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ABSTRACT 

 

‘PRODUCTION OF SPACE’ IN THE POST-EARTHQUAKE REGION: 

THREE CASES FROM DÜZCE 

 

 

Demirel ,  Sinem 

M. Arch,  Department of  Architecture 

Supervisor:  Assoc.  Prof.  Dr.  Güven Arif  Sarg ın 

 

December 2005,  132 pages 

 

 

This thesis  is  about the processes and atti tudes behind building production 

as  i t  is  about architecture as  such,  and i t  aims at  understanding 

architecture’s cri tical  capacity and i ts  relation to wider society.   In this 

context ,  the differing atti tudes and orientations in the construction of  the 

residential  environments in Düzce after  the two unsettl ing earthquakes that 

took place in 1999 are believed to provide a  study f ield,  where the 

relationship between architecture and different economic,  poli t ical  and 

cultural  structures that  consti tute civil  society can be examined.  Against 

this  backdrop,  our discussion will  concentrate on the specif ic  housing 

concerns and solutions proposed by three different groups,  namely:  

‘Solidarity Houses Project ’  real ized by the vi l lagers of  Gölyaka,  sett lement 

proposal  for  Gölyaka prepared by the Project  Implementation Unit  of  Prime 

Ministry  and the struggle of  the Düzce Depremzedeler  Derneğ i  for  tenants’  

r ights.  

 

The examination of  these case studies wil l  be based on our reading of  Henri  

Lefebvre’s  ‘Production of  Space’ and particularly his  analytical  categories:  

physical ,  mental  and social  space.  The relation between this  theoretical  

framework and the case studies wil l  be a  reciprocal  one,  in which the 

analysis  on the three examples of  house production wil l  both uti l ize the 

analytical  framework and be an instrument for  understanding i t .  Although 



 

 

v  

considered separately,  the concepts  we discuss in each chapter are 

inextricably interwoven.   At the end what we aim to outl ine is  a  more tota l  

picture of  the character of  the redevelopment processes after  the 1999 

Marmara earthquakes and represent architectural  practice in i ts  complexity.  

 

Keywords:  1999 Marmara Eartquakes,  Henri  Lefebvre,  Sol idarity Houses,  

Düzce Depremzedeler Derneğ i ,  social  space.   
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ÖZ 

 

DEPREM BÖLGESİNDE MEKANIN ÜRETİMİ:   

DÜZCE’DE ÜÇ KONUT ETKİNLİĞİ   

 

 

Demirel ,  Sinem 

Yüksek Lisans,  Mimarl ık Bölümü 

Tez Yöneticisi :  Doç.  Dr.  Güven Arif  Sarg ın 

 

Aral ık 2005,  sayfa 

 

 

Bu tez mimarl ığ ın kendisiyle olduğu kadar bina üretiminin gerisindeki 

süreçler ve tav ırlarlada i lgil idir  ve mimarl ığ ın eleş t irel  kapasitesi  ve 

toplumla olan i l işkisini  anlamaya çal ışmaktad ır.  Bu bağ lamda, 1999 

Marmara Depremleri ’nin ard ından Düzce’deki  konut alanlar ın ın 

üretimindeki  farkl ı  tutumlar ve yönelimler,  mimarl ık ve farkl ı  ekonomik,  

poli t ik  ve kültürel  yap ı lardan oluşan sivil  toplum aras ındaki  i l işkinin 

incelenebileceğ i  bir  çal ışma alan ı  sunmaktad ır .  Bu arka plana karş ı ,  

tart ışmam ız üç farkl ı  grubun özgül  bar ınma kayg ı lar ı  ve çözüm öneri lerine 

yoğunlaşacakt ır .  Bu örnekler ;  Gölyakal ı  köylülerce gerçekleş t ir i len ‘İmece 

Evleri  Projesi ’ ,  Başbakanl ık Proje  Uygulama Birimince üreti len Gölyaka 

Kal ıc ı  Konutlar ı  ve Düzce Depremzedeler Derneğ i ’nin kirac ı  

depremzedelerin konut haklar ı  üzerinden yürüttüğü mücadeledir .   

 

Bu örneklerin incelenmesi  Henri  Lefebvre’in ‘Mekan ın Üretimi’  adl ı  

çal ışmas ı  üzerinden yapacağ ım ız okumalara,  özell ikle de önerdiğ i  anali t ik 

kategori lere (f iziksel ,  ak ı lsal  ve sosyal  mekan)   dayand ır ı lacakt ır.  Bu teorik 

iskelet  i le  durum çal ışmalar ı  aras ındaki  i l işki  karş ı l ıkl ıd ır.  Ayr ı  ayr ı  

incelenmesine karş ın her bölümde ele al ınan kavramlar ve durumlar 

kaç ın ı lmaz olarak birbirleriyle i l işki halindedir.  Bu çal ışman ın sonunda 

amaçlad ığ ım ız 1999 Marmara Depremi sonras ında yap ı lan yeniden yap ım 
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çal ışmalar ın ın özell iklerinin daha bütünlüklü bir  tasvirini  sunmak ve 

mimari  pratikleri  bütün karmaş ıkl ığ ıyla temsil  etmektir .  

 

Anahtar kelimeler:  1999 Marmara Depremleri ,  Henri  Lefebvre,  İmece 

Evleri ,  Düzce Depremzedeler Derneğ i ,  sosyal  mekan.  
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CHAPTER I 

 

INTRODUCTION: 

THE SOCIAL CONTENT OF ARCHITECTURE 

 

 

I .1  STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM 

This study focuses on differing atti tudes and orientations in the 

construction of  the residential  sett ings in the earthquake region,  in the t ime 

period following the 1999 East-Marmara Earthquakes.  Given as  a  physical 

event,  the August 17 t h  Kocaeli  and November 12 t h  Düzce Earthquakes 

define the specif ic  location and the time interval  for  the stories  we plan to 

summarize.  The conjunction of  this  physical  phenomenon with the real i t ies  

of  the social  fact  resulted with the massive destruction of  the built  

environment and a need for housing emerged.   

 

Often the buil t  environment is  more resi l ient  to change than the cultures i t  

contains,  but with this  cri tical  point in the history of  Turkey,  a whole 

region was driven to ref lect  upon how they think about and experience 

their  habitat.  August 17 t h  and November 12 t h  Marmara Earthquakes 

resulted with the loss and injury of  human l i fe  and the destruction and 

damage of  the constructed and natural  environment,  and a ‘need’  for  

housing emerged.  The immediacy of  the si tuation and the extent of  the 

housing need rendered this  incident signif icant and made the state 

intervention into housing certain.  But in the polit ical  aftermath of  the 

earthquake the national  and local  governments were subjected to 

unprecedented cri ticism, and moreover the ci t izens lost  their  fai th in the 

housing industry and i ts  set of  actors.  In addition,  when the government 

proved to be inadequate in providing the basic  housing units,  the victims of  

the earthquake proposed alternative solution ei ther as individuals or as  

different kinds of  organizations.   
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Architecturally,  this  specif ic  context  in which the study unfolds suggested 

architects  two main objectives.  First ,  there was the destructed environment,  

which revealed many of the long-standing problems related with 

architecture in our cit ies  and a response from the profession was needed.  

On the other hand,  the disasters  left  many people homeless and public  and 

private agencies started a construction phase to meet  the necessary need.  

Consequently,  si tuated in the middle of  destruction and construction,  this  

incident imposed on architects  both a “concerns about ends” and 

“questions about beginnings”. 1  In the given circumstances in which a  

familiar  present was lost  into the past  and a  future waited to be planed,  

from where should we start  in the action of  making something? 

 

In this  thesis,  we wil l  focus on three attempts of  housing activity that  took 

place in the subsequent redevelopment period after  the earthquake.  We 

have chosen to focus on residential  sett ings because of  several  reasons.  

First  of  al l ,  the practices in terms of  housing cut through and bring 

together “the major conceptual  and everyday divides of  production and 

consumption,  poli tics  and economics,  material  and ideological .  Housing is  

work,  home and politics .” 2 That  is ,  these processes work in major spheres 

of  capital ist  societies such as  the “social  relations of  production, of  state  

insti tutions and ‘civil  society’  ( the home,  the community) .” 3 Secondly,  the 

dramatic changes related with the domestic  places have a stronger quali ty;  

they upset  our sense of  belonging and safety and therefore have the abil i ty 

to focus effort  in response.  Last  of  al l ,  they suggest powerful  connections  

between architecture and urbanism, temporali ty and permanency. 4    

 

The three stories we have tr ied to track share the same crisis  theme in their  

origins,  beginning after  the destruction of  the buil t  environment and 

culminating in an ongoing project  unti l  recently.  Apart  from that,  they are 

 
1 David Bell ,  “Inmediasres,”  in  Ethics  and Architecture ,  eds .  John Capel l i ,  

Paul  Naprstek and Bruce Prescot t  (New York:Rizzol i ,  1990),  27.  
2 Peter  Dickens,  Simon Duncan,  Mark Goodwin and Fred Gray,  Housing,  S ta tes 

and Locali t ies  (London and New York:  METHUEN, 1985) ,  11.  
3 Ibid.  12.  

4 The connect ion between archi tecture and urbanism and temporal i ty  and 
permanency is  based on the  argument  proposed by Dana Cuff ,  Provis ional  City:  
Los Angeles  S tories  o f  Archi tecture and Urbanism  (Cambridge,  Mass. :  MIT Press ,  
2000) .  
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independent projects and do not  have easi ly observable commonalit ies .  

Nevertheless,  within the overall  structure of  the thesis  their  combination 

becomes meaningful  and serves to an end. Here,  our aim is  twofold.  First ,  

we study each project in depth and separately,  and secondly,  we consider 

them ‘in’  relation to each other.  Finally,  we aim to outl ine a  more total 

picture of  the character of  the redevelopment processes after  the 1999 

Marmara Earthquakes of  August 17t h  and November 12 t h .  

 

The f irst  case to be discussed is  ‘Solidarity Houses’  ( İmece Evleri)  real ized 

in three vil lages in Gölyaka,  Düzce.  Based on the participation of  the users 

in the housing activity,  this  example offers  an interesting housing solution 

that  succeeded in accessing the low-income victims of  the earthquake.  

Background is  provided by a  summary of  some of  the socioeconomic facts 

of  the region,  and a general  description of  the nature and the extent of  the  

demolishment caused by the earthquakes.  In a society dominated by 

commercial  suppliers of  housing,  this  proposal  implies some fundamentally 

different values in which the users and community groups can have greater  

autonomy and self-determination.  This  chapter focuses on individuals ,  

households and somewhat larger groups,  and the mechanisms they had 

established in regulating the process of  house production.  

 

Second case study analyzes the planning and construction processes that  

are undertaken by the government,  especial ly the proposal  suggested by 

the Project Implementation Unit  of  Prime Ministry for  the town of  Gölyaka.  

The chapter begins with an argument on modernity where rationali ty,  

eff iciency and planning can be considered as some of  the fundamental ist  

principles.  Dwell ing around the relation between State  and i ts  spatial  

organization,  the study concentrates on abstract  space as  the space of  urban 

planners and architects.  Then we carry this  discussion to the domain of  

architectural  practice where we analyze the housing policies  of  the Turkish 

Government through the specif ic  example of  Gölyaka Permanent Houses 

(Gölyaka Kal ıc ı  Konutlar ı ) .  Consequently,  in this  chapter we focus on the 

design principles  suggested by the government and on their  

implementation into the buil t  environment.  
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Third case study is  about Düzce Association of  Earthquake Victims (Düzce 

Depremzedeler  Derneğ i ) ,  in particular,  their  struggle against  the state,  for  

the tenants’  housing rights of  the earthquake victims l iving in Düzce.  As an 

ongoing project,  i t  offers  an example to community based actions in 

relation to disadvantages in housing.  To lay the ground for a  more specif ic  

understanding of  the practices  of  civil  society organizations,  the chapter 

begins with definitions of  the necessary terms and their  significance for 

Turkey.  This  is  a  story about empowerment and choice,  about imagining 

and f ighting for a  better  environment,  and therefore i t  is  inherently 

poli tical .  In this section,  the focus is  on communities and ci tizens,  

specif ically the ones mostly treated as  invisible  and through their  actions 

we wil l  propose the question,  ‘whom should architecture represent?’ .  

 
The three case studies,  then,  define our boundaries  in terms of  location:  

Düzce and in terms of  t ime interval :   Post-earthquake.  In fact this  abnormal  

condition,  a  break within the continuum of  a nation,  will  be the 

environment in which we will  do our analysis .  Through the case studies,  we 

set  out to understand architecture in al l  i ts  complexity and the space i t  

helps to shape.  In this  context,  the questions we put forward and the case 

studies we have chosen are analyzed around the concept of  ‘space’,  where 

spatial i ty is  understood as  an issue cutt ing across  disciplines.  As an 

understanding,  which relates dif ferent levels  of  operation that take place in 

the creation of  architecture,  ‘production of  space’  appears to be an 

appropriate  basis  for deciphering the processes that affect  the production 

of  buil t  form that occur at multiple scales and simultaneously.   

 

However,  in this  thesis  ‘space’  is  not used solely as a  means for 

understanding the post-earthquake environment,  i t  is  also the subject  of  

investigation.  ”Space is  not just  the place of  confl ict ,  but an object  of  

struggle i tself .” 5 Therefore alongside the case studies  we also try to 

develop an argument on space,  and try to trace i ts  involvement in 

knowledge practice through time.  In Chapter II ,  we wil l  look at  the 

differing concepts of  space and their  relation with architecture.  In Chapter 

III ,  we wil l  analyze how this  architectural  space is  structured.  Then,  in 

 
5 Stuar t  Elden,  Understanding Henri  Lefebvre:  Theory and the Possible  

(London,  New York: Continuum, 2004),  183.  
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Chapter  IV we concentrate on ‘social  space’  as  a  cri tical  poli t ical  construct,  

and analyze i ts  implications for the architectural  discipline.  

I .2 AIM AND BOUNDARY OF THE THESIS 

This is  a  thesis  as much about the broad processes and atti tudes behind 

building production as i t  is  about architecture as such,  and i t  aims at 

understanding architecture’s  cri tical  capacity and its  relation to wider 

society.  We are not  particularly concerned with the geometric 

configurations of  the ci ty or  the symbolic use of  form but instead on the 

relationship between architecture and different economic,  poli t ical ,  and 

cultural  structures that  consti tute civi l  society.  That  architecture,  as  an idea 

and practice,  is  in a fundamental  relation with the social  processes may 

seem as a rather straightforward proposit ion.  And yet the questions 

concerning the specific  nature of  this  reciprocal  relation bring opposing 

theories into consideration.  In fact,  the discussion on the autonomy of  

architecture has a  long history in which differing moral  underpinnings 

assigned architects varied social  roles and responsibi l i t ies.  

 

For most  of  i ts  history,  architecture has been associated with wealth and 

power.  Traditionally,  architects  “were required by the state and the church,  

the wealthier  classes,  administrative bodies and affluent  business concerns 

such as guilds and corporations.” 6 As a consequence,  the interests of  the 

patron,  throughout history,  have played a decisive role in the shaping of 

the buil t  environment.  Yet  these intimate t ies  between architecture and 

power are not openly distinguishable,  rather they are complex and 

culturally embedded.  

 

Today,  power is  disguised and diff icult  to identify,  i t  is  internalized in our 

daily routines and therefore goes largely unnoticed.  Many of the reviews on 

contemporary capital ist  ci ty evolve around its  changing character  where 

 
6 “Archi tects  were required by the sta te  and the church,  the weal th ier  classes,  

administrat ive bodies  and aff luent  business  concerns such as  gui lds  and 
corporat ions .  This  associat ion did not  a lways assure  the archi tects  a  favored 
s tanding in the social  h ierarchy,  but  is  suff iced,  a t  the very leas t ,  to  set  them 
apar t  f rom labor ing class .  They were not  workmen but  ru lers  of  workmen,  as  Plato  
puts  i t ;  they contr ibuted knowledge not  craf tsmanship.”  Spiro  Kostof ,  “The 
Pract ice  of  Archi tecture  in  the Ancient  World:  Egypt and Greece,”  in  The 
Archi tect:  Chapters  in  the  His tory  of  Profess ion ,  ed.  Spiro  Kostof  (Oxford:  
Oxford  Universi ty  Press ,  1977) ,  3 .  



the ci ty does not  operate on a visual  level  anymore,  whereas economic 

processes replaced architecture as  a  discipline constructing the real . 7 This 

statement becomes more complicated when analyzed within the 

professional  realm of the discipline as i t  is  practiced in Turkey,  where the 

visible,  concrete and material  components  of  architecture proved to be 

unreliable after  the unsett l ing East-Marmara Earthquakes of  17 August  and 

12 November 1999.  These disasters  revealed many of  the long-standing 

problems related with the buil t  environment in our ci t ies  in a  way that  we 

cannot avoid easily and this  s ignificant break imposed on us the question,  

how is  i t  possible  for  architecture to claim its  rights  amidst  the demanding 

material ization of  labor,  f inance and time? 

 

 

Figure I .1:  Image from the ear thquake region after  the November 12 t h  Düzce 
Ear thquake.  Düzce,  1999.  

 

One place to search for  an answer to this  question can be the l imited 

domain in which architects are asked to proceed.  In our ci ties,  majori ty of  

the buildings escape the profession’s intervention,  whereas unlicensed 

contractors or  speculative builders dominate the residential  sett ings.  This  

is  partly due to the nature  of  the profession in which architects  “disengage 

themselves from the spheres of  technique and building construction,  thus 

effectively separating them from the material  bases on which their  
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7 Slow space ,  ed.  Michael  Bel l  and Sze Tsung Leong (New York:  The Monacel l i  
Press ,  1998) .  
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professional  activit ies  rested.” 8 Accordingly architecture is  reduced to a  

question of  appearance where the architect  has a  part ial  control  over the 

issues of  façade,  materials  or pieces of  interior  spaces.  To distance 

architects  from the building activity into the restrictive domain of  matters 

of  surface,  diverted attention from the toughest  issues and questions that 

fal l  within the realm of  architectural  profession,  and left  the architect  as  a 

si lent witness to the ongoing processes in the buil t  environment. 9    

 

In many of the conversations we held with the ci tizens of  the earthquake 

region,  architects  were among the f irst  to be accused of  being responsible 

of  this  unpredicted outcome.  Likewise,  as  individuals,  most architects  

asserted that  they are truly concerned about the issues that  generated the 

demolishment.  But as  a  profession,  architecture did not succeeded in 

providing a  rel iable judgmental  work that  reflects  the total i ty of  the 

si tuation in our ci ties .  Despite the fact  that  majori ty of  the buildings that 

col lapsed lacked the virtue of  design and therefore categorized as non-

architecture,  the discussions in the discipline continue to evolve mostly 

around architect  designed buildings.  This exclusion of  a certain kind of  

construction from the consideration of  the discipline creates  a  gap where 

certain questions are not  asked,  which in return helps to preserve the status 

quo rather than encouraging architects  to cri t ically reflect  on their  

practices. 10   

 

Multiple  and complex reasons underlie  this  professional  agreement on what 

is  legitimate and not to the discourse on architecture.  This  discussion is  

 
8 Margaret  Crawford,  “Can Architects  Be Social ly Responsible?” in  Out of 

S i te:  a  Social  Cri t ic ism of  Archi tecture ,  ed .  Diane Ghirardo (Seat t le :  Bay Press,  
1991) ,  29.  

9 In  fact  K.  Michael  Hays points  to  the s ignif icance of  1970s as  a  per iod with 
an  increasing concern about the instrumental izat ion of  archi tecture.  “When the  
issue of  autonomy re-emerged in the 70s,  archi tecture was in  pecul iar  s i tuat ion of  
being eroded from within  by having become a service industry completely 
determined by technology and programmatic  demands of  the t ime…Architecture 
found i tself  without cul tural  or  d iscip l inary specif ic i ty…In contemporary 
vocabulary,  we could  say that  archi tecture found i tself  deterr i toral ized.  I t  lost  i ts  
domain;  i t  lost  the cul tural  realm that  i t  had control led.”  K.  Michael  Hays and 
Lauren Kood,  “Twenty Projects  a t  the Boundaries  of  the Archi tectural  Discipl ine 
Examined in  Relat ion to  the  Histor ical  and Contemporary Debates  Over  
Autonomy,” in  Perspecta:  the Yale  Archi tectural  Journal  33 (2002) :  55.  

10 Out of  S i te:  a  Social  Cri t ic ism of  Archi tecture ,  ed .  Diane Ghirardo (Seat t le :  
Bay Press ,  1991) .  
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beyond the scope of  this  thesis ,  yet  the consequences of  this  understanding 

are closely related with our subject .  As summarized by Diane Ghirerdo 

“this  essential ly self-  serving scheme for  determining what is  legitimate 

and pertinent operates  to mystify architecture,”  result ing with  

 
two  fundamenta l  ca tegor ies  o f  ana lys i s :  
1 .  the  se l ec t ion  o f  bui ld ings  tha t  may l eg i t imate ly  be  cons idered  

Archi t ec ture :  a s  th ings  now stand ,  the  overwhe lming numbers  o f  
construct ions  erec ted  annua l ly  are  not  cons idered  Archi tec ture .  

2 .  the  re la t ion  o f  Arch i t ecture  to  the  wider  nexus  o f  soc ia l ,  po l i t i ca l ,  
e conomic  and  ideo logica l  ins t i tut ions :  …Archi tec ture  remains 
autonomous  f rom the  range  o f  ideo log i ca l ,  po l i t i ca l ,  soc ia l  and economic  
ro l es  that  i s  des igned  to  fu l f i l l  and  that  co l labora te  in  genera t ing  the 
condi t ions  for  bui ld ing . 11 

 

This  preservation of  the myth gives architecture a relatively high social  

status,  an apparent professional  success that  rests  on contradictory 

grounds,  which in return helps to screen i ts  weakening strength “in a 

society that  is  constantly being overwhelmed by the innovations of  

technoscience,  by demographic change,  and by ever-escalating cycles of 

production and consumption that  constant modernization serve to 

sustain.” 12 Consequently,  the profession is  not “open to debate or  

modification except from within,  according to the standards established by 

a small  group of sel f  appointed professionals .” 13   

 

To these questions in this  thesis  we proposed two alternatives.  As for 

architects ,  the f irst  al ternative that  we consider to be valuable is  to 

acknowledge the l imited terri tory in which they are asked to proceed and 

as a way out,  to become seriously involved in those areas usually 

considered external  to the practice.  This  thesis  with the choice of  i ts  case 

studies aims to serve to that end.   

 

In al l  three of  the case studies the architect ’s  role was l imited and the 

signif icance of  the end products in terms of  architecture’s  intrinsic  values 

is  debatable.  By concentrating on architectural  examples that  are usually 

considered insignificant by the discipl ine,  we have tr ied to overcome the 

 
11 Diane Ghirardo,  “Introduct ion,”  in  Out of  S i te ,  10 .  
12 Kenneth  Frampton,  “Reflect ions  on the Autonomy of  Archi tecture:  a  Cri t ique 

of  Contemporary Product ion,”  in  Out of  S i te ,  19.   
13 Ghirardo,  12.  
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existing disciplinary and ideological  terri tories  commonly practiced within 

the practice.  Accordingly this  thesis  was developed with a belief  that  

by  crea t ing  compel l ing  s tor i es  about  soc ia l  needs ,  the  a rch i t ec tura l  
pro f ess ion  can  envis ion  a  new se t  o f  idea l  c l i ents ,  no t  the  gener ic  masses  o f  
modernism,  but  spec i f i c  groups  whose  needs  are  not  be ing  served  by  the  
archi t ec tura l  marketp lace . 14  

 

In relation with these discussions,  the second alternative that we suggest is 

to poli ticize the understanding behind the architectural  processes and to 

examine their  relat ionship with the democratic  processes.  Here we focus 

our energy mostly to understanding the theories that make the 

‘ instrumentali ty’  of  space more visible.  In this  context  we believe that  the 

contours must  be rendered clearer  and the question ‘According to whose 

interests  the objectives of  architecture must  be defined?’ must be openly 

stated.   

 

In suggesting this  question,  rather than a  static  perspective,  we have 

organized the thesis  along three scales representing three spheres of  social  

organization:  individual  tactics,  s trategies of  the governmental  insti tutions 

and empowerment of  civil  society.  Through these examples i t  is  possible  for 

us to question the relation between the contemporary architectural  

practices and the ‘unrepresented’  and the ‘ invisible’  parts  of  our societies,  

where the conditions of  visibil i ty depend very much to the power relations.   

Unless  we attempt to understand this basis,  architects  wil l  continue to 

quietly design for the same patronage and cannot claim autonomy from the 

standards set out  by the sources of  f inance and power.  For that  reason,  we 

believe that  an examination on the proposed attempts of  housing for  low 

income families built  af ter  the 1999 earthquakes might mark a contribution 

not only to this  part  of  our population but to our conception of  the 

profession as a whole.  

I .3 STRUCTURE OF THE THESIS 

As the summarization we have done so far suggests ,  from its  inception this  

thesis  aims to define and theorize the larger social  and spatial  context .  We 

begin by seeking an analytic  framework capable of  combining confl icting 

discourses of  ‘space’  under a  more unitary theory.  This argument wil l  be 

 
14 Ib id .  
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the basis  for the main structuring of  the chapters.  In this  thesis  we shall  

examine Henri  Lefebvre’s  unitary theory of  space,  one resistant to 

immaterial  abstractions that  are disengaged from the possibil i t ies  of  place 

and time and yet  irreducible to s imple representations of  a  dominant 

culture.  A reinterpretation of  his trialectics-  spatial  practices ,  

representations of  space and spaces of  representations-  will  provide the 

ground to si tuate his  theory in more architectural  terms.   Consequently the 

thesis  proceeds in three chapters ,  each corresponding to one of  these 

analytical  categories.  

Table I .1:  OUTLINE OF THE THESIS 

CH II PHYSICAL SPACE          SPATIAL PRACTICE 

‘ABSOLUTE SPACE’ 

‘BUILT’ SPACE 

Chapter II, looks at the 

differing concepts of space 

and their relation with 

architecture. 

Chapter II, matches with 

Lefebvre’s ‘physical space’, 

wherein the material reality 

of       architecture is 

emphasized as against a 

culture dominated mostly by 

a visual logic. 

SOLIDARITY HOUSES 

Individuals  and 

Households 

CH III            MENTAL SPACE REPRESENTATIONS 

OF SPACE 

‘ABSTRACT SPACE’ 

‘HOMOGENOUS/ 

FRACTURED’ SPACE  

Chapter III, analyzes how 

this architectural space is 

structured. 

Chapter III starts with the 

unfolding of ‘mental space’ 

as the space of geometry and 

maps and tries to integrate 

mental space into its 

physical and social contexts.   

GÖLYAKA 

PERMANENT HOUSES  

Government 

CH IV           SOCIAL SPACE SPACES OF 

REPRESENTATION 

‘SOCIAL SPACE’ 

‘EVERYDAY LIFE’ 

Chapter IV concentrates on 

‘social space’ as a critical 

political construct and 

analyzes its implications for 

the architectural discipline. 

Chapter IV tries to 

understand ‘social space’ 

and concentrates on people 

and their relations to 

structures that shape the 

built environment.   

DÜZCE ASSOCIATION 

OF EARTHQAUKE 

VICTIMS 

Communities  and 

Citizens 
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Each chapter  begins with theory and proceeds to interpretation of  specif ic  

places and projects.  Chapter  I I ,  matches with Lefebvre’s  ‘physical  space’,  

wherein the material  reali ty of  architecture is  emphasized as against  a  

culture dominated mostly by a visual  logic .  In the f irst  section,  we try to 

outl ine a  realistic  depiction of  the extent of  the earthquakes and by doing 

so attempt at  l inking the discussion on the relation between body and space 

to the actuali ty of  our buil t  environments.   

 

This  is  fol lowed, in the second section,  by an argument on the possibi l i t ies 

of  individual  ‘spatial  practices’  to  define and reshape the residential  

settings.  Architecturally,  the emphasis  is  on the activity of  housing rather 

than conceiving i t  as  a  product.  For that reason,  the story is  directed 

towards the set  of  actors involved in the housing process,  to their  actions 

and achievements.   

 

Chapter I II  starts  with the unfolding of  ‘mental  space’  as  the space of  

geometry and maps.  This  argument is  then related with the government’s  

housing proposals ,  where architecture is  mostly represented in terms of  

projects  and plans.   According to Lefebvre,  in contemporary world there is 

a  tendency to render the complexity of  l i fe  and totali ty of  space into an 

abstraction.  Against  this  backdrop,  architecture’s  relation with the abstract  

space is  analyzed.  

 

Chapter  IV tr ies  to understand ‘social  space’  and i ts  implications for  the 

architectural  discipl ine.  Here the concept of  spatial ization is  used not only 

as the physical  environments but also the everyday patterns of  social  

action.   In the f irst  part ,  the emphasis  is  on ‘everyday l i fe’  as the primary 

locus of  domination.  In Lefebvre’s  understanding everyday l i fe is  a  cri tical  

poli t ical  construct,  which embodies both practices of  oppression and 

potential i t ies for  transformation.  

 

In the second section,  the idea of  transformation is  related with the 

empowerment of  civil  society,  where ‘ l ived space’  is  seen the result  of  

struggle between appropriation and expropriation.  Here we are interested 
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with both the spatial ising of  a  social  activi ty,  and social  construction of  

space.  In this  f inal  chapter,  our aim is  to sharpen and poli t icize the 

understanding of  the processes that  produce urban environment and 

especially to examine their relationship to the democratic process.   

 

The chapters  col lected here are organized around two interrelated and 

reciprocal  themes.  First  of  al l  we concentrate on abstract arguments,  

philosophical  claims and ‘space’  as i t  is  involved in knowledge practice.  

Secondly,  i t  is  the reali ty,  the ci ty and i ts  architecture that  is  the subject  of  

our study; we analyze the transformations of  the late  capitalist  urban 

space.  The boundaries  of  both these arenas cross each other at  t imes and 

build upon each other as we move along the thesis .  Instead of presenting 

closed borders we tried to create a  route map,  where it  is  possible  to follow 

both these themes throughout the study.   

 

Then again we are aware that  we put forward a system of  classif ication and 

clari f ication,  which can only be achieved by a  degree of  abstraction.  While  

we simplify the content with proposing dist inct  categories  of  space,  our 

aim is  not  to achieve an exclusive outlook that  focuses on one or the other 

aspects.  Instead we aim to use a  dynamic approach,  “to study space though 

a variety of  scales and from a variety of  angles,  which are usually set  

within disciplinary and ideological  terri tories .” 15 In this  context,  al though 

the case studies are organized as to correspond to one of  the categories  of  

Lefebvre’s  tr ialectics,  they shall  be considered in relation with each other.  

For example the analysis  of  Solidari ty Houses becomes more significant 

when reexamined after  the governments housing proposals ,  and 

complemented with the activities  of  DDD. Within each case study all  three 

spheres operate simultaneously,  only our emphasis changes.   

 

 

 
15 Ali  Madanipour ,  Public  and Private  Spaces o f  the City  (London and New 

York:Routledge,  2003) ,  3 .  
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CHAPTER II 

 

‘SPATIAL PRACTICES’: SOLIDARITY HOUSES PROJECT 

 

 

The discussion on the  essence of  a  work of  architecture has a  long history,  

where  two leading thoughts that are in opposit ion to each other can be 

brief ly summarized.  To begin with,  for some the  rea l  meaning of  

architecture resides in design rather than i ts rea l izat ion.   In this  

understanding,  the accent is  on the intent ions of  the architect ,  which are 

“expressed in their  most direct  form through notat ion,  set  down once  and 

for  al l  in the abstract  geometries  of  the drawing.” 1 For  others,  the  real ized 

work has the true  meaning and the buil t  work is the source of  

substant iat ion for  architectura l signif icance.  For us,  architecture  is  a  

discipl ine with both mater ial  and mental qual it ies.  Architecture is  not just  

a  general name for descr ibing the buil t  environment ,  nor can i t  be  reduced 

simply to i ts  representations.  The processes that affect  the production of  

buil t  form occur a t  mult iple sca les and s imultaneously.  Therefore an 

understanding,  which relates the different  levels of  operation that take 

place in the product ion of  architecture is  necessary.   

 

In our search for a  more unitary understanding of  space  and its  

implicat ions for the architectura l disc ipline ,  we propose a dif ferent  path,  in 

which we part  our analysis in three contexts .   To begin with,  in this chapter  

we suggest a  framework so as to emphasize the mater ial  real ity of  

architecture,  where we re late architecture with the ‘ l ife-world’ and the 

‘spat ial  practice’ . 2 With the transformation from the mechanical  into the  

                                                           
1 Stan Allen,  Pract ice:  Arch itecture,  Technique and Representa t ion  (Austral ia :  

G+B Arts Interna t ional ,  2000) ,  31.  
2 I t  i s  important  to  note  that ;  th is  d iscussion i s  only the beginning o f a  more  

extensive analys is ,  which sha ll  be bui l t  as we  move along the thesis .  Actual ly,  a l l  
the three chap ters are  rela ted wi th each o ther  in terdependently and they do not  
only complement each other ,  but  the ir  re la t ion i s  necessary for  unders tanding 
each one separately.  Therefore the perceived,  concrete  rea l i ty o f space that  is  the  
theme of th is  chap ter  achieves add it iona l  meaning when i t  is  considered in 
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electronic engineer ing era,  “quest ions surrounding the meaning of  mater ia l  

ob ject  and i ts l i fe  cycle and of  the way that individual identi ty is  

manifested through production and use of  physical  objects” 3 has become 

commonly discussed.  In contemporary debates on space,  especia lly around 

the issues of  globalization and the developments in the communication 

technologies,  the mater ial ity of  space as  an essent ia l  part  of  human 

existence is  widely chal lenged.  The implication of  this assertion for the  

architectura l discipl ine is  substant ial .  Nevertheless,  instead of  focusing 

direct ly on the contemporary discussions on the rela tion between space and 

time,  we wil l  begin our analysis with an attempt for understanding 

Lefebvre’s  f irst  analyt ica l  category,  ‘physica l  space . ’   

 

This chapter is  composed of  two main sections.  In the f irst  part ,  ‘Physica l  

Space’ ,  we a im to unfold the basic terms that  can be  useful for developing a  

truthful comprehension of  what Lefebvre  suggests  with ‘physica l  space’ .  In  

doing so,  we a lso make an introduct ion to some of  the approaches and 

dilemmas rela ted with the concept of  space.  As we shal l  see,  different  

discipl ines have developed differing concepts and perspect ives for space,  

which range from “seeing space as a  physical  phenomenon,  a  condit ion of  

mind,  or a  product of  socia l  processes .” 4 Architectural  theories have benef i t  

from al l  these discussions while developing the concepts of  space.  In this 

chapter,  we focus mainly on the  philosophical  discussions.  Before moving 

into the second sect ion where we deal with the normative realm of  

building,  we analyze the descript ive  and analytical  and try to understand 

the meaning of  space.  

