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ABSTRACT

‘PRODUCTION OF SPACE’ IN THE POST-EARTHQUAKE REGION:
THREE CASES FROM DUZCE

Demirel, Sinem
M. Arch, Department of Architecture

Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Guiven Arif Sargin

December 2005, 132 pages

This thesis is about the processes and attitudes behind building production
as it is about architecture as such, and it aims at understanding
architecture’s critical capacity and its relation to wider society. In this
context, the differing attitudes and orientations in the construction of the
residential environments in Diizce after the two unsettling earthquakes that
took place in 1999 are believed to provide a study field, where the
relationship between architecture and different economic, political and
cultural structures that constitute civil society can be examined. Against
this backdrop, our discussion will concentrate on the specific housing
concerns and solutions proposed by three different groups, namely:
‘Solidarity Houses Project’ realized by the villagers of Golyaka, settlement
proposal for Golyaka prepared by the Project Implementation Unit of Prime
Ministry and the struggle of the Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi for tenants’

rights.

The examination of these case studies will 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 will be a reciprocal one, in which the
analysis on the three examples of house production will both utilize the

analytical framework and be an instrument for understanding it. Although

iv



considered separately, the concepts we discuss in each chapter are
inextricably interwoven. At the end what we aim to outline is a more total
picture of the character of the redevelopment processes after the 1999

Marmara earthquakes and represent architectural practice in its complexity.

Keywords: 1999 Marmara Eartquakes, Henri Lefebvre, Solidarity Houses,

Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi, social space.
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DEPREM BOLGESINDE MEKANIN URETIMI:

DUZCE’DE UC KONUT ETKINLIGI

Demirel, Sinem
Yiiksek Lisans, Mimarlik Boliimii

Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Guiven Arif Sargin

Aralik 2005, sayfa

Bu tez mimarligin kendisiyle oldugu kadar bina {iiretiminin gerisindeki
sturecler ve tavirlarlada ilgilidir ve mimarligin elestirel kapasitesi ve
toplumla olan iliskisini anlamaya c¢alismaktadir. Bu baglamda, 1999
Marmara Depremleri’'nin ardindan Diizce’deki konut alanlarinin
tretimindeki farkli tutumlar ve yonelimler, mimarlik ve farkli ekonomik,
politik ve kilttirel yapilardan olusan sivil toplum arasindaki iliskinin
incelenebilecegi bir calisma alani sunmaktadir. Bu arka plana karsi,
tartismamiz ti¢ farkli grubun 6zgiil barinma kaygilar: ve ¢oziim onerilerine
yogunlasacaktir. Bu drnekler; Golyakali koylillerce gerceklestirilen ‘Imece
Evleri Projesi’, Basbakanlik Proje Uygulama Birimince {iretilen Golyaka
Kalici  Konutlar1 ve  Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi’'nin  kiraci

depremzedelerin konut haklar1 tizerinden yuruttigi miicadeledir.

Bu orneklerin incelenmesi Henri Lefebvre’in ‘Mekanin Uretimi’ adli
calismasi tizerinden yapacagimiz okumalara, 6zellikle de onerdigi analitik
kategorilere (fiziksel, akilsal ve sosyal mekan) dayandirilacaktir. Bu teorik
iskelet ile durum c¢alismalar1 arasindaki iliski karsiliklidir. Ayri ayri
incelenmesine karsin her bolimde ele alinan kavramlar ve durumlar
kacinilmaz olarak birbirleriyle iliski halindedir. Bu c¢alismanin sonunda

amacladigimiz 1999 Marmara Depremi sonrasinda yapilan yeniden yapim
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calismalarinin 6zelliklerinin daha biitinlikli bir tasvirini sunmak ve

mimari pratikleri buittin karmasikligiyla temsil etmektir.

Anahtar kelimeler: 1999 Marmara Depremleri, Henri Lefebvre, imece

Evleri, Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi, sosyal mekan.
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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION:

THE SOCIAL CONTENT OF ARCHITECTURE

1.1 STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

This study focuses on differing attitudes and orientations in the
construction of the residential settings in the earthquake region, in the time
period following the 1999 East-Marmara Earthquakes. Given as a physical
event, the August 17th Kocaeli and November 12th Diizce Earthquakes
define the specific location and the time interval for the stories we plan to
summarize. The conjunction of this physical phenomenon with the realities
of the social fact resulted with the massive destruction of the built

environment and a need for housing emerged.

Often the built environment is more resilient to change than the cultures it
contains, but with this critical point in the history of Turkey, a whole
region was driven to reflect upon how they think about and experience
their habitat. August 17th and November 12th Marmara Earthquakes
resulted with the loss and injury of human life and the destruction and
damage of the constructed and natural environment, and a ‘need’ for
housing emerged. The immediacy of the situation and the extent of the
housing need rendered this incident significant and made the state
intervention into housing certain. But in the political aftermath of the
earthquake the national and local governments were subjected to
unprecedented criticism, and moreover the citizens lost their faith in the
housing industry and its 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 either as individuals or as

different kinds of organizations.



Architecturally, this specific 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 cities 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, situated 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 will 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 settings because of several reasons.
First of all, the practices in terms of housing cut through and bring
together “the major conceptual and everyday divides of production and
consumption, politics and economics, material and ideological. Housing is
work, home and politics.”2 That is, these processes work in major spheres
of capitalist societies such as the “social relations of production, of state
institutions and ‘civil society’ (the home, the community).”3 Secondly, the
dramatic changes related with the domestic places have a stronger quality;
they upset our sense of belonging and safety and therefore have the ability
to focus effort in response. Last of all, they suggest powerful connections

between architecture and urbanism, temporality and permanency.4

The three stories we have tried to track share the same crisis theme in their
origins, beginning after the destruction of the built environment and

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

! David Bell, “Inmediasres,” in Ethics and Architecture, eds. John Capelli,
Paul Naprstek and Bruce Prescott (New York:Rizzoli, 1990), 27.

2 peter Dickens, Simon Duncan, Mark Goodwin and Fred Gray, Housing, States
and Localities (London and New York: METHUEN, 1985), 11.
3 Ibid. 12.

* The connection between architecture and urbanism and temporality and
permanency is based on the argument proposed by Dana Cuff, Provisional City:
Los Angeles Stories of Architecture and Urbanism (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press,
2000).



independent projects and do not have easily observable commonalities.
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 outline a more total
picture of the character of the redevelopment processes after the 1999

Marmara Earthquakes of August 17th and November 12th.

The first case to be discussed is ‘Solidarity Houses’ (Imece Evleri) realized
in three villages in Golyaka, Diizce. 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, especially the proposal suggested by
the Project Implementation Unit of Prime Ministry for the town of Goélyaka.
The chapter begins with an argument on modernity where rationality,
efficiency and planning can be considered as some of the fundamentalist
principles. Dwelling around the relation between State and its 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 specific example of Golyaka Permanent Houses
(Golyaka Kalic1 Konutlari). Consequently, in this chapter we focus on the
design principles suggested by the government and on their

implementation into the built environment.



Third case study is about Diizce Association of Earthquake Victims (Diizce
Depremzedeler Dernegi), in particular, their struggle against the state, for
the tenants” housing rights of the earthquake victims living in Diizce. As an
ongoing project, it offers an example to community based actions in
relation to disadvantages in housing. To lay the ground for a more specific
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 fighting for a better environment, and therefore it is inherently
political. In this section, the focus is on communities and citizens,
specifically the ones mostly treated as invisible and through their actions

we will propose the question, “‘whom should architecture represent?’.

The three case studies, then, define our boundaries in terms of location:
Diizce and in terms of time 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 all its complexity and the space it
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
spatiality is understood as an issue cutting across disciplines. As an
understanding, which relates different 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 built 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, it is also the subject of
investigation. “Space is not just the place of conflict, but an object of
struggle itself.”5 Therefore alongside the case studies we also try to
develop an argument on space, and try to trace its involvement in
knowledge practice through time. In Chapter II, we will look at the
differing concepts of space and their relation with architecture. In Chapter

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

® Stuart 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 critical political construct,

and analyze its implications for the architectural discipline.

1.2 AIM AND BOUNDARY OF THE THESIS

This is a thesis as much about the broad processes and attitudes behind
building production as it is about architecture as such, and it aims at
understanding architecture’s critical capacity and its relation to wider
society. We are not particularly concerned with the geometric
configurations of the city or the symbolic use of form but instead on the
relationship between architecture and different economic, political, and
cultural structures that constitute civil society. That architecture, as an idea
and practice, is in a fundamental relation with the social processes may
seem as a rather straightforward proposition. 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 responsibilities.

For most of its 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.”¢ As a consequence, the interests of the
patron, throughout history, have played a decisive role in the shaping of
the built environment. Yet these intimate ties between architecture and
power are not openly distinguishable, rather they are complex and

culturally embedded.

Today, power is disguised and difficult to identify, it is internalized in our
daily routines and therefore goes largely unnoticed. Many of the reviews on

contemporary capitalist city evolve around its changing character where

¢ “Architects were required by the state and the church, the wealthier classes,
administrative bodies and affluent business concerns such as guilds and
corporations. This association did not always assure the architects a favored
standing in the social hierarchy, but is sufficed, at the very least, to set them
apart from laboring class. They were not workmen but rulers of workmen, as Plato
puts it; they contributed knowledge not craftsmanship.” Spiro Kostof, “The
Practice of Architecture in the Ancient World: Egypt and Greece,” in The
Architect: Chapters in the History of Profession, ed. Spiro Kostof (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 1977), 3.



the city does not operate on a visual level anymore, whereas economic
processes replaced architecture as a discipline constructing the real.” This
statement becomes more complicated when analyzed within the
professional realm of the discipline as it is practiced in Turkey, where the
visible, concrete and material components of architecture proved to be
unreliable after the unsettling East-Marmara Earthquakes of 17 August and
12 November 1999. These disasters revealed many of the long-standing
problems related with the built environment in our cities in a way that we
cannot avoid easily and this significant break imposed on us the question,
how is it possible for architecture to claim its rights amidst the demanding

materialization of labor, finance and time?

Figure 1.1: Image from the earthquake region after the November 12'" Diizce
Earthquake. Diizce, 1999.

One place to search for an answer to this question can be the limited
domain in which architects are asked to proceed. In our cities, majority of
the buildings escape the profession’s intervention, whereas unlicensed
contractors or speculative builders dominate the residential settings. 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

"Slow space, ed. Michael Bell and Sze Tsung Leong (New York: The Monacelli
Press, 1998).



professional activities rested.”8 Accordingly architecture is reduced to a
question of appearance where the architect has a partial control over the
issues of facade, 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
fall within the realm of architectural profession, and left the architect as a

silent witness to the ongoing processes in the built environment.?

In many of the conversations we held with the citizens of the earthquake
region, architects were among the first 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 reliable judgmental work that reflects the totality of the
situation in our cities. Despite the fact that majority of the buildings that
collapsed 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 critically 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 Socially Responsible?” in Out of
Site: a Social Criticism of Architecture, ed. Diane Ghirardo (Seattle: Bay Press,
1991), 29.

°In fact K. Michael Hays points to the significance of 1970s as a period with
an increasing concern about the instrumentalization of architecture. “When the
issue of autonomy re-emerged in the 70s, architecture was in peculiar situation of
being eroded from within by having become a service industry completely
determined by technology and programmatic demands of the time...Architecture
found itself without cultural or disciplinary specificity...In contemporary
vocabulary, we could say that architecture found itself deterritoralized. It lost its
domain; it lost the cultural realm that it had controlled.” K. Michael Hays and
Lauren Kood, “Twenty Projects at the Boundaries of the Architectural Discipline
Examined in Relation to the Historical and Contemporary Debates Over
Autonomy,” in Perspecta: the Yale Architectural Journal 33 (2002): 55.

' Qut of Site: a Social Criticism of Architecture, ed. Diane Ghirardo (Seattle:
Bay Press, 1991).



beyond the scope of this thesis, yet the consequences of this understanding
are closely related with our subject. As summarized by Diane Ghirerdo
“this essentially self- serving scheme for determining what is legitimate

and pertinent operates to mystify architecture,” resulting with

two fundamental categories of analysis:

1. the selection of buildings that may legitimately be considered
Architecture: as things now stand, the overwhelming numbers of
constructions erected annually are not considered Architecture.

2. the relation of Architecture to the wider nexus of social, political,
economic and ideological institutions: ...Architecture remains
autonomous from the range of ideological, political, social and economic
roles that is designed to fulfill and that collaborate in generating the
conditions for building.1

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 its 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 self appointed professionals.” 13

To these questions in this thesis we proposed two alternatives. As for
architects, the first alternative that we consider to be valuable is to
acknowledge the limited territory 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 its case

studies aims to serve to that end.

In all three of the case studies the architect’s role was limited and the
significance 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 discipline, we have tried to overcome the

" Diane Ghirardo, “Introduction,” in Out of Site, 10.

2 Kenneth Frampton, “Reflections on the Autonomy of Architecture: a Critique
of Contemporary Production,” in Out of Site, 19.

¥ Ghirardo, 12.



existing disciplinary and ideological territories commonly practiced within
the practice. Accordingly this thesis was developed with a belief that

by creating compelling stories about social needs, the architectural
profession can envision a new set of ideal clients, not the generic masses of
modernism, but specific groups whose needs are not being served by the
architectural marketplace.4

In relation with these discussions, the second alternative that we suggest is
to politicize the understanding behind the architectural processes and to
examine their relationship with the democratic processes. Here we focus
our energy mostly to wunderstanding the theories that make the
‘instrumentality’ 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, strategies of the governmental institutions
and empowerment of civil society. Through these examples it 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 visibility depend very much to the power relations.
Unless we attempt to understand this basis, architects will continue to
quietly design for the same patronage and cannot claim autonomy from the
standards set out by the sources of finance and power. For that reason, we
believe that an examination on the proposed attempts of housing for low
income families built after 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.

1.3 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 conflicting

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

“1bid-



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

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

immaterial abstractions that are disengaged from the possibilities of place
and time and yet irreducible to simple representations of a dominant
culture. A reinterpretation of his trialectics- spatial practices,
representations of space and spaces of representations- will provide the
ground to situate his theory in more architectural terms. Consequently the

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

analytical categories.

Table 1.1: OUTLINE OF THE THESIS

CH 11

PHYSICAL SPACE

SPATIAL PRACTICE

"ABSOLUTE SPACE’
‘BUILT” SPACE
Chapter II, looks at the

differing concepts of space

Chapter II, matches with
Lefebvre’s ‘physical space’,
wherein the material reality

of architecture is

SOLIDARITY HOUSES

Individuals and

and their relation with emphasized as against a Households
architecture. culture dominated mostly by
a visual logic.
CH III MENTAL SPACE REPRESENTATIONS
OF SPACE
"ABSTRACT SPACE’ Chapter III starts with the
"HOMOGENOUS/ unfolding of ‘mental space’ -
GOLYAKA

FRACTURED’ SPACE
Chapter III, analyzes how

as the space of geometry and

maps and tries to integrate

PERMANENT HOUSES

Government
this architectural space is mental space into its
structured. physical and social contexts.
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.

DUZCE ASSOCIATION
OF EARTHQAUKE
VICTIMS
Communities and

Citizens
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Each chapter begins with theory and proceeds to interpretation of specific
places and projects. 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. In the first section, we try to
outline a realistic depiction of the extent of the earthquakes and by doing
so attempt at linking the discussion on the relation between body and space

to the actuality of our built environments.

This is followed, in the second section, by an argument on the possibilities
of individual ‘spatial practices’ to define and reshape the residential
settings. Architecturally, the emphasis is on the activity of housing rather
than conceiving it 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 III 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 life and totality of space into an
abstraction. Against this backdrop, architecture’s relation with the abstract

space is analyzed.

Chapter IV tries to understand ‘social space’ and its implications for the
architectural discipline. Here the concept of spatialization is used not only
as the physical environments but also the everyday patterns of social
action. In the first part, the emphasis is on ‘everyday life’ as the primary
locus of domination. In Lefebvre’s understanding everyday life is a critical
political construct, which embodies both practices of oppression and

potentialities for transformation.

In the second section, the idea of transformation is related with the
empowerment of civil society, where ‘lived space’ is seen the result of

struggle between appropriation and expropriation. Here we are interested
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with both the spatialising of a social activity, and social construction of
space. In this final chapter, our aim is to sharpen and politicize the
understanding of the processes that produce urban environment and

especially to examine their relationship to the democratic process.

The chapters collected here are organized around two interrelated and
reciprocal themes. First of all we concentrate on abstract arguments,
philosophical claims and “space’ as it is involved in knowledge practice.
Secondly, it is the reality, the city and its 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 times 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 classification and
clarification, which can only be achieved by a degree of abstraction. While
we simplify the content with proposing distinct 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 territories.”15 In this context, although
the case studies are organized as to correspond to one of the categories of
Lefebvre’s trialectics, they shall be considered in relation with each other.
For example the analysis of Solidarity 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.

* Ali Madanipour, Public and Private Spaces of the City (London and New
York:Routledge, 2003), 3.
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CHAPTER 11

‘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 opposition to each other can be
briefly summarized. To begin with, for some the real meaning of
architecture resides in design rather than its realization. In this
understanding, the accent is on the intentions of the architect, which are
“expressed in their most direct form through notation, set down once and
for all in the abstract geometries of the drawing.”! For others, the realized
work has the true meaning and the built work is the source of
substantiation for architectural significance. For us, architecture is a
discipline with both material and mental qualities. Architecture is not just
a general name for describing the built environment, nor can it be reduced
simply to its representations. The processes that affect the production of
built form occur at multiple scales and simultaneously. Therefore an
understanding, which relates the different levels of operation that take

place in the production of architecture is necessary.

In our search for a more wunitary understanding of space and its
implications for the architectural discipline, we propose a different 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 material reality of
architecture, where we relate architecture with the ‘life-world’” and the

‘spatial practice’.2 With the transformation from the mechanical into the

"' Stan Allen, Practice: Architecture, Technique and Representation (Australia:
G+B Arts International, 2000), 31.

21t is important to note that; this discussion is only the beginning of a more
extensive analysis, which shall be built as we move along the thesis. Actually, all
the three chapters are related with each other interdependently and they do not
only complement each other, but their relation is necessary for understanding
each one separately. Therefore the perceived, concrete reality of space that is the
theme of this chapter achieves additional meaning when it is considered in
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electronic engineering era, “questions surrounding the meaning of material
object and its life cycle and of the way that individual identity is
manifested through production and use of physical objects”3 has become
commonly discussed. In contemporary debates on space, especially around
the issues of globalization and the developments in the communication
technologies, the materiality of space as an essential part of human
existence is widely challenged. The implication of this assertion for the
architectural discipline is substantial. Nevertheless, instead of focusing
directly on the contemporary discussions on the relation between space and
time, we will begin our analysis with an attempt for understanding

Lefebvre’s first analytical category, ‘physical space.’

This chapter is composed of two main sections. In the first part, ‘Physical
Space’, we aim to unfold the basic terms that can be useful for developing a
truthful comprehension of what Lefebvre suggests with “physical space’. In
doing so, we also make an introduction to some of the approaches and
dilemmas related with the concept of space. As we shall see, different
disciplines have developed differing concepts and perspectives for space,
which range from “seeing space as a physical phenomenon, a condition of
mind, or a product of social processes.”4 Architectural theories have benefit
from all these discussions while developing the concepts of space. In this
chapter, we focus mainly on the philosophical discussions. Before moving
into the second section where we deal with the normative realm of
building, we analyze the descriptive and analytical and try to understand

the meaning of space.

Following this clarification, the section proceeds with a description of two
moments, that of August 17th and November 12th 1999 Marmara
earthquakes. Through empirical data, these instants of dramatic change are
highlighted and physical qualities of life and the material reality of

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

relation with the conceived, abstract thought of space analyzed in the second
chapter.

3 Clare Melhush, “From Dematerialization to Depolitization,” This Is Not
Architecture: Media Constructions, ed. Kester Rattenbury (London, New York:
Routledge, 2002), 226.

* Ali Madanipour, Design of Urban Space: an Inquiry into a Socio-spatial
Process (Chichester, New York: John Wiley &Sons, 1996), 3.
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mostly dwell on the case study and track the story of ‘Solidarity Houses’
from its 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 brief review on the nature of the communities we are
considering, their ethnical, political and economic background. Against this
backdrop, our analysis is developed mostly around the process, especially
around the mechanisms the villagers had established in regulating the
process of house production. This is followed by the realization of the
project, building of the houses. Then, we reflect on the story we had been
telling and propose an argument on the possibilities of individual ‘spatial

practices’ to define and reshape the residential settings.

I1.1 PHYSICAL SPACE

I think, therefore I am.>

Descartes

With the advent of Cartesian logic, however, space had entered the realm of
the absolute. As object opposed to Subject, as res extensa opposed to, and
present to, res cognitas, space came to dominate, by containing them, all
senses and all bodies.®

Lefebure

Space is mot an empirical concept which has been derived from outer
experiences...space does mnot represent them in their relation to one
another... in the mind a priori...as a pure intuition, in which all objects
must be determined...prior to all experience, principles which determine the
relations of these objects. It is, therefore, solely from the human standpoint
that we can speak of space, of extended things, etc.”

Kant

...Kantian space, albeit relative, albeit a tool of knowledge, a means of
classifying phenomena, was yet quite clearly separated (along with time)

from the empirical sphere: it belonged to the a priori realm of consciousness

5> Rene Descartes, Discourses on Method and The Mediations (London: Penguin,
1968), 53.

® Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space, trans. Donald Nicholson- Smith
(Oxford, Cambridge: Blackwell, 1991), 1.

