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ABSTRACT

HOME AS A ‘'PLACE":
THE MAKING OF DOMESTIC SPACE AT YESILTEPE BLOCKS,
ANKARA

Capoglu, Nazan
M.Arch, Department of Architecture
Supervisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ali Cengizkan

September 2008, 167 pages

The aim of this thesis is to provide a comprehensive look over the
domestic space in the scope of the case study held in Ankara. The key
notion of the evaluation is that home is a ‘place’ and it can not be
evaluated comprehensively when abstracted and degraded into
classifications of size, location, cost, or generalized user profile, without
considering its place-specific qualities and the experience of its users.
Starting from this point, the thesis provides a detailed observation and
documentation of the physical qualities of home, followed by the
appreciation of its users depicting their own experiences and interventions
on the place. The ‘reciprocal’ character of the relationship between the
household and the home, the concepts of place-identity and sense of

belonging are traced and discussed.

The research is conducted in a privileged example of modern residential

architecture in Ankara; Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe Blocks in Emek District

iv



and its method constitutes of three parallel stages which are the archival
study made on written and visual documents, in-depth interviews done
with the households, and on-site observation and visual documentation

study of the research field.

Keywords: Home, place-making, domestic space, Yesiltepe Blocks,

Ankara
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BiR “'YER’ OLARAK EV:
ANKARA YESILTEPE BLOKLARI'NDA KONUT MEKANININ
OLUSUMU

Capoglu, Nazan
Yiksek Lisans, Mimarlik Bolimu
Tez Yoneticisi: Dog. Dr. Ali Cengizkan

Eyliil 2008, 167 sayfa

Bu tezin amaci, Ankara’da yiiriitiilen bir alan ¢alismas1 kapsaminda konut
mekanina kapsamli bir bakis sunmaktir. Bu degerlendirmenin ana fikri
evin bir ‘yer’ olmasidir ve bu yer biiyiiklilkk, konum, maliyet ve
genellenmis kullanici  profili smiflandirmalarina indirgendigi ve
soyutlandigl, yere 6zgii nitelikleri ile kullanicilarinin deneyimleri dikkate
alinmadig1 durumda kapsaml bir sekilde degerlendirilemez. Bu noktadan
yola cikarak, tez evin fiziksel niteliklerinin detayli bir gozlem ve
belgelemesini ve devaminda, kullanicilarin yere dair deneyim ve
miidahalelerini ortaya koyan degerlendirmelerini sunmaktadir. Ev
halkmin ev ile olan iligkisinin ‘karsilikli” karakteri, yer kimligi ve aidiyet

kavramlari aragtirilmis ve tartisilmistir.

Arastirma Ankara’daki modern konut mimarliginin seckin 6rneklerinden
biri olan Yesiltepe ve Yildiztepe Bloklari'nda yiiriitiilmiistiir ve metodu

yazili ve gorsel dokiimanlar {izerine arsiv ¢alismasi, ev halk: ile yapilan

Vi



derinlikli sOylesiler ve alanda yapilan gozlem ve gorsel belgeleme olmak

tizere ii¢ paralel asamadan olusmaktadr.

Anahtar Kelimeler: Ev, yer yapma, konut mekani, Yesiltepe Bloklari,

Ankara
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

1.1 The Academic Motivations and Aim of the Thesis

In the general field of ‘home’ as a theme, which accommodates one of the
broadest literature in human history, there are innumerable sources and
formations to dwell on and to conduct to for a researcher in the field of
architecture as well as many other disciplines. Although addressing this
same general theme of ‘home’, this thesis justifiably focuses and dwells on
certain dimensions and approaches in developing an understanding of
home as field of study at large and consequently delineates certain
limitations in handling research and study in this field for a particular case

in Turkey.

First of all, the thesis does not aim to propose a new theoretical framework
of the main concepts concerned; ‘home’, “place’” or “place-making’, or to
elaborate comprehensive cross-cultural and inter-disciplinary discussions
and conceptions developed in relation to them. The thesis aims to coin
certain definitions and understandings within the selected basic academic
literature and field research, and focus mainly on a case study that would
be analysed and evaluated in that theoretical framework constructed as a

base to serve for understanding the case in detail.



Of first priority, it shall be stated that, the diverse understandings of the
term “home’ is out of the concern of this study. Although having various
definitions in different cultures and places in the world -even in different

psychological moods and physical conditions of a single human being-
‘home’ in this thesis will be perceived as the focus of human activity, a
center of meaning for people, the main stage of their life processes of birth,
growth, production of self and things, as well as consumption. Unlike the
term ‘house’, ‘home’ here implies a meaning of being “the one and only”
and the unique object of the peaceful and secure feeling of “being at
home”. Constituting such a critical locus in human life, it reflects one’s
self, his/her past and present as well as his/her aspirations and

conceptions of the world.

This thesis aims to explore home in the framework of “place-making’.
Introduction of the concept of “place” into the discussion, brings forward
the social assets of the space and provides a special emphasis on the
people living in that space; in this case the households. The experience and
interposition of the households in the place have been a strong
contribution in studying the subject, that will be elaborated within the case

study presented in the following chapters.

The reason of focusing on the concept of place is based on the author’s
academic experience and enthusiasm acquired from two studio courses
conducted by Assoc. Prof. Dr. Ali Cengizkan and Research Assistant
Didem Kilickiran at the Department of Architecture, Middle East
Technical University, Ankara, in the previous years of her M.Arch

education. The first one has been Arch 714 — Housing Research and Design



Studio I, held in Spring’06. This studio has produced a group research on
Temelli (Samutlu) Numune Kéyii in Polatli, Ankara, and analysed the village
in its historical context of population exchange together with the physical
constitution of the environment as well as the participation of the
exchangees and their descendants still living there.! The second course,
Arch 713 - Housing Research and Design Studio I, was held in the following
semester, and this time a more comprehensive research was conducted in
the urban context. Ulus Ishani ve Carsist was the field of research and this
time the main argument of the study has been the complex’s being a

‘place” in Ankara.?

These two academic experiences had a major impact on the enthusiasm of
defining the scope of the thesis. As a further extension of the previous
works in rural residential context and urban commercial context which were
mentioned above, this thesis aims to dwell on parallel themes in an urban
residential context which was not personally experienced in detail by the

author before.

1 Beside the archival and architectural documentation of the village and the unit houses,
the research was based mainly on the oral history study that was conducted with the
villagers. Although the concept of ‘place’ was not the pre-established conceptual
framework of analysis, the outcomes of the in-depth interviews provided a broad field of
discussion in terms of the exchangees’ experiences on place, the place attachment that
they have grown over years, their senses of identity and belonging, and their
interventions to the place regarding their changing needs and expectations.

2 The idea is supported by a number of quantitative analyses like pedestrian counts and
circulation routes which depict the usage patterns of the urban space provided by the
layout and functional proposals of the complex. On the other hand, a number of oral
research studies have been made among the users of the place; passer-bys, customers,
handsellers and the tradesmen in stores. The results obtained after a four-month-research
process have shown that the complex is much more than a fifty year-old architectural
object to be demolished or be ‘dressed nicely’ to fit into the new urban dreams of the
planning agents, but it is a ‘place’ that has been the host of fifty years of experience in
urban memory, a place to be identified with, for countless people and a strong
contributor to the urban life in Ankara.

3



Another motivation in developing such enthusiasm in studying on the
urban residential environment is the author’s professional experience as
an architect in the field, where housing production in metropolitan cities
constitutes a major sector in contemporary construction market. One of
the strongest reasons in writing this thesis have been the urge to
understand the ‘existent’ before attempting to propose and produce the

‘successor’ in the developing and regenerating urban fabric.

To summarize; this thesis aims to grasp the notion of home as an integral
entity comprising of physical and social assets which are the critical means
of the process of place-making. The thesis focuses on Yesiltepe (and
Yildiztepe) Blocks in Ankara, which are notable in terms of their potential
of presenting such process comprehensively because of their forty-years-of

strong presence in the urban residential environment in Ankara.

1.2. Promises of the Thesis and Its Research Method

The thesis suggests that there is a tendency of housing research in Turkey,
to focus on certain utilitarian attributes of home as parametrics tools of
analysis. These parameters are more or less limited to definitions of size,
location or generalized user profiles, while place-specific notions of certain
housing environments that turn them into ‘homes’ of certain people, are

overlooked.

This thesis tries to focus on this lack designated and it studies on a
housing environment through in-depth analyses method from different

physical and social dimensions and tries to delineate the role of the place-

4



specificness issue in the process of home-making. It assumed that this kind
of approach will provide much more than the data produced about that
environment but propose certain dimensions in understanding housing
design and related social formations developed in the domestic

environment.

1.3. Introduction of the Thesis Structure

In the second chapter, Housing and ‘Place-Making’: Methodology of the Thesis,
the academic context and the approach of the thesis will be explored. The
key concepts and understandings regarding domestic space will be
mentioned in relation with each other. While a detailed scan of field
research on domestic space will be examplified within their scope and
content, the emphasis will be given to the local ones in Turkey. The major
aspects and tendencies of these researches will be analysed, interpreted
and critisized while the approach of the thesis will be stated as an
interrelated but a governing layer above all, that departs from the
definition which puts basically that “home is a place and it should not be
degraded to a mere object of utility.” This statement will be justified and

implemented with the methodology of the thesis.

The third chapter, The Production of the ‘Place’ aims to represent the place in
its architectural and urban context within a deliberate position of objective
outsideness’. It will start with an overview of 20" Century modern housing
production in Ankara and will present the case of the thesis; Yesiltepe and

Yildiztepe Blocks. The significance and correspondence of the site, to the

3 Edward Relph (1976; pp.51-52), David Seamon (1996).
5



aim of the study will be given together with a general information of its
architects. After the general context and the introduction of the site, the
analysis will be structured in two phases; first, ‘Location, Planimetry and
Tectonics” will give a detailed a description of the case in three descending
scales and ‘Planimetric and Tectonic Analysis’ will examine the remarkable
notions filtered through the previous description, in the same scales

respectively.

In the fourth chapter, the focus will be on the interviewed households and
their experience and attributions on the place. The approach to the subject
in this chapter may correspond to empathetic insideness ¢, where the author
tried to explore the experiential mechanisms involving the households in
the place. Selected quotations of the households will be assembled in such
a way that they constitute a meaningful whole together under certain
themes and topics which come into prominence in the process of ‘place-
making’. The chapter will also involve the appropriations of the
households and their oral descriptions of the appropriation experience
will be supplemented by visual documentation of their apartments and

the diagrammatic representations.

Finally the fifth chapter will discuss the conclusions of the thesis; its
tindings and evaluations as thought-provoking inputs for further research

and production of urban residential environments.

¢+ Edward Relph (1976; p.54), David Seamon (1996).
6



CHAPTER 2

HOUSING AND ‘PLACE-MAKING”:
METHODOLOGY OF THE THESIS

2.1 Discussions and Concepts on Domestic Interiors and Related Field

Research

Academic context of the study will be presented as an integrated overview
of the key concepts of the thesis together with the certain unfolded
expansions of the forementioned concepts. The existing field research that
envisions various dimensions of the ‘reciprocal’ relationship of the
domestic interiors and its users, will be discussed with regard to their

scopes and general results.

Being one of the oldest practice of human beings, dwelling together with
its procreated concepts deserve observation and careful analysis as being
among the primary subjects of inter-disciplinary research. So far these
have been matter of discussion in various disciplines other than
architecture, from philosophy to anthropology, from environmental
psychology to sociology, which all defined and emphasized different
dimensions of the concepts and generated collaborative conceptual

expansions beside themselves.

Frequently quoted in dwelling studies, German philosopher Martin
Heidegger, in his famous essay “Building Dwelling Thinking”, discusses

7



the philosophical and etymological dimension of dwelling and building
(bauen) and states: “Only if we are capable of dwelling, only then can we
build”.> Regarding Heidegger, David Seamon asserts that this argument is
not sufficient in terms of specificity, and needs further design
connotations.® Based on his philosophical overview, Seamon suggests that
the architecture which can contribute to the human being in the world,

helps to dwell.”

British anthropologist Daniel Miller proposes a conceptual expansion in
this field proposing the term ‘accommodation’, to define the relationship
of the dweller to the dwelling. Apart from being a “place to live”,
accommodation “involves a process of accomodating in the sense of
appropriation of home by its inhabitants or indeed of the inhabitants by
the home”.® What is striking in this definition is its ‘reciprocal character”
which involves the spirit or will of the inhabitant as a motivation of

accommodating in the “process of home” .1

Donna Birdwell-Pheasant and Denise Lawrence-Zuniga’s argument about
houses runs parallel with Miller’s notion of ‘reciprocality’:

Through their capacity both to signify appropriate behaviours and to
accommodate them, house forms and their resident social groups are
mutually constituting.!!

5 Martin Heidegger (1971; p.160).
¢ David Seamon (2000).
7 Ibid.
8 Daniel Miller (2002; p.115).
° Among the first attempts to conceptualise the term, Asatekin (1994) handles the
‘reciprocal’ relationship between the dwelling unit and the corresponding social unit,
family, in the context of traditional residential architecture in Anatolia, through
restoration / conservation theories.
10 Daniel Miller (2002; p.115).
11 Donna Birdwell-Pheasant, Denise Lawrence-Zuniga (1999; pp.3-4).
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These authors also mention the recent analytical tendency of defining
these residents as ‘household” instead of family or another kin group -
which is an approach also shared in this study-, although in their view,
they are inseparable:

At it’s best, ‘household’ describes an economically and socially

important unit that — to the extent that its members are associated

with (if not consistently co-resident within) a specific dwelling — can

be successfully and usefully bounded in space and (somewhat less

successfully) in time as well.!?
Through broad academic literature on domestic interior and its
‘reciprocal’ relationship with its users; mainly four inter-related aspects
according to their point of view towards approaching and analysing the
subject, can be classified; i. Residential satisfaction, ii. Appropriation, iii.
Material culture, iv. time and space zoning® of the domestic space.
Conceptually cross-referencing each other, these four aspects provide a

wide range of outcomes having diverse emphasis with respect to

dwelling’s content and context.

Residential satisfaction is a key factor maintaining the livibility of the built
environment since a building is sustainable as long as it meets the physical
and social requirements of its users. The level of this satisfaction may
result in abandonment and destruction, or on the contrary, a strong
commitment and preservation. Based on this assumption, many scholars
use this notion as a parametric tool in envisioning the physical and social
qualities of domestic space, for example its design characteristics and their

reflections on the process of accommodation.

12 Donna Birdwell-Pheasant, Denise Lawrence-Zuniga (1999; p.2).
13 Terms ‘time zoning’ and ‘space zoning’ that will be used throughout the text are
borrowed from Moira Munro, Ruth Madigan (1999; p.113).
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Among the earliest studies in Turkish literature, Ayla Atasoy in her PhD
dissertation, searched for new qualitative standards of housing design
towards the changing needs of the household by means of evaluating the
existing residential environment. With the help of a case study held in
Osmaniye, Istanbul, the author defines the changing household
requirements together with the deterioration of the built environment. In
the conclusion of the dissertation, the author represents three concepts
combining the housing design and the user requirements: ‘choice’,
‘flexibility” and ‘congruity’. She takes the third one as the basis of her
argument and supposes that new design solutions should be formulated
in congruence with the requirements of the users. For the author, this
could only be done by the help of an interdisciplinary research on the
existing residential environments. The objectives of such research, thus,
should be; the definition of the user profile, the definition of the house,
determination of the physical alterations made in the house and their
motivations, the presentation of the usage patterns of the interior spaces,
documentation of the behaviours and thoughts of the household about

his/her house, and the commentary of all these elements accordingly.!

A similar research was held in Ankara, in 1996, by Vacit and Olcay
Imamoglu. A two-phased comprehensive analysis of certain mass housing
projects in the city was conducted through observation and
documentation of the buildings as well as statistically analysed
questionnaire forms which were filled by each household. As the method
and the scope of the research suggests, the results are quantitative and

lacks peculiarity to the place. What is proposed by the authors as a

4 Ayla Atasoy (1973).
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conclusion, coincides with the first notion proposed by Atasoy before; the
necessity of producing quality housing projects providing different
“choices” to different people and family types. The notion of flexibility or

adaptability of the domestic space is not emphasized.'®

Nur Esin Altas and Ahsen Ozsoy, in their research held in Atakdy,
Istanbul, define user satisfaction as the function of three variables; “user
characteristics, physical attributes of a space and beliefs and perception of
the user about the experienced space.” This basis draws a similarity with
the ones mentioned so far, but the distinction is expressed in the
conceptual framework and the conclusive comments. ‘Flexibility’ and
‘adaptability” of the plan organization of the domestic space are the key
concepts governing the analysis and in conclusion, they illustrate that the
flexibility of plan layout contributes to the user satisfaction and user

satisfaction is a parameter of housing quality.!

A more recent research, which was held in low-cost housing examples in
Maltepe-Esenkent, Istanbul, focuses on the forementioned concept of
‘housing quality’, and defines it as “fitness for use”. As a parameter of
housing quality, user satisfaction is, once again, analysed by means of the
physical attributions of the dwelling space and the subjective evaluations
of the households via the interviews conducted. The authors here
emphasize the importance of the design process in mass construction of
housing:

Housing settlements with very stereotyped plans that are designed
for a large number of families without considering their opinion in

15 Olcay Imamoglu, Vacit Imamoglu (1996).
16 Nur Esin Altag, Ahsen Ozsoy (1998).
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the design process are far from meeting user’s changing needs in
different stages of their dynamic life cycles.!”
In conclusion, the important indicators of housing quality are
summarized:

Variety and the richness of the activities that take place in the
dwelling unit are the qualitative indicators of the plan layout. Space
use and furniture arrangements, related with the dwelling layout,
are considered as two interrelated indicators of housing quality.'®

Another study held in Ankara, repeats the common understanding of
housing production, that it should be responsive to the everchanging
needs of its occupants, and it should propose flexible design solutions

instead of (3+1) or (4+1) room-type allocations of domestic space.

The local field studies mentioned so far draw the attention to the concept
of flexibility as being an important parameter in evaluating the design
quality of the domestic space and providing user satisfaction. Actually, the
term has a wide range of applications in architectural discourse and
practice globally; from traditional Japanese houses to the “support & infill

idea” of SAR projects or very recent contemporary urban residences.?

Tatjana Schneider and Jeremy Till, the authors of a recent book on the
subject, Flexible Housing, define the term comprehensively together with its
ways of determination and they draw the distinction between the two
confusing concepts of ‘flexibility” and ‘adaptability’:

Flexible housing can be defined as housing that is designed for
choice at the design stage, both in terms of social use and

17 Ahsen Ozsoy, Giilgin Pulat Gokmen (2005; p.18).
8 Ibid., p.26.

9 Zeynep Onur [et al.] (2001).

N. John Habraken (2008).
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construction, or designed for change over its lifetime. [...] flexibility
is an important consideration in the design of housing if it is to be
socially, economically and environmentally viable. The degree of
flexibility is determined in two ways. First the in-built opportunity
for adaptability, defined as ‘capable of different social uses’, and
second the opportunity for flexibility, defined as ‘capable of different
physical arrangements’. 2!

In this case we understand that, adaptability of the domestic space refers
to the variety of social re-construction of the existing physical space, while
flexibility of the house is the convenience of the built space to possible

physical alterations.

What is the reason that people seek for adaptable and flexible domestic
environments? Logically speaking, if someone needs to re-structure
his/her living environment socially or physically, there must be some sort
of inconvenience of that environment that does not meet the requirements
of its user. Hence, in order to ensure his/her satisfaction with the domestic
space, the user, in this case the household, performs a set of activities to
eliminate these inconveniences by the help of the potential of the
environment. Hence, while we are defining flexibility and adaptability as
the potential of this circumstance, we should also define means of using
this potential of making physical and social alterations; that is,

appropriation.

Frequently mentioned in recent literature of dwelling studies, the concept
of appropriation is elaborately handled by anthropologist Daniel Miller. In

his research in London, UK, he discusses the concepts of ‘appropriation’

2 Tatjana Schneider, Jeremy Till (2005; p.157). The definitions of adaptability and
flexibility are referenced to Steven Groak (1992) The Idea of Building: Thought and Action in
the Design and Production of Buildings. London: E &FN Spon, p.15.
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and ‘alienation” through the tenants” ways of decorating and altering their
kitchens on a London Council Estate. The alienation described here refers
to “the state of commodification of home through mass construction”, and
means of confronting this state in order to provide an inalienable

environment lead us to the process of ‘appropriation’:

Self-built housing, despite its political appeal, is never likely to be
more than a minority possibility, unless we want to renew the entire
housing stock at very short intervals. A theory of housing therefore
has to be largely a theory of consumption. The distributive
mechanisms -that is, the market and the state- are clearly
problematic candidates as the direct source of social identification or
affective community. This means that whether as council tenants or
owner occupiers, households are likely to receive their built
environment as the product of a system which would not be
regarded as an investment of their social being. If they are to develop
their self-conception as households and neighbourhoods it must be
through some form of appropriation, though their possibilities of
accomplishing this task may well be coloured by their consumption
status.??

The approach of Miller towards the significance of appropriation process

on the Council Estate is remarkable in its contribution to our thesis:

The intention of my study was to examine how essentially identical
facilities provided by the council have been differentially employed
in the long term. The tenants started with the same blank 'canvas'
and the data consist of their self-design over the years. One possible
focus could have been on the symbolism of the decorations and the
principles of 'order' established, but in this article the emphasis will
be rather on the degree to which a particular household, faced with
the provision of a range of furnishings selected by the council,
appears to have engaged in some form of 'appropriation’ through
transformation and the factors which seemed to have facilitated or
constrained such alterations.?

2 Daniel Miller (1988; p.354).
2 Ibid., p.356.
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Domestic appropriations have been the focal theme of many research
around the world. Sebastian Ureta, regarding his research of material
transformation and the decoration of low cost housing estates in Santiago,
Chile, states that buying a new home is “only the start of a process of
home-making that entails much more than the mere legal ownership of a
property”? and refers Miller’s understanding of “appropriation” as a
balancing process between the individuality of the household and the
imposing character of modern architecture introduced to low-income

tamilies by the policy makers and developers of the state.?

Eric Hirsch, in his detailed field study in London, UK, also refers to
Miller’s appropriation concept in understanding the complicated process
of home-making, however he is critical about Miller’s appropriation

model which is based on consumption, to confront the case of alienation:

Making something one’s own (at home) may not entail the
overcoming of alienation in that context or with the objects therein.
Rather it may involve alienation in other, partially connected
contexts, but displaced to the home context and its specific object
domain.?

On the other hand, the consumption emphasis of Miller is appreciated by
Elizabeth Darling, as the survival notion of the concept, even if some sort
of user responsive housing environment is ever created and the necessity

of any kind of user intervention is disappeared:

The involvement of tenants in the new design or redesign of social
housing that is happening today may see an end to the practice of
appropriation, as it should acknowledge the day-to-day uses of
space. Alternatively, if we accept Miller's concept that a theory of

2 Sebastian Ureta (2007; p.312).
% Ibid., p.311.
2 Eric Hirsch (1998; pp.177-178).
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housing is always a theory of consumption, it may be that whatever
form housing takes, be it tenant-oriented, tenant-designed, or
architect-led, it will always be appropriated by its occupants in ways
unforeseen at the time of production.?”

Among the academic research on the degrees of appropriation, we can
perceive, on the one hand, extreme physical interventions including
exterior additions to certain parts of multi-storey residential buildings,?
and on the other, non-constructional re-arrangements of the domestic
layout through furniture choice and utilizations or any decorational desire
of the households.” The latter, referring to the artefacts rather than the
architectural space, brings the issue of material culture, as the third aspect

of dwelling study approaches.

