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ABSTRACT

TWO MODES OF URBANIZATION AND URBANISM IN A PERIPHERAL TOWN

OF TURKEY: THE CASE OF BEYPAZARI]

ERBAS, HMehmet
FPh. D., Department of Sociology

Supervisor: Prof. Dr. Bahattin AKZIT

March 1885, 444 pages

This study has two basic aims. First, it deals with
operational identification of vurbanization in a peripheral
city  in Turkey. Second, it de;is with explanatory
‘capability of the conventional concepts of urbanization and
urbanisﬁ. It has been assumed that any scientific concept
should be universally applicable across all historical and
structural cases, and hence, urbanization is understood as
the people’s adjustment to the city rather han
industrialism, capitalism etc.. Similar to this approaches
developed by neo-Ecolcgists and neo-Harxists, urbanization

has " further been elaborated as adjijustment of human



relations in space, time and economy. Hence, two further
modes of urbanization have been defined. The first one,
called “local mode’, denotes the people’s adjustment to the
city of residence; and the second one, called “global
mode’, designates people’s adjustment to the other cities

and villages in the country and the World.

In this context, two main hypotheses have been
fermulated and critically evaluated on the basis of
collected data. First one assumes that definition of
uvrbanization, that disregards the inter-city distinctions
and differences, and thereby, equates the urbanism to the
nativity, as it has so far done in urban sociology, will
have less capability to explain modern urban reality.
Second hypothesis asserts that, the concept of urbanization
that considers inter- and intra-city distinctions and
differences will be a remarkably more explanatory
independent wvariable for socio—cuitural analysis. This
cbnception of urbanization comprehends urbaniswm as national
citizenship rather than individualism. Statistical analyses
of collected data supports the hypotheses; and paves the
way for return the concept of wurbanization into urban
sociology as a more plausible determinant of socioc-cultural
structuration.

Keywords: Urbanization, L.ocal - Urbanization, Global

Urbanization, Small-Town, Turkey.



IK1 KENTLESME TARZI VE KENTL1LIK:

TLRKIYE'DE BIR TASRA KASABASI-BEYPAZAR! DRNEG!

IT
i

ERBAS, Mehnmet
Doktora Tezi, Sosyocloji B&liimi
Tez Yoneticisi: Prof. Dr. Bahattin AKEZIT

Mart 1885, 444 sayfa

Bu ¢al:zmanin 1iki ana konusu vardir. ilk olarak,
kentlezme kavraminin operasyonel igeriei, bir tasra
ortam:inda tanimlamaya calisilmistair. tkinci olarak,
kentlezme kavraminin, kentlilik kavraﬁz arac:lig: ile giz

onitnde bulundurulan toplumsal varocluzu agiklama becerisi

i

arestirilm:st:r. Lalizma boyunca, bilimsel kavramlarin tim

|l

tarihsel ve yapisal durumlarda kullanilabilir, evrensel
gecerlilikte olmalar: gerefi benimsenmis; ve boylece
kentlezme, sansyilesme veya kapitalistlesme olarak dezil,
fakat insanlarin kentle bitiinleszmesi biciminde
tan:nlanmwistir. Kentle bu bitinleszsme, yeni-Ekolojist ve

yeni-Farxistlerin yaptic: gibi, mekanda, zasmanda ve ekonomi

iii



iginde sekillenen insan 1iligkileri G{zerinde irdelenmeye
gayret de edilmistir. Bu nedenle, iki yeni kentlecme tafz1
tanilanmistir. Yerel kentlezme tarzi olarak adlandirilan,
ilk kentlesme tarz:i, insanlarin iginde oturduklar:i kentle
biitiinlesmelerini anlatirken; kiiresel kentlecsme tarzx‘olarak
adlandirilan ikinci kentlesme tarzi, insanlarin diger kent

ve kiylerle biitiinleszmelerini anlatir

Bu baslamda, arastirmanin iki ana hipotezi vard:r. 1lk
hipotez, kent sosyolojisi icinde genel olarak dosinialdaso
gibi, kentler-arasi uzski:klar: ve farklil:klar: gdz oOnidnde
bulundurmayan, ve dolayisiyle kentlilik 1ile yerliligi
ayn:last:ran, her tirden kentlezme kavraminin, teoplumsal
gergesi agiklamakta yetersiz olacagini: wvarsaysr. lkinci
hipotez ise, deginilen wuzaklik ve farkliliklar: gz Oninde
bulunduran her tiirden kentlesme kavram:n:in, toplumsal
ctzilmleme igcin givenilir bir basimsiz degizken olacagin:
styler. Bu kentlesme anlayig:, kenfliligi de, bireycilik
zeklinde degil, fakat ulusal wvatandasl:ik olarak tanimlar.
Toplanan verilerin istatistik ¢&Szimlewmesi, bu gipatezleri
desteklemiz; wve kentlezme kavram:nin, kent sosyolojisi
igine, toplumsal yapilanmanin dnemli bir belirleyeni olarak

geri donbzsiiniin yolu agilmistair.

Anahtar sGzcikler: Kentlesme, Yesrel Kentlesme, Kiresel

Kentlecsme, Kasaba, Tirkiye-
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CHAPTER 1t

INTRODUCTION

1.1 Research Problem and Urban Sociology

This study attempts to analyze urbanization and urbanism in
a small peripheral town of Turkey. In this sense, | believe
that the very basic concepts of city, wurbanization, and
urbanism should be defined as quantitative categories at
first in order to elaborate their relations as much as
possible. Otherwise, monographic descriptions of social
facts as qualitative categories on frequency accounts let
the researchers be a comrade of conservative thought rather
than maintain an analytical mind.:? They necessarily
intended towards identifying the biggest group in
population and their more visible /dominant tendencies as
either the bases and leading forces of future formations or
the antagonists of leading groups and tendencies. This
second assessment, however, can only be available if
precisely constructed theories exist; such as the theories

of modernization. Unfortunately, the theory, verifiesd at



once and brought the dominance at academic community for
different incentives, can easily maintain itself by further
studies even if it can be falsified already. What makes
modernization theory conservative is not its compulsions
introducing extermnal -and more developed- mechanisms
primarily of economic and political relations; but its
coercion to keep and / or to establish Christian
rationality for all other areas (Perlman, 1975).% Hence,
it misunderstood non-western and antecedently non-christian
cases; such as slums in Latin America or cities and

urbanization at, so called, the Third World.

‘'The analyses of Lipton (1977) and Myrdal (1968) well
evidenced how modernist projections are exaggerations even
if modernist thought has still searched how economic
development would be satisfied with ‘“unlimited supply of
labour” (Lewis, 1970) absorbed in ‘modern small industry’
(Staley and Morse, 1965), *firm economy’ (Geertz, 1863) or
*informal sector’ (Sethuraman, 1876a; 1985); although most
aof those *potential laborers’ were actually unemployed
(Friedman and Lackington, 1973) and ‘“marginal peasants’
which generates a ‘wost ingenious paradox® in cities.
(McGee, 1973; 1977a; 1977b; 1979). For Lipton and Myrdal,
cities of less-developed areas are not functioning as
growth centers; but they are rather extracted (pul led)

necessary domestic resources, not only of natural resources
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but also labour force and potential entrepreneurs for the
further development of larger metropolitan centers of other
lands, as it is obvious on massive and répid immigration
into largest primate cities (Hoselitz, 1960b; 1960c; 1962;
McGee, 1968). This is largely satisfied by rising
expectations although real income differences are not too
significant (Harris and Todaro, 1970; Todaro, 1968; 1971;
Bhagwati and Srinivasan, 1974 ; Tekeli, et.al. 1976).
Nevertheless, modernist thought, with its non-Marxist and
Marxist variants, generates theories of over-urbanization
(Swith, 1982; Bradshaw, 19853, hyper-urbanization
(Friedman, 1976; Friedman and Lackington, 1973; Friedman
and Sullivan, 1974), dependent urbanization (Tekeli; 1977),
under-developed urbanization (Roberts, 1978) etc.. For all,
it is already given that the cities of third world nations
do not well correspond to the common features of ‘real
cities®” which were firstly formulated by Weber (1958) by
his distinctions between capitalist /industrial and other
cities of Occidental, Oriental, Islamic, Chinese, Russian
and so on; although real capitalist cities can never ever
be yielded in any historical situation (Martindale, 1958).
And it is already evidenced that real cities of Weber are
not occurring within the womb of feudal monarchy (as Marx
expected) and under the leadership of Protestant
bourgeoisie as cardinal’incentives of West Europeans (as

Weber expected); but they were created rather by long term



trade which is accelerated by other marginal individuals of
Feudal monarchs and sailors of other ethnic groups, such as
Muslims and Vikings (Pirenne, 1982; 1983); But it was still
accepted that all those new cases were the examples of
pseudo-urbanization (Reissman, 1964; McGee, 1967), but not

raal ot o all.

Weber (1958) argues that real city is only the Capitalist
city of Western Europe. He clarifies sub-forms of rsaal
cities as industrial, commercial, agricultural, mining
settlements etc. as alive and developing capitalist
societies. All other forms of cities are not real cities
Lecaune Lhey do nolt. have all the characleristbacoun ol Lhe
city althougnh they have some of them. It is not enough to
be a city for any settlement to have a considerable amount
of people and market place and somelother characteristics;
but it is basically necessary to have wmarket and money
economy free from surrounding rural /feudal rules. If there

isv no free mavket oconomy, there is no city.

In this sense, Weber equates city and capitalism to each
other and he has also identified varieties of
characteristics about the growth of city. As it is
relatively well-known, Weber also argues that capitalism
can only be arisen if individual persons have the spirit of

capitalism, i.a., Protestant Fthic. Honce, he defines



urbanization as a process of fraternization among urban

residents with Protestant  beliefs. It will lead to
constitute necessary social, political’ and cultural
institutions; such as an autonomous court, church,

political assembly etc. as the characteristic aspects of a

*civic culture’.

This emphasis of real and other forms has indeed largely
been suffered in urban sociology in two ways of 1) Human
Ecology of ~-so called- Chicago School and 2) neo-Marxist
formulations at the late 1960s and 1980s. History of urban
sociology has also taken shape in two basic stages with
their controversial schools of thought (London, 1987;
Smith, 1982; Bradshaw, 198%5; 1987; Walton, 1981; Saunders,
1989; Peet and Thrift, 1988b). It seems that it is possible
to diversify two historical stages around the World War 11;
and to elaborate diversities in the first stage because it
has a relatively longer history and precisely established
definitions of city, urbanization, urbanism and concomitant

issues.

Early ecologists who can be called as ‘localists’ accepted
that city was basically a locality where a human community
had settled with its larger, wmore condensed and
heterogenecus population than the rural equivalents. They

--gonsidered city as one of the human communities, which were



functioning with the same rules of natural ecological
systems of other species (McKenzie, 19673. All the
communities would be organized in accordance with a balance

between size and densities of their population and

N

facilities of surrounding nature. If resources were scarce
due to the increases of sizes and densities of populations,
natural species would necessarily disappear or migrate into
another area, or transform by themselves into another
species within the law of survival! of the fittest through
the mechanisms of natural selection, except humaﬁ animal.
Human = kind could produce necessary weans to gel wmaxiwmum
bénefits from nature rather than just to collect and gather
natural products, and to transform its body into another
form. It was also able to reorganize its communily
structures because it had the innovative ability of
locomotion. rather than wmigrating to other areas out of
necessity. In this context, early ecologists, with an

explicit assumption of evolutionary growth, argue that

rural gnd urban communities are two basic forms of settled
human communities. They have totally contradictory
characteristicsg and the urban communities, which have
arisen historically later than the rural ones, have
naturally more waturated forms of individual persons, human

relations, community organization, etc..

Thus, human ecology formulates the basic question of urban
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sociology as a search for how the size and deﬁsity of
population influences people’s accommodation on space, and
how their accommodation influences their social group
formation as an urban community (Wirth, 1964d). They have
particularly limited themselves with the analyses of wurban
bases of human relations rather than biological, cultural,

occupational and similar ones. But, it is unreal to believe

that they have totally disregarded those issues,
particularly economic ones (Saunders, 1989). On the
contrary, they have largely accounted economic relations
under the term of division of labour, i.e., heterogeneity,
occurred 1in the processes of invasion and people’s

adjustment or accommodation into wurban space. For early
localists, invasion means not only housing and
accommodation but the division of labour which is realized
through not only formal organizations but also spatial
areas. However, they have presumably accepted that
heterogeneity conveyed intermediary variables which are
given shape in accordance with the determinants of the size
and densities of population free from its members® inner
born qualifications which are induced from their original
countries. By a very strong belief on US politics, they
also assume that social diversification of urban community
which based inner-born or historically given and socially
"achieved characteristics of individual persons, such as

race and social class differences, can not lead to the



social dissolution or socialist revolution by violent
social movements. But, they have evenly been adjusted with
each other on underlying sevolutionary mechanisms of urban

system.

In this context, urban ecology attempts to explore the
mechanisms explaining how people’s places in urban space
determine their social places because they have already
accepted that structure of urban space and people’s places
in this space reflect their levels of urbanization (Park,
1967; Burges, 1967b; McKenzie, 1967). Unfortunately, they
have very simply formulated their questions for urban
" researchers as to identify urban areas with their places in
urbanization and people’s adjustment with those areas by
the way of neighborhoods and occupations to see their level
of wurbanization. But, fortunately, their elaborations on
social heterogeneity and their presumption of rural-urban
controversy gave rise to further elaborations of very basic
characteristics of cities, their adjacent communities and
individual persons, that they are occurred in rural-urban

dichotomy and continuum models.

Rural~urban dichotomy model, known also by the names of
Sorokin and Zimmerman, (1929) has strongly claimed that
urban communities have contrasting characteristics with

rural communities basically with respect to the size,



density and heterogeneity of their populations (Duncan and
Reis, 1956; Mann, 1965). Those factors let further
distinction at all spheres of human relations. For example,
people in wurban communities engaged Principally in
manufacturing, mechanical pursuits, trade, commerce and
professions, gaoverning and other non-agricultural
activities 1in contrast to rural communities consisting
totally of cultivators.?® In this context, Mann also argues
that social differences between rural and urban communities
can be classified wunder four main titles of population
structure, vital statistics, health statistics and social
statistics. Urban communities have proportionately more
women in urban areas and age structure is also more top-
shaped in the same places and so on. In this way, rural-
urban dichotomy models have identified urbanism as a list
of variables about all spheres of human being rather than
limiting itself within the boundaries of socio-cultural
aspects. However, those models have not any distinctive

definitions of basic concepts from early localist.

On the other hand, Wirth (1964a; 1964b; 1964c; 1964d;
1964f), a former student of human ecology, has critically
argued that localities and their adjusted communities can
not be ‘identified as wurbane just because of their
fulfillment of some very basic characteristics on space and

economy. They can only be urbane if they have urbanism as a
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'way of /life. City should be comprehended as a community
which necessarily has certain cultural aspects rather than
as a mere locality. If there is no urbaﬁism there is no
urban community; and if there is no urban community there
will be no city. Thus, Wirth has identified varieties of
characteristics about communities and individuals under the
nterm of wurbanism in order to identify whether communities

and individual persons are really urbane or not.

Wirth’s definitions on city and urbanism can also be seen
as proper contemplations of Weber®'s typologies on cities.
But, Wirth gave opportunities for non-christians to succeed
urbanization ard urbanism although his antecedent Weber has
no possibilities for the people of other cultures by their
own inherited natures to have a real city, to be an urban
people as well as to be a capitalist, to have a proper
industrial development etc.. Hence, Wirth’s theses on
urbanism have also been used for wurban analysis in the
theories of modernization that are implicitly arguing that
the Spirit of capitalism 1is a rational action rather than
crude articles of Protestant church; although they have
still shared similar prejudices about non-christians

(Perlman, 1975).*

However, question for  urban studies has still been

formulated to describe how much a particular city has basic
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characteristics of urban community as they have been
identified by the models of rural-urban dichotomy, Wirth
and other communalist or culturalist aﬁalysts. Sjoberg
(1966; 1980) makes it easy to study identification of basic
characteristics of a real city through his famous typology
on pre—-industrial city. He argues that the city which human
ecology and rural-urban dichotomy approaches have defined
is an industrial city which has based on the usage of
inanimate sources of energy. But there are pre-industrial

cases which are based on animate energy sources. The city

-+should simply be defined as ‘a community of substantial

size and population density that shelters a variety of non-
agricultural specialists, including a literate elite' to
consider pre-industrial examples in history of urbanization
(Sjoberg, 1969: 27). Sjoberg has also identified a list of
physical, social and political determinants to define pre-
industrial and industrial cities. Hence, he gives rise to
the theories of modernization that focus on the analysié of
obstacles preventing the use of inanimate energy and other
qualifications of industrial city in pre-industirial cases;
such as money and market economy, democracy, high level of
social mobility, education etc. by an implicit assumption
that real dynamics of modermnization, industrialization and
urbanization (i.e. market and money economy) are external
for pre—indqstrial arceas. They are transitional cases where

transition has been accelerated by external factors.®
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By the analyses of Sjoberg, early localist and culturalist
formulations of ﬂuman ecology with their underlying
assumption of rural-urban controversy begah to be reshaped
on the bases of the controversies of energy sources,
relations of transactions and production, system of
stratification, education etc.. Hence, the first stage of
urban sociology ended; and then, the cities began to be re-
classified within themselves as industrial, pre-industrial
and transitional examples rather than real and pseudo forms
(Reissman, 1964). Cities of recently developing societies
can be considered as different forms of urbanization rather

than real and pseudo cases (Friedman, 1966).

On the other hand, it is more difficult to comprehend the
second stage of historical development of urban sociology
not only because of its younger age but also because of its
wider scope of theoretical diversities. 1t has mainly
corresponded to neo-Marxist challenges against classical
ecologists (Saunders, 1989). But, there are still
successors of localist and culturalist emphases of the
former era; and neo-Marxism has varieties within itself.
Those varieties are considered under different
classifications; like a separation between neo-ecologism
and political economy approaches, neo-Weberians and neo-
Marxists, where the latter ones have also been diversified

under two main titles of students of political economy and
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collective consumptions; humanist and structuralist and so
on (Bradshaw, 1985; 1987; Smith, 1982; 1985; Gottdiener,
1985; 1987a; 1987b; Peet and Thrift, .1989; Corbridge,
1988). Nevertheless, it can also be argued that all those
diversifications have placed in the same conventional
tendency® because both schools of thought have already
dealt with same the ambiguous concepts of city,
urbanization and urbanism. And then, they have already
advised the same research methodologies and policies for
urban quéstions, such as poverty, location, housing etc.

(Gans, 1984).

One of the very basic features of this second stage of
urban sociology seems that the Third World cities have
primarily been taken into consideration rather than the
cities of advanced capitaliist nations. In this sense, one
of the very modest conceptualizations have been made under
the name ‘of generative and parasitic cities in order to
grasp differvencos boltwoen  capitalist industrial cities and
olher cities of Lhe Third World (Hosolitz, 19%%). They have
arbitrarily come together in a historical moment although
they should wvirtually belong to different theoretical
stages in human history in accordance with theories of
modernization. Parasitic cities as they are identified also
by the terms of pseudo-, over-, oOr hyper~urbénization are

made up of attracted masses emigrated by rising expectation
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(Todaro, 1971)7 despite the fact that cities have not
enough industrial facility to absorb them as wage workers
(Kiray, 1972). Migrant masses have begun to build squatters
as their own particular way of shelter, called as
*Gecekondu’ in Turkish® and generated their own particular
forms of work, seeking to pick up informal income

opportunities (Hart, 1973).

Similarly, Geertz (1963) argues that there are two fields
of work in the Third World urban areas which are identified
by the terms of firm and bazaar economies as Staley ‘and
Morse (1965) called them as modern and traditional
industries, and as they are identified as forumal and
informal sectors, :later (Sethuraman, 1975; 1976a; 1976b;
1985). Bazaar economies which are residuals of traditional
forms of work are very common in the Third World cities.
Urbanization and industrialism have gone parallel to the
disappearance of bazaar economies and establishment of firm
econbmies. Thus, urban analyses have considerably condensed
on descriptive analyses of economic relations in wurban

areas of the Third World.

7 Descriptive analyses of modernization have also found their

descriptive model of explanation which has classified
cities as sub-parts of a global world system (Friedman,

1988a; 1988b; 1988Bc¢; 1988d; Friedman and Wolf, 1982). After
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Friedman identified two concepts of urbanization (Friedman,
1966); his studies argue that internal structures of
cities, i.e., "life space’ of human kind; should only be
comprehended with respect to surrounding urban system,
i.e., ‘economic space,’' which is organized on world-scale.

In this sense, the definition of cores, peripheries and

intermediary centers has importance to suggest internal

structures of c¢ities more than the characteristics of
population, space allocation, energy sources etc.. This
approach neglects internal dynamics of particular

settlements which make them either local, national or world
city (Korf, 1987); but it is still in use. The questions of
urban reseérch have already been formulated as to search
how much particular cities have placed in global systems in
which pre-definitions about natures of cities are made
because it makes it easy to arrive at academic conclusions

about national totalities.?

