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Abstract:

The relationship between politics and design in housing production has been evaluated by
showing the housing sector in Turkey as working architects/without architecture. Therefore,
architecture and design are exhibited as “being absent” and with “lack of appearing”.

Housing production in Turkey lives two points of break in the process of modernization: The
beginning of the1950’s and the middle of the1980’s.The 1950’s is when huge problems of
quality, which would repeat in a pattern, began. The social character of Turkey answered these
requirements by using its’ own reflex, and a new small production mechanisms were introduced
to the system. These mechanisms were organized to externalize architectural formations
because of their nature. The break in the middle of the 1980’s depended on the obstruction of
these small production mechanisms and unproductivity. This break was wanted to solve by the
trend of becoming bigger through scale of production, especially in the1990’ s as a result of new
legal, financial and organizational provisions. Organization models may be expected to operate
the universal experiences of architectural formation using selection for settlement and design of
housing units and buildings. Organization of production to select technology and materials.
However, progress was realized contrary to these expectations and reproduction of relations
based on small production in big organization were mentioned. This paper aims to demonstrate
the physical results of non-affecting on architectural formations by evaluating examples.
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I will show the relationship between politics and design in housing
production, and how demonstrate the housing sector in Turkey has been
built without architect and architecture. | will show indirectly architecture and
design as being absent with the help of presenting examples of housing
production in Turkey. In fact, there is no other way to speak about the
relationship between architecture and housing production. This approach
will be just like using voicelessness as voice in avant-garde music.
Therefore, architecture will be represented by being absent.



Characteristics which affected housing development in Turkey were
emphasized in this meeting. | wil start by underlining these: Approximately
250 000 housing units have been built a year in the last 50 years in Turkey.
250 000 new houses have been added to the housing stock every year.
This is a very significant number, and cannot be overcome by traditional
production mechanisms as a quantity. New mechanisms will appear and this
is unavoidable. The first question is could this requirement, which is about
250.000 units a year, be covered by small production mechanisms and scale
norms for buildings in small parcels? A cognitive evaluation, which based on
logic, will show us that the answer of this question should be negative.

However in reality, the history of development tells us just the opposite of
this answer. We know that these tremendous new housing requirements
were covered by small production mechanisms not only in Turkey but also in
some early-industrialized countries, which were leaders of the diffusion of
modernization in the world. France is an example of these countries.
However, there is a threshold which was occurred absolutely both in early
industrialized countries and in countries which were modernized with phase
differences like Turkey. The small production mechanisms came to uncover
the requirement when this threshold had was passed. Then the scale of
interference and production will be getting bigger. The process worked like
this as a summary.

This is the opportune time to speak about the specific and exceptional
position of Turkey. Modernization dynamics of Turkey were organized on a
developing interference scale, meaning production scales, which exceed
dimensions of small parcels. This is an important point that distinguishes the
housing problems in Turkey from the housing problems in other countries in
the world in my opinion, covering big requirements with small production
mechanism till a threshold occurred in the 1980’s in Turkey. This is a
specific point of Turkish history of development, since this trend had been
realized in other early-industrialized countries in different forms. The specific
problems of Turkey when the scale increased were that there were no
formations which may till infiltrate to big scale, roles and positions in which
architecture is the linking point of this formation. | will attempt to explain what
I mean by using some examples selected from Turkey.

The first example is Besiktas, one of the central business districts of the
European side. The physical characteristics of housing settlements around
this center show typical examples of developments dated between 1950 and
1980. First of all, there is a parcel format progressing in dept, which has
widths between 6 and 12 meters. The environment seen in the figure were
organized by buildings, which were built according to this standardized
parcel format. It means, this environment occurred with the coming together
of every one of these effects based on every parcel. The reason for an
absence of architectural formation in this pattern of small production process
is depend on and the fact that limits constituted at high levels as thresholds
and frameworks were turning to physical standards and defining directly
building forms when the scale became smaller and the production have
been fragmented. It shows a paradox. Fragmentation and increasing in scale
mean a big variety and the differentiation possibilities, and it can be seen
that they open an activity area in the architectural formation. However, the
activity area gets much smaller when the idea of obtaining maximum
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revenue with this fragmentation comes together with maximizing building
capacity. The development limitation comes to define directly the outer
shape of the buildings. Diversity is reduced to secondary preferences, like
materials for building facades, colors etc. Thus the diversity of the physical
environment in its own position is reduced to a menu which is dictated by

Figure 3: Ortakdy Valley

preferences based on a change in the
building materials’ market. There is no
need for architectural knowledge and
experience in  this type of
environment. Work that will be done
and building that will occurred is
known from the beginning. There is
no need for architectural formations,
and different space organizations
carry alternative solutions for which
there is no special position and no
special needs. This isn’'t only valid for
Istanbul, but also is valid for Paris,
London and Berlin etc., where the
buildings were realized through small
production in general. Architectural
formations can not influence
conditions or norms of development
and habits of constructors, which
determine the characteristics of the
physical environment in the pattern of
small and fragmented production. The
apartment on Rue Franklin in Paris,
designed by A. Perret at the
beginning of 20th Century, and the
buildings close to it, were a very good
example exhibiting the contradiction
between the architectural formation
and routine non- architectural building
production. The parcel of this
apartment of Perret occurred as a
result of a very special design
demand that can not be generalized
for Paris at that time.