Material culture is an important research field in archaeology as well as
cultural antropology. Among the leading scholars of this field, Mihaly
Csikszentmihalyi and Eugene Rochberg-Halton, in their book, The
Meaning of Things: Domestic Symbols and the Self, focus on household objects

and their role in expressing as well as shaping one’s self:

Although one has little control over the things encountered outside
the home, household objects are chosen and could be freely
discarded if they produced too much conflict within the self. Thus
household objects constitute an ecology of signs that reflects as well
as shapes the pattern of the owner's self. It might be noted in this
context that the term "ecology" literally means the study of
households. ¥

27 Elizabeth Darling (2000; p.175).
% Two Latin American examples of this sort can be seen in Luiz Amorim, Claudia
Loureiro (2001) and Sebastian Ureta (2007).
2 Nicolette Makovicky (2007), Hilje van der Horst and Jantine Messing (2006), Mihaly
Csikszentmihalyi and Eugene Rochberg-Halton (1981).
% Mihaly Csikszentmihalyi and Eugene Rochberg-Halton (1981; p.17).
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The emphasis made on the conscious choice of the user to eliminate
confliction, renders the relationship of this “ecology” with the concept of
appropriation mentioned before. In a field research conducted by
Nicolette Makovicky in Slovakia, the author explores “how practices of
collection, storage and display of particular genres of domestic objects
create spaces of intimacy in the home that work to perpetuate a sense of a
family history” in its context, based on the anthropological framework
mentioned so far.3! The famous sentence of Walter Benjamin; “to live is to
leave traces”, becomes a motivation in Makovicky’s research and she
argues that lives can be unraveled, then, by investigating the traces left to

the space.®

The fourth aspect of domestic space studies is related to time and space
zoning® of the domestic space. One of the most academically cultivated
notions of the domestic space is the existence of a tangible but flexible
boundary of private and public zones. Birdwell-Pheasant and Lawrence-

Zuniga define this boundary as:

All physically bounded domestic spaces are private to the extent that
they allow household members to control access to themselves,
perhaps to conceal or hide behavior from the view of others or
manage the knowledge of others have about them; public spaces, in
contrast, are those located beyond the boundries of home where
residents have little or no control.3*

w

1 Nicolette Makovicky (2007; p.287).

2 Ibid., p.290.

3 Moira Munro, Ruth Madigan (1999; p.113).

3 Donna Birdwell-Pheasant, Denise Lawrence-Zuniga (1999; p.4).
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Within the home, an explicit secondary zoning regarding privacy is
remarked by numereous scholars around the world.® Although the
corresponding spaces may occasionally differentiate from each other in
definition, size or function, the common understanding is that, there is a
more preserved zone in the house where the households satisfy their
confidential needs and maintain their privacy as individuals or as an
integrated group, while there is another one where outsiders are allowed
to infiltrate, and also the representation of the household takes place.
Birdwell-Pheasant and Lawrence-Zuniga refer to these distinction as ‘front
stage” and ‘back stage’®, while Richard Blanton names them as ‘canonical’
and ‘indexical’ elements respectively.” Sociologist Sencer Ayata, in his
analysis of the Turkish case, names this division as ‘inner home’ (i¢ ev) and
‘outer home’ (dis ev)*® and although the general tendency of this division is
based on the living room vs bedrooms, Ayata makes a further expansion
of the case, proposing the distinction of living room (salon) and sitting
room (oturma odast) as representatives of the public and private spheres at
home. In his model, salon is remarked as the outer home which is
exempted from the use of the households and reserved to visitors, to be
seen clean and neat any time. The rest of the house, generalized as ‘rooms’
constitutes the ‘inner home’, where the largest of the rooms, oturma odas is
reserved for the daily intimate activities of the family.® This prototypical

understanding of Turkish domestic space is supported by a number of

%5 Sencer Ayata (1988), Ferhunde Ozbay (1999), Maria Vittoria Giuliani (1987), Kemal
Yildirim, Aysu Baskaya (2006), Ugur Tanyeli (2001), Mariann Martsin, Toomas Niit
(2005).
% Donna Birdwell-Pheasant, Denise Lawrence-Zuniga (1999; p.4).
37 Ibid.
3% Sencer Ayata (1988).
¥ Ibid.
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turther local research.*’ But an important point to be remarked here is that,
the exclusion of salon from daily intimate practices, has been losing its
prototypical power defining Turkish home. Ferhunde Ozbay explains this
with the more informal structure of upper-middle class today,* while
Ozsoy and Gokmen supports this recent sight by the result of their field

research:

To allocate a room for visitors is one of the customs of traditional
Turkish families that is gradually disappearing in the urban lifestyle.
This entails keeping one of the rooms in the dwelling clean and
orderly. Studies conducted with the various income groups have
shown the changing habits of the families in the urban areas and
found a growing tendency to lose the traditional way of life in the
urbanization process.*?

2.2 Home as a ‘Place’

The concept of home has been defined in a diverse set of ways in different
disciplines. While the broad examination of the concept with its
extensional connotations is not in the scope of this study, we have to
define the basic framework that we will establish upon our evaluation of

domestic space.

Being the private sphere of the human being, a home is much more than
its material entity. It is the stage where human cultural and social life takes
place, ¥ which, unlike the physical structure implication of the term
“house”, defines “a place of origin and retreat.”**. Birdwell-Pheasant and

Lawrence-Zuniga argues that ‘home’ is “a concept of place rather than

4 Kemal Yildirim, Aysu Bagkaya (2006), Zeynep Onur [et al.] (2001).
41 Ferhunde Ozbay (1999; p.565).
42 Ahsen Ozsoy, Giilgin Pulat Gokmen (2005; p.23).
# Donna Birdwell-Pheasant, Denise Lawrence-Zuniga (1999; p.1).
# Tbid., p.6.
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space, implying emotional attachment and meaning beyond the
constraints of the physicality of any particular dwelling house.” %
Similarly, Roderick J. Lawrence marks the distinction of house and the
home as “the spatial units in the built environment” and “the most
cherished place for many people”.# The meaning of the cumulative
experience of human being in the space that he/she dwells, inevitably
defines that environment, home, as a place. In Edward Relph’s definition:

Home is the foundation of our identity as individuals and as

members of a community, the dwelling-place of being. Home is not

just the house you happen to live in, it is not something that can be

anywhere, that can be exchanged, but an irreplaceable centre of

significance. This may seem very philosophical and obscure, but in

fact it can be a common, everyday element of experience.?
Chinese-American geographer Yi-Fu Tuan defines place as “center of
meaning” to individuals or groups,*® and the forementioned emphasis of

experience of home can be observed in his parallel definition of place:

To live in a place is to experience it, to be aware of it in the bones as

well as with the head. Place, at all scales from the armchair to the

nation, is a construct of experience; it is sustained not only by timber,

concrete, and highways, but also by the quality of human aware-

ness.*
On the other hand, Dutch environmental psychologist Paul J.J. Pennartz
argues with reference to Norberg-Schulz that, a place is a “total
phenomenon” which is impossible to resolve into its elements without

conceding from its quality.®® Thus we came to a point that, any discussion

to be made about home, which is a place, could not elaborate its meaning

4 Tbid.
4 Roderick J. Lawrence (1987; p.165).
4 Edward Relph (1976; p.39).
4 Yi-Fu Tuan (1975; p.153).
4 Ibid., p.165.
50 Paul J.J. Pennartz (1999; p.96).
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as a whole when it tends to degrade it to any level of its perceptable

elements.

When we examine the academic research made on domestic space,
especially in the Turkish case, we sense a general tendency of abstracting
the notion of home and handling the ‘degraded” house as the quantitative
object of research. The problem here is that, what is tried to be analysed is
reduced merely to the physical environment of the domestic space. When
the field of a “user satisfaction” research is defined as (3+1) room-
apartments in Emek or 120 m? units in low-cost housing blocks in Sincan,
we only sense an abstracted representation of the domestic space, which is
indeed the home of that someone who filled in the research questionnare.
In this case, the distinctness of the experience of “that” individual in
“that” home can not be represented in its causality in the statistical results
of the research. It is critical to remark the importance of the data
overlooked because of this abstraction of ‘home’ into a ‘house’, that a
certain person’s individual experience with that certain living room might
have been able to provide a new medium of discussing the domestic space
in the framework of the concept, place. On the other hand, this emphasis
should not mean that the forementioned fields of local research are not
valid and important, but that delimiting all “housing research’ to those

areas may mean a divergence in the field of ‘housing research’.

This critic of this general tendency of evaluating the domestic space
without considering its place quality, brings us to the core of our study’s
approach to the subject. The evaluation proposed in this thesis is basedd

on the four focal aspects of the previous research of the domestic space,
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but with an addition of a major fifth dimension, which governs them all as
a dominant conceptual layer; the conception of home’s being a place.
What is proposed by this view is that one does not overlook the place-
specific notions of the home and acknowledge them into the cumulative
understanding of the research field. Then the four research aspects; user
satisfaction, appropriation, material culture and time and space zoning of
the space, are analysed through the general framework of place, and the
place-specific notions of the physical and social environment and the
experiential dimensions of the life existing in that place could be covered
by means of the attributions of the interviewees, beside the documentation
regarding the conceptions and construction details of the dwelling and the

multifaceted observations of the author.

This analysis of place will be conducted in two interrelated stages. First
one refers to the material production of the ‘place’, as a defined and
distinct environment with inner and outer boundaries. It includes the
motivations of the investors and the context of the settlement as well as its
detailed tectonical description and analysis remarking its distinctiveness
in many dimensions. The second stage of the analysis will refer to the
interpretation of the owners of the place, focusing on their privileged
experience, attributions and conceptions they use when producing their
house-type into a ‘place” via physical alterations, use of furniture, their

reflections on the place, their intentions and expectations.

2.3 Methodology

The case study of the thesis was held in three parallel stages. First one is

the research held on the written and visual documents produced about the
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site. These documents included a PhD and a master thesis, the
cooperative’s published work reports, an article written by the architects
Bediz and Kamgil, and two articles published in Chamber of Architects
Ankara Branch Bulletin. Visual media including photographs and
architectural drawings apart from the ones existing on these documents
are supplemented afterwards from two tenants, one from Yesiltepe and

the other from the Yildiztepe Blocks.

The second stage of the study was meeting with the inhabitants in order to
conduct in-depth interviews. This stage, however, required a special
preperation in order to get the necessary permission from the
administration of the settlement to avoid any kind of disturbance of the
inhabitants or obstruction against the research. Two applications, each
addressing the administration, have been prepared and signed by the
department chairperson and the thesis supervisor, which asserted the aim,
scope and the method of the study and requested the support of the
concerned, such as giving necessary information and introducing the
researcher to the inhabitants who might be interested to participate.
Sample photocopies from the previous research have also been attached to
the applications, in order to signify the priviledge of the development as a
tield of study in architectural history of Ankara. Multiple copies of this
paperwork have been binded and kept in hand to deliver to the ones who
are interested, whenever encountered during the research. This attitude
helped to establish a basis for to communicate with the administration and
the inhabitants and also to ensure the reliability of the ‘intruder’
wandering along a residential environment. Nevertheless, even this

acquaintanceship could not be able to provide a direct interaction with the
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inhabitants. Randomly ringing the bells in the blocks was not welcomed
and strictly forbidden. Moreover, in the short interview with the
administrator of Yesiltepe development held in 27.04.2008, it is reported
that, delivering any kind of paperwork to the doors can not get decent
feedback even if it is an important administrative notice. The remaining
solution to grasp a survey sample in the field was to ask for personal
contacts to be canalized, starting right from the administrators who live in
these blocks for over forty years. Snowball sampling, thus, characterizes
the survey technique of the field study, which is a method that is used to
investigate hidden populations that a surveyor could not be able to access

easily. °!

Thirteen respondents in twelve apartments have been conducted during
the course of research, that is between 234 April 2008 and 27* June 2008.
Eight of twelve interviews took place in Yesiltepe and the remaining four
in Yildiztepe Cooperative. (See Table 2.1 - 2.2 for gender and occupation
distributions) Semi-structured, in-depth interviews are preferred and
additional notions brought up by the interviewees are welcomed.
Interviews took place in their own apartments, except in one occasion
where the apartment was not suitable to host a visitor because a health
problem of one of its inhabitants. This one was made in the administration
apartment in the first block. Interview questions were substantially
derived from a previous field study held in Temelli Numune Koyii in

Polatli, Ankara.>?

5t Matthew J. Salganik, Douglas D. Heckathorn (2004; p.196).
52 This study was conducted as a research group for the fulfillment of the forementioned
master course; Arch 714 Housing Research and Design Studio in Spring’06 semester.

24



The identities of the interviewees are coded as H(n)-(a), and their
apartment as A(n), such that H is the abbreviation of ‘household’, A is the
abbreviation of ‘apartment’, (a) is the age of the interviewee and (n) is the
number designated to that household and his/her apartment in the course
of analysis. In this case, H1-92 refers to the household aged 92 living in Al,
that is the apartment no.l. Additional informative demographical or
locational definitions will be given in the course of the text, when
necessary. Block numbers in the text refer to the real numbering of the
blocks in the site and they will be cited as B1, B2, etc. B1, B2, B3, B4, B7 and
B8 are Yesiltepe Blocks, while B5 and B6 are Yildiztepe Blocks. (Figure 2.1)

The interviews lasted from 20 to 125 minutes according to the
interviewees” willingness to participate, number of participators and their
knowledge and experience on the place. 78 pages of transcribed interview
material have been analyzed and secondary texts have been produced

according to the searched themes.

The third stage of the study was conducted parallel to the second one. On-
site observations have been processed through visual media; photographs
are taken through the site and in the apartments during each visit and
drawing inconsistencies have been corrected accordingly. With the help of
photographic documentation of each room and the notes taken during the
visit, the furnishing layouts and the material and constructional
transformations of each apartment are applied to the typical floor plan
drawings. (See Appendix B) Personal observations are supported by on-

foot talks with administrators, some residents and janitors, and several
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counts have been made to document momentary recordings of inner

gallery space utilizations.

Table 2.1 Gender distribution of the case sample

YILDIZTEPE
H9 | H10 | H11

H1 | H2 H7(1)|H7(2) H12

H8

Table 2.2 Occupation distribution of the case sample. ‘H" means “household’. Two of
three employed cases refer to academicians at the ages of 69 and 63. respectively.

YILDIZTEPE
H8 | H9 | H10 | H11

H7(1)|H7(2) H12

HOUSEWIFE
EMPLOYED

Al A2
B1 B2 B3
P
AS
B4
A8
AT
B8
YILDIZTEPE
A8
& o AW A0,
A9
A12

Figure 2.1 Distribution of the case sample on the site
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Finally; the basic reasons that restrict the scope of the research can be

listed as follows:

There is a deeply felt ‘introvert’” atmosphere of the environment
which expressed itself in the attitudes and expressions of the
people; the doorkeepers, administrators and certain inhabitants
encountered in the course of research. Although not surprising in
an urban residential environment of middle-high socio-economic
status, which is surrounded strongly by a discourse of urban fear,
the environment behaviorally manifested itself as more gated than

the suburban “physically” gated communities.

There were growing complaints of the residents from pollsters over
years, and a general tendency of considering a market survey and
an academic research equally disturbing in the daily routine of the

residents.

A concern of certain administrators, of some sort of malice
regarding either the researcher or the target user group of the data
to be produced, was encountered. Demographical or statistical
information regarding the whole of the development, and the

project drawings of the site or the blocks were not provided.

Directly reaching the residents via ringing the bells or delivering
informative papers asking for participation were not welcomed,
and accordingly the only solution of proceeding was the personal
agencies such that the reached ones advise available others, starting

from administrators and certain personal contacts of the author.
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As an outcome of such sampling method, the cases obtained in the
research tend to grow a similarity among each other in terms of
their outcomes, that they share common activity circles linking
them together. This sort of sampling, inevitably, would not lead to
a generalization regarding the whole of the development, for
example, the total case of contacts are dominated by retired
households that have relatively more time and understanding to
participate in a research than younger working couples. Hence,
expanding the case in the same method did not appear to provide
distinct information of distinct user profiles which were not

encountered by means of the activity circles followed.

The method of survey became effective in the quantity. In-depth
interviews were conducted in their own places, instead of
structured questionnaires that might have been delivered in large
amounts without having a personal encounter in another research
case. It was also necessary to document the interiors via
photographing and sketching. This kind of ‘invasion” of the private

space of home by an “intruder’ is not, justifiably, accepted by all.
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CHAPTER 3

THE PRODUCTION OF THE ‘PLACFE’

3.1 Context

3.1.1 Overview of the 20* Century Modern Housing Production in

Ankara

Housing production in the early Republican years was conceived as
producing “modern” houses to respond to the housing demand which
arouse in the inter-war period.®® While the leading agents in Istanbul
represented a general process of importing residential typologies and
foreign life styles and then internalizating them, the new capital Ankara
manifested itself as the new and pioneer project of the Republic in urban

and architectural terms.5*

Among the most critical phenomena of the century, Inci Aslanoglu refers
to the dramatic effect of the World War II in the housing production in
Ankara. She mentions the period of II"d National Architecture (II. Milli
Mimarlik Akimi) as a reflection of the political discourse of the War years to
art and architecture in Ankara® and marks the end of the War as a start to
return to the ‘modern” and defines 1950s as a period that II" International

Architecture (II. Uluslararas1 Akim) dominated the field of architectural

5 Ali Cengizkan (2004; p.29).
5 Tbid.
55 Inci Aslanoglu (1994; p.227).
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production especially in public buildings.*® On the other side, the
residential architecture of this period is also dominated by urgent housing
demand, but different and more from the demand of the newly
established capital of the inter-war period mentioned; the main reason of
the rise of the population of the city in 1950s is the growing
industrialization of agricultural production and the movement of the

spare labour to the city center.””

In the period of 1942-1962, that Cengizkan (2000) has primarily focused in
his PhD dissertation, four groups of housing production agents are
identified with reference to Ilhan Tekeli; housing cooperatives, individual
developers, mass housing companies and squatter developers.® In this
classification, housing cooperatives seem to dominate the field of housing
production of the era to meet the growing demand,” while the earliest

attempt in Turkey dates back to 1934.

Bahgeli Evler Yap: Kooperatifi, which was recommended in the Jansen Plan,
was founded by high rank public officials in 1934, and proposed low-rise
housing units having gardens. The social status of the member profile
helped to establish the reliability on the cooperative and also to solve
possible financial and bureaucratic problems, hence led to the success of

the cooperative.®® While it was originally a Western based concept that

5 Inci Aslanoglu (1994; p.236-237).
57 Inci Aslanoglu (1994; p.240).
%8 Ali Cengizkan (2000; p.76). Because of the fact that the case study proposed in the
thesis is an example of housing cooperatives, the other three items mentioned in the
classification are out of the concern of the thesis and will not be handled in this text.
¥ Ibid.
60 A.Sule Oziiekren (1996; pp.356-357). A very similar attempt is repeated at the same
dates in Giiven Evler Yap: Kooperatifi. Ref. Ali Cengizkan (2004; p.29).
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aimed to gather the limited financial sources of the working class and
provide housing for them, the reflection of this organization in Turkish
case was, on the contrary, among the high rank officials who aim to
produce luxury housing of high quality.®! After the success of Bahgeli Evler
Yap: Kooperatifi, cooperative organizations have spread over Ankara and
then Turkey, while the housing typology of single housing on each plot,
remained similar until 1950s because the smallest unit for individual
possession corresponded to a single plot at that time. Dividing the
ownership on a single plot was not possible until two main regulations
passed into law. The Title Deed Law (Tapu Kanunu) in 1954 and Flat
Ownership Law (Kat Miilkiyet Kanunu) in 1966, marked a new era in the
formation of the housing production, that is the rise of the apartment
block typology.®? The rapid increase of the utilization of this new typology
increased in quantity and spread all over the country in a short period of
time. In the following decades, it also helped the rise of a new construction
market and became the generator of new formations like broad mass

housing projects reviving new urban expansions to the city.®

As late extension of the evolution of the housing production, we shall
mention gated enclaves which are distinguished as a dominating factor
that started to shape the urban fabric of the cities in the last two decades,

globally.

Although extensive arguments have been made about the segregative

impact of those environments in the social structure of the society, the

61 Tbid.
62 Ibid., pp.358-359.
63 Ali Cengizkan (2004; p.32).
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prestige and security commitment of its developers is becoming more and

more cogent in the contemporary housing market.

Against this speculative discourse is being held to promote gated enclaves
on the outskirts of the city, a critical point here is that, whether the
equivalent housing environments in the city centers can ever re-structure
or re-create itself in order to maintain its livibility and hence, its material

existence.

Yesiltepe, in that sense, is observed to have a potential of enclaving itself
by physical and social means, as it is already a ‘community’ designed in
the general discourse of the housing cooperatives, which did not only
serve to satisfy the demand of housing units, but to provide a modern

housing environment in the midst of the century, in Ankara.

3.1.2 Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks: Introduction of the Case

The case study of the thesis is held in Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks in
Emek District. The reason of chosing this specific area is based on a
number of its contextually distinctive characteristics. Being the first high-
rise residential blocks in Ankara, the buildings together with their
composition on the site plan, present a remarkable image in the urban
memory of the neighborhood. Being the subject of two academic

researches,® the development also figures in visual and written media,®

6+ Ali Cengizkan (2000), Giilsah Karatas Alimoglullar1 (2005).
6 Nuray Bayraktar (2007), Ahmet Sezen Ozsaym (2008).
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including a popular comedy movie shot in Ankara in 1974.% (Figure 3.1 -

3.2)

Apart from being a remarkable figure in the societal memory, the
development is also observed to maintain its residential sustainability in
terms of its physical maintenance, social integrity and administrative
mechanisms. An impression of the existence of a dominant amount of the
tirst households or their lineage who replaced them, became a supportive
factor of chosing this area to search for the process of accommodating in

the framework of the concept; place-making.

Figure 3.1 Visual of the movie Figure 3.2 Screenshot from the movie

66 Kdyden Indim Sehire (1974), directed by Ertem Egilmez, starring the popular actors
and actresses of the period; Kemal Sunal, Zeki Alasya, Metin Akpinar, Halit Akgatepe,
Mine Mutlu, Perran Kutman, Meral Zeren, Tekin Akmansoy and Leman Cidamli. The
house of the “rich jeweller” Ali Riza (Tekin Akmansoy) is an apartment in Yesiltepe
Blocks. The living room, bathroom and a bedroom can be identified in certain sequences
of the movie.
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The architects of the development are (M.Arch) Demirtas Kamgil (?-1981)
and (M.Arch) Rahmi Bediz (1914-...). Archival documentation of their
professional practice is relatively narrow in scope, although being the
authors of notable commercial and residential projects of the second half
of the century in Ankara.” Rahmi Bediz is the youngest son of Bahaettin
Rahmi Bediz (1875-1951) who is a pioneer figure of Turkish photography.
After his graduation from the Academy in 1941, he worked in the
construction of Beyazit Fen Fakiiltesi under the supervision of Prof. Emin
Onat and Sedat Hakk: Eldem for seven years and in the construction of
the Atatiirk Maosoleum, until 1952.% Personal information about Demirtas
Kamgil is rather limited. Both of them are graduates of Istanbul Devlet
Giizel Sanatlar Akademisi and they continued their partnership and
friendship for over forty years. After the loss of his partner in 1981, Rahmi
Bediz chose to retire after completing the ongoing projects and then he

moved to Istanbul. They are referred as being calm, sincere, modest,

67 A list of projects of the couple’s professional collaboration is declared in Ahmet Sezen
Ozsayn (2008; p.41):
“Rumeli Han (Ankara-Ziya Gokalp Caddesi), Kalabalik Han (Ankara-Selanik Caddesi), Kugulu
Carst ve Ishani (Ankara-Kavaklidere), Moda Carst ve Ishani (Ankara-Izmir Caddesi), Onur Carst
ve Ishani (Ankara-Demirtepe), Soysal Carst ve Isham (Ankara-Kizilay), And Apartman: Carsist
ve fghanz (Ankara-Yenisehir), Yeni Konak Magazalar: Binasi (Ankara-Bakanliklar), Israil Evleri
(Ankara-Emek Mahallesi), Yesiltepe (ve Yildiztepe) Kooperatifi Bloklar: (1950 yili itibariyle
Ankara’min ilk ¢ok katli yapilar:) (Ankara-Emek Mahallesi), MTA Enstitiisii (Kurulusundan,
1980 wyilina kadarki, Planitoryum-Miize dahil, biitiin yapilarmin ve wvaziyet plammin tiim
projeleme hizmetleri ile idari kontrolliik isleri olarak) (Ankara-Balgat), TPAO Genel Miidiirliik
Binasi1 (Ankara-Milli Miidafaa Caddesi), TRT Genel Miidiirliik Binas: (Ankara-Su Deposu), Ari
Sinemasi-Tiyatrosu ve Apartmanmi (Ankara-Bahgelievler), Ors Rulman Fabrikasi (Ankara-
Eskigehir Yolu 65. km).”
Two other projects are cited in Cengizkan (2000); the concept / implementation plans of
Otuz Evler (Maliye Vekdleti Otuz Evler Yapi Kooperatifi) dating 1954 belong to Bediz and
Kamgail (p.166), while the plans of Emek (Emeksan Memurlart Ev Yap:r Kooperatifi) dating
1952 belong to Kamgil only ( p.152).
6 Seyit Ali Ak (2004; p.118).
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respectful and instructive personalities by Ahmet S. Ozsaym, a former

employee of their office.®

3.2 Location, Planimetry and Tectonics

In this section, buildings will be represented in their urban and
architectural context, in descending scales. Firstly the location of the site
will be discussed in the urban context together with the nearby
transportation facilities. Consequently, site plan configuration together
with the building patterns and their relations with eachother and their
neighbourhood, the land division, the configuration of the blocks and
their components, and finally, the focal element of research, the major

apartment unit will be described.