Fortunately, such studlies gave rise to the determining new
attributes of city, urbanization and urbanism. Indeed, it
has already verified that small scale non-industrial urban
..areas have particular socio-cultural aspects rather
different from larger industrial areas. Lynd and Lynd
(1929) have exemplified that the middle town has been
characterized by voluntary social associations, settled

around church school etc..?!?® Similarly, Vidich and
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Bensman (1968) have also verified that peripheral and core
areas have virtually different structures with different
causes of surrounding ‘mass socliety’. .Abu—Lughood (1968;
1969) has also indicated that wurbanization has been
realized around voluntary associations and similar forms of
informal seocial solidarity among migrants in squatter areas
of the Third World cities. There is no sense in evaluatingb
them as a paradox which are generated by peasants who have
resided in city as McGee (1973; 1977a; 1979) and most
others have argued (Suzuki, 1960; 1?64; 1966; L.Levine,
1973a; 1973b; SHenyapilz, 1981; Senyapil, 1978). In fact,
urbanization has also no success in destroying primary
relations among migrants accommodated in a metropolitan
area. It seems that the folk culture is strong enough to
live in wurban areas although it were already assumed that
the folk culture would disappear as the time goes on. To
the contrary, migrants have successfully refreshed their
ethnic origins as a particular urban phenomena as it is

seen also as housing classes (Rex and Moore, 1967).

Some Marxist formulations which are called as politicat
economy approach (Ersoy, 1878; Bradshaw, 1985; 1987; Smith,
1982; 1985; Gottdiener, 1985; 1987a; 1987b; Gottdiener and
Feagin, 1985; Peet and Thrift, 1989; Corbridge, 1989) have
similar natures although they have more predominantly

engaged on the relationship between labour and capital
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within refations of productions of recently capitalist
developing economies of the Third World and their
determinants in metropolises of capitalist mode of
production established as a world system (Frank, 1972;
1973; Wallerstein, 1974; 1976). Within the general frame of
references which are yielded by Frank’s great explorations
on relationship between developed and less-developed
capitalist societies as a process of development of
underdevelopment, Harvey (1974), Preteceille (1976) and
some others (Roberts, 1974; 1975; Wallerstein, 1974; 1976;
1984) have tried to identify how local cities have been
emerged as the functions of productive and distributive

activities of capitalist world system.

-‘They have already argued that the cities of those areas and
their internal components are not corresponding to the true
forms of capitalism; but they are largely made of marginal
poles (Obregon, 1980), simple commodity mode of production
(Scott, 1979, small employers (Roberts, 1974i, or
disguised wage employers (Bromley and Gerry, 1979b; Gerry
and Birckbeck, 1981), *compradors’ (Avcioglu, 1973) that
are subordinated by the true actors of capitalism in an
underdeve loped context. If one step further, Marxist
thought has aiso no room for other communities to have an
essentially peculiar form of city, different from

capitalist examples (Wallerstein, 1984). Hence, they have
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already attempted describing how particular cities have
been functioning as a sub~unit of global world system and
how much of the particular characteristics of center and
periphery they have (Roberts, 1974; 1975; 1978; Tekeli,

1988).

It seems that Marxist radicalism has already attempted to
‘legitimize “false cases’ as necessary functional
consequences of wunderlying mechanisms of national or
infernational economies and their reflections on cultural
and political structures,®! except A. G. Frank.!'? For
example, Harvey, (1987; 1992) as one of the fathers of the
neo-Marxist thought of the recent decade, has attempted to
explore how all facts like feminism, environmentalism,
green peace etc. which belong to the, so called, post-
modern era, should be considered in their virtual relations
with (i.e. dependent variables of) underlying mechanisms of
capital accumulation. Unfortunately, this simple
methodology has very similari; shared the preconception of
early 1ocalists and culturalists asserted that personality
and community structures are human consequences of city and
growth of city /urbanization as it is reformulated by Berry
(Berry, 1978). Marxists just identify those determinants as
class ‘struggle, logic of capital, etc. (Gans, 1984;
Gottdiener, 1985) whereas students of human ecology have

called them as the increases in the famous variables of
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size, density and heterogeneity of human populatibn on a
particular locality and their concomitant residuals on
other spheres of urban life, such as space allocations,
local politics, social stratification, education, social

mobility etc..

On the other hand, the neo-Marxist challenges against
localist and culturalist hypotheses of classical human
ecology and their successors in modernization theory have
found one of their strongest manifestations in Castells’
formulations on Capitalist city (1976a; 1976b; 1976¢;
1977a; 1977b). He has also argued that Capitalist city is a
consequence of capitalist mode of production rather than
increase in size and densities of population, but he has
also focused on internal determinants of city. In fact, he
looks for particular objects of wurban sociology which can
make it possible to arrive at scientific thought.'® In
this sense, he defines city as a settlement in which labour
force which has been wutilized in capitalist relations of
production have been reproduced fot further usage. In other
wo;ds, Castells argues that city is not an industrial plant
or a simple center of commerce or transportation but it is
a locality in which collective consumption goods have been
established in order to make reproduction of labour force
cheaper. Thus, he has alsoy implicitly formulated his

particular question for sociological research on
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urbanization to determine people’s relations with such
collective consumption goods, whereas he has no explicit
definition on nature of urbanism. Castells can only have
some objections against definitions of particular
attributes about nature of urbanism. But, he should accept
that urbanism of cities of monopoly capitalism will have
also more waturated forms of urbanism than the urbanism of
cities of - underdeveloped societies; Dbecause he has
implicitly accepted that cities of monopoly capitalism are
mere developed forms than the cities of underdeveloped
Societjus. He has only argued that urbanism 1s wmade of
cultural features of industrial capitalist society rather
than defining it. | believe that he has also argued that
urban sociology has not any real or theoretical object,
particularly specific for its own discipline (1976a; 1876b)
just to avoid to argue that cultural features of urban
people of monopoly capitalism are more developed forwms than
that of the people of other cities. If monopoly capitalism
generates more developed forms of cities than the cities of
under-developed societies, they should also have wmore
developed forms of urbanism, i.e., socio-cultural aspects,

than the urban communities of underdeveloped societies.

In this context, the question of determining particularly
specific object of wurban sociology enabling to be distinct

from other disciplines, and considering city and related
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issues come into the stage again, which has been identified
by early localist as people’s accommodation on space. As it
is relatively presented, it is identified as people’'s
acquisition of urban culture by Wirth; and people’s
integration with money and market econowy with their
concomitant socio-cultural features by the theories of
modernization. Castells dramatically assumes that urban
sociology has not any real and theoretical objects for its
own, rather different from sociology and urban planning
/politics (1978a; 1976b) although he has attractively paid
attention to collective consumption goods, their
allocations by politics and other ceollective mechanisms of
reproductions of labour force.'? But, he believes that
those issues are the subject matters of socioclogy in
general and urban planning in particular rather than urban
sociology. Hence, he has implicitly argued with early
localist assertion that the very basic object of urban
socio!ogy is sgpace. He just clarifies adjusted items onto
the space under the name of collective consumption goods,
such asvparks, streets, schqols and other collectively used

entities, etc.

In other words, neo-Marxist reformulations of internal
structures of capitajist cities have no radical differences
from modernist or neo-ecologist definitions. They have also

argued that people’s distribution in wurban space has



*functionally”’ been determined by ‘*capital’ (Gottdiener,
1985) or some other similar invisible factors (Gans, 1984)
with an underlying assumptions of articulations of modes of
production. It also seems that the notion of articulation
of different modes of productions which correspond to the
historically and theoretically different stages of
development is a simple blanket to avoid the argument that
adjacent people of pre-capitalist mode of productions aré
peasants in the cities. They haQe virtually limited their
analyses with the variables about space and economics; and
they have had to avoid to analyze individual behavior and
attitudes.'® Indeed, social area analysts (Kelesg, 1972;
1975) as the successors of localist thought have already
searched about space-society relations with weakly
established pre—assumptions about the levels of
urbanization for particular zones; the way of space-society

relationship and the nature of urban people.

Hence, urban sociology has still necessarily obliged to
define its wunits of analysis as human caonsequences
(dependent variaples) of non-human factors and actors which
have largely been characterized by urban planning and
coincided disciplines of demography, geography, economics
and politics. Urban sociology limited itself just primarily
to decide the nalure of city and community in surrounding

systems (Berry, 1981; Berry and Smith, 1972; Sassen, 1994)
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rather than to determine their local dynamics. Human kind
can only come into the picture as collective entities
comprehended basically through abstract tybologies. such as
social classes, status groups, villagers etc.. It seems
that Wirth's formulations of basic question for
sociological analysis to determine relationship between
urbanization (i.e. growth of size, density and
heterogeneity of population) and urbanism (i.e. soclio
cultural natures of human individual and community) has
implicitly suffered, although its basic premisses and
methodologies have largely been revised. Hence, one of the
very basic questions of the abstracted ewmpiricism for
sociological analysis which is the insufficiency of
combining structural and individual elements within theory
(Mills, 1959) is still convincing for urban analysis

(Bazmtug, 1979: 49).

In this senss, Lefebvre is seen as a motion for a new mode
of thought on urban space with his particular emphasis on
distinctions between ‘built space'.and ‘social space’.!?®
Castells is very cloée to Lefebvre when he pays attention
to the analysis of collective consumption goods of social
space. However, Lefebvre goes beyond the mainstream
Hagxisms of Harvey and other Marxian political economists,
dealing mainly with thg issues on property ownership and

relations of productions, for two basic reasons. He has
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already argued that changes in exchange values of land in
*secondary circuits®' of capital accumulation are a real
source of its accumulation rather than "a just result of
capital accumulation in its “primary circuit’ as Harvey and
others have already accepted.'’ In fact, space 1is not
also an “abstract space’ or only a “built space®’ -including
probably coliective consumption goods- of economics and
urban designers, but it is a social space where use and
exchange values are separated from each other. Space 1is
significant for urban analysis not only because of the
changes in its exchange values but because individual

persons have established their ‘everyday life’ on it.

However, successors of Lefebvre, like Gottdiener, still
have not wore radical changes from previous analyses.
Gottdiener (1985) argued that both bourgeoisie and working
class have similar interests on space by considering its
use value and neglecting their antagonistic class
interestg.'® Hence, Gottdiner pays attention to
determining the quality of space and how such quality has
been socially prodﬁced through residents’ everyday life,
free from their class differences. But, this mode of
thought has also no more dispute on the very basic
definition of city, urbanizatibn, urbanism and so aoan.
Urbanization has been considered as an increase in quality

of space and people’s uses of this space, as it has widely
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been elaborated in mainstream definitions (Bloomberg and
Schmandt, 1969; Guttman, 1969). I believe that such an
understanding is very next to the modernist comprehension
which argues that urbanization corresponds to the increases
in production and consumption. Indeed, this line of thought
has  necessarily reduced the very basic question’ of
sociology to the analysis of either space alone or people’s

relations with space rather than urbanization and all other

non-spatial features.

Consequently, cities have still been classified in a very
similar mode! of Friedman as metropolises of advanced
capitalist nations, satellites, peripheral, colonial or
dependent c¢ities and intermediary regional centers between
these two extremes, because capitalist mode of production
has been organized on a world scale (Frank, 1972; 1973;
Wallerstein, 1973; 1974; 1984; Gilbert and Gugler, 1984).
It is unnecessarily (Smith, 1986) argued that there is an
urban hierarchy in which c¢ities of top ranks have
necessarily extracted domestic forces of lower level urban
areas as it 1is also realized in national totalities as
internal colonialism (Ualton, 1975; Lovering, 1978) .7
Here, Marxist conceptualizations have also had to argue
that cities of developed nations or cities of upper ranks
have proper characteristics of capitalist c¢ity, whereas

cities of wunder-developed nations at lower ranks of urban
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hierarchy have distorted forms as they have generated
similar comprehension about internal structures on urban
areas as they are manifested through theories of cities of
peasants (Roberts, 1978), laborers of marginal pole or
small commodity mode of production in an articulated unit
of modes of production flourished through small businesses
(Roberts; 1974; 1975; Obregon, 1880; Scott, 1979; Bromley

and Gerry 1978b).

Both Marxist and non-Marxist versions of modernization
hypotheses have necessarily had to consider peripheral
cities of peripheral societies in a very similar way about
which they have already asserted pseudo forms of
urbanization. They have not their domestic growth
incentives. They have largely dealt with distributive
activities, service, transportation and similar non-
productive engagements. They are dependent upon larger
metropolitan centers of national and international systems.
They are just mediating centers in between their close
rural hinterlands and cities. They have transmitted what
central areas have disseminated and they have extracted and

transported what rural areas preoduced, etc.2?°

On the other hand, it is apparent that it is not enough to
describe natures of city, urbanization and urbanism as have

been done by the forwer theorists through the evidences of
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pseudo urbanization in order to identify real dynamics of
urbanization. Determination of location of industry and
population is not enough to determine particular cities’
positions within global system; but its relations should be
considered as they have been attempted to grasp by network
analyses (Eraydin, 1992).2' So to speak, basic concepts
of urban analyses should also be reformulated by a
relational consideration which they have already been
aroused in literature when city has been identified as a
center. However, such primary conceptions have no success
in defining the center as a center of people’s relations,
and urbanization as a function of increase 1in people’s
relation with such centers. They have also no success in
growing respect for non-Western people as the urban people
who can be considered by the same conceptual means of
urbanism. [t should not be enough just to label somebody as
folk in urban areas to comprehend real social dynamics
across urbanization occurred across not only of the Third

but also of the Second and the First Worlds.

I believe that it 1is still necessary to prepare an
operational definition of urbanization rather than
monographic description of either city, geographical areas
or collective consumptions goods, and so on. City can have
any sociological sense if human individuals have related

with it. Urbanization should consider such relations rather
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than some definitive aspects of city. Available items about
urbanization should be revised because it 1is already
evidenced that they are mnon-significant for explaining
social cleavages in a peripheral town; and it is necessary
to consider people’'s relations with other rural and urban
areas of wider geography (Aksit, 1975). 1 hope that gaiﬁing
one step further as much as.varieties of basic variables

have been embodied with each other as ingredient components

.of basic concept of urbanization with the ambition that

acquired construct on wurbanization will provide better
explanation for socilal plurality, i.e., urbanism wunder

consideration.

1.2, Operational Definitions of Basic Concepts

In this frame of references, 1 believe that the basic
concepts of city, urbanization and wurbanism should be
defined as quantitative categories in their simplest forms
to avoid historicist /evolutionist fallacies of Western
urban designers. City should be comprehended as a locality
with more size and condensed population. Urbanization
should be regarded as the growth of city and people’s
integration with city. And lastly, urbanism should be
considered as human associates of urbanization without any

pre-assumption about natures of city, wurbanization,
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urbanism and their relationships. The basic concepts of
urbanization and urbanism are comprehended as two separate
fields of thought rather than two ensuiné stages of social
change with an underlying processing of causality.
Everybody has an urbanization and urbanism, free from their
locations, diversified through wurban or rural, central or
peripheral, ancient or contemporary, agricultural or

industrial areas and so on.

The city will be defined in its two  basic meanings. First,
it will be defined as a space/ locality where relatively
larger, condensed and heterogeneous human population has
accommodated. City may or may not be occurred with certain
spatial patterns, such as ‘concentric zones®' where
capitalist or modern institutions have been established as
in the forms of industrialism, capitalism, democracy, class
society etc.. There are totally different patterns of
cities; and all diversities of historical cities -from most
primitive towns of Mesopotamia to the present World Cities
(Hall, 1984)- are ‘real’ examples. Older ‘pre-capitalist’
cities could be much more functional for their residents
than present ‘capitalist’ ones; as they can be well

exemplified through the differences between cities of
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ancient and contemporary Greeks. Secondly, city will be
comprehended as a center. [t is a center not only for its
own domestic people who have been residing but also as a
center for the people of other urban and rural areas.
Growth of city necessarily means the growth of its
relations with surrounding areas. Hence, the differences of
cities should also be defined with respect to quantity and
quality of their relations with other cities such as cores
and peripheral ones rather than industrial ones,

agricultural ones, etc.

1.2.2 Urbanisms: Social Diversification

Urbanism will be regarded as the social diversifications on
*urbanized’ people whose own characteristics are based on
their free choices rather than obligations. Individual
persons have necessarily to stay on a space, and have to be
in a time as well as to work for their basic life assets;
whereas they are free on their choices and relations. As
much as they are urbanized, they do not have to make their
choices within the same patterns of culture, such as
urbanism of Wirth, rational action which 1is yielded by
protestant ethic of Weber, and modernity of Parsons and
others. Urbanism can merely be considered as social

diversities because they are empirical associates of
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urbanization rather than theoretical attachments, such as
Wirth's very basic assertion of forwmalization which

presumes that primary relations will be diminished by

urbanization. As it will be later illustrated, such primary
face-to-face relations have significantly been established
by urbanization in Turkish communities. ‘Similarly,
urbanized personé at compulsory fields mentiﬁned have not
had to be integrated with politics; they can also be
apolitical. If there are different forms of city and
urbanization, there should also be different forms of
urbanism. It is cultural ethnocentricism of Western people
to argue that political attachment 1is a modern urban
phenomena, whereas political detachment is an example of
tradition. On the contrary, both political and apolitical
behaviors or religious and non-religious behaviors will
also be considered as two facets of wurbanism rather than
reflections of urbanism and ruralism. The different forms
of urbanism should also correspond to different modes of
-urbanization in any urban context if the very principal

theoretical comprehension of this research is valid.

In other words, urbanism will simply be comprehended as
social diversification which has emerged in connection with
urbanization on some selected fields of human life. Those
fields are selected with respect to the conventional

theories’ definitions of urban community as they were
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obviously presented in rural urban dichotomy models (Mann,
1968). 1t is also true that socio-cultural analysis should
not be posed as mere descriptions and evaluations of
concrete social diversifications in accordance with some
pre-given abstract characteristics of Western or Eastern
models which are loaded with universalist or relativistic
pre-occupations; but it should’consider diversities around
some very basic yardsticks (Ertdrk, 1991) such as, females’
dresses, females’ existence in public places, female and
male’s participation to routine housework, etc.. In this
context, the very basic categories on human kind and their
communities will be reconsidered under four main titles,
namely the biological and demographic diversifications,
diversities 1in economic, politics, and socio cultural
varieties as they will be presented throughout related

sections in order to grasp urbanism in the surveyed case.

1.2.3 Urbanization in Two Measures and Two Modes

Urbanization has also described two things. Firstly, it
defines growth of city. Secondly, it illustrates process of
people’s integration into the city. It is hoped that this
second cowmprehension of urbanization will lead to more
precise analyses. Urbanization can proceed free from the

natures of city and birth-places of people. It is also
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possible for rural and ancient people as much as modern
urban residents (Sjoberg, 1969; Abu-Lughood, 1963). What 1
want to emphasize particularly is that the second
conception of wurbanization can enable wus to comprehend
differences of wurbanization which have taken shape 1in
relations with city-ward differences. Individual persons
can urbanize by being integrated with both their own
domestic city and other cities. Here, it is also
significant that urbanization will be comprehended at a
level which compromises household wmembers and some other
close friends® relations with cities rather than particular
respondents alone. Because, relatives and friends enable
particular persons to be related with other urban areas. If
those relations are ignored, a proper definition of their
condition of urbanization and urbanism can never be defined
properly. This conception of urbanization allows wus to
elaborate social diversities with regard to their relations
with underlying processes of urbanization, more accurately.
Those two modes of urbanization should have
characteristically different natures and they should

correspond to different sides of social plurality.

In this context, two states in operationalization of
urbanization should also be distinguished. The first one
reveals the conventional understandings of urbanization

with any consideration about inter-city differences which
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will be called as the conventional measure from now on. It
has simply argued that “urbanization is sum of people’s
integrations with city / cities. "The conventionai
comprehension has, in fact, implicitly asserted that urban
people with higher degrees in urbanization have also
integrated with the foreign cities as much as they have
integrated with the domestic city. Hence, it has also
asserted that persons with lower degrees of urbanization
are only related with their domestic environment, and they
have not any relations with other areas in global
environment. But, it has no more emphases on such
differences and generates a single operational definition
of urbanization for individual persons and communities.
Thus, conventional conceptions make no sense on differences
between natives and citizens. In turn, as it will be
further elaborated in section about operational
identification of urbanization in time, it argues that
urbanization 1increases as much as nativity has increased.
However, it has already been pointed out that urbanizatioq
attained as much as social mobility accomplished (Sjoberg;
1966; Abu-Lughood: 1968); and native residents of urban
localities, i.e., citizens, can be different from “national

citizens® (Berry, 1973: 57).