The other places in Istanbul that are
different to central districts after the
1960’s show the same physical
characteristics, since they were also
produced with similar approaches. We
must not forget that approximately
250 000 new housing units had been
added to big cities of Turkey for forty
years by using these mechanisms
and having these physical
characteristics. Physical differences in
the sanctions in development plans
and regulations. A detached building
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development pattern was used in the Asian part of Istanbul because the
building development codes were not given to possibilities for attached
building development patterns.

All these surroundings are produced by an organization, which is based on
small production systems. We call this the “build-seller” offer “mechanism”,
which was progressed by the social structure of Turkey. The most important
factor of not having a hitch to operate this model till the middle of the 1980's
depended on the fact that small contractors did not pay anything for the site.
That means they started to work without any payment for the site. It is known
the site is always the most expensive input of urban housing everywhere in
the world. The important point for the spreading of these mechanisms
depended on the payment for the site being at the end of building instead of
the beginning. As a result half of the houses produced from 1950’s to the
middle of the 1980’s were realized by using this mechanism.

The other half of the houses, till the middle of the 1980’s, was produced by
an informal housing mechanism, which was, in fact, illegal. Informal housing
started illegally, however, it had dynamics which became formal through
populist chronicle policies. Therefore, populist policies pushed this illegal
mechanism to legality. Thus, the gap between “legal” and “formal” increased,
and a gap occurred between law and
public habits. Construction out of law
in this format was a phenomenon
peculiar to Turkey. There is a big land
heritage from the Ottoman Empire to
the Turkish Republic, since the
special land property system was not
progressed in the Ottoman Empire.
The big land capacity, owned and
protected by the state, caused the
informal buildings to become legal
norms by populist policies.

Both of these mechanisms reached
their limits by the middle of the 1980’s.
First, the “build-seller offer” Figure 4: Kagithane
mechanism  exhausted all the
developed lands and low density
parcels by rebuilding on these areas.
Second, the informal housing
mechanism exhausted the all public
lands on the periphery of the cities.
These two mechanisms, therefore,
reached the end of their lives.
Although they continue to operate, no
longer they can produce the answer
to required scales. An interesting thing
happened at this point. The
government of Turgut Ozal noticed
this embarrassment and answered
immediately creating three important
supports; The Mass Housing Fund,

Figure 5: Kagithane
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Figure 6: Beylikduzi
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Mass Housing Organization, and
Mass Housing Law were constituted
to compliment each other as a
financial source, an administrative
mechanism, and a legal base. These
organizations were created to aid the
housing market, which was
embarrass, and placed large scale
structures instead of small production
mechanisms that had not become
bigger in scale through these own
efforts.

Architectural formation should be
expected to take part in the
phenomenon when the scale was
increasing once through its technique
and its aesthetic, organizational and
technological dimensions. A series of
decisions, which do not work
automatically in this small production
scale, have to be defined. There are
many alternatives for the production,
which will be occur, and this can not
be estimated, just like the small
parcel scale. As a matter of fact, the
modern housing architecture tradition
in western regions progressed in the
milieu of the 1920’s, which resulted in
an increase in the production scale.
This modern settlement tradition had
a series of factors going from
settlement strategies on the sites to
forms of building blocks, and from
layouts of housing units to technical
equipment and furniture, which all
had alternative patterns. This is a
fragmented, fragile and universal
tradition which was founded in the
1920’s, deformed in the 1950’s as a
result of distortions caused by the
construction sector were revised and
changed in the 1970’s, deformed
second time in the 1980’s as a result
of distortions of the market, and gave
signs for a new synthesis which
occurred with the dregs leak from the
whole century in the 1990’s.
However, | thought that a tradition like
this should mentioned.

This universal settlement culture was
the one, which Turkey could not
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share or be deprived of, and was put on the agenda in 1985 when the
housing production scale increased. It is not architectural diploma when |
talked about “architect” what | mean a subject that has experience, sKill,
courage, and equipment as an agent for architectural formation.

I will attempt to solidisy my thinking by giving examples from regions that
were different from small parcel scale in Istanbul. The first example is
Ortakdy Valley and its’ northern section. This area is actually within the
limits of the development plan. However, it was not settled till 1985, since it
has an original and strange topography. This area is a threshold, which
made an edge on the two sides. One side covers neighborhoods on the
Boshorous and the other is Barboros Avenue. This area was seen as an
important potential when the two sides were filled by using mechanisms
which were valid were valid till the 1990’s. After this period, this area was
also filled by middle-high level housing groups. The first character of these
housing groups were detached building blocks, designed not to be
considered as detached, and they were placed according to the gaps
defined in development plans. They were designed in a manner to be
meaningful when placed one by one. That means the wholeness of these
buildings was not designed at the first planning stage. However, they don’ t
have the characteristics of apartment buildings which were built one by one
like materials and colors, since they are part of one interference. They are
like a series of products but they don’ t have the meaning of series
production. The dimensions and forms of the buildings were changed
according to the development laws and the form of the land. However,
certain things are never changed; the idea of building always of a standard
and of a defined block type side by side, or in another pattern according to
the edge forms of the site. Not only is it space organization and the form of
this shell of the building but it is also a process and connection not giving a
possibility of penetrating different construction technology production
organizations, building elements, materials and solutions of details. These
possibilities were put aside automatically, since buildings were not seen as
a whole settlement organization and a part of a vision if they are one by one,
set up apart from each other. When this is the case, selective elements from
outside are considered for the wholeness of the settlement. For example
pools or terraced

