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ABSTRACT

THE IMPACTS OF POST-DISASTER SPATIAL STRUCTURE
ON LOW INCOME WOMEN: THE CASE OF DUZCE

Ceylan, Hande

M. S., Department of Urban Policy Planning and Local Governments

Supervisor  : Prof. Dr. Melih Ersoy

May 2015, 162 pages

Diizce city had almost collapsed due to the two major earthquakes which affected
northwestern Turkey in 1999 and afterwards, a rapid spatial process including people’s
displacement from their pre-earthquake settings and placement of them to the post-
earthquake settlements had begun in the city. These processes which affect housing
environments are assumed to have severe impacts on especially low-income women'’s lives
in the long run as they are the ones whose daily lives are mostly associated with the
housing environment. But neither in the level of theoretical research nor in the level of
post-earthquake planning and implementation processes, low-income women were
included. This thesis problematizes this gap and proposes an intersection in the fields of
gender, space and disaster research. Thus it is aimed to reveal the relation between space
and gendered social relations of low-income women living in three different post-
earthquake settlements, by further exploring the experiences of them in the levels of
household, neighbourhood and work which are represented respectively with private,
social and public spheres throughout this thesis. To search for women’s daily experiences

on the other hand, ethnographic research and feminist standpoint approaches are adopted



and in-depth interviews with 25 women from three different settlements were conducted.
As a result, low-income women are found to be affected negatively from the ‘man-made’
environment especially in the post-disaster context. It is believed that, with the data
provided, the social inequalities in post-disaster living environments can be better
understood to generate a basis for policy proposals in planning and implementation

processes.

Keywords: Disaster research, Space, Gender roles, Low-income women, Diizce
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AFET SONRASI MEKANSAL YAPININ
DUSUK GELIRLI KADINLAR UZERINDEKI ETKiSi: DUZCE ORNEGI

Ceylan, Hande

Yuksek Lisans, Kentsel Politika Planlamasi ve Yerel Yonetimler Ana Bilim Dali

Tez Yoneticisi : Prof. Dr. Melih Ersoy

Mayis 2015, 162 sayfa

Diizce, 1999 yilinda Tirkiye'nin kuzeybatisini etkileyen iki blyik depreme bagl
olarak neredeyse tamamen vyikilmis, ardindan, kentte, depremzedelerin afet Oncesi
yerlerinden alinarak afet sonrasi yerlerine yerlestirilmelerini de iceren hizli bir mekansal
siire¢ baslamistir. Ozellikle konut alanlarini ilgilendiren bu siireglerin, giindelik hayatlari
blylik 6lctide konut alanlariyla sinirli disilik gelirli kadinlar zerinde, uzun vadede birgcok
etkisi olmustur. Ancak, sézkonusu dusuk gelirli kadinlar gerek arastirma gerekse de afet
sonrasl planlama ve uygulama asamalarina konu edilmemislerdir. Bu tez, bu alandaki
boslugu sorunsallastirmakta ve toplumsal cinsiyet, mekan ve afet arastirmalari
disiplinlerinde bir kesisim alani édnermektedir. Boylelikle, tg farkli afet-sonrasi yerlesim
alaninda yasayan dusiik gelirli kadinlar agisindan mekan ile toplumsal cinsiyete dayali
iliskiler arasindaki baglantinin ortaya gikarilmasi amaglanmakta, bu amagla kadinlarin hane,
komsuluk ve Ucretli is olgeklerindeki deneyimleri —ki tez boyunca sirasiyla 6zel, sosyal ve
kamusal alan kavramlariyla birbirinin yerine kullanilacaktir- arastirilmaktadir. Kadinlarin
glindelik deneyimlerinin arastirilmasinda etnografik arastirma ve feminist durus yaklasimi

benimsenmis, (g farklh alanda 25 kadinla derinlemesine goriismeler yapiimistir. Arastirma

vi



sonucunda, disutk gelirli kadinlarin, ‘erkek-yapimi’ cevreden, ozellikle de afet sonrasi
kosullarda, olumsuz etkilendikleri gorilmistir. Bu arastirmadan elde edilen verilerin, afet-
sonrasl yasam cevrelerindeki toplumsal esitsizligin daha iyi kavranmasiyla, planlama ve

uygulama alaninda siyasa Uretimi icin bir althk olusturabilecegi diisiiniiimektedir.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Afet arastirmalari, Mekan, Toplumsal cinsiyet rolleri, Dusik gelirli

kadinlar, Diizce
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CHAPTERI

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Aim and Scope of the Research

In 1999, two major earthquakes of 7.4 and 7.2 Richter magnitudes hit
northwestern Turkey. The first earthquake occured in Goélciik on August 17" and 85 days
later, Dizce earthquake occured on November 12". Both earthquakes dramatically
affected the cities in the Marmara region and Bolu province. Among them, Diizce was one
of the particular cities which almost collapsed entirely with these two disasters. Yet, the
second earthquake did the most damage in the area and as indicated by Johnson (2007)
980 people were killed and over 29,000 houses were destroyed or badly damaged in
Diizce. As a result, a long-lasting dramatic breakdown occurred in all the spheres of spatial
and social patterns in the city and the society and those have not been reconstructed even
after thirteen years. As Turkey did not have mitigation plans and risk management policies
before these catastrophic events as Balamir (2001) mentions, neither the central and local
governments nor the society were on the alert for such disasters. Along with this, we
observed that the people who were affected by the disasters were treated as a ‘universal
category of victims’ in the emergency, recovery and reconstruction phases in the post-
disaster planning and implementation processes. After all, the social research on this
subject mostly focused on the social consequences of the earthquake by problematizing
the generalization of the so-called concept of victims.

This generalization of the concept of the ‘victims’ and centering on the lower
middle-class men both in the policy implications and in theoretical research are
problematized in this study. As Balamir puts forward (2001), even the legal framework on
post-disaster planning is defined by the concept of ‘stakeholders’ and the primary act of
the state has been to supply the stakeholders with housing; whereas the tenants and lower
class were excluded in the mainstream policies. On the other hand, the earthquake caused
dramatic losses of housing environment but as Laska (2008) mention, “despite the

importance of home and place in the experience of most women, little disaster research



specifically addresses the impact of housing loss on women” and the experience of women
is ignored on the policy implementation level in the case of Diizce as well. Moreover it is
not only the dwelling but also --and even more-- the neighbourhood which the women are
strongly tied to. In other words, ‘housing is both home and community’ (Laska et al., 2008)
and a space for paid-work for most of the low-income women living in the research site.
Lacking such particular knowledge causes a gap in the overall research of social sciences on
disasters.

Therefore, in this study we aim to fill this gap by further exploring the experiences
of the low-income women living in three different post-disaster settlements thirteen years
after the earthquakes. Following the breakdown of the city due to the earthquakes; the
spatial processes of displacement, temporary and permanent placements are assumed to
have impacts on women, especially on low-income women on the levels of household,
neighbourhood and waged work relations. In other words, we believe that space in
physical and representational means as well as lived experience (Lefebvre, 1974) affects
the gendered social relations of the women. This can be observed more tragically from the
breakdown of social and spatial patterns and from the struggle to rebuild them in a post-
disaster living environment. Among these processes, the loss of private sphere --
associated mostly with the house and the near environment-- as a result of the
displacement from the previous socio-spatial patterns causes a breakdown in the lives of
low-income women.

In this study, low-income women are determined as the focus of the research for
two reasons: Firstly these women are subjected to a two-fold exclusion in the society, and
gendered social inequality causes them to be located within the private domain of the
house by excluding them from the public domain of any formal waged work. Additionally,
being low-income reduces their mobility in terms of their choices related to both of the
spheres mentioned. Spatial processes and social policies are admitted to cause this a
deeper seperation in these spheres. In the post-disaster context, moreover, the so called
two-fold exclusion is deepened as well, and the low-income women are one of those
groups who are ignored in the planning and implication processes. The relationship
between gender and space also refers to the feminist critique of the seperate spheres of
the public and private (Rendell at al., 2000). While a classification of the experience of

women in household, community and work is obvious throughout this study, this kind of



spatial division of labour is not necessarily an acceptence. It is more like an exploration of
women’s flowing from one sphere to another within their daily lives, which marks them as
different from men. Moreover, with reference to Arendt (1958, cited in Hansen, 1987), this
study aims to propose a third dimension of the ‘social’, as in between public and private
peculiar to women, which is believed to provide a basis for understanding women’s socio-
spatial experiences in post-disaster context from their own perspectives.

The three different sites differ in terms of their location in the city, the physical
characteristics of the settlements and the houses, and also in terms of the approach within
each site to the problem of providing housing for the low-income and the disadvantaged.
The first site consists of Kiremitocagi, Cay, Fevzi Cakmak temporary settlements which still
occupy space in the city center thirteen years after the earthquake. The second site is
GUmuspinar Umcor Self-Help Social Housing which is in the peri-urban village of the city.
The last site is Beyciler Blue Crescent Participatory Social Housing which is in the housing
development region of the city near the center. In this study, the different spatial
characteristics of these sites are compared in terms of their location, physical
characteristics of both the settlements and the houses. On the other hand, majority of the
interviewees are the ones who used to live in the central districts of the city as tenants in
very low standard houses before the earthquake. So while comparing women’s
experiences living in three different post-disaster settlements, subsidiary comparison of
their pre-earthquake socio-spatial patterns are referred to as well.

Concerning all these, the main question is related to how different spatial
characteristics of these three sites affect low-income women’s family, comunity and work
relations. These are represented respectively with private, social and public spheres
throughout this thesis. To explore ‘how’, on the other hand, requires further explanation of
the three scaled socio-spatial relations of women. In this framework; inhouse and family
relations refer to domestic labour of women and the degree of privacy provided within the
house; community refer to neighbour relations and voluntary organizations of women
within the neighbourhood, and lastly, work relations refer to the access to waged work as
well as opening up a space for paid work patterns.

It is believed that, by this framework, the social inequalities in post-disaster living

environments can be better understood to generate a basis for policy proposals which take



into consideration the experiences of low-income women in pre-disaster planning and

post-disaster implication processes.

1.2. The Significance of the Research

This study proposes a relational understanding of disaster research, gender and
space. Though studies on the interface of women and disaster, women and space exist, the
intersection of the three issues has not been paid much attention. Also, cases being chosen
from Dizce, which is a middle-sized city that is not subjected much research in the above
mentioned topics, will provide the basis for the comparison between the situations in
similar cities.

We determined the agent of the study as low-income women with the expectation
to make their experiences be included in the disaster theory and practice as they are
excluded from both. Furthermore, focusing on the daily lives of these women, and making
use of in-depth interviews parallel with a feminist standpoint and ethnographic research,
will help the recognition of the differences that cannot be identified at first glance. Finally,
such a research which is grounded on the narrations of the agents is thought to provide

significant data while decisions and implementations are made in post-disaster process.

1.3. Basic Questions of the Research

The main questions are how different spatial characteristics of the three post-
disaster sites affect low-income women’s family, community and work relations’ and if
‘they face with an accumulation of their gender roles and relation in private, social and
public spheres respectively, and yet there are other questions to be explored within this
thesis:

- ‘How did the socio-spatial patterns of the low-income women change after the
earthquake?’

- ‘How was the decision-making and implementation process established in Diizce by
the authorities and how were the low-income groups and women affected by it?’

- ‘In post-disaster socio-spatial context, through which spaces/spheres are the
women more active?’

- ‘At first, right after the earthquake, with the loss of the private sphere, can we talk

about a flow to the public sphere?’



- ‘With the crisis, can we encounter an increase in the waged work patterns of low-
income women who did not work before?’

- ‘How did the use and meaning of home differ from the pre-earthquake patterns?’

- ‘Could the social relations be sustained by the low-income women in post-disaster
conditions?’

- ‘Did social housing projects of international NGO’s which emphasize community
participation in making the space, succeed in terms of internalizing the new spaces
and build an authenticity?’

- ‘Did long-tem temporary housing provide a solution for the low income or did it
make it worse?’

- ‘After the earthquake, to what extent the stay in temporary settlements can be
perceived as ‘normal’?’

- ‘What are the effects of displacement, does it differ from urban transformation
processes or not?’

- ‘Does the spatial relation of the houses with each other affect the social relations
between the neighbours and vice versa?’

- ‘Apart from the waged work patterns, what are the patterns of women that can
lead them to go beyond the boundaries of the private sphere in post-disaster
settlements?’

- ‘What is the most dramatic change for these women compared to their pre-
disaster patterns?’

- ‘Can women challenge the given boundaries or go beyond them, if so, to what
extent?’

- ‘How does it differ in the city, if the particular needs of this group are considered in
planning and implementation?’

Throughout the thesis these questions will be investigated in order to propose an overall

understanding of the subject matter.

1.4. Research Methods

In this study there are mainly two research approaches interrelataed with each
other. Ethnographic research approach in relation with feminist research is used in order to

understand the particular voices of the low-income women. As for feminist research, the



intersecting of feminist geography and feminist standpoint theory is used consistently as a

way to acquire knowledge throughout the thesis.

1.4.1. Field Research and Data Collection

The field study was conducted in between December 2011 and June 2012 in four
neighbourhoods and one village in Dilizce. These settlements were determined by
preliminary survey including the search for documents, interviewing with key people and
the observations of the author herself. Within the boundaries of the Central Municipality
the three neighbourhoods of Kiremitocagi, Cay and Fevzi Cakmak were chosen because the
temporary prefabricated settlements built after the 1999 earthquakes still existed in these
neighbouhoods. Beyciler neighbourhood, which is also within the boundaries of the Central
Municipality, is important for this study as Blue Crescent Houses' were built in there.
Gumiuspinar village, on the other hand, out of the boundaries of the Municipality, being
subject to the Special Provincial Directorate of Administration, accommodates Umcor
Houses’.

Within the borders of central district of Diizce, these three specific sites are the
spaces produced in the post-disaster context and accommodate the low-income groups of
the city. The Kiremitocagi, Cay and Fevzi Cakmak temporary settlements were among the
ones built right after the 1999 earthquakes. Most of the temporary settlements in the city
center were removed in various times whereas these three areas were left untouched® till

June 2012°, for nearly thirteen years after the earthquake. The characteristics of

! Beyciler Blue Crescent (Mavi Hilal) Housing, is built by International Blue Crescent Relief and
Development Foundation (IBC) as a model of assisted self-help housing project.

2 Gumiuspinar UMCOR Housing is built by United Methodist Commitee on Relief (UMCOR) as a
model of assisted self-help housing project.

’In fact, pointly interventions were being made in these Prefabricated Areas also. As the prefabrics
are made up of two units juxtaposed to eachother, whenever a unit is emptied by the settlers, then
the settler in the juxtaposed unit is displaced to an other prefabric if an adequate one exists. Then
the prefabric is removed completely.

* The interviews of the women living in Kiremitocagi, Cay and Fevzi Cakmak temporary prefabricated
housing were conducted in February 2012. After five months in June 2012, these prefabrics were
removed. And the people living in there had to leave there. According to the latter interviews with
some of the women after this removal, they were paid approximately 2000-2500 liras by the
Government’s Office. But it seems that this amount of money is far from being enough for them to
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Kiremitocagl, Cay and Fevzi Cakmak temporary settlements, Gimuspinar Umcor Houses,
Beyciler Blue Crescent Houses and their relations to their near environments will be
discussed further in detail in the chapter of field research.

In this study, to understand the changing patterns -namely household,
neighbourhood, work- of displaced women in these post-disaster spaces, different data
collection techniques were used. These four main techniques are as follows:

Semi-structered in-depth interviews: Consistent with the scope of this study, low-
income women living in post-disaster spaces of poverty was in the center of the survey. In
addition, interviews with key local agents (ie. Municipality Officers, represantatives of
various institutions-NGOs, mukhtars, the most operative political party’s women’s arms
and various units of the Government’s Office) were also conducted so as to be capable of
correlating different spheres with the main subject. A total of 36 interviews -25 women in
the post-disaster spaces of poverty and eleven key local agents- were held. The time
interval varied from 60 to 150 minutes in the interviews with women whereas they varied
from 30 to 90 minutes with key local agents. Throughout the interviews, | rarely intervened
to the narratives as | wanted to understand what patterns were coming to the fore for the
lower class women in various positions (ie. age, education, work, space). In the first place,
| had prepared some questions on pre-specified topics, but after the some of the first
interviews, | overviewed the questions and turned them into topics’ only to talk around. In
most of the interviews the women were unwilling to speak when a recorder was on.
Therefore | took notes as | interviewed, than after that, | organized those notes so as to
make meaningful whole. On the oher hand when one woman directed me to another, it
became easier for them to accept their voices to be recorded. Moreover ‘trust’ was easily
constructed between us. Also the interviews with key local agents were done with the
voice recorder. But the foundings will not be shared totally via this study, because
especially for the women the interviews touch upon private narratives that they do not
want to be open to the public. Throughout the text, names of the interviewees have been

changed as well, to respect their privacy. Yet, brief description of the interviewees

pay their rents till the Social Houses are completed. On the other hand these Social Houses are too
far from meeting the number of people in charge of an adequate shelter/house.

> The topics of the interviews are provided in the Appendix A.
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including their ages, education status, places of settlement, work patterns will be given in
1.4.2.

Correlating statistical data and official documents: Statistical data from TUIK was
helpful to understand main transformations on different spheres. The data of TUIK taking
place in the official documents of the local government of Diizce was a means of an
interpreted data and it presented the relation to the local processes. Documents such as
protocols between international organizations and Munipality, Government’s Office;
descriptive documents, brochures from Women’s Shelter, Women’s Arms of the Ruling
Party (AKP); plans and development reports from Municipality, Government’s Office and
Special Provincial Directorate of Administration; documents, court records, documents
related with the housing cooperative from the Society of Earthquake Victims (Dep-Der);
news from national and mostly from local newspapers and magazines were collected and
used in order to correlate and compare the findings in the interviews with civic and official
knowledge.

Participant observation: Participant observation is defined as the researcher’s
entrance to a community; living/working among the people there and travelling back to
academy to interpret the data collected (Cook & Crang, 2007). This technique could not be
used as referred by Anthropological Research in full respect. But as | had pre-relations with
the city-Diizce, | was relatively capable of relating the narratives in the historical context of
Dizce thanks to my inherited knowledge of the City coming from childhood. For instance |
was prepared for some patterns of conservatism and dominant character of religion in
women’s lives. But the contemporary research made me question my pre-existing
knowledge as | encountered patterns which were in contrast to what | expected. Also the
site | chose for the research was not a familiar one for me. Being from the same place,
Dizce, as my interviewees | had a rather limited knowledge.

My relation to Diizce was broken in about 1997. And this research can be said to
have re-introduced me to the city of Diizce, also with its new context. So the first entrance
to the communities was not that easy for me. But after the first entrance, | was excited and
very willing to continue. After all, our interaction with the women continued for some
other informal talks, by telephone —especially after the removal of the prefabrics and so

on.



Besides, | joined the local meetings and organizations, one of them being a General
Assembly of the Dep-Der society. Through this participation | have had ideas about the
functioning of the society as well as the general characteristics of the members of the
society. So by these partial participations | had the chance to take a closer look at the
communities.

Visual documentation: Apart from analyzing maps, plans, | used photographing
tecniques, video records and drawing. In exploring the relations of housing units with each
other, inner-outer spaces of the houses and women’s way of using, relating themselves
with the built environment, drawings and conceptual schemes as well as photographs have
been helpful. | used visual documentations done by others, old photographs of Diizce, or

photographs from the websites of local news as well.

1.4.2. Sample

The sample of the research is composed of 25 low-income women living in three
post-disaster settlements who used to live in the central neighbourhoods of Diizce in low-
standard housing conditions just before the earthquake. The ages are between 30 and 54
for 23 interviewees and 20, 24 for the two. This means that, except the two, the 23
interviewees were aged between 17 and 41 at the time the earthquakes occurred. The
sample was chosen intentionally in this range so that they were adults when they
experienced earthquakes. Also, except the two younger interviewees the rest was married
right before the earthquake. As it is assumed that marriage and having children are the
milestones in a women'’s life-time as the gender roles go into dramatic change by, at least
the factor of marriage is tried to be fixed for the interviewees, as because the main focus
was to understand the changes in gender roles in changing spatial patterns due to the
disaster. The two younger interviewees on the other hand, were related with the post-
disaster spatial policies by moving to ‘temporary housing districts’ as their new houses
after the marriage.

Educational background of almost all interviewees is similar in that they had
primary education or quit primary school. Yet, few of them are illiterate. But most of them
had attended in Kouran courses and/or handcraft courses before. Furthermore in post-
disaster period more than half of them had attended such courses as well including literacy

courses. Almost half of the interviewees do not have a formal work experience before the



earthquake and so the same pattern is observed in post-disaster conditions as well for
them. Less than half, though they had formal work experience before the earthquake, it is
observed that they quit it after they got married and/or had children. Few of them had
continuous formal work patterns before and after the earthquake. But apparently, in post-
disaster conditions it is seen that more than formal waged work patterns outside the
house, piece-working from home is true for the interviewees. Waged work patterns are
mostly related with the composition within the household for most of the interviewes.
Relationally, all of the interviewees have children. Most of them are married except four
women who had divorced or lost their husbands and manage their household as single

parents. The basic information of the interviewees can be followed in Table 1-1 below.

Table 1-1 Brief Description of the Interviewees (Valid at the time of the interview)

Interviewees | Age Settlement Paid Work
Zeynep 24 Kiremitocagl Temporary Housing None

Aysel 41 Kiremitocagl Temporary Housing None

Vediha 44 Kiremitocagl Temporary Housing Babysitting
Seher 45 Cay Temporary Housing None

Sengdl 32 Cay Temporary Housing None

Neriman 20 Cay Temporary Housing None

Behiye 43 Fevzi Cakmak Temporary Housing Piece-working
Feriha 42 Fevzi Cakmak Temporary Housing Piece-working
Feyza 32 Fevzi Cakmak Temporary Housing None

Sevgi 33 GlUmuspinar Umcor Housing None

Sebahat 47 Gumuispinar Umcor Housing None

Nazan 38 GlUmuspinar Umcor Housing Security

Yaren 35 GlUmuspinar Umcor Housing Textile atelier
Afife 30 Gumuspinar Umcor Housing None

Saime 34 GlUmuspinar Umcor Housing None

Melahat 34 GuUmuspinar Umcor Housing Parquet atelier
Nuray 47 GlUmuspinar Umcor Housing Parquet atelier
Naciye 47 GlUmuspinar Umcor Housing None

Neziha 37 Gumiuspinar Umcor Housing Textile atelier
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Table 1-1 Continued

Leman 47 Beyciler Blue Crescent Housing Babysitting
Nebahat 45 Beyciler Blue Crescent Housing None

Ebru 40 Beyciler Blue Crescent Housing Cook

Elmas 54 Beyciler Blue Crescent Housing Piece-working
Macide 40 Beyciler Blue Crescent Housing None

Hanife 48 Beyciler Blue Crescent Housing None

Thus, different backgrounds of these 25 women, living in post-disaster spaces of
poverty 13 years after the earthquake, assumed to have different effects on their
experiences of the socio-spatial process, still ongoing in Diizce, which should be taken into

account throughout the discussion in this thesis.

1.5. Structure of the Thesis

In this first chapter, the line of the thesis is presented together with the research
guestions and the methods to search for these questions. In the following second chapter,
theoretical framework of the thesis will be drawn in the interface of the issues on space,
gender and disaster research. In the third chapter, a closer look at Diizce and the
background of the city in pre and post-disaster context will be provided. In chapter four,
the findings of the field research conducted in three different post-disaster settlements of
Dizce will be presented. In chapter five, research questions in relation to the findings of
the field research will be discussed in order to reveal the gendered patterns of low-income
women in post-disaster spaces. In the last concluding chapter, the expected contribution of

the discussion of this thesis on policy proposals and future research will take place.
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CHAPTER Il

THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN GENDER, SPACE AND DISASTER STUDIES

In this study, the main focus is to analyze the gendered social inequality through
socio-spatial processes of the low-income women in post-disaster context. The peculiar
circumstances in and around the changing living environments of the women are to be
understood in terms of changing spaces of women.

The concept of space on the one hand refers to the understanding of socio-spatial
reality that spatial process is not seperated from the social process, so any social formation
establishes its own spatial formation and once produced and it affects the social
relationships of production and reproduction (Lefebvre, 1974). However, within the
framework of this thesis, various conceptions of space are used together with that of
Lefebvre’s in order to reveal the spatiality of low-income women in deprivation who live in
the temporary prefabricated houses in the city center and in social aid houses in the
periphery.

Following the brief discussion on space and after defining the framework of the
term as used in this thesis, feminist critiques on the various conceptions of space in the
second topic will take place. In a similar line with that of feminist geographers, the
distinction between the public and the private is questioned under this topic, and a social
sphere is proposed while searching for spaces of women. The spatial formations of home,
community and city and their strong ties with private, social and public spheres are
criticized along with the discussions on the spaces of women.

In the third and last topic under this part, we try to draw a frame for the
intersection of space, women and post-disaster studies. Here, the change of gender roles
of women which are spatially associated will be discussed. It is thought that blurred
patterns of social inequality for women is inscribed in the spaces of women, in specific in
post-disaster living environments of low-income women on the level of household,

neighbourhood and waged work relations.
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Along with these discussions on space, gender and post-disaster research, we
expect to reveal and transform the underlying mechanisms in socio-spatial processes on

behalf of low-income women.

2.1. Conceptualizations on Space

This house is better than the one at the Kiiltiir District, but we
couldn’t find the peace and the life before the disaster. ®
(Saime, Umcor Houses)

My children want to move back to our previous district, but how
can we afford the rent. | was living in a rent for 15 years; | am fed
up with rents... Would | prefer to move out from my own house? |
do not like my village but | like here. This is my place; | tell my
children that | will not leave here if they do not want to stay here
in future. They do not like the neighborhood. But since we worked
hard to build this place | will not leave it.”

(Leman, Blue Crescent Houses)

Here we have a house but it is quite far, and the transport fee is
high. We are also far to the downtown and so we have no social
life. It is harder to find a job. Since | know no one here | can not
ask anyone for baby sitting. There is no way to do a part time job.?

(Nazan, Umcor Houses)

Space, considered as the living environment of a person, plays a central part in our
thoughts, feelings, behaviours, decisions, memories, so it is inevitably a part of our daily
lives. It is true that we have our own conceptions of space on various levels whether
intentionally or not as it can be traced in the narratives of the woman living in different

post-earthquake settlements quoted above. Even though we have a lot to tell about spaces

®Bu ev, Kiltir Mahallesi’ndeki evden glizel ama o anki yasanti, depremden 6nceki hayati bulamadik
biz. (Saime, Umcor Evleri)

7 Cocuklar eski mahallemize(Aziziye Mahllesi) tasinalim diyor ama nasil kira verecez, ben de 15 sene
kirada oturdum. Kiradan biktigim igin artik... Evimi birakip ¢ikmak ister miyim? Kendi kéyumi
sevmem ama burayi seviyorum, burasi benim mekanim, burayi birakmam diyom cocuklara ilerde
burada durmak istemezlerse. Onlar ¢evreden dolayi istemiyorlar. Ama burasi kendi alinterimizle
oldugu i¢in, birakmam. (Leman, Mavi Hilal Evleri)

® Burada ev var ama yol ¢cok uzak, yol parasi da ¢ok. Burada ¢ok uzak kaldik ¢arsiya, hicbir sosyal
faaliyet yok. is bulmak ¢ok zorlasti. Bir de benim burda ¢evrem olmadig! icin, iste cocugu birakayim,
ara ara ¢alisayim diyebilecegim bir durum yok. (Nazan, Umcor Evleri)

13



of our experience, it is not apperent in our perception and conception of the social
phenomena. This problem of unseen/secret spatiality within social reality is explained
through the comparison of the concepts of family and house/home. Whenever family is
mentioned, the physical space of the family, the house/home, or an imagination of it
comes to mind undoubtedly; but as a sociological concept, the definition of the term
focuses on the relationship between family members. Thus, house/home within the
definition of family, is unseen or there only as hidden underneath (Cetin, 2012).

Similar to the relationship between family and house/home, moving through
various levels, we could follow the patterns of neighbourhood, workplace, town, city,
region, country and so on in the socio-spatial reality of the individual and collective agents.
Social relations are taking place and come into being inevitably within space; yet, it is not
our intention to handle space as a passive container that houses social relations. The so-
called agents both influence these spatial formations and are influenced by them in time.
Having noted that, within the framework of this study, space is not seen as an object in
itself either, rather it is thought to be a dimension of being, just as time and the social is, as
Lefebvre puts it in his triology of being (1974). On the other hand, space is a phenomenon
that the society builts, together with itself in time (Cetin, 2012). In other words “(social)
space, is a (social) product” (Lefebvre, 1974), which is what we will try to explain further in
the forthcoming chapters of this work.

Reminding once more, from the narratives of the women living in post-earthquake
settlements quoted in the beginning of this part, it is easily seen that their belonging to
their new settlements is strongly related to the extent of their appropriation,
transformation of these spaces and relatedly the influence of these spaces on their daily
lives. Saime, living in the Umcor Houses, recalls her old neighbourhood, her peace,
therefore her social relations within that neighbourhood although she finds her present
house better than the one before the-earthquake. On the other hand, Leman, living in the
Blue Crescent Houses, puts her present house, her space as she calls it, to the fore of any
other level such as neighbourhood or the distance to the city centre, mainly because it is
the end product of her own great effort and indicates that she is not willing to leave behind
her house and move to any other place no matter what the conditions are. In the case of
Nazan, living in Umcor Houses, however, totally different spatial constraints are

emphasized unlike those of Saime and Leman. She remarks on the very concept of the
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distinction between public and private spheres as she is complaining about her lack of
close social relationships within her neighbourhood which is very distant from the city
centre. The distance prevents her from leaving the responsibilities of care behind and
looking for a job outside the physical boundaries of home and the near environment. All
these narratives are pointing out the relationship between these women and their spaces
in a dialectical way; they experience the space they live as they appropriate it, so once
formed the space affects their social relations on various levels.

Thus, throughout this thesis work, we attempt to reveal the relationality between
the social and the spatial to which the women referred above draw our attention in their
narratives and daily experiences. Searching for the interface of the social and the spatial,
we will investigate the post-earthquake experience of the re-settled low-income women,
partly because the event of earthquake is taken as the breakdown of the existing socio-
spatial patterns and relations, thus accomodates the re-establisment of theseboth by the
structural processes and by these women themselves. Another point is that space and
socio-spatial perspective is seen as a useful methodological tool to reveal the blurred
mechanisms of power relations, of social inequality that lies somehow beneath the space.
That is inscribed especially in the spaces of the so called women.

In his pioneering book, Social Justice and the City, Harvey (1973) discusses the
debate between socio-historical processes and spatial formations. Throughout the text, the
dichotomy between these so called imaginations is problematized and a socio-spatial
perspective is proposed to be able to analyze the inequalities in the society (Harvey, 1973).
In a close line with Harvey’s arguments, throughout this thesis we argue that it is not
possible to understand unequal power relations, social inequalities, cultural codes and
identity issues without understanding various meanings and conceptualizations of space.
So, to be able to analyze and transform the existing patterns of inequality in the society,
both on theoretical and practical levels, one should look at space and spatial processes
more closely.

The way we discuess and understand space in the framework of this thesis on
theoretical level, however is very new. The discussions on space that suggest a dialectical
conceptualization of the term had not been really on the agenda of the social theory up
until 1960’s, known as the ‘spatial turn’. Space was mainly seen natural, as merely a

phsyical object till then. There are two ends of the thoughts on space: first, taking space as
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a passive container in which human act take place and determine it; second on the other
hand, seeking space independent from human act, moreover determining it, and built
upon the binary oppositions of Western Enlightenment thought such as natural-social,
structure-agency and so forth. Going beyond such dichotomies and to relate space
dialectically with human practice and social processes has been made possible after 1960’s
mainly by Neo-Marxists like Lefebvre (1974), Harvey (1973) and Castells (1972) within the

discipline of New Urban Sociology.

2.1.1. Changing Paradigms of the ‘Spatial’ Historically

Though space was always there to be re-discovered, the discussion on space
started to be visible, whether in a background scene or not, when a new form of life, an
urban way of life, started to emerge in the 19" Century within the capitalist mode of
production. Cities as the location of unhealty conditions, especially for the working class,
were the subjects of the writings of social theorists like Engels, Weber, Simmel, Wirth
(Katznelson, 1992; Merrifield, 2002). Therefore, they questioned the social life and city
space (including housing and sanitary conditions) seperately, each with different emphasis.
Urban studies gained interest from different approaches from then on. In the Marxist wing,
Engels wrote severel texts that can be considered ‘urban’, including Great Towns and
Housing Question (Merrifield, 2002, p.7). Gramsci also pointed out the antagonisms
between urban and rural (Merrifield, 2002, p.3). It was Weber, on the other hand, who told
about the US cities in his notes by means of interpretive thought in around the very
beginnings of the 20" century. He was defining the US cities as unequal, characterized by
work, disintegrated and highly differentiated in terms of unequal social structure of the
rich and the poor. He was also making remarks on the geographical divisions between work
and home. He observed that city life was composed of those who go to work in the
morning and they had to travel for hours to get their homes after five o’ clock. To him, the
modern city was new and terrifying (Katznelson, 1992, p.10). Such dramatic changes of
growing inequality were expressed in fundamental reorganization of the urban form via
accelerating the seperation of wage work from home and residential community. This
division is said to be consisting of three interrelated historical processes: “household
ceased to be main location of production, whole areas of towns and cities devoted either

to residential use or factory production, the residential areas of the city became
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homogenous in terms of class”. (Katznelson, 1992, p.14) This break up with the early
integrated and orderly city made theorists develop new principles of social order. The
paradigm of differentiation became centrepiece of the social theory in the late 19" and
early 20" centuries.

Differentiation theories of space were approaching the city in a manner of anti-
urbanism (Merrifield, 2002, p.4). Chicago School’s human ecology perspective, for instance,
was taking its roots from Weberian sociology as conceptualizing ‘the city as a cancer, a
place of breakdown’ (Merrifield, 2002, p.4). George Simmel’s spatial position was that of a
more interrelated one with urban processes and social processes; his theory was moving
fluidly between urbanism and industrial capitalism. Lois Wirth seperated the two in order
to develop an autonomous field of urban studies based on the human ecology perspective
of the Chicago School (Katznelson, 1992, p.21).

With the rise of logical positivism starting from 1950’s, on the other hand,
guantitative approach proposing to deal with measurements of the existing space by maps,
models blind to underlying processes and social relations was on the stage. This shift in
paradigm was hand in hand with the effort to establish the science of space within the
discipline of geography. It was kind of a seperation between social science and spatial
science. Geography, urban planning and architecture were located within the sphere of
influence of this quantitative approach to space or the science of space, and after that
specific historical context, we can say that this kind of approach is still valid within some
branches of these disciplines today. The effort to understand the mechanisms of the
merely spatial objectifies it, furthermore, legitimizes its commodification. This refers in fact
to the concept of cognitive or mental space conceptualized by Lefebvre in a body of works
which we shall further explain in the following parts. This measurable, technically planned
space is the space that can be bought and sold, therefore, is linked with exchange rather
than use value. And this characteristic of the technical space becomes speculative by
means of power relations. To remind, this crtique was clear in Lefebvre’s and Harvey’s
work, namely in the neo-marxist approach to socio-spatial reality in the 1970s , but it was a
total critique on seeking space independent from power relations in the society, directed
to all previous approaches on space.

On the other hand, direct reaction to this quantitative aproach came from

humanistic geography after the 1960s. Humanistic approach to space, influenced by social
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psychology and phenomenology, focused on individual behaviour and consciousness. This
may be called a shift from quantitative, positivist paradigm to a humane, agency-based,
voluntarist paradigm but this approach was also blind to structural constraints, namely
political and economic institutions and forces that can delimit individual action (Merrifield,
2002, p.5). Within humanistic geography, behaviouralists searched on mental maps of
human by tracing the perception of the human and within the quantitative tradition.
Unlike behaviouralists, humanists searched for the social establishment of reality in an
interpretive way. Within humanism we can observe two branches of phenomenolgy: first
group influenced by phenomenology and the other by symbolic interactionism (Oztiirk &
Karabag, 2013). According to the advocators of phenomenological approach in humanistic
geography space is shaped by the experience of human agency. Therefore they distinguish
between space and place, as place is the locus of experience, memories, emotions, thus a
lived space. Looking into space through the perspective of phenomenology, they take
space as an object that is perceived by the subject that is, human agency. Especially the
studies on home in this perspective and conception of home as locus for love, passion,
experience remind us Lefebvre’s conception of perceived and lived spaces. The link
between French phenomenology and Lefebvre’s conception of space is highlighted already
in various studies (Schmid, 2008; Arslan Avar, 2009; Merrifield, 2002; Katznelson, 1992).
But to differentiate between the two, it would be appropriate to point out the unitary
character of Lefebvre’s theory of space. When it comes to Lefebvre’s conception of lived
space on the other hand, it is apparent that it-is not seen just as the perception and
experience of the human but also as the locus of the revolutionary praxis and imagination
of the agents. However, just to keep in mind, the humanistic approach in spatial studies
still influences the researchers from various disciplines and its critique is developed by neo-
marxist and feminist geographers.

The radical challenge to such conceptions of space theorized as independent from
social processes and power relations in the society came from neo-marxists in urban
studies in the late 1960’s. After that, certain areas of geography, sociology and city
planning became radicalized (Katznelson, 1992, p.21). Among the pioneers are Lefebvre,
Harvey and Castells. The main concern of neo-marxists, though the three are not in the

same line and criticize each other, is to explain space in relation to power relations in the
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society and the mode of production of the society. Further, it is claimed that the spatial
organization of a given society in a given time sustain the inequalities in the society.

Among these various paradigms, neo-marxist approach to space, emphasizing the
dialectical relationship between social and spatial processes in the society, posited ‘space’
within a very significant place in various disciplines of the social sciences. It’s named as
‘spatial turn’, thus social reality could not be theorized independent from its spatial reality
after 1960’s. And, this kind of a relational and radical approach to space inspires this study
in which socio-spatial practices of women in poverty is expected to be revealed.

However, neo-marxist approach to space and in general structuralism was
criticized strongly after the 1980s mainly by feminists, realists (critical realists), post-
structuralists (Oztiirk & Karabag, 2013). Among these, socialist-feminist critique both raises
from and strongly criticizes within the feminist geography. Feminist geographers (see
Rendell et al.,, 2000; MacKenzie, 1989; Mcdowell, 1993; Alkan, 1999) still keep the
relational and dialectical approach in between social and spatial processes, yet they blame
the neo-marxists for missing the patterns of gender inequality inscribed in socio-spatial
processes throughout the history. Feminist geographers question the seperation of public
and private spheres just as the previous researchers did, but through a totally different
lens. They question urban and publicity as being theorized as male domains of socio-spatial
reality. The unequal power relations and gender roles of women, historically related with
the seperation of home and work, waged and non-waged work, exclude women directly
from public (and from the urban scale according to the conceptualization of the previous
theorists). Moreover, the whole social system is built upon the exploitation of women’s
non-paid work, emotional labour, responsibility of care sustained by the socio-spatial
processes. And also, the humanistic approach to space is also criticized by the feminists
because of their conceptualization of house/home as a locus for love and protection, which
feminists see as a locus for opression, exploitation and violence in contrast. There are
different approaches within feminism as well as feminist geography and feminist
geography was challanged by other feminisms such as black feminism in time in relation to
post-colonial studies through which the western conceptionalization of home as the place
of exploitation was criticized and rather reconceptualizing home as the place of liberation

and freedom in the case of black women where there was the racist oppression outside the
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home, was proposed. But still, within the framework of this study, the secondary position
of women as feminist geography makes consensus on is criticized.

