms below, you can make an assessment for the LR practice in your
country via indicators, scorecard or rating. Each evaluation type uses the same good practices which are
published in Yilmaz et al. (2015) however they vary in the level of detail.

« Assessment via indicators is the most detailed evaluation type and each good practice is adressed
by the related indicators.

- Assessment via scorecard is based on the possible predefined answers which the respondents can
chose. This type is less detailed than assessment via indicators.

« Assessment via scale is based on a scale of 1 — 9 which the respondent can rate the achievement of
the good practice in a country by rating.

Assessment of LR via indicators || Assessment of LR via scorecard || Assessment of LR via scale

2015 | Yildiz Technical University, Land it 1 Group | www. justment.org | All rights reserved.
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Evaluation Framework

information sbout the respondent

iame. Surname:

adres

E-mail

asiiaion

Postion:

ase Courtry

policy level \ land policy aspects

Please provide the related information in the last coloum (indicators value) for each indicator.

About

indicators

% I=nd policy including LR shouid exis:

[Erstence o iy for LR (y/n).

Fiot speculation should be prevented

s there any measure to reduce o prevent piot speculation? (y/nj If
&5 I of the avaiable measure.

LR should be quick encugh and simpie to face the urbanization rate.

[1) Initation of the LR projects has areistion wEh ny urbanzation
i cators such asthe urban population, housing needs, exc.? (2) Is
it possbie to impiement theprojects simply and fast? (3)What s
[ihe aversge tme for projects?

LR must be carried out in conjunction with plans.

[1] tst mandatory to implement LR pr ojects in conjunction with
ves 2) How this plan-project dependency is ensured?

LR should be implemented systematicaly; moreover, sanctions
Ishould be appiied for themuncipalites, which do not have:
impiementation programs.

ari=d o (vl 2 s €

0 prepare mplementation programs? (y/n] IFyes, isthere any

anction for the implemerters who do not have mplementation
ograms?

[The infrasr ucture constructions and costs should be included inLR
lprocess

[The consruction process and the coss areincluded in LR process
Jlw/r).

LR should ensure the usage of the land for lovi~cost housing.

[1) st possbie to use LR for afiordable housing? 1 yes, what are the|
[possibilities? 2) What isthe total number of the low=cos housing
r?

2 development agency public, private or community-tased snould
exist.

[Existence of a deveopment agency public, private or community-
lpased (v/n).

[The distribution base shoud be chosen as fnd aeacnly n
lhomogeny aress, for the other areas, land value shouid beused.

[1 Lt of the distribution bases in LR projects. 2) What are the
friteria used in the selection of the digrbution base?
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Land Readjustment

of Land

Evaluation Framework

[ttilizion

JPostion

ase Courtry

Assessment

Please chose the best matching score (either A,B,C or D) for each good practice from the last coloum.

About

Policy Level

A

fa tand poticy including LA shouid exis.

|Gover nment's tand poficy includesal
he details of LR

[Government’s land policy includes
[most of the deraiis of LR

©
e
|ant potcy. However, there are some
jartemps or plens

©
B v premmen'
land poicy. Moreover, thare are no
remptsorplans.

[Piot specuation is reduced by the:

[Pict specuiation is et prevented or

Pict specustion snot prevented or

Fofacetheurbanzsion rate.

he urbanastion rxe

[However itisabie to facethe

prex tion shouid [pioc speculation o e reduced. However, there aresome  feduced. Moreover, there are no
fartemps or plans artemprsorpiane
? i i
b2 shouid be guick A o face [R5 NGE QUCK o Smple encugh. [ER s ot quick or smple encugh. LR 5 rct quck or smple encugh to

[ i
koms shouid be inciuded n LR process.

The
Jpiithe cozs are included in LR progess.