The second example, an example of productions after the 1980’s, is
Kagithane. The Kagithane region is different from Ortakdy Valley as a
middle-class settlement. The subject, the producer of houses of these
different social strata, is also different housing cooperatives. However, these
cooperatives must not be confused with the others, which existed as the first
examples of this organization type, in western and northern Europe, since
the main aim of cooperatives from these areas was collaboration. There is a
meaning of cooperation different from combining possibilities of getting a
house and then everybody solving their problems through their own effort.
The social sectors with limited possibilities collected these possibilities, and
they had chances to take advantage of subventions and public credits
because of the power of collectiveness. They were not apart from each other
at the end of the work. The collaboration was continued in the consuming
process. The core of the cooperatives is these characteristics. Therefore, the
cooperatives in our country must be “quoted” every time, because it is
considered as a temporary collaboration to have an ownership house.
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The same phenomenon appeared when we look beyond the settlements,
which are as big as the settlements in Ortakdy Valley and produced by
cooperatives. An apartment solution which have more units and are bigger in
this case, repetition of it as much as the site opportunities. If the site were
bigger, then the amount of repetition would be more. These are giant
apartments without any possibilities of design, technology, organization, etc.
These are the conditions of increase in scale.

The patronage pattern of pre-modern Turkey had succeeded in carrying
these relationships to the bigger scales; after the “build-seller offer” system
and inefficient small production systems by using very proper mechanisms
to them. It cut the modern channels, which may contain the architecture as
new relation channels, since it was succeeded. 200-250-500 families had
been placed in a huge block just like 5-10 families in “the build and sell”
system. The quality of forms relations of patronage web that contains
political parties, local government, bureaucracy and parliament in Ankara,
between contractors and 5-10 families had never been never changed when
the relation between 500 families and producers started. They realized this
go-between with a special care in not realizing any new opportunities, which
would be carried by this scale. It is possible to obtain the resistance and fear
that would be based on changes. “All factors must stay just like they are,
don’t sail to unknown seas”. Thus, nothing was changed. They survived as
they were, while everything from obtaining sites to scales of buildings was
changed. Of course, this fear, this convention excludes new design
possibilities, and in short, every new thing that would be carried by
architectural formation. These repeated giant blocks, became enlarged types
of 4-5 floor blocks to 20-25 floors. These buildings, which were not
defendable in a small scale, became more ugly when they became giant
blocks. There was the same reinforced concrete plus the hallow-brick
building system, the same baths and kitchens, the same L-shaped living
rooms and corner balconies, the same contractors etc... A careful eye can
just notice they were merely enlarged and clumsily formed small apartments,
if one did not know the story behind. Eaves are a good example, what is an
eave? It is a solution to form a barrier between rain and the facade of 2-3
floor buildings, produced by traditional architecture. This is a cultural factor,
which completes and finishes the building to the defined small scale. While
this type of usage does not have meaning persistence on it the buildings
higher than 20 floors what would be this phenomenon if it was related to not
thinking on and not sharing architectural formations. Also small corner
balconies would be meaningful if they are considered as modifications on
surfaces of housing blocks when they are used in the 2-3 floor scale. But
they may be ugly when they are used in the height of 20-25 floors. Whereas
syntax of modern architecture was renewed, beginning with Hilbersheimer
and Corbusier these scale buildings as architectural formations are known
very well. Besides, architectural formation tries to compensate reaching that
height by using big balconies which reach to terraces in scale. The same
thoughtlessness and not having architectural formations resulted in
transforming window types and window series of 2-3 floors buildings to giant
walls of big apartments. Using the same reinforced concrete skeleton and
hollow-brick building type automatically may cause the usage of the same
type of windows. | am not talking about good or bad, beautiful or ugly things,
| am attempting to find minimum limits of standards and bases. All of these
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standards and limits that has had would not be called “ugly” or “bad” even
thought they could not reach these levels.

I would like to give some examples from Beylikdiizli, because this region is
the best place for observing, a density in the new trend which | mentioned. It
is a region that has had a huge development in the last 10 years, taking
place between the Trans European Motorway (TEM) and the E5 Motorway,
which is parallel to the coast. There are giant buildings which were built by
small contractors and sub-contractors organized by cooperatives and some
middle-sized investment owners. The building of these huge blocks or not is
not our subject. Public architectural opinion generally stays and squeezed in
this debate. However, the more important problem which was not argued
was how these buildings would be designed when the scale is like this.
Obtaining the right volumetry of these blocks is a subject which must be
handled by people who have experience and knowledge. For example, how
is the ground relationship of these huge scale buildings? Or the roof of these
buildings: there will be an original grammar for the finishing of the building
blocks would not be building triangular windows in the volumes obtained
from the inclination of the roof in any case. Naturally, more importantly, they
don’t have any pattern of site planning, and they were placed one after
another. Don’t confuse them with the “sailing” concepts of the 1950’s based
on the thoughts of Niemeier and friends, because the first and second
phases of the Atakdy neighborhoods have good examples of a very well
defined disciplinary pattern language, based on dimensions between blocks,
relationships to open spaces, not correlating with road lines although they
appear coincidental. Blocks, which are not related with these characteristics,
define an environment that had no meaning in any time.

I have discussed a very specific problem of Turkey, specific in two ways.
Both there is a milieu which was defined by its own conditions based on the
history of universal modernization, and it had a special place in the story of
Turkish modernization. The critical question is; what is the equipment for
jumping the threshold of modernization in relation to housing production in
Turkey. | believe that the fate of the profession of architecture in Turkey will
be defined by this process more than any other thing.

