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ABSTRACT

“FLEXIBILITY” IN MULTI-RESIDENTIAL HOUSING PROJECTS:
THREE INNOVATIVE CASES FROM TURKEY

Albostan, Duygu
M. Arch., Department of Architecture
Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Emel Akdzer

Co-Supervisor: Assist Prof. Dr. Lale Ozgenel

July 2009, 134 pages

This thesis aims to investigate and discuss the conceptual and operational
contexts of innovative approaches in the design of multi residential housing in
Turkey over three selected cases. Flexibility, as an inclusive concept that
encompasses adaptability and typological variety, is used to structure the
framework of the discussion. The inquiry is based on the idea that flexibility and
the associated concepts can be used to develop, in N. John Habraken’s words,
“a new and challenging kind of architecture” in the context of multi residential

housing.

The housing blocks designed by Ahmet Giilgénen in Eryaman 3™ Stage, and
those designed by Tuncay Cavdar in the same stage, and Levent Loft 1 project
designed by Tabanlioglu Architects are selected as cases. These projects
advocate flexibility and also exemplify an innovative approach to design. The
thesis introduces a conceptual framework that allows dealing with flexibility in the
housing context, and then evaluates the selected cases by means of this

conceptual framework.



Keywords: Flexibility, Adaptability, Typological Variety, Eryaman 3™ Stage

Housing, Ahmet Gllgonen, Tuncay Cavdar, Levent Loft 1, Tabanlioglu
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COK HANEL| KONUT PROJELERINDE “ESNEKLIK:
TURKIYE'DEN YENILIKGi UG ORNEK PROJE

Albostan, Duygu
Yiksek Lisans, Mimarlik Bolimu
Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Emel Akdzer

Ortak Tez Yéneticisi: Yrd. Dog. Dr. Lale Ozgenel

Temmuz 2009, 134 sayfa

Bu tez, Turkiye’deki ¢ok haneli konut tasariminda “yenilik¢i” olan yaklasimlarin
kavramsal ve operasyonel baglamlarini, secilen ¢ 6rnek Uzerinden incelemeyi
ve tartismayl amaclamistir. Kapsayici bir kavram olarak, uyarlanabilir olma ve
tipolojik cesitlilik gibi iki ilgili kavramla da iligkilendirilen “esneklik” ana cerceveyi
olusturmak igin kullaniimistir. Arastirma, esneklik ve ilgili kavramlarin, cok haneli
konut baglaminda, N, John Habraken’in ifadesiyle, “yeni ve dikkate deger bir

mimarlik” gelistirmek igin kullanilabilecedi fikrine dayanmaktadir.

Eryaman 3. Etap’ta Ahmet Gilgonen tarafindan tasarlanan konut bloklari, ayni
etapta Tuncay Cavdar tarafindan tasarlanan bloklar, ve Tabanloglu Mimarlik
tarafindan tasarlanan Levent Loft 1 projesi, esneklik arayislari ve yenilikgi bir
tasarim anlayisini da sergilemeleri nedeniyle bu ¢alisma igin secilen érneklerdir.
Bu tez esneklik kavramini konut baglaminda ele almaya olanak veren bir
kavramsal cerceve sunmakta, secilen Ornekleri bu c¢ergeve araciliiyla

degerlendirmektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Esneklik, Uyarlanabilir Olma, Tipolojik Cesitlilik, Eryaman 3.
Etap, Ahmet Gulgoénen, Tuncay Cavdar, Levent Loft 1, Tabanlhoglu
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