 

Fol lowing this clar if ication,  the section proceeds with a  descr iption of  two 

moments,  that of  August 17 t h  and November 12 t h  1999 Marmara  

earthquakes.  Through empir ica l  data,  these  instants  of  dramatic change are  

highlighted and physical  quali t ies of  l ife  and the  materia l  real ity of  

architecture is  emphasized.  In the second part ,  ‘Spat ial  Practices ’ ,  we 

                                                                                                                                                                     

rela t ion wi th the conce ived,  abs trac t  thought  of space ana lyzed in the second  
chapter .   

3 Clare  Melhush,  “From Demater ial iza t ion to  Depoli t izat ion,”  This Is  Not  

Arch itecture:  Media Construc tions ,  ed .  Kester  Rattenbury (London,  New York:  
Rout ledge,  2002) ,  226 .  

4 Al i  Madanipour ,  Design of  Urban Space:  an  Inquiry in to  a  Soc io-spat ial  

Process (Chiches ter ,  New York:  John Wiley &Sons,  1996) ,  3 .  
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mostly  dwell  on the  case study and track the  story of  ‘Sol idar ity Houses’  

from i ts inception.  The story is  directed towards the set  of  actors involved 

in the housing process,  to their  actions and achievements.  To begin with,  

we give a  br ief  review on the nature  of  the communit ies we are  

consider ing,  their  ethnical ,  pol it ica l  and economic background. Against this  

backdrop,  our analysis is  developed mostly  around the process,  especial ly  

around the mechanisms the vi l lagers  had establ ished in regulating the 

process  of  house  production.  This  is  followed by the  rea lization of  the  

project ,  bui lding of  the houses.  Then,  we reflect  on the story we had been 

tel l ing and propose an argument on the possibi l i t ies of  individual ‘spat ial  

practices ’  to  def ine and reshape the residential  sett ings.   

II.1  PHYSICAL SPACE 

I  th ink,  there f ore  I  am. 5 

Descart es  

 

With  th e  advent  o f  Cart e s ian  l og ic ,  h owever ,  spac e  had  en te red  the  realm of  

the  absolu te .  As ob j ec t  opposed  t o  Subjec t ,  a s  re s  extensa opposed  t o ,  and  

present  to ,  r es  c ogni tas ,  space  came to  dominate ,  by  contain ing  th em,  a l l  

senses  and  a l l  b od i es . 6 

Le febvre  

 

Space  i s  not  an  empi r ic al  conc ept  which  has  be en  der ived  f rom outer  

exper i ences…spac e  does  not  rep resen t  them in  the i r  re lat ion  t o  one  

another… in  the  mind  a  pr ior i…as a  pure  intui t ion ,  in  which  a l l  ob jec ts  

must  be  de te rmined…prior  to  a l l  exper ienc e ,  pr inc ip les  wh ich  dete rmine  the  

re l at i ons  o f  thes e  ob j ec t s .  I t  i s ,  there f or e ,  s o l e ly  f rom th e  human standpoint  

that  we c an  sp eak o f  space ,  o f  ex tended  th ings ,  e tc . 7 

Kant  

 

…Kantian  spac e ,  a lbe i t  r e la t ive ,  a lb e i t  a  t ool  o f  knowledge ,  a  means o f  

c las s i fy ing  phenomena,  was  y et  qui te  c l ear ly  separat ed  ( a l ong  wi th  t ime) 

f rom th e  empir ic al  sphere :  i t  be l onged  t o  the  a  pr i or i  rea lm of  c onsc i ousness  

                                                           
5 Rene Descar tes,  Discourses on Method and The Mediat ions  (London: Penguin,  

1968) ,  53.  
6 Henr i  Lefebvre,  The  Production o f  Space ,  t r ans.  Donald Nicho lson-  Smith 

(Oxford,  Cambridge :  B lackwell ,  1991) ,  1 .  
7 Immanuel  Kant ,  Immanuel  Kant’ s Cri t ique o f  Pure Reason ,  t rans.  Norman 

Kemp Smith (New York:  St .  Mart in’s  Press,  1965) ,  68-70.  
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( i . e .  o f  the  ‘ sub j ec t ’ ) ,  and  partook  o f  that  r ea lm’s  internal ,  ideal -  and  hence  

transcendental  and  e ss ent i a l ly  ungraspab l e-  s tructure . 8 

Le febvre  

 

As the quotat ions in the beginning of  this sect ion imply,  the discussion of  

‘space’  in  philosophical  discourse  has a  long tradit ion.  In The Product ion o f  

Space ,  Henry Lefebvre develops a  comprehensive cri t ique of  a  l ine of  

thinking based on the separat ion of  human mind and body “that  

fundamentally informed Christ ian dogma of  the transcendence of  spr it  and 

the whole phi losophical  foundation of  ra tional ist  thought which f lowered 

during the Enl ightenment and brought the modern industr ial  age into 

being.” 9 I t  is  impossible to summarize adequately the complexity  of  this 

argument within the l imitat ions of  this  thesis,  s ince  Lefebvre “goes beyond 

previous phi losophica l  debates on the nature of  space,  and beyond human 

geography,  planning and architecture,  which considered people and things 

merely ‘ in’  space,  to  present a  coherent theory of  the development of  

different systems of  spat ia li ty in different histor ica l  per iods.” 10 

Nevertheless,  some aspects of  his comprehensive cr it ique retain direct  

connect ion with the modern architectural practice,  and it  is  my intention to 

bring out these features into quest ion in the  following pages.  

II.1 .1  ‘occupied’ space  

Before  produc ing  e f f ec ts  in  the  mater i a l  r ea lm ( t ools  and  ob j ec t s) ,  b e f or e  

produc ing  i ts e l f  by  d rawing  nouri shment  f rom that  r ea lm,  and  b e f or e  

reproduc ing  i t se l f  by  generat ing  oth er  bod i e s ,  each  l iv ing  body  i s  spac e  and  

has  i t s  space :  i t  produces  i t se l f  in  space  and  i t  a l so  p roduces  tha t  space .  Th i s  

i s  t ru ly  a  r emarkab l e  r e la t ionsh ip :  the  body  with  energ i es  at  the  d i sposal ,  

the  l iv ing  body ,  c r eat es  o r  produces  i t s  own spac e ;  converse ly ,  the  laws  o f  

space ,  which  i s  t o  say  th e  laws o f  d isc r iminat i on  in  space ,  a l so  govern  the  

l iv ing  body  and  the  dep l oyment  o f  i t s  energ i es . 11  

Le febvre  

 

That ‘space’  is  fundamental ly one of  the basic elements of  architecture may 

hardly seem as a  controversia l  proposit ion.  And yet quest ions concerning 

                                                           
8 Lefebvre,  Production ,  2 .  
9 Melhush,  226.  
10 Rob Shie lds,  Lefebvre,  Love and S trugg le:  Spatial  Dia lect ics  (London,  New 

York:  Routledge,  1999) ,  146.  
11 Lefebvre,  Production ,  170.  
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the precise def init ion of  the term in architectura l  terms br ing opposing 

theories from different disc iplines into dynamic play.  Thus i t  is  not easy to  

create a  framework which embraces the dif ferent forms of  space that have 

been defined by different societ ies in dif ferent histor ica l  periods.  This 

ambiguity is  part ly due to the fact  that the term has two distinct properties.  

To summarize,  “as well  as  being a physical  property of  dimension or  

extent,  ‘ space’  is  a lso a  property of  the  mind,  part  of  the  apparatus through 

which we perceive the world.” 12 Space is  both a mental and a materia l  

construct.   

 

According to Lefebvre ,  in order  to understand space in its  tota li ty ,  we need 

to grasp these two features-  the concrete and the abstract ,  mutually.  The 

emphasis  on this  proposition results from his  analysis of  the modern 

societ ies in  which he detects a  tendency to render the complexity of  l i fe  and 

the tota li ty of  space  into an abstraction.  Thus he makes a  distinct ion 

between our  percept ion  of  space-  concrete,  mater ial  and physica l  and our  

concept ion  of  i t-  abstract ,  menta l and geometr ic  and between these two 

poles he introduces the notion of  the l ived .   

 

Fol lowing this  categorizat ion,  in  this  chapter,  I  shal l  examine ‘physica l  

space, ’  one that is  rooted in things concrete and substant ial .  This argument 

takes  as  i ts  init ia l  point of  departure the immediate rela tionship between 

the body and i ts space,  i ts  occupation in space.  This re lat ion is reciprocal  

where “each l iv ing body is space and has its  space:  i t  produces i tse lf  in  

space and it  a lso produces that space.” 13   This understanding is against the  

taken for granted conception of  space as a  preexist ing void waiting to be  

f i l led with content .  Instead Lefebvre emphasizes the actual ‘occupation’ of  

space as against  the conception of  absolute space  as  a  mode of  absolute  

being.  What  he offers  is  ‘absolute  (apparent)  within the relat ive  ( real) ’  or  

“abso lute ly  relat ive-  that is ,  endowed both with a  perfectly abstract  qual i ty  

which leads mathematica l  thought to treat  it  as pr imordial  (and hence  

                                                           
12 Adrian For ty,  Words and Build ings:  a  Vocabulary of  Modern Arch itecture  

(London: Thames and Hudson,  2000) ,  256.  
13 Lefebvre,  Production ,  170.  
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readi ly to invest it  with transcendence) ,  and with a concrete ( in that i t  is  

space that bodies exist ,  that they manifest  their  mater ial  existence) .” 14 

 

This sta tement has two implicat ions for the aim of  this thesis.  First  of  al l ,  i t  

quest ions the perception of  space as a  preexisting medium and by doing so 

challenges one of  the implic it  assumptions of  modern architecture that  

space is  neutral .  Secondly,  by conceiving the body as “a ful ly l ived,  

practica l  and theorized body”,  in other words as the intersection point of  

the perceived,  conceived and l ived,  i t  offers a  start ing point for an 

alternat ive ‘subject ’  posi tion for the architectural disc ipline.  In fact  these  

two rela ted discussions are the underlying themes of  this thesis,  which we  

hope to develop through the analysis of  the buil t  environment  after  the  

unsett l ing 1999 Marmara earthquakes.  These two earthquakes revealed the  

sharp facts of  our environment and it  is  in these instances and through 

their  consequences that  we intend to quest ion the pr iori t ies and the  

l imitations of  the architectural  pract ice in inscribing the subject  into the 

space of  the contemporary c ity.  I t  is  here that we wil l  begin to address the  

issue of  according to whose  interests must architecture def ine its  goals.     

II.1 .2  ‘absolute space’  

Once we establ ish the not ion that space  is  not  neutra l ,  we take a step in the  

unpacking of  its  production and begin to quest ion how it  is  socia lly  

constructed and used.  In fact ,  the  main theme of  Product ion of  Space-  a  

discussion that shal l  be developed through out the thesis – is  that  “(socia l)  

space is  a  (social)  product”. 15 This way,  instead of  being understood as a  

frame or a  conta iner,  space is  real ized as  a  histor ica l  development.  “If  

space is  produced,  if  there is  a  product ive process,  then we are deal ing 

with history .” 16 What this implies is  that every society,  with its  own mode of  

product ion,  produces a  certain kind of  space ,  i ts  own space.   

 

Here we are concerned with the long history of  space,  keeping in mind that 

“space is  neither a  ‘subject ’  nor an ‘object ’  but rather a  socia l  rea li ty-  that  

is  to say,  a  set  of  re lations and forms.” 17 To Lefebvre,  this history star ts 

                                                           
14 Ib id .  
15 Ib id . ,  26.  
16 Ib id . ,  46.  
17 Ib id . ,  116.  
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with absolute space.  He def ines  absolute  space,  an e lement of  the tr ipart ite-  

absolute,  abstract  and different ial  space-  as:  

The crad l e  o f  absolu te  space-  i t s  or ig in ,  i f  we  are  to  use  that  t erm-  i s  a  

f ragment  o f  agro-  pas toral  space ,  a  s et  o f  p l ace s  named  and  exp loi t ed  by  

peasant s ,  or  by  nomadic  pastoral i s t s . 18 

 

Absolut e  space  made  up  o f  f r agments  o f  nature  loc ated  a t  s i t e s  which  were  

chosen  f or  the i r  int r ins ic  qual i t i es  (cav e ,  mountaintop ,  spr ing ,  r iver ) ,  bu t  

whose  very  consec ra t ion  ended  up  by  st r ipp ing  them of  th e ir  natura l  

charac te r i s t i c s  and  uniqueness . 19 

 

Here  and  there ,  in  every  soc ie ty ,  absolut e  space  assumes meanings  addressed  

not  to  the  int e l l ec t  bu t  to  the  body ,  meanings  c onveyed  by  th reat s ,  by  

sanct ions ,  by  a  cont inua l  putt ing-to- th e- t es t  o f  the  emot i ons . 20 

 

Lefebvre sta tes that “for any l iv ing body,  just  as for spiders,  shell f ish and  

so on,  the most basic places  and spatia l  indicators are f irst  of  a ll  quali f i ed  

by that body.” 21 He then l inks this with the realm of  the pr imitive  l ife ,  in  

which the l ived experience was a tota li ty in i tself ,  “this experience was 

produc ing  long before thought  space,  and spatia l  thought ,  began reproduc ing  

the projection,  explosion,  image and orientation of  the body.” 22  This  

anthropological  s tage  of  socia l  rea li ty ,  which is at  f irst  b iomorphic and 

anthropological ,  i s  referred as ‘absolute space’ .  

 

There are two features that Lefebvre at tribute to absolute space that I  f ind 

important for  this  sect ion of  this  thesis .  First  of  al l  this space is  l ived rather  

than conceived,  therefore serves as a  foundation for representational  

spaces.  Secondly absolute space is  located nowhere,  “ it  has  no place  

because i t  embodies al l  places,  and has a  s trictly symbolic  existence.” 23  In  a  

way it  provides a  cultura l  universal  where each society wil l  begin their  

individual histories of  spatia l izat ion. 24 

                                                           
18 Ib id . ,  234.  
19 Ib id . ,  48.  
20 Ib id . ,  235.  
21 Ib id . ,  174.  
22 Ib id . ,  174.  
23 Ib id . ,  236.  
24 Shields,  147 .  
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II.1 .3  ‘double illusion’ 

According to Lefebvre,  each society offers  up i ts own part icular space.  

Correspondingly,  in capital is tic  societ ies development of  a  specif ic  kind of  

spatia li ty is  evident .  To cr it ic ize the reduct ionism present  in the  

contemporary spat ial  thinking,  Lefebvre  introduced a cri t ique cal led 

‘double  i l lusion’,  namely “the i l lusion of  transparency on the one hand and 

il lusion of  opaci ty,  or  ‘real ist ic ’  i l lusion,  on the other.”  This crit ique is  

later  on used by Soja,  to evaluate “ the epistemologica l  dualism of  

ob ject ivist-mater ial is t  and subject ivist- ideal is t  approaches that has 

dominated the modern disc ipline of  Geography s ince  i ts  origins.” 25 

 

The i l lusion of  transparency-   

Here  spac e  appears  as  luminous,  as  inte l l ig ib l e ,  a s  g iv ing  f r ee  re in .  What  

happens  in  space  l ends  a  miraculous  qual i ty  t o  thought ,  which  becomes  

incarnat e  by  means o f  a  des ign ( in  bo th  senses  o f  the  word ) .  The  d es ign 

se rves  as  a  media tor  –  i t s e l f  o f  g reat  f ide l i ty -  between menta l  ac t iv i ty  

( invent i on)  and  soc i a l  ac t iv i ty  (r eal izat i on) ;  and  i t  i s  dep l oyed  in  spac e . 26 

 

In this understanding,  space is  taken as innocent ,  free of  traps;  “under 

whose reign everything can be taken in by a  single glance from that mental  

eye which i l luminates whatever it  contemplates .” 27 Speech and writ ing 

achieve further s ignif icance because “reali ty  is  conf ined to ‘ thought things’  

and comprehended entirely through i ts representat ions.” 28  As it  is  present  

in the entire history of  phi losophica l  ideal ism and post-Enlightment 

rationalism, this i l lusion in many ways “resembles what  Marxists  descr ibe 

as fe tishism, an obsessive f ixation on ideas  and ideat ion emanating from 

presumably inf ini te powers of  the Cartesian cogito or the Hegelian Spiri t/ 

Mind.“ 29 In this l ine  of  thinking,  spatia l  knowledge is  reduced to a  

representat ion of  the  real  world in a  way that” the spoken and writ ten 

word are taken for (socia l)  pract ice .” 30 

 

                                                           
25 Edward Soja,  Thirdspace:  Journeys to  Los Angeles and Other Real  and 

Imagined  Places  (Cambr idge,  Mass :  B lackwell ,  1996) ,  62.  
26 Lefebvre,  Production ,  27-8.  
27 Ib id . ,  28.  
28 Soja ,  Thirdspace ,  63.  
29 Ib id .  
30 Lefebvre,  Production ,  28.  
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The rea lis tic  i l lusion-  

This  i s  the  i l lus i on  o f  na tural  s impl ic i ty -  the  product  o f  naïve  at t i tude  l ong  

ago re j ec t ed  by  ph i lo sophers  and  theor i st s  o f  l anguage ,  on  var i ous  grounds 

and  under  var i ous  names ,  but  ch ie f ly  because  o f  i t s  appeal  to  na turalness ,  t o  

substant ia l i ty . 31 

 

In this understanding the object ive  ‘ things’  are considered to have more  

real ity than ‘ thoughts’ .  In this sense,  the meaning of  ‘rea l’  is  reduced “only  

to mater ial  and natural ob jects and their  direct ly sensed rela tions;  the  

‘ imagined’ is  unseen,  unmeasurable ,  and therefore unknowable.” 32  As a  

result ,   

 

the  soc ia l  space  t ends  t o  be  se en  as  e i th er  natural  and  naive ly  g iven  ( th e  

space  o f  sculptor  or  arch i tec t  ‘working  with  nature ’ ,  th e  spac e  o f  th e  

environmental  or  des ign dete rminis t ) ;  or  i t  i s ,  equal ly  naive ly ;  ob j ec t ive ly 

and  concrete ly  there  t o  be  fu l ly  measured  and  accura te ly  desc r ib ed(the  space  

o f  ‘geometer ’ ,  th e  spat i a l  sys tems analys t ,  the  empir ic al  sc i en t i s t ,  th e  

dete rmined ly  sc i ent i f i c  soc ia l i s t  or  soc i a l  sc i en t i s t ,  the  id i ographic  h is tor i an  

and  geographer ) . 33 

 

This  cr it ique of  dual ism is  important ,  for  it  “polar izes spatia l  thinking 

around such fundamental opposit ions as ob ject ivity versus subject ivity,  

mater ial  versus mental,  rea l  versus imagined,  things in space versus 

thoughts  about space.” 34 For Lefebvre,  these i l lusions are not in an 

antagonist ic  opposit ion;  on the contrary,  “each embodies and nourishes the 

other.” 35 For that  reason,  the analytic  categories  Lefebvre proposes  - the  

physical ,  the mental and the socia l-  shall  be  understood “as simultaneously 

real  and imagined,  concrete  and abstract ,  mater ial  and metaphorical .” 36 37  

                                                           
31 Ib id . ,  29.  
32 Soja ,  Thirdspace ,  64.  
33 Ib id .  
34 Edward  Soja,  “Thirdspace:  expanding the  scope o f  geographica l  

imaginat ion,”  in  Archi tectural ly  Speaking:  Practices o f  Ar t ,  Arch itecture and  

Everyday ,  ed .  Alan Read  (London,  New York:  Rout ledge,  2000) ,  17 .  
35 Lefebvre,  Production ,  28.  
36 Soja ,  Thirdspace ,  65.  
37 In this  context ,  two  philosophica l  threads  that  have been especia l ly  

inf luential  in the architectural  d iscuss ions  are  phenomenology and structura l i sm.  
Especia l ly for  the a rchi tec tura l  theory wr i t ten before 1977,  impor tat ion o f  these  
phi losophical  unders tandings  “projec ted  quest ions o f  ‘meaning’  in to  a  struc ture  
of sheer  re lat ions among architectural  e lements  within a  fie ld  o f s igni f ica t ion.” 37 
(K.  Michae l  Hays ,  “Int roduction,”  in Architec ture Theory S ince 1968 ,  ed .  K.  



 

 
22 

 

Figure II.1:  Tschumi argues about  the experience o f space from wi thin .  “Space i s  
real ,  for  i t  seems to  a ffect  my senses long before my reason.” 38   

Düzce ,  14 November  1999.  

II.1 .4  Limits of Architecture 

In the proceeding chapter we will  underl ine some of  the concepts of  space 

as developed by different discipl ines and we will  try to re la te these 

discussions with the architectura l discourse.  For now we cla im that  the  

concept of  ‘space’  in architectural discipl ine is  not f ixed,  i t  changes 

“according to c ircumstances and the tasks  entrusted to i t .” 39 Furthermore,  

                                                                                                                                                                     

Michael  Hays  (Cambr idge,  Mass . :  MIT,  2000) ,  x i i i . )  This archi tectural  
signi ficat ion,  in bo th s t ruc tura l i s t  and phenomenological  thought ,  i s  autonomous,  
“at  a  dis tance from real i ty,  but  an architectural  concep t  i s  st i l l  a  concept  o f  
something;  an idea l ized  or  to tal  sys tem of a rchitecture i s  st i l l  a  k ind of map to  
real i ty,  even i f  the par t icular  coord ina tes  of  tha t  map  lack one- to -one  
correspondence wi th everyday wor ld .” 37  (Hays ,  “Int roduct ion,”  xi i i . )  

But  around the quest ion o f individua l  autonomy,  these two cr i t iques o f  
Car tesian dua li sm offer  d i f fer ing insights  on ho w to  frame “the  forces o f  the  
physical  body and of  the soc ial  world  on the human subject .” 37 Where 
phenomenology concent rates on the wor ld  as  sensed  form the  viewpoint  o f the  
ind ividual ,  the language  cr i t ique  cr i t ic izes th is  f i rs t  person viewpoint  and argues  
for  the decentr ing o f the subjec t .  Today,  “wi th  the emergence o f in terpre t ive 
techniques that  cut  across  such opposit ions and open a  more rad ica l  
he terogenei ty” 37 (Hays ,  “Introduct ion,”  xi i i . ) ,  and “a  new concept  o f se l f  emerges 
as an empir ical  uni t  a t  the in ter sect ion o f bio logica l  and social  processes and of 
f i rs t -person and thi rd -person views of the world .” 37 (  Ali  Madanipour ,  Public  and  

Private  Spaces o f  the Ci ty  (London,  New York :  Rout ledge) ,  37.)  
38 Bernard Tschumi,  Quest ions of  Space  (London: Architectural  Assoc iat ion,  

1990) ,  20.  
39 For ty,  257.  
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the dichotomy between mental  and real  space on which the philosophical  

underpinnings of  the term is based is not neutra l :   “The complex opposit ion 

between ideal  and real space was certa inly not  ideological ly  neutra l ,  and 

the paradox it  implied was fundamental .” 40 To this  philosophical  gap 

between ideal and rea l space Lefebvre proposed the social .  Space ,  then “is 

created in a  historica l  process that produces and condit ions both ideal and 

real aspects of  space .”  To summarize with the words of  another key f igure 

scrut iniz ing the  dual ism, Michel Foucault ,  “when we loose s ight  of  the  

inherent error of  a  normative condition and bel ieve that there  is  a  rea l  

permitted vs.  prohibited,  ra tional  vs.  i rra tional ,  true vs.  fa lse ,  we are being 

managed by forces that have the power to decide  what is  real  and unreal.” 41 

One place where the  socia l  and pol it ica l  power is  embedded is in the 

physical  real ity of  architecture.  

 

In the t ime period direct ly following the 1999 Marmara earthquakes,  al l  the  

issues regarding housing were reduced to their  most fundamental level.  In  

these circumstances,  housing emphasized itself  as an act ivity in which the 

immediate ends of  l ife  depended:  “the cultivation and preparat ion of  food,  

the care of  our  bodies ,  the procreat ion and nurture of  chi ldren and 

shelter ing of  those act ivit ies.” 42 Underlining the basic problems in a  society,  

the earthquake dramatized the certa in basic features of  housing in a  way 

that clarif ied them in the publ ic  opinion and gave them a sense of  urgency.  

And a dist inct ion was necessary between the  existent ia lly s ignif icant  and 

insignif icant act ivit ies .   

 

People needed houses  and no house could be buil t  without land,  mater ials,  

labor or a  system that  supplied resources to  the actors,  which they do not  

have by themselves .  Here another dist inct ion can be made according to 

income. First  of  al l ,  the accessibi l ity of  the principal recourses is  very 

l imited to a  low-income victim, even if  he has the abil i ty to ut i l ize them to 
                                                           

40 Ib id . ,  69.  
41 Hayden Whi te ,  “Michel  Foucault , ”  in Struc tural i sm and Since ,  ed .  John 

Sturrock (Oxford :  Oxford Universi ty Press,  1979) ,  93.  Quoted in Jon Michael  
Schwart ing,  “Mora li ty and Reali ty:  In Search o f the Bet ter  Argument,”  in Ethics 

and Arch itecture ,  ed .  John Capel l i ,  Paul  Naprstek,  Bruce Prescot t  (New York,  
Rizzo li ,  1990) ,  67.  

42 John F.  C.  Turner ,  “Housing as a  Verb,”  in Freedom to  Bui ld:  Dwel ler  

Contro l  o f  the Housing Process ,  ed .  John F .  C.  Turner  and Robert  F ichter  (New 
York:  Macmil lan,  1972) ,  153.  
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according to his ends.  Secondly,  in a  market economy, “needs are  fulf i l led 

according to f inancial  abi l ity,  not according to urgency.  Or  in traditional  

economists ’  terms,  supply is  provided according to ‘effect ive demand’ .” 43 

Therefore ,  even in the  cases  where the bui lding industry provided houses ,  

they were  not in the prices  those most in need of  them could af ford.  Third  

of  al l ,  government’s coverage of  housing projects was l imited,  the  speed of  

construction and the costs prevented some parts  of  the society accessing 

these residences.  

 

 

Figure II.2:  I s  space a  preexist ing vo id wai t ing to  be f i l led  wi th content ,  or  is  i t  

the posi t ional  qual i ty o f  things?  What i s  the re la t ion be tween physica l  and soc ia l  

space?  Kaynaş l ı ,  6  February 2000.  

 

These  are  very general assert ions.  Whereas,  the process of  bui lding,  the 

way i t  is  designed,  buil t  and occupied is a  complex process and has many 

determinants such as sociology,  pol it ics and economics.  Each of  these f ields  

has i ts  own modalit ies and none of  them supply insights that  

comprehensively explain a l l  the  features of  a  bui lding process.  

Nevertheless,  this kind of  an introduction can be  used to emphasize the 

mater ial  rea li ty of  architecture in a  culture  dominated mostly by a visual 

                                                           
43 Hans H.  Harms,  “The Housing Problem for  Low-Income People ,”  in Freedom 

to  Bui ld ,  74.  
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logic,  which “transforms (1)  solids into images and simulations,  (2)  

dwelling into habita t  (housing) (3)  f inally  reduces space to the  object  of  

plannif ication.” 44  

II.1 .4 .1  1999 Marmara Earthquakes  

On August 17 t h  at  3 :02 a .m. local  t ime,  an earthquake measuring 7.4  on the  

Richter scale s truck the northwestern part  of  Turkey.  Off icia l ly cal led the  

‘Kocael i  Earthquake’,  i t  was s i tuated on the North Anatolian Fault  Zone 

and the epicenter of  the main shock (40,  70 0  N- 29,  91 0  E, with a  focal depth 

of  15,9  km.)  was about three kilometers away from the center of  the town 

Gölcük. 45 The earthquake ruptured 120 km of  the North Anatolian Fault  

Zone,  a ffecting “a  large area (approximately 41.000  m2)  between Bolu and 

Istanbul,  in the economic and industr ial  heartland of  Turkey (34.7% of  the  

GNP).  “ 46 The major areas affected from this disaster include the provinces  

of  Kocael i ,  Sakarya,  Yalova,  Bursa,  Eskişehir  and Bolu.  This earthquake 

resulted with the recorded death of  17.480 people and 43.953 in juries ,  and 

more than 75000 buildings within the region were demolished complete ly. 47  

 

Not even three months after ,  on November 12 t h ,  a t  18:57 local t ime,  another  

big earthquake with a  magnitude of  7 .2  on Richter scale occurred in Düzce,  

affect ing mainly Bolu,  Düzce ,  Kaynaşlı ,  Gölyaka,  Çi limli ,  Cumayeri  and 

Gümüşova.  The epicenter (40,76 0  N- 31,14 0  E,  with focal  depth of  14 km) of  

the earthquake was located in Düzce  and it  ruptured an addit ional 43 km of  

the North Anatolian Fault  to the east  of  Gölyaka.  Although smaller  in 

extent this second earthquake also caused death and demolishment,  763  

people were recorded dead and 4948 people were in jured. 48 

 

 

 

                                                           
44 Shields,  Lefebvre ,  176.  
45 Ömer Aydan,  A Pre l imenary Invest igat ion o f Kocae li  Ear thquake o f August  

17,  1999 (Is tanbul:  Türkiye Deprem Vakfı ,  1999) ,  1 .  
46 Alpaslan Özerdem, “The Marmara  Earthquake:  Not an Act  o f God,” Revival  9 

(1999):  9 .  
47 Bülent  Özmen,  “Izmit  Körfezi  Deprem Raporu (Rakamsal  Ver i le r le) ,”  

(Ankara :  Afet  İş ler i  Genel  Müdürlüğü,  2000) .   
48 T .C.  Başbakanlık Kriz  Yönet im Merkezi ,  Depremler  1999:  17 Ağustos  ve 12  

Kasım Depremler inden Sonra Bakanl ıkla r  ve Kamu Kuruluş lar ınca Yapılan 
Çalışmalar  (Ankara:  Başbakanl ık Kr iz  Yönetim Merkez i ,  2000) ,  5 .   
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Table  II.1:  Number of  Deaths  and Injuries in the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes 

Source :  T.C.  Başbakanl ık Kriz Yönet im Merkezi,  Depremler 1999:  17 

Ağustos  ve  12 Kasım Depremlerinden Sonra Bakanlıklar ve Kamu 

Kuruluşlarınca  Yapı lan Çalışmalar (Ankara:  Başbakanlık Kriz  Yönetim 

Merkezi,  2000) ,  4-6 .  

Table  II.2:  Da mage Assessment Result s of  Kocaeli  Earthquake 

 Demolished 

or heavi ly  

damaged 

Moderately 

damaged 

Slight ly 

damaged 

total  

Houses 66.441 67.242 80.160 213.843 

Workplaces 10.901 9.927 9 .712 30.540 

Total  77.342 77.169 89.872 244.383 

Source :  Başbakanlık,  Depremler 1999 ,  7 .  

PROVINCES POPULATION  Number of  

deaths by 

17August 

Number of  

deaths by 12  

November 

TOTAL 

Bolu 553022 271 48 366 

Bursa 1952529 268 -  268 

Eskişehir  660843 86 -  86 

Istanbul 9198809 981 -  981 

Kocaeli  1177379 9476 1 9477 

Sakarya 731800 3891 3 3894 

Yalova 163916 2504 1 2505 

Zonguldak 612722 3 -  3  

Düzce -  -  710 710 

Total  

Deaths 

-  17480 763 18243 

Total  

In jur ies 

-  43953 4948 48901 
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Table  II.3:  Da mage Assessment Result s of  Düzce Earthquake 

 Demolished 

or heavily  

damaged 

Moderately 

damaged 

Slight ly 

damaged 

total  

Houses 30.389 40.089 44.895 115.373 

Workplaces 5 .130 6 .888 6 .105 18.123 

Total  35.519 46.977 51.000 133.496 

Source :  Başbakanlık,  Depremler 1999 ,  8 .  

 

Init ia lly considered as a  physica l  phenomenon,  earthquakes turn into 

disasters a t  the  moment they make an impact on the human beings and 

their  environments.  To give a  definit ion,  a  disaster  can be considered as  “an 

event,  concentrated in t ime and space,  which threatens a  society or a  

rela tively se lf-  suff ic ient subdivis ion of  society with major unwanted 

consequences as a  result  of  the  col lapse  of  precautions which had hitherto 

been cultural ly accepted as adequate.” 49 Thus,  the two main features that  

should be taken into account can be summarized as:  the s ize and sca le of  

the event and the socio-economic rea l it ies  of  the c ivi l ization in deal ing 

with this natural phenomenon.   