Toplu konut Uretiminde politika - tasarim iligkisi

Konut Uretiminde politika ile tasarim arasindaki iligkiyi, Tirkiye'deki konut sektérinin
nasil mimarsiz/mimarisiz igledigini sergileyerek islemeye calisacagim. Dolayisiyla
mimariyi ve tasarimi "olmayiglariyla", "eksik oluslariyla" gosterecedim Turkiye'deki
konut Uretimi araciliyiyla. Baska caresi de yok Turkiye'deki konut dretimi-mimarlik
iliskisinden bahsetmenin. Bu avant-garde muzidin sessizligi ses olarak kullanmasi,
sesi sessizlik Uzerinden hatirlatmasi gibi bir sey olacak; mimarlik olmayisiyla temsil

edilecek...

Bu toplantida Turkiye'nin imar surecine damgasini vuran 6zellikler Gizerinde duruldu.
Bunlarin da akilda tutulmasini isteyerek, bir ka¢ noktanin altini ¢izerek baslayacagim:
1950'ler sonrasinda, yani son 50 yil igcinde Turkiye'de her yil ortalama 250 bin konut
uretilmis; konut stoguna her yil 250 bin yeni konut eklenmis. Bu, nereden bakilirsa
bakilsin muazzam bir rakamdir ve bundan 6ncesinin Uretim mekanizmalariyla
karsilanamayacak bir niceliktir. Mutlaka yeni mekanizmalar ortaya c¢ikacak, bu
kacinilmaz. Birinci soru su: Kuglk uretim mekanizmalariyla, kugik parsel
normlarindaki insaat Olgekleriyle bu ihtiyag, yilda 250 binler seviyesindeki bu ihtiyag
karsilanabilir mi? Mantigi 6n plana alan kognitif bir degerlendirme buna olumsuz
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yanit verecektir. Fakat realite, imar tarihi bunun tersini soyliyor. Sadece Turkiye'de
degil, iclerinde Fransa'nin da bulundudu erken sanayilesmis, modernlesmenin
diinyaya yayllmasina oncelik etmis cografyalarda da uzunca bir siire bu muazzam
yeni konut ihtiyacinin kiiguk uretim mekanizmalarinca karsilandigini biliyoruz. Fakat
bir esik var. Gerek erken sanayilesen llkelerde, gerekse de bizim gibi bir faz farkiyla
modernlesen Ullkelerde mutlaka bir esige geliniyor. Bu esik gegildikten sonra kuguk
Uretim mekanizmalari ihtiyaci kargilayamaz hale geliyor. Sonra girisim ve Uretim
Olcedi buyuyor. Sireg 6zetle boyle igliyor.

Tam da bu noktada Turkiye' nin istisnai ve spesifik durumundan s6z etmek gerekiyor.
Tarkiye'nin modernlesme dinamikleri o sekilde igliyor ve toplumsal yapisi o sekilde
kurulmus ki, biyuyen girisim 6lgegi, yani kugik parsel boyutlarinin digina tasan
Uretim Olgekleri bile kiigik uretimin aliskanliklariyla, kiguk Gretimin iligki bicimleriyle
orgutlenmeye devam ediyor. Bence, Tirkiye'deki konut sorununu modern diinyanin
diger cografyalarinin konut sorunlarindan ayiran 6zelli§i tam da bu noktada
dugumleniyor. Kitlesel bir ihtiyaci bir esige gelene kadar -ki bu esik Turkiye icin
1980'lerdir- kiguk Uretim mekanizmalariyla karsilamasi degil Tirkiye imar tarihinin
spesifik tarafi. Cinkl bu, baska baska bicimler altinda erken sanayilesmis
cografyalarda da bdyle olmus. Ancak olgek blyldikten sonra hala buylk olgegin
icine sizabilecek formasyonlarin, rollerin, pozisyonlarin -ki mimarlik formasyonu bu
yeni formasyonlarin digim noktasidir- girememesi Turkiye'nin oldukga spesifik bir
sorunu. Istanbul'dan sectigim bazi 6rneklerle ne demek istedigimi anlatmaya
calisacagim.