" Immanuel Kant, Immanuel Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason, trans. Norman
Kemp Smith (New York: St. Martin’s Press, 1965), 68-70.
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(i.e. of the “subject’), and partook of that realm’s internal, ideal- and hence
transcendental and essentially ungraspable- structure.$

Lefebure

As the quotations in the beginning of this section imply, the discussion of
‘space’ in philosophical discourse has a long tradition. In The Production of
Space, Henry Lefebvre develops a comprehensive critique of a line of
thinking based on the separation of human mind and body “that
fundamentally informed Christian dogma of the transcendence of sprit and
the whole philosophical foundation of rationalist thought which flowered
during the Enlightenment and brought the modern industrial age into
being.”? It is impossible to summarize adequately the complexity of this
argument within the limitations of this thesis, since Lefebvre “goes beyond
previous philosophical 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 spatiality in different historical periods.”10
Nevertheless, some aspects of his comprehensive critique retain direct
connection with the modern architectural practice, and it is my intention to

bring out these features into question in the following pages.

II.1.1 ‘occupied’ space

Before producing effects in the material realm (tools and objects), before
producing itself by drawing nourishment from that realm, and before
reproducing itself by generating other bodies, each living body is space and
has its space: it produces itself in space and it also produces that space. This
is truly a remarkable relationship: the body with energies at the disposal,
the living body, creates or produces its own space; conversely, the laws of
space, which is to say the laws of discrimination in space, also govern the
living body and the deployment of its energies.l

Lefebure

That “space’ is fundamentally one of the basic elements of architecture may

hardly seem as a controversial proposition. And yet questions concerning

8 Lefebvre, Production, 2.

® Melhush, 226.

' Rob Shields, Lefebvre, Love and Struggle: Spatial Dialectics (London, New
York: Routledge, 1999), 146.

U Lefebvre, Production, 170.
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the precise definition of the term in architectural terms bring opposing
theories from different disciplines into dynamic play. Thus it is not easy to
create a framework which embraces the different forms of space that have
been defined by different societies in different historical periods. This
ambiguity is partly 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 also a property of the mind, part of the apparatus through
which we perceive the world.”12 Space is both a mental and a material

construct.

According to Lefebvre, in order to understand space in its totality, 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
societies in which he detects a tendency to render the complexity of life and
the totality of space into an abstraction. Thus he makes a distinction
between our perception of space- concrete, material and physical and our
conception of it- abstract, mental and geometric and between these two

poles he introduces the notion of the lived.

Following this categorization, in this chapter, I shall examine ‘physical
space,” one that is rooted in things concrete and substantial. This argument
takes as its initial point of departure the immediate relationship between
the body and its space, its occupation in space. This relation is reciprocal
where “each living body is space and has its space: it produces itself in
space and it also produces that space.”13 This understanding is against the
taken for granted conception of space as a preexisting void waiting to be
filled 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 relative (real)’ or
“absolutely relative- that is, endowed both with a perfectly abstract quality

which leads mathematical thought to treat it as primordial (and hence

2 Adrian Forty, Words and Buildings: a Vocabulary of Modern Architecture
(London: Thames and Hudson, 2000), 256.
B Lefebvre, Production, 170.
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readily to invest it with transcendence), and with a concrete (in that it is

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

This statement has two implications for the aim of this thesis. First of all, it
questions the perception of space as a preexisting medium and by doing so
challenges one of the implicit assumptions of modern architecture that
space is neutral. Secondly, by conceiving the body as “a fully lived,
practical and theorized body”, in other words as the intersection point of
the perceived, conceived and lived, it offers a starting point for an
alternative ‘subject” position for the architectural discipline. In fact these
two related discussions are the underlying themes of this thesis, which we
hope to develop through the analysis of the built environment after the
unsettling 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 question the priorities and the
limitations of the architectural practice in inscribing the subject into the
space of the contemporary city. It is here that we will begin to address the

issue of according to whose interests must architecture define its goals.

II.1.2 “absolute space’

Once we establish the notion that space is not neutral, we take a step in the
unpacking of its production and begin to question how it is socially
constructed and used. In fact, the main theme of Production of Space- a
discussion that shall be developed through out the thesis - is that “(social)
space is a (social) product”.® This way, instead of being understood as a
frame or a container, space is realized as a historical development. “If
space is produced, if there is a productive process, then we are dealing
with history.”16 What this implies is that every society, with its own mode of

production, produces a certain kind of space, its 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 social reality- that

is to say, a set of relations and forms.”” To Lefebvre, this history starts

" Tbid.

5 Tbid., 26.
'®Tbid., 46.
7 1Tbid., 116.
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with absolute space. He defines absolute space, an element of the tripartite-
absolute, abstract and differential space- as:
The cradle of absolute space- its origin, if we are to use that term- is a
fragment of agro- pastoral space, a set of places named and exploited by

peasants, or by nomadic pastoralists.18

Absolute space made up of fragments of nature located at sites which were
chosen for their intrinsic qualities (cave, mountaintop, spring, river), but
whose very consecration ended up by stripping them of their natural

characteristics and uniqueness.?

Here and there, in every society, absolute space assumes meanings addressed
not to the intellect but to the body, meanings conveyed by threats, by

sanctions, by a continual putting-to-the-test of the emotions.20

Lefebvre states that “for any living body, just as for spiders, shellfish and
so on, the most basic places and spatial indicators are first of all qualified
by that body.”2 He then links this with the realm of the primitive life, in
which the lived experience was a totality in itself, “this experience was
producing long before thought space, and spatial thought, began reproducing
the projection, explosion, image and orientation of the body.”22 This
anthropological stage of social reality, which is at first biomorphic and

anthropological, is referred as “absolute space’.

There are two features that Lefebvre attribute to absolute space that I find
important for this section of this thesis. First of all this space is lived rather
than conceived, therefore serves as a foundation for representational
spaces. Secondly absolute space is located nowhere, “it has no place
because it embodies all places, and has a strictly symbolic existence.”? In a
way it provides a cultural universal where each society will begin their

individual histories of spatialization.

¥ Ibid., 234.
¥ Ibid., 48.
» Ibid., 235.
' Ibid., 174.
> Ibid., 174.
> Ibid., 236.

* Shields, 147.
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I11.1.3 “double illusion’

According to Lefebvre, each society offers up its own particular space.
Correspondingly, in capitalistic societies development of a specific kind of
spatiality is evident. To «criticize the reductionism present in the
contemporary spatial thinking, Lefebvre introduced a critique called
‘double illusion’, namely “the illusion of transparency on the one hand and

4

illusion of opacity, or ‘realistic” illusion, on the other.” This critique is
later on used by Soja, to evaluate “the epistemological dualism of
objectivist-materialist and subjectivist-idealist approaches that has

dominated the modern discipline of Geography since its origins.”2

The illusion of transparency-
Here space appears as luminous, as intelligible, as giving free rein. What
happens in space lends a miraculous quality to thought, which becomes
incarnate by means of a design (in both senses of the word). The design
serves as a mediator - itself of great fidelity- between mental activity

(invention) and social activity (realization); and it is deployed in space.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 illuminates whatever it contemplates.”?” Speech and writing
achieve further significance because “reality is confined to ‘thought things’
and comprehended entirely through its representations.”? As it is present
in the entire history of philosophical idealism and post-Enlightment
rationalism, this illusion in many ways “resembles what Marxists describe
as fetishism, an obsessive fixation on ideas and ideation emanating from
presumably infinite powers of the Cartesian cogito or the Hegelian Spirit/
Mind.“? In this line of thinking, spatial knowledge is reduced to a
representation of the real world in a way that” the spoken and written

word are taken for (social) practice.”30

» Edward Soja, Thirdspace: Journeys to Los Angeles and Other Real and
Imagined Places (Cambridge, Mass: Blackwell, 1996), 62.
% Lefebvre, Production, 27-8.

2 Ibid., 28.
28 Soja, Thirdspace, 63.
¥ Ibid.

¥ Lefebvre, Production, 28.
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The realistic illusion-
This is the illusion of natural simplicity- the product of naive attitude long
ago rejected by philosophers and theorists of language, on various grounds
and under various names, but chiefly because of its appeal to naturalness, to

substantiality.3!

In this understanding the objective ‘things’ are considered to have more
reality than ‘thoughts’. In this sense, the meaning of ‘real” is reduced “only
to material and natural objects and their directly sensed relations; the
‘imagined’ is unseen, unmeasurable, and therefore unknowable.”32 As a

result,

the social space tends to be seen as either natural and naively given (the
space of sculptor or architect ‘working with nature’, the space of the
environmental or design determinist); or it is, equally naively; objectively
and concretely there to be fully measured and accurately described(the space
of ‘geometer’, the spatial systems analyst, the empirical scientist, the
determinedly scientific socialist or social scientist, the idiographic historian

and geographer).33

This critique of dualism is important, for it “polarizes spatial thinking
around such fundamental oppositions as objectivity versus subjectivity,
material versus mental, real versus imagined, things in space versus
thoughts about space.”3 For Lefebvre, these illusions are not in an
antagonistic opposition; on the contrary, “each embodies and nourishes the
other.”3 For that reason, the analytic categories Lefebvre proposes -the
physical, the mental and the social- shall be understood “as simultaneously

real and imagined, concrete and abstract, material and metaphorical.”3s %

31 Ibid., 29.
2 Soja, Thirdspace, 64.
3 Ibid.

* Edward Soja, “Thirdspace: expanding the scope of geographical
imagination,” in Architecturally Speaking: Practices of Art, Architecture and
Everyday, ed. Alan Read (London, New York: Routledge, 2000), 17.

3 Lefebvre, Production, 28.

% Soja, Thirdspace, 65.

7 In this context, two philosophical threads that have been especially
influential in the architectural discussions are phenomenology and structuralism.
Especially for the architectural theory written before 1977, importation of these
philosophical understandings “projected questions of ‘meaning’ into a structure
of sheer relations among architectural elements within a field of signification.”?
(K. Michael Hays, “Introduction,” in Architecture Theory Since 1968, ed. K.
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Figure II.1: Tschumi argues about the experience of space from within. “Space is
real, for it seems to affect my senses long before my reason.”38
Diizce, 14 November 1999.

I1.1.4 Limits of Architecture

In the proceeding chapter we will underline some of the concepts of space
as developed by different disciplines and we will try to relate these
discussions with the architectural discourse. For now we claim that the
concept of ‘space’ in architectural discipline is not fixed, it changes

“according to circumstances and the tasks entrusted to it.”3 Furthermore,

Michael Hays (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT, 2000), xiii.) This architectural
signification, in both structuralist and phenomenological thought, is autonomous,
“at a distance from reality, but an architectural concept is still a concept of
something; an idealized or total system of architecture is still a kind of map to
reality, even if the particular coordinates of that map lack one-to-one
correspondence with everyday world.”¥ (Hays, “Introduction,” xiii.)

But around the question of individual autonomy, these two critiques of
Cartesian dualism offer differing insights on how to frame “the forces of the
physical body and of the social world on the human subject.””’ Where
phenomenology concentrates on the world as sensed form the viewpoint of the
individual, the language critique criticizes this first person viewpoint and argues
for the decentring of the subject. Today, “with the emergence of interpretive
techniques that cut across such oppositions and open a more radical
heterogeneity”¥ (Hays, “Introduction,” xiii.), and “a new concept of self emerges
as an empirical unit at the intersection of biological and social processes and of
first-person and third-person views of the world.”* ( Ali Madanipour, Public and
Private Spaces of the City (London, New York : Routledge), 37.)

¥ Bernard Tschumi, Questions of Space (London: Architectural Association,
1990), 20.

¥ Forty, 257.
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the dichotomy between mental and real space on which the philosophical
underpinnings of the term is based is not neutral: “The complex opposition
between ideal and real space was certainly not ideologically neutral, and
the paradox it implied was fundamental.”# To this philosophical gap
between ideal and real space Lefebvre proposed the social. Space, then “is
created in a historical process that produces and conditions both ideal and
real aspects of space.” To summarize with the words of another key figure
scrutinizing the dualism, Michel Foucault, “when we loose sight of the
inherent error of a normative condition and believe that there is a real
permitted vs. prohibited, rational vs. irrational, true vs. false, we are being
managed by forces that have the power to decide what is real and unreal.”#
One place where the social and political power is embedded is in the

physical reality of architecture.

In the time period directly following the 1999 Marmara earthquakes, all the
issues regarding housing were reduced to their most fundamental level. In
these circumstances, housing emphasized itself as an activity in which the
immediate ends of life depended: “the cultivation and preparation of food,
the care of our bodies, the procreation and nurture of children and
sheltering of those activities.”4 Underlining the basic problems in a society,
the earthquake dramatized the certain basic features of housing in a way
that clarified them in the public opinion and gave them a sense of urgency.
And a distinction was necessary between the existentially significant and

insignificant activities.

People needed houses and no house could be built without land, materials,
labor or a system that supplied resources to the actors, which they do not
have by themselves. Here another distinction can be made according to
income. First of all, the accessibility of the principal recourses is very

limited to a low-income victim, even if he has the ability to utilize them to

4 Ibid., 69.

* Hayden White, “Michel Foucault,” in Structuralism and Since, ed. John
Sturrock (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1979), 93. Quoted in Jon Michael
Schwarting, “Morality and Reality: In Search of the Better Argument,” in Ethics
and Architecture, ed. John Capelli, Paul Naprstek, Bruce Prescott (New York,
Rizzoli, 1990), 67.

 John F. C. Turner, “Housing as a Verb,” in Freedom to Build: Dweller
Control of the Housing Process, ed. John F. C. Turner and Robert Fichter (New
York: Macmillan, 1972), 153.
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according to his ends. Secondly, in a market economy, “needs are fulfilled
according to financial ability, not according to urgency. Or in traditional
economists’ terms, supply is provided according to ‘effective demand’.”#
Therefore, even in the cases where the building industry provided houses,
they were not in the prices those most in need of them could afford. Third
of all, government’s coverage of housing projects was limited, the speed of
construction and the costs prevented some parts of the society accessing

these residences.

Figure I1.2: Is space a preexisting void waiting to be filled with content, or is it
the positional quality of things? What is the relation between physical and social

space? Kaynasli, 6 February 2000.

These are very general assertions. Whereas, the process of building, the
way it is designed, built and occupied is a complex process and has many
determinants such as sociology, politics and economics. Each of these fields
has its own modalities and none of them supply insights that
comprehensively explain all the features of a building process.
Nevertheless, this kind of an introduction can be used to emphasize the

material reality of architecture in a culture dominated mostly by a visual

]

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

to Build, 74.
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logic, which “transforms (1) solids into images and simulations, (2)
dwelling into habitat (housing) (3) finally reduces space to the object of

plannification.” «

I11.1.4.1 1999 Marmara Earthquakes

On August 17th at 3:02 a.m. local time, an earthquake measuring 7.4 on the
Richter scale struck the northwestern part of Turkey. Officially called the
‘Kocaeli Earthquake’, it was situated on the North Anatolian Fault Zone
and the epicenter of the main shock (40, 700 N- 29, 910 E, with a focal depth
of 15,9 km.) was about three kilometers away from the center of the town
Golcuk.#5 The earthquake ruptured 120 km of the North Anatolian Fault
Zone, affecting “a large area (approximately 41.000 m?) between Bolu and
Istanbul, in the economic and industrial heartland of Turkey (34.7% of the
GNP). “46 The major areas affected from this disaster include the provinces
of Kocaeli, Sakarya, Yalova, Bursa, Eskisehir and Bolu. This earthquake
resulted with the recorded death of 17.480 people and 43.953 injuries, and

more than 75000 buildings within the region were demolished completely.¥

Not even three months after, on November 12th, at 18:57 local time, another
big earthquake with a magnitude of 7.2 on Richter scale occurred in Diizce,
affecting mainly Bolu, Dtizce, Kaynasli, Golyaka, Cilimli, Cumayeri and
Gumiisova. The epicenter (40,769 N- 31,14° E, with focal depth of 14 km) of
the earthquake was located in Diizce and it ruptured an additional 43 km of
the North Anatolian Fault to the east of Golyaka. Although smaller in
extent this second earthquake also caused death and demolishment, 763

people were recorded dead and 4948 people were injured.#

* Shields, Lefebvre, 176.

# Omer Aydan, A Prelimenary Investigation of Kocaeli Earthquake of August
17, 1999 (Istanbul: Tirkiye Deprem Vakfi, 1999), 1.

46 Alpaslan Ozerdem, “The Marmara Earthquake: Not an Act of God,” Revival 9
(1999): 9.

4 Biilent Ozmen, “Izmit Korfezi Deprem Raporu (Rakamsal Verilerle),”
(Ankara: Afet Isleri Genel Miidirligi, 2000).

® T.C. Bagbakanlik Kriz Y6netim Merkezi, Depremler 1999: 17 Agustos ve 12
Kasim Depremlerinden Sonra Bakanliklar ve Kamu Kuruluslarinca Yapilan
Calismalar (Ankara: Bagsbakanlik Kriz Yonetim Merkezi, 2000), 5.
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Table I1.1: Number of Deaths and Injuries in the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes

PROVINCES | POPULATION | Number  of | Number of | TOTAL
deaths by | deaths by 12
17August November
Bolu 553022 271 48 366
Bursa 1952529 268 - 268
Eskisehir 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
Diizce - - 710 710
Total - 17480 763 18243
Deaths
Total - 43953 4948 48901
Injuries
Source: T.C. Basbakanlik Kriz Yonetim Merkezi, Depremler 1999: 17
Agustos ve 12 Kasim Depremlerinden Sonra Bakanliklar ve Kamu

Kuruluslarinca Yapilan Calismalar Basbakanlik Kriz Yo6netim

Merkezi, 2000), 4-6.

(Ankara:

Table I1.2: Damage Assessment Results of Kocaeli Earthquake

Demolished Moderately Slightly total

or heavily | damaged damaged

damaged
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: Basbakanlik, Depremler 1999, 7.
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Table I1.3: Damage Assessment Results of Diizce Earthquake

Demolished Moderately Slightly total

or heavily | damaged damaged

damaged
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: Basbakanlik, Depremler 1999, 8.

Initially considered as a physical phenomenon, earthquakes turn into
disasters at the moment they make an impact on the human beings and
their environments. To give a definition, a disaster can be considered as “an
event, concentrated in time and space, which threatens a society or a
relatively self- sufficient subdivision of society with major unwanted
consequences as a result of the collapse of precautions which had hitherto
been culturally accepted as adequate.”% Thus, the two main features that
should be taken into account can be summarized as: the size and scale of
the event and the socio-economic realities of the civilization in dealing
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 lives and most of the deaths and injuries
were caused by the collapse of commercial and residential buildings. 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 life and property, the earthquake had negative
impacts on economy too. Major industrial facilities, such as Tipras,
Tuvasas, Igsas, Petkim were damaged at different levels. As a result,

industrial production in most of these facilities was reduced or stopped

¥ B.A. Turner, “The Development of Disasters: a Sequence Model for the
Analysis of the Origin of Disasters,” Sociological Review 24 (1976): 755-756.
Quoted in Binali Tercan, “Post-earthquake Relocation Process in Yalova” (MS
thesis, METU, 2001), 37.
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altogether.® Infrastructure facilities, such as roads, waster distribution,
electricity and communication networks were also affected. The total
economic loss of Turkey caused by these two disasters was estimated as 9-
13 billion US Dollars, which was about 5% of the Gross National Product
(GNP) of the country.5

Thus it is clear that the starting point for our analyses is not the ‘normal’
time- space conditions in which we continue our lives. This disruption
worked, first of all in a temporal manner. A familiar present was lost into
the past; it turned out to be the space of a house no longer there. Secondly,
it functioned spatially turning the space of life inside out. The house as the
domain of reproducibility- in biological, social and political sense, was
demolished. Consequently, besides the high level of physical ruination
caused, the social unity of the community was also affected. The economic
activities of the region was faltered, the composition of the families were
destroyed. As a result, it is possible to conclude that any solution aiming to
cover the housing problem of the region must create framework capable of

integrating the physical, social and economic aspects of the demolishment.

I1.1.5 Emergenc(it)y>

What is clear from the summarization I have tried to outline so far is that
the earthquake was an emergency in which no one knew exactly how to
proceed but everyone recognized that whatever it was, it had to be done
immediately. There was this urge to return things to ‘normal” and if this
required different standards or extreme objectives, it was considered
acceptable. Only within these conditions the features of these shelters- they

were temporary and prefabricated- were understood as commonplace.

In an urban emergency, shifting notions of the public interest feed modern
tendencies to upheaval. If blighted neighborhoods have reached crisis stage,
get rid of them. If the defense industry or veterans need housing, slap as
much as possible in short order. If there are no sites, clear a place in the
park. A sense of public duty surrounded each of these emergencies, and a

broad if provisional strategy was needed to address them. Later, when the

* Basbakanlik, Depremler, 10.

St Ozerdem, 9.

> Dana Cuff, The Provisional City: Los Angeles Stories of Architecture and
Urbanism (Cambridge: MIT Press, 2000), 22.
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emergency had passed, divergent long-term solutions would be debated.
When a quick strike is needed, the state can step in with emergency
measures and the funding to affect them. Private-sector complaints are

muted by the public cry for temporary relief.5

In the post-earthquake region life was not the same, for the individual, for
the household or for the city. In each of these levels, the problem of
housing was felt extensively, although its meaning and impact changed
according to the perspective of the observer. At the national level,
solutions that combine speed and economy were explored, which led to a
series of permanent, semi-permanent and temporary shelter proposals to
meet the massive housing shortage. Along side the immediate responses,
the government also had to develop field studies simultaneously, such as
site selection, mapping, surveying, land registration that would form the
basis of the following long term activities. On the other hand, from the
position of a victim the priorities were slightly different. Mostly engaged
with their injured relatives and health problems, and searching for a shelter
in the tent cities or prefabricated houses, these people were very much

involved with the daily struggles for surviving.5

* Ibid., 173.