Space, being the first part of this chapter will be investigated in more detail before
passing on to discussions in the intersection of ‘gender and space’ and ‘gender and

disasters’ in the following parts.

2.1.2. ‘Social Space’

Since the Cartesian dualism of Western philosophical thought, space was
conceptualized within the limits of the binary oppositions of the absolute (res extensa) and
the abstract (res cogitas) mainly. It was Henri Lefebvre who radically questioned this
traditional dualism within his search for the onthology of space. He pointed out the strong
contrast between the perception of the physical space and conception of it by the human
agency. He proposed a third dimension of the ‘social’ for place space in its social context.
He dealt with space not as ‘space in itself’ or ‘things in space’. Indeed, he suggested a
unitary theory of space, criticizing the seperation of different fields of space by
philosophers (physical, nature, cosmos), mathematicians (mental, logical and formal
abstractions) and social scientists (the space of social practice and conflict). By doing so, his
effort was to reveal the reality of space and spatial processes. All these theoretical and
intellectual effort to develop a unitary theory of space was not only for understanding its
functioning but also for radically transforming space on behalf of the exploited; thus it
pointed out its ideological character.

On the other hand, different from the previous discussions on space like the urban
space, it was Lefebvre, among his contemporaries, who returned to the question of
ontology of space from the theories of urbanization and the city form. He explained the
new urban era was established by the transformation of industrial capitalist society into an
urban society. He claimed that the city was an arrangement of objects in space whereas
urbanization was a way of life. And afterall his work was original in that he introduced a
theory of space going beyond a theory of urban. (Katznelson, 1992) He saw the city as one
among the various forms of space (Gottdiener, 1993). So he took space as the unit of his
analysis of the urban. Here in this study, in a similar line, we choose to follow Lefebvre in
order to look into the mechanisms of a settlement that ares not exactly seen as urban or

rural, but in between these ways of lives. So it was our intent to handle space in a broader
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sense. As Aronowitz (2007) mentions Lefebre was ignored by the academic left as he was
writing on rural space too, not only the urban space. Urban was perceived to be the
concentration of exploitation, therefore potential for revolutionary praxis, but rural was
despised. Here, in a similar line with Lefebvre’s going beyond the dualities, we propose to
reveal the unseen relations of domination and potential of resistence within all aspects and
levels of space, in other words, in between public and private, urban and rural, physical
and mental. Investigating the overlapping spheres of these binary oppositions, we see the
blurred mechanisms of daily life and social reality and try to transform the social
inequalities inscribed in there.

According to Lefebvre’s theory of space, production of space is a triple dialectic
process, composed of three inseperable moments: the perceived, concieved and the lived.
According to Gottdiener (1993), “this triple is meant to convey that space has a complex
character and enters social relations at all levels. It is at once a physical environment that
can be perceived; a semiotic abstraction that informs both how ordinary people negotiate
space (the mental maps studied by geographers) and the space of corporations, planners,
politicians and finally a medium through which the body lives out its life in interaction with
other bodies.” And he continues as to point out to the inseperable character of the social
and the spatial in Lefebvre’s work: “Social relations also are spatial relations; we can not
talk about the one without the other.”

While relating the absolute (physical) and abstract (mental) spaces with one
another, Lefebvre adds the social space; he links the latter to the medium of social practice
(Arslan Avar, 2009, p.7). As he argues, this mental space becomes the locus of theoretical
practice seperated from social practice, and he describes social practice as established
between levels such as housing (architecture), towns-cities-urban space (discipline of
urbanism), larger territorial spaces-regional/national/continental/worlwide (planners,
economists). He suggests that their domains do not overlap in the existing spatial system,
thus neither common projects nor theoretical continuity becomes possible (Lefebvre,
1974, p.11-12).

Although Lefebvre does not analyze space as a thing in itself, he seeks a sort of
reality in its own right:

Space has taken on within the present mode of production, a sort of reality of its
own, both distinct from and much like, those assumed in the same global process
by commodities, Money and capital. ... The space thus produced, also serves as a
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tool of thought and of action; taht in addition to being a means of production it is

also a means of control, and hence of domination, of power; yet that, it escapes in

part from those relationships. (p.26)

Taking space as a product that is produced through social processes, just like commodity,
presents the possibility of revealing the the relationship between spatial formations and
social processes. Moreover, Lefebvre conceptualizes space not as a finished work but as
subjected to the ongoing process of production (1974). For him, there are four main
implications of his initial hypothesis that ‘social space is a social product’. First, natural
space is the origin of the social process as “source and resource, nature obsesses us, as do
childhood and spontanity, via the filter of memory” (p.32). Second, every society (therefore
every mode of production) produces its own space and to move on to another mode of
production requires the production of its new space. (p.46). As Merrifield (2006) mentions,
industrial capitalism destructed the feudal space and the late capitalism produced its own
urban and industrial forms (Merrifield, p.107 cited in Cetin, 2012). The space of late
capitalism is an abstract space that is identical with exchange value, and being a mere
commodity that can be bought and sold, it is deconstructed and rebuilt by the dominant
ideology. Third, all the social relations become inscribed in space as time leaves its traces,
yet this space is always a present space that is not a complete work. So, that's why
production process and product are two inseperable aspects. Fourth and last implication is
that if space is produced, if there is a productive process, then we are dealing with history
(p.46). Along these four implications on the other hand, Lefebvre draws our attention to
the Marxist notions of production, reproduction, use-exchange value, commodity
fetishism, domination, mode of production, means of production, forces of production and
a revolutionary praxis. He appropriates these notions rooted mainly in ‘production’ in
order to uncover the relations of domination that is inscribed in the space and to reveal the
dialectical conflict within the homogeneous space of capitalism and to discover the
potential of resistance within these spaces (from the buildings, monuments to the streets
and the cities) and finally to make it possible to theorize and produce the socialist space
and social reality.

While elaborating on his statement that ‘social space is a social product’, Lefebvre
returns the analysis of capitalist society within its history and spatiality. Borrowing Marxist
analysis of the society and its dominant mode of production, he puts forward three
interrelated levels: biological reproduction of the family, the reproduction of labour power
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and the reproduction of the social relations of production. He relates these social relations
intrisic to modern capitalist societies to their space:

..Thus space embraces a multitude of intersections. As for representations of the

relations of production, which subsume powerrelations, these too ocur in space:

Space contains them in the form of buildings, monuments, works of art. (1974,

p.33)

The fact that various disciplines take to the fore the various aspects of social space that
belong to various periods and various societies makes us realize the multitude of
components of social space. For instance, architects and planners may draw our attention
to designed places or grand projects, antropologists may do so in the favour of symbolic
meanings of home space for the women of a given time period and a rural society. Or
within the discipline of architectural history, some may look into canons of the Renaissance
city, and others to daily activities of ordinary people. Here we have Lefevre’s re-conception
of the triple dialectics of three moments of production of space (perceived, conceived,
lived) in relation to a conceptual triad, that is, spatial practice, representations of space and
finally spaces of representation. These three, points out to different aspects of social space
as suggested by Lefebvre to go beyond the dualism and to take them all within a unitary
theory of space.

Spatial Practice of a society secretes the space of the society; it produces and
reproduces its space in time and appropriates it at the same time. Under neocapitalism, it
embodies close associations with daily routine and urban reality within perceived space.
That is simply the connection between networks, routes and the places set aside for work,
private life, leisure. But this association is presented as highly paradoxical as it includes the
most extreme seperation between the places brought together by Lefebvre himself°.
Lefebvre underlines once again the interrelation of various aspects of spatial practice, and
therefore he represents an integrated spatial analysis:“the Daily life of a tenant in a
government-subsidized high-rise housing project, which should not be taken to mean that
motorways or the politics of air transport can be left out of the picture” (1974, p.38). That
is how we intend to handle spatial practices of the women in post-disaster context within

this study. Representations of Space refers to the conceived, mental space of technical

° His remark on this paradox of spatial practice under neocapitalism also reminds us the problematic
seperation of public and private, work and home as Feminist geographers would built up their
criticisms on conceptions of gender-blind discussions on space will be discussed in the following
sections in this chapter.
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bodies such as scientists, planners, urbanists, technocrats, social engineers and so on. All
these technicians conceptualize the ‘real’ perceived and lived spaces as mere abstractions
sometimes in theory and sometimes in practice as mere spatial forms/maps, drawings and
construction of the designed through implementation. This is considered to be the
dominant space in any given society as it is produced via dominant ideology and its tools.
Such canons in architectural history, ie grand palaces or churches in merchantile city, are
these kinds of spaces. We can add to this the relocation projects which move people from
their livelihoods to the mass housing areas through urban transformation processes via
state policy. Ideology, power and knowledge lies in these representations. As it is the space
of capital, state and the bourgeouis, it has specific influence on the production of space.
(Merrifield, 2006, p. 109 cited in Cetin, 2012). Spaces of Representation is associated with
lived space. It is the space in which daily life is established. It is directly experienced
through its associated images and symbols of its inhabitants and users associate it with use
value of the physical space in conrast to the mental space of the mediators that is
associated with exchange value. This is also the space dominated within imagination,
therefore within the seeds of change and appropriation for the sake of reasserting space
from abstractions of dominant ideology of exploitation. As mentioned by Lefebvre, it is the
space that interests ethnologists, antropologists and psychoanalysts, but they often ignore
the component of social practice within space when they trace it via childhood memories,
dreams, images and symbols. (1974, p.42)

While theorising the conceptual triad, especially that of the lived space, Lefebvre
seems to have been influenced by the French Phenomenology. This space of bodily lived
experience which lies in the perceived space reminds us the approach of humanistic
geographers to the space as a locus of perception, meaning, symbols, memory. But
Lefebvre ctiticizes phenomenological approach to space thinking that they merely put the
subject in front of the object and that they are stuck in the Cartesian dualism of subject
and object. (Schmid, 2008)

In his conceptual triad, spaces of representation are taken beyond the former
components of space, which are spatial practice and representations of space, because, for
him, the secret or blurred dimension of the social reality is related with this third
component of space. As it is linked with physical contact, desire and imagination, the sense

of belonging to these spaces are more active and it is hard for the authorities to dominate

24



bodily lived experience. Therefore Lefebvre seeks lived space as the possible combination
of the differences within the society that resist the homogenizing affects of capitalism.

In her study Demirel (2005) conceptualizes the spatial processes in post-disaster
Diizce in relation to Lefebvre’s conceptual triad. She takes three cases of housing practice:
the solidarity houses in Golyaka, the permanent houses planned and constructed by the
state in Golyaka and finally the struggle within homeless victims’ housing cooperative in
line with spatial practice, representations of space and spaces of representation). Though
in our study we do not prefer to have such one to one correspondence for a possible
spatial production, we admit that space has a complex character that gets into relationship
within different levels such as the production of places set aside for public, private and
social realms. According to Dogan (2007) on the other hand, the dialectical relationship
between the perceived, the conceived and the lived make the space be produced both
from top to down and down to top processes. He mentions the components of the triad
within a dependency to the mode of production and historical period, and gets into the
process of production of space via different combinations. And it is this degree of
participation of the three moments of this dialectical relationship within production of
urban space or parts of it (ie. neighbourhood, street, and region) which functions with
respect to the balance between the public (users) and local authorities (p.99-100). Similarly
in our study, we will try to reveal spatiality of the women in poverty in the post-disaster
living environments on various socio-spatial levels such as home-work-leisure etc., taking
into consideration that the women are not only the victims of the process but also
productive agencies and technicians and that they are not only the tool of dominant
ideology but also they propose a possible medium of production on behalf of use-value.

The aim of Lefebvrian theory of space is, as we mentioned earlier, not only to
undertand how capitalism has survived via its own space, but also to propose a strategy of
liberation from capitalism and capitalist space. His effort was to reveal the medium
through which the socialist space could be produced as the continuum of urbanization as a
way of life. But he was criticized for several reasons; Harvey, being one of them, finds him
mistaken in treating cities and space as wholly independent entities within the capitalist
mode of production (Katznelson, 1992). Castells, on the other hand, argued for his theory
of space to be trapped within a spatial fetishism (Katznelson, 1992; Gottdiener, 1993).

According to Sengil (2001), while Lefebvre puts his aim as the production of socialist space
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via transformation of property relationships and to put an end to private property
ownerships, reassertion of use value and lived space and recognition of difference within
space, he fails to point out to the struggle for space dependending on class struggle. Yet,
Sargin (2008) argues that the cases of appropriation of space, protests against urban
gentrification projects, ecological resistances in especially through late 20" and early 21*
centuries point out to the place for revolutionary spatial praxis which was not elaborated
much by Lefebvre. Sargin proposes a process of consideration for the dynamics of daily life
into the process of planning and design; by this it is possible to change the existing
relations in favour of the necessities of social agencies that are living in their daily routines.
In conclusion, in this thesis a similar approach that seeks to search for various aspects of
space is adopted and various paradigms on theory of space have been made used. it is
important to make use of various conceptualizations to understand the especially
experiences of low-income women living in questionable post-disaster spaces . Following
issues on women, space and disaster this research will discuss the following sections of this

chapter.

2.2. Conceptualizations on Women and Space

After the discussions on ‘space’, here in this part, the previous discussions on space
will be briefly related to feminist discussions. As there is no universal feminism, there it
would be better to look into the subject from different lenses of different feminist

perspectives.

2.2.1. Different Feminisms and the Rising Interest on ‘Space’

Of all the different definitions of feminism in its journey in time, it is a political
practice which embodies both action and theory. The variety of feminisms is rooted in the
extent the categories of sex, gender, race, class and sexuality take part in explaining the
society. The distinction between the terms sex and gender, for instance, points out to the
foundations of specific feminist approaches. Simply, sex —male and female- refers to
biological difference while gender —masculine and feminine- refers to socially constructed
differences between men and women (Rendell, Penner, & lain, 2000, p. 15). History of
feminism may be positied between equality and difference approaches. That is how the

first and second-wave feminisms are distinguished from each other.
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In the course of time, the first-wave feminism of the 19" Century emerged against
patriarchal inequality between women and men. As a form of liberal politics, women
claimed for equal rights in the public sphere. On the other hand, with the emergence of the
second-wave feminism in the 1960s and 1970s the emphasis has shifted to why women
were different than men and this grounded the radical feminist politics. One of the most
prominent contributions of the second-wave feminism was that they ascribed equal
significance to discrimination women experience on a personal level, ie within the home,
just as the discrimination on political and institutional levels. This led to the motto of the
second wave feminism: ‘The personal is political’ (Rendell, Penner, & lain, 2000, p. 16).

Simply, despite the fact that women and men were different from one another,
equal rights in public sphere and equal acces to public services were claimed by the first-
wave. In the second-wave, feminists started questioning the underlying mechanisms on
the basis of the difference between two sexes, gendered identities.

However, the emphasis on the difference of women from men and women’s
solidarity against men were criticised for overemphasizing the similarities among the
women and not taking into consideration of other social categories of class, race and
sexuality. Black and leshian feminists as well as socialist feminists focused on these factors
as they thought these affected women’s experience of oppression (Rendell, Penner, & lain,
2000). All these different approaches of feminism led to different political struggle lines
such as liberal feminism, radical feminism, multi-racial femism, socialist feminism etc. And
among them, liberal feminism, which claims equal access to resouces and is associated
with first-wave feminism, has still implications on social sciences that dominates women
and disaster research along with gender and development theory. This piece of work will
be discussed under the following topic of “‘Women and Disaster Studies’ in this chapter.

The paradigm shift in the social sciences with the emphasis of Marxist geographers
on the dialectical relationship between space and society, namely spatial turn in 1960’s,
affected feminist studies too. Especially Lefebvrian understanding of space as a social
process provided important openings in feminist conceptualizations of space. As discussed
earlier in this chapter, according to Lefebvre space is socially produced in three different
moments (trilectics) of the perceived, conceived and the lived. Human geography and
anthropology, on the other hand, emphasized the cultural moment of space. This kind of

work investigates all aspects of the built environment by defining the users of buildings as
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well as their designers and builders as producers of space. Such a work suggests that space
(from homespace, workspace, community space to urbanspace) is continually re-produced
through use and everyday life (Rendell, Penner, & lain, 2000).

These socio-spatial processes, the question of whether space is gendered and if so
how it is gendered are important in the intersection of spatial studies and gender and
women’s studies. As Rendell (2000) exemplifies, for instance, specific places may be sexed
as in the case of toilets sexed divided as men and women, or gendered, as in the case of
domestic kitchens gendered as feminine. Or the traditional coffehouses are considered to
be masculine where the femininity is excluded from. This will also be discussed in following
chapters of the field research in this thesis.

The relation between gender and space is handled both by feminist
anthropologists and feminist geographers through different axes. The former connect the
two through power relations whereas the latter makes connections between the spaces
occupied by women and their social status. Work on public and private realms, kinship
networks, production and reproduction, domestic labour and waged labour, consumption
and everyday life patterns are the interest of these researchers. Rendell (2000) asks then, if
from an anthropological and geographical perspective space is socially and culturally
produced and gender relations are socially, culturally and spatially constructed, then ‘how
are gender relations manifest in space?’ and ‘how are spatial relations manifest in
constructions of gender?’

While searching for the question of ‘how’ space is gendered, representation as it is
used by Lefebvre provides a useful instrument as it will be discussed under the following

topic.

2.2.2. Questioning Seperate Spheres of ‘Public’ and ‘Private’ in Feminist Studies

Dialectical relation of gender and space is presented by geography and
anthropology as mentioned in the above topic. But besides being gendered through
physical occupation, space is also produced as gendered through representation. The work
of Henri Lefebvre provides a useful theoretical framework to consider how representation
helps produce and is produced by social space at the same time. He is interested in how
space is produced conceptually as well as materially. Lefebvre suggests that the social

production of space works through three different, yet interactive processes: spatial
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practice (material or functional space), representations of space (space as codified
language), and representaional space (the lived everyday experience of space). How can
this be related to the issues of gender and space? (Rendell, Penner, & lain, 2000)

The most prominent representation of gendered space is the paradigm of seperate
spheres, a kind of binary opposition going back to the Enlightenment thought: dominant
public male realm of production (the city) and a subordinate private female one of
reproduction (the home). The origins of this divisive ideology are both patriarchal and
capitalist and it explains one part of social reality but does not describe the full range of
lived experience of all urban dwellers (Rendell, Penner, & lain, 2000). So, as McDowell
(1993) states, the spatial division between the public and private was the early focus for
feminist geographers who problematize women’s exclusion from the public arena of life.
After all, using the framework of seperate spheres feminist works on gender and space
guestion how space is gendered. Influenced by the post-structural vein, following Derrida,
deconstruction of this binary opposition of the public and the private is proposed. Along
with the strategic reversal of binary terms and displacement of the negative term from its
dependent position, feminists reassert the importance of the female side of the binary, so
private domestic sphere and family life (Rendell, Penner, & lain, 2000).

According to Mackenzie (1989), who discusses the relationship between gender
and space with the lens of socialist feminism, woman’s space is placed in the intersection
of public and private spheres, production and reproduction, home and work. Women,
working in both public and private spheres, create a sphere of intersection in between.
This double role of women changes the dominant patterns of time and space. By this,
women’s space includes not only the source for private family life but also the source for
waged work and public services. From then on home and community come to be perceived
as both the sphere of private life and economic maintenance (Mackenzie, 1989). She
continues that it is this contribution of feminist geographers to place analytically women’s
informal economy which comes from their double role belonging both to spheres of
production and reproduction.

The so-called informal economy includes patching services that help women get
involved in formal waged labour while working at home. These patching services that form
this kind of an informal economy can be seen in child care and health networks, education

and information services within the neighbourhood and housing settlements as well as in
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the network of piece-working women at home according to the studies of feminist
geographers (Mackenzie, 1989). Women in the Western orld, in conflict with the land-use
patterns of the divided city, tend to produce new forms and use of spaces which will
accomodate the patching services within their existing homes, neighbourhoods and even in
cities. So accordingly the question comes to be about the dialectical relation between the
change of patterns of gendered social relations and patterns of the living environment
(Mackenzie, 1989).

On the other hand, Hansen (1987), with reference to Arendt’s trichotomy (1958),
offers a third dimension, the dimension of ‘the social’ in between public and private
dichotomy, to understand women’s and men’s lives in the family as well as in the society.
According to her the social encompasses behaviours that are not easily categorized as
either public or private; this occurs in both spaces tying individuals to institutions and other
individuals. For Hansen”the social realm involves interaction among non-family members,
it constitutes the fabric of society. It mediates between public and private activities and
serves as the medium of human interaction” (1987, p. 119).

Cited in Hansen (1987), Arendt (1958) explores variation in the relationship
between the spheres such that “in the modern world the two realms indeed constantly
flow into each other like waves in the never-resting stream of the life process itself” (1987,
p. 120)

This framework of the social may give way to see women'’s role in social sphere as
work, which mediates the various forces of society tying the family to community, neighbor
to neighbor, the individual to collectivity (Hansen, 1987).

On the other hand, according to Acar Savran (2004) the setting of the concept of
the public in Mediterrenean societies is that the neighbourhood itself becomes a public
sphere for women. Though the neighbourhood controls women, and excludes them from
meeting spaces, it includes them to some extent. Among and in between the households of
extensive families, one can talk about a sphere of solidarity in doing home-size production.
Cited from Wedel, women in squatter settlements do their works by extending their
private spaces, coming together, helping eachother, creating kind of informal network and
protecting it. This means that the neighbourhood forms a public space for these women
(Acar Savran, 2004). It is this point that differentiates between developed world theories

with that of developing ones. Researchers like Kandiyoti, Sirman and Wedel who work in
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the developing world reject the idea women stuck into private sphere as passive victims.
For them, women set up various solidarity networks in the private space and get stronger.
Also women set up their own publicity in which the man’s eye can not perceive it as a form
of public sphere. They develop survival strategies under patriarchal oppression and
develop a patriarchal negotiation (Acar Savran, 2004).

In this section, the feminist interest on space is mentioned and then the theoretical
implications of representations of space, namely seperate spheres and divided city
conceptualizations, are presented. In the following section the discussions on women and

space will be tied to natural disaster research.

2.3. Conceptualizations on Women and Natural Disasters

In this last section of this chapter, the relation between women and disasters will
be overviewed. Primarly feminist critiques on disaster research, feminist approaches to
disaster research and finally feminist conceptions of post-disaster living environments of

women will be discussed below.

2.3.1. Critiques on the Field of Natural Disaster Research

As Quarantelli (2005) explains, systematic and extensive social science work on
disasters started in the very early 1950s. To him, what is needed is more theory and
abstract thinking and less mucking around in practical matters and concrete details. That
means, social facts should be explained by other social facts. He criticizes this situation;
however it is sometimes very difficult to identify the work in disaster research with any
disciplinary terms since it lacks any of the assumptions, models, theories, hypotheses,
concepts, and linkages to the non-disaster literature

In their article in which they criticize the disaster research in the USA, Bolin (1998)
also finds it problematic that disaster research cannot be related to the developments in
sociological theory and research. The relation of funding institutions with disaster research
is also problematized as they limit research to the level of implication. As a consequence of
this approach, for the authors, analysis of social inequalities in disaster research becomes
impossible.

According to Fothergill (1998), sociologists who study disasters have made

important and extensive contributions to our understanding of the social world. The
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disaster setting is considered a “unique laboratory” or a “strategic site” in which one can
learn about social phenomenon, examine social relationships, and reveal social problems,
as they “strip away the veil” that usually obscures or disguises many social conditions
(Barton 1970; Merton, 1970 cited in Fothergill, 1998). But in the sameline with Quarantelli
she mentions that despite this recognition that the “non-everyday” qualities of disasters
make them important research settings, disaster scholars are not arguing that the disaster
process is seperate from the social structures of the “everyday”. Indeed, disasters are
social and political events that are linked to who we are, how we live, and how we
structure and maintain our society (Forthergill, 1998).

Among the problems defined in this thesis, lack of a dialectical perspective is one
of the most important problems in the field of disaster research. Yet, it is thought that the
rearch in the field should be more interrelated with recent sociological developments and
spatial discussions as well as social categories of class, gender, race/ethnicity and so forth.

Only by this way, it could be possible to understand disasters as a part of the social reality.

2.3.2. Feminist Approaches to Disaster Research

Though there is not a dominant engagement between feminist theory and disaster
research, there is still an important body of work which is not gender-blind in this field.
Especially the works of Enarson (1998, 2004, 2007), Morrow (2008), Forthergill (1996),
Fordham (1998) are inspiring in theorizing women’s position in post-disaster processes in
the West. Researchers like Khrishnadas (2007) on the other hand question locations of
gender in third world post-disaster processes.

According to Enarson (2007), “no single theoretical lens frames disaster research
on gender. Indeed, most researchers use insights freely borrowed from all angles of vision,
though most begin with a social vulnerability approach (Blaikie, Cannon, Davis, & Wisner,
2004; Bolin, Jackson, & Crist, 1998; Hewitt, 1997).” According to social vulnerability
approach, disasters are fundamentally human constructs and disaster risk is socially
distributed in that ways that reflect the social divisions that already exist in society. In
other words, “disaster vulnerability cannot be seperated from vulnerability in everyday
living and this is seen most clearly through unequal access to resources (Blaikie, 1994)
arising from structural inequalities and embedded within national and international socio-

economic systems. In this conceptualisation, it follows that those who are socially and
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economically disadvantaged in everyday life can be expected to be more vulnerable or
more greatly affected by a disaster” (Fordham, 1998). Social vulnerability to disaster is
influenced by gender, class, race/ethnicity, culture, nationality, age, disability and other
power relationships. Contextual dimensions such as health concerns, household size and
composition, citizenship status, political experience with uniformed state authorities,
different degrees of ease on the street at night and so forth cut across these lines of social
categories. But according to Enarson (2007), used uncritically, this approach can lead to
overgeneralizations about women as a social category however; it also inspires to
investigate underlying structural sources of vulnerability related to sex and gender, from
reproductive health and gender violence to land rights and poverty (Enarson & Morrow,
1998 cited in Enarson et al., 2007).

It is argued that disaster sociology and feminist theories work well together as they
use similar concepts; “when disaster scholars posit that disasters disrupt “the social
system,” feminist theory poses the question ‘whose social system?’” (Enarson, Forthergill,
& Peek, 2007). As discussed previously in this chapter, various feminisms such as socialist
feminism, postmodern feminism, multiracial feminism, and eco-feminism may provide
theoretical openings to social studies. But as Enarson (2007) reminds most researchers
draw either on liberal feminism or on the gender and development theory.

Liberal feminist theory is based on the equal rights perspective of different
genders. More concretely, liberal feminists “attribute social inequality to unfair barriers to
education and achievement, focus on the cultural devaluation of women as well as the
gendered division of labor, gender violence, and limitations on reproductive choice”
(Lorber, 1998 cited in Enarson et al. 2007). It is this perspective in disaster research that
tends to explain why some women and girls cannot access equal resources before, during
and after the disasters. As it is stated by Enarson et al. (2007), “this approach also leads
researchers to investigate how gender stereotypes affect disaster services and emergency
operations; the careers of women in the field; and gender bias in the design, funding,
implementation, monitoring, and evaluation of emergency shelters, water and sanitation,
health care, and other post-disaster initiatives” (p. )

According to Laska (2008) women are more vulnerable than men in times of
disaster, and the reasons of long-term vulnerability of women both during and after the

disaster differ from those of men. These differences lie in women’s role of care, condition
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of unequal work and wage. As a result according to Laska (2008), problems in the access to
transportation, cash money, safe house and work places as well as exclusion from decision
mechanisms and so forth are seen. Therefore, it is hard for women to recover; it is even
harder for lonly women, single mothers. And the ones who are disadvantaged
economically and socially are more vulnerable to long-term effects of disaster such as
displacement and further inability to make home and community: “The immediate and
short-term effects of a disaster on a woman’s economic status depend in part on the
resources available to her before the disaster” (Laska et. Al., 2008).

It is mentioned in Enarson (2007) that along with liberal feminism it is gender and
development theory on which most of the international research in the field is grounded.
From the perspective of gender and development theorists, disaster vulnerability is
understood within patriarchy, global capitalism and colonialism and still shapes the
developing world. The effects of free trade policies that increase the pressure on men to
migrate for wage work, for example, indirectly leave more women and children
impoverished in unsustainable rural environments. Like liberal feminists, gender and
development theorists see inadequate child health care and lack of education for girls as
important factors in gendered disaster vulnerability. But in addition, they also emphasize
the possibilities for women’s agency and self-protective action in risky environments based
on their reproductive, productive, and community work (Enarson et al., 2007).

This perspective of gender and development theorists invites attention to women’s
capacity of resilience, their coping strategies in risky environments and brings into view
such marginalized groups as female migrants and refugees, women agriculturalists, street
vendors, home-based workers, single mothers, widows, and impoverished and low-caste
women. As noted by Quarantelli (1998), the focus on gender relations in disaster contexts
is one of the contemporary forces for change in thinking and theorizing about hazards and
disasters. (Quarantelli, 1998 cited in Enarson et al., 2007)

Disasters are often said to reveal larger societal inequities. Researchers are now
recognizing and documenting how disaster vulnerability is rooted in pre-existing patterns
of community settlement and development (Morrow, 1999 cited in Enarson et al., 2007).
Given this knowledge, disasters may be viewed as opportunities to witness, understand,

and thus remedy pre-existing social problems. Many disaster scholars have written on the
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possibility of social change as a result of disasters, while others note that the crisis
heightens past problems and solidifies the community’s inequities (Enarson et al., 2007).

On the other hand Fordham (1999) discusses in her paper the intersection of
gender and social class in disasters and problematizes the perspective of homogeneous
victim conceptualization as well. She proposes the significance of gender, class,
race/ethnicity, age, sexual orientation, physical and mental ability, culture, etc. as
differentiating factors among ‘victims’. She argues that equality cannot be achieved by
ignoring differences in as much as it is consistent with social justice; this simply reinforces
the dominance of already dominant groups (Philips 1997, cited in Fordham, 1999).
Nevertheless, there remains the danger that an emphasis on difference, rather than a
recognition and incorporation of it, will divide not unite (Harvey, 1973), and may lead to a
reinforcement of competition over resources (Fordham, 1999).

After overviewing the mainstream feminist discussions on the field of disaster
research in this section, we will now look into the possible frameworks of conceptualising
the relation between women and representations of space in post-disaster living

environments.

2.3.3. Post-disaster Living Environments of Low-Income Women through the Feminist

Critique of Seperate Spheres

As Fordham and Ketteridge (1998) writes in their book chapter which focuses on
the gender roles of women in the developed world in time of disaster,“women’s lives are
frequently dominated by what is seen as the ordinary, the unexceptional and the
mundane. The spaces they occupy are socially delimited and lie disproportionately” in
relation to their dominant location in the private domain (p. 82).

Fordham (1998) in her research on women’s experience in two floods in Scotland
conceptualizes her theme around public and private space, problematizes the private
domain and in line with feminist research tradition she presents it as a legitimate object of
research. She argues that “the ordinary and everyday is more opaque and complex than
usually imagined and makes recommendations for their recognition and incorporation into
disaster management. While there is a specific focus on the private domain of the home,
this is not intended to reinforce gender stereotypes but simply to recognise the reality of

many of the women interviewed. It concludes that disaster research generally has yet to
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advance much beyond the earliest stages of feminist studies which merely sought to make
women visible in society” (Fordham, 1998, p.126).

Fordham (1998, cites Walker in the same paper): “For women whose access to the
public domain is limited, the loss of private domain of the home is particularly serious
(Walker 1994 cited in Fordham 1998).

Fothergill (1999) examines women’s family, community and work roles before,
during and after the disaster, the1997 Grand Forks flood. Based on field research and sixty
in-depth interviews, she found out that women experienced role accumulation which
resulted in an expansion of both their roles and their sense of self. As she mentions,
research in the area covered women'’s role in the modern workplace, women’s role as
homemaker and as mother and family caregiver. Most recently research is concerned with
how women handle and negotiate with the distinct roles associated with two designated
spheres of life: the family role in the domestic sphere and the work role in the public
sphere especially in the developed world. Yet feminist theorists criticize the two-sphere
model of public-private domains as this dichotomy is inadequate for understanding
women’s lives (Lamphere 1993; Rosaldo 1980 cited in Fothergill, 1999). A similar
inadequacy is true for the field research of this thesis. To overcome this, several alternative
frameworks are proposed to introduce a third sphere in public-private model.

One of the frameworks is the work of Hansen (1987). Hansen, building on Arendt’s
work, as discussed in previous sections of this chapter, proposes a social sphere (including
visiting neighbours, going to church and other types of interaction within a community
among non-family members. (Fotergill, 1999) And the other framework belongs to Milroy
and Wismer (1994) who define women’s community work as the third sphere of work that
is done outside of home and work. The author describes community work as follows:

It can be political or publicly directed, yet often appears to be maintenance work -
part of the ‘social glue’ which holds a community together. While it may include
personal or family benefits, it is always intended to provide goods and services to a
broader group of people than solely oneself or one’s household’s members . . . Itis
also more inclusive than the formally organised voluntary sector, because it
includes small and informal neighbourly care-giving actions by individuals or
organisations. Although it is not paid work, it is also not ‘voluntary’ in the sense
that it is not discretionary . . . Its spatial location is neither home nor work place,
primarily, but community. (1994, p. 72, cited in Fotergill, 1999)

Milroy and Wismer continue that community work by women has long been overlooked
and needs to be more visible:
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Our working premise is that if domestic work is building homes, families and

households, and traded work is building companies and economies, then

community work is building communities and should properly be identified as a

separate nucleus of productive effort. (1994. p. 82, cited in Fotergill, 1999)

Thus, all three spheres need to be examined in order to understand the scope of women’s
activities, and how they experience the roles they have in each sphere. One way to
understand women’s roles in all three spheres of social life-the domestic arena, the
workplace, and the community is to examine the disruption of their daily routines and
explore the work and roles they take on when the social world is in crisis. One type of
social crisis, a natural disaster, has been found to be a “realistic laboratory” for studying
social phenomena and relationships, as disasters give social scientists advantages that
cannot be matched during stable times (Fritz, 1961 cited in Fotergill, 1999).

As Fordham and Ketteridge (1998) mention, disaster research in developing world
is closer to critical social science. Experiences of the women in the developing world differ
from the experiences of women in developed world. For instance in her article ‘Relocating
the Master’s Domain: Social and Legal Locations of Gender from Post-Disaster to Everyday
Life’ Khrishnadas (2007) shares the results of her four years of empirical research about
post-earthquake reconstruction process in Maharashtra, India. With a feminist and post-
colonial perspective, the author discusses World Bank and state government policies to
relocate 52,000 houses and 67 villages. The author draws on Lorde’s (1996) analogy of ‘the
master’s house’ as it provides a metaphor for the location of women within the patriarchal
architecture of the private and public sphere, which she relates to discourses of place and
space and the local and global. She challenges the essentialist binary positions of women
within public and private domains of rights constructed by the World Bank and state
housing policies. The experiences of alternative women’s meetings, street protests and
gatherings at the village provide the possibility of ultimately becoming the master of the
relocation of social and local domains and one’s location within.

Khrishnadas (2007) critiques the process of the relocation of women from their
rural living environments to World Bank social housing environments. She compares the
extended physical and social space of the former with the limited physical and social space
and criticizes the process arguing that the latter confined women in private domain. For
the women in their former houses mentions a kind of socialization among the other

women in the household such that “the rural home domain was itself a social and political
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sphere as the women managed the extended joint families and the agricultural and
domestic labourers. The home had contained social, political and economic activities in
which women were not isolated but worked together in familial, religious and tribal
collectives” (Khrishnadas, 2007). However, with the inauthentic new space she argues that
women fell into solitude on the level of household. She disscusses the re-location process
of these women on the levels of community and nation state. Finally she concludes that
the alternative experiences of women in their new spaces reflect the search for new
locations, or unique spaces, and this search for an autonomous space may be traced in the
feminist critique of existing locations which women have tried to enter, exist in or disrupt.
So, in other words she claims that as a defensive act women also challange the social
relocation resulting from the physical relocation and they open up a new space for
themselves in between public and private domains.

In our case, however, the situation is just the opposite; almost all the women
interviewed lived in the urban center of Diizce in rented low-standard houses right before
earthquake though more than half of them lived previously ie before marriage in rural
environments of Diizce. After the earthquake, of the three groups of women in three
different settlements, first group stayed in temporary container settlements in the city
center, the second moved to a rural site in the city and finally the third moved to a housing
development site not as much distant as the second one from the city center.
Thereforeexcept for the first group who stayed in temporary houses for more than ten
years, for the other two, the spatial routes may be simplified as rural-urban-rural before
marriage, after marriage and after earthquake periods of lifetime of women. So, the
process of relocation shows similarity with the relocation process related to urban
transformation projects. But similar to the work on the field of women and disaster both in
the developed and developing worlds, we will investigate the changing roles of women in
family, neighbourhood and waged work; namely the private, social and the public domains.
But in this case, we will achieve this through the relation of also the physical spatial
environment of post-disaster for the low-income women on the levels of house,

neighbourhood and workplace.
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CHAPTER 11l

SPATIAL PROCESSES IN POST-EARTHQUAKE DUZCE

Duzce is a middle-scaled province with a population over 300,000 and located in
the Western Black Sea Region, approximately half way between Istanbul and Ankara. It is in
the intersecting point of the industrial transportation network in the main arter connecting
the East and the West of Turkey. Economically, Duzce is mostly dependent on forestry,
hazelnut farming and small manufacturing ie textile. The urban center serves as an
economic as well as social centre for the many small villages placed in the surrounding

mountains.
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Figure 3-1. Location of Diizce and Districts of the City

3.1. Urbanization of Diizce in Historical Context

Dizce had a city plan dating back to 1987. In between 1987 and 1999 there were
revisions made on this plan. But, between 1980 and 1998 unplanned housing
developments started to occur to meet the increasing demand of incoming migrants for
working. Therefore, it would be ideal to mention the housing stock in Diizce before the

earthquake. The old neighbouhoods and housing stock of Diizce in which the interviewees
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had been living before the earthquake were not in optimum standarts™® as can be followed

in the photographs provided below.

Figure 3-2 View of Old Housing Stock from Cedidiye Neighbourhood

Figure 3-3. View of Old Housing Stock from Cay Neighbourhood

1% This observation is seen in the study of Kimbetoglu at al. (2005).
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Figure 3-4. View of Old Housing Stock from Burhaniye Neighbourhood

As mentioned in the introductory chapter, two devastating earthquakes hit
northwestern Turkey. Both earthquakes dramatically affected the cities in the Marmara
region and Bolu province. Among them, Diizce was one of the particular cities which
almost collapsed entirely with these two disasters. Yet, the second earthquake did the
most damage in the area and as indicated by Johnson (2007) 980 people were killed and
over 29,000 houses were destroyed or badly damaged in Diizce. As a result, a long-lasting
dramatic breakdown occurred in all the spheres of spatial and social patterns in the city
and the society, and those have not been reconstructed even after thirteen years.

On the other hand, following the earthquake, Diizce become a province; a new
process of urban planning started, the borderlines of the districts and neighbourhoods
were re-drawn. From then on, the urban development axis was determined by the central
municipality to the North, along where the ground was found to be convenient for
building. Furthermore post-earthquake permanent housing district was located 10

kilometers away from the center in the Northeast of the city.
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Figure 3-5. Spatial Layout of Post-earthquake Diizce

Though urban spatial development axis was determined as so, the old city center
remained as the economic, social and administrative center and that resulted with a

disintegrity within the city after the earthquake.