ilk sectigim 6rnek Besiktas. Avrupa yakasinin merkezi is alanlarindan biri. Bu
merkezin c¢evresinde olusan iskan bdlgesinin fiziki 6zellikleri 1950-80 arasi imar
olusumlarinin tipik bir érnegini sergiliyor. Her seyden énce 6-12 metre genisliginde
derinlemesine bir parsel formati var. Ve hava fotografinda gérdigumiz genis
cevrenin tamami bu standartlastinlmis parsel formati Uzerinde yapilan ayri ayri
ingaatlarla kurulmus. Yani butin bu c¢evre tek tek, parsel parsel orgitlenmis
girigsimlerin biraraya gelmesiyle olusmus. Bu ki¢lk uretim 6rintisinun igine mimarlik
formasyonunun sizamamasinin nedeni, 6lgek kigildikge ve Uretim pargalandikca en
Ust dizeyde konulan ve aslinda birer ¢erceve ve esik olmasi gereken sinirlamalarin
birer fiziki standarda déniismesi ve binalarin formunu dolaysizca belirlemesi. Burada
bir paradoks var gibi duruyor: ilk bakista pargalilik ve 8lgek kiiglimesi daha biiyiik bir
cesitlilik ve farklilasma olanagi anlamina gelip, mimarlik formasyonuna da bir hareket
alani acabilir mi? gibi gézukuyor. Ancak bu parcalilikla maksimum rant elde etme,
dolayisiyla maksimum insaat yapma isteg@i birlesince hareket alani iyice daraliyor.
imar sinirlamalari dogrudan dogruya binalarin dis konturlarini, dolayisiyla da
formunu tarif eder hale geliyor. Cesitlilik cephe malzemesi, renk vs. ikincil tercihlere
indirgeniyor. Boylelikle fiziki cevrenin kendi igindeki farkllagsmasi dogrudan dogruya
yapl malzemesi piyasasinin raslantisal tercihleri tarafindan dikte edilen bir menuye
indirgenmis oluyor. Bdyle bir ortam iginde mimarlik formasyonunun bilgisine,
birikimine hi¢ yer kalmiyor. Yapilacak is, ortaya c¢ikacak bina zaten basindan belli.
Mimarlik formasyonunun tasiyabilecegdi alternatif ¢coziimlere, farklh mekan kurgularina
-cok 6zel bir durum, gok &zel bir talep olmadikga- yer yok. Bu sadece Istanbul igin
degil, ingaatlarin agirlikla klguk uretim tarafindan gerceklestirildigi zamanlardaki
Paris, Londra, Berlin vb. 19.yy. baskentleri igin de gecerli. Fiziki cevrenin karakterine
damgasini vuran imar kurallarina ve mduteahhit aliskanliklarina modern diinyada
mimarlik formasyonunun nifus etmesi mimkin olmuyor kiglik ve pargal Uretim
orintlsu icinde. Paris'te Rue Franklin Gzerinde 20.yy. basinda A.Perret tarafindan
yapilan apartman ile yakin cevresindeki binalar mimarlik formasyonu ile rutine
baglanmis mimarlk digi Gretimin karsithgini sergilemesi bakimindan ilging bir 6rnek
olusturur. Perret'nin parseli de gok 6zel -yani o gliniin Paris'i i¢in genellenemeyecek-
bir tasarim talebinin sonucunda ortaya gikmistir.

istanbul'un 1960'lar sonrasi merkeze déniismiis diger alanlari da benzer bigimde
Uretildiklerinden ayni fiziki Ozellikleri gdstermektedirler. Ve unutmayalim ki bu
mekanizmalarla ve bu fiziki 6zelliklere sahip olarak 40 yil boyunca yilda ortalama 250
bin konut birimi eklenmigtir Turkiye'nin buylk kentlerine. Cevreler arasindaki fiziki
farklilasma imar yaptirnmlarindaki farkliliktan kaynaklanmaktadir yalnizca. Ornegin
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istanbul'un Asya vyakasindaki imar diizeni bitisik nizam yapilasmaya izin
vermediginden, bu tarafta ayrik nizam yapilasma s6z konusu olmustur.

Batln bu cevreler kuglk Uretime dayall bir organizasyon modeli ile Uremektedirler.
Tamamen Tirkiye'nin sosyal blinyesi tarafindan Uretilmis olan bu modeli biz "yap-
sat¢cl sunum mekanizmasi" olarak adlandiriyoruz: Bu modelin 1980'lerin ortasina
kadar bu kadar aksamadan islemesini olanakh kilan en &énemli etken, kiguk
muteahhitin isin basinda arsaya para 6dememesi, yani ise arsaya para 6demeden
baslamasi. Bilindigi gibi dinyanin her yerinde arsa kentsel konutun en pahali girdisi
olagelmistir. Bu en pahali girdinin bedelinin isin basinda édenmeyip, isin sonunda
Uretilen Grin Uzerinden 6denmesi, bu mekanizmanin bu kadar yayginlasmasini
saglayan puf noktasi olmustur. Ve sonugta 1950'lerden 1980Q'lerin ortasina kadar
uretilen konutlarin yarisi bu mekanizma ile Uretilebilmistir.

1980'leri ortasina kadar Uretilen konutlarin diger yarisi da yasa-digi bir mekanizma
olan gecekondu mekanizmasi ile Uretilmisti. Gecekondu mekanizmasi yasa disi
olarak basglayip zaman icinde kroniklesmis populist politikalarla yasallagan bir
dinamige sahiptir. Dolayisiyla populist politikalar yasa digi olan bu mekanizmayi
mesruiyet alanina gekmiglerdir. Boylelikle "yasal" ile "mesru" arasindaki mesafe
giderek acilmig, hukukla toplumsal aligkanliklar arasinda bir bosluk olusmustur. Bu
bicimiyle yasa digi yapilasma da tamamen Turkiye'ye 6zgu bir olgudur. Osmanli
toplumunda toprak Uzerinde 6zel milkiyetin gelismemis olmasi Turkiye Cumhuriyeti
devletine baska cografyalarda rastlanmayan bir blyUklikte toprak mdulkiyeti mirasi
birakmisti. iste populist politikalarca ¢émertce elden gikarilarak yasa disi konut
Uretimini mesru bir norm haline getiren de devletin elinde birikmis olan bu topraklarin
blyuklugu olmustur.