 

The outcomes of  the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes for Turkey were  

unexpected and based on the two features I  have summarized in the last  

paragraph they can be considered as a  natural disaster.  In these two 

incidents many people lost  their  l ives and most of  the deaths and in jur ies  

were caused by the  col lapse  of  commercia l  and residential  bui ldings.  In 

fact ,  in these two earthquakes 329 .216 housing units and 48.663 workplaces  

have been damaged to differing extents .  

 

Besides the high losses of  l i fe  and property,  the earthquake had negat ive  

impacts  on economy too.  Major industrial  fac il it ies,  such as  Tüpras ,  

Tüvasas,  Igsas ,  Petkim were damaged at  different levels.  As a  result ,  

industria l  production in most of  these fac il it ies was reduced or stopped 

                                                           
49 B.A.  Turner ,  “The Development o f Disaster s :  a  Sequence Model  fo r  the  

Analys is  o f the Origin  of Disasters ,”  Sociological  Rev iew  24 (1976) :  755-756.  
Quoted in Binal i  Tercan,  “Post -ear thquake Relocat ion Process in Yalova” (MS 
thesis ,  METU, 2001) ,  37 .  
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altogether. 50 Infrastructure faci l it ies,  such as roads,  waster distribut ion,  

electr ic ity and communication networks were a lso af fected.  The total  

economic loss of  Turkey caused by these two disasters was estimated as 9-

13 bil l ion US Dollars,  which was about 5% of  the Gross National Product 

(GNP)  of  the country. 51 

 

Thus i t  is  c lear that the start ing point for our analyses is  not the ‘normal’  

t ime-  space conditions in which we continue our l ives.  This disruption 

worked,  f irst  of  al l  in  a  temporal manner .  A famil iar  present was lost  into 

the past ;  i t  turned out  to be  the  space of  a  house  no longer there.  Secondly,  

i t  funct ioned spat ial ly  turning the space of  l ife  inside out .  The house as the  

domain of  reproducibi l i ty-  in biologica l ,  socia l  and pol i t ica l  sense,  was 

demolished.  Consequently,  besides the high level of  physical  ruinat ion 

caused,  the  socia l  unity of  the community was a lso affected.   The economic 

activi t ies of  the region was fa l tered,  the composit ion of  the families were 

destroyed.  As a result ,  i t  is  possible to conclude that any solution aiming to 

cover the housing problem of  the region must create framework capable of  

integrating the physical ,  socia l  and economic aspects  of  the demolishment.  

II.1 .5  Emergenc(it)y 52 

What is  clear f rom the summarizat ion I  have tr ied to out line so far  is  that  

the earthquake was an emergency in which no one knew exact ly how to 

proceed but everyone recognized that whatever  i t  was,  i t  had to be done 

immediate ly.  There was this  urge  to return things to ‘normal’  and if  this 

required different s tandards or extreme object ives,  i t  was considered 

acceptable.  Only within these condit ions the  features of  these shelters-  they 

were temporary and prefabr icated- were understood as commonplace.  

 

In  an  urban emergency ,  sh i f t ing  not i ons  o f  the  pub l ic  inter es t  f e ed  modern  

tendenc i es  to  upheava l .  I f  b l ighted  neighborhoods  have  r eached  cr i s i s  s t age ,  

get  r id  o f  th em.  I f  th e  de fense  indus try  or  v ete rans  need  housing ,  s l ap  as  

much  as  poss ib l e  in  short  order .  I f  th er e  a re  no s i t es ,  c l ear  a  p lac e  in  the  

park .  A sense  o f  publ ic  duty  surrounded  each  o f  these  emergenc ie s ,  and  a  

broad  i f  p rov i s i ona l  s trat egy  was  need ed  t o  address  them.  Lat er ,  when th e  

                                                           
50 Başbakanl ık,  Depremler ,  10.  
51 Özerdem, 9 .  
52 Dana Cuff,  The Provis ional  City:  Los  Angeles  Stories  of  Archi tec ture  and 

Urbanism  (Cambridge:  MIT Press,  2000) ,  22 .  
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emergency  had  passed ,  d ivergen t  l ong-t erm solu t i ons  wou ld  be  d eba ted .  

When a  quick  s tr i k e  i s  needed ,  the  s ta te  can  step  in  wi th  emergency  

measures  and  the  funding  to  a f f ec t  them.  Privat e-s ec tor  compla int s  ar e  

muted  by  the  publ ic  c ry  f o r  temporary  re l i e f . 53 

 

In the post-earthquake region life  was not the same,  for the individual,  for 

the household or for  the c ity.  In each of  these levels,  the problem of  

housing was fe l t  extensively,  a lthough i ts meaning and impact changed 

according to the perspect ive of  the  observer .  At the national level,  

solut ions that combine speed and economy were explored,  which led to a  

ser ies of  permanent,  semi-permanent and temporary shelter  proposals to 

meet the massive housing shortage.  Along side the immediate responses,  

the government a lso had to develop f ie ld studies s imultaneously,  such as  

si te  select ion,  mapping,  surveying,  land registrat ion that would form the  

basis  of  the following long term activi ties .  On the  other  hand,  from the  

posi t ion of  a  vic tim the pr iori t ies  were s light ly  different.  Most ly engaged 

with their  in jured re la tives  and health problems,  and searching for  a  shelter  

in the tent ci t ies or prefabricated houses ,  these people were very much 

involved with the daily struggles for surviving. 54  

                                                           
53 Ib id . ,  173.  
54 “Bocalama ve  ac i l  durumun yavaş  yavaş  or tadan kalkmasıyla  yeniden 

organizasyon sürec i  baş ladı .  Yere l  ve  merkezi  yönet im b ir  yandan büyük  
boyutlara  varan bar ınma sorununu çözmek üzere geç ic i  yaşam alanlar ını ,  
çadırkent  ve  prefabr ik konutlar ı  o luş tururken,  d iğer  yandan ka l ıc ı  konutlar  ve  
işyerle r inin inşaas ı ,  kredi  o lanaklar ı ,  borç er te leme vb .  gib i  çözüm s t ratej i ler i .  
Depremzedeler  aç ısından bu çözüm öneri ler i  henüz b ir  anlam i fade  e tmiyordu;  
bunlar  üzer ine düşünülecek zaman değ i ld i .  Çünkü onlar  yaral ı lar ıyla  ve diğer  
sağ l ık sorunlar ıyla  başe tmekten hasar  tesp it i  ve  hak sahib i  belges i  düzenletmeye;  
evrak toplamaktan eşyalar ı  iç in depo  aramaya ve çad ırkent  ya  da p refabr i lerde yer  
bulmaya dek aci l  gündelik sorunlar ının peş inden koşuyor lard ı .  O s ıralar ,  günü 
kur tarma telaş ı  ge lecek kaygısını  ve  resmi  makamlar ın ge l iş t i rd iğ i  çözüm 
stratej i ler i  üzer ine düşünmeyi ger i  p landa bırakıyordu.”  In Erbay Yucak,  
“Depremzede Dernekler i :  Bir  Yerel  Örgütlenme Deneyi ,”  in Kamusal  Alan ,  ed .  
Mera l  Özbek (I s tanbul :  Hil  Press,  2004) ,  373.    
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Figure II.3:  Examples o f she l ter ing buil t  a f ter  the August  17 t h  ear thquake.  

Adapazar ı ,  2001.  

 

In  this  s tage of  the post  earthquake act ivit ies,  voluntary ini tia tives played a  

decis ive role next to  governmental efforts.  Many CSOs (Civi l  Society 
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Organizations)  took active role in the earthquake region and displayed a 

successful performance during the urgent  aid period.  Having differ ing 

domains,  each of  these CSOs with their  own character ist ics and sca le  

responded to a  dif ferent phase of  the rehabi li tat ion and recovery activi t ies ,  

ranging from efforts such as l ife  saving,  raising funds,  coordinat ion to 

educat ion on disaster  prevention.  

 

In paral le l  with the defini tion of  ‘natural disaster’  I  have suggested earl ier ,  

every natural disaster is  at  the same t ime a socia l  disaster.  In an 

earthquake,  in addition to the demolishment of  the buil t  environment,  and 

because of  that,  the  economic act ivit ies of  the region are  interrupted,  the  

unity of  the society is  para lyzed and the structure of  the community is  

altered.   In this sense,  the solutions proposed,  especia l ly the permanent  

ones,  cannot be reduced to a  problem of  providing shelter  requirements 

defined s imply by materia l  standards.  

II.2  SPATIAL PRACTICE 

Spatial  pract ices are the  processes of  materialization of  socia l  spat ial ity and 

are the tradit ional  application f ield of  spat ia l  disc ipl ines where  

architecture ar ises  as  one of  the levels. 55 The rela tion between the  spatia l  

practice of  a  society and that  society’s space is  a  dia lect ica l  one,  in  which 

the spatia l  pract ice  produces that space slowly “as i t  masters and 

appropriates it .” 56 While producing spat ial  forms and practices 

“appropriate to,  and necessary for,  d ifferent productive and reproduct ive  

activi t ies” spat ial  practices,  “thereby def ines places,  actions,  and signs,  the 

tr ivia l ized spaces of  everyday and,  conversely,  places made special  by 

symbolic  means.” 57 In return,  the preexistence of  space in a  specif ic  form 

“does condit ion a person’s act ions,  perceptions,  and exchanges with others,  

as well  as affect  competence  and performance in these funct ions.” 58 

                                                           
55 “As for  spa t ial  pract ice,  i t  is  observed,  descr ibed and ana lyzed on a  wide  

range o f leve ls:  in architecture,  in  ci ty planning or  ‘urbanism’ (a  term borrowed  
from official  p ronouncements) ,  in the  ac tua l  des ign o f routes  and loca l i t ies ( ‘ town 
and country p lanning’) ,  in the organizat ion o f  everyday l i fe ,  and,  na tural ly,  in  
urban rea l i ty.”  Quoted in,  Lefebvre,  Production ,  414.   

56 Ib id . ,  38.  
57 Ia in Borden,  Jane Rendell ,  Joe Kerr  and Al icia  Pivaro,  “Things,  F lows,  

Fi l te rs,  Tact ics,”  in  The Unknown City :  Contest ing Archi tec ture and  Soc ial  Space ,  
eds.  Iain  Borden e t  a l .  (Cambr idge,  Mass. :  MIT Press,  2001) ,  6 .  

58 Peter  G.  Ro we,  Civic Realism  (Cambr idge,  Mass. :  MIT Press,  1997) ,  130.  
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This  production and reproduction of  space does not  happen in a  

preexist ing,  neutra l  medium, but  rather it  is  “created out of  materie l ,  the  

bi ts and pieces  of  arrangements  and terr itor ies that are our historical  

patr imony.  I t  is  our legacy to create our own spat ial ity,  and the abi li ty and 

freedom to do so is  the pr ime index of  quali ty of  social  l i fe .” 59 

 

According to Lefebvre ,  each society offers up i ts  own space,  and today,  the  

contemporary spatia l  pract ice is  characterized mainly by i ts  taken-for-

granted and unref lect ive nature.    

I t  became: 

. . . just  th e  gap  be tween ob jec ts  and  there fore  neut ra l ,  unimportant  and  not  

an  ob j ec t  o f  s t ruggle .  Th i s  ‘ commonsense ’  understanding  charac t er i zes  bo th  

taken  f or  g ran ted  ev eryday  l i f e  (dai ly  rout ines)  and  the  l og ic al ly  

rat ional i zed  urban…we do  not  se e  they  ar e  a l l  l inked  toge ther  a s  part  o f  an  

overarch ing  arrangement ,  or  spa t i l i sa t ion ,  compla ins  Le febvre .  60 

 

In the framework of  everyday,  our l ives takes place in the spaces  we use,  

occupy,  work or dwell  and for  most of  the t ime,  these  spaces are  accepted 

unquest ionably.  Moreover,  the act ivit ies that produce and characterize  

these spaces usual ly go on unnoticed through the daily routines of  the  

actors that take part  in the bui lding process .  But the earthquake imposed us 

to ref lect  on the environment we l ive  in,  and required a response as how to 

produce space from then on and therefore suggested a  level  of  

intentional i ty.  In the  post earthquake region,  at  points,  the energies of 

groups were capable  of  transforming the  exist ing routines of  doing things.   

 

As an example ,  the purpose of  this chapter  is  to descr ibe and evaluate the 

experiences of  a  shelter  program that succeeded in accessing the low-

income vict ims of  the  earthquake,  whose hopes for betterment under the  

given circumstances  were the least .  ‘Association of  Volunteers for 

Sol idari ty’  (Dayanışma Gönüllüler i  Derneği) ,  a  pr ivate non-prof i t  Turkish 

foundation that  has  been based upon the concepts of  community 

part ic ipation ini t iated a shelter  construct ion project ,  which resulted with 

the building of  57-  house units.  This  project ,  with i ts  method of  
                                                           

59 Shields,  Lefebvre ,  162.  
60 Ib id .  
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organization,  involved the users in both the decision-making and  

construction processes and of fered an a lternat ive to  the  exist ing bui lding 

industry.   

 

In this chapter ,  through the case study,  I  aim to understand two important  

points.  First  of  al l ,  s ince “the spat ial  practice of  a  society is  revealed 

through the deciphering of  its  space,” 61 I  hope to develop a  pract ica l  

comprehension of  the  contemporary spat ial  practice as it  is  practiced in 

Turkey.  Secondly,  through the analysis of  the ‘Solidari ty Houses Project’ ,  I  

a im to emphasize  “the necessi ty  of  spat ia l  practices-  the  things people do,  

and patterns and physical ity they create-  for disturbing abstract  space.” 62  

Therefore ,  I  wil l  concentrate  on the importance of  action and practice.  

II.2 .1  The Origin Story of ‘Solidarity Houses’  

Many people from dif ferent parts of  the world responded to the August 17  

Earthquake and different kinds of  a ids were col lected and transferred to 

Turkey.  Consequently the f irst  ideas of  ‘Solidari ty Houses Project’  ( Imece  

Evleri  Projesi )  were sketched by ‘Association of  Volunteers for Sol idari ty’  

(AVS) as an at tempt to ut il ize  the  money collected by Turkish people  l iv ing 

in Gelder land region in Netherlands.   

 

After  the  f irst  shock of  the  disaster diminished,  Gelder land Province 

Council  (Gelderland Eyalet  Mecl isi)  and the Turkish people l iv ing in that  

region founded ‘Gelderland Aid for Turkey Organization’ (Gelderland 

Türkiye’ye Yardım Organizasyonu) and col lected an amount  of  money to be 

used in a  project .  In the f irst  drafts of  the undertaking to be rea lized,  the  

plan was to bui ld 35  prefabricated house units for the victims l iving in 

Düzce.  In their  vis it  to  the earthquake region,  the  Gelder land Delegat ion 

contacted with AVS and came to terms for working together.   

 

The AVS developed the ini tia l  proposal and presented a more  profound 

model for increasing the budget of  the project . 63 Among the principal  

                                                           
61 Lefebvre,  Production ,  38.  
62 Borden,  “Things,  Flo ws,  F i l ter s,  Tact ics,”  17.  
63 “Hollandal ı lar ın  35 dedikler i  rakam,  şu an yapmış  o lduğumuz evler in  

maliye t iyle  35 değ i ld i .  Onlar  prefabr ik konut  yapmayı düşünüyorlardı .  Biz im 
öner imiz Hollandadaki  vakfın aktard ığ ı  parayla devle t in verdiğ i  kred inin  
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problems the vict ims faced af ter  the earthquake was the  insuff ic iency of  the 

credits S tate gave to the famil ies with demolished houses.  For  ut i l iz ing 

both the ‘Loan for the Individual Construction of  Homes’ (Evini  Yapana 

Yardım Kredisi)  of fered by the State and the money suggested by 

Netherlands,  an idea  of  a  money pool was found and a corresponding  

organization model for using the budget was submitted.  When Gelder land 

Delegat ion confirmed this proposal,  more concrete  steps were to be taken.  

A s ite  was to be chosen and Netherlands requested a vi l lage  name to 

authorize the project .  The AVS assigned Erbay Yucak,  who was a practic ing 

lawyer and a member of  the organizat ion,  for  coordinat ing ‘Sol idari ty  

Houses Project ’ .  The f irst  name pronounced was the vi l lage of  

Değirmentepe in Gölyaka.  Affected by both the August 17th and November 

12th Earthquakes,  Gölyaka was one of  the  towns in Düzce in which the 

demolishment  was severe.  In a  vis it  to the specif ic  si te  on September 1999 ,  

VSA discovered three  more communit ies with similar qual it ies residing in 

the same the val ley.  Ethica l  considerations transformed the  project  to  also 

include these three  vil lages in the housing process. 64 

 

Unfortunately,  according to the technica l  research held out  by geologists  

the s ite  of  Değirmentepe was ver if ied r isky for sett lement.   In this  

si tuation,  the  State had to offer  the vict ims a vi l lage si te  or  a  house to l ive  

in.  The choice was up to the  vil lagers and since they preferred to stay in 

the permanent houses buil t  by the government ,  they were out of  the  

project .  In the end the project  comprised the three vi l lages,  Hacı  

Süleymanbey,  Aksu and Çay,  in which the  vil lagers were in need of  any 

kind of  support.  

 

Interrupted by the November 12 t h  ear thquake,  the negotiat ions between 

AVS and the Gelder land Delegat ion lasted until  the beginning of  the year 

2000.  In January 2000 ,  AVS presented an evaluat ion report  s igned by the  

                                                                                                                                                                     

buluş turulmasıyd ı .”  Erbay Yucak,  interview by author ,  wr i t ten no tes,  Düzce ,  21  
Sep tember  2004.  

64 “99’un Ekim ayında  gi t t ik.  Gid ince gördük ki  Değ i rmendere köyünün  
yakınındaki  üç köy de aynı  şekilde hasar l ı .  O durumda,  o  vad ide yalnız  bir  köyün  
bar ınma problemiyle i lg i lenmek ad il  ge lmedi.  O zaman şunu tekl i f  e t t ik :  bu proje  
dört  köyü de  kapsasın.”  Erbay Yucak,  in terview by author ,  wri t ten no tes,  Düzce ,  
21 Sep tember  2004.  
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headmen of  the four vi l lages and the major of  Gölyaka.  In this sta tement ,  

AVS organized the basic pr inciples of  the project  under general  headings 

and depicted the needs and preferences of  the vi l lagers to  the Gelderland 

Delegat ion.  Some of  the topics considered in this evaluation can be 

summarized as,  

-   The s ite  of  the project .  The houses will  be buil t  within the same vi llage  

boundaries as the demolished houses.  

-  The method of  construction.  The vi l lagers will  take act ive part  in the  

construction process.   

-  Management of  the  fund.  The vi l lagers wil l  leave  the  management  of  the 

credits given by the government,  to the Shared Fund Administration (Ortak 

Fon Yönetimi) .  

-  The process of  decis ion-making.  All  the  members taking part  in this  

project  will  be represented on equal terms.  

-  The supervis ion of  the project .  Apart from the supervis ion service MPWS 

has to offer ,  an independent control committee will  be assembled from the  

representat ives of  TMMOB. 65 

 

Once this proposal was confirmed by Gelderland,  the project  was init iated 

and the pr inciples l is ted above were rea l ized in the three  vil lages .  Many of  

our observations will  depend on the nature of  these communit ies ,  their  

ethnica l ,  poli t ical  and economic background. These dist inctions are part ly  

unif ied,  however,  by the ‘cr isis’  theme in the or igin story of  the  project .  

Clearly,  i f  not  under these c ircumstances i t  would be  near ly impossible to 

focus the energy of  such a large and var ied group almost immediately.  

Started with a sense of  publ ic  duty,  the project  transformed from being an 

idea of  temporary a ids to  f inding an opportunity for a  better  environment .  

These  factors that give intensity and power  to  the creation of  the project  

also contr ibuted to its  ongoing maintenance.  

                                                           
65 “Evler  aynı  köy s ınır la r ı  iç inde ve evler i  yıkı lanlar la  bir l ik te  ar sa üre i t lerek 

yap ılacak.  Evi  yapı lacak insanlar  inşaat  sürec ine f i i len en az 50 iş  günü kaı t lcak.  
Köylüler  hükümet tara f ından ver i lecek kred inin bütnüne yönelik tasarruf hakkını ,  
o luş turulacak Or tak Fon Yönetimi’nin üye ler i  eş i t  b ir  i l işki iç inde ve birer  oy 
hakkıyla  temsi l  ed i lecek (Merkez i  yönet im- köy muhtar lar ı -  Gelder land 
Delegasyonu- Daynışma Gönüllüler i  temsi lc i ler i) .  Bayınd ır l ık İ l  Müdürlüğü’nin 
görevi  gereğ i  yapacağ ı  kontro l le r in  d ış ında,TMMOB’nin i lgi l i  oda 
temsi lc i ler inden o luşan bağ ımsız bir  kontrol  heye t i  o luş turulacak.”  In Emine  
Algan,  “Depremzede  Kendi  Evini  Kendi  Yapıyor ,”  in NTV Magazine  1(2001):  64.  
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II.2 .2  Gölyaka 

Geographica lly,  the  terri tory of  this case  study is these three  vil lages;  Hacı  

Süleymanbey,  Aksu and Çay,  located in Gölyaka,  Düzce.  The topography of  

this region consists of  a  series of  interconnected pla ins in between a range 

of  mountains  s ituated along Black Sea .  One of  the  ser ies of  basins among 

these mountains is  the Düzce Pla in.  Located to the southwest  of  Düzce  

basin,  Gölyaka is bordered by the mountains from the north and south,  

converging to form a  val ley that connects with Hendek Pla in in the west.  

Formed by the set tl ing activi ty of  the North Anatol ian Fault  l ine,  these two 

mountain ranges represent the junct ion of  the two active fault  l ines that  

caused the ground rupture in the earthquakes of  1999.   

 

 

Figure II.4:  Two act ive  faul t  l ines that  caused the ground rupture in  1999 

Marmara Earthquakes .  The physica l  environment  of nature i s  the f ir st  context  in 

which the buil t  environment takes shape.  The a rchitec tural  form has been largely 

inf luenced by cl imate,  topography or  agr icultural  land.  

 

Separated from the rest  of  the pla in by Büyük Melen River and Lake Ef teni,  

Gölyaka conta ins high level of  water table beneath its  surface,  tough its  

height is  not uniformly distr ibuted.  Addit ional ly,  the pla in consists of  

young al luvial  deposits,  which amplify se ismic waves and increase the  

extent of  destruction caused in earthquake si tuations. 66 As a  matter of  fact ,  

                                                           
66 TÜB İTAK- MTA- AÜ,  “17 Ağustos Sonrası  Düzce (Bolu)  İ lçesi  Al ternat i f  

Yerleş im Alanlar ının Jeoloj ik  İncelenmesi” (Ankara:  Tübi tak,  1999) .  
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Gölyaka is considered to be  in the 1 s t  degree se ismic  zone according to the  

earthquake zones map of  Turkey and i t  is  subjected to se ismic activi ty 

frequently.  In fact ,  the 1999 earthquakes affected the town severely,  

resulting with 822 heavi ly damaged and col lapsed,  407 moderate ly 

damaged and 732 s light ly damaged buildings,  which of  most were located 

in the town center. 67   

 

Administrat ively,  Gölyaka is a  province of  Düzce,  a  c ity historical ly  

developed as a  market town l inking Istanbul  to the Eastern Anatol ia .  This 

small  town is  composed of  a  town center  si tuated on the pla in with 24  

vi l lages residing on the s lopes.  Based on the “steepness of  the mountain 

slopes,  abundance of  land and high humidity levels on the plain,  

dominance of  agriculture  and animal  husbandry,  and temperate c limate” a  

dispersed set tlement pattern on the slopes can be observed.” 68 

 

Among these sett lements agriculture is  the main source of  income due to 

the fer ti l i ty of  soi l  and the temperate c limate of  the pla in.  Most of  the  

populat ion is involved in the agr icultural product ion as the  main or  

secondary occupation,  producing mainly corn,  grains,  sugar beet  and 

hazelnut.  The natural  set t ing of  the town a lso made possible the  advent of  

animal husbandry by ut il izing the surrounding pastures of  the s lopes.  Milk 

and dairy products are among the  f irst  to be traded with the loca l markets.  

Another part  of  the economic l ife  is  the small-  scale industry such as 

processing of  hazelnuts,  processing of  wood or the product ion of  text iles  

and plast ics. 69 

 

The town center serves as an intermediary market place for  these 24 

vi l lages,  f rom which merchants from Düzce act  as consumers of  loca l  

products on the one hand,  and providers of  services  and manufactured 

goods on the other.  In short ,  there is  a  ba lanced local economy in Gölyaka 

“with an adequate  level of  self  re liance and interact ion with an upper sca le  

                                                           
67 R Akyel ,  Gölyaka’da Deprem: 17 Ağustos ve  12 Kasım 1999 Depremler i  

(Arkas Grubu,  2000)  
68 Banu Bedel ,  “Susta inab le Urban Design in Earthquake Prone Areas :  Gölyaka  

as a  Case,”  (MS thesis ,  METU, 2002) ,  99.  
69 KOMİSYON, “II -Coğ rafya,”  Dünden Bugüne Bütün Yönleriyle  Gölyaka  

( İstanbul :  Selaha tt in Avcı  Matbaası ,  1999) ,  80-84.  
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of  economies.  The town extracts agr icultura l  and natural products,  

processes and markets  these in return for large-  sca le industria l  products.” 70   

 

According to the 1997  census values,  the populat ion of  Gölyaka was about 

17693 with 5227 people residing in the town center and 12466 in the  

vi l lages on the slopes.  After the 1999 Marmara earthquakes,  the rural-  

urban pattern of  migration was reversed and many people  moved from the 

city center of  Düzce to the  smaller  provinces and vi llages.  This abnormal 

si tuation revealed i tse lf  in the 2000 General  Populat ion Census,  according 

to which the populat ion of  the town center of  Gölyaka turned out to be 

8572.  Apart from the affect  of  the earthquake,  the increase of  populat ion in 

the town center of  Gölyaka is in accordance with the Turkey’s urban 

populat ion growth.  Whereas in the vi l lages,  people migrate to bigger towns 

and c i t ies due to the economic incentives of  better  jobs and potent ia l  

advancement. 71 Far f rom homogenous,  the recent population is  composed of  

immigrants from Caucasus,  Eastern Black Sea,  the Balkans,  Southwestern 

Turkey and Iraq who sett led there af ter  the continual  warfare in 19 t h  

century alongside the  local  Turkmen population who were a lready present  

from the Sel juk and early Ottoman t imes.  In fact ,  the  residents of  the three  

vi l lages that partic ipated in the  Sol idarity Houses Project  are f rom 

Caucasus or igin,  which inf luenced the character of  the act ivit ies performed 

in more than severa l ways.  Consist ing of  a  t ight ly re lated knot of  people,  

these communities were used to a  sense of  participat ion and communal 

activi ty.  Also,  these  communit ies are based on an understanding of  

patr iarch and hierarchy,  where  the  older ones and males most ly  take the  

decis ions.   

II.2 .3  Organization Model 

Completed in two proceeding stages,  Imece Evleri  offers an interest ing 

housing solut ion to the need produced by the earthquake and by doing so 

represents a  perspective for low-cost but l ivable house product ion.  After 

the earthquake,  both the private construction industry and the public  

housing projects were  unable to meet the total  housing need I  have tried to 

out line  in the  previous sections.  In addition,  even when they provided the  
                                                           

70 Bedel ,  106-107.  
71 Düzce Vali l iğ i ,  Düzce  İ l  Gelişme Planı  (DİGEP) (Düzce:  Düzce Vali l iğ i ,  

2004) ,  23.  
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houses and services ,  they were most ly accessible to middle and upper 

income groups.  Since  the private  construct ion industry typica l ly  revolves  

around commercia l  or exchange value rather than the ‘use’  value of  

property,  they were  unwill ing to accept  the  high risks  and low prof its of  

building for the urban poor.  

 

Against  these constraints,  the AVS init iated a model based on the 

part ic ipation of  users in the housing activi ty.  For them, this mode of  house  

product ion was to solve two practical  real it ies.  First ,  by act ively taking 

part  in the building process the users could observe every phase of  the  

construction.  This guaranteed the re liabi l i ty  of  the structure and therefore 

the safety of  the product,  which after  the  earthquake became the most 

important cri ter ia  in  rela tion with a house  for  the people of  that region.  

Secondly,  this method reduced the costs and increased the availabi li ty  of  

the houses for the famil ies involved. 72 The VSA and Netherlands agreed on 

this proposal and 57-  units of  houses were bui lt  based on this system. 

                                                           
72 “Bu tar t ışmanın içer i sinde önemsediğ imiz  b ir  nokta vard ı - kullanıcının 

imalat  sürecine ka t ı l ımı .  Bu ka tı l ım mese les i  ik i  problemi çözüyordu reel  
düzeyde.  B ir i si  inşaa tın güvenil i r l iğ i  ve güvenliğ i  sağ l ıyordu.  Neyin niç in 
yap ıld ığ ı  meseles i .  Aynı zamanda kendi  o turacağ ı  b ir  mekanın tasar ım sürec ine  
dair ,  malzemesine dair  b ir  b i lg iye sahip  olmak ve bunun ö tesinde ka t ı l ımda  
bulunmayı  i fade ed iyordu.  İkinc isi  burdaki  inşaa t  yapma usulü nedeniyle  maaliye t  
düşüyordu.  Bu iki  terc ihten yola ç ıkt ık.”  Erbay Yucak,  interview by author ,  
wr i t ten notes,  Düzce,  21  Sep tember  2004.  
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Figure II.5 :  Schema of  Sol idar ity Houses bui lt  in Çay,  Aksu and Hacı  

Süleymanbey Vil lages .  
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II.2 .3 .1   Construc tion Teams 

The s ignif icance of  this project  and the character of  its  end products ,  from 

its inception,  were indebted mainly to i ts  method of  organization that is  

based on the part ic ipation of  the users.  The ini tia l  step in real izing the  

project  was to  inform the vi l lagers  about the proposal VSA suggested.  The 

time needed to undertake the technical  and poli t ical  consulta t ions was 

ut il ized as a  communication phase of  12 months c lose contact between the  

vi l lagers and the members of  VSA.  

 

The organizat ion of  the construct ion process  depended on a system, where 

each household would part ic ipate to the  bui lding procedure  with one 

member.  In every vil lage,  the  representatives of  the houses would then 

form a ‘construction team’ responsible from the bui lding of  the houses.  

Accordingly,  in the f irst  s tage of  the  project ,  three teams were  activated for  

the three vil lages involved in the project ,  for Hacıbeyköy,  9  people,  for  

Aksu,  9  people  and for  the vi l lage of  Çay,  8  people .  

 

During the f irst  two months of  the  project ,  the rea lization of  this  

construction scheme was suspended due to two factors .  First  of  al l ,  the  

knowledge and the experience of  the vil lagers in regard with construction 

techniques were unknown. Secondly,  as the  vict ims of  the earthquake,  the 

vast major ity of  the households were sti l l  in need of  money and to feed the 

construction teams in charge of  bui lding their  houses  added up to their  

f inancia l  def ic it .  For that reason,  the ini tia l  s tages were managed with a  

different system, which also,  in part ,  depended on the pr inciple of  

sol idar ity and part ic ipat ion.  In this arrangement ,  ski l led workers  were 

appointed,  but their  payments were less than what they took in the normal 

circumstances.  Therefore ,  the building of  the houses star ted with a staff  

that can be considered in part  as employees working with sa lar ies and in 

part  as volunteers  contributing to the project .  

 

This  phase of  the  project  was needed also as a  training stage  for the  

inhabitants of  the vil lages who were f irst  of  all  farm workers and did not 

possess  the  necessary ski l ls .   In  this  method of  teaching,  the  vi l lagers  
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learned the basic e lements of  practical  bui lding so that they can take part  

in  the  proceeding stages as semi skil led workers.  The vi l lagers  by helping 

the skil led workers  were trained while they were working and rea lized 

their  abi l it ies in terms of  construction.  Natural ly,  some building  

procedures are very easy to learn whereas some require a  great deal of  

work and experience.  Consequently,  one  of  the chal lenges of  the project  

was to ut il ize the work of  the inhabitants in the most product ive  way and 

in return train them in order  that  they can ut il ize  this  experience  for their  

needs.   

 

As a  result ,  a t  the end of  this period three basic advantages were achieved:  

f irst ,  the construct ions,  with the involvement of  professionals ,  started in a  

more  organized manner .  Second,  the f inancial  load of  the construction 

phase on the households was reduced.  Third,  the abi li t ies of  the vi l lagers in 

terms of  construction were revealed. 73 In this phase  of  the project ,  the  

emphasis  was on the  immediately useful ski l ls ,  so that tra ined workers  

were able to carry out  the next phases.  