3.2. Post-disaster Housing Implications in Diizce

Since Turkey did not have mitigation plans and risk management policies before
these catastrophic events as Balamir (2001) mentions, neither the central and local
governments nor the society were on the alert for such disasters. Along with this, we
observed that the people who were affected by the disasters were treated as a ‘universal
category of victims’ in the emergency, recovery and reconstruction phases in the post-
disaster planning and implementation processes. As Balamir puts forward (2001), even the
legal framework on post-disaster planning is defined by the concept of ‘stakeholders’ and
the primary act of the state has been to supply the stakeholders with housing; the tenants
and lower class were excluded in the mainstream policies.

With this set of mind, in addition to programmes for reconstruction of
infrastructure, education and hospital facilities, the government put forward a three-step
housing strategy for those affected by the earthquake, beginning with the provision of

temporary shelter, then temporary housing, and later permanent housing (Johnson, 2007).
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It was true to some extent for Diizce as well. The city was gradually reconstructed through
the execution of fifteen temporary settlements and permanent housing complexes.

The post-disaster housing implications in the central districts of Dizce are
Temporary Shelter and Housing, World Bank Permanent Houses, Nalbantoglu TOKi,
Housings of different cooperatives, housing projects for the disadvantaged groups by
internatianal NGOs; Beyciler Blue Crescent Houses, GUmispinar Umcor Houses and
GUmdispinar Caritas Houses. The location of the post-earthquake permanent houses that

were built by the state, can be followed below.
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Figure 3-6. Location of Post-earthquake Permanent Houses Produced by the State

Through the phases of emergency response, recovery and reconstruction, post-

disaster planning and implementation process took place in the city is as follows:

Temporary Shelter in the Emergency Phase

Emergency response stage of a disaster is characterized as the immediate
aftermath of a disaster, including the first hours or days, depending on the event (Enarson
at al., 2007). Though this is the ideal time interval of emergency, in the developing regions
it may last longer just as it happened in the case of Diizce, and in Turkey in general. In
Diizce, the Red Crescent and the military provided tents for earthquake survivors to serve
as temporary shelter in camps throughout the affected areas. Many people were also living

43



in small self-provided tent camps set up near their destroyed homes or they constructed
self-made structures to serve as temporary lodging (Arslan & Johnson, 2010).

With the help of Red Crescent and civil defending directors, national and
international aid organizations established tents cities. However, some victims built their
own tents. The first precaution by the Governor’ Office was to locate some victims in the
state buildings in other provinces. Most of the victims refused to leave the city, since they
wanted to be in contact with their relatives and friends and to take care of funerals. (Arslan

& Unli, 2006)

Temporary Housing in the Recovery Phase

In the months following the earthquake, the government and several NGOs built
temporary housing. In the following phase, the decision for building a temporary
earthquake settlement was taken by the Ministry of Public Works because of the
insufficient infrastructure of tent cities, the lack of protection from the climatic conditions
and long construction time of permanent houses (Duzce Municipality Chairmanship, 2000
cited in Arslan & Unl{, 2006). In Duzce province, 6,669 temporary houses were
constructed. More than half of the houses were donated by national and international aid
organisations. Infrastructure facilities were made by the General Directorate of
Construction Affairs (Duzce Governorship Public Relation Director, 2002 cited in Arslan &
Unli, 2006).

The recovery stage, typically the one-year period following a disaster, has
historically implied putting a disaster-stricken community back together (Mileti, 1999 cited
in Enarson et al., 2007). This section addresses the socio-economic differences as life
resumes being somewhat normal or to an improved level during this time for allocating
resources, rebuilding, and lifeline repair. There are considerable differences in this period,
especially with regards to housing issues, and those with lower socio-economic status may
face more obstacles (Enarson et al., 2007).

Although temporary constructions met the urgent needs of families affected by
disaster (i.e. shelters, sense of secure, safety, privacy and daily life requirements) (Bektas,
2006), they have been widely criticized in the general literature as Johnson’s (2007)
statement shows: “Temporary housing programmes suffer from excessively high cost, late

delivery, poor location, improper unit designs and other inherent issues.” She finds the

44



“«

post-disaster temporary housing rather insufficient, built just to save the day as “a
prevalence of ad hoc tactical planning, rather than pre-disaster strategic planning, for
reconstruction undertaken by governments and non-governmental organisations (NGOs) in

the chaotic postdisaster environment.” (Johnson, 2007)

Permanent Settlements in the Reconstruction Phase

Reconstruction is the final stage in the disaster cycle, and hypothetically may occur
from one year after the disaster to many years later. This stage includes restoring
community services, finding assistance, locating permanent housing, and resuming a more
normal life and routine. This final section examines the significance of socio-economic
factors during reconstruction. The literature shows that those with lower socio-economic
status may be more likely to have trouble during this time, particularly in the areas of
housing and relocation (Enarson at al., 2007)

A major challenge after an earthquake is how to establish a new residential area of
a similar or even improved standard for the people who have suffered psychological, social
and economic impacts and witnessed significant damage to the physical environment
(Dikmen, 2011).

Permanent housing, financed by the multi-lateral lenders as well as by government
funds began about one year after the earthquake and resulted in the development of
apartment blocks on the hills surrounding the affected cities. Beginning about two years
after the earthquakes, permanent houses were ready for those families who used to be
homeowners before the earthquakes. The World Bank and the MPWS built new
settlements of three—five storey apartment blocks on parcels of land on the hills
surrounding the cities. Homeowners who were qualified for the programme were given
low-interest loans and took up residence in the new settlements, vacating the temporary
housing (Johnson, 2007). There are important studies on the permanent settlements in
Diizce. (See for instance; Kiimbetoglu et al., 2006)

The Ministry of Public Works and Settlement produced houses only for the home
owners through the agency of contractors as well. But the need for housing of the tenants
and the low-income were paid almost no attention. This gap was filled by various agents
such that Catholic Relief Services (CRS) and International Blue Crescent (IBC) which gave

donations for housing for the low income victims. So where the central policies on housing
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were neglected and/or delayed, a civil act of the struggle for housing took place (Yarar,

2006) as it will be mentioned in the following topic briefly.

Alternative Models of NGOs and Grassroots

International NGO based self-help houses: According to the interview with Selma
Demirelli, the International Blue Crescent, Umcor and Caritas were the organizations from
varied geographies with different motivations and were participating in the recovery
process in Dizce. The houses of Blue Crescent in Beyciler (BC Houses) and Umcor in
Gumispinar (UM Houses) were planned to be produced via a model of participatory design
and construction. The houses of Caritas in Gimdispinar —adjacent to UM Houses- on the
other hand were planned to be built by the organization and given to the disadvantaged
households of low income, single parents and the disabled affected by the earthquake.

Some of the interviewees were selected in a process which Selma Demirelli
described: households were investigated to see who meets the requirements of the ‘target
group’ of the ‘project’. After the candidates for the houses of IBC in Beyciler and Umcor in
GlUmiuspinar were selected, representatives of the households started to work in the
construction. When the house was drafted to one, he/she or a kin had to participate in the
process of construction. Yet, some of the other interviewees claim that selection of
‘benefficiaries’ was also operated under injust conditions.

Golyaka Solidarity Houses: As Yucak (2004) mention and informal interviewees
with the inhabitants reveal this was an act of insitu rebuilding of the houses in the outskirt
villages of the Golyaka in Dilizce through the self-help loans of NGOs and with an entire
participation and solidarity patterns in building.

Housing Cooperative of Association of Earthquake Victims (Dep-Der): The only
study for the tenant’s housing problem was made by Dep-Der which is an NGO established
after the earthquake but it is still active. Their process is a longlasting one characterized by
the struggle for housing as Yarar (2006), Demirel (2005) mention.

Housing Cooperative of the Foundation for the Support of Women’s Work
(KEDV): The housing cooperative for the female-headed families intended to build within
the boundaries of Permanent Settlements in Nalbantoglu district. It is worth exploring as a

process putting forward the difference of women.
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Among them, long-lasting temporary prefabricated housing in the city center and
international NGO based self-help housing settlements in the boundaries of the central
province are selected as the field, because by 2011 and 2012 thirteen years after the
earthquake, they were still the sites where the low-income were living. Golyaka Solidarity
houses, located in the rural outskirts of the city is not included in this thesis despite that it
is a succesful case for participatory planning and building insitu. On the other hand, the
inspiring struggle of Dep-Der is not included as well, as the struggle is still going on and
there is not a physical space built for the cooperative members for the time being. Though
the starting point is an inspiring one, Housing Cooperative of KEDV is left behind the scope

of this thesis since it is more for the middle class women.

3.3. Brief Description of the Research Site

The three main sites below were selected to conduct the field research in as they
were consistent with the aim, scope and questions of this thesis, in that they provide
housing for the low-income and are located in the ten km distance to the central province

of Dizce.
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Figure 3-7. Location of Temporary Housing Districts, Umcor and Blue Crescent Houses
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3.3.1. Temporary Prefabricated Settlements of Kiremitocagi, Cay and Fevzi Cakmak

Districts

Post-disaster temporary settlemets are produced in order to provide a healthy
living environment after the emergency period till people move to their permanent
settlements. In the ideal conditions, the expected duration of these settlements is two to
three years. The housing units in these temporary settlements therefore do not have the
qualities of a conventional house. The a priori acceptance of the short life of the post-
disaster temporary houses are questioned in the studies from various disciplines such as
architecture, planning, sociology etc.

In various districts of Dizce, after 1999 Earthquakes, fourteen temporary
settlements were established, with a total of 5962 temporary units in it (Diizce Valiligi,
2002 cited in Arslan, 2004). As mentioned before, temporary settlements were established
for the stakeholders till they repaired or built their houses or moved to permanent houses.
After two—three years, the majority of the temporary units were vacant because the
“homeowner” families moved into permanent housing, leaving mostly the “renting”
families and new migrants living in the temporary housing since many of the temporary
housing units were still in use (Johnson, 2007). Thirteen years after the earthquake the
temporary settlements in the central neighbourhoods of Kiremitocagi, Cay and Fevazi
Cakmak Districts still stand.

The houses in Kiremitocagl Settlement (approx. 300 units) were 36m2 duplex units
built with prefabricated pressed board panels on a concrete slab foundation and included
plumbing and electricity. Since the settlement was within walking distance to services in
town, no school, medical centre or mosque were provided, but there were such
community services as a small market, a cafeteria, laundry facilities, an embroidery
workshop and a playground. This settlement has continuously been occupied since it was
constructed, and at the time of data collection, all the units were still occupied. Cay
settlement (approx. 30 units) is located on the other side of the river and is occupied by the

local gypsy population (Johnson, 2007).

3.3.2. Umcor Houses

The United Methodist Committee on Relief (UMCOR) in Turkey was engaged in a

housing construction programme which provided 110 vulnerable families with permanent
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housing and social infrastructure as Arslan& Johnson (2010) explains. The project aimed at
the most vulnerable households within the communities such as female-headed, the
elderly and the disabled households, and the families with a large number of dependents.
Families who did not have any access to land for constructing their own house were
targeted, as well as the households who had access to land but needed only technical
assistance and material contributions to construct their house (Arslan& Johnson, 2010).
Through participatory construction, the project sought to build the capacity of
beneficiaries to recognize and employ earthquake resistant construction techniques by
providing them with on-the-job training traditional housing construction techniques. This
technology, in which wood lattice structure that is in-filled with brick is used, has proven to
be more resistant to earthquakes and utilizes a relatively cheaper technology that can be
easily adopted. There is an enormous advantage in this mode of construction in a region
that is situated within a major geographical fault line, and the region remains prone to

earthquakes and other tremors (Arslan& Johnson, 2010).

3.3.3. Blue Crescent Houses

Beyciler Assisted Self-Help Housing Program was carried out by International Blue
Crescent Relief and Development Foundation (IBC) in coordination with Dizce
Governorship and Municipality in between May 2001 and December 2003. The IBC was the
leading partner with all financial and operational tasks, while Diizce Municipality was a
partner organization. The objective of the project was to provide durable housing solutions
to the most vulnerable 168 tenant families resident in Diizce who had bacome homeless
after the earthquakes in 1999. The aim was to establish community association to oversee
managerial and financial responsibilities and to provide enterprise opportunities and
training skills to both the new and existing local communities. The main services provided
included design of housing project with the beneficiaries, construction of 168 houses with

their participation and establishment of steering committees and associations™. As a result

11According to the data of International Blue Crescent Relief and Development Foundation (IBC), 239
people from 168 households participated for 8935,5 working days. Average working day per a
household was 53, while the minimum value was 50 working days. Among 239 people 109 were
women, they participated a total of 3528,5 working days (2223 working days being participating in
construction works). (www.ibc.org)
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of the project, the beneficiaries became the owners of houses shaped by their own hands
and ideas.

The three settlements that are explained briefly in terms of their origin, building
and funding model above are the bases for the field research, in which the interviewees
live in. In the forthcoming chapter, both a detailed information on the spatial
caharacteristics of these sites and the findings of the field research in terms of women’s

experiences in the levels of household, neighbourhood and waged work will be given.
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CHAPTER IV

FIELD RESEARCH

In this chapter, we will discuss the impacts of changing spatial structure after
earthquake on gender roles of low-income women on the level of household,
neighbourhood and work. Post-disaster space is produced by various abstract actors. These
abstract spaces are used and also challenged by women. They do so by challenging
separate spheres in post disaster times by flowing through from one sphere to the other.

In order to shed a light on the relation between physical space, social relations and
work patterns of women, | will give a description of physical space of the interviwees in
three post-earthquke social housing sites, respectively Kiremitocagi, Cay, Fevzi Cakmak
Temporary Prefabricated Housing, Glimispinar Umcor Housing and Beyciler Blue Crescent
Housing Districts. The physical space will be studied in terms of location of the site in
relation to downtown, urban services available, spatial layout of the site, and spatial
characteristics of the house.

Following this description, an analysis of women’s current position in these spaces
and their perception of the space they live in will be provided based on the interviews
conducted in each three post-earthquke low-income housing sites. We will question
whether we can observe any change in the roles and social relations of the women in
domestic space, in the neighbourhood and in the public space in three different post-

earthquke models.

4.1. Women’s Experiences within Temporary Settlements in the Central Distritcs of Diizce

4.1.1. Spatial Patterns of Women in Kiremitocagi, Cay, Fevzi Cakmak Temporary
Prefabricated Housing District

The low-income women who still live in the Temporary Settlements of
Kiremitocagi, Cay and Fevzi Cakmak Districts in the city center, , face similar difficulties
even thirteen years after the Earthquake. The conditions are far from being standard, but

only under the acceptable limits of human rights.
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The difference between temporary housing and housing is that in the former, the
duration of tenure is established in advance whereas in the latter tenure is usually
for an indeterminate period. In temporary housing, people are only planning to
stay there until they can find permanent housing; either the conditions of the
temporary house will be found to be less comfortable than the conditions of a
permanent house for a given family or the temporary house will only be made
available to that family for a predetermined period of time. (Johnson, 2007)
But in the case of Dizce, it did not come to life and people continued to live in these sites.
As Johnson (2007) indicates housing was still in short supply after 13 years especially for
renters who were left out of the permanent housing programme so that there was still a
strong demand for use of good quality temporary housing, which werelocated within the
city centre. And it was women and their girls who faced the problems related to the

characteristics these sites and units as they spend most of their time in the housing

environment.

The Location of the Settlements in Urban Scale

The temporary settlements of Kiremitocagi and Cay Districts are located very close
to city center, along the western end of the Melen River. It takes approximately ten
minutes to downtown by foot, Governor’s Office, State Hospital, Urban Square of Anitpark
and 15 minutes to the Municipality. Temporary settlement of Fevzi Cakmak District on the
other hand is a bit further than the previous two, located along the southeastern end of
the Melen River, but it is still 30 minutes away from the Municipality by foot. And public

transportation facilities are quite well.
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Figure 4-1. Location of the Temporary Settlements

As all three of these temporary settlements are located in the city center, the
interviewees are physically close to the urban services. Therefore there is a general
satisfaction in terms of physical access among them. Moreover the interviewees mention
that at the time they move to these settlements as part of the second circuit (after first
stakeholders move from the units), the location of the settlements became a priority in
making decision especially for the proximity to state hospital as in the case of Kiremitocagi
and Cay districts. In Kiremitocagl, there is also a small health care center and mother-child
care center nearby. And especially the women who does not hold a green card for health
services prefer these centers. And as mentioned earlier, it is very close to the state
hospital but this physical proximity does not always solve the problem of access for the
elder as Sengiil explains for her mother-in-law:

My mother-in-law got sick... You have to go to see a doctor, but you do not have a
car. My neighbours have one but they would not help me. With a taxicab it is 20
Lira both ways, just for the ride. It is inappropriate to disturb others at midnight.
They would help me if | ask, but you just can’t."* (CY_Sengiil)

Near all the three settlements there are primary and high schools but especially for the

high school the children may need to go to other schools in the city. Then access to school

12Kaylnvalidem hasta oldu... Doktora gidiyorsun ama araban yok, komsularin var ama bana faydasi
yok. Taksiyle git-gel 20 lira sirf yol parasi. Gece yarisi elalemi nasil rahatsiz edeceksin.Yani istesem
gotlrirler ama istenmez ki. (CY_Sengul)
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especially for young girls emerges as another problem. Sengiil’s middle daughter is a
freshman at highschool for commerce:

The school is far, even further than the city hall. There are street dogs here, |
arranged a shuttle and convinced my husband. We will save from our grocery
budget and manage to pay 65 lira per month for the shuttle.”® (CY_Sengiil)

There are shops and markets nearby for daily necessities but generally shopping from the

bazaar is preferrable and its location is easy to access.

Although once in a while, | would like to go out and get some fresh air when the
weather is nice, since my baby is so little | haven’t been often outside. But
occasionally | visit the downtown; and enjoy the department stores.* (KO_Zeynep)
Almost all the women mention the need for going out and getting some fresh air
and therefore they say that they generally go to parks nearby to hang out, mostly with
their kids, like Behiye: “Well... if you mean hanging out, | go to downtown and parks with
my kids.””> And as Neriman points out when they go out with kids, their routes are
restricted: “Apart from that we went to the amusement park behind the sport street, but
of course without a car. My child gets sick very quickly, that is why | can not go out
often.”*®
Just like their kids, the relatives of the women whom they have to care for restrict
the activity patterns of women as in the case of Sengil and Behiye: “I can’t leave her and
go somewhere. Everyday we visit the doctor, every day, every day we are at the doctor.”"’

(CY_Sengdl)

| haven’t been in municipality profession courses, there is no one from this
neighborhood who attends, or | don’t know. Sewing and embroidery could be
useful for example. But | have so many things that limit me. | can not go anywhere,

Baokul uzak, Belediyenin de tee ilersinde. Képekler var burada, servis tuttum. Esime dedim artik
yemeden icmeden kisicaz diye, 65 lira ayda servis.” (CY_Sengiil)

“Nadir de olsa hava glizelse disari ¢ikip temiz hava almak isterim.Parklara giderim.Cocuk ¢ok kugiik
oldugu icin pek g¢ikamiyorum ama uygun olunca bazen carsiya da ¢ikarim.Ozellikle magazalari
dolasmayi ¢ok severim.(KO_Zeynep)

®Haa gezmeye dersen, ¢ocuklarimla garsiya cikariz, parklara gideriz.(FC_Behiye)

®*Onun disinda lunaparka gittik, spor sokagin arka tarafina, ama tabi araba yok. Cocuk cabuk
hastalaniyor, o ylzden ¢ok disari ¢ikamiyorum. (CY_Neriman)

YBen gidemem, onu birakip da bir yere gidemem. Her giin doktordayiz, her giin doktordayiz, her
giin doktordayiz (CY_Sengil)
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| have a sister-in-law. If she hadn’t been with me, | would have attend Kouran
reading course. *® (FC_Behiye)
So, it is clear that for the women living in the temporary settlements in the city center, it is
hard to talk about a dense pattern of urban facilities even though they are physically easy
to access. Nevertheless, as they live near downtown and they know that if they need
something they can go for it relatively easier, it is a positive outcome. But being in lower
economic status, their access is still limited. And their roles of caregiving also make it

harder for them to go outside the house and integrate with the city services.

Spatial Characteristics within the Settlement

It can be traced in the narratives of the interviewees that there is a very blurred
distinction between the house and its neighbourhood environment for the women living in
here. As an interviewee living in Kiremitocagi Prefabricated District she explains her
feelings she has when she leaves that place to go to the older settlement in Aziziye District
in the city center: “I am so relaxed when | go to Aziziye to my sister-in-law. | even do not
need my medicine, but when | am back here it is over for me. This place is full with
sickness.”*® (KO_Aysel)

As mentioned earlier, the prefabricated districts altered in terms of inhabitants. In
addition to this, that fact that the former middle class stakeholders left and tenants settled
in their place caused a change in the general view of the housing environment. An
interviewee compares the present situation with the early periods of temporary housing:

This environment is not nice at all. Actually, this neighborhood had accommodated
state employees and managers before. It used to have nice people around here,
and it was beautiful. But later it had changed a lot, it got worse. Now it is very bad,
there is health and sanitary issues, people get sick here.” (KO_Zeynep)

18 Belediyenin kurslarina gitmedim, bu civardan giden yok, bilmiyom. Dikis nakis olsa iyi olabilir, ama
benim ayagimda bagim cok, higbir yere gidemiyorum gériimcem var, o olmasa kuran kursuna gitmek
istemistim. (FC_Behiye)

9 Aziziye’ ye yengeme gidince i¢cim ferahliyor, ilaglarima bile gerek kalmiyor, buraya geldim mi
tamamen bitti benim i¢in. Bura hastalik artik. (KO_Aysel)

%% By ortam hic iyi degil. Aslinda eskiden buralarda memurlar, middrler oturuyormus. Cok diizgiin
insanlar oturuyormus, burasi ¢ok glizelmis. Ama sonradan degismis, bozulmus. Simdi ¢ok kotd,
burada insan sagligini kaybeder. (KO_Zeynep)
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Figure 4-2. Deformed, Left and deconstructed containers in the same space, view from
Kiremitocag District

On the other hand, thirteen years after the disaster, it is still possible to make a
comparison between two juxtaposed sites of temporary houses, Kiremitocagl and Cay
Districts. The process of settlement in the Cay district differs from that of Kiremitocagi
District as Seher explains:

..These temporary houses have been built previously. It was winter after
November 12 cold, people moved in here before the constructions have finished.
Houses were without windows and doors and people built them by themselves.
This made them eel that they own the houses. Since then most of the residents
haven’t changed. Whenever there is a leakage or some place need fixation we do
repair it ourselves, we even paint the facade...”* (CY_Seher)

*! Burasi daha once yapildi, 12 kasim sonrasi kisti, soguktu, buralar tam bitmeden insanlar
prefabrige girebilmek icin geldi, kapisi penceresi yoktu, kendi imkanlariyla yaptilar. O zaman
sahiplenme oldu. O zamandan beri de degismedi oturanlarin ¢ogu, ne zaman bir yer aksa, bozulsa
kendimiz tamir ediyoruz, disini boyuyoruz. (CY_Seher)
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Figure 4-3. Spatial Layout of Kiremitocagi and Cay Temporary Settlements

It can be said that the difference between the neighbourhood relations of a given
settlement affects the physical appearance of that site and the physical features affect the
perception of inhabitants’ own living environment just as a women living in Kiremitocagi
District puts it:

The other side of the creek is much cleaner; there it is occupied by Romans. Why?
The residents are the same since the very beginning, nothing changed there. Here
if you trash your stove ashes just around no one will say anything. Here, there are
people living on collecting recycling metal, criminals, thieves who steal wires or
manhole cover. Look over there; there are two missing manhole covers.”
(KO_Aysel)

*’Derenin 6biir tarafi daha temiz, ora roman. Neden? Orada degisen yok, basindan beri aynilar
oturuyor. Bizim burada killiga disari dok, bir sey demez kimse.Burada hurdaci da var, arsizi da var,
hirsizi da var, kablo ¢alan olur, kanalizasyon kapagi ¢alan olur.Bak surada 2 kapak yoktur. (KO_Aysel)
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Figure 4-4. General view of Cay Temporary Settlement

For the women living in the temporary settlements in the city center, physical space offers
almost nothing within the settlements. And through the narrations of the women, their
physical space of the settlement is directly associated with their social environment of the

neighbourhood which they are complaining about.

Spatial Organization within the Prefabricated Units

As a temporary unit is designed to be used for a limited period, it can not be
compared to a conventional house. It is thought to be cheap, easy to settle, standard etc.
by the authorities. But as in the aforementioned case of Diizce, these units have been used
far more than the expected time span, for 13 years. Sengil emphasizes this conflict in her
own words:

| pray God for a house so that we move out from here. | wish a house with three
rooms, a nice bathroom and restroom, a kitchen... and a small garden, not for
planting, just for a table to sit outside. We are so stuck here inside...” (CY_Sengiil)

2Allah bize ev verse de ¢iksak buradan. 3 oda yapip, glzel banyo, tuvalet, mutfak olsa... Bir de biraz
bahcesi olsun, ekmek icin degil, masa koyar otururuz diyerekten, burada bahgesizlikten...
(CY_Sengul)
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Inevitably, the women interviewed in these areas evaluate their living environment in
terms of both spatial organization, materials of the unit and also of the problems related to
its deformation that come with time as if these units were kind of a house. While
interviewing with the two women in Fevzi Cakmak Prefabricated Site, | wanted them to
compare their present unit with the previous units in Prefabricated Sites of Kervan, Siralik
and GlUmoispinar Districts. Then they came up with the emphasis on the divisions in the
units as the previous ones were separated with a curtain in a single space and the present
one has a separate room. So it is clear that the issue of the degree of a controlled privacy is
highly important criterion while evaluating the living environment inside these ‘once’
temporary houses.

More than half of the women in temporary settlements who formerly lived in a
prefabricated unit pointed out how these inner spaces made them feel in the past:

Siralik, it was much spacier, it was made out of wood chipboard, the outside
covered with metal plate and inside with wood chipboard, the ceiling was higher, it
was spacy, it was comfortable. ... These ones are not healthy, both inside and
outside is covered with metal plate.* (FC_Feriha)
Though building materials of temporary houses are changing from one settlement to
another, the problems related to its insulation, maintenance, long-term hygene, long-term
deformation continue. For instance, different from a conventional house made up of
bricks; prefabricated units have thinner and lighter panels instead of walls, so heat control

comes to be one of the main problems as Sengiil explains:

It is cold in the winter and very hot in the summer, you see, there is not any
ventilation. We cannot sleep at winter nights, we keep the stove on till morning, |
am afraid of smoke poisoning, so | burn wood, not coal. Here, cold is coming from
all holes.”*(CY_Sengiil)

The lighter panels of the unit restrict also the use of inner surfaces. As the inner space of

the unit is limited, women try to make extra space for storage. But as Sengll complains it is

not possible to use the wall surface:

245|raI|k, ora daha havadardi, suntaydi, disi sac i¢i suntaydi, tavani daha yliksek, havadardi, rahatti. ...
Bunlarin saglik yonu iyi degil, ici disi sac. (FC_Feriha)

25 u e . .

Kisin ¢ok soguk, yazin da ¢ok sicak oluyor, gériyorsun bir hava alacak yer yok. Kisin geceleri
uyuyamiyoruz, sabaha kadar yakiyoruz, kémir degil de zehirleniriz diye odun yakiyorum. Tim
deliklerden soguk hava geliyor burada.(CY_Sengiil)
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| wanted to build cupboards and shelves in the kitchen. You cannot even put a nail
on the walls, it breaks, does not stay stable. Poverty is all around here, we do not
like this at all but you cannot change it.”® (CY_Sengl)
Just like the panels, roofs of the units are not durable, especially after several years.
Leakege is seen very often and it needs maintanence otherwise there is the risk that it
collapses. With regards to long-term deformation of the units, it became harder to
maintain the inner spaces as well. Almost all the interviewees complain about the dirt and

bugs. Neriman tells:

..If I had a house | would not stay here. Full of bugs, | spray around against bugs, it
bad for my kid. If | had money | would rent an apartment. Couple of days ago, we
were here with my neighbor, it was a cat or a mouse | do not know, and it made a
hole there. Believe me | took off my bandage from my surgery site and fixed the
hole.?” (CY_Neriman)

All the physical problems of the units mentioned above make the life hard for the
inhabitants. And it is among one of the reasons why the women cannot see these units as
‘real’ houses. In fact, the first transition from tents to prefabrics one to two years after the
earthquake was great for many. But in time, as the prefabrics were designed to be
temporary houses, they appeared to be inconvenient for the life time of a household. As
the family structure of the settlers and the necessities were changing in the course of time,
expectations from a house were changing interrelatedly. In the own words of an
interviewee;

When we first settled in Kiremitocagi, of course it was like a paradise for us.
Paradise, paradise! That such a different unique feeling. It had electricity, running
tap water... you cannot imagine! These facilities did not exist in the tent. It had a
restroom. | mean it was just like a paradise for us. However, as times goes by... it
does not work, kids grow up. The demands are increasing... When kids were little
one girl and one boy could stay in the same room, in one bedroom temporary unit.
But when they grow up they cannot stay in the same room. It does not work...®
(KO_Vediha)

?® Mutfak icin dolap, raf yapayim dedim. Bu prefabrigin duvarlarina bir ¢ivi bile gakamiyorsun,
hemen dagiliyor, tutmuyor. Fakirlik var burada, hi¢ sevmiyoz ama napacan. (CY_Sengiil)

%7 ..Benim evim olsa burada durmazdim. Boclikll, strekli ilaghyorum, cocuk icin kotl. Param olsa
kiraya da ¢ikarim. Gegen komsu ile burada oturuyorduk, artik tavanda kedi mi fare mi ne vardiysa
burasi deliniyor. Valla bak, kendi ameliyat bandajlarimi ¢cikardim oraya yapistirdim (CY_Neriman)

28 Kiremitocagi'na ilk geldik. Tabi burasi bize cennet gibi geldi. Cennet cennet! O baska bir duygu.
icinde elektrik suyu var bdyle inanamiyosun. Cadirda dyle bisey yok. Tuvaleti var. Yani burasi béyle
inanilmaz bir cennet gibi geldi. Ama sonra yillar gectikce tabi.. Gitmiyo ¢oluk cocuk biiyiiyo. ihtiyaglar
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The narration above, which reflects the thoughts of almost all of the women interviewed,
can reveal that a temporary housing is a temporary housing at its best. The critical
approach to temporary housing which Johnson (2007) points out is valid in here so that this
phenomenon made it last longer for the authorities to provide permanent solutions for the
tenants. And for the tenants, once paradise like, these houses turned into unhealthy,
insufficient living environments filled with illness. Almost in the same line, the type of
settlement in the units and the spatial quality of the near environment within the
settlement is mentioned to cause illness as time passes and the inhabitants have been

displaced.

4.1.2 The Impacts of Temporary Spaces on the the Gendered Lives of Women

In this part the effects of the spatial characteristics of the living environment on the
social relations of the women living in these environments will be revealed. Though the
clues of these effects were mentioned under the previous topic, here we will present the
direct relationship between the two. Just as the physical space was deformed in time, the
social relations got worse day by day for almost all of the women interviewed in temporary
settlements. Similarly, as the social environment became unsatisfactory, the women lost
their attachment to the physical environment. As it was quoted in the previous topic by

most of the women, ‘this place is full of sickness...’

The Relation between the Physical Space and the Relations of Women at Home

To start with, social relations within the units are inevitably affected by the spatial
characteristics of the units. Living under such conditions of insufficiency affected the
domestic labour of women and privacy among the individuals sharing the same space. And
it was the woman who suffered most from lack of a private space of her own as she spends
most of her time in and around the house. And this lack of private space caused lack in
boundaries. More than half of the women interviewed are not involved in formal work
patterns; they spend most of their time in housework: cleaning, cooking, caring for the

little children and other members of the family in daytime. For the women whose

cogaliyo. ... bi oda bi salonda cocuklar kiiclikken biri kiz biri oglan ayni odada yatiyolardi ama
cocuklar biyiylnce bi kiz bi oglan ayni odada yatmiyo. Olmuyo yani... (KO_Vediha)
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husbands are working outside, or if children are studying or working outside, these add to
her role as caregiving in the evening. In the light of this dense daily routine, women need a
space for having rest and her own reproduction as she is the one who facilitates
reproduction of the family members. But firstly, the extraordinary physical conditions of
the container units should be looked upon in relation to women'’s increased housework
load in the temporary houses.

We as women of the temporary houses are very tired. Life is not that easy there.
Men are lucky to be able treat their houses as restaurants and hotel rooms... For
example | have read something from a writer who claims that as long as your
house is fine, then your duties as a housewife are much easier. Indeed | mean it.?
(KO_Vediha)

The interviewee continue to explain what she is doing in the house. The space is so small in

size that it is even hard to circulate within the house:

For example, if only | was able to rent a house of three to four rooms and a living
room... | will cook; | go inside and outside because there is not enough space. I'm
very tired Hande. You already tidy the beds every morning. You should cook every
day. As it is hot, the food is not lasting long, you should cook everyday.*
(KO_Vediha)
As discussed earlier under the topic of spatial quality of the units, after several years the
temporary units are deformed. Related to the deformation of the units in long-term, it
became harder to maintain the inner spaces because of dirt, dust, bugs, leakage as well.
These problems of the house, just as Vediha mentions in her above narration, directly
increase the weight of the housework in which women are involved. It also brings
emotional weight to care for the family members in such inconvenient places as Zeynep
explains:

My previous temporary unit was nicer, it was clean. Here it does not matter how
much you clean, it always looks dirty. Here, there are bugs all around. The ceiling is
leaking, it is terrible. This place is not hygienic at all for kids. | clean with bleach all

*Biz prefabrik kadinlari cok yorgunuz. O kadar basit degil orda yasamak .hadi erkekler gene lokanta
otel olarak kullaniyolar da.. Ben mesela sey okumustum bi yazarda. Evin ne kadar rahat olursa ev
hanimligin da o kadar rahat olur. Hakikaten de 6yle. (KO_Vediha)

*Mesela ben 3 oda 4 oda bi salon bi ev tutabilseydim.ben burda bi yemek yapicam igeri giriyorum
disari ¢cikiyorum ¢iinkd yer yok. Cok yoruldum hande. Zaten sabah 2 saat yatak topluyosun. Her giin
yemek yapmak zorundasin.Sicakta yemek dayanmiyo her giin yapmak zorundasin.
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around but the situation is still like this. | am obsessive with cleaning, especially

with bleach. But it is never enough for this place.31 (KO_Zeynep)
On the other hand, plannimetric spatial organization in the units, as man-made geometric
volume of minimum standards for living, are similar to each other in size but differ in the
degree of privacy inside. The actual size and division of the unit does not fulfill the space
needed for the women who are accustomed to live in conventional houses of certain lines
of privacy. More than half of the women interviewed living in temporary settlements are
living at least with husbands and children; this means that in 30 m2 units, living
environment of women is getting smaller. For instance, in the unit where six people live,
the use of the space changes in a day time. One of the interviewees tells:“We stay six
people in one temporary unit which has one bathroom, one living room and bedroom. Kids
and my mother-in-law sleep in living room.>*” Another interviewee reminds that in the
prefabricated units it takes two hours in the morning and two hours at night to make up
the beds. Moreover, when kins visit and stay there the order changes: “We also have
guests, sister of my mother-in-law comes and stay two-three months a year with us. Then
we make a floor bed from blankets in living room and kids sleep there®” (CY_Sengiil). The
patterns of using the single space as living space in day time and sleeping space at night
and to live with the family members in such close contact in a limited single space lacks for
a private sphere of one’s own.

Having even one separate room in the case of temporary houses means a
possibility of escape for the women when she does not want to get involved in the
activities in the living room, ie watching television or listening to music:

| can’t tolerate the noise; | do not watch TV so much. | have high cholestereol and
high blood pressue. | do not like Muge’s show, my mother-in-law asks for it and |
let the TV to her and go to the bed. | only watch Zerda among the TV dramas, |
haven’t seen it before. Anyhow after | sent kids to the school | sleep till 12.00pm

Eski prefabrigim daha gilizeldi, temizdi.Burada yapiyorsun yapiyorsun (temizlik) hic¢ belli etmiyor.
Bocekler her yerde burda. Tavan akitiyor, cok fena. Cocuklar igin hig¢ hijyenik degil burasi. Her yeri
¢amasir suyuyla yikiyorum, ama yine de durum bu. Temizlik, 6zellikle de gamasir suyu takintim var
benim.Ama buraya yetmiyor. (KO_Zeynep)

3 Pprefabrikte 6 kisi kaliyoruz, prefabrikte 1 tuvalet-banyo, 1 oda ve salon var. Cocuklar ve

kayinvalidem salonda yatiyorlar. (CY_Sengiil)

* Misafirler de geliyor, kayinvalidemin kiz kardesi gelince 2-3 ay kaldigi oluyor. O zaman salonda
yere dosek, yorgan seriyoruz, cocuklar yerde yatiyor. (CY_Sengiil)
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and then | prepare Turkish tea and we have lunch. Here everyone gets home at

around 6.00-7.00 pm and at 9.00 pm there is no one on the streets.** (CY_Sengiil)
Here in this quotation a daily routine of a woman can be seen. In the case of Sengiil, even
though her children leave home for school, she has to stay with her mother-in-law and she
can not be alone at home to do what she wishes. Under such conditions a separate room
for resting gains an extra importance. For some of the women watching television is the
only way of leisure in the house they do by herself other than reading Kur’an and doing
handicraft. Their children have computers and internet but the women have almost no
interrelation with computer. For women who have children of primary school age for
instance, as the children stay at school for a limited period of the day and in the other half
of the day they are at home, limited space prevents them from doing her already limited
leisure activities, especially when the children study. On the other hand for the women
who work from home, leisure patterns turn into a kind of working pattern also. One of the
women mentions in reply to the question of her daily routine: “I already make my day with

3> (FC_Behiye). Her experience of working from home will be handled in

cutting lace...
following topic of ‘Working Patterns’.

So the lack of a space of her own and becoming obliged to live with others in a
single space caused women’s position in the house to be blurred and her physical and
social needs and her relations with other family members become out of her scope. The
need for a free sphere along with a space to break from daily responsibilities is desired but
cannot be reached.

Gendered social division of labour, namely the emotional labour of women in the
house, is increased in post-disaster spaces due to the lack of adequate space for the other
members of the family too. For instance, children’s lack of a separate space both causes a

disorder for them and for the woman as one of the interviewees’ mentions: “The

earthquake destroyed my life, my children’s lives. They had a well-organized life before the

*uKafam ses getirmiyor, televizyon izlemiyorum pek. Kolestrol var, tansiyon var. Mige’'nin
programini sevmiyorum, kayinvalidem istiyor ona agiyorum ben iceri girip yatiyorum. Bir tek Zerda
var onu izliyorum, daha Once izlememistim. Zaten ¢ocuklari génderdikten sonra yatar 12’ye kadar
uyurum. Sonra kalkarim ¢ay demleriz, yemegimizi yeriz. Yani burada belli bir saate kadar, aksam 6-7
oldu mu insanlar gekilir, 9 oldu mu sokakta kimse kalmaz.” (CY_Sengiil)

*Ben zaten kiiplrle kendimi avunduruyom...”(FC_Behiye)
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earthquake. They had separate rooms, they had lives. Now we are all stuck in the same
place”® (KO_Vediha).