[The infrazructure constructionsand
Imost of thecoss areincluded in LR
Jprocess.

hirbanization rate i2ns e no atempts or pians

[ projects srenct " |Rer 5 n |Rpraecs menc mpemented n

R ;
11:‘:‘;: e anm{’m oy o orjunc plan with plans. However,  konjunction with plans. Mcreover
sensured, ssar pigns pians
[ ehouid be mpiemented
frensicaly; morsover, sanctions | o i e ” LR is no kR isnot
[shoud be ap) for the ﬁm“;@dﬁm Bitaists thev arEnG SancHbis. Jand there are no sanctions However jand the are no sanctions. Mor eover
[municipaiites, which do et have ! pian :
frre irfrasr e irfrasr

he coss arenct ncluded inLR
Jprocess However, there are some:
jprtemms or plans.

he costs arenct nchuded in LR
lpr ccess Moreover, there e no
jartempts orpians.

LR shouid ensure the usage of the land|
or Iow<0R housing

[sffordabie housing coud be

it 5 widely

[Effordabie housng coud be
LR However tisnot

[t isnot possbie to implement
Jatfordable housing with LR, However

[ s not possbie to impement
laffordable housing with LR, However

used Jused widely plans plans
I gency publi, private [ gency enss for LR agency exsts for A gency. Howevsr, [N development agency. Moreover,
for hich works efficiently |Howver, there are some probie: pians sor plans

[The distribution base should be choser|
fpstand ares caly in homiogeny areas,
[fox the other ar ess, land vaueshould
b= used

JBoth Iand and value based & possibie
[snd satection f the digribution base
[pas proper crizeria

[Both fand and vaiue based & possible.
[However there are some problems n
[selaction of the digribution base.

[or 1and based saveisbie Howerer
[there are some attempts ar pianson
lacding the value based nto the
fsistem

lor land besed savaiebie
[Moreovey, there reno ETempts or
lpians on adding the value based into
he sysiem
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www.landreadjustment.org

Home | LR.org Land Readjustment Evaluation Framework Assessment About
A of Land ji 1t via rating
the respondent
Name, Surmame:
jadress:
E-mair
|Effiion

JPostion:
e Country:

Please chose the best rating score on a scale of 1 -9 for each good practice from the last coloum (where "1" represents inadequate and "9"
represents high achievement).

Policy Level \ Land Policy Ascpects

Good Practices Description Saale
s o n your counry
|4 fand policy including LR shouid exis: loy rating on 2 saie of 1 = § where 1 represents inadequats 1020304050607 0809
04 8 represents highly
of ' your counry

IPict specuistion should be prevented. lby rating on 3 xale of 1 - 9 where 1 represents inadequate 1029304050607 0809
chisvemen: and 3 represents highly

[Piease rate the achievement of the go0d practice i your Country,
L quitk encugh and simple to face the. rate Iby rating on 3 waie of 1 - § where 1 represents inagequate 1020304050807 0809
Jachievement and 8 represents highly.

[Please rate the achievement of the gOOd practice n your Country.
LR must be earried out in conjurction with plans. loy rating on 2 Taie of 1 - 8 where 1 represents inadequate 1020304050607 0809
[achievement and 3 represents highly.

2 of

[P nyour coumry
lov ratng on 2 3 of 1 - 9 where 1 represents inacequate 10203040506070809
[schievement and § represents highly

LR should be implemented systematically; moreover, sanctions shou'd be appfed
[for the municipaities, which do not have implemerntation programs.

- Y Our Couniry
[The shouldbe included in LR process. by rating on a Kaie of 1- § where 1 represents inadequate 1020304050607 08 09

2049 represents highty.
[ o nyour country
JLR shouid ensure the usage of the land for low-cost housing. loy rating on 8 ale of 1 - 8 where 1 represerts inadequate 1020304050607 0809

2nd 9 represents highty.
[Piease rate the achievement of the good practice N your CoUriry

[& development agency public, private or community-based should exist Jbv racing on 2 scale o 1 = § where 1 represerts inadequate 1020804 0506070809
|achievement and 9 represents highly.

s 5 ; x of nyour country

The distribut n base shoud be chosen 3 nd areacny nhemegeny aeas for | S8 RO ST EECS e 103 035 04 05 05 07 05 04

he other & ez, and valie shoud be used
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Land Readjustment

As the first case study of the evaluation framework, we evaluate the
Turkish LR by using the good practices and their indicators and measure
the extent in which they are meeting in different evaluation levels and
aspects and find out the performance gaps of LR strategies that need
improvements.
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The Form of the Evaluation Framework