% “Bocalama ve acil durumun yavas yavas ortadan kalkmasiyla yeniden
organizasyon siireci basladi. Yerel ve merkezi yonetim bir yandan bilyik
boyutlara varan barinma sorununu ¢6zmek iizere gecici yasam alanlarini,
cadirkent ve prefabrik konutlart olustururken, diger yandan kalict konutlar ve
isyerlerinin ingaasi, kredi olanaklari, bor¢ erteleme vb. gibi ¢6ziim stratejileri.
Depremzedeler acisindan bu ¢6ziim Onerileri heniiz bir anlam ifade etmiyordu;
bunlar iizerine diisiiniilecek zaman degildi. Clinkii onlar yaralilariyla ve diger
saglik sorunlariyla basetmekten hasar tespiti ve hak sahibi belgesi diizenletmeye;
evrak toplamaktan esyalar1 i¢cin depo aramaya ve ¢adirkent ya da prefabrilerde yer
bulmaya dek acil giindelik sorunlarinin pesinden kosuyorlardi. O siralar, giini
kurtarma telas1 gelecek kaygisini ve resmi makamlarin gelistirdigi ¢0Ozim
stratejileri lizerine diistinmeyi geri planda birakiyordu.” In Erbay Yucak,
“Depremzede Dernekleri: Bir Yerel Orgiitlenme Deneyi,” in Kamusal Alan, ed.
Meral Ozbek (Istanbul: Hil Press, 2004), 373.
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Figure I1.3: Examples of sheltering built after the August 17" earthquake.
Adapazari, 2001.

In this stage of the post earthquake activities, voluntary initiatives played a

decisive role next to governmental efforts. Many CSOs (Civil Society
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Organizations) took active role in the earthquake region and displayed a
successful performance during the urgent aid period. Having differing
domains, each of these CSOs with their own characteristics and scale
responded to a different phase of the rehabilitation and recovery activities,
ranging from efforts such as life saving, raising funds, coordination to

education on disaster prevention.

In parallel with the definition of ‘natural disaster’ I have suggested earlier,
every natural disaster is at the same time a social disaster. In an
earthquake, in addition to the demolishment of the built environment, and
because of that, the economic activities of the region are interrupted, the
unity of the society is paralyzed and the structure of the community is
altered. In this sense, the solutions proposed, especially the permanent
ones, cannot be reduced to a problem of providing shelter requirements

defined simply by material standards.

I1.2 SPATIAL PRACTICE

Spatial practices are the processes of materialization of social spatiality and
are the traditional application field of spatial disciplines where
architecture arises as one of the levels.s The relation between the spatial
practice of a society and that society’s space is a dialectical one, in which
the spatial practice produces that space slowly “as it masters and
appropriates it.”% While producing spatial forms and practices
“appropriate to, and necessary for, different productive and reproductive
activities” spatial practices, “thereby defines places, actions, and signs, the
trivialized spaces of everyday and, conversely, places made special by
symbolic means.”% In return, the preexistence of space in a specific form

“does condition a person’s actions, perceptions, and exchanges with others,

as well as affect competence and performance in these functions.”

% “As for spatial practice, it is observed, described and analyzed on a wide
range of levels: in architecture, in city planning or ‘urbanism’ (a term borrowed
from official pronouncements), in the actual design of routes and localities (‘town
and country planning’), in the organization of everyday life, and, naturally, in
urban reality.” Quoted in, Lefebvre, Production, 414.

% Ibid., 38.

 lain Borden, Jane Rendell, Joe Kerr and Alicia Pivaro, “Things, Flows,
Filters, Tactics,” in The Unknown City: Contesting Architecture and Social Space,
eds. Iain Borden et al. (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 2001), 6.

% peter G. Rowe, Civic Realism (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 1997), 130.

31



This production and reproduction of space does not happen in a
preexisting, neutral medium, but rather it is “created out of materiel, the
bits and pieces of arrangements and territories that are our historical
patrimony. It is our legacy to create our own spatiality, and the ability and

freedom to do so is the prime index of quality of social life.”%

According to Lefebvre, each society offers up its own space, and today, the
contemporary spatial practice is characterized mainly by its taken-for-
granted and unreflective nature.
It became:
...just the gap between objects and therefore neutral, unimportant and not
an object of struggle. This ‘commonsense’ understanding characterizes both
taken for granted everyday life (daily routines) and the logically
rationalized urban...we do not see they are all linked together as part of an

overarching arrangement, or spatilisation, complains Lefebvre. &0

In the framework of everyday, our lives takes place in the spaces we use,
occupy, work or dwell and for most of the time, these spaces are accepted
unquestionably. Moreover, the activities that produce and characterize
these spaces usually go on unnoticed through the daily routines of the
actors that take part in the building process. But the earthquake imposed us
to reflect on the environment we live in, and required a response as how to
produce space from then on and therefore suggested a level of
intentionality. In the post earthquake region, at points, the energies of

groups were capable of transforming the existing routines of doing things.

As an example, the purpose of this chapter is to describe and evaluate the
experiences of a shelter program that succeeded in accessing the low-
income victims of the earthquake, whose hopes for betterment under the
given circumstances were the least. ‘Association of Volunteers for
Solidarity” (Dayanisma Gontlliileri Dernegi), a private non-profit Turkish
foundation that has been based wupon the concepts of community
participation initiated a shelter construction project, which resulted with

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

¥ Shields, Lefebvre, 162.
% Ibid.
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organization, involved the wusers in both the decision-making and
construction processes and offered an alternative to the existing building

industry.

In this chapter, through the case study, I aim to understand two important
points. First of all, since “the spatial practice of a society is revealed
through the deciphering of its space,”®t I hope to develop a practical
comprehension of the contemporary spatial practice as it is practiced in
Turkey. Secondly, through the analysis of the ‘Solidarity Houses Project’, 1
aim to emphasize “the necessity of spatial practices- the things people do,
and patterns and physicality they create- for disturbing abstract space.”¢

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

I1.2.1 The Origin Story of ‘Solidarity Houses’

Many people from different parts of the world responded to the August 17
Earthquake and different kinds of aids were collected and transferred to
Turkey. Consequently the first ideas of ‘Solidarity Houses Project” (Imece
Evleri Projesi) were sketched by “Association of Volunteers for Solidarity’
(AVS) as an attempt to utilize the money collected by Turkish people living

in Gelderland region in Netherlands.

After the first shock of the disaster diminished, Gelderland Province
Council (Gelderland Eyalet Meclisi) and the Turkish people living in that
region founded ’‘Gelderland Aid for Turkey Organization” (Gelderland
Tiirkiye’ye Yardim Organizasyonu) and collected an amount of money to be
used in a project. In the first drafts of the undertaking to be realized, the
plan was to build 35 prefabricated house units for the victims living in
Diizce. In their visit to the earthquake region, the Gelderland Delegation

contacted with AVS and came to terms for working together.

The AVS developed the initial proposal and presented a more profound

model for increasing the budget of the project.8 Among the principal

8 Lefebvre, Production, 38.

® Borden, “Things, Flows, Filters, Tactics,” 17.

8 “Hollandalilarin 35 dedikleri rakam, su an yapmis oldugumuz evlerin
maliyetiyle 35 degildi. Onlar prefabrik konut yapmay: diisiiniiyorlardi. Bizim
onerimiz Hollandadaki vakfin aktardigi parayla devletin verdigi kredinin
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problems the victims faced after the earthquake was the insufficiency of the
credits State gave to the families with demolished houses. For utilizing
both the ‘Loan for the Individual Construction of Homes’ (Evini Yapana
Yardim Kredisi) offered 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 Gelderland
Delegation confirmed this proposal, more concrete steps were to be taken.
A site was to be chosen and Netherlands requested a village name to
authorize the project. The AVS assigned Erbay Yucak, who was a practicing
lawyer and a member of the organization, for coordinating ’‘Solidarity
Houses Project’. The first name pronounced was the village of
Degirmentepe in Golyaka. Affected by both the August 17th and November
12th Earthquakes, Golyaka was one of the towns in Diizce in which the
demolishment was severe. In a visit to the specific site on September 1999,
VSA discovered three more communities with similar qualities residing in
the same the valley. Ethical considerations transformed the project to also

include these three villages in the housing process.é

Unfortunately, according to the technical research held out by geologists
the site of Degirmentepe was verified risky for settlement. In this
situation, the State had to offer the victims a village site or a house to live
in. The choice was up to the villagers and since they preferred to stay in
the permanent houses built by the government, they were out of the
project. In the end the project comprised the three villages, Haci
Stileymanbey, Aksu and Cay, in which the villagers were in need of any

kind of support.

Interrupted by the November 12th earthquake, the negotiations between
AVS and the Gelderland Delegation lasted until the beginning of the year
2000. In January 2000, AVS presented an evaluation report signed by the

bulusturulmasiydi.” Erbay Yucak, interview by author, written notes, Diizce, 21
September 2004.

® “99°un Ekim ayinda gittik. Gidince gordik ki Degirmendere koyiiniin
yakinindaki ti¢ koy de ayni sekilde hasarli. O durumda, o vadide yalniz bir kdyiin
barinma problemiyle ilgilenmek adil gelmedi. O zaman sunu teklif ettik: bu proje
dort koyi de kapsasin.” Erbay Yucak, interview by author, written notes, Diizce,
21 September 2004.
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headmen of the four villages and the major of Golyaka. In this statement,
AVS organized the basic principles of the project under general headings
and depicted the needs and preferences of the villagers to the Gelderland
Delegation. Some of the topics considered in this evaluation can be
summarized as,

- The site of the project. The houses will be built within the same village
boundaries as the demolished houses.

- The method of construction. The villagers will take active part in the
construction process.

- Management of the fund. The villagers will leave the management of the
credits given by the government, to the Shared Fund Administration (Ortak
Fon Yoénetimi).

- The process of decision-making. All the members taking part in this
project will be represented on equal terms.

- The supervision of the project. Apart from the supervision service MPWS
has to offer, an independent control committee will be assembled from the

representatives of TMMOB.6

Once this proposal was confirmed by Gelderland, the project was initiated
and the principles listed above were realized in the three villages. Many of
our observations will depend on the nature of these communities, their
ethnical, political and economic background. These distinctions are partly
unified, however, by the ‘crisis” theme in the origin story of the project.
Clearly, if not under these circumstances it would be nearly impossible to
focus the energy of such a large and varied group almost immediately.
Started with a sense of public duty, the project transformed from being an
idea of temporary aids to finding an opportunity for a better environment.
These factors that give intensity and power to the creation of the project

also contributed to its ongoing maintenance.

% “Evler ayn1 koy sinirlar1 i¢inde ve evleri yikilanlarla birlikte arsa iireitlerek
yapilacak. Evi yapilacak insanlar insaat siirecine fiilen en az 50 is giinii kaitlcak.
Koyliler hiikiimet tarafindan verilecek kredinin biitniine yonelik tasarruf hakkini,
olusturulacak Ortak Fon YoOnetimi’nin tiyeleri esit bir iliski icinde ve birer oy
hakkiyla temsil edilecek (Merkezi yonetim- kOy muhtarlari- Gelderland
Delegasyonu- Daynisma Goniilliilleri temsilcileri). Bayindirlik 11 Midiirliigi’ nin
gorevi geregi yapacagi kontrollerin disinda, TMMOB ’nin ilgili oda
temsilcilerinden olusan bagimsiz bir kontrol heyeti olusturulacak.” In Emine
Algan, “Depremzede Kendi Evini Kendi Yapiyor,” in NTV Magazine 1(2001): 64.
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I1.2.2 Goélyaka

Geographically, the territory of this case study is these three villages; Haci
Stileymanbey, Aksu and Cay, located in Golyaka, Diizce. The topography of
this region consists of a series of interconnected plains in between a range
of mountains situated along Black Sea. One of the series of basins among
these mountains is the Diizce Plain. Located to the southwest of Diizce
basin, Golyaka is bordered by the mountains from the north and south,
converging to form a valley that connects with Hendek Plain in the west.
Formed by the settling activity of the North Anatolian Fault line, these two
mountain ranges represent the junction of the two active fault lines that

caused the ground rupture in the earthquakes of 1999.
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Figure I1.4: Two active fault lines that caused the ground rupture in 1999
Marmara Earthquakes. The physical environment of nature is the first context in
which the built environment takes shape. The architectural form has been largely

influenced by climate, topography or agricultural land.

Separated from the rest of the plain by Biiyiik Melen River and Lake Efteni,
Golyaka contains high level of water table beneath its surface, tough its
height is not uniformly distributed. Additionally, the plain consists of
young alluvial deposits, which amplify seismic waves and increase the

extent of destruction caused in earthquake situations.6 As a matter of fact,

% TUBITAK- MTA- AU, “17 Agustos Sonrasi Diizce (Bolu) Ilgesi Alternatif
Yerlesim Alanlarinin Jeolojik Incelenmesi” (Ankara: Tibitak, 1999).
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Golyaka is considered to be in the 1st degree seismic zone according to the
earthquake zones map of Turkey and it is subjected to seismic activity
frequently. In fact, the 1999 earthquakes affected the town severely,
resulting with 822 heavily damaged and collapsed, 407 moderately
damaged and 732 slightly damaged buildings, which of most were located

in the town center.¢”

Administratively, Golyaka is a province of Diizce, a city historically
developed as a market town linking Istanbul to the Eastern Anatolia. This
small town is composed of a town center situated on the plain with 24
villages residing on the slopes. 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 climate” a

dispersed settlement pattern on the slopes can be observed.”

Among these settlements agriculture is the main source of income due to
the fertility of soil and the temperate climate of the plain. Most of the
population is involved in the agricultural production as the main or
secondary occupation, producing mainly corn, grains, sugar beet and
hazelnut. The natural setting of the town also made possible the advent of
animal husbandry by utilizing the surrounding pastures of the slopes. Milk
and dairy products are among the first to be traded with the local markets.
Another part of the economic life is the small- scale industry such as
processing of hazelnuts, processing of wood or the production of textiles

and plastics.®

The town center serves as an intermediary market place for these 24
villages, from which merchants from Diizce act as consumers of local
products on the one hand, and providers of services and manufactured
goods on the other. In short, there is a balanced local economy in Gélyaka

“with an adequate level of self reliance and interaction with an upper scale

% R Akyel, Gélyaka’da Deprem: 17 Agustos ve 12 Kasim 1999 Depremleri
(Arkas Grubu, 2000)

% Banu Bedel, “Sustainable Urban Design in Earthquake Prone Areas: Golyaka
as a Case,” (MS thesis, METU, 2002), 99.

¥ KOMISYON, <“II-Cografya,” Diinden Bugiine Biitin Yénleriyle Golyaka
(Istanbul: Selahattin Avci Matbaasi, 1999), 80-84.
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of economies. The town extracts agricultural and natural products,

processes and markets these in return for large- scale industrial products.”7

According to the 1997 census values, the population of Gélyaka was about
17693 with 5227 people residing in the town center and 12466 in the
villages 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 Diizce to the smaller provinces and villages. This abnormal
situation revealed itself in the 2000 General Population Census, according
to which the population of the town center of Golyaka turned out to be
8572. Apart from the affect of the earthquake, the increase of population in
the town center of Golyaka is in accordance with the Turkey’s urban
population growth. Whereas in the villages, people migrate to bigger towns
and cities due to the economic incentives of better jobs and potential
advancement.” Far from homogenous, the recent population is composed of
immigrants from Caucasus, Eastern Black Sea, the Balkans, Southwestern
Turkey and Iraq who settled there after the continual warfare in 19th
century alongside the local Turkmen population who were already present
from the Seljuk and early Ottoman times. In fact, the residents of the three
villages that participated in the Solidarity Houses Project are from
Caucasus origin, which influenced the character of the activities performed
in more than several ways. Consisting of a tightly related knot of people,
these communities were used to a sense of participation and communal
activity. Also, these communities are based on an understanding of
patriarch and hierarchy, where the older ones and males mostly take the

decisions.

I1.2.3 Organization Model

Completed in two proceeding stages, Imece Evleri offers an interesting
housing solution to the need produced by the earthquake and by doing so
represents a perspective for low-cost but livable house production. 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

outline in the previous sections. In addition, even when they provided the

"' Bedel, 106-107. _ _
" Diizce Valiligi, Diizce Il Gelisme Plani (DIGEP) (Diizce: Diizce Valiligi,
2004), 23.
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houses and services, they were mostly accessible to middle and upper
income groups. Since the private construction industry typically revolves
around commercial or exchange value rather than the ‘use’ value of
property, they were unwilling to accept the high risks and low profits of

building for the urban poor.

Against these constraints, the AVS initiated a model based on the
participation of users in the housing activity. For them, this mode of house
production was to solve two practical realities. First, by actively taking
part in the building process the users could observe every phase of the
construction. This guaranteed the reliability of the structure and therefore
the safety of the product, which after the earthquake became the most
important criteria in relation with a house for the people of that region.
Secondly, this method reduced the costs and increased the availability of
the houses for the families involved.” The VSA and Netherlands agreed on

this proposal and 57- units of houses were built based on this system.

7 “Bu tartigmanin icerisinde ©onemsedigimiz bir nokta vardi- kullanicinin
imalat siirecine katilimi. Bu katilim meselesi iki problemi ¢o6ziiyordu reel
diizeyde. Birisi insaatin giivenilirligi ve giivenligi sagliyordu. Neyin nigin
yapildig1 meselesi. Ayn1 zamanda kendi oturacagi bir mekanin tasarim siirecine
dair, malzemesine dair bir bilgiye sahip olmak ve bunun Otesinde katilimda
bulunmay1 ifade ediyordu. Ikincisi burdaki insaat yapma usulii nedeniyle maaliyet
diistiyordu. Bu iki tercihten yola c¢iktik.” Erbay Yucak, interview by author,
written notes, Diizce, 21 September 2004.
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Stileymanbey Villages.



11.2.3.1 Construction Teams

The significance of this project and the character of its end products, from
its inception, were indebted mainly to its method of organization that is
based on the participation of the users. The initial step in realizing the
project was to inform the villagers about the proposal VSA suggested. The
time needed to undertake the technical and political consultations was
utilized as a communication phase of 12 months close contact between the

villagers and the members of VSA.

The organization of the construction process depended on a system, where
each household would participate to the building procedure with one
member. In every village, the representatives of the houses would then
form a ‘construction team’ responsible from the building of the houses.
Accordingly, in the first stage of the project, three teams were activated for
the three villages involved in the project, for Hacibeykoy, 9 people, for

Aksu, 9 people and for the village of Cay, 8 people.

During the first two months of the project, the realization of this
construction scheme was suspended due to two factors. First of all, the
knowledge and the experience of the villagers in regard with construction
techniques were unknown. Secondly, as the victims of the earthquake, the
vast majority of the households were still in need of money and to feed the
construction teams in charge of building their houses added up to their
financial deficit. For that reason, the initial stages were managed with a
different system, which also, in part, depended on the principle of
solidarity and participation. In this arrangement, skilled workers were
appointed, but their payments were less than what they took in the normal
circumstances. Therefore, the building of the houses started with a staff
that can be considered in part as employees working with salaries 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 villages who were first of all farm workers and did not

possess the necessary skills. In this method of teaching, the villagers
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learned the basic elements of practical building so that they can take part
in the proceeding stages as semi skilled workers. The villagers by helping
the skilled workers were trained while they were working and realized
their abilities in terms of construction. Naturally, some building
procedures are very easy to learn whereas some require a great deal of
work and experience. Consequently, one of the challenges of the project
was to utilize the work of the inhabitants in the most productive way and
in return train them in order that they can utilize this experience for their

needs.

As a result, at the end of this period three basic advantages were achieved:
first, the constructions, with the involvement of professionals, started in a
more organized manner. Second, the financial load of the construction
phase on the households was reduced. Third, the abilities of the villagers in
terms of construction were revealed.” In this phase of the project, the
emphasis was on the immediately useful skills, so that trained workers

were able to carry out the next phases.

” “Insaat usuliindede bizim anlattigimiz suydu koyliye. Her evden bir kisi
calisacak ve her kdyilin kendi insaat ekibi olacak. Biz koyliilerin insaat bilgileri
konusunda emin degildik. Ortada bir de parasizlik hadisesi vardi. Diyelimki
geldim ben sizin insaatinizda calisiyorum, yemegi siz vereceksiniz ama yenek
verecek para yok. O yiizdende ilk iki ayini1 sdyle benimsedik. Diyelimki Sinem
hanim ustayim diyor. Sinem hanimin piyasadaki iicreti 750 milyon ama bu bir
dayanisma ve imece isi oldugu icin 350 milyona c¢alisacak. Simdi bu prensiple o
iki ay boyunca iki seyi sagladik. Bir, insaatlar bir discipline olarak basladi.
Ikincisi, insanlarin o maddi problemlerine bir parcada olsada katki oldu.
Uciinciisii, biz o hak sahiplerinin icinden insaata iliskin yeteneklerini tespit etmis
olduk. Ama bunun ne zaman bitecegini bilmiyorlardi. Ikinci ayin sonunda bu
devir bitti. Artik kendi basimizayiz. Dayanigsmayla yapma donemi basliyor. Bu
yaklasik 2 ikibuguk ay siirdii. O siirenin sonundada artik her kdyiin kendi ustalari
cikt1.” Erbay Yucak, interview by author, written notes, Diizce, 21 September
2004.
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Figure I1.6: According to an approach, architectural space comes into being by
the erection of walls, as separated from the natural environment a new space is
created between them. Villagers working on the construction site.
Golyaka, 2001.

After that, for the proceeding three months until the houses were finished,

the villagers were on their own and the construction process carried on by
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the construction teams of the villages. During this time interval, most of
the villagers still continued to stay in tents erected near their demolished
houses. For them, this was a time of despair and hard working.
Nevertheless, all of the villagers 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 villagers continued to share their ideas on how
to improve some parts of the houses they were living in. Apart from the
practical advantages, such as reduction of the cost, this method of

cooperating enriched these communities in more than one way.

Mostly involved with the agricultural production, before this experience
most of the villagers did not have any skills in the process of construction.
In the course of building, the younger men of the community gained
experience and learned the basics of construction. Like so, the project
released itself from becoming an end in itself, but served as a step in
proposing alternatives in the transformation of the community. Differing
from the general attitude of expecting solutions from the government or
some other parties, the villagers took active 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

village itself acquired a sense of society and interdependence.