Here, the issue of social order before earthquake and disorder after earthquake
correspond to the increase in the gendered roles of women —care in the private sphere of
home. For instance for the children in pre-school age it is the space for playing which is
necessary whereas for the school age children it is studying according to the accounts of
the women with children. And almost all of the women emphasized that while the children
grow up, at first the separation of the children from the parents in certain spaces such as
bedrooms, wc and bathrooms is required. Second, children of different sexes should be
separated physically in certain spaces according to the cultural codes. If not, this causes an
extra loan on the women to try to provide separate spheres. The point is that not to have
separate spaces, or a kind of a spatial hierarchy in the house, creates conflict in familial
relations. Here is an instance where the physical insufficiency resulted in an unwanted
distance in relations between the partners:

... It is not nice... 12 years sleeping on the coach. You cannot settle and make a
comfort. You have kids around, your teenage son and you cannot just have your
privacy. They may pass through just for a glass of water or something. You cannot
lay down relaxed with your husband... Of course it is a sour change. For example
you do not have a private room, you live with kids in the same place, how can you
have a relation? Both physical and emotional. Also you cannot have a private
discussion. It is not only about sleeping together with your partner but also you
cannot just stay alone and share things. You are always in front of the eyes of the
kids. There are no more couple relations, plus other issues emerged from this
situation. There were so many things that bother and make you thoughtful.
...These 10 years. It took so many things from us... there is no more the settling you
had before.*” (KO_Vediha)

The interviewees mention the problem of sharing a limited space. Vediha complains about

the way that her children were restricted in terms of playing in the house: “Right in the

36”Deprem benim hayatimi altist etti cocuklarimin hayatini altlst etti ¢cocuklarimin bi diizeni vardi
depremden Once. Ayri odalari vardi bi hayatlari vardi simdi sen geliyosun ayni yerde.” (KO_Vediha)

37Hig hos degil... 12 yildir koltuk tepelerinde. Bi agiliyim sagiliyim diyemiyosun. Oglun var bisi var
yatamiyosun. Su icmeye gelse ¢ocuklar. E biz esimle, sdyle bi sere serpe yatamiyorsun... E tabi ¢ok
eksi degisiklik oldu. Mesela ayri odan yok, cocuklarla ayni yerde yasiyosun. Ne kadar iliskin olabilir?
Maddi manevi. Arti bisey konusamiyosun. illa ki yatmak degil ama yalniz kalamiyosun bisey
paylasamiyosun. Hep cocuklarinin goézi oniindesin. Kari koca iliskisi kalmadi zaten, baska sorunlar
cikti. O kadar ¢ok sey vardi ki kafani ambole eden. ... Bu 10 yil. Cok sey gotirdi bizden... eski diizen
kalmadi... (KO_Vediha)
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childhood of my children... You hardly fit into the space... Where will you put the toys, how

will you make them play? You sleep, you eat and drink just this much place..”*®

(KO_Vediha)

Figure 4-5. Living space of women in temporary houses, inner view of the container in Fevzi
Cakmak District

One of the interviewees expresses her feelings as follows: “If only we just had a
house, where everyone had separate room...>*” (CY_Sengiil), just after she told that she put
a toilet in the living space of the unit for her mother-in-law when she got sick since she
wasn’t able to move. So she complains about the tension between cultural codes of need
for privacy within the extended family on the one hand and to be obliged to live with all
the members of the family in a single small space on the other.

It’s known from the narrations of these women that in the tents or tent cities, they

have faced with this issue of privacy harder. There the most frequently pointed problems

38Cocuklarlmm en oyuncakla oynayacaklari cagda... Zaten zor sigiyosun... Oyuncagi nereye koycaksin
nasil oynatacaksin. Su kadar bi yerde hem yatiyosun hem yiyo hem igiyosun. ... (KO_Vediha)

** Hani bir insanin evi olsa, herkesin ayri odasi olsa... (CY_Sengiil)
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were about outside/common facilities of WC and showers. In a reminding fashion almost
all of the women interviewed complain about small sized single space of WC and shower
together. It becomes more apparent especially when there are growing children, elder
relatives or visitors in the house as an interviewee emphasizes:

The bath and restroom are not seperated, it is difficult to have a shower. Especially

when your dauthers are grown it is much tougher. Sometimes we have guests,

then it is even more difficult, wish the bath and restroom were separated.40

(CY_Sengtil)
But, in post-disaster times the physical conditions of the house did not dissuade relatives
from living with the women interviewed. Despite the interviewees’' living in container
houses for instance, mother-in law or other relatives who needed care could stay with
them. Some had to stay with those relatives in the same space. As mentioned in previous
topics, it is oen of the ways privacy is violated for women and also it causes an increase in
responsibility within the homespace. Indirectly it increases the housework such as
preparing space for the patient: “I live in another house. | bought this one for my sister-in-
law. We are four sisters-in-law; it is my turn in every 15 days. | look after her for a week.
She wants to be alone; otherwise she barges to my son or to me, whatever..”*
(FC_Behiye).

So, the familial relations are being affected by the lack of private sphere under the
circumstances of post-disaster period and this causes an increase in the gendered role of
social relations for the women. And even in temporary shelters we could derive from the

discussion above that at least a separate space is desired for almost the entire woman

interviewed.

The Relation Between the Physical Space and the Relations of Women in the
Neighbourhood
As time passed by, the tenants who found a better place to live left the temporary

houses. As the units were emptied some were deconstructed by the authorities and some

40 Tuvalet-banyo ayri degil, yikanmak zor oluyor. Kizlar da biyilik olunca ¢ok zor. Bazen misafir
geliyor, iyice zor, tuvalet banyo ayri olsaymis. (CY_Sengiil)

“Ben baska evde oturuyorum. Burayi hasta gérimcem adina aldim. 4 eltiyiz. 15 giinde 1 sira geliyor.
1 hafta ben buna burda bakiyorum. Yalniz kalmak istiyor, yoksa oglana daliyor, bana da daliyor ya
neyse... (FC_Behiye)
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were settled by other tenants. So there has been a circulation of population in the site and
therefore neighbours did not know each other very well even if they were living physically
close. Speculations on the origin of the new comers were common on the other hand. Even
if they were living in Dizce before Earthquake, as they did not know each other
beforehand, new comers were often perceived as ‘invader’. But in fact it was mostly again
the low-income people of Diizce who moved gradually to temporary settlements as it was
emptied by former residents. But this mobility caused a perception of distance within the
settlement and whether it is true or not, it resulted in loose ties and conflict between the
residents in the same neighbourhood unit.

Though it can be said that in the early times of disaster, namely within first two
years, an involvement into a social sphere were seen among women who belonged to
various social classes, it is hard to say that this situation remained the same after thirteen
years. At first, the insufficiency of the units encouraged women to get out of their houses.
These were especially the first residents of the units. But when the stakeholders left the
temporary settlements and moved to permanent settlements it was the tenants who
stayed behind and as the emptied units started to be used by new comers gradually these
sites changed into socially loose spaces. One other reason for these sites to become sites
of conflict is the antipropoganda of the authorities as one of the interviewees explains:

The state officials, | mean the parliamenters, they run falsified, opposition

campaign to empty the temporary houses. They said that there were immorals or

whomever living there, just to make them move out.* (KO_Vediha)
According to Vediha on the other hand, one of the first residents who came just after the
stakeholders left temporary units to move permanent settlements, neighbourhood
relations were strong and trust was built. The main conflict was coming from outside, from
the authorities who try to make these sites and its residents loose their legitimacy. But in
temporary settlement areas a kind of social solidarity was experienced among the
neighbours:

Definitely we had great neighborships. For instance, since this morning neighbors
from two sides came for visit. In these temporary houses we enjoyed the
neighborships of 30 years ago. All residents of the temporary houses are low class
people. If you have sugar you don’t have tea or if you have salt you lack oil... You
can just easily grab a cup and knock your neighbor’s door. We cooperated just like

“Devlet yetkilileri yani milletvekillerimiz prefabrikleri bosaltmak icin ¢ok karalama yaptilar. iste orda
ahlaksizlar oturuyo orda bilmemne oturuyo diye. Cikarmak igin. (KO_Vediha)
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we were in a small village. We also haven’t faced any security issues there.®

(KO_Vediha)
Vediha’s perception, being an activist member of Dep-Der society and positioning herself in
a kind of struggle, may naturally differ from other women who look the environment in a
more suspicious and anxious way. But a similar perception of solidarity and trust is seen
among the first residents of Cay Prefabricated district who knew each other from the very
beginning. Seher tells: “Here in these temporary houses, since we are from our old
neighborhood we would go out together, we can just walk in to each others’

»44

houses.”™(CY_Seher); similarly, Sengil explains: “Here the neighbourship is great, we stand

% (CY_Sengul) Different from Sengiil on the other hand, Neriman who

by each other.
moved Cay district later on defines the social relations just as the opposite:

In this place, there is discrimination between the neighbors. Since | am younger, |
am seen as the one whom they can manage in all senses... sides of the entrance is
closed, | am using the woodshed, this space belongs to me too, it is my right but
we share it. | do not want to complain.*® (CY_Neriman)
Women like Neriman who moved to the temporary settlements later on seem to be left
outside the existing neighbourship and the women who live in Kiremitocagi and Cay
districts where there are high rates of circulation of inhabitants; they seem to have looser
ties with the social environment. Moreover, the places they live become the site of fear,
conflict, despair, sickness both socially and spatially. For instance Aysel, who lives in

Kiremitocagi district for eight years, tell that “there was not that much gossip when we first

came here. Now, even when you go to market, people ask you where you are going.”*’ This

“Kesinlikle cok iyi komusuluklarimiz vardi. Mesela sabahtan beri iki taraftan komsumuz geldi. Biz 30
yil 6nceki komsuluklari yasadik prefabriklerde. Prefabriklerde yasayanlarin hepsi alt gelir
gurubundan insanlar. Sekerin varsa cayin varsa tuzun yok tuzun varsa yagin yok... Bardag alip
komsuna gidebilirsin bunu rahatlikla yapabilirsin. Birimiz ... iste kéy imecesi gibi yardimlasma yaptik.
Guven agisindan da bisey yasamadik biz orda. (KO_Vediha)

44Burada, prefabrikte eski mahallemizden oldugu igin beraber cikariz, ¢at kapi birbirimize geliriz.
(CY_Seher)

**Burada komsuluk iyi, sahip cikariz birbirimize. (CY_Sengiil)

**Burada komsular arasinda ayrimcilik var, ben kiiclikim diye bana laf gegirebilirim diye duslinlyor
herhalde... Girisin iki yani kapal, ben odunlugu kullaniyom, burasi da benim yerim, benim hakkim
aslinda ama bisey demek istemiyorum. (CY_Neriman)

“ilk geldigimizde bu kadar dedikodu yoktu diyor. Simdi, markete gitsen nereye gitti oluyor
(KO_Aysel)
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social environment prepares ground also for husbands to restrict women as Aysel
continues:

| am seeing only five-six families here. In this temporary house environment |
wouldn’t go out even with my own brother! | wouldn’t since | am so annoyed by so
many gossips. Also there are the restrictions of my husband. He would allow me to
go alone to the other side of the world but here... | would go with Zeynep but it is
impossible with others.”*® (KO_Aysel)

Behiye on the other hand emphasizes her fear about the social environment and a TV show

that adds to her fear:

| wouldn’t visit anyone here. Many different people, you do not know their values.
If | am bored | would go to my village, to my people... | watch Miige Anli Show a lot.
| am aware of the consequences and what can happen to a person. Due to the
Mige Anh Show, | am scared. God bless them, they show everything... She gets
mad in her show and warns people not to give money to those who they do not
know etc. She is right... Well, this is what | am thinking.*® (FC_Behiye)

More than half of the interviewees tell that they do not find the social environment

trustworthy, so they can not leave their kids out of sight. This causes a double burden on

the women of worrying both for themselves and for their kids as Feyza explains:

| know that | restrict my kid too much, but | just can’t trust, | can’t even allow her
to the rear block. Whenever | have the opportunity we go to the park, there is one
close to here. She can play only on the front street. Even | do not go to the back
streets since | do not talk to ones living there.” (FC_Feyza)
The lack of spatial hierarchy within a group of people who has come to live together by
chance causes dissatisfaction and restriction for the women in the use of whole space as

discussed previously. Below quotation emphasizes this obligatory proximity and its social

effects:

**Burada 5-6 haneyle gorusirim. Disari, prefabrik ortaminda babamin ogluyla bile gitmem! Cikmam
¢linkli dedikodudan rahatsiz oldugum igin. Esimin de kisiti var. Diinyanin bir ucuna tek gitsem bir sey
demez ama burada..Zeyneple giderim ama digerleriyle imkansiz. (KO_Aysel)

**Ben burada kimseye gitmem. Degisik degisik insanlar, huyunu suyunu bilemezsin. Canim sikilirsa
kéye giderim, kendi insanlarima... ‘Mige Anl’ yi1 ¢ok seyrediyorum, insanin basina neler
gelebilecegini bildigim icin gitmem... Miige Anl’ dan beri korkuyom. Ama allah razi olsun onlardan,
gosteriyorlar... Kiziyor programda ben size soylemiyor muyum, neden tanimadiginiza para
veriyorsunuz vb... diye, hakli... Yani benim disiincem bu.(FC_Behiye)

50Cocuéu siktigimin farkindayim, ama glivenemiyorum, tek basina arkalara falan yollayamiyorum.
imkanim olunca parka gétiiriiyorum, yakinda var birtane. Ancak benim &niimdeki sokakta oynar,
arka sokaklara ben de gitmiyorum, gériismedigim icin. (FC_Feyza)
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Lives of people are only their business. But I'm scared inevitably in this place, |
cannot even sleep at nights in here. Unknown cars, strangers... In the summer we
even could not sit in front of our houses... If | had the possibility, | would not stay
here for a minute, really. Not that | dislike the house but the environment...”
(FC_Feyza)

Last words in Feyza’s narration put forward the significance of the social environment
weighing more for the interviewees even when compared to the house itself.

The lack of privacy within home is also true for the neighbourhood unit and the
settlement. The issue of the degree of privacy in between the units is a problem for the
women. Moreover more than half of the women express that this proximity results in
forced disattachment with other neighbours. Feyza points out how the lack of a spatial
hierarchy restricts her use of her own space:

Since the houses are single floor here, once you get out you often come face-to-
face with your neighbors... Especially in summer time, it is so hot in the temporary
units, so you spend your day outside the house, hence you see everyone... These
people are shameless; it is different since they are Roman. | do not discriminate
people, but once in a hot summer day, | fall asleep with the window open. Once |
woke up, | saw one stearing at me from the window... | cannot handle this. Not
because it is a temporary unit, | would settle even in a tent, but the
neighborhood....”>* (FC_Feyza)

"Herkesin hayati kendine tabii. Ama ister istemez korkuyom bu alanda, geceleri uyuyamiyorum bile
burada. Cesit gesit arabalar, yabanci adamlar... Yazin kapida bile oturamiyorduk... Benim imkanim
olsun, su alanda gergekten bir dakka durmam, evi falan begenmemezlikten degil, ortam olarak...
(FC_Feyza)

>’Burada hemen tek kat oldugu icin, ¢cikiyorsun, sik sik rastlasiyorsun, yiiz yize... Hele yazin sicaktan
durulmuyor prefabrikte, giin disarda gegciriliyor o ylizden, dyle olunca yiiz yize... Simdi bunlarda
utanma yok, roman olduklari icin de degisik, ben insan ayirmam ama yazin sicak, pencere agik
uyumusum, bir kalktimsa, pencereden dik dik bakiyor, béyle bakar... kaldiramiyom, prefabrik oldugu
icin degil, cadir da olsa normalde otururum, ama ortam... (FC_Feyza)
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Figure 4-6. Proximity of the houses and their relation with the inner streets, view from
Fevzi Cakmak District

Living in a heterogeneous neighbourhood independent from their decision also makes the
spatial patterns of neighbourhood restricted as Feriha mentions:

Here | am not seeing many from my neighborhood. Most of them are Roman. In
fact they do not cause any disturbance, but still we are not in touch, | do not know,
may be we are not used to do so. During the summer, we spend time together
sitting in front of the houses but never invite each other inside... Especially we do
not go any deeper.”® (FC_Feriha)

When they are asked that if there is a positive outcome of the physical proximity or not, a
woman who bought a Temporary Unit in Cay District and living in there for one year

reacted as such:

In this place, if | need anything | can get it from the neighbours, but if there is a
fight no one cares or get involved. If there is a fight between couples, no one will
ask you whether you are fine, injured or alive... The other day during the night my
husband was not at home and someone knocked the door. | asked, who it was, the

>*Burada cok kimseyle gériismiiyoruz. Cogu Roman burada oturan. Gergi bir zararlari yok. Ama git-
gel yok aramizda, aliskanhk mi diyim artik. Yazin mesela kapilarda oturuyoz tabii ama evlere gidip
gelmiyoz yine de... Ozellikle daha dip taraflara hig gitmiyoruz. (FC_Feriha)
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knocking get stronger without any reply as if on purpose. | was scared a lot. If | had

screamed the neighbor across wouldn’t hear, so | knocked the wall of the adjusant

temporary unit and asked for help. By the time they arrived for help the strangers

had gone. If the neighbours were not there | can not imagine what would happen

to me.”>* (CY_Neriman)
Even the juxtaposition of and sharing the same wall of the units cannot totally make people
develop a relationship. On the opposite, people are trying to make their entrances a semi-
controlled one by adding parts to be used also as storages at the same time. And these
additions make the units turn inside the household somehow.

There are also the issues of frequent tenant shifts in the temporary houses, pull
down of the some empty temporary houses, keeping empty the temporary houses which
have residents in the twin compartment. As Neriman explains, the nearby empty units turn

into unsafe environments:
During the night there are drug addicts and people drinking alcohol in the empty
temporary houses. My neighbour’s temporary house was empty, they broke in and
damaged inside. There is no one around to warn and stop them. | am on my own,
my husband comes late, | feel insecure here...>® (CY_Neriman)
The problems within the units and within the settlement seem to share a common ground;
first it is the physical insufficiency to sustain optimum standards for a living and its
deformation as time passes and the neglect of the need for privacy to some extent when it
is the case of long-term settlement. Though the first transition from tent cities to
temporary houses in the period of deprivation was like a paradise or a palace as it is
expressed by almost all of the women interviewed, as time passed by and the necessities

for long-term settlement were revealed, these sites turned into site of despair and illness

for more than half of the women interviewed.

>*Burada, bir seye ihtiyag olsa alirrm komsulardan, ama bir kavga olsa mesela insanlar hi¢ bakmiyor,
bulagmiyorlar. Kari-koca kavga etse 6ldiin mi kaldin mi hig kimse gelip sormaz... Gegen aksam esim
yoktu, birileri kapiya vurdu, kim o dedim ses yok, sanki inadina daha g¢ok vurdu. Cok korktum,
bagirsam karsidaki duymaz, girisi kapali. Hemen bitisik prefabrigin duvarina vurdum, ¢cabuk gelin
kapimda birileri var dedim. Onlar gelesiye zaten digerleri gitti. Yani onlar olmasa basima ne gelecekti
kimbilir. (CY_Neriman)

>Gece, bosalan prefabriklerde, icki icen, bali ¢ekenler oluyor. Komsunun prefabrigi bosmus,

disardan gelmis, kirmis dékmisler, niye yapiyorsun bdyle yapma oglum diyen yok. Tek basimayim,
kocam gec geliyor, burada sahip ¢ikanim yok... (CY_Neriman)
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The Relation Between the Physical Space and Waged Work Patterns of Women

In this part, women’s patterns of work in varying spheres will be explained through
their narrations. Almost none of the interviewees living in Temporary Settlements worked
in a formal job before earthquake and on an ongoing basis they did not get into a formal
job in post-disaster period. But we see a participation in piece-working and paid works
such as looking after children at home under post-disaster conditions and the question of
the sufficiency of physical and social living environment for working from home arises. On
the other hand as it is mentioned in the previous topics of physical characteristics of the
units and social relations of women, it is our intention to reveal the impacts of socio-spatial
structure on work conditions; piece-working at home and paid work outside the home.

House as a workplace includes many topics within itself such as cleaning, cooking,
washing, ironing etc in daily routine. It also includes longer-term work such as preparing
conserve food for winter, sewing for the family members and hosting guests. The unpaid
work patterns of women are handled in the domestic labour under the topic of women’s
gendered relations at home. Apart from the discussion of gendered spatial division of
labour and why women has to do the housework and not be paid for, when home is a
workplace, in the extreme conditions such as living in temporary houses and settlements
or in an insufficient house, it is hard for women to handle these issues. For instance,
Behiye’s case, the solution for the care for her sister in-law, namely renting another
container in the same prefabricated district, provides her with a space for working from
house. Within the hard economic circumstances women tend to work for money. But as it
is hard to work outside because of husbands’ oppression, women’s role in the housework
etc. they look for different solutions. For instance, Feriha and Behiye explain how they
started ‘cutting lace’ for a textile factory. They work in the unit which Behiye bought for
the care of her sister-in-law:

There was a lace factory in Kasapkoyi. A neighbor of mine went there, asked about
it, brought to us and we did it. After that we quit there and started in here. The
worst thing with this work is that it is not continuous. Sometimes there is a lot and
sometimes there is none. For example these laces, 300-400 pieces, were brought in
the morning, it is urgent, they want it finished till the evening. So we are working.
It is good that we can add to the pocket money of the kids.”® (FC_Feriha)

56Kasapkéy(]’ nde glpdr fabrikasi vardi. Bir komsu gitti sordu aldi, bize de getirdi, yaptik. Sonra orayi
biraktik buraya basladik. Bu isin kotalugia, devamh olmuyor, bazen ¢ok oluyor bazen hi¢ olmuyor.
Mesela simdi bu kipirler 300-400 tane sabah geldi acil, aksama bitsin istediler. Biz de galisiyoruz.
Cocuklarin harglig, yol parasina bir katki oluyor.
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To understand the spatial necessities of this kind of work one should look upon the
women’s narrations related to working conditions. For instance, one lace is nine meters,
and it includes multiple rows. The two women separate between the rows by cutting
through. They are paid seven liras for 100 laces. When they are asked how much they can
do in a day, Behiye responds: “I can not do as much as her; she can do even 200 pieces a
day. | do less.>”” Feriha explains their experience of working from the house for textile
factories in detail as follows:

The previous factory gave something like cheque; we were paid monthly so noboy

wanted it. Here we are paid in cash weekly as much money as the pieces we finish.

There is a man who brings the work; we take the money from him. It is fine. If |

leave this place and go to Hampinaz, | will tell the man to bring the work there

also.”® (FC_Feriha)
Feriha and Behiye are preparing embroidery for the factory, working from a temporary
house close to their current place that Behiye got for her sister-in-law. Similar patterns of
renting secondary containers are seen among the women. Although it is physically hard to
handle this kind of production business in the temporary house it is much feasible to have
a separated temporary house only for this reason. It allows them to support themselves
from homes financially.

This shows that house is not just a house for a woman, it is much more than the
physical attributes. Therefore a breakdown of the house and its near environment
physically causes not only a social deprivation but also hardship in working patterns,
especially within the house.

Working outside the house is often a continuation of the gender roles of women in
private sphere such as housework and care. For instance Vediha takes care for her nephew
in another woman’s house whereas Feyza goes for cleaning to other women’s house: “I

look after a kid. Saturdays and Sundays are off. It’s my nephew, it has been three and a half

>’Ben bunun kadar yapamiyorum, 200 tane de yapar bu giinde.

*®Daha dnceki fabrika cek gibi birsey veriyordu bir de, aylik aliyorduk, kimsenin isine gelmedi tabii,
burada haftalik yaptigimiz is kadar nakit aliyoruz, isi getiren bir adam var, parayi da ondan aliyoruz.
iyi oluyor yani, buradan gidersem Hampinaz’a, oraya da getirsin dicem sdyleyecem de adama.
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years. | am paid 350 TL monthly... | haven’t worked previously but if | find this kind of jobs |
plan to work. It doesn’t work otherwise.”*® (KO_Vediha)

For Feyza, being a single parent, it is much more important to find a job near her
primary school kid:

| was going to housekeeping before, but now I'm ill, | cannot go. | do not care for
myself, but the kid... When | moved here, | started to go to housekeeping. The kid
was so small that | was picking her up with me. Now she is eight. As she is going to
school from 9.00 am to 14.00 pm, | can not work. | don’t have the chance to ask for
a day care mother. | stand still with the help of my environment...** (FC_Feyza)
So, it is hard to say that the central location of the settlements is positively effective in
women’s working alternatives. Though it is true for their husbands or boys, it is not true for
the women themselves. It is observed among the interviewees that the women who did
not get involved in formal waged work patterns before do not get into such patterns easily
after the crisis. Rather they tend to work at home. But the inadequacy of the containers
affects the women’s working pattern, especially those women who are piece-working at
their homes. Especially textile work, as in the case of Feriha and Behiye, is both unhygenic
and requires wider spaces and convenient ventilation, illumunation and so forth which is
not possible to find in existing temporary container. This reminds of the basic question of
the negative and positive outcomes of building temporary houses after disasters instead of

quickly completing the permanent ones.

59(;ocuk bakiyorum. cumartesi pazar hari¢. Yegenim zaten, 3,5 yil oldu. 350 aliyorum ayda... Ondan
once baska bi yerde calismadim ama valla bulursam bundan sonra yine diisiiniiyorum. Baska tiirlii
olmuyo yani. (KO_Vediha)

®Daha énceleri temizlige gidiyordum arasira, simdi rahatsizim gidemiyorum. Kendime Gzilmiiyom
ama cocuk... Buraya gegince temizlige gitmeye basladim. Cocuk kigiktl, yanimda gotiriyordum.
Simdi 8 yasinda. Sabah 9.00 6gle 2.00’ ye kadar okula gidince galisamiyorum. Bakici tutsam glicim
yok. Az cok cevrenin verdigi destekle ayaktayim... (CY_Feyza)
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4.2. Women'’s Experiences within a Rural Housing Environment

4.2.1. Spatial Patterns of Women in Giimiispinar Umcor Housing District

If I had an opportunity | wouldn’t live here today. The time |
am happy with home there is an issue with environment,
then when the environment is fine then it is the interaction

with downtown... ® (UM_Saime)

Women in Gimuspinar Umcor Houses seem to be in better physical conditions
than those in temporary houses. But having been located in the periphery, in a rural
settlement, they find themselves excluded from their early patterns of living in the central
districts in the city. As the houses and the settlement do not offer them a socio-spatial
richness, the site is not perceived by the interviewees as a permanent one where they
want to continue their lives. Moreover, they plan to leave there if there is any chance for
them. As Saime puts it in the epigraph, living in UM Houses is directly related with being
incapable of moving any other space specifically for socio-economic reasons. Otherwise, ‘if

they had the possibility’, they would not stay in there.

The Location of the Settlements in Urban Scale

Umcor Housing Settlement is located in Guimispinar Village to the southeast of
Diizce, which is approximately 10 km far from the city center. It takes 10-15 minutes by
vehicle while access by foot is not very possible for an average person. Moreover the
transportation facilities are very limited, which was a repeatedly mentioned issue during
the interviews. Sevgi gives detailed information about the transportation. She tells that
there are mini buses running every hour from the village; however they should walk or use
another bus after the last stop. There is only one bus in an hour, they are fully packed, and
in case of emergency there is no other means of transportartion, not even taxicabes.
Besides, Umcor Housing Settlement has limited services within the near environment.

Because of this sustaining the relation with the downtown for urban services such as

*limkanim olsa bugiin burda durmam. Evden mutlu olsam gevre, ¢evreden mutlu olsam carsiyla
iletisim...(UM_Saime)
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health (hospital, pharmacy), education of the children, work, shopping and also for social
needs and recreation gain importance for the inhabitants. So the inhabitants in Umcor
Housing Settlement suffer from a double depriviation: Firstly, they have limited access to
urban services in the village, and secondly they face difficulties in reaching the city center

in case of need.
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Figure 4-7. Location of Umcor Houses

Although the post-disaster settlement of Umcor is located in a village, the
inhabitants feel excluded by the villagers. They feel their space is not integrated to the
existing village or in a broader scale, to the city. This space is out of the scope or focus of
the local governments according to the interviewees. Predominantly the women and also

children feel excluded from socio-political spheres.

Spatial Characteristics witihin the Settlement

The post-disaster settlement of Umcor is excluded from the pre-existing village. As
mentioned previously, one of the largest container settlements was located in Gimuspinar
and after two years Umcor Housing Settlement was built; the container city was removed.
After that the site turned into a site of deprivation more quickly.

Within the settlement, there is a small-sized shop for daily groceries. But there is
no bazaar or bigger market. For this reason, the inhabitants feel the need to travel to city
center for supermarkets. There is a school for the kids but they are not happy with it.

Almost all the women complain about the school of their children, especially because it is
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still confined to a container. They admit that if it were economically possible they would
prefer the schools in the city for their children.
In addition, the school of this place... Actually if the kid is successful the school
would be also good. Some families send their kids to Dizce with a shuttle.
Financially | couldn’t have afforded the shuttle.®* (UM_Yaren)
Adjacent to the housing district there is a small health center, and also one of the main
hospitals of the province is relatively close to the settlement but access is not easy. So, for

hospital and pharmacy the interviewees have to go to the city center.

It is not like the downtown; there you can find everything easily. Here the last bus
is at 10.00pm. If you got sick and do not have a car, what are you supposed to do?
Also if you do not have four Turkish Liras you cannot go to the downtown. This
place is better for people who have grown up their kids, and do not ask for more...
But if you have a goal, it is difficult here! You would just take the cleaning brush in
the morning and pick your kid in the evening.®® (UM_ Saime)
Umcor Houses Settlement is composed of 110 single storey houses. The settlement plan of
Umcor Houses has a rational logic of pedestrian and vehicular circulation. Though the
housing is located in a rural district, and the building materials are chosen from the local,
traditional ones, in the logic of settlement plan it does not follow such a pattern. So,
though Sevgi interprets her living environment as if it is like a village, it is in fact mainly
because the houses are single storey and detached. So, when the conversation gets deeper
it is observed that the settlement is perceived by the interviewees just like the temporary
settlements of the prefabricated units. Like the prefabricated temporary settlements, it
lacks spatial hierarchy in terms of open, semi-open, closed spaces, in other words, of

public, semi-public, private spaces. So the spatial relation between houses, house and

street, house-street-house etc. seem problematic.

®2 Bir de buranin okulu... Gergi ¢cocuk iyi olunca okul da iyi olur. Bazilari servisle Diizce’ye gdnderiyor.
Bana zor olurdu servis maddi olarak. (UM_Yaren)

& Carsi gibi degil, orada hersey ayaginin altinda. Burada 10’da araba son. Hastalansan, araban yoksa
napacan. Yani senin 4 milyon paran yoksa garsiya gidemiyosun. Buraya nasil insan lazim g¢oluk
cocugu okutmus, isini giciini bitirmis... Ama bir hedefin varsa, burada zor! Burda sadece sabah eline
sliplrgeyi alacan, aksam gocugu toplayacan. (UM_Saime)
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Figure 4-8. Spatial Layout of Umcor Settlement

Figure 4-9. View from the entrance of Umcor Settlement, looking to North

Spatial Organization within the Houses

The sample plan of Umcor Houses is composed of two seperarate rooms, one living
room, one small kitchen and WC-bathroom. Entering the house, first the kitchen is seen
directlty. At the right is the wet space and at the left is the living room. Passing through the
living room, there are two bedrooms. Almost all the houses have an open space, large or
narrow, attached to the house. These places can be used for meeting, leisure, production
etc.; they can be used as development area for a single house as well. So, this horizontal
design decision is seen as a positive outcome for both socializing, producing and

reproducing:
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Those who live in the block can have only one neighbor, but when we go out we
meet at least four-five families. We are not bored here at least, we are all together.
Every day we are at one another’s place... We have our patios where we can easily
enjoy the weather, do barbeque and things like that. We join together same asin a
village and prepare conserved food such as tomato paste for winter.** (UM__ Sevgi)

Figure 4-10. View from the semi-open space in front of the house that was added after
building of the house and where they gather with their close neighbours

The physical difference between Umcor Houses and the prefabricated units is both the
number of the seperate bedrooms, the spatial organization within the house and that it
was built up of wooden framework and brick. Thanks to the real walls surrounding the
house, women perceive the home-space as more likely than they do in temporary units
built up of short-term building materials such as wooden and metal panels etc.

Though it is not much bigger than the prefabricated units in size, almost all of the

interviewees living in these houses are satisfied with the physcical conditions of the house.

64Apartmanda oturanlar hep tek bir aileyle komsuluk yapiyor, biz disari ¢cikinca 4-5 aileyi goriyoruz.
Burada en azindan canimiz sikilmiyor, igiceyiz. Bir giin birinde bir glin digerinde... Kapinin éniinde
otur bir hava al yéniinden iyi. Izgaramizi, herseyimizi rahatlkla yapiyoz. Salga, kislik yemek beraber
hazirlariz buralarda, koy yeri gibi! (UM_Sevgi)
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One of the interviewees emphasize the ease to keep up, the other draw our attention on
its positive attributes like heating and its getting daylight both in the morning and evening.
In total its comfort in daily use is emphasized by the women.

Saime, on the other hand, says that Umcor Houses are just another form of
prefabricated units in physical terms. Saime’s complaint about the physical problems of her
house again resembles to that of the narratives of the women who were living in prefabrics
for thirteen years after the earthquake and continuosly repairing every part of the
prefabricated unit:

This is the cheapest area in Diizce, we build everything ourselves. Houses are
wooden, one year the bathroom needs repairing and in the next somewhere else...
| see this house as a temporary one. But anyway, | am glad that we have it. God
bless the government, they might have not set us here as well. Some people are
still homeless! Still, compared to the temporary houses, this place is like a palace!®
(UM_Saime)
In general, they are satisfied with physical qualities of their dwelling. This satisfaction with
the conditions in the houses is inevitably related to the women’s conditions in housing
before the earthquake. More than half of the women reminded that their homes before
earthquake had bad living conditions such as poor daylight, humidity, being old and dirty.
Sometimes they even lacked a kitchen or a bathroom; mice and insects were everywhere

etc. when unlike their new homes.

This house is better than the one in the Kltir District, but we couldn’t experience
the life that we had there and the life before the disaster. Initially you are
motivated to have a house, with two sofas and one bed. But we couldn’t find the
similar peace and comfort that we had before.®® (UM_Saime)
When it comes to social environment and the neighbouhood, old housing environments
are longed for as it will be discussed in following topic of social relations. Saime mentions

that even though her present house is better than her previous house, she misses her

previous living environment.

®Diizce’nin en diisiik yeri burasi, herseyini kendimiz yaptik. Evler agag, bir sene tuvalet yikiliyor, onu
yaplyorsun, 6bir sene baska taraf... Bu evi ben prefabrik olarak gérliyom. Yine de siikir. Yine de
allah razi olsun devletten, hi¢c vermeyebilirlerdi. insanlar hala aciktal... Gene de prefabrige gére
burasi saray!(UM_Saime)

% Bu ev, Kiiltiir Mahallesi’ndeki evden giizel ama o anki yasanti, depremden 6nceki hayati bulamadik
biz. ilk hevesle evleniyosun, iki divanli, bir yatakli bir ev. Ama o zamanki huzur, sey, daha rahatti. Biz
0 ana geri donemedik. (UM_Saime)
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4.2.2. The Impacts of Umcor Housing Environment on the Gendered Lives of Women

The Relation between the Physical Space and the Relations of Women at Home

Unlike the interviewees living in temporary settlements, the interviewees in Umcor
houses seem to perceive their houses as ‘real’. Therefore in the scale of home, it can be
said that the extraordinary circumstances of the post-earthquake period has reached to an
ordinary phase. However, this does not necessarily mean that the relations in the
household have been better, only that the extraordinary times of tent and container cities
are over.