 

                                                           
73 “İnşaat  usulündede bizim anla t t ığ ımız şuydu köylüye.  Her  evden b ir  kiş i  

çal ışacak ve her  köyün kend i  inşaat  ekib i  o lacak.  B iz köylüler in inşaa t  b i lg i le r i  
konusunda emin değ i ld ik .  Or tada bir  de parasızl ık had ises i  vardı .  Diye limki  
ge ldim ben s iz in inşaat ınızda çal ış ıyorum,  yemeğ i  s iz  vereceksiniz  ama yenek 
verecek para yok.  O yüzdende i lk iki  ayını  şöyle benimsedik.  Diye limki Sinem 
hanım ustayım d iyor .  S inem hanımın piyasadaki  ücret i  750 milyon ama bu bir  
dayanışma ve imece iş i  o lduğu için 350 mi lyona çal ışacak.  Ş imdi bu prensiple  o  
ik i  ay boyunca iki  şeyi  sağ ladık.  Bir ,  inşaat lar  b ir  d isc ipl ine o larak baş lad ı .  
İkincis i ,  insanlar ın o  maddi prob lemler ine  bir  parçada olsada ka tkı  o ldu.  
Üçüncüsü,  b iz  o  hak sahipler inin  iç inden inşaata  i l işkin yetenekler ini  tespi t  e tmiş  
o lduk.  Ama bunun ne zaman bi teceğ in i  b i lmiyor lardı .  İkinc i  ayın sonunda bu 
devir  b i t t i .  Ar t ık kendi  baş ımızayız.  Dayanışmayla yapma dönemi  baş l ıyor .  Bu 
yaklaş ık 2  ik ibuçuk ay sürdü.  O sürenin sonundada ar t ık her  köyün kendi  ustala r ı  
ç ıkt ı .”  Erbay Yucak,  in terview by author ,  wr i t ten no tes,  Düzce,  21  September  
2004.  
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Figure II.6:  Accord ing to  an approach,  architec tural  space comes into  being by 
the erec t ion o f walls ,  as  separated from the natural  environment a  new space is  

crea ted be tween them.  Vil lagers working on the  construct ion si te .   
Gölyaka,  2001.  

 

After that,  for the proceeding three months until  the houses were f inished,  

the vi l lagers were on their  own and the construction process carr ied on by 
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the construction teams of  the vil lages.  During this t ime interval ,  most  of  

the vi l lagers  s ti l l  cont inued to stay in tents  erected near  their  demolished 

houses.   For  them,  this was a t ime of  despair  and hard working.  

Nevertheless,  a ll  of  the  vil lagers we had conversed with declared their  

pride in being able to build their  own houses.  In many of  the conversations 

we had been a part  of ,  the vi l lagers continued to share their  ideas on how 

to improve some parts of  the houses they were l iving in.  Apart  from the 

practica l  advantages,  such as reduct ion of  the cost,  this method of  

cooperat ing enriched these communities in more than one way.    

  

Most ly  involved with the agricultura l production,  before  this experience 

most of  the vi l lagers did not have any skil ls  in the process of  construction.  

In the course of  bui lding,  the younger men of  the community gained 

experience and learned the  basics  of  construction.  Like  so,  the project  

released i tself  f rom becoming an end in itse lf ,  but served as a  step in 

proposing al ternatives in the transformation of  the community.   Differ ing 

from the general at ti tude of  expect ing solutions from the government or 

some other part ies,  the  vil lagers took act ive  role in both defining the  

problem and proposing an answer.  This way,  as the individuals gained an 

understanding of  the construction process and strengthen their  courage,  the 

vi l lage itse lf  acquired a sense of  society and interdependence .   

II.2 .3 .2  Management  of  the Fund 

Another noteworthy scheme offered was about the management of  the fund.  

As noted ear lier  this fund was gathered from the credits given by the State  

and the money provided by Nether lands.  The administrat ion of  this money 

was bounded to a  commission that  was arranged in a  way to s ignify a ll  the  

part ic ipants involved in this project .  The members were:  Beşir  Özen,  as a  

representat ive  for  the vil lagers;  Erbay Yucak,  for  the Volunteers of  

Sol idari ty Association;  Murat Şahin,  s tanding for Gelder land Delegat ion 

and (as a  result  of  Netherlands’  request) ,  a  group of  four for  representing 

governorship.  

 

After the earthquake,  based on the damage assessment studies performed 

by the technica l  personnel ,  the victims el igible to own a new house or to  

receive construct ion loans from the government were determined.  In 
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accordance with Law no 7269,  the famil ies with demolished or highly 

damaged houses obtained the right to receive credits f rom the  

government. 74 One of  the a lternat ives offered to the vict ims was ‘Loan for  

the Individual Construct ion of  Homes’ (Evini  Yapana Yardım Kredisi) .  In 

this scheme, the right-owners (hak sahipler i)  by uti l izing the construction 

loans provided through MPWS and Sett lement and the  Project  

Implementation Unit  of  Pr ime Ministry,  bui ld their  own houses on their  

own bui lding lots.  This credit  was given in two ways:   

-  In rura l areas:  The holders of  this r ight,  who wanted to bui ld  their  houses  

in their  own building lots in vil lages,  were  given 3.500.000.000 TL.   

-  In urban areas :  The right-owners,  who wanted to bui ld their  dwell ings in 

their  own bui lding lot  located in provincia l  and sub-provincia l  centers or  

within the  boundaries of  neighboring districts and muktarhoods,  were  

given 6.000.000.000  TL.  

 

This method of  construction was uti l ized most ly in the rural areas.  

According to the off icia l  records of  the General Directorate of  Disaster 

Affairs,  in tota l  18.268 houses were buil t  based on this method.  For the 

victims of  the earthquake,  i t  soon became apparent that this sum would not 

be enough for a  family to build  i tsel f  a  new house through the  usual  

medium of pr ivate contractors. 75 In this project ,  the general idea  was to  

increase the budget with the money provided by Gelder land Aid for Turkey 

Organization and to reduce the costs by realiz ing the  self-bui ld concept,  

using low cost materials and ut il izing the voluntary assistance of  the  

professionals.    

 

According to the decree taken by ‘Permanent  House Construction and 

Fol low up Committee  for the Right-owner Earthquake Victims in Gölyaka  

Villages’  (Gölyaka İ lçesi  Köyler inde Haksahibi  Depremzedeler için Kalıcı  

Konut İnşaa ve Takip Kurulu) in the f irst  stage of  the Solidari ty Houses 
                                                           

74 The si tuat ion o f the fami l ies wi th no propert ies wi l l  be d iscussed in Chapter  
IV.  

75 “Evini  yapana yardım kred isi :  depremzedelere  kend i  ar sa lar ı  üer inde konut  
yapmak şar t ıyla  ver i len bu kredi  seçeneğ i ,  gerek kredi  miktar ının düşüklüğü,  
gerek imar  planlar ının zamanında ye t işmemesi  ve gerekse yaşanan iki  ekonomik  
kr iz  sonucunda inşaat  maliye t ler inin ast ronomic rakamlara ulaşması nedeniyle  
yeni  mağduriye t lere  sebep olmuş tur .”  In Düzce Depremzedeler  Derneğ i ,  “Deprem 
Bölgesindeki  Konut Alanlar ının Yaşanı l ı r  Hale Get ir i lmesi  ve Konut Sorunu”  
(Düzce:  Düzce Depremzedeler  Derneğ i ,2002) .  
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Project  the total  money used for the building of  the 26 houses was 

301,827,878,000 TL. 76  

This  money was collected from; 

Gelderland Aid Fund for Turkey                       145,827,878,000 TL 

(Gelderland Türkiye iç in Yardım Fonu) 

EYY credits of  the 26 r ight-owners                            117,600,000,000 TL 

Extra  amount of  money taken from Gelder land         38,400,000 ,000 TL 

 

Then,  for the  construction of  a  s ingle house approximately 11,600,000,000 

TL were  spent.  

 

However,  how were the  vil lagers to  decide  on who will  have the r ight to  

own one of  these houses? The argument re la ted with the number of  houses 

to be buil t  on each stage was done over the analysis of  expenses.  Since the 

budget of  the project  was given and there were l imits to what they could 

accomplish with it ,  the vi l lagers had to f ind a way for selecting the right-

owners.  This was done through a closed voting system, where within the  

community those in most need of  a  residence were chosen.  After the  

building of  the  f irst  26 houses  the  f irst  s tage was completed.  S ince the  

vi l lagers completed the project  successful ly,  Gelder land Aid Fund for  

Turkey transformed an addit ional amount of  money,  which was uti l ized in 

the second stages of  the project . 77 

II.2 .4 .  Professional  Assistance 

Throughout the project ,  an inclination to involve the professionals from the  

universi t ies accompanied the convict ion that inte llectual support is  a  

catalyst  for upgrading the overal l  qual ity of  the housing.  Accordingly,  the 

t ime per iod necessi tated for c larifying the object ives of  the proposal both 

with the vil lagers and the Gelder land Delegation was uti l ized to coordinate  

collaborat ion with the experts  in the preparat ion activi ties.  A technica l  

                                                           
76 Gölyaka İ lçes i  Köyler inde  Haksahib i  Depremzedeler  iç in Kalıcı  Konut  İnşaa  

ve Takip Kurulu,  Karar  No: 19,  09/10 /2001.  
77 “Orda kr i t ik mese le  neydi?  Hak sahip l ikler ini  hangi  esasa gore vereceksiniz?  

Çünkü ye ter l i  sayı  yok,  burda evi  ağ ı r  hasar  görmüş  herkes i  kapsayacak bir  proje  
değ i l .  O yüzdende 2  etap lı  yapı lmak zorunda ka l ınmış t ı r .  1 .  veya  2 .  e tabı  
bel ir leyen sayı  tar t ışması i se  maaliye t  anal iz i  üzer indendi .  1 .  e tap başar ı l ı  geçince  
el ler inde bi r  miktar  daha  fon kalmış t ı .  O fonuda  aktarmalar ını  önerdik .  Onuda  
aktar ınca 2 .  e tap gerçekleşmiş  o ldu.”  Erbay Yucak,  in terview by author ,  wri t ten 
notes,  Düzce ,  21 September  2004.  
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committee,  changing according to the  needs of  the project  assisted the  

vi l lagers in every stage.   

 

First  of  a l l ,  a  survey on the si te  was necessi tated which was presented by 

Assist .  Prof .  Dr.  Oğuz Gündoğdu  from the Istanbul  Universi ty  to determine 

the geographica l  factors central  to the constructions in the earthquake 

zones. 78  In  addit ion to these analyses  on the physica l  qual it ies  of  the  

region,  numerous other professionals took part  in examining the  specif ic  

needs of  the vi l lagers ,  their  habits and the structure of  their  communit ies. 79 

As a  result ,  from Mimar S inan Universi ty Sociology Department Meral  

Özbek ,  from Mimar Sinan University c ity planning department Maya 

Arıkanlı  and from Galtasaray Universi ty International  Relat ions Department 

Zeynep Arıkanlı  out lined a quest ionnaire that was presented to the victims 

who were c lassif ied by the Ministry of  Public  Works and Sett lement as  

having highly damaged houses in the earthquake.  Through this  

quest ionnaire the technical  committee tr ied to understand the nature of  the  

local  housing system, the housing history of  the famil ies,  where they l ived 

before,  where they wanted to l ive,  what their  problems were,  what were  

their  pr ior it ies and aspirations.  Based on these results an evaluat ion report  

was presented.   

 

                                                           
78 “Köylülere ve hol landadaki  i lgi l i  kuruma temel prensip ler in anla t ı lması  b ir  

yı l  sürdü.  Yaklaş ık 4500 sayfa l ık bir  yaz ışma arka planı  var .  Bu süre  içer i s inde 
izlediğ imiz usul  şu oldu.  İ lk olarak bu bölgeye  a i t  zemin bi lgi ler inin  
çıkar ı lmasyla baş lad ık.  Bu zemin bi lgi ler i  iç in İs tanbul  Üniver is tes i  jeof iz ik 
bölümünden yardımcı doçent  Oğuz Gündoğdu re faka t  e t t i .”  Erbay Yucak,  
in terview by author ,  wri t ten no tes,  Düzce,  21 September  2004.  

79 “Ama bunla ye t inmedik.  Mimar Sinan Sosyo loj iden Mera l  Özbek,  Mimar  
Sinan Planlamadan Maya  Ar ıkanl ı ,  Gala tasaray Ünivers i tesi  Uluslararas ı  
İ l işki lerden Zeynep Ar ıkanl ı ,  yard ımıyla 25 soruluk b ir  anke t  haz ı r ladık .  Bu 
anket tede daha once İTÜ de haz ır lanmış  b ir  anke tten yarar land ık Bu anketi  bütün 
o  bölgede Bayındır l ık Bakanl ığ ı  t ara f ından evi  ağ ı r  hasar l ı  o larak sap tanmış  o lan 
insanlara yap tık ve sonuçlar ı  bu arkadaş lara  tes l im et t ik.  Onlarda b ir  
değer lendirme raporu sundular .”  Erbay Yucak,  interview by author ,  wri t ten notes ,  
Düzce ,  21 Sep tember  2004.  
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Figure II.7:  Meeting he ld  wi th the representa t ives o f  TMOBB.  

 

In the preparat ion activi ties,  the observat ions on the ground features of  the  

vi l lages and on the  sociological  disposi tion of  the  communities  were 

submitted to the technica l  committee operat ing at  the moment,  who 

completed their  analyses by a visi t  to  the region.  Some of  the professionals  

who took part  in these act ivit ies were Architect  Memik Yapıc ı ,  Architect  

Mücel la  Yapıcı ,  Civil  Engineer Namık Kemal  and so on.  By experiencing the  

l ife  of  the vi l lagers and the culture of  construct ion and mater ial  used in the 

architecture of  the region,  the professionals then developed f ive  different  

types of  houses.    These proposals were  then discussed with the vi l lagers,  

and at the end of  this process  the architectural project  and the  construction 

technique and the materia ls  for the  f irst  stage houses were decided. 80  

 

In terms of  planning,  a  dist inction must be made between the f irst  and  

second stage  houses.  In the  f irst  stage of  the project ,  the  proposals 

suggested by the professionals were most ly  discussed in the coffeehouses  

of  the vil lages .  As in most Turkish societ ies ,  mostly man uses these places 

and therefore  man,  especia lly  the  e lder ly ones,  affected the  formal  and 

spatia l  quali t ies of  the houses.  As the communit ies got used to working 
                                                           

80 “Bu inşaat  mühendisl iğ inden arkadaş lara  zemin  bi lgi ler i  ve bu tür  sosyoloj ik  
ve  demografik  ver i ler i  tesl im et t ik.  Bunun üzer ine kend iler i  bö lgeye ge ldi ler .  
Halkın yaşam b içimi,  daha önceki  yapı  kül türü ve bö lgede kullanı lan malzeme i le  
i lgi l i  göz lemlerde bulundular .  Sonra 5  t ip  proje  haz ır lad ı lar .  Bu projeler in 
toplantı  süreç ler i  o ldu köylüler le .  Bu sürec in sonunda b ir ,  mimari  proje  or taya  
çıkt ı ,  iki ,  inşaa tta  kul lanılacak malzeme ve yapı  tekniğ i  or taya çıkt ı .”  Erbay 
Yucak,  interview by author ,  wr i t ten notes,  Düzce,  21 September  2004 .  
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with strangers ,  and as the actors involved got to know each other more,  

women started to take more part  in the decision making processes.  This 

difference expresses i tse lf  in the end products .  Below are the plans of  the 

f irst  and second stage houses.   

 

 

 

Figure II.8:  Meeting he ld  wi th the vi l lagers.  

 

 

Figure II.9:  Meeting he ld  wi th the vi l lagers.  
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Figure II.10:  Floor  plan of the f ir st  s tage  houses.  

 

 

Figure II.11:  Sect ion drawing of the fir s t  s tage houses.  
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Figure II.12:  Firs t  f loor  plan o f the second stage houses .  

 

Figure II.13:  Sect ion drawing of the second s tage houses .  
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II.2 .5  Building  ‘Solidarity Houses’  

Shelter  may be defined as  a  s tructure providing protection from the natural  

condit ions,  f rom the  hosti le  exterior.  To bui ld a shelter  is  to create  

boundaries that shie ld  us  from nature .  This definit ion is consistent with the  

stor ies about the bui lding of  the f irst  house,  which “tend to begin with 

descript ions of  nature  as a  s tate of  need.”81 In order to survive man has 

tr ied to adapt to the given environmental si tuations,  proposing solut ions 

where  ‘shel ter ’  was a  prime factor.  

 

As we have observed through the demanding condit ions of  the post 

earthquake period,  the  importance of  shelter  f irst  as a  human need and then 

as an aspect of  the house cannot be denied.  For many of  us,  a  house  

ini tia lly serves as a  place for being protected from the natural e lements as  

well  as from the hosti le  intruders.  Although,  in our dai ly l ives we usually  

take these features for  granted,  after  the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes for the 

people who were lef t  homeless,  the basic function of  providing a physical  

shel ter  for protect ion became the f irst  pr iori ty.   

 

But ,  can the need for a  house be easily equated with this purely funct ional  

aspect of  shel ter? As the emergency si tuat ion within the earthquake region 

star ted to wane,  the vict ims a lso began to search for  more last ing solutions  

to  reside themselves .  This was part ly due to the  ineff ic iency of  the 

temporal houses,  but the psychologica l  and social  reasons underneath these  

attempts cannot be neglected.  In fact  any family needs a house  adequately 

large,  private and peaceful.   

 

Houses play an important role in the personal and socia l  development,  as  a  

center  of  privacy where identit ies are shaped and memories are embedded.  

House,  “provides personal space,  a  terr itory,  a  place for being protected 

from the natural elements,  as  wel l  as scrut iny of  others,  a  locat ion in the  

socia l  world to engage in social  l i fe ,  which is socia lly acknowledged and 

                                                           
81 In this  sec t ion o f the book,  Karsten Harr ies analyzes ‘ta les o f the or igin o f  

bui lding’ ,  to  unders tand  the essence o f a  work of archi tec ture.  In her  percep tion,  
Vit r iv ius’s account  of the or igin o f the house “dis t inguishes even the f irs t  house 
from any animal she l ter :  beyond addressing physical  needs inseparable  fro m our  
bodily exis tence,  i t  a l so  addresses spir i tua l  needs.  Not only the body but  the soul  
too needs  a  house.”  In  Kars ten Har r ies,  The Ethical  Function  of  Architecture  
(Cambridge ,  Mass :  MIT Press,  1997) ,  137 .  
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legal ized…it is  also a  place for a  socia l  unit ,  which has long been the  

family.” 82 Thus,  housing is  a  complex concept involving issues of  social ,  

economic and pol i t ica l  importance .   There are diverse ways of  approaching 

these issues.  Different  disc ipl ines  def ine  housing according to their  

part icular focus and apply concepts  re lated to their  perspect ives.   

 

In this thesis we dist inguish between housing as a  process  and product,  

keeping in mind that these foci  operate simultaneously.  Unti l  now we have 

analyzed the  mechanisms the vi l lagers establ ished in the real izat ion of  the  

project  and emphasized this community work as a  process .  Now we shif t  

our focus s light ly to the concrete changes in this loca li ty and analyze the 

achievements in the physica l  environment .    

 

 

Figure II.14:  Views from the construc t ion s i te .  (Gölyaka,  2001)  

II.2 .5 .1  ‘bui l t ’  space 

An analysis  on the value of  the  houses  bui l t  in this case  study can be  done 

in two separate ways,  ei ther by consider ing i ts  physica l  quali t ies  or by 

taking account the relationships between the object  and its user.  As I  have 

sta ted in the previous chapter,  the way the  problem of  housing is def ined 

depends on the interests of  the actors involved in the process.  For a  low-

income vict im of  the earthquake,  the a lternatives  in re lat ion with housing 

                                                           
82 Madanipour ,  Public ,  71 .  
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were l imited,  which usual ly resulted with doubling up with other family 

members for shelter ing or moving into very decrepit  houses of  lower rent.  

As a  matter of  fact ,  in  the  contemporary world,  the mobil ity and 

opportunity for choice  is  most ly restr icted by income. Then,  i t  is  possible to 

conclude that from the perspective of  a  low-income victim of  the 

earthquake,  one of  the primary considerations was the avai labil i ty of  the  

house they wish to l ive in.    

 

By acting as general contractors who direct  design,  f inancing and 

construction,  the  actors involved in the  Sol idari ty  Houses  Project ,  managed 

to provide themselves with dwell ings that  would be more costly if  they 

were bui lt  by the  tradit ional housing industry of  small-sca le developers 

and contractors.  In that sense,  the project  succeeded in meet ing the needs 

of  the vi l lagers,  which is to obtain a  decent house at  low-cost without long 

per iods of  temporary relocation.  

 

When I  use the term ‘decent ’  for a  housing,  I  suggest the qual ity  of  these  

sel f-help bui lt  houses .  Based on the var iabil ity and the complexity of  the  

human needs the quali ty  of  a  house is  a  complex issue with many 

determinants.  Nevertheless,  the  vil lagers I  have conversed with clearly  

sta ted that,  in the end they were satisf ied with what they establ ished.  In 

fact  the qual ity of  these se lf-help buil t  houses were as high as those,  which 

surrounded them in the same region.  In many instances they were 

indist inguishable from the developer bui lt  or  custom buil t  houses of  

approximate market value ,  except the fact  that users fe lt  more confident  

having a total  control over the process of  construction.  

 

But ,  this  resemblance  with the exist ing architectura l forms may as well  be 

considered as a  weakness.  Indeed,  in such a unique example of  house  

product ion one could possibly expect to  witness a  different  kind of  

spatia li ty,  which emphasized the  at ti tude behind the project .  Apart from 

the many l imitat ions character iz ing the project ,  one  of  the reasons why the  

potent ia l  of  architecture was not  uti l ized properly was that the  architects 

who took part  stayed as outsiders who contributed to the project  only a t  

specif ic  moments.   
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Figure II.15:  Sol idar i ty  House No.6,  1 s t  Stage o f the Projec t .  
Gölyaka,  2001.  

 

 

Figure II.16:  Sol idar i ty  House No.9,  1 s t  Stage o f the Projec t .  

Gölyaka,  2001.  
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CHAPTER III 

 

STRUCTURAL FRAMEWORKS FOR UNDERSTANDING SPACE 

 

 

In the last  chapter  we made an introduction to understanding ‘space’  and 

studied ‘physical  space’  as  a sphere rooted in things concrete and 

substantial .  In this  chapter we move our analysis  one step further,  to study 

the space of  knowledge and logic.  Although these spheres are examined as 

distinct  categories,  fol lowing Lefebvre,  the main aim is  to cri ticize the 

understanding,  which separates  mental  from the physical  and to maintain a  

more unitary understanding.    

 

In the Product ion of  Space ,  Lefebvre criticizes the existing gap between 

mental  and real  space and tr ies  to integrate mental  space into i ts  physical  

and social  contexts .  In doing so he evaluates the modern emphasis  on space 

as  a  mental  thing,  directs  his  cr i tic ism towards the understanding,  which 

gives priori ty to the sphere of  representations over the l ived experience 

and materiali ty.  Following him, we relate  mental  space with modern 

thought and focus especial ly around two principal  concepts that  also had 

great  effect on modern urbanism: total ization and rationalization. 1

III .1 MENTAL SPACE 

The subject  is  no longer  immersed in the  world o f  experience,  
dependent  on the  whims of  an inscrutable  God,  but  hovers above  and 
outs ide  o f  temporal  and spat ial  experience.  The mind and body are  
separated into two dist inct ,  i f  conf l icted ,  realms,  with  the  mind (res  
cogitans)  taking precedence.  Benef ited  by  the  transcendent faculty  o f  
reason,  the  thinking subject  has  the  abi l ity  to  ‘keep the  world in mind’ 
by project ing him- or  herse l f  into  the  object-world.  In  doing so,  he  or  
she  cognit ively  (theoret ical ly)  apprehends,  codi f ies  and rat ionalizes  
the  work.  Part  o f  th is  apprehension is  the  abi l i ty  to  grasp (establ ish  a  
perspect ive  on,  represent) ,  an abi l ity that  is  contingent on method. 2

 
 

1 El izabeth  Burns Gamard,  “We Play Unti l  Death  Shuts  the Door:  Toward a 
Redemptive Pract ice  of  Archi tecture,”  in  Slow Space ,  ed.  Micheal  Bel l  and Sze 
Tsung Leong (New York:  Monocel l i  Press ,  1998),  286.  

2 Ib id . ,292.  
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In the beginning of  Production of  Space,  Lefebvre suggests  that  unti l  recently 

one view of  space dominated the modern thought,  which was based on the 

division Descartes  established between res  cogitans  and res  extensia .  This  

space was formulated “on the basis  of  extension,  thought in terms of  co-

ordinates,  l ines and planes,  as Eucl idean geometry.” 3  This understanding 

turned space into something that  is  quanti tatively measurable and 

calculable,  and marked the character  of  the modern landscape.  In fact ,  the 

twentieth century applications of  Cartesian rationali ty in the 

transformations of  the buil t  environment is  extensive and beyond the scope 

of  this  thesis .  Nevertheless,  in this  chapter we will  try to catch some of  the 

clues for understanding the dilemma of  mental  versus real  space and search 

for  ways to overcome the existing gap between them. 

 

Until  today,  Cartesian dualism has been kept questioned and cri ticized “on 

the ground that  i t  separates the mental  from the physical  and the ‘ inner’  

mental  states from the ‘outer’  c ircumstances.” 4 This argument also had a 

wide-ranging influence on the architectural  discourse.  Today many of  the 

contemporary theorizations of  space are “buil t  around the assumption of  a 

declining Cartesian spatial  order.  This is  a  spatial i ty associated with 

Western metaphysics  and i ts  tr ibe of  grids,  binaries ,  hierarchies and 

opposit ions.” 5 Although there are many differing opinions on the cri tique 

of  Cartesian space,  i t  is  possible to perceive “a collective desire to promote 

new forms of  conceiving social  space in an attempt to account for  an 

eclect ic  occupation and engagement with an increasingly segregated,  

oppressively functionalist  and electronically monitored everyday real i ty.” 6

 

As a f igure whose work has influenced both modernist  and post modernist 

interpretations,  Lefebvre and his  powerful  analysis  of  social  space then 

serves as a good starting point  for our analysis .  Indeed,  the dialectic  of  the 

l ived and the conceived,  or  the ‘real ’  and ‘imagined’  had been an ongoing 

theme in his writings.  In his  longstanding interest on the spatial  

 
3 Stuar t  Elden,  Understanding Henri  Lefebvre:  Theory and the Possible  

(London and New York:  Continuum,  2004),  186-7.  
4 Roger  Scruton,  Modern Philosophy  (London: Mandar in ,  1996),  48.  
5 Benjamin Genocchio,  “Discourse,  Discont inui ty,  Difference:  The Quest ion of  

‘Other’  Spaces”,  in  Postmodern Cit ies  and Spaces ,  ed.  Sophie Watson and 
Kather ine Gibson (London and New York:  Blackwell ,  1995),  35.  

6 Ib id . ,  36 .  
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manifestations of  this  understanding,  Lefebvre cri ticized Cartesian 

conceptions of  space for  being calculable and control lable,  which allows for 

social  and technological  domination.  For him, Descartes’  dualism was 

embedded in,  and had profound impacts  on the way Western societies  were 

organized.  In fact  for Lefebvre,  Discourse  on Method  should be understood 

as a manifesto in a  triple sense:  

a manifesto o f  Western c iv i l izat ion,  re ly ing on myths,  re l ig ion,  the 
agrarian c iv i l izat ion of  the  Middle  Ages ;  o f  industr ia l  soc iety,  the 
modern human’s  mastery  of  nature  and the earth-  knowing,  
dominating and uti l iz ing it  for  their  own purposes;  and of  the  
ascendant bourgeois ie  and l iberal ism. 7

 

In the last chapter  we have began analyzing Lefebvre’s  cri tique of  the 

geometric  space on the basis  that  i t  separates the mental  from the physical ,  

which according to Stuart  Elden draws on Heidegger’s  Being and Time .  Even 

as early as 1939 Lefebvre,  building upon Heidegger’s  philosophical 

cri tique,  had described geometric  space as  abstractive and l ikened i t  to 

clock t ime.  According to Elden the principal  thrust  of  Lefebvre’s  argument 

is  that :  

space ,  l ike  t ime,  has been understood in a  narrow,  calculat ive ,  
mathematical  sense,  which is  divorced from our experience o f  space  in 
our everyday deal ings with  the world…Instead,  he  suggests  that  we  
deal  with the  world  as  a  matter  o f  concern,  act ing with and react ing to 
objects  within i t  in a  l ived ,  experientia l  way,  instead of  abstract ing 
from them Cartes ian grid  o f  coordinates . 8

 

In the Product ion of  Space  ‘mental  space’  is  identi f ied with the space of  

knowledge and logic.  Defined by philosophers and mathematicians,  mental  

space consists  of  logical  and formal  abstractions of  space,  in which space is  

seen as an object  for ref lection.  The meaning of  this  space l ies  “in the 

relative location of  things,  and this  is  preserved and made systematic  in 

Eucl idean space,  where place is  basically understood as  location definable  

by sets  of  coordinates .” 9 Thus in this  understanding,  space is  conceived as 

neutral  and homogeneous.  I t  is  the space of  geometry and maps.  

 
Lefebvre relates  this conceived space with the relations of  production,  

“especially,  to the order or  design that they impose,” where such an order 

is  “consti tuted via control  over knowledge,  signs and codes:  over the means 
 

7 Elden,  89.  
8 Ib id . ,  188.  
9 Edward Relph,  Place and Placelessness  (London: Pion Limited,  1976) ,  24.  
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of  deciphering spatial  practice and hence over the production of  spatial  

knowledge.” 10  In his  attempts for establishing the role of  this  spatial ization 

in contemporary capital ism, Lefebvre associates mental  space with 

representations of  power and ideology and of  control  and surveil lance.  

Thus he claims,  

a part icular  ‘ theoret ical  pract ice ’  produces  mental  space  which  is  
apparent ly,  but  not only apparent ly ,  extra  ideological .  In an 
inevitably  circular manner ,  th is  mental  space then becomes the  locus 
o f  a  ‘ theoret ical  pract ice ’  which is  separated from socia l  pract ice  and 
which sets  i tse l f  up as the  axis ,  p ivot  or  central  re ference  point  of  
Knowledge. 11

 

However we believe that  the production of  space or  the construction of  our 

buil t  environment owes as much to the conceptual  realms as to the material  

activities.  Our aim is  not to underestimate the importance of  the mental  

sphere or  to re ject  i t  as  a  part  of  the spatial ization process.  Nonetheless ,  we 

fol low Lefebvre in that  space is  not a  preexisting medium and nor is  i t  

neutral .  Instead we our extend analysis  “to the recognition of  confl icts  

internal  to what on the surface appears homogenous and coherent-  and 

presents i tself  and behaves as tough i t  were.” 12 We believe that as  the 

dominant space of  the contemporary society an analysis  on the 

instrumentali ty of  the mental  space will  contribute to our understanding of 

the architectural  practice.  In this  context  we f irst  of  al l  direct  our analysis  

to abstract  space as the space of  urban planners and architects.  

III .1.1  ‘abstract  space’/  of capitalism 

In the framework of  capital ism, the long history o f  space  that  we have began 

to evaluate in the previous chapter with ‘absolute space’  gives i ts  way to 

‘abstract  space’,  “which includes the ‘world of  commodities’ ,  i ts  ‘ logic’  and 

i ts  worldwide strategies  as  well  as  the power of  money and that  of  poli tical  

state.” 13  I t  is  the space of  bourgeoisie  and of  capital ism and i t  is  through 

the f lexibil i ty in constructing and reconstructing of  this  space that 

capital ism survived through the twentieth century.  Therefore an analysis  

 
10 Edward Soja,  Thirdspace:  Journeys to  Los Angeles  and Other Real  and 

Imagined Places  (Cambridge,  Mass:  Blackwell ,  1996) ,  67.  
11 Henr i  Lefebvre,  The  Product ion of  Space ,  t rans.  Donald  Nicholson-  Smith  

(Oxford,  Cambridge:  Blackwell ,  1991) ,  6 .  
12 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  352.  
13 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  53 .  
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on the basic characteristics  of  abstract  space is  inevitable i f  we are to 

understand the modern urban space.  

 

At the core of  abstract  space l ies  a  contradict ion,  a  complicated opposit ion 

between homogeneity and fragmentation:  

Between the  capacity  to  conceive o f  and treat  space  on a  global  (or 
worldwide)  scale  on the  one  hand,  and its  f ragmentat ions  by  a  
mult ip l ic ity o f  procedures  or  processes ,  a l l  fragmentary themselves ,  on 
the other. 14  

 

According to Lefebvre,  the space of  the city is  broken and fragmented in 

turn to produce a new unity and order,  mostly structured by the state 

power.   “Thus there is  the unity of  the whole despite the division of  

parts .” 15  

 

Under i ts  homogenous aspects abstract  space reduces the dist inctions and 

differences so rendering space visible  and readable.  By controll ing the 

content of  signs and codes and uti l izing mathematics,  logic  and strategy,  

professionals  represent this space with i ts  homogenizing character.  When i t  

becomes homogenous i ts  parts  become comparable and therefore 

exchangeable.  As shall  be evident in the case study that  we wil l  study in 

this  chapter multiplici ty,  diversity and lack 

are  rundown and incorporated  into the larger  project  or  plan fueled  by 
rat ional izing constructs  such as  e f f ic iency quotients ,  logist ics  and 
quantit ive  prerogat ives  which provide-  and promote-  the mechanisms 
of  capital ist  corporat ions  and bureaucrat ic  organizat ions . 16

 

Simultaneously,  this  same space is  fragmented as in the contradictory 

process of  centralization/peripheralization.  This is  emphasized “by 

administrative subdivision,  not only by scientif ic  and technical  

special ization,  but also-  indeed most of  al l -  by retai l  sel l ing of  space ( in 

lots) .” 17 In fact  private property is  one of  the basic elements  of  modern 

spatial ization,  cutting across divisions of  class,  ethnicity or  gender.  