11.2.3.2 Management of the Fund

Another noteworthy scheme offered was about the management of the fund.
As noted earlier this fund was gathered from the credits given by the State
and the money provided by Netherlands. The administration of this money
was bounded to a commission that was arranged in a way to signify all the
participants involved in this project. The members were: Besir Ozen, as a
representative for the villagers; Erbay Yucak, for the Volunteers of
Solidarity Association; Murat Sahin, standing for Gelderland Delegation
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 technical personnel, the victims eligible to own a new house or to

receive construction loans from the government were determined. In
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accordance with Law no 7269, the families with demolished or highly
damaged houses obtained the right to receive «credits from the
government.” One of the alternatives offered to the victims was ‘Loan for
the Individual Construction of Homes” (Evini Yapana Yardim Kredisi). In
this scheme, the right-owners (hak sahipleri) by utilizing the construction
loans provided through MPWS and Settlement and the Project
Implementation Unit of Prime Ministry, build their own houses on their
own building lots. This credit was given in two ways:

- In rural areas: The holders of this right, who wanted to build their houses
in their own building lots in villages, were given 3.500.000.000 TL.

- In urban areas: The right-owners, who wanted to build their dwellings in
their own building lot located in provincial and sub-provincial centers or
within the boundaries of neighboring districts and muktarhoods, were

given 6.000.000.000 TL.

This method of construction was utilized mostly in the rural areas.
According to the official records of the General Directorate of Disaster
Affairs, in total 18.268 houses were built based on this method. For the
victims of the earthquake, it soon became apparent that this sum would not
be enough for a family to build itself a new house through the usual
medium of private contractors.” In this project, the general idea was to
increase the budget with the money provided by Gelderland Aid for Turkey
Organization and to reduce the costs by realizing the self-build concept,
using low cost materials and utilizing the voluntary assistance of the

professionals.

According to the decree taken by ‘Permanent House Construction and
Follow up Committee for the Right-owner Earthquake Victims in Golyaka
Villages’ (Golyaka Ilcesi Koylerinde Haksahibi Depremzedeler icin Kalict

Konut Insaa ve Takip Kurulu) in the first stage of the Solidarity Houses

™ The situation of the families with no properties will be discussed in Chapter
IV.

» “Bvini yapana yardim kredisi: depremzedelere kendi arsalar1 iierinde konut
yapmak sartiyla verilen bu kredi segenegi, gerek kredi miktarinin dusuklugi,
gerek imar planlarinin zamaninda yetismemesi ve gerekse yasanan iki ekonomik
kriz sonucunda insaat maliyetlerinin astronomic rakamlara ulasmasi nedeniyle
yeni magduriyetlere sebep olmustur.” In Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi, “Deprem
Bolgesindeki Konut Alanlarinin Yasanilir Hale Getirilmesi ve Konut Sorunu”
(Diizce: Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi,2002).
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Project the total money used for the building of the 26 houses was
301,827,878,000 TL.7%

This money was collected from;

Gelderland Aid Fund for Turkey 145,827,878,000 TL
(Gelderland Tiirkiye i¢in Yardim Fonu)

EYY credits of the 26 right-owners 117,600,000,000 TL
Extra amount of money taken from Gelderland 38,400,000,000 TL

Then, for the construction of a single house approximately 11,600,000,000

TL were spent.

However, how were the villagers to decide on who will have the right to
own one of these houses? The argument related with the number of houses
to be built on each stage was done over the analysis of expenses. Since the
budget of the project was given and there were limits to what they could
accomplish with it, the villagers had to find 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 first 26 houses the first stage was completed. Since the
villagers completed the project successfully, Gelderland Aid Fund for
Turkey transformed an additional amount of money, which was utilized in

the second stages of the project.”

I11.2.4. Professional Assistance

Throughout the project, an inclination to involve the professionals from the
universities accompanied the conviction that intellectual support is a
catalyst for upgrading the overall quality of the housing. Accordingly, the
time period necessitated for clarifying the objectives of the proposal both
with the villagers and the Gelderland Delegation was utilized to coordinate

collaboration with the experts in the preparation activities. A technical

 Golyaka Ilcesi Koylerinde Haksahibi Depremzedeler i¢in Kalici Konut insaa
ve Takip Kurulu, Karar No: 19, 09/10/2001.

" «“Orda kritik mesele neydi? Hak sahipliklerini hangi esasa gore vereceksiniz?
Ciinkii yeterli say1 yok, burda evi agir hasar gérmiis herkesi kapsayacak bir proje
degil. O yiizdende 2 etapli yapilmak zorunda kalinmistir. 1. veya 2. etabi
belirleyen say1 tartismast ise maaliyet analizi lizerindendi. 1. etap basarili gecince
ellerinde bir miktar daha fon kalmisti. O fonuda aktarmalarini 6nerdik. Onuda
aktarinca 2. etap gerceklesmis oldu.” Erbay Yucak, interview by author, written
notes, Diizce, 21 September 2004.
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committee, changing according to the needs of the project assisted the

villagers in every stage.

First of all, a survey on the site was necessitated which was presented by
Assist. Prof. Dr. Oguz Giindogdu from the Istanbul University to determine
the geographical factors central to the constructions in the earthquake
zones.” In addition to these analyses on the physical qualities of the
region, numerous other professionals took part in examining the specific
needs of the villagers, their habits and the structure of their communities.”
As a result, from Mimar Sinan University Sociology Department Meral
Ozbek, from Mimar Sinan University city planning department Maya
Arikanli and from Galtasaray University International Relations Department
Zeynep Arikanli outlined a questionnaire that was presented to the victims
who were classified by the Ministry of Public Works and Settlement as
having highly damaged houses in the earthquake. Through this
questionnaire the technical committee tried to understand the nature of the
local housing system, the housing history of the families, where they lived
before, where they wanted to live, what their problems were, what were
their priorities and aspirations. Based on these results an evaluation report

was presented.

8 «“Koyliilere ve hollandadaki ilgili kuruma temel prensiplerin anlatilmasi bir
yil siirdii. Yaklasik 4500 sayfalik bir yazigsma arka plani var. Bu siire icerisinde
izledigimiz usul su oldu. ilk olarak bu bolgeye ait zemin bilgilerinin
¢ikarilmasyla basladik. Bu zemin bilgileri ig¢in Istanbul Univeristesi jeofizik
bolimiinden yardimci dogent Oguz Giindogdu refakat etti.” Erbay Yucak,
interview by author, written notes, Diizce, 21 September 2004.

” “Ama bunla yetinmedik. Mimar Sinan Sosyolojiden Meral Ozbek, Mimar
Sinan Planlamadan Maya Arikanli, Galatasaray Universitesi Uluslararasi
[liskilerden Zeynep Arikanli, yardimiyla 25 soruluk bir anket hazirladik. Bu
ankettede daha once ITU de hazirlanmis bir anketten yararlandik Bu anketi biitiin
o bolgede Bayindirlik Bakanlig: tarafindan evi agir hasarli olarak saptanmis olan
insanlara yaptik ve sonug¢lar1 bu arkadaslara teslim ettik. Onlarda bir
degerlendirme raporu sundular.” Erbay Yucak, interview by author, written notes,
Diizce, 21 September 2004.
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Figure I1.7: Meeting held with the representatives of TMOBB.

In the preparation activities, the observations on the ground features of the
villages and on the sociological disposition of the communities were
submitted to the technical committee operating at the moment, who
completed their analyses by a visit to the region. Some of the professionals
who took part in these activities were Architect Memik Yapici, Architect
Miicella Yapici, Civil Engineer Namik Kemal and so on. By experiencing the
life of the villagers and the culture of construction and material used in the
architecture of the region, the professionals then developed five different
types of houses. These proposals were then discussed with the villagers,
and at the end of this process the architectural project and the construction

technique and the materials for the first stage houses were decided.?

In terms of planning, a distinction must be made between the first and
second stage houses. In the first stage of the project, the proposals
suggested by the professionals were mostly discussed in the coffeehouses
of the villages. As in most Turkish societies, mostly man uses these places
and therefore man, especially the elderly ones, affected the formal and

spatial qualities of the houses. As the communities got used to working

% “Bu insaat mithendisliginden arkadaslara zemin bilgileri ve bu tiir sosyolojik
ve demografik verileri teslim ettik. Bunun iizerine kendileri bolgeye geldiler.
Halkin yasam bi¢cimi, daha 6nceki yap: kiiltiirii ve bolgede kullanilan malzeme ile
ilgili gozlemlerde bulundular. Sonra 5 tip proje hazirladilar. Bu projelerin
toplant: siirecleri oldu koyliilerle. Bu siirecin sonunda bir, mimari proje ortaya
¢ikti, iki, insaatta kullanilacak malzeme ve yap1 teknigi ortaya c¢ikti.” Erbay
Yucak, interview by author, written notes, Diizce, 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 itself in the end products. Below are the plans of the

first and second stage houses.

L

Figure I1.8: Meeting held with the villagers.

Figure I1.9: Meeting held with the villagers.
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Figure II.11: Section drawing of the first stage houses.
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I1.2.5 Building ‘Solidarity Houses’

Shelter may be defined as a structure providing protection from the natural
conditions, from the hostile exterior. To build a shelter is to create
boundaries that shield us from nature. This definition is consistent with the
stories about the building of the first house, which “tend to begin with
descriptions of nature as a state of need.”81 In order to survive man has
tried to adapt to the given environmental situations, proposing solutions

where ‘shelter” was a prime factor.

As we have observed through the demanding conditions of the post
earthquake period, the importance of shelter first as a human need and then
as an aspect of the house cannot be denied. For many of us, a house
initially serves as a place for being protected from the natural elements as
well as from the hostile intruders. Although, in our daily lives we usually
take these features for granted, after the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes for the
people who were left homeless, the basic function of providing a physical

shelter for protection became the first priority.

But, can the need for a house be easily equated with this purely functional
aspect of shelter? As the emergency situation within the earthquake region
started to wane, the victims also began to search for more lasting solutions
to reside themselves. This was partly due to the inefficiency of the
temporal houses, but the psychological 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 social development, as a
center of privacy where identities are shaped and memories are embedded.
House, “provides personal space, a territory, a place for being protected
from the natural elements, as well as scrutiny of others, a location in the

social world to engage in social life, which is socially acknowledged and

8 In this section of the book, Karsten Harries analyzes ‘tales of the origin of
building’, to understand the essence of a work of architecture. In her perception,
Vitrivius’s account of the origin of the house “distinguishes even the first house
from any animal shelter: beyond addressing physical needs inseparable from our
bodily existence, it also addresses spiritual needs. Not only the body but the soul
too needs a house.” In Karsten Harries, The Ethical Function of Architecture
(Cambridge, Mass: MIT Press, 1997), 137.

52



legalized...it is also a place for a social unit, which has long been the
family.”8 Thus, housing is a complex concept involving issues of social,
economic and political importance. There are diverse ways of approaching
these issues. Different disciplines define housing according to their

particular focus and apply concepts related to their perspectives.

In this thesis we distinguish between housing as a process and product,
keeping in mind that these foci operate simultaneously. Until now we have
analyzed the mechanisms the villagers established in the realization of the
project and emphasized this community work as a process. Now we shift
our focus slightly to the concrete changes in this locality and analyze the

achievements in the physical environment.

Figure I1.14: Views from the construction site. (Go6lyaka, 2001)

I11.2.5.1 ‘built’ space

An analysis on the value of the houses built in this case study can be done
in two separate ways, either by considering its physical qualities or by
taking account the relationships between the object and its user. As I have
stated in the previous chapter, the way the problem of housing is defined
depends on the interests of the actors involved in the process. For a low-

income victim of the earthquake, the alternatives in relation with housing

82 Madanipour, Public, 71.
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were limited, which usually resulted with doubling up with other family
members for sheltering or moving into very decrepit houses of lower rent.
As a matter of fact, in the contemporary world, the mobility and
opportunity for choice is mostly restricted by income. Then, it is possible to
conclude that from the perspective of a low-income victim of the
earthquake, one of the primary considerations was the availability of the

house they wish to live in.

By acting as general contractors who direct design, financing and
construction, the actors involved in the Solidarity Houses Project, managed
to provide themselves with dwellings that would be more costly if they
were built by the traditional housing industry of small-scale developers
and contractors. In that sense, the project succeeded in meeting the needs
of the villagers, which is to obtain a decent house at low-cost without long

periods of temporary relocation.

When I use the term “decent” for a housing, I suggest the quality of these
self-help built houses. Based on the variability and the complexity of the
human needs the quality of a house is a complex issue with many
determinants. Nevertheless, the villagers I have conversed with clearly
stated that, in the end they were satisfied with what they established. In
fact the quality of these self-help built houses were as high as those, which
surrounded them in the same region. In many instances they were
indistinguishable from the developer built or custom built houses of
approximate market value, except the fact that users felt more confident

having a total control over the process of construction.

But, this resemblance with the existing architectural forms may as well be
considered as a weakness. Indeed, in such a unique example of house
production one could possibly expect to witness a different kind of
spatiality, which emphasized the attitude behind the project. Apart from
the many limitations characterizing the project, one of the reasons why the
potential of architecture was not utilized properly was that the architects
who took part stayed as outsiders who contributed to the project only at

specific moments.
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Figure I1.15: Solidarity House No.6, 1°' Stage of the Project.
Golyaka, 2001.

Figure I1.16: Solidarity House No.9, 1°' Stage of the Project.
Golyaka, 2001.
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CHAPTER Il

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, following Lefebvre, the main aim is to criticize the
understanding, which separates mental from the physical and to maintain a

more unitary understanding.

In the Production of Space, Lefebvre criticizes the existing gap between
mental and real space and tries to integrate mental space into its physical
and social contexts. In doing so he evaluates the modern emphasis on space
as a mental thing, directs his criticism towards the understanding, which
gives priority to the sphere of representations over the lived experience
and materiality. Following him, we relate mental space with modern
thought and focus especially around two principal concepts that also had

great effect on modern urbanism: totalization and rationalization.?

I11.1 MENTAL SPACE

The subject is no longer immersed in the world of experience,
dependent on the whims of an inscrutable God, but hovers above and
outside of temporal and spatial experience. The mind and body are
separated into two distinct, if conflicted, realms, with the mind (res
cogitans) taking precedence. Benefited by the transcendent faculty of
reason, the thinking subject has the ability to ‘keep the world in mind’
by projecting him- or herself into the object-world. In doing so, he or
she cognitively (theoretically) apprehends, codifies and rationalizes
the work. Part of this apprehension is the ability to grasp (establish a
perspective on, represent), an ability that is contingent on method.?2

' Elizabeth Burns Gamard, “We Play Until Death Shuts the Door: Toward a
Redemptive Practice of Architecture,” in Slow Space, ed. Micheal Bell and Sze
Tsung Leong (New York: Monocelli Press, 1998), 286.

*1bid.,292.
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In the beginning of Production of Space, Lefebvre suggests that until 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, lines and planes, as Euclidean geometry.”3 This understanding
turned space into something that is quantitatively measurable and
calculable, and marked the character of the modern landscape. In fact, the
twentieth century applications of Cartesian rationality in the
transformations of the built 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 criticized “on
the ground that it separates the mental from the physical and the ‘inner’
mental states from the ‘outer’ circumstances.”¢ This argument also had a
wide-ranging influence on the architectural discourse. Today many of the
contemporary theorizations of space are “built around the assumption of a
declining Cartesian spatial order. This is a spatiality associated with
Western metaphysics and its tribe of grids, binaries, hierarchies and
oppositions.”5 Although there are many differing opinions on the critique
of Cartesian space, it is possible to perceive “a collective desire to promote
new forms of conceiving social space in an attempt to account for an
eclectic occupation and engagement with an increasingly segregated,

oppressively functionalist and electronically monitored everyday reality.”s

As a figure 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
lived and the conceived, or the ‘real” and ‘imagined’” had been an ongoing

theme in his writings. In his longstanding interest on the spatial

* Stuart Elden, Understanding Henri Lefebvre: Theory and the Possible
(London and New York: Continuum, 2004), 186-7.

* Roger Scruton, Modern Philosophy (London: Mandarin, 1996), 48.

> Benjamin Genocchio, “Discourse, Discontinuity, Difference: The Question of
‘Other’ Spaces”, in Postmodern Cities and Spaces, ed. Sophie Watson and
Katherine Gibson (London and New York: Blackwell, 1995), 35.

6 Ibid., 36.
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manifestations of this understanding, Lefebvre «criticized Cartesian
conceptions of space for being calculable and controllable, 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 of Western civilization, relying on myths, religion, the
agrarian civilization of the Middle Ages; of industrial society, the
modern human’s mastery of mnature and the earth- knowing,
dominating and utilizing it for their own purposes; and of the
ascendant bourgeoisie and liberalism.?

In the last chapter we have began analyzing Lefebvre’s critique of the
geometric space on the basis that it 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
critique, had described geometric space as abstractive and likened it to
clock time. According to Elden the principal thrust of Lefebvre’s argument
is that:

space, like time, has been understood in a narrow, calculative,
mathematical sense, which is divorced from our experience of space in
our everyday dealings with the world...Instead, he suggests that we
deal with the world as a matter of concern, acting with and reacting to
objects within it in a lived, experiential way, instead of abstracting
from them Cartesian grid of coordinates.$

In the Production of Space ‘mental space’ is identified 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 reflection. The meaning of this space lies “in the
relative location of things, and this is preserved and made systematic in
Euclidean space, where place is basically understood as location definable
by sets of coordinates.”? Thus in this understanding, space is conceived as

neutral and homogeneous. It 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 “constituted via control over knowledge, signs and codes: over the means

" Elden, 89.
8 Ibid., 188.
’ 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 spatialization
in contemporary capitalism, Lefebvre associates mental space with
representations of power and ideology and of control and surveillance.
Thus he claims,

a particular ‘theoretical practice’ produces mental space which is
apparently, but not only apparently, extra ideological. In an
inevitably circular manner, this mental space then becomes the locus
of a ‘theoretical practice’” which is separated from social practice and
which sets itself up as the axis, pivot or central reference point of
Knowledge. 1

However we believe that the production of space or the construction of our
built 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 reject it as a part of the spatialization process. Nonetheless, we
follow Lefebvre in that space is not a preexisting medium and nor is it
neutral. Instead we our extend analysis “to the recognition of conflicts
internal to what on the surface appears homogenous and coherent- and
presents itself and behaves as tough it were.”12 We believe that as the
dominant space of the contemporary society an analysis on the
instrumentality of the mental space will contribute to our understanding of
the architectural practice. In this context we first of all direct our analysis

to abstract space as the space of urban planners and architects.

ITI.1.1 “abstract space’/ of capitalism

In the framework of capitalism, the long history of space that we have began
to evaluate in the previous chapter with ‘absolute space’ gives its way to
‘abstract space’, “which includes the ‘world of commodities’, its ‘logic’ and
its worldwide strategies as well as the power of money and that of political
state.”13 It is the space of bourgeoisie and of capitalism and it is through
the flexibility in constructing and reconstructing of this space that

capitalism survived through the twentieth century. Therefore an analysis

' Edward Soja, Thirdspace: Journeys to Los Angeles and Other Real and
Imagined Places (Cambridge, Mass: Blackwell, 1996), 67.

' Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space, trans. Donald Nicholson- Smith
(Oxford, Cambridge: Blackwell, 1991), 6.

2 Lefebvre, Production, 352.

B Lefebvre, Production, 53.
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on the basic characteristics of abstract space is inevitable if we are to

understand the modern urban space.

At the core of abstract space lies a contradiction, a complicated opposition
between homogeneity and fragmentation:

Between the capacity to conceive of and treat space on a global (or
worldwide) scale on the one hand, and its fragmentations by a
multiplicity of procedures or processes, all 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 its homogenous aspects abstract space reduces the distinctions and
differences so rendering space visible and readable. By controlling the
content of signs and codes and utilizing mathematics, logic and strategy,
professionals represent this space with its homogenizing character. When it
becomes homogenous its parts become comparable and therefore
exchangeable. As shall be evident in the case study that we will study in
this chapter multiplicity, diversity and lack

are rundown and incorporated into the larger project or plan fueled by
rationalizing constructs such as efficiency quotients, logistics and
quantitive prerogatives which provide- and promote- the mechanisms
of capitalist corporations and bureaucratic organizations.16

Simultaneously, this same space is fragmented as in the contradictory
process of centralization/peripheralization. This is emphasized “by
administrative subdivision, not only by scientific and technical
specialization, but also- indeed most of all- by retail selling of space (in
lots).”7 In fact private property is one of the basic elements of modern
spatialization, 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,

4 Lefebvre, Production, 355.

' Rob Shields, Lefebvre, Love and Struggle: Spatial Dialectics (London, New
York: Routledge, 1999), 177.

6 Burns, 290.

7 Lefebvre, Production, 355.
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Cities are transformed into a collection of ghettos where individuals
are at once ‘socialized’, integrated, submitted to artificial pressures
and constraints...and separated, isolated, disintegrated.1

But to consider this homogenous/fractured character of space simply as a
binary relationship is not sufficient, for “it is impossible to overemphasize
either the mutual inherence or the contradictoriness of these two spheres of
space.”1 Effective globalism implies an established centrality, a centrality
that extends its arm over the social space. The extension of capitalism
“could not be achieved within the industrial premises alone or through
simple reproduction of the potential labor force through consumption; it

requires the occupation and administration of the whole social space.”2

Here, capitalism is not solely understood as an international economic
system but as social structure well. Within this structure power manifests
and materializes itself also through the organization and design of the
physical environment. “The hegemony of the capitalist class is renewed
through spatial segregation and the effects of the ‘normalizing force’ of
state intervention in structuring spatial design.”2 In a way, space has
become for the state a political instrument, one that is of primary
importance. The state uses “abstract space’ in such a way that it ensures its
control of places. Abstract space is measurable; it is quantifiable as a
geometrical object and at the same time it is subjected to “quantitative
manipulations: statistics, programming, projections- all are operationally
effective here.”22 Although it represents itself as being neutral, abstract
space is tied 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 built environment is a question we will search in this chapter.
We will start our analysis with considering the relation between disasters

and Turkish State.

