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Anahtar Kelimeler:  
The Effect of Landscape Equipment Elements on Housing Prices: Kilis 

Case 
Abstract 

Land value increases associated with increased migration and industrialization, as a result, the city plans 
are made as income based and the residential gardens which are the basic building blocks of environmental 
sustainability are minimized or completely eliminated in this system.  
 In this study, the variation of prices in the housing market has been attempted to be determined depending on 
houses which have landscape equipment elements in different sizes and qualities. The study has been conducted 

District. In the first phase of the study, by determining the existing housing 
features, a suitable housing which can represent all of the study has been chosen. In the second phase, the prices 
that individuals are willing to pay extra, in the case that the houses have different utilization characteristics and 
landscape equipment elements, are determined by the survey. In the last phase, the data obtained are evaluated 
through statistical analysis in order to determine the relationship between landscape equipment elements and 
housing pricing, and the price increase in the event that the houses have green spaces in different sizes and 
functions. According to the results of analysis, it is determined that there is a direct correlation between green 
space elements with housing, and the housing recipients are willing to increase in price parallel to green space 
size and the amount of equipment elements. 
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Denklemde; 
 

 
  

 
X Y 

 
  

 
 

 
 

 
 

Cinsiyet (%)  Erkek     
30 70      18-24 25-29 30-34 35-39 40-44 45+ 
20,8 24,2 19,2 15 15 5,8 Medeni Durum (%) Evli Bekar     
61,7 38,3     

(%) Yok 1-2 3-4 5+   
41,7 39,2 15,8 3,3   (%) 

 
Okur-
Yaz. 

 Ortaokul Lise ve D.   
1,7 9,2 11,7 26,7 50,9  

 1-3 3-5 5-7    
32,5 39,2 22,5 5,8   

 1 2 3    
44,2 45 9,2 1,7   (%) 0-2000 2000-5000     
36.7 42.5 20.8    

 
onut sahibi olmak isteyen bu ailelerin gelir 
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Tercih 
Sebebi (%)   

Yeni 
Daireler  

 Sosyal 
  

Sosyoeko
nomik 

 
 

35 32,5 15,8 45 6,7 19,2 3,4 

 
grupta (0-2000, 2000-

-3000, 3000-7000, 7000-
 10  

 
 

Net Gelir 
 

0-3000 TL 3000  7000 TL 7000  15000 TL zeri 
            

0-2000  25,0 18,2 12,1 6,1 7,6 9,8 1,5 6,8 4,5 0,8 0,8 6,8 
2000-5000 20,3 11,8 5,9 7,8 10,5 9,2 4,6 7,8 8,5 0,7 3,3 9,8 

 21,3 14,7 9,3 9,3 13,3 6,7 1,3 2,7 12,0 1,3 2,7 5,3 
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7 m2  
10 m2  
 14 m2 /  

 
 

 

 

 

enmesi gerekmektedir. 
 

 
 

Varyasyon 
 

Serbestlik
Derecesi 

Kareler 
 

Kareler Ort. Hesaplanan 
 Derecesi 

Reg. Denk. 
(Y=a+bx) 

Regresyon 1 2201661830 2201661830  
 71,257 

 
01 

Y=176799+ 
(866.057X) Regr. Sapma 35 10968587468 30897429 

Toplam 356 13170249299 36995082 

belirli bir X Y 
 

Konutun 
Kent 
Dokusu 
i Yeri 

Konutun 
Ortalama 

 
(TL) 

 
   

TL 
 

TL 
 

TL 
 

Semti 
176.799 182.861 3.42 185.459 4.90 188.924 6.85 
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