3.2.1 Site Scale

3.2.1.1 Location and Approach

Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe Blocks are located on an appr. 200m x 200m lot in
Emek district, Ankara. It lays on the eastern side of the Konya Road,
across Ankara Intercity Bus Terminal (ASTI). The site is surrounded by 8t
Road (Biskek Caddesi) and 10 Road (Kirim Caddesi) on eastern and western
borders, and 79t Street and 81st Street on northern and southern borders,

respectively. (Figure 3.3)

¢ Ahmet Sezen Ozsaym (2008; p.41) and the personal interview conducted on 16.07.2008.
35



Figure 3.3 Location of the development

The location of the site offers privileges in terms of transportation
facilities; in both city and intercity scale. Being in a less-than-ten-minute
walk-up distance to the intercity bus terminal of the city, the site is also
embraced by the innercity rail commuting system (Ankaray) route laying
along its western border and connecting ASTI to Kizilay and Dikimevi.
The two consecutive stations of this subway route, Emek and ASTI
stations, are in the walk-up distance of the site, hence creating an ease of
approaching especially the centrum; Kizilay. The Samsun - Konya
highway, besides, carries the load of the north- south transportation of the
city, moreover, by its link to Eskisehir Road, it gives the possibility of
reaching various districts of the city by means of public transportation and
personal vehicles. At the date of construction, the Samsun - Konya
highway was recently constructed and the site was almost at the outskirts

of the city boundaries., similar to the Emlakbank housing around
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Yenimahalle district. High-rise housing legitimized itself once more, as the

markers of the city skirts. (Figure 3.4)

Figure 3.4 Photographic view of the settlement’s early years, published in 1969.

3.2.1.2 Site Layout and Accessibility

The concept and implementation plans are prepared by (M. Arch) Rahmi
Bediz and (M. Arch) Demirtas Kamgil, in charge of Mahdut Mesuliyetli
Yesiltepe Yapr Kooperatifi in 1955.7° Eight three-partite-blocks have been
grouped in doubles symmetrically, located at the four corners or the site.
At the design phase, the front facades of the blocks were thought to be

drawn away 20 meters from three sides of the lot in order to leave

7 Ali Cengizkan (2000; p.212).
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sufficient parking areas for the inhabitants”, while the distance left to the
western border is appr. %50 longer. On the other hand; the land
expropriation carried out by the municipality in order to enlarge 81. Street
caused the abrogation of the 5" and 6% Blocks’ parking areas and the
public green in their front”, thus resulting in the current uneven distances

of the four block couples to the four sides of the lot.

The placement of the buildings along the sides of the site resulted in a
public open area in-between, which enabled the implementation of
recreational facilities of the inhabitants of the cooperative. While the
earlier site plans intended to provide various types of communal
amenities like a casino, a club, a swimming pool”?, and a number of sport
tields, they were not realized due to the economic inconvenience of the

cooperative sources. (Figure 3.5)

In the existing situtaion, the lot has a total of seven entrances on four sides;
four of them provide the main access to the block couples on the four sides
of the lot and among the remaining three, two of them are directed
towards the inner green area of Yesiltepe Blocks from north and south and
the last one leads to the parking lots behind Yildiztepe Blocks. All of the
parking areas are preserved by physical barriers to hinder outsiders” use,
but the pedestrian access to the garden is not obstructed by any means.

Daytime in this garden was observed to be calm and fairly appealing for

71 Rahmi Bediz, Demirtas Kamgil (1969; p.5).

72 Ali Cengizkan (2000; p.220).

73 In 1958, the proposal of constructing a swimming pool in the middle of the site had

been used as one of the convincing factors against the Board, to remove the S-shaped

road passing through the lot, that was previously imposed on the site plan. The removal

of the internal road was confirmed, while the construction of the swimming pool had not

seem to come into question seriously there after. Ref.; Ali Cengizkan (2000; pp. 212-220).
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daily walks and children’s play. This appeal and its accessibility tends to
effect the neighborhood so that the occupants of this open space does not

only consist of the occupants of the blocks.

Figure 3.5 Site plan drawing published in 1969. Extra parking lots on the east side and
north-west corner are not utilized. Pedestrian entrances towards the garden and
landscape arrangements are not coherent with the current situation.

3.2.1.3 Division of the Site; Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe

The striking development resulting the existing situation of the site is that;
although the whole of the development on the lot was supposedly labeled
as Yesiltepe Blocks by virtue of the identical architectural entities of the
eight blocks, two of them, the 5% and 6" Blocks are exclusive in terms of
their management, social and financial issues concerned. These ones are
called Yildiztepe Blocks. This constitutional seperation dates back to 1967,
when Yesiltepe Kooperatifi faced financial problems to complete the
construction of the development. After the first four blocks were finished
and the apartments conceded to their tenants, the cooperative
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administration has decided to sell % of the land including these two
blocks, to Yildiztepe Kooperatifi and complete the construction of the 7t and
8™ blocks by the fund acquired from this disposal. The territories of these
two cooperatives were marked with wire fencing, thus no physical access
among them is possible. Because of the adjacency of the 5" and 6t blocks
to the street and their lack of parking area in the front, as mentioned
before, Yildiztepe Kooperatifi uses its rear garden for the parking area and
the playground. Consequently, we can assert that the garden in the
middle of the lot is used only by the remaining six blocks that belong to

Yesiltepe Kooperatifi. (Figure 3.6)

Figure 3.6 Site plan Figure 3.7 View from the garden

3.2.2 Building Scale

The three-partite blocks are 10 storeys high from the ground level. Each

storey comprises of six apartments whose entrance doors are facing the
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circulation balconies surrounding a hexagonal gallery space in the center.
This gallery space is not enclosed by a roof above, therefore it is subjected
to the atmospheric conditions like rain or snow, where the circulation
balconies around the gallery space are relatively protected by the slabs

above each.

On the storeys below the ground level, there are smaller apartment units
and technical rooms. Besides the fifty-eight apartments above the ground
level having the typical plan, two apartments adjacent to the main
entrances have smaller living rooms to provide the width desired the for
the entrance doors of the main entrance and the security cabin in-between.
(Figure 3.8) Among a total of four plan types in the whole block, the focus
of the study has been the major typical flats, fifty-eight units on each

block, to observe and compare the alterations. (Figure 3.9)

Figure 3.8 Ground floor plan Figure 3.9 Typical floor plan
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The forms of the blocks and the way they are located on the site offers a
variety of approach to the blocks from different sides. This variation
enables to zone the occupant profile; the main block entrances lead to the
major typical flats while the rear entrances offer independent access to the
smaller apartments on the garden level. These apartments are occasionally
excused to be used for other than residential purposes, such as the
formerly existent PTT Office™ or the still present hairdressing saloon on

the basement of 3 block.

Figure 3.10 View from the interior Figure 3.11 View from the interior

Roof terrace is designed with a setback storey, to be used as play-rooms
for the common benefit of the inhabitants, however this intention of the
designers had not been fulfilled by the administrative mechanisms of the
cooperative since the early years of their construction. The adversity of
control and ambiguity of authority on a common space on the roof level,

together with the maintenance expenses and the problem of noise control,

7+ Mahdut Mes’uliyetli Yesiltepe Yap1 Kooperatifi 1966 yili Calisma Raporu. (1967; p.6).
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mentioned in the interviews, resulted in today’s occupation of these

rooms; that is being rental depots for the tenants. (Figure 3.12)

Figure 3.12 Terrace floor plan

The vertical circulation is accommodated by two staircases and twin
elevators on each block. Garbage chutes are utilized next to the elevators
but they are out of use for over than ten years because of hygenic

concerns.

The construction system of the buildings is reinforced concrete skeleton
with brick infill. Double windows and central heating systems are utilized.
The construction and finishing materials, except the imported ceramic tiles
which were highly appraised by the interviewees, were acquired by the

Cooperative from territorial manifacturers.”

75 Ali Cengizkan (2000; p.216).
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3.2.3 Apartment Unit Scale

Every two attached apartment units on a floor are executed in a
symmetrical fashion adjacent on a single wall. This couple with the
circulation core between, composes one partite of the three, on each block.
A typical apartment unit comprises of two bedrooms, a T-shaped living
room, a bathroom, a WC and a kitchen. Two spaces adjacent to the kitchen
on each side can be considered as transitional zones that constitute an
alternative circulation route together with the kitchen space between the

entrance and the bedroom zone. (Figure 3.13 - 3.14)

The construction area share of each apartment is ~175 m? while ~133 m? of
that is spared for the flat and the rest for the balconies and share of the
circulation balconies around the gallery space including the elevators and

the staircases.” (Table 3.1)
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Figure 3.13 Blueprint of typical apartment plan

76. Rahmi Bediz, Demirtas Kamcil (1969; p.6).
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Table 3.1 Unit areas of a typical apartment

3.2.4 Architectural Diversities in the Making of the Blocks

The disposal of the two blocks to Yildiztepe Yap: Kooperatifi happened after
a certain phase of construction, in 1967. The rough work of the two blocks
that were sold, was finished. A certain amount of interior appliances
remaining from the Yesiltepe Blocks were also available to be
implemented while some other finishing materials and appliances were
acquired by the new cooperative. Apart from these minor differences
concerning the material types and qualities, and some details concerning
mechanical and electrical installations, the major notion differentiating the

apartment units of Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe Blocks is a single but

important intervention to the interior layout.

46

1 ENTRANCE HALL 5,60 m°
2 LIVING ROOM 52,29 m°
3 HALL 492 m?
4 MASTER BEDROOM 15,88 m°
5 BEDROOM 12,38 m°
6 BATHROOM 5,43 m°
7 STORAGE 5,15 m°
8 KITCHEN 9,87 m°
9 OFFICE / DEPOT 3,59 m*
10 WC 2,07 m°
NET APARTMENT AREA : 117,18 m°

11 BALCONY ~18 m®
12 SERVICE BALCONY ~2 m°
BALCONIES : ~20 m*

GROSS APARTMENT AREA :  ~133 m?
BALCONIES : ~20 m?

COMMON AREA SHARE : ~22 m*®
BUILDING AREA SHARE : ~175m’




The original design of the T-shaped living room provides two additional
doors on two wings to enable a potential division regarding the needs of
the households. In the first four blocks completed by Yesiltepe Yap:
Kooperatifi, the apartments were delivered to their tenants with their
original T-shaped living rooms, while after the delivery, some of the
tenants decided to divide one wing of the T-shaped space by a non-
constructional seperator; i.e., a bookcase unit or a plasterboard, to provide
an additional bedroom or an office. However, the administration of
Yildiztepe Yapr Kooperatifi decided to construct this seperator as a
permanent brick wall, and deliver them to their tenants as 3-bedroom-

apartments in the first hand.

Figure 3.15 View of the interior gallery space and the decorative pool of 5%
Block, Yildiztepe Blocks

Block halls of the two cooperatives also differ in terms of material and

design implementations. While the entrance halls of Yesiltepe Blocks were
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designed with patterned mosaic surfaces with floor drains in the middle,
there are differentiative decorative pools in Yildiztepe Blocks which also
serve for the function of drainage. It is observed by the author that, there
is a recognizable difference in the two cooperative’s concerns of
maintaining the original details and materials of the buildings” common
spaces; Yildiztepe Yapr Kooperatifi can be cited as more attentive in this

respect. (Figure 3.15)

3.3 Planimetric and Tectonic Analysis

The architectural design of Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe Blocks is noteworthy
in many terms. Before inserting the human variable into the problem,
which will be the case in the next chapter, the striking notions about the
architectural production of the buildings which filter through the tectonic
descriptions and professional remarks made above, have to be framed.
This analysis is structured in three subheadings designating three scales of
the project; starting from the site scale and gradually focusing on the unit

scale of the research; the apartment.

3.3.1 Site Scale

The site plan configuration can be abstracted in terms of concentric
square-like zones. The outmost band zone serve for the inner square of
building zones, with parking lots and entrance areas. Inside this strong
physical and visual territory of buildings there is the garden, a recreational

space that was formerly proposed to be assisted with functions like
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swimming pool and a casino, but realized in an arrangement of green

landscape, walking paths and playgrounds.

3.3.1.1 Built-up Ratio and Green Area

Built — up ratio of the site is (2) and as the development is comprised of
high-rise blocks, the trace of built area on an approximately 40.000m2 lot is
remarkably low in comparison to the urban housing fabric in the
neighbourhood in Emek District now. (Figure 3.16) In 1955, the city plan
author Nihat Yiicel had also complimented this specific notion of the site
plan as “will increase the urban aesthetic quality and add to total green

area”.”’

3.3.1.2 Design Intentionality to Maintain Privacy and

Spaciousness

Although we are not knowledgeable about the employers’ requirements
and expectations manifested to Bediz and Kamgil in the designing process
of the site, we understand from architects’ article published in Arkitekt that
visual spaciousness and privacy among apartments across the blocks are
intended.” None of the apartments in the site see eachother directly across
the garden because of the location of the blocks along the sides of the lot,

angles of the block partites and the distance between them. While the

77 Ali Cengizkan (2000; pp.212,213).
7 “Uclit yildiz seklindeki bloklar ikiser ikiser orgiitlenerek arsa orta kisminda biiyiik bir
yesil saha birakacak bir doku halinde arsa kenarlarina serpilmis olup riiyet ferahlig: ve
birbirini gormeyen daireler elde edilmesi saglanmistir.” Rahmi Bediz, Demirtas Kamgil
(1969; p.5).
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balconies lying along the longitudinal facades of the apartments act as
buffer zones softening the direct transition of the private space of the
dwelling to the public space outside, the green landscape grown up to the
altitude of 6™ floor level in the garden also effects the visual relationship of

the apartments across the site. (Figure 3.17)

Figure 3.16 Approx. 1 km? vicinity in Emek District. The diagram clearly delineates the
unique presence of Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe in their green-emphasized outdoor
environments.

3.3.2 Building Scale

The descriptive formal elements of the blocks, the ‘three arms’,
constituting of two apartment units each and a circulation core, are settled

in 120° radial angle leaving a triangular space in between. The block halls
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are encapsulated further inside this triangle so that the individuality of the
arms is emphasized and visual contact of the block halls to the exterior

space could be possible through glass facades left between the arms.

Figure 3.17 View towards north-west from 4t floor level of 5% Block

The balconies along the whole length of the apartments are designed in an
angular fashion, widening from the center to the ends of the arms, hence
crossing along the apartment units facing one another is hindered by the
narrow ends. Another function of the presence of these balconies is to act
like a buffer among the overlooking rooms of the two apartment units
facing each other. This functional secondary angle produced by the
balconies constitutes one of the characteristic features of the facades. The
overall strong form of the building is balanced with bare exterior surfaces
and this evasion of superficial decoration helps to strengthen the

“modern” image of the design.
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The inner gallery space shall be remarked as one of the most striking and
distinct design features of the buildings, that suggests an interior
peripheral facade exposed to outdoor atmospheric conditions. By this
approach, the entrances of the apartment units gain a sheltered exterior
facade characteristic; moreover, a place configuration that re-treats the
concepts of hall, neighbourhood, public space and territory, is being

succinctly suggested.

The tectonical analysis in the building scale aims to revive a number of
dimensions framed around this characteristic feature of the architectural
configuration of the blocks; the gallery space. Physical, sensorial,
psychological and territorial aspects will be discussed in relation under

three topics.

3.3.2.1 Daylight, Natural Ventilation and Circulation Routes

The form and the configuration of the block halls offer sensorial and

physical potentialities, in terms of light, fresh air and movement.

The open gallery space provides daylight in the block halls through the
day. The luminousness of the spacious entrance court and the balconies on
the upper levels effects the visitor substantially. Because of the diverse
directions of the apartments, certain ones gain direct sunlight in various
hours of the day and their balconies become undesireable to have fresh air
because of the lack of shade. In these cases, the block halls become the
shaded alternative especially for the elderly, who have difficulty to go

elsewhere. (Figure 3.18)
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The air quality of the gallery space is also effective to ventilate the
apartments. The section of the blocks helps to operate natural ventilation
principles; apart from the widely used “global cross ventilation” method
which uses the wind to ventilate the space through the openings on
opposite sides, “global stack ventilation” principle also operates through
the gallery void inducting the airflow upwards and then outside. 7
(Figure 3.19 - 3.20) It is commonly mentioned by the interviewees that
they prefer to open their entrance doors to ventilate their apartment and
remove contaminants or unwanted food odors, in a rather short time. This,
at the same time, prevents the visitor to perceive a permanent “apartment
block hall odor”, as called by the interviewees, that is produced by dozens

of cooking job taking place in the blocks, especially at meal times.

Figure 3.18 A momentary example of the sunlight condition at the block halls

79 Steven J. Emmerich, et al. (2001; p.4).
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Figure 3.19 Global cross ventilation Figure 3.20 Global stack ventilation

The round form of the halls offer approximately 44 meters of circulation
route around the gallery space. This area is observed to be useful for the
elderly to have daily walking exercise and for the little children to play

and ride their bicycles without going outside the building.

3.3.2.2 Being an Intruder; Semi-private Space and the Power of

Observing

Ugur Tanyeli states that domestic space is structured by the society’s
notion of privacy and comfort. Daily practices are performed in these
specific spaces as these spaces suggest, hence, one can read the limits of
society’s discomfort or violation of privacy from the practice of the
housing production performed.®® Although this interpretation has been
stated considering the interior network of the domestic space, it can be
thought-provoking in order to understand the dwelling’s relationship

with its nearby environment in the urban context, because the boundaries

% Ugur Tanyeli (2001; p.291).
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of public and private in the residential territory can also be re-interpreted

and re-defined by means of architecture.

“Gated communities”, a focal term that has been a matter of
interdisciplinary discuss especially since 1990s, can be evaluated in this
framework. Tansi Senyapili argues that, although various emphasis could
be made on life-style or prestige concepts, gated communities are based on
the concern of security.®! Namely, as one speaks of privacy and comfort as
structuring notions of dwelling production, crime, a dramatized condition
of any attack against them, is to be defensed -in this case by physical
barriers like gates- and thus, fear of crime shall be evaluated as an agent in

this structuring process.

While gated communities tend to develop towards suburban districts of
the cities, the residential environments remained in the city center
inevitably has to search for ways of appropriating its methods of
providing the untroubled and secure environment desired by its

inhabitants, in order to maintain its permanence.

Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks, as examplary cases of this inner-city
residential environments, are applying administrative and tecnological
methods to provide security of the blocks only, while the borders of the
site give access to the interior on certain sides without any means of visitor
verification.  The administrative method mentioned above, is the
employment of doorkeepers and night watchmen in and around the

blocks while the technological one is the installation of entryphone

81 Tans1 Senyapili (2003; p.58).
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systems on the block entrances, so that the verification of the intruder by
the host of its destination could be provided. This protection provided on
the block entrances, revives particular interrelated conceptual expansions

which will be discussed in further detail below.

Firstly, we shall focus on the re-definition of attributes of the space left
behind the doors; the block halls. It is inevitable that, imploying a filter, of
which’s permeability is a determinant, between two successive spaces
contributes to the differentiation of the content of them, supposed that
there is a flow in between. In this case, we can assert that providing a
security mechanism on the physical gates of the blocks will alter the
attributes of “in” and “out”, re-define them in terms of content and
quality. The permeability of the gates can be thought as in reverse relation
with the privacy of the interior, such that a buffer zone of a “semi-private”
space between the “private” (dwelling unit) and the public (exterior space)

could be portrayed.

This physical condition also effects the user’s understanding of the space.
The foreknowledge or the assumption of the “decontaminated content”,
that is an environment free of outsiders, leaves a mark in the user’s
imaginery and as a result of this, an accidental confrontation against
him/her could be substantially stimulant in this semi-privatized space
compared with a fully accessible public space. This stimulancy is a key
notion that the outsider somehow starts to be constructed mentally as an

intruder, mutually in this confrontation.
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At this point, an important remark shall be made that, this participation of
user observation constitutes the third dimension of maintaining the self-
security, after the administrative and technological mechanisms
mentioned before. A number of attributes in this manner have been
expressed during the interviews, moreover the personal experience of the
author during the visits regarding the research, contributed to observe and
manifest this behavioral pattern more clearly.

...You can see twelve apartments together when a door is opened. Can
you imagine, people can watch for eachother from the opposite when a
door is opened from one side. It catches your eyes. For instance, because
we are veterans [here], especially my husband, retired, at home, sits in
front of the door in the summertime, notices an outsider coming in, stands
up and asks: “‘who are you looking for?’... We have a sense of protection,
when we see an unfamiliar face...5?

Following the expression of the tenants, as personally being an “intruder”
in this semi-private space of the blocks, we can argue that this
observability notion effects the observed strongly, in every step taken
inside. A requirement of being clear and reliable governs the behaviour of
the intruder strongly to avoid any problem regarding the concern of the
security of the apartments. Although we can assume that this notion can
as well be existent in any enclosed environment, the geometry and
configuration of our concerned block halls suggest architectural
contribution to this visual and sensual mechanism. This dimension of the
subject draws a parallel with Jeremy Bentham’s Panopticon, which

illustrates the power of observing.