"® Lefebvre, quoted in Shields, 178.
¥ Lefebvre, Production, 355.

2 Shields, 179.

2 Ibid., 169

2 Lefebvre, Production, 352.
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II1.1.2 Disasters and the State

111.1.2.1 Disaster Management System in Turkey

Being located in one of the most seismic continental zones in the world,
Turkey has suffered losses of life and property through out its history.
Based on the experiences gained through the frequent occurrence of
earthquakes, in time, a centralized disaster management system has
evaluated. Until 1960s the responsibilities and obligations of the state in
relation with natural disasters were not clearly defined and reflected a
level of uncertainty.» Although the law entitled ‘Measures to Be Put into
Effect Prior and Subsequent to Ground Tremors’ was submitted on 22 July
1944, its implementation was not commonly carried out in different parts of
Turkey. Nevertheless, 4623 numbered law was the initial step in defining
the duties, responsibilities and obligations of the State towards
earthquakes, and this change of policy led to some developments in the
fields of disaster mitigation and preparedness. As summarized by Binali
Tercan, the outcomes of this renewed thinking can be outlined 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 relief committees.

- Byelaws aimed at providing the principles for research and training in

mitigation activities.

For the first time, 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. Institutionally,
the implementation of this law and the preparation of the national building
codes were in the responsibility 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.

» Fusiin Ceylan, “Evaluation of Post-earthquake Long-term Housing Activities
in the Rural Areas of Turkey with a Case study from Gediz” (MS thesis, METU,
1983), 8-10.

2 Binali Tercan, “Post- earthquake Relocation 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 capabilities of the local administrations. In this
period, “due to agricultural modernization and the gradual transformation
of the society from an agrarian to an industrialized one, there was an
immense rural- urban mitigation causing rapid urbanization and the
expansion of cities over vulnerable lands.”? Given these circumstances,
with their limited staff and financial resources the local administrations

were not capable of fulfilling 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 institutionalizing natural disaster mitigation reached a certain regularity
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
timely and efficient way, so that losses and human sufferings were
minimized.”2 The Ministry of Reconstruction and Resettlement, which was
to be replaced in 1983 with the Ministry of Public Works and Settlement
(T.C. Bayindirlik ve Iskan Bakanligil) (MPWS), was founded in 1959 and it
was the first governmental agency responsible from the implementation of
this law. In 1964, under the dependence of this ministry, Chairmanship of
Disaster Works (Afet Isleri Reisligi) was established and in 1965 this unit
was reorganized as the General Directorate of Disaster Affairs (Afet Isleri

Genel Mudurlugii)(GDDA).2

Although later revised and modified, this law still 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 responsibility 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

» Kemal Atay, “Evaluation of Post-earthquake Permanent Residences Built in
Kocaeli-Dongel” (MS thesis, METU, 2002), 27.

% Tercan, 35.

¥ Ceylan, 7.
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- Long-term activities to be presented after the earthquake.2

As can be followed through the 1999 post-earthquake activities, the disaster
management system in Turkey is highly centralized where many of the
works are in the responsibility of the central government. Formed in 1983
by the merging of the Ministry of Public Works and the Ministry of
Reconstruction and Settlement, MPWS plays an important role in relation
with the disaster management and reconstruction. In their web site, the
responsibilities 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 families as well as extending disaster relief.”2 In
the central organization of the Ministry, three main bodies are actively
taking part; namely the General Directorate of Construction Affairs (Yap1
Isleri Genel Miudiirligii), the General Directorate of Disaster Affairs (Afet
Isleri Genel Mudirlagii) and the General Directorate of Technical Research
and Implementation (Teknik Arastirma ve Uygulama GEnel Midirlugi). In
addition to these central organizations, the Ministry of Public Works and
Settlement “provides services all around the country through its Provincial
Directorates. These Directorates carry out their responsibilities in
coordination with the main bodies of the Ministry and under the

supervision of the respective Governors.” %

111.1.2.2 Immediate Shelter Provision

Naturally, in the time period following an earthquake, the first aim is to
save human lives and then to provide the basic bodily needs. Within this
time interval, some of the most urgent activities 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 responsibility of the governments. Starting with these rescue

* Ibid., 8.
¥ “Organization and Functions of the Ministry,” The Ministry of Public Works
and Settlement [database online]; available from

http://www.bayindirlik.gov.tr/english/index.php; Internet; accessed 10 June 2005.
0 Ibid.
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and relief operations, the government concentrated first 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 relief and rescue operations. As to provide the
immediate shelters for the victims, the Ministry of Public Works and
Settlement carried out several activities such as, “disaster aid, land
assignment for temporary and permanent housing, preparation of cadastral
figures, plans and plan revisions, tendering and construction of the housing

areas, as well as planning and construction of their urban infrastructure.”3

In the given circumstances, many people were left homeless and temporary
houses were to be built immediately. Unfortunately, this need for shelter
could not be supported thoroughly, as the State was not prepared with its
technical stuff and supplies to coordinate an effective settlement strategy.
As a result, in the first stage of the relief activities, 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 criticized 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
distributed within the region, which were organized into tent cities in the
following days. To express in numerical facts, after the 17 August, 121 tent
cities were erected in differing cities, which accommodated 120.726 people
in 28.286 tents. Following the 12 November earthquake 41 tent cities 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 until the permanent dwellings

3 Tercan, 92.

32 T.C. Basbakanlik Kriz Y6netim Merkezi, Depremler 1999: 17 Agustos ve 12
Kasim Depremlerinden Sonra Bakanliklar ve Kamu Kuruluslarinca Yapilan
Calismalar (Ankara: Basbakanlik Kriz Yonetim Merkezi, 2000), 49-50.
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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 Institute
of Statistics with Ministry of Public Works and Settlement constituted 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 12th earthquake, the total number
of prefabricated houses that were to be built within that region had reached

to 42.161.3

Table II1.1: Distribution of Prefabricated Houses in Marmara Region

PROVINCE CONSTRUCTED CONSTRUCTED TOTAL
BY MoPWS BY PRIVATE
SECTORS
Bolu 2460 1426 3886
Diizce 3260 2488 5748
Sakarya 5854 4729 10583
Yalova 5216 416 5632
Kocaeli 13850 2462 16312
TOTAL 30640 11521 42161

Source: Basbakanlik, Depremler 1999, 54.

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:
responsibility 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 activities and local
governments were mainly administering the instructions coming from

MPWS.

II1.1.3 Spatial Dialectics

Both the “August 17”7 and “November 12” earthquakes resulted with the

loss and injury of human life and the amount of the destruction and

B 1bid., 53.
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damage of the constructed and natural environment gave this crisis a
distinct character. Buildings were damaged depending on the site, age of
building, quality and type of construction and a ‘need’ for housing
emerged. The quantity of this “housing need’ is central to the subject of this
thesis for it structured 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 tried to outline in the last chapter,
Turkey was faced with a series of emergencies related specifically 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 situation rendered the distinction between the concepts of "housing
need’ and ‘housing demand’ visible, in which the need for a healthy
dwelling was not simply replicable by an economic vocabulary.3 Given the
extent of the housing demand defined by differing institutions within the
country, an intense pressure was put upon urban land and housing
resources, which was still intensified 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- quantity and timing. A huge number of people had to be
situated in a livable environment within a short time period. What this
implies is that large-scale projects were to be realized. These large-scale
operations focused “upon that intermediate zone between cities and
buildings that is both architecture and urbanism, and yet neither.”3 The
long and complex process of reconstruction, not only the preparation of the

new site and its removal, but also the period of consolidation of housing

* “Statements about housing demand describe people’s behaviour in defined
circumstances- their capacity and willingness to buy, rent and retain housing
space of various kinds in various spaces. Statements about housing need convey
an opinion about the housing that someone should have — the demands that ought
to be made affective.” The Right to Housing, ed. Michael Wheeler (Montreal:
Harvest House, 1969), 24.

% Dana Cuff, The Provisional City: Los Angeles Stories of Architecture and
Urbanism (Cambridge: MIT Press, 2000), 14.
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and other activities, must inevitably be spread into a period of time. 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 sites, but because of their scale and distribution, they
change the city and the region as well. Based on these qualities, the
earthquake and its consequences shows an exaggerated form of the relation
between ’‘scale and event’3 or space and time and offer an interesting

example to examine.

111.1.3.1 Quantifying the Housing Need

The first step in the complex task of reconstruction of the post-earthquake
region taken by the government is to clarify the housing need caused by the
disaster. Through the field studies on damage and eligibility assessments
the exact number of beneficiaries and the houses to be built is determined.
Accordingly, after the 1999 Marmara Earthquakes the technical stuff
assigned by MPWS assessed the state of damage in all public and private
buildings and rated them into five categories, as: undamaged, slight,
moderate, heavy and collapsed. Based on these damage assessment results,
then, the right-owners (hak sahipleri) are clarified. According to the 4th
article of the regulation about “Assessment of Holder of a Right” of Law.
No.7269,

one is eligible to own a new, government built permanent residence
after a disaster if his/her house is demolished or heavily damaged in
such a way that it cannot be accommodated anymore. Moreover,
owners of houses, which are located on the land that is going to be
expropriated for the relocation of people, are also classified as
beneficiaries.3

For the victims of the earthquake who owned a house prior to the disaster,
the government offered two alternatives: Either provide them with the
government built permanent houses (the focus of our attention in this
chapter) or give them construction loans if 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

3% Ibid.

7 Afet Isleri Genel Miidiirliigii, “Kanunlar, Yoénetmelikler ve Karanameler,”
(Ankara: T.C. Bayindirlik ve Iskan Bakanligi Afet isleri Genel Miidiirliigii, 2000),
169 and Atay, 34.
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policies provided for the property owners, the government did not
supported those who lived in rented houses before the disasters (a subject

we will study 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 localities
the evaluations are reconsidered then by MPWS and the beneficiaries and

therefore the scale of the reconstruction activities were decided.

111.1.3.2 Residential Relocation

The two aspects of the situation 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-establish a community, or it can be defined
as; removal to another location with provision of land or housing.”3 The
legal regulation of this process is bound to Law No0.7269. According to the
16th article of this law, the sites to be relocated are to be decided by “a joint
committee consisting of representatives of the Ministries of the Interior,
Finance, Public Works and Settlement, Health, Agriculture, Forest and
Rural Affairs,” whereas the implementation is done by the Ministry of

Public Works and Settlement.3

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 quantities are
defined sites suitable for mass housing must be selected. The selection of
the sites for relocation is bound to a commission composed of
representatives from the related institutions such as

General Directorate of Disaster Affairs, Technical Research and
Implementation, Bank of Provinces, State Hydraulic Works, Rural
Affairs and National Property; the Provincial Directorates of Public

% Tercan, 10.

¥ Oktay Ergiinay and Polat Giilkan, “Land-use Planning as Instrument of
Earthquake Hazard Mitigation,” in Workshop onEarthquale Hazard Assessment
for Planners and EmergencyManagers (Genoa-Italy, 1990), 21. Quoted in Atay,
37.
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Works and Settlement, Agricultural Affairs, TEDAS, Municipalities;
Ministries of Health, Forest, Industry and Commerce, Culture and
National Education.

This commission, evaluates the alternative sites according to criteria such
as: location of the site, property relations, cadastre and existing land use
patters, earthquake risks, water resources, potential growth etc. Then,
based on these evaluations some of the alternative sites are eliminated and
the sites for relocation are declared. Once the sites 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
sites to be cleared, the government has to offer accommodation to its
citizens that approximate a standard quality. Besides sites owned by
property, public lands that belong to local administrations or to Treasury
may also be used for relocation. Actually, the 21st article of Law No. 7269
claims that MPWS has the right to wutilize public lands in case of
relocation.4  Upon these lands the reconstruction activities start with the

preparation of the new sites and services.

In our case, the determination of these alternative sites started right after
the August 17th Earthquake by the Governors of Provinces and
municipalities along side the damage assessment processes. A group of
engineers from General Directorate of Disaster Affairs (GDDA) and a group
of city planners from General Directorate of Technical Research and
Implementation (GDTRI) worked together to determine the most suitable
sites for mass housing. GDDA surveyed the sites in terms of their
geological and geo-technical properties, whereas GDTRI focused on their
potentialities for wurbanization. In each case, to reduce the costs of
expropriation, the Government tried to make use of the public lands with

appropriate soil and ground conditions whenever they were available.

II1.2 REPRESENTATIONS OF SPACE

This modern space has an analogical affinity with the space of the
philosophical, and more specifically the Cartesian tradition.

“ Atay, 37.
# Afet Isleri Genel Miidiirliigii , 41.
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Unfortunately it is also the space of blank sheets of paper, drawing
boards, plans, sections, elevations, scale models, geometrical
projections and the like. Substituting a wverbal, semantic or
semiological space for such a space only aggravates its shortcomings.
A narrow and desiccated rationality of this kind overlooks the core
and foundation of space...it forgets that space does not arise from the
visible- readable realm, but that it is first of all heard (listened to)
and enacted (through physical gestures and movements).4

One level of mental space is the logical relations that enable us to reflect
upon space without necessarily relating it 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 abolition of philosophy. To the contrary, it opens up a
sphere of reflexion and mediation in which philosophy appears in all
its fullness but also with its limitations...Meta-philosophy differs
from philosophy most notably in its acceptance of the world of
representations. It analyzes representations as such, as internal to
their  world, and from this analyses comes the critique of
representations...The great illusion of philosophy (arises from the
belief that it can completely) transcend representations to reach a
more concrete and complex truth. 4

Through his critique 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.” 4 Instead he moves his analysis from the old discourses ‘on’
space to the processes by which meta-level discourses “of’ space are socially
created. Thus he claims distinctions must be drawn between “discourse in

space, discourse about space and the discourse of space.” %

The ‘conceptualized space’” we have tried to clarify so far is tied 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

2 Lefebvre, Production, 200.

 Henri Lefebvre, La Presence et [’absence: Contribution a la theorie des
representations (Paris: Casterman, 1980). Quoted in Soja, Thirdspace, 34.

#“ Lefebvre, Production, 131.

 Ibid., 132.
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power structure of the capitalist state.”4 In fact institutions of architecture
and planning are themselves sites for the (re) production of what Foucault
called ‘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 built environment and affect our everyday life.

II1.2.1 Universalism of the West¥

A critique on the practices of ‘architectural urbanism’4 can start with an
understanding of the ‘project of modernity’, a project “sought to discover
that which is universal and eternal through the scientific method and
human creativity, in order to dominate natural forces thereby liberate
people from the irrational and arbitrary ways of religion, superstition and
our own human nature.”# The underlying theme of this understanding is
the doctrine of historical progress, a history “which casts an objective,

cognitive light on world events and cultural aspirations.” 50

Under the tradition of modernism, the concept of wuniversalization
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 civilization. Quoted by Kenneth Frampton in his essay
“Culture and Civilization” Paul Ricoeur claims that the phenomenon of
universalization

While being an advancement of mankind, at the same time constitutes
a sort of subtle destruction, not only of traditional cultures, which
might not be an irreparably wrong, but also of what I shall call for the
time being the ‘creative nucleus’ of great cultures, that nucleus on the
basis of which we interpret life, what I shall call in advance the
ethical and mythical nucleus of mankind.5!

* Shields, 164.

4" This statement was made by Jiirgen Habermas during a faculty colloquium at
Rice University (Houston, Texas) in the spring of 1992. It was quoted in Burns,
289.

“ Burns, 286.

* David Harvey, The Condition of Postmodernity (Oxford: Blackwell, 1989).
Quoted in Nan Ellin, Postmodern Urbanism (Cambridge, Mass.: Blackwell
Publishers, 1996), 105.

S Burns, 286.

' Quoted in Abdi Giizer.
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A similar discussion can be carried to the domain of architecture. One of
the basic criticisms towards the universal language of modern architecture
was that it 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, flowing
space. A technically competent architecture that would establish a
universal, man imposed order represented itself with “an overarching
project or plan orientation, thus predisposing them to a scientific frame of
mind and, as such, resisting contingencies and circumstances.”% In fact the
universal language of modern architecture reached its impact through its

fast and economical construction and with its alliance with technology.

II1.2.2 Understanding Architectural Space

The architect’s general task is to provide a warm and livable
space...effects are produced by both the material and the form of
space.53 Loos.

It will not be long before...architecture will be understood, not as a
complex of inner spaces, not merely as a shelter from the cold and
from danger, nor as a fixed enclosure, as an unalterable arrangement
of rooms, but as an organic component in living, as a creation in the
mastery of space experience.5* Moholy-Nagy

The facades and walls of a house, church or palace, no matter how
beautiful they may be, are only the container, the box formed by the
walls; the content is the internal space.% Zevi

Any definition of architecture itself requires a prior analysis and
exposition of the concept of space.5 Lefebvre

2 Burns, 286.

3 Adolf Loos, “The Principle of Cladding,” in Spoken Into the Void: Collected
Essays 1897-1900, trans. J.O. Newman and J. H. Smith (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT
Press, 1982), 66. Quoted in Adrian Forty, Words and Buildings: a Vocabulary of
Modern Architecture (London: Thames and Hudson, 2000), 257.

% L Moholy-Nagy, The New Vision, 4" revised addition, trans. D. M. Hoffman
(New York, 1947), 60. Quoted in Forty, 267.

» Bruno Zevi, Architecture as Space: How to Look at Architecture (New York:
Horizon Press, 1957), 24.

% Lefebvre, Production, 15.
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Although today it is hard to imagine an architectural vocabulary without
the term ’space’, the fact is that all the discussions we have been
developing around its significance 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 until the 1920s.%

This origin story comprises two architectural propositions. One, the
development of space as an architectural category has direct relations with
the philosophical discourse. Two, its acceptance within the architectural
sphere coincides with the development of modernism. Its meaning, in that

case, should be analyzed around these specific historical circumstances.

11.2.2.1 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.® 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 its
definition is still highly contentious, differing 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’

intellectual interpretations of the world, which create a mental construct.”?

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 of architecture out of philosophy
rather than out of architectural traditions, centers on Gottfried
Semper; the other, concerned with a psychological approach to
aesthetics, tough it has some links to Kant’s philosophy, only emerged
in the 1890s.60

" Forty, 256-260.

% Ali Madanipour, Design of Urban Space: an Inquiry into a Socio-spatial
Process (Chichester, New York: John Wiley &Sons, 1996), 4.

¥ Ibid., 12.

% Forty, 257.
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In the first tradition, 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 first impulse of architecture. Semper emphasized the primacy
of enclosure against the material qualities and influenced many of the
“German- speaking proto-modern architects who first articulated ‘space’ as

the subject of architecture in the first decade of the century.”

The second approach is related with the nineteenth century developments
in the theory of aesthetic perception and Kant, as identified 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 it “exists in the mind a priori.” &
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.”® 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 field, generated by the dynamism of the
bodily movement, ”¢ and he underlined the rhythmic and musical qualities

of space.

11.2.2.2 Modernist Architectural Space

These two lines of thought affected the architects of 1920s extensively and
especially three ideas about space became significant: “that space itself was
the subject matter of art, that it was a continuum, and that it was animated
from within.” & Only after that space became a theme talked in the everyday
language of architecture. In this time interval variety of conceptions of

space existed, which can, according to Forty, “in part be explained by the

' Tbid.

2 Kant, 68-71.
% Ibid., 71.

% Forty, 259.
% Ibid., 260.
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variety of intellectual problems to which it [space] had been developed as a
solution.” To summarize:

1. To describe the original motive of architecture...

2. To describe the cause of aesthetic perception in
architecture...’space’ provided an answer to the question of what in
works of architecture stimulated aesthetic perception.

3. To satisfy the expectation, fundamental to all nineteenth-century
art theory, that works of art should reveal movement.s66

As an answer to these three specific questions, space was incorporated into
the architectural vocabulary where it served an additional purpose: “to
identify and legitimate the modern, and to establish a way of talking about
it.” 7

In the first place the concept of ‘spatiality’, in its definition of the
distinctive and historically specific features of modern perception,
offered as good a case as there could be for a new sort of architecture.
Secondly, ‘space’ offered a non-metaphorical, non-referential category
for talking about architecture, and one which as the same time allowed
architects to rub shoulders with the socially superior discourses of
physics and philosophy.¢s

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 shall 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 its 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,
it became unambitious and unclear.® Nevertheless, space continued to be
an effective term within the architectural circles in the 1980s and 1990s, in
part as a resistance to the linguistic models of architecture. Consequently,

Tschumi as one of the leading figures in the architectural discipline who

% 1bid.,262.
 Ibid, 265.
% Tbid.

® 1bid.,269.
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worked on the concept of space criticized the “claims that the architectural
object is pure language and that architecture is an endless manipulation of
the grammar and syntax of the architectural sign.”” Tschumi recognized
the difficulty of space and tried to comprehend it in its complexity: “The
complex opposition between ideal and real space was certainly not

ideologically neutral, and the paradox it implied was fundamental.””

Considering these differing theorizations of space, Lefebvre’s work gains
an additional significance 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 critique of ‘abstract space’ as the ’‘space of
architects” challenges our perception of what ‘true space’ is: what we
consider to be reality is relative and manipulated by power relations. 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 linked it to the exercise of power and
domination in modern era.””? To summarize with the words of another key
figure 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, rational vs. irrational, true vs. false, we are being managed by
forces that have the power to decide what is real and unreal.”” For
Foucault, space is the arena where the discourses about power and
knowledge are transformed into actual relations of power. However
disciplines creating the built form do not operate in isolated islands, they
are inevitably engaged with economics, politics and institutions. Therefore
incorporating a more encompassing understanding of space into the

architectural discussions is a process still required.

™ Bernard Tschumi, Architecture and Disjunction (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT
Press, 1996), 36.

" 1bid., 69.

” Forty, 275.