As mentioned earlier, the spatial patterns of the houses before the earthquake
were not better than the present houses of the women who live in Umcor housing. It may
be considered so for the social relations in the household for them. More than half of the
women lived together with their husbands’ elder relatives in the old housing stock of the
central neighbourhoods of the city before the earthquake. Right after the marriage the
young couple moves to the house of the man’s parents. After a while if the things go well,
they may move to their own houses. So for the women who were just married before the
earthquake and moved to their husband’s parents’ house, social relations within the house
seem to be harder than today. For instance Sevgi explains her pre-earthquake and post-
earthquake times as such:

Before the earthquake we were living two families together. My sister-in-law was
living with us, it was a terrible period. It was two-bedroom apartment with L shape
living room. One of the bedrooms belonged to my sister-in-law. We had had
separated the living room with a wardrobe and created a room for my mother-in-
law. On the other side there were parents of my father-in-law but after seven
months they died. Then my other sister-in-law moved in with her two kids. She had
problems with the husband as he had started to live with his mistress. In our
previous place we had family issues, but | and my husband never reflect them to
each other. At that time we couldn’t go out much, we didn’t even have the chance
to live as we wished. Later, the earthquake, the problems, after the fire... Only
recently things got settled.®” (UM_Sevgi)

67Depremden once 2 aile birlikte yasiyorduk, o dénem berbatti, gérimcem de bizle kaliyordu.2 oda L
salondu, bir oda benim, bir oda eltimindi. Salonu gardropla boldiik, kaynanama oda oldu. Diger
bolimde kayinpederimin anne ve babasi kaliyordu ama 7 ay sonra o6ldiler. Gériimcemin esi ona
bakmiyordu, gérimcem kuma Ustline gitmisti. O ylzden o da 2 ¢ocuguyla bizde kalmaya basladi
hastalar oldikten sonra. Eski evde (depremden 6nce), ailevi sorunlar oluyordu tabii, ama esimle
birbirimize yansitmazdik. O zaman birlikte gezmemiz falan yoktu, kendi istedigimize gore
yasayamiyorduk evliligimizi, sonrasi da deprem, sikinti, yangindan sonrasi... Simdi simdi rayina
oturdu. (UM_Sevgi)
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For Sevgi, as quoted above, things just started to find their way after her marriage only
now. She feels to be empowered. But to her, the hardship of post-disaster times here in
Umcor houses is related to the hardship of looking after her children, therefore it means
emotional labour for her:

After the earthquake | got much stronger, | become an individual on my own right.
Since my husband is working (one week from morning to evening, the other week
from noon to the night), | manage the house in all aspects (the first time we met
she was chopping wood in front of the house)... The hardest thing for me is to raise
and educate my kids here, not to incent them. Choosing the friends of my kids is
also my task... The girls are problematic, if one is doing inappropriate things the
others also want to try. Military police and police are looking for run away girls. In
that sense the environment it not so good here, and it is due to the high diversity
of people here. Clearly raising kids is very hard here. That is why | do not like
here.® (UM_Sevgi)

Women in Umcor mention mostly the chaotic environment of their neighbourhood and the
hardship in parental roles in the house in their narratives. For Naciye, just like Sevgi, the
hardest issue is to ‘manage’ her sons right in here:

... All the drug and substance addicted people, everyone is here. Even the military
police says one should move out of here if there is a chance. Why it is like that, |
don’t know... you can’t raise kids here; there are all kinds of trouble here. My kids
are coming back home around 4.00 - 5.00pm. | can not manage them. Why cannot
| manage them? Now | also do not have strength any more. Kids are going along
with their friends; the fights are here, the brutality is here.”® (UM_Naciye)

Care and education of the children as a responsibility of the women becomes hard to

decide on and manage through:

| would like to educate both of them. The little one is still too little, but | would like
my older daughter to continue as long as she can. She also wants to go to
university but her concern is that all of them are in other provinces. Since she is still
very young, | do not allow her to go to the downtown on her own, yet. Anyhow,

68Depremden sonra ben daha giiclendim, kendi basima birey oldum. Esim calistigi icin (bir hafta
sabah-aksam, bir hafta 6gle-gece vardiyasi alir) evi ben ¢ekip ceviririm az 6nce de gordiugin gibi (ilk
karsilastigimizda evin dibinde odun kesiyordu)... Beni zorlayan, ¢ocuklarimi burada yetistirmek,
egitmek, onlari 6zendirmemek. Cocuklarimin arkadaslarini segmek, o da bana kaliyor... Kizlarimiz
sorunlu, birisi yoldan ¢iktiysa digeri ona 6zeniyor. Jandarma- polis pesinde, kizlar evden kagiyor.
Cevre o tlr bakimdan biraz karisik burasi, o da her tiir insan oldugu icin. Agikgasi ¢cocuk yetistirmek
zor. Burayi o ylizden sevmiyorum. (UM_Sevgi)

% _Tinercisi burda, balicisi burda, hersey burda. Jandarma bile imkaniniz varsa gidin burdan diyo.
Niye boyle burasi, ben bilmiyorum... Cocuk yetismez, burda hersey var. Benim cocuklarim 4de 5de
geliyo eve, yonetemiyorum. Neden yonetemiyorum? Artk giicim de kalmadi. Cocuklar arkadaslar
birbirine cok uyuyor, dovusu burda kavgasi burda (UM_Naciye)
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once she starts the high school at downtown she will overcome those fears. There
should be a shuttle service at the school but she will get used to go on her own; it
will be nice if she goes on her own. | have many fears regarding some bad habits...
already from now | start to prepare her and explain what those bad habits may
cause... also about the run away girls and what would be the consequences of the
improper behaviors and habits... | watch the TV shows (Miige Anl) on missing girls
and make my daughter watch them as well during the school breaks and holidays. |
am not sure whether | am doing right or not but | think it is right.”’ (UM_Sevgi)

For daily use of a nucleus family, the size and the number of seperate bedrooms are quite

sufficient compared to the previous houses of the interviewees as quoted below:

In the first house | had my own room; there were not big issues except that the
bathroom was shared. Sometimes we were coming accross. In the tent the private
things such as bath, cooking etc were difficult. We had to share the bathroom. In
the temporary houses we were more comfortable, we had running tap water and
we were able to do everything in the house.”* (UM_Sevgi)
But still, when guests come over, the space cannot meet their needs. Her narration
reminds of Sengil’s discomfort with her prefabricated unit; Sengil was complaining about
her place being narrow when guests were coming for a visit and staying at night. This was a
prominent characteristic of prefabric units. In that case, the only common space of the
prefabric, the living room was turned into a guest room with beds on the floor from
evening to morning. Sevgi complains about the same issue within her permanent home
however. According to her account, the size and spatial organization of the house in terms

of the degree of privacy is still thought to be a problem in lifetime of a nucleus family:

This place is quite small but it is fine for us. However, when kids are grown up it will
be difficult, our rooms are very close to each other, and sure there will be some

Pjkisini de okutayim istiyom. Kicugla cok kigik daha da blylk kizim gittigi yere kadar okusun
istiyorum. O da istiyor ama korkusu, baska illerde tiniversitede nasil yaparim diyor. Simdi hi¢ carsiya
yalniz géndermiyorum kiiglik oldugu igin. Zaten kizim da liseye gidince mecbur carsiya gidecek, o
korkusu da kalmayacak. Servis olabilir lisede, bir yandan da kendi gidip gelse alisir ama ortama da
guvenemiyorum. Korkularim ¢ok, kéti aliskanlik falan diye... Simdiden onun egitimini ben onlara hep
veriyorum. Kagan kizlarin, kotl ahliskanliklarin neye yol acabilecegini... Kizlarin kaybolmasi
programlari (Miige Anl) izlerim, onu kizima da izletirim, okul tatillerinde egitim olsun diye. iyi mi
yapiyom kot mi bilmiyom ama bence iyi!? (UM_Sevgi)

Ik evde odam ayriydi, sikinti yoktu ama banyo ortakti, o bakimdan zor oluyordu, bazen karsilasma
oluyordu. Cadirda da 6zel seyler zordu, dus, yemek... Dus ortakti mesela, orayi kullaniyorduk.
Prefabriklerde biraz daha rahatti, suyumuz vardi, hersey evin iginde oluyordu. (UM_Sevgi)
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issues. Once they are teenagers, we should be more careful not to be
inappropriate; this will lead some difficulties.”” (UM_Sevgi)
As Vediha from KO prefabrics mentioned there was no private space her own even in the
home, which is considered to be women’s private space. A deprivation of a lack of private

space for women themselves and also for their partners is seen as a problem.

The Relation between the Physical Space and the Relations of Women in the
Neighbourhood

For women in Umcor it is their near environment and neighborhood that disturbs
them most. It was mentioned in the previous section of Temporary Housing that women
were in deprivation mainly because of their lack of a ‘real house’. The most prominent
ideal was that of a conventional house. But in Umcor Houses it is more the problems
related with the near environment and neighbourhood which is dominant in the narratives
of women. This is apparent especially in relation to their neighbourhoods before
earthquake. Women refer to their previous neighbourhoods and social relations there
positively and complain about not having such patterns in their current spaces.

When we were living at Kultiir-Serefiye Districts my kids were little, but my
neighbors were supportive, they were interested and they were checking if
everything was OK with me. But now it looks like everyone is on their own. For
instance, if | have three friends, my life is only with them, | do not care about the
others... Normally | am seeing three families here, but in case of a medical case or a
funeral | would go for a visit even when they are my enemies. For example, if | have
to leave urgently for the downtown | believe my neighbor will take care of my
child, | trust them. But other neighbors, if my kid falls and injures himself, all of
them would just stare and say God save from bad things.”* (UM_Saime)

As Saime mentions above, women in Umcor are not pleased with the social environment in

general, but they have their own closed communities composed of three to five neighbours

"Burasi kiicik ama bize yetiyor. Ama ¢ocuklar biliyliylince zor olacak, odalarimiz dipdibe, bir takim
sorunlar olacak. Akillari ermeye baslayinca, kot 6rnek olmamak igin bir takim sikintilara diisecez.
(UM_Sevgi)

73KiJItUr-Serefiye (Mahallesi), buralarda otururken; ¢cocuklar ufakti, ama komsular kapima vururdu,
merak ederdi. Ama artik sanki herkes kendi kafesine cekilmis. Mesela herkes soyle, benim (g
arkadasim varsa, hayatim onlarla gecer, digerleri umrumda olmaz... Ben burada (¢ haneyle
gorisiirim normalde, ama hastalikta, 8limde diismanim da olsa giderim. Onemli olan uyusmak,
olgun olmak en 6nemlisi. Sonra giizel dislince. Ben mesela kapi Ortiip garsiya gitmem gerekse, ben
inaniyom ki o komsum ¢ocugumu koruyacak, gliveniyom. Ama 6bir komsular, cocugum diisse, hepsi
ayakta oyle durular, ancak allah korusun derler. (UM_Saime)
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as they say. And accordingly, they often use their space with the close neighbours. If a
woman has close neighbours whom she can trust, it is a means of helping herself with the
daily responsibilities of childcare, such as leaving them for a while to go out. And when we
consider their limited environment and the reasons why they are not going out of the
house so much, we can understand that if the neighbourhood is a space of displease for
the women, then they spend more effort to ‘protect’ their children and to be in close
contact with them. But if there is trust among the community, a caring network can easily
operate.

Yaren also, like almost all of the interviewees, complains about the total mix of the
social environment. She tells that she is fine with her near social community whereas she
does not go ‘deeper’ both in terms of neighbourhood and neighbourship with the rest of
the community as she explains here:

| have been living here for ten years. People here are nice. Here, we prepare the
meals together with Gil’s family. That is really great. Grandma Sebahat is there for
all of us; she is the grandma of us all. We also do great with Sevgi. We do not push
so much, at the first times we pushed and tried to get to know everyone but then it
didn’t work, we took our lessons. With others, we will visit them only if they
invite.”* (UM_Yaren)

10 yildir burdayim. Burdakiler de iyi. Burda Giille falan sofralari hep ortak kurariz. Cok iyi yani.
Sebahat babaanne iste ortak, hepimizin babaannesi. Sevgiyle de aramiz gilizel. Cok agiimiyoruz, ilk
zamanlar ¢ok acildik ama boyumuzun 6lgisiini aldik. Digerleriyle artik gel derse girilir. (UM_Yaren)
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Figure 4-11. View of the close relationship of the houses and the use of outer space in
Umcor Houss

So, despite that women have their own close communities within the settlement, they look
for the old social patterns before earthquake. And Saime relates this situation in a wider
context, namely in terms of the policies of relocation. Relocation of the people without
their consent after earthquake caused a heterogenity which all the interviewees complain
about.

After the earthquake the neighbor relations decreased a lot. The previous visits
and meetings disappeared. Also the lifestyle has changed, everyone moved
somewhere else. Some went to Beyciler, Glimuspinar, some to Kirazl. This is one
part of the reason.”” (UM_Saime)

On the other hand the peripheral location according to the city center effects the social

relations of the women with their relatives and previous neighbours negatively because of

the distance and the lack of transportation facilities as Yaren mentions:

75Depremden sonra komsuluk falan iyice bitti. Eski oturmalar, eski sohbetler kalmadi. Diizen de
bozuldu, herkes bir tarafa yigildi. Kimi Beyciler, GUmispinar, Kirazli. Biraz ondan da oldu.
(UM_Saime)
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When | was living at Uzunmustafa | was able to walk everywhere. That was really
great. Only with one vehicle | was able to go to my mom’s place in Sarayyeri. Here
you cannot go everywhere with a mini bus line. For example if | want to go to my
Mom, it is like going to Hendek from here. In this respect | struggled a lot.”®
(UM_Yaren)
Other than the location of the settlement in the urban scale, the physical characteristics of
the site itself is highly effective in the community relations of the women. As the
heterogeneity makes different sorts of people come face to face in a limited socio-spatial
environment, this obligatory interface causes conflict within the community. The relation
of the physical space of the settlement to these oppressive relationships within the
neighbourhood is seen in almost all the narrations. Almost all of the interviewees draw our
attention into the practical effects of this spatial organization. By this, especially women’s
use of the space becomes restricted. For instance the proximity of the houses accross the

street and their direction towards each other cause a conflict between two neighbours:

For example, | was very close with my next-door neighbor. But whenever there is a
little bit noise it becomes an issue here. | have three children and | am a working
mom. Since my kids were playing in front of the house | argued with my neighbor.
Why? Because they were asked not to make noise.”” (UM_Melahat)

Melahat’s narration indicates the problem of restricted use of the space for both her and
her children as well as her neighbour. For Yaren, on the other hand, it is a version of a
different oppression as she complains below:

The first days when we arrived, the neighbor who lived across was enjoying a raki
table with a mini skirt. | was annoyed so much because of this and | couldn’t have
been outside. There were some others who also got annoyed and they stopped it.
They still do but inside the house behind the curtains. There was another neighbor
who put his chair at the patio and stare for hours. Perhaps he was not looking at
me but | still felt annoyed. Then, this also got better.”® (UM_Yaren)

®Uzunmustafa’da otururken yurime heryere gidiyordum. O ¢ok c¢ok iyiydi. 1 vasitayla Sarayyeri'ne
anneme gidebiliyordum. Burdan heryere miniblsle gidilemiyor. Hele anneme gitmeye kalksam,
burdan Hendege gider gibi oluyor. O agidan ¢ok zorlandim (UM_Yaren)

”’Ben mesela yandakilerle cok samimiydim. Ama en ufak seste problem oluyo burda. Misal benim 3
tane cocuk var, ben ise giden bi anneyim. Cocuklarim kapida oynuyor diye ben komsumla kavga
ettim. Neymis ses cikarmicaklarmis. (UM_Melahat)

Ik geldigimiz zamanlarda karsi komsumuzun baldiri giplak oturup da raki sofrasinda oturdugu
olurdu. Ondan ¢ok rahatsiz olurdum, disari gikamazdim. Baskalari da rahatsiz oldu, onlar da diizeldi.
Hala yapiyorlar ama daha perde arkasinda. Sonra bir komsum disari sandalyesini atardi, saatlerce
dikizlerdi. Belki bana bakmiyordu ama ¢ok rahatsiz olurdum. Neyse o da dizeldi. (UM_Yaren)
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Even in the semi-open spaces that are built by the inhabitants themselves, women do not
feel comfortable, so they want to close all the front garden following the conservative
patterns of their living environment.

Just yesterday we had an issue, my parents were visiting, you were also there, and
you saw us. Also my sister-in-law was there, she is a very conservative person
wearing hijab. We were sitting at Gil’s balcony. My mom uncovered her hijab and
my sister-in-law loosened it a bit. At that time this guy instantly just came to the
balcony, | was not there at that time. All were annoyed and angry. Not all women
appreciate the presence of men in their personal environment. In summer time it is
hot and we are more open and careless inside the house, we even place a curtain
to the balcony. My husband wouldn’t come in without giving a notice, so does
GUl’'s husband. They have kind of a password, shouting “heey”, they wouldn’t come
without giving a notice, giving some time to be prepared. This is an issue. Maybe
we can build a fence to the front garden. The doors of the people who instantly
drop-in are always locked, but they find it OK to come someone else’s place
without notice. Even in the winter time they would just walk in to the house. This is
the only issue that | am complaining right now, nothing else.”” (UM_Yaren).

Also, the proximity of the houses to walking pathways and the windows being in the eye-
level result in a kind of exposure. Nonetheless it is the women or the children who are
being watched. For instance Melahat tells about why she does not want her children to be
outside as such:

There are many different things that may happen. She is a girl; one may just pull
her to a corner... | was busy and couldn’t go but | sent my elder daughter to the
neighbor’s to prepare dolma, she is doing it perfect. Anyway she left and came
back. Her dark skin has turned to snow white. She said ‘Mom | have to tell you
something but please do not get mad at me’, | said ‘fine please go ahead.” The
elder son of the neighbor is at high school, at their place the window of the
bathroom is lower than others. My daughter went to the bathroom and realized
that their son was watching her. How would | have complained to his mom, they
are not the kind of people who would have admitted what happened. | was scared
that they would gossip about my daughter. Since that day | am scared and have

®Daha diin bir olay yasadik biz, annemler gelmisti, iste sen gérdiin ya diin bizi. Bizim gelin de vardi, o
bayag! kapall. iste diin, surda Giil'in balkonunda oturuyoruz. Annem falan acgilmis, gelin basini
gevsetmis. O abi sen pat diye dal iclerine, balkona. O an da ben yoktum, olsam lafimi séylerdim.
Bunlar bir kizmislar. Her kadin erkegi istemiyor. Yazin da, sicakta falan aciliyoz evde, Giil’lin balkonda
iste perde falan g¢ekiyoruz. Benim esim surdan seslenmeden gelmez iceri. Gil’lin kocasi da. Bir parola
var ‘héyt’ demeden gelmezler, toparlansin insan diye, Giille falan otururken. Oyle sikintimiz var yani.
Hani belki komple bahgeyi kapatabilsek... Ama bunu yapanlarin kendi kapilari her daim kilitlidir. Ama
baskasinin evine paldir kiildir girerler. Kisin bile o abi su kapidan pat diye acip eve girer. Onlardan
yani yoksa baska hig sikayetim olmaz. (UM_Yaren)
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never let her go to their place again. “I am also scared” added her daughter.®
(UM_Melahat)

Figure 4-12. Proximity of the Umcor Houses and their relation with the inner streets

This experience of Melahat and her daughter reminds the complaints of Feyza living in
Fevzi Cakmak Container Housing District. Feyza was feeling unsafe by being watched
through her livingroom’s window. She was also complaining about the strangers visiting
some of her neighbours. This is also a similar pattern for the women who live in Umcor
Settlement and it is a reason for complaining:

For example, it is quite annoying that there are many cars coming and staying over
night in front of a widow woman’s place. Well since this is not happening in our
family we do not appreciate such cases, but if you ask them, they say it is normal.
Normally | wouldn’t believe everything that | have been told, but there are things

80Di]nyanm binbir tirli hali var, kiz ¢cocugu, ¢eker biri kenara... ben bunu (blyluk kizini) dolma
sarmaya génderdim komsuya, benim isim vardi ben gidemeyecektim, bu da glizel dolma sarar.Neyse
gitti, sonra geldi bu eve.Kapkara kiz surati bembeyaz olmus. Anne sana bisey dicem ama kizma, yok
kizim sdyle. Komsumun biiyik oglu liseye gidiyor. Bunlarin da lavabo penceresi algak. Lavaboya
gitmis kizim, bir baktiysa bunu goézetliyormus oglan pencereden. Annesine de ne sdyleyecem,
sugunu kabullenecek bi insan degil, kizimin dedikodusunu gikarir diye korktum. Ogiinden beri bi yere
géndermiyom, korktum. Kizi séze giriyor; ben de korkuyom. (UM_Melahat)
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that | have seen myself. | wouldn’t care but they represent inappropriate examples
to our kids.®* (UM_Sevgi)

As Sevgi proceeds, she directly relates the relatively greater impact of this social

environment with the physical space she lives in:

This type of things happen all the time everywhere but since here the houses are
very close to each other, everything is clearly in front of the children’s eyes and
kids take these as an example. In downtown nobody will realize but here everyone
is aware.® (UM_Sevgi)

On the other hand, this kind of oppression is felt by the women because of men’s

‘kahvehane’:

When you are looking for the district chief you wouldn’t find him at his office,
usually he is at the coffee place. If we need him urgently we cannot go alone as
women to the coffee place.®® (UM_Sevgi)

The thing is that the guys in this neighborhood are very illiterate. Well actually the
illiteracy is everywhere. Mostly it all depends on you with this kind of things. If a
woman behaves friendly they will misunderstand that. Here, even married men will
think different. | have introduced myself well and thereby protected myself in this
way. | am not annoyed by men. But | am annoyed when they stare at me when |
am at the bus stop in front of the coffee place!®* (UM_Nazan)

Neziha’s daughter, for instance stands at the opposite side of this conflict. Being sixteen
years old, she complains about oppression, surveillance of her social environment towards

herself:

The people here are very bad. How to say, if you have attended to any type of
school, you have a classmate, girl or boy, it doesn’t matter. If they see you, then

#Mesela dul bir kadinin evine degisik arabalarin gelmesi, farkli adamlarin gelmesi, kalmasi, huzursuz
ediyor. Yani kendi ailemizde olmadig! igin bize ters, onlara sorsan normal. Bana anlatiliyorsa da
gdziimle gérmedigime inanmiyorum ama goéziimle gordiklerim var. Coluk ¢ocuga koti 6rnek, yoksa
bize ne!(UM_Sevgi)

her yerde oluyor gerci boyle seyler ama burada haneler ¢ok yakin oldugu icin, ¢coluk cocuk herseyi
gorliyor, gozlimiziin 6nlinde oluyor, drnek aliyorlar. Sehir merkezinde biri bir sey yapsa kimse
bilmez ama burda herkes biliyor. (UM_Sevgi)

BMuhtar arayinca yerinde bulunmaz, genelde kahvede. Biz de acil lazim olsa kadin halimizle
kahvelere gidemiyoruz. (UM_Sevgi)

84$('5yle bir sey, buranin erkekleri cok cahil. Gergi her yerde var. Size ¢cok bagli boyle seyler. Kadin yiiz
verirse tabii ki yanhs anlarlar! Burada var yani, evli adamlar bile bakar, niye yalan séyleyeyim. Ben
kendimi tanittim, korudum.Rahatsiz degilim. Ama kahveye oturuyorlar, durak da karsisinda, rahatsiz
oluyorum! (UM_Nazan)
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you are done. People here are looking for anything to make gossips.®
(UM_Neziha’s daughter)
By saying this, in fact, she complains that her wider social environment turns out to be an
oppressive second family:

For example my mom drives car, she recently got her driving license. Couple of
days ago we were driving through the Ramadan street at the permanent houses
district. ‘Where are you going? Why are you going?’ You have to explain and tell
everyone what you are doing.?® (UM_Neziha’s daughter)
This might show how especially women live in their neighbourhood. It seems as if the
neighbourhood is a house in itself, and broader family relationships are lived in there. It
also shows that it is harder for these women to struggle with their ‘curious’ neighbours

than with their husbands.

Here you meet people only at the funerals, memorial ceremonies or during patient
visits. Nowadays it is much better in terms of gathering during the wedding parties.
Now we are a united village but we have spent ten years. Once people started to
know each other we became like a family.?” (UM_Saime)
On the other hand, as being relocated to their new settlements, they face the problem of
exclusion by the previous settlers of the district. As it is told by the women, especially in
the first years, the old settlers of the neighbourhood did not accept them. Indeed, they
excluded them, and labeled them as if they came out of Diizce to get aid and social

houses®®. Sometimes, as in the case of Umcor neighbourhood, this conflict between the

two groups can lead to a physical intervention into the spaces of the new comers. This can

Binsanlari cok kotl buranin, nasil desem, illa ki okuyan insanin, illa ki, sinif arkadasi olabilir, erkek
olsun, kiz olsun. Birlikte gorseler adin gikar yani. Burdaki insanlar, nebiliyim ya, boyle dedikodu
yapacak malzeme ariyorlar. (UM_Neziha's daughter)

%Annem mesela araba kullaniyor, yeni aldi ehliyeti. Gegen Kalici Konutlardaki ramazan sokagina
gidiyorduk arabayla.’Nereye gidiyonuz? Niye gidiyonuz?’Hani nereye gidiyorsun diye herkese hesap
verecen Oyle gidecen gidecegin yere. (UM_Neziha’s daughter)

¥Burda insanlarla, cenaze, mevlid, hastalik ziyaretinde karsilasirsin insanlarla. Burda eski zamana
gore simdi duginde falan biraraya gelme daha g¢ok. Simdi tam kdy olduk ama koca 10 yil verdik.
insanlar birbirini taniyinca aile gibi de olduk. (UM_Saime)

% This approach is seen among people of Diizce commonly as Kiimbetoglu and her colleagues
mention in their research (Kiimbetoglu, 2005). If one does not know her/his neighbour, s/he directly
thinks that s/he is not from Dizce and came here after the earthquake to get aid. Especially
emphasis on the new comers’ coming from Eastern and Southeastern Anatolia and being Kurdish
was apperent. This was also the case for the women in our research. But they were sometimes
saying this to others and sometimes other were saying this to them.

93



disturb their privacy and make the inhabitants feel insecure in their home-place. According
to an interviewee, this happened recently, not in the first years of their settlement. This
indicates that integration has not been achieved in Gimiuspinar district, instead patterns of
socio-spatial exclusion and oppression is apperent among the old residents and new
comers.

Once we had a psycho. He was knocking at the windows and he came to the gates
during the night. It was just like in wild Texas here, there was a gun shooting. Then
we understood the reality. One of the village residents found a mentally ill person
and gave him some money. He didn’t want the families here; he was not against
any particular family but to all of them. We had scary moments; our husbands
were waiting on the roofs to provide the security. These happened last year. The
man who caused this trouble confessed. There were always military-polices here at
that time. The guy who initiated this is still here at the village but the psycho has
gone.® (UM_Sevgi)
In the case of UM houses, the main conflict is oriented around relocation or displacement.
Both among the new residents and between the old settlers and the new ones
respectively, the problems of integration seem not to have been managed more than 10
years after the settlement. Women are emphasizing the difference in their lives in terms of
their visibility and access to public services etc., which are parallel to their narratives in
prefabric spaces while struggling for social aids and to produce and resume their home-
places there. The phase of permanent houses on the other hand is more like returning to
pre-existing patterns of isolation within the home and the near environment. Moreover
the pre-disaster socio-spatiality of city center neighbourhoods seems far.

But, as they are excluded from the city and social facilities and though they do not
have much to do socio-spatially in their living environment, they still tend to challenge the
limits of their space. In this case, though as a continuation of their roles in the domestic
and social domains, they participate in school-family union in the only school of the village.
Working voluntarily at this school and participating in school-family union is widespread

among the women. Almost all of the interviewees had involved in this union both to care

for their own children and for other children.

¥ Bir ara sapigimiz vardi. Gece camlara vuruyor, kapilara dayaniyordu. Burasi Teksas gibiydi, silahlar
konustu. Sonradan anlasildi isin ash, koy halkindan biri, deli bulmus, vermis parayi. Bu haneleri
burada istemiyormus, birine degil herkese karsi birseymis. Korkulu anlar yasadik, gece sabahlara
kadar eslerimiz ¢atida, kapida nobet tuttu. Gegen yil oldu bunlar. Sonra bunu yaptiran itiraf etti.
Jandarma eksik olmazdi burdan o zaman. O kisi (yaptiran) hala burda, koyde, ama sapik gitti.
(UM_Sevgi)
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| took tasks and participated in the school-family board. | also became class mom
many times. There | was the head of the auditing board. Then our class teacher has
changed and | lost the motivation. And anyway, this year | am taking care of my
daughter. But once Rabia starts the school | may get involved again to the school
tasks.” (UM_Yaren)

To be in the school means necessarily to be close to their own children as Yaren plans to be
and it is a means of socialization too, as Naciye emphasizes as follows:

| was the president of school-family board for six years here. | have circumcised 50
kids. Sure. | have a plaque for my service. | did it, | did it for six years, and they still
want me to continue but | said | am done, | am tired. There are many boys waiting
for circumscision, | would still help. | have a good network; | worked together with
the governor, police commissioner, with all of them. | would still do it. Now at the
nearby village there is someone doing circumscision but the school director is not
satisfied. We talked yesterday, he said that | have been doing it better. You have to
be a little bit entrepreneurial, | earned money from all the stuff that | have done,
we did some fundraising events, some charity events some potlucks, and some
night events with live music at the soccer field in Altipinar. My brother-in-law was
in the historic military band, he told me not to worry about the parade. They came
with the band and played for about one hour. There was the governor, president of
the municipality... all were there. Then we did the circumcision event for 50 boys
separately. | was so much exhausted but it was worth it, it was all for the kids. |
even have a CD with the kids. There was no authority left that we didn’t get in
contact. ... Do you see, | have been more active here! Always here and there,
before | have never been involved. There is a difference between the educated and
non-educated ones. | only have elementary school degree, but working together
with teachers | also got influenced. | have experienced many things, together with
them every place we go | have learned how things work and how should | behave
(UM_Naciye).”*

*0kul-aile birliginde gorev yaptim. Sinif anneligi ¢cok yaptim. Orada denetleme kurulu baskaniydim.
Sonra 6gretmenimiz degisti, okuldan sogudum. Derken bu sene zaten ¢ocuk bakiyom. Ama Rabia
okula baslarsa belki yine girerim okul islerine. (UM_Yaren)

g yil okul aile birligi baskanhgi yaptim burda. Sunnet yaptm 50 tane cocuga. Tabi. Plaketim falan
var. Ben yaptm, bunlarla beraberdim. 6 sene yaptm, hala da istiyolar ama tmm yeter artk yoruldum.
Kesilcek cokmus da. sunnet evet, aman gene yardim ederim. Cunku hepsiyle, valisiyle, emniyet
midiriyle hepsiyle calistigim icin. Yaparim gene yani. Simdi altkdyden birileri ylritiyor ama o
memnun degil middrr, dun konustujk mudurle senn gibi yapamiyo dedi. Tabi heryere grip cikicaksin,
heryerden de para toplardim, kermesler yaptik, mantilar yaptik, eglenceli sazli. Top sahasi,
altinpinarin, hah orda yaptik, mehtar takiminda enistem vardi. tabi, hepsini yaptm, hatta son anda
cayildi, enistem mehtardaydi, baldiz sen sey yapma dedi, geldi, bir saat caldi, belediye baskanlari
vardi, vali vardi, emniyet mudiri vardi, hepsi vardilar. Evet, sunneti de ayri yaptk, 50 tane cocuktu.
cok kostum ama degdi, cocuklar icin deydi, hatta cd'm var. Deydi cocuklara. Girmedigimiz yer
kalmadi. ... Acildim burda biliyon mu, yok orda, daha dnce hic girmemistim, burda acildim. Egitimle
egitimsizin arasinda fark vardir ben mesela ilkokul mezunuydum, ogretmenler ogrtmendi, ama
onlarin yaninda haliyle acildim. Herseyi gordum. Girdigin yerlerde de herseyi egitim almis gibi oldum
onlarla, gordum vyani. Oturmasini kalkmasini da ogreniyosun, nasi oldugunu da biliyosun.
(UM_Naciye)
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With the positive outcomes for the women working outside such as being with children,
socialization, even participation in the courses of craft and reading-writing, we should keep
in mind that it causes more than a double bargain for women who has to deal with the
care both inside and outside the house without a pay.

Of course | am tired, there are five guys that | have to take care of, prepare the
meals and always keep the house tidy. My husband is very picky about this. Still |
have done all these with pleasure. | did the house keeping, ironing and everything,
but it was fun, it was worth doing all these for kids.”> (UM_Naciye)
For the women in Umcor Settlement, the neighbourhood relations are effected by the
socio-spatial pattern of the settlement. And women try to challenge the depressive
relationships in general with the close neighbor relations as well as the communitarian
voluntary work in the neighbourhood in the social domain. This could be because they

seem to be and perceive to be excluded from the urban services. In the following part their

challenge on work patterns will be put forward.

The Relation between the Physical Space and Waged Work Patterns of Women

As mentioned in the section where the relation of the space of temporary
settlements and the work patterns of women is discussed, the pre-earthquake patterns of
women’s formal work experience lead them to work also in post-disaster periods. For
instance, Yaren worked in a textile atelier before the earthquake and she says that before
her marriage she was familiar with that just like Melahat who also had worked in an atelier
before the earthquake when she was newly married. So it is possible to see a continuous
pattern of women’s involvement in the formal paid work sphere.

The work patterns in the post-disaster Umcor Housing environment on the other
hand are affected by the location of the settlement and the public transportation facilities
mostly. In that, the most obvious problem with the Umcor Settlement is its distance to the
downtown and limited job openings especially for the women who worked before the
earthquake in and around the central districts of the city.

Here we have a house but it is quite far, and the transport fee is high. We are also
far from the downtown, so we have no social life. It is harder to find a job. Since |

92Yorulmuyom ne demek 5 tane adam var basimda, yemegim, bi de beyim titiz, evi duzenli ister.
Ama gene de zevkle yaptim. Yaptim ev isini de utusunu de yaptim, ama zevkliydi, cocuklar icin de
degerdi. (UM_Naciye)
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know no one here | cannot ask anyone for baby sitting. There is no way to do a part
time job.”® (UM_ Nazan)

If kids or | want to work there is no shuttle to and from here. | was working when |
was single, after getting married | didn’t. After moving here | asked around and
they said the shuttles drop-off at around imteks.** (UM_Saime)

There is no other option or a factory plant where people can work apart from that textile
industry. Besides the jobs are limited, working from home is also not very feasible since the
homes are very small. The major criterion for women to find a job is that it should be in a
walking distance. The parquet atelier which enable people living in the neighborhood to
contribute to the economy is very close to the houses houses. Being restricted to the one-
two companies, the people here have to bear the heavy and bad working conditions. For
instance, Nuray has been working at the parquet atelier for seven years, but she explains
that she do so as there is no other alternative, or that she can not quit it because of the
need for money for the education and insurance of the kids though she is tired. Melahat
who started this job with Nuray’s help says that she wouldn’t work if she really did not
need the money as well. Melahat explains her work as follows:

There is no job description, people who work there do all types of tasks, and it is
always a very dynamic and chaotic environment. For example we place the long
timbers to the machine where they are chopped and cut, and the end product is
like parquet. Outside the trucks bring the timber that is five, nine or twelve cm
thick and first you unload them and place in grill form. Then those are sent to the
ovens where they are cured. This is heavy job, we get very tired. They make the
women do men’s tasks... Men, different from us, do the gluing. They stick the 5cm
thick woods to each other. Their sector is separated from ours. They also do the
cutting. But still it is a very tiring job. | was weighing more than right now, since |
started in the factory | lost tenkg, this is heavy job. In my department there are 27
women managed by male chiefs. The men are in a different sector separated by a
huge curtain. There are some women working there as well but | don’t know
exactly what they do and how many they are.”® (UM_Melahat)

» Burada ev var ama yol ¢ok uzak, yol parasi da ¢ok. Burada ¢ok uzak kaldik ¢arsiya, higbir sosyal
faaliyet yok.Is bulmak ¢ok zorlasti. Bir de benim burda ¢evrem olmadigl igin, iste cocugu birakayim,
ara ara ¢alisayim diyebilecegim bir durum yok. (UM_Nazan)

94(;ocuklar caliscak olsa, ben calisacak olsam servis yok buraya. Bekarken calistim, evlenince
calismadim. Buraya gelince sordum, imteks’in orda birakiyor servisler. (UM_Saime)

*Orada cahisanlarin tek bir isi yok, herkes her isi yapiyor, hep kosturmaca orasi. Mesela makinaya
uzun tahtalari veriyosun, torna gibi, ordan parke olarak gikiyor. Disarda izgara yapiyosun. Koca tir
geliyor, tirlarda 5 lik, 9 luk, 12 lik tahtalar var, onlari bosaltiyoz, onlari paletin {izerine 1zgara yaparak
yerlestiriyoz. Onlar firina gidiyor, firindan sonra parke oluyor. Agir is ama, ¢ok yoruluyoz. Erkek isini
kadina yaptiriyolar yani. ... Erkekler bizden farkh yapistirma yapiyolar.5 cm lik mallari birbirine
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Nuray complains about the long working hours saying that she feels so tired most of the
time and just cannot handle anything. She says:

During the extra working hours you are more tired. In the winter we do not have

extra work a lot. But in the summer since the supplies are more we stay a lot for

extra hours, at least twice a week. One night | stayed until 2.30am.*® (UM_Nuray)
Despite the complaints about the heavy workload and working hours, though not totally,
going out from the house the private domain, for the sake of getting into a formal paid
work, a kind of a public domain together with their husbands, adds to their well-being as
Nuray reminds:

| was in depression when | was not working. From all senses you do not get
satisfied if you are not working. When | work at a job | get all what | want. | can buy
whatever | like. | ask only health from God, nothing more.”” (UM_Nuray)

The most apparent criterion is said to be the proximity of the atelier to the houses as in the
case of Melahat and Nuray who come back to their houses at lunch break to look after the
kids and keep up the house. Flowing through the paid and unpaid work roles in daytime

added to the tiredness of the work in the atelier:

It is very close to my place, just a couple of minutes; in case of emergency | can
always run home. That’s why... | get out from home at 8.00am and walk for 10
minutes to my work. The lunch break is between 12.30-1.30pm. | have my lunch at
the company and then run home to serve lunch to kids and fire the stove for
heating. Then | run back to my job. At 5.30pm | am back at home.” (UM_Melahat)

yapistiriyolar. Onlarin bolimiuyle bizim bolim ayri. Erkekler mal kesiyor, bayanlar ayri. Cok yorucu
ama. Ben daha da sismandim, fabrikaya girdikten sonra 10 kilo verdim; agir is. Benim bolimimde 27
kisi var, kadin, yanimizda erkek ustalar da oluyor tabii. Erkekler ayri bélimde ama onlarin ¢alistig
yerde de arada koca bir perde var, serit gibi, orda kadinlar da var. Ama o bolimleri tam bilmiyom,
kag kisi var falan. (UM_Melahat)

96 . . o ..

Mesai de olunca ¢ok yorgunluk oluyor. Mesai kisin pek olmuyor ama yazin ¢ok mal oldugu igin
mesai ¢ok oluyor. Haftada iki sefer falan oluyor. Bir aksam 2 bucguga kadar kaldigim oldu.
(UM_Nuray)

97 . . e -

Calismadigim zaman sikintihlydim. Her acgidan, istedigini alamiyorsun. GCalisinca herseyimi
alabiliyorum. Gider alirrm biseyde gdzim kalsin. Allah saglik versin baska bisey de istemiyom zaten.
(UM_Nuray)

%5 dk’lik yol, acil bisey olsa kosup gelebilirim. O yizden... Sabah 8 de ¢ikiyom, yiriyerek gidiyom, 10
dakka sdriyor. 12.30-13.30 arasi 6gle tatili. Fabrikada 6gle yemegimi yiyip kostur kostur eve
geliyom, cocuklarin pemegini veriyom, sobalarini yakiyom, onlari tembihliyom, kiiglik olduklari igin.
Sonra kostur kostur yine ise gidiyom. Aksam 5 bugukta eve geliyom tekrar. (UM_Melahat)
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There are other alternatives of work at the school and in the textile factory plants within
the relatively near environment as well. For instance before her job in Standart Parquet,
Melahat worked at the school just as her husband did and still does:

Five years ago | was working as janitor at the school. It was a nice and easy job,
going in the morning and coming in the evening. | was serving tea and coffee. | was
pregnant to my son at that time. | worked all nine months during the pregnancy, |
quit in June and my son was born in July. How did | get the job? They were looking
for someone and the president of family-school board asked me whether | was
interested. | started and everyone was pleasant with my job | was doing. | am still
in contact with the teachers there, we call each other. | quit but thanks God my
husband still works there. We have started to work in the school together with my
husband, now it is his seventh year.”® (UM_Melahat)
And finally we need to add the effect of women’s role as the caregiver in the family to the
variety of her decisions she has to make while entering the public sphere. As the so-called
front open/ semi-open spaces provide the children with a space to play with easy control
over them by the women, some of the interviewees say that thay can easily look after one
another’s children as paid work. For instance while Yaren works in textile factory, Gl looks
after her child. After that while Melahat works in parquet atelier, Yaren looks after her
child. And this solution made it easier for the women to go to work outside the house. But
deeper than that, to raise a child seems to be the most striking kind of work in here by all
means also as most of the interviewees tell. As Melahat, Sevgi, Naciye, Saime, Neziha etc
point out, , the load on the women in terms of emotional labour is increased dramatically.
Since trust in wider sense is not built within the neighbourhood, women can not totally

leave their children and go for short distance workplaces and come home at noon or in an

emergency.

%5 yil 6nce okulda hademelik yaptim. Sabah gidip aksam geliyordum, rahatti yani. Cayciydim. Orda
calistigimda ogluma hamileydim.9 ay hamileyken calistim. Haziranda biraktim, temmuzda oglum
dogdu. Bu is nasil oldu diyorum; isci ariyorlardi, okul aile birligi baskani, Melahat dedi sen misaitsin,
temizsin, okula girer misin dedi. Girdim, ¢cok memnun kaldilar, hala goriisiiriz 6gretmenlerle de
telefonla falan. Ben ayrildim ama esimi birakmadilar allah razi olsun. Esimle beraber girdik okula,
onun 7.Senesi olacak. (UM_Melahat)
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4.3. Women'’s Experiences within a Participatory Social Housing Environment Located in

the Housing Development District of the City
4.3.1. Spatial Patterns of Women in Beyciler Blue Crescent Housing District

The Location of the Settlement in Urban Scale

The housing site is located in Beyciler district, positioned to the northern axis of
the city, which is determined as the axis of development for housing in the city plan of
Dizce. It is three km away from city center by vehicle, but by public transportation it takes
a minimum of 20 minutes as the busses drive through nearby villages. The problem with
the access to city center is not only the duration of public transportation but also also the
rarety of it. Also, although it is a 40-minute walk to the city center, walking is not preferred,
because the way to city center is characterized by vehicular traffic, and it discourages
pedestrian traffic. Therefore we can certainly mention a difficulty in terms of reaching to

the city center, a problem about which the interviewees are also not happy with.

TOKi-(1+1) Social Houses

Google earth

2.87 km

Figure 4-13. Near Environment of Blue Crescent Houses

However, despite the difficulty of commuting, the residents seem more or less hopeful
about a better future in public services. As the site is on the urban development axis, many
other housing sites are being built both by state organizations and by private sector. They
believe that it will cause an improvement in public services, transportation included.