Through urbanization people are drawn to the web of  rationalized relations 

of  production and consumption.  In the words of  Lefebvre,   

 
14 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  355.  
15 Rob Shields ,  Lefebvre,  Love and Struggle:  Spat ia l  Dialect ics  (London,  New 

York: Routledge,  1999) ,  177.  
16 Burns,  290.  
17 Lefebvre,  Product ion,  355.  
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Cities  are  transformed into  a  col lect ion of  ghettos  where  individuals  
are  at  once ‘socia l ized’ ,  integrated,  submitted to  art i f ic ial  pressures  
and constraints…and separated,  iso lated,  d is integrated. 18

 

But to consider this  homogenous/fractured character of  space simply as a 

binary relationship is  not sufficient,  for  “i t  is  impossible  to overemphasize 

either the mutual  inherence or  the contradictoriness of  these two spheres of  

space.” 19 Effective globalism implies  an established central i ty,  a  central i ty 

that extends i ts  arm over the social  space.  The extension of  capital ism 

“could not be achieved within the industrial  premises alone or through 

simple reproduction of  the potentia l  labor force through consumption;  i t  

requires the occupation and administration of  the whole social  space.” 20

 

Here,  capital ism is  not solely understood as an international  economic 

system but as  social  structure well .  Within this  structure power manifests  

and material izes i tself  also through the organization and design of  the 

physical  environment.  “The hegemony of  the capital ist  class is  renewed 

through spatial  segregation and the effects  of  the ‘normalizing force’  of  

state  intervention in structuring spatial  design.” 21 In a  way,  space has 

become for  the state  a  poli tical  instrument,  one that  is  of  primary 

importance.  The state  uses ‘abstract  space’  in such a way that  i t  ensures i ts  

control  of  places.  Abstract  space is  measurable;  i t  is  quantif iable as  a 

geometrical  object  and at  the same time i t  is  subjected to “quantitative 

manipulations:  statistics ,  programming,  projections-  al l  are operationally 

effective here.” 22 Although i t  represents i tself  as  being neutral ,  abstract  

space is  t ied to the production relations through the control  over the 

ideological  content of  codes and theories  produced by professionals.  How 

did the professionals  working for the government applied these abstract 

models to buil t  environment is  a  question we will  search in this  chapter.  

We will  start  our analysis  with considering the relat ion between disasters  

and Turkish State.  

 
18  Lefebvre,  quoted in  Shields ,  178.  
19 Lefebvre,  Product ion,  355.  
20 Shields ,  179.  
21 Ib id . ,  169 
22 Lefebvre,  Product ion,  352.  
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III .1.2  Disasters and the State  

III .1 .2 .1  Disaster  Management System in Turkey 

Being located in one of  the most seismic continental  zones in the world,  

Turkey has suffered losses of  l i fe  and property through out i ts  history. 

Based on the experiences gained through the frequent occurrence of  

earthquakes,  in t ime, a  centralized disaster  management system has 

evaluated. Until  1960s the responsibil i t ies and obligations of  the state  in 

relation with natural  disasters  were not clearly defined and reflected a 

level  of  uncertainty. 23 Although the law enti t led ‘Measures to Be Put into 

Effect  Prior  and Subsequent to Ground Tremors’  was submitted on 22 July 

1944,  i ts  implementation was not commonly carried out in different parts  of  

Turkey.  Nevertheless,  4623 numbered law was the initial  step in defining 

the duties ,  responsibil i t ies  and obligations of  the State towards 

earthquakes,  and this  change of  policy led to some developments in the 

f ields of  disaster mitigation and preparedness.  As summarized by Binal i  

Tercan,  the outcomes of  this  renewed thinking can be outl ined as:  

-  Development of  hazard Figures 

-  Earthquake design regulations  

-  Introduction of  geological  survey 

-  Establishment of  better  definition of  mandates for  Provisional and sub-  

provisional  rescue and rel ief  committees.  

-  Byelaws aimed at  providing the principles  for  research and training in 

mitigation activities. 24

 

For the f irst  t ime,  a  longer-term policy was enacted towards dealing with 

the effects  of  earthquakes with the main objective of  preventing and 

reducing the damages that  would be caused by earthquakes.  Insti tutionally,  

the implementation of  this  law and the preparation of  the national  building 

codes were in the responsibil i ty of  the Ministry of  Public  Settlement.  The 

technical  unit  operating under this  ministry,  Technical  Earthquake Services  

Directorate,  was the coordinator of  many of  the disaster  related activities .  

 
23 Fusün Ceylan,  “Evaluat ion of  Post-ear thquake Long-term Housing Activ i t ies  

in  the Rural  Areas of  Turkey with  a  Case s tudy from Gediz” (MS thesis ,  METU, 
1983) ,  8-10.  

24 Binal i  Tercan,  “Post-  ear thquake Relocat ion Process  in  Yalova” (MS thesis ,  
METU, 2001) ,  37.  
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But the execution of  the building code and the construction supervision 

generally depended the capabil i t ies of  the local  administrations.  In this  

period,  “due to agricultural  modernization and the gradual  transformation 

of  the society from an agrarian to an industrial ized one,  there was an 

immense rural-  urban mitigation causing rapid urbanization and the 

expansion of  ci ties  over vulnerable lands.” 25 Given these circumstances,  

with their  l imited staff  and financial  resources the local  administrations 

were not capable of  fulf i l l ing their  duties.   

 

In 1959,  7269 numbered law of  ‘Aids and Precautions to be Taken Due to 

Disasters  Affecting the Life  of  General  Public ’ ,  through which the process 

of  insti tutionalizing natural  disaster  mitigation reached a certain regulari ty 

and certainty,  was enacted.  The basic  aim of  Law No. 7269 was “to enable 

the administrative structure of  the government to manage disasters  in a  

t imely and eff ic ient way,  so that  losses and human sufferings were 

minimized.” 26 The Ministry of  Reconstruction and Resett lement,  which was 

to be replaced in 1983 with the Ministry of  Public  Works and Settlement 

(T.C.  Bay ınd ırl ık ve İskan Bakanl ığ ı)  (MPWS),  was founded in 1959 and it  

was the f irst  governmental  agency responsible from the implementation of  

this  law. In 1964,  under the dependence of  this  ministry,  Chairmanship of  

Disaster  Works (Afet  İş leri  Reisl iğ i )  was established and in 1965 this  unit  

was reorganized as the General  Directorate of  Disaster  Affairs  (Afet  İş ler i  

Genel  Müdürlüğü)(GDDA). 27

 

Although later  revised and modif ied,  this  law sti l l  forms the basis  of  

disaster  response,  planning and management now evident in Turkey.  

Regularly updated and revised by bye-laws,  regulations and statutes,  the 

implementation of  Law No. 7269 is  in the responsibil i ty of  Ministry of  

Public  Works and Settlement.  According to this  law,  the duties  of  the State 

can be grouped under three headings:  

-  Precautions to be taken before the earthquake 

-  Urgent-aid services to be presented during the earthquake 

 
25 Kemal  Atay,  “Evaluat ion of  Post-ear thquake Permanent  Residences Buil t  in  

Kocael i-Döngel” (MS thesis ,  METU, 2002),  27.  
26 Tercan,  35.  
27 Ceylan,  7 .  
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-  Long-term activit ies  to be presented after  the earthquake. 28

 

As can be fol lowed through the 1999 post-earthquake activities ,  the disaster  

management system in Turkey is  highly centralized where many of  the 

works are in the responsibil i ty of  the central  government.  Formed in 1983 

by the merging of  the Ministry of  Public  Works and the Ministry of  

Reconstruction and Sett lement,  MPWS plays an important role in relation 

with the disaster management and reconstruction.  In their  web si te,  the 

responsibil i t ies  of  this  Ministry is  summarized as “carrying out civil  works 

and major repairs  concerning public  buildings,  and highways as well  as 

providing services related to physical  planning,  land development and 

housing for  low income famil ies  as  well  as  extending disaster  rel ief .” 29 In 

the central  organization of  the Ministry,  three main bodies  are actively 

taking part ;  namely the General  Directorate of  Construction Affairs  (Yap ı  

İş leri  Genel  Müdürlüğü),  the General  Directorate of  Disaster Affairs  (Afet 

İş leri  Genel  Müdürlüğü) and the General  Directorate of  Technical  Research 

and Implementation (Teknik Araş t ırma ve Uygulama GEnel Müdürlüğü).  In 

addition to these central  organizations,  the Ministry of  Public  Works and 

Settlement “provides services al l  around the country through i ts  Provincial  

Directorates .  These Directorates  carry out their  responsibil i t ies  in 

coordination with the main bodies  of  the Ministry and under the 

supervision of  the respective Governors.” 30

III .1.2 .2 Immediate Shelter  Provision 

Naturally,  in the time period following an earthquake,  the f irst  aim is  to 

save human l ives and then to provide the basic  bodily needs.  Within this  

t ime interval ,  some of  the most  urgent act ivities  that  shall  be performed 

can be summarized as:  the picking up the wreckage,  rescuing the victims 

and cleaning of  debris;  taking care of  the wounded,  burying deceased,  

preventing contagious diseases;  feeding and clothing of  the victims and 

providing temporary settlements.  All  of  these undertakings are considered 

to be in the responsibil i ty of  the governments.  Start ing with these rescue 

 
28 Ib id . ,  8 .  
29 “Organization and Funct ions  of  the  Minis try,” The Minis try of  Publ ic Works 

and Set t lement [database onl ine] ;  avai lable  from 
ht tp : / /www.bayindir l ik .gov. tr /engl ish/ index.php; In ternet ;  accessed 10 June 2005.  

30 Ib id .  
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and relief  operations,  the government concentrated f irst  on the provision of  

the temporary shelters ,  such as tents  and prefabricated housing units  and 

secondly on the provision of the permanent residences.  

 

After  the 17 August earthquake,  the Prime Ministry established a “crisis  

center” to organize the rel ief  and rescue operations.  As to provide the 

immediate shelters for  the vict ims,  the Ministry of  Public  Works and 

Settlement carried out several  activi ties such as,  “disaster aid,  land 

assignment for  temporary and permanent housing,  preparation of  cadastral  

f igures,  plans and plan revisions,  tendering and construction of  the housing 

areas,  as well  as planning and construction of  their  urban infrastructure.” 31

 

In the given circumstances,  many people were left  homeless and temporary 

houses were to be buil t  immediately.  Unfortunately,  this  need for  shelter 

could not  be supported thoroughly,  as  the State was not  prepared with i ts  

technical  stuff  and supplies  to coordinate an effective sett lement strategy.  

As a  result ,  in the f irst  stage of  the relief  activit ies ,  different solutions were 

proposed by individuals  or  groups alongside the governmental  procedures.   

 

The provision of  the tent residential  areas were mostly covered by Turkish 

Red Crescent Association (TRCA),  tough the organization’s  preparedness 

and success had been cri ticized thoroughly after  the earthquake.  Even 

before the second earthquake there was a huge demand for tents ,  and the 

stocks within TRCA were not  enough to meet  the necessary need.  With the 

support  of  private sector and foreign countries 113.934 tents were 

distr ibuted within the region,  which were organized into tent cit ies in the 

fol lowing days.  To express in numerical  facts ,  af ter  the 17 August,  121 tent  

ci ties  were erected in differing ci ties ,  which accommodated 120.726 people 

in 28.286 tents.  Following the 12 November earthquake 41 tent  ci ties  were 

added housing 76.376 people in 16.035 tents. 32  

 

After  these short- term solutions were proposed,  a  more organized scheme 

was needed to place the earthquake victims unti l  the permanent dwell ings 
 

31 Tercan,  92.  
32 T.C.  Başbakanl ık Kriz  Yönet im Merkezi ,  Depremler 1999:  17 Ağustos  ve  12 

Kas ım Depremlerinden Sonra Bakanl ıklar  ve  Kamu Kuruluş lar ınca Yap ı lan  
Çal ışmalar  (Ankara:  Başbakanl ık Kriz  Yönet im Merkezi ,  2000),  49-50.  



were constructed.  While tent  areas continued to serve their  purpose,  the  

government decided to build the much-needed prefabricated houses before 

the winter  showed its  face.  To specify the necessary number,  State Inst i tute 

of  Statistics  with Ministry of  Public  Works and Sett lement consti tuted a 

‘demand definition survey’ .  According to this  survey,  26000 prefabricated 

temporary houses were to be constructed by the end of  November 1999.  

With the donations from the private sector and foreign parties  this  number 

was increased to 32.000.  After November 12 t h  earthquake,  the total  number 

of  prefabricated houses that  were to be built  within that  region had reached 

to 42.161. 33

Table III .1 :  Distribution of Prefabricated Houses in Marmara Region 

Source:  Başbakanl ık,  Depremler  1999 ,  54.  

PROVINCE CONSTRUCTED 

BY MoPWS 

CONSTRUCTED 

BY PRIVATE 

SECTORS 

TOTAL 

Bolu 2460 1426 3886 

Düzce 3260 2488 5748 

Sakarya 5854 4729 10583 

Yalova 5216 416 5632 

Kocael i  13850 2462 16312 

TOTAL 30640 11521 42161 

 

Both these short term and long term solutions are part  of  the disaster 

management system in Turkey.  Level  of  the government involvement in 

response to a disaster  is  dependent on the scale of  the catastrophe:  

responsibil i ty moves up in the government structure,  as  the scale of  the 

event grows larger.  Given such a  major event,  in the 1999 Marmara 

Earthquakes,  central  government was in charge of many activit ies and local  

governments were mainly administering the instructions coming from 

MPWS.  

III .1.3  Spatial  Dialectics 

Both the “August 17” and “November 12” earthquakes resulted with the 

loss  and injury of  human l i fe and the amount of  the destruction and 
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33 Ib id . ,  53 .  
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damage of  the constructed and natural  environment gave this  crisis  a  

distinct  character.  Buildings were damaged depending on the si te,  age of  

building,  quality and type of  construction and a ‘need’  for  housing 

emerged.  The quanti ty of  this  ‘housing need’ is  central  to the subject  of  this  

thesis  for i t  s tructured the events  of  the post  earthquake period.  The 

amount of  the unusable buildings distinguished the scale and nature of  the 

redevelopment activities.  As I  have tr ied to outl ine in the last  chapter ,  

Turkey was faced with a  series  of  emergencies related specif ical ly to 

housing and people demanded a response from the State.  

 

Generally,  in Turkey and within that  region,  the share of  public sector in 

housing construction is  minor,  whereas the private sector plays a crucial  

role  in the production of  houses.  Nevertheless,  in the given circumstances 

State intervention into housing was inevitable.  The ‘here-and-now urgency’  

of  the si tuation rendered the distinction between the concepts of  ‘housing 

need’ and ‘housing demand’ visible,  in which the need for a  healthy 

dwell ing was not simply replicable by an economic vocabulary. 34  Given the 

extent of  the housing demand defined by differing insti tutions within the 

country,  an intense pressure was put upon urban land and housing 

resources,  which was sti l l  intensif ied when the nature of  the demand was 

taken into account.  

 

The two criterions which shaped the nature of  the projects  presented by the 

Government are-  quanti ty and timing.  A huge number of  people had to be 

si tuated in a l ivable environment within a  short  t ime period.  What this  

implies  is  that  large-scale projects  were to be real ized.  These large-scale 

operations focused “upon that  intermediate zone between ci t ies  and 

buildings that is  both architecture and urbanism, and yet neither.” 35  The 

long and complex process of  reconstruction,  not only the preparation of  the 

new site  and i ts  removal,  but also the period of  consolidation of  housing 

 
34 “Statements  about  housing demand  descr ibe people’s  behaviour  in  def ined 

circumstances-  their  capaci ty and wil l ingness  to  buy,  rent  and retain  housing 
space of  var ious k inds in  var ious spaces.  Statements  about housing need  convey 
an opinion about  the housing that  someone should  have – the demands that  ought 
to  be made affect ive.” The Right to  Housing ,  ed.  Michael  Wheeler  (Montreal :  
Harvest  House,  1969) ,  24.  

35 Dana Cuff ,  The Provis ional  City:  Los Angeles  S tories  o f  Archi tecture and 
Urbanism  (Cambridge:  MIT Press ,  2000) ,  14.  
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and other activities,  must inevitably be spread into a period of  t ime.  For a 

victim even a month makes a big difference,  where as at  the national  level  

relocation processes inevitably take a longer time period.   More over,  when 

decisions are made about these projects  they do not only affect  the victims 

residing in these si tes ,  but because of  their  scale  and distribution,  they 

change the city and the region as well .  Based on these qualit ies ,  the 

earthquake and i ts  consequences shows an exaggerated form of  the relation 

between ‘scale  and event’ 36 or  space and t ime and offer  an interesting 

example to examine.  

III .1.3 .1 Quantifying the Housing Need  

The first  step in the complex task of  reconstruction of  the post-earthquake 

region taken by the government is  to clari fy the housing need caused by the 

disaster .  Through the f ield studies on damage and eligibi l i ty assessments 

the exact  number of  beneficiaries  and the houses to be built  is  determined.  

Accordingly,  af ter  the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes the technical  stuff  

assigned by MPWS assessed the state of  damage in al l  public and private 

buildings and rated them into f ive categories,  as:  undamaged,  sl ight,  

moderate,  heavy and col lapsed.  Based on these damage assessment results,  

then,  the right-owners (hak sahipleri )  are c lari f ied.  According to the 4 t h  

art icle  of  the regulation about ‘Assessment of  Holder of  a  Right’  of  Law. 

No.7269,   

one is  e l ig ible  to  own a  new,  government  bui lt  permanent  res idence 
a fter  a  d isaster  i f  h is /her  house is  demolished or  heavi ly damaged in 
such a way that  i t  cannot be accommodated anymore.  Moreover ,  
owners o f  houses,  which are  located on the land that  is  going to  be  
expropriated  for  the  re locat ion of  people ,  are  a lso  c lass i f ied  as  
benef ic iar ies . 37

 

For the vict ims of  the earthquake who owned a house prior to the disaster ,  

the government offered two alternatives:  Either provide them with the 

government buil t  permanent houses ( the focus of  our attention in this  

chapter)  or give them construction loans i f  they choose to build their  own 

houses (a method used by Solidarity Houses in the previous chapter) .  

However,  the tenants did not benefit  from this  system. In contrast  to the 

 
36 Ib id .  
37 Afet  İş ler i  Genel  Müdürlüğü,  “Kanunlar ,  Yönetmelik ler  ve  Karanameler ,” 

(Ankara:  T.C.  Bay ınd ır l ık ve  İskan Bakanl ığ ı  Afet  İş ler i  Genel  Müdürlüğü,  2000) ,  
169 and Atay,  34.  
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policies provided for the property owners,  the government did not  

supported those who l ived in rented houses before the disasters (a  subject  

we wil l  s tudy in the next chapter) .  

 

Once the right-owners submitted their  applications to the local  

administrations,  a  commission evaluated them, deciding whether the 

applicants provided the required conditions.  Gathered from these locali t ies  

the evaluations are reconsidered then by MPWS and the beneficiaries  and 

therefore the scale of  the reconstruction activities were decided. 

III .1.3 .2 Residentia l  Relocation 

The two aspects  of  the si tuation we have defined,  immediacy and the scale 

of  the destruction determined the scale of  the redevelopment activities  and 

made relocation processes inevitable.  We define ‘relocation’ as;  “the 

movement of  a  settlement (or  portion of  a  settlement)  from an unsafe 

location to a  safe  location to re-establ ish a  community,  or  i t  can be defined 

as;  removal  to another location with provision of  land or housing.” 38 The 

legal  regulation of  this  process is  bound to Law No.7269.  According to the 

16 t h  article  of  this  law, the si tes  to be relocated are to be decided by “a joint 

committee consist ing of  representatives of  the Ministries of  the Interior,  

Finance,  Public  Works and Sett lement,  Health,  Agriculture,  Forest  and 

Rural  Affairs,”  whereas the implementation is  done by the Ministry of  

Public  Works and Settlement. 39

 

The management of  the relocation processes starts  with quantifying the 

extent  of  the housing need and defining the target groups of  the victims,  a  

process we have defined in the previous section.  Once these quanti ties  are 

defined si tes suitable for mass housing must  be selected.  The selection of  

the si tes for  relocation is  bound to a  commission composed of  

representatives from the related insti tutions such as  

General  Directorate  of  Disaster  Affa irs ,  Technical  Research and 
Implementat ion,  Bank of  Provinces,  State  Hydraulic  Works ,  Rural  
Affa irs  and National  Property ;  the Provincial  Directorates  o f  Public  

 
38 Tercan,  10.  
39 Oktay Ergünay and Polat  Gülkan,  “Land-use Planning as  Instrument  of  

Ear thquake Hazard  Mit igat ion,”  in  Workshop onEar thquale  Hazard  Assessment 
for  Planners  and EmergencyManagers  (Genoa-I taly,  1990) ,  21 .  Quoted in  Atay,  
37.  
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Works and Sett lement,  Agricultural  Af fa irs ,  TEDAS, Municipal it ies ;  
Ministr ies  o f  Health,  Forest ,  Industry and Commerce ,  Culture and 
National  Educat ion. 40

 

This  commission,  evaluates the al ternative s i tes  according to cri teria  such 

as :  location of  the s ite ,  property relations,  cadastre and existing land use 

patters ,  earthquake risks,  water  resources,  potential  growth etc.  Then,  

based on these evaluations some of  the alternative si tes  are el iminated and 

the si tes  for  relocation are declared.  Once the si tes  are decided regions 

must be cleared for  the preparation activities.  Clearing of  regions require  

an ordering of  space by a range of  spatial  technologies  of  power,  such as  

laws of  private property,  the practices of  surveying,  naming,  mapping and 

procedures of  urban and regional  planning.  When MPWS schedules the 

si tes to be cleared,  the government has to offer  accommodation to i ts  

c i t izens that  approximate a  standard quali ty.   Besides s i tes  owned by 

property,  public  lands that  belong to local  administrations or to Treasury 

may also be used for relocation.  Actually,  the 21s t  article  of  Law No. 7269 

claims that  MPWS has the right to uti l ize public  lands in case of  

relocation. 41   Upon these lands the reconstruction activities  start  with the 

preparation of  the new sites  and services.  

 

In our case,  the determination of  these alternative si tes started right after  

the August 17 t h  Earthquake by the Governors of  Provinces and 

municipali t ies  along side the damage assessment processes.  A group of 

engineers from General  Directorate of  Disaster  Affairs  (GDDA) and a group 

of  ci ty planners from General  Directorate of  Technical  Research and 

Implementation (GDTRI)  worked together to determine the most  suitable 

si tes  for  mass housing.  GDDA surveyed the si tes  in terms of  their  

geological  and geo-technical  properties ,  whereas GDTRI focused on their  

potential i t ies for urbanization.  In each case,  to reduce the costs of  

expropriation,  the Government tr ied to make use of  the public  lands with 

appropriate  soil  and ground conditions whenever they were available.  

III .2  REPRESENTATIONS OF SPACE 

This  modern space  has an analogical  a f f inity with the  space  o f  the  
phi losophical ,  and more  speci f ical ly  the Cartes ian tradit ion.  

 
40 Atay,  37.  
41 Afet  İş ler i  Genel  Müdürlüğü ,  41.  
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Unfortunate ly  i t  is  a lso  the  space o f  blank sheets  o f  paper,  drawing 
boards,  p lans,  sect ions,  e levat ions,  scale  models ,  geometr ical 
project ions and the l ike .  Substitut ing a  verbal ,  semantic  or  
semiological  space for  such a  space only aggravates i ts  shortcomings.  
A narrow and desiccated rat ional ity  o f  th is  kind overlooks  the  core  
and foundation of  space…it  forgets  that  space  does  not  ar ise  from the 
v is ible-  readable  realm,  but  that  i t  is  f irst  o f  a l l  heard ( l istened to)  
and enacted ( through physical  gestures and movements) . 42

 

One level  of  mental  space is  the logical  relations that  enable us to reflect 

upon space without necessarily relating i t  to empirical  observations.  This is  

more about the symbolic  thought,  the level  of  language and discourse.  

Edward Soja emphasizes the meaning of  meta-  as used by Lefebvre,  quoting 

his  definition of  meta-  philosophy.  The term meta-philosophy for Lefebvre  

is  not  the  abol it ion of  phi losophy.  To the  contrary,  i t  opens up a 
sphere  of  re f lexion and mediat ion in which phi losophy appears  in al l  
i ts  ful lness  but  also  with  its  l imitat ions…Meta-phi losophy di f fers  
from phi losophy most  notably in  i ts  acceptance  o f  the  world o f  
representat ions.  It  analyzes  representat ions as  such,  as  internal  to  
their  world,  and from this  analyses  comes the cr it ique o f  
representat ions…The great  i l lusion of  phi losophy (ar ises  from the  
be l ie f  that  i t  can complete ly)  transcend representat ions to  reach a  
more concrete  and complex truth.  43

 

Through his  cri tique of  representations Lefebvre talks about a trend,  that  

studies the preferred objects  as ensembles,  configurations or  texts  which 

generated the claim that  “discourse and thought have nothing to express 

but themselves,  a  position which leaves us with no truth but merely with 

meaning.” 44 Instead he moves his  analysis from the old discourses ‘on’ 

space to the processes by which meta-level  discourses ‘of ’  space are social ly 

created.  Thus he claims distinctions must be drawn between “discourse in  

space,  discourse about space and the discourse of  space.” 45

 

The ‘conceptualized space’  we have tried to clarify so far is  t ied to the 

relations of  production through the control  over the ideological  content  of  

signs,  codes and theories produced by professionals .  “These 

‘representations’  are central  forms of  knowledge and claims of  truth made 

in social  sciences,  which (today) in turn ground the rational/ proffessional 

 
42 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  200.  
43 Henr i  Lefebvre,  La Presence et  l ’absence:  Contribut ion a la  theorie  des  

representat ions  (Par is :  Casterman,  1980).  Quoted in  Soja ,  Thirdspace ,  34 .  
44 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  131.  
45 Ib id . ,  132.  
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power structure of  the capital ist  state.” 46 In fact  insti tutions of  architecture 

and planning are themselves s i tes  for  the (re)  production of  what Foucault 

cal led ‘power/knowledge’.  The authoritative knowledge produced by 

professional  architects  and planners are codified in such forms as  building 

and planning regulations or  design guides for  certain building types,  which 

in return define our buil t  environment and affect  our everyday l i fe .   

III .2.1  Universalism of the West 47

A critique on the practices of  ‘architectural  urbanism’ 48 can start with an 

understanding of  the  ‘project  of  modernity’ ,  a  project “sought to discover 

that  which is  universal  and eternal  through the scientif ic  method and 

human creativity,  in order to dominate natural  forces  thereby l iberate 

people from the irrational  and arbitrary ways of  religion,  supersti t ion and 

our own human nature.” 49 The underlying theme of  this  understanding is  

the doctrine of  historical  progress,  a  history “which casts  an objective,  

cognitive l ight on world events and cultural  aspirations.” 50

 

Under the tradit ion of  modernism, the concept of  universal ization 

represented an optimistic  connotation,  as  the advancement of  humanity 

would lead to the dispersal  of  the global  benefits .  This  approach addressed 

the emergence of  a  world culture,  a  culture that  was influenced mainly by 

the Western civil ization.  Quoted by Kenneth Frampton in his  essay 

“Culture and Civil ization” Paul  Ricoeur claims that  the phenomenon of  

universalization 

While  be ing an advancement  o f  mankind,  at  the  same t ime const itutes 
a  sort  o f  subt le  destruct ion,  not  only  of  tradit ional  cultures ,  which 
might  not  be  an irreparably wrong,  but  a lso  o f  what  I  shal l  ca l l  for  the 
t ime be ing the  ‘creat ive  nucleus’  o f  great  cultures,  that  nucleus  on the 
basis  o f  which we interpret  l i fe ,  what  I  shal l  cal l  in advance the  
ethical  and mythical  nucleus o f  mankind. 51

 

 
46 Shields ,  164.  
47 This  s ta tement  was made by Jürgen Habermas during a  facul ty  col loquium at  

Rice Universi ty  (Houston,  Texas)  in  the spr ing of  1992.  I t  was quoted in  Burns,  
289.  

48 Burns,  286.  
49 David Harvey,  The Condit ion of  Postmoderni ty  (Oxford:  Blackwell ,  1989) .  

Quoted in  Nan Ell in ,  Postmodern Urbanism  (Cambridge,  Mass. :  Blackwell  
Publ ishers ,  1996) ,  105.  

50 Burns,  286.  
51 Quoted in  Abdi Güzer .  
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A similar  discussion can be carried to the domain of  architecture.  One of  

the basic  cri tic isms towards the universal  language of  modern architecture 

was that i t  the broke the continuum of  the architectural  culture.  

Sidestepping the local  historical  traditions and needs,  the new architecture 

was a conscious departure from the past.  The language of  global  culture 

was not tolerating for the continuum of local  regional  languages.  

 

Generated by the vision of  a  humanized and democratic  space,  modern 

architecture depended on ideals  of  pure form and unbounded,  f lowing 

space.  A technical ly competent  architecture that  would establish a 

universal ,  man imposed order represented i tself  with “an overarching 

project or  plan orientation, thus predisposing them to a scientif ic  frame of  

mind and, as  such,  resisting contingencies  and circumstances.” 52 In fact  the 

universal  language of  modern architecture reached i ts  impact  through i ts 

fast  and economical  construction and with i ts  al l iance with technology.  

III.2.2  Understanding Architectural Space 

The architect ’s  general  task  is  to  provide a  warm and l ivable 
space…effects  are  produced by both the  mater ia l  and the  form of  
space . 53 Loos.  
 
I t  wil l  not  be  long before…architecture  wil l  be  understood,  not  as  a  
complex o f  inner  spaces ,  not  merely  as  a  shelter  from the  cold  and 
from danger,  nor  as  a  f ixed  enclosure ,  as  an unalterable  arrangement 
o f  rooms,  but  as  an organic  component  in  l iving,  as  a  creat ion in the  
mastery of  space experience . 54 Moholy-Nagy 
 
The facades and walls  o f  a  house ,  church or  palace ,  no  matter  how 
beauti ful  they may be ,  are  only  the  container,  the  box formed by the  
walls ;  the  content  is  the  internal  space. 55 Zevi  
 
Any def init ion of  architecture  itse l f  requires  a  prior  analysis  and 
exposit ion of  the concept  o f  space. 56 Le febvre  

 

 
52 Burns,  286.  
53 Adolf  Loos,  “The Pr inciple  of  Cladding,”  in  Spoken Into  the Void:  Collected 

Essays 1897-1900,  t rans.  J .O.  Newman and J .  H.  Smith  (Cambridge,  Mass. :  MIT 
Press ,  1982),  66.  Quoted in  Adrian For ty,  Words and Build ings:  a  Vocabulary o f  
Modern Architecture  (London: Thames and Hudson,  2000),  257.  

54 L Moholy-Nagy,  The New Vision ,  4 t h  revised addi t ion,  t rans.  D.  M.  Hoffman 
(New York,  1947),  60.  Quoted in  For ty,  267.  

55 Bruno Zevi,  Archi tecture  as  Space:  How to  Look at  Archi tecture  (New York:  
Horizon Press ,  1957) ,  24.  

56 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  15 .  
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Although today i t  is  hard to imagine an architectural  vocabulary without 

the term ‘space’ ,  the fact  is  that  al l  the discussions we have been 

developing around i ts  s ignificance for  the architectural  discourse would be 

meaningless before 1890s.  Originally based on philosophical  discussions 

held in Germany,  the term has transformed as an architectural  concept and 

was not established as a  category unti l  the 1920s. 57  

 

This  origin story comprises two architectural  propositions.  One,  the 

development of  space as  an architectural  category has direct  relations with 

the philosophical  discourse.  Two,  i ts  acceptance within the architectural  

sphere coincides with the development of  modernism.  I ts  meaning,  in that  

case,  should be analyzed around these specif ic  historical  circumstances.  

II .2 .2.1 Architectural  Space and the Philosophical  Discourse 

In physics  and philosophy,  unlike sociology,  space has been a long- 

standing concern.  One of  the leading themes in the philosophical  debates 

about space in the last  three centuries has been the dichotomy between 

absolute versus relational  theories. 58  Closely related with this  discussion is  

the dichotomy between mental  and real  space.  Today the supremacy of  

‘space’  in the architectural  discourse does not  need much argument.  But i ts  

definition is  sti l l  highly contentious,  dif fering within a  continuum that has 

direct  experience at  one extreme and abstract  thought on the other.  Here, 

the question is  with the dilemma of  mental  versus real  space,  where “real  

space,  as understood through senses,  is  differentiated from human beings’  

intel lectual  interpretations of  the world,  which create a mental  construct .” 59   

 

According to Adrian Forty,  architectural  space originated out of  the 

philosophical  debates in nineteenth-century Germany,  where two distinct  

traditions of  thought can be distinguished.  