” Hayden White, “Michel Foucault,” in Structuralism and Since, ed. John
Sturrock (Oxford: Oxford University Press,1979) 93. quote in Jon Michael
Schwarting, “Morality and Reality: In Search of the Better Argument,” in Ethics
and Architecture...
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II1.2.3 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
centralization 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 attitude 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 insufficiency 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 capitalist 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 centralize disaster
management system begins to operate which alongside the rescue and relief
operations, reconstruct and rehabilitate 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 follows, in the case of a catastrophe the 9th 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 built 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.”

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 either by GDTRI or the
General Directorate of Bank of Provinces. Since our subject of analysis is
Golyaka Permanent Houses, we will concentrate on the activities 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 institutions and voluntary organizations

in the provision of permanent houses is as follows:

- Houses built by the MPWS with construction credits

from the European Council Bank Development 17.700
- Houses built by the MPWS with its own resources 7.650
- Houses built by PIU with construction credits

from World Bank 12.056
- Houses built by PIU with construction credits

from the European Investment Bank 2.586
- Donated Houses, voluntarily built by Governors of Provinces,

Trade Unions and Chamber Associations 2.502
- Purchased houses from the Real Estate Bank 5597

I11.2.3.1 Settlement Proposals for Gélyaka

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 rehabilitation of existing

infrastructure facilities and connection of new sites to these networks. In

™ Afet Isleri Genel Miidiirliigii , 13.
5 Atay, 53.
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this context, the former was utilized 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 finalized in three proceeding stages.
Golyaka Permanent Houses belonged to the first stage construction
processes with two other districts of Diizce; Diizce Center and Cumayeri.
Other districts where these projects were realized are: Golciik, Hereke,
Gebze-Sekerpinar1 and Giindogdu-Bekirpasa in Kocaeli; and Camili in
Sakarya. Carried out within the scope of MEER, the implementation of
these projects was in the responsibility of Project Implementation Unit

under the Prime Ministry of Turkey.

As we have stated in the previous chapter the existing site of Goélyaka is
subject to seismicity, lanslide and flooding. In the process of site selection,
then, safe settlement sites were sought outside the existing settlement
areas. To determine the geological factors so as to avoid hazardous areas
when rebuilding these towns, The Scientific and Technical Research Council
of Turkey (TUBITAK) and Mine Inspection and Search Institute (MTA) were
conducted. Based on the evaluations proposed by these institutions, new
settlement sites have been suggested on the surrounding slopes of the

Diizce Plain.76

Since the funding of MEER is involved with the credits taken from The
World Bank, the guidelines specified 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 firms with revising the plans of another social housing
example implemented after the 1998 Adana-Ceyhan Earthquake. Both the
consulting and the contracting firms were charged by PIU through bidding,
and they worked under the control of the site offices of this institution. In
MEER, the construction of the permanent houses, their infrastructure and
social amenities was under the responsibility of a single governmental

agency- PIU and mostly in each construction site a single contractor carried

" Bedel, 103.
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out the building activities. Therefore in the first stage of the project the

construction in differing districts were completed closed time intervals.

111.2.3.2 Permanent Houses

Based on an existing example of mass housing, the first stage permanent
houses of the PIU are 80 m?, with two rooms and a living room. Apart from
small variations of architectural solutions, the plan layouts of the houses
constructed in all the districts this project was realized are the same.
Despite the distinct characteristics and problems of each settlement,

uniform solutions have been sought regardless of place.

In this layout, the kitchen and living 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 flats on each storey are connected through a central staircase, which
expresses itself 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 all sides, with

gutters at their edges to drain water by vertical pipes.
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Figure II1.2: Site view of the Gélyaka Permanent Houses. Golyaka, 2005.
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Figure III.1: First floor plan of PIU MEER Project, Houses ‘TYPE B’



Figure II1.3: Site view of the Goélyaka Permanent Houses. Golyaka, 2005.
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CHAPTER IV

STRUCTURES AND AGENCIES:

DUZCE 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. It is not a collection of things or a void waiting to be filled
with content. Instead (social) space is a (social) product. This is a very
straightforward statement and it is the main theme of The Production of
Space. Through the analysis of this assertion Lefebvre attempted “to
understand the dialectical interaction between the spatial arrangements and

71

social organization itself.

As the last element of Lefebvre’s spatial trialectics, ‘social space’ is a
distinct term, different from the other two spheres, the physical and mental
space; yet it both includes and depends on them. In fact, “the three
moments of ontological trialectic thus contain each other; they cannot
successfully be understood in isolation or epistemologically privileged
separately.”2 Then, defining the relation between these spheres of spatiality
becomes important, for what we aim at is to conceptualize “in one unitary
‘g

‘social theory of space’ the various ‘levels of space’.

It is a question of discovering or developing a unity of theory between
fields which are given as being separate...Which fields?...First, the
physical, nature, the cosmos — then the mental (which is comprised of
logic and formal abstraction) - finally the social. In other words, this
search concerns logico- epistemological space- the space of social

' Rob Shields, Lefebvre, Love and Struggle: Spatial Dialectics (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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practice- that in which sensible phenomena are situated in, not
excluding the imaginary, projects, symbols, utopias.4

Therefore before analyzing the nature of social space, we want to briefly
underline some of the concepts he used for interrelating this “threefold
dialectic within spatialization”s and consider the significance of these

discussions for the architectural discipline.
IV.1.1 Understanding ‘social space’

1V.1.1.1 Dualism Between ldealism and materialism

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 materialism. 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.”¢ 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 appreciation for the power of the
“conceived” world of ideas and ideology over the “lived” world of
material social relations, he persistently sought to transcend, via his
inclusive dialectical or, better, trialectical materialism, the stubborn
bi-polarity and dualism that has developed between Marx’s historical
materialism and Hegel’s philosophical idealism.?

In fact, as we have tried to underline in the previous chapters, much of The
Production 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 it 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 limit himself

with closed sets of either/or oppositions, instead intends to “crack them

* Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space, trans. Donald Nicholson- Smith
(Oxford, Cambridge: Blackwell, 1991), 15.

> Shields, 160.

¢ Stuart Elden, Understanding Henri Lefebvre: Theory and the Possible.
London (New York: Continuum, 2004), 123.

" Soja, Thirdspace, 36.
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open by introducing an-Other term, a third possibility or “moment” that
partakes of the original pairing.”$

According to Soja, many of the spatial disciplines work somewhere between
these two attitudes, “conceiving of ‘pure’ materialism/objectivity and
idealism/subjectivity as opposite poles of a continuum of approaches.”?
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 spatialization. Generally, in the architectural discussions, the
social is either neglected or its 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 fixations on illusive materialist and/or idealist interpretations,”10
shall be integrated into our understanding of the spatial. Only then, it is
possible to capture the complexity of the situation, “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 immaterialized abstraction.”

IV.1.1.2 Spatialising the Dialectic

Secondly, for a better understanding of the social, Lefebvre introduces the
notion of space along side time and history. According to him, “social
relations, which are concrete abstractions, have no real existence save in
and through space. Their underpinning is spatial. ”12 As many have argued,
with these discussions Lefebvre tried to transform “Marx’s original
ontological categories by the addition of a spatial dimension,” 3 and he took

a step for “experimentally ‘spatialising’ the dialectic itself.”14

The dialectic thus emerges from time and actualizes itself, operating
now, in an unforeseen manner, in space. The contradictions of space,

¥ Ibid., 60.

° Edward Soja, “Thirdspace: expanding the scope of the geographical
imagination,” in Arcitecturally Speaking: Practices of Art, Architecture and
Everyday, ed. Alan Read (Routledge, 2000), 19.

“Soja, Thirdspace, 65.

' Tain Borden, Jane Rendell, Joe Kerr and Alicia Pivaro, “Things, Flows,
Filters, Tactics,” in The Unknown City: Contesting Architecture and Social Space,
ed. lain Borden et.al (Cambridge, Mass.: MIT Press, 2001), 8.

2 L efebvre, Production, 404.

" Shields, 160.

" Ibid., 150.
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without abolishing the contradictions which arise from historical time,
leave history behind and transport these old contradictions, in a
worldwide simultaneity, onto a higher level.1

Through out The Production of Space, Lefebvre notes that in the course of
history, the struggles of humanity all occur in space. Therefore studying
the spatiality of an event is as important as studying its sociality and
historicality. According to Soja, until recently the importance of spatiality
for an understanding of the being was underestimated, “peripheralized in
the humanities and social sciences.”16 But, the ontological “trialectics of
being’, that is spatiality- sociality- historicality, should be analyzed
interdependently, for a privileging 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 critical theory.
Today, he is considered as one of the pioneer critiques 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 inseparability and often problematic interdependence.”?”
It should be noted here that, Lefebvre “did not replace temporal with
spatial analysis, but thought the relation between space and time, and in

the process rethought both concepts.”18

As follows, Lefebvre influenced many important figures such as Frederic
Jameson, Edward Soja and David Harvey “on the importance of the spatial
character of a capitalism that increasingly relied on long- distance linkages
and attenuated social relations (“distanciation’), bringing places together in
one sense at the same time as compressing the time allocated for almost
very task- a shift that Harvey tries to sum up in the phrase ‘space- time
compression’.”19 All these authors emphasized the spatial dimension of

globalization regarding it as a geographical project.

1’ Lefebvre, Production, 129.
' Soja, “Thirdspace”, 16.

" Tbid., 14.

8 Elden, 170.

9 Shields, 143.
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1V.1.1.3 History of Spatialization

While spatialising the dialectical thinking, Lefebvre in The Production 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 attitudinal terms.”2 As historicizing the
spatialization, Lefebvre uses his ‘trialectics of spatiality’- 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 spatialization 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 spatiality are in a
balanced relation where none of them are privileged over the others. But in
the contemporary world, as Lefebvre argues there is a tendency to render
the complexity of life and the totality of space into an abstraction. The
shifting “balance and degrees of repression of one aspect or the domination
of another marks out historically specific, as well as socially produced,
spatializations”?2 and therefore mark out the character of the spatialization

of a period.

Lefebvre emphasized the importance of spatialization for the survival of
capitalism. Shields summarized Lefebvre’s approach in relation to
capitalism as:

a set of theses. First, social space is the location of the reproduction of
relations of production and of ‘society’ in all its complexity. Second,
the internal contradictions of capitalism have been managed through
the development of a mediating system of spatiality and of modes of
occupying geographic space.2

According to Lefebvre, the historical conditions of an era are closely
related to its mode of production. In this sense, the changing experience of
space and time can be associated with the birth of modernism. In his
analysis of the shift from the rural and the urban, he stated, “the production

of the city was the end, the objective and meaning of industrial production.”2

2 1bid., 135.
2 bid., 167.
2 1pid., 153.

» Henri Lefebvre, Writings on Cities (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 capitalism.

IV.1.2 ‘everyday life’

Two important points need clarification if we are to understand the nature
of social space. What is the usage of the term ‘production” in Lefebvre’s
writing and how shall we formulate the relation between the social and the
spatial? Lefebvre enlarged the concept of production, as it 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 spatialised 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- itself embraces both
things (goods, objects) and works.”» Unlike other commodities and
products, space has both “a material reality and a formal quality”2; it
continually recreates the social relations of its production. This reciprocal
relation is what distinguishes social space from other things and products,
as the outcome of past actions it 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 critique beyond the issues of
economic determinants has been his work on the everyday life, which he
continued for more than half a century. Even as early as the 1930’s Lefebvre
was talking about the importance of everyday life for developing a critique
of alienation as one of the key concepts of modernity. In the initial volume
of his trilogy, Critique of Everyday Life published in 1947, Lefebvre,
“optimistically saw the critique of everyday life 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

2 Shields, 159.
% Lefebvre, Production, 128.
% Shields, 159.
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immediate, the routine, and the seemingly trivial events of everyday

living.” 2

Beginning with this trilogy Lefebvre continued to develop his critique of
everyday life in the following years, tough his emphasis shifted. Initially
considered with the rural life of peasantry, he then expended his concept of
‘everyday life’ “into suburbia and ultimately to discuss the geography of
social relations in general.”2 In Everyday Life in the Modern World,
published in 1968, Lefebvre “began regrounding his critique of everyday
life and alienation in what he called the wurban condition and in
accompanying discourse on modernity.”? The organization of space with
spatial attitudes and territorial distribution enabled capitalism to expand
its control over the areas of private life and became an essential tool for the

survival of capitalism. He suggested in this work that

the great event of the last few years is that the effects of
industrialization on a superficially modified capitalist society of
production and property have produced their result: a programmed
everyday life in its appropriate urban setting. Such a process was
favored by the disintegration of the traditional town and the
expansion of urbanism.3

This stress on everyday life in an urban context emphasized the material
qualities of space and opened the term to public debate. Lefebvre
developed “an urban political agenda based on the right of access and
possession of the city as a common good and an ongoing, collective
production.”3 In fact his later works on the city such as Urban Revolution
and Right to the City “form a manifesto for independent social movements
and community action.”® The emphasis on everyday life as the primary
locus of domination and struggle turned it into a critical political construct,
which embodies both practices of oppression and potentialities for
transformation. As Kristin Ross argues, Lefebvre presented

A new image of society as a city- and thus the beginning of a whole
new thematics of inside and outside, of inclusion in and exclusion
from, a positively- valued modernity. Cities possess a center and

7 Soja, Thirdspace, 40.

2 Shields, 141.

¥ Soja, Thirdspace, 42.

 Henry Lefebvre, Everyday Life in the Modern World, trans. Sacha
Rabinovitch (Harmondsworth: Allen Lane, 1971), 65.

31 Shields, 143.

2 1bid., 141.
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banlieues, and citizens, those on the interior, deciding who among
the insiders should expelled and whether or not to open their doors to
those on the outside. 33

The consideration of everyday life as a political issue will be our starting
point for the discussion we are planning to develop in this chapter. As we
have tried 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. It shall be viewed as “an

interdisciplinary nexus, as an intrinsic element of everyday life.”3

In that sense, architecture is a part of the flow of space and time; it is
“embedded in all routines, activities, patterns and emotions of quotidian
life.”3 Today, everyday architecture is very much influenced by the forces
of late capitalist 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 inequalities of local
cultures, from the repeated routine of everyday life to the cultural

monuments and icons of state.”36

The important point here is that, in the idea of everyday life Lefebvre also
conditions the possibilities of resistance and criticism. This discussion shall
be completed with the concept of ‘lived space’ that will be analyzed in the
second chapter. Lefebvre states that,

there can be no question but that social space is the locus of
prohibition, for it is shot though with both prohibitions and their
counterparts, prescriptions. This fact, however, can most definitely
not be made into the basis of an overall definition, for space is not
only the space of ‘no’, it is also the space of the body, hence the space
of ‘yes’, of the affirmation of life.3”

3 Kristin Ross, 1996, 150. Quoted in Shields, Lefebvre, 141.
¥ Borden et al., “Things, Flows,” 3.

3 Ibid.

3 Shields, 145.

37 Lefebvre, Production, 201.
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At this juncture it is possible to return to the beginning of the thesis, and
emphasize the necessity of the spatial practices for resisting the dominant
forces shaping spatiality of capitalism. The things people do and the
physicality they create does matter, for these actions 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 it takes place. Only through the specific conditions
of the post-earthquake region, Diizce Association of Earthquake Victims
(Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi) was able to gather around a specific task
and struggle against the state for tenants’ rights in housing. In this chapter,
we will analyze the activities of this community-based organization, and try
to understand how it developed the critical 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
citizens can be observed. For us, the means they use for reaching their aims
and the values they propose imply an awareness of the actuality of the

existing housing condition.

IV.1.3 Defining ‘civil society’3s

The core meaning of ‘civil society’ designates “those social organizations,
associations and institutions that exist beyond the sphere of direct
supervision and control by state.”3 Today it is possible to talk about its
expanded meaning including topics such as “participatory democracy, the
social meaning of citizenship and justice in postmodern society.”# Thus as
a concept civil society has a fluid character so that we may perceive it as a
mediation between the individual and the state as well as a basis for active

resistance to authority.

*® The concept of civil society and citizenship will be developed in more depth
in the proceeding stages of the thesis.

% John Friedmann, “The New Political Economy of Planning: the Rise of Civil
Society in a Global Age,” in Cities for Citizens: Planning and the Rise of Civil
Society in a Global Age, ed. Mike Douglas and John Friedmann (Chichester, New
York: John Wiley & Sons, 1998), 21.

“ Ibid. 21.
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Given that there is not a consensus on the boundaries that define this term,
it is appropriate to set out my own take on the sphere of social practices
that comprise civil society. In doing so, I will 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
political and economic spheres, civil society and the argument on its limits

precede the scope of this thesis.

In defining the civil society, I will 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, political position and relations
of power inserted in the concept. Although it is hard to bring together all
these perceptions of the term under one heading, it is possible to underline

some common points.

To begin with, many of the definitions of civil society are derived from the
character of its engagement with the state on the one side and the market
on the other, which is usually formulized as a tripartite model of spheres
such as: public, private and civil society. In most, “the concept of being
civic lies somewhere between the private realm of one’s existence and the
public domain of officialdom. More important, it is produced by both

spheres of activity and influence.”

According to Cohen and Arato, civil society is a sphere “of social interaction
between economy and state, composed above all of the intimate sphere, the
sphere of associations, social movements, and forms of public
communication.”#2 As a part of the wider category of the ‘social’, civil
society differentiates both from the political parties and organizations as
well as from the economic organizations of production and distribution.
But this definition is not enough since it would be “misleading to identify

civil society with all of social life outside the administrative state and

“ Peter G. Rowe, Civic Realism (Cambridge, Mass: MIT Press, 1997), 68.
2 Jean L. Cohen, Andrew Arato, Civil Society and Political Theory
(Cambridge, Mass.:MIT Press, 1992), ix.
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economic processes in the narrow sense.”4 Instead, the institutions 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.”# Cohen and Arato, define four components of
civil society as:

(1) Plurality: families, informal groups and voluntary associations
whose plurality and autonomy allow for a variety of forms of life; (2)
publicity: institutions of culture and communication; (3) privacy: a
domain of individual self-development and moral choice; (4) legality:
the structure of general laws and basic rightness needed to demarcate
plurality, privacy and publicity from at least state and, tendentially,
the economy.4

Some authors underline the role of active citizenry in the formation of civil
society. One of the reasons ‘civil 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,
citizenship is a term that shall be considered with the process of
modernization and nation building. As it 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.” 4

Within the nation-state as distinct from medieval polity, each citizen
remains in a direct relation with the sovereign authority. Therefore, the
codification of the rights and duties of the citizens is an important part of
the modernization process. The question here is how exclusively or
inclusively citizenship must be defined. In the beginning citizenship
excluded all socially and economically dependent persons. But “in the
course of the nineteenth century this massive restriction was gradually
reduced until eventually all adults were classified as citizens.”# The
subject was transformed into citizen, and the gradual integration of the

citizen “into mechanisms of the national market, public administration and

* Cohen et al., ix.

* Cohen et al., x.

% Cohen et al., 346.

4 Mouzelis, 237.

4 Reinhard Bendix, Nation-Building and Citizenship: Studies of Our Social
Order (New York, London: John Wiley& Sons), 74.
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educational system went in hand with the formation of national

identities.” 4

As a term citizenry is political, that acknowledges “(a) a territorial unit
organized for a life in common- a political community; (b) the rights and
obligations of members of this polity- the citizens- and their claim,
legitimated by democratic theory, to be the sovereign of this polity to
which the state must be accountable; and (c) the right of citizens to claim
new rights for themselves.”# According to Friedman, the new awakening of
citizen rights can be associated with three interconnected claims: ”the
struggle for the right to voice, the struggle for the right to difference, and

the struggle for the right to human flourishing.” 0

IV.1.4 Civil Society in Turkey

The nature of politics and democracy in Turkey is different when compared
to Western European experience and additional scrutiny is necessary for a
more realistic 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 citizens towards the state are
emphasized against the rights of citizens as individuals.5® Hence, the
historical background of civil society in Turkey is very much outlined by
the dominance of state. In terms of actual organization civil society has not
been very powerful and the people and institutions that constitute it do not
have complete, unrestricted freedom from the traditionally coercive state

bureaucracy.

Today, with the possibility 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

“ Mouzelis, 237.

4 John Friedman and Mike Douglas, “Editors’ Introduction,” Cities for
Citizens: Planning and the Rise of Civil Society in a Global Age, ed. Mike
Douglass and John Friedman (Chichester: John Wiley &Sons, 1998), 1.

 Friedman et al., “Editors’ Introduction,” 2.

' Siileyman So6zen and Ian Shaw, “Turkey and the FEuropean Union:
Modernizing a Traditional State?”, Journal of Social Policy and Administration
37 (April 2003) : 108-120.
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possibility of membership to Turkey and with the agenda on EU accession
and political reforms of this consolidation, different proposals proposed by
various segments of civil society started to being discussed. This is an
ongoing project, and although the political reforms have taken on a new

urgency, their precise outcomes are still 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 mobilization of Turkish society and non-governmental
organizations was realized by many as “a beginning, or perhaps a
continuation of an awakening of Turkish society that started after
Susurluk.”5 Whether or not the earthquake will be catalyst for fundamental
changes is matter of discussion. Nevertheless, given the fact that there is a
strong tradition of emphasizing authority over citizen empowerment and
participation it 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, social space is the location of the reproduction of relations of
production and of ‘society’ in all its complexity. Second, the internal
contradictions of capitalism have been managed through the
development of a mediating system of spatiality and of modes of
occupying geographic space. In volume 4 of De I’Etat this is developed
as a third argument, that the production of this capitalist
spatialization is accomplished through the activities of the state,
which oversees what he calls the ‘statist mode of production’.