1980'lerin ortasina gelindiginde her iki mekanizma da kendi sinirlarina dayanmisti.
Birincisi, yap-sat¢i mekanizma sehirlerin imarli alanlarindaki tim arazileri ve dusuk
yogunluklu parselleri yeniden-inga ederek tikettigi igin; ikincisi, gecekondu
mekanizmasi da kentlerin g¢eperlerindeki tim kamu arazilerini tlkettigi icin artik
Omuirlerini doldurmuslardi. Bu mekanizmalar kismen faaliyetlerini stirdUrseler de, artik
ihtiyacin timune yanit verecek Olgeklerde Uretim yapamaz hale gelmiglerdi. Bu
noktada ilging bir sey oldu: iktidardaki Ozal hiikiimeti bu tikanikligi hemen farkederek
ve zamaninda refleks vererek i¢ 6nemli yeni dayanak olusturdu: Toplu Konut Fonu,
Toplu Konut Idaresi ve Toplu Konut Yasasi. Birbirini tamamlayan finansal bir kaynak,
hukuksal bir zemin ve idari bir mekanizma. Tikanmis ve Odlcegini kendi kendine
buyutemeyen kuguk uretim mekanizmalarinin yerine blylk 6lgekli yapilanmalari
getirebilecek olan, konut piyasasinin 6niini agmaya yonelik dizenlemelerdi bunlar.

Olgek bir kere biiylidiikten sonra artik isin igine mimarlik formasyonunun da girmesi
beklenir: Teknik, estetik, organizasyonel, teknolojik vs. boyutlariyla mimarlik
formasyonunun. Cinkl bu 6élgekte bir Uretimde otomatik olarak islemeyecek bir dizi
karar almak gerekir. Kiiguk parsel dlgeginde oldugu gibi yapilacak olan bagindan belli
olamaz; ortaya ¢ikacak Urtndn bir ¢ok alternatifi vardir. Nitekim modern konut
mimarisi gelenedi de batili cografyalarda Uretim Olgeg@inin biylimesiyle sonuglanan
1920'ler sonrasi ortaminda gelismistir. Bu modern yerlesme gelenegi arazi lizerinde
yerlesme stratejilerinden blok ve/veya bina formatlarina, birim konut dizenlerinden
teknik donatiya ve mobilyalara kadar kendi iclerinde alternatif drintdleri olan bir dizi
unsuru icerir. 1920'lerde temeli atilmig, 1950'lerde insaat sektorliniin carpitmalari
sonucunda deforme olmus, 1970'lerde yon degistirmis ve revize edilmis, 1980'lerde
piyasanin carpitmasiyla bir kez daha deforme olmus ve 1990'larda da ylzyilin
butininden stzilen tortu ile yeni bir sentezin isaretlerini vermis oldukga pargal,
oldukga kirilgan evrensel bir gelenektir bu. Ama sonug olarak bdyle bir gelenekten
s6z edilebilecegini disuniyorum.

iste Tirkiye'nin 1985'lerden sonraki, yani iiretim élgegini biyiittiikten sonraki konut
Uretiminde nasibini alamadidi, mahrum kaldigdi, hi¢ bir bicimde glindeme getiremedigi
tam da bu evrensel yerlesme kulturidir. Tabii burada "mimar" derken kastettigim
mimarlik diplomasi degil; mimarlik formasyonunun ajani, tasiyicisi olarak devreye
girme birikimine, becerisine, cesaretine, donatisina sahip bir 6zneden bahsediyorum.
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Séylediklerimi, Istanbul'da 1980'lerden sonra kiiciik parsel dlcegini asarak yapilmig
bolgelerden érnekler vererek somutlamaya calisacagim. ik vermek istedigim érnek
Ortakdy Vadisi ve onun kuzeye dogru agilan bolimi. Burasi aslinda sehrin imarli
alanlarinin iginde kalmasi gerekirken, istanbul'un ilging ve kendine dzgii topografyasi
nedeniyle 1985'lere kadar imar gérmemis alanlarindan biri. Bogaz semtleriyle
Barbaros Bulvari'nin arasinda kalmis, iki tarafin da kenarini olusturan ilging bir esik
olarak karsimiza cikiyor. 1980'lere kadar gecerli olan mekanizmalarla her iki yaka da
binalarla doldurulunca yapilasmamig bu alan istah acici bir potansiyel olarak
gbézikmeye bagladi ve "site" olarak adlandirlan Ust-orta tabaka yerlesmeleriyle
dolmaya basladi. Bunlarin ik géze batan 6zellikleri de su: iclerinde birden fazla
binanin yer alacagi hi¢ hesaba katilmadan tasarlanmis ayrik nizam bir apartman tipi
tasarlaniyor ve arada imarin zorunlu kildigi bosluklar birakilarak yanyana diziliyor.
Teker teker yapildiklarinda gecerli olabilecek bir tasarim anlayigiyla tasarlaniyorlar;
yani butinsellikleri bagtan tasarlanmiyor. Ancak 6te yandan ayni girisimin parcasi
olduklari icin ayri ayri yapilan apartmanlarin tasiyabilecekleri dereceden (malzeme,
renk vb.) farkliliklara da sahip degiller. Seri tretim mantigindan nasibini almamis seri
Uretim Urunleri gibiler adeta. Binalarin boyutlari, sekilleri bir takim imar yasalarina
gore, arazinin formatina goére degisiyor. Fakat hic degismeyen bir sey var, hep belli
bir standardin, belli bir bina tipinin yan yana su veya bu sekilde arsanin kenar
cizgilerine gore cogaltiimasi. Sadece mekan kurgusu ve kabuk formu acgisindan
degil, farkli yapim tekniklerinin, Uretim organizasyonlarinin, yapi bilesenlerinin,
malzeme ve detay ¢dzimlerinin de hi¢ bir sekilde sizmasina olanak tanimayan bir
sureg, bir konvansiyon bu. Binalar bitiinsel bir yerlesme kurgusunun, vizyonunun
parcasi olarak gortlmeyip tek tek, ayn ayri kuruldugunda bu alternatif olanaklar
otomatik olarak dislanmis oluyorlar. Hal bdéyle olunca yerlesmenin butunlugina
kurmak digaridan tagima dgelere kaliyor. Mesela havuz, ya da setlenmis ¢im sahalar
ve onlarin duvarlari. Bunlarin hi¢ birisinin butlnsel olarak tasarlanmis bir yerlesme
peyzajinin pargasi olmadiklari belli. Binalardan arda kalan tesadifi bosluklarin parga
parca bigimlendiriimesi ile ortaya c¢ikmiglar ve reklam malzemesi olarak
kullaniliyorlar. Bunlar hep, 1980'lerin ortasina kadar konut piyasasina girmeyen orta
ve blyuk Olgekli yatinmcilarin inisiyatifiyle gelisen cevreler. Kiglk Uretici gibi
tasarlamaya ve Uretmeye devam ediyorlar.