One,  the  attempt to  create  a  theory o f  architecture  out  o f  phi losophy 
rather  than out  o f  architectural  tradit ions,  centers  on Gott fr ied  
Semper ;  the  other ,  concerned with  a  psychological  approach to 
aesthet ics ,  tough it  has  some l inks  to  Kant’s  phi losophy,  only  emerged 
in the  1890s. 60

 
57 For ty,  256-260.  
58 Ali  Madanipour ,  Design of  Urban Space:  an Inquiry in to  a Socio-spat ia l 

Process  (Chichester ,  New York:  John Wiley &Sons,  1996) ,  4 .  
59 Ib id . ,  12 .  
60 For ty,  257.  
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In the f irst  tradit ion,  claimed Forty,  “German architect  and theorist  

Gottfried Semper who was responsible for  the introduction of  ‘space’  as  the 

principal  theme of  modern architecture”,  gave emphasis  to the enclosing of  

space as the f irst  impulse of  architecture.  Semper emphasized the primacy 

of  enclosure against the material  quali ties  and influenced many of  the 

“German- speaking proto-modern architects  who first  articulated ‘space’  as 

the subject of  architecture in the f irst  decade of  the century.” 61

 

The second approach is  related with the nineteenth century developments 

in the theory of  aesthetic  perception and Kant,  as  identif ied by Forty,  is  the 

founder of  this  philosophical  tradition.   As the quotation in the beginning 

of  this chapter  imply,  for  Kant space “is  not  an empirical  concept which has 

been derived from outer experiences” but i t  “exists  in the mind a prior i .” 62 

In this  understanding we can speak about space only from the viewpoint of 

a  human,  “it  is  therefore,  solely from the human standpoint  that  we can 

speak of  space,  of  extended things,  etc .” 63 Also related with this tradition, 

Forty emphasizes the importance of  the philosopher Friedrich Nietzsche,  

who even though wrote virtually nothing about architecture,  nevertheless 

affected a generation of  architects  who read him.  Nietzsche emphasized 

“the notion of  space as  a  force f ield,  generated by the dynamism of  the 

bodily movement,  ” 64 and he underlined the rhythmic and musical  quali ties  

of  space.  

II .2 .2.2 Modernist  Architectural  Space 

These two l ines of  thought affected the architects  of  1920s extensively and 

especially three ideas about space became significant:  “that  space i tself  was 

the subject matter  of  art ,  that  i t  was a  continuum, and that  i t  was animated 

from within.” 65 Only after  that  space became a theme talked in the everyday 

language of  architecture.  In this  t ime interval  variety of  conceptions of  

space existed,  which can,  according to Forty,  “in part  be explained by the 

 
61 Ib id .  
62 Kant,  68-71.  
63 Ib id . ,  71 .  
64 For ty,  259.  
65 Ib id . ,  260.  
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variety of  intel lectual  problems to which i t  [space]  had been developed as a  

solution.” To summarize:  

1.  To descr ibe  the  or ig inal  motive o f  architecture… 
 
2.  To descr ibe  the  cause o f  aesthet ic  percept ion in 
architecture…’space’  provided an answer to  the  quest ion of  what  in  
works  o f  architecture st imulated aesthet ic  percept ion.  
 
3 .  To sat is fy  the  expectat ion,  fundamental  to  al l  nineteenth-century 
art  theory,  that  works  o f  art  should  reveal  movement . 66

 

As an answer to these three specif ic  questions,  space was incorporated into 

the architectural  vocabulary where i t  served an additional  purpose:  “to 

identify and legitimate the modern,  and to establish a way of  talking about 

i t .” 67

In the  f irst  place  the  concept  o f  ‘spat ia l i ty’ ,  in  i ts  de f init ion of  the  
dist inct ive  and histor ical ly  speci f ic  features o f  modern percept ion,  
o f fered  as  good a  case  as  there  could  be  for  a  new sort  o f  architecture.  
Secondly ,  ‘space’  o f fered  a  non-metaphorical ,  non-re ferent ial  category 
for  ta lk ing about  architecture,  and one which as  the  same t ime al lowed 
architects  to  rub shoulders  with the  socia l ly  superior  discourses  o f  
physics  and phi losophy. 68

 

At  the beginning of  this  century,  then,  for  many of  the Western architects  

‘space’  became a concept representing the ‘modern’.  Now, architecture was 

considered to be an art  of  space,  but how it  shal l  be incorporated into the 

built  work was a matter  of  ongoing discussion.  The three senses in which 

the architects  used space:  space as enclosure,  space as continuum and space 

as an extension of  the body,  began to display i ts  consequences in the 

production of the built  environment.   

 

By the 1950s and 1960s space had become a typical  category in the 

architectural  discourse.  With the postmodernism, the importance attached 

to space started to disintegrate and when compared to modernist  practice,  

i t  became unambitious and unclear. 69 Nevertheless ,  space continued to be 

an effective term within the architectural  circles in the 1980s and 1990s,  in 

part  as  a  resistance to the l inguistic  models of  architecture.  Consequently,  

Tschumi as  one of  the leading f igures in the architectural  discipline who 

 
66 Ib id . ,262.  
67 Ib id ,  265.  
68 Ib id .  
69 Ib id . ,269.  
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worked on the concept of  space cri t icized the “claims that  the architectural  

object  is  pure language and that  architecture is  an endless  manipulation of  

the grammar and syntax of  the architectural  s ign.” 70 Tschumi recognized 

the diff iculty of  space and tr ied to comprehend i t  in i ts  complexity:  “The 

complex opposit ion between ideal  and real  space was certainly not 

ideologically neutral ,  and the paradox i t  implied was fundamental .” 71

 

Considering these differing theorizations of  space,  Lefebvre’s  work gains 

an additional  s ignificance by attempting to build a  general  theory of  space.  

His  introduction of  space as the embodiment of  social  relations and of 

ideology brings an additional  perspective into the discussions on 

architectural  space.  His  cri tique of  ‘abstract  space’  as the ‘space of  

architects ’  challenges our perception of  what ‘ true space’  is :  what we 

consider to be real i ty is  relative and manipulated by power relat ions.  Thus 

as  summarized by Adrian Forty,  Lefebvre makes clear  that  “whole 

discourse of  ‘space’  in architecture,  far from being an assertion of 

architecture’s  independence,  has l inked i t  to  the exercise of  power and 

domination in modern era.” 72 To summarize with the words of  another key 

f igure scrutinizing the dualism “when we loose sight of  the inherent error 

of  a  normative condition and believe that  there is  a  real  permitted vs.  

prohibited,  rat ional  vs .  irrational ,  true vs.  false,  we are being managed by 

forces that  have the power to decide what is  real  and unreal .” 73 For 

Foucault,  space is  the arena where the discourses about power and 

knowledge are transformed into actual  relations of  power.  However 

disciplines creating the buil t  form do not operate in isolated islands,  they 

are inevitably engaged with economics,  poli t ics  and insti tutions.  Therefore 

incorporating a more encompassing understanding of  space into the 

architectural  discussions is  a  process sti l l  required.   

 
70 Bernard  Tschumi,  Archi tecture and Disjunct ion  (Cambridge,  Mass. :  MIT 

Press ,  1996) ,  36.  
71 Ib id . ,  69 .  
72 For ty,  275.  
73 Hayden White ,  “Michel  Foucaul t ,”  in  Structural ism and Since ,  ed.  John 

Sturrock (Oxford:  Oxford Universi ty  Press ,1979)  93.  quote in  Jon Michael  
Schwart ing,  “Moral i ty  and Real i ty:  In  Search of  the Bet ter  Argument,”  in  Ethics  
and Architecture… 
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III .2.3  Reconstructing the Marmara Region 

The management of  reconstruction is  a very complex task,  which involves 

generating and coordinating the use of  resources over a  period of  years.  In 

this  sense,  reconstruction activities  are a  part  of  the housing policies  of  the 

States  and they are in relation with different departments and levels  of  

government.  In case of  emergencies,  such as the subject  of  this  thesis ,  the 

central ization of  the planning activities  to some extent may be necessary to 

maintain order.  However,  as  we have observed through the Marmara 

Earthquakes,  a  top to bottom atti tude may not be sufficient enough to  

prevent the anarchy that  can be observed in each step of  the post  disaster  

processes.  Certainly this  is  very much related with the regional  planning 

policies  and the character  of  the disaster  management system in Turkey 

prior to the disasters.  Although the size of  the earthquake or the 

unpreparedness of  the State in coping with a disaster  may be regarded as 

the leading causes of  the insuff iciency of  the post  earthquake activities ,  for  

us the problem is  very much related with the existing pattern of  urban 

policies  administered by the government.  

 

As we have tried to clarify in the previous sections of  the thesis ,  urban 

policies  and the capital ist  ideology is  inseparable and the state as  the 

administrator or  planner of  space,  plays a  crucial  role  in the shaping of  the 

built  environment.  In the case of  a  disaster  a  highly central ize disaster 

management system begins to operate which alongside the rescue and rel ief  

operations,  reconstruct and rehabil i tate  the impacted area.  MPWS is  the 

chief  governmental  agency with the task of  determining the number of  

houses that  are going to be build,  their  method of  construction,  location 

and types.  As fol lows,  in the case of  a  catastrophe the 9 t h  article of  Law No. 

7269 charges General  Directorate of  Construction Affairs  working under 

this  ministry with the following tasks,    

Preparation of  the complete sets  of  projects  for  permanent residences that 

are going to be buil t  for disaster victims.  

Determination of  their  design standards 

Approval  of  the complete sets  of  projects  

Cost estimations 

Construction of  these permanent residences 
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Construction supervision. 74

 

The story we have began to trace in the previous section with the relocation 

processes,  then continues with the design and implementation of  the 

projects.   Once the scale of  the relocation projects  and their  location was 

determined,  their  master  plans were prepared ei ther by GDTRI or  the 

General  Directorate of  Bank of  Provinces.  Since our subject  of  analysis  is  

Gölyaka Permanent Houses,  we will  concentrate on the activit ies  of  Project  

Implementation Unit of  Prime Ministry.  In the end of  the reconstruction 

processes a  total  number of  43.053 housing units  were provided to the 

victims.  According to the records of  GDDA published in 12.03.2002,  the 

sharing of  different  governmental  insti tutions and voluntary organizations 

in the provision of  permanent houses is  as follows:  

 

-  Houses built  by  the MPWS with  construct ion credits   
f rom the  European Council  Bank Development 17.700 
 
-  Houses built  by  the MPWS with  i ts  own resources  7.650 
 
-  Houses built  by  PIU with construct ion credits  
 from World Bank 12.056 
 
-  Houses built  by  PIU with construct ion credits   
from the European Investment Bank 2.586 
 
-  Donated Houses,  voluntari ly built  by  Governors o f  Provinces,   
Trade Unions and Chamber Associat ions 2.502 
 
-  Purchased houses from the Real  Estate  Bank 559 75

 

III .2.3 .1 Set t lement Proposals  for  Gölyaka 

After the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes,  the Republic  of  Turkey received 

credits  both from the World Bank and the European Investment Bank to be 

used in the reconstruction processes of the region. The construction credit 

taken from the World Bank was primarily used for the construction of  the 

permanent residences,  whereas the credit  provided by the European 

Investment Bank was mostly operated in the rehabil i tat ion of  exist ing 

infrastructure faci l i t ies  and connection of  new si tes  to these networks.  In 

 
74 Afet  İş ler i  Genel  Müdürlüğü ,  13.  
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this  context ,  the former was uti l ized in the management of  the Marmara 

Earthquake Emergency Reconstruction Project  (MEER) and the latter  was 

used for Turkey Infrastructure and Urban Reconstruction Project  (TERRA).   

 

In the scope of  MEER and TERRA, the construction of  the permanent houses 

for  the earthquake victims were to be f inalized in three proceeding stages.  

Gölyaka Permanent Houses belonged to the f irst  stage construction 

processes with two other districts  of  Düzce;  Düzce Center  and Cumayeri .  

Other distr icts  where these projects  were realized are:  Gölcük,  Hereke,  

Gebze-Sekerp ınar ı  and Gündoğdu-Bekirpaşa in Kocaeli ;  and Camil i  in  

Sakarya.  Carried out within the scope of  MEER, the implementation of 

these projects  was in the responsibi l i ty of  Project Implementation Unit 

under the Prime Ministry of  Turkey.  

 

As we have stated in the previous chapter the existing si te  of  Gölyaka is  

subject  to seismicity,  lanslide and flooding.  In the process of  s i te  selection,  

then,  safe sett lement si tes were sought outside the exist ing settlement 

areas.  To determine the geological  factors so as to avoid hazardous areas 

when rebuilding these towns,  The Scientif ic  and Technical  Research Council  

of  Turkey (TUBİTAK) and Mine Inspection and Search Insti tute (MTA) were 

conducted.  Based on the evaluations proposed by these insti tutions,  new 

settlement si tes  have been suggested on the surrounding slopes of  the 

Düzce Plain. 76

 

Since the funding of  MEER is  involved with the credits  taken from The 

World Bank,  the guidelines specif ied by this  institution were followed 

through out the project .  In the Loan Agreement the houses to be built  were 

determined as ‘social  houses’ .  For the designing of  the houses PIU charged 

the consulting f irms with revising the plans of  another social  housing 

example implemented after  the 1998 Adana-Ceyhan Earthquake.  Both the 

consulting and the contracting f irms were charged by PIU through bidding,  

and they worked under the control  of  the si te  off ices of  this  insti tution.  In 

MEER, the construction of  the permanent houses,  their  infrastructure and 

social  amenities  was under the responsibil i ty of  a single governmental 

agency- PIU and mostly in each construction si te  a single contractor  carried 
 

76 Bedel ,  103.  
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out the building activit ies.  Therefore in the f irst  stage of  the project  the 

construction in differing districts  were completed closed time intervals .  

III .2.3 .2 Permanent Houses 

Based on an existing example of  mass housing,  the f irst  stage permanent 

houses of  the PIU are 80 m2,  with two rooms and a l iving room. Apart  from 

small  variations of  architectural  solutions,  the plan layouts  of  the houses 

constructed in al l  the districts  this  project  was realized are the same.  

Despite  the distinct characterist ics and problems of  each settlement,  

uniform solutions have been sought regardless of  place.  

 

In this  layout,  the kitchen and l iving room is  accessed through the entrance 

hall ,  while to attain privacy the other three rooms open to the extension of  

this  hall .  Each unit  has a  small  balcony and an inset  cupboard and a kitchen 

allocated.  The house units  then are organized into two different types of  

blocks,  as:  

 

-3  Storey High Blocks with 4 Flats  on Each Storey,  or  

-3 Storey High Blocks with 2 Flats  on Each Storey.  

 

The f lats  on each storey are connected through a central  staircase,  which 

expresses i tself  in the front elevations.  Another feature of  these residences 

are pitched roofs,  which are commonly used in cold regions for  the removal  

of  snow. These pitched roofs  have overhanging eaves on al l  s ides,  with 

gutters at  their  edges to drain water by vertical  pipes.  

 



 

Figure III .1:  First  f loor plan of  PIU MEER Project ,  Houses ‘TYPE B’  

 

Figure III .2:  Site  view of the Gölyaka Permanent Houses.  Gölyaka,  2005.  
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Figure III .3:  Site  view of the Gölyaka Permanent Houses.  Gölyaka,  2005.  
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CHAPTER IV    

   

STRUCTURES AND AGENCIES:   

DÜZCE ASSOCIATION OF EARTHQUAKE VICTIMS  

 

 

IV.1 SOCIAL SPACE 

So far we have discussed that  space cannot be taken neither as  a  frame nor 

as a  container.  I t  is  not a  col lection of  things or a  void waiting to be f i l led 

with content.  Instead (social)  space is  a  (social)  product.  This is  a  very 

straightforward statement and i t  is  the main theme of  The  Product ion of  

Space .  Through the analysis  of  this  assertion Lefebvre attempted “to 

understand the dialectical  interaction between the spatial  arrangements and 

social  organization i tself .” 1  

 

As the last  element of  Lefebvre’s  spatial  tr ialectics ,  ‘social  space’  is  a 

distinct  term, different from the other two spheres,  the physical  and mental  

space;  yet i t  both includes and depends on them. In fact,  “the three 

moments of  ontological  tr ialectic  thus contain each other;  they cannot 

successful ly be understood in isolation or epistemologically privileged 

separately.” 2 Then,  defining the relation between these spheres of  spatial i ty 

becomes important,  for  what we aim at  is  to conceptualize “in one unitary 

‘social  theory of  space’  the various ‘ levels  of  space’.” 3  

It  is  a  question of  d iscovering or  developing a unity o f  theory between 
f ie lds  which are  given as  be ing separate…Which f ie lds?. . .First ,  the  
physical ,  nature,  the  cosmos –  then the mental  (which is  comprised o f  
logic  and formal  abstract ion)  –  f inal ly  the  socia l .  In other words,  this  
search concerns logico-  epistemological  space-  the  space  o f  socia l  

 
1 Rob Shields ,  Lefebvre,  Love and Struggle:  Spat ia l  Dialect ics  (London,  New 

York: Routledge,  1999) ,  157.  
2 Edward Soja,  Thirdspace:  Journeys to  Los Angeles  and Other Real  and 

Imagined Places  (Cambridge,  Mass:  Blackwell ,  1996) ,  72.  
3 Shields ,  160.  
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pract ice-  that  in  which sensible  phenomena are  s ituated  in,  not  
excluding the  imaginary,  projects ,  symbols ,  utopias . 4

 

Therefore before analyzing the nature of  social  space,  we want to briefly 

underl ine some of  the concepts he used for  interrelating this “threefold 

dialectic  within spatial ization” 5 and consider the signif icance of  these 

discussions for the architectural  discipl ine.    

IV.1.1  Understanding ‘social  space’  

IV.1.1.1  Dualism Between Ideal ism and materia l ism 

To begin with,  one of  the motives behind Lefebvre’s  work has been his 

interest “in the relationship between Hegel  and Marx,  and through this  

idealism and material ism. Instead of  matter  being seen as the embodiment 

of  mental  constructs ,  or  mind being seen as the reaction to matter,  Lefebvre 

sees both mental  and material  together.” 6 This point  is  emphasized also by 

Edward Soja,  in his  formulation of  Lefebvre’s  relation with Marxism, in 

which he detects Lefebvre as  seeing 

among Marxists  as  an under appreciat ion for  the power o f  the  
“conceived” world  o f  ideas and ideology over the  “l ived” world  o f  
mater ia l  socia l  re lat ions ,  he  pers istent ly  sought  to  transcend,  via  his  
inclusive  dialect ical  or ,  better ,  tr ialect ical  mater ia l ism,  the  stubborn 
bi-polar ity  and dual ism that  has  developed between Marx’s  histor ical  
mater ia l ism and Hegel ’s  phi losophical  ideal ism. 7    

 

In fact,  as  we have tried to underline in the previous chapters,  much of  The 

Product ion of  Space  is  about the dialectical  relation between the real  and 

imagined,  between the material  and the mental .  To Lefebvre,  both social  

space and the urban shall  be considered as ‘concrete abstractions’,  such 

that i t  is  possible to see an obvious use of  idealism and materialism 

together,  in which space is  considered to be a physical  and  a  mental  

construct.  But Lefebvre,  when taking up these issues does not  l imit  himself  

with closed sets  of  ei ther/or oppositions,  instead intends to “crack them 

 
4 Henr i  Lefebvre,  The  Product ion of  Space ,  t rans .  Donald  Nicholson-  Smith 

(Oxford,  Cambridge:  Blackwell ,  1991) ,  15.  
5 Shields ,  160.  
6 Stuar t  Elden,  Understanding Henri  Lefebvre:  Theory and the Possible .  

London (New York:  Continuum,  2004),  123.  
7 Soja,  Thirdspace ,  36 .  
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open by introducing an-Other term, a  third possibil i ty or “moment” that 

partakes of  the original  pairing.” 8

According to Soja ,  many of  the spatial  discipl ines work somewhere between 

these two atti tudes,  “conceiving of  ‘pure’  material ism/objectivi ty and 

idealism/subjectivity as  opposite  poles  of  a  continuum of  approaches.” 9 

This dualism is  also evident in architecture,  where the physical  and mental  

spaces are either  seen as contradictory or together they seem to define the 

whole of  spatial ization.  Generally,  in  the architectural  discussions,  the 

social  is  ei ther  neglected or i ts  meaning is  restricted.  To overcome the 

reductionism present in contemporary architectural  practice,  ‘social  space’  

as  a  “different way of  thinking about space that  has long been obscured by 

exclusive f ixations on i l lusive material ist  and/or idealist  interpretations,” 10 

shall  be integrated into our understanding of  the spatial .  Only then,  i t  is  

possible to capture the complexity of  the si tuation,  “to avoid the extremes 

of  pure physiological  and biological  determinism, where the social  is  a  

physical  world to which we apply ourselves,  and of  pure idealism, where 

social  being is  an immaterial ized abstraction.” 11

IV.1.1.2  Spat ia l is ing the Dialect ic  

Secondly,  for  a  better understanding of the social ,  Lefebvre introduces the 

notion of  space along side t ime and history.  According to him,  “social  

relations,  which are concrete abstractions,  have no real  existence save in 

and through space.  Their  underpinning is  spat ia l .  ” 12 As many have argued, 

with these discussions Lefebvre tried to transform “Marx’s  original  

ontological  categories by the addition of  a  spatial  dimension,” 13 and he took 

a step for “experimentally ‘spatial ising’ the dialectic  i tself .” 14  

 

The dialect ic  thus emerges  from t ime and actualizes  i tse l f ,  operat ing 
now,  in  an unforeseen manner,  in  space .  The contradict ions o f  space ,  

 
8 Ib id . ,  60 .  
9 Edward Soja,  “Thirdspace:  expanding the  scope of  the  geographical  

imaginat ion,”  in  Arci tectural ly  Speaking:  Pract ices  o f  Art ,  Architecture and 
Everyday ,  ed.  Alan Read (Routledge,  2000) ,  19.  

10 Soja ,  Thirdspace ,  65 .  
11 Ia in Borden,  Jane Rendel l ,  Joe Kerr  and Alic ia  Pivaro,  “Things,  Flows,  

Fi l ters ,  Tactics ,”  in  The Unknown City:  Contest ing Archi tecture and Social  Space,  
ed.  Ia in Borden et .a l  (Cambridge,  Mass. :  MIT Press ,  2001) ,  8 .  

12 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  404.  
13 Shields ,  160.  
14 Ib id . ,  150.  
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without  abol ishing the contradict ions which arise  from historical  t ime,  
leave h istory behind and transport  these  old  contradict ions ,  in  a  
worldwide s imultaneity,  onto  a  h igher level . 15

 

Through out The  Product ion of  Space ,  Lefebvre notes that  in the course of  

history,  the struggles of  humanity al l  occur in space.  Therefore studying 

the spatial i ty of  an event is  as important  as  studying i ts  social i ty and 

historicali ty.  According to Soja,  unti l  recently the importance of  spatial i ty 

for an understanding of  the being was underestimated,  “peripheral ized in 

the humanities  and social  sciences.” 16  But,  the ontological  ‘ tr ialectics  of  

being’ ,  that  is  spatial i ty-  social i ty-  historicali ty,  should be analyzed 

interdependently,  for a  privi leging of  one of  the terms disturbs the balance 

for  conceptualizing and understanding the world.   

 

Through his  investigation of  the social  construction of  space,  Lefebvre 

makes an influential  contribution in the contemporary crit ical  theory.  

Today,  he is  considered as one of  the pioneer cri tiques of  the ‘spatial  turn’ 

in theory,  which is  summarized by Soja  as “a growing awareness of  the 

simultaneity and interwoven complexity of  the social ,  the historical ,  and 

the spatial ,  their  inseparabil i ty and often problematic  interdependence.” 17 

I t  should be noted here that ,  Lefebvre “did not replace temporal  with 

spatial  analysis ,  but thought the relation between space and t ime,  and in 

the process rethought both concepts.” 18

 

As follows,  Lefebvre influenced many important  f igures such as Frederic 

Jameson,  Edward Soja and David Harvey “on the importance of  the spatial  

character  of  a  capital ism that increasingly rel ied on long-  distance l inkages 

and attenuated social  relations ( ‘distanciation’) ,  bringing places together in 

one sense at  the same t ime as compressing the t ime al located for almost 

very task- a  shif t  that  Harvey tr ies  to sum up in the phrase ‘space-  t ime 

compression’ .” 19 All  these authors emphasized the spatial  dimension of  

globalization regarding i t  as  a geographical  project .  

 

 
15 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  129.  
16 Soja ,  “Thirdspace”,  16.  
17 Ib id . ,  14 .  
18 Elden,  170.   
19 Shields ,  143.  
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IV.1.1.3  History of  Spatia l izat ion 

While spatial ising the dialectical  thinking,  Lefebvre in The Product ion  of  

Space  proposes a  history of  ‘modes of production of space’,  which 

“completes Marx’s  vision of  successive historical  modes of  production in 

urban,  environmental  and att i tudinal  terms.” 20 As historicizing the 

spatial ization,  Lefebvre uses his  ‘ tr ialectics  of  spatial i ty’-  the physical ,  

mental  and the social-  as  the basis  that  connects  different scales  of  space in 

the concept of  social  production.  Here the concept of  spatial ization is  used 

not  only as the physical  environments but also the everyday patterns of  

social  action with the historical  conceptions of  space and contains the 

mentioned three levels .  In ideal  state,  these spheres of  spatial i ty are in a  

balanced relation where none of  them are privi leged over the others.  But in 

the contemporary world,  as  Lefebvre argues there is  a  tendency to render 

the complexity of  l i fe  and the totali ty of  space into an abstraction.  The 

shif ting “balance and degrees of  repression of  one aspect  or  the domination 

of  another marks out historical ly specif ic,  as  well  as social ly produced,  

spatial izations” 21 and therefore mark out the character  of  the spatial ization 

of  a  period.  

 

Lefebvre emphasized the importance of  spatial ization for the survival  of 

capital ism. Shields summarized Lefebvre’s  approach in relation to 

capital ism as:  

a set  o f  theses.  First ,  soc ia l  space  is  the  locat ion of  the  reproduct ion of  
re lat ions o f  product ion and of  ‘society’  in  a l l  i ts  complexity.  Second, 
the  internal  contradict ions  o f  capital ism have  been managed through 
the  development o f  a  mediat ing system of  spat ia l i ty  and of  modes  of  
occupying geographic  space. 22

 

According to Lefebvre,  the historical  conditions of  an era are closely 

related to i ts  mode of  production.  In this  sense,  the changing experience of  

space and t ime can be associated with the birth of  modernism. In his  

analysis  of  the shif t  from the rural  and the urban,  he stated,  “the product ion 

of  the  c i ty  was the end,  the object ive and meaning of  industr ia l  product ion .” 23 

 
20 Ib id . ,  135.  
21 Ib id . ,  167.  
22 Ib id . ,  153.  
23 Henr i  Lefebvre,  Writ ings on Cit ies  (Oxford:  Blackwell ,  1991) ,  130.  Quoted 

in  Elden,  95.  
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To him, the meaning of  urbanism was closely related with the changing 

social  relations and economic factors under capital ism. 

IV.1.2  ‘everyday life’  

Two important points need clarif ication if  we are to understand the nature 

of  social  space.  What is  the usage of  the term ‘production’  in Lefebvre’s  

writ ing and how shall  we formulate the relation between the social  and the 

spatial?  Lefebvre enlarged the concept of  production,  as  i t  emerges from 

Marx and Engels ,  “from its  narrower,  industrial ,  sense (production of  

products,  commodities)  to include the production of  works in the built  

environment (ouvres)  and of  spatial ised meanings and other codings of  the 

social  environment.” 24

 

He aimed at  broadening the concept of  production “so as to include 

production of space as  a  process whose product-  space-  i tself  embraces both 

things (goods,  objects)  and works.” 25 Unlike other commodities  and 

products,  space has both “a material  reali ty and a formal  quali ty” 26;  i t  

continually recreates the social  relations of  i ts  production.  This reciprocal  

relation is  what dist inguishes social  space from other things and products,  

as  the outcome of  past  actions i t  is  the social  space that  permits  fresh 

actions to occur.  Thus social  space is  at  once ‘work’ and ‘product’ .  

 

One of  the instruments Lefebvre used as a  means of  broadening the concept 

of  production and the Marxist  ideological  cri tique beyond the issues of  

economic determinants has been his  work on the everyday l i fe,  which he 

continued for more than half  a  century. Even as early as  the 1930’s  Lefebvre 

was talking about the importance of  everyday l i fe  for developing a  cri tique 

of  al ienation as one of  the key concepts  of  modernity.  In the init ial  volume 

of  his  tr i logy,  Crit ique of  Everyday Li fe  published in 1947,  Lefebvre,  

“optimistical ly saw the cri tique of  everyday l i fe  as a  means of  connecting 

Marxism more closely with the discourses of  continental  philosophy as well  

as  injecting philosophy with a new appreciation for the concrete,  the 

 
24 Shields ,  159.  
25 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  128.  
26 Shields ,  159.  
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immediate,  the routine,  and the seemingly trivial  events  of  everyday 

l iving.” 27  

 

Beginning with this  tr i logy Lefebvre continued to develop his  cri tique of  

everyday l i fe  in the following years,  tough his emphasis  shif ted.  Initial ly  

considered with the rural  l i fe  of  peasantry,  he then expended his  concept of  

‘everyday l i fe’  “into suburbia and ultimately to discuss the geography of  

social  relat ions in general .” 28 In Everyday Li fe  in the  Modern World ,  

published in 1968,  Lefebvre “began regrounding his cri t ique of  everyday 

l i fe  and alienation in what he called the urban condit ion  and in 

accompanying discourse on modernity .” 29 The organization of  space with 

spatial  atti tudes and terri torial  distr ibution enabled capital ism to expand 

its  control  over the areas of  private l i fe  and became an essential  tool  for  the 

survival  of  capital ism. He suggested in this work that  

the  great  event  o f  the  last  few years  is  that  the e f fects  o f  
industr ia l izat ion on a superf ic ia l ly  modif ied capita l is t  soc iety  o f  
product ion and property  have  produced the ir  result :  a  programmed 
everyday l i fe  in  its  appropriate  urban setting .  Such a process  was 
favored by the  dis integrat ion of  the  tradit ional  town and the 
expansion of  urbanism. 30

 

This  stress on everyday l i fe  in an urban context  emphasized the material  

quali ties  of  space and opened the term to public  debate.  Lefebvre 

developed “an urban poli t ical  agenda based on the right of access  and 

possession of  the city as a  common good and an ongoing,  col lective 

production.” 31 In fact  his  later  works on the city such as Urban Revolut ion  

and Right  to  the  City  “form a manifesto for independent social  movements 

and community action.” 32 The emphasis  on everyday l i fe  as  the primary 

locus of  domination and struggle turned i t  into a  cri tical  poli tical  construct ,  

which embodies both practices of  oppression and potentiali t ies  for  

transformation.  As Krist in Ross argues,  Lefebvre presented  

A new image o f  society  as  a  c ity-  and thus the  beginning of  a  whole  
new thematics  o f  inside  and outside ,  o f  inclusion in and exclusion 
from, a  posit ive ly-  valued modernity .  Cit ies  possess  a  center  and 

 
27 Soja ,  Thirdspace ,  40 .  
28 Shields ,  141.  
29 Soja ,  Thirdspace ,  42 .  
30 Henry Lefebvre,  Everyday Life  in  the Modern World ,  t rans.  Sacha 

Rabinovitch (Harmondsworth:  Allen Lane,  1971),  65.  
31 Shields ,  143.  
32 Ib id . ,  141.  
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banlieues ,  and c it izens,  those  on the  inter ior ,  dec id ing who among 
the  insiders should  expel led  and whether  or  not  to  open their  doors  to  
those on the outs ide.  33

 

The consideration of  everyday l i fe  as  a  poli t ical  issue wil l  be our start ing 

point  for  the discussion we are planning to develop in this  chapter.   As we 

have tr ied to express,  the primary basis  of  our argument is  that  the spaces 

we use,  occupy,  work or  dwell  are produced by social  processes and 

practices.  In this  understanding, architecture cannot be treated as  a  series  

of  disconnected objects  to be viewed objectively but rather as an essential  

part  of  the urban,  experienced subjectively.  I t  shall  be viewed as “an 

interdisciplinary nexus,  as  an intrinsic  element of  everyday l i fe.” 34  

 

In that  sense,  architecture is  a  part  of  the f low of space and t ime;  i t  is  

“embedded in al l  routines,  activi ties,  patterns and emotions of  quotidian 

l i fe.” 35 Today,  everyday architecture is  very much influenced by the forces 

of  late  capital ist  economy and governmental  authority.  These forces affect 

the market  relations and the workplace,  but they also extend their  influence 

into the private spaces of  consumption and reproduction-  into the street,  

the home and family.  Therefore,  the banal  arrangements of  everyday 

architecture shall  be viewed as the ground for  “the inequali ties  of  local 

cultures,  from the repeated routine of  everyday l i fe  to the cultural  

monuments and icons of  state.” 36

 

The important point  here is  that ,  in the idea of  everyday l i fe  Lefebvre also 

conditions the possibil i t ies  of  resistance and cri t icism. This  discussion shall  

be completed with the concept of  ‘ l ived space’  that  wil l  be analyzed in the 

second chapter.  Lefebvre states  that,  

there  can be  no quest ion but  that  socia l  space  is  the  locus of  
prohibit ion,  for  i t  is  shot  though with  both prohibit ions and their  
counterparts ,  prescr iptions.  This  fact ,  however,  can most  def inite ly  
not  be  made into  the  basis  o f  an overal l  de f init ion,  for  space  is  not 
only  the  space  o f  ‘no’ ,  i t  i s  a lso  the space  o f  the  body,  hence  the  space 
o f  ‘yes’ ,  o f  the  a f f irmation of  l i fe . 37

 

 
33 Kris t in  Ross,  1996,  150.  Quoted in Shields ,  Lefebvre ,  141.  
34 Borden et  al . ,  “Things,  Flows,” 3.  
35 Ib id .  
36 Shields ,  145.  
37 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  201.  
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At this  juncture i t  is  possible to return to the beginning of  the thesis ,  and 

emphasize the necessity of  the spatial  practices for  resisting the dominant 

forces shaping spatial i ty of  capital ism. The things people do and the 

physicali ty they create does matter ,  for  these act ions contain within 

themselves the potential  to transform or create new social  spaces.  

‘Activity’ ,  then transforms users into subjects,  into productive agents.  