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 capitalism affect the quality 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

critique of the denial individual and community’s ‘rights to space’ under

2 Kubicek, 769.
3 Shields, 153
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the abstract spatialization embodied in capitalism and technocratic

knowledge structures of the state.” 5

IV.2.1 The Origin Story of ‘Diizce Association of Earthquake Victims’

Access to a good living environment is mostly shaped by income and
wealth that are linked 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 commonalities through different economic,
political or civic contexts. Consequently there have been many associations
formed by the victims of the earthquake in different parts of the earthquake
region, such as Adapazari1 Depder, Avcilar Gliimiispala Dayanisma Dernegi,
Bekirpasa Depder, Degirmendere Depder, Diizce Depder, Golciik
Magdurlar: Dayanisma Dernegi, Karamiirsel Depder and Yalova Depder. In
the words of an introductory brochure outlined 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 lives in the coercive
conditions of that region can claim for their basic human rights 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 Diizce earthquake, “to cope with the difficulties of the
catastrophe environment in company and to offer solutions to the existing
problems together”, realized Diizce Association of Earthquake Victims.36
The primary relation uniting the members of this association was their
geographical positioning; to reside in Diizce was the basic condition to
enlist to the organization. For many, Diizce had been the place where they

had spent most of their lives, and in spite of the many different solutions

% Shields, 146.

> Quoted in Diizce DepDer Brochure01 (Diizce, 2001). Emphasis added. “Amag
depremzedeler arasinda yardimlasma ve dayanismayi giigclendirmek. Deprem
yiiziinden g¢esitli acilar ve sikintilar yasayan, hayatlar1 zorlasan insanlarin
haklarini arayabilmelerini ve seslerini duyurabilmelerini saglamak.”

% Quoted in Diizce DepDer Brochure02 (Diizce, 2003). Emphasis added.
“Diizce Depremzedeler Dernegi, 12 Kasim Depreminin ardindan depremzedelerin
magduriyetlerini birlikte gidermek, sorunlarina birlikte ¢6ziim bulmak ic¢in
olusturduklar: bir dernektir.” See Fig IV.3.
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proposed in terms of temporary settlement, most wanted to or was obliged

to continue their lives 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 sacrifices to get it. In
more general terms, a house is one of the most important material
possessions a person can have and its lack or satisfaction affect the well-
being of the individual. In addition, the residential domain can be
considered the region where the citizen relates with the city. Therefore the
stability of the neighborhood is an essential part of the continuity of life.
Thus an interruption, which affects the unity of the residential settings

spark a different kind of energy.

Here a distinction can be made between organized and mobilized forms of
civil society. Although most of the time civil society exists for itself, in
some historical moments mobilization “occurs around a specific purpose
that, by its very nature, is political in a sense quite different from the
politics of everyday life.”5 Likewise, in this case study, civil society was
set in motion through the associations that were structured around
struggles for the right to live in a decent house. In time, by adopting a
constitution that is acceptable by the community at large and by
establishing a democratic mechanism of liability, DDD legitimized itself as
a community organization and was in a position to negotiate with the
power holders. Thus, based on the definitions 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 locality.

One of the first issues taken by this organization was the attitude of the
government to the existing structures in the earthquake region. DDD
detected many insufficiencies in the arrangements and the applications of
the government, which in return provided the ground for illegal 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

" Friedmann, “The New Political Economy of Planning,” 23.
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have been analyzed by different disciplines in differing mediums, it 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 effective
terrain for engagement in civic life beyond the household and in relation to
the state and the corporate economy.”® 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
citizen rights. This also assisted the development an awareness of how the
social and economic systems work associated to housing and at times to the
disadvantage of those with low incomes. Once the limits and the meaning
of citizenship were revealed, the victims claimed for and at times tried to
expand these rights. Secondly, in a society where the usage of the public
space is limited, DDD’s efforts to make themselves heard is important. The
victims did not wait for any political party or another organization to
represent themselves, but used the public domain to realize their aims. Of
course not all 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 citizen, because “citizenship is political and thus a

concept in the public sphere.” %

We will mainly dwell on the actions of DDD in the time period following
March 2002 until today. The significance of this dating is that, in March
2002 Ministry of Public Works and Settlement started working on the
elimination of the prefabricated buildings. According to Aysegiil Senol,
when they set off for removing these buildings by regions many people
were left homeless, continuing their lives in severe conditions. Hence the
members suffering from this situation demanded of Diizce Depder to take
more interest in their problems. From then on, the association has
undertaken the tenant’s (kiract1 depremzedeler) housing problems as a

priority.¢

8 Friedmann et al,, “Editor’s Introduction,” 1.

¥ Friedmann et al., “Editor’s Introduction,” 1.

80 «2002 mart nisan tarihinde tiim prefabrikleri kaldirmakla ilgili bir ¢alisma
baslatt1 Bayindirlik Bakanligi. Hatta zamanin Bayindirlik Bakani bunu saglamak
amaciyla prefabriklerde PKK oturuyor diye aciklamalar yapmisti. Belli bolgeleri

99



ipjrawys B
ojoy njpwnin asajayy ng Jopded woy aa j|ausrag
ajp sewiyed (431307 TINID 18VITNSON YWEVTIdYA
1Bipjupey uiupaep yapsaw jqib isauojd syad Gowpw Hojoa|
Asjpuaynu jookuy uojnioy owiopdod apuprajalijoq wasdag

410300 UIBJUD{BY ZIS58S 0UNG DPUOWET Wi oW uuojuoded
apqet ng iwupjd Joul) ‘jenTAow youojo sosa nBaniunios
piuEeLUe adaxijyo) uuuapuawnB ety uoiofod opiojouig
ng Jopey Ao3UNARIOP NUMUWD YIUOUGRE JOjoud fjjoy Hob ‘a5
IpjiuaanE isoSul UILBUIG 1[0y 0 JROUD BPUILUET O @A (40 UjLUeF

uippiyas g yndng uoinBop unios pynyny
oA yodoy yod yad ‘ng ‘- osiodnyos odoyiysy wiBijuoant uos
Jopdod 1oy yesynd suitia) woy yoory yod (ol uinsowopius
joy upwoz o ‘osiokipgeiogfes wiljuasnB uoy vowBog
aulfiesyod jo sopdod ng Jafy uodnneoliug UDjDWuNIOY
Hop pACOUIAR[WOWD} IULAI0WE Jluouoys ulD|idod 1oy
W05 JNaAGLL UDpUDA @i dofijui@ab oo oy ud dopdod
wad epsapad (Gipsaisel aunBnpio siusye uuuo)nSoy ulwoz
uLB|ig uyejoor s ylojear uniniknie sosa oule|uojd Jow| ‘g

IPHSILeA S1 TN IWHIGNITINGD 1dVA supadjyos oulg

@A jjowpnsnsnio ANOY I91TNIAND 1WA IONI¥TTIDTOH
134y 41q prazuag nuog jauey njdoy uidp jsawjpigal
ajoy unBAn au Biaujauss Jagy Uos WISDWo op oA unso
fnuuol iosoy apuwaadap uuopdod way yoputiaaBjog jagy
wpijownsdoy Lopided wny japupajaBjog jay

Ayowauo opunpioy Jojidoy yoaojidog spuajabieg 1oy
Lipljowuio awopunb joynp sepdajoy opiBoio

B|UBPEU NG INPWAINE Jiq BB 1640y NG UIPDYOWDLWLID
afipp1a yewiaued op od Jyfnupuoyd vepzob jojuodoiod
opuojidod usdowunp ounuosdoy yiBwiougd oy npnk wojuo
unung uodiuucun nBaunbiin afi@wausd nenuoy Tos vasob
uojjnoy yijuoand Suwpuysel ‘uuo|oulg Ng 8 oA oug o3 yod
opuifip uiwesdos ng epuiseboq woasdep "esdo NpopoWopIjag
o nioy yuyey 1Gosojo jfing uuopdod yazajuipua|bnb
ohas yoiojuous ‘yeseuukifiop ‘yosopcod e Danw|og 7

"100C “@2zn( ‘10 2inydoig ‘roqdag 9dznq :T°AI 911

SRR e

‘zruoiipe dejo|

INISYWNITY YNLLTY IYNIWAL NANNE
IA INISIWINYOONO 37) YSWA NINISIWTIQIGAVAN INITIIIS

Ndvl NINI¥ITIrodd WINYNOD JA NIHYTHOLVY NINEIT
YNISVIWNENG HIZVHITYH NISYIYNIE NIYOD WINYNO

Aursowpidos
WU USUAZAP IDNTABW [ya4aB US| IsDwuiD Dunnsdoy

)

IWILINIT [dVA,., uiuiejewnbin auujpuaginl oa woug |

AuisowuoBos wiuuBowining 1901 INTWILID

IWIHYNO IdvA FJON]HTIIDTON LIV H3I9|LaA aauajunoq |

sajaysianjun frwfojunwzn opuiuoie [Bisipuayow
waosdap upajpy tqiyos jsabjaq ppad wiioue dey |

[OpUILIDUG ulDjoulg
iHBs0y Do LS unung JIpNoWo aiyielu oio|Gos ufuasn

uiiojunsul ¥o304osod pposo op osues |4 pg ‘1qiB nnple [
unBng Jeus|ug uouipy HEep g ifpanjo UDWBT AU unasdag

sodjiwiaa uaant Jojwupus usjided pplwBgo ng *ONTADL
DN JEnw UdpLljousp uojdod iyosoy U0 BUD Wauap w3

Jopdod wsd fuo|fnupB repuniyey IBiEsIDia4 9|saiu uuBluDWIn |

iquyes mabjog yed wuous ol Wiluo|Wopo WG {Lo|oipRi

(Grj@iyes uiupo)nis uiwaz Lopodos iyed oo iBuiged |
uise oLy uojo is06|ag e ur] IUBUS UUDIdod II0S0Y DR |

MA5N35 351 LYynzaaw
‘ZISHA13A ¥TTIWITNO NYNITY YONINNYH ¥¥1IdvA NA

HENdYA LNIAIW funtos

uaupfasal wozos 130 3A [pj9due apiajwtajak w bopabiog
oaue uapwasdap 41 yasage|ob ouppiow spu seBlog Diowlioy

“Dpue IpIPYe) uus|waidep |

uod DIoWIDW ap Dpyowunioy Jopded jnaaow Slswigl
josoy znusy op od EnwugB soeoy opiojocsssp (ifad apuizday

viuuojuopd Jown wopdey, sodiuojuo)d uapIuSA LUajuay uauaie |
uaputsjwasdop wisoy g o4 soEnby £ wpu soljeg oMoy

scrodmaniSto jpyal ynang
tr3t undoiy wnsul aopdpd sy,

I9(1

bizde dernegimizde gdrdiik- insanlar

lokal olarak kaldirmaya basladiklarinda-

hig

bizle

insanlar

yasayan

Prefabriklerde

kaliyorlardi.
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IV.2.2 Empowerment of the Victims

Even three years after the earthquake there were still significant amount of
people residing in the prefabricated settlements, an environment I have
already referred to in the previous chapters. Life in these settings was not
easy. The houses were small, especially for a traditional Turkish family
with more than one child in the household, consisting of a single room
roughly 25 to 30 m? in floor area. In most, the infrastructures providing the
basic facilities such as plumbing and site drainage were not sufficient. This
was partly due to the fact that, these residents were built 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, majority 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 like.
In some instances a porch was added, at others, a lamppost or a curtain or a
roof. These insignificant 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 find a decent housing at rentals they can afford to pay, this
meant being thrown to the street. Despite the dimension of temporality
pervasive in prefabricated settlements from the start, residents and their
supporters started to get organized around Diizce DepDer and searching
for ways to postpone the closure of these settlements. As a result, the
representatives of the residents, Diizce DepDer, Golciik DepDer and Izmit
Bekirpasa DepDer organized a walk to Ankara, "Ankara Demonstration’
(Ankara Yiriiyusii), to keep the prefabricated houses operating. On June
24, 2002 the spokespersons representing these associations succeeded in

meeting with Abdulkadir Akg¢an, the head of the Ministry of Public Works
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and Settlement at the time being.®¢ Through this dialogue, they tried to
clarify the situation and convince the government that there was not
sufficient housing at rents within the income brackets of the settlers. They
claimed that people still 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.” &

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 lives in more severe conditions.®® The
representatives of DDD were asked to be patient and in a way, to be
contended with what they had. But according to Senol, now that they had
experienced the disaster it was impossible to sit back and watch the same
irregular and illegal activities to take place. She claimed that, “Our lives
have changed. It changed because we were situated on the North Anatolian
Fault Line. It changed because this incident took place in 1999.

Nevertheless it changed irreversibly.” ¢

81 “24 haziran 2002 tarihinde hep beraber Ankaraya gittik. Giderken Gélciik,
Izmit ve Diizce’deki depremzede dernekleri olarak hareket ettik. Abdulkadir
Akcan’la goriistik. Kendisine durumu acgikladik. Cogu depremzedenin hala
prefabriklerde oturdugunu, hatta bir kisminin bu binalarda kiraci olarak
bulundugunu anlattik. Prefabriklere insanlarin hala ihtiyaci vardi. Ne zamana
kadar. Temelli bir konut sorunu ¢oziilene kadar.” Aysegiil Senol, inteview by
author, written notes, Diizce, 12 September 2004.

8 Quoted in Diizce DepDer Brochure02 (Diizce, 2003). “Yasadiklari
prefabrikleri bosaltmalar:i istenen kiracilara, imza kampanyalart ve yetkililerle
Ankara’da yapilan gdoriismeler sonunda bir sene daha ek sure tanindi. Ama herkes
bunun geg¢ici bir ¢ézimoldugunun farkinda. Yolun sonu gérindi.” See Fig IV.4.

6 «“Bagka yerlerle kiyas edilmeye calisiliyor. Mesela Bartu depreminden hala
daha konutlarini alamayan insanlar var. Bunlar dogrudan hak sahibi olan insanlar.
Dogrudur tabi, Tiirkiyenin baska bolgelerinde ¢ok daha kotii kosullarinda yasayan
insanlar da var mutlaka. Ama bu bdlgedeki insanlar bir miktar sehirlesmeninde
etkisiyle ¢ok fazla yapilagsmayla, yapsatcilikla, denetimsizlikle bas basa
birakilmis. Belki deprem olmasaydi bu usulsiizlik devam ediyordu. Hi¢ bir sey
degismiyecekti hayatimizda, ama artik O6yle degil.” Aysegiil Senol, inteview by
author, written notes, Diizce, 12 September 2004.

64 “Degisti bizim hayatimiz. Kuzey anadolu fay hattinda oldugumuz ic¢in degisti.
Belkide bu 1999 yilinda yasandigi i¢in degisti. Belki 1970 yilinda yasansaydi
daha farklt bir sonuc¢ c¢ikardi ortaya. Ne olursa olsun geri doniisii olmayan bir
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Figure IV.4: Ankara Demonstration. Ankara, 2002.

sekilde degisti.” Aysegiil Senol, inteview by author, written notes, Diizce, 12
September 2004.
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IV.2.3 Homeless Victims’ Solidarity Housing Cooperative/ Evsiz
Depremzedeler Dayanisma Konut/ Yap1 Kooperatifi

30% of the residents residing the prefabricated houses, because their
houses got demolished or heavily or moderately damaged in the
earthquake, possessed the right to get a new house or to receive
construction credits from the government. But for the victims who did
not have a property and therefore had been living in the earthquake
region as tenants no policies or solutions were proposed. In this sense
it is mnot possible to conclude that the mnecessity of the entire
population within the region was taken into consideration. Besides,
since in the planning process the needs of the victims were not
considered thoroughly, it is most probably that the prefabricated
houses, which were meant to be temporary, will be used as permanent
settlements. &

The “Ankara Demonstration” and its resulting meeting with Akcan on June
24, 2002, assisted the residents in a way they did not expect. Through their
conversation, Akcan mentioned an option: supplying a site with the basic
environmental services, such as water, sewerage, electricity 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.¢

DDD held on long lasting debates on the possibility 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 s6zlesme” was found and arranged according to the

aims and priorities of the victims.

6 «“Bayindirlik ve Iskan Bakanligi’nin Marmara ve Diizce Depremleri Sonrasi
Faaliyetleri,” (Ankara:T.C. Sayistay Bakanligi, March 2002), 46.

6«0 yiizdende o giin yapmis oldugumuz goriismede aslinda onunda bize
verdigi bir fikir vardi. Siz eger kooperatiflesirseniz biz de size altyapili arazi ve
ucuz kredi saglariz dedi Bayindirlik Bakani Akcg¢an. Biz bdyle disinmemistik
aslinda, dogrudan devletten istiyorduk. Yapilabilir bir sey oldugunu anladik,
kendi i¢ Orgilitlenmemizi saglayabilirsek. Kooperatifgiliginde ana fikri aslinda
birbirine destek olmak, gii¢ birligi, dayanisma gibi kavramlar oldugu ig¢in bu
toplulukla biz bu isi basaririz diye diisiindiik, 6zellikle Diizcedeki arkadaslar
olarak sOyliiyoruz. Uzun siren toplantilarimiz oldu, acaba
kooperatiflesebilirmiyiz, kooperatiflesirsek nasil bir kooperatif yapabiliriz bunu.”
Aysegiil Senol, inteview by author, written notes, Diizce, 12 September 2004.
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The first initiative was to clarify the terms for becoming a member of the
cooperative. To begin with, the first principle to take part in this scheme
was to reside in Diizce. The members of DDD were sensitive to constitute
the cooperative with people who survived the earthquake within the limits
of Diizce. 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 live in it. As
a result, the cooperative was made up families who had proven that they

had no other alternative for sheltering.®

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 financial problem with no relation to politics.
However, many of the decision taken in relation with housing depend on
the political attitudes and the current decision systems operating in a
country. In spite of the entire housing problems experienced all around the
world, self-help actions is not favored by most of the governments. As
stated by Francis J. Amos

Self-help action is dependent upon people deciding for themselves, but
governments can see, in this devolution of power to communities to
decide for themselves, a threat to the authority of the government.
Thus, while there may be a universal acceptance of the need for self-
help, political systems may inhibit the development of the very
institutions which could assist in improving housing conditions as
well as strengthening the fabric of government.¢s

7 «“Q yiizden bir ana sodzlesme o6rnegi bulduk. Bu ana sdézlesmeye neler
ekleyebiliriz, neleri giivence altina almamiz gerekir, onlar1 diisiindiik. Uye
olabilme kosullarindan basladik. Bu kooperatife kimlerin iye olmasi gerektigini
¢ok oOnemsiyorduk. Kendisinin, esinin 18 yasindan kii¢ik ¢ocugunun f{izerine
kayitlt bir evi olmamasi lazimdi. Aile olarak diislinildiigiinde oturacak bir
konutunun olmamasi gerekiyordu.” Aysegiil Senol, inteview by author, written
notes, Diizce, 12 September 2004.

% Francis J.C. Amos, “Political and Administrative Factors in Low-income
Housing,” in Low-income Housing in the Developing World, ed. G.K.Payne (John
Wiley&Sons, 1984), 164.
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The struggle of DDD with the government for site and services will be
considered thoroughly in the next part. In this section, we will go over the
proposal suggested by Homeless Victims’ Solidarity 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 existing situation we
have tried 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 majority of the organization.
It is planned to be self-financing, but even self-financing projects require
some capital to get started. In the case of getting the right to build on the
site 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 site 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 realistic. And lastly, since 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 time and changing external factors.
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Figure 1V.6: Dlizce DepDer, Brochure 02. Diizce, 2002.

In this story, we aim to emphasize especially 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 marginalization by spatial practice thus extends even to
language. The word 'user’ (usager), for example, has something vague-
and even vaguely suspect- about it. ‘User of what?’ one tends to
wonder...The fact is that the most basic demands of ‘users’
(suggesting  ‘underprivileged’) and  ‘inhabitants’  (suggesting
‘marginal’) find expression only with great difficulty, whereas the
signs of their situation are constantly increasing and often stare us in
the face.®

1V.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 alternative, a model based on the participation of
the users in the housing activity was initiated. For them, this mode of
house production is to solve two practical realities. First, this method
reduces the costs and increases the availability of the houses for the
families involved. Secondly, by observing every phase of the construction

members will feel safer about the houses they are going to live in.7

Through the meetings held in the cooperative, these ideas were transformed
into articles and were applied to the contract. According to these additional
articles, applicants have to fulfill the requirements of ‘sweet equity’
throughout the project. This means that all the members of the cooperative

are to participate in the construction process as unskilled workers in

% Lefebvre, Production, 362.

™ “Bunun iki sebebi vardi. Birincisi ekonomik sebebi. Bugiin konut sahibi
olmak c¢ok biiyiik maliyetlere mal oluyor. Hatta disardaki insanlar paraniz yok
neyle konut yapiyorsunuz diyorlar. Yani yalnizca parasi olan insanlarin konutu
olabilecegi gibi bir diisiince yerlesmis hepimizin beynine. Bu ¢ok biyik
maliyetleri asagi ¢ekmiyor belki ama genede bu durumda olan iiyelerimizin
durumu kolaylastiracak. Ikinciside hala daha insanlar ¢ok katli ve betonarme
binalara giivenmiyor. O yiizden bu giiveni olusturmanin belki bir yoluda biitiin
insaat siirecini gdzleyebilmekten gec¢iyor dedik. Bide binasiyla ilgili tim bilgiye
sahip olacak, belki bir miithendis gibi degil ama genel bilgileri bilecek, aklina
takilanlar1 soracak.” Aysegiil Senol, inteview by author, written notes, Diizce, 12
September 2004.
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cyclical terms.” At the end, the building of the houses will be combination
of self-help efforts and the use of skilled 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 if 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 sufficient since most
have not been part of a communal project before. In other words, for the
victims it was hard to conceive of themselves and the group in the process

of construction clearly.

1V.2.4.2 “administrative equity”

In a cooperative interpreting participatory concepts, the coordination of the
agents and therefore the administrative structure requires additional
concentration. According to Senol, 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 controlling the actions of the
cooperative.””2 In the establishment of the decision system, the members
chose not to leave the authority to a single ‘Board of Directors’ (Yonetim
Kurulu). Initially, the cooperative started working with a "Committee of
Representatives’ (Temsilciler Heyeti), which in the course of process

transformed into what they label ‘Inquiry Committee’ (Danisma Kurulu).?

" “Bu konutlarin yapimina katilacak olan herkesin insaat siirecinde kendi
zamanlarini ayarladiklari bir giine isabet ederek doniisiimli olarak vasifsiz islerde
caligsmalar1 konsunda herkes hem fikir oldu.” Aysegiil Senol, inteview by author,
written notes, Diizce, 12 September 2004.