1980 sonrasi Uretime 6rnek olarak sectigim ikinci boélge Kagithane. Kagithane orta
tabakanin yerlestigi bir gevre olarak Ortakdy Vadisi'nden farklilagiyor. Bu farkl sosyal
tabakanin konutlarini lreten 6zne de 6ncekinden farkh: Yapi kooperatifleri. Ancak bu
kooperatifleri, bu o6rgitlenme bigiminin ilk ortaya c¢iktigi Bati veya Kuzey
Avrupa'dakiler ile karigstirmamak gerekiyor. Clinkii buralarda kooperatif herseyden
once bir dayanisma demek; sadece konut edinene kadar imkanlarini birlestirmekten
ve sonra herkesin kendi basinin caresine bakmasindan farkl bir igerigi var
kooperatifgiligin kdkeninde: imkanlari sinirl olan sosyal kesimler bu sinirli imkanlarini
birlegtiriyorlar ve bu  birlesmenin  giclyle bazi kamusal kredilerden,
siibvansiyonlardan yararlanma sansina sahip oluyorlar. isin sonunda da
birbirlerinden ayrilmiyorlar; konut c¢evrelerinin tiketim slrecinde de dayanisma
suruyor. Kooperatifin 6ziinde bu var. O nedenle bizdekileri her seferinde "tirnak igine"
almak gerekiyor; sadece milk konut edinene kadar girilen gegici bir dayanigsma
oldugu igin.

Kooperatiflerce uretilen ve olcekleri Ortakdy Vadisi'ndekilerden de buyuk olan
yerlesmeleri g6zledigimizde karsimiza yine ayni olgu ¢ikiyor: Bu kez daha iri, demek
ki icinde daha fazla birimi barindiran bir apartman ¢6zimu; ve onun arsanin elverdigi
dlglide tekrarl. Arsa daha biiyilk olsa tekrarin sayisi artacak, o kadar. Olgek
blylmesinin tasidigi hi¢ bir tasarim, teknoloji, 6rgiittenme vs. imkani kullaniimadan
Uretilmig iri apartmanlar.