82 “Simdi bir kapt agildi§imda on iki dairenin birden kapisim gorebiliyorsun. E diisiinebiliyor
musun bir taraftan kapr agildi, karst hizadan insanlar birbirlerini kollayabiliyor. Goziin ¢carpryor.
Yani mesela bizler eski oldu§umuz icin, bilhassa mesela benim esim, emekli, evde, kapinin oniinde
yazin oturur mesela, yabanci birinin geldigini farkeder ve kalkar, ‘kimi artyorsunuz?’ der.
Sahiplenme duygumuz vardir, yabanc: bir yiiz gordiigiimiizde...” H10-55, personal interview
on 26.04.08, translated by the author.
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“The apparatus”, as Jacques-Alain Miller calles Panopticon, is an
architectural design proposal:

The apparatus is a building. It is circular. There are cells around the
circumference, on each floor. In the center, a tower. Between the center
and the circumference is a neutral, intermediate zone. Each cell has a
window to the outside, so constructed that air and light can enter, but the
view outside is blocked; each cell also has a grilled door that opens
toward the inside so that air and light can circulate to the central core. The
cells can be viewed from the rooms in the central tower, but a system of
shutters prevents those rooms or their inhabitants from being seen from
the cells. The building is surrounded by an annular wall. Between this
wall and the building there is a walkway for sentries. There is only one
entrance or exit to the building or through the outer wall. The building is
completely closed.®

Panopticon was a principle building design; an optical apparatus of
surveillance which provides the ultimate observability of the individuals
in the units but conceals the existence of the observer in the tower by
optical means. Although generally identified with prisons, it can also be
adapted to other types of buildings necessitating a certain degree of

surveillance; hospitals, schools, workhouses or factories.® (Figure 3.21)

Michel Foucault, in his book Discipline and Punish: The Birth of the Prison
(Surveiller et Punir), handles this design elaborately and discusses
“disciplinary mechanisms”#® within the framework of Panopticon’s design
principles. Although the perspective of his work is not in the scope of this
study, some specific notions about his resolutions would be illustrative in

understanding the panoptic quality that we aim to assert about the block

halls.

8 Jacques-Alain Miller, Richard Miller (1987; p.3).
8 Ibid.
8 Michel Foucault (1979; p.197).
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Figure 3.21 Section, elevation and half-plan of Panopticon

Foucault argues that each individual who falls into the trap of visibility is
the object of information.®*® He relates the permanent visibility to the
control of power and defines the Panopticon’s major effect, as follows:

...induce in the inmate a state of conscious and permanent visibility that
assures the automatic functioning of power. So to arrange things that the
surveillance is permanent in its effects, even if it is discontinuous in its
action; that the perfection of power should tend to render its actual
exercise unnecessary; that this architectural apparatus should be a
machine for creating and sustaining a power relation independent of the
person who exercises it; in short, that the inmates should be caught up in
a power situation of which they are themselves the bearers.?”

Foucault clarifies this statement with the two main attributes of power

according to Bentham:

% Tbid., p.200.
¥ Ibid., p.201.
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Visible: the inmate will constantly have before his eyes the tall outline of
the central tower from which he is spied upon. Unverifiable: the inmate
must never know whether he is being looked at at any one moment; but
he must be sure that he may always be s0.%
Then, due to the unverifiablity of the power but the permanent awareness
of its existence, the Panopticon might be operated by any person any time

without loosing its impact on the individual:

It is an important mechanism, for it automatizes and disindividualizes
power. Power has its principle not so much in a person as in a certain
concerted distribution of bodies, surfaces, lights, gazes; in an arrangement
whose internal mechanisms produce the relation in which individuals are
caught up.¥

The power in the case of the thesis, could correspond to the corporate
body of the inhabitants in anonymity who have the right to protect their
privacy in the residential environment concerned; the blocks halls. The
resemblance of the round geometry helps us to establish an analogy of
visibility. We mentioned that, in Panopticon, none of the inmates in the
cells can get out of the visible zone of the observer who was assumed to be
in the central tower. While in our case, the mechanism operates in
opposite direction. There is no central observation tower that represents
the power, but here the power is a collective body distributed around the
hexagonal geometry, in every six apartments, through every door’s
peephole viewers. A decent assumption of 120 angle of visual cone of
every peephole viewer, gives no chance to find a blind spot in the halls,
even the landings of the staircases, where no one can see what you are
doing. (Figure 3.22) The intruder’s awareness of a possible observer and

the unverifiability of him/her is accommodated successfully, while the

% Tbid., p.201.
% Tbid., p.202.
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unpredictability of a physical appearance of power does not damage, on

the contrary contributes to its effect.

Figure 3.22 Illustration of visual cones of door peephole viewers at the blocks.

There is no doubt that this panoptic quality serves for the benefit of the
users, and it may well be assumed that it helps to absorb possible security

weaknesses.

This issue is strongly related to “Defensible Space Theory” coined by
architect and city planner Oscar Newman, in his pioneering book
Defensible Space, published in 1972, and in his numerous publishings for
over twenty five years since then. He states that Defensible Space (DS) is
based on “self help” and invokes “resident involvement to reduce crime
and remove the presence of criminals”:

All Defensible Space programs have a common purpose: They
restructure the physical layout of communities to allow residents to
control the areas around their homes. This includes the streets and

61



grounds outside their buildings and the lobbies and corridors within
them. The programs help people preserve those areas in which they
can realize their commonly held values and lifestyles. %

In this framework, the block hall in the case of the thesis can be defined as
a DS as it involves a functioning mechanism of self-control of the residents
to identify and eliminate possible threats. Moreover, a recent research has
shown that there is a link between DS and the territorial appropriation of
residents, which will be examined in the following section:

The major goal of this study was to examine whether the extent to
which residents defend and in other ways appropriate near-home
space was related to outcomes predicted by DS theory. Consistent
with hypotheses, public housing residents who defended near-home
space through territorial appropriation experienced the
neighborhood as a safer place and as a more cohesive community
than did residents who did not appropriate space in this way.”

3.3.2.3 Claim of the Environment; Personalization of Door - Fronts

In their article related to the Dutch window decorations, Hilje van der
Horst and Jantine Messing defines the streetside of the house as a
boundary and states that:

The front of the house functions as a border between the public and the
private sphere. Different people have different customs in dealing with
this area. Whereas some use it as a “front-stage,” on which they present
themselves to the outside world, others block their windows with curtains
or devote little attention to creating an attractive image. The practices of
older Dutch inhabitants, rich decoration, and open curtains, are guided by
social norms on tidiness and gender roles. The confrontation with other
customs, often link to other ethnic groups, is considered an intrusion in a
space they consider to be theirs. Partly as a consequence of this, they are
also retreating into their private sphere, reflected in changed practices at
the fronts of their houses.”

% Oscar Newman (1996; p.9)

91 Liesette Brunson [et al.] (2001; p.641).

92 Hilje van der Horst, Jantine Messing (2006; pp.21-22).
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There are parallel and unparallel dimensions of their definiton and our
case of block halls. Firstly, we shall state that the visual depth suggested
by open or closed condition of the windows facing exterior space are not
the case in entrance doors of apartment units facing block halls. But still,
the customs and decoration practices held by the inhabitants in Yesiltepe
and Yildiztepe suggest and support this idea of providing a “front-stage”
as mentioned above. The difference here is that, the borderline drawn in
Dutch case is that between public and private, thus no articulation
performed by the inhabitant overflows physically to the exterior space.
The relationship is constituted on being visually attactive, inviting and
decorative. While in our case, the private sphere is still hidden behind
solid doors but regarding our definition of the block halls as semi-private
spaces, some of the inhabitants are observed that they do not hesitate to
claim the environment physically in certain circumstances, like placing
flowerpots or making small sitting arrangements of a table and a couple of
chairs. In some cases this invaded area of user occupation can almost
correspond to ~175 m? of building area share of each apartment unit on the

tloor plan.

An important point here has to be made that, the effect of this claim, on
the place articulation of the halls may differentiate and increase in variety,
in different blocks according to developed common space understandings,
social interactions among the neighbours, occupant profiles or any
unverifiable factor that might have been effective in the process of
accommodating. A personal observation of the author is that, making a
generalization about the occupancy of the halls of eight blocks would not

be possible because of the diversities perceived but two momentary
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documentation made in 5" and 6% Blocks can be suggestive in sensing the

existence of certain unverified dynamics.

This documentation is simply based on the counts of the occupancy of
door fronts on 26.04.2008 and it traces the existence of flowerpots and
sitting arrangements. In 5th Block, out of sixty apartments above ground
level, seventeen of them (%28.3) seemed to locate tables and chairs in front
of their doors and 35 door fronts with flowerpots (%58.3) were counted.
While in 6th block, only two households (%3.3) seemed to have tables and
chairs and twenty six (%43.3) flowerpots. (Figure 3.23 — 3.24)

Figure 3.23 — 3.24 Examples of block hall occupancies of the inhabitants.

3.3.3 Apartment Unit Scale

The major type unit apartment layout of Yesiltepe Blocks defines twelve

interrelated and decomposable volumes. In the original sketch drawing of

% This “hidden” trial is not utilized in eight blocks to avoid apprehension of possibly
encountered inhabitants.
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the architects Bediz and Kamgil (Figure 3.25), these volumes correspond
to; 1. Entrance Hall (Antre Holii), 2-a. Study and Reception room (Calisma
ve Kabul Odast), 2-b. Living Room (Salon), 2-c. Living Room (Oturma Odast),
2-d. Dining Room (Yemek Salonu), 3. Corridor (Koridor), 4. Master Bedroom
(Ebeveyn Yatak Odast), 5. Bedroom (Cocuk Yatak Odasi), 6. Bathroom
(Banyo), 7. Storage (Depo), 8. Kitchen (Mutfak), 9. Office/Depot (Ofis), 10.
Lavatory, WC (WC), 11. Balcony, 12. Service Balcony (Servis Balkonu).**

(Figure 3.26)
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Figure 3.25 Sketch drawing of Bediz and Kamgil

In this general layout and room definitions proposed by the architects, the
wet spaces (6,8,10), the circulation areas (1,3), the balcony (11) and the two
bedrooms (4,5) are observed to show consistency with the proposed
functions in terms of their general occupancies. From this point of view,
we can say that these spaces provide static functions that are more or less

defined by means of their i) spatial configuration; size, shape, location and

% Ali Cengizkan (2000; pp.215-217).
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accessibility of the space, i) material and mechanical installations; floor

and wall finishings, plumbing, etc.

Figure 3.26 Key plan of the unit apartment

The remaining spaces, numbered as 2(a-b-c-d), 7,9 and 12, demonstrate
variations in terms of functional attributes and accessibility, and present
diversity with each other and the proposals of the architects. The Space
no.2, salon, includes four differentiable zones (a-b-c-d) that is clued in the
design by the utilization of extra doors on two sides. Space no.7 is a small
room with a small bottom-hung window, and it is a part of the alternative
circulation route introduced through kitchen space. Space no.9, cited as
ofis in the architects” sketch drawing, may refer to ‘office” in English, as
well as ‘storage” or ‘depot’, which used to be a meaning attributed to ofis
in 1950’s Turkish. The current usage of the space is observed that it
corresponds to the second attribution mentioned; it is generally used as an
extension of the kitchen for storage and for placing the refrigirator. Space

no.12 is originally the service balcony but it shall also be conceived as an
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extension of the kitchen space because of its convenience to be added to

the interior space via the closure of a single and narrow facade.

Here, the character of the plan layout will be discussed in terms of its
‘flexibility’, owing to its sensible configuration that enables user
interpretation, in a mass construction of 464 (58x8) major-type apartments.
It shall be recalled here that this variability is intended by the architects to
a certain extent.”> This envisioning as a contribution of the designers is also
appreciated by the inhabitants today, regarding their process of

accommodation in the dwellings for more than forty years.”

The ‘flexibility” and ‘adaptability’ of domestic space is a matter of
discussion in academic medium, as mentioned in the previous section.
Friederike Schneider mentions this contradiction of the changing family
needs to the mass construction of housing and addresses the flexibility of
the floor plan layout as the solution:

The constantly changing family situation (size, composition) and the
increasing differentiation of housing needs are contradicted by the need
for rationalization and standardization in the mass construction of the
housing. The favored solution should be conversion within the existing
floor plan rather than a move to another apartment.”

In our case, the flexibility and adaptability of the layout manifests itself

not only in terms of functional attributions of the volumes but also in the

% “Daire plan tek tip olarak yapildigindan, plan tertibinde her aileye uygun hale
gelebilecek imkan aranmis ve salon plani T harfi seklinde yapilarak 3’e boliinebilmesi
i¢in tertibat alinmis, boylece mevcut iki adet yatak odasindan fazla yatak odasi isteyen
ailelerin ihtiyacina cevap verilmistir.” Rahmi Bediz, Demirtas Kamgil (1969; pp.6-7).
% “Cok iyi diistintilmiis, kim yaptiysa ellerine saglik.” H11-56, personal interview on
26.04.2008.
97 Friederike Schneider (1994; p.XII).
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accessibility of them and the potential circulation network created

between.

The accessibility of the volumes from more than one direction contributes
to the adaptability of articulating the occupied and passed-through space,
simply through opening and closing certain doors. This approach tends to
create alternative circulation routes in the apartment, regarding various
choices of the household like his/her lifestyle, concern of privacy or

decorational habbits.

The strongest support for this circulation network comes from the
successive location of the spaces numbered 7,8 and 9, which constitutes
one of the most distinctive notion of the layout that effects the daily
routine of the households and accordingly is strongly remarked by them.
Almost all of the interviewees praised this opportunity of using this
alternative route between the entrance hall and the bedroom zone,
without transpassing through living room. These patterns of alternative
movement helps to create function, time or privacy based zoning of the
domestic space occasionally without ever making a physical intervention
other than closing certain doors. The fluidity of space is supported by
technical media besides the architectural layout; double swiches are

installed on the route of movement through each volume.

As the topological diagrams of the unit plans illustrate, spatial
configuration of the apartments provide multiple nodes in circulation, and
multiple thresholds and buffer zones in space qualities. The topological

diagram of Yesiltepe in case (I) show the full network provided by the
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original plan, while the case in (II) the results of the constructional
intervention to the relationships of the spaces in Yildiztepe can be
followed. Case (III) shows the topological diagrams of two contemporary
examples in Ankara; (A) 4+1 typical plan from TOKI Turkuaz Vadisi
Konutlar1 and (B) 3+1 typical flat from Park Vadi Evleri, which, beside the
diversity of their costs and objectives, similarly imploy a stereotypical
contemporary plan layout, proposing a single direction of movement and
double noded circulation spine together with attached one-sided rooms of

equivalent space qualities. (Figure 3.27)
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Figure 3.27 Chart illustrating the topological diagrams of Yesiltepe Blocks (I),

Yildiztepe Blocks (II), and two contemporary examples (III).
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CHAPTER 4

THE OWNERS OF THE ‘PLACE’

This chapter aims to depict the “place” notion of Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe
Blocks), as reflected from the own words of its users, in this case, the
owners themselves. This depiction includes place-specific memories and
narratives of the interviewees as well as the forementioned research
themes as a basis of our evaluation of the domestic space; but this time, in
relation to the conceptual fact that home is a place and it shall also be

discussed with its place-specific notions.

As mentioned in the methodology section before, the identities of the
interviewees are coded as H(n)-(a), and their apartment as A(n), such that
H is the abbreviation of “household”, A is the abbreviation of
“apartment”, (a) is the age of the interviewee and (n) is the number
designated to that household and his/her apartment, while B1, B2, etc.

refer to the numbering of the blocks.

The chapter is structured through certain themes derived from the
quotations from the interviews, which are all transcribed and translated
into English by the author. The interview questions can be seen in
Appendix A, the plan layouts of the concerned twelve apartments can be
observed in detail in Appendix B, and in Appendix C, the original

transcriptions of the quotated interviews can be followed in the same
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order used in the text. The horizontal and vertical distribution of the case
sample in the settlement and the directions of the apartments are shown in
Figure 4.1. As observed from the illustration, four cases, A8, A9, A10 and
A1l are selected from Yildiztepe Blocks (B5 and B6) and the rest of eight
from Yesiltepe Blocks. The altitudes of the selected apartments show a
variety among 4th and 9th floor levels, and more diversity is observed in

the directionalities of the lengthy facade.
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Figure 4.1 3-D illustration of the distribution of the apartments in the settlement

None of the outcomes of the cited interviews claim to propose a
generalization regarding the whole of the settlement, while the thesis
asserts that they propose thought-provoking projections both in the

context of the case and the academic literature on housing research. It
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shall also be stated that the thesis deliberately avoids to propose general
sociological inferences from the selected quotations, but aims to introduce
the existence of certain circumstances and relationships at least in the scale

of the selected case sample.

4.1 Physical Space and Location; Being There or Somewhere Else

The evaluation of the households had a major emphasis on the physical
attributes of the space. Similar to the analysis provided in the previous
chapter, the evaluation criteria of the households were ranged between
the urban scale and the apartment unit scale. The commentaries
frequently involved a comparison of their place to another district or
another residential type somewhere else, even if it was not deliberately

questioned in that way.

Among a number of parallel interpretations to the location of the site in
the city, H10-55 makes a comprehensive summary of the priviledged
position of their house in meeting their needs:

See, we reached a certain age, and the health issues are more
important than ever. You can go to the Gazi [Hospital] in three
minutes from here. You can go to, for instance, the Bayindir
[Hospital] in five minutes. I mean, the health institutions are very
crucial. Small health centers are around every corner. Along this 100
meters’ distance, there are eight bank branches. These are very
important things for people. We have a currency exchange office, a
jewelry, we have many groceries...[...] You don’t need to go far,
whatever your needs are at home, in fact let me put it this way,
everything from carpets to home appliances —except furniture- you
can find along this 100 meters’ distance. [...] ASTI! You go to the
subway in five minutes. Right in front of your door, the Ulus shuttle,
Digkapr shuttle, they go to Ornek, if you walk up to the Konya
highway, there are [buses] you can take all the way to Etlik,
Cankaya... Even to the Eskisehir highway... I mean, this is a place
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that is one stop away from anywhere. Also, you have a peace of
mind inside the house, for example, people generally don’t use thick
curtains around here because the distances are large, maybe they will
use them in the bedroom only, where it may be necessary. You don’t
worry much here, I mean, these things are important.

H2-65 remarks the ease of transportation with comparison to Bilkent and
Konutkent:

If you live in Bilkent, Konutkent, and you get sick, you will probably
die until they can take you to the nearest hospital. The shopping
places are limited, they are just being built. Right here, everything is
at walking distance. Even if we didn’t have the subway, we could
walk to Ulus and Kizilay.

H6-71 makes a comparison in urban scale, paying attention to the
topographical situation of Emek District in Ankara:

I bought an apartment for my daughter from here. She didn’t live in
here, she was in Esat and moved to Beysupark. For a larger area and
unpolluted air, etc. Maybe it is better for unpolluted air. Because of
the topographical location of Ankara, it is a little depressed here. Not
much, as much as Gazi District for example, but a little depressed.
But especially for the people of my age, it is on a wonderful location
by means of transportation. Today, it is being sold for 230.000 liras
here, if someone comes and offers a house from [Beysupark] for
200.000, I would say no. The reason is, Ankaray is next to me. Taxi
drives down to Kizilay for 5 liras, while for 25-30 liras from there. All
of these are advantages, I mean, the transport. As we have started to
use natural gas, the depression of the land is not a big deal anymore.

H1-92 emphasizes the presence of ASTI and Ankaray when the location is

questioned:

The location is great now. We didn’t use to have all these features.
First and foremost is ASTI. Having Ankaray is great in terms of
transportation. ASTI is a short walk away, you can not only reach
everywhere in Turkey, but Europe also, all the bus stops are right
there. In terms of transportation in Turkey, I mean, any
neighborhood in Ankara, Kizilay, Ulus, wherever you want... It's
only six minutes from here to Kizilay by Ankaray.
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H7-73 also praises ASTI and Ankaray, but his emphasis slightly shifts to
the experience of socialization:

The presence of ASTI has really worked for us. For example, even
though I have a car, I don’t drive because I work in Kizilay. I have
my office there, and there is a parking problem. I take the subway
instead. It is both good for exercise, and for seeing some people on
the way. You socialize with different people.

The common garden at the centre of the site provides a secure
environment for recess and children’s play. H4-69 states that Yesiltepe is
known as a nice place to raise children because of its calmness and its
garden, and is still preferred among young families. As mentioned in the
previous chapter, the site provides a distinctive character in terms of its
green area ratio on the lot and this issue is emphasized by HS8-46,
mentioning her children’s process of growing up, with comparison to the
ones in the neighbourhood of Emek District:

The comfort of this garden... in other apartments, for example, my
mother’s apartment on the 8, those kids have not had the chance for
one day [to play in a garden]... because it’s right by the road. We are
very lucky. Our kids grew up very comfortably. Both my son and
my daughter, now that the school is out, they won’t come home until
midnight. But where [will they play]? Right on our watch. We
constantly hear their voices at the backyard. We know that they’re
with their friends. We have a peace of mind like that. You can’t find
this peace of mind everywhere, and I think this is an important thing.

In some of the cases, interviewees do not always use the same processing
in commentating the place; the gradually descending scales that is used in
the analysis phase before, in the thesis. Certain ones are observed loose its
significance in certain cases while another one may become a major notion
of the perception of the place in another case. Sometimes certain scales
coincide with eachother when some notions are picked in correspondence

with certain themes while certain others may almost be neglected in the

75



same process. For instance; in the words of H11-56, the urban scale and
building scale starts to blend into eachother on the common basis of
“comfort”:

People who stay here and get used to the comfort can’t go anywhere
else. I, for one, really wanted to go to Cayyolu when it was first built,
but [my husband] said that “the ceilings are low, they are closing in
on me and I won’t move that far away,” etc. Back then, our son used
to come home late, I mean, he got worried that he would have
trouble making it home every night. Later, the height of the ceilings
got my attention too. They are pretty high here, 2.70m., the curtain
maker told us so. Now go and compare the ones in Konutkent, they
are so low...

H6-71 takes the floor heights issue further and relates it to the difficulty of
maintenance of extensive heights (gallery spaces) in recently-built
apartments, by drawing sections of examplary gallery spaces he have
seen:

For example, there is the 96'lar near the Kolej. One of our friends used
to live there, but I didn’t like it because the height of the apartment
was -since they had an interesting architecture- 3,5-4 m. Now,
whatever you say, cleaning this place —say you only repaint once in
3-5 years— is almost impossible. It gets dusty, and you have a real
problem. The maintenance is a challenge, the windows are also high.
I would never buy such a place. I saw a similar thing in some houses
at Karakusunlar. There is also the Dostlar Sitesi at the entrance of
Balgat. That one is copied from ours, very badly though. I generally
see this place as a blessing from God, and I'm very content.

H8-46 mentions the apartment’s functionality and expresses her
satisfaction:

The house is functional, especially if you decorate it according your
needs, it is very functional. I mean, we are very pleased with our
house, the way it is, its functionality. Of course, it needs some
repairs, it deteriorates with time, every apartment needs this.

Regarding the interview question asking whether there is a desire to move

out to somewhere else, for instance to a detached house, or not,
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interviewees remark different dimensions of the issue depending on their
tastes, needs, satisfaction of their existing environment, the social
networks that they are connected in the place, and so on. For example, H3-
65 states that:

Detached house, yes, sometimes I think about it to have pets, but
detached houses in Ankara... I don’t think that the climate of Central
Anatolian Region is appropriate for such houses. They look so
artificial in this land. Thus I don’t think of it that much. Maybe a new
settlement, because it is getting older. Otherwise I love Yesiltepe, I
like it.

H5-90 mentions the ease of approach;

I've never thought of leaving here. I think there can not be a place
more comfortable than here. Not even that Cankaya, Nenehatun, etc,
the uphill. If I go there, which of my friends can come there? They
can come here from everywhere.

and the precious memories that she has in that place, with her husband
who passed away:

For example I sit here; sometimes I just think that my husband will
come out of that room. I live here with my memories. Let me show
you [my photos]...

H8-46 expresses their emotional aspect of their place attachment:

We are really not considering it. At least for now we’re not. We love
it, we love our neighborhood. Especially our kids, for example my
daughter, love the place. In short we are very pleased with both our
neighborhood and our apartment. If we can make some repairs to
the apartment, we will never consider moving anywhere else.