The Evaluation Framework For Land Readjustment Practices

IZINELG) A I Aspects Good practices Indicators

Land Policy
. Legal
Policy Level i .
Financial
Social

EVERI NI (&)l Project Management
(0,1 L0 BV R RS Bl Technical Principles
Capacity Building

Research & Development
External Factors

Level Technology

Data Quality
Other

Review Process
Performance Assessment
Level

www.landreadjustment.org 11

SOFIA 2015

Land Readjustment
The Evaluation Framework For Land Readjustment Practices

IAZINETO) I SE I Aspects Good practices Indicators

Land Policy

Policy Level

Management and
Operational Level

External Factors

Review Process

www.landreadjustment.org 18
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Policy Level / Land Policy Aspects

Good Practices

Plot speculation should be
prevented.

LR should be quick enough
and simple to face the
urbanization rate.

conjunction with plans.

Indicators

A land policy including LR Existence of a government policy for LR transformation
should exist. (y/n)

Evaluation of Turkish LR

Yes partially defined. However, urban
projects are
considered more important than LR
after 2009,

(1) Is there any measure to reduce or
prevent plot speculation? (y/n) If yes, list of No, however it is planned.
the available measures

(1) Initiation of the projects is
associated with the urbanization and

(1) Initiation of the LR projects has a number of the building permits
relation with any urbanization indicators given in a year is associated with the
such as the urban population, housing urban Iland
needs, etc? (2) Is it possible to implement transformation is rapid however
the projects simply and fast? (3) What is the physical transformation is slow. (3)
average time for projects?

stock. (2) Legal

No average time for the projects, it
depends on the financial of the
implementer.

(1) Is it mandatory to implement LR LR is implemented in conjunction
LR must be carried out in projects in conjunction with plans (y/n), if with the upper plan (master plan)
yes, (2) How this plan-project dependency and the lower plan (subdivision
is ensured?

plan) is generated by the projects.

FIG Working Week
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Policy Level / Land Policy Aspects

Good Practices

LR should be implemented
systematically; moreover,
sanctions should be applied for
the municipalities, which do

not have implementation
programs.
The infrastructure

constructions and costs should
be included in LR process,

LR should ensure the usage of
the land for low-cost housing.

Indicators

(1) LR projects are carried out
systematically (y/n).

(2) Is it mandatory to prepare
implementation programs? (y/n)

If yes, is there any sanction for the
implementers who do not have
implementation programs?

The construction process and the costs
are included in LR process (y/n).

(1) Is it possible to use LR for
affordable housing? If yes, what are
the possibilities? (2) What is the total
number of the low-cost housing
implemented via LR?

Evaluation of Turkish LR

Partially systematic as it is mandatory
to prepare a 5 year program however
no sanctions to implement the
program.

The construction process and the costs
are not included however, it is planned
to be soon,

It is impossible to use LR for affordable
housing with the current legislation.
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Land Readjustment

Management and
Operational Level

External Factors

Review Process

Indicators

The Evaluation Framework For Land Readjustment Practices

Evaluation Levels ¥illusy

. Legal
Policy Level

Good practice

illge="

t
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Policy Level / Legal Aspects

Good Practices

Legal recognition through enabling
legislation which covers all the

details and standard procedures of

the processes.

LR should be a flexible procedure in
which different financial models can
be implemented by  various
implementers in different urban
areas.

Uniformity in LR, integration with the
related laws and the relationship
between LR and the other land
acquisition tools should be ensured,

Original landowners should stay in
the project area after the LR project.

Indicators

(1)Existence of a legal basis (y/n),
(2) list of the processes that doesn't
have a legal basis.

List of the (1) areas (2) financial
models and (3) implementers of LR.

(1) Uniformity in LR, (2) Integration
with the related laws and (3)
relationship between the other land
acquisition tools are ensured (y/n)?
Is there any legal measure for
landowners to remain after the
project? (y/n)

Evaluation of Turkish LR

Every process have a legal basis,

(1) The areas that have a
Development Plan, (2) One financial

model (2) Municipalities,
governships and the related
ministry.

Uniformity is provided mostly,
however, there are some problems.