Second state of thought in operationalization which will be

called as new measure hereafter regarding inter-city
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differences pays more attention on the distance of cities.
It identifies two different modes of wurbanization in any
territory. As it will be further elaboraﬁéd through section
on operational definition of new measure about
urbanization, wurban dwellers can be well integrated with
distant cities although they are loosely related with their
surrounding urban environment. Similarly, they can be
foosely related with foreign cities although they have well
integrated with their domestic spheres (as it is evidenced
by Aksit, 1975). In this sense, two modes of wurbanization
should be considered as two transitory modes of
urbanization in which same urban citizens have urbanized in
each mode separately. 1 have intended to identify them
under the terms of local and gliobal modes of urbanization
heuristically, because no more identifications of such a
distinction appears in literature. Local mode of
urbanization corresponds to nativity, i.e. pecople’s
relations with domestic spheres; whereas gliobal wmode of
urbanization corresponds to national citizenship thap

reflects their relatiqns with other urban areas.
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1.2.3.1 Conventional Measure of Urbanization

Conventional measures of urbanization will be based on
survival relations of human beings. It will operationally
be defined through humans’ relations on space, time and
economy, respectively. Later, wurbanization via their
relations around urban spaces will be considered in two
stages on internal and external spaces. Urban residents
should have theoretically higher rate of urbanization in
space although urbanization is not accessible for urban
occupants only. The differences between urban and rural
dwellers will be more obvious if operational definition of
urbanization in time is realized. Because, human beings
should have to stay in wurban localities +to get any
dimension of urbanization in time. Rural residents can not
have any points of urbanization in time when they have
stayed at villages although they can be urbanized in their
relations on space. Finally, economic definitions of
urbanization will be processed with regard to p90ple’$
locations in property ownership, relations of production
and consumptions. Hence, rural residents who have an
employment, who have invested in cities and who bhave
provided their consumption goods from urban areas can have
more rate of wurbanization than the unemployed  and poor

urban residents who also have less ability to consume.
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1.2.3.1.1 Conventional Measure of Urbanization

in Space

Conventional definitions of wurbanization in space consider
the differences between people’s relations with internal
spaces of domestic city and distant cities, separately.
But, it has not ény definite emphases on this division as
the basis of further conceptions on urbanization. For
example, Friedman (1988c; 1988d) has no intentions to
prepare theoretical items to grasp people’s relations with
life space and economic space as the principals of a
measure of urbanization although he has already argued that
urbanization has been determined by city’'s places within
glaobal systeimn, i.e., its relations with other cities.
Similarly, Berry (1973; 1981) and Harvey (1973) have also
no intentions about the relative importance of the
distinctions between local city and other cities, although
they have already argued that internal structures of any
particular city are determined by underlying mechanisms of
surrounding system or capitalist mode of production which
are in fact processing on world scale. Similarly, Castells
and Lefebvre have no emphases on separate paths of
urbanization at cores ana peripheries in accordance with
their yardsticks of collective consumption goods and

quality of space and life.
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1.2.3.1.1.1 Urban Population

Spatial analyses of wurbanization necessitate a primary
definition of particular locality /settlement as a city.
The size and density of population are primary conditions
of urbanization as it is very well known; because it has
already been accepted that particular locality  has
urbanized as much as increases in sizes and densities of
its population. As it 1is presented in Table-1, Beypazar:
fulfills those conditions. 1t has wore than twenty thousand
urban dwellers whereas 1it is generally accepted for the
Turkish communities that any locality is a city if it has

more than ten thousand inhabitants (Keles, 1983).

On the other hand, it can also be assumed that peripheral
towns can steadily loose /push their population rather than
attract, pull people from outside (Benedict, 1971i; 1974).
Thus, it is iwmplicitly asserted that migrants can largely
come from surrounding rural environments to small
peripheral wurban areas in order to migrate to another,
large/ central urban area rather than stay permanently. It
seems that steady outflow of population is a coincidental
fact, but not a natural characteristic of peripheral urban
areas. This is well‘ aevidenced across most coastal cities
that have already taken considerable numbers of immigrants

from other rural and urban areas of Turkey for the last 10
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years.?? Peripheral wurban areas can also pull people from
outside with different objective and subjective causes as
it is also evidenced in Beypazari by congtruction of new
houses.?3 Question needn’ t identify the rate of
immigration and emigrations around periphéral town, but
just decide whether total number of wurban population has
increased or decreased. Urban center should be evaluated as
a relatively attractive center if its population has

increased and vice versa.

In this sense, it is clear that urban population has
smoothly increased in Beypazari since 1940 (See Table-1).
It seems as an attractive urban center although it is also
possible to argue that it has lost more people than it has
received. There are three critical moments in historical
times in which c¢ity population has its maximum growth rate.
These moments occurred between 1950 and 1955, 1965 and
1970; and 1980 and 1985. That is, peripheral urbanization
in Beypazar: has been realized with its maximum speed under
the primary days of rightist governments of DP (Democratic
Party), AP (Justice Party) and ANAP (Motherland Party).
This will probably have further effects on local urban
peopleis political affiliations on conservative thought.
They saw the growth; and most of them has probably
benefitted from this growth at least on ‘secondary

circuits’.
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Table-1: City and village populations of Beypazari by years

)

City Population Village Population Total Population Urbanization

Years Male Female Total Change Male Female Total Change Male Female Total Change (1) (2) -
in ¥ in % in %

1940 --  -- 5268 -- -- -- 20703 -- -- -~ 25971 20,28 2.82

1945 2510 2847 5357 1.69 10666 12010 22678 9.54 13178 14857 28035 T.95 19.11 2.87

1950 -- -- 5913 10.38 -- -- 24035 5.98 -- -~ 29948 6.82 19,74 3,17

1955 3768 3651 7419 25.47 12051 13353 25404 5.70 15819 17004 32823 9.60 22.60 3.97
1960 4418 4436 0854 19.34 11511 12632 24143 -4.96 15929 17068 32997 0.53 26,83 4.4
1965 == -- 8860 11.36 -- -- 24437 1,22 16658 17639 34297 3.94 28.75 5.28
1970 6737 6093 12830 30.12 11172 12433 23605 -3.40 17909 18526 36435 6.23 35.21 6.87
1975 7772 7191 14963 16.63 10803 11374 22177 -6.05 18575 18565 97140 1.93 40.29 8.01
1980 6856 B115 16971 13.42 10487 11110 21597 -2.62 19343 19225 38568 3.84 44,00 9.09
1985 11243 10429 21672 27.70 9715 10621 20336 -5.84 20958 21050 42008 8.92 51.59 11.60
1990 13674 12551 26225 21.01 9698 10054 19752 -2.87 23372 22605 45977 9.45 57.04 14,04

Note-1: Changes are equal to the percentages of numbers of population
that indicate the differences of population between two census years to
the population of earlier years.

Note-2: Numbers on urbanization (1) indicate the percentages of city
population to the total numbers of provincial population. Numbers on
urbanization (2) indicate urbanization as a function of density of
provincial population where the area is 1868 square meters, which it
will be later explained more around Table-2.

Sources: DIE: 1961, 1963, 1968, 1973, 1977, 1981, 1986, 1991, 1992.

However, Table~1 also shows that Beypazar: has lower rates
of wurbanization than the national averages; because
percentage of urban population (57.04 %) within itself is
smaller than the national percentage of Turkish territories
which is 59.01 %. But, it should be also accepted that
Beypazar: has urbanized faster than the national averages,
recently. Urban population has increased by 27.70 % from
1980 to 1985. And, the percentage ratio of urban population

in total population of provincial Beypazari has increased
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in the rate of 21.00 % for five years from 1985 to 1390,
although the same rate is 18.43 % on national averages.
Hence, it can not be argued that peripheral town has
steadily disappeared as the national integration has been
accomplished. On the contrary, urbanization at periphery
has been accelerated by central governments directly as it
is evidenced by housing credits. If there were no housing
credits there would be no more urbanization at periphery as

much as it has been achieved in Beypazari.

1.2.3.1.1.2 Conventional Analyses of

Urbanization in Internal Space

Spatial grounds of human relations at urban areas have
firstly been considered by students of Human Ecology that
identified wurbanization -in its second conception- with
respect to people’s places in urban space. Space has also
been comprehended as the determinant of people’s places in
urban community in which they are mediated through people’s
places in other urban features, such as urban econonmy,
urban politics etc.. But those mediators are also
determined by the size and density of population on space.
On the other hand, Marxist analysts have already been
challenging the very basic assumption of ecologists which

considered that space is a determinant of social reality.
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In turn, Marxist models intend towards demonstration of how
human beings have produced urban space as a place for
themselves (Harvey, 1973; 1992; Castells; 1977a; 1977b).
Indeed, both modes of thought implicitly argue that
urbanization corresponds to an increase in people’s

integration with urban space.

Thus, students of urban sociology have largely focused on
the analysis of how urban geography has been produced and
used by wurban people (Kartal, 1983: 50; Gottdiener, 1985;
1987a; 1987b; Gottdiner and Feagin, 1987) with or without
sharing first assumptions of human ecologists who asserted
that people’s places in urbanization correspond to their
places in urban space. On the contrary, successive analyses
assert that urbanization has increased as much as people’s
relations attained with urban space increased free from
their places in urban space. That is to say, a migrant
villager can stay in most urbanized zones and vice versa. A
new-coming villager can accommodate in upper level urban
quarters whereas a native urbane can live in lower level
urban districts. For Turkish cases, migrants have massively
accommodated on squatter areas surrounding core cities
(Senyapili, 1981) whereas central areas are relatively more
occupied by natives and more urbanized persons (Keles,
1971) if they can still hold their economic power to pay

raising amounts of rents.?* If +there 1is any empirical

42



relationship between ones’ places in urban space and their
behaviors, it could more probably be lineage from their
rural origins or their relations with other cities (Aksit,

1985c: 198-199).

In this context, the question should be identified on how
people’s relations with urban space can operationally be
defined, i.e. measured as the indices of urbanization. It
is too hard to answer such a question, because all of the
social relations have necessary relevances with space,
except maybe for some symbolic ones. For example, Kartal,
(1983, 50) following Perroux, Friedman and Lefebvre’s
identifications on life, social and economic spaces has
argued about the cases of squatter areas in Ankara where
migrants who have accommodated on squatters began to be
urbane firstly on economic space and then they can arrive
at urbanism on social space after they have engendered
their second generation. However, it is totally doubtful to
argue that space allocations have taken place in accordance
with pre-assumptions of zone theories in Turkish cities
(S5chultz, 1964). Indeed, it could only be affirmed that
there are some segregated areas with respect to their
socio-econonic characteristics of their residents (Kiray,
1964 ; Keles, 1972; 1975). The problem should not be a
determination of people’s places in urban space but

determining dislocations, disengages and correspondences of
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pebple's places 1in urbanization. Spatial analyses have no
theoretical significance if those analyses do not reflect

people’s places in urbanization.

The notion of quality of space provides a motion to decide
people’s relations with their domestic environment. But, it
has a wider scope for sociology focused on individual

persons. Museums, theaters or mosques and churches can be

T irrelevant issues for somebody, whereas they are

significantly meaningful for some marginal groups although
all groups have accommodated very c¢lose to each other in
the same urban space, with the same quality. In +this
context, it seems that quality of space regarding
urbanization can operationally be defined in two states of
1) housing quality and 2) the location of working places in

the city.

The notion of housing quality provides a very useful
empirical base to measure people’s places in internal space
of wurban territory because everybody has to have a
house.??® Indeed, the housing quality has already been
used to identify people’s places in wurbanization (Keles,
1883; Aksit, 1975: 37; Bastug, 1879: 56-60) after it has
been iwmplicitly assumed that urbanization goes parallel
with construction of apartments and separate houses instead

of low-standard squatters. Migrant newcomers have commonly
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stayed at lower quality houses whereas native urban people
have stayed at upper quality house;, which are apartment
flats. Hence, the concept of urbanization an space will be
operationalized in accordance with the quality of houses,
at first. It can be assumed that urbanization has increased
as much as the quality of houses increased. Here, the
quality of housés will be defined as the quality of
building rather than internal quality of furnishing which
will be considered to determine people's places 1n

urbanization in their economic relations through

consumption.?*?®

Building quality is also comprehended in terms of different
indices. Firstly, house ownership 1is comprehended by an
assumption that wurbanization has increased if aone bhas his
own shelter at an wurban area. Here, tittle-deed 1is also
considered to separate legal and iilegal housing from each
other by an assumption that legal accommodation is a more
urban way and squatting is a less urbanized way of
shelter.27 Secondly, I have intended to elaborate
materials used in construction as indices of urbanization.
Here, as it has already been evidenced by Aksit, it will be
argued that wurbanization increased as the building
materials have been modernized. Type of houses have also
been considered by assuming that urbanization goes parallel

with apartment flats rather than legal and illegal separate
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houses. The number of flats will also be considered for the
further elaborations by accepting that urbanization has
increased by an increase in number of "flats. In fact,
building quality can also be measured with regard to its
total space and number of rooms as it is verified by Keles
(18971: 17-21). 1 have also considered number of rooms and
square meters of house space to measure urbanization by an
assumption considering urbanization as an increase 1in
number of rooms and square meters of houses. Thirdly,
market values of houses will also be considered to grasp
"differences on urbanization. Those values are considered in
six group classification rather than their real values in
Turkish Liras which will be taken into consideration to

grasp people’s urbanization in economics, later.

The way of house building will also be considered to decide
to wurbanization. As it is relatively well known, Lynd and
Lynd (1929) argue that local community in a middle town is
a house building society. So that, it is assumed that
urbanization has increased if one has made his own houses
by his own facilities rather than heritages. Secondly,
different ways of house building should also be separated
from each other with respect to their places in
urbanization. Here, it is accepted that house building by
cooperative is the mostkuybanized way of housing; whereas

house building by oneself is the least urbanized way in
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Turkey, as it is

construction of squatters.
firms of construction will

way of house building in

accounted rent values of

urbanization has increased
(19751

Aksit 128,

building quality will

characteristics of

exemplified

2368) verified.

buildings also.

in construction and re-

Thus, house building by formal

be considered as an intermediary

urbanization. Fourthly, I have

houses by an assumption that

as much as rent has increased as

lL.Lastly, the measure of

contain some visible-external

In this sense, their way

of  heating, whether they have olectricity, pipe water,
well, sewage system, balcony, pantry, poultry house,
separate sitting and bed rooms, special guest room, special
working room, separate bath room and toilet will be
"considered in order tao determine building quality
better.®®

Second state of measuring quality of space in local city

will consider the location of working places in local
space. It will be comprehended in three states. Firstly,
urbanization is defined as the distance between
respondents’ living and working places in surveyed urban

areas as

occurred due to

density of population

living and working

Aron (1978: 77) claims
industria:ization.??
has

places

that such a distance has

As the size

increased, distance between

also increased, because

businesses and residential areas began to be separated from
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each other although there were not such occurrences in pre-
industrial cities of traditional societies. | measure the
distance in accordance with the minutes in time rather %than
meters in space because of the difficulty of defining
meters in space, significantly. Secondly, the means of
transportation between houses and businesses will Dbe
considered to determine location of working places.
Separation of living and working places necessitated taking
vehicles for daily transportation. Therefore, it will be
accepted that commuting by the way of walking is the least
urbanized way whereas transportation through mass-vehicles,
such as busses is the most urbanized way in which personal
automobiles and swmall “dolmug’, (shared taxis and mini-
busses) hold intermediary places.?° Lastly, location of
working places in the local ¢ity will be considered in
terms of their relations with local city-center and
national highway network. Here, it will be assumed that
their location is urbanized as much as they are c¢lose to
the national highways rather than centrum and surrounding

quarters.
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1.2.3.1.1.3 01ld and New Quarters with 0Old and New Houses

It seems to me that the wurban analysis 'should primarily
look for the nature of houses rather than nature of
quarters because urbanization in space is 1illustrated on
the bases of quality of houses. That is, any quarters
should also be defined with respect to the natures of
houses rather than any other characteristics. In this
sense, it can be asserted that there are different urban
-communities in Beypazari as they can be well evidenced
through the differences at the faces of houses if
communities have been defined as house building societies
(Lynd and L.ynd, 1929). Dne of the very basic
characteristics of Beypazari is old-houses. Their repairing
is strictly regulated by legal codes; and their
reconstruction has totally been prohibited even if no-one
lives there. In fact, their repairment may necessitate more
money than construction of a new house. Then, old and new
families began to construct new houses in different type at
other areas-quarters in the city rather than repair their

old houses.

01d houses have generally been around °“Bedesten’ through
relatively skewed land, in which mnatural cleaning of
streets by rain is also available. They have enlarged

across a little hill, called as ‘Beytepe’. It literally
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means the hill of lord (Bey = lord; tepe = hill). This name
implies also historical integrity of natives with lord
rather than new parliament. There are iﬁ fact two main
groups in old houses. Some of the old houses are available
for the extended families because they bhave more flats and
private gardens surrounded by walls; whereas some of them
are available only for single nuclear families with one or
two flats and without private garden. Those old houses
available for extended families have basically been
constructed of wood and adobe and covered with tile. In
fact, typical traditional lower—-class houses are not
constructed of woond as well as covered with +tile in
surrounded region around Beypazari. In turn, they have been
constructed of sunbrick and roughly covered with similar
s0il. Those old houses have also small windows as well as a
little room over entrance. This room enables females to
look out the door without opening it. Similarly,
traditional Thouses gt rural villages have not such a

*cultural’ facility.

The placements of old houses bave also iIndicated a
traditional urban tulture. Relatively even grounds around a
little creek w;thin the city that are still occupied for
rural activities had previously been occupied for summer
“resorts. Those were not in f%ctrholiday activities but the

days of preparation for winter. Local men said that females
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had prepared flour, vegetables, meal and milk products for
winter on these lands, previously as they had worked in the
city. This production was a necessity also because they
were not purcﬁascd from market regularly in old days. On
the other hand, local people generate a kind of culture on
the bases of their survival necessities rather than live in

a crude obedience for such requirements.

New houses are also different from each other. The first
group of the new houses can also be regarded as the old
houses because they look very similar to old houses
although most of them are covered with tin plates. They
have been constructed around old houses of old quartars
probably by their owners themselves with relatively cheaper
materials for their own single family usages. Most of them
have no private garden surrounded by walls and they are
even joined to each other. Thus, they have probasbly made
inner-fawmily privacy disappear because everybody can hear
and listen to each other behind thin wooden walls. These
houses are directly opening into the streets; and they have
also no entrance room ’to keep females from putsiders. On
the other hand, these housesvhave alsa given iise to a new
culture, a new way of neighbophood realized on the streets
among females. In fact, most of house works has necessarily
had to be made\in streets in warm days of summer. Hence, it

could also be asserted that there are two distinct spheres

51



of neighborhood in the old and those new houses of old

quarters realized in the gardens and in the streets.

A second group of new houses are also similar to old
houses. They héve also oﬁe or two flats and are covered
with tile. However, most of them have been constructed of
bricks, iron and cement. Their windows also look like old
houses’ with a little bit larger sizes. Most of those
houses had been either constructed or financed by
government. Some of them directly were made directly by
governments for rural migrants who had lost their houses at
rural areas because of natural disasters, such as fires or
erosions. Some of them were only financed by governmental
credits in early 1860s for public officers. These houses
are situated as two distinct quarters from old city that
are placed at its two ends. I believe that those
neighborhoaods still keep their particular frame of
relations, distant frém the major urban community; But, the
question of this study is not te determine whether there
are any distinct cultural groups who stayed in their
natural zones or social areas in urban territory; but it is
simply to decide whether such ‘groupments’ have been

diminishing or augmenting by urhanization.

The third group of new houses consists of apartment

buildings. They are totally different from all previous
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types. They have been constructed of more modern materials
and they have wider windows. However, they are also
different from each other. Some of "them have been
constructed by individual persons using their own money.
They are relatively shorter and very close to the former
city center. It seems that they have emerged as a natural
consequences of the growth of old city. Some others have
been constructed around national highways with no necessary
connection with the old city. They are very tall and some
of them have even more than ten flats, which is extra
ordinary for a smwall peripheral town with less than thirty
thousand residents. They have widely been constructed by
building cooperatives and financed by housing credits
provided by central governments. There is also a final
distinction among these apartments constructed by
_”cooperatives with respect to their places in urban space.
The first group has been constructed very close to the
national highways whereas some of them are constructed on
enclaves which are away from both the highway and the old
city. These ones havé largely been constructed by upper
income groups whereas former ones have largely been
constructed by middle and lower income groups of local

community.
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1.2.3.1.1.4 Conventional Analyses of Urbanization

in External Space

As it has already been pointed out people’s relations with
urban areas are not only provided in internal spaces of the
city in which they currently resided; but it is also
provided in their relations attained with other urban
areas. Any measure of urbanization should also consider
people’s relations with other urban areas. For this
purpose, their relations with other wurban areas will be
comprehended with regard to whether they were satisfied
directly by fespondents or indirectly by their relatives
and friends. Indirect relations are particularly important
for old persons who have children accomuwodated 'in other
urban areas. This is a common condition in Turkey where
poor rural families are supplied by their members who have
migrated and are employed in the cities (Keyder and Aksit,
1881, 19885). They keep and strengthen their kin-ties and 1
believe that any measure on urbanization should consider
such relations. Local persons can have different degrees of
urbanization via their close re!atives and friends although
they have currently stayved in the same place. That 1is,
urbanization should be defined with regard to personal
relations across relatives and friends rather than crude

attributes of an isolated man.
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I have accounted these direct and indirect relations with
different measures because they probably have different
effects over the urbanization of individual persons. Their
indirect relations will be accounted in two further ways.
Firstly, their relations via their wife, parents, sisters,
brothers and children will be considered with respect to.
nearness of their settlements. ! Nearness of these
settlements have been accounted by numbers between one and
51ix. Hence, the first two ranks of hierarchy will be made
of rural residences in which the first group consists of
the rural residences settled around Beypazari whereas the
second group contained villages settled on other regions.
The +third rank particularly corresponds to the surveyed
city under observation, Beypazari. The fourth rank
corresponds to the similar small scale sub-regional urbhan
centers. The fifth rank consists of middle-sized provincial
cities larger than Beypazar:i: and similar provincial townsf
Lastly, the sixth rank of this study consists of regiona!l
and national capitals, including Istanbul with the largest

population, and foreign countries.