" Aysegiil Senol, conversation with the author (09, 2004). “Karar
mekanizmasini olustururken iki noktaya o6nem verdik. 1.dogrudan iiyelerin
kararlara katiliminit saglamak 2. iliyelerin denetimini dogrudan saglayabilmek,
yalnizca denetim kuruluna yada genel kurula birakmamak.”

7 Aysegiil Senol, conversation with the author (09, 2004). “isleyisi yalnizca
bir yonetim kuruluna birakmamak kanaati olustu bizde. Ve temsilciler heyeti diye
bir heyetle bagladik c¢aligmalara. Bu sekil ala ala en son kooperatif ana
sozlesmesinde danigsma kurulu diye bir anlama kavustu.”
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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

€00 ‘@2zn( ‘¢ 2inydoxg ‘roqda 20zn( :£°Al S14

*JIPE)HEWGRIUE ILISESD WIZIUELIST[ES BpUNSAUDY

[EELEE]] 7)WpEa0a)|qaz0d [ISEY NENLUALMIOS ] 'UETELEARD [ESEA 34
HI130IZWIHAI[T [ESEARUE LIFILIYYRY 1IN0y Bz indos ng mppo Snufop
12700 TR 1y e,/ amiray orudnindng rajag )

ZTEAT MRIE|D NINUDS Winewiiped 1jg 2% apajapanuaidy
3] JEWEIE JUEA PUNSNL0S 2 y@2adal nu yoioje
dpy @A apiapypaqofaid dey spmpeug weg wed, euos
URTHNPUGD "RIB|E 205 JEP BUIHIPIIEZN UIIAINS 2203 (11ak
EPUSSEIUOS ANATUIA BIEyuy uejided agyijng yeieo 1agdag
a3 an eSedingag Jz) - ¥o2jge apuifipjal awapuns
IS0 LIy 50 upagy e aed ap 2o0E e "adup [k g
HETE IPE R LT YRUARY UBPLEILE Sy B ENIRAND
1] UL BLLDE AA JJHES FSELLIE WIDE A)g u)dg (e
UTMINURIOS ULEJUESLE] UEARLD njnuoy J))igeuesel 'uning

e uApaapazadap

IAIE0Q (U8 UING [ARUEL [PREY InjEn|nNY 11

UAPD DJAREI U1 ISMUYI0E) 0203 sl uusjapazwaidap
ULIB|UMIOS NG ¥01aAa|UBEN P SopqILEIa [j15a3 wh|

UTLAE |0 S AR BIE0S uapwiaidap 1zip 10 BYUER 34
LUNI0S IEI140S HEY JE]UMIS UBLESEA BRIBINUOY Y
“ERP{NTIS Y ueNed EARLIO Bpusaanau wepd few ueunos
upajapazwaidap ueAesed pparjuTie YUOEaId a4 BpIR|IDES
RuRA NG UEPUNENEAIAY "AN0UIEE Jjg LR APIREANIO

U3} HOUS NG WAZA5 DTG BULT|UNIOS "fawuap|E
1unadunpEew unajep P UBPUIRIE Ul P
aarng GEET wisey £ 1faag M aparwaidag axeng

"WI13ZQ)
Y19
NZNWNNNYOS
1NNOM

forward their ideas to the Inquiry Committee.”

‘ZifeseheseA

BN SpIIWiaas 2 §Iipng
AUNGNEO fuaand *HeIeARWIEY
PR ZWnNzod uepuiere)o
Ep ZIWISURS BILNIJEY

[ IUBLED [ MU PN
1BR5U] |G UNING AP 21| puay
DA UTPUIERIT)O BpUISE]

urél ap Faakay qiuyal

1puay amwngnpingsngo epuisp
ML IR ULEININY s qiE)) [§2058 Ienzaaw |esey

2z Zow o Sk nuose) Jopoy oAupp

NAUBJIPS UJLIE) SWIST]ON DININ A [JS11]0Y DYOP 3P iy
‘uapg|Id4) §a3a)La Ul daps) ooy way ‘opziiioudey
BpuiuDIG 0E-52 aprfid uajiian S yoa R

waly Yyosdned opriss)iesty) unb g opojfoy ojasau
ydp unung ‘yosdod zjuipuay [y 81 1abip
opuisip Jajsy vadpyasal isea Wousinyime (opsn aa
uafsjuya) ‘SipuILL Jounu) 1a4ay yjuag g 1y psAg

U)igap umywnw yad

ng ‘Yasipan apyyeaInw 1aAes wize] isawial ejeesu)
ujuipary ueune aps ew§ipewo ered Jq exeyieq
EJINAE P13 1W §8021aA IpI WIEYET "UISHEIELE)
1A wgededed (rseu neesu) jued ‘geaeiey jIseu
IABAIIH "IOAIUYIG §) BIUOS UERNPNG LRpasy 3)) Bsn
‘Zruodnunsnp iz
-i§araqeieieq an JuiBipew|o
BAIP E[IE, Unung yaadeswaug
uewnadeq auuapsnosE an
18)3q UUEjUBLLZN Bp ApAsAEsaL
nuoy zuejuesul Swjal euel
ueh _n___ws EIS WIS q._..._cw_u.._:
HAALNGIAW wuLA Y ZISAES
an ujupaaiunpiew

WE0P 104 21g SiwLE epejuE e
RIMY NTNG DA FPB||VEN PG
‘|oA ng iy Zruolip walez ap g

AHWIVIO TISVN ““Z]1]930 LHHVILOW

an roamrara i e a TTee Tneee e Tun T

™ Aysegiil Senol, conversation with the author (09, 2004). “Bu danisma kurulu

genel kurullarda segiliyor.

Her on iiyeye bir danisma kurulu lyesi diisiiyor.

Danisma {iyesi karari alirken on kisinin kararini iletiyor danisma kuruluna.

Danisma kurulu da bu anlamda kararlarini olusturuyor.”
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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 capitalist
societies now had to be considered.”?” Manuel Castells was one of the first
and most influential writers who tried to form a materialist theory of urban
processes under capitalism. He explored the formation and effects of the
‘urban social movements’, which were the results of unequal distribution of
the elements of ‘collective consumption’, such as schools, hospitals and

housing.

The discourse of urban social movements considered the spaces of everyday
life as an arena of revolutionary politics. The intervention of the state in
urban processes led to the unequal distribution of state services and at
times resulted with political movements. These movements are specifically
urban in character linking together different classes against government
policy. Yet we must be careful about “the articulation between “urban’
struggle and political struggle”, because, although the basis of these
protest movements are organized around urban issues that link different
classes together, “it is very risky to limit oneself to studying the relation in
one direction, for there is strong chance of finding the maximum movement
of transformation where the political class struggle is the central element of

the “urban” mobilization.” 7

1V.2.5.1 ‘the right to city’

The right to difference, to be different, against the increasing forces of
homogenization, fragmentation and hierarchically organized power
that defined the specific geography of capitalism...a meeting place for
all peripheralized or marginalized ‘subjects’ wherever they may be
located. In this politically charged space, a radically new and different
form of citizenship can be defined and realized.””

 C. Greig Cryler, Writing Spaces: Discourses of Architecture, Urbanism, and
the Built Environment, 1960-2000 (London, New York: Routledge, 2003), 117.

7 Ibid.,121.

7 Soja, Thirdspace, 35.
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After the general principles of the Cooperative Agreement was decided and
the legal processes of becoming a cooperative was finalized, DDD
transformed its 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 sites 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 will not
be emphasized in this thesis. Instead we will dwell on the conflict between

the actions of DDD and the central organizations.

Figure 1V.9: Images from the first action. Ankara, 2003.

LA g . “ b AR g .

Figure 1V.10: Images from the first action. Ankara, 2003.
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For DDD, the story following becomes one of delay and incompetence,
where the expectations of the victims are not satisfied and the processes are
not finalized. One of the problems DDD faced in their struggle for housing
was the intricacy of finding 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 until this
time interval, the members decided to change their attitudes and searched

for ways to make clear their resistance.
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Figure IV.11: Images from the second action. Ankara, 2005.

In these circumstances, DDD organized two actions in Ankara. The first one
lasted for 72 days and the second one 142 days, where the members of DDD
stayed in tents in Abdi Ipekci Park, in Ankara. Inspired by their collective
experience of marginalization and abandonment in spite of individual
efforts of integration to urbanization through everyday life, homeless
victims began to claim their “rights to the city”, their rights to its 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 it- but to transform it in ways that will

serve all of its citizens.

115



In terms of becoming visible, DDD appropriated the public space of City
Park as “the common ground where people carry out the functional and
ritual activities that bind a community, whether in the normal routines of

daily life or in periodic festivities.” 7

The story we have considered in this chapter illustrates the transformation
of a group from feelings of discontent, to the development of clear aims
and to allocating roles and responsibilities. Through the emergency
measures we have tried to identify so far, the members of DDD acted
collectively to create order out of an adverse situation. This example is
significant both in terms of the intrinsic values it carries and also because

of the practical values of its 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 ability
to sustain a cooperative based on participatory concepts is hard because it
depends on the housing and building laws, government policies and the

organization of the construction industry.
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Figure 1V.12: Images from the second action. Ankara, 2005.

® Madanipour, Design, 146.
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Figure 1V.13: Images from the second action. Ankara, 2005.
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CHAPTER V

CONCLUSION

A whole history remains to be written of spaces- which would at the
same time be the history of powers (both these terms in the plural)-
from the great strategies of geopolitics to the little tactics of the
habitat.

Foucault

The most successful ideological effects
are those that have no words and

ask no more than complicitous silence.
Bourdieu

What is the goal?
It is the transformation of life in its smallest,

most everyday detail.
Lefebure

As we have stated all through this thesis, the way we approach architecture
and the way we understand space are closely related. The dilemma
between real and mental space is one of the factors that characterize the
modern conception of space and therefore architecture. One way to get out
of this dilemma, as suggested by Lefebvre is “to shift the concept of
architecture towards the building development process.”! Accordingly, in
this thesis the object of interest was the production processes rather than
things in space, although we are aware that both the process and its

product are inseparable.

This shift from the widely held view about the discipline that is expected to
express itself only through formal manipulation to architecture as a process
was a choice we made at the beginning of the thesis. To understand the
built environment we are living in, we concentrated on the process of its

creation, where political, economic and symbolic factors closely interact in

' Ali Madanipour, Design of Urban Space: an Inquiry into a Socio-spatial
Process (Chichester, New York: John Wiley &Sons, 1996), 14.
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such a process. This emphasis on the processes relates the architectural
field with the politics of change. However with questioning the autonomy
of the discipline we do not want to suggest a simple kind of determinism.
Instead, we search for a position between a “place based approach to
architecture” which tries to create the architectural meaning from the
bodily experience of daily life and”ideological critiques of how place is
constructed and reproduced” which reduce architecture to the status of a

representation of preexisting cultural values.2

In this sense the cases we have chosen to analyze, as well as contrasting, at
the same time balance each other in terms of the relative importance given
to economy and culture or to determinism and free will. As follows, in the
first story we have summarized we emphasized the making of things and
their comprehension as a thing rather than as a form. But this attitude did
not reflect the complexity of the built space, whereas these analyses were to
be situated 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 activities 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 lived should be
incorporated. With the last case study then we oriented our focus to the
relation between architecture and its reproduction in the everyday life

situated in the practical and immediate conditions.

To this end, Lefebvre’s emphasis on the production of space by defining
space both as a social formation and a mental construction was our guide in
forming a more unitary understanding of the architectural space which

refers to the production of spatial practices, representations and also to the

> Dovey defines place-oriented approach as an attempt to construct a theory of
architectural meaning from its grounded reception in everyday life which involves
a reassessment of the concept of space in experimental rather than geometric
terms. He later states that the “key problem with such an approach is that the
focus on experience can involve a certain blindness to the pronounced affects of
social structure and ideology on that experience.” He uses the term ideology in a
broader meaning as a “necessary relationship between consciousness and the
structures of the material world.” He states, “What is needed is a framework
which integrates place experience and its ideological critique, and which rejects
both social structural determinism and the implication of an autonomous subject.”
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lived experience. Through the abstract arguments we have developed we
have observed that the terms such as space, site, architecture and user are
themselves historical and ideological, not universal and neutral. This
argument is important if we are to understand the role of architecture in
constructing the present state of contemporary urban development. For
most of the time architecture is thought to be necessary for existence, yet
neutral to the life within. This taken for granted character is what gives the

built environment its prime role as ideology.

In our attempt to sharpen and politicize 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 amplified the long-standing problems of our
cities in a way that clarified them in the public mind and forced change and
demanded action. Given that the areas of the city previously considered
stable was destroyed, particularly homes as the permanent element of daily
life, 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 political dimension of physical space and to clarify the

strategies of imposition and manipulation.

The various discussions we have done so far understanding urban space

and design are organized around several themes in this final analyzes.

V.1 Housing as a ‘verb’

The physical space that we have tried to define is embedded in our daily
routines and it is through the deciphering of this process that we can truly
understand the meaning of the built environment. As follows, in the
analysis of the case studies we distinguished between housing as a noun
from housing as a verb, keeping in mind that they are related
interdependently. “The noun describes a commodity or product (‘a house’)
while the verb describes a process (‘to house’- the activity of housing

someone).”3

> Charlie Cooper and Murray Hawtin, “Concepts of Community Involvement,
Power and Democracy,” in Housing, Community and Conflict: Understanding
Resident ‘Involvement’, ed. By Charlie Cooper and Murray Hawtin, 95.
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Developed as self-help, community-building project and carried out with
orientation by architects, engineers and other professionals whose services
were incorporated with funding and technical assistance from the civil
society organizations; Solidarity Houses Project offers an interesting
housing solution that succeeded in accessing the low-income victims of the
earthquake. In a final analysis, I will claim that this experiment points to
an alternative against the mechanisms of the traditional housing industry
as it is practiced in Turkey. 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.

In terms of organization, the emphasis was placed on developing a high
level of community participation in the mutual help construction to
complete the house units. There were two points we emphasized:
‘construction teams’ and the ‘management of the fund’. Through these
mechanisms the villagers had full control over the phases of designing and
construction of their houses. By taking active part in these processes they
differentiate from passive consumers and become active participants. Since
all the decisions were taken by the community through direct participation,
it was easier for them to follow and therefore to understand the processes

of house production.

Today, the great majority of people have no control over this process of
building and so does not have a control over built space. One of the
illusions Lefebvre warns us “is the supreme illusion to defer architects,
urbanists or planners as being experts or ultimate authorities in matters
relating to space.”4 In this story, the process of participation itself worked
to increase people’s confidence and abilities. In fact most of the villagers
who did not have any experience in the building activity prior to Solidarity
Houses Project, gained skills which they continued to use for revising or

making additions to their houses.

* Henri Lefebvre, The Production of Space, trans. Donald Nicholson- Smith
(Oxford, Cambridge: Blackwell, 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
participation of the community. Through the long story we have narrated in
Chapter III we have observed that the disaster management system in
Turkey is highly centralized, even the local authorities or the academic
institutions, leaving aside the victims, were not involved in many of the
decision making processes. The projective needs were established and the
physical and social 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 victims also become abstractions represented in
quantities and defined as stereotyped human beings or families. They are
treated as depersonalized and manipulated objects rather than self-
actualizing subjects.

What we seem to have, then, is an apparent subject, an impersonal
pseudo-subject, the abstract ‘one’ of modern social space, and- hidden
within it, concealed by its illusory transparency the real ‘subject’,
namely state (political) power. Within this space and on the subject of
this space everything is openly declared: everything is said or
written.s

To this end, these two projects offered differing insights on the relationship
between production of built environment and the democratic processes. As
an example, assessment of the families to own a house after the disasters
can be briefly examined where the differences in the organizational model

of these projects revealed itself openly.

In the Solidarity Houses Project, when the villagers were faced with a
limitation on the number of houses to be built, 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 Golyaka Permanent Houses, it was the government who
defined the right-owners and selected the families 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 invisible by the State.

> Ibid., 51.
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Here, Diizce Association of Earthquake Victims offers us another
perspective by claiming the tenants’ housing rights in the post earthquake
region. The terms for becoming a member of the Homeless Victims’
Solidarity Housing Cooperative defines an additional attitude in terms of

democratic processes we are analyzing.

-To begin with, the first principle to take part in this scheme was to reside
in Diizce.

-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 live in it.

As a result, the cooperative was made up families who had proven that

they had no other alternative for sheltering.

Being located in the same locality and having a similar direction in terms of
the values adopted, this story has direct relations with Solidarity Houses
Project. Representing an example that this kind of a system of house
production can be realized in Turkey, the organizational model of
Solidarity Houses outlines the basis for proposal suggested by DDD. In a
cooperative interpreting participatory 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 shall be complemented with a
reconsideration of the cases around the theme of scale. To begin with,
Solidarity Houses Project was started to meet a unique situation and was
not primarily part of any scheme of rural development or a part of an
ideological scheme. Instead it was a project set up with emergency

measures to satisfy an immediate need. First of all it was an example of an
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extraordinary concept of rural housing. For these communities a scheme for
building of 57 houses proved to be practical, but whether this kind of a
self-help project can be made to work under a larger scale is a matter of

discussion.

Here it is possible to point to a distinction that is present in the spatial
disciplines, between ‘place” and ‘space’. As a matter of fact, the definition
of place is derived mainly from its distinction from space. Where space is
seen “as an open, abstract expanse,” place is identified as “part of space
that is occupied by a person or a thing and is endowed with meaning and
value.”¢ 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 certain qualities 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 emphasizing places as sites of nostalgia, we aim to
apply a more dynamic approach where identities and meanings are open to
change. Nevertheless, we have to note that the speed of change in the
villages vary from the transformation taking place in the city centers.
Here, “place may have a more fixed, but far from dead, meaning. The slow
pace of change here means a slower pace of identity change and a more

coherent set of relations between social and physical space.””

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, starting with a regional analysis. However in the
existing system it was very hard for the government to relate to
communities in appropriate scales. Officially identified communities were
for most of the time too large for a kind of organization we have defined in
the previous example. And from another scale of analysis there was not a
satisfactory analysis in the regional scale which reflects the long term

attitude of the government.

® Madanipour, Design, 23.
"Ibid., 25.
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Although we have defined urban and regional planning as an effective and
insidious instrument of social control in many modern societies, our aim
was not to resign from any kind of designing or planning activities. In fact
in this final 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 built by the government.
Camili, Adapazari.

Figure V.2: Permanent Houses built by the government.
Golyaka, Diizce.

As we have observed through our study in the third chapter there were
basically two governmental agencies which controlled the decision making
processes of the permanent houses. These two institutions provided

prototype communities which were then placed into differing contexts. As
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an example a simple look on the two housing projects built by the Project
Implementation Unit of Prime Ministry in Camili, Adapazari and Gélyaka,

Diizce may summarize this discussion.

Returning to Lefebvre, under its homogenous aspects abstract space
reduces the distinctions and differences so rendering space visible and
readable. By controlling the content of signs and codes and utilizing
mathematics, logic and strategy, professionals represent this space with its
homogenizing character. When it becomes homogenous its parts become
comparable and therefore exchangeable. As shall be evident in the case
study that we will study in this chapter multiplicity, diversity and lack

are rundown and incorporated into the larger project or plan fueled by
rationalizing constructs such as efficiency quotients, logistics and
quantitive prerogatives which provide- and promote- the mechanisms
of capitalist corporations and bureaucratic organizations.s

However the illusion is that, this space represents itself as transparent and
readable: “The reading of a space that has been manufactured with
readability in mind amounts to a sort of pleonasm, that of a “pure’ and
illusory transparency.”? Here, the intentions of the design process were
hidden in the overt details of the performance specifications. Given the
extent of the reconstruction processes, the actors taking part in these
processes defined 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

efficiency.

But, Lefebvre’s project was to argue for differential space, for the right to
be different. As we have defined Diizce Association of Earthquake Victims
was a community based organization, which used the public domain to
make themselves heard by the government. In terms of scale, this
organization worked in the local level as the effective terrain for
engagement in civic life beyond household and in relation to the state and

the corporate economy. In this sense this example differs from the other

¥ Elizabeth Burns Gamard, “We Play Until Death Shuts the Door: Toward a
Redemptive Practice of Architecture,” in Slow Space, ed. Micheal Bell and Sze
Tsung Leong (New York: Monocelli Press, 1998), 290.

® Lefebvre, Production, 313.
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two, where the meaning of citizenship and rights were wunder

reconsideration.

Diizce Association of Earthquake Victims is an organization, which
originated around specific tasks, like the pursuit of the legal laws related
with the earthquakes or struggling for the tenants” right for housing.
Rather than a rigid management of authority, this focus on tasks enabled
the individuals and the organization to concentrate and dedicate their
energy into the projects. The victims did not wait for any political party or
another organization to represent themselves, but used the public domain
to realize their aims. Of course not all 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 citizen, because

“citizenship is political and thus a concept in the public sphere.”10

Defined by laws and regulations, the responsibility and the duties of the
State in case of a disaster is basically to help its citizens overcoming this
condition. However if we are to explore the meaning of that achievement
for those affected: the ordinary citizens of in whose name and for whose
benefit it as all done, the situation becomes more complicated. Through the
many activities the Government accomplished in the post earthquake
region, some major services were designed to meet the needs of majorities-

the average and well-represented citizens.

Based on these observations in this thesis we propose several suggestions
to the commonly attitude in building production:

-a shift is necessary in our attitude to the role of people as users, nor
passive consumers but active participants,

- a new definition of the house is necessary,

-a new relationship between agencies and housing clients must be

formulated where they act as not givers or takers, but partners.

i

' John Friedmann, “Introduction,” in Cities for Citizens: Planning and the Rise
of Civil Society 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 first of all a reevaluation 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 spatial practice and its accompanying
ideology must be brought together and the micro/architectural level and

the macro/urban level must find ways for working together.
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