No legal measure however as the
process is land-based landowners
usually remain title.
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Policy Level / Legal Aspects

Good Practices Indicators Evaluation of Turkish LR

LR should have a solution for the Is there any solution for landowners
landowners whom are compelled to who want to leave the project? (y/n) No leaving possibility.
participate or may lose out. If yes, list them.

It is possible for land ownership

disputes to cause delays in projects? e e

cause delays in projects.

Land ownership disputes should not
hold up the process.

(v/n)

Conversion of co-ownership into sole [ p0§51ble t.o conver.t t.he- €9 No possibility for converting co-
ownership under certain conditions Qurenin L0ty e ownershi into individual
should bepensured ownersiup b/ i) i e ownership

; (2) What are the criteria? p:
Standards should be ensured for all Details of the technical processes are
LR activities and procedures such as The technical processes of LR have provided with the law, regulations,
planning, subdivision, valuation and adequate standards (y/n). case laws and circulars of the related
el ministries,

www.landreadjustment.org 23

Land Readjustment

The Evaluation Framework For Land Readjustment Practices

Evaluation Levels .5 Indicators Good practice

Policy Level . .
Financial

Management and
Operational Level

External Factors

Review Process
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Economical and Financial Aspects

Good Practices

LR procedure should be self
financial and should ensure cost
recovery

The government body should be
responsible for creaming off the
development gains and capture
value increases.

The sharing of project costs and
benefits must be made among the
actors.

Low-interest credit should be
obtained from banks or private
institutions for the self-financing of
the projects.

A variety of other sources of subsidy
should be available.

Indicators

(1) List of the cost recovery tools
and their efficiency. (2) What is the
max, average and minimum cost
recovery in the projects [%)/

(1) List of the value capture tools,
(2) What is the max, average and
minimum value capture in the
projects (%) ?

(1)List of the cost payers.

(2) What is the max, average and
min percentage of the costs paid by
each actor?

Is it possible to obtain low-interest
credits?

List of the subsidies that can be
used in LR.

Evaluation of Turkish LR

The LR authority undertakes almost
all the costs. Only max 40 % of the
LR area could be taken for the
infrastructure areas.

The landowners take all the value

increase.

Except for the land deduction, the LR
authority undertakes all the costs.

It is not accommodated.

Generally, no subsidies.

FIG Working Week
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Evaluation Levels

Policy Level

Management and
Operational Level

External Factors

Review Process

Aspects

Social

Indicators

Land Readjustment

The Evaluation Framework For Land Readjustment Practices

Good practice
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Social Aspects

Good Practices

Participation should be ensured.

In LR process, transparency
should be obtained.

LR should provide equity and
equality among landowners in
terms of the estimation and the
sharing project costs and profits.

Assistance and support from the
public is necessary.

Landowners understanding and
confidence should be promoted.

Indicators

(1) Does participation ensured in
the projects (y/n),

(2) if yes, what is the participation
type (direct or indirect)?

(1) Every step is transparent in LR
(y/n),

(2) list of the nontransparent
processes.

(1) Is there any assessment
process for equality of
landowners,

(2) how is the sharing of the costs
and the profits?

List of public supports for the
projects.

The LR projects are explained in
details to the landowners. (y/n)

Evaluation of Turkish LR

No direct participation possibility, all the
stages of the projects are undertaken by
the LR authority regardless of the
landowners consent and the landowners
are only informed of the project by the
public announcement.

Project details are transparent for every
landowner however, the decisions related
to the projects are taken in isolation.

Equality among the landowners can not be
provided. It is assumed that for every
landowner equality is established by
taking equal land deduction rate. The costs
are not shared with landowners and the
profits are not calculated or collected by
the government,

The municipalities undertakes almost all
the costs.

Landowners are only informed of the
project by the public announcement and
they have the right to examine the details
of the projects.

FIG Working Week
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Evaluation Levels

Policy Level

Management and

Operational Level

External Factors

Review Process

Land Readjustment
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n Framework For Land Readjustment Practices

Aspects

Project Management

Indicators

Good practice
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Project Management Aspects

Good Practices

The administration of LR needs
to be equipped with a sufficient
number of technical personnel
in terms of quality, quantity and
resources.

Recruitment of technical
personnel to in-service training
is required.