Secondly, their indirect relations via their some other
relatives and friends will be considered in accordance with
their actuality.®? [t 1is assumed that they have more
urbanization if they have any friend or relative in any

foreign countries and some selected national centers.
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Selected national urban centers are regional centers at
urban system of Turkey as it is officially determined by
DPT (1982). Their rate of urbanizatiﬁn is denoted Dby
numbers of zero, two and three. They will receive zero if
they have no relatives and friends in foreign countries or
urban centers; they will receive two 1f they have any
relatives and friends in any national urban centers; and
they will receive three if they have any friends in foreign

countries.

Direct roliationg of local residonlys are also considered in
further two ways. The first way of consideration focuses on
the nearness of settlementis in which persons have directly
stayed in previous days of their life time, including also
their birth-places. Nearness of these settlements are
considered in six states as it is mentioned at preceding
péragraphs, by an assumption that urbanization comes from

spatial wmobility or migration.®?

The second way focuses on the level of urbanization of
these settlements,™* This . needs particular
identificqtions of urbanization for all settlements,
separately. The cities do not have the same level of urban
growth but they are largely diversified at lower and upper
levels of urbanization. Hence, any measurement on

urbanization should also consider such quantitative
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differences of urbanization rather than their qualitative
varieties, such as coastal city, tourism city or
agricultural city, administrative city, eastern and western
city, transitional city, industrial and commercial city

etc..

Unfortunately, there are not any available grades of
urbanization for Turkish cities but just some functional
identifications, (Tlimertekin, 1965; DPT, 1982) and rank
size distributions in terms of socio—economic development
of provincial areas {(Tolan et.al., 1969, 1970; Sanalan, et.
al., 1973). For instance, Timertekin (1965) generated a map
of functional! differences among urban areas of Turkish
cities in the late 1960. Timertekin has already determined
the functions as division of labour as Weber (1958) defines
them in worder to classify agricultural, commercial and
similar real cities; and then, he identifies agricultural,
commercial, administrative and similar cities because the
majority of their local populations is engaged 1in such
jobs. But, he has not produced any systematic model to
account particular levels of urbanization for particular
cities. Hence, two different peripheral cities of national
geography, Hakkari and Bolu, can be considered as two of
the aduministrative centers. One of the functional analysis
aof DPT (1982) considers numbers of functions rather than

number of economically active people to decide on
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This analyses of DPT did not determine particular points of
urbanization for particular cities, but it rather lost the
differences of urbanization, because it equalized precisely
different cities with each other. For exanmple, it stated
Aydin and S5iirt on the same rank of urbanization occupying
the ranks of 8 and 30 respectively, in the economic
development determined by Tolan et.al. (1870). This
official elaboration does not have any motion to get a
better wunderstanding of relationship between economic
development and regional formations in natiénal geography
although it has some visible success to determine regional
borders. 1t has been very loaded by hierarchical
preoccupations as it is well evidenced by its title which
is called by its own authors wunder the name of “The
Stratification of Residential Centers in Turkey: HNational
System of Residential Centers’ (DPT, 1882). It can lead to
theories of internal colonialism; although it  has
empirically been evidenced previously by Yalgcin (i878: 77-
78) that regional formations and cdﬁsequent
differentiations are arbitrarily occurred in .Turkey.55
There is only a system of interrelationship in which
various cities can grow with their own respect rather than

a significant hierarchy of regional relations.

On the other hand, some other analyses, which are realized

for official purposes - in DPT, generate rank - size
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distributions of cities with respect also to the socio-
economic development rather than urbanization (Tolan et.al,
1869; 1870 and Sanalan et.al., 1973). These studies do not
only confuse socio-economic development and urbanization
with each other, but also disregard the differences between
cities. This is relatively important to recognize
Istanbul’s position in national geography. For the research
of Tolan et. al., 1970, Istanbul has 250.6 points of socio-
economic development at the first rank, and Ankara has
204.8 points at‘the ‘second rank. Thus, the difference
between these two cities seems only 18.26 peréent ((250.6 -
204.8) / (250.6 %100)); although Istanbul had roughly two
times more city population than Ankara in 1980. This
calculation was still wused in 1870; and DPT accepts that
Istanbul and Ankara that occupied first two ranks at soccio-

economic development index have the degrees of 0.61597 and

0.68004, respectively (Sanalan, 1873: 104).

Istanbul really hold a particular place in national urban
network. It can be seen as a primate city in thé national
urban network in Turkey (Danielson and Kelegs, 1880);
although 1its primacy does not obstacle urbanization and
economic development in other areas as dependency theory
has argued as it has already verified in African evidences

{Rondinelli, 1985).. Peripheral wurban areas which already

--bounded upon upper level centers have also their " own local
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dynamics, considerably.®¢® Particular cities have their
own particular process of urban growth. But it is still
true that 20.27 percent of the city population and 12.94
percent of the natieonal population resided in Istanbul in
1990. Its locations in national system of settlement, and
particularly in national system of cities can not be truly
comprehended if differences of urbanization are reduced té
differences of socio-economic development. Hence, | believe
that it 1is still necessary to determine particular grades
of urbanization for a particular city rather than use any
grades about socio-economric development presented by

mentioned official measurements.

Official considerations have also defined the level of
urbanization as a ratio of total city population by total
populations of province, in which values of ratio have
taken shape in between zerc and one-hundred (DIE, 19382:
48). But, those ratios have also overshadowed differences
of urbanization between cities. Siirt has the same ratio of
urbanization with that of Aydin (See variable urbanization
(1) . which shows raiios of wurban population within total
population of provincial regions in Table-2). Those ratios
make some small urban centers on ‘“deserts’ be more
urbanized than metropolitan cities surrounded by large-
sized rural areas with also more condensed population. Tﬁis

relatively corresponds to the conditiens of eastern and
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western provinces of Turkey where eastern provinces have
relatively lower densities of population. Thus, some small
eastern urban centers have higher levels of urbanization
than some larger western cities. Similarly, those ratios
also disregard the differences between large-scale
metropolitan areas and other cit;es as it 1is well obvious
in the differences between IstaAbul and Ankara. Istanbul
and Ankara have 82.40 and 79.22 points of urbanization,
respectively (See variable wurbanization (1) in Table-2);
although Istanbul has two times more urban population than
Ankara. Their differences of urbanization shouid be more

than the difference points of 92.40 and 78.22.

In this frame of reference, I believe that it is wore
appropriate to account level of urbanizaticn as a function
of multiplication of densities of population with the ratio
of urban population within total population of
province.®*?’ However, as it has  been presented by variable
urbanization (2> in Table-2, Istanbul has
disproportionately higher value of urbanization with
respect to such consideration as a result of its primacy
over national geography.®® However, this ratio can still
make measure of urbanization superfluous if it takes the

mere value of ratio as it is being calculated by the given

formulation. Because,: ones who have resided in Istanbul for

.~short periods can still have higher values of urbanization
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than those who been living in other large-scale urban
areas. Therefore, it is argued that the value of variable
urbanization (2) for Istanbul will be four times smaller
than 1its crude value. Table-2 shows conseguent numeric
equivalents of wurbanization in 1its two demographic
identification, wmatches to the 1) percentages of city
population to the total population of provincial areas, and
2) multiplications of +the densities of regional population
and ratio of city population to the total population of

provincial areas.
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Table-2: Rank sizes of provinces by urbanization
as a function density of regional population (cont...)

Population Area Urbanization Rank SED
Provinces Total City km2 Dens (1) (2) Sizes 1870
Adana 1834907 1350339 17253 112 69.79 78.16 8 127.5
Adiyaman 513131 218304 7614 67 42.74 28.63 33 32.4
Afyon 738223 306208 14230 52 41.42 21.54 41 50.8
Agr: 437093 158758 11376 38 36.32 13.80 57 29.9
Amasya 357191 162544 5520 65 45.51 29.58 30 76.7
Ankara 3236626 2836719 25706 126 87.64 110.43 3 204.8
Aatalya 1132211 602194 20581 b5 53.19 29.25 32 83.5
Artvin 212833 66097 7436 29 31.06 9.01 72 63.0
Aydin 824816 384711 8007 103 46.64 48.04 15 119.2
Bal:ikesir 973314 468758 14292 68 48.16 32.75 25 64.8
Bilecik 175526 90373 4307 41 51.49 2i.11 43 . 60.5
Bingot 250366 86648 8125 31 34.83 10.70 69 28,2
Bitlis 330115 142947 6707 49 43.30 21.22 42 38.7
Bolu 536868 203122 11051 49 37.83 18.54 51 66.7
Burdur 254899 129112 6887 37 50.65 18.74 50 62.8
Bursa 1603137 1157805 11043 145 72.22 104.72 6 105. 4
Canakkale 432263 168528 9737 44 38.99 17.15 53 68.9
Cankiri 279129 113855 B454 33 40.79  13.46 58 44.8
Lorum 609863 253804 12820 48 41.62 18.88 47 B53.1
Denizli 750882 337793 11868 63 44.99 28.34 34 65.8
Diyarbak:r 1094996 600640 15355 71 54.85 38.95 20 59.8
Edirne 404599 210421 6276 64 52.01 33.28 24 79.9
Elazi8 488225 272790 9153 54 54.75 29.57 31 79.8
Erzincan 298251 144144 11903 25  48.17 12.04 64 64.6
Erzurum 848201 400348 25066 34 47.20 16.05 54 62.0
Eskisehir 641057 477436 13652 47 74,48 35.00 22 118.7
Gaziantep 1140594 821127 7642 148 71.99 107.27 § 82.7
Giresun 499087 219114 6934 72  43.90 31.61 26 79.8
Gimiizhane 169375 58996 6575 26 34.83 9.06 71 36.0
Hakkari 172479 71089 7121 24 41,22 9.89 70 26.8
Hatay 1109754 531707 5403 205 A47.91 98.22 7 B84.4
lsparta 434771 229574 8933 49 52.80 25.87 38 75.3
igel 1266085 787284 15853 80 62.14 49.71 14 121.4
tstanbul 7309190 6753929 5712 1280 92.40 1182.76 1 250.6
izmir 2694770 2134816 11973 225 79.22 178.25 2 166.3
Kars 662155 209463 18557 36 11.39 11.38 66 38.1
Kastamonu 423611 148710 13108 32 35.11 11.23 67 52.9
Kayseri 943484 604072 16917 56 64.03 35.85 21 83.4
Kirklareli 309512 149532 6550 47 48.31 22.71 40 83.5
Kirsehir 256862 126406 6570 389 49.21 19.19 48 59.2
Kocaeli 8936163 5825589 3626 258 62.23 160.55 & 154.3
Konya 1750303 963128 38257 46 55.03 25.31 39 66.2
Kiitahya 578020 241999 11875 49 41.87 20.51 45 62.9
Malatya 702055 379188 12313 57 54.01 30.79 28 4.2
Manisa 1154418 580374 13810 B84 51.14 42.96 17 B4.3
K. Maras 882952 407215 14327 62 45.60 28.27 35 46.7
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Table-2:

Rank sizes of provinces by urbanization
as a function density of regional population (continued)

Population Area Urbanization ‘Rank SED
Provinces Total City km2 Dens (1) (2) Sizes 1870
Mardin 557727 249032 8881 63 44.65 28.13 36 33.4
Mugia 562808 186387 13338 42  33.12 13.91 58 78.7
Mus 376543 101154 B196 46  26.886 12.36 63 34.8
Nevsehir 288508 112955 5467 53 38.02 20.68 44 67.0
Nigde 305861 97286 7312 42  31.81 13.36 62 49.3
Ordu 830105 336820 6001 138 40.58 55.89 {1 51.3
Rize 34B776 133370 3820 B89 3B.24 34.03 23 106. 4
Sakarya 683061 297753  4B17 142  43.59 61.80 10 104.1
Samsun 1158400 525305 9579 121 45,35 54,87 13 B4.4
Siirt 243435 110139 5406 45  45.24 20.36 46 73.4
Sinop 265153 86314 5BB2 45  32.55 14,65 55 46.6
Sivas 767481 381947 28488 27  48.77 13.44 60 57.8
Tekirdag 468842 258940 6218 75 55.23 41.42 18 84.8
Tokat 719251 308304 89858 72 42.86 30.86 27 61.6
Trabzon 795848 303612 4685 170 3B.15 64.85 9 67.3
Tunceli 133143 50788 7774 i7 38.18 8.49 73 33.4
. Urfa 1001455 551124 18584 54 55.03 28.72 29 43.2
Usak 290283 146809 5341 54  50.57 27.31 37 68.1
Van 837433 258967 18088 33 40.63 13.41 861 43.5
Yozgat 579150 208183 14123 41  35.95 14.74 586 40. 4
Zonguldak 1073560 411617 8628 124 38.34 47.54 16 128.3
Aksaray 326399 144217 7626 43  44.18 18.00 48
Bayburt 107330 41285 3652 29  38B.47 11.16 68
Karaman 217536 106051 8163 24  48.7% 11.70 65
Kirikkale 348396 243378 4365 80 69.8% 55.73 12
Batman 344669 183621 4684 73  56.18 41.01 19
Sirnak 262006 125264 7172 37  47.Bi1 17.69 B2
Turkey 56473035 33326351 774Bi5 73  48B.14 35.07
Note-1: Dens indicates density of provincial population.
Note-2: Urbanization {1) indicates the percentages of city
population to the total numbers of provincial population.
Note-3: Urbanization (2) indicates wurbanization as a function of
density of provincial populations as they are calculated by
MS-Excel on the sources of DiE, 1892: 51-52.
Note-4: Rank sizes indicate the rank sizes of provinces in terms of
urbanization as a function of density of provincial
population as it is calculated in urbanization (2),.
Note-5: SED 1970 indicates socio-economic developsent scores of

(1970: 10).
because they are

provinces which are determined by Tolan et. al.
Last six provinces have not 35ED scores
constituted recently.
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On the other hand, both variables urbanization (1) and (2)
have identified values of urbanization at provincial level.
" However, each province has also sub-areas with different
levels of wurbanization. Individual persons can etay at
rural areas of a most urbanized region whereas some others
can stay 1in a relatively well established ur?an centers of
a less urbanized province. That is, urbanization can not be
increased for individual persbns as much as it has
increaced for the territory. Any measure of wurbanization
should consider such varieties. For this purpose, it is
asserted that value of variable urbanization (2) should be
divided into 5 if one stayed in villages;®*~? and it must
be divided into 4 if one stayed in & rural town. Value of
variable urbanization (2) shoculd also be divided into 3 if
one stayed in the surveyed town, Beypazar:i; and it must be
divided into 2 if one stayed in other small towns, like
Beypazari. Lastly, values of wvariable wurbanization (2)
should be taken into account as they are; if one stayed in
any of the provincial centers, including large-scale cities
which have been identified in fourth, fifth, sixth and

seventh ranks by DPT’s identifications.*®

Lastly, the final measure of wurbanization in space will
contain z-scores of all above mentioned distributions which
consider people’s direct and indirect relations within
internal and external spaces in order to avoid fallacious
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effects due to +the differences of grading of particular
distributions.*! These evidences are in fact only being
processed as the data bases of a final conventional
definition of wurbanization which will combine other data
bases about people’s relations with urban areas in time and
economy. But, this canventional measurement of urbanization
in space has also some social backgrounds and implications

from the very beginning.

1.2.3.1.1.5 Shifted Community

It seems that urban people in Beypazar: have &a “non
centered way of life’ rather than any of the community
based forms. Local people have to shift over their
proximate environments in all their relations. They have to
shift over their houses to be related with community;
shifted over communiity to be related with other cities etc.
Nevertheless, non-centered way of life is not‘ home- ar
family-centered. Most of the houses are not adequate for
family centered ways of life with their lower qualities
because dominant culture requires sex-segregative relations
even in domestic spheres (See Tables of 28, 29, 30 and 31
for this issue). Number of rooms is not . encugh to separate
males from females. Hence, houses are allowed for females

for the midday and males have to be away from houses. In
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fact, females and “families’ are seen as totally excluded
from community’s public places. Therefore, females can be
seen as sentenced in their houses and neighboring networks

whereas males are also pushed out of houses for the midday.

Similarly, local people are not well integrated with the
internal spaces of local city as well as other cfties. They
have probably °“shifted over their city’ when they have gone
into relation with other cities. In fact, there is only one
single formal firm engaged on transportation from Beypazar:
to Ankara, next large-scale urban area. There are not
informal small entrepreneurs working in transportation as
they are in most of the rural and urban places in Turkey.
Thus, commuting services are not only limited but also more
expensive. It was three times more expensive to go to
Beypazar: than to go to Kiz:lcahamam, another peripheral
town with similar distance from Ankara, when the
researchers travelled there. The location of the new houses
around the national networks of highways and the separate
fields away from old center seens aé another indicator of
pecople’s shift over «city. Local residents look alsoc for
other busses commuting between Nall:han and Ankara rather
than wuse their buses. These people have probably no
relations with existing old-center on daily bases, except

for necessary economical and administrative obligations.
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This shifting has lead to further formations. Community
seems as a locality which has not also proper bases for its
own people to make sense of a community, except coffee
houses and small work places. Males generally go to the
creek and other picnic areas, besides coffee houses, with
other males at their ;ﬁeisure times. They generally eat
sometﬁing and have alcoholic beverages on those areas
rather than do any other thing. Sometime, +they stay in
their cars around creek and just drink beer because there
are not any suitable pubs in Beypazar: for ordinary people.
If there 1is any sense of lécality/ community, this will
basically be structurated within small scale work-places
under the control of small employers. Thus, conservative
moral positions of ’those small employers (Aksit, 1978) are
seen as an obstacle to genérate common places not only for
females and families but also for males who further
increase community formation in the city. People have
almost less integration with their domestic life spaces;
and they have still less facility to get such relations for

their coming days.

In fact, there is a small “park’ at the center of Beypazar:
next to the building of municipality, near Bedesten. There
is a small beer house here and some open places for common
.people. However, the majority of urban dwellers do not use

this place; except few foreigners for their children.
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Generally, peasant families wuse this and similar places to
wait for their mini-busses to go their villages. Indeed,
both building of municipality and this park were
constructed by non-elected/ appointed governor of military
regime of 1880. That is, the alternative center for the
older center has been established under foreign influences,
nof by the <city’s own domestic dynamics. Domestic dynamics
are seen as crude opportunists. For example, they have
rented some work places and offices within the same
building of municipality of a price, by official costs,
reiatively cheaper than thalt of the private equivalents.
But those renters already demand more rents if any other
candidate entrepreneur wants to re-rent those places from
current renters. in other words, hegemonic group of
domestic people are seen as obstacles for any development
in the city. The old center had made the generation of new
center more difficult; and the new center is seen as an
obstacle for any more development. Paradoxically, it
appears that this community could not refresh itself if
there was no military regime 1in peripheralA national

geography.

Non-centrality can easily be seen at the core of the town.
As it has partially been mentioned above, the existing
center mainly consists of shops for local rural and urban

people but not recreational centers particularly for local
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urban peoplie, except for coffee houses. The center has only
economic functions which are, indeed, satisfied forcibly
because there 1is no other alternative way of getting
necessary foods. There are no places for families as well
as single females. In fact, the existing center has been
functioning basically for rural people as a center of
retailing but not for marketing their own products. There
are few peasants who sell their own products in the market
places in the market days in Beypazari. There is an
informal but a noticeable monopoly over retailing of food
products in Bedesten. Thus, prices of vegetables and
similar fruits are more expensive than in siwmilar

peripheral urban areas and in Ankara.

In this sense, natives can also be divided into two
different groups within themselves in Beypazari where
migrants are almost a distinct category. The first native
group has benefitted froﬁ economic monopoly at the old and
new centers whereas the second group of mnatives |is
exploited by existing centers because most of them are
regular or irregular wage earners. They have not any other
social and cultural satisfaction from the dominant centers
either; and then, they are closed into their houses in
isolation. Thus, they are also excluded from new

developments created by newcomers in the city.
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Shifting over community will lead to a kind of hypocrisy in
localist thinking. Local people, particularly members of
the dominant groups, have necessarily lived in different
styles in public and private spaces. This will be more
apparent in their relations with religion and politics.
They will have more probably different behaviors although
they have contrasting opinions. They will have suppressed
their own personality and generated a doubled identity
based on inconsistencies rather than conventions. They have
already defined some enemies for their own, families,
neighbors, local community and so on. The enemies of local
people conéists mostly of foreigners. They dislike migrants
who accommodate here for any reasons. They have already
some stories about dishonesty of some migrant groups, such
as migrants of Ulus, a town of Zonguldak. Its residents
have necessarily been migrated Beypazari by their employers

when their working places have been closed down.