 

The idea of  activity can be considered only through the particular 

conditions within which i t  takes place.  Only through the specif ic  conditions 

of  the post-earthquake region,  Düzce Association of  Earthquake Victims 

(Düzce Depremzedeler  Derneğ i )  was able to gather around a specif ic  task 

and struggle against  the state  for tenants’  rights  in housing.  In this  chapter,  

we will  analyze the act ivit ies  of  this  community-based organization,  and try 

to understand how it  developed the cri tical  tools  to display how meanings 

and values are produced in the formation of  the residential  environments.  

Within the organization and through the activities  they carried out,  the 

clues of  a  transformation of  the victims from being residents  to active 

ci tizens can be observed.  For us,  the means they use for  reaching their  aims 

and the values they propose imply an awareness of  the actuali ty of  the 

existing housing condition.  

IV.1.3  Defining ‘civil  society’ 38

The core meaning of  ‘c ivi l  society’  designates “those social  organizations,  

associations and insti tutions that  exist  beyond the sphere of  direct  

supervision and control  by state.” 39 Today i t  is  possible  to talk about i ts  

expanded meaning including topics  such as  “participatory democracy,  the 

social  meaning of  ci t izenship and justice in postmodern society.” 40 Thus as 

a  concept civil  society has a f luid character so that  we may perceive i t  as a 

mediation between the individual  and the state  as  well  as  a  basis  for  active 

resistance to authority.   

 

 
38 The concept  of  c iv i l  society and ci t izenship  wil l  be developed in  more depth 

in the proceeding s tages of  the  thesis .  
39 John Friedmann,  “The New Poli t ical  Economy of  Planning:  the Rise of  Civi l  

Society in  a  Global  Age,” in  Cit ies  for  Ci t izens:  Planning and the Rise  o f  Civi l  
Society  in  a  Global Age ,  ed.  Mike Douglas  and John Fr iedmann (Chichester ,  New 
York: John Wiley & Sons,  1998) ,  21.  

40 Ib id .  21.  
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Given that  there is  not  a  consensus on the boundaries  that  define this  term, 

i t  is  appropriate  to set  out my own take on the sphere of  social  practices  

that comprise civi l  society.  In doing so,  I  wil l  confine myself  with the areas 

of  definition that  are in direct  relation with the subject of  this  chapter.  This 

is  essential ,  for ,  as  the basis  of  or  at  least as  a  vital  element of  both the 

poli tical  and economic spheres,  c ivil  society and the argument on i ts  l imits  

precede the scope of  this  thesis .   

 

In defining the civil  society,  I  wil l  mainly focus on the contemporary 

arguments rather than the descriptions proposed by classical  thinkers  such 

as Hegel ,  Ferguson or Gramsci .  Since different perspectives attribute 

differing meanings to the term, today,  civil  society is  commonly defined in 

contradictory ways according to the focus,  poli tical  position and relations 

of  power inserted in the concept.  Although i t  is  hard to bring together al l  

these perceptions of  the term under one heading,  i t  is  possible to underline 

some common points.  

 

To begin with,  many of  the definitions of  c ivil  society are derived from the 

character  of  i ts  engagement with the state on the one side and the market  

on the other,  which is  usually formulized as a  triparti te  model  of  spheres 

such as:  public,  private and civil  society.  In most,  “the concept of  being 

civic  l ies  somewhere between the private realm of  one’s  existence and the 

public  domain of  off icialdom. More important,  i t  is  produced by both 

spheres of  activity and influence.” 41  

 

According to Cohen and Arato,  c ivil  society is  a  sphere “of social  interaction 

between economy and state,  composed above al l  of  the intimate sphere,  the 

sphere of  associations,  social  movements,  and forms of  public 

communication.” 42  As a part of  the wider category of  the ‘social ’ ,  c ivil  

society differentiates both from the poli tical  parties and organizations as  

well  as  from the economic organizations of  production and distr ibution.  

But this  definition is  not enough since i t  would be “misleading to identi fy 

civil  society with al l  of  social  l i fe  outside the administrative state and 

 
41 Peter  G.  Rowe,  Civic  Real ism  (Cambridge,  Mass:  MIT Press ,  1997) ,  68.  
42 Jean L.  Cohen,  Andrew Arato,  Civi l  Society  and Poli t ical  Theory  

(Cambridge,  Mass. :MIT Press ,  1992) ,  ix .  
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economic processes in the narrow sense.” 43  Instead,  the insti tutions apart  

from the market  and state become a part  of  civil  society to the extent  that  

they are “relations of  conscious association,  of  self-organization and 

organized communication.” 44  Cohen and Arato,  define four components of  

civil  society as:  

(1)  Plurality :  famil ies ,  informal  groups and voluntary associat ions 
whose p lural i ty  and autonomy al low for  a  variety of  forms of  l i fe ;  (2)  
publici ty :  inst itut ions  of  culture and communicat ion;  (3)  privacy :  a  
domain o f  individual  se l f -development  and moral  choice ;  (4)  legali ty :  
the  structure  o f  general  laws and basic  r ightness  needed to demarcate  
p lural i ty,  privacy and publ ic ity from at  least  state  and,  tendential ly ,  
the economy. 45

 

Some authors underline the role of  active ci tizenry in the formation of  civil  

society.  One of  the reasons ‘civi l  society’  has variety of  meanings depends 

on the discussions of  the historical  roots of  the term. In this  section,  the 

aim is  not to broaden our analysis  with an examination of  the term’s 

origins,  but to relate  our assertions with the conditions of  modernity.  Thus,  

c i t izenship is  a  term that  shall  be considered with the process of  

modernization and nation building.  As i t  is  stated in the previous chapter 

modernization “entails  a  bringing-in process that  leads to the destruction 

of  localism and the switch of  loyalties  from the local  community to the 

nation-  state .” 46

 

Within the nation-state as distinct  from medieval  poli ty,  each citizen 

remains in a  direct  relation with the sovereign authority.  Therefore,  the 

codification of  the rights  and duties  of  the ci t izens is  an important part  of  

the modernization process.  The question here is  how exclusively or 

inclusively ci t izenship must be defined.  In the beginning ci t izenship 

excluded all  social ly and economically dependent persons.  But “in the 

course of  the nineteenth century this  massive restriction was gradually 

reduced unti l  eventually al l  adults  were classif ied as ci tizens.” 47 The 

subject  was transformed into ci tizen,  and the gradual  integration of  the 

citizen “into mechanisms of  the national  market,  public administration and 

 
43 Cohen et  a l . ,  ix .  
44 Cohen et  a l . ,  x .  
45 Cohen et  a l . ,  346.  
46 Mouzel is ,  237.  
47 Reinhard  Bendix ,  Nation-Building and Cit izenship:  S tudies  o f  Our Social  

Order (New York,  London: John Wiley& Sons) ,  74 .  



 

 
95

                                                          

educational  system went in hand with the formation of  national  

identi ties.” 48

 

As a term ci tizenry is  poli tical ,  that  acknowledges “(a)  a  terri torial  unit 

organized for a  l i fe  in common- a  poli t ical  community;  (b)  the rights  and 

obligations of  members of  this  poli ty-  the ci tizens-  and their  claim,  

legitimated by democratic  theory,  to be the sovereign of  this poli ty to 

which the state must  be accountable;  and (c)  the right of  ci tizens to claim 

new rights for themselves.” 49 According to Friedman,  the new awakening of  

ci tizen rights can be associated with three interconnected claims:  ”the 

struggle for  the r ight to voice ,  the struggle for  the right  to dif ference ,  and 

the struggle for the right to human f lourishing .” 50

IV.1.4  Civil  Society in Turkey 

The nature of  poli tics and democracy in Turkey is  different when compared 

to Western European experience and additional  scrutiny is  necessary for a  

more realist ic  definition of  civil  society in this  region.  In Turkey’s  context,  

many authors argue that  there is  a  strong state tradition with the central 

position of  state-machinery and bureaucracy in Turkish democracy.  In this  

asymmetrical  power context ,  the duties of  the ci tizens towards the state are 

emphasized against the rights  of  ci tizens as individuals. 51 Hence,  the 

historical  background of  civil  society in Turkey is  very much outl ined by 

the dominance of  state.  In terms of  actual  organization civi l  society has not  

been very powerful  and the people and insti tutions that  consti tute i t  do not 

have complete,  unrestricted freedom from the traditionally coercive state  

bureaucracy.  

 

Today,  with the possibil i ty of  becoming a part  of  the European Union’s  

enlargement process,  another dimension entered into the discussions on the 

state of  civil  society in Turkey.   In December 1999,  EU opened the 

 
48 Mouzel is ,  237.  
49 John Fr iedman and Mike Douglas ,  “Editors’  In troduct ion,”  Ci t ies  for 

Cit izens:  Planning and the Rise  o f  Civi l  Society  in  a  Global Age ,  ed .  Mike 
Douglass  and John Fr iedman (Chichester :  John Wiley &Sons,  1998) ,  1 .  

50 Fr iedman et  a l . ,  “Editors’  In troduction,” 2 .  
51 Süleyman Sözen and Ian Shaw,  “Turkey and the European Union: 

Modernizing a  Tradi t ional  State?”,  Journal o f  Social  Pol icy and Administrat ion 
37 (Apri l  2003)  :  108-120.  
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possibil i ty of  membership to Turkey and with the agenda on EU accession 

and political  reforms of  this  consolidation,  different  proposals  proposed by 

various segments of  civi l  society started to being discussed.  This is  an 

ongoing project ,  and although the poli t ical  reforms have taken on a new 

urgency,  their  precise outcomes are sti l l  unknown. 

 

In relation with the subject  of  this  thesis ,  one important development in 

relation to civil  society involvement occurred in the aftermath of  the 1999 

Marmara earthquakes.  In the post earthquake period,  the unexpected 

unprecedented mobil ization of  Turkish society and non-governmental  

organizations was real ized by many as “a beginning,  or perhaps a  

continuation of  an awakening of  Turkish society that  started after 

Susurluk.” 52 Whether or  not  the earthquake wil l  be catalyst  for  fundamental  

changes is  matter  of  discussion.  Nevertheless,  given the fact  that  there is  a  

strong tradition of  emphasizing authority over ci tizen empowerment and 

participation i t  may point to a  significant in Turkey’s  democratization 

process.  

IV.2 SPACES OF REPRESENTATION 

In relation with capitalism Shields summarized Lefebvre’s  theses in three 

steps.   

First ,  soc ial  space  is  the locat ion of  the  reproduct ion of  re lat ions  o f 
product ion and of  ‘soc iety’  in a l l  i ts  complexity.  Second,  the internal 
contradict ions  o f  capita l ism have been managed through the  
development o f  a  mediat ing system of  spatia l i ty  and of  modes  of  
occupying geographic  space.  In  volume 4  o f  De l ’Etat  th is  is  deve loped 
as  a  third argument,  that  the  product ion of  this  capita l ist  
spat ia l izat ion is  accomplished through the act iv it ies  o f  the  state ,  
which oversees  what he cal ls  the ‘s tat ist  mode of  production’ . 53  

 

In Lefebvre’s  understanding urbanity can be defined as  a centrality,  which 

brings social  interactions together.  In that sense,  the changing social  

relations or  the economic factors under capital ism affect  the quali ty of  

access  and participation to the urban environment.  Thus in The Production 

of  Space,  Lefebvre seeks for  a humanistic  basis  “from which to launch a 

cri tique of  the denial  individual  and community’s  ‘rights  to space’  under 

 
52 Kubicek,  769.  
53 Shields,  153 
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the abstract  spatial ization embodied in capital ism and technocratic 

knowledge structures of  the state.” 54

IV.2.1  The Origin Story of ‘Düzce Association of Earthquake Victims’  

Access to a  good l iving environment is  mostly shaped by income and 

wealth that are l inked to property rights  and labor markets .  This  case study 

offers  an example to community based actions in relation to disadvantages 

in housing.  The condition of  the environment after  the earthquake created 

the ground for the emergence of  commonalit ies  through different economic, 

poli tical  or civic  contexts .  Consequently there have been many associations 

formed by the vict ims of  the earthquake in different parts  of  the earthquake 

region,  such as Adapazar ı  Depder,  Avc ı lar  Gümüşpala Dayan ışma Derneğ i ,  

Bekirpaşa Depder,  Değ i rmendere Depder,  Düzce Depder,  Gölcük 

Mağdurlar ı  Dayan ışma Derneğ i ,  Karamürsel  Depder and Yalova Depder.  In 

the words of  an introductory brochure outl ined by the associations named 

above the aims of  this  ‘Association of  Earthquake Victims’  (depremzede 

dernekleri)  is  summarized as an attempt “to ensure that  the people who 

suffer from the earthquake and continue their  l ives in the coercive 

conditions of  that  region can c la im for  their  basic  human r ights and make  

themselves heard .” 55  

 

After  the earthquake the energy gathered by the crisis  conditions 

transformed into collective action.  Consequently,  the victims of  the 12 

November Düzce earthquake,  “to cope with the diff iculties  of  the 

catastrophe environment in company and to offer  solutions to the existing 

problems together”,  realized Düzce Association of  Earthquake Victims. 56 

The primary relation uniting the members of  this  association was their 

geographical  positioning;  to reside in Düzce was the basic  condition to 

enlist  to the organization.  For many,  Düzce had been the place where they 

had spent most  of  their  l ives,  and in spite of  the many different  solutions 

 
54 Shields ,  146.  
55 Quoted in  Düzce DepDer  Brochure01 (Düzce,  2001).  Emphasis  added.  “Amaç 

depremzedeler  aras ında yard ımlaşma ve dayan ışmay ı  güçlendirmek.  Deprem 
yüzünden çeş i t l i  ac ı lar  ve s ık ınt ı lar  yaşayan,  hayat lar ı  zor laşan insanlar ın 
haklar ın ı  arayabi lmeler in i  ve sesler in i  duyurabilmeler in i  sağ lamak.”  

56 Quoted in Düzce DepDer  Brochure02 (Düzce,  2003).  Emphasis  added. 
“Düzce Depremzedeler  Derneğ i ,  12 Kas ım Depreminin  ard ından depremzedeler in 
mağduriyet ler in i  b ir l ikte  g idermek,  sorunlar ına bir l ik te  çözüm bulmak için 
o luş turduklar ı  b ir  dernekt ir .”  See Fig  IV.3.  
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proposed in terms of  temporary settlement,  most wanted to or was obliged 

to continue their  l ives within the same region.   

 

This  crisis  theme in the origin story has intensity and power because a  huge 

number of  people sharing the same struggles were seeking housing most  

urgently and therefore were ready to make greatest sacrif ices  to get  i t .  In 

more general  terms,  a house is  one of  the most important material  

possessions a  person can have and i ts  lack or satisfaction affect  the well-

being of  the individual .  In addition,  the residential  domain can be 

considered the region where the ci tizen relates with the ci ty.  Therefore the 

stabi l i ty of  the neighborhood is  an essential  part  of  the continuity of  l i fe.  

Thus an interruption,  which affects  the unity of  the residential  settings 

spark a  different kind of energy.  

 

Here a dist inction can be made between organized  and mobil ized  forms of  

c ivil  society.  Although most  of  the t ime civil  society exists  for  i tself ,  in 

some historical  moments mobil ization “occurs around a specif ic  purpose 

that,  by i ts  very nature,  is  poli tical  in a  sense quite  different  from the 

poli tics  of  everyday l i fe .” 57  Likewise,  in this  case study,  civil  society was 

set  in motion through the associations that  were structured around 

struggles for the right to l ive in a  decent house.  In t ime,  by adopting a 

consti tution that  is  acceptable by the community at  large and by 

establishing a democratic mechanism of  l iabil i ty,  DDD legit imized i tself  as 

a  community organization and was in a position to negotiate with the 

power holders.  Thus,  based on the definit ions proposed in the previous 

sections,  DDD can be considered as an example of  a  community based 

organization,  which hopes to be responsive to,  and respected by its  locali ty.  

 

One of  the f irst  issues taken by this  organization was the atti tude of  the 

government to the existing structures in the earthquake region.  DDD 

detected many insuff iciencies in the arrangements and the applications of  

the government,  which in return provided the ground for i l legal  practices.  

With public  announcements and written material  such as brochures,  DDD 

proposed  solutions to these problems and moreover demanded  from the 

government for the realization of  these suggestions.  Although these issues 
 

57 Fr iedmann,  “The New Poli t ical  Economy of  Planning,”  23.  
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have been analyzed by different discipl ines in differing mediums,  i t  is  

possible to distinguish the efforts  of  DDD in two distinct  ways.  To begin 

with,  DDD is  an organization working at  a local  level .  Here we do not use 

local  as  being closed of  from the outer  influences,  but  “as the effect ive 

terrain for engagement in civic  l i fe  beyond the household and in relation to  

the state and the corporate economy.” 58 Through the process of  

organization and formulization of  the aims,  the members of  DDD started to  

learn the basics  of  laws in relation with housing and become aware of  their  

ci tizen rights.  This  also assisted the development an awareness of  how the 

social  and economic systems work associated to housing and at  t imes to the 

disadvantage of  those with low incomes.  Once the l imits  and the meaning 

of  ci t izenship were revealed,  the victims claimed for and at t imes tried to 

expand these rights .  Secondly,  in a  society where the usage of  the public 

space is  l imited,  DDD’s efforts  to make themselves heard is  important.  The 

victims did not wait  for  any poli tical  party or  another organization to  

represent themselves,  but used the public domain to real ize their  aims.  Of 

course not al l  the members of  the organization were active participants,  but 

this  story shall  be viewed as a process,  probably a slow one,  but one 

transforming the society from within.  In fact  these efforts  uncover the true 

meaning of  being a c i tizen,  because “citizenship is  poli t ical  and thus a  

concept in the public  sphere.” 59

 

We will  mainly dwell  on the actions of  DDD in the t ime period fol lowing 

March 2002 unti l  today.  The signif icance of  this  dating is  that,  in March 

2002 Ministry of  Public  Works and Sett lement started working on the 

el imination of  the prefabricated buildings.  According to Ayşegül  Şenol,  

when they set  off  for removing these buildings by regions many people 

were lef t  homeless,  continuing their  l ives in severe conditions.  Hence the 

members suffering from this  si tuation demanded of Düzce Depder to take 

more interest  in their  problems.  From then on,  the association has 

undertaken the tenant’s  (kirac ı  depremzedeler)  housing problems as a 

priority. 60

 
58 Fr iedmann et  a l , ,  “Editor’s  In troduct ion,”  1.  
59 Fr iedmann et  a l . ,  “Editor’s  In troduct ion,”  1.   
60 “2002 mart  n isan tar ih inde tüm prefabr ik ler i  kald ırmakla  i lg i l i  b ir  çal ışma 

baş la t t ı  Bay ınd ır l ık Bakanl ığ ı .  Hat ta  zaman ın Bay ınd ır l ık Bakan ı  bunu sağ lamak 
amac ıyla prefabr ik lerde PKK oturuyor  d iye aç ıklamalar  yapm ış t ı .  Bel l i  bölgeler i  
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lokal  o larak kald ırmaya baş lad ıklar ında-   b izde derneğ imizde gördük-  insanlar  
mağdur  durumda kal ıyor lard ı .  Prefabr ik lerde yaşayan insanlar  b iz le  h iç  
i lg i lenmiyorsunuz hep hak sahipler in in  sorunlar ıyla i lgi leniyorsunuz dediler ,  o  
günden bu güne ‘kirac ı  depremzedeler in’  konut  sorunuyla i lg i lenir  o lduk.  O gün 
iç in bir  müddet daha prefabr ikler in  kalmas ı  yönünde bir  karar  ç ıkmas ına 
sebebiyet  vermiş  o ldu yapt ığ ım ız bu çal ışmalar .”  Ayşegül  Şenol,  in teview by 
author ,  wri t ten notes ,  Düzce,  12 September 2004.  
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IV.2.2  Empowerment of the Victims 

Even three years after  the earthquake there were st i l l  s ignificant amount of  

people residing in the prefabricated settlements,  an environment I  have 

already referred to in the previous chapters .  Life  in these sett ings was not 

easy.  The houses were small ,  especially for a  traditional  Turkish family 

with more than one child in the household,  consisting of  a  s ingle room 

roughly 25 to 30 m² in f loor area.  In most,  the infrastructures providing the 

basic  faci l i t ies  such as  plumbing and si te  drainage were not sufficient.  This 

was partly due to the fact  that,  these residents were buil t  with emergency 

measures,  and they were supposed to be temporary.   

 

Although the families considered the prefabricated houses as a  stepping-

stone to a more permanent housing solution,  majori ty of  the households 

had no other choice to shelter  themselves.  Therefore families  continued to 

stay in these settlements,  converting this  prefabricated context  in various 

ways.  People appropriated and transformed their houses with small  

additions depending on the idea of  what an ‘ ideal  house’ should look l ike.  

In some instances a  porch was added,  at  others,  a  lamppost or a  curtain or  a 

roof.  These insignif icant  additions answer the need for belonging to a  

place,  carrying these individual  tactics  of  adaptation beyond the 

production of  basic  sheltering.  At the end,  these settlements started to 

signify a community that cannot be reduced to being temporary.    

 

And so,  when rumors about the termination of  the prefabricated houses 

started to come out,  a  reaction surfaced among the residents .  For people 

who cannot f ind a decent housing at  rentals  they can afford to pay,  this  

meant being thrown to the street.  Despite  the dimension of  temporali ty 

pervasive in prefabricated settlements from the start ,  residents and their  

supporters started to get  organized around Düzce DepDer and searching 

for ways to postpone the closure of  these settlements.  As a result ,  the 

representatives of  the residents,  Düzce DepDer,  Gölcük DepDer and İzmit 

Bekirpaşa DepDer organized a walk to Ankara,  ‘Ankara Demonstration’ 

(Ankara Yürüyüşü),  to keep the prefabricated houses operating.   On June 

24,  2002 the spokespersons representing these associations succeeded in 

meeting with Abdulkadir  Akçan,  the head of  the Ministry of  Public  Works 
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and Settlement at  the time being. 61  Through this dialogue,  they tried to 

clari fy the si tuation and convince the government that  there was not 

sufficient housing at rents within the income brackets  of  the sett lers .  They 

claimed that  people st i l l  needed these settlements.  At the end,  the meeting 

succeeded with the extension of  the lease for  another year.  But everybody 

recognized that  this  was just another temporary solution.  Although the 

residents got  what they came for,  at  the end,  the problem at  hand was only 

postponed to some other time.  For the residents “the end of  the road was 

seen.” 62     

 

In Ankara Demonstration,  DDD also met with the President of  Turkey,  

Necdet  Sezer.  In most of  the meetings held in Ankara,  for more often than 

not  DDD was confronted with other examples of  earthquake regions where 

the victims continued their  l ives in more severe conditions. 63 The 

representatives of  DDD were asked to be patient and in a way,  to be  

contended with what they had.  But according to Şenol ,  now that  they had 

experienced the disaster i t  was impossible to si t  back and watch the same 

irregular  and i l legal  activities  to take place.  She claimed that ,  “Our l ives 

have changed.  I t  changed because we were si tuated on the North Anatolian 

Fault  Line.  I t  changed because this  incident took place in 1999. 

Nevertheless i t  changed irreversibly.” 64

 
61 “24 haziran  2002 tar ih inde hep beraber  Ankaraya gi t t ik .  Giderken Gölcük,  

İzmit  ve Düzce’deki depremzede dernekler i  o larak hareket  e t t ik .  Abdulkadir  
Akçan’ la  görüş tük.  Kendis ine durumu aç ıklad ık.  Çoğu depremzedenin  hala  
prefabr iklerde  oturduğunu,  hat ta  b ir  k ısm ın ın bu binalarda  kirac ı  o larak 
bulunduğunu anlat t ık.  Prefabr ik lere  insanlar ın hala  ih t iyac ı  vard ı .  Ne zamana 
kadar .  Temell i  b ir  konut  sorunu çözülene kadar .”  Ayşegül  Şenol ,  in teview by 
author ,  wri t ten notes ,  Düzce,  12 September 2004.  

62 Quoted in  Düzce DepDer  Brochure02 (Düzce,  2003).  “Yaşad ıklar ı  
prefabr ik ler i  boşal tmalar ı  i s tenen kirac ı lara,  imza kampanyalar ı  ve  yetki l i ler le  
Ankara’da yap ı lan  görüşmeler  sonunda bir  sene daha ek  sure  tan ınd ı .  Ama herkes 
bunun geçici  b ir  çözümolduğunun fark ında.  Yolun sonu göründü .”  See Fig  IV.4.  

63 “Başka yerler le  k ıyas edi lmeye çal ış ı l ıyor.  Mesela  Bar tu depreminden hala 
daha konut lar ın ı  a lamayan insanlar  var .  Bunlar  doğrudan hak sahibi  o lan insanlar .  
Doğrudur  tabi ,  Türkiyenin  başka bölgeler inde çok daha kötü  koşullar ında yaşayan 
insanlar  da var  mutlaka.  Ama bu bölgedeki  insanlar  b ir  miktar  şehir leşmeninde 
e tkis iyle çok fazla  yap ı laşmayla,  yapsatc ı l ıkla,  denet imsizl ik le  baş  başa 
b ırak ı lm ış .  Belki  deprem olmasayd ı  bu  usulsüzlük devam ediyordu.  Hiç bir  şey 
değ işmiyecekt i  hayat ım ızda,  ama ar t ık öyle  değ i l .”  Ayşegül  Şenol,  in teview by 
author ,  wri t ten notes ,  Düzce,  12 September 2004.  
64 “Değ iş t i  b iz im hayat ım ız.  Kuzey anadolu fay hat t ında olduğumuz iç in  değ iş t i .  
Belkide bu  1999 y ı l ında yaşand ığ ı  iç in  değ iş t i .  Belki  1970 y ı l ında yaşansayd ı  
daha farkl ı  b i r  sonuç ç ıkard ı  or taya.  Ne olursa o lsun ger i  dönüşü olmayan bir  



 
Figure IV.3:  Ankara Demonstrat ion.  Ankara,  2002.  

 

 
Figure IV.4:  Ankara Demonstrat ion.  Ankara,  2002.  
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şeki lde  değ iş t i .”  Ayşegül  Şenol,  inteview by author,  written notes,  Düzce,  12 
September 2004.  
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IV.2.3  Homeless Victims’  Solidarity Housing Cooperative/  Evsiz 

Depremzedeler Dayanışma Konut/ Yapı  Kooperatifi  

30% of  the  res idents  res id ing the  pre fabricated houses ,  because  their  
houses got  demolished or  heavily  or  moderate ly  damaged in the  
earthquake,  possessed the  r ight  to  get  a  new house  or  to  rece ive 
construct ion credits  from the  government .  But for  the v ict ims who did  
not  have  a  property  and there fore  had been l iv ing in the earthquake 
region as  tenants  no pol ic ies  or  so lut ions were proposed.  In this  sense 
i t  i s  not  poss ib le  to  conclude that  the  necess ity  o f  the  ent ire  
populat ion within the  region was taken into  considerat ion.  Besides,  
s ince  in the  planning process  the  needs  o f  the  vict ims were  not  
considered thoroughly ,  i t  is  most  probably that  the  pre fabricated 
houses,  which were meant  to be temporary,  wil l  be  used as  permanent 
sett lements.  65

 
 

The ‘Ankara Demonstration’  and i ts  result ing meeting with Akçan on June 

24,  2002,  assisted the residents in a  way they did not expect .  Through their  

conversation,  Akçan mentioned an option:   supplying a si te  with the basic 

environmental  services,  such as water,  sewerage,  electrici ty and etc .  and 

the provision of  low credits  to build houses on this  land.  For the residents ,  

this  proposal  displayed an approach they did not consider until  then.  

Instead of  demanding everything from the State,  they could get organized 

and direct the means for  resolving their  sheltering problem. 66

 

DDD held on long last ing debates on the possibi l i ty of  getting coordinated 

and if  so,  what kind of  cooperative would meet  the necessary aims of  the 

organization.  Once they were confident that  they could overcome this  task, 

an example for the ‘ana sözleşme’ was found and arranged according to the 

aims and priori ties of  the victims.  

 
65 “Bay ınd ır l ık ve İskan Bakanl ığ ı’n ın Marmara ve Düzce Depremler i  Sonras ı  

Faal iyet ler i ,”  (Ankara:T.C.  Say ış tay Bakanl ığ ı ,  March 2002),  46.  
66 “O yüzdende o  gün yapm ış  o lduğumuz görüşmede as l ında onunda bize 

verdiğ i  b ir  f ik ir  vard ı .  Siz  eğer  kooperat i f leş i rseniz  biz  de s ize  a l tyap ı l ı  arazi  ve 
ucuz kredi  sağ lar ız dedi  Bay ınd ır l ık Bakan ı  Akçan.  Biz  böyle  düşünmemiş t ik  
as l ında,  doğrudan devlet ten  is t iyorduk.  Yap ı labi l i r  b ir  şey olduğunu anlad ık,  
kendi  iç  örgüt lenmemizi  sağ layabi l i rsek.  Kooperat i fçi l iğ inde ana f ikr i  as l ında 
birb ir ine des tek  olmak,  güç bir l iğ i ,  dayan ışma gibi  kavramlar  o lduğu için  bu 
toplulukla  b iz  bu iş i  başar ır ız diye düşündük,  özel l ik le  Düzcedeki arkadaş lar  
o larak söylüyoruz.  Uzun süren toplant ı lar ım ız oldu,  acaba 
kooperat i f leşebi l irmiyiz ,  kooperat if leş i r sek nas ı l  b ir  kooperat if  yapabil i r iz  bunu.”  
Ayşegül Şenol,  in teview by author ,  wri t ten  notes ,  Düzce,  12 September 2004.  
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The f irst  ini tiative was to clarify the terms for becoming a member of  the  

cooperative.  To begin with,  the f irst  principle to take part  in this  scheme 

was to reside in Düzce.  The members of  DDD were sensitive to consti tute 

the cooperative with people who survived the earthquake within the l imits  

of  Düzce.  Actually,  this  condition had to be proven by all  the associates  

before they became a part  of  the project .  Secondly,  no member including 

his/her partner and children under the age of  eighteen was to own a house 

in any part  of  Turkey.  Finally,  in DDD there were victims with highly 

damaged houses in which nobody could reside.  Therefore a further clause 

was added about the members who had a house but could not l ive in i t .   As 

a result ,  the cooperative was made up families  who had proven that  they 

had no other al ternative for sheltering. 67   

IV.2.4  Organizational Proposal  of the Cooperative 

In this  chapter,  we aim to propose an additional  perspective that  shall  

supplement the previous discussions.  Often,  architects  treat  housing as a 

technical ,  aesthetical  or  a  f inancial  problem with no relation to poli tics .  

However,  many of  the decision taken in relation with housing depend on 

the poli tical  atti tudes and the current  decision systems operating in a 

country.  In spite  of  the entire housing problems experienced al l  around the 

world,  self-help actions is  not  favored by most  of  the governments.  As 

stated by Francis  J .  Amos 

Self-help  act ion is  dependent  upon people  deciding for  themselves ,  but 
governments  can see ,  in  th is  devolut ion of  power to  communit ies  to  
dec ide for  themselves,  a  threat  to the  authority  of  the  government.  
Thus,  while  there  may be  a  universal  acceptance  o f  the  need for  se l f -
help ,  pol it ical  systems may inhibit  the  development  o f  the  very  
inst itut ions which could ass ist  in improving housing condit ions as  
wel l  as  strengthening the fabric  o f  government. 68      

 

 
67 “O yüzden bir  ana sözleşme örneğ i  bulduk.  Bu ana sözleşmeye neler 

ekleyebi l ir iz ,  neler i  güvence al t ına a lmam ız  gerekir ,  onlar ı  düşündük.  Üye 
olabi lme koşullar ından baş lad ık.  Bu kooperat ife  k imler in üye olmas ı  gerekt iğ in i 
çok önemsiyorduk.  Kendis in in ,  eş in in  18 yaş ından küçük çocuğunun üzer ine 
kay ı t l ı  b i r  evi  o lmamas ı  laz ımd ı .  Ai le  o larak düşünüldüğünde oturacak bir  
konutunun olmamas ı  gerekiyordu.”  Ayşegül  Şenol,  in teview by author ,  wri t ten 
notes ,  Düzce,  12 September 2004.  

68 Francis  J .C.  Amos,  “Pol i t ical  and Adminis tra t ive Factors  in  Low-income 
Housing,”  in  Low-income Housing in  the Developing World ,  ed.  G.K.Payne (John 
Wiley&Sons,  1984) ,  164.  



 

 
107

The struggle of  DDD with the government for si te  and services wil l  be 

considered thoroughly in the next  part.  In this  section,  we will  go over the 

proposal  suggested by Homeless Victims’  Solidari ty Housing Cooperative 

about the organization of  the cooperative and try to understand if  “this 

devolution of  power to communities  to decide for  themselves” does have a 

meaning for  architectural  discipline.  Based on the exist ing si tuation we 

have tr ied to summarize so far  and based on the aims of  DDD in realizing 

this cooperative,  several  objectives were adapted for  the project .   

 

To begin with,  the most important aspect  is  that  the project has to be 

accessible to low-income groups that  form the majori ty of  the organization. 

I t  is  planned to be self-f inancing,  but even self- f inancing projects  require 

some capital  to get  started.  In the case of  getting the right to build on the 

si te  they plan for ,  the costs  of  materials  and construction has to be 

minimized and the implementation has to be completed with minimum 

subsidy.  Secondly,  in relation with the previous objective,  the project  has 

to be applicable immediately once the disagreement on the s i te  has been 

solved.   Third,  the cooperative has to be capable of  moving ahead without 

continued support  from the outside agents .   Therefore the administration 

system has to be simple and real istic .  And lastly,  s ince this is  a  unique 

example for  Turkey and since none of  agents  involved in the project 

experienced a similar  case before,  the project  has to be capable of  

modification with t ime and changing external  factors.  