Tarkiye'nin pre-modern patronaj oruntisi, yap-satcilik ve kiiglik Gretim tikandiktan
sonra, yine son derece kendine 6zgl mekanizmalar kullanarak bu iligkileri daha
blylk 6lgeklerin igine tagsimayi basardi. Kuskusuz bunu basarmakla da asilabilecek
yeni iliski kanallarinin, icine mimarhgin da girebilecedi modern iliski kanallarinin
oninu kesti. Yap-sat¢i mekanizmada piyasanin 5-10 aileyi biraraya getirip bir ¢ati
altina sokmasi gibi, bu kez de 100-200-500 aile birka¢ dev blok gatisi altina sokuldu.
Siyasi partileri, belediye meclislerini, biirokrasiyi, hatta Ankara'daki meclisi i¢cine alan
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patronaj aglart 5-10 ailenin muteahhitle kurdugu iligki biciminin, niteligi hic
degdismeden 500 ailenin Ureticilerle kurdugu iliskiye taginmasina aracilik ettiler. Bu
Olgegin tasiyabilecegdi hi¢c bir yeni imkanin gerceklesmemesi igin adeta bilingli bir
O0zen gostererek yaptilar bu araciliyi. Bunun arkasinda degisme karsisinda duyulan
muazzam bir korkuyu, direnci okumak da mimkin. "Aman her sey eskiden oldugu
gibi kalsin, bilinmeyen sulara acilinmasin!" Bdylelikle arsa temininden yapilarin
Olcegine kadar her sey degismesine ragmen, hi¢ bir seyin degismemesi, herseyin
eski/bilindik yolda seyretmesi miimkin kilindi. Tabii bu korku, bu tutuculuk basindan
beri altini ¢izdigim yeni tasarim imkanlarini, yeni mekan standartlarini, yeni teknolojik
imkanlari, kisacasi mimarlik formasyonunun tasiyabilecegi her turli yeniligi de
disarida birakmis oldu. Bu tekrarlanan dev bloklarin her biri 4-5 katli apartmanlarin
20-25 kata buyutilmis halleri oldu. Kiglk 6lgekte de pek savunulacak bir taraflari
olmayan bu binalar azmanlastikga daha da sakil oldular. Ayni betonarme+boslukiu
tugla yapim teknigi, ayni banyolar ve mutfaklar, ayni L salonlar ve kése balkonlari,
ayni muteahhitler ve taseronlar vs... Dikkatli bir g6z, ardindaki hikayeyi bilmese de,
bunlarin premodern iligkilerle hantallastirilarak buyatilmus kiguk apartmanlardan
baska bir sey olmadiklarini hemen farkedecektir. Mesela sagaklar: Sagak nedir? 2
veya 3 katl bir binanin cephesi ile yagan yagmur arasina bir bariyer koymak igin
geleneksel mimarinin Urettidi bir ¢ézimdur. Bu ayni zamanda o &l¢edin verileri icinde
binayr tamamlayan, bitiren kulturel bir unsurdur. Bunun 5 katli apartmana bile
tasinmasi ¢ok anlamli degilken 20. katin (zerine hala koymakta israrli olmanin
nedeni hi¢c duslinmemekten, tasarim formasyonlarindan hi¢ nasibini almamig
olmaktan baska ne olabilir? Ya kuguk kose balkonlari: 2-3 kat dlgceginde anlamli
olabilecek kutle hareketleriyken 20-25 kata tasinmalar oldukga sakil bir sonug
dogurmaktadir. Oysa tasarim formasyonlarinin ¢ok iyi bildidi gibi modern mimarligin
dili Hilbersheimer ve Corbusier'den baslayarak bu Olgekteki binalarin kitle
hareketlerinin normlarini da yenilemigtir. Ayrica da o kadar ylksede c¢ikmanin
bedelini teras dlcegindeki balkonlarla telafi etmeyi hedeflemistir mimarlik formasyonu.
Yine birka¢ katin pencere oranlarini ve dizilerini devasa duvarlara tasimak da ayni
dusuncesizligin ve modern tasarim formasyonlarindan nasiplenmemisligin sonucu
olsa gerek. Ayni betonarme iskeletle ve ayni bosluklu tuglalarla insa etmek otomatige
alinmig bir bicimde ayni pencere bogsluklarini biraktiriyor olsa gerek. Dikkat edilirse
iyilik-kotuluk, guzellik-girkinlikten s6z etmiyorum; bunlarin konugulabilecegi bir asgari
standart, bir zemin arayisindayim. Buttin bunlar bu standartlardan, bu zeminden o
kadar uzaktalar ki "girkin" veya "k6tl" bile degiller; o noktaya bile gelmis degiller.

Son olarak Beylikdizi'nden 6rnekler vermek istiyorum. Cinki bu bdlge sézini
ettigim yeni trendin en yodun bir bicimde g6zlenebilecegdi yeni bir gelisme alani. TEM
otoyoluyla sahile paralel seyreden E5 otoyolunun arasinda, son 10 yil igcinde devasa
gelisme gosteren bir bolge. Kismen kooperatifler, kismen de orta dlgekli yatinmcilar
tarafindan kiglik miteahhitlerin ve taseronlarin biraraya getirilmesi sonucunda ortaya
ctkmis iri binalar kiimesi. Simdi, bu Olgekte binalarin yapilip yapilmamasi ayr bir
konu. Mimarlik kamuoyu bizde genellikle bu tartismanin icine sikisip kaldi. Ancak
daha dnemlisi ve belki de hi¢ tartisiimayani, bu dlgcekte yapildiginda nasil yapilacagi.
Her sey bir yana, bunlarin volumetrilerini olusturmak baslibasina bir deneyim,
baslibasina bir gérgu isteyen bir konu... Ya da mesela bu dlgekteki bir binanin yerle
temasinin nasil bir sey olacagi... Ya da gatilari: Herhalde kirma gati egiminin iginden
kazaniimis hacimlere lggen pencereler agilarak kurulmamali bu 6lgekteki binalarin
bitisleri; cati kurgusu baslibasina bir grameri olan bir bitis olmali. Tabii daha da
Onemlisi bir vaziyet plani kurgusuna sahip olmayip yanyana ve arka arkaya
dizilmeleri. Bunlari Niemeyer'lerin 6nculigind yaptigi o 1950'lerin  "ylzen"
konseptleriyle karistirmamak lazim. Cuankd, Atakéy dn 1. ve 2. Kisimlarindaki
yerlesmelerin de ¢ok iyi 6rnekledikleri gibi o tesadufi gibi duran érintinin ardinda
aralarindaki mesafeleriyle, agik alanla kurduklar iligkileriyle, yol hizalarina tabi
olmamalariyla vs. son derece taniml disipliner 6rinti dilleri vardi. Bitin bunlardan
nasibini almadan serpistirilmis bloklar, hi¢ bir zaman bir anlama gelmeyecek bir ¢evre
cikariyor karsimiza.

Tirkiye'nin son derece spesifik bir sorunundan bahsetmis oldum. Iki kath bir
spesifiklik bu: Hem evrensel modernlesme tarihi icinde son derece kendine has
kosullarca belirlenmis bir ortam var, hem de Tirkiye'nin modernlesme 6ykusu iginde
1990'larin kendine has bir yeri var. Kritik soru: Turkiye'nin konut Gretim iliskilerinde
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modernlesme esigini hangi araglar kullanarak atlayacaginda digumleniyor.
Turkiye'de mimarlik mesleginin kaderinin de her seyden ¢ok bu sireg iginde
belirlenecegini disinuyorum.
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