Hence, hypocrisy of local people has already strengthened
the segregation between natives and foreigners. Therefore,
they will necessarily disconnect their family from the rest
of the community and detach their community from the rest
of the national society. They already exaggerate their own
positive attributes as they have also exaggerate negative
attributes of their enemies. For instance, they will

exaggerate their religiosity, honest&, bourage, rolitical
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integrity with national totality, communal solidarity etc.
whereas they will also attach controversial attributes onto
others, such as residents of Gidil and Nallihan, two

proximate towns around Beypazar:i.

On the other hand, thgy have prcobably controversial
attributes for what théy have already attached +to
themselves. For example, they will probably more cautious
although they say that they are courageous. In fact, they
do not want to go to other places because they are most
fearful to be migrant foreigners. They have also consumed a
roughly equal amount of alcoholic beverages although there
are not visible places to drink and they have already said
that drinking is a sin. Similarly, gossip is a sin but they
have already chattered about foreigners etc.. Members of
the dominant groups of local community will generate an
ideology of lbncal chauvinism. They will already explain why
foreigners should be pushed out and why their jobs and

other facilities should be occupied by local natives etc..

This hypocrisy will later lead the conventional conception
of wurbanization to misunderstand social diversifications
contingent with wurbanization. There are probably some
sincere natives with honesty; but conventional conception
of urbanization has less theoretical ability to comprehend

them as a particular wurban group because it conceives
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urbanization merely as nativity alone. Conventional
measurement of urbanization in time has strengthened such a
misconception which argues +that only natives are urban

people.

1.2.3.1.2 Conventional Measure of Urbanization

in Time

Dne  of the very basic measurements of vurbanization is
identified as duration or length of residence in urbamn
areas (Kelesg, 1871; Ak=it, 1975; Baztuz, 1879; Sencer,
18798; Kartal, 1883). For example, Kartal (1883: 52) claims
that urbanization has tzken shape in five periodical =ztlages
in Turkey. Villagers decide to wigrate to city at primary
"stages of their urbanization; and they begin to work in
urban areas as seasonal labour while they reach towards
second stage. In their third stage of urbanization, they
permanently accommodate in the city. For Kartal, the final
stage of wurbanization has been accomplished by tﬂe second
géneration. Thus, Kartal looks for how periodical stages of
urbanization have influenced over urban pecple who stayed
at squatters, by an implicit assumption that urbanization
is obtained as much as the duration of residence in city
has increased.  This is evidenced _by which Gecekondu

dwellers’ investments into the city increased and their
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investments in their villages decreased as their duration

of residence in city has increased.

Similar identifications of wurbanization have generally
confused mnatives and wurbane with each other, .because
enduringvanalyses have generally comprehended the duration
of residence as duratio; of residence in the surveyed city
as it is used by Sencer (1979: 210) and Kartal (1983: 85)
across the crude values of dates of migration inteo the
city. Hence, it is impossible to become an urbane if one
has stayed in other urbawn areas. Fortunately, this problem
can be eliminated by accounting duration of residence as
the differences between present date and the dates of
migration into city as Bagtusz did (1878: 156)., Thus,
natives particularly lose their advantages on urbanization
with respect Lo migrants. But, this new meaéure also
raises some questions if it is used by itself as a single
criterion because it necessarily asserts that ones who have
longer duration of residence in urban areas are more urbane
than the others. Thus, a men at the age of 30 wﬁose birth
place is urban is considered less urbanized than his father
at the age of 60 whose birth place is rural but he migrated
to city 40 years ago. This 1is ;he reason why researchers
pay =attention on generations rather than individual
persons. However, as it 1is already presented, these

comprehension have already confused urbanism and nativity
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with each other. And also, they can consider families
across generations in a longitudinal conception rather than
as an actual entity in their current relations.
Consequently, the duration of residence concept has also
given no room to become wurbane if one has not stayed in
urban space because it has not a relational dimension. But,
it is still necessary to determine people’s urbanization in
time although it is already evidenced that it misguides the
analyses if it is considered as a single determinant of

urbanization.

In this context, I have accounted periodical urbanization
in two states of wvariable construction. Firstiy, total
duration of residence that corresponds to the age of
respondents is recounted.*? And then, 4t is re-elaborated
in accordance with the types of settlements.*® Hence, it
could be possible to retain the four basic types of
duration of residence for the further elaﬁorations about
urbanization that correspond to the durations of residence
at rural and urban areas.** The first one (représented by

variable Agerur given in Appendix C.1.3) shows the duration
of residence at rural areas that sums the durations of
residences at villages. Thé second one (represented by
variable Ageurbl) shows the duration of residence at other
larger cities. The third one (rgpresented by wvariable

Ageurb2) sums durations of residence at larger cities
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(considered by variable Ageurbl) and similar peripheral
towns. The last one sums durations of residence, contained
in wvariable Ageurb2 and the duration of residence in
surveyed city. This is the final definition of conventional

measurement of urbanization in time.

Thgs comprehension has not paid attention on the
differences between nativity and urbanism either although
it has a potential basis for such an analyses. These
elaborations lead to attain a better understanding of new
measure of urbanization. Duraticons of residences at larger
central cities have, more probably, different effects over
urbanization of .individual persons thgn,the duration of
residence at peripheral urban areas.ﬁ“SimilarIy, total
values o©of duration of residence at current city reflect
nativitx rather than national citizenship. But, the
convehtional measure of wurbanization does not take into
account such differences. Fértunately, the operational
identification of wurbanization in time will be benefitted
to constiruct final definitions of both conventionai and new
measures of urbanization after it has been transformed into

its z-scores.*?®
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1.2.3.1.3 Conventional Measure of Urbanization

in Economy

People’s integration with city in economic processes wmeans
two basic states. Firstly, it means economic growth and
consequent industrialism and capitalism as it has already
been defined by some anthropologists, like Childe and
modernist snalysts, like Hoselitz, Friedman etc. (Childe,
187G; Sioberg, 1869; Friedman, 1866; Friedman and
Lackington, 1873; Keles, 1883: 6).‘ Secondly, it means
reocple’s integration with economy which is located in urban
areas. In other words, operational definition ~of
urbanization in this second state is not intended ?d grasp
it as the people’s iﬁtegration with money and ma;ket

economy, and detachment from rural engagements; but it

simply defines urbanization as people’s integration withw<

the economy which is only establicshed in urban areas. This
economy can aléo be dealt with pre-éapitalist and pre-
industrial processes or rural engagements. In fact,.it alsec
compromises people’s integration with money and market

economy but it is not a necessary condition.

In this frame of reference, urbanization will basically be
defined with respect to 1) wealthiness, 2) labour
relations; and 3) consumption, regarding prosperity on

~furnishing and dressing. Hers, it must also be poninted out
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that people’s relations with wurban economics will be
comprehended with regard to the economic relations of all
family members, including parents, sisters and brothers,

partners and children if they have any economic attributes.

Wealthiness of individual persons is alco determined in twoc
types: 1) income and expenditure in cash, and 2) feal
estate. Income in cash is accounted as the sum of incomes
of all household members who lived under the same roof,
free from their participation into the family budget. They
are also remodified wunder six categories of their
magnithdes with regard to the prevailing assumption
asserting thal urbanization goes up as much as income goes
up. ¢ Expenditures have aiso been considered as one of
the components of wealthiness because they 2also indicate
people’s affluence. This 1is relatively importanthfor the
~parents, w«who spending mwmoney for their children who are
.abroad for/educational purposes and obligatory official
services, like military service. These parents have
necessarily had to be related with other urban a;eas. Real
estates of individual persons are also considered to
determine their urbanization in economics by an underlying
assumption that urbanization has increased by an increase
in real estates in urban areas.®*’ Lastly, sources of the
properties are also considered with regard to how necessary

money are founded to have a shelter and business.*®®
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Urbanization in terms of labour relations are also
comprehended in accordance with related characteristics of
previously mentioned «close family members and two friends
rather than individual respondents alone. Labour relations
are considered i; two states, regarding to 1) employment
conditions and 2) occupational locations. Employment
conditions just deal! with whether respondents and their
close family members are currently employed or unemployed
by an underlying assumption suggesting that urbanization

has increased if one has employment, at first.*”

On the other hand, the determination of occupational
locations, that deal with labour in global systems and
working place conditions, has some more difficulties.
Hence, cccupational locations are comprehended in two basic
states of determination of employment statuses and sectoral
locations rather +than simply in determination of the
changes in the sectors of economic engagement(5° It is
incomplete to define economic sectors as the sectors that
are based on division of labour, such as agriculture,
industry, service etc., but it should also consider primary
and tertiary sectors appear in accordance with the number
of employees at a particular establishment. Urbanization

does not only correspond to sectoral changes from
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agricultural work on commercialism and industri;lism etc.,
but also corresponds to occupational diversifications, as
it is already evidenced even through squatter areas of
Turkish cities (Yasa, 1968; Senyap:l:, 1882). Such
diversifications should necessarily be considered because
occupational facilities are proliferated not only through
‘real” capitalist sectors, but largely through ‘péeudo'
areas. As it is relatively well known, dualism 1is
identified as one of the very basic characteristics of
urban structures in Turkish cities as it is for most of the
Third World cities (Tekeli, 1877 1882L; Tekeli, et.al.,
1976; Senyap:li, 1978; 1881). Economic sectors of dualistic
totality have been identified through variqus terms, such
as registered-unregistered sectors, organized-unocrganized
{(Kiray, 1972) bazaar-firm economies, (Geertz, 1863} core-
marginal poles/sectors of economy, (Cbregon, 1880; Tekeli,
1882b; Senyap:li, 1978; 1881) lower—-upper circuits,
(Bademl1i, 1877) traditional-modern sectors, {(5taley and
Morse, 1865; Celebi, 19831 formal-informal sectors, or
priwmwary, secondary and tertiary secters (Haft, 1973,
Sethuraman, 1975, 1976a; 1976b; 1885) capitalist-petty or
simple commodity modes of production (Wright, 1879; Scott,
1979; Gerry, 1978b; Gerry and Bircbeck, 18813,
Paradoxically, one of the very basic assertions of all
those conceptualizations assertis that urbanization has been

-succeeded as much as traditional, unregistered, informal,
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marginal sectors etc. have disappeared and their
contradictory partners have hold dominance (McGee, 1973;

1977a; 1979).

However, it 1is hard to decide on the boundaries of those
sectors; not only because the researgh has not available
methodological tools and sample, b;t also because the
economic relations are largely provided by governmental
establishments rather than an autonomous bourgeoisie, even
in its generic forms in the surveyed town. Private
establishments -even in their most productive forms- seem
as dependent upon direct consumers rather than other
producers. Indeed, small peripheral towns are largely
characterized by the lack of informal sector (Tekeli, 1888)

and the dominance of small establishments (Roberts, 1874;

1875). Governmental offices are also of small scale.

Therefore, occupational locations should firstly consider
differences in employment statuses that regards three basic
issues.®! Firstly, it identifies mainly wage aﬁd salary
earners with an underlying assumption asserting that salary
earning 1is the more wurbanized way of payment. Because,
salary earning represents labour primarily on service and
administrative sectors at public firms in Turkey. These
firms are truly urban entities. Secondly, it identifies

working people’s administrative'responsibilities to decide
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the real nature of wage and salary earners. Because, it is
also necessary to look at working people’s administrative
responsibilities to decide +the real nature of wage and
salary earners. Salary earners are not truly “white collar’
occupants but most of them are employed as manual laborers.
Similarly, wage earners are not always ‘*blue collar?’
workers employed as manual labour but some of them have
administrative responsibilities, what Wright (1585)
attempted to comprehend under the names of supervisors and
managers as two of the contradictory c¢lass locations
(Erbas, 1833). Therefore, skillfulness of wage and salary
earners are also considered in order to determine their
economic urbanization. It is decided on their direct
answers whether they have any skill or not. But, the final
decision on their administrative responsibility considers
also the number of employees who are dependent upon
respondents’ supervision in business. Those numbers will be
graded in between zero and eight with an assumption that
average number of employees is already lower than the score
eight and there 1is not so much differencé between
establishment with eight and more employees in the town.
Thirdly, it describes casuality in terms of insurance with
an underlying assumtion that insurance appears with
urbanization. Lastly, employment statuses should als=a
consider total number of employees to comprehend the

distinction between large- and small-scale firms with an
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underlying assumption that wurbanization goes parallel with
large-scale businesses. Lower-status occupants of a large-
scale international company will probably have more grades
of urbanization than the *chairman’ of a small

business.®?

The last definition of sectoral location considers'the
occupations in term of their actors’ positions 1in just
-previocusly mentioned employment statuses and sectoral
differences in economic engagements.®S Sectoral locations
have gradually been considered‘between one and five as much
as labour detached from rural and irregular /informal forms
of work. Villagers are denoted with zero whereas unemployed
persons and day laborers are assigned with one. In fact,
There are only two unemployed persons in our sample (See
Table-48). The second group consists of small employers.
They are deeply diversified from each other in terms of
permanency of their work places in another peripheral city
in Turkey (Erbasg, 1893). But, they are not so mucb expanded
in Beypazari. They are only small employers engaged in
various sectors. | will consider régular wage workers of
private establishments under the third group of
occupational urbanization in the town. Because, the other
two groups consists of employers and wage and salary

earners of public firms and retired persons. Employers are

given four and public employees five, by an assumption that
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those employers are engaged in small businesses and have
been proliferated after governmental firms were

established.

The conventional measure of economic urbanization should
algo consider consumption by an assumption that
urbanization increases as much as consumption ha§ increased
(Sounders, 18839). Consumption has not operationally defined
either as using collective consumption goods or marketing
behaviors for private purposes. Consumption has mainiy been
accounted with regard to twe groups of evidences. The first
one is about quality of houses, consists of evidences about
some material conditions of Vbuildings and domestic
furnishing.®* The second group directly deals with
personal facilities. They are considered on the ownership
and numbers of some selected dresses, such as daily shoes
etc..®® On +the other hand, it can alsoc be accepted that
consumption should be comprehended as an indicator of
urbanism rather than urbanization, because it is based on
people’s choices rather than obligations. In this sense, it
should be clarified that the measure of urbanization about
consumption has no judgement on internal diversifications
of consumption whereas measure of urbanism on the basis of
consumption focuses on its varieties. Hence, consumptidn
are accounted by their mere quantities with an underlying

assumption that individual persons are urbanized as much as
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assumption that individual persons are urbanized as much as

they have such goods.

Lastly, it must also be pointed out that the final
definition of economic urbanization will be constructed as
a sum of z-scores of the mentioned groups of data in order
to avoid fallacious effects of particular scaling.®:
Becauce, the sbove mentioned data have been codified with
different grades. Mere frequencies of income can make rich
persons as the leaders of urbanization whereas they have no
more spatial and periodical relations with national urban
system. Hence, relatively poor persons have necéésariiy
been considered as peasants free from their QEY other

attributes.

1.2.3.1.3.1 Some Particular Economic Characteristics

of City

Beypazar: has satisfactory domestic conditions to identify

this settlement as a c¢

Pt

ty, with an economy which is largely
detached from agricultural work. There is a considerable
number of small employers engaged in more productive works
although most of the employers are largely occupied on
retailing and other copmercial, commicesionery and

transportational activities. Those productive businesses

are placed across two ‘industrial zones® of the town, which
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extra ordinary for such a small settlement. They are mainly
acéivated on metal and wooden bodyworks for trucks and
smaller cars; and they have buyers from all over the nation
although metal workers have lost their regular orders,
considerably recently. These establishments generally
occupy more than one employee; and their owners and
employees have generally resided in urban Beypazar: rathef
than surrounding villages. There are also three main public
plants invested around Beypazar: which operate on the
fields of coal extraction, electricity production and
highway consiruction. They are large scale firms with
respect to number of their employees in regional economy.
Most of their employees also reside in town and they make a
significant demand for consumption goods of small
shopkeepers. They are also wmain consumers of hotels,
restaurants and similar businesses of service sectors in
the town. However, surrounding towns and villages have
requested for those employees to reside on their locality.
For instance, local governments of Nall:han, one of the
nearest peripheral town, voluntarily supplied lands with
low cost credits for those people to construct their homes
whereas local leaders of Beypazar: have not such insights.
Local people of Beypazari seem to be look after for cash
income made through hotels, transportation and retailing of
necessary food stuff. They have less ability attracting

foreigners although they have better ability to extract
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their money. Unfortunately, their abilities disintegrated
the community from its surrounding regional and national
environments. It seems that villagers have shifted over

Beypazari.

Surrounding rural economy has alsoc largely been modernized
in Beypazar:i.®?” City has been surrounded by two different
rural zones. The first zone consists of land available for
irrigated modern farming where multi-culture of vegetables
has already been made for immediate consumption. They can
also produce more than one harvest in a year. Their main
product is carrot. They also cultivate parsley, cucumber,
onion, and similar vegetables as well as wheat and similar
products of grain cereals before or after harvesting
carrot. These irrigated lands also allow for fishing. There
are few small scale fishermen who are employed asz part time
agriculturalist, but there is not any modern farms on
fishing. The second zone consists of forest and other non-
irrigated lands. These lands have been offered two basic
opportunities to make income for its own natives.'The first
one is animal husbandry and the second one is wage work in
forestry. The main animal product 1is chicken. There are
large scale wmanufacturing units, called as ‘factory’ by

local people, which process on chicken products.

Local people have 1less ability to get benefits from
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agricultural productions and forestry, except for
transportation, although they can benefit from those income
opportunities not only as employers and wage workers but
they can also generate further works. Villagers have also
shifted over community. Rural products of carrots, other
vegetables and chicken products are largely exported not
only to national centers but also foreign countries.
Farmers c¢an directly sell their products without any
relations with Beypazari. They need Beypazar: if they need
credits from local commissioners. Town offers little supply
for rural production. For instance, everybody knows that
carrot farmers need available frost depots for regular
marketing of their products, but local people just wait for
central government to build it than construct it with their
own sources which are more probably sufficient to handle
the task. In fact, they have a cooperative to sclve their
problems related to carrot production and marketing. But,
the cooperative just pulls seasonal workers for
cultivation, harvesting and transportation. It has no other
function unless free Jaborers have used cpoperative

building as a center to sell their own labour force.

Similarly, activities and incomes of foreétry has also
discharged Beypazari. Forestry largely occupies around a
small town, Karasar rather than Beypazar:. It is far away

from  the town center; and as it has previously been
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mentioned, local people of Karaszar have directly integrated
with the national capital rather than Beypazar:i for most of
their needs. Karasar has its own highway to bring its own
relations with local environments and Ankara. Thus, local
residents of Karasar relate with Beypazar: just for their
obligatory official requirements. Therefore, Beypazari can
mostly contract only poor wvillagers rather than capital
owners. Most of the poor people of non-irrigated land and
forestry areas permanently or seasonally migrate to
Heypazari 1in order to get employment at irrigated lands

wnoreas rich farmers probably invest in other places.

In other words, wurban Beypazar:i: has rich potentials in
order to beccme a wealthy center for its rural environment.
But, urban community has not enough success in servicing
necessary functions fur its environment. As it is indicated
by measures on spatial urbanization, local people cof
surrounding land have also dismissed Beypazari for their
relations with the external world. Farwers have no need to
come to Beypazari to sell their products; alsb dominant
economic forces of Beypazar:i have pushed them from the open
market places in the central city. “Eski site’ is also
another example of community's failure. It consists of work
places occupied on repairing cars and some other metal
works. They proliferated in 1970s. They also specialized on

metal bodywork for trucks and small cars. But, for the time
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being, they have not as much regular buyers as producers of
wooden bodyworks have. As the local people say, they have
lost their buyers because of their own disorganized
behaviors. They always lied about the date of their order
to the buyers who came to Beypazari just for those metal
workers. These purchasers had to stay in hotels for long
days, which meant additional éxpenditures; althbugh they
~could easily satisfy their needs by a regular date at lower
costs. And then, the number of buyers began to drop, which
makes these metal works be instable. It 1is alsc nmore
possible to sample their failure in generating economic
growth. For instance, owners of a- single manufadturing
plant of a soda water came from Gaziantep, 2 city which is
considerably distant from the locality, although Beypazar:
has exitingly rich potentials of ore-bed of natural socda

water.

1.2.3.1.4 Final Definition of Conventional

Measure of Urbanization

The final definition of conventional measure of
urbanization as an independent variable will combine
previously mentioned wmeasurements about people’s spatial,
periodical and economic relations with wurban areas after

they also have been transformed into their z-scores in

S1



order to escape from disturbing assessments depending upon
different modes of measurements.®® 1 believe that this
transformations make the final definitions of conventional
measure of wurbanization and related elaborations more

convincing.

However, as it has relatively been mentioned, one the very
basic goals of this study is to determine the explanatory
powers of conventional and new measures of urbanization as
two independent variables that represent two controversial
modes of comprehension. For this purpose, I believe that
the conventional measure should also be divided within
itself into some further sub-groups to get more precise
decisions on its determining effects of overall measure of
urbanization (This overall measure will be called as URBAN
as it is indicated in Table-3). The conventional measure on
urbanization can only be accurately valid and reliable as
an independent variable for the further projectioﬁs if its
sub-groups also show expécted significance and directions
of relationship with dependent variables. Hence,
conventional measure of urbanization 1is divided into the
six sub-categories wunder the names of urbani, urban2,
urban3, wurban4, urbanb and urbanB in order to determine
sub-urban groups more accurately. For this purpose, upper
and lower limits of intervals are decided with respect to

median value and standard error of mean value of
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distribution.®” Those intervals have been located
regarding the median value of distribution in which its two
opposite tiles have also been allowed as open ended in

order to avoid erroneous effects of extreme cases.