Leman indicates both complaints and hopes as follows:
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We want the local government to invest here. There is only one bus service per
hour, we have complaints about that. Maybe they will place extra services once the
TOKI settlements are completed.’® (BC_Leman)
Another point to be mentioned is that the physical distance to the city center does not only
mean that the inhabitants cannot reach them out, but also that the infrastructure services
do not arrive at the post-disaster housing space. Infrastructure services and other public
services come to the very close neighborhoods but skip Beyciler. The inhabitants accuse
the local authorites and the headmen of negligence. Leman states her thoughts as follows:

The current district chief was elected with votes from here but he is still working
for his previous district. They launched natural gas pipelines until the entrance of
Beyciler, the roads were widened, the creek was taken care of but they ignored
here. TOKI constructions started after this place, but they have natural gas lines
done. We write letters to the local government asking for the natural gas, hope
they agree.’” (BC_Leman)
Interviewees’ concerns are not limited to the lack of infrastructure services. Not being able
to reach social services for themselves and the kids also constitutes a problem. The city
center is far away and and hardly unreachable. Their neighbourhood and they are also out
of the sight of the authorities, which ends up being forgotten during service providing.

Ebru’s husband summarizes the situation as follows:

The authorities ignored here a lot; they focused more on the center. Youngs are
hanging out safely there, they have playgrounds for sport and everything. The
suburbs are left behind. This is also the fault of the district chief. Places like here
are ruled by the disctric chiefs, they have to ask from the central administration for
such things. They have to insist and fight for it!"® (BC_Ebru’s Husband)

Spatial Characteristics witihin the Settlement
Within the site there is a primary school, a kindergarden, a pharmacy, small shops,
a military police station, a rehabilitation center, a small healthcare center, one playground

and a bus line. At first glance, superior to Umcor settlement, all these facilities seem to be

1% Biz istiyoruz ki belediye sahip ciksin. Saat basi tek araba var ondan sikayetgiyiz. Simdi TOKi biterse
belki daha sik araba gelir.

101$imdiki muhtar buranin oyuyla geldi, hala eski mahallesine calisiyor. Beycilerin girisine dogalgaz
geldi, yollar genisledi, dere islahi yapildi ama buradan trans gecti. TOKi bizden sonra yapildi, oraya
dogalgaz geldi, buraya gelmedi. (BC_Leman)

%idarenin eksikligi cok var burda.Hep merkeze odaklandilar, orada civil civil gengler kosturuyor,

spor seyleri var hep.Kenar mahalleler atilmis mahalleler.. O da muhtarlarin sugu aslinda, buralari
muhtarlar idare ediyor, isteyecek merkezden, bagira ¢agira isteyecek! (BC_Ebru’s husband)
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enough for a settlement of this scale. However the interviews display that they are not as
efficient as they are supposed to be on the social life of the inhabitants. For example, there
was a foundation building, planned to be the social center of the neighbourhood. In order
to fulfill this function, in the beginning some workshops were organized at the foundation.
Young girls attended these workshops, but later on those workshops were stopped; now
there isn’t any workshop going on. After that, there was another intitiative for putting the
building in use again for social purposes and Kouran classes were launched in the building.
However they also had show lives and were closed after one-two months. Afterwards
respectively it became a grocery store, a coffee shop, a charity center, but none survived

and now the building is empty.

Google eart

41 km
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Figure 4-14. Spatial Layout of Blue Crescent Settlement

As for the spatial layout of the site, the whole settlement is composed of 168
houses; 42 housing blocks each including four adjacent two-storey units. At first glance the
site gives the impression of a middle-class suburban settlement with each four-unit blocks
designed within a surrounding garden in a gridal design layout. This kind of design creates a
compulsory and artificial state of being “close”. This suburban design implies that a
homogenous group of like-minded people would enjoy living that “close” to each other,
which is also partially true for the women living in Beyciler. On the one hand they
repeatedly say that it is a pleasure to come together in the common garden of the houses
with the “preferred” neighbours, especially in the summer time. On the other hand, in the

case of Beyciler, the same shared common garden can ironically become a source of
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conflict among the community in terms of rules and a means of vialotion of privacy for the
women. We argue that the inhabitants gathering on the site by chance without a
delibarete decision of where to live have not provided the anticipated outcome of
“harmoniously living together” in the community. This issue will be dealt with in details in

the next section.

Figure 4-15. View of Blue Crescent Settlement, looking to North

Spatial Organization within the Houses

Blue Crescent Housing Units are four adjacent blocks, two-storey houses with front
gardens as mentioned above. Blue Crescent Houses are nearly 90 m2 and two-storey
houses. The entrance to the house is through a veranda. By the entrance of the house, on
the right is the kitchen then wet space and accross there is the bedroom. On the left is the
living room through where one can pass to the other room downstairs and the upper floor
by the staircase in this space. On the upper floor the staircase opens up to a hall like living

room through where one can reach the seperate room.
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Generally, women are pleased with their houses spatially in BC Houses. And this is
consistent with the findings of the quantitative survey conducted here by Erinsel and
Onder (2010). According to them, among 100 respondents of the questionnaire, the
majority is satisfied with spatial qualities of the houses. The criteria are all related with
physical attributes of the houses but as the survey does not include a gender dimension, it
is not possible to make a broader comparison. As it is mentioned also in their study, with
reference to the study of Tas and his colleagues (2007), in the post-disaster houses in
Gundogdu, Kocaeli, residents’ rate of satisfaction from the houses were high although the
standards were not met by the houses. It is said that high satisfaction rates are due to the
residents’ low standard of housing before the earthquake.

In our case, we also observe that there is satisfaction with the houses. In the
narratives, most of the women said that their homes before earthquake had bad living
conditions such as poor daylight, humidity; they were old and dirty, sometimes lacked even
a kitchen or bathroom. Mice and insects were everywhere etc. unlike their new homes.
Nebahat describes her pre-earthquake house in the city center as follows:

| got married and moved to Diizce, settled in Aziziye district. The house was
horrible and there was dumpness, so | got sick at that place. We lived there for
seven years, there was no balcony, nothing. We stayed there because we couldn’t
afford anything better. In this two storey house my land lord was living upstairs
and they had big sewing machine for making clothes, these machines made a lot of
noise. My landlords were working as janitor in the hospital, and me and the other
tenant were washing their carpets and rugs. The land lord had a bathroom
upstairs; the first floor was divided into two. We were two tenants, the apartment
of the other tenant was beautiful and sunny; mine wasn’t. Of course you are not
forced to stay there but we didn’t have any money. If | had the income that | have
now | wouldn’t stay there. The other tenant had a bathroom and three bedrooms.
Mine was a two-bedroom apartment and the bathroom was outside, seperated.
These houses are still there, they didn’t get destroyed, 30-year--old houses. | really
do not want to remember these!'®® (BC_ Nebahat)

'BEvlenip Diizce’ye geldik, Aziziye Mahallesi’ne yerlestik. Ev ok kétiiydii, rutubet falan vardi, orada

hastalandim. Yedi sene oturdum orda, balkonu falan higbirseyi yoktu, ¢iinkii durumum iyi degildi. iki
kath evde, Ustte evsahibi oturuyordu, Ustte blyik makinalari vardi dikis dikiyordu, ¢ok girilti
oluyordu. Ev sahipleri hastanede temizlik¢i olarak calisiyordu, biz diger kiraciyla birlikte onlarin
kilimlerini falan yikardik. Evsahibinin Ustte tuvaleti falan vardi, alt kati ikiye bélmislerdi. iki
kiraciydik, diger kiracinin evi glzeldi, giinesaliyordu, benimki almiyordu, seni zorla oturtmuyor tabii
ama durumum yoktu. Simdiki glicim olsa orada durmazdim. Diger kiracida tuvalet vardi, lic odaydi,
benim taraf iki oda, glines almaz, tuvaleti, suyu hep disardaydi. Bu evler hala duruyor, yikilmadi, otuz
yillik evler... Onlari hig hatirlamak istemiyom yaa! (BC_Nebahat)
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What Nebahat describes is true for more than half of the interviewees. The pre-earthquake
houses had almost the same spatial pattern: The owner of the house or married children of
them lived on the upper storey and the tenant in the lower. As Diizce has high humidity
rates, the ground floor or semi-basement floor was hard to live in. Many of the women say
that before the earthquake they were living as extended families. Some were sharing the
house with other families as one family taking one room. As landowners divided the floor
one part would be lack a kitchen, even a bathroom, as is clear from Nebahat’s account.
Apart from these positive outcomes of the Blue Crescent Houses, having balconies
opening to the garden adds to the perception of spaciousness by the women. Despite the
drawback of violating privacy of row houses in certain situations, women mention the
importance of garden-houses for their well-being. Almost all of the interviewees indicate
the superiority of their garden-houses to the apartments in terms of the ease to get out to
the garden or to the neighbors. For most of the inhabitants having a table in the garden
and spending sometime sitting and chatting appear to be good and possible enough to be
content with the Blue Crescent houses. Also, dealing with the garden and planting issues is

a means of pleasure for them.

Figure 4-16. Spaces of ‘breathing’ for women in Blue Crescent Houses
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Another reason of their satisfaction with their present houses is their own
participation in making of the houses. Physical qualities of the houses, participation in the
construction and seeing the finished work put Blue Crescent houses into a different
position in the perception of the interviewees. Yet, physical qualities of the houses and the
interviewees’ participation in the construction indirectly results with a negative outcome:
they tell that even if they are not satisfied with the social environment they cannot give up
their houses, their space, and their labour within (not paying rent is another dimension).
There are women who tell ‘I wish this house was not mine so that | can move to another
place’.

So it follows that it is not enough to be satisfied with the physical conditions of the
living environment. We will now discuss that in terms of gender roles and social relations
on the levels of home, neighbourhood and waged work, the interviewees’ perception of

post-earthquake housing sites could change.

4.3.2. The Impacts of Blue Crescent Housing Environment on the Gendered Lives of

Women

The Relation between the Physical Space and the Relations of Women at Home

It is observed that with the loss of the house, which means the private domain for
women, right after the earthquake the struggle for home became apparent for the women
as a continuation of their roles in the private domain. In the case of Blue Crescent Houses,
where the beneficiaries worked in construction, the construction phase was difficult,
especially for the single women like Leman; they worked going back and forth between
their previous homes and future homes.

| worked for one year in these houses. Together with my kids, | had moved to
Golyaka to my parents’ place. | commuted between Goélyaka and here. | was
getting out at 6.30am to be here at 8.00am. | had to make one transfer with bus,
some times | was walking from the transfer stop. We have carried the bricks and
prepared the concrete, also placed the pavements with the vibration device.'®
(BC_Leman)

%8y evlerde 1 sene calistim. Prefabrikten ¢ikinca ailemin yanina Golyaka’ya gegmistim

cocuklarla.Golyaka’ dan gidip geldim buraya da. 6 bucgukta evden cikip 8de burada olmaya
calisiyordum.2 vasitayla geliyordum, bazen ilk vasitadan sonra yiirliyordum. Burada biz, tugla tasidik,
harg kardik, titresim makinesiyle parapetleri biz yaptik. (BC_Leman)
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It is apparent that this process caused an extraordinary workload for these women within
the private sphere of home-making. But it also carried the women to a kind of social
sphere where they built and worked for the community while they did not know during the
construction who would move to which house. After all, when the houses were specified
by draw, works to be finished inside the house were left to the beneficiaries with the
intention that they could personalize their own living environments. But for the women
like Leman, who were single and not supported by the relatives, it was hard to deal with it:

When my husband died, | was cleaning houses for 25 Lira. | was living in a
temporary house and getting charity at religious holidays. | saved them, financially
that helped me a lot. | fixed and built the interior of the house myself. There are
houses where the walls are still not finished although they have men inside. |
cannot live in that way, | do not like it; it should be beautiful. | didn’t give up and
darken my world, | cannot accept it. If | had done so | probably would have gone
mad and now would be institutionalized at Bakirkdy. | struggled, my husband died
and after 15-20 days | started working as a cleaning lady. Always
struggling...'®(BC_Leman)

But as Leman mentions, though it was hard to overcome, it was also a means of struggle in
positive terms to hold on to life after such losses. As an expected result, after such a
process, the meaning of their post-disaster homes was established in line with this

struggle. And after all, the house becomes indispensable for Leman:

My children want to move back to our old neighborhood (Aziziye), but how can we
afford the rent? | had been living in a rental apartment for fifteen years; | am fed
up with rents. Would | prefer to move out from my own house? | do not like my
village but | like it here. This is my place; | tell my children that | will not leave here
even if they do not want to stay here in the future. They do not like the
neighborhood. But since we worked hard to build this place, | will not leave it.'*
(BC_Leman)

Similarly, Macide worked alone during the constructions. Macide’s husband was alive but

went abroad because the company he worked for transferred the business to Ukraine right

105Beyim oldigiinde 25 liraya eve temizlige gidiyordum. Prefabrikteyken bana fitre falan verirlerdi,
biriktirdim, maddi yonden destek ¢ikti. Bu evin igini ben yaptim, evinde erkek olup da sivatmayan,
oyle oturan var hala, ben sevmem, diizgiin, glizel olacak.Kocam yok diye ¢6zilip de icimi karartip
oturmayi sevmezdim, dyle yapsam kafayi yer, Bakirkdy’ de olurdum. Miicadele ettim, benim esim
oldd, 15-20 giin sonra temizlige gittim, hep kosturma... (BC_Leman)

106Cocuklar eski mahallemize(Aziziye Mahllesi) tasinalim diyor ama nasil kira verecez, ben de 15 sene

kirada oturdum. Kiradan biktigim igin artik... Evimi birakip ¢ikmak ister miyim?Kendi kdyimi
sevmem ama burayi seviyorum, burasi benim mekanim, burayi birakmam diyom c¢ocuklara ilerde
burada durmak istemezlerse.Onlar gevreden dolayi istemiyorlar.Ama burasi kendi alinterimizle
oldugu i¢in, birakmam. (BC_Leman)
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after the earthquake. He has been living in Ukraine for the last thirteen years. Macide
wants to divorce but as the house is registered to her, her husband does not agree on
divorce. She explains further below:

| would offer the house to him, just to let him out from my life but kids disagreed. |
spent two whole years to make this house as it is now. My elder daughter
supported me. She said “while he was having fun with other women there, you
built this house, never give up on it”.** (BC_Macide)
Although in her case, it is the kids not her who resisted on keeping the house, it should not
go unnoticed that the physical efforts and emotional difficulties of the women during the
construction mean a lot. This way the house results in the conflict between the social
environment and an identity construction. Sometimes it seems as if the only thing that
binds them to their neighbourhoods is their socio-economic condition and their tie with
their homes:
“There is nothing that | enjoy here, | always want to leave. But | can’t give up on my

house.”'® (BC_Nebahat)

| have been living here for nine years and haven’t liked the environment at all. For

example sometimes | wish that | didn’t have this house and lived in Burhaniye

district. | would agree to pay rent there. '*®(BC_Macide)
In addition to this specific condition of the Blue Crescent Houses, an outcome of a self-help
and participation based project as described in previous section, the women are satisfied
with the physical space of the houses. And different from the temporary settlements and
Umcor Houses which were small in size (30-40 m2), Blue Crescent Houses are nearly 90 m2
and moreover they are two-storey houses. So the size and the spatial organization of the
house provide the spatial hierarchy in terms of privacy when needed. Almost all of the
interviewees living in the prefabric units as well as Umcor houses complain about the lack

of privacy in the private space of home whereas here in Blue Crescent houses it seems that

1974gy senin olsun” diyecektim,“yeter ki ¢cik hayatimdan” diyecektim, cocuklar karsi ¢ikti. Bu ev iki
senede benim emegimle bu hale geldi. Blyik kizim bana destek g¢ikti, “o orada kadinlarla cirit
atarken, sen evi yaptin, sakin evi verme” dedi. (BC_Macide)

1%Byrada hosuma giden hichir sey yok, hep gitmek istiyorum. Ama bir yandan da evime

kiyamiyorum. (BC_Nebahat)

1059 yildir burada oturuyorum, burdaki ortami hi¢ begenmedim; ben mesela keske bu ev benim

olmasaydi da orada (Burhaniye Mahallesi) kalsaydim, kirada kalmaya razi olurdum, dedigim oluyor.
(BC_Macide)

108



all of the interviewees are satisfied both with the size and interior spatial organization of
the houses. For instance when talking about her home Hanife from BC Houses emphasizes
firstly and mostly its spatial character that makes it easy to host guests and live with the
children:

| really like that there are two rooms upstairs. It is very convenient, once we have
guests they stay there. The house is big; three bedrooms are enough for me.*
(BC_Hanife)

Figure 4-17. View from a living room in Blue Crescent Houses

However, neither the infrastructure nor the level of income is consistent with the extensive
size of the houses. In theory, this kind of row houses of two-storey with a small garden
could be considered to have the all the main infrastructure such as gas for heating,
electiricity etc. In addition, the owner is expected to be able to pay the bills for all these
kind of utilities. Nevertheless it is not true for the residents of the Blue Crescent Houses.

Leman, for instance, complains about not having natural gas pipe line in the settlement,

%8y evde Ustte iki oda olmasini cok seviyom. Misafir olunca yukari ¢ikiyor, rahat oluyor. Ev genis, Ug¢

oda yetiyor bana.Mustakilligini de seviyorum. (BC_Hanife)
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but right after that she admits that even if there was the line, she could not afford it: “We
write letters to the local government asking for the natural gas, hope they agree. Well even

#1111 (BC_Leman). In Leman’s

if they launch natural gas we can not afford it for heating
house, there is only one firestove in the smallest room and the rest of the house is not
heated. This goes all the same around the Blue Crescent Houses. The intervieweesoften
put the firestove in the living room, and in winter time they use only some of the rooms.
Despite the lack of infrastructure and high cost of maintenance, almost all
interviewees tell that this is their own place, and therefore better. The expected problem
of housekeeping is not even mentioned as a problem. On the other hand, when it comes to
the issue of ‘domestic labour’ or ‘care’ of the children as the most emphasized role of the
women in the private sphere, we could observe that just like the previous post-disaster
settlements of prefabricated houses and Umcor houses, this settlement is also affected by
the characteristics of the social environment. Leman explains her attitude towards her kids

and compares it with the others living in the same neighbourhood as follows:

| didn’t let my kids outside even when they were studying at the university. We
played all kinds of board games together at home, just not to let them go to the
coffee shops... But in here, the kids are outside until midnight, parents do not look
for them, they are just very free. Now it is winter, that is why it is quiet. In the
summer time every one is outside... Our neighborhood here is nice and clean. In
the summer, the streets a couple blocks away are like Sulukule, full of unattended
kids.'*? (BC_Leman)

Leman tries to make the home-place in such a wat that she could tie her children to the
home and not the outside which she does not think so high of. Ebru, similarly, emphasizes

her own role in controlling her kids at home.

The friendship environment of the children is not so good here. My eyes are always
on them until the evening, | do not give them this chance. Most of the parents do

111DiIekc;e yazdik verdik dogalgaz icin, insallah gelir, gerci gelse de karsilayamayiz, tabii hepsini

yakamayiz. (BC_Leman)

"2Ben cocuklar Universitedeyken bile disari salmazdim. Okey, tavla ne oynanacaksa, kahveye

gitmesin evde otursunlar diye, hep birlikte oynardik, eve alistirmak igin... Ama burada 12’ye kadar
cocuklar disarda, aileler gagirmaz ¢ocuklari, basibos. Simdi kis o ylzden sakin, yazin insanlar hep
disarda... Bizim oturdugumuz bu gevre iyi, temiz. Su ilerki sokaklar yazin Sulukule gibi oluyor, ¢oluk
cocuk disarda. (BC_Leman)
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not care much; kids easily get alcohol and start smoking. | am strongly against it
and do as much as | can not to send them out.’”® (BC_Ebru)
It is seen that the gender roles at home is directly related with the social environment of
the neighbourhood as the women try to protect their children from the others outside as
mothers. In the following section, the relation between the spatial characteristics and

social relations of the neighbourhood will be explained further.

The Relation between the Physical Space and the Relations of Women in the
Neighbourhood

The process of construction of their houses contributed much to constructing
social relations among the women. As it is told by many, in the construction phase, despite
its difficulties, a collectivity was achieved. Although women were in a position which is a
continuity of their roles in traditional domestic domain, getting out of the house and
participating in production —whether it is paid or not- together with other men and
women, prevented women from being isolated in post-disaster environments. But the
major problem they all mentioned was the collapse of this collectivity, solidarity patterns
within a few months after they moved into the houses. An interviewee’s observations:

In the early days when we came, the friendship at the working place was very
good. You would work together and do much different stuff. People were helping
each other. We were very happy and thought that it would be the same when we
moved to the houses. After moving in, nobody looked after each other anymore.
We met with Reyhan at work and became really close. Then we made friends with
some others, but they started to gossip, and me and Riyam quarreled. It all
happened within the first three-four months after moving here...*** (BC_Macide)

We can feel a sense of nostalgia in their comparison of the present socio-spatial patterns
with the pre-earthquake ones. . References to the old neighbourhoods are common as

reaction to the sudden losses of both the space and social relation in it. Macide and

Nebahat are two who have a strong feel of nostalgia for their neighbourship:

113(;ocuklarln arkadas cevreleri iyi degil, ama aksama kadar Ustlerindeyim o firsati vermiyorum

onlara. igki, sigara, burda rahatlikla yapiyolar, aileler ilgilenmiyor hic. Ben ¢ok karsiyim, elimden
geldigince yollamiyorum diyor. (BC_Ebru)

Mk geldigimiz zaman, ¢alisma ortaminda arkadaslik ¢ok iyiydi. Beraber galistyorsun, her turli isi

yapiyorsun. insanlar birbirine yardimci oluyordu. Cok sevindik, evlere tasininca da 6yle olacak
sandik. Tasininca kimse kimseyi tanimaz oldu. Reyhan ile mesela galisirken tanistik, cok iyiydi aramiz.
Sonradan aramiza birkag kisiyi aldik, baktik onlar aramizda laf tasidilar, biz onunla darildik. Buraya
tasininca 3-4 ayda oldu bu mevzu... (BC_Macide)
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Compared to the previous neighborhood this place is not worth a penny. There we
used to have nice neighbors and friendships, but here everyone is looking for any
type of simple, little faults. | have been living here for nine years. | do not see
anyone except two friends... Elmas (the tailor) and Reyhan. Since the beginning, |
haven’t made contact with anyone, | didn’t need it. There are some that | see from
Burhaniye (her previous district); actually most of these people are all spread
around... There were no gossips in my old neighborhood, everyone was so direct
and would talk to youe face. But here it is complicated, there is no friendship. In
the old neighborhood there were love and respect to each other. For example | had
financial difficulties and so | moved out from my parents-in-law’s place. | needed
furniture and my friends never left me in need of anything, here even when you
scream “l am dying” no one will come and ask what is going on." (BC_Macide)

When | was living in Aziziye we used to go to each other’s places, there was no
discrimination. Most of the neighbors were from Diizce but still there were visits.
We used to cook together etc. We were all from the same neighborhood; there
was no one from somewhere else. | cannot say bad things about here, these aren’t
bad people. But on TV they say that nowadays everywhere is like this, life is
changing and so the visits between neighbors are decreasing.''® (BC_Nebahat)

Though she wants to keep in touch with her previous neighbours, Nebahat on the other
hand says it is not possible to do so under her restrictive conditions:

My old neighbors are still in the previous neighborhood, but | cannot visit them, |
have to take two busses. Of course you miss those days. Mostly | miss my youth
life; we were very comfortable at that time. For the last two years | have been
going to my daughter and taking care of my grandchild, nothing else...'”
(BC_Nebahat)

sk mahalleyle kiyaslayinca burasi on para etmez. Orada komsuluk, dostluk vardi, burada en ufak

bir seyde acgigini arayan var. 9 yildir burada oturuyorum. Ben burada kimseyle goérismem, 2
arkadasim var sadece onlarla... ElImas abla (terzi), Reyhan. Bastan beri kimseyle goérismedim, gerek
duymadim. Burhaniye’den (eski mahallesi) falan goristiklerim var, gergi ¢ogu insanlar dagildi
artik..iste eski mahallede yoktu dedikodu, ne sdyleyeceksen yiiziine sdyleniyordu.Ama burasi ¢ok
karisik ya, dostluk hi¢ yok.Eski mahallede saygi sevgi coktu. Mesela benim maddi imkansizhgim ¢ok
oldu, haliyle ayrildim kayinvalidemin yanindan, esya lazim, arkadas ¢evrem beni hicbir seye muhtag
etmezdi. Burada, sen, 6liyom desen, bir allah’in kulu gelip ne oldu demez. (BC_Macide)

116Aziziye’de iken, Evlere gitme gelme olurdu, ayrim se¢im orada yoktu.Komsular genelde Diizceliydi
ama gorusllirdi. Beraber kisir yapardik vb. kendi mahallemizden arkadaslarimizdi hep baska
mahalleden yoktu. Burayi da koétlilemeyeyim, kotl insan yok. Ama televizyonlarda diyor artik her yer
oyle, hayat degisiyor, goriismeler azaliyor diye... (BC_Nebahat)

WEgki komsularim hala eski mahallemde ama ben gidemiyorum, 2 araba degistirmem lazim.insan

ariyor tabii o glnleri.Asil kizkenki hayatimi ¢ok arlyorum, o zaman ¢ok rahattik. 2 senedir zaten
cocuk bakiyom, kizima gidiyom, baska bir sey yapamiyom... (BC_Nebahat)
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The same is true for Hanife who cannot often go to downtown because of the economic
problems. As her physical connection with the downtown and her old neighbourhood in
the downtown is restricted, her social relations within the settlement are restricted as well:

Burhaniye was closer to the downtown; we used to go out a lot. Even when we did
not have to buy anything we were hanging out with neighbors just to have a walk.
But now, even we have some needs we avoid going there since it has become
costly. You know the public bus ticket and so... We stay at home since we do not
have the income. My husband and kids are going from time to time if needed, but |
usually do not go as long as there is no other option..."**(BC_Hanife)

It is hard to talk about a community formation in the whole settlement of Blue Crescent
neighbourhood. But close neighbours form a kind of solidarity in groups so that they can
socialize, work collectively in the neighborhood and take care of each other’s children to

some extent.

Here we are three-four families that are very good with each other, this is enough.
Of course not everyone is good, there are some who fight and quarrel. One of my
neighbors is widow, she is older than me but we see each other in every occasion,
we are very close.'*” (BC_Leman)

Hanife, for instance, finds two of her neighbours closer than her daughter as they are

closer physically:

| have two close neighbors. | share everything with them, even my fights with my
husband. Do you share things with your daughter? When | wake up | see my
neighbors first, how can | see my daughter, so | share everything with my
neighbors first.*® (BC_Hanife)

Once they can form such small groups, tthe gardens become dynamic as these open spaces

provide a convenient environment for such gatherings.

mBurhaniye, merkeze yakindi, c¢ikiyorduk. Bir sey almasak da komsularla dolasmaya cikiyorduk.
Simdi ihtiyac olsa da ¢ikamiyoz, masrafli oluyor. Dolmus parasi falan... Cikmiyoz yani, gelir de
olmayinca. Esim, cocuklar falan yine gider gerektikce de ben hele hi¢ gitmem. Anca ¢ok mecbur
kalinca... (BC_Hanife)

"°Bizim burada 3-4 hane cok iyiyiz, o da yetiyor zaten. Tabii iyi olmayanlar, tartisan kavga edenler de

var birbiriyle. Esi olmayan bir komsum var, benden biylk ama ne zaman olsa girer ¢ikariz
birbirimize, esler olmayinca oyle... cok yakiniz birbirimize.(BC_Leman)

ki tane yakin komsum var. Aksam adamla kavga olsun yine onlarla paylasirim. Kizinla paylasir

misin diyorum; sabah kalktim mi komsularimi goriyom, kizi nerde goreceksin, dnce komsularla
paylasirim. (BC_Hanife)
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In the summer time we have tea all together in the garden. We also prepare thin
sheet dough together. But of course there are people who don’t even say hi to
each other.” (BC_Leman)

In the summer we see each other almost everyday, we sit together in the garden.
Her husband: Summers are very dynamic with preperations for the winter. All
together they make thin sheet doughs, roll dolma till midnight.122 (BC_Ebru and her
husband)
Another way of socializing is achieved through religious rituals: gathering to pray and read
Kouran in the holy Thursday evenings. This is happening in a wider community as it

requires a more general meeting; so the interviewees are happy with it.

We come together to pray and read Yasin. We always visit each other, invite for
tea. There is no fight or argument, we get on well with each other. | like that.’?
(BC_Hanife)

Here there is a regular Kouran reading session every week. There are many people

attending; | also go every Thursday evening. There are more than 30 people...***

(BC_Nebahat)
Apart from that, the major conflict within the wider community is almost the same as the
problem of the interviewees in the two former cases; it is the problem with the
heterogenous group of people coming together by chance in a newly set permanent living
environment. And again similar to the former cases, with the exception that the Blue
Crescent neighbourhood carries more potential socio-spatially, the obligatory physical
proximity of the households is a problem. For instance Leman complains about that people
disobey the pre-set settlement design of fencing in the four house units.

They destroy the urban design and the landscape of the neighborhood. Some build
a storage shelter in the middle of nowhere. We do not agree that, it should stay as
it is planned, everyone should obey that. According to the plan the fence should be
around these 4 blocks, but since these 4 blocks can not go along with each other

'Ama yaz gelsin, ¢cay falan iceriz hep bahgede, sonra burda birlikte yufka yapilir. Ama tabii birbirine
selam vermeyeni de var. (BC_Leman)

Yazin neredeyse hergilin gorlsiiyoruz, bahgelerde oluyoruz. Kocasi sdze giriyor; yazin gok cafcafli
geciyor, kisa hazirlik icin yufka falan yaparlar birlikte, dolma sararlar, gece 12’'lere kadar ortaklasa.
(BC_Ebru and her husband)

123Toplan|y|k ya, Yasin icin. Gidis gelis oluyor, ¢ay yapip birbirimizi cagirinz. Kavga, dovis yok, iyi

geciniriz. O, hosuma gidiyor. (BC_Hanife)
124 Buralarda her hafta kuran okutulur, ¢ok giden olur, ben de gidiyom, Persembe aksamlari, 30 kisiyi
gecer katilan... (BC_Nebahat)
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they try to surround each block separately with fence. Many people try to put a
distance; sure it is important to keep a certain level with everyone.'”® (BC_Leman)

Figure 4-18. View of the adjacent Blue Crescent Houses with the later added fences in the
garden

Through the violation of privacy as a kind of surveillance can be related to the position of
the houses to each other and that they are on the eye-level of humanscale just as the ones
in the former two. Women in these neighbourhoods like mostly the semi-open spaces such
as balconies and verandas. If there was nothing like this kind, it would be a version of
oppression for women in not getting out of the house.

It is just next to the pavement. Guys could sit and enjoy there but | couldn’t. One
place that | used to go for cleaning they gave me the old fences, so | surrounded
my balcony."*® (BC_Leman)

25 Evlerimizin sekillerini bozuyorlar, adam tutuyor orta yere kdmdirlik yapiyor, buraya plan

yapildiysa, uyulmali, biz bozulmasin istiyoruz. Normalde 4 blogun etrafindan gegecekmis ¢it, ama 4
blok iyi anlasamiyor, herkes tek tek citlemeye calisiyor. Cogu insan mesafe koymaya kalkiyor, tabii
herkesle seviye kurmak gerekiyor. (BC_Leman)

2% Yol kenari, erkek arkadaslari oturuyor, ben oturamiyordum tabii... Temizlige gittigim bir evden
bana verdiler de eski gevreliklerini, ben de balkonumu ¢evirdim. (BC_Leman)
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Another conflict within the near socio-spatial environment after being relocated to their
new settlements is that the previous settlers of the district ie Beyciler neighbourhood
and/or Gumuspinar village excludes them. Especially in the first years, women report, the
old settlers of the neighbourhood did not accepte them. Indeed, they excluded and labeled

27 And it was the space for

them as newcomers out of Diizce to get aid and social houses
the free courses organized by BEY-DER where these old and new settlers, specificly
women, met. As women mostly are the ones who stay at home, the social facilities within
the neighbourhood was a means for them to get out of the house, learn some handicraft
and socialize. But sometimes those spaces were turning out to be a space of conflict

between the old and new residents.

There was a sewing workshop at the foundation building. | attended since it was
free of charge. We met young girls who lived around. As young girls from here and
the ones from other places were often fighting we were like the peacekeepers
there. There was always discrimination between the new comers and the locals.
Only recently they get used to each other (The ones at the entrance of the
Beyciler). Once | also got mad at one of them, we were all from the same place; we
didn’t come from Russia or the East. Now they construct buildings to Cavuslar too;
this land is for all uf us. There is no such thing that this is mine, this is yours, and
the only problem is that the people can’t make their livings. ***(BC_Leman)

To conclude, it can easily be seen that physical qualities of the Blue Crescent houses, the
neighbourhood and location of the settlement are all superior to Umcor Houses. But
despite this superiority of the environment, dissatisfaction with the social environment is
very similar — maybe not as much as it is in the social environment of Umcor

neighbourhood-. The main conflict in the making of the Blue Crescent houses is centred on

relocation or displacement just as it is for Umcor houses. Both among the new residents

27 This approach is seen among people of Dizce commonly as Kimbetoglu and her colleagues

mention in their research (Kimbetoglu, 2005). If one does not know her/his neighbour, s/he directly
thinks that s/he is not from Diizce and came here after the earthquake to get aid. Especially
emphasis on the new comers’ coming from Eastern and Southeastern Anatolia and being Kurdish
was apperent. This was also the case fort he women in our research. But they were sometimes
saying this to others and sometimes other were saying this to them.

®pernek binasinda dikis kursu vardi, bedava oldugu icin gittim. Orada bu civardaki geng kizlarla

falan da tanistik. Biz orada arabulucu gibiydik, gen¢ olanlar tartisiyordu, buradakilerle disardakiler.
Yoksa illa bir ayrimcilik vardi, siz yeni geldiniz falan diye, iste onlar dnceden gelip yerlestigi igin...
Simdi simdi alistilar (Beyciler girisindekiler). Ben de hatta kizdim Oyle birine, hepimiz bir ¢evrenin
insaniyiz, Rusya’ dan, Sark’ tan gelmedik ya. Simdi Cavuslara da ev yapiliyor, heryer hepimizin. Senin
benim diye bir sey yok, insanlar geginemiyor. (BC_Leman)
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and between the old settlers and the new ones, problems of integration do not seem to be
solved since more than 10 years after the settlement. Women emphasize the difference in
themselves in terms of their visibility and access to public services etc as parallel to their
narratives in prefabric spaces while struggling for social aids and to produce and resume
their home-places there. The phase of permanent houses on the other hand is more like
returning to pre-existing patterns of isolation within the home and the near environment.

Moreover the pre-disaster socio-spatiality of city center neighbourhoods seems far.

The Relation between the Physical Space and Waged Work Patterns of Women

Similar to the former two cases, pre-earthquake patterns of women’s work
experience lead them to work also in post-disaster periods. Like Yaren and Melahat, Ebru
in Blue Crescent continues to work whatever the conditions are as she has had various
experiences before. She explains her previous work patterns as such: working in the
farmer’s bazaar with her husband, working in a textile company, working as a care worker
for an elder woman. Moreover after the earthquake, while living in the tents, she worked
together with a travel organization company and organized tours for women. And also, like
Feriha and Behiye in Fevzi Cakmak District or maybe even more than them, she hired a
second container while she was living in GlimUispinar temporary prefabricated settlement.

| had a sewing machine in the container at Gim{spinar, after moving here | sold it.
One or two of my neighbors were working for me. Her husband continues; | was
cutting the fabric and she was sewing. The next morning | was selling the entire
work to the distributors at the local market, and sometimes we were selling the
product ourselves. After the earthquake, we haven’t stopped working or expected
support from the government, we always worked. She just mentioned one or two
people but in fact there were around 5-10 people who benefited from our business
in Gimispinar.”® (BC_Ebru and her husband)

Ebru, for the time being, is at her current position at an arcitectural office where she has
been working as a cook for seven years. She got this position through a friend of hers; it is

clear that she is satisfied with her job. Throughout her work experiences she seems to have

had the control over the household issues as well; that can be followed through her

129Gi]mu§p|nar'da konteynirda dikis makinalarim vardi, buraya gecince sattim. Komsulardan bir-iki

kisi calisiyordu yanimda. Kocasi s6zi aliyor; ben kumas kesiyordum bu dikiyordu, ertesi sabah ben
cuvall pazara esnaflara toptan veriyordum, bazen de perakende satiyorduk. Depremde oturup da
devletten beklemedik herseyi, kendimiz ¢alistik hep. Bu 1-2 dedi ama en az 5-10 kisi istifade etti
GUmiuspinar’da bunun isinden. (BC_Ebru and her husband)
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narrations. Of course, the Blue Crescent Settlement is closer to the city center than Umcor
Settlement so tit is easier for the women who look for alternative work places. It is true for
Ebru too but, she gives the impression that whatever the conditions are, , she would get
involved in a formal work pattern from now on as she is used to and she has the media to
challenge the conditions.

But, apart from her individual story, for Leman for instance the distance makes
difference, though maybe not as much as in the case of Umcor. Leman explains that she is
tired of going to other women’s houses which are located in different central
neighbourhoods of the city and she says she wants to work from her own house from now
on.

| have started to take care of a baby. But | have asthma and hyper tension; | can’t
handle the stressful situations so easily. The house where | was working is around
the Yimpas at Kiltir Housing Site. | have babysat the kid of a teacher from this
school, they were nice to me. Now she has recommended me to the current family.
Before that | used to clean houses and stairs of the appartments. When my kids
were little we only had the pension as salary, | also used to clean houses of some of
the people | knew. For many years | have been working. It is not easy, now | can’t
take it anymore. | still would like to take care of children but | prefer to do it at my
house. If you work in someone’s place, they also try to make you do the
housekeeping.”*® (BC_Leman)

Though she is tired and sick, she tells that as a single mother, she has to stand still and
work for her children both to provide them with a good future just like Nuray in Umcor
Houses who is a role-model for them.