 



 
Figure IV.5:  Düzce DepDer,  Brochure 02.  Düzce,  2002.  

 
Figure IV.6:  Düzce DepDer,  Brochure 02.  Düzce,  2002.  

 

In this  story,  we aim to emphasize especial ly the participatory concepts 

present in the proposal  for the implementation of  these objectives.  Both the 

method of  construction and decision making process depend on the users ’  
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participations and collective energy.  Thus,  our attention is  on the space of 

those who are referred as ‘users’  or  ‘ inhabitants’ .  Lefebvre,  in The 

Production of  Space ,  emphasizes the vagueness existing within these terms:  

Their  marginal izat ion by spatial  pract ice  thus extends even to 
language.  The word ’user ’  (usager) ,  for  example ,  has something vague-  
and even vaguely  suspect-  about i t .  ‘User  o f  what?’  one  tends to 
wonder…The fact  is  that  the most  basic  demands o f  ‘users ’  
(suggest ing ‘underprivi leged’)  and ‘ inhabitants’  (suggest ing 
‘marginal ’)  f ind expression only with  great  d i f f iculty,  whereas  the  
s igns o f  their  s i tuat ion are  constant ly  increasing and often stare  us  in 
the face . 69  

IV.2.4.1  “sweat  equity”  

To meet the objectives presented above,  HVSHC decided to implement a 

similar model  of  construction to the one proposed by AVS for the Solidarity 

Houses.  As stated before,  the members of  the cooperative were not  capable  

of  residing themselves within the framework of  the contemporary housing 

provision system. As an al ternative,  a  model based on the participation of  

the users in the housing activity was init iated.  For them, this  mode of  

house production is  to solve two practical  reali t ies .  First ,  this  method 

reduces the costs  and increases the availabil i ty of  the houses for  the 

families involved.  Secondly,  by observing every phase of  the construction 

members wil l  feel  safer  about the houses they are going to l ive in. 70  

 

Through the meetings held in the cooperative,  these ideas were transformed 

into art icles and were applied to the contract .  According to these additional  

articles ,  applicants have to fulf i l l  the requirements of  ‘sweet equity’  

throughout the project .  This means that  al l  the members of  the cooperative 

are to participate in the construction process as  unskil led workers in 

 
69 Lefebvre,  Product ion ,  362.  
70 “Bunun iki  sebebi  vard ı .  Bir incis i  ekonomik sebebi.  Bugün konut  sahibi  

o lmak çok büyük maliyet lere  mal  o luyor.  Hat ta  d ışardaki  insanlar  paran ız yok 
neyle  konut yap ıyorsunuz diyor lar .  Yani  yaln ızca paras ı  o lan insanlar ın konutu  
olabi leceğ i  g ib i  b ir  düşünce yer leşmiş  hepimizin  beynine.  Bu çok büyük 
mal iyet ler i  aşağ ı  çekmiyor  belki  ama genede bu durumda olan üyeler imizin  
durumu kolaylaş t ıracak.  İkincis ide hala  daha insanlar  çok kat l ı  ve betonarme  
b inalara  güvenmiyor.  O yüzden bu güveni  oluş turman ın belki  b ir  yoluda bütün 
inşaat  sürecini  gözleyebi lmekten geçiyor  dedik.  Bide binas ıyla i lg i l i  tüm bi lg iye 
sahip  olacak,  belki  b ir  mühendis  g ibi  değ i l  ama genel  bi lg i ler i  b i lecek,  akl ına 
tak ı lanlar ı  soracak.”  Ayşegül  Şenol,  inteview by author ,  wri t ten  notes ,  Düzce,  12 
September 2004.  
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cyclical  terms. 71 At the end,  the building of  the houses wil l  be combination 

of  self-help efforts  and the use of  ski l led workers for  tasks such as concrete 

pouring,  bricklaying and carpentry.  

 

In many ways the method of  developing proposals  is  as  important as  the 

proposals  themselves,  but  what matters  in the end is  what is  implemented.  

The members were anxious i f  they could manage to organize themselves 

and put these participatory concepts into practice.   In this  kind of  a  

housing scheme where the emphasis  is  on the agents ,  the organizational  

cost  may as well  exceed the direct  savings aimed through self-  help.  In 

addition,  the members of  the cooperative were not  self  suff icient  s ince most 

have not  been part  of  a  communal project before.  In other words,  for  the 

victims i t  was hard to conceive of  themselves and the group in the process 

of  construction clearly.    

IV.2.4.2  “adminis trat ive equity”  

In a  cooperative interpreting participatory concepts ,  the coordination of  the 

agents  and therefore the administrative structure requires additional  

concentration.   According to Şenol,  there were two main objectives in 

relation with the organization of  the HVSHC: “(1)  to obtain the 

participation of  the members in the decision making process,  (2)  to obtain 

the participation of  the members for  control l ing the actions of  the 

cooperative.” 72 In the establishment of  the decision system, the members 

chose not to leave the authority to a  single ‘Board of  Directors’  (Yönetim 

Kurulu).  Ini tial ly,  the cooperative started working with a  ‘Committee of  

Representatives’  (Temsilci ler  Heyeti) ,  which in the course of  process 

transformed into what they label  ‘ Inquiry Committee’  (Dan ışma Kurulu). 73

 

 
71 “Bu konutlar ın yap ım ına kat ı lacak olan herkesin  inşaat  sürecinde kendi  

zamanlar ın ı  ayar lad ıklar ı  b i r  güne isabet  ederek dönüşümlü olarak vas ıfs ız iş lerde 
çal ışmalar ı  konsunda herkes hem f ik ir  o ldu.”  Ayşegül  Şenol,  in teview by author,  
wri t ten notes ,  Düzce,  12 September 2004.  

72 Ayşegül Şenol,  conversat ion with  the author  (09,  2004).  “Karar  
mekanizmas ın ı  o luş tururken ik i  noktaya önem verdik .  1 .doğrudan üyeler in 
karar lara  kat ı l ım ın ı  sağ lamak 2.  üyeler in  denet imini  doğrudan sağ layabi lmek,  
yaln ızca denet im kuruluna yada genel  kurula  b ı rakmamak.”  

73 Ayşegül  Şenol,  conversat ion with the author  (09,  2004) .  “İş leyiş i  yaln ızca 
bir  yönet im kuruluna b ırakmamak kanaat i  o luş tu  b izde.  Ve temsi lc i ler  heyet i  diye 
bir  heyet le  baş lad ık çal ışmalara.  Bu şeki l  a la  ala  en  son kooperat i f  ana 
sözleşmesinde dan ışma kurulu d iye b ir  anlama kavuş tu .”  



The members of  the cooperative select  Inquiry Committee in the general  

assemblies.  In return,  each associate of  the Inquiry Committee represents 

ten other members of  the cooperative.  In the process of  decision-making the 

representatives have the duty to communicate with these ten members and 

forward their  ideas to the Inquiry Committee. 74
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74 Ayşegül  Şenol,  conversat ion with  the author  (09,  2004).  “Bu dan ışma kurulu 
genel  kurullarda seçi l iyor .  Her  on üyeye bir  dan ışma kurulu  üyesi  düşüyor .  
Dan ışma üyesi  karar ı  a l ırken on kiş in in  karar ın ı  i le t iyor  dan ışma kuruluna.  
Dan ışma kurulu da bu anlamda karar lar ın ı  o luş turuyor .”  
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IV.2.5  Urban Social  Movements 

Throughout the late  1960s and 1970s there has been a change in the Marxist 

urban research,  which emphasized the importance of  state intervention in 

urban economies.  These works meant that  “the relations of production 

could not be theorized simply in terms of  an opposition between capital  

and labor:  the rise of  the state as  the administrator or  planner of  capital ist  

societies  now had to be considered.” 75 Manuel  Castel ls  was one of  the f irst 

and most influential  writers who tried to form a material ist  theory of  urban 

processes under capital ism. He explored the formation and effects  of  the 

‘urban social  movements’ ,  which were the results  of  unequal  distr ibution of 

the elements of  ‘col lective consumption’,  such as schools ,  hospitals  and 

housing.  

 

The discourse of  urban social  movements considered the spaces of  everyday 

l i fe  as  an arena of  revolutionary poli tics .  The intervention of  the state in 

urban processes led to the unequal  distribution of  state services  and at  

t imes resulted with poli tical  movements.  These movements are specif ical ly 

urban in character l inking together different classes against  government 

policy.  Yet we must be careful  about “the articulation between ‘urban’  

struggle and poli tical  struggle”,  because,  al though the basis  of  these 

protest  movements are organized around urban issues that  l ink different 

classes together,  “i t  is  very risky to l imit  oneself  to studying the relation in 

one direction,  for  there is  strong chance of  f inding the maximum movement 

of  transformation where the poli tical  class  struggle is  the central  element of  

the ‘urban´ mobil ization.” 76

IV.2.5.1  ‘ the r ight  to  ci ty’  

The r ight  to  d i f ference ,  to  be  d i f ferent ,  against  the  increasing forces  o f  
homogenizat ion,  fragmentat ion and hierarchical ly  organized power 
that  de f ined the  speci f ic  geography of  capita l ism…a meet ing place  for  
al l  peripheral ized  or  marginal ized ‘subjects ’  wherever  they may be  
located .  In th is  pol it ical ly  charged space ,  a  radical ly  new and di f ferent  
form of  c it izenship can be  def ined and real ized. 77

 

 
75 C.  Greig  Cryler ,  Writ ing Spaces:  Discourses o f  Archi tecture,  Urbanism,  and 

the Buil t  Environment,  1960-2000  (London,  New York: Routledge,  2003),  117.  
76 Ib id . ,121.  
77 Soja ,  Thirdspace,  35.  



After  the general  principles of  the Cooperative Agreement was decided and 

the legal  processes of  becoming a cooperative was f inalized,  DDD 

transformed i ts  energy to accessing the resources they needed for  building 

of  houses.  There were two main objectives of  the organization 

characterizing the activities from this  point  onwards:  getting the si tes and 

services,  and getting credits  for  building the houses,  both of  which are 

required from the government.   The administrative relations between the 

housing agencies  and the local  and central  governments is  a  very complex 

issue operating at  different levels.  Although of  great  importance,  the 

tensions and the relations between central  and local  governments wil l  not  

be emphasized in this  thesis .  Instead we wil l  dwell  on the confl ict  between 

the actions of  DDD and the central  organizations.   

 
Figure IV.9:  Images from the f irs t  act ion.  Ankara,  2003.  

 
Figure IV.10:  Images from the f irs t  act ion.  Ankara,  2003.  
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For DDD, the story fol lowing becomes one of  delay and incompetence,  

where the expectations of  the vict ims are not  satisf ied and the processes are 

not  f inalized.  One of  the problems DDD faced in their  struggle for  housing 

was the intricacy of  f inding an equivalent  to whom they could communicate 

with at  the governmental  level .  Even when they managed to get a  meeting 

with a  governmental  agency,  nothing was clearly stated but stayed as some 

verbal  promises.  Based on the experiences the organization had unti l  this  

t ime interval ,  the members decided to change their  att i tudes and searched 

for ways to make clear their  resistance.   

 

 
Figure IV.11:  Images from the second act ion.  Ankara,  2005.  

 

In these circumstances,  DDD organized two actions in Ankara.  The f irst  one 

lasted for  72 days and the second one 142 days,  where the members of  DDD 

stayed in tents  in Abdi İpekçi  Park,  in Ankara.  Inspired by their  collective 

experience of  marginalization and abandonment in spite  of  individual  

efforts  of  integration to urbanization through everyday l i fe ,  homeless 

victims began to claim their  “rights to the ci ty”,  their  r ights  to i ts  legal  

order and to the types of  infrastructure and service available in central  

neighborhoods.  Although this  is  a  struggle against  the state,  the aim is  not 

to overturn the state or to replace i t -  but to transform it  in ways that  wil l  

serve al l  of  i ts  ci t izens.  
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In terms of  becoming visible ,  DDD appropriated the public  space of  City 

Park as  “the common ground where people carry out the functional  and 

ri tual  activities  that  bind a  community,  whether in the normal  routines of  

daily l i fe  or  in periodic festivities .” 78

 

The story we have considered in this  chapter i l lustrates the transformation 

of  a  group from feelings of  discontent,  to the development of  c lear  aims 

and to al locating roles and responsibi l i t ies.  Through the emergency 

measures we have tr ied to identi fy  so far ,  the members of  DDD acted 

col lectively to create order out of  an adverse si tuation.  This  example is  

significant both in terms of  the intrinsic  values i t  carries  and also because 

of  the practical  values of  i ts  actions.  

 
The lack of  access to land and to credit  is  typical  problems for  home 

ownership.  But even in the case these constraints  are overcome,  the abil i ty 

to sustain a  cooperative based on participatory concepts is  hard because i t  

depends on the housing and building laws,  government policies  and the 

organization of the construction industry.    

 

 
Figure IV.12:  Images from the second act ion.  Ankara,  2005.  
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78 Madanipour ,  Design ,  146.  



 
Figure IV.13:  Images from the second act ion.  Ankara,  2005.  
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CHAPTER V 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

 

A whole history  remains  to  be  writ ten o f  spaces-  which  would at  the 
same t ime be the history  of  powers (both these  terms in the p lura l)-  
from the great  st rategies  o f  geopol it ics to  the l i t t le  tact ics o f  the 

habitat .  
Foucault  

 
The most  successful  ideo logical  e f f ect s  

are those that  have no words and  
ask  no more than compl ic itous si lence.    

Bourd ieu 
 

What  i s  the goal?  
 I t  i s  the t ransformation of  l i fe  in it s  smal lest ,  

 most  everyday detai l .  
Le febvre 

 

As we have sta ted al l  through this thesis,  the way we approach architecture  

and the  way we understand space  are  c losely rela ted.   The di lemma 

between rea l  and mental space is  one of  the factors  that  character ize the  

modern conception of  space and therefore architecture .  One way to get out  

of  this dilemma, as suggested by Lefebvre is  “to shif t  the concept of  

architecture towards the building development process.” 1 Accordingly,  in 

this thesis the object  of  interest  was the production processes ra ther than 

things in space,  al though we are aware that both the process and its  

product are inseparable.  

 

This shif t  from the widely held view about the discipl ine that is  expected to 

express itse lf  only through formal  manipulation to architecture as a  process 

was a choice we made at  the  beginning of  the thesis.  To understand the  

buil t  environment  we are l iv ing in,  we concentrated on the process of  i ts  

creat ion,  where poli t ical ,  economic and symbolic  factors c losely interact in 

                                                           

1 Al i  Madanipour ,  Design of  Urban Space:  an  Inquiry in to  a  Soc io-spat ial  

Process (Chiches ter ,  New York:  John Wiley &Sons,  1996) ,  14.  
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such a process.  This emphasis on the processes relates the architectura l 

f ie ld with the pol i t ics  of  change.  However with questioning the autonomy 

of  the disc ipline we do not  want  to suggest  a  simple  kind of  determinism.  

Instead,  we search for  a  posit ion between a  “place  based approach to 

architecture” which tries to create the architectura l meaning from the  

bodily experience of  daily l ife  and”ideological  cr i t iques of  how place is  

constructed and reproduced” which reduce architecture to the status of  a  

representat ion of  preexist ing cultura l va lues . 2 

 

In this sense the  cases  we have chosen to analyze,  as  wel l  as contrast ing,  at  

the same t ime balance  each other in terms of  the rela tive importance  given 

to economy and culture or to  determinism and free wil l .  As follows,  in the  

f irst  story we have summarized we emphasized the making of  things and 

their  comprehension as a  thing rather than as a  form. But this a tt itude did 

not ref lect  the complexity of  the buil t  space,  whereas these analyses were to  

be si tuated into the broader economical and technological  spheres .  

Therefore  the  argument  we have started to develop in the  second chapter 

was completed in the  proceeding one where we analyzed the structural  

frameworks in the redevelopment act ivi ties taking place in the post  

earthquake region.  However both these  discussions lacked a one- to-one 

correspondence with everyday world,  and the notion of  the l ived should be  

incorporated.  With the last  case  study then we or iented our focus to the 

rela tion between architecture and its reproduction in the everyday l ife  

si tuated in the pract ical  and immediate condit ions.  

 

To this  end,  Lefebvre’s  emphasis on the production of  space  by defining 

space both as a  socia l  formation and a mental construct ion was our  guide in 

forming a more unitary understanding of  the architectura l space which 

refers to the product ion of  spatia l  pract ices,  representat ions and also to the  

                                                           

2 Dovey def ines place-or iented approach as an a t tempt to  const ruct  a  theory o f  

archi tec tura l  meaning from i t s  grounded recept ion in everyday l i fe  which invo lves 

a  reassessment o f the concept  o f space in experimenta l  rather  than geometr ic  

terms.  He la ter  sta tes tha t  the “key problem wi th such an approach is  that  the  

focus on experience can involve a  cer tain bl indness to  the pronounced affec ts  o f 

soc ial  s truc ture and ideology on that  exper ience.”  He uses the term ideology in a  

broader  meaning as a  “necessary re la t ionship  between consciousness and the  

structures o f  the  mater ial  world .”  He states,  “What is  needed i s  a  f ramework 

which integra tes p lace experience  and i t s  ideo logica l  cr i t ique,  and which rejec ts  

both social  st ructural  de terminism and  the  implicat ion o f an autono mous subjec t .”  
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l ived experience.  Through the abstract  arguments we have developed we 

have observed that the terms such as space,  si te ,  architecture and user are  

themselves  historica l  and ideologica l ,  not universal  and neutral .  This  

argument is  important i f  we are to understand the role  of  architecture  in 

constructing the present sta te of  contemporary urban development.  For 

most of  the t ime architecture is  thought to be necessary for existence,  yet  

neutra l  to the l ife  within.  This taken for granted character is  what  gives the 

buil t  environment  i ts  prime role as  ideology.  

 

In our at tempt to sharpen and pol it ic ize the understanding of  the processes  

that produce urban environment,  1999 Marmara  Earthquakes and their  

consequences provided the  ground for reconsidering a  number  of  taken for  

granted terms.  The disasters amplif ied the long-standing problems of  our  

cit ies in a  way that clarif ied them in the public  mind and forced change and 

demanded act ion.  Given that the areas of  the c ity previously considered 

stable was destroyed,  part icularly homes as the permanent element of  daily  

l ife ,  the effects  were  immense and debate over urban property turned out to  

be inevitable.  Through this environment  it  is  possible to develop an 

argument on the pol i t ica l  dimension of  physica l  space and to clarify the 

strategies  of  imposit ion and manipulation.   

 

The var ious discussions we have done so far  understanding urban space  

and design are organized around several themes in this  f inal analyzes.   

V.1 Housing as a ‘verb ’  

The physica l  space that we have tried to define is  embedded in our dai ly  

routines and it  is  through the deciphering of  this process that we can truly 

understand the meaning of  the bui lt  environment.  As follows,  in the 

analysis of  the case studies we dist inguished between housing as a  noun 

from housing as a  verb,  keeping in mind that they are re lated 

interdependently.  “The noun descr ibes a  commodity or product ( ‘a  house’)  

while  the  verb descr ibes a  process  ( ‘ to house’-  the act ivity  of  housing 

someone).” 3 

 

                                                           

3 Charl ie  Cooper  and Murray Hawtin,  “Concep ts o f Communi ty Involvement,  

Power and  Democracy,”  in  Housing ,  Community  and Confl ic t:  Understand ing 

Residen t  ‘ Invo lvement’ ,  ed .  By Char l ie  Cooper  and Murray Hawtin,  95.  
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Developed as self -help,  community-building project  and carr ied out with 

or ientation by architects ,  engineers and other professionals  whose services  

were incorporated with funding and technical  assistance from the c ivil  

society organizat ions;  Solidari ty Houses  Project  offers an interest ing 

housing solut ion that succeeded in accessing the low-income vict ims of  the  

earthquake.  In a  f inal  analysis,  I  wil l  c laim that this experiment points to  

an al ternative against  the mechanisms of  the tradit ional housing industry 

as i t  is  pract iced in Turkey.  In a  society dominated by commercia l  suppliers  

of  housing,  this proposal implies some fundamental ly  dif ferent  values in 

which the users and community groups can have greater autonomy and 

sel f-determinat ion.  

 

In  terms of  organizat ion,  the emphasis  was placed on developing a high 

level of  community part ic ipation in the  mutual help construct ion to 

complete the house  units.  There were  two points we emphasized:  

‘construct ion teams’ and the ‘management  of  the  fund’.  Through these  

mechanisms the vi l lagers had ful l  control over the phases of  designing and 

construction of  their  houses.  By taking act ive part  in  these  processes  they 

different iate from passive consumers and become act ive part ic ipants.  Since 

all  the decisions were taken by the community through direct  part icipation,  

i t  was easier  for them to fol low and therefore to understand the processes  

of  house production.   

 

Today,  the great major ity of  people have no control over this process of  

building and so does not have a control  over bui lt  space.  One of  the  

i l lusions Lefebvre warns us “is the supreme il lusion to defer architects,  

urbanists or  planners  as  being experts  or ul timate authori ties in matters  

rela ting to space.” 4 In this story,  the process  of  part ic ipation i tself  worked 

to increase people’s confidence and abil it ies.  In fact  most of  the  vil lagers 

who did not have any experience in the bui lding act ivi ty pr ior to Sol idari ty  

Houses Project ,  gained ski l ls  which they continued to use for  revis ing or  

making addit ions to their  houses.   

 

                                                           

4 Henr i  Lefebvre,  The  Production o f  Space ,  t r ans.  Donald Nicho lson-  Smith 

(Oxford,  Cambridge :  B lackwell ,  1991) ,  112.  
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In contrast ,  in the second case we analyzed the planning and construction 

processes were shaped mainly by the government ,  leaving no room for the  

part ic ipation of  the  community.  Through the  long story we have narrated in 

Chapter I II  we have observed that the disaster management  system in 

Turkey is highly centralized,  even the  local authorit ies or  the  academic 

insti tutions,  leaving aside the victims,  were not involved in many of  the 

decis ion making processes .  The project ive  needs were  establ ished and the 

physical  and socia l  needs of  the community were decided by a top-down 

planning strategy.  In this model of  planning architecture was represented 

in terms of  projects and plans.   

 

Within abstract  space  the vict ims a lso become abstractions represented in 

quantit ies and defined as stereotyped human beings or families.   They are  

treated as depersonalized and manipulated objects rather than se lf-

actual izing subjects.   

What we seem to have,  then,  i s  an apparent  subject ,  an impersonal  
pseudo-subject ,  the abstract  ‘one’  o f  modern soc ial  space,  and-  h idden 
with in it ,  concealed by  its  i l lusory t ransparency the real  ‘ subject ’ ,  
namely  state (pol it i cal )  power .  Within th is space and  on the  subjec t  o f  
this  space everyth ing  is  openly declared:  everyth ing i s  sa id  or  
writt en. 5 

 

To this end,  these two projects offered differing insights on the re la tionship 

between production of  bui lt  environment and the democrat ic  processes.  As 

an example,  assessment  of  the famil ies to  own a house  after  the  disasters 

can be brief ly examined where the dif ferences in the organizat ional model  

of  these projects revealed itse lf  openly.  

 

In the Sol idar ity Houses Project ,  when the vil lagers were faced with a 

l imitation on the  number of  houses to  be  bui lt ,  they chose  the families  

which were to own a residence with a direct  voting system. Each household 

made their  choice in terms of  who needed a shelter  most urgently .  

However,  in Gölyaka  Permanent Houses,  i t  was the government who 

defined the r ight-owners and selected the famil ies to own house.  This  

system was based on private  ownership.  However,  in the case of  permanent  

houses offered by the government,  tenants were left  out of  the disaster 

management system and were treated as invis ible by the State.   

                                                           

5 Ib id . ,  51.  
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Here ,  Düzce Association of  Earthquake Victims offers us  another  

perspect ive  by cla iming the tenants’  housing r ights  in  the  post  earthquake 

region.  The terms for becoming a member of  the Homeless  Victims’  

Sol idari ty Housing Cooperat ive def ines an additional at ti tude in terms of  

democrat ic  processes we are analyzing.   

 

-To begin with,  the f irst  pr inciple to take part  in this scheme was to  reside  

in Düzce.   

-Secondly,  no member including his/her partner  and chi ldren under the  age 

of  e ighteen was to  own a house  in any part  of  Turkey.   

-Finally,  in DDD there were victims with highly damaged houses  in which 

nobody could reside.  Therefore a  further  clause was added about the  

members who had a house but could not l ive in it .    

As a  result ,  the cooperat ive was made up famil ies who had proven that  

they had no other a l ternative for sheltering.   

 

Being located in the same local ity and having a similar direct ion in terms of  

the values adopted,  this  s tory has direct  relat ions with Solidari ty  Houses  

Project .  Represent ing an example that this kind of  a  system of  house  

product ion can be real ized in Turkey,  the organizat ional  model of  

Sol idari ty Houses outlines the basis for proposal suggested by DDD. In a  

cooperat ive interpret ing partic ipatory concepts,  the coordination of  the  

agents and therefore  the administrative structure requires additional  

concentration.  Consequently in the third story we have summarized,  there  

were two points we emphasized:  

‘sweat equity’  

‘administrative equity’ .  

V.2 Scale  of  the Projects 

The arguments we have developed so far  shal l  be complemented with a  

reconsiderat ion of  the cases around the theme of  scale.  To begin with,  

Sol idari ty Houses Project  was star ted to meet a  unique s ituat ion and was 

not primari ly part  of  any scheme of  rura l  development or a  part  of  an 

ideologica l  scheme. Instead i t  was a  project  set  up with emergency 

measures to sat isfy  an immediate  need.  First  of  a ll  i t  was an example of  an  
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extraordinary concept of  rural  housing.  For these communit ies a  scheme for  

building of  57 houses  proved to be pract ical ,  but whether this kind of  a  

sel f-help project  can be made to work under a  larger sca le is  a  matter of  

discussion.   

 

Here it  is  possible to  point to a  dist inct ion that is  present in the spatia l  

discipl ines,  between ‘place’  and ‘space’ .  As a  matter of  fact ,  the definit ion  

of  place is  der ived mainly from i ts dist inct ion from space.  Where space is  

seen “as an open,  abstract  expanse,” place is  identif ied as “part of  space  

that is  occupied by a person or a  thing and is endowed with meaning and 

value.” 6   Many of  the interpretations of  the concept of  place in architecture  

share the common tendency to detect  the ‘ loss of  place’  where  the term 

implies the loss of  certa in qual it ies in the contemporary architectural  

environments.  In this  approach,  space is  seen as a  homecoming to a  more  

secure  niche  as against the modernist  dynamic space.   

 

In  this  thesis,  instead of  emphasiz ing places  as s ites of  nostalgia ,  we a im to 

apply a  more dynamic  approach where  identit ies and meanings are  open to 

change.  Nevertheless,  we have to note that the speed of  change in the  

vi l lages vary from the transformation taking place in the c ity centers .   

Here ,  “place may have a more f ixed,  but far  from dead,  meaning.  The s low 

pace of  change here means a s lower pace of  ident ity change and a more 

coherent set  of  re la tions between social  and physical  space.” 7   

 

Given the extent of  the demolishment and the housing need we have 

defined in the thesis,  the reconstruction processes had to be considered in 

several different scales,  star ting with a regional analysis.  However in the 

exist ing system i t  was very hard for  the government to  relate to 

communities in appropriate sca les.  Offic ia lly identif ied communities were  

for  most of  the t ime too large for a  kind of  organization we have defined in 

the previous example.  And from another scale of  analysis there was not a  

sat isfactory analysis  in  the  regional sca le  which reflects the long term 

att itude of  the government.  

 

                                                           

6 Madanipour ,  Design ,  23 .  
7 Ib id . ,  25.  
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Although we have def ined urban and regional planning as an effective and 

insidious instrument of  socia l  control in many modern societies,  our aim 

was not to resign from any kind of  designing or planning activi t ies .  In fact  

in this f inal analysis  we claim that one of  the weakest points of  the  

governmental intervention into housing in the post earthquake region was 

the absence of  a  through analysis of  the region.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure V.1:  Permanent  Houses  bui l t  by the government .   

Camil i ,  Adapazar ı .  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure V.2:  Permanent  Houses  bui l t  by the government .   

Gölyaka,  Düzce.  

 

As we have observed through our study in the third chapter  there were 

basica lly two governmental agencies which controlled the decis ion making 

processes of  the permanent houses .  These two insti tutions provided 

prototype communities which were then placed into differ ing contexts.   As 
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an example a  s imple look on the two housing projects bui l t  by the Project  

Implementation Unit  of  Pr ime Ministry in Camili ,  Adapazarı  and Gölyaka,  

Düzce may summarize  this discussion.  

 

Returning to Lefebvre,  under  i ts  homogenous aspects  abstract  space 

reduces the distinct ions and differences so rendering space vis ible and 

readable.  By control l ing the content of  s igns and codes and ut il izing 

mathematics,  logic and strategy,  professionals represent this space with its  

homogenizing character.  When i t  becomes homogenous i ts  parts become 

comparable and therefore exchangeable.  As shall  be evident in the case  

study that we wil l  study in this chapter multipl ic ity,  d iversi ty  and lack 

are rundown and  incorporated  into  the larger  project  or  plan fueled  by  
rat ional iz ing constructs such as ef f i c i ency quot ients,  logist ics and  
quantit ive prerogat ives which provide-  and promote-  the mechanisms 
of  capita l i st  corporat ions and bureaucrat ic  organizat ions. 8 

 

However the i l lusion is that,  this space represents i tself  as transparent and 

readable:  “The reading of  a  space that  has been manufactured with 

readabil ity in mind amounts to a  sort  of  pleonasm, that of  a  ‘pure’  and 

il lusory transparency.” 9 Here,  the intent ions of  the design process were 

hidden in the overt  deta ils  of  the  performance specif ications.  Given the 

extent of  the reconstruction processes,  the actors taking part  in these  

processes  def ined how a middle  class family should be  organized in a  plan 

layout.  In the end numerous standardized units were produced,  which can 

be ‘fed’ into the application processing mechanisms with maximum 

eff ic iency.  

 

But ,  Lefebvre’s project  was to argue for dif ferent ial  space,  for the right to 

be different.  As we have def ined Düzce Associat ion of  Earthquake Victims 

was a community based organizat ion,  which used the  public  domain to 

make themselves heard by the government.  In terms of  sca le,  this  

organization worked in the loca l level  as the effect ive  terrain for  

engagement in c ivic l i fe  beyond household and in re lat ion to the sta te and 

the corporate economy. In this sense this example differs from the other  

                                                           

8 El izabeth  Burns Gamard,  “We Play Unti l  Death Shuts the Door:  Toward a  

Redempt ive Prac t ice o f  Archi tecture ,”  in Slow Space ,  ed .  Michea l  Bell  and Sze 

Tsung Leong (New York:  Monocel l i  Press,  1998) ,  290.  
9 Lefebvre,  Production ,  313.  
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two,  where the meaning of  ci t izenship and rights were under  

reconsiderat ion.   

 

Düzce Association of  Earthquake Vict ims is an organization,  which 

or iginated around specif ic  tasks,  l ike the pursuit  of  the legal laws rela ted 

with the earthquakes or s truggl ing for the tenants’  r ight  for  housing.   

Rather than a  rigid management of  authori ty,  this focus on tasks  enabled 

the individuals and the organizat ion to concentrate and dedicate their  

energy into the projects.  The vict ims did not wait  for  any pol it ica l  party or  

another organization to represent themselves,  but used the publ ic  domain 

to rea lize their  aims.  Of  course not a l l  the members  of  the organizat ion 

were act ive partic ipants,  but this s tory shal l  be viewed as a  process,  

probably a slow one,  but one transforming the society from within.  In fact  

these efforts uncover the true meaning of  being a c it izen,  because  

“cit izenship is pol it ica l  and thus a concept  in the publ ic  sphere.” 10 

 

Def ined by laws and regulations,  the  responsibi l i ty  and the  duties of  the  

State in case of  a  disaster is  basica lly to help i ts  c it izens overcoming this  

condit ion.  However if  we are to explore the meaning of  that achievement 

for those  affected:  the ordinary ci t izens of  in whose name and for whose  

benefi t  i t  as a l l  done,  the s i tuation becomes more complicated.  Through the  

many act ivit ies the Government accomplished in the post earthquake 

region,  some major  services  were designed to meet the needs of  major it ies-  

the average and well- represented c i t izens.   

 

Based on these observations in this  thesis  we propose  several  suggest ions 

to  the commonly att i tude in bui lding production:  

-a  shift  is  necessary in our att itude to the role of  people as users ,  nor  

passive consumers but  act ive participants,  

-  a  new def ini tion of  the house  is  necessary,  

-a  new rela tionship between agencies and housing cl ients  must be  

formulated where they act  as not givers or  takers,  but partners.  

 

                                                           

10 John Fr iedmann,  “Introduction,”  in Cities for  Cit i zens:  P lanning and  the Rise  

of  Civ i l  Soc ie ty  in  a  Global  Age ,  ed .  Mike Douglas and John Friedmann 

(Chichester ,  New York:  John Wiley & Sons,  1998) ,  1 .   
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To this end,  we believe that  f irst  of  a ll  a  reevaluat ion on the spatial  code of  

architecture is  necessary and ways for developing a language common to 

both inhabitants and architects  must be explored.   Secondly,  the levels  

which are isolated by the existing spat ial  practice and its accompanying 

ideology must be brought together and the  micro/architectura l level and 

the macro/urban level  must f ind ways for  working together.  
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