In this frame of reference, I hope that the final measure
of urbanization under the name of ‘URBAN’ has reliably been
sccomplished.®*® 1 also believe that determination of six
sub-urban groups makes it possible to decide on reliability
of the conventional measure of urbanization +to discern
social plurality. Indeed, proportional weights of
population into these groups have shared roughly a normal
distribution where the lower and upper = groups of
urbanization have similar wveights (See numbers aﬁd
percentages of residents within sub-groups of variable

urbanization in “final definition’” in Table-3).

Table-3: Total numbers and percentages of respondents within sub-
groups of conventional measure of urbanization by spatial,
periodical and econorical relations.

Urbanization in Space in Time in Economics Final
Definition
Sub-groups N % N % N % N %
URBAN1 5 2.1 8 3.4 3 1.3 13 5.5
URBANZ2 29 12.3 29 12.3 27 11.4 33 14.0
URBAN3 84 35.6 80 33.9 88 37.3 72 30.5
URBAN4 68 298.2 81 34.3 78 33.1 67 28.4
URBANS 31 13.1% 30 12.7 34 14.4 36 15.3
URBANG i8 7.6 8 3.4 6 2.5 i5 6.4
URBAN 236 100.0 236 100.0 236  100.0 236 100.0
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Available data also enables the students of urban sociology
to compare social processes of urbanization within space,
time and economy. In this sense, it seems that local people
of Beypazar: have lower success in urbanization iIn time
whereas they have a little bit more progress in
urbanization in space and economy. it seems that
urbanization has not mainly resided because individual
persons were born in this local city -as it is evidenced by
their distribution within sub-groups of wurbanization in
time- with their own established economic facilities; but
it seems tﬁat local born and migrant members of the
community have more intentions to increase their relations
with other wurban areas as well as their own local urban
space. In other words, it 1is clear that natives and
citizens should be differentiated from each other in
peripheral urban communities, too. The natives have
inevitably wurbanized since they were born in peripheral
city where their parents had already accommodated, whereas
the <citizens have voluntarily or consciously urbanized.
Both groups are almost urban pecple and quéstisn should
simply be formulated as to identify their social bases in
the process of urbanization rather than disregard some of

them as preserved villagers in urban areas.
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1.2.3.2 New Measure of Urbanization

Conventional conception of urbanization does not consider
intra-city differences between local éity and foreign
cities. In fact, conventional definition has comprehended
people’s relations with foreign cities; but, it has
implicitly argued that wurban people with higher degrees in
urbanization have 3lso been more integrated with distant
cities as well as they have well integrated with domestic
city and vice versa. In fact, this is not necessary for
urban dwellers in any moment. Urban dwellers can be related
with distant cities although they have loosely integrated
with their domestic environment and they can be loosely
integrated with distant cities although they have well
integrated with their domestic spheres and so on (Aksit,
1875). The +two modes of wurbanization are not supplemental
stages of urbanization; but they are exclusively distinct
modes of wurbanization in which urban citizens have
urbanized in each mode separately. They are not categoric
variables but transitory ones, which allow .that same
persons can be comprehended in both variables. Therefore,
any definition about urbanization should also pay attention
to the qualitative distinction of these modes of
urbanization in any case. As it is already presented, this
new conception will be called as the new measure, and the

two modes of wurbanization will be called as local and
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global modes of wurbanization, respectively, in the present

research.

In this sense, definitions of 1local and global modes of
urbanization have been constructed to grasp such a
distinction of two modes of wurbanization in which local
mode cérresponds just +to nativity, and global mode
corresponds probably to *national citizenship’. In fact,

there are at least four sub-forms of local urbanization and

there are at least five sub-forms of global
urbanization.*! The first form of local wurbanization
means to be integrated into «c¢ity in which one lives in

(Locala). The second form of local urbanization means to be
integrated 1into city and surrounding rural hinterland
(Localb). The third form of local urbanization argues that
local urbanization is exclusively controversial with global -
urbanization (Localc); and the fourth form of local
urbanization argues that local urbanization is also
exclusive for rural life <(Locald). The second mode of
urbanization will be identified by the term of global
urbanization in order to grasp levels of integration with
other cities, global environment. Global mode of
urbanization has also varieties in itself. The first form
of global mode of urbanizatién means integration with other
cities (Globa). The second and third forms of global mode

of urbanization assume that global wurbanization is not in

1214}



conflict with what is to be integrated with rural (Globb)
and immediate wurban environments (Globc), respectively;
. whereas, the fourth and fifth forms of global urbanization
assume that it is controversial with integration with
immediate wurban (Globd) and also rural environments
{(Globe). Table-4 shows structural equations for the

possibilities.

Table-4: Stractural means of new-measures of
urbanization for local and global modes

Locala Conventional identifications of urbanization with
duration of residence in the city

Localb Locala with duration of residence in rural areas

Localc Locala minus duration of residence in other urban
areas

Locald Localc minus duration of residence in rural areas

Globa Conventional identification of urbanization with
duration of residence in other urban areas

Globb Globa with duration of residence in rural areas

Globc Globb with duration of residence in the city

Globd Globa minus duration of residence in the city

Globe Globd minus duration of residence in rural aress

In this frame of references, it 1is probable that any
separation between these two modes of urbanization,
corresponding to the nativity and nationai éitizenship,
will be more clear in Beypazar:i. Because, the first /local
mode of urbanization has been strengthened in itself as
much as particular urban territory has its own history and
lets its residents be proper natives. In this sense, it
must also be emphasized that the nativity has not limited

itself by persons’ being born in local territory. Persons
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are natives as long as they have resided at a certain area.
Thus, ones who have born at rural areas can also be more
native than the urban born residents who resided in other
areas previously 1in their life-time. All persons are also
both mnatives and alien foreigners with respect to their
durations of residences in the surveyed territory.
Therefore, the significant question is not to identify how
these two modes of urbanization have satisfied; but, on the
contrary, it is to determine how much their fulfillment

influences over dependent sociological variables.

1.2.3.2.1 Historical Background of Urbanization in
Beypazari: Center of Opposition for

National Capital

It is generally accepted that Turkish history as well as
Turkish society and politics have already been constructed
on a conflict between local people and state classes of
central governments (Mardin, 1867; 1869; Ke&der, 1887).
Bureaucracies of central governments had also despotic
ideologies at any wmoment in the history. Modernist
discourses of ruling elites of the Republic of Turkey
established in 1923 were also wade of a despotic ideology.
This new ideclogy was not democratic in nature but it just

asserted that the +traditional ideological discourses of
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local people had to be changed, even forcibly. Thus, ruling
elites or state classes were obstacles whereas local people
were leading actors of economic development, community
formation, socio-political democratization and similar
attributes of modernity. On the other hand, it could also
be confirmed that Turkish society as a modern nation has
been eétablished from above /center but it is not a
consequence of local dynamics (Trimberger, 1978). That is,

if there were not a central governeent there would be no

more Turkish society in present time.

In fact, the assumption of conflict between central
government and local communities can be verified by
Beypazar:'s data. Beypazari 1is an old city which may be
classified as an Ottoman-Islamic city. It was also called
as Beypazari even in old writings of Evliya {elebi. It
literally means the market place of the lord. 1t had
relatively more importance in its past because it was a
central place on the iraditional road of caravans between
Istanbul, imperial capital of Ottoman Society aﬁd Ankara
and Konya, two provincial towns. Therefore, people have
been traditionally well integrated into Ottoman Rule as
they were established in Istanbul, Ankara and Konya. But,
they began +to lcose their importance as +the road became
lost its functions in regional /national geography by the

introduction of railroads and highways by late 1890s. In
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fact, +those days were also the days of the collapse of
Ottoman Empire in Istanbul, and establishment of
parliamentary democracy in Ankara by an oppositional group
against Ottoman ruling elites. In those days of
reconstruction, natives of Beypazar: took positions siding
with Istanbul and opposed to the new government of Ankara,
QO kilometers next +to Beypazar:i. Consequently, Ankara’'s
. response was as strong as much as Beypazar:i’s opposition
~after the ‘Padisah’ of'lstanbul had gone away and new the

government of Ankara established its rule over the land.

In this frame of reference, natives of Beypazar: believe
that Kemalists and their organizational body of Populist
Republican Party (CHP: Cumhﬁriyet Halk Partisi) as well as
their governments consciously pushed them  backward.
Therefore, natives have largely supported oppositional
political movements against CHP. Because CHP was known as
leftist in Turkeyr lowal urban people largely organized
themselves in the right wing political bodies of Demoératic
Party (DP: Demokrat Partisi) in late 1940s and 1950s,
supported Justice Party (AP: Adalet Partisi) in late 1860s
and in 1970s when it was founded as a successor of DP after
a military coup in 1860. In late 1860s and 1870s they also
largely began to be organized in other right wing political
movements which have more emphases on religion and ethnic

origins, such as Nationalist Salvation Party (HSP: Milii
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Selamet Partisi) and Nationalist Movement Party (MHP:
Milliyetci Hareket Partisi) ete. Leftist political
movements, as it will be pointed out later, had no
considerable support in urban Beypazari, possibly because
CHP is known as leftist and secular; and DP and other

rightwing political parties are known as religious.

In this historical background, Beypazar:i, settled around é
market place, which established as the core of the city;
there are three old mosques around this wmarket élace. This
market place is called “bedesten’ although it is not a real
bedesten of Ottoman times but’ it was constructed
immediately after the establishment of the new republic. It
is relatively well established. It is mnot a covered
building but it looks 1like a grand bazaar includes
miscellaneous establishments of dealers engaged basically
in redistributive activities for wurban and rural
populations. The old city with old houses and some of thé
governmental buildings is also around Bedesten and its
surrounding zone. However, urban development, i.e.
construction of new houses, has not regularly related with
Bedesten and old urban center. In fact, there are two modes
of growth in the city; the first one has been realized
around Bedesten and its joint partners, mosque and
governeental institutions whereas  second one has been

realized through national high-ways, i.e., without any
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traditional domestic center. In other words, it seems that
people of Beypazar:i had no success on urbanization by their
own domestic dynamics until 1580s when the new houses were
constructed by housing credits of central governments. As
.the name of Beypazari implies, majority of natives founded
their historical bases at the time of the Lord rather than
new republic, consciously or not. But, new dimens;ons have
largely introduced into the community, too. The new measure
of urbaniiation defining the distinction between local and
global modes pays particular attention also con these two
distinct modes of wurban growth, There should be some
differences between these two tendencies of wurbanization,

regarding their social implications.

1.3 Basic Questions and Hypotheses

In this frame of references, the very basic question of
this research is the determination of explanatory abilities
of conventional and new measures of urbanization over

social diversifications in a peripheral city.

The basic research hypotheses argue that the new measure of
urbanization has better ability to grasp social diversities

whereas conventicnal measure will conceal these difference;
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because it has not considered on the distinctions between

domestic city and other cities.

In this sense, it is already assumed that peripheral city
is not a rural community with a population small in number
and weak in density with low level of social
differentiation. In turn, it is &an urban community with
enough number of population with considerable density and
social differentiation where those differentiations have
also strictly been integrated with wunderilying processes of
urbanization rather than inner-born physical or
historically given sﬁcio—cultural characteristics of

individual persons.

Additionally, it is also assumed that urbanization is not a
mono-dimensional process; but it has its own divergences.
There are two distinct and controversial modes of
urbanization which are identified as +the local and gliobal
modes of urbanization captured by the new measure. They
basically correspond to nativity and national citizenship.
And, these two modes should hypothetically have
controversial social attributes in all spheres of human
being, such as aging, political choices, religiosity, level
- of education, types of  -houses and marriages, occupational
diversification etc.

Further research will look upon these relationships.
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1.4 Survey Research and Data Processing

A survey research has been carried out in Beypazar: between
1992 and 1984. It is a small-sized urban center with its
total city population of 26225 in 1990. As it has already
been presented, Beypazar: is not only & small sized city
5ut also a peripheral urban center which is 80 kilometers
away from a metropolitan center, Ankara. It bhas indeed
alternative facilities of +transportation with Ankara as
well as other large and small scale urban centers, but with

limited capacity.

Survey research has been completed in three stages. First,
some visits have-been made with random conversation with
local people, 1including some quarters headmen, some
officials, small employers, ordinary natives and non-locals
etc. Second, a semi-structured questionnaire have been
applied for roughly 10 persons with deep interviews. Third,
the final survey has been administered in two days with 20
interviewers. These interviewers have been selected and
trained from senior students of senior classes of the
department of sociology at the Faculty of Letters of Ankara

University by Dr. Hayriye Erbas.

It could be argued that sampie has been selected 1iIn

accordance with the rules of area sampling. But it has been
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realized in a flexible manner because of rapid changes 1in
Beypazari. As it has been mentioned previously, it is still
seen a field of construction where hundred of new houses
are been located around the old city and old quarters.
Hence; it has been accepted that it 1is relatively
unnecessary to follow available ‘statistics’ registered
either by central or local governments for different

purposes.

Data codification, entering into computer and data
clarification has been made for numerous days as the

dissertation has also been taken shape.

1.5 Plan of the Dissertation

Dissertation has five basic chapters. The first chapter
mainly deals with literature review and operational
definitions of two modes of measure on wurbanization in
which conventional and new measures of local and global

modes have also identified.

Next chapters deals with relationship between urbanization
as it is defined by conventional and new measures and
socio~cultural diversifications in the c¢ity i.e. urbanism

in peripheral town of Beypazari. These chapters also have
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sub-sections'about sex, age, household structures, economy,
politics etc. as sub-identifications of wurbanism. Thus,
they should be read in the order presented not only to get
information about Beypazar: but also to decide about

relevance of basic concepts and research hypotheses.
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1.6 Notes

1. Mannheim (1986) clarifies concreteness and realism as
two of the attributes of conservative thought. It assumes
that some things are impossible to occur basically because
of their quantitative weakness in objective reality.
Conservatism has no credits to elaborate qualitative
promises of quantitatively ;mallest units where progressive
mind considers such cases as the seeds with full of
potentials. Hirschman (1894) has also determined similar
features as decisive aspects of reactionary thought, more

recently.

2. In fact, I believe that Christian rationality hss no
need for preceding empirical research for their
formulations of basic hypotheses on other ethnic

communities. It 1is relatively accepted that Marxism has a
very similar mode of thought with modernization theories
(Bendix, 1867); but, it should also be accepted that
Marxism is also determined by European racism which
exaggerated superiorities of some selected physical and
cultural features of Europeans, such as latin language,
Slavic lineage and Christian church, as it is well
exemplified by Engels (1887) through his forecasting on
Serbs and Greeks as the two leading groups of free trade in
Balkans.

3. As well as Simmel, rural wurban controversies have

largely been shared by other classical founders of
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sociology, namely Marx, fonnies, Durkheim and Weber,
although it seems that they have basically dealt with the
opposition between pre-industrial and industrial types of
societies (Heredia, 1986).

4. Look for the details of the very basic concepts of
modernity and tradition at R. Bendix (1867) in additioni to
the basic essays of Rostow, Huntington, Hoselitz, Parséns,
Inkelex, and their applications on urban question through
the works of Geertz (1863; 1968), McGee (1867), Sethuraman
(1875; 1976z 1976b; 1885). As it is partially mentioned,
analyses of K:iray, Lerner, Karpat, Magnerella, Levine,
Suzuki, Szyliowicz, Schnaiberg and many others have well
produced within modernization theory without obvious
Christian dogmas. Church prejudices are more obvious in
Benedict, (1871) when he speaks on how Ula has decayed its
dynamics via immigration of Christians.

5. Sméll towns were also considered as transitional forms
of c¢ity by Turkish authors, (Kiray, 1964; FErkul, 1983;
Uygun; 1984) without any question about initial and final
ends. Hence, it is more probably asserted-that either local
people will migrate towards large scale urban éenters, or
Iocal center will transform into a larger <city as much as
urbanization has established on national geography as
Benedict (1971) assumes. Because, neither industrialization
nor modernization4can ever be satisfied in small peripheral

towns as much as they have fulfilled in world cities. Local
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pecple can be integrated with such facilities but local
city can not totally be fulfilled with them.

6. Gottdiener called them by the term of conventional
mainstreamers whereas he has identified his new way, as a
successors of Lefebvre, as the school of social production
of space.

7. In this context, small peripheral towns are generally
considered as intermediary stages in migration which makes
it a successional process (Kelezs; 1871: 32).

B. The “Gecekondu’ literally means “alighted at night’ in
English because they were fabricated 1in distant places at
daylight; and then, they were transported and located at
night when they were first seen around old Turkish cities.
They are 1illegally constructed on occupied (generally)
public land (Keleg, 1983) for poor migrant workers (Hart,
1868). But, they are recently issues of commercial
transactions. Look for the details of these ‘processes,
Yasa, (1866), Hart (1969), Karpat (18976), Senyap:il: (1881),
and Kartal (1983: 67) who has also anticipated that
Gecekondu owners would be major group of tand speculators
of future days in early 1880s.

9. 1 believe that following studies have already based on
such a systematic hierarchical approach: Timertekin, 18865;
Tolan, 1870; DPT,1982; Berry, 1981; Berry and Smith, 1872,
10. I accounted Lynds descriptions on middle towns as

their contributions about the very basic definition of
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urbanization rather than middle cases, although they have
not probably such intentions. They have just emphasized the
differences between large éities and middle +towns rather
than pay attention to different aspects of urbanization.
.11, Gottdiener (1885) illustrates such a rationality by
Harvey's explanations on city and urbanization in
capitalist society as they are seen in his books of Social
Justice and the City (1873).

12. ] believe that the debate in following articles is
confirmed by how Frank generates alternative and dependent
ways of growth, whereas others generate pessigism on the
basis of same data (Frank, 1883; Bernstein and Hicholas,
1883). His optimism may also be rooted hig non-marxist
premisses which are largely declared with the criticisms of
other neo-Marxists.

13. Indeed, one of the very primary guestions éf Castells
is determining wurban bases of socizl wmovements arisen on
urban areas of Western Europe late 1860s. The concept of
collective consumption goods and the inequality of their
distribution are formulated to explain urban basés (1976¢c)
although he has already attempted to verify that these
bases are over-determined by surrounding capitalist mode of
production, even in the last instance (1977). Science is
only a way to arrive at these consequences.

14, . Saunders attempts to develop his intentions to

elaborate private mechanisms of reproduction as well rather
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than be restricted in collective ones (1989).

15. I believe that K. Kartal and M. Ersocy are two examples
of such a theoretical position in Turkey. Ersoy, (1882) in
particular, made hié empirical investigations essentially
on the basis of spatial and economical variables rather
than sociali / human o¢nes. But, Kartal (1883) negessarily
used similar 9qualifications of wmodernization ;o grasp
spocial changes through the sccial spaces in the city.

16. The concept of social spsce is also ussd by different
authors for different purposes, such as Kartal (1883} and
Bourdieu (1885).

17. ©Hncl (18988) and Kartal (1883) have also evidenced that
land and house (sguatter) ownership is a considerable
source of wealth accumulation in Turkey.

i8. It seems to me that the differences between use and
exchange values of urban space (of Lefebvre) are very close
to the differences between life space and economic space
tof Friedman).

i9. f it is argued that +the notion of internal
colonialism  has generated from_ the “law of - uneven
development’ in marxian theory; it should also be accepted
that it is a simple fetishism, caused by theoretical
reductionism. There can only be a theory of unevenness
.rather than a law. "As Tom Nairmn (1977, 345) cnce put it,
‘uneven development’ is a politely academic way of saying

~

war'' (Smith, 1886: 101).

[oRN
fay
[



20. Benedict (1974) and Tekeli 11888) have well
exemplified such formulations to comprehend details of
social structures at small peripheral towns. Benedict has
already argued that these areas have lack of their own
domestic growth incentives for two reasons. First, their
traditiona) community organization is next to Islamic city;
and second: larger centers of surrounding national system
can directly reach to rural areas. On the other hand,
Tekeli, seems to me having no more assessments rather
different from DPT's elaborations on settlement system in
Turkey (DPT, 1882), except some considerations on the
relationship between modern system of stratification and
the influences of local families.

21. In this context, it seems that a2 new definition of
capital @accumulation has also come into stage via worid

city formation. Scott, A. J., (1888; 1891a; 1831bk) defines

*flexible production systems’ wvhich pay attention to
locations’ places in global system of relations of
production rather than locations of business firsms

contracted relations of productions as it has also been

considered by network analyses. He has also asserted that
this new system has indicated the end of Fordist era and
beginning of post-Fordist relations although his theses has
already been criticized by an assessment that those
evidences are successors of fordism rather than its

opposites (Lovering, 18390; 1991).
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22. This is particularly valid for Antalya and Mersin as
it is indicated at Table-2.

23. I have basically looked for migration theories as they
are re-formulated by Harris and Todaro (ﬁhagwati and
Srinivasan, 1974). Look for following sources for details
about determinants of migration and relationsﬁip between
migration and urbanization in Turkey: Gedik, (1977),
Erdogmugs (1877), Kelezs (1870; 18983).