My husband used to have a shop. It was a rental place and he was always at the
edge of the bankruptcy. | bought all my furniture myself by working, going to
housecleaning, | had nothing. Now | have an illness and get tired easily. It is not
easy for me anymore. Sometimes they ask why | still go for cleaning, they do not
understand me. | have to be a good role-model for my children so they will see the
good.™! (BC_Leman)

B3%Bir eve bebek bakmaya basladim. Ama astim hastasiyim, tansiyon var, sinir strese gelemiyom.
Gittigim ev Yimpag’ in orda, Kiltlr Evleri’ nde. Bu okuldaki 6gretmenin gocuguna bakmistim daha
once, bana birakiyorlardi, bakiyordum. O 6nermis, simdi gittig§im yere. Daha Onceleri temizlige,
merdivene gittim. Cocuklar ufakken maasla (emekli) gecindik, tanidiklarin evine bir iki temizlige
gittim. Senelerdir galis, ¢alis... Kolay degil, artik kaldiramiyorum. ¢ocuk yine bakarim da kendi evimde
olsa benim igin daha iyi, elin evine gidince temizligi falan da sana yikmaya kalkiyor. (BC_Leman)

BlEsnaft beyim, durdugu dikkan kiraydi, hep iflasin esigindeydi.Ben biitin esyami kendim temizlige

giderek, calisarak aldim, hicbir seyim yoktu benim.Simdi rahatsizim, artik ¢ok yoruldum.Kolay kolay
yapamiyorum.Bazen derler, ay niye gidiyorsun temizlige diye, anlamiyorlar cevredekiler.Ben
cocuklarima iyiyi gbsterecem de gorecekler. (BC_Leman)
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As Leman wants to babysit at her house, in terms of the physial characteristics of the Blue
Crescent houses, working at home can be considered convenient even if the women had
children unlike the temporary container houses and Umcor houses. For instance Elmas
reserved a room for her sewing machine and the textile materials in her house. Elmas’
husband got sick after the earthquake, became unemployed and couldn’t do anything to
support the family. She explains her situation as follows:

That is what happens when you marry an irresponsible man, drinking alcohol and
gambling. | raised my kids with this job that | have. | started to do handicraft at
elementary school... | was able to do even without any course but after school |
attended one which was not that much useful. When we moved to Germany, |
worked there one month illegally and bought a sewing machine for myself. It was
not like these new ones, old style. Now | have two machines and one is for straight
sewing and the other is for the embroidery.”** (BC_Elmas)

She buys the sewing supplies from small shops in downtown as there is no big distributer in
Diizce. She goes to the downtown for the lines and the fabric two to three times a week.
For the design, on the other hand, she says that she started to make use of the computer
of her son. Besides producing at home, the circulation of the goods is another issue, and in
this case, it is the nephew of Elmas who arranges this network within Diizce and among the
nearby towns as she explains:

Now | work for customers from Akcakoca. (She talks about the bedding and bed
clothing days); there is one in Tokuslar villagein Akcakoca and one in Karaca
district. My nephew is arranging some people in Akcakoca. | buy everything (the
fabric and fibers) | am just telling them the price, she is arranging. Usually | do not
go to these bedding days; | just ship the products from here, my nephew sells them
at the bedding days. ... She is just helping, | have helped her a lot at her wedding,
she does not earn money, sometimes | give her some beddings.”** (BC_EImas)

32Sorumsuz adamla evlenince boyle oldu, icki-kumar, ben bu isimle blyuttim g¢ocuklarimi diyor.
ilkokula giderken basladim ise; dantel, oya, kanevice... Kursa gitmeden de yapiyordum ama okul
bitince kursa gittim de 6yle ¢ok bir sey gostermediler, makine falan yoktu zaten. Almanya’ya gidince
de kagak 1 ay galistim, o parayla kendime makine aldim. Bunlar gibi degildi tabii o, eski tip.Su anda 2
makinasi var, bunla diiz dikis, digeriyle nakislari yapiyom. (BC_Elmas)

133Ak<;akoca'ya calisiyom su anda daha ¢ok (Nevresim giintinden bahsediyor); Tokuslar Kéyi’nde var

burada, Akcakoca’da, Karaca Mahallesinde... Yegenim Akgakoca’da insanlari ayarliyor. Hersey
(kumas, iplik vb.) benden, ben parasini sdyliyorum, o ayarliyor. Ben gitmiyorum genelde,
nevresimleri arabayla gonderiyorum, buradan arabaya veriyorum, ya da geldiginde yegenime
veriyorum, o glinde satiyor. O sadece yardimci oluyor, ben ona digliniinde ¢ok yardimci olmustum,
para almiyor, ama nevresim dikip veriyorum ben. (BC_Elmas)
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Like Leman, Elmas also complains that she has worked since the very beginning and felt the
responsibilities of the household mostly on her shoulders. She also thinks that her labour is
exploited within her community in the Blue Crescent:

| am the one who works here, everyone sees this. They know that | need that. For
instance Ebru has some debt but she is still bringing some new job, and | can’t say
no. My house has not been finished yet, everyone else has completed the work
with their houses. | am really stressed a lot and worried because of that. | am tired
of working hard; | always have to wear my glasses. | also know how to enjoy my
life, to travel, to taste good food, why should | work?®** (BC_Elmas)
She regrets that she has never worked outside but always from home. She says if she had
had the mindset she has now she would have had a retirement plan and pay her dues. But
still she does not give up and says that she will work as long as she can.

To conclude, the Blue Crescent Houses are characterized by the houses convenient
for working at home. Though working outside the home is preferred in some cases and it is
a sort of formal work pattern in the public sphere, it is still hard for most of the women
who say that they are tired of working in both spheres. So the spatial characteristics of the

house may be considered as a factor of enabling the production at home and making living

for especially the single mothers.

*Burada ben ugrastyom, herkes beni goriyor, ihtiyacom var, Ebru mesela borcu var, hala is

getiriyor, yapmam da diyemiyorum. Benim evim yarim duruyor, millet evini yapti komple. En ¢ok bu
yonden rahatsizim buradan. Yoruldum artik ¢alismaktan kag senedir, gozliiksiiz zaten oturamiyom
hic. Baska yonden birseyi yok. Ben de millet gibi gezmesini yemesini bilirim, niye calisayim?
(BC_Elmas)
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CHAPTER V

DISCUSSION OF THE FINDINGS

In this chapter, the impacts of post-disaster spaces on the gendered relations of
the interviewees will be summarized and the findings of the previous chapter will be
discussed comparatively in terms of the three different sites of settlements in the three

main levels of the household, neighbourhood and waged work relations.

5.1. The Impact of Post-disaster Space on the Familial Relations in the Household

The space of women is mostly identified with the house and the housing
environment (McKenzie, 1989). In parallel, prior to the earthquake, the interviewees were
located mainly within the so-called private sphere of the house and its environment, and
their mobility to the public sphere was limited. Therefore, with the loss of the private
sphere both physically and socially as a result of the earthquake, these women
experienced a dramatic disengagement with their previous lives. The interviewees are low-
income women who live now in different living environments thirteen years after the
eathquake. These women struggle to refashion their private spheres within the new post-
disaster settlements. Though this struggle is achieved through the domestic roles of
women which are carried on in the same pattern as it was before the eathquake, in the
extraordinary circumstances of re-constructing, it is less a continuity than a dramatic
increase in domestic labour. This being the case, it is necessary to take a closer look at the
lively experiences of the women in the private domain as well as their relation to the
physical space of home and the near environment. It is admitted that the physical
conditions of the house affect the domestic roles of women; Vediha also mentions this as
follows: ‘The more comfortable your house is the more comfortable you are as a
housewife’. Though the house is associated with the private, the invisible and therefore is
known to be the space of conflict in terms of opression, violence, abuse and exploitation,
here in this study, the focus is on the loss of even the ‘given’ privacy of women in the

private sphere. This loss comes to be a major problem as the domestic roles of the women
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are increasing but the physical space of the private sphere is becoming inconvenient in the
long run. So, in this part | will discuss how this conflict between the domestic roles in the
household and the physical space of low-income women living in three different post-
disaster settlements is established through various levels of home and neigbourhood.

As one of the three post-disaster housing cases, the post-disaster temporary
settlements which have been far from being ‘temporary’ are built as an emergent response
whereas permanent self-help houses are planned as a participatory model of building for
the ‘disadvantaged’. Keeping this in mind, in the scale of home-place, it is not hard to guess
the inflexibility and inadequacy of the temporary ones. As previously mentioned, the main
physical problem with the temporary containers on the home-place level is that their small
size and short lifetime. The short lifetime of the materials used in temporary container
houses results in greater effort ofmaintaining the house and doing daily housework on
behalf of women who have been living in these places for more than the expected
‘temporary’ timespan. The small size of the containers, their material limitations together
with the spatial organization within the container could relatively be tolerated in times of
emergency, but when it comes to live in these sites longer, then, the spatial inadequacy
causes a conflict in the relations in the household for one more time. Some containers are
made up of a single space which in case can be divided by a curtain whereas others are
made up of a one single space plus a seperate room. Although the latter is relatively better,
in each case, women living together with more than one person suffer from lack of privacy
both spatially and socially. This spatial lack of privacy affects especially the women who
spent most of their time in or around the home trying to organize family members, build a
balance among them and respond to their necessities, both materially and emotionally.
Women are stressed, for instance, while shifting between the living and sleeping spaces in
the same single area every night and day, trying to create space for their children to play or
study while an older member of the family is in need of silence and care. Moreover it is
very hard for the woman most of the time to create a space both physically and socially for
herself whether it is for leisure, for socializing with neighbours, for doing some handcraft
or sometimes even for piece-working at home. However, even under these restrictive
conditions of the home-place, there are also women who still challenge the boundaries of
such a physical space and open up new spaces for their roles in the private domain. For

instance, among the interviewees there is the practice of renting a secondary container
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apart from home for care or piece-working. But it should also be noted that for those who
cannot extend their spaces this way, the conflict between the necessity and the reality
makes women stressed under these conditions.

Umcor houses, a self-help housing model intended to provide permanent
settlement for the low-income, are not very different from the temporary container houses
in terms of its size and physical limitations. Although very similar to the containers in size,
the inner spatial organization of these houses with the conventional plan of two bedrooms
and a living room provides a relatively convenient living environment for the women.
Despite that some of the interviewees’ perception of these houses is not very different
from their perception of temporary houses, it is observed that on the level of home place,
the sense of home is apparent for the women living in Umcor, with the effect of spatial
privacy provided in the inner organization of the house, building materials used and the
way they built it. Yet still as the social necessities of a household, but mostly of a woman,
are changing in time, (as she is ageing, giving birth, raising her children, and so on) the
spatial necessities are changing as well. But Umcor houses cannot respond to these
changing necessities as they are spatially inflexiable. Saime describes the site as this place
is for the ones who completed lively issues and who are stable. This description
emphasizes the inflexible characteristics of the space, both in the levels of house and
neighborhood. So, it is hard to say that the interwiewees seek a potential of improvement
physically and socially in there. No matter what the conditions are, just like the women of
temporary settlements, women in Umcor more or less try to extend their living
environments. And this effort reveals itself as physical additions to the house such as
room-like balconies or second storeys. By doing so, they at least extend their spaces to
prepare food, to do handicraft, to host guests, to open space for the children to play, to do
handcraft, to rest etc., more easily than the women in temporary settlements.

Blue Crescent houses, a similar participatory self-help housing model for the low-
income, on the other hand, is perceived by its inhabitants as satisfactory in terms of its
spatial characteristics. These houses are far better than the former examples of temporary
houses and Umcor houses. The so-called problem of limited physical space and lack of
spatial hierarchy of the former examples seem to be solved by the two-storey house with
additional rooms. Especially for women living together with more than two people, the

house seems to ease daily organization of the household. Even the expected complaints
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about housework due to extensive size of the house are not seen among women living in
extended families as well as among those living only with children, husband or a relative.
But the pleasure of living in a house of this size and organization brings about the hardship
of affording these houses. For most of the interviewees but especially for the female-
headed households the cost of heating in the winter is a problem. Though the spatial
organization of the house provides the desired spatial privacy for the family members
within the house, in cold, for instance, all family members live in a single space where they
have the stove. Nevertheless, the house is convenient for varying necessities of the women
who live mostly within a nucleus family or in female-headed families with children or
relatives. In such circumstances it is seen that the house can be organized in various forms
so as to let the women do handicraft, host guests, create space for the children to play,
share the second storey with the married children, do handcraft, rest and even do piece-
working as different from the previous examples of temporary houses and Umcor houses.
So, the size and inner spatial organization of the house has an important effect on daily
routine and relations, especially on the domestic labour of women in the household. The
physical space of the house affects more or less everything including the maintenance of
the house, daily housework and the way women care for the family members materially
and emotionally.

On the other hand housing is not just about the house, it also means community
for those women who have very limited relations with public sphere. So, one should keep
in mind that almost all the interviewees living in temporary container houses, Umcor
houses, Blue Crescent houses mention the negative effect of social displeasure in the scale
of neighbourhood caused by the displacement in the aftermath of the earthquake.
Displacement of women from their previous neighbourhoods to a post-disaster settlement
in which they have no social relations on the level of community caused a dilemma in the
social environment. And in relation to this, the outer space of the houses, the physical
proximity of the houses in the settlement added to this social conflict by enforcing them
come face to face with each other unintentionally. And it is observed that after living in
these neighbourhoods for almost ten years, the problem of trust does not seem to be
overcome. Apparently, the participatory housing models of Umcor and Blue Crecent does
not solve this issue either. This lack of trust in the near environment increased especially

the emotional labour of women for their children in the private domain. And it is observed
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that the women tend to defend their private domains in reaction; they try to tie their
children to the house, to the family.
In the following part community roles of the women will be discussed in relation to

the physical environment of three post-disaster sites.

5.2. The Impact of Post-disaster Space on the Community Relations in the

Neighbourhood

Although the space of women is identified with the house, namely with the private
sphere, following Arendt (1958, cited in Hansen 1987), a third ‘social’ sphere is posited
between the public and the private domains in this study. The ‘social’ encompasses the
community roles of women which can be associated mostly with the physicality of the
neighbourhood. House is defined, in especially underdeveloped sites, as a total of social
and physical substructure, and it is hard to separate between the house and its near
environment in the neighbourhood. Wedel (2001, cited in Acar Savran, 2004), for instance,
conceptualizes the squatter neighbourhood as a public space for the women who do their
tasks in a collective manner by extending their private domains. But here, neighbourhood
is handled as the space of community relations which cannot be classified easily either in
the public or private as well as waged and unpaid domains. Moreover, the neighbourhood
is of crucial importance as it is the part of women’s physically limited living environment
besides the house. Destruction of women’s houses destroys also the neighbourhoods and
networks, which affects social relations especially on the level of the community. Almost all
of the interviewees express that with the earthquake everyone has spread away within the
city. In fact, this is true for all the social classes, but for the high-income in contrast to the
low-income, the rate of mobility of the women among these scattered settlements is
higher. On the other hand, it is stated by the low-income women in this study that due to
the displacements in the city after the earthquake, it became harder to sustain their
previous neighbourhood networks. So, similar to urban transformation process, outcomes
of displacement affected mostly the low-income women. But more than that, as the
earthquake occurred very suddenly and affected almost the whole city at the same time,
this post-disaster process had an impact on the interviewees in the emergent loss of the
community. Moreover for the women living in their post-disasater settlements, formation

of a new community did not come to life either, because they live with other people whom
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they did not know before and did not share a common ground, but they had to live in close
contact spatially in the new neighbouthoods. Therefore inauthenticity of space caused a
kind of a conflict in the neighbourhood and added to the exclusion of these new spaces
from the existing spaces as well. While this is the case, the nostalgia for the previous
neighbourhoods and communities in the narratives of the interviewees come to the fore in
contrast to the conflict in their present settlements. As a socio-spatial policy, the decision
of displacement affects the post-disaster experience of the interviewees in such a dramatic
sense that the physical conditions of the new settlement as well as the social conditions of
it become very important for the displaced low-income women. They are the ones whose
lives are associated mostly with the house and the neighbourhood, and neighbourhood has
a potential to reveal their social roles which make them aware of their capacities. So, here
in the following paragraphs, | will discuss the relation of the spatial conditions of the low-
income women in temporary settlements, Umcor houses and Blue Crescent houses with
the community roles of women as it defines as both the neighbourhood relations and
charity work within the settlement.

To start with, the social environment of the temporary settlements is described by
the interviewees as a space of collectivity and solidarity right after the earthquake. But as
the first stakeholders left the settlement in order to move to the permanent settlements
within the two-three years following the earthquake, the circulation of the population
increased and these places have gradually turned into a site of despair and conflict in terms
of community relations. As it is true for the situation in Kiremitocagl and FevziCakmak
districts, different process was experienced in the Cay district which was adjacent to
Kiremitocagl and shared the same spatial organization with it. In Cay district inhabitants
internalized the settlement and as well as the social environment as the inhabitants were
mostly the firstcomers who lived in the same tent city before they moved to the
containers. But even this internalization cannot overcome the spatial restrictions of
temporary container settlements which affect the social relations of the women on the
level of community. In other words, the physical space of the women living in temporary
container settlements is still characterized by the type of the settlement which shows the
characteristics of a military camp order on the level of settlement plan. Research on the
spatial analysis of these kinds of temporary post-disaster settlements put forward the

criticism of unitary design and lack of spatial diversity in terms of the spatial organization of
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close, semi-open and open spaces as well as private, semi-private and public spaces which
could enrich the physical space and encourage diversity of socio-spatial experience. This is
true for our case because open and semi-open spaces in the houses such as balconies,
verandas, gardens provide the desired controlled privacy. The position of the house to the
other houses in the neighbourhood as well as its position to the inner street creates
problems due to the lack of transitional spaces. Lacking a spatial hierarchy in-between
causes the lack of the control of privacy just like in the case of the problem with the spatial
inner organization of the post-disaster houses. Feyza living in FevziCakmak district, for
example, complains about being watched in her house through her window by her
neighbours which she takes as a scary interruption to her privacy and her perception of
safety. So it can be said that the physical limitations of the container houses continue to be
a problem in the spatial patterns of the settlements of the temporary containers; this in
turn affects the way social relations with the others are built for the interviewees. The lack
of adequate space also influences negatively women’s collective production within the
neighbourhood. Low-income women prefer doing conserve food for winter and they
generally do it collectively if there is a convenient place for that. Though more or less the
interviewees tend to build small additions to the container it does not fulfill the necessary
requirements. Balconies, verandas, gardens on the other hand provide the media of
gathering for the women who spend most of their time in the neighbourhood. As part of
their community roles they need spaces for gathering with their neighbours. Generally
home-place is preferred for the gatherings habitually, and the lack of adequate space in
the house makes these gatherings less possible. But in warmer seasons they prefer to
spend time in the balconies; they cannot find private gardens they used to have in post-
disaster temporary settlements. They complain mostly by saying ‘you see there is no place
to go out and just to take fresh air’. On the other hand, despite the fact that temporary
settlements are located in the very center of the city, as movement is limited by their
familial roles, especially the duty to care for children and relatives in the household,
women suffer from the lack of social and spatial facilities within the neighbourhood such as
meeting spaces, social centers. One could argue that as they are located in the center,
socio-spatial facilities are not needed within the settlement. Yet it is not true especially for

long term ‘temporary’ settlements since the loss of legitimacy of the site along with the
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inhabitants causes disintegration so that they cannot access to urban services in as much
as it is expected.

As for Umcor settlement however, the most prominent physical characteristics
among the three cases, its location is in the periphery of the city. As the field is built within
a village, its inhabitants are outside the scope of the central municipality, besides, their
access to urban services is limited because of the physical distance and lack of public
transportation facilities. This distance characterizes the deprivation of the low-income
women living in here. Though it is a self-help participatory social housing project for the
low-income, it is observed that many of the inhabitants who had involved in building
process sold their houses. Accordingly, half the interviewees were the chosen
disadvantaged ones who participated in the process while the other half bought the house
from the first inhabitants though it was forbidden to sell these houses. So at first glance
this community gives the impression of a site of deprivation as a whole. It has repeatedly
been expressed by the interviewees that the ones who had the possibilty to leave had left.
Therefore, though not as much as in the case of temporary container settlements, Umcor
settlement can still be seen as a continuation of the pattern in terms of circulation of
inhabitants. So both the physical and social distance to basic urban services and the degree
of circulation of the inhabitants complicates building a desired community. The community
roles of women in Umcor settlement is affected by these negative outcomes. In such
circumstances as the distance to urban services and displeasure with the social
environment which is composed of heterogeneous people that have come to live together
by chance, the spatial organization of the site gains importance as in the case of temporary
settlements. Even though the temporary settlements were not unified with the city, they
were in close physical distance and the women knew they could go to down town if need
be. But in Umcor settlement, knowing that access is not easy even in the case of
emergency just makes a difference. So the women mostly feel excluded here in Umcor
settlement. In addition to that, the distance causes a barrier for the interviewees to sustain
their neighbourship or kinship relations as the transportation from the village to anywhere
is anissue.

In Umcor settlement which proposes a replica of a village, living with ‘the others’ in
a restricted site is becoming hard for almost all of the interviewees. The traditional rural

pattern assumes internal solidarity among the residents, especially among the women who
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gather in common spaces to socialize, produce goods for the household collectively and
raise their children in a trustworthy environment where everyone knows each other. Of
course it is not our intention to idealize such environments as they include invisible
patterns of exploitation or oppression as well, yet the residents in such settlements share a
minimum of a common ground at least. The point that we want to emphasize in the case of
Umcor houses is the conflict between the spatial model that presupposes a community and
the social reality of the group of different people who can hardly share any common
ground. Just as in the case of temporary container settlements of military order,
traditionally built single storey rural houses are aligned one by one in this settlement
where the spatial hierarchy is dismissed. Similar to Feyza in Fevzi Cakmak district, Melahat
and Yaren also experience the problem of being watched through the windows or
balconies. The proximity of houses results in the interruptions to privacy of women most of
the time. But different from the temporary settlements, however, though the houses
initially do not have balconies, almost all the interviewees built balconies, verandas etc. to
make space for gatherings. It is said that the model of traditional rural type settlement
allows collective production of food or handicraft among women to some extent. It also
eases the way of caring for the kids playing outside in front of the houses. But more than
that, the same typology causes conflict among neighbours who complain about the voices
of the kids playing outside in this obligatory way of living together with ‘other’, ‘different’
people.

However, in Umcor settlement, which is a kind of site of exclusion from urban
social facilities, women tend to extend their social spheres within the neighbourhood by
charity work. As a continuation of their roles in the private domain, they are attached to
the school of their children through the family unions. Almost all the women interviewed
had involved in the voluntary work of the union of which they spoke proudly. Some women
like Naciye among them define herself with her experience in this social work. Moreover
some of the women were also involved in literacy courses at the school, which added to
their well-being.

Blue Crescent settlement, similar to Umcor model, included the dimension of
participation in the building process and therefore, it consisted of a community of the
chosen disadvantaged inhabitants who did not know each other before. Both Umcor and

Blue Crescent models are worth paying attention in that the project holders are aware of
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the problem of bringing together a heterogeneous group of people. And it can be observed
that Blue Crescent model is a bit more successful than Umcor model. The reason behind
the success could be both the spatial quality of the houses and also the location of the site
within the boundaries of the central municipality, in a housing development region.
Though it is not very close to the center, it presupposes a possibility to integrate with its
environment where the social houses funded by the state are also on the way. But
currently, as mentioned earlier, the user satisfaction of Blue Crescent is on the level of
home-place. Additionally, the spatial relation of the houses to the street is not as
problematic as the former cases since a meaningful distance is left in between the
entrance and the street through a front garden and a small veranda in the entrance. But
the relation between the houses is problematic due to the attached design of row houses
in a single garden. So even if the houses have transitional spaces in the entrances, women
still complain about that they have to live in close contact with the neighbours of the same
row in the single garden, and the majority tends to fence their front gardens against the
rules. If not the garden, they fence their balconies to isolate themselves from the
‘unwanted looks’ of the others. Still the majority is satisfied with their physical
environment but unsatisfied with the social environment. The reason behind the
displeasure of the interviewees with the social environment is similar to that of the
interviewees in Umcor. Furthermore, though they are fed up with the social environment
within the neighbourhood, women in Blue Crescent settlement are satisfied with the
houses and continue to stay there. Similar to the Cay Temporary Container District, despite
all the negative physical characteristics of the houses and the settlement, inhabitants were
said to be in a kind of common ground as they knew each other beforehand. Here in Blue
Crescent, in contrast, despite the spatial quality of the houses, e-gaining a desired privacy
does not seem enough for a total reconstruction of the self and the community. In fact, as
Macide tells, in the collective construction process no one knew which house would be
theirs, the social relations were very good and she says that she thought it would always be
like that. But just as the houses were allocated to the stakeholders and everyone got into
their houses the collectivity ended up. So the question in such models is the sustainability
of the community, which is hard to find in such funded projects other than grassroots

organizations.
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As the interviewees are the ones who used to live in low-standard rental houses in
the central neighbourhoods of the city before the earthquake, no matter if they now live
in the temporary container settlements or in the self-help housing districts, they inevitably
evaluate their present houses and housing environments in comparison to their previous
spaces. No matter if their previous houses were better than their present ones; the
emphasis on the previous neighbourhoods and the social relations in there remain the
same among almost all the interviewees. This comparison reveals that the social relations
in the neighbourhood in the social domain seem to be lost and could not be replaced with
the previous relations. Therefore the community role also seems to be hard for these
women in relation to their inauthentic replica of a living environment in post-disaster
context. And it is claimed that instead of such funded projects for the chosen
disadvantaged people, grassroots movements like Dep-Der Housing Cooperative or ‘in situ’
reconstruction of the living environment and the community as in the case of Goélyaka
Solidarity Houses, which are out of the scope of this thesis, could be a means of building

participatory spaces and collective communities in a sustainable manner.

5.3. The Impact of Post-disaster Space on the Work Roles in Waged Work Patterns

Work patterns of women are various but the main problem is the separation
between the paid and unpaid labour of the women, namely the spatial division of labour at
home and work. Throughout this thesis this separation of the spheres has been reserved
formally to some extent in understanding the experience of the interviewees. That does
not necessarily mean that the legitimacy of this separation is accepted; rather the aim is to
understand the gender relations through the eyes of the interviewees and to provide a
means to challenge these ‘given realities’. In that, the unpaid labour of women is handled
mostly within the private domain of home and to some extent within the social domains.
The conceptualization of public sphere on the other hand is regarded in line with the
participation to waged labour force as the invisible labour of women in private and social
domains are not paid and even made subject to policy implications. Though it includes
various forms of double exploitation as well for the interviewees to get involved in waged
labour, whether it is formal or informal, at home, in the neighbourhood or at work, without
being exempt from the load of their domestic labour, it is still a means of challenging the

invisible borders for these women. Just as Vediha reminds (the more comfortable the
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home is the more comfortable is the woman) as her domestic labour is closely related to
the physical characteristics of the house and housing environment, it is also true that the
spatial conditions of the living environment determines the way that the woman
participates in formal or informal networks of paid work. This is also because of the
accepted initial familial roles of the women; without completing the tasks in the private
domain it is hard for them to get involved in the public domain of waged work. In fact as
the mobility of the low-income women is low as well, and they spend most of their time
with the domestic responsibilities, informal patterns -despite the need for informal sector
in the capitalist economies as a form of cheap labour- are created also among the social
networks of women themselves. In times of disaster, just as women’s domestic
responsibilities are increasing, the economic burdens and uncertainties are likely to
increase as well (Laska at al., 2008). Accordingly, women face a twofold problem; first they
experience this situation indirectly with the migration of the husbands to get a job and
they stay alone. They have to decide where to live taking into consideration the location of
the husband’s workplace. Lastly they struggle to minimize the necessities within the sphere
of reproduction, household. Second, they experience it directly by participating the
networks of waged labour. Here, almost all the interviewees who participate directly to
paid labour force, whether in formal or informal sectors, are the ones who used to be paid
workers before the earthquake, too.

It is observed that the women who had worked before and had to quit it after
marriage or birth of the children started working again in the post-disaster context. So, in
other words, it can be said that they tend to re-use or transform their previous capitalsin
times of crisis. On the one hand they re-use their previous experiences such as stitching
and social networks, on the other hand they look for a kind of self-development which can
increase their capacities to participate in paid work patterns such as joining literacy
courses, handcraft courses, getting driving license, and form new social networks in order
to be able to sell what they produce as well. So, here the question comes to be to what
extent their new spatiality of house and the housing environment encourages or
discourages the way that they participate in public sphere of paid work. It is obvious that
their pre-earthquake location in the city center provides them with physical closure to
urban services as well as various job alternatives in small shops or ateliers while in post-

disaster context they are deprived of such alternatives. So, in addition to the previously
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mentioned gender roles of women, this change in spatial conditions made women prefer
to intersect the private and the social domains with the public domain; most of the
interviewees got involved in paid labour in their houses or neighbourhoods. Some patterns
of paid labour among the interviewees in the home-place consist of looking after other
women’s children, handcraft, stitching, piece working at home for the ateliers or factories
whereas some other patterns outside the home-place include working in the ateliers or
factories of textile, wood, food, working in shops or offices as a cook, cleaner and so forth.
And here, for most of the interviewees, if the work-place is not in the home-place, it is in
the nearby neighbourhood at least so that they can sustain their roles in both spheres.
Most of them prefer to intersect the home or neighbourhood with work.

The women living in the temporary settlements in the central districts are
expected to get involved in paid work network easier but the depressive character of these
settlements, conflicts in the neighbourhood and exclusion from the city due to the loss of
legitimacy make it hard for women. As it is mentioned before, those who did not work
before the earthquake, hardly work after the earthquake also. But if convenient
circumstances occur, they can at least do piece-working at home, just as in the case of
Behiye and Feriha living in FevziCakmak district. For instance, Behiye has to care for her
sick sister-in-law and she rents a second container besides the one in which she lives in.
She cannot care for her in her own container because she cannot get on well with Behiye’s
children. Feriha on the other hand is involved in piece-working at home for several textile
ateliers. She convinces Behiye to do piece-working as well. And as a container of small size
does not allow piece-working which requires an open space for the textile and turns the
environment to dust, they start to do it in the container that Behiye has rented for her
sister-in-law. This pattern of obtaining a secondary container is seen in the narratives of
the women who now livie in Umcor and Blue Crescent houses but once lived in temporary
settlements. So despite the restrictions of the containers, strategies can be proposed by
the women to some degree. But this causes a major problem: given that within the
temporary settlements the primary necessity is shelter, adequate space for working as well
as socializing is not planned although women need such facilities within the near
environment.

For the women living in Umcor settlement on the other hand the determining

factor is the physical distance to the city and the scarcity of alternatives of paid work. For
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instance Saime tells that she has been looking for a job, complains about lack of
transportation facilities for the factories in GiUmuspinar village. As women prefer to
intersect the home and/or neighbourhood with workplace, the nearby factories of textile
and ateliers of timber is centre of attraction for the women though working conditions are
hard in terms of long working hours and the physical strength they demand. Through these
work-places women can enter the public sphere of the formal sector but at the same time
they become obliged to be part of these limited alternatives as the most prominent factor
of decision seems to be the distance of the work-place to their homes. For instance
Melahat can go to work at the timber atelier as it is very close to her house, she can go by
walk and is in touch with her house to take care of her kids in the break. She says she eats
lunch at the work place at noon and after she comes to home running and prepares food
for her kids and goes back to work. But still she leaves her kids to her neighbourYaren. The
care for each other’s children for money exists in the neighbourhood, which is on the one
hand a form of a paid work for the caregiver and on the other, enables the women with
children to go to work and leave home. Though almost all the interviewees say that they
cannot leave for distant places for a long time as they do not trust, they can go to
workplaces nearby their houses with the help of the possibility of caregiving. Caregiving is
charged, Melahat says, otherwise no one looks after. And just as alternative workplaces are
limited in number, the houses are also not very convenient for piece-working because of
the size and spatial organization inside if the women are living with her children. But as
more than half of the interviewees built additional semi-close spaces in front of their
houses, they can use these places especially when the wheather is good for various forms
of production for the house and also to sell as well as to look after children for money.

Blue Crescent Settlement is closer to the city center than Umcor Settlement is, so it
is easier for the women who look for alternative work places. It is true for Ebru, for
instance, who works as a cook in an office in the downtown whereas it is not for Leman
who got tired of going to other women’s houses which are located in different central
neighbourhoods of the city. When Leman goes to other women’s houses to look after
children, she is also asked to clean, cook or to do other houseworks as well. That’s why also
Leman prefers to look after the children in her own house. And in terms of the physical
characteristics of the Blue Crescent houses, it can be considered convenient for working at

home compared to the temporary container houses and Umcor houses even if the women
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have children. For instance Elmas reserved a room in her house for her sewing machine
and the textile materials. In her case her husband is sick, she looks after him and she is the
one in the family who has to earn money. Her kids are grown up except one of her sons;
they are married and do not live with her. So the conditions are convenient for her to use
the space for her sake. But the houses of Blue Crescent can be considered a potential for
productive space. Or at least it is not just a blocking house as Dandekar (1996) mentions.

So as the pattern of piece-working at home is seen among the women living in
Temporary Settlements, Umcor Settlement, Blue Crescent Settlement, if the house is
convenient for such productive activities, it is a means of positive outcome for these
women. The alternatives for working in the near environment of the houses as well as the
distance to city center or transportation facilities to reach work places are the most
prominent factors of working preferences of the women living in post-disaster settlements.
But we need to emphasize for one more time, it should not be forgotten that it is a double
bargain for the women whose domestic responsibilities in the home-place do not discrease
as she should earn money in the public sphere. At the same time, the restrictions of the
house and housing environment add to this hardship, which should be overcome on the
level of post-disaster policies.

Finally, in all spheres of private, social and public, it can be said that low-income
women are effected by the spatial processes associated with their gendered roles and
relations. As the main questions are ‘how different spatial characteristics of the three post-
disaster sites affect low-income women’s family, community and work relations’ and if
they face an accumulation of their gender roles and relation in private, social and public
spheres respectively, throughout this thesis we found out that the spaces that do not take
differences into account are far from meeting the needs of low-income women. Moreover,
they add to their gendered work load in the post-disaster context. But still, though they are
mostly restricted by these spaces, it is observed that they also challange the boundaries by
their characteristic daily patterns. Fothergill (1999), mentions, despite that women’s roles
are increasing in time of a crisis, the increase in work load —physically and emotionally- also
result in individual enrichment, autonomy, sense of selfhood etc as they occupy
multidimensional life spaces. It is argued that roles can be stable and learned through
socialization but they can also be negotiated and changed in a given case (Fothergill, 1999).

As Fothergill (1999) explains related to women in Grandforks “the women both enacted old
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established roles, such as family caregiver, as well as took part in role making, a more
creative endeavor to adapt to the particular situation. The disaster provided the
opportunity for women to experience extreme role accumulation, taking on both bounded
and creative roles, and as result experience some profound changes in themselves (p.
142).” Similarly, we saw an increase in women'’s roles and that relations got harder in long-
run post-disaster context. At the same time, though not as much as Fothergill’s (1999)
study on early post-disaster context and not as much as our interviewees early
experiences right after the earthquake as well, women still challange to enforce their

positions in the spheres, spaces.
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CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSION

Conclusions for Policy Proposals and Lines of Future Research

In this thesis, as stated in the inroductory chapters, we problematized the gap
between the disaster research and planning in terms of the lack of relation with the
categories of gender. Space is put into question as low-income women are believed to be
affected more by the destruction of their physical and social spaces than men due to their
gendered relations in the long-run in post-disaster environment. Moreover, we also
guestioned the relationship between the spaces of these women and roles and relations in
the private, social and public spheres. To explore the mechanisms underneath, after the
introductory chapter, in the second chapter, the studies on space, gender and disaster
research are put forward and a framework is proposed to show the intersection of these
subjects. In the third chapter, we took a closer look at Diizce and the background of the
city in pre and post-disaster context. In chapter four, the findings of the field research
conducted in three different post-disaster settlements of Dlzce are presented. In chapter
five, research questions in relation to the findings of the field research are discussed and it
is found out that the spaces that do not take differences into account are far from meeting
the needs of low-income women. Moreover, they add to their gendered work load in the
post-disaster context. In this last concluding chapter, after this brief summary on the
structure of the thesis, last words on policy proposals and potential for future research will
be mentioned.

Although private, social and public spheres are analyzed as different aspects of
post-disaster housing environments of women; within this study, they are claimed to have
a reciprocal relation. Hence, these spheres should be considered as inherent; in terms of
space production and planning processes, and in terms of a cotemporary discourse on
post-disaster housing. For this reason, there can be various interchangable and two-way

relations in between these aspects.
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If post-disaster hosing is considered in terms of its private-social role; first of all, it
can be said that a post-disaster house of the inhabitants should include references to the
previous —pre-disaster—house. Yet, when there is no visual and psychological link to the
past --which represents inhabitants’ sense of belonging--, it creates a negative effect on
the process of adoption of the space as a place. Hence, it takes too much time for the
inhabitant to feel it as a safe and secure place, most importatly as a home.

Besides the importance of the private space, a healthy post-disaster planning
needs a socialization process. The socialization of the women is very common in the
firstplace, when the inhabitant becomes face to face to the loss of the private, namely the
house. After the private is taken back, it is easy to leave the social sphere. However, it is
also a threat for these women to imprisoned into her private space more than before. At
this point, generation of a healthy and sufficient neighbourhood is very important for the
survivor women. Hence, the neighbourhood means the only open space, which helps these
women feel comfortable, socialize and —metaphorically-- breathe. Another necessity of a
sufficient solution --which should be considered as a post-disaster neighbourhood policy—
is the creation of a neighbourhood which is akin to the women’s previous social
environments. This means, the spaces should have authenticity, which is important to
prevent furher trauma and help to fasten the process of mental recovery. In that sense, the
post-disaster settlements that are located and organized on the peripheral areas and outer
city should be one of the primary cases to be discussed as a post-disaster policy, since it
does not cure, but deepen the trauma of the inhabitants, and especially the women, who
are more excluded from the social and public patterns of life.

On the other hand, the isolation between the private and the public spheres is an
important matter for the women. While most of the women prefer a strong relation of
private and social environments within their life patterns, they avoid a total physical
merge, and prefer strong physical boundaries which prevent their private space —the
house— to be easily seen or intervened by the social space —the neighbourhood--. In that
sense, the planning process of the housing units together as a neighbourhood site becomes
very critical. It should stay at an optimum in between inspection and fellow feeling.

Since any working possibility is limited or non-existent for most of the low income
women in the first place, or for very long time after the earthquake; social sphere is very

critical being as the first collective environment where women could rehabilitate and
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socialize. On the other hand, the most negative effect on women during the post-disaster
period is the increasing emotional labour. In that sense, the policies on enhancing women’s
existing gender roles is crucial. To achive this, it is also needed to have men —as husbands--
to be encouraged as care takers of the house and the children.

When post-disaster conditions are regareded in terms of a private-public relation;
there should be a consideration of smaller and larger scale of spaces and their physical and
social relations alltogether. This needs a well thought city planning procedure for the post-
disaster hosing neighbourhoods in the city scale. For the integration of women into
working environments, it is important to have related policies and plan the processes to
make women able to reach to these places. On the other hand, it is easier for the women
who already experienced working to re-consider working quickly as a life strategy after the
disaster. Yet, it should be considered that private place is always a valuable sphere for the
woman and should be sufficient for her needs. It is not enough for the woman to have
unlimited access for public sphere unless she cannot keep her private sphere, especially in
the long term. This kind of a loss — of the private sphere— is one of the main reasons of the
mental collapse and depression.

It is also very important that, unless the inequality of the working conditions due to
the gender role is not eliminated, it will never be enough to libarealize women within the
limits of physical and social space of the house. On the other viewpoint, it also should not
be the method to rehabilitate and improve private spheres in the firstplace above all the
public and social. On the contrary, women have to empower their role and position within
public space before withdrawing their role as the ultimate role in the house as care takers
of the house and the family. Yet, the major obstacle for this shift --in the role of women—
is that, although they may attend in the working environment, their primary and
unovaidable role is sitll seen as being responsible for the housework.

When public-social relations are considered for a post-disaster environment, the
primary thing is that if the woman is a part of a public sphere as a working and money
earning individual, she is less negatively affected from not having a social sphere. On the
other hand, social sphere cretaes an intermediary and free sphere for women both in
physical and social means: though women have good working conditions in public space, it
is good for them to spend time in the neighbourhood and also in the house such as by

coming home and feeding the children, and playing with them in the afternoon break.
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However, such needs differ in regard to the age of women, and may need different
planning procedures for the working environments.

Having mentioned this, it is also a fact that the number of satisfying and secure
conditions are not very much for women. Hence, social space becomes of primary
importance for the socialization, rehabilitation in the daily-life of low income women. For
this reason, in this context, the primary problem is not the working conditions, but lacking
vicious conditions in the neighbourhood. Since the previous neighbourhood settlement
and life patterns of the women cannot be kept in post-disaster environments, and since it
is very hard to re-establish such an authentic condition with the same aura, social spheres
generally lack a sense of a sustainable environment for women. In that sense, merely
pysical planning becomes is not enough to solve the problems of real life, but should be
guided by the social improvement plans and policies in the neighbourhood and in the city.