Inter-project cooperation,
coordination and sharing of
experience and information
should be ensured

Indicators

What is the percentage of the
implementers within the total that
are equipped with adequate
technical personnel in terms of
quality, quantity and resources?

Existence of a sustainable training
activity (y/n) if yes what is the %?

Existence of a platform for inter-
project cooperation, coordination
and sharing of experience and
information? (y/n)

Evaluation of Turkish LR

Generally, only some of the municipalities
that are located in the big cities have
adequate technical personnel in terms of
quality, quantity and resources, No
information is available in %.

No training activity.

No such platform.
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Technical Principles

Good Practices

Feasibility about the suitability of the
land for LR should be determined
before the project.

Timing of the projects should be
arranged with respect to the
suitability of the land for LR.

Decisions about the size of the project
area should be done with respect to
the success possibility.

The parcels produced with the LR
project should have optimum shapes
for development to provide economic
sites for development projects.

Either land or value base, the
allocation criteria should be well-
modelled.

In LR implementations high-level real
estate appraisal expertise is required.

Indicators

(1) Does the feasibility of the project
areas are investigated before the
implementations? (2] If yes what are
the criteria?

Existence of a criterion for the timing
of the project. (y/n) If yes, what are
the criteria?

(1) What is the general LR size which
can be accepted as a successful project
area?

(2) What is the average LR size in the
projects?

After LR, the parcels have the
optimum shapes for development

(v/n).

List of the existing criteria for the
allocation. How is the allocation
process?

(1) List of the methods. (2)
Assessment of the accuracy (y/n)

Evaluation of Turkish LR

Yes, however only, the legal and
physical feasibility is analyzed.

No criterion for the timing of
the projects.

No general LR size that could be
accepted as a successful project
area. It depends on the financial
of the municipalities.

Yes, the parcels usually have the
optimum shapes for
development.

The calculations of the
allocation process is only based
on the land area and details are
given n the paragraph.

No valuation.
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Land Readjustment

Aspects Good Practices
Capacity The ongoing education about
Building LR should be ensured,
Recoaichs The researchers sh.ou.ld .be
included for the optimization
Development
of the system.
Technology GIS usage Is essential.
Data used in the LR
implementations should have
adequate quality.
Data Quality el
Adequate cadastral records.
Political concerns shouldn't
Sibers affect LR projects.

Indicators

Number of workshops and
seminars, etc.

Number of research projects
and institutes related with LR.

LR databases are integrated
with other databases through
a GIS (y/n?)

The data which are used in
the LR projects such as
planning and valuation has
adequate quality.

What are the properties of the
cadastral  data?  (capture
method, quality and accuracy]
(1) Is it possible for political
issues to effect LR decisions?
(2) Is there any measure
concerning the elimination of
the political effects? (y/n)

Evaluation of Turkish LR

No systematic workshops and
seminars, etc.

No research projects however,
there are 19 departments in
different universities.

There are some databases
which could provide
information about the
projects however, they are not
integrated.

The data that are used in the
LR projects are sufficient in
terms of capture method,
quality and accuracy.

The data that is required in
the projects have adequate
quality.

It is possible for political
issues to effect LR decisions
and no measure is taken so
far.
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Land Readjustment

Aspects Good Practices Indicators

Performance A systematic mechanism to Euist ‘ i .
Assessment  improve and develop LR ::;:sr::[e ?“? el B
Aspect system should be available. b i

Evaluation of Turkish LR

Projects are legally
controlled by the related
authority  however no
regular review process for
the land readjustment
system.
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Although LR is applied efficiently and successfully in soo@untries, for some
others, the level of use and success are far behind exmgealfihis diversity of
the use and success requires an assessment to be made ¢othiefiause of the
performance gaps.

The literature provides an adequate background to the nteracteristics and
the use of LR in different countries. However, no study thdecuately
established a framework providing the systematic evaluaif LR.

Furthermore, most of the research on evaluation framewioidisses on different
aspects of land management and land administration, yetdd®s to be the
common missing component.

The evaluation framework presented in this study, theegfgains importance by
being thefirst evaluation framework in the LR domain.

Moreover, the evaluation of Turkish LR is the first case gtafithis framework.
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