24, In faect, squatters have also occupied central areas of
the city; but residents of those squatters have more urban
experiences (Kelez, 1871).

25. The homeless will probasbly be graded by zero.

26. Appendix B.1.1 offers list of wvariables, their
original codes and remcodifications wused to comprehend
building quality. Appendix B.1.2 and Appendix B.1.3 show
~ frequency distributions fegarding original and remodified
codes of processed variables. See also the questionnaire
filled by variable numbers in Appendix A to seé contents of
mentioned variables better.

27. I believe that Kartal (1983) has a similar conception
when he elaborates Gecekondu residents® wurbanization in
economic spaces. |

28. Variables of v482, v484, v485, v486, v488, v489, v4590,
v491l, v492, v483, v484, v485, v496 and v497 are processed
to comprehend the furnishing of building as it 1is given in

Appendix B.1.1.
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28. Appendix B.2.1 offers list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications wused to consider the
location of working places. Appendix B.2.2 and Appendix
B.2.3 show frequency distributions regarding original and
remodified codes of processed variables. See also the
questionnaire filled by variable numbers in Appendix A to
see contents of mentioned variables better.

30. See Tekeli, Giloksiiz, Okyay (1976)v and Tekeli and
Okyay (1877 for the concept of ‘dolmuszs’ and its
significance in Turkish cities.

31. Appendix B.3.1 offers 1list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications used to consider the
respondents’ indirect relations witﬁ other national cities
across their close relatives. Appendix B.3.2 and Appendix
B.3.3 show fregquency distributions regarding original and
remodified codes of processed variables. See also the
questionnaire filled by variable numbers in Appendix A to
see contents of mentioned variables better.

32. Appendix B.4.1 offers list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications used to consider the
respondents’ indirect relations with other national cities
across their friends and other relatives. Appendix B.4.2
and Appendix B.4.3 show frequency distributions regarding
original and remodified codes of processed variables. See
also the gquestionnaire filled by wvariakle numbers in

Appendix A to see contents of-mentiohed variables better.
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33. Appendix B.5.1 offers list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications that are used to
consider the respondents’ direct relations with other
national cities in its first step. See also the
questionnaire filled by variable numbers in Appendix A to
see contents of mentioned variables better;

34. Variables used to determine levels of'urbanization for
particular localities are v3, v10, vi8, v26, v37, v40, v43,
v46, v68, vi08, v2i4, v217, v232, v285, v302, +v308, v316,
v328, v358, v358, v366, v374 and v382. Those variables
originally show the numeric identifications of provincial
areas for official (traffic) purposes. Those numbers
correspond to their rank sizes in the Table-2, Such as
Adana has 01, Adiyaman has 02 and ZSirnak has 73 and so on.
They are transformed into the rounded numbers that are
presented at variable urbanization (2) at Table-2 in order
to comprehend respondents’ direct relations with other
national settlements. Following paragraphs show the way of
their preparation.

35. Hierarchical consideration is seen as a common
paradigm for the most o©of the coﬁventional analysts in
Turkey although they have regarded themselves in different
theoretical rooms, except some very recent ones like
Erayd:n (1982). 1 believe that Erkal (18B2Z) (politically
-right-wing oriented) has repeatedly exemplified such an

understanding when he has used the terms of regional less-
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development, inter-regional unbalances, inter-regional
inequalities etc. Similarly, Tekeli, (1988) (politically
left-wing oriented) can easily present official evaluation
of DPT as the bases of his own considerations.

36. I believe that the studies of Bademli (1877), Lelebi
(1983) Aktar (1980) have clearly indicated that peripheral
cities have also strongly established dynamics of economic
growth in Turkey. This is also expressed through political
organization, even in radical ways (Aksakal, 1889).

37. Both ratios of urbanization (1) and urbanization (2)
can also be considered as capable bases of a new model! on
urban network to grasp realities of post-Fordist era which
can not be well understood by classical models of urban
hierarchies (Eraydin, 1882). OBn the other hand, [ recommend
to use the ratio of urbanization (2) rather tharn the ratio
of urbanization (1) in order to avoid disturbing alignments
of the‘first one. Because, the second one well corresponds
to the socio-economic development of particular provinces.
Rank order correlation coefficients between variables
urbanization (1), wurbanization (2) and Tolén et.al.’'s
identifications of socio-economic development of provinces
are 0.60 and 0.75, respectively. Both coefficients show
meaningful relations; but the second one is more
significant.

38. Danielson and Keleg (1980) argue that urban primacy

can be accounted as the ratio of the number of population
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of the largest city to the total number of residents of
following four largest cities in a national urban system.
In this consideration, ratio of 1Istanbul’s primacy over
national urban system is 0.76. (istanbul /Ankara +izmir
+Adana +Konya).

38. For instancg, any respondent who was born in a village
of Ankara will gét 22 (110/5=22) points of urbanization.
40. Hence, any respondent who was born in the city of
Ankara will get 110 (110/1=110) points of urbanization.
1. See Appendix E to view how they are transformed into
their z-scores and cembined with each other to comprehend
urbanization in space, called as ECOL in computation and
illustrated in SPACE in Table-3.

4L2. Appendix C.1.1 offers 1list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications that are used to
consider the duration and residences. See also the
questionnaire with variable numbers in Appendix A to see
contents of mentioned variables better.

43. Appendix C.2.2 shows frequency distributions regarding
remodified codes of - processed variables under tﬁe names of
AGEi1, AGE2, AGE3, AGE4, AGES5 and AGE6. Variables AGEl and
AGEZ indicate durations of residence at rural villages.
AGE3, AGE4, AGES and AGES indicate durations of residence
at local town, similar provincial towns, larger cities and

metropolitan areas, respectively.
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44. Appendix C.1.3 shows frequency distributions regarding
remodified codes of processed variables AGE1, AGEZ2, AGE3,
AGEA4, AGES and AGE6 wunder the names of AGERUR, AGEURB},
AGEURB2Z2, AGEURB3 that correspond the durations of
residence at rural and urban areas, respectively. See also
the second stage of computation of duration of residence in
Appendix C.1.1 to view contents of variables, AGERUR,
AGEURB1, AGEURB2, AGEURBB;

45.  See Appendix E to view how z-score of duration of
residence at‘ urban aresa, called as ZAGEURB3 are combined
with related variables show wurbanization in space and
economy with each other as a new index of conventional
measure of urbanization, called as URBAN.

46. Appendix D.1.1 offers noticeable variables and their
remodifications used to comprehend income and expenditure
in cash. See questionnaire filled by variable numbers in
Appendix A to see contents of mentioned variables. And, see
‘also Appendix D.1.2 that indicates frequency distribution
about mentioned variables in their remodified forms to have
a little bit more information on real conditions.

47. Appendix D.2.1 offers variables and their
remodifications used to comprehend real estates of
respondents. See gquestionnaire filled by variable numbers
in Appendix A to view contents of mentioned variables.

48. Appendix D.3.1 offers variables and their

remodifications wused to comprehend financial sources of
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shelter and business. See questionnaire filled by variable
numbers in Appendix A to view contents of mentioned
variables.

49, Appendix D.4.1 offers list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications that are used to
consider the employment conditions.

50. Occupational location is . considered here by
considering occupational locations of all family members
rather than respondents alone. It is also discussed in
section about Occupational Location in Chapter-3 to see its
relations with urbanization in details.

51. Appendix D.5.1 offers all those variables with their
original and preparatory remodifications used to gomprehend
employment statuses of respondents. Variable v203 shows
whether the employees are wage or salary earners where the
wage esarners are denoted by lower grade. See also Appendix
D.5.2 and Appendix D.5.3 that show frequency distributions
of processed variables in terms of their original and
remodified codes to have more information about real
conditions.

52. Appendix D.6.1 offers list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications that are wused to
comprehend total number of employees at work places. See
also Appendix D.6.2 that indicates frequency distributions

regarding remodified codes of processed variables.
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53. Appendix D.7.1 offers list of wvariables, their
original codes and remodifications that are used to
consider the sectoral locations. See also Appendix D.7.2
that indicate frequency distributions regarding remodified
codes of mentioned variables.

54. Appendix D.B.1 offers list ; of wvariables, their
original codes and remodificatiéns that are wused to
comprehend cbnsumption patterns. See Appendix D.8.2,
Appendix D.8.3 that indicate frequency distributions 1in
terms o0f original and remodified codes of mentioned
variables. See also the questionnaire filled by variable
numbers in Appendix A to view variable contents better.

55. Level of consumption regarding personal facilities is
determined through the following variables: v546, v547,
v548, v549, v550, vE51, v552, v553, v554, vb55, v556 and
vE57. Appendix D.B.4 and Appendix D.B.5 show frequency
distributions of these variables in terms of their original
and remodified codes. See Appendix D.8B.1 to vieﬁ how they
are computed as a new consumption index.

56. See Appendix E to view how they are transformed into
their z-scores and combined with each other as a new index
to comprehend urbanization 1in economics, that is called as
ECON and illustrated in category ECONOMICS in Table-3.

57. It is ¢generally accepted that wurbanization as a
nation-wide process was determined by modernization in

rural production in Turkey (Tekeli, 1982d; Nalbantoglu;
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1875) rather than modernization in the cities. It may also
be evidenced through informal works although these works
have also been considered as unorganized realities which
are generated by poor villagers due to insufficiencies of
urban sectors to absorb those ‘“depeasanted’ and pushed
migrant masses placed in the cities (Kiray, 1872).

58. See Appendix E to view how the indexes about
urbanization in space, time and economics are transformed
into their z-scores and combined with each other as a new
index to comprehend conventional measure of urbanization in
its final definition, called as URBAN,

58. Calculation of interval is realized in the following

equation and with the following values.

Interval = ((Range / Expected Numbers of Intervals) -
(Standard Error of Mean / 2)).

X = ((20.429 /7 6) - (0.2861 / 2)}
= 3.2743.

Standard error of mean value is divided 1into two in order
to place intervals more precisely around median value.

60. Basic statistics of final definition of conventional

measure of urbanization -which will be called wunder the
name of wvariable URBAN from now on- are indicating a
relatively normal distribution through the following

values. Mean: 0.00; Standard Error: 0.370; Median: -0.171;
Mode: -15.772; Standard deviation: 5.681; Variance: 32.276;

Kurtosis: -0.161; Standard Error of Kurtosis: 0.316;

121



Skewness: -0.012; Standard Error of Skewness: 0.158; Range:
29.162; Minimum: -15.772; Maximum: 13.390; Valid Cases:
236.

61. Appendix F offers variables and statistical equations
to obtain different definitions of local and global modes
of urbanization. See Appendix C.1.1, Appendix C.1i.2, and
Apgendix C.1.3 to see contextual definitions and frequency
distributions of processed variables AGE3, AGERUR, AGEURBI1,
AGEURB2, and AGEURB3 that were constructed to determine

conventional definitions of urbanization in time already.



CHAPTER 2
SOCIAL DIFFERENCES IN BIDLOGICAL AND

DEMDGRAPHICAL FEATURES

This chapter elaborates some very basic characteristics of
urban people in a peripheral context wunder the general
title of social differences in biological and demographical
features rather than the term of ‘vital statistics’ which
are largely used across the studies of early dichotomy
models (Mann, 1968). Because, most of the underlying
aspects behind vital statistics have also Qery strong
social peculiarities. For example, proportional weights of
males and females in population should also have some
relevance with gender relations in community. Similarly,
age structure should have some relevances .with inter

generational relations and so on.

In this' sense, social differences in biological and
demographical features are firstly examined on gender and
generation by wusing the data on females and males,

youngsters and elders. And then, available data on
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household structures which is about family types will be
taken up. Indeed, family +types are further detailed in
accordance with their sizes and extensions in which small
and large scale families and nuclear and extended families
are being comprehended. In this context, domestic relations
among family members are also be surveyed in order to grasp
relations among household members better. Thus, some more
decisively social aspects of human 1life <c¢can also been
considered. First, primary relations that are accepted to
disappear through wurbanization by Wirth and succeeding
modernist thinkers are considered as they are accomplished
among family members. Second, marriages and their related
preparatory procedures are reéonsidered through the .
introduction of candidate partners to each other and the
ages of marriages. Next, gender relations are also
considered under the main title of biological and
demographic differences in accordance with 1) proportional
weight of males and females; 2) their relations in domestic
and public spaces; c) females’ dresses and their statuses
on education and 4) employment; and 5) males' participation
in some selected housework. Lastly, birth places of
respondents and their fathers will also be considered under
the title of spatial mobility in this section. But, they
will be comprehended to get some more information about

natives and strangers in surveyed community rather than
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elaborate migration, flows of population across regional or

national geography.

2.1 Gender and Generations

Urban sociology, under the dominance of rural-urban
dichotomy wmodel, argues that urbanization goes parallel
with a decrease in the proportion of young men; an increase
in the proportion of women, and then, a decrease in the
procportions of elders and wvery young kids in total
population of the community (Mann, 1968: 28-31). This
assumption has been, indeed, inferred from the data of
large scale metropolitan centers rather than peripheral
cities. These metropolitan areas pull young men and females
from peripheral areas like Beypazari. They have not come
together with their elders, women, kids and any other
relatives. Thus, age and sex structures of population have
taken shape as they are proposed above. However,
urbanization should also go ahead by an increaée in the
proportions of males in peripheral  town of Beypazar: if
conventional and new measures of this study are wvalid to
grasp wunderlying processes of urbanization. Those measures
have to show same tendencies for all wurban centers, free
from their size and their position in the surrounding urban

system.
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2.1.1 Females and Males

For this purpose, I firstly compared numbers of females and
males within respondents’® old and new families in order to
decide whether urbanization goes parallel with an increase
of proportion of females or not. In this consideration, it
can be argued that wurbanization goes parallel with an
increase of proportion of females per males in Beypazar:;!
because, as it is given 1in Table-5H, data shows that
proportional weight of females increased from 0.41 (585 7/

585 + 841) to 0.48 (494 / 494 + 525) between old and new

families.?

Table-5: Females and males in parent and current houssholds

Sex § Mean Minimum Maximum Sum
Parent | Female-1 2.48 1.00 8.00 585.00
Family % Mzle -1 3.586 2.00 7.00 841.00
Current | Female-1 2.09 1.00 5.00 484,00
Family Male -1 2.22 1.00 5.00 525.00

Secondly, relationships between conventional w@measures of
urbanization and the proportions of females in total
numbers of family members at parent and current households
are considered as it is indicated in Table-6. There are in
fact +two more definitions o©of current household in the
table. The first one corresponds to the nuclear family
~members, and the second one corresponds to the sum of
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nuclear family members and others who reside under the same
roof. Hence, there are also three definitions of females’
proportions in parent and current household. Those three
states are grasped in three variables, KORAN1, KORANZ2, and
KORAN3 which show ratios of females in parent household,
current nuclear families; and current households,
respectively. In this context, it seems that the
proportions of females‘ have increased by urbanization
because the | conventional measure shows positive
correlations between vurbanization and the last +two
definitions of females’ proportions in current households,
although it shows & negative relation to parent family.
But, this does not appear to be a reliable argument,
because there are also some sub—urban gfoups with negative
correlations between urbanization and ratios of females in
the last two definitions of households. Conventional
measure has less-ability to grasp diversities of females’

proportions in parent and current household, thoroughly.

Table-6: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between ratios of
females in parent and current households and urbanization
by conventional measure of urbanization

Urbanization KORAN1 KORANZ2 KORAN3
URBAN1 -.2460 . 2643 . 2643
URBAN2Z2 L0742 ~.0544 -.0735
URBAN3 -.0502 . 0083 . 0226
URBAN4 . 0185 -.0245 -.0205
URBANDS -.2278 -.2240 -. 2240
URBANG -.0320 -.3240 -.3272
URBAN -.0166 . 03689 .0326
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New identification of urbanization has also similar
outcomes, determined by similar correlations between
proportional weights of females in the last two definitions
of households and wurbanization in both local and global
modes. But, it has a little bit more performance to
identify some differences; because, it shows that people
who h;ve been urbanized in global mode come from families
where females have hold lesser proportional weights whereas
pecple who have urbanized 1in local mode come from families
with more females. The new measure of wurbanization also
shows that local wode leads the people to have fzmiiies in
which females have lower proportions, and global mode leads

to have families in which females have more proportions.

Table-7: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between ratios of
females within parent and current households  and
urbanization by new measure of urbanization

Urbanization KORAN1 KORAN2 KORAN3
LOCALA .0745 -.0030 -.0064
LOCALB .1348 -. 0775 -.0775
LOCALC -1321 ~-. 0021 -.00089
LOCALD .0898 . 0359 . 0350
GLOBA -.1241 . 0094 . 0041
GLOBB -.0802 ~. 0474 -. 0500
GLOBC -.1240 .0138 L0114
GLDBD -.1428 . 0480 , .0441
GLOBE -.0638 -.0020 -. 00984

In this context, it is difficult to argue that peripheral
town, Beypazara, has verified what 1is proéosed about
proportional weights of genders in urban community by rural
urban dichotomy model. Because, proportional weights of
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females per males are increased already. There‘is roughly
one female per each male (484 /7 502 = 0.84) at present,
whereas there were only half female per each male (585 /
841 = 0.70), previously. Urbanization goes parallel with a
kind of feminity against masculinity in peripheral context,

and this has some further effects over gender relations.

Z2.1.2 Youngsters and Elders

As it has been partially presented above, rural urban
dichotomy models argue that urbanization which has taken
shape with a rapid immigration has generally accelerated
mainly through single young males (Yasa, 1866: 75-77).
Hence, it can also be asserted that the average azge of
community members will be older as the urban community has
established. Proportional weight of young members has in
fact indicated whether community has already grown or not,

rather than whether it is an urban community or not.

In other words, it is not elaborated whether age structure
is top shaped or not in order to see whether urbanization
has any relations with the ages of people; but, ages have
simply been comprehended in their numeric forms. In this
context, the conventional measure of urbanization indicates

that the ages of people havé been increased by



urbanization; but it has also some sub-urban groups with
negative correlations between ages and urbanization, as it
is indicated in Table-8. That is, the con§entional measure
of wurbanization, as an independent variable, has still

less-capability to grasp diversities of aging.

Table-8: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between ages and
urbanization by conventional measure of urbanization

Urbanization AGE

URBAN1 -.4141
URBANZ2 . 0428
URBAN3 -.0826
URBAN4 -. 1233
URBANS -.1329
URBANG .1810
URBAN . 1436

On the other hand, new measures show relatively visible
inconsistency between ageing and urbanization at local and
global modes (See Table-8). People who have been urbanized
in local mode largely compose of old men and women whereas
people who have been urbanized in global mode are younger
ones. In this sense, it can also be asserted that the local
mode of wurbanization has represented dininishing mode of
urbanization in peripheral city whereas the global mode of
urbanization is a dynamic wmwode with 1its younger members,
although the conventional measure argues that urbanization
has lost it dynamics grow for the whole of the local city

without any intention to grasp varieties in details.
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Table-9: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between ages and
urbanization by new measures of urbanization

Urbanization AGE

LOCALA .5763x%x
LOCALB . 7984% %
LOCALC .3802%%
LOCALD .2400%x
GLOBA -.0227

GLOBB . 1298

GLOBC -.2951xx
GLOBD ~.3699%x
GLOBE L4202%%

2.2 Household Structures

Household structures have been elaborated under three main
headlines, namely 1) family types, 2) ways of marriages,
and lastly 3) gender relations. Family types are elaborated
with respect +to their size, extension and patterns of
domestic relations among family members. Analysis of the
ways of marriages and wedding ceremonies have been
presented under the general title of household structure
because marriages can only be realized as a priﬁary stage
for household structuration. On the other hand, gender
relations are also considered under the main title of
household structure, because gender relations are strictly

restricted in fawily networks in Beypazar:.

It must be pointed out here that there will not be
theoretically shared pre-definitions about the natures of
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household structures as wurban and peasant forms in this
study. Indeed, some of the pre-definitions have already
been presented, but the basic question is simply deciding
which forms have been emerged in parallel with urbanization
rather than deciding whether local community of Beypazar:
has shown the basic conditions of urban forms of household
or not. In fact, wurbanization generates +the particular
forms of Thousehold structures which are different from
Wirth’s and modernist imaginations. For example, closely
knit primary relations among family members, especially
between fathers and sons, have been established by
urbanization although Wirth argues that urbanization will
destroy such relationships. In contrast, they Thave
generated\by urbanization because they were prohibited by

Islamic traditions in Turkey.

2.2.1 Family Types

Family typeé have also been considered under three sub-
titles. | have looked for their 1) size, 2) extension, and
3) domestic relation® among male and female couples. Family
size is considered free from family extension in order to
distinguish people’s position on fertility. Because,
nuclear families can also emerge as large scale companies

whereas some of extended families can be smaller than the
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nuclear ones. In this context, as it is given in Table-10,
there are three definitions of family sizes in this
research related to parent and current households. The
first oﬁe shows the number of household members at parent
families in which our respondents lived in when they were
single men. The second one indicates the memhers of current
nuclear families; and the last one combines members of
nuclear families and others who have resided under the same

roof.