Lastly, as the private, social, and public spheres are inherently related to each
other, any planning should be considered as an overall process for different environments
in diffrent physical scales and having different social/psycological input. For this, the
inequality regarding gender roles of women and men should be eliminated by policies in
the long term. As a result, three of these spheres should be improved to have equal
advantages for the women. Accoring to this aim, two main infrastructures should be
created for women: first one is the physical and the concrete, the second one ise the social
and institutional infrastructre/entities. It should be particularly searched what kind of
better policies have been applied in other countries.

Considering all these, government policies could be said to have serious defects on
post-disaster planning processes. On the other hand, and more dramatically, by the new
disaster law bring futher interference on the woman in the house, the neighbourhoood
and the city. Moreover, it creates a bigger problem of creating uniform settlement units
which also create neighbourhoods with no identity.

While most of the contemporary policies do not give any right to the user, self-help
models seems as an alternative to the idle facilities of the government. Yet, it is crucial to
ask how effective these models are: they generally neither set authenticity, nor can
preserve the flexibility of the local and/or spontaneous settlement types. They, on the
contrary, remain static and spatial organizations that are merely physical, but not social. As

an alternative to these approaches, cases like Golyaka Solidarity Houses provide more
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succesful processes and results of post-disaster environments, since they consider in situ
construction instead of a replacement-based constrcution. Grassroots movement like Dep-
Der on the other hand, also value a process which is more of a natural flow, taking place in
a longer development scheme.

To conclude, a sufficient post-disaster planning needs an improvement of private,
social and public spheres as a political projection. These projections should be integrated
with social sciences and enlargen its perspective into a more interdisciplinary level as
proposed by Lefebvre. Only in this way, disaster policies can be established not primarily as
a physical sheltering/reconstruction process --which include social improvement as a
secondary level of information—but as an oveall organization. Moreover, different feminist
approaches, which are highly considering the integration of gender and social issues, could

be enlightening for future planning scenarios.
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APPENDICES

A: SEMI-STRUCTURED IN-DEPTH INTERVIEW TOPICS

Ad:

Yasi:

Nereli Oldugu:

Egitim Durumu:

Calisma Durumu:

Medeni Durumu:

Esinin Adi, Yasi, Nereli Oldugu, Egitim Durumu:

Kendi Ebeveynleri ve Kardesleri ile ilgili Bilgiler (Yas, Egitim):
Esinin Ailesi ile ilgili Bilgiler:

Cocuk Sayisi, Yaslari, Egitim Durumu:

Mekansal Rotaya iliskin Bilgiler (Nereli oldugu, Cocukluk Donemi, Evlilik Sonrasi, Deprem

Siresince, Deprem Sonrasinda, Simdiki Mekanlari):

1. Deprem oncesindeki durumunuzu/ konumunuzu anlatin

2. Depremden sonraki ilk yillarda ve takip eden zaman icinde bugline kadar tecriibe
ettiginiz degisiklikleri anlatin

3. Su anda oturdugunuz yerin (ev-¢cevre-komsuluk-hizmetler) memnun oldugunuz ve
sikayetci oldugunuz o6zellikleri nelerdir? Eskiden oturdugunuz vyerlerle
karsilastirdiginizda nasil degerlendiriyorsunuz?

4. Eski oturdugunuz yere gore, su anda oturdugunuz yerde, sehir merkezi ile iliskiniz
nasil? Ne siklikta gidiyorsunuz? (Cocuklariniz ne sikhikta gidiyor?) Sehirdeki
olanaklara, hizmetlere (ulasim, saglk, egitim) erisiminiz zaman iginde degisti mi,
nasil?

5. Deprem o6ncesi donemdeki ekonomik (is-gelir-sinifsal), sosyal (aglar, etnik,

komsuluk, hemsehrilik iliskileri), kiltirel, mekansal iliskiler, depremle birlikte nasil
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10.

11.

12.
13.

14.

15.

donistyor? Depremden oOnceki ve sonraki yerlesim yerleriniz bu aglari nasil
etkiledi? Mevcut mekansal 6rintd, bu iliskilerin olusmasi ve devamliliginda isleri
kolaylastiriyor mu ya da zorlastiriyor mu?

Eski oturdugunuz yerleri ve simdi oturdugunuz yeri evin fiziksel durumu agisindan
(ka¢ kath, bahceli, balkonlu, sicak-soguk, aydinlk, temiz, c¢ok odali, dubleks,
mutfagin, banyonun durumu) karsilastirin. Ozellikle simdi oturdugunuz evde
memnun oldugunuz ozellikler ve sikayetci oldugunuz 6zellikler nelerdir? Bahge igi
ve ¢ok katli yapilari nasil degerlendiriyorsunuz? Komsuluk iliskilerini nasil etkiliyor?
Sizinle ayni yerde oturup kendinizden tamamen ayri, farkh (gelenek, disince,
davranis sekli, gelir durumu) gordigiiniz kisiler var mi? Bunlar belli bir gruba dahil
mi? Hig iletisiminiz var mi?

Depremden sonra toplumsal iliskiler nasil degisti? Onceden oturulan yerle, simdiki
arasinda etnik, sinifsal agidan bir degisim var mi?

Depremden 6nce ve sonra Ozellikle kadinlarin yerlesme igindeki komsuluk iliskileri
nasil degisti?

Genel ve cekirdek aile icindeki konumunuzu anlatir misiniz? Ev icindeki
sorumluluklariniz nedir?

Depremden sonra aile icinde, mahallede ya da lcretli is alaninda Ustlendiginiz
rollerde bir degisiklik oldu mu? (Calismaya baslamak, yasl-hasta bakmaya
baslamak, ortamdan 6tiirt cocuklari yalniz birakmamak icin evi beklemek, fatura vs
odemek, evin hizmetini gérmek, ev icinde is yUkinln artmasi, kurslara katilmak,
derneklere lye olmak)

Depremden sonra esinizle iliskinizde bir degisme oldu mu?

Hayatlarinda tutunduklari en 6nemli sey nedir? (cocuk, aile, is, arkadas, din, yardim
kurulusu vb)

Depremden sonraki siregte yasadiginiz sikintilar nelerdi? Hangi yollarla bu
stkintilari - astiniz? (Din, Kuran okumak, Psikolojik Destek, Maddi Destek,
Cocuklarima Sarildim, Sikintimi yasayacak vaktim olmadi, Dernekler, Belediye-Ozel
Kurslar, Arkadaslarim, Komsularim, Kendim, Evim olunca, Calisarak, Ailemle)

Bos zaman gegirme aliskanliklarinizda bir degisiklik oldu mu? (Televizyon, internet,

Elisi, Gezme)
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16.

17.

18.

19.

Toplumun diger kesimleriyle karsilastirdiginda kendinizi 6énceden oturdugunuz
yerlesim yerinde hangi gelir grubunda (ekonomik), hangi sosyal tabakaya (sosyal)
gore konumlandiriyordunuz, depremden sonraki siirecte ve simdi nasil
konumlandiriyorsunuz?

Depremden dnce ve sonra yerlesim yeri, isyeri iliskisi nasil degisti? (ev-is rotasi nasil
etkilendi)

Depremden dnce ve depremden sonra politikaya ve politikacilara (yerel, merkezi,
ulusotesi) bakisiniz degisti mi, nasil degisti, devletten beklentileriniz neler?
Depremden sonra yerel yénetim, merkezi hikimetin mekansal kararlari sizin icin

ne ifade ediyor? Uygulamalara iliskin degerlendirmeleriniz neler?
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B: TURKISH SUMMARY

1999 yilinda Richter 6lgegine gore 7.4 ve 7.2 blyukligindeki iki deprem Tirkiye'nin
kuzeybatisinda biyilk yikima yol agti. Goélciik merkezli ilk deprem 17 Agustosta, Dilzce
merkezli ikinci deprem ise ilkinden 85 giin sonra 12 Kasimda meydana geldi. Her iki deprem
de Marmara Bolgesi ile Bolu ili ve ¢gevresindeki sehirleri etkiledi.

Bu sehirlerden Diizce, iki deprem sonucunda neredeyse tamamen yikilmistir. ikinci
depremin merkez Ussi olmasi sebebiyle, en biylk yikimi 12 Kasimdan sonra yasayan
kentte 980 kisihayatini kaybetmis, 29.000 ‘in Gzerinde konut ise yikilmis ya da agir hasar
almistir (Johnson, 2007). Dolayisiyla depremin ardindan mekansal ve sosyal yapida
dramatik bir kirllma yasanmistir. Bu durumun depremden onic¢ yil sonra dahi, normale
dondiginid soylemek olanakli goriinmemektedir. Ard arda gelen bu iki depremden 6nce
Balamir’in (2001) de belirttigi Uzere, Tirkiyede afet 6ncesi planlama alanina iliskin bir
calisma bulunmamasi sebebiyle, gerek merkezi ve yerel yonetimler gerekse de toplum bu
blylklikte bir felakete hazirliksiz yakalanmistir. Bu hazirliksiz olma durumu depremi takip
eden donemde acil durum, yaralari sarma ve yeniden yapilanma gibi asamalarin, gelismis
Ulkelerdekine nazaran muglaklasmasina ve toplumun normal hayatina ddénmesinin
uzamasina neden olmustur. Yine de deprem sonrasinda, plansiz da olsa, hizli bir mekansal
karar alma ve uygulama sirecine girilmistir. Bu kapsamda sirasiyla depremzedeler igin
gecici barinak, gecici konut ve kalici konut dretimi asamalarindan gecilmis, bugln,
depremden onii¢ yil sonraki durumda haksahipleri kalici konutlara yerlesmislerdir. Ancak,
ulusal afet politikasinin, haksahiplerinin konutlandirmasi lzerinden uygulanmasi, distk
gelir gruplarini, kiracillari bu politikalarin disinda birakmistir.  Ayrica, gerek afet
arastirmalarinda gerekse de uygulama alaninda evrensel bir ‘kurban’ tanimi Gzerinden
ilerlenmesi, toplumdaki farkli gruplarin gereksinimlerinin géz ardi edilmesini dogurmustur.
Ornegin, afet sonrasi mekansal politikalar, ‘yer degistirme’ ‘yeniden yerlestirme’
politikalariyla biylk olglide konut ve mahalle olgeklerini igerirken, tarihsel olarak bu
alanlarla iliskilendirilen kadinlarin, 6zellikle de dusik gelir grubu kadinlarin olasi ihtiyaglari
da ana akim arastirma ve uygulama alaninin disinda kalmistir. Oysaki kadinlar, hayatlar
‘normal’ seyrinde ilerlerken dahi ‘erkek-yapimi’ fiziksel ¢evreden olumsuz etkilenmektedir.

Zira kadinlarin, erkeklerden farkl gereksinimleri vardir ve bu nedenle kenti algilamalari ve
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kullanmalari da erkeklerden farkhdir. Erkekler tarafindan erkeklerin kullanimi distndlerek
olusturulan fiziki cevre, kadinlarin hareketini kisitlamaktadir. Kadin ev —6zel alan-, erkek ise
isyeri —kamusal alan- ile iliskilenmektedir. Fiziksel mekan da bu ayrimi pekistirmektedir. Bu
tezde de, kadinlarin deprem gibi var olan mekansal ve sosyal orintilerin bozuldugu
durumlarda alinan hizli ve plansiz mekansal ve sosyal kararlardan daha ¢ok etkilendigi,
dolayisiyla halihazirda mevcut olan esitsiz konumlarinin derinleserek devam ettigi
varsaylimaktadir.

Bu tez, gerek afet arastirmalari ve gerekse de afet sonrasi uygulama alanlarinda, kadin
ve mekan iliskisinin ele alinmamasindan kaynakh boslugu sorunsallastirmakta ve toplumsal
cinsiyet, mekan ve afet arastirmalar disiplinlerinde bir kesisim alani énermektedir. Bu
arastirma kapsaminda, depremden onig¢ yil sonra distk gelirli kadinlarin farkli yasam
cevrelerindeki glindelik deneyimleri ele alinmaktadir. Boylelikle, dislik gelir gruplarinin
yasadigi Gg farkh afet-sonrasi yerlesim alani secilerek, buralarda yasayan kadinlar agisindan
mekan ile toplumsal cinsiyete dayali iliskiler arasindaki baglantinin ortaya cikarilmasi
amaclanmaktadir. Bu amacla kadinlarin yasam cevreleriyle iliskili olarak hane, komsuluk ve
Ucretli is 6lceklerindeki deneyimleri arastiriimaktadir.

Arastirmanin temel varsayimi depremi takiben yasanan zorunlu yer degistirmeler
sonucunda kadinlarin farkl 6lgeklerdeki toplumsal cinsiyet iliskilerinin ve rollerinin dnemli
Olcide farkhlastigidir. S6z konusu farklilasma Ug farkli yasam cevresinde yasayan kadinlar
icin haneici, kominite ve is iliskileri acisindan degerlendirilmistir. Kadinlarin ev, mahalle ve
Ucretli is iliskileri, ozel, sosyal ve kamusal alandaki konumlanislari ile birlikte ele
alinmaktadir. Bu ¢alismada, MacKenzie’nin (1989), 6zel ve kamusal alan, ev ile is, lcretsiz
ve Ucretli is arasinda tarifledigi kadin alanlari, Arendt’e (1958) referansla 6zel ve kamusal
ikiligi arasina eklenen sosyal alan ile birlikte kavramsallastirilmaktadir. Kadinin 6zel alandaki
iliskileri, onun evin idarecisi roll ve Ucretsiz ev ici emegi lzerinden, kamusal alandaki roll
ev ici Ucretsiz is yukuni slrdirirken Ucretli ise erisimi Gzerinden kurulmaktadir. Sosyal
alandaki roli ise kolaylkla 6zel ya da kamusal olarak ayristirlamayacak, o6zellikle
komsulariyla ve sosyal aglarla iliskilerin yiritilmesi rolii Gzerinden kurulmaktadir.
Kadinlarin glindelik deneyimlerini arastirken yararlanilan bu lgleme —6zel-sosyal-kamusal-,
verili bir ayrimi kabullenmek i¢in degil, aksine verili kabul edilen bu ayri alanlarda kadinlarin
nasil bir arayliz olusturdugu, alanlar arasi gegislerin nasil saglandigi, bu alanlarda ne denli

cesitli rollere biiriindlgu bilgisine ulasmak icin ara¢ olarak benimsenmistir. Kadinlarin
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0zglin rollerinin afet sonrasi, farkli fiziksel mekanlardaki farkl kosullarda nasil degistigi
sorusunun, Ozellikle mekansal planlama disiplinlerinin toplumsal olani ihmalinin ya da
sosyal bilimlerin fiziksel mekanin etkilerini ihmalinin 6tesine ge¢mek igin uygun bir zemin
yaratabilecegi distnilmektedir.

Kadinlarin glindelik deneyimlerinin arastiriimasinda etnografik arastirma ve feminist
durus yaklasimi benimsenmis, (¢ farkli alanda 25 kadinla derinlemesine goriismeler
yapilmistir. Saha calismasi, Aralik 2011 ve Haziran 2012 arasinda, merkez ilceye bagh dort
mahalle ve bir koyde yuritiilmistir. Gorisiilen kadinlar belirlenirken, kadinlarin afet
oncesinde kent merkezinde oturan disik gelir grubu kadinlar olmalarina dikkat edilmistir.
Ayrica sO6z konusu kadinlarin yine deprem o6ncesinde yetiskin olmalari tercih edildigi icin
gorisulen kadinlarin yas araligi 30 ve 60 arasinda belirlenmistir. Gortismecilerin iki tanesi
hari¢ hepsi bu kritere uymaktadir. Diger iki goriismeci de, diger kadinlara gore genc (20, 24
yaslarinda)olmalarina ragmen, afet sonrasi mekansal siiregleri, evlendikten sonra Gegici
Prefabrike Konutlara yerleserek deneyimlemislerdir. Benzer sekilde goriismecilerin deprem
Oncesinde evli olmalari tercih sebebidir. Zira, kadinlar agisindan hayatlarindaki dénim
noktasi, toplumsal cinsiyet rollerinin kirilma anlari, evlenmek ve cocuk sahibi olmaktir.
Dolayisiyla, afet sonrasi doneme vyogunlasan bu calisma kapsaminda saglikh bir
degerlendirme yapabilmek adina kadinin toplumsal cinsiyet rollerini degistirecek olaylarin
en azindan birinin sabitlenmesi hedeflenmistir. Bu sekilde, afet 6ncesi benzer konumlardaki
kadinlarin afet sonrasi farkli yasam cevrelerindeki farkli deneyimlerini karsilastirmak
mimkiin olmustur. Ote yandan derinlemesine goriisme yénteminin kullaniimasi, ilk bakista
farkedilemeyen farkliliklari yakalayabilmek acgisindan énemli gérilmektedir.

Kadinlarin anlatilarina dayal béyle bir calisma, afet planlama, kadin ve mekanin Gretimi
konularini iliskilendirmesi agisindan onemlidir. Zira afet ve kadin, kadin ve mekan
kesisiminde calismalar bulunmasina karsin bu ¢ basligin kesisiminde yapilmis calisma
sayisi oldukga azdir. Calismadan edinilen bilginin, afet planlama alaninda, 6zellikle sosyo-
mekansal kararlar verilirken, dnemli veri saglayabilecegi distinlilmektedir. Bu ¢alismanin,
Uzerinde fazla galisiilmamis orta buyukliikteki bir sehir olan Diizce’de yapilmis olmasi da
benzer konumdaki sehirler icin karsilastirma imkani sunabilecektir.

Tezin teorik c¢ercevesi gizilirken, ©ncelikle mekanin kavramsallastiriimasina
yogunlasiimistir. Mekan, en yalin anlamiyla, kisinin yasam c¢evresi olarak diistiinildiigiinde,

duygular, distinceler, davranislar, kararlar ve belleklerde etkin bir rolii oldugu dolayisiyla
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giindelik hayatimizin dnemli bir parcasi oldugu goriilmektedir. Buradan hareketle, herkesin
kafasinda, bilerek ya da bilmeyerek mekana iliskin bir takim kavramlar oldugu
soylenebilirse de bu kavramlar toplumsal olanin algilanmasi ve kavramsallastiriimasinda
acikca gozlenememektedir. S6zgelimi, Cetin’in (2012) de aktardigi tizere, ne zaman aileden
bahsedilse, ailenin fiziksel mekani olarak ev zihinde canlanir; sosyolojik bir kavram olarak
aile, aile Uyeleri arasindaki iliskilere odaklanir. Dolayisiyla aile tanimi icinde ev mekani
gorinmez ya da gizil olarak vardir. Benzer durum komsuluk iliskileri ya da is iliskileri igin
gecerlidir; mahalle ve isyeri mekanlari yine gizil olarak sosyolojik kavramlarin icinde yer
almakta ancak algida ve kavramsallastirmalarda kolaylikla izlenememektedir. Sosyal iliskiler
kacinilmaz olarak mekan icinde yer alir ancak mekan sadece olaylara ev sahipligi yapan
pasif bir sahne degildir. icinde yasanan toplumsal iliskiler bir yandan bu mekansal
formasyonlari sekillendirirken, bu mekanlar da s6z konusu iliskileri zaman iginde
etkilemektedir. Bu tezde de kadinlarin aile, komnite, is iligskileri ve rollerindeki farklilasma
sorgulanirken bu iliskilerin mekanlari olarak ev, komsuluk birimi, isyeri orintileri ve kent
fiziksel mekaninin etkisi dnemli goriilmektedir. 1960’lardan sonra sosyal bilimlerde yasanan
mekansal donlis ile birlikte farkh teorisyenlerce ele alinan mekan, farkh
kavramsallastirmalari beraberinde getirmisse de Fransiz dlsunir Lefebvre (1974),
toplumsal olan ile mekansal olanin iliskisinin kurulumundaki en 6nemli figlirler arasindadir.
Ona gore mekan ¢ok boyutlu bir siirectir ve bu boyutlarindan herhangi biri olmaksizin tam
anlamiyla anlasilamaz. Lefebvre’e gore mekanin g temel sacayagl onun ayni anda fiziksel
(algilanan), zihinsel (tasarlanan), toplumsal (yasanan) momentlerini icerir. Ve bu lcleme
icinde, toplumsal pratik ile ilskilendirilen sosyal mekan kavramina daha ayricalikli bir konum
atfeder. Lefebvre’nin kavramsallastirmasi, bu tez kapsaminda fiziksel ve toplumsal mekani,
bu ikisinin birbiriyle kacinilmaz iliskisini dikkate alarak, kadinlarin afet sonrasi kendileri
disindaki erk tarafindan Uretilen yapili cevrelerdeki deneyimlerini anlamak icin uygun bir
cerceve sunmaktadir. Ote yandan kadinlarin mekanla iligkisi baglaminda feminist
cografyanin sundugu kavramsal araglardan, 6zellikle de 6zel-kamusal, (iretim-yeniden
Uretim, ev-is vb. ikiliklerin elestirisinden yararlanilmaktadir. Kadinlara erkelerden farkh
olarak, ataerkil sistemde toplumsal cinsiyete dayali mekansal béliinme dolayisiyla atfedilen
rollerin onlarin konumlanislarini nasil kisitladigi, tizerlerinde nasil goériinmez bir isyiki ve
baski olusturdugu ve buna karsin kadinlarin kriz dénemlerinde farkh alanlardaki

etkinlikleriyle nasil roller Ustlendikleri ve bu esitsizligin nasil donistirilebilecegi konusunda
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onemli bir zemin olugsmaktadir. Fiziksel olarak cinsiyetlendirilmis gériinen mekanlar, belki
de daha fazla, temsil diizeyinde de cinsiyetlendirilmislerdir. Evin mahrem olanla, 6zel alanla
ve yeniden Uretimin gériinmez kadin emegi ile iliski icinde olmasina karsilik, kentin ya da
isyerinin kamusal olanla ve Uretimin erkek emegi ile iliskilendirilmesi, 6nceligin ‘Uretici’
kamusal alandan yana olmasi suretiyle, farkl toplumsal cinsiyetlerin farkli mekan kullanim
oruntilerinin olusumuna ve sirdiridlmesine katki saglamaktadir. Digertaraftan kadin ve
mekan iliskisinin afet arastirmalarinda gerek fiziksel gerekse de temsil diizeyinde nasil ele
alinabilecegi konusu, Fordham (1998), Fothergill (1999) ve Khrishnadas (2007) gibi az
sayidaki arastirmacinin ¢alismalarindan yola ¢ikarak, tartisiimistir. Sonug olarak fiziksel ve
sosyal olanin iliskisini, mekan ve toplumsal cinsiyet iliskisi Gzerinden, afet sonrasi donem
kosullarinda inceleyebilecegimiz mekansal 6lceklerle iliskili toplumsal cinsiyet rolleri
cercevesi kurulmustur. Buna gore kadinlarin toplumsal iliskilerindeki degisim, ev, komsuluk
birimi ve isyeri orlintlilerindeki mekansal degisim ile birlikte ele alinmaktadir.

Dizcedeki afet sonrasi mekansal siregler temel olarak haksahiplerinin
konutlandirilmasi Gzerine insa edildigi icin, ana politikalarin disinda kalan dislik gelir grubu
ya da kiracilar icin afet sonrasi acil dénem, yaralarin sarilmasi ve yeniden yapilanma
asamalari haksahiplerinden farkh islemis, depremden onilg¢ yil sonra bu kesim igin,
haksahiplerinden farkli olarak, yasamin hala normale donemedigi gézlenmistir. Devletin
sosyal konut projelerinden de faydalanamayan bu gruplara dahil kadinlarin depremden
onli¢c yil sonra kent merkezi ve yakin c¢evresinde vyasadigl alanlar ilk doénem
haksahiplerinden sonra bosalan gecici prefabrik alanlari ile ilki kent ceperinde ikincisi
merkeze daha yakin olan, uluslararasi Sivil Toplum Kuruluslarinin destekledigi Gimuspinar
Umcor ve Beyciler Mavi Hilal sosyal konut alanlari olmustur.

Haneici, Komsuluk ve Ucretli is rolleri acisindan, kent merkezindeki gegici konut
alanlarinda yasayan kadinlarin en temel sorunu, depremden onii¢ yil sonra hala en fazla 2-3
yil kullanilmak {izere planlanan gegici prefabrike konutlarda yasamaktir. Zira bu konutlar
tek tip, esnek olmayan, eski, bakim zorlugu olan, mevsim kosullarindan etkilenen, kiigik ve
Ozellikle de ¢ok ¢ocuklu haneler ya da yasli/akraba bakilan hanelerdeki kadinlar agisindan
kisitlayici olmaktadir. Ev icindeki mekansal kisit, ev icindeki sosyal iliskilerin idaresinde,
ozellikle de alisilageldigi haliyle mahremiyetin saglanmasinda sorun olusturmaktadir.
Deprem sonrasi yaralarin sarilmasi déneminde bir ¢esit dayanisma mekani, hatta evden

¢ikip sosyallesme mekani olan prefabrik alanlari, kullanicilarin zaman icinde degismesiyle
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kislerin birbirlerini tanimadigi, birbirine slipheyle vyaklastigi c¢atisma mekanlarina
donliismustir. Dolayisiyla bir yandan fiziksel mekan zaman iginde ¢0Oziiniirken, evin disi
glvensizlik teskil ettigi icin, evin icine daha ¢ok hapsolunmugstur. Bu durum prefabriklerde
yasayan kadinlar agisindan yasadiklari yerin ve yakin ¢evresinin ‘hastalikl’’ oldugu seklinde
degerlendiriimektedir. Bu durumun istisnasi, prefabriklerde yasadigl sire boyunca
kiracilarin konut hakkini savunan depremzedeler dernegi (Dep-Der) aktivisti olan bir
gorismeci ile, Cay Mahallesi prefabriklerinde yasayan ve prefabrikler kuruldugundan beri
birarada olan gorismecilerdir. ilki, fiziksel mekanini genisleterek toplumsal miicadele
mekanina cikabildigi olgclide sdzkonusu hastalikl yasam cevresiyle basedebilirken, ikinci
grup geg¢misten gelen ortak tanisikligin etkisiyle ve zaman icinde yasadiklari mekana
verdikleri emek Uzerinden bu alani sahiplenmislerdir denebilir. Yine de kosullarin
olumsuzlugu kadinlarin ev ici emegini artirmistir. Ote yandan bu alanlarin kent merkezinde
bulunmasinin kadinlarin {cretli is imkanlarina ulasmasi agisindan hissedilebilir bir farki
gozlenmemistir. Ancak yine de afet sonrasi zorlasan ekonomik kosullarda ekonomik alana
katilma gereksinimi duyan kadinlar, giivensizlik dolayisiyla formal Ucretli is alanina dahil
olamasalar da, kadinlar arasinda evden parca is yapma orintileri gozlenmistir. Buradaki
temel sorun prefabrike konutlarin, gegici bir siire icin planlanmasi dolayisiyla hanehalkinin
cesitliligine ve 6zelde kadinlarin ev igi Gretim yapmasi i¢in gerekli mekansal kosullara cevap
verememesidir. Ancak ‘gecici’ slreligine Uretilen bu konutlarin mekéansal dizenleme
anlaminda iyilestirilmesi ve degisen gereksinimlerin gecici konut tasariminda géz oniline
alinmasi gerektigi sdylenebilirse de, esas meselenin ana mekansal politikalar disinda kalan
kesimlerin, bu gecici mekanlari amacinin 6tesinde kullanmaya itildikleridir. Dolayisiyla farkh
kesimlere uygun kalici konut alanlari Gretmek yerine, gecici konut Uretimi ile bu siirenin
geciktirilmesi farkli arastirmacilarca da (Johnson, 2007) dikkat cekilen bir tartisma
konusudur.

Kent merkezine yaklasik 10 kilometre uzaklikta kirsal alanda konumlanan Umcor
evlerinde yasayan kadinlar agisindan ise ayirt edici sorun, yerlesim yerinin kent merkezine
ve kentsel hizmetlere uzakligidir. Arastirma kapsaminda gorisilen Umcor evlerinde
yasayan kadinlarin tamami, deprem oncesinde kent merkezinde yasadigi icin bu olglide bir
yerdegistirme onlar agisindan yikici olmustur. Aslinda yaridan fazlasi, istemeden, ekonomik
sebeplerle, kocasinin zoruyla bu alana geldigini ifade etmistir ve neredeyse tamami imkani

olsa buradan gitmek istedigini ifade etmektedir. Zaten, bu kadinlarin yaridan fazlasi,
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dezavantajli gruplar icin yapilan ve en kirilgan hanelerin belirlenmesiyle katilimci insa
sireciyle yapilan bu evleri, 10 yildan 6nce satilmasi yasak olmasina ragmen, ilk
sahiplerinden satin almislardir. Buna gore, bir yandan bu tir projelerdeki ihtiya¢ sahibi
belirleme yontemlerinin glivenilirligi sorgulanmakta, bir yandan da imkan bulan herkesin
glinlin birinde konutunu satip gidecegi bir yer olarak, gecici prefabrik alanlarindan bir farki
olmadig gbézlenmistir. Yine de gorusilen kadinlar, buradaki evlerini, deprem 6ncesinde
kent merkezinde oturduklari distik nitelikteki evlerine nazaran ¢ok daha iyi bulduklarini
ifade etmektedir. Umcor evleri iki oda bir salondan mitesekkil, prefabrikten biraz daha
blylik fakat yine de bu haneler igin kiicik olmasina karsilik, evlerin tek kath, diz ayak,
kiiclik de olsa kapi 6nii mekani barindiran ve yine klisitli da olsa evlerin yari-agik mekanlarla
vb genisletiimesine olanak saglayan yapisi sebebiyle olumlu bulunmaktadir. Bu mekansal
yapinin iyi gecinilen komsularla ortak zaman gecirme, is liretme hatta evden parga is yapma
konusunda uygun bulundugu gozlenmistir. Ama O6te yandan ayni mekansal vyapi,
prefabriklerdeki kadar keskin olmasa da, disardakilere karsi ev ve yakin gevresindeki
mahremiyetin saglanamamasini getirmektedir. Tipki gegici prefabrike konut alanlarindaki
gibi insan sirkilasyonunun yogun olmasi, daha 6nceden tanisikligi olmayan heterojen bir
grubu icinde barindirmasi mahalle Olcegindeki celiskinin esas sebebi olmaktadir.
Hoslanilmayan komsular s6z konusu oldugunda evlerin birbirine yakinligi ve evlerin sokak
ile iliskisi, mahremiyet {izerinden ¢atisma konusu olabilmektedir. Ote yandan her nekadar
planli bir durum oldugu distinilmese de, bu alana gorece yakin sayilabilecek fabrika ve
atélyelerin bulunmasi kadinlarin ev ¢evresinden cok uzaklasmaksizin ev disinda dcretli is
oruntilerine dahil olmasini kolaylastirmaktadir. Her ne kadar bakim yikleri Uzerinden
alinmadan Ucretli is 6rlintlstine dahil olmalari ikili bir ylk, somuru getirse de, 6zel ve sosyal
alan disinda bir hareket alani bulunmayan ¢ogu kadin icin ev disinda ¢alisma imkani olumlu
olarak degerlendirilebilir. Yine de alanin kent merkezine uzakligi, olasi farkl is imkanlarini
kisitlamakta, ¢alismak isteyen kadinlari yakin ¢evrede bulunan fabrika ve atolyelerdeki agir
¢alisma kosullarina mecbur birakmaktadir.

Dogrudan kent merkezinde bulunmasa da, merkeze gorece yakin ve kentin konut
gelisme bolgesinde yer alan Mavi Hilal Evlerinde yasayan kadinlarin en buyuk celiskileri,
fiziksel olarak evlerinden duyduklari memnuniyete karsilik, sosyal ¢evreden duyduklari
memnuniyetsizliktir. Evler onceki iki 6rnekten ve kadinlarin depremden o6nce kent

merkezinde yasadiklari evlerden farkh olarak mekansal Ozellikleri agisindan dikkate
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degerdir. Yoldan geri ¢ekilmis, bir veranda ile girilen, icinde ayri mutfagi salonu ve iki odasi
ile Ust katta da iki odasi bulunan bu evler, kadinlarca ferah olarak tanimlanmaktadir. Onceki
iki evde eksikligi cekilden mekansal orgitlenme ve blyitklige bagh olarak ev icinde
mahremiyetin saglanamamasi ya da hane iginde farkli gereksinimlere ihtiya¢ duyanlarin
dzel mekanlarinin bulunmamasi durumu bu evler icin gegerli degildir. iki katli olmasi, olasi
yatili bir misafir gelmesi durumunda kadinlar agisindan biyilk kolaylik saglamaktadir. Ayni
sekilde rutin zamanda c¢ocuklarin yukarda kaliyor olmasi da kadinin yikini
hafifletmektedir. Bu evlerin sorunu 4 |u bloklar halinde sira ev diizeninde olmasidir
denebilir. Bu sekilde oldugunda ortak bahge icinde ayni duvari paylasan komsular, eger
uyusmuyorlarsa, bu zorunlu yakinlik yine ¢atisma sebebi olabilmektedir. Ornegin, planlara
gore citlenmesi gereken ortak bahce, bu gibi durumlarda evlerin hizasindan citlenmekte,
boélinmektedir. Bu da bizi, mekansal olarak burada yasayacak kisilerin sosyal ve kiltirel
ahskanliklari, gereksinimleri diistinilmeksizin yapilan yerlesimlerin komsuluk iliskilerinde
sorun yaratabilecegi fikrine gétirmektedir. Aslinda Mavi Hilal evleri, Umcor evleri gibi bir
secim siresinden gecmesine karsin, projeyi destekleyen STK, birbirini tanimayan heterojen
grubun evlerin yapim asamasinda kaynastirmak ve kominite icinde dayanisma
ortintllerinin olusumuna katki saglamak adina beraber c¢alismasini 6nkosul olarak
koymustur. Ayrica, evlerde oturacak kisiler belirlendikten sonra evlerin Gst katinin yapimi
sahiplerine birakilmis, boylelikle evlerin kullanicilar tarafindan kisisellestirilmesi,
benimsenmesi hedeflenmistir. Ancak ev dizeyinde benimseme basarili olduysa da,
katilimci insa sirecinin, bir komiinite olusturmaya yardimci olamadigi, evlere girildikten
kisa slire sonra herkesin 6zel alanina cekildigi, dahasi, komsuluk 6lceginde catismalarin
oldugu anlatilagelmistir. Dolayisiyla kura ile biraraya gelen insanlarin olusturduklari yasam
cevresinin, mekansal Ozellikleri nasil olsa da, kadinlarin komsuluk birimi icindeki iliskileri
acisindan zorlayici oldugu goériilmektedir. Ote yandan konutlarin mekansal 6zellikleri
kadinlarin evden calisabilmesinin éniinii de agabilmektedir. Ozellikle parga is, dikis ya da
gocuk bakimi vb igin gerekli uygun mekanlar bu alanda saglanmis gériinmektedir.

Dislik gelirli kadinlar, ev ve yakin gevresi ile gérece daha fazla iliskililerdir. Ve afet
sonrasl konut ve konut ¢evresinde mekansal ve sosyal orilintiilerin sekteye ugramasi onlari
bu 6l¢tide daha yogun etkilemektedir. Gorilen odur ki, afetin kendisi 6nceki yasamlarindan
bir kopus getirirken, yeni olusturulan mekanlarinin, 6zellikle de mahalle ve komsuluk birimi

diizeyinde, daha dnce gozlenmeyen oriintlleri dayatmasi kadinlarin normal yasamlarina
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doénmesi agisindan sorun teskil etmektedir. Her ne kadar mesele eskinin bir yeniden insasini
yapmak degilse de, yeni olusturulan mekanlarda deprem 6ncesinde olumlu karsilanan
mekansal dokunun izlerinin bulunmasi 6nemli gorilmektedir. Dolayisiyla 6zellikle eski
mahalle dokusundaki fiziksel ve sosyal iliskilerin incelenmesi ve belli 6lgiilerde dikkate
alinmasi kadinlarin daha cabuk normale dénmelerini saglayabilir. Ote yandan bu konuyla
ilgili olarak en ¢ok lizerinde durulmasi gereken konu ‘yerdegistirme’ politikalarina karsi,
‘verinde yeniden yapilanma’ politikalari ve/veya yeni Uretilen mekanlarda ‘kura ile kullanici
belirleme’ politikalarina karsi ‘ortak gecmisi olan gruplarn yakin yerlere yerlestirme’
politikalari olabilir. Zira, yine kadinlarin iyilesmeleri agisindan etkin konumda bulunduklari
sosyal alanin, barindirdigi komsuluk aglari vb lzerinden, énemli ve destekleyici oldugu
gorilmektedir. Bu durum, ilk bakista, homojen insan topluluklarinin, dolayisiyla kapali
kominitelerin olusturulmasi gibi goriinse de aslinda amac farklidir. Eskinin ani yikimi
sonrasinda yeninin baskin bir kopus ve dayatma ile ‘otantik olmayan’ bicimde gelmesi
yerine, yeninin eskiden izler barindirmasi onerisi, yasam gevresinin kullanicilarin fiziksel ve
sosyal orlintiileri kadar anlam dlinyasini da etkiledigi kabuliyle ilgilidir.

Afet sonrasi yasanan mekansal siireclerin distk gelir grubu agisindan kentsel doniisim
siireclerine benzedigi gozlenmistir. Ozellikle depremden 6nceki durumda merkezde
yasarken, deprem sonrasinda siire¢ icindeki politikalar ya da secenek kisiti dolayisiyla
cepere yerlesmek durumunda kalan kadinlar icin durum daha yikici olabilmektedir. Zira
metin boyunca soylenegeldigi lzere 6zellikle dislik gelirli kadinlarin yasam cevresi ev ve
mabhalle ile sinirhdir. Elbette bunun disina c¢ikabilenler yok degildir ancak oldukg¢a azdir.
Dolayisiyla merkezden ve kentsel hizmetlerden uzaklasmalari durumunda ev ve cevresi
disinda surdurebilecekleri sosyal iliskiler ve Ucretli is iliskileri sekteye ugramaktadir. Halbuki
fiziksel yakinlikla ya da erisimi kolaylastirici politikalarla bu kadinlarin kentle eskisinden de
cok buttnlestirilmeleri afet sonrasi yeniden yapilanma politikalarinin ana hedeflerinden
olmalidir. Zira tiim bu olumsuz kosullarin iginde dahi goruldigl Uzere aslinda, rollerinin
¢oklugu ve kapsamiyla 6zdes olarak, kadinlarin ¢6ziime yonelik bir kapasiteyi de
barindirdiklarini séylemek yaniltici olmaz. Ucretsiz, géniilli, ya da sevgi karsihg yaptiklari
isler ya da c¢ok dislik Gcretlerle evden yaptiklari isler esasen degerli islerdir ve bunlarin
kadinlarin hayatinda karsilik bulmasi gerekmektedir.

Arastirma sonucunda, duslik gelirli kadinlarin, ‘erkek-yapimi’ cevreden, 6zellikle de afet

sonras! kosullarda, olumsuz etkilendikleri gortlmustiir. Bu arastirmadan elde edilen
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verilerin, afet-sonrasi yasam cevrelerindeki toplumsal esitsizligin daha iyi kavranmasiyla,
planlama ve uygulama alaninda siyasa (retimi icin bir altlik olusturabilecegi
disunulmektedir. Duglk gelirli kadinin kosullarinin, afet sonrasi ddnemde ‘iyilesmesi’, onun

Ozel, sosyal ve kamusal her (i¢ alanda da gliclendirilmesi ile mimkiin olabilecektir.
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