While H9-32 emphasizes their concern of security:

Security, most important of all, security. When my husband is
abroad, or just late for business, this is a place that I can safely live as
a young person without any worries. Security... I mean, of course I
would like to have my own house but I don’t think there are any
secure housing communities in Ankara right now. [...] See, in these
neighborhoods we call downtown Ankara, it is impossible to live in a
detached house. This place is both in downtown, and only a
backyard away from being a detached house. When you shut your
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door, and go outside [to the balcony], you don’t have any close
contact with anyone. Noise is very uncommon. I don’t know, maybe
if there is a construction nearby, you might hear something.
Otherwise, as you see, it's pretty quite around here. I mean, we feel
like we are living in a detached house.

H12-63 states that the apartment itself is like a “detached” house because of
the architectural layout and H10-55 tends to evaluate her apartment
among its alikes and claims that it should not be compared with ‘villa
type’:

You know what, I can’t make a comparison, this place feels special to

me. And I never think any further, in any respect. But of course, we

are talking about apartment blocks, if you go to a villa type, let’s say,

it has a different usage. You can’t compare your house with that kind
of a house.

The balconies and the door-fronts come into prominence as significant
places of domestic experience and they are mentioned extensively in
certain interviews depending on their patterns of use. Among these two,
the usage of balcony is extensively effected by the directionality and the
altitude of the apartment because the angle and intensity of sunlight in
certain times of the day and the wind condition are major parameters of

comfort in using the balcony.

A1l is facing north and is on 9t floor. Because of the strong wind, H11-56
has decided to fix a glass screen on the parapets at the larger corner of the

balcony and she is quite satisfied with her life out there since then:

Oh, it is so beautiful... It is such a delight, especially since we have
tixed [the glass screen]. You can grow flowers, you can spend the
whole day here. I even paint here sometimes. [...] During summer,
we spend our lives here, until late at night. We bring the TV set out
here. We have lamps, power outlets.
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H12-63 discusses her experience in the balcony together with the door-
fronts:

The balconies are arranged in such a way that from wherever you
look, you can not see the inside of the apartment across to you. So it
is very well implemented in terms of privacy, you are not very close
to anybody. [Block halls] either, it is like a street when you get out. I
mean it is nice the way it is open like that. Some find it weird or
strange but I like it very much. It is really beautiful when it rains or
snows. There is nothing bothering me there.

The analogy between block halls and street is also expressed by H8-46:

We can’t find this comfort in anywhere, really. This door front of
ours for example, is a huge blessing. Our children can ride their bikes
without going out, it is just like a street, I mean, my mother-in-law
for example, our elderly, they walk here for exercise, it is very nice.
You don’t need to go outside, you just open your door, without
locking it, and you can walk over there. Your children can ride their
bikes, they can play there. These are very nice things, I mean. You
can’t find it anywhere.  haven’t seen that in any apartment block.

A young mother, H9-32 focuses on a different aspect regarding the door-
front; its advantages in raising a child, and similar with the previous
commentaries of H12-63 and H8-46, she associates the block halls with
urban spaces:

I use especially the door-fronts because of [my son]. For example he
doesn’t want to eat inside, and the balcony —because it is high here-
is windy, it faces the main road, then we use the door-front, I mean
we use it a lot. [...] We ride bicycles, we have a table there, we put
our meal on it. We water our flowers, and plant new ones into the
pots. We use the door-fronts that way.[...] It is like a small quarter,
every floor is a small quarter on its own. [...] We can’t go out to the
balcony in the winter but we go out to the door-front to watch the
snow. It is hard to take my son out in snow, or when it is raining for
example, we dress him and take him out to an enclosed space to
watch it.
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H7-65 also expresses the pleasant experience she has when looking out of
the door as “I love it, I can watch it snow from my door as if it snows to

my garden.”

One of the most common commentaries on the block halls is about its air
quality and odor-free atmosphere. Parallel to the analysis held in the
previous chapter, H7-73 mentions this issue with comparison to another
residence he experienced in Ankara:

In TUSSO blocks for example, you get into the elevator and you are
directed to the apartments by a narrow corridor. Inevitably some sort
of odors reach to the common places. We had a friend living there,
we used to feel that whenever we went to visit him.

From these brief quotations derived from the interviews, it is possible to
state that the location and the physical space of the houses have an
important role in households’s experiences on domestic environment.
First of all, the development’s being on a central location in the city in
terms of commercial facilities, health emergencies and transportation
opportunities are expressed among the key advantages of living in that
place, especially for the aging population of limited mobility, who may

have difficulty in satisfying these needs away from the neighbourhood.

Secondly, the site layout and the emphasis of green area in the site are
correlated with the positive attributions of the households; the rear garden
is seen as a secure environment for children’s play, and accordingly the

development is seen as a good place to raise children in that sense.

Thirdly, different approaches in comparing their apartments and blocks

with other house types, are observed. A very common fancy of living in a
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“detached house” does not find a strong representative in the case sample,
with different reasons. While certain ones do not find the context of
Ankara appropriate for such houses, certain ones claimed that they are
already living in “detached apartments” because they do not have a
physical contact more than the shared kitchen wall, with the apartment
next door. In terms of the blocks, Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks are
seen distinctive sensually in terms of their in-door experiences. Odor-free
atmosphere, circulation route aroud the gallery space and the availibility
of experiencing rain, snow or sunlight “indoors”, which are all outcomes
of the specific architectural configuration of the block halls, are counted as
positive attributions of the place and they manifest themselves in the

expressions of daily experiences of the households in the place.

It is interesting that people living in the blocks associate themselves not
only to the private unit that primarily belong to themselves, their
apartments, but also to the notions regarding the extension of that private
space, the domestic environment. The neraby environment, rear garden
and block halls are integrated to the domestic experience to a great extent
and a considerable value is attributed to them in terms of the livibility of

the place.

4.2 Living Room and Informalization; Implementations of Space and

Time Zoning

Time / space zoning issue regarding the private and public domains at
home was handled in Chapter 2. The discussion was focused on Ayata’s

‘inner home’ (i¢ ev) and ‘outer home’ (dis ev) distinction which proposed a
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prototypical Turkish domestic space where the ‘living room’ (salon) was
exempted from daily use of the households. Whereas, it is stated that,
there are recent approaches on this issue, which claim that this
prototypical structure is loosing its power especially in urban upper-

middle class societies.

In the case of Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks, out of twelve apartments
of the research sample, only two of them accommodated a defined sitting
room (oturma odast), one of which reflected Ayata’s traditional point of
view, while the other one showed a dual usage with the living room
(salon). In the remaining ten apartments, the major living space of the
households is the living room whether or not there is an extra room which

would have been a used in that purpose.

H6-71, the only respondent that corresponds to Ayata’s understanding of
Turkish households, claims that in an “average Turkish family” one room
is spared for the function of sitting room and living room is perceived as a
guest room. He says that they use the living room only for thirty days a
year and claims that the ones living their daily lifes in the living room has
a “different kind” of social status. On the other hand, the dual use
mentioned above is seen in A9, and H9-32 explains its reason as such:

There is TV everywhere.[My husband] prefers to sit in the living
room but I prefer the sitting room because playing with [my son] is
more comfortable there. There is no coffee table in the middle, no
chairs or tables, just a couple of couches. It is safer there for me.

H12-63 explains her counter view when the place of the daily activities in

the apartment is asked:
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Always here, in the living room. Something like a sitting room is
awkward to me. I mean, our living space is always here, and we, the
whole family, love the kitchen very much too. Our friends are also
used to this situation; we sit in the kitchen very often. [...] We as 5-6
people, still sit there very comfortably. That table is for 4 people, it
stays there, the original table of ours. We didn’t change it since we
love it too much. We are very used to the conversations there, the
children sit in the kitchen when their friends come. Our life goes on
there just the way it was. The living room and the kitchen... If we are
crowded, of course we eat in the living room, but if the guests are
close to us or if we are only 4-5 people, we prefer to eat in the
kitchen.

The explanation of H11-56 refers to the house that she grew up, and it

helps to clarify Ozbay’s statement of ‘informalization’® mentioned before:

Comfort is very important for me. When I was a child, the living
room of the house was isolated. My mother didn’t let us go in there.
There was sitting room, I mean we couldn’t even go in and sit on the
couches [in the living room]. Besides, my mother was so cleanly. I
sometimes think that maybe mine is a reaction to her, and also
people are more relax now. Now we don’t have a sitting room, my
dear, we never did. The kids have always studied here, ate here, this
is the case unless they go to their own rooms.[...] I mean that our
whole life was here. But still, there are people who have sitting
rooms, my mother for example. My mother has her own TV there,
she watches dramas, my father watches outside, I mean the living
room... the elderly have sitting rooms, we don't.

The process of ‘informalization” is observed not only in the use of living
room, but in the concern of “always keeping the house clean and orderly
for the guests.” As H10-55 states:

If someone is coming to me, s/he should come for me, not for my
furniture, or the design of my house. They should come only for me.
Now, for example, the house is dirty, the windows are dirty, they
should be cleaned, my lamps should be cleaned, my walls should be
cleaned. But if someone is not coming to me just because my house
or lamps are dirty, I'd rather s/he didn’t come anyway. I have no
tolerance with this. They should come for I am who I am.

% Ferhunde Ozbay (1999; p.565).
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Apart from the discussion of space zoning regarding salon and oturma odasi,
there is another strong attribution of the plan layout of the apartments
that reflects to the constitution of the flexible boundary of public and
private zones in the domestic space. This feature is the ‘back route’ of
interior circulation that links the entrance hall to the bedroom zone
through the kitchen. This feature is important in certain ways. First; as
analyzed in the previous chapter, it provides a continuity in circulation, a
flow of movement and a flow of space in the apartment. Secondly, as
frequently praised by the interviewees, it provides the opportunity of the
household to pass right to the bedroom zone from the entrance, without
dropping into the living room which might be hosting guests at that
particular time. This feature is critical in terms of its contribution to the

consitution of public and private zones in the domestic space.

There is a common understanding that living room has a public character
welcoming the visitors and it is differentiated from the rest of the private
zone of the house. But in the common example of the interviewees, a
sequence is pictured where the guests sit in the living room while another
household — generally the male or the kid- enters the apartment and
passes from the back route to the bedroom zone without entering the zone
of the guests. In this case, although being the ‘native” of the house, the
newcomer is left outside of the privatized zone of the guests, for example,
the women who came to the reception day of the female household. In
that case, the living room which was assumed to be public, acquires a
private character at least for a certain time period of the reception. This is

an example of time zoning in the domestic space, and its formation is
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contributed by the distinct physical layout of the place, introduced by the

architectural design.

4.3 Appropriation of the Domestic Space

In this section, appropriations of the households will be presented under
two topics; first, the physical alterations to the apartment unit will be
analyzed in classifications and then the spatial use actualized on the
physical layout via the use of furniture or attributed functions, will be
focused. Moreover, quotations will be given with respect to certain
examples of appropriations depicting their distinct causality, the
motivations and results of the alterations together with the visual

documentation related to these commentaries.

4.3.1 Physical Alterations

4.3.1.1 Floor Finishing Alterations (Renewal, Change, Overlap)

There are certain inconsistencies in the original floor finishings in different
blocks. For example, although it is known from the blueprint of the plan
drawing and certain examples visited, that kitchen space has mosaic
flooring, in Al, the floor finishing is vinyl asbestos tile (marley), and it is
claimed to be original by its owner who is among the founder members of
the Cooperative. Certain other inconsistencies are observed regarding the
floor finishings of the entrance hall and the night hall. This situation can

be explained by the long and gradual process of construction phase and
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the method of supplementing additional materials whenever needed in

the building site.

| O WOOD FLOORING
= MOSAIC
3 VINYL ASBESTOS TILE

Figure 4.2 Original floor finishings of typical apartment unit

Nevertheless, it is possible to make a generalization that; T-shaped living
room has wood flooring, two bedrooms and halls have vinyl asbestos tile,
and the rest of the spaces are finished with mosaic. (Figure 4.2) The
diagram of the alterations documented in the case sample can be followed

in Figure 4.3.

The diagram shows that the most consistent use among the original
materials is seen in the living room, while most of the households
preferred to alter the ‘out-fashioned” materials of contemporary market;
mosaic and vinyl asbestos tile with carpet, laminate and ceramic tile. The

alterations occur mainly in three methods; changing the material type via
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removing the original, renewal of the existing material with same type,

and applying a new material on top of the original material.

4.3.1.2 Door and Window Case Alterations ( Renewal, Change)

The major alteration that can be perceived from the exterior is the renewal
and change of the original wooden double case windows and doors in the
facades. Two reasons are observed for this type: First, the mechanism of
the cases loose their function through the years and cause heat loss, and
second, the maintenance of double cases become a problem for the
households. The replacing material is most generally a single case PVC,
but its implementation also varies in two fashions; applying the similar
case divisions and bottom-hung units like the original design as a
renewal, or discarding the unique design and imploying different case

divisions and opening types, as a change.

4.3.1.3 Sanitary Ware Alterations (Renewal, Change)

In the sample of twelve apartments, it is documented that; except A1, A5
and A8, sanitary ware of the kitchens and bathrooms in nine apartments
are renewed. Changes occur in the replacement of bathtubs with shower
trays in A2, A4, A6 and A9, and the replacement of alaturka with alafranga
type of the WC’s in Al, A4, A5, A6, A7 and A10. Among the rest, in A3,

A9 and A11 alaturka type is renewed with the same type.
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Figure 4.3 The existing floor finishings of the case sample
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4.3.1.4 Storage Unit Alterations (Change, Renewal, Addition,

Removal)

In the original layout, there are built-in storage units in kitchen and
bathroom spaces together with space no.9 (ofis; see Figure 4.2). But one of
the most interesting features of the architectural design is the storage
space of appr. 3.5 m?® volume, on top of a section of the kitchen space, that
is reached from the living room side, from the upper part of the wall

between. (Figure 4.4)

The utilization of storage units in the apartments show a variety, almost in
all of the samples, different combinations of methods (change, renewal,
addition, removal) are used in different spaces of the apartments. (Figure
4.5 - 4.6) What is important at this point is that, the architectural layout of
the apartment provides good opportunities to different implementations
of storage units and a considerable potential of storage volume is

provided in that sense.

Figure 4.4 Sliding doors of the top-storage space, view from the living room of A4
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Figure 4.5 View of the additional storage units in the bedroom of A7

Figure 4.6 View of the original and additional storage units in the kitchen of A4
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4.3.1.5 Alterations Effecting the Boundaries and Sizes of the

Spaces

These type of alterations that changes the sizes of the rooms and the net
area of the apartment include room divisions and unifications,
replacement of walls and addition of the service balcony to the kitchen
(with or without removing the door between). In this case, A7 will be
presented as an examplary of all of these types of alterations (Figure 4.7),

and the altered list of net areas can be followed in Table 4.1.

Table 4.1 Unit areas of A7

A7 ORIGINAL

1 ENTRANCE HALL 5,60 m° | 5,60 m°
2 LIVING ROOM 38,89 m° 2
2-c BEDROOM o I
3 HALL 492 m° | 4,92 m?
4 MASTER BEDROOM 17,45 m° | 15,88 m°
5 BEDROOM 13,26 m° | 12,38 m°
6 BATHROOM 543m° | 543 m°
e STORAGE 515 m° | 5,15 m?
8 KITCHEN 987 +~2m° | 987 m°
9 OFFICE / DEPOT 359 m° | 3,59 m°
10 WC 207 m° | 207 m
NET APARTMENT AREA : ~119 m’ | 117,18 m°

It is possible to say that the architectural layout of the apartment provides
little opportunity to increase the net area of the apartment. The reason is
the form of the main balcony and its relationship to the interior space.
Because of the fact that it lies along the whole facade in front of two (in
certain cases three) successive spaces, it does not provide the opportunity

to be enclosed and added to the interior properly.
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4.3.1.6 Alterations Effecting the Circulation Network and the

Relationships of the Spaces

This type of alteration includes the usage / removal of certain doors.
Although not removed, in some cases, they are kept closed and blocked
by the use of furniture. While it is not a permanent physical alteration
type, in certain cases like A4, it is observed that they are used in that
manner for over forty years and they play an important role in the

relationships of the spaces and the circulation routes in the interior space.

(Figure 4.8 - 4.9)

Figure 4.8 An example of door usage in Figure 4.9 An example of door usage in
the living room of A7 the living room of A9

The alterations effecting the circulation network and the relationships of
the spaces in the sample of the case can be followed in Figure 4.10, and
they can be compared to the previous analysis of the originals made in the

Chapter 3. (Figure 3.27)
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Figure 4.10 Topological diagrams of the case sample
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4.3.2 Spatial Use

On the physical layout produced by the alterations mentioned so far, the
patterns of spatial use provides another phase of the appropriations of the

households. (Figure 4.11)

In this section, a special emphasis will be given to the appropriation of the
living room (no. 2-a,b,c,d) and the small room adjacent to the kitchen
(no.7), because of the varieties of functions attributed and appropriations

proposed.

Space no.7 provides a wider range of use in comparison with space no.9,
because its being larger, having a better light quality and a direct access to
the bedroom zone; it is observed to be used as the 3rd bedroom (for the
maid, the smallest child, or the guest), an office or a storage room with or
without the washing machine. This space was observed to be one of the
most altered space in the flat in terms of the functions attributed upon by

the inhabitants in the process of accommodating. (Table 4.2)

Table 4.2 The current and former functions attributed to space no.7 in the case sample

Al | A2| A3| Ad| A5| A6 | A7 | A8 | A9 | A10| A11| A12

BEDROOM
STORAGE
MAID ROOM
LAUNDRY

CURRENT FUNCTION(S)
FORMER FUNCTION(S)
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Figure 4.11 Spatial appropriations of the case sample
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The living room has access from five doors inside, three of them are on the
axial route of the apartment and the remaining two are towards the two
wings of the “T”, that primarily aim to provide the flexibility of dividing
extra rooms on two sides, whenever needed. A common approach
observed is the division of the wing nearby the other bedrooms. Even if it
is not divided by any means, the shape and the size of the space enables to
differentiate four zones, which were previously defined as 2(a-b-c-d).
These zones were observed to be marked in terms of furnishing layouts

and activities attributed to them. (Table 4.3)

Table 4.3 Activities documented in the T-shaped living room. See Figure 4.2 for
the numbering of the divisions and Appendix B for detailed plans.

2-a 2-b 2-¢ 2-d
Al WATCHING TV II:EEEE;; SITTING DINING
A2 SITTING WATCHING TV BEDROOM DINING
A3 DINING nlil?'gg:s&fr SITTING WATCHING TV
Ad SITTING SITTING STUDY ROOM DINING
A5 SITTING WATCHING TV SITTING DINING
A6 SITTING SITTING SITTING ROOM DINING
A7 SITTING DINING BEDROOM WATCHING TV
- A8 SITTING DINING BEDROOM WATCHING TV
E A9 WATCHING TV DINING SITTING ROOM MINI BAR
é A10 SITTING WATCHING TV BEDROOM DINING
2 All SITTING WATCHING TV BEDROOM DINING
Al12 WATCHING TV SITTING STUDY ROOM DINING

H5-90 tells the

story of their living room; the reasons of keeping it in the

original shape, and her hesitations on its future usage:
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My husband didn’t let to divide this [living room]. That time, my
husband was a general director; our status was very good. The
people we meet are Tevfik fleri, ministries, ambassadors and
such...The gentlemen would sit over there, and the ladies over here.
He said that he didn’t want the walls closing in on him. But now, if I
have a maid, a separate room will be needed. I don’t know what to
do, to divide or what...

H1-92 explains their implementation of living room by the population of

their apartment:

Most of them divided this part, the bedroom... They are crowded,
they need bedroom, but my son had this kind of a wish, he said, I am
not going to live here in the future anyway, I'll go away, get married,
etc, you two will stay here. So, he said, do not damage the beauty
and the magnificence of this house. We thought that the kid was
right. I listen to youngs” advice a lot. [...] At that time, the deceased
Suna Korat, [...] -Suna is a State Artist, she passed away, she was my
niece [...], she was an opera singer, she sent the set [catalogue] of the
opera, for a look...They brought it, we said we liked this, he made
this one, that [set designer] of the opera. We said that this part can be
divided like that to be like a guest room. (Figure 4.12)

Figure 4.12 View of the living room of Al
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Although not personally encountered in the case samples, there are two
alteration examples commonly given by the interviewees, regarding some
of their neighbours. One of them is clued in the design; that is the division
of the other “wing” of the T-shaped living room, that is by the entrance
hall, and the other one is a more contemporary approach to open the
kitchen space to the living room by tearing down the wall between. A
similar implementation is, however, encountered in A9, where an inner
window is opened on that wall, so that visual contact between the kitchen
and the living room is established via a counter of “mini-bar”. However,
H9-32, the youngest respondent of the research, mentions the lack of area
to furnish that zone accordingly (Figure 4.13):

Especially to that part, you see, I thought placing more casual
couches in order to have a miniature bar mood, but [the area] was
not enough, there was going to be a couch over there and a couch
over here, everywhere would be full of furniture. Of course the
living room is not enough in area I mean, if it was a little bit larger in
area, we would be very comfortable.

Figure 4.13 View of the ‘mini-bar’ of the living room of A9
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Figure 4.14 View from the living room of A2

Figure 4.15 View from the living room of A7
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Figure 4.16 View from the living room of A5

Figure 4.17 View from the living room of A9
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Figure 4.18 View of the original bathroom in A5

Figure 4.19 View of the original bathroom in Al
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Figure 4.20 View of the bathroom of A3

Figure 4.21 View of the bathroom of A7
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Figure 4.22 View of the original kitchen in A8

Figure 4.23 View of the original kitchen in A1l
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Figure 4.24 View of the kitchen of A3

Figure 4.25 View of the kitchen of A2
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Figure 4.26 View of space no.7 in A7

Figure 4.27 View of space no.7 in A10
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Figure 4.29 View of display objects in A3
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Figure 4.30 View of the original detail of window cases

Figure 4.31 View of the original detail of kitchen table and its lighting
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4.4 Activity Space of the Residents and Its Effect on Making the Place

The reason that some interviewees call the resident profile of Yesiltepe
and Yildiztepe as “elite’ and complain about the recent decline of ‘quality’
is the involvement of high-rank officials, bureaucrats, generals, members
of the parliament and ministers in the formation of the cooperatives. *
Being the first high-rise residential blocks and proposing a number of
‘modern’ features of its time, like central heating, elevators or other
technical and mechanical fittings, the settlement became a center of
attraction for the upper class society in Ankara. On the other hand the
settlement itself can be understood almost as a result of such high level of
agency, which is inevitably far from being surprising for such investment

and vision in 1950s Ankara.

The reflection of this kind of agency to the production of such
environment was exemplified in earlier examples; Bahgeli Evler Yap:
Kooperatifi and Giiven Evler Yapr Kooperatifi, where the members of the
cooperative made use of their socio-economic status in resolving the
financial and bureaucratic conflicts on the production of the
environments. ' Whereas that potential of influence of the participators
may reflect itself in various ways, some of which will be examplified in

our case.

% “Madde 55: Kurucu ve miitesebbis ortaklar sunlardir: Izmir mebusu: Mehmet Aldemir,
Kiitahya mebusu: Thsan Serif Ozgen, Ankara mebusu: Aliye Timucin, Balikesir mebusu: Mekki
Sait Esen, Izmir mebusu: Mehmet Ali Sebiik, Tiiccar: Giirbiiz Hanef, Divan1 Muhasebat Reisi:
Muhittin Giiriin, f§ Bankas1 Merkez 2. Md: Azmi Zallak, DTCF Dog: Vecihe Kiligoglu, Tiiccar:
Muharrem Patoglu” Mahdut Mes uliyetli Yesiltepe Yap: Kooperatifi Ortak Senedi (1959; p.22).
10 A Sule Oziiekren (1996; pp.356-357).
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We will discuss this situation with the help of Doreen Massey’s
conception of ‘activity space” which is in her words; “the spatial networks
of links and activities, of spatial connections and of locations, within
which a particular agent operates.”’* She associates this concept with a
large scope of agencies; multinational companies, small firms or even
individuals (Figure 4.32) :

Each of us, as individuals, also has our own activity space. You could
think of your own and then compare it with that of other people. The
basic shape is probably a set of fairly local paths and places as
normal daily life is lived between home, school, work, church and
club, with occasional trips further afield to a neighbouring town, or
to a hospital maybe. This pattern may in turn be punctuated by
forays much further afield - to friends or relatives for a visit, for
weekend excursions, or to follow your team to an away match.
Maybe once a year there is a dramatic break-out for the annual
holiday. The detail is not important; what matters is the basic range
and shape. For not only does the idea of activity spaces give access to
thinking about the spatial organization of society, it also points to a
little recognized aspect of social inequality.!%?

Based on this definition, we can assume that upper class society which is
also observed here as the agent in the formation of Yesiltepe and
Yildiztepe Blocks, shall have a larger spatial reach compared with the rest
of the society, in terms of the activity spaces of the individuals concerned.
What we will mention here are the examples of the reflections of such
activity spaces on the making of the place through forms of experience

and knowledge.

H1-92, a founder member of Yesiltepe Cooperative, mentions a series of
important issues related to his and other members of the Cooperative’s

activity spaces:

101 Doreen Massey (1995; p.54).
102 Doreen Massey (1995; p.55).
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We have taken over the construction [of these blocks] from the
foundations. We had influence then, now we have not, we obtained a
loan of 11-12 million liras from Emlak Kredi Bankasi. This had never
happened before. How can this amount of money be obtained, they
said... and we started building...
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Figure 4.32 Illustration of a cartoonist’s immediate activity space

Another issue bought by him is the transition to the flat ownership

immediately in 1966 when the related law has become valid:

I am the one who prepared the management plan here. The first
transition to flat ownership happened here. We did it, and the
management plan that I have prepared became a peer for all the rest.
Everyone imitated that. [...] The law was established in 1965 and
became valid in 1966, and we here in 1966... I prepared the
management plan immediately. Because I had an exceptional
[interest] on the Flat Ownership Law. [...] a very precious professor
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[in Istanbul] supervised a PhD thesis on Flat Ownership Law and he
sent it to me, saying, my dear son (...). I am not from [stanbul, I'm
from Ankara but he had heard things [about me], and sent it to me
by name and I took it. Sixteen years before the law became valid in
here, I had already studied and analyzed Flat Ownership Law in
world countries. My knowledge was compatible with that. And we
prepared this management plan of ours.

H1-92 also tells the story of the artesian wells which have been a major
advantage of the settlement for years. His previous duty in fouding of the
nitrogen factories in Kiitahya had initiated his interest on underground
water. Because of the necessity of pure water in the production process in
the factory, they had brought a geologist, Lauper, from Germany, to find a
solution. After the related field work, they found water in Bosna-i Cedit
village and brought it to the factory by means of ducts. This experience of

his is reflected to the making of Yesiltepe:

As we had drilled eighteen artesian wells and obtained water there,
it occured in my mind in here. Water of this area used to be
distributed from the wells of State Railways, before that dam-
Kurtbogaz right? [...] Thinking of this, as we had worked with
Lauper before, I said there must be water down here. [...] I called,
they came, checked and said, you are right, let’s give it a shot. And
we drilled, water came out.

Apart from those positive reflections of the activity spaces of the residents,
some attempts do not seem to fit into the context. As H11-56 mentions the
security systems applied on the block entrances:

Of course lots of things can be done, if there’s money everything can
be done but... Once we have put passwords, for example, I had seen
that password thing abroad, but it was not favoured here I mean it
didn’t fit. People were shouting [downstairs] to the kid from kebab
restaurant ‘Dial 1234 and come in! * You see it did not fit here. [...]
Now everyone has their keys. At first I thought that the key thing
would not fit either but they got used to it.
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From these examples it can be asserted that the activity spaces of the
residents in a housing environment are effective in the formation and
duration of the environment in physical and social dimensions. The case
of Yesiltepe, a development where the initiative member profile was
considerably high in socio-economic status, is a good example of tracing

the effects of that sort.

4.5 Memories and Experience on the Place; Attachment and Continuity

One of the foresights relating to the selection of the case area was that
there is an aging ‘native’ population in Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe Blocks,
who may have grown a strong sense of place attachment through more
than forty years and may have accummulated profound experience on the
place in this process. One of many examples of such aging population can
be seen in the story of H10-55:

We [as a couple] have been living here from 1987 actually. [...] Since
my mother-in-law was living here and my husband had a store in
72nd Street, we could never draw apart from here [...] He is in here
since the age of twelve, all his childhood was here, and all his youth
were here. He was away only for six years. The rest thirty-four years
of forty is in here.

Relph accounts time as an ‘important and unavoidable” dimension of the
place and with reference to William Hampton, he states that one’s
attachment to his/her ‘home area” grows stronger when the amount of
time spent there increases, so that the strongest place attachment might be

observed when one lives in his/her own birth place.!® Apart from this

15 Edward Relph (1976; p.31). Reference is given to Hampton, W.(1970) Community and
Democracy, London: Oxford University Press, p.112.
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dimension of time, Relph links this attachment issue to the notion of

‘rootedness’:

In both our communal and our personal experience of places there is
often a close attachment, a familiarity that is part of knowing and
being known here, in this particular place. It is this attachment that
constitutes our roots in this places; and the familiarity that this
involves not just a detailed knowledge, but a sense of deep care and
concern for that place.

To be attached to places and have profound ties with them is an
important human need.!*

Figure 4.33 — 4.34 Photographs of H10 in 1960s and 70s in front of Yildiztepe Blocks

In that sense, the experiences conveyed by these ‘native” interviewees can
well be expected to inform us directly or indirectly about their place
attachment and rootedness. Moreover the profound experience of them is
also informative as it is an accummulation of moments from the past,
depicting the continuity of the self in the place as well as the
transformation of that place in time. An overall summary of the
transformation of the neighborhood is depicted in the words of H11-56;
coloured with the personal memories in that old times:

Since ASTI was built, it got really crowded. Irrelevant people came
here, rents got higher. You know, being close to ASTI, apartments

104 Edward Relph (1976; pp.37-38).
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became valuable. Also, Court of Auditors moved here, most of the
Ministries are here, food courts at the 8% Road have became
extraordinarily widespread. It is like a kebab avenue now. There are
lots of people in the ministries, anyone doesn’t like the meal, comes
to the street. That kind of changes happened. While my kids were
going to school, Hamdullah Suphi, when I went out, or when I went
to my mother-in-law, there were no buildings around, I recall that
we waved hands till they got into the school. But now, everywhere is
full of buildings, it developed a lot, it grew. [...] There were only 1
or 2 cars in this park, and we played there, volleyball matches were
played here. Now, nothing... At least, some playground areas are
given to kids.

Another depiction of memories of H11-56 on the place reveals the story of
the pretended hobby rooms at terrace floors and their becoming of rental
depots:

Here’s what I know, I know that I used to have sunbaths with my
bikini up there when I first moved in here. We used to have birthday
parties there, but over the years, it started leaking downstairs and we
applied both waterproofing and heat insulation in 1995-1996, to all
the terraces, I mean to our two terraces and we paid a lot of money.
[...] So, we don’t let anybody to go up there now. Even those people,
nobody has the key, if they want to put something in there; they go
up with the doorkeepers. I mean they use them as depots.

The long term experiences do not only convey the critical moments of
happenings in the process of making the place, but also the daily routine
housing them:

In order to have a difference from Yesiltepe, I remember, in the
[entrance courts] of the blocks, a pool was constructed, theirs is plain,
actually I love it plain either. We let the water to run in the summer,
flowers around, you know, when you go in it is different. [...] We
put our flowers [nearby our doors], more in the summer, people sit
at the door fronts because when the houses are too hot in the
summer, when the balcony is too hot, it is cool there, there is an air
circulation. From morning till night, just like a balcony... The
neighbours come and they knit there, eat there, play backgammon,
occasionally I mean. Especially in the 5" block, it is very common,
and also here, but since my mothers live [in 5% Block]... (H11-56)
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The experiences of place manifest itself in the forementioned process of
long-term accommodation as well as in the very first moments of moving
in;

I had a house in Bahgelievler, it should be seen... Everybody calls it
as a small villa. That was such a nice detached house. Then the ones
next to mine got higher. So we bought here, sold that one. [and also]
I was uncomfortable there, and had a bad sciatic. So the doctor told
me that I should live in a house with central heating. So we bought
this one, the one with central heating. At first I got very comfortable,
it was very good but how can I say, think about a picture without a
frame. I never could get used to it. You know, [the old one] was a
detached house, apricots in the garden... enormous pines; I can never
describe it to you. Aaahhh, blue pines... it was a villa you know, a
villa... (H5-90)

...and in the hesitations of moving out, as they are parts of larger contexts
of human life:

Actually that’s why I don’t want to sell, this is home. The children
were born and they grew up in this house. We have lots of memories
here. I mean there is no such thing anymore, but here there is. Their
room stays the same; no change is done in their room. They come
often, when they do, everyone stays in their own room. A new house
will be unfamiliar; it will be a house they never lived in. So, I don’t
know what to do with this house. But if I was so rich, I would keep
it, like a guest house, anyone comes to Ankara stays in there but I
don’t know what will happen. (H12-63)

It is obvious that the words of the households delineate much more than
nostalgic memories; they depict certain aspects of the place in its
continiuty in time, the transformations it has faced through years and their
effects in the households’ experiences. The knowledge of the place, for
example the environment’s getting crowded over the years, is supported
by the accummulation of personal experience over years, i.e. having seen
the years before ASTI or the ministries came to the nearby environment. In

this sense, the long-term accommodation helps to “know” the place in
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different dimensions; the process of communal appropriations, the
causalities of existing practices and the daily routines flourishing them, as
well as “to be known” by that specific place as being a part of its

community.

This identity is an important notion in understanding place-attachment,
which supports the psychological aspects of “being at home”, by a strong
perception of “being in the neighbourhood”; in a place that a network of
physical and social relationships have been woven through the years,

beyond the limits of the personal unit of home.

4.6 Social Relationships; Neighbourliness and Dynamics of Sociability

There are a number of tangible and intangible variables in a built
environment that lead to the construction of social relationships among its
residents. The outcomes of the interviews proposed various dimensions of
the socialization process that has been experienced in the place. One of the
major emphasis made by H11-56 is that there is a dominance of 2nd
generation ‘natives’ living in the blocks, that are the sons or daughters of
the first residents that passed away. This, on one hand gives clues about
the familial connotations of the place attachment issue, and on the other
hand proposes new means of socialization in the place. The husbands of
H8-46 and H10-55 are childhood friends, as their families were
neighbours. When they got married, their wifes became close friends
while their children were born in the same year and they grew up

together. As H10-55 states:
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Can you imagine, 3 generations, we are almost beyond relatives,

beyond sisters...

When the will of living in a detached house somewhere else is questioned,
H10-55 emphasized the importance of the neighbourliness as a reason of
their commitment to their place and accordingly to their place attachment:

I would never think about it in Ankara. I am thinking of it in a
shoreline out of Ankara. But I would never give up from this house.
Why? First of all, neighbourliness is very important. Whenever I get
sick... For example I had a vertigo crisis a few years ago. I got out
from the shower, had a terrible dizziness, I went to my bedroom,
looked over there and my neighbour was shaking the sheets, and I
saw her. I called her, and I said; H8-46, I am so awful... [...] She has
one of my keys, always, just in case. In the meantime I called my
sister. I told her to come over. She was in Yenimahalle, while my
neighbour was with me just within a minute. These are very
important for human life.

This praised acquaintanceship through the years manifests itself in a
number of examples. As H11-56 put it:

People became like relatives, since they’ve been living here for forty
years...For example people in some floors in the 5% Block are so close
that whenever something happens to anyone, like illness or so, they
bake soups, cook meal, whenever someone passed away...I mean
they share everything. For example, if a guest is coming, my mother
is old you know, the neighbours organize everything, they cook
something for her. The neighbourliness is intense. This is because
they live there for a very long time. The newcomers accommodate
very well. I mean the relationships are very good...[...] I have a
friend in Zirvekent houses, she doesn’t know who her neighbour
next door is. She’s been living there for 6 years; she doesn’t know
anything you know? It was different in here, the doors were open in
the first times, we close them just now. Here’s one more thing, I
don’t want to be arrogant, but there was no such theft with breaking
a door up to now.

Although his examples about the neighbourliness of the old residents

coincide with the ones before, H2-65, on the contrary claims that the new
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generation have not accommodated themselves into the rituals of old
neighbourliness issues. He relates this and most of the problems he
observes in the settlement, to the lack of ‘collective consciousness’ of

Turkish society.

A marginal case of the neighbourliness issue is observed in A10, where a
friend of former university-student-neighbours is accommodated in one of
the rooms which was originally the bedroom of the couple’s own son who
is currently studying in Istanbul. The couple call him as their ‘godchild’

(manevi ogul) and take care of him like they are his own parents.

Apart from the intense relationships mentioned so far, there are other
issues raised about socialization of the households among eachother. The
“good manners” represented on instant occasions of confrontation, rituals
performed on Bayram days and the uneven concentration of the intensity
of these manners among different blocks became points of discussion. Al-
92, a lawyer among the founder members of Yesiltepe Cooperative,
mentions the large amount of American tenants that used to stay in the
blocks in the past and complains about the declined ‘quality” of resident
profile, when neighbourliness issues are questioned:

All my complaint is, as I said, I am sorry but, quality has declined.
The quality has declined. The natives of this place, I mean the ones
who built here were really selected, I mean they were not taking
everyone in. First of all, most of them were members of parliament,
at that times, members of Demokrat Parti. But I have nothing to do
with Demokrat Parti, I should say it in advance...

H7-65 recalls the forgotten “good manners” and mentions the distinction
of recent times:

Actually there is such a change in the society. For example, you get
into the elevator, they don’t even say ‘good morning’. This manner is
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something that we are not used to. However in the past, everyone
would see eachother, even if you don’'t know every sixty of the
apartments but you know fifteen, twenty of them. Now everyone has
withdrawn into their own shell.

In the case of H12-63, this change in the social profile led to the decision of
leaving the settlement and moving to Cankaya:

Some blocks are luckier. This one of ours changed hands a lot, almost
none of my old neighbours are here anymore, just a few very old
ones. Things like kindness disappeared. There were such things
about sociability, people were very kind, we used to have nice chats
in front of the doors even if we could not come and go to each other.
I mean there is not such thing anymore, you come across with
someone and s/he doesn’t even know how to greet you. It started to
be like that, I don’t like this part anymore.
While in another block, supporting the observation of the diverse levels of
intensity of social relationships among the blocks, H11-56 mentions a

common place and ritual of socialization among the households:

As far as I understood, we are talking about sociology as well as
architecture; this 2" generation business, friendship and wide social
environment... In the Bairam days, for example, we have an
administration room, people exchange greetings in there on the 2nd
day. Everyone goes to each other, you know, but it is different, a
total meeting happens there.

This case is the first time that a usage of a common place is sensed; an
administration room that gathers the residents to socialize with eachother,
apart from the halls and circulation means like elevators or staircases. On
the other hand, we know that there are certain places to serve this purpose
of socialization of the residents in the blocks; the terrace rooms, which
were never realized in the way that they had been proposed by the
architects. The interviewees had various perspectives among this subject
which all dwell on different aspects of the “publicity” of the place. H11-56,

one of the administrators of Yildiztepe Blocks, hints her moral concerns
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about the adversity of control on a ‘public space” upstairs as well as the
protection of privacy of the households:

For example, a lady lives downstairs, she wants to print photos, and
she tells us that she wants a room to print photos, etc. But she will
print things, a lot of people will come and go, [...] maybe they will
take pictures, you know, we couldn’t risk it. We don’t want a lot of
people to come and go up there, and it is not nice that the foreigners
to come and go there. And if there is a noise the upstairs, you can
hear it from downstairs. They may want to go to the terrace, I mean
we don’t want inappropriate situations. You wouldn’t know what is
going on up there.

On the other hand, H7-73, a retired engineer, mentions his need of a place
to socialize with the neighbours and seeks that opportunity of using the

public potential of terrace rooms:

Even if I have nothing to do, just not to stay closed at the home, I go
to the office at 9 o’clock and come at 4 o’clock. Actually the office
people handle everything, but I just go there not to stay closed at the
home. But if there were such an opportunity, we would go up there,
chat with the neighbours. Now I can only talk to a couple of
neighbours when we come across at the door. The primal problem of
this place is the relationships anyway.

H2-65, as mentioned before, relates this issue of not being able to use
public spaces even if the resident profile is so high, to a much wider
context of Turkish society and remarks that the design was ahead of its
time anyway:

But you could not tell or impose this to the Turkish people in the
1960s. The collective consciousness and senses are still not common,
eventhough this was a very elite society. [...] This is a major lack of
ours. Tell me, have you ever seen such an architecture including such
social facilities in any site? You can’t even see in the 80s-90s
buildings, only maybe in the new generation of 2000s buildings.

On the other hand, this ambiguity of using a communal space in a

housing environment is not a unique problem regarding Yesiltepe and
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Yildiztepe Blocks. Hellmuth Sting mentions this issue as a common failure
in practice, and in his article in Floor Plan Atlas: Housing (Grundrifiatlas:
Wohnungsbau) he enounces accessibility as the recipe of providing
interaction:

The attempt to promote communication between neighbors by
means of communal rooms - such as club rooms, television rooms,
play rooms for the children, and the like -have likewise proved
unsuccessful in actual practice. Such efforts generally fail as a result
of conflicts over responsibility and supervision, with the result that
the rooms remain unused. If housing is to truly promote
communication among its residents, then the absolutely necessary
measure appears to be creation of access space and its provision with
qualities which render it truly “liveable”. By virtue of the regular
necessity of using access space, it also appears that pedestrian
accessways to an apartment, and such ways among the various
apartments, provide the most favorable conditions for creation of
contact areas, for their acceptance by apartment-building residents,
and consequently for the desired processes of interaction outside the
individual apartments.!%

Consequently, it shall be stated that the understandings of the social
relationships differ in the narrow scope of the case sample, although a
common tendency of the ‘native’ households is observed to praise the
relationships in the past, when people were of “higher quality” than the
ones in current situation. This commentary coincides with the change in
the socio-economic status of the residents through years, such that new
points of attraction have risen in the city for the housing demand of high
rank officials, members of the parliament or the army, who were among
the primary resident profile in the early decades of the development. This
situation reflects itself in the weak social contacts observed between the

‘natives” and relatively newcommers, and the common criticisms towards

105 Hellmuth Sting (1994; p.XVI).
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the newcommers as not quite being people of good manners, as their

premises were.

On the other hand, the households who have strong neighbourliness
relationships emphasize the importance of living in the place where they
have social contacts among eachother, because of the fact that they are
backing each other whenever needed in daily routines or in case of

emergencies regarding health issues.

123



CHAPTER 5

CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

5.1 Brief of the Thesis

The thesis aimed to depict home in the process of place-making. In the
tirst chapter, the academic motivations and the aim of the thesis were
given. In the second chapter, the related academic literature was scanned
through key concepts, understandings and field research. The approach of
the thesis was explained on the basis and commentary of the previous
local field research; that home is a “place” and it should not be abstracted
into classifications of size, shape and location and degraded into a mere

object of utility, to provide a comprehensive understanding of the place.

In this perspective; home, as a place, is examined through two interrelated
approaches on the case study conducted in Yesiltepe and Yildiztepe
Blocks. Firstly, in the third chapter, in consecutive sections, the location,
planimetry and tectonics of the blocks were described and then analysed
regarding their notable attributes contributing the distinctiveness of the
‘place’. This chapter is governed by a point of view of an architect and a
researcher, examining the subject by observation and analysis of the
physical environment and architectural and written documents about the
site. This chapter can be cited as a representiation of the physical means

and framework of the place-making process actualized, starting from the
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constitution of the Cooperative in 1950s, to the architectural novelties

proposed by the architects.

Secondly, in the fourth chapter, human factor has penetrated into the
analysis of the place. The households’ personal stories, experiences and
commentaries were exemplified under certain topics of themes in order to
depict their sense of place. These themes included significance of physical
environment and location, tangible and intangible boundaries of public
and private spaces at home, effects of activity spaces of the households on
the place, the domestic appropriations observed and documented in the
apartments, place attachment and continuity in the place, and finally,

neighbourliness and dynamics of sociability.

5.2 Scope and Framework of the Thesis

The research on domestic space in Turkey has a general tendency of
handling its subject as a physical entity, mostly as a ‘house’ but not a
‘home’. In other words, neglecting its major notion of being the ‘one and
only’, studies on home generally tend to degrade it into its pragmatic
classifications of room numbers and sizes, total area or location. Although
we, by no means, mean that these research are idle or elusory, but in our
study we stress that they lack the notion of home’s being a ‘place” and
because of that, they overlook the unique attributions that come along
with it. For instance, a quantitative analysis of a user satisfaction research
held on living rooms of (3+1) apartments in Emek District would propose
a generalized result of the satisfaction of an anonymous household on an

anonymous living room, in that generalized research field. But it would
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not cover the unraveled dynamics lying under a certain household’s
satisfaction on a certain living room. The second case requires a place-
specific attitude that could have been thought-provoking in envisioning
beyond the habitual understanding of the production and understanding
of residential environments. The thesis aimed to explore this place-

specificness issue in the case study provided.

However it shall be remarked here that, the absence or lack of such place-
specific features and qualities of design -that we have emhasized in our
case- does not necessarily mean that a sense of place would not occur at all
in that environment. In other words, a house unit that could simply and
adequately be defined in classifications of size, total area and location, still
has the potential of being a place, the home of the household, although it
does not provide distinct and qualitative architectural notions. It should
not be forgotten that, as we have discussed before with reference to Miller,
Hirsch and Darling, home is always the focus of a consumption-driven
appropriation mechanism and eventhough the consumed goods are not
unique in representing the self, the way they are brought together and the
meanings attributed to them may as well reflect the self to a certain extent,
and thus can act as means of personalization. Then, this kind of approach
which is simply based on consumption might serve to privatize the space
and turn it into a place that is meaningful to self. In this sense, the study of
‘home as a place’ that has been examplified with a strong architectural
attribution in the case of this thesis, can as well focus on another housing
environment with a major attribution on the material culture, in order to

decipher diverse practices of place-making in diverse contexts.
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Whereas, what is investigated in this research is, how the process of place-
making interacts with and fits in such a distinct architectural and urban
environment, unlike other means of social constructions in any
unsophisticated physical environment which do not have a critical “touch’
to the life and perception of its dwellers. In other words, the case focused
in the field research, Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks, provided not only
a mere consumption-driven place-making practice within the boundries of
the provided physical space, but a complex set of relationships that have
grown in years between that specific physical space and the household.
Thus, sense of place is constructed more strongly than before because it
fits into a certain context of physical and social networks beyond the
boundries of domestic interior and it is more than a personalized and
meaningful “folly” that could be removed and re-located on a different
coordinate in the space, without loosing a certain degree from its place

quality.

5.3 Findings of the Thesis

As can be followed from the quotated interviews, a strong sense of place
attachment is observed especially among the first and second generations
living in the blocks, while in the successive generations we can observe
that, as their activity spaces now are getting more diverse than before,
their field of interests and expectations on domestic environment also alter
dramatically, and they may or may not have the same sense of place
attachment as their antecedents. After all, it is not surprising as Massey

suggests; diverse groups have diverse attributions on place and place
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identity and they differ in their ways of “participating in, using and

contributing to the place”.1%

On the other hand, the strong sense of place attachment of households is
observed to result in the claim and protection of the environment. The
main reason of a forty-year-old urban residential environment to maintain
its physical and social existence in the city without a deterioration of its
quality, can be related to its being claimed strongly by its residents, and

moreover its being a good host to them.

The issue of its being a good host, brings us to a point that the
appreciation of the architectural space should not be missed out. At this
point, certain issues brought up in the case study shall be remarked
regarding Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks, to elaborate the contribution
of the architectural space to the process of place-making and the

development of place attachment:

5.3.1 Significance of the Location

» Ease of Accessibility and Transportation: The site’s being on a central
location in the city is an important notion in the resident’s
satisfaction on the ease of mobility. Although marking the outskirts
of the city in the 1950s” Ankara, Emek District today is surrounded
and supported by important developments of transportation
facilities in the nearby environment (ASTL Ankaray, Konya Road

and Eskisehir Road), and the inhabitants of Yesiltepe and

106 Doreen Massey (1995; p.61).
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Yildiztepe Blocks benefit from the accessibility provided by these
facilities to a great extent, such that certain interviewees stressed
that they prefer to use public transportation facilities instead of

their personal vehicles.

Commercial and Utility Facilities Available: As a result of the diffuse of
the city towards the west and the development of Emek District,
the neighbourhood of Yesiltepe has turned into a center of
commercial and utility facilities from a settlement established on
the outskirts of the city. The interviewees frequently emphasized
that they could do almost all of their daily shopping in the
neighbourhood of walk-up distance, moreover, the accessibility of
health institutions and other facilities like banks or exchange offices

are highlighted.

5.3.2 Design Merits of the Development

Utilization of Outdoor Space: One of the most striking features of the
design of the development is the green emphasized figure-ground
relationship established on the site. While the architects Bediz and
Kamgil, in their article in Arkitekt, express the intentionality to
maintain spaciousness in the positioning of the blocks along the
sides of the lot, another merit to be derived from this approach is
the large green ‘ground’ defined between the surrounding ‘figure’
of blocks. This merit also adresses the distinct position of the
development in the neighbourhood of Emek, where this semi-

public green area almost corresponds to the scale of public green
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demanded in the nearby environment, while in practice it has
already taken part in this task, owing to its permeable boundries.

(Figure 5.1)

Figure 5.1 The vicinity of Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks in Emek District
(approx. 1 km?)

Door-fronts as Extensions of the Living Space: One of the major
findings of the research on the field that, the inhabitants are also
appropriating their nearby environments, for example their door-
fronts, to a certain extent. This finding indicates that they do not
limit their living space to the private unit of their apartments, and
in different ways, they claim the environment and somehow
associate themselves also to the outer boundaries of home. The
indicators of such claim that are examplified in the thesis are;
placing of seating groups, flowerpots or decorative elements in the
door-fronts, chatting, eating, walking for exercise, children’s
playing and riding bicycles, having fresh air, watching rain or

snow, etc. An important remark shall be made that, the
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architectural space provides the strongest contribution to this
practice of ‘place-making’, and its benefit is affirmed repeatedly by
the households with a common analogy established between the
block halls and the traditional or nostalgic understanding of a

“neighbourhood” (mahalle).

Divisible T-Shaped Living Room: Inci Aslanoglu states that luxury
housing in 1950s” Ankara is initiated and shaped by the demands of
the large number of Americans living in the city at that time.l” A
typical interior spatial unit that has started to rise in this period of
Western impact is the salon salle ¢ manger, where the function of
dining enters to the living space demanding a defined ‘room” for
itself, together with its specific furniture. This new formation in the
living space is commonly concretized with an L-shape, where a
wing of the “L” is occasionally divided as a room, with a light-
weight seperator like a wooden screen. The case in the living room
of Yesiltepe reminds this issue of salon salle ¢ manger but differs in
its larger range of implementations, that is to say, its chance of
flexibility. T-shape is introduced by the architects, where four zones
of equivalent room sizes can be differentiated geometrically, and it
is clued to be divided to seperate rooms as such, owing to the extra
doors positioned on the two wings of the “T”. This differentiation
of zones and clues of division are reflected to the spatial use of the

households to a considerable extent, and this flexibility is evaluated

107 Ankara’da liiks konut iiretimi, sayilar1 oldukga kabarik olan Amerikalilarin

isteklerine doniik tasarimlarla baslamistir. Karniyarik planli, ya da kiigiik odal

konutlarin yerini, gozde semtlerden Cankaya, Kavaklidere ve Ayranci’da sominesi ve

Amerikan bari olan, parke doseli ve seviye farkli L salonuyla genis daireli apartmanlar ve
villalar almistir.” Ref. Inci Aslanoglu (1994; p.240).
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as a design merit that it enables the interpretation of the households
to satisfy their changing spatial needs. Here, the architects’
intentional approach provides a very sensible architectural balance
between the accustomed ‘concrete’” apartment plan layout that does
not permit an interference of the household by any means and the
open, ‘modern’ plan layout of utmost flexibility that the households
in this context most probably would not embrace habitually. On the
other hand, even if the initial designs were ‘concreted” in a user-
participated fashion in the first phase, they would not be
compatible with the changing needs of the households because they
would suggest the ‘frozen” needs of that certain time. Then, the
approach of the designers can be seen as the most feasible in its
context, where approximately five hundred typical apartment units

were to be constructed in 1950s” Ankara.

Alternative Circulation Route from Kitchen: The flexibility of the
apartment unit does not only depend on the divisibility of the
living room mentioned above, but also to the alternative routes that
can be derived from the circulation network provided by the
architectural layout. The major and distinctive feature of this
network is the “alternative” or “back” route from the kitchen;
which is basicly formed by three successive spaces aside the
longitudinal axis of the apartment, and links the entrance hall to the
bedroom zone without passing through and being seen from the
living room. Being a strong contributor to the privacy based time
and space zoning of the domestic interior, this quality also serves for

the fluidity of the interior space. An interesting detail at this point is
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that, this flow of movement is supported by technical media also,
such that electrical swiches are located at two ends of these
transitional spaces so that the movement is not interrupted by their

usage.

Long and Continuous Balcony: The longitudinal balcony, which is
among the descriptive elements of the apartments and the facades
of the blocks, contributes the architectural space and the lives of the
households to a considerable extent. It is visually and physically
accessible from the living room and the master bedroom spaces
behind, and accordingly it provides an external route to be jointed
to the interior circulation network. Moreover, as the space is
conformable to accommodate leisure functions, it can be seen as an
extension of the domestic space to the exterior, and also as a buffer
zone of semi-private space between the apartments across the site.
Another aspect of the form and implementation of the balcony is
that, it does not enable the household to enclose it to enlarge the
interior space, so that it acts as self-protection mechanism of the
blocks that inhibits the deterioration of the original image of the

buildings.

Quality of the Materials and Architectural Details: The quality of the
building materials are commonly praised by the households
interviewed in the case study, in terms of their firmness, durability
and aesthetics. They are frequently compared with the low quality
equivalents in the contemporary market and remarked as

distinctive features of the place, expressed with the attribution of
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“brought from abroad (Italy, Spain, etc.)”; the stereotyped
representative of the discourse emphasizing “good quality”. The
architectural details, on the other hand, are quite clean and simple.
Although they imply the delicate touch of a designer, they do not
glamorize a certain taste that would interfere the calm atmosphere

of the environment. (Figure 5.2)

Figure 5.2 Detail of staircase railings

Storage Capacity: Apart from the rental storage rooms on the terrace
floors, the apartment units also accommodate a considerable
volume for storage. Built-in twin wardrobes between the two
bedrooms, appr. 3.5 m?® storage space over the kitchen which is
accessed from the living room, the built in closets in the bathroom,

the kitchen and space no.9 (ofis) are among the provided storage
134



spaces, while space no.7 (the small room) is shown that it is also

widely used for storage purpose.

5.4 Final Words

All of the attributes mentioned so far shall be evaluated as the contributors
to the process of place making and to the development of place attachment
of the households, as they are place-specific qualities of the ‘home” that
take part in the daily rituals, practices and memories of the households.
The study indicated that the process of place-making is a process of
physical and social construct of the being, and of the community that
he/she belongs to. Being host to such process for over forty years,
Yesiltepe (and Yildiztepe) Blocks have clued means of place-making
processes and the contribution of the architectural space to that process, in

the context of “home’.

To sum up; the thesis provided an analysis of an urban residential
environment in its processes and practices of place-making, through the
experience and reasoning of its residents and the documentation of a
detailed architectural observation and research. I think that, this kind of
comprehensive approaches can be helpful in unraveling the hidden
dynamics of accommodating processes and in growing an understanding
of the diverse dimensions and potentialities of the physical environments

that we, designers, strive to create.
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APPENDIX A

Interview Questions

Tarih / Saat:

Blok / Daire:

Goriisiilen kisinin:

Isim ve soyadu:

Yast:

Cinsiyeti: K/ E

Dogum yeri:

Medeni durumu: Bekar / Evli / Dul
Egitim durumu:

Calisma durumu (galistyorsa meslegi):

A. Goriisiilen kisi ve hane halki ile ilgili genel sorular:

1. Bu evde kimlerle yasiyorsunuz? (toplam kag¢ kisi, ve aralarindaki bag)
Gegmisten bugiine ev niifusu nasil degisti?

2. Cocuklar varsa — ¢ocuklariniz kag yasindalar? Okula gidiyorlar mi1 / ¢alisiyorlar
mi1?

3. Evinizin ge¢imini kim sagliyor?

4. Ailenin / hanenin ekonomik durumunu kisaca tanimlamanizi istesek...

B. Yesiltepe hikayesi:

1. Ne zamandan beri Yesiltepe Bloklari'nda yasiyorsunuz?

2. Kooperatif hakkinda neler biliyorsunuz?

3. Siz Yesiltepe'ye geldiginizden beri sitede gozlediginiz bir degisim var mi?
(tarihlerini de sorgulayarak- fiziksel ve sosyal degisimler —) Tiim bu degisim
sizin yagsaminizi dogrudan etkiledi mi?

4. Sitede yakinlariniz, akrabalarmiz var mi1? (Yakinlik dereceleri nedir? Ne kadar

siklikla goriistiliiyor?)
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5. Yesiltepe Bloklar’’'ndan ayrilmay: diisiiniiyor musunuz / istiyor musunuz?
-Istemiyorsa — neden?
Sadece duygusal bir bag mi1 (orada biiylimiis olmak, kendini oraya
ait hissetmek gibi), yoksa yasam kosullar1 ve sosyal iligkiler onu
gercekten tatmin ediyor mu?
-Istiyorsa — neden?
Ayrilma karar1 alinmig mi, yoksa sadece bir tasar1 mi1?
Ayrilma karar1 alindiysa — Gidecegi yer neresi? Se¢ciminde etkili
olan nedenler ne?
Sadece bir tasar1 ise — mnasil bir yerde yasamak istiyor?
(Yesiltepe’deki yasamin ona veremedigi seyler ne?)
Hayalindeki ev miistakil mi, apartman dairesi mi? Kag¢ odali?
Dekorasyonu nasil? Ne tiir esyalar hayal ediyor?
Tasinirsaniz bu evi ne yapacaksiniz? (Kiraya mi1 vermeyi mi yoksa
satip degerlendirmeyi mi diisiiniiyor?)

C. Ev ve evde yasam:

1. —Eski kullamicilar igin- Gegmisi hatirladigimizda bu evle ilgili akliniza neler
geliyor? Mekanlar nasil kullanilirdi? Esyalar nasil yerlestirilirdi? Bugiin neler
degisti?

-Herkes i¢in- Her bir mekan nasil ve ne i¢in kullaniliyor? Kim nerede yatiyor,
misafirler nerede agirlaniyor, yemek nerede yeniyor, balkonlar nasil kullaniliyor,
giindelik hayat en ¢cok hangi mekanda geciyor — mevsim degisimlerini kullanimi
nasil etkiliyor?)

2. Mekansal sorunlar var mi?

(Mekan biiytikliikleri aile igin yeterli mi? Ek olarak ihtiya¢ duyduklar1 mekanlar
var m1? Cocuklarin hepsine ayr1 yatak odasi verilebilmis mi — vermek isterler mi?
Misafir geldiginde sorun oluyor mu? Cocuklarin yeterli ve uygun calisma ve
oyun alanlar1 var m1? Dekorasyonla / esyalarin yerlesim diizeniyle ilgili sorunlar
yastyorlar mi1? Mahremiyetle ilgili problemler var m1? Kisin evi nasil 1sittyorlar /
1sitma problemi var m1?)

3. Aileniz tarafindan evde fiziksel degisiklikler veya eklemeler yapildi mu,
yapilmasi planlantyor mu? (her degisikligin veya eklemenin nedenini sorarak).

Banyo, mutfak, fayanslar, vs. yenilendiyse nasil ve ne zaman? Yenilenirken
nelere dikkat edilmis? Ozgiin diizeni, sekli veya fonksiyonlar1 korunmus mu?
Eski haline dair fotograf var m1? Kap1 pencere dogramalar1 degistirildi mi, 6zgtin
boliinmeler, vasistaslar dikkate alindi1 mi1?
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4. Bu evin bakimi nasil — zor mu? Ne kadar zamanda bir genel bakim (badana-
boya dahil) yapiyorsunuz? Malzemeler dayanikli mi? Duvarlar, kapilar, ¢atida
sorunlar var m1? Evin temizligi zor mu? (her giin temizlik yapmak gerekiyor mu?
Giindelik temizlik ne kadar vaktinizi aliyor?)

5. Dekorasyonunuz hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz? $u andaki esyalarmizdan, ve
yerlesim bi¢imlerinden memnun musunuz? Almak istediginiz ama alamadiginiz
esyalar var mi1?
(burada Ozellikle evin mekansal yetersizliklerine yapilan atiflar {izerinde
yogunlasilacak)

6. Evin sokakla ve komsu dairelerle iliskisinden memnun musunuz? Gilirilti
veya mahremiyetle ilgili sorunlar yasiyor musunuz?

7. Bize siradan bir gliniiniizii anlatir misimniz?
Yataktan kalkip gece yattig1 saate kadar neler yapiyor? Bu
zamanin ne kadarini evde, ne kadarmni iste gegiriyor, site disina ne
kadar siklikla ve ne nedenle ¢ikiyor?

8. Komsuluk iliskileriniz nasil? Komsularimizla birbirinizi sik sik ziyaret eder
misiniz? Bu ziyaretler genelde evlerde mi gerceklesir? Site icinde herkesin bir
araya geldigi bir yer var m1? Varsa siz sik gider misiniz?

9. —site icinde sosyal iligkilerin hangi 6lcekte kurgulandigini sorgulamak igin-
Hangi komsulariizla sosyal iliskileriniz var? kattaki / ayni bloktaki / farkli
bloktaki insanlar1 taniyor, onlarla diizenli olarak goriistiyor musunuz?

10. Yesiltepe Bloklari'mi gordiigiiniiz / yasadigimiz / ziyaret ettiginiz diger
apartmanlarla kiyaslayabilir misiniz? Farkli buldugunuz, begendiginiz veya
eksik buldugunuz seyler neler?

11. Kat holleri hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz? Galeri bosluklarinin apartman igin
bir art1 deger yarattigini diistiniiyor musunuz?

12. Catidaki teraslar1 nasil kullaniyorsunuz?
13. Sitedeki otopark kullanicilarin ihtiyacini karsiliyor mu?

14. Sitenin kentteki konumu hakkinda ne diisiiniiyorsunuz? Sosyal donatilarla
iligkileri nasil? ( ¢evredeki aligveris, yeme-igme, ulasim imkanlarinin hangilerini
tercih ediyorlar?)

15. -Eski sakinler icin- ASTI'nin kurulmasi ve metro hattinin gelmesi siteyi nasil
etkiledi? (ulasim, ses ve goriintii kirliligi, insan trafigi, site sinirlar1 — tel orgtiler-,

)
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APPENDIX C

Originals of the Quotations Used in Chapter 4

(in the order of the text)

4.1 Physical Space and Location; Being There or Somewhere Else

H10-55

Simdi belirli bir yasa geldik, saglik olaylar1 cok 6nemli. U¢ dakikada Gazi'ye
gidebiliyorsun. Diyelim ki bes dakikada Bayindir'a gidebiliyorsun. Yani saglik
kuruluslar1 ¢ok 6nemli. Poliklinikler deseniz hemen adimbasi... Sekiz tane su 100
m. i¢inde banka subesi var. Bunlar insanlar igin ¢ok 6nemli. Doviz biiromuz var,
kuyumcumuz var, gida yoniinden marketlerimiz dolu, biiyiik marketler bunlar,
[...] Uzaga gitmene gerek yok, bir evin ne ihtiyaci varsa, hatta ve hatta soyle
sOyleyeyim halisindan tut beyaz esyasina kadar — bir mobilya hari¢- su 100 m.
icinde tanzim edebilirsin.[...] ASTI ! Surada metroya 5 dakikada gidiyorsun.
Kapimin 6niinden Ulus dolmusu, Diskap1 dolmusu, Ornek’e gidiyor, su Konya
yoluna ¢iktigin takdirde Etlik’'e kadar tek vasitayla, Cankaya’ya kadar tek
vasitayla gidebildigin.. Eskisehir yoluna bile... yani her yere tek vasitayla
gidebilecegimiz bir yer. Bir de rahatlikla oturuyorsun, mesela bizim genelde
buralarda oturanlar kalin perde kullanmazlar ¢linkii mesafeler ¢ok, bir yatak
odasinda kullanirsin o da hani dyle gerektigi icin. Rahat oturursun, sessiz sakin,
yani bunlar ¢ok 6nemli.

H2-65

Bilkent, Konutkent tarafina gittiginde, bir hastalansan hastaneye yetisene kadar
yolda oliirsiin yani en basitinden. Bir aligveris yapmaya kalksan hani kisitli, yeni
yeni acilmaya basladi. Burada yiirliyerek gitsen her tiirlii sey mevcut yani.
Surada metro olmasa dahi, Ulus’a, Kizilay’a yiiriiyerek gidilir.

He-71:

Ben kizima burada bir daire aldim. Burada oturmadi, Esat'ta oturuyor idi
lojmanda, Beysupark’a tasindilar. Daha biiyiik bir alan ve temiz hava vesaire.
Belki temiz hava bakimindan orasi daha iyi olabilir. Bilhassa Ankaranin
topografik durumu itibariyle kotu buranin biraz daha diisiik. Cok degil mesela
Gazi Mahallesi kadar olmasa bile, biraz daha diisiik. Ama 6zellikle ben yasta
olanlar igin, 50sini ge¢mis olanlar igin, ulasim yoniinden burasi son derece
miikemmel bir yer durumunda. Bana bugiin, burast 230 bin liraya satiliyor,
oradan 200’e bir daire verecegim deseler, hayir derim. Sebebi, Ankaray burada
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ayagimin altinda. Taksi buradan 5 liraya Kizilay’a iniyor, oradan 25- 30 liraya
iniyor. Biitiin bunlar bir avantaj, yani ulasim faktorii. Zaten dogalgaza gectigimiz
icin o cukur olmasinin da bir 6nemi kalmadi.

H1-92:

Simdiki konumu ¢ok sahane bir sey. Eskiden bu olanaklar yoktu. Birinci olanak
ASTI. Bu Ankaray’in olusu ulasim bakimindan sahane bir sey. ASTi surada
ayagimizin altinda, degil Tiirkiye'nin Avrupa’nin neresine gitmek istiyorsaniz,
biitiin otobiis duraklar: biitiin o seyler hepsi orada. Yani Tiirkiye bakimindan
ulasim, burada Ankara’da istediginiz semte, Kizilay, Ulus nereye istiyorsaniz...
buradan Kizilay’a alt1 dakikadir Ankaray ile gidis tam alt1 dakika siirer.

H7-73:

ASTI'nin varlig1 6zellikle bizler igin ¢ok iyi oldu. Ben mesela arabam oldugu
halde araba kullanmiyorum c¢iinkii gittigim yer Kizilay, biiromun oldugu yer ve
orda da park sorunu var. Metroyu kullaniyorum hem biraz yiiriiytiis oluyor, hem
biraz insanlarin igine girmis oluyorsunuz. Degisik kisilerin igine girmis
oluyorsunuz.

HB8-46:

Su bahgemizin rahatligini... baska apartmanlarda mesela, benim annemler
8.cadde’nin {iistiinde, o ¢ocuklar bir giin daha inip de.., ¢linkii cadde 6nii. Bizim
¢ok biiyiik bir rahatligimiz var. Cocuklarimiz ¢ok rahat biiytidiiler. Evet simdi
kizim da oglum da, simdi okul tatil olunca gece 12den 6nce eve gelmeyecek.
Ama nerde, goziimiiziin oniinde yine. Devaml1 biz bahgede seslerini duyuyoruz,
orada olduklarini biliyoruz biitlin buradaki arkadaslariyla. Yani boyle bir
rahatlik var. Bunlar da hi¢bir yerde olmayan rahatliklar, cok miihim seyler bence.

H11-56:

Bu evlerde oturup rahatina alisan yani pek baska yerlere gidemez. Ben mesela
cok istedim Cayyoluna —ilk daha yapildiginda- o taraflara gitmek, fakat tutturdu
[esim] ‘basik oralar, basik, tavanlar {istiime tistiime geliyor, ben o kadar uzun
yola gitmem’, o zaman oglan da hani, geceleri ge¢ geliyorlar, biz burda simdi o
kadar telaslaniyoruz, gece oralarda yollarda gelemez diye. Sonra basiklik olay1
benim dikkatimi g¢ekti, burasi mesela tavan yiiksektir, 2.70 m’dir burasi,
perdeciden biliyorum. Simdi gidin bakin o Konutkent'teki evlerde su kadarcik
yani... O kadar az oluyor ki...

He-71:

Mesela 96’lar var Kolej'in orada. Bir yakinimiz oturuyordu, ben begenmedim,
ciinkii kat yiiksekligi —enterasan bir mimari yapmislar- 3.5-4 metre falan. Simdi
ne olursa olsun bunun temizlenmesi -hadi boyasi 3-5 senede bir olsun- miimkiin
degil, toz olur bir sey olur, hadi alin bakalim. Bakim1 zor pencereleri de ona gore
yliksek, yani Oyle bir ev almam. Bunun benzerine bir de Karakusunlar'da
miistakil evlerde rastladim. Bir de Dostlar Sitesi vardir Balgat'in girisinde. O
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bizden kopyadir ama kotii bir kopyadir. Ben buray1 genelde Allah’in bir liitfu
olarak gordiim bana, ben ¢cok memnunum.

HB8-46:

Yani kullanigli evler, eger icini de istediginiz gibi, kendi istediginiz gibi
yaparsaniz ¢ok kullanigh... yani ¢ok memnunuz evimizden, seklinden,
kullanighligindan. Tabii bakim istiyor, o da zamanla eskiyor, her ev ister yani.

H3-65:

Miistakil evi kedi kopek beslemek i¢in zaman zaman diistiniiyor isem de, valla
Ankara’daki miistakil evler.. Ankara’min, I¢ Anadolu'nun dogasin1 ben pek
uygun gormiiyorum o evlere. Yani ¢ok yapay kaliyor bu cografyada o tip evler.
Onun icin onu pek diistinmiiyorum, belki daha yeni bir siteye ge¢mek. Yavas
yavas eskiyor diye, yoksa seviyorum ben Yesiltepe'yi, begeniyorum.

H5-90:

Ayrilmayr hi¢ diistinmedim. Buradan daha rahat bir yer yoktur diye
diistintiyorum. Mesela Cankaya’da o Nenehatun’lar bilmemneler yokus... oraya
gitsem hangi dostum gelecek oraya... her yerden geliyorlar.

[...]

Mesela burada oturuyorum, su odadan bizim bey gelecek gibi oluyor. Oyle
hatiralarimla yasiyorum. Bak sana gostereyim...

H8-46

Valla diistinmiiyoruz. Simdilik yani dyle bir sey diisiinmiiyoruz. Cok seviyoruz,
semtimizi ¢ok seviyoruz. Evimizin yerini falan, hele ¢ocuklar, kizzim mesela ¢ok
seviyor burayi. Yani ¢ok memnunuz hem semtimizden hem evimizden. Bir de
sOyle bir bakim olursa evimizde, asla yani diisiinmeyiz higbir yeri.

H9-32:

Giivenlik, her seyden once giivenlik. Ciinkii esim yurtdisina gittiginde ya da isi
nedeniyle oldu ya ge¢ geldi, benim rahatlikla kapimi kilitleyip geng bir insan
olarak korkmadan oturabildigim bir yer. Giivenlik... yani miistakil bir evim
olsun tabi ki de ben ¢ok isterim ama giivenligi acgisindan yani giivenligi olan iyi
bir villa sitesi, ben Ankara’da olmadigini diisiintiyorum.[...] Simdi mesela
Ankaramin artik bu merkez dedigimiz yerlerinde miistakil evde oturmak
miimkiin degil. O nedenle buras1 hem merkezi ama ayn1 zamanda miistakilden
bir tek bahgemiz eksik. Onun haricinde kapiyr kapattiginizda [balkona]
ciktigiizda hi¢ kimsenin hi¢ kimseyle baglantis: yok, giiriiltiisii ¢ok nadirdir. Ne
bileyim bir insaat varsa giliriiltii duyabilirsiniz. Onun disinda ¢ok boyle
gordiigliniiz gibi sessizdir. Yani miistakil evde oturuyormus gibi hissediyoruz
kendimizi.
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H10-55:

Valla bir sey sOyleyeyim mi, kiyaslama yapamiyorum, burasi bana 6zel geliyor.
Boyle de noktayr koyuyorum; her yoOniiyle yani. Ha tabii, mesela seyi
varsaymiyorum, apartman i¢in konusuyoruz. Ama 6zel bir seye gittin diyelim,
villa tipi, onlarin tabi degisik kullanim seyleri vardir. Onlarla da kiyaslamazsin
evini.

H11-56:

Ayy o kadar giizeldir ki... ¢ok keyiflidir, hele buras1 kapandiktan sonra. Cigekler
yaparsin, biitiin giiniin burada gegebilir. Ben burada resim bile yapryorum yani.
[...] Yazmn Omriimiiz burada gegiyor, gece yarilarina kadar. Televizyonu da
¢ikaririz. Lambalarimiz vardir, prizlerimiz vardir.

H12-63:

Balkonlar Oyle ayarlanmis ki, balkonun neresinden bakarsan bak, karsiki
dairenin icini goremezsin. Dolayisiyla gizlilik bakimindan ¢ok iyi ayarlanmus,
burun buruna degilsin hickimseyle. [kat holii] de oyle, ¢ikinca sanki sokaga
¢itkmigsin gibi. Hos yani orasmin Oyle agik olmasi. Bazilarina tuhaf geliyor
yadirgiyor ama ben ¢ok severim. Kar yagdiginda yagmur yagdiginda cok giizel.
Orada beni rahatsiz eden bir sey yok.

HB8-46:

Higbir yerde bulamiyoruz bu rahatlig1 gergekten. Bizim bu kapimizin 6nii bile o
kadar biiyiik bir nimet ki. Bizim ¢ocuklarimiz bisiklete biniyor yani hi¢ disari
¢itkmadan, aymi sokak gibi, yani sOyle, kaymvalidem mesela, yaslilarimiz
ylriiylis yapiyorlar, bu ¢ok giizel bir sey. Hi¢ disar1 ¢ikmadan, kapini agiyorsun,
kilitlemeden agik, sen orada yiiriiyiislinii yapiyorsun. Cocuklarin orada bir
bisiklete binebiliyor, oynayabiliyor. Bunlar ¢ok giizel seyler yani. Hicbir yerde
bulamiyorsun. Higbir apartmanda ben yani géremedim bdyle.

H9-32:

Ozellikle kapmin 6niinii cok kullaniyorum, [oglumdan] dolayi. Mesela icerde
oldugunda yemek yemek istemiyor. Balkon da -buras: yiiksek oldugu icin-
riizgarli oluyor, agik burasi ana caddeye bakiyor ¢iinkii, o nedenle kapinin
ontinti kullaniyoruz, ¢ok kullaniyoruz yani. [...] Bisiklete biniyoruz, orada
masamiz var, yemegini oraya masaya koyuyoruz. Ondan sonra ¢igeklerimizi
suluyoruz. Yeni ¢igek ekiyoruz mesela saksilarimiza. O sekilde yani, kapinin
oniinii o sekilde kullaniyoruz. [...] Mahalle gibi, yani kiiciik bir mahalle. Her bir
kat kendi ¢apinda kiiciik bir mahalle. [...] Mesela balkona ¢ikamiyoruz kisin ama
kar izlemek icin kapmin oniine c¢ikiyoruz. Mesela oglum icin, karda disari
cgikartmak zor, yagmuru izletmek igin mesela pencereden izlemek yerine,
giydirip de kapali alanda disar1y1 seyrettiriyorsunuz mesela.
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H7-65:
Ben seviyorum, kar yaginca mesela kapidan seyredebilirim sanki bahgeme
yagiyormus gibi.

H7-73

Mesela TUSSO bloklari, TUSSO bloklarinda apartmanin asansoriine iniyorsunuz
ve dar bir koridordan dairelere taksim oluyorsunuz. Ister istemez o dairelerden
bit takim kokular ortak mahale geliyor. Orda oturan arkadasimiz vardi, onu
ziyarete gittigimizde bunu biz hissediyorduk.

4.2 Living Room and Informalization; Implementations of Space and
Time Zoning

H9-32:

Her odada TV var. [Esim] burada oturmay: tercih ediyor, ben oturma odasinda
olmay1 tercih ediyorum ¢ilinkii [oglumla] oyun oynamak orada daha rahat.
Ortada sehpa yok, sandalyeler masalar yok, iki tane sadece koltuk, orasi daha
giivenli benim igin.

H12-63:

Hep burada, salonda. Oturma odasi gibi bir sey bana ¢ok ters gelir. Yani yasama
alanimiz hep burasi, bir de mutfagi ¢cok severiz biz ailecek. Arkadaslarimiz ¢ok
alisiktir, mutfakta ¢ok otururuz. [...] biz 5-6 kisi ¢ok rahat hala otururuz.
Normalde 4 kisilik o masa, durur o orijinal masamiz. Onu ¢ok sevdigimiz icin
degistirmedik. Oradaki sohbetlere ¢ok aliskinizdir biz, ¢ocuklar da arkadaslar:
geldiginde mutfakta otururlar. Hala oradaki yasamimiz devam ediyor. Salon ve
mutfak... Kalabaliksak tabi ki salonda yiyoruz fakat yakin birileriyse veya 4-5
kisiysek mutfakta yemeyi tercih ederiz.

H11-56:

Benim igin rahatlik ¢ok Onemli. Benim g¢ocuklugumda bizim evimizde salon
ayriydi. Annem bizi salona sokmazdi. Oturma odalar1 vardi, yani boyle girip de
koltuklarin tizerine bile oturamazdik. Bir de benim annem c¢ok titizdi. Belki ona
mu1 tepki diyorum, bir de insanlar simdi rahat. $Simdi bizim oturma odamiz falan
yok hayatim, hi¢bir zaman da olmadi. Her zaman ¢ocuklar burada yediler igtiler,
derslerini burada yaptilar, herkes kendi odasmna gitmedigi zamanlarda boyle.
[...] Hep burada gecti yani omriimiiz. Yine de oturma odas1 yapan, annemler var
mesela. Annemin orada televizyonu var dizi seyrediyor, babam disarida salonda
seyrediyor yani... Yaglilarda oturma odasi olay1 var, bizde yok.

H10-55:

Bana gelecek olan benim sahsima gelsin, benim evimin mobilyasina, evimin
dizaynina gelmesin. Bana gelsin. Benim mesela su anda evim kirli, camlarim
kirli, bunlar temizlenecek, avizelerim silinecek, duvarlarim silinecek. Ama eger
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bana biri, ay onun evi kirli avizesi kirli diye gelmiyorsa zaten hi¢ gelmesin. Onda
hi¢ seyim yoktur yani. Yani ben oldugum icin gelmeli.

4.3 Appropriation of the Domestic Space

H5-90:

[Salonu] kocam boéldiirmedi. O zaman kocam umum miidiir, vaziyetimiz iyi.
Goriistiigiimiiz insanlar Tevfik Ileri’ler, hep boyle bakanlar, elgiler... Erkekler o
tarafta oturur, kadinlar bu tarafta oturur. Biitin salon, duvarlar {istime
ylriimesin dedi. Ama simdi ben bir kadin alirsam ona ayr1 bir oda istiyor. Boyle
bolmek mi lazim, ne yapmak lazim...

H1-92:

Fakat bircoklar1 buray1 boldii, yatak odasi... kalabaliklar1 var, yatak odasina
ihtiyac1 var, fakat oglumun bdyle bir istegi oldu, dedi, ya ben size nasilsa yar
degilim, ben c¢ekip gidecegim evlenecegim falan, siz kalacaksmiz ikiniz. Bu
itibarla su evin, dedi, giizelligini, hasmetini bozmaym, dedi. Baktik ki ¢ocuk
hakli. Ben kiiciiklerin séziinti ¢ok dinlerim[...] O zaman rahmetli Suna Korat,
operada bas sey, devlet sanatgisidir Suna, rahmetli oldu benim yegenimdir. [...]
Operadaydi, operanin dekor seyini yollads, soyle bir.. Getirdiler katalogda, bunu
begeniyoruz dedik, bunu da o yapti, opera seysi yapti. Dedik burasi soyle
boliintir, misafir odasi seklinde olur diye bdyle bir sey diisiindiik.

H9-32:

Su alana 6zellikle, daha kiiciik minyatiir belki bar havas1 vermek i¢in daha spor
koltuklar koymay1 diistinmiistiim ben buraya, ama yeterli olmadi, o zaman hem
oras! koltuk olacakt: hem burasi koltuk olacakti, boyle her taraf yigin yigin esya

olacakti. Tabi ki de salon yetersiz yani, m2 olarak biraz daha genis olsa ¢ok daha
rahat ederdik.

4.4 Activity Space of the Residents and Its Effect on Making the Place

H1-92:
Temelden biz basladik buranin insaatina... o zaman séziimiiz gegiyordu simdi
gecmiyor artik. Emlak Kredi Bankasi’'ndan 11-12 milyon lira kredi aldik. Hig vaki

degil. Bu para nasil alinir, falan diye boyle sey yaptilar. Ve buralar1 insa etmeye
basladik...

H1-92:

Buradaki yonetim planini hazirlayan benim. Ik kat miilkiyetine gecis bizde. Biz
yaptik ve benim hazirlamis oldugum yonetim plani, biitiitin emsal oldu. Herkes
ondan ornek aldilar, yaptilar. [...] 1965’te kanun ¢ikti, 1966’da yiiriirlige girdi.
Buray1 da biz 1966’da, hemen yonetim planini ben hazirladim. Ciinkii benim kat
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miilkiyeti hukuku {izerinde istisnai bir seyim var. Rahmetli E?? Bey Istanbul’'da,,
ord. prof. yani hocalarin hocasi, ¢ok kiymetli bir profesor, kat miilkiyeti hukuku
iizerine bir doktora tezi hazirlatmis, o doktora tezi kitabin1 bana yolladi, evladim
(...yna diye. Ben halbuki Istanbul’dan degilim Ankara’danim ama bazi seyler
duymus. Baktim bana ismen gonderdi, geldi, aldim. Ve daha bizde kat miilkiyeti
hukuku ¢ikmadan 16 sene evvel, daha yok, 16 sene evvel ben diinya
devletlerinde kat miilkiyeti hukukunu etiid etmis incelemis bir kisiydim. Bilgim
buna goreydi. Tuttuk buranin yonetim planini hazirladik.

H1-92

Simdi orada 18 tane kuyu agtirtp da suyu sey yapinca artezyeni, burada da
aklima geldi. Buranin suyu daha evvel devlet demiryollarmin kuyularmndan
verilirdi, bu barajdan gelmeden evvel. Kurtbogazi di mi? [...] Ben bunu
diistinerek, Lauper ile de calistigimiz igin, bizim bu arazide mutlaka su var
dedim. [...] Telefon ettim, geldiler baktilar, abi, dediler, dogru sdyliiyorsun
burada bir sansimiz1 deneyelim. Ve actik, su ¢ikti.

H11-56:

Tabi ¢ok sey yapilabilir para olsa her sey yapilabilir ama... bir ara biz sifre
koyduk mesela, sifre isini gérmiistiim yurtdisinda mesela, fakat sokmedi burada
yani olmadi. Herkes birbirine, iste kebap¢inin ¢ocuguna “1234’e bas gir igeri’ diye
bagiriyordu falan, olmadi yani. [...] Simdi herkes anahtariyla. Anahtar1 da ben
sokmez zannediyordum ama iyi alisild1 yani.

4.5 Memories and Experience on the Place; Attachment and Continuity

H10-55:

1987’den beri bilfiil buradayiz. Ama tabi kaymvalidemler burada oturdugu icin
hi¢ buradan kopmadik ¢iinkii esimin de burada 72. Sokak’ta diikkani vardu. [...]
Esim on iki yasindan beri burada, kiigiik ¢ocuklugu burada geg¢mis, biitiin
gengligi burada ge¢mis. Bir buradan kopmasi alt1 sene yani o kadar. Geri kalan
diisiin kirk senede otuz dort senesi bilfiil burada.

H11-56:

ASTI geldiginden beri ok kalabaliklasti. Alakasiz insanlar geliyor, kiralar artti. E
ASTI’ye yakin olmak yani, evler degerlendi. E bakanliklarin, Sayistay’in buraya
gelmesi, bakanliklarin ¢ogu burada, miithis bir sekilde bu 8. Cadde’de yemek
yerleri ¢ok acildi. Kebapgilar caddesi gibi simdi burasi. Biitiin bakanliklarda
insanlar, yemek begenmeyen disar1 ¢ikip yiyor falan... O tiir degisiklikler oldu.
Ben, ¢ocuklar okula giderken, Hamdullah Suphi’ye, disar1 ¢iktigimda yani ya da
kayinvalidemdeyken, hicbir bina yoktu, kapidan igeri girene kadar el salladigimi
bilirim yani. Ama simdi binalar yapildi arkaya, ¢ok gelisti burasy, ilerledi yani.
[...]1 Bu otoparkta eskiden bir iki tane araba vardi ve biz oyun oynardik, voleybol
maglar1 yapilirdi. Simdi hig... Cocuklara biraz oyun alani ayrild: yine de.
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H11-56:

Ben iste onu biliyorum. Ben buraya ilk tasindigimda orada bikiniyle
gilineslendigimi biliyorum. Yas giinii partileri falan yapardik, fakat yillar gectikce
asagis1 akmaya bagslad1 ve biz onu 1995-1996 yillarinda hem 1s1 hem su yalitim
yaptirdik. Biitiin teraslar yani bizim iki teras, ve biiyiik paralar vermistik. [...]
Dolayisiyla simdi oraya kimsenin ¢ikmasina izin vermiyoruz. Bu insanlar bile,
anahtar yok kimsede, bir sey koyacaklar1 zaman disaridaki odalara kapicilarla
birlikte ¢ikip koyuyorlar, herkes oray1 depo olarak kullaniyor yani.

H11-56:

Bizim Yesiltepe’den bir farkimiz olsun diye bloklarin ortasmna, o zamanlar
hatirliyorum, bir havuz yapildi, onlarin diimdiizdiir, aslinda ben diiz de severim.
Yazin suyu calistiririz, etrafinda gigekler migekler, yani orasi girince boyle
farklidir. [...] Bu kapilarimizin kenarinda sey vardir, ¢igeklerimizi koyariz, yazin
daha ¢ok olur, insanlar otururlar kapilarinda, ¢linkii evler ¢ok sicak olunca yazin,
balkonlar ¢ok sicak olunca orasi serin oluyor bir hava sirkiilasyonu oluyor.
Sabahtan aksama kadar, balkon gibi... Komsular gelir orada yiinlerini Orerler,
yemek yerler, tavla oynarlar, yani aralarda... Ozellikle 5. Blok’ta ¢ok daha
tazladir bu, burada da oluyor, ama benim annemler de orada oturdugu igin...

H5-90:

Bahgelievler'de bir evim vardi, goriilecek.. herkes kiiciik villa diyor. O kadar
glizel miistakil evdi. Sagimdaki solumdaki kat ¢iktilar. Biz de burayi aldik, oray:
sattik. [Ayrica] orada hem rahatsiz oldum, hem de agir bir siyatik gegirdim.
Doktor “sobal1 degil, kaloriferli evde oturacaksmn” dedi. Onun igin buray1 aldik,
kaloriferli. Evvela rahat ettim, ¢ok iyi ama yani bir resim diisiin gercevesiz.
Alisamadim bir tiirlii. Oranin miistakil hali... Bahgesinde kayisilar olurdu
boyle... koca ¢amlar, anlatamam sana. Aaah, mavi ¢camlar... Villaydi villa...

H12-63:

Satmak istemememin nedeni o, burasi yuva. Cocuklar bu evde dogdular
biiylidiiler. Bir siirti anilarimiz var. yani o tiir seyler kalmad: artik ama burasi
sanki boyle.. Odalar1 da aynen duruyor, bir degisiklik yapilmadi. Cok sik gelirler,
geldiklerinde de herkes kendi odasinda yatar. Yani yeni tasinacagim bir ev
yabanci olacak tabi, onlarin yasamadigi bir ev olacak. Onun igin burayi ne
yapariz bilemiyorum. Tabii ¢ok zengin olursam, burayr bodyle tutarim
misafirhane gibi. Ankara’ya gelen kalir ama bilmiyorum ne olacak.

4.6 Social Relationships; Neighbourliness and Dynamics of Sociability
H10-55:

Diistinebiliyor musun 3 kusak neredeyse, artik akrabadan, bir kardesten ileri
olduk.
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H10-55:

Ankara’da onu hi¢bir zaman diisinmem. Ama Ankara disinda bir sahil
kenarinda onu diistintiyorum. Ama Ankara ig¢inde asla buradan vazgegmem. O
da neden? Bir kere, komsuluk ¢ok Onemli. Bir rahatsizlandigim zaman ben
mesela, kag sene 6nce bir vertigo nobeti gegirdim. Banyodan ¢iktim, korkung bir
bas donmesi, yatak odama gittim, oradan bakinca komsum surada yatak
carsafini silkeliyordu, onu gordiim. Telefon agtim, HS8-46 ben ¢ok kotiiyliim
dedim [...] Benim mesela bir anahtarim o komsumdadir, stirekli, ne olur ne
olmaz diye... O arada kardesime haber verdim. Kardesime dedim ki, nolur gelin.
O Yenimahalle’de, bu komsum benim bir dakikada evimdeydi. Bunlar bir kere
insan yasamui i¢in ¢ok onemli.

H11-56:

Artik akraba vaziyetine geldi insanlar, kirk senedir yasayinca... Mesela 5. Blok’ta
bazi katlar o kadar birbirlerine yakindirlar ki, insanlar birine bir sey, hasta
oldugu zaman birbirlerine ¢orba gotiiriirler, yemek gotiiriirler, biri dldiiglinde...
yani herseyi paylasirlar. Misafir gelecek mesela, benim annem yasli, hemen bir
organizasyon yaparlar, komsular bir sey yapar getirirler. Komsuluk iligkileri cok
fazla. O da eskiden beri oturuldugu igin. Sonradan gelenler de uyum saghyor.
Yani iliskiler ¢ok iyi, anlatabiliyor muyum? [...] Yani benim mesela bir arkadasim
var Zirvekent konutlarinda, karsi komsusunun kim oldugunu bilmiyor. 6 senedir
oturuyor, hicbir sey bilmiyor anlatabiliyor muyum? Burada oyle degil, kapilar
agikt1 ilk zamanlar, simdi kapatiyoruz yani. Bir de onu sdyleyecegim, biiyiik de
sOylemeyeyim, hi¢ daha kap: kirilip da kirk senedir bir hirsizlik vakas: olmadi.

H1-92:

Biitiin benim sikayetim, dedigim gibi, cok 6ziir dilerim yani kalite diistii. Kalite
diistli. Buranin yerlileri yani ilk yaptiranlar ortaklar, hakikaten, se¢me aliniyordu
yani herkesi almiyorlardi. Bir defa cogu milletvekiliydi, o zaman Demokrat Parti
milletvekili. Ama benim Demokrat Parti ile alakam yok, onu pesin sdyleyeyim...

H7-65:
Toplumda Oyle bir degisim oldu aslinda. Mesela asansore biniyorsunuz
“giinaydin” bile demiyorlar. Bu bizim alistk olmadigimiz bir tarz. Halbuki
eskiden herkes birbirini gozetler yani altmis dairede her blok belki altmisiyla da
tanismiyorsunuz ama tanidiginiz on bes, yirmi aile oluyordu. Herkes simdi igine
cekildi.

H12-63:

Baz1 bloklar daha sansli. Bizim burasi ¢ok el degistirdi, eski komsularimdan
hemen hemen kimse yok su anda, belki bir-iki kisi var ¢ok yaslanmis vaziyette.
Nezaket gibi seyler yok oldu. Sosyallesme bakimindan o tiir seyler vardi,
insanlar ¢ok kibardi, ¢ok hos sohbetler ederdik kapmin o6niinde, hani gidip
gelmesek bile. O tiir seyler yok yani simdi, bazen insanlarla karsilasiyorsun,
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selam bile vermesini bilmiyor. Oyle olmaya baglad1 yani, o kismini sevmiyorum
artik.

H11-56:

Tabi mimarinin disinda biz biraz sosyoloji de konusuyoruz anladigim kadariyla.
bu 2. kusaklara ge¢mesi, arkadaslik ve sosyal ¢evrenin ¢ok genis olmasi... mesela
bayramlarda falan, yonetim odamiz var, orada toplanip bayramlasilir bayramin
2. giinii. Yani Oyle seyler vardir, herkes birbirine gider gelir, o ayr1 mesele de, bir
toptan Oyle bir sey yapilir.

H11-56

Mesela asagida bir hanim var, fotograf basmak istiyor ve hep bize de soyliiyor,
ben bir oda istiyorum fotograf basacagim, falan diye, fakat fotograf basacak,
insanlar gelip gidecek, [...] belki resim ¢ekecekler anlatabiliyor muyum, onu pek
goze alamadik. Fazla insan gelip gitsin istemiyoruz yani, bir siirii yabancinin
gelip gitmesi iyi bir olay degil. Sonra yukarida tikirt1 olsa asagiya ses geliyor.
Ordan hadi gelmisken terasa ¢ikalim diyecekler, yani nahos olaylar olsun da
istemiyoruz. Bilemezsin yani yukarida ne olup bittigini yani, o yiizden.

H7-73:

Hig¢ isim olmamasina ragmen ben, sirf evde kapali kalmamak icin, sabah 9’da
biiroya gidiyorum aksam 4’te geliyorum. Cocuklar isleri hallediyorlar ama eve
kapalir kalmamak igin gidiyorum biiroya. Ama bdyle bir imkan olsayd: ¢ikardik
oraya, ordaki komsularla sohbet ederdik. Simdi olsa olsa kapida karsilasinca bir
iki komsumuzla sohbet edebiliyorum. Buranin eksikliklerinin baslicas: iligkiler
zaten.

H2-65:

Ama Tirk toplumuna o tarihlerde, 60l1 tarihlerde bunu empoze edemezsin,
anlatamazsin. Zaten bizde kollektif suur, biling hala oturmadi. Bu ¢ok elit tabaka
olmasma ragmen... [...] O biiyiik eksikligimiz bizim. Yani simdiye kadar hicbir
sitede boyle sosyal aktiviteleri olan mimariye rastladin mi? 801i-90h yapilarda
bile goremezsin, ancak simdi 2000li yillarda yeni yeni yapilan yapilanmalarda
belki...
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