Similarly, extensions of families are a3lso identified in
three forms in this research (See Table-13). The first one
follows the classical definition of extended family as the
households with more than one couples who reside under the
same roof (Hart, 1868). The second one defines a
transitional form that indicates nuclear families with
other single relatives, such as old mothers, fathers or
young cousins etc.. The last one considers the past
experiences of married couples in terms of whether they
stayed with their parents in extended families after they

married or not.

Lastly, domestic relations will be elaborated under five
separate titles which consider relationships among family
members who stay at home and out. Hence, as it will be

pointed out at Table-16, the first group of items looks for
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means and frequency of parents’ relationships with their
sons and daughters who have lived abroad. The second group
of items looks for economic solidarity among family
members. The third group of items will deal with
respondents’ uses of their own houses for daily needs, such
as breakfast and lunch. The fourth group of items will
account'for whether family members have been together for
recreational activities or not, which include some of the
daily activities, sugp as dinner; and the fifth group of
items will look for respondents’ participation in routine

house tasks.

2.2.1.1 Family Sizes: Large and Small Scales

Survey researches have already asserted that urbanization
goes parallel with decrease in family sizes even in
peripheral towns.?® Monographic data has verified that
urbanization goes parallel with an considerable contraction
of family sizes, decrease of 1.76 person (f;om 6.00 to
4.24) in Beypazar: which 1is smaller than the family sizes
which are evidenced by former researchers (K:iray, 1964: 38,
115; Uygun, 1884: 221).4 Indeed, some of the present
fomilies also consist of elder family members evidenced in
variable current-2 in Table-10. It can be more easily

affirmed that there 1is a convincing parallelism between
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urbanization and a decrease in family size, i.e., fertility
rate, in peripheral town, Beypazar:, if these elders have
been eliminated from calculation, as it is comprehended and
represented by wvariasble of current-1 in the same table. In
this sense, typical wurban families are sSeen as married
couples with +two children, whereas they had roughly four
children previously. It seems to me that parents have
accounted the values of children with respect +to their
gqualities rather than quantities, as potential labour force

for the family businesses as much as they urbkzn:i:zed.

Table-10: Total numbers and averages of household members
in parent and current families

Households Mean Minimum Maximum Sum

Parent 6.04 4,00 12.00 1426.00
Current -1 4,24 3.00 8.00 1000. 00
Current -2 4,32 3.00 8.00 1019.00

On the other hand, the conventional measure on urbanization
indicates positive correlations between urbanization and
the sizes of old and new families, except current nuclear
households, represented in variable current-2 in Table-11.

That means, current households began to be made up of

nuclear families and 1left their elder relatives as they
urbanized. But, it has also some sub-urban groups with
negative relationships between family size and

urbanization, rather different from what is shown by

variable URBAN. The conventional measure allows to see that
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some households have decreased in number although some
others have increased by urbanization. Both groups are
related with urbanization but their relations can not

thoroughly be comprehended by conventional measure.

Table-11: Zero-Order Correlations between total numbers of
: parent and current households' members and urbanization
by conventional measure of urbanization

Urbanization Parent Current-1 Current-2
URBAN1 ~-.5635 -.5801 -.5801
URBANZ L4075 % ~. 1223 -.0238
URBAN3 . 1284 .0813 .0728
URBAN4 .1615 . 0087 0041
URBANS ~.0143 -.1268 ~-. 1268
URBANG -.0327 .0238 . 0054
URBAN . 1453 . 0332 ~.0104

New measures of local and global modes of urbanization
indicate mwmore visible contradictory behaviors for their
occupants. Table-12 shows that urbanization in local mode
has increased relatively parallel with an increase in the
sizes of current nuclear families and households although
urbanization in global mode decreased with parallel
decreases in the numbers of current nuclear families and
households. On the other hand, evidences interestingly
indicate that people in the local mode of urbanization come
from smaller families but they have intended to make their
families larger, as it is wverified in Table-12; whereas
people in the global mode have  intended to make their
families smaller although they come from larger companies.
fn sum, urbanization has two different actualities in
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family sizes which can easily be misunderstood if
urbanization can only be comprehended in conventional

construct alone.

Table-12: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between total numbers
of parent and current households’ members and urbanization
by new measure of u:banization

Urbanization Parent Current-1 Current-2
LOCALA -.0827 .1781x . 1409
LOCALBE . 0029 L3280 x L2816 %
LOCALC -.1148 L1611 . 1626
LOCALD -.1536%x .0726 .0730
GLOBA .1176 -.0688 -. 1114
GLOEB .1835% . 0401 -, 0006
GLOBC ' .1501 -.1340 -. 1496
GLOED . 0832 -.1825% -.2081 %
GLOBE . 0089 .0678 . 0032

2.2.1.2 Extended and Nuclear Families

It is generally approved that modernization and
urbanization make extended families become nuclear ones
(Kongar, 1986: 21-38). As it has partially been presented
above, family extension is defined in three ways in this
research. The first definition ofvextended family indicates
conditions of old parent family; the second one indicates
whether respondents lived with their parents and considers
the periods of co-living with their parents if they lived
together after they were married. And the last definition

of extension indicates the conditions of present family,
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i.e., whether there are any other persons with nuclear

family under same roof or not.®

In this context, it seems that urbanization goes parallel
with the elimination of extended form of family in
Beypazar: (See Table-13). The rate of %Mmily extension has
decreased from 1.15 to 0.95 by urbanization. There are only
22 families (8.32 % of total) who live with their elder
relatives in our sample in Beypazaer: at the moment. But,
some of the respondents (B8 cases) previously experienced
extended family ties afier they were married. They lived
with their parent families although they structurated their
own families later. Therefore, it can also be accepted that
a considerable proportion of wurban residents have been
within the frame of extended family networks in Beypazar:
although they live in their own single nuclear families

TIOwW.

Table-13: Basic statistics on total numbers of nuclear families
in parent and current households

Extension in Mean Sad Dev Minimum Maximum
Parent Household 1.15 .45 1.00 5.00
Current Household -1 .09 .52 .00 6. 00

Current Household -2 .85 i1.44 .00 10.00

Expectedly, the conventional measure of urbanization also
indicates negative correlations between wurbanization and

the extensions of current families (See Table-14). Urban
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people come from relatively extended families and begin to
shape more nuclear ones. However, some sub-urban groups of
the conventional measure have strengthened their extended
family ties although they are still urbanized. It means
that, the <conventional measure. is not able to comprehend
properly these persons in their relations with

urbanization.

Table-14: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between the ratios of
: nuclear families 1in parent and current households and
urbanization by conventional measure of urbanization

Parent Current Current

Urbanization H/held H/hold-1 H/hold2
URBAN1 -. 1802 oulllP . 1561
URBANZ2 -.0748 .1061 . 2534
URBAN3 . 1755 . 0122 -.0327
URBAN4 -.1459 -.0243 . 0847
URBANS -.0701 . -.0545
URBANG . 3834 -. 0375 -.3025
URBAN . 0582 -.0588 -. 0467

On the other hand, new measures of urbanization have
pointed clear cut differences for both wmodes of
urbanization if we loock at parent and current conditions.
However, members of both modes of urbanization have similar
experiences of extended family ties when they are married.
They stayed with their parents. immediate after their
marriages. Members of both modes have probably been married
by their parents. But later, members of global mode began
to construct more nuclear families although members of

local mode continue to keep their extended family ties.
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They more probably either live or work with their parents
already, whereas members of global mode have began to be

more independent than their parents in both spheres.

Table-15: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between the ratios of
nuclear families in parent and current households and
urbanization by new measure of urbanization :

Parent Current Current

Urbanization H/hoid H/hold-1 H/hold2
LOCALA -.0873 -.0809 . 0580
LOCALB -.0478 -.0357 .1323
LOCALC -.0825 -.0032 .1210
LOCALD -.1051 -.0275 . 0729
GLOBA . 0706 -.0746 -.1287
GLOBE .1035 -.0375 -. 0745
GLOBC .1023 -.0165 -.1238
GLOBD . 0752 -.0383 -.1491
GLOBE -.0139 -.1304 -.0739

It 1is also possible to confirm that parents of the people
who urbanized in local mode migrated from surrounding rural
areas alone when their (grand) parent families already
stayed 1in villages. Because new measure of urbanization
shows that they come from more nuclear units. Current
people of local mode are second generation of theose old-men
in the city; and they said that their parent families were
nuclear ones, because their fathers had no more relations
with their grand-fathers. On the other hand, it 1is also
possible to affirm that parent families of people in global
mode. still resided in rural areas. They are the first
generation of their families in wurbanization. In this
sense, it should be accepted that persons who urbanized in
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the local mode of urbanization have similar attributes with
what modernist typologies have already asserted. But, as it
has also been evidenced by the variable on family extension
in current household-2, the local mode has paradoxically
contradictory characteristics with such expectations
whereas the global mode has rather consistent aspects, if

we consider family types.

Z2.2.1.3 Domestic Relations among Family Members

One of the very basic assumptions about urbanism based on
Wirth’s conviction, argues that primary, face-to-face
relations will breakdown; and secondary,‘formal relations
will flourish through urbanization. However, in Islamic
communities, some form of primary relations among family
members have been restricted by Sharia by its particular
occupations on genders and generations, already. Therefore,
urbanization does not go parallel with the reduction in
face-to-face relationships; but on the contrary, they are
being accelerated as the new ways of human relations.
Hence, the primary relations in Beypazar: have a different
meaning from that of Western realities. Those relations
‘may be’ traditional residuals in Western casces but they
are new occurrences 1in Islamic community. In this coﬁtext,

sociologidal questions have to search whether primary

141



-,

relations among family members have been established or
not, rather than determine how much primary relations have

collapsed as the students of modernization theory expected.

In this sense, it is also assumed that traditional domestic
relations were basically economic relations among family
éembers, because the family was an economic unit under the
control of elder grand-fathers in the Ottoman society.
Economic needs lead males to maintain their relatives
during marriage, business or ewmplovment etc.. Similarily,
economic comprehension lead to hold females as service
workers of males who basically worked in order to satisfy

the tributes of central governmentis, in cash or in labour.

In this context, domestic relations or communications among
family members are comprehended_ under five further
distinctions in this research to decide Wirth’s convictions
better. The first group of evidences (represented in
variable 1iliskil in Table-16) deals with ~means and
frequencies of communication among family members.® Both
means and frequencies are scaled in accordance with their
modernity. Hence, it is argued that respondents have more
strengthened communications with their relatives if they
use telephone once a day rather than visit (or be visited
by} them once a month etc.. The second group of evidences

(represented by wvariable iliski2) deals with -econonic
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solidarity among family members with regard +to financial
support for family budget, for wedding, for buying a house,
establishing work places or getting employment opportunity
etc.” Here, in contrast +to the first group, available
evidences are evaluated just in accordance with their
quantity rather +than their forms. The third group of
evidences (represented in the variable 1iliski3) has dealt
with face-to-face relationship among family members
operationalized iIn terms of the periods of heads of
households’ co-existence with other family members in some
selected fields, such as picnic, dsily conversation with
each other in leisure times etc.® The fourth construct
(represented in variasble iliski4) is made up of evidences
about how much respondents have used home for their daily
requirements, such as breakfast, lunch etc.® And, lastly,
the fifth group of evidences (represented in variable
iliskib) deals with respondents’ participation in sonme
routine house tasks, such as cleaning home and the dishes,
cooking, washing clothes etc.!® Finally, 1 believe that
it should also be pointed out that these different groups
of evidences on domestic relations are not converted into a
new construct dealt with same relations because they are
different in kind. It is not necessary to be more pleasant
with other family members to supply them economically and

vice versa.
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Table-16: Basic statistics on domestic relations
with its five different definitions

Domestic

Relations Mean Sad Dev Minimum Maximum N
ILISKI1 8.87 4.44 2.00 31.00 236
ILISKIZ2 12.56 3.08 4.00 27.00 236
ILISKI3 12.83 3.72 5.00 23.00 236
ILISKIA4 5.60 2.81 .00 11.00 235
ILISKIS 1.91 4.16 .00 ‘41.00 236

In this context, head of households in Eeypazar: have best
averages on the third and second forms of domestic
relations, (variables iliski3 and iliski2) indicating being
together with other family members and economic sciidarity
/collaboration with each other, whereas they have worst on
participation into routine house tasks (variable iliskib).
Typical urban men financially support their family members,
particularly their sons and daughters as well as getting
supported by them. They are also together with their family
members in their leisure times. Nevertheless, their
nearness at leisure times is due to the insufficiency of
suitable places for wmen in out-spheres. They are just near
to each other rather than being close. They have to cone
necessarily back to their houses and stay with other
members in out-work. Typical urban men do not participate
in routine house tasks of any kind although they stay at
home. They are in fact loosely integrated with other family
members who stay out of home as wel} as in domestic spheres
of home, as they are evidenced thrqugh the first and fifth
group of evidences (See variables of iliskil and iliskib in
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Table-16). On the other hand, the question is not only to
describe real conditions but to determine their
relationship with urbanization. Those relationship can

disappear when they are commonly shared in community.

Table-17: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between domestic
relations and wurbanization by conventional measure of
urbanization

Correlations: ILISKII ILISKIZ ILISKI3 ILISKI4 IL1SK15
URBAN1 -.1118 -. 1700 L4342 . 3898 -. 0306
URBAN2 .4105x% . 0645 . 0558 . 0631 -. 2086
URBAN3 . 0660 -. 1468 .1651 . 1685 -.0474
URBAN4 . 0643 -.0486 -. 2267 .1883 -. 1523
URBANS . 1581 -.0178 . 2076 L2213 -. 0334
UREAKNG -.0018 -.1834 -.1528 -.1762 . 1963
URBAN .2565%x -. 0826 .2881%x . 0961 . 0538

The conventional measure of urbanization shows negative
correlation with the second group of evidences (variable
iliski2) whereas it has positive relations with all other
issues. That 1is tc say, economic solidarity among family
members has disappeared through urbanization, although it
is seen as typical characteristics of the peripheral urban
community; on the other hand, friendly re!aficns among
family members have been strengthened through urbanization
as they are evidenced +through communication among family
members, males’ uses of home for their daily needs and
their participation into routine house tasks. Traditional-
economic bases of household have lost»their strength as it

is evidenced by the negative correlation coefficient of
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iliski2, representing economic solidarity; and a new family
type is established on the basis of face-tn-face
relationship as it is evidenced by significantly positive
correlations on communication and conversatian, represented

in variables iliskil and iliski3.

But, it must also be‘accepted that conventional measure is
not enough to comprehend these social changes as contingent
appearances of urbanization. Because some sub-urban groups
with upper grades have controversial relations with these
issues, rather different from what the grand variable of

urban shows.

Table-18: Zero-Order Correlation Coefficients between domestic
relations and urbanization by new measure of urbanization

Urbanization ILISKI1 ILISKI2 ILISKI3 IL1SKI14 ILISKI5
LOCALA -.1437 . 0989 .C567 -.1598# -.1278
LOCALB -.1334 .2388x% -.0214 -.2540%x -.1892%
LOCALC -, 2586 . 1457 -.0445 -. 12465 -.1694x
LOCALD - 2417%% L0627 .0007 -.06876 -.1239
GLOBA . 3006%* -.1385 .1758% . 0658 .1414
GLOBB . 3128 -.0354 .1143 -.0014 . 0584
GLOBC .3161%x -.1576% .1331 .1430 - .1696x
GLOBD .2875%% -.2108%x . 1623 .1751% . 1849
GLOBE . 1289 -.0409 . 1580% -.0881 . 0280

On the other hand, it seems that the new measure of
urbanization is more capable o0f grasping these issues in
their connections with urbanization. Because the new
measure determines more obvious différences for local and
global modes of urbanization on those relations, except for
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iliski3. It shows that people who urbanized largely in
local mode have negative correlations on their
compunications with their relatives who stayed in other
areas, whereas people in global mode increased their
communication with their relatives and friends,
particularly by wusing the telephone. Similariy, the new
measure showé that people at local mode reinforce their
economic scolidarity whereas people at global mode have lost
such a solidarity. The new measure shows also that~peuple
who urbanized at local mode have negative correlations with
being tcgether with their family members (represented 1in
variable 1iliski3) wusing facilities of houses for daily
needs (represented in variable iliski4d; and with
participation into routine house tasks (represented in
variable 1iliskib), whereas people at global mode have
contrary characteristics. That 1is to say, people who
urbanized at global mode have also increased their duration
of being together with other family members; they use their
own houses most regularly and participate into house tasks

more than the members of local mode fulfill.

In sum, the analyses of evidences on domestic relations
among family members indicate that economic solidarity as a
traditional way of domestic relations has lost its strength
as urbanization increaéed. But, people of local mode still

keep their economic solidarity. The analyses also show that
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primary relations across verbal and facial communication,
such as wusing telephone, using home for daily needs, and
being together in leisure times, has increased through
urbanization. It seems that they are established by

urbanization.

2.2.2 The Ways of Marriages

Social analysts generally look for the‘changes in the ways
of marriages in Turkish communities to comprehend social
changes and wmodernization. I believe that the ways of
marriages should be elaborated in thrée periodical stages
in order to determine their relations with urbanization.
Those stages take shape in accordance with the ways of
partners’ familiarization with each other, the kinship ties
of partners and the ages of marriages, respectively.
Community legitimizes certain way of partners’
familiarization with each other; certain ages for males and
females to get marriages; and some otherA cultural
characteristics for prospective grooms and brides. The
question is to elaborate such issues with their relations
with urbanization; i.e. to decide whether conventional and
new measures can enable o grasp social changes as the

contingencies of urbanization or not.
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2.2.2.1 Introduction of Partners

for the Marriages: ‘Goricuy Usulii’

Turkish people have +traditionally married without pro-
marital relations with each other. They can only toc get
know each other wunder the supervision of their elder
relatives. This is called as ‘gorici usuli® which
corresponded to ‘*blindfold style’ in English. In fact, it
literally means “observer style’ in Turkish. That is, some
elders look for young girls and boys to get them to marry
although neither side has not been introduced to the other
one previously. Indeed, they con not see each other before
the wedding. Elider relatives decide to get young male and
female married; and then, they marry them with or without
their consent. If parents are “democratic,’ they may ask
their children whether he or she agrees or not. This
traditional way of introducing partners has been broken
down by social changes, realized after the establishment of
Turkish Republic' instead of Ottoman rule in 1823. Indeed,
this way of marriage should also be asbolished by
urbanization. Partners should begin to go into the marriage
with their own decisions through flirt if the urbanization
has a real significance for social change. In this sense,
the basic questions about the ways of introducing partners
for marriage is to determine to uhat extent ‘gdrici usuldl?

and flirt are attained by 1local urban people. In this
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context, engagement has a specific social sign. It
indicates that prospective couples are allowed by their

elders to be together in public spheres.

Table-19: Three ways of introducing partners for marriages

Ways of

introducing Value Frequency Percent

orict Usulit 1 138 58.5

Engagement 2 46 18.5

Flirt 3 52 22.0
Total 235 100.0

Table~19 shows that majority of our respondents were
married by "gdrilcit usulii’.!! If we accept that marriage
with engagement is not so different from wmarriage with
‘goricl usuld’, we can also argue that respondents who were
married with their own decisions have hold more minority in
the peripheral town, Beypazari. But, the majority of people
has no intention of getting their children to marry through
‘goridcu usula’ (See Table-20).!? A larger group of people
desires engagement for their children. They want just to be
informed, to say something about the final decision as it
is indicated in Table-20. They are a moderate group in
between traditions and modernity: they are under the rules
of traditions but they are also influenced by modernity.
They have no rigid rules for their actions; but they desire

that their decisions should be legitimized by the dominant

150




culture. Also, the weight of people who say that ‘children
can get their marriages by their own decisions’ is more
than the parents who prefer ‘“goriicit usulii’ (represented in
variable flirt in Table-20). Thus, the moderate groups can
also be joined 1into this last group if any cultural

legitimacy has been introduced into the local community.

Table-20: Proposed ways of marriages for children

Proposed ways

of Marriages Value Frequency Percent
Goriicit Usidli 1 27 it.4
Parent’s decisions 2 125 53.0
Flirt 3 80 33.9
Other 4 2 .8
9 2 .8

Total 238 100.0

Marriages among relatives can also be seen as one of the
evidences of traditional society in which patrimonial
social relations are dominant, where the property rights
over family estates are kept by the grand-father; and the
other family members are been employed as unpaid family
workers. Akin partners probably want to get their children
to get married with each otﬁer in order to keep their
heritages within family borders. They make their children
be marry to with sons or daughters of their countrymen if
they can not find any proper relatives. However, the weight
of marriages among relatives and countrymen should also be
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abolished by urbanization in Beypazar:i if urbanization is a

valid independent variable over social diversities.!®

Table-21: Consanguinity of married couples

Consanguinity of Wife Vaiue Frequency Percent
Close relative i 22 8.3
Relative 2 30 12.7
Countrymen 3 63 26.7
Neighbor 4 68 28.8
Other friends 5 23 9.7
School friends 6 5 2.1
Business friends 7 7 3.0
Friends B 14 5.9
Unknown 0 4 1.7
Total 236 160.0

Indeed, Table-21 shows that pecple of the peripheral town
are more urbanized than